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| 
further than necessary in the premises. I think that we might regu- 
late the fare on the road we are chartering, but not undertake to limit 
the fare on a road which is chartered by the Legislature of the State 
of Virginia and between points not n: ymed in this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, the gentlemen who have the matter in<¢ harg re 
have been alleging that they had a charter from the State of Virgini 
by virtue of which they they were at liberty, or would be enabled, 
run a line from the District to Mount Vernon, and proposed that the 
maximun rate of fare from Arlington to this city should not exceed 
5 cents and to Mount Vernon not exceeding 25 cents. That is what 
they claimed everywhere as I have understood, and that has appeared 
to be the purpose heretofore in reference to this particular bill. 

I was, therefore, somewhat — to find for the first time in 
this diseussion to-day that there w ry question raised as to the ju- 
risdiction over this line from here a Mount Vernon, understanding 
that the Virginia Legislature had already met that difficulty. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, the gentleman from Georgia assumes that we | 
can legislate with reference to the fares from here to Mount Vernon, 
when the bill does not contemplate the charter of a line to Mount Ver- | 
non at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. HEARD. I understood the gentleman to claim that we could 
legislate with regard to the fare to Mount Vernon, and when the Vir- | 
ginia terminus, as defined in this bill, is not half way to Mount Ver- 
non. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 


I am not assuming 


[am not assuming this position at all. I have been | 
merely stating that as a matter of fact, not an assumption—— 
Mr. HEARD. Ihad no reference to that. Of course, I do not ques- | 
tion the fact on which the gentleman bases his position. 
Mr. BLOUNT. But you say that I am assuming a thing—— 
Mr. HEARD, I did not say that you were assuming anythingasa | 
matter of fact, but that you were assuming legislative authority to con- | 
trol the rates ‘of fare on a road outside of the jurisdic tion of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. | 
Mr. BLOUNT. Istated what I did with reference to it becau 
prominent gentlemen connected with this scheme have been asserting, 
and have asserted to me, thatthey had legislation from Virginia. They 
stated that the plan was to run a line from Sixth street across by way 
of the Three Sisters, taking the road described by the gentleman from | 
Virginia to Arlington, and thence to Mount Vernon, and proposed to | 
limit the rates, 25 cents to Mount Vernon, and 5 cents to Arlington. 
Mr. HEARD. Of course I do not know anything about what gen- 
tlemen have stated to the gentleman from Georgia. But we have not 
heard anything of that kind in our committee. Whatever may have 
been stated to the gentleman, of course I do not pretend to contradict 
as a matter of fact. That I have never questioned. But I only want 
to say that the legislation, as has been repeatedly stated here, which 
we are enacting, has no reference, and can not possibly have refer- 
ence, to a line of railroad chartered by the State of Virginia. But if 
the gentleman wants to offer an amendment prohibiting this company 
from entering into any contracts or combination with such line as may 
connect and run to Mount Vernon let him offer it for the consideration 
of the House. 
Mr. BLOUNT. My object is to specify the rate indicated by these | 
gentlemen themselves, so that it shall not exceed the sum they have 
suggested. 
Mr. HEARD. Then offer the amendment. 
we have authority 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


Although I donot think 





If we have not, then it is void, that is all. 

Mr. HEARD. And that is a sufficient reason why we should not 
enact it. Iam sure it would be a void act. 

Mr. LEE was recognized. 

Mr. GROUT. Willi my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. LEE. I yield fora few minutes to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentleman from 


| dents of the country 





some one outside, who is interested in the enterprise 
committee. 
know concerning it, but this is the first time I have heard of it. It 
seems to me to be somewhat impracticable to fix a rate of fare over an 
independent corporation in Virginia. But for the purpose of reaching 
a conclusion on the bill as rapidly as possible I would ask the gentle- 
man from Georgia to propose his amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will do so; and will also facilitate the committee 


, is news to the 


I do not know what other members of the committee may interested in this measure besides and beyond his immedia 


| ents. It has always been competent for Virginia to have built 
| within its jurisdiction from Mount Vernon to Arlington, bu 


by putting them in communication with prominent gentlemen in this | 


city who made the statement to me. 

Mr. HEARD. We do not question that. 

Mr. GROUT. Meanwhile, for the purpose of perfecting the bill I 
offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words in line 11, page 5, of section 4 of the bill, ‘‘to the amount 


of $500,000,"’ and insert in liea thereof the words * in amount not exceedin, ¢ 50 
per cent. of the stock subscribed and paid for.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


XX1II——133 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 


| Mount Vernon; so that this measure shoul be 


\ 


; ; ate t | by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, LEE]. 
Georgia concerning what has been said in reference to this matter by 





the bill read, so that we can understand the effect of the proposed 
sment Ime nt. 
The SPEAKEI The Clerk will report the words proposed to be 
stricken out. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, have I the floor? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to yield to 
the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. Grov1 
Mr. LEE. I simply desire one moment in which to make a state- 
ment to my friend from Georgia [Mr. Blount]. If I mav have the 
| opportunity, I wish to say to him that I do not think it is altogether 
reasonable that he should want to cripple this road, which he may be 
doing by putting in this amendme1 It he can secure for the people 
of Washington and tor the ae aae of this country a fare of 5 cents 
from here to Arlington I think he ought to be satistied with it, and 





| that is what the bill proposes to do. 


Now, that is not the only object of this bill. It is not proposed to 
build this road simply and solely to carry passengers mh 
\rlington or from here to Mount Vernon. 
is ascheme to settle up that country 


{ro ‘re to 
That is incidental Phis 
, to offer inducements to people 
to settle in that vicinity, such inducements asare offered to other resi- 
contiguous to the Capital; and I appeal to the 
gentleman, asa fair man, that he isinjuring the interests of my constit- 


| uents in insisting on an amendment of this sort. I reiterate what my 


W 


colleague on the committee |Mr. Grout] has said. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair Gesires to say that the first am 


Lendment 
in order is the one which the Clerk will report. After that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will be recognized. The Clerk will report the 
words to be stricken out and the words to be inserted. ”~ 

sa aca . 2 
Che Clerk read as follows 
Strike out the following words: ‘To the amount $500,009," and insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘Inamount not exceeding 5) per cent. of the stock sub 
scribed and paid for;"’ so that it will read as follows: ‘‘And bonds may be is 
|} sued in amount not exceeding 50 per it. of the stock subscribed and paid 
for.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. It simply relates to the amount of the bonds. As 
now provided, there is no limitation upon the issue of bonds except 
the sum of $500,000, whatever sum they may expend; and this amend- 
ment limits the issue of bonds to 50 per cent. of the stock actually paid 
up. It isa precautionary step in behalf of unsuspecting investors, and 
a rule which the committee hav and which should be in 
this bill, as in all others. 

The SPEAKER. 
favor will say ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. HEARD. I rise to say that while I do not approve the amend- 
ment I do not propose to delay the passage of the bill- 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is now recognized. 
He offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I would like someexplanation of that 


e agreed upon 


The question is upon the amendment. Those in 


Page * line 21, after the words ‘‘ twenty-five cents,’’ insert the following 
‘Pr led, It shall not be lawful to charge a rate of fare exceeding 5cents per 
mile to. Autine ton, nor 25 cents a mile to Mount Vernon. 
Mr.CARUTH. Does the gentleman mean 25 cents a mile to Mount 


Vernon? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; it should read ‘*25 cents to Mount Vernon.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire his amendment to be 
corrected by striking out the words ‘‘ per mile?’’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not know those words were in the amendment. 
I meant, as I have said several times, 25 cents to Mount Vernon 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that correction will be made 
The question is upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish tosay one word in response to what was said 
The gentleman says he 
hardly thinks it is fair toembarrass his constituents. Now, if I under- 
stand this matter, there are other people and vast numbers of people 
te constitu- 

a road 
this his 


constituents, I take it, have not done and are not proposing to do and 


do not desire to do. 

I take it that this is a scheme promising to benefit his constituents, 
but promising also to benefit the American people traversing this coun- 
try tothe Capital, by enabling them to have this road to Arlington and to 
intended primarily for 


the convenience of the people of this country who are traveling, and 
onstitnents of my friend from Virginia 


secondly for the benefit of the c 

[Mr. LEE]. Now, I shall take great pleasure, if the committee have 
not had any information upon the subject, to say that several gentle- 
men of high character, whom I am sure the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. LEE] will indorse as such, have assured nie that they y were per- 
fectly willing to have thisamount putin. Itis the only restraint upon 
them at all. 
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‘** Compressed air or other power, to be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the 1. exc: ent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Hold on, Mr. Speaker. 1 wouldlike 
to hear what sectior, what page, or what part of the bill this comes 
in at. 

Mr. HEARD. It comes in at line 10 of secticn 1, after the word 
‘“‘eable.’? It relates to the kind of power that may be used. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the point of your amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HEARD. The point of the amendment is to enlarge the scope 
as to the power that may be used—compressed air or other improved 
power—that may be approved by the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 
line 12, after the word “ beginning,” strike out the words “at 
also, in the same line, strike out “and’’ and 


In section 
Seventh,” and insert *‘ on Sixth 


insert ** near.’ 


Mr. HEARD. The original plan was to have the road start at the 


| Seventh street market, but this amendment bringsit one block further 


eastward, to the Sixth street depot, where it can make better connec- 


tions. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Line 28, after the word “ war,” insert: *‘ Provided, That said company shall 


not operate any part of its line by electric power with overhead wires within 


the city limits 


Mr. HEARD. This is intended as a substitute for the provision in 


| the last section of the bill, which as it stands would apply also to por- 


hit tion 
Mr. BLOUNT Certa 
| IcMILLID Of course we want to legislate in the rigut di- 
re his is a proposition to incorporate a line from here to 
Ar to It is interstate only to that extent. I concede the right, 
tative here I claim the right, of Congress to 
regulate t fares on that line b ise it is interstate; but it seems | 
that ther to ) be a line incorporated from Arlington to 
M t Ve purel ithin theState of Virgin ncorporated under 
t ‘ y ITg \ t interstat 
I \ t to ask my friend what aut ity Congress can regulate 
t ‘ that h of t 
[r. ] N1 I will answer my friend by saying that we are not 
les L t what ] bly might happen, to wit, the building of 
a | \I ton to Mount Vernon that is entirely in the State of 
Vircir it we are legislating knowingly and fora line contemplated 
{rows ty of Washington via Arlington to Mount Vernon, outof which 
th I pected to be derived large revenues by reason of travel over 
it bythe American j, ople; and we owe it to the people to be sure 
out wnat we are Goin 
Mr. McMILLIN. I agreewith the gentleman that whatever isright 
and that be done by Congress ought to be done to protect the peo 
ple. extortionate charges; but I am not able to see how we will 
regulate that which does not come under Conyvressional cognizance. 
That was the point about which I asked. Iam as anxious as the ger- 
tleman to prevent « rtio charges, and the question is whether iu 
this bill we ought to 4ix the price beyond Arlington, to Mount Vernon. 
Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The real soul in this bill lies in that part of the 
railroad which is on this side of the river. 
Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment of | 
the gentieman trom Leorgia 
Mr. GROUT. Let me express the hope that we will have a vote upon 
this ‘ 


Mr. BLAND. I offer the substitute which I send to the desk, so 
that there can be no Question about the charges in this matter. 


The Clerk read as follow 





J l Thatt corporation or company herein authorized shall make no | 
contract or ag nt with any other corporation or company to extend its 
line of transport to Mount Vernon, Virginia, unless it is reserved or agreed 
that t more than 25 cents per passenger shall be charged from Washington 
to M t Vernon, 


Mr. BLAND. We clearly have a right to do that. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, let us have a vote upon that. 

Mr. LEE. Mr, Speaker, I would like—— 

Mr. HEARD. I would like—— 

Mr. BLAND. I want to put in at the end of that substitute the 
words ‘‘and return.”’ 

Mr. LEE. I would ask my friend from Missouri if he knows how 
far it is to Mount Vernon by this railroad ? 

Mr. HEARD, So that we can see if this is a fair price. 

Mr. BLAND. lLofler that substitute in view of the statement of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] that these people were not dis- 
posed to charge more than that. They ought to understand it, Ido 
not know the distance. 

Mr. LE] 
is not less than 13 miles. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, if 25 cents is too much, it ought to be less than 
that. I will leave out the words ‘‘and return,’’ 

Che question was taken on thesubstitute; and the Speaker announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 61. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia : 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 68. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Insert in line 30, section 1, after the word “ order 

* Provided, That no work s l be done on said road in the District of Colum- 
bia until the plans and specifications for the proposed bridge on the Potomac 
River at or near The Three Sisters shall have been approved by the Secre- 
tary of War and the construction of said bridge actually commenced.” 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I accept that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer some amendments ap- 
proved by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10, after the word “ cable,’’ insert the following: 






tions of the road lying outside of ihe District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Section 5, line 8, after the word ‘‘on,”’ insert: “the tracks of said railway in 
the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I want an explanation 
of these amendments. Ido not propose they shall go through with- 
cut being explained. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam explaining them if the gentleman will only 
listen. This one simply provides that the tracks of this railroad shall 
not be used for any steam railway; that they can not run steam cars 
upon its tracks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Section 15, strike out the words following: ‘‘that neither the said corporation 
nor its successors or assigns shall erect, maintain, or useany overhead electric 
or other wires or apparatus within the District of Columbia, or any property 
of the United States either within or without said District.” 


Mr. HEARD. These words are proposed to be stricken out, a sub- 
stitute for the provision being found in the amendment just adopted, 


| which prohibits the use of overhead wires within the city limits, but 


does not apply to the line outside of said limits. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I see a provision in this bill reserving 


I will inform the gentleman if he will listen to me. It | the tight to Congress to alter or amend this charter at any time. I 


wish to know whether the committee understand that this reserves to 
Congress the right to regulate the fares on this road whenever it shall 
so choose ? 

Mr. HEARD. Absolutely; it has been repeatedly so held and acted 
upon by Congress. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion Was agreed to. 

The House bill of like import (H. R. 12688) was by unanimous con- 


| sent laid on the table. 


UMATILLA IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 4937) granting 
to the Umatilla Irrigation Company aright of way through the Uma- 
tilla Indian reservation, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the right of way :¢ hereby granted, as hereinafter set 


forth, to the Umati'la Irrigation Company, a corporation organized and exist- 
ing under the laws of the State of Oregon, for the construction and maintenance 


| of a water ditch or canal for irrigation purposes from any convenient point on 
| the Umatilla Indian reservation, in Umatilla County, State of Oregon, near 


the headwaters of the Umatilla River, across said reservation to Wild Horse 
Creek, its northwestern boundary, at any convenient point, with the right to 
divert the waters of said Umatilla River and tributary streams from their beds, 
and for such purpose to construct and maintain reservoirs,dams, flumes, ditches, 
and such other structures and devices as may be necessary for storing, convey- 


| ing, and distributing water at such points as such company may desire to use 


thesame. The rights herein granted are upon express condition that, during 
their continuance, the grantees or their assigns shall furnish all occupants of 
lands of said reservation, so situated as to be capable of irrigation from any 
ditches constructed by them hereunder, with water sufficient for purposes of 
agricultural and domestic uses and irrigation under such rules and regulations 
and o1 such termsas the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe ; and shall not 
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divert or diminish the volume of water in said streams or exhaust either of 
them, so far as toimpair vested rights or to hinder or prevent the occupants of 


| 


lands on said reservation the full enjoyment of said streams either for power, | 


irrigation or domestic purposes. 


Sec. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 50 feet | 


in width on each sideof the center line of said ditch or canal, together with 
ground adjacent to such right of way for dams, reservoirs, and distributing 
ditches, not exceeding 10 acres in the aggregate for every 10 miles of said ditch 
or canal; and éaidcompany shall also have the right toenter upon lands adja- 
cent to the line of said ditch or canal and to take therefrom material, stone, 
earth, and timber necessary for the coustruction of said ditch or canal. 

Sec. 3. That whereas E. J. Summerville, J. P. Bushee, and J. B. Eddy have 
been appointed by the Secretary of the Interior as commissioners to appraise 
the ie of said reservation for the purpose of carrying into effect the provi- 
sions of the uct of Congress entitled “‘Anact providing for allotment of lands in 
severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, an granting patents therefor, and forother purposes,’’ approved March 
3, 1585, and arg now acting as such commissioners, they are hereby appointed 
commissioners to fix the amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for 
such right of way and other grounds, estimating the same by the smallest legal 
subdivisions in aceordance with the pul .ic surveys; and also to ascertain and 
fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members of the confeder- 
ated tribes of Umatilla, Walla Walla,and Cayuse Indians for damages sustained 
by them by reason of said ditch or canal crossing lands now inclosed or im- 
proved bythem, and said compensation and damages shall be ascertained and 
adjusted, and all surveys made pursuant to such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall prescribe, and shall be subjectto hisapproval. In case of the 
inability or refusal of said commissioners, or any of them, to act, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall by appointment supply the vacancy or vacancies so caused, 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be the sarae as that now received 
for the services rendered by them under theiraforesaid appointment, and shall 
be paid by said company: Provided, That the consent of the Indians to said di- 
version of water, compensation, and rightof way shall be obtained by said ir- 
rigation company in such manner as the Secretary of the Interiorshall prescribe 


. before any right under this act shall accrue to said company. 


Sec. 4. That said company shall not assign, or transfer, or mortgage its right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said canal shall be completed; except, 
however, that the company may mortgage said franchise for the purpose of 
raising money to construct and build said canal: And provided further, That 
the right herein granted shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the 
canal is constructed across said reservation within three years from the passage 
of this act. 

Sec, 5. That the right of immediate entry upon the lands of said reservation 
for the purpose of making surveys of the line of the ditch or canal of said com- 
pany is hereby granted, but no right of any kind in or to any part of the right 
of way or other grounds above mentioned shall vest in said company until plats 
thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite location of said ditch or canal, 
including the points for danas, reservoirs, and distributing ditches, with the 
amount of ;round requisite for such purposes, shall be filed with the Secre'ary 
of the Inte. .or, and until the compensation fer said lands and for the sery a 
of said eco:nmissioners has been fixed and paid. 

Sec. 6. That, whereas under the provisions of the act of Congress above men- 
tioned the lands of said reservation aresoon to be allotted to the Indians belong- 
ing thereto in severalty, the Secretary of (he Interior shall hold the moneys paid 
to him by said company for right of way and other grounds, as above provided, 
until such allotment in severalty shall have been perfected, and thereupdn 
he shall pay over to the Indians to whom shall be allotted the iands traversed 
by said ditch or canal the amount of compensation assessed by the coramis- 
sioners as properly appertaining to the tract of land to each Indian aliotted, 
Payments for improved or inclosed lands held by Indians prior to such allot- 
ment and damaged by the construction of said ditch or canal shall be made to 
the sev sral Indians affected thereby immediately upon theappraisement of said 
commissioners being made, and vouchers for such payments, attested by the 
agent in charge of the reservation, shall be filed by said company with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior at the time of filing its plat of location of said ditch or 
canal, 

Sec. 7. That any failure in the performance of the conditions prescribed in 
this act shall be taken and deemed to work a forfeiture of the rights herein 
granted, without any act of Congress or judgment of court declaring the same. 

Src. 8 That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, has there been a report on this 
bill by any committee of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is of vital importance to 
many thousand people in my State, where irrigation privileges are in- 
dispensably necessary in order to bring into practical use a large area 
of most fertile lands, but which are rendered of little value at present 
because of their arid character. The bill thoroughly guards the inter- 
ests of the Indians while it also secures the object so much desired for 
the white farmers of that beautiful country. Vested rights are pro- 
tected, while only sufficient right of way is provided with needed land 
for dams, reservoirs, and distributing ditches. 

Men eminent for their integrity, their experience, and their familiar 
knowledge of the Indian reservation lands are selected to make ap- 
praisement of the lands embraced in the right of way. They are at 
present engaged, under appointment of the Interior Department, in 
making appraisement of the excess lands of this reservation, and their 
labors have thus far received the approval of the Indian Department. 
In view of the stringency of the money market, the depression in price 
of farm products, and the struggling efforts of the farming communities 
of the country to free themselves from oppressive indebtedness, I con- 
ceive it to be our duty as representatives of the people to respond to 
the demands of these people, whenever by appropriate legislation we 
find we can aid themin developing their industries and by encouraging 
and protecting them. 7 © 

By securing this proposed legislation I know that we are encour- 
aging a large population of my State who are engaged in agriculture. 

e shall enlarge their area for successful tillage, and increase beyond 
calculation the present yield of numerous farm lands, which have long 
been unprofitably cultivated because of the inadequacy of irrigation. 

The farmers’ associations in various portions of Umatilla County have 
transmitted various resolutions appealing for the pacsage of such a bill 
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| as that now before the House. One of these Isubsuit, as itis brief and 
pertinent, as follows 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Whereas we have soil of unexcelled ri ibrious clima and ali 
thee ents, save one, necessary to mak and hay homes, wh 
discouragement now prevails, and we see : pply t ’ t ¢ 
ment--water—if we can get the needed le nd 

Whereas a bill embodying this legis}: int 1 1 ¢ ~ 





Therefore, 
Be itres ed, That we earn 

Representative HERMANN to urge 

Irrigation Company the right of 











at an re \ 
and secure its passage at the earli 
Resolved, That we, each and all, in ir .. 
moving all obstacles tothe early completi of the } vosed ir i 
Resolved, That a py f these resolutions be forwarded to h 
ators from the State and y to Representative HERMANN. 
J. F. TEMPLI 
WM. B. HAL! 
A. R. SIMPSON 
0 itt 
GEO. F. KIMERY, t 
Db. B. HARTWELL, i 
rhe Legislature of Oregon, now in session, has passed and forwarded 
to the delegation of our State in Congress the following memorial: 
Whereas there are large tracts of arid and desert lands now unfarmed and 
uncultivated in Umatilla County, Oregon; and 
Whereas said lands are now practically valueless, and must remain so until 
irrigation can be secured therefor; and 
Whereas such irrigation must of necessity find its way from the Umatilla 
River and over and across the Umatilla Indian reservation: Therefore 
The Legislature of the State of Oregon memorialize and pray the ¢ eres 
of the United States to speedily enact a law granti { County 


to the Umatill 
Irrigation Company a right of way to construct a canal for irrigation.»purposes 
over and across the Umatilla Indian reservation, in Umatilla C 

And we specially ask our Senators and Representatives in C 
honorable means to hasten such legislation. 








ity, Oregon 


ongress to use all 


I also submit a very earnest communication to me from Hon. J. E. 
Bean, of the city of Pendleton, Oregon, who is well qualified to speak 
on the wants of the farmers and business men of the portion of Eastern 
Oregon now appealing to Congress for this legislation, while he has no 
personal interest in the corporation seeking for the immediate right of 


way for canal purposes. He writes as follows 


PENDLETON, O iON, December 29, 1890 
Dear Six: Sometime since I sawin the Oreconian that you had introduced 
a bill granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company » right of way across th 
Umatilla Indian reservation, and to-day I notice in the dispatches that you 
had already secured a favorable report thereon All me tocongratulate you 
on this feat, asthe difficulties of securing such prompt action are fully realized, 


andthe bill in question is one of universal, and I might say intense,interest here. 
This section has, by reason of repeated crop failures on acc t of drot 

had serious set-backs to its prosperity, and the situation is now ag 

the universal financial stringency. The passaze ot 1 


assured, will insure the construction of the canal, and \ 





ights, 
' 


yravated by 





give renewel hope and confidence. It would again give v 
have of late, notwithstanding valuable improvements, be¢ 
worthless, and to s very ,reat extent relieve the stress to wh 


citizens are now subjected, I can exsure yo 
your charge on which the prospecity of I 
effects of which will come directiy home to so many individual citizens as this 
There are many who, withthe assurance of better times in the future (whie!l 
the construction of this ditch would assu s ceep the wolf (or, liter 
the sheriff) from the door until they could recoup; while th 
measure would take away their last hope of fina al ruin Assuring you that 
your efforts in favor of this bill will be fully appreciated in this county 
I remain, truly yours, 


that you have neve 





3) many homes 





e failure of 1] 


J BEAN, 
Hon. BrInGer HERMANN, 
Ha of Representat s, Washingion, D. ¢ 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Has the Indian Committee of this H con 
sidered this bill ? 
Mr. HERMANN. I have stated that a similar bill has been con- 


sidered by that committee and favorably reported and is now before the 
House, and I ask that the Senate bill be taken up and considered favor- 
ably and that the House bill be tabled. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. HERMANN, 


Are the two bills identical ? 
Substantially the same. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In what respect do they differ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Simply in this, that the Senate bill 
additional provision in favor of the Indians, that the payment shall be 
made to them for damages before any rights shall acerue. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does the gentleman say that the Senate bill 
is more favorable io the Indians than the House bill 

Mr. HERMANN. It is. 


contains ¢ 





Mr. BLANCHARD. Andit is the Senate bill that you desire to 
have passed ? 
Mr. HERMANN. Yes. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the corresponding House bill was laid onthe 
table. 


and it was according 


DEEP-WATER HARBOR ON TEXAS COAST. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent that the 
action taken this morning in relation to House bill No. 8304, by which 
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the House agreed to the conference requested by the Senate, be recon- 
sidered. I make this request for the reason that my colleague [Mr. 
RAIN], who is in charge of the bill, desires to move concurrence in 
the amendments of the} 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] asks 
unanimous consent that the action taken by the House on the bill H. 
ht. 8341 be reconsid 1 Is there objection ? 
; and it was so ordered. 








. ‘ 
nere Was no ovjecrih 





i 

Mr. CRAIN. I move concurrence in the amendments of the Senate. 

fhe SPEAKER. That motion takes precedence of the original mo- 
tion. 

M ANDERSON,-of Kansas. What is the title of the bill? 

Che Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What are the amendments that are 


pro} osed ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We would like to know what 
the amendments are that we are asked to concur in. 
The SPEAKER They were read to the House. 
vas [Mr. CRAIN 


Perhaps the gen- 
tleman from Té will state what they are. 

Mr. CRAIN. 
vhat that is by reading it. The Senate has amended the bill by add- 
ing the following as a new section: 


c. 7. That the said Corp ind Padre Island Harbor Company be, 
ized and empowered to construct bridges across Laguna 
Madre from the mainland to Padre Island, in accordance with such plans and 


cretary of War may approve. 


is Christ 


and hereby is, aut! 


s asthe S« 


Spee ilio 


The question being taken on concurring in the amendment of the 


Senate, it was concurred in. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 

PROHIBITION OF LOTTERIES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON obtained unanimous consent for printing in the 
ReEcORD a memorial of the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union, praying for the passage by Congress of a resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting lot- 
teries. The memorial, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, is as follows 








ho thle the President and members of the Senate of the United States and the 
} thle the Speaker a mbers of the House of Representatives of the Uniled | 
es, « posing the Ce ess of the United States 
The memorial of the undersigned, presideat of the National Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Uni of A a, With respect shows 
Phat on the first Tuesday of December, 1890, there assembled at Ocala, Fla., a 


a convention composed of the delegates of the National Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of America, The convention thus assembled consisted ot 
delegates dulv accredited from twenty-eight States and Territories, to wit, 
Arkansas, Alabama, California, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky 
Louisiana, Maryland, Missouri, Michigan, Mississippi, New York, Nebraska, 
North Carolina, North Dakota, Kansas, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, Indian Territory, and Okla- 
homa 

rhe convention, so assembled, unanimously adopted the following resolu- 
tion 

‘Whereas lotteries are most pernicious in their effects and are destructive 
of the morals of the people as well as of their material interests, and are con- 
demned by the virtually unanimous sentiment ofthe people of the United States, 
expressed by the highest courts of the land and by the laws of forty-two States 
of this Union; 

“Whereas the Louisiana State Lottery Company has grown into gigantic 
proportions; has becomea national evil; is collecting anannual tribute of nearly 
$28,000,000 from the people of the United States; is operating its nefarious busi- 
ness upon a scheme which, even from the standpoint of gamblers, is grossly 
unfair; has spread its agencies over the whole country and has endeavored to 
lay the temptation of gambling in the way of every man, woman, and child in 
the land; and, unsatisfied by the accumulation of the enormous wealth of which, 
during the last quarter of a century, it has spoliated the people of the United 
States, is now striving by the use of all its tremendous power and uncounted 
gold to obtain from the people of Louisiana an extension of life for twenty-five 
years from January 1, 184; 

** Whereas the recent attempts of the Louisiana State Lottery Company to pos- 
sess itself of the government of the State of Dakota, and its unparalleled audac- 
ity exhibited to the whole country during the recent session of the Legislature 
of the State of Louisiana, show beyond all question its power to make danger- 
ous attacks upon any State of the Union; 

“Whereas itis the duty of the Congress of the United States to protect each 
and every State of the Union against the great evils arising from the Louisi- 
ana State Lottery Company, and all other lotteries, and especially against the 
tremendous dangers of an onslaught by the Louisiana State Lottery Company 
upon their governments for the purpose of obtaining so-called lottery charters, 
thereby fostering the corruption of public men and exciting political commo- 
tion of the gravest character; 

“ Whereas Congress has partially performed its duty to the nation by the en- 
actment of the recent antilottery law, but the same will prove ineffectual be- 
cause of the immense power and wealth of the Louisiana State Lottery Com- 
pany, and especially because of its determination to violate the law and the 
subterfuges it is contriving to evade the same; 

‘Whereas theonly means by which the Louisiana State Lottery Company and 
all other lotteries can be effectually destroyed for all time, and the people of 
the United States relieved permanently from one of the greatest evils of the 
times, and the States made absolutely secure from attacks upon their govern- 
ments by such corrupt corporations, and the national sentiment against all lot- 
teries be materialized and enforced, is the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States forbidding the States from establishing or 
maintaining any lottery or from granting any lottery charter; 

* Whereas the Farmers’ State Union of Louisiana has arrayed itself against the 
Louisiana State Lottery Company, and has done noble work in the great strug- 
gie being carried on in that State against the great gambling association; and 

“Whereas we sympathize cordially with our brothers of Louisiana, and 
we know that they fully deserve our thanks for their efforts in behalf of their 








There is but one amendment; and I can best state | 
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State and ofthe whole Union,and that they are entitled to the fullest assistance 


| on the part of our order: Therefore, 


** Be it resolved, That itis the sense of this body that an amendmentto the Con- 
stitution of the United Statesshould be submitted by the Congress of the United 
States forbidding any State from granting a lottery charter, or franchise of any 
kind to carry on lottery schemes, and annulling all such charters and fran- 
chises if already granted, That the president of this body be requested at an 
early day to memorialize Congress in the name of this body, praying for the 
passage of such an amendment. e 

** Resolved, further, Thata committee of three be appointed by the chair, whose 
duty it shall be, under the supervision of the executive committee, to correspond 
with all the alliances and unions throughout the United States,and with all 
other bodies in sympathy with the movement, requesting the presentation at 


| once to Congress ofsimilar memorials.” 


In submitting to your honorable body the resolution thus adopted and in 
discharge of the duty imposed on your memorialist, speaking for said conven- 
tion, the following considerations, in addition to those stated in the resolution, 
ure presented 

1. That if there is a single principle in social morality and in political econ- 
omy, upon which there is no division of opinion among the States composing 
this Union, it is as regards that principle which condemns public gambling as 
vicious, immoral, and prejudicial to the entire interests of a community. 

2. That, of allthe forms and modes of gambling, lottery gambling is the most 


| insidious and pernicious in its corrupting influence, the most widespread in its 
| operations, the most ruinous in its effects,and the most difficult to detect and 





repress, 

3. That the unanimity of opinion in ail the States of the Union in condemn- 
ing lettery gambling is demonstrated by the fact that forty-two States have in 
their constitutions or statutes expressly prohibited lotteries and placed in the 
category of criminal acts the buying or selling of lottery tickets. 

i. That the practical impossibility of suppressing lottery gambling in other 
States as long as it is tolerated in one State, is shown by the fact that the Lou- 
isiana State Lottery Company has existed in the State of Louisiana for more 
than twenty years, and openly boasts that it derives more than 97 per cent. of its 
vast revenues from the sale of its tickets in States where the sale of lottery tick- 
ets is forbidden by law. On computations often published, and the correctness 
of which has never been denied, its gross annual revenues have been stated to 
exceed $28,000,000, As the company has existed for over twenty years this sum 
would represent an aggregate of more than $500,000,000 collected during the 
period of its existence, by this single lottery, from the American people, in defi- 
ance and through violation of law. This enormous income of this one concern 
alone, raised from the whole body of the American people, in open and avowed 
disregard of law, is all the more remarkable asthe scheme of this particular 
lottery gives its players so few chances of winning that it has been denounced 
as fraudulenteven as a lottery. 

A distinguished and perfectly impartial mathematician, the late Professor 
Richard A. Proctor, has examined the problem of winning in the Louisiana 
State Lottery Company, and as the result of his examination, has made the fol- 
lowing statement: 

* But the greed for chance-won wealth is so great among men of weak minds, 
and they are so large a majority of all communities, that the bait may be 
dangled for them without care to conceal the hook. In all lotteries and gam- 
bling systems which have yet been known the hook has been patent, and the 
evilit must do if swallowed should have been obvious, yet it has been swal- 
lowed greedily. 

“A most remarkable illustration of the folly of those who trust in luck, and 
the cool audacity of those who trust in such folly, with more reason but with 
more rascality, is presented by the Louisiana Lottery in America. This is the 
only lottery of the kind now permittedin America. Indeed, it is nominally re- 
stricted to the State of Louisiana; but practically the whole country takes part 
in it, tickets being obtainable by residents in every State in the Union. The 
peculiarity of the lottery is the calm admission, in all advertisements, that it is a 
grossand unmitigated swindle. The advertisementsannounce that each month 
100,000 tickets will be sold, each at $5, shares of one-fifth being purchasable at $1. 
Two commissioners, Generals Early and Beauregard, control the drawings ; so 
that we are told, and may well believe, the drawings are conducted with fair- 
ness and honesty and in good faith to all parties. So far all is well. 

“We see that each month,if all the tickets are sold,the sum of $500,000 will be 
paid in. From this monthly payment we must deduct $1,000 paid to each of 
the commissioners, and perhaps some $3,000, at the outside, for aipdudiahen:. We 
may add another sum of $5,000 for incidental expenses, machinery, sums paid 
to agents as commission on the sale of tickets,and soforth. This leaves $490,- 
000 monthly, if all the tickets are sold. And as the lottery is ‘incorporated by 
the State Legisiature of Louisiana for charitable and educational purposes,’ we 
may suppose that a certain portion of the sum paid in monthly will be set aside 
to represent the proceeds of the concern and justify the use of so degrading a 
method of obtaining money. Probably it might be supposed that 24 per cent. 
per annum, or 2 per cent, per month, would be a fair return in this way, the 
system being entirely free from risk. This would amount to $9,800, or say $10,- 
000 monthly. 

“Those who manage the lottery are not content, however, with any such 
sum as this, which would leave $180,000 to be distributed in prizes. They dis- 
tribute $215,000 less, the total amount given in prizes amounting to only $265- 
000. If the 100,000 tickets are all sold—and it is said that few are ever left—the 
monthly profit onthe transaction is not less than $225,000, or 45 per cent. on the 
total amount received per month. This would correspond to 540 per cent. per 
annum if it were paid on a capital of $500,000. But in reality it amounts to 
much more, as.the lottery companyrunsnorisk whatsoever. The Louisiana 
Lottery is a gross swindle, besides being disreputable in the sense in which all 
lotteries areso. What would be thought ifa man beld an open lottery, to which 
each of one hundred persons admitted paid £5, and taking the sum of £500, thus 
collected, were to say: ‘The lottery, gentlemen gamblers, will now proceed; 
£265 of the sum before me I will distribute in prizes as follows [indicating the 
number of prizes and their several amounts]; the rest, this sum of £235, which 
I have here separated, I will put into my own pocket [suiting the action to the 
word] for my trouble in getting up this lottery.’ The Louisiana Lottery is a 
transaction of the same rascally type, not rendered more respectable by being 
on a very much larger scale.” 

Ifascheme like the one thus described has succeeded during twenty years of 
existence in taking from the people of all the States of the Union a vast sum of 
money annually, that fact alone irresistibly calls for such action as will render 
the spoliation no longer possible in the future. 

The recent postal legislation forbidding the use of the United States mails to 
lotteries, whilst accomplishing a beneficent purpose, will not alone prevent the 
continuance of the wrong. Nothing could more completely prove this than 
the fact, that despite this legislation, the Louisiana Lottery Company is now 
pressing in the State of Louisiana the adoption of an amendment to its consti- 
tution authorizing the continuance of a lottery charter for the period of twenty- 
five years, and that in order to secure this charter it offers the sum of $1,250,000 
per annum to the people of that State during the twenty-five years. This cor- 
poration, or its main promoters, therefore, despite the postal legislation, con- 
siders that the field of its operation will be so wide that it is willing to pay for 
the privilege of carrying on its illegal business the large sum above named. 

The reasons which it urges for the adoption of this amendment or recharter 
for another quarter of a century serve to demonstrate the absolute necessity 
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for Federal interference to protect the other States of the Union from its illicit 
business, One of these reasons, recently published in a paperemanating from 
an organization having for its purpose the pressing of the adoption of the 
amendment, has the hardihood to urge that as a sum of money is paid every 
year by the people of Louisiana to the General Goverment under the internal- 
revenue system and by way of taxes on imports, the recharter of the lottery 
will enable the people of Louisiana to get back from the people of the other 
States, in part, the sum of the taxes paid by the people of Louisiana to the Fed- 
eral Government. Or, in plain English, the people of Louisiana are invited to 
sanction this great wrong in order that they may obtain from the lottery com- 
pany a part of the money which that company will illegally filch from the citi- 
zens of the other States, and that thus the people of the State of Louisiana wil! 
practically avoid the consequences of Federal taxation. _ ; 

The cool and cynical effrontery of this unique proposition to offset taxes by 
a participation in the profits of lottery gambling is so incredible that we beg to 
give the very words of the proposition. They are quoted from a document is- 
sued by an organization known as the “ Progressive League,” w hich is flood- 
ing the State of Louisiana with its papers in favor of the lottery amendment. 

“The National Government imposes an internal-reyenue tax upon the peo- 
ple of Louisiana which amounts to many thousands of dollars annually. In 
addition to this the people of the city pay in the way ofimport duties hundreds 
of thousands of dollars which go into the national Treasury. More than one- 
fourth of these annual taxes are devoted to the payment of pensions tosoldiers 
who fought in the Northernarmy. They believed that their cause was just, 
and those who lost in the struggle the physical means of making alivelihood, 
and also the widows and orphans of those who lost their lives, are supported 
largely by the taxes which the people of Louisiana pay eachyear. The revenue 
arising from the lottery business in Louisiana does not come from Louisiana ; 
barely 3 per cent.of it is paid by the people of this State ; 97 percent. of it comes 
from other States and Territories.” : ; 

This flagrantly vicious argument emphatically demonstrates the justness of 
the request which this memorial makes. The evil is a vast one; itis a na- 
tional one; it has existed fortwenty years. During that time it hastaken from 
the honest people of the United States an enormous amount of money. Its 
continuance is threatened, not for a brief period, but for a period of a quarter 
of acentury. The submission of the amendment will not only eradicate it in 
its present form, but will render its recurrence impossible, and will thus at 
once put an end to what, it is submitted, has become one of the most crying of 
national evils. 

Respectfully submitted, 


L. L. POLK, 
President National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 


and Chairman Memorial Committee. 
BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER NEAR OMAHA, NEBR. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MAson, Mr. 
SWENEY, and Mr. CAMPBELL as conferees on the part of the House 
upon the bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction of a draw, 
street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri 
River near Omaha, Nebr. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HITT. 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of general 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to amend that 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I Cesire to have the House consider 

The SPEAKER. But no amendment isin order. The question is 
on the motion of the yentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 1 desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. After 
we go in Committee of the Whole will it be in order to move that the 
committee take up House bili 8299? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. HITT. I have moved that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I raise the question of consideration on that mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Hirt was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. PAyson in the chair) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this bill the regular order is the continuation 
of general debate. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has oc- 
cupied fifty-eight minutes of the two hours which he was entitled to 
control. 

Mr. HITT. Desiring to get this bill forward as fast as possible, and 
to avoid any unnecessary delay in its passage, I would like to have 
the Committee of the Whole proceed at once with the reading of the 
bill by paragraphs, without further general debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This bill is in Committee of the Whole under a 
special order, and the time for general debate was fixed. Can we enter 
upon the consideration of the bill by paragraphs before the expiration 
of the time fixed by the House for general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it can be done if there is no 
member desiring to indulge in general debate. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt] still has the floor. 

Mr. MCKENNA. In response to the Chairman of the committee, I 
will say that I desire to speak on the bill. 

Mr. HITT. Isimplysubmit therequest. If the Chair decides that 
we must proceed with the general debate, I will go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply decides that an hour and two 
minutes remain under the order of the House for general debate; and, in 
the judgment of the Chair, if the gentleman from Illinois does not wish 
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committee, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DuUNNELL] 
time as he may desire to occupy, after which I will resume the tloor. 


him to have a hearing. 


I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
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to occupy the floor, any other member desiring to do so would have 
that right. But under the order of the House, as the present occupant 
of the chair is advised, the two hours assigned for general debate on 
that side of the House are under the control of the gentleman from Ili 
nols, 


Mr. HITT. 


Then, Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague on the 
. for such 


Mr. McCREARY. How much time did the gentleman yield to the 


gentleman from Minnesota? 


Mr. HITT. I do not wish to control the gentleman strictly. 
He wants to speak on the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Sodol. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


I want 


Will the gentleman trom Minnesota give way so 


that I can ask unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring to print re- 


marks in the RECoRD on this bill may doso. I think that arrange- 


ment would probably shorten the time required for general debate 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. When this 
bill was last under consideration in Committee of the Whole, and when 
the gentleman from Lllinois yielded the floor in order that the commit- 
tee might rise, it was stated from the Chair that one hour and twenty- 
five minutes remained for general debate. Now the statement is—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman that there 
was a mistake in the information given to the Chair at that time. As 
now advised, the Chair states that fifty-eight minutes were occupied on 
that occasion, leaving one hour and two minutes remaining. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, 
as to the time ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask unanimous consent that all mem- 
bers may print remarks on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, the consideration of the pending 
appropriation bill discloses, to my mind at least, the pernicious char- 
acter of one of the rules under which the House legislates. I refer to 
the Rule No. XXI. It is my wish to make an allusion to that rule be- 
fore I proceed with a consideration of the provisions of the bili. 

That rule renders it impossible for a committee in the preparation of 
an appropriation bill to incorporate any new legislation, no matter how 
important or desirable it may be. It denies to the committee a full 
exhibit of the wants of the department of the Government for which 
it undertakes to act. 

We in this bill provide for the salaries of the foreign representatives 
of our Government, for a designation of places in other countries where 
it may send a consul or a commercial agent; and in the consideration 
of all of the questions which arise in the preparation of a diplomatic and 
consular bill this rule is especially pernicious. Ido not believe that 
the popular branch of the Government should render itself unable to 
legislate for the highest and best interests of all of the people of the 
country. Questions will arise during the year that should be met by 
the next annual appropriation bill. 

The relations which existed last year between the United States and 
some of the different foreign countries in whuse ports and commercial 
cities we have our consular agents may render it absolutely necessary, 


Mr. Chairman—— 
Thegentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL | 


Then there was an erroneous announcement 


' . . 
or at least highly important, that there should be a change in the 


provisions of the appropriation bill for this year from that of the pre- 
ceding year. Such questions will constantly arise; and so I have 
never believed in Rule XXI._ Its effect is harmful rather than bene- 
ficial. Itabridges the privileges and rights and indeed the obligations 
of the House. The House is unable to carry out either the will of the 
people or to subserve the interests of the nation in the preparation 
of the great appropriation bills. The House is forbidden the exercise 
of any judgment concerning matters which may come before it. 

The rule to which I now refer, Mr. Chairman, rendersit impossible, 
as I have already said before, for a committee to legislate or to present 
to the House questions for legislation. This rule was adopted, I think, 
in the Forty-fourth Congress. It was adopted soon after there was 
proposed and adopted in the House an amendment made to a pending 
appropriation bill which increased the salaries of members of Congress 
and the Supreme Court judges and of the President of the United States. 
The rule was adopted at that time, I think, in answer toa popular de- 
mand. I may have voted for the rule myself at thattimes But fora 
continuing rule, a rule that was to operate upon the American House 
of Representatives for all time, it goes very far towards destroying the 
power of the House as one of the co-ordinate branches of the legislative 
department of the Government. 


We are sent here, a body of men 332 in number and are supposed 
to be acquainted with the wants and interests of the country. Weare 
divided up into the various committees constituting the House. A 


given committee may investigate the subjects which are presented to 
it; and it becomes absolutely clear to the minds of the members of the 
committee that there should be new legislation upon acertain subject 
committed to them. This information may come to that committee 
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when it is practically impossible to secure the legislation in the ordi- 
nary way, when it will be impossible to introduce and pass a bill to 
meet the requirenients of the case. , 

Now, for eighty years in the history of the Government it was in 
order to legislate on appropriation bills; and I venture to say that the 
legislation had during the war, or the great bulk of it, was legislation 
that found itself upon theannual appropriation bills. Noharm thereby 
came to the Republic. 

It seems to me to be unworthy the position of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to put itself in the peculiar attitude of absolute inability. 
ittee last year framed a diplomatic and consular appropria- 


tion bill which was, we will assume, a fair bill; but within these 
{ months past there may have arisen a condition of things, as, for | 
instance, at a certain consulate where the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs realizes the fact that the consul, owing to the extent of his duties 
and the importance of the position, should havea larger compensation, 
not only that he may better discharge the duties of his office, but that 
he 1 augment the business intercourse between this country and 
the foreign country to which he is credited; but the committee is un- 
able to meet that condition. It is certain in the history of many con- | 
ils abroad that they have secured great advantages to our Govern- | 
ment; that the men who have been sent there have been active, vigilant, 


of this country. 

In order that this condition of things might be encouraged the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs this year might feel it to be absolutely right 
that the man at that point, working so well for the Government, shouid 
receive an increased compensation; but under Rule XXI this House of 
Representatives is bound hand and foot, unable to do anything be- 
yond what was done last year, and the House of last year beyond what 
was done the year before 
after a model that was got up ten or twelve years ago, with no changes. 
But I have some objections to this rule for other reasons. 


The rule belittles and degrades the House of Representatives by tak- | 


ing from it the privileges which are given to it not only in the Con- 
stitution, but in the laws of the United States. We are here repre- 
senting the people, the popular branch of the Government. We are 
supposed to know the wants of our people at home. Representing a 
State in which there are large quantities of public lands, I might be 
supposed to know the interests of my State in that respect. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands might fail to secure the passage of a land law 
that ought to be found on the statute books. They might be unable 
to secure the consideration of that bill. 

What is more natural and reasonabie than that the Representatives 
of that State should seek some other way to secure that legislation ? 
For eighty years in the history of the-Government it was possible to 
attach to an appropriation bill an amendment covering that matter, 
such an amendment as would have been reported, for instance, by the 
Committee on Public Lands. But we can do nothing by the agency of 
the appropriation bill, which we did from the beginning of the Gov- 
ernment down to the Forty-fourth Congress, and the appropriation bill 
of this year is that of the preceding year. 

But another objection to this rule is, to my mind, that it not infre- 
quently forces and compels a Representative of this body to go to the 
Senate to secure an amendment to an appropriation bill covering pre- 
cisely such itemsas we can not get on the bill in the House. It there- 
fore degrades the Representative when he is forced by a rule of the 
House to go to the Senate, prow] around there, lobby with the Senate 
committee, and put himself in the attitude of a beggar, that an item 
may go onto an appropriation bill there and come over here, and we 
pass it. Now, if we are going to get legislation in that way, why may 
we not with very great propriety make for ourselves a rule that will 
allow us to do what we are now forced to do by a roundabout and dis- 
reputable way ? 

Before I close I intend to illustrate by a reference to one single con- 
sulate for which we have been appropriating money some thirty-five 
years. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HookER] congratulated 
the House of Representatives that our consular system was a cheap 
one. Now, I may not have well understood what he meant by that 
expression. If he meant that it was an inexpensive system, he was 
eorrect. The income from our consuls exceeds their cost by about $30, - 
000. 
the amount which these consuls receive by way of compensation, $39,- 
000 more than they cost the Treasury. It is, therefore, an inexpen- 
sive system, But if we mean that it is to be applauded because it 
costs us so little, that of itself is not an argument in favor of the sys- 
tem. 

I believe many of the consuls that represent the United States should 
be better paid than they are now. I .believe it is for the interest of 
the Government that in a very large number of cases the salaries 
should be increased. Butifwe could pile up arguments mountain high 
in favor of increasing the salary of a single man upon whose good 
management very mtch depended, and by whose good judgment very 
much of good has come to the country, we could not get one cent added 
to his salary here in this House. We would be compelled to go to the 

Senate and demonstrate to the Senate that that should be done, our- 


e developed a large commerce between that port and the ports | 
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| interest of intelligent, progressive national legislation. 
| away from the House that servile character which it now has, in that 
. ; ° ° | 
And we are now passing appropriation bills 


| pends in her consular system a great deal more money than we do, 





They collect in fees and pay into the Treasury, over and above | 


selves admitting that it ought to be done. I say, therefore, it is un- 
worthy of this popular branch of the Government to bind itself by a 
senseless rule by which it is unable to work forthe Republic as we see 
that it ought to be done. When we know that a certain provision 
ought to be carried into law we are notable todo it. We have denied 
ourselves the ability to do it, and it is almost foolish and vain to talk 
about it, even in committee. We therefore eliminate all that is pro- 
gressive in American legislation. We stifle at the very beginning any 
questions as to how we might augment our commerce, how we may 
build up foreign markets. Weare not permitted to do it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is well known that the English Government ex- 
It 
is the policy of that Government, as it is the policy of Germany, to 
send into every possible port in the world an intelligent, active repre- 
sentative of the commercial interests of the country. What for? To 
develop a market for those countries, to increase a market for the prod- 
ucts of those countries. We might see ever so inviting a field, and 
though we are the representatives of the people, with the great power 
to appropriate in our hands under the Constitution, we could do nothing, 
for under this Rule X XI we could make no changes in existing law. 

We send our appropriation bills over to the Senate to be perfected, 
to be completed, and then, like servile men, we bow down and accept 
the Senate amendments. That is the modus of legislation here under 
the twenty-first rule. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the majority in this 
House after the 4th of March will have the courage tosend Rule XXI 
intooblivion. It will be one of the compensations for the expected loss 
to the country by reason of the fact that the Republican party goes out 
of power. Ifit shall annihilate that rule it will do a good deal in the 
It will take 


it relies upon the Senate to legislate for it. I dislike that rule, and it 
will be one consolation to me in private life, after I have gone out of 
service here, if in reading over the action of the next House I shall find 
that they have repealed Rule X XI. 

Mr. Chairman, within a few years we have by legislation and other- 
wise imposed upon our consuls abroad increased labors. We have 
obliged them to obtain statistics of various kinds, including agricul- 
tural statistics. We have compelled them to make monthly reports 
that were not madepreviously. There are consuls abroad now, with a 
salary of $1,000, who are compelled, without clerk hire, to take care 
of the interests of the Government at important posts and to make 
their monthly reports of the agricultural and other products of the 
country to which they are accredited. We all know how valuable these 
reports have become; and yet we have not given to these men any in- 
crease of compensation. I undertake to say that our consular system 
costs this country less than that of any other country, even very small 
countries. 

Now, it is not popular, perhaps, to speak in behalf of increased com- 
pensation. I do not know that in a popular Government like ours we 
shall ever pay salaries such as they have abroad; but, perhaps, it is not 
well to argue in favor of them. But we all know that many of the 
officers of this Government are not fairly compensated. We havea 
large number of men abroad who are doing a great deal for the Gov- 
ernment upon meager and miserable compensation. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why do they not come home? 

Mr. DUNNELL. One gentleman asks why do they not come home? 
That does not get at the point. A gentleman from Iowa, from my 
friend’s district, has, I believe, been appointed to a consulate abroad 
upon the solicitation of my friend. He goes there and becomes inter- 
ested in the duties of his office and becomes a faithful and laborious 
representative of the Government. Now, itis not quite the thing to 
say, ‘‘Sir, you can come home if you wish;’’ but rather it is broad, 
generous, proper legislation to provide that that man be well compen- 
sated for his service. There is one thing about the State Department, 
and I think certain gentlemen upon the other side have alluded to it 
in debate, to which I desire to call attention. There is a tendency in 
the State Department to continue in the consular service men who have 
made good records. I am glad of that. 

Iam not in love with our civil-service law, but when a real civil 
service comes about, by the action of a Department of the Govern- 
ment, it is exceedingly gratifying. The present Secretary of State said 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs in December, a year ago, when 
calling upon the Secretary, ‘‘Gentlemen, there are some men who were 
appointed during the Administration of Mr. Cleveland who will be 
kept in office. There are some others who were kept in by Mr. Cleve- 
land who had been there before his election. There are men now in 
the consular service who have been there ten, twelve, sixteen, and 
twenty years.’’ This is right, anditis theduty of any party to recom- 
mend that. I think it is to the credit of the last Administration that 
very many men who were doing good service were allowed to continue; 
— I am also glad that the present Administration has done the same 
thing. 

Now, I desire to illustrate what I have been, in part, insisting upon 
by alluding to a class of consuls where the salaries have been fixed 
that hitherto had relied upon fees. 


In Saturday’s proceedings the chairman of the Committee on For- 
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eign Affairs alluded to the eighteen consulates where the change has 
been made in the pending bil] from fees toa proposed salary. I know 
very well that the argument may be made on the other side. I have 
a natural aversion toa salary coming from fees. I think that we have 
failed to do our duty in this Congress; we failed to do it in the last 
Congress, and for a great many Congresses, in not having given to the 
United States marshals in this country a fixed salary rather than have 
them paid by fees. 

Under the internal-revenue system the marshals have been under 
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temptation to make arrests and make costs that they might augment | 


their official income. The marshals of this country should have fixed 
salaries, graduated according to the amount of work required of them, 
considering the business to be transacted in the different States. 
a marshal should be allowed to make his own compensation, witha 
large discretionary power, I say isall wrong. Iremember the zeal with 
which a former Representative from Kentucky, who wasaComptroller 
under the last Administration, Mr. Durham, labored to thatend. In 
my way, I labored with him; but he foundit impossible. The friends 
of the marshals here on the floor were unwilling that the change 
should be made; and the change could not be brought about because 
the marshals preferred to be paid fees rather than fixed salaries. 

Let me now illustrate some of the things I have said. I would not 
have occupied so much time had not the chairman of the committee 
given me liberty to do so. I will soon be through and then the geu- 
tleman from California will be able to take the floor. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Not if you take much longer. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occupied ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has occupied thirty-six minutes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. One word, then. I was about to illustrate what 
I have been saying by referring to the consulate at Stettin, in Germany. 
For thirty-five years that consul has had asalary of $1,000. There are 
five other consulates in Germany where the aggregate business is less 
than the business done at Stettin and where the consuls get from $1,500 
to $2,500; and, eing told that I have taken so much time, I will let 
this matter drop here and ask that I may print, as part of my remarks, 
a communication which was handed me amonth ago that I might bring 
it to the attention of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, but against 
even the introduction of which Rule X XI stared me in the face, and I 
simply held it ; and now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask that i may be per- 
mitted to print it as part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be made. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears-none. 

The statement is as follows : 

WasHINGTON City, December, 189. 
The following statement is respectfully submitted to the honorable Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, in support of anincrease 
of the salary of the consulate of the United States at port of Stettin, Germany 

First. By the act of Congress of August 18, 1856, Revised Statutes, page 301, 

volume 2, chapter 127, section 3, the salary of said consulate was then fixed at 


$1,000 per annum and has remained at same sum up to date, over thirty-four 
years. 


Second. There is no one of the twenty-three consulates of the United States 
in Germany having as small a salary as the consul at Stettin; nor is there in 
Germany any consulate where the climate is as bleak and unhealthy as at 
Stettin. 

Third. There are some five consulates of the United States in Germany 
where the exports to the United States were less in value than from Stettin: 
but the salaries of each were, and are now, from $509 to $1,000 greater than at 
Stettin, namely, Dresden, Kehl, Stuttgart, Munich, and Breslau. I give here 
the invoices from the above five consulates in 1882 and salary to each : 





Consulate. Invoice. Salary. 


| | 
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Kehl...... 336, 264. 04 1,500 
a dt heen accel ck vanbenpenaubodee 773, 164. 51 | , 500 
Munich,.... 491,341.51 | 1,500 
Suan rbicinctaintnnaetiemisiuevecannqeveis 1, 129,608.97 | 1,500 
SRN acct Antieresacelrtnbaeliukstin wisi keveniadses vonsenvens 1, 338,589.85 | 1,000 





* Now $2,000, 

Fourth. There are seven consulates of the United States in Germany where 
the populations of the cities are less than at Stettin, namely, Annaberg, Bruns- 
wick, Mayence, Crefield, Sonneberg, Mannheim, Kehl, Aix-la-Chapelle, but the 
salaries at each and allof those consulates are from $500 to $1,000 greater than 
at Stettin. 

Fifth. Tonnage, population, and commerce of Stettin: In 1867 she had 73,000: 
in 1885, 99,550. It is believed her population at this date (1891) is, say, 110,000, 
Stettin is the leading seaport of Prussia and has a steady growth of commerce 
and manufactures, isa prosperous commercial city, 30 miles from the Baitic Sea, 
onthe Oder. Its manufactures are very importantand its trade is very flourish- 
ing. Itisthe port of Berlin more thanany other. A larger number of vessels enter 
and clear at Stettin than at any otherGerman portexcept Hamburg and Bremen- 
haven. The climate is bleak and unhealthy. 


Sixth. Former and present exports from Stettin to the United States, showing 
increase thereof: 


1882 her exports to the United States werc.......... 
1890, for the year ending June 30 


. £1, 338, 589. 85 
2, 799, 776.13 








I a Nal a adie setmilainien 1, 461, 186, 28 


Which latter sum is more than the exports to the United States in 1882 from 
either Dresden, Kehl, Stuttgart, Munich, or Breslau, at which date (1882) those 
consulates received from $1,500 to $2,500 each. 

The total »xports to the United States from the four cities of Dresden, Kehl, 
Stuttgart,and Munich in 1882 was $2,637,868.25, and $161,907.88 less than the ex- 
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yorts of last year from Stettin. Total salaries,same date 
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Again, the consular report on file in the Departm« of State sl s that th 
increase of the exports from Stettin to the United States forthe year 
June 30, 1890, over the year prior to 1890, was $499,604.21, w 1 8sum is m 
than the total exports from Munich to the United States in Ww that con 
sulate (Munich) received a salary of £1,500 and $400 clerk hire 

Seventh. By the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasu or “2 
1889, page 33, it appears that the exports to the United States from Ger it 
creased $3,320,711 over the year previous. Of this increa ttin exported 
about 6} per cent., namely, $499,604.21, her total exports to the United 
being §2,799, 776.13. 

In 1869 Germany exported to the United Stat only $25,0 WO; in | 
742,546, being in twenty years an increas f, say 

Eighth. The attention of the committee is es] illy called t vet tha 

| Settin has, within the last eight years, more than doubled lh xports tothe 
United States 
1890, exports to United States ...... $2, 799, 776. 13 
1882, exports to United States 5 

Again, by recent legislati consuls must mal t ’ ra 
ports, requiring no small amou and research in way 
information and statistics as to I griculti in general ir ‘ 
district. 

The attention of the committee is respectfully called to the f 
President in 1884, House Exe ve Document No 1, Forty-ei a 
first session, page 40, transmitting a communicati from the Secretary of State 
in relation to consular service ar to the consulate at Stettin One thousand 
five hundred dollars is certain! s lowa salary ‘ re the services at 
Stettin of a qualified person (an American), unless he has private means 
vote to his support.’’ On page 5,same document: ‘‘ The climates ld i 
sidered in fixing a compensation to consuls 

The above language was used with reference to the invoic or exports from 
Stettin to the United States in 1882 at 21 ‘ 

Stettin is not a watering place, a summ rt, for Americans tospend their 
wealth, but is emphatically a commercial and manufacturing city and port 
with a bleak and unhealthy climate. The uncertainty of the tenure of a« 


ee 





sular office renders the right to trade of little or no value; and tends,if it does 
not create suspicion and jealousy on the part of the resident or citizen merchant, 
against a trading consul and merchants of his country. Competition in trade 
always begets more or less ill feeling, particularly between citizens and foreign- 
ers. The consulate at Stettin is of equal dignity with several others in Ger- 
many; and,as shown herein, is,in acommercial point,of more importance to 
the revenue of the United States than several others in Germany where the 
salaries exceed that of Stettin from $1,000 to $1,5 
It is believed that it was an oversight on the part of the Cy 
eign Relations of the House (caused by the pending of m 
ures), at the first session of the present Congress, that Con 
the salary at the consulate of Stettin by placing the consulate of Stettin 
Schedule B, Class V, with a reasonable allowance for a clerk, and there 
remedy the evident and great inequality in the consular service in Germany 
The closest scrutiny is invited to the foregoing facts, figures, reports, message, 
and extracts. The honorable committee isrespectfully requested that in draw- 
ing a bill making appropriations for thediplomatic and ¢ 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 2, it 
at Stettin in Schedule B, Class V, with appropriate allowar 
office. 
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Mr. HITT. How much time have I remaining, M1 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. HITT. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. McKENNA ]. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, Iaminfavorof this bill. Ithink 
it is a good one and institutes decided and necessary reform. Ihave not, 
therefore, risen to oppose it, but I have risen to reply to some remarks 
that have been addressed to the House during the course of the debate. 
I have risen especially to reply to the remarks addressed to the com- 
mittee by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. McCreary ], I ms 
remarks that he made concerning the Barrundia case and the 
tions he made against our late minister, 
with that case. 

Mr. Chairman, when Mr. Mizner accepted 
Administration he took the risk to suit it and its policy in effect and 
form. Not suiting it, his friends accepted his recall without comment 
or controversy. 


. Chairman 


in the 
accusa- 
Mr. Mizner, in connection 


appointment under this 





Their forbearance does not have to go further; it does 
not have to submit in silence to accusations irrelevantly introduced to 
gratify a purposeless rhetoric—purposeless for any lusiness under the 
bill, purposeless for any function that this House can exerci 
ing the bill. 

‘The Barrundia case was an incident in past diplomacy. It has no 
relevance to appropriations for the subsistence of future diplomats 
It had become history, important or unimportant according to the 
characteristics and susceptibility of the mind that regarded it. It had 
become a precedent, to be followed or to be disregarded according to 
the varying or convenient moods, the varying or convenient policies, o1 
different Secretaries of State. It should have been allowed to stay in 
its pigeonhole, to be the warning or the wonder or the excuse or the 
example of another time. The gentleman from Kentucky at 
should have been satisfied to let it remain there. He, in the 
sion of this Congress, had an opportunity to express patriotic indig- 


concern 


least 
3 first ses- 
nation and display a tender susceptibility to an insult tothe flag. He 
soon found himself in accord with a Republican Administration, a 
novel situation to him and, I hope, a delightful one. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
him ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Not right here; after awhile. 

He, however, found himself in discord with the last Democratic Ad 
ministration, also a novel situation for him, and one which, if thrusted 
home, might be beneficially extended by the gentleman to other cases 
and principles than those of international law. 
have been satisfied; but he was not, 


aw 


Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 


He ought, then, to 
He saw a chance for accus.:zion. 
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With pen in hand forming a prepared speech, with memory. attentive 


and manuscript before him, delivering a prepared speech, he thought 
he could see what Mr. Mizner ought to have seen and known and de- 





clared in a busy and distracting situation 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. MCKENNA, I do not yield at this point. 

Mr. McCREARY. When the gentleman is misrepresenting me, I 
must interrupt him 

Mr. MCKENNA. Well, what does the gentleman want to say? He 
should remember that I have only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say to the gentleman that he is mis- 
taken; I had no prepared speech. I did not read from manuscript. I 
was asked a question by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
relative to the Barrundia affair. He asked me what had been done 
with the message of the President on that subject, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. No, sir; I can not afford to. I have not time. 

Mr. McCREARY. My entire remarks on the Barrundia case were 
made in response to the gentleman from Illinois, who asked me that 
question. 

Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Chairman, I noticed the performance. No- 
body misunderstood it, and the gentleman after he was interrupted 
deliberately took up some printed matter and read from it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I read from the message of the President of the 
United States and the letter of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. MCKENNA, I decline to yield further now, and I object to 
having every sentence punctuated by the gentleman’s interruptions in 
this way. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, I decline to be misrepresented. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Whether it was a prepared speech or not, it was 
a speech, and the repetition of a speech that the gentleman had made 
before and which he had undoubtedly conned over. 

Mr. McCREARY. Idid read an extract from a speech that I had 
made before. I hope the gentleman will not misrepresent me on this 
floor. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Well, sir, is it much of a misrepresentation to 
say that the gentleman made aprepared speech? Why, I am making 
one; nearly everybody does so. That is not the pointof criticism with 
me. My point is that my friend from Kentucky, while in that situa- 
tion, undertakes to judge of what Mr. Mizner should have seen and 
known and considered in a busy and distracting situation, while com- 
posing the conflicts of states and peoples, in their interest, in the in- 
terest of his country, and in the interestof humanity. I only say that 
the gentleman in the serenity of his closet attempts to judge of the 
quality of Mr. Mizner’s act and apportion to him an exact amount of 
prepared indignation. 

Mr. McCREARY. What do you think of the language of the Sec- 
retary of State in regard to Mr. Mizner? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentieman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
is out of order. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now, Mr. Chairman, I protest against any such 
precise, artificial, hair-splitting method. If Mr. Mizner is to be judged, 
let him be judged as men ought to be judged, by the humanity that 
attended and clothed his acts, and from which alone they could take 
character. Mr, Mizner, if he made a mistake, has met the penalty of 
it. He, as the gentleman said, has been recalled; and the fact of his 
recall and the manner of it ought to satisfy an impulsive indignation, 
much more a perfunctory one, 

Bat as I have said, Mr. Chairman, I have no concern with nor desire 
to comment on his recall or the manner of it. Iam not a diplomat 
and Iam ignorant of diplomatic methods. I am not a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and have not experienced its educa- 
tion. But I will say, sir, with tentative and cautious criticism which 
becomes iny ignorance, that if the tone of the State Department’s letter 
to Mr. Mizner—a tone scolding and imperious, or what appears to an 
unsophisticated sensibility scolding and imperious—is the proper and 
usual tone of diplomatic addresses or correspondence, I wonder, sir, 
that a gentleman of spirit or manliness can be found to accept or stay in 
a diplomatic situation. 





of the Committee on Foreign Affairs—and I quote him therefore with 
some confidence, and only quote him, not approving him, because 
even here I refrain from a positive or original opinion—that gentleman 
said in a speech in the Fiftieth Congress that ‘‘in the estimation of 
the people of this country,’’ and that is high estimation, the regard of 
all our ambitions, ‘‘the nearer a man approached in form to a diplo- 
mat, the nearer he was to a fool; the nearer he approached in substance 
to one, the nearer he was to a knave.’’ Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Michigan may have been right; and, if so, it makes Mr. Mizner’s 
defense, because Mr. Mizner is neither a fool nor a knave. 

Mr, Chairman, there are some curious things in this debate; and I 
regard it as the supremest irony that Mr. Mizner must be defended 
against Democratic criticism for following Democratic precedent. Mr. 
Bayard, the last Democratic Secretary of State—and, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky feels the virtuous indignation that he expressed, he 
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ought to hope that Mr. Bayard will always be spoken of as “‘ the last 
DemocraticSecretary of State,’’ for, if Mr. Mizner is destitute of patriot- 
ism and pride for the flag, Mr. Bayard is destitute of patriotism and 
pride for the flag—Mr. Bayard carefully defined and discriminated the 
law of the port as against the law of the flag in the Gomez case; and 
the Gomez case is identical with the Barrundia case. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to have read what 
the Secretary of State says 

Mr. McKENNA. I would with pleasure, if I had time. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yielded to the gentleman when I was on the 
floor. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California declines to yield 
and the gentleman from Kentucky is not in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I only wanted to have read the statement of the 
Secretary of State in regard to Mr. Bayard and the Gomez case. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from California will proceed with- 
out interruption. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I do not wish to be discourteous; and if I had 
time I would gladly yield. Mr. Bayard declared in the Gomez case, 
and I quote him: 





It may be safely affirmed that when a merchant vessel of one country visits 
the ports of another for the purposes of trade it owes temporary allegiance and 
is amenable to the jurisdiction of that country, and is subject to the laws which 
govern the port it visits so long as it remains, unless it is otherwise provided 
by treaty. 


This was a precedent in Mr. Mizner’s department. Put yourself 
in his place, gentlemen. Let us be fair; as Ingersoll says, ‘‘ Honor 
bright;’’ and in this sentiment and confident of a true response to this 
sentiment, I submit to every gentleman on the floor of the House—I 
will not say toevery Democrat, because that is an unworthy consider- 
ation in this relation—I submit to every gentleman on the floor of this 
House that what Mr. Bayard’s ability and research could decide in 
the undisturbed quiet of the State Department was no culpable fault 
in Mr. Mizner to decide in an anxious and distracting sitwation, in the 
conflict of large considerations in Guatemala. 

Consider his situation. He was the representative of this Govern- 
ment to the Central American States; mark you, discordant States, 
not harmonious ones. With supreme tact and judgment, he obtained 
and preserved favor with all, The fact of it, and the results of the 
fact, are celebrated in Mr. Harrison’s message, and appropriated, and 
justly so, as part of the merit of his Administration. He composed a 
war which had broken out and raged between Salvador and Guatemala, 
and fresh from that benign mission—ay, while he engaged in it, the 
angry tumult of war not yet subsided about him, the hopes and fears 
and fortunes of two millions of people at hazard on his action, his 
credit and popularity with Guatemala at risk, and all that depended 
on them at risk, he was suddenly summoned to the pitiful considera- 
tion of a Barrundia. And who was Barrundia? A commonplace, val- 
gar, professional revolutionist, an embezzler of public money, ex- 
ecrated, Iam told, by his people for brutal and murderous acts, so 
execrated that the authorities were compelled to hurry his dead body 
to the grave in the twilight and obscurity of the morning hours, to 
preserve even its insensibility from the indignation of the people. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HITT. Iyield two minutes longer to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The other side of the House on this question 
consumed a great deal of time. It was discussed at considerable length 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. Inow ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from California may be permitted to occupy twenty 
minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state 

Mr. McCREARY. Iask that the same length of time be given to 
this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate that the order limiting the 
debate was made by the House 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the other side occupied two hours and a 
half. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it is not in order for the committee, even 








ae | by unanimous consent, to extend the time. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIrPMAN], himself a member 


Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from California for three min- 
utes longer. 

Mr. MCKENNA, To the consideration of such a man Mr. Mizner 
was summoned from the consideration of the interests and conflicts of 
states and peoples. What, Mr. Chairman, would any of us have done 
in such situation? What did Mr. Miznerdo? Being a lawyer he 
consulted his reading; it informed him that a merchant vessel in the 
ports of another nation is subject to its jurisdiction. Looking for a 
precedent in his own department, he found one in the Gomez case; 
found not only a precedent, but an instruction, in his department. 
Gomez was a political refugee from Nicaragua, and a passenger on 
board of the American merchant ship Honduras which had entered a 
Nicaraguan port. He was claimed by the authorities. Thecaptain of 
the ship refused to deliver him and put to sea. For this action the 
captain was tried by the Nicaraguan Government and found guilty. 
On this state of things Mr. Bayard,as Secretary of State, wrote, Marck 
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12, 1885, to Mr. Hall, then minister, and the predecessor of Mr. Miz- 
ner, as follows: 


From the brief outline given by the consul of the subsequent proceedings, it 
appears that the government authorities at San Juan del Sur, upon the arrival 
of the Honduras at that port, requested the captain to deliver up Mr. Gomez. 

This he declined to do, and set sail without proper clearance papers. 

The consul reports that for these offenses the captain has been tried by the 
Nicaraguan Government and found guilty, and although he has not been able 
to learn the nature of the sentence, he is convinced from the present attitude 
of the government that the sentence will be executed in case of the return of 
the captain or the vessel within the jurisdiction of the Government of Nicara- 

ua. 

° Asthe nature and character of the proceedings against the captain of the Hon- 
duras are not known to this Department, a full and detailed report should be 
made as early as practicable. Itis clear that Mr. Gomez voluntarily entered 
the jurisdiction of a country whose laws he had violated. 

Under the circumstances it was plainly the duty of the captain of the Hondu- 
ras to deliver him (Gomez) to the local authorities upon their request. 

It may be safely affirmed that when a merchant vessel of one country visits 
the ports of another for the purposes of trade, it owes temporary allegiance 


-and is amenable to the jurisdiction of that country, and is subject to the laws 


which govern the port it visits so long as it remains, unless it is otherwise pro- 
vided by treaty. 

Any exemption orimmunity from local jurisdiction must be derived ‘rom the 
consent of that country. No such exemption is made in the treaty of com- 


merce and navigation concluded between this country and Nicaragua on the 
2ist day of June, 1867, 
Lam, etc., 


T. F. BAYARD. 


The facts of the Gomez and Barrundia cases are manifestly similar. 
Gomez was a political refugee on board of the American ship Nicara- 
gua; Barrundia, it is claimed, was a political refugee on board of the 
American ship Acapulco. The two cases are identical in principle. 
Mark Mr. Bayard’s language: 


Under the circumstances it was plainly the duty of the captain of the Hondu- 
ras to deliver him (Gomez) to the local authorities. 


I submit, then, Mr. Chairman, if international law made it the duty 
of the captain of the Honduras to deliver Gomez to Nicaragua, inter- 
national law made it the duty of the captain of the Acapulco to deliver 
Barrundia to Guatemala; and I submit further that if it was the duty 
of the captain to deliver up Barrundia, it was not wrong in Mr. Mizner 
to tell him that such was his duty. 

Mr. Chairman, it did not occur to Mr. Mizner that Mr. Bayard was 
a Democrat. That would have been an unworthy consideration. It 
is reserved to the gentleman from Kentucky, himself a Democrat, to 
admonish the House that when Democratic precedents appear to be the 
honestest they area delusion and a snare. To Mr. Mizner Mr. Bayard 
was a distinguished and able American citizen. He had been Secre- 
tary of State and was a distinguished Secretary of State. Mr. Mizner’s 
position to him was one of subordination. It was not like Mr. Blaine’s 
situation to Mr. Bayard, one of equality. Mr. Blaine,in his high and 
independent position, can assume to do what could. not be allowed to 
Mr. Mizner. His subordinate position required him to follow prece- 
dents, and having followed them he should be excused; certainly, hav- 
ing followed them in the situation and circumstances I have portrayed, 
he should be excused. 

Sir, I have not time to cite or comment on the authorities on inter- 
national law as bearing upon this question. If I intepret them aright 
they sustain Mr. Mizner. Every publicist of repute sustains him. 
The Supreme Court of the United States sustains him. The precedents 
in the Department sustain him. I cite one authority only as an ex- 
ample ofall. IciteCalvo’s Dictionnaire de Droit International Public 
et Privé. I quote him with confidence, because his authority is sanc- 
tioned by the State Department in its letter to Mr. Mizner. He is 
said to be one of the highest living authorities on international law. 
He is a publicist and diplomat: 


|Translation. ] 
RIGHT OF ASYLUM ON VESSELS. 
[From Calvo’s Dictionnaire de Droit International Public et Privé.] 

The right of asylumis frequently claimed by refugees, not only on the actual 
territory of a foreign state, but on board vessels belonging to that state, and 
even on board merchant vessels carrying its flag. A distinction must be drawn 
here; it is clear that, since a man of war is part of the public force of an inde- 
pendent state and represents that state, in some respects, wherever it floats the 
national colors, itis, by a fiction of international law, considered a portion of the 
foreign territory to which it belongs. Hence, all nationsadmit, without difficulty 
and withoutany kind of restriction, the principle of exterritoriality in favor of 
the military marine,and waive, with respect to it, the right of searching for, pur- 
suing, or claiming the persons who, having violated the civil or political laws of 
the country, have succeeded in sheltering themselves under the flag of a foreign 
man of war; but none of the reasons of courtesy or international consideration, 
which have caused this departure from the common law, inthe matter of juris- 
diction, to be universally sanctioned, existsin the case of merchantships, which, 
in all that does not concern their internal discipline, enjoy no privilege what- 
ever and are absolutely subject to the police laws, and laws relating to the pub- 
lie security, of the state in whose waters they lie; the local authorities have 
the right to board these ships and to search for and arrest any refugee. 


Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mizner is my personal friend. I know him in- 
timately and well. Heisagentleman of character, ability, courage, and 
patriotism. He has as strong regard for the flag and as sensitive tender- 
ness to insult to it as any gentleman on the floor of this House. He 
risked his life for it on the battlefields of Mexico when life was fairest 
and brightest. He there acquired in addition to a citizen’s love for it 
a soldier’s love for it and all it symbolizes; and from that time until 
this not for one single moment has he wavered in his allegiance to it, 





or his pride in it, or in hope of itsillimitable promise and glory. And, 
Mr. Chairman, I assert against any and every dissent that as minister 
to the Central American states he did himself honor and the country 
service. [Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to in- 
sert in the REcoRD Mr. Mizner’s reply to Mr. Blaine. 


The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the permission will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The following is Mr. Mizner’s letter: 

227.) LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES IN CENTRAL AMERK 

Guatemala, December 31, 1890, 
Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your delayed dispatch 
(No. 206) of the Isth of last month, and to report that I have this day turned over 
the legation to Mr. Kimberly as chargé d’attaires, 

Iam also in receipt of a copy of the President's annual message, delivered to 
the presert session of Congress, in which my official services in the recent estab- 
lishment of peace between these republics are approved and I am compli 
mented by title in the following words: 

“The peace of Central America has again been disturbed through a revolu- 
tionary change in Salvador, which was not recognized by other states, and hos- 
tilities broke out between Salvador and Guatemala, threatening to involve all 
Central America in conflict, and to undo the progress which had been made to- 
ward a union of their interests. 

“The efforts of this Government were promptly and zealously exerted to 
compose their differences, and through the active efforts of the representative 
of the United States (Mr. Mizner), a provisional treaty of peace was signed 
August 26,”’ 

I am at a loss to know how, in the next sentence, my conduct of a mere inci- 
dent of the war, the attempted arrest of a single person, should meet with the 
President's disapproval, when it is remembered that the incident occurred on 
the 27th of August, the very day when the first condition of the basis of peace, 
to wit,the retiring of the armies from the frontiers in forty-eight hours, was 
about to be carried out under my direction, as dean of the diplomatic corps, ne- 
cessitating my constant presence atthe legation tocompose any difficulties that 
might arise; and as a matter of fact several complaints were presented to me 
in writing by these Governments, charging bad faith, which were arranged tothe 
satisfaction ofall. On the 25thof August the two hostile armies, estimated at 
10,000 on a side, after several severe battles confronted each other on the fron- 
tiers awaiting the efforts of the diplomatic corps to effect a basis of peace, which, 
as stated by the President, was consummated through the active efforts of the 
representative of the United States (Mr. Mizner) on the next day, so that on the 
27th of August the all-absorbing question was peace toover two millions of peo- 
ple, and the arrest of a citizen of Guatemala on one of our merchant ships even 
in time of war and peace was an inconsiderable matter compared with the vast 
interests involved, as no one could possibly foresee that the person to be arrested 
would resist, nor could it be supposed that the person was armed and would 
first fire upon his benefactor, the captain of the ship, or that any fatality what- 
ever would occur. 

A resolution of the lower House of Congress having been passed in October, 
calling for the papers in the case, it is to be regretted that action was taken in 
the matter before that committee had an opportunity to report, as I am abso- 
lutely certain that a full investigation of the case before that committee, includ- 
ing my presence before it if necessary, would have explained everything to its 
entire satisfaction. 

It will ever be a consolation to me, compensating for the President’s disap- 
proving of the attempted arrest of a single person on one of our merchant ves- 
sels in local waters, whether in war or in peace, that I was largely instrumental 
in retiring two hostile armies to their quiet homes, thus saving thousands of 
human lives, averting untold disaster, and restoring harmony and good will to 
neighboring States, 

To the statement of the President that the attempted arrest was in violation 
of precedent, permit me to say, with all due respect, that I considered the law 
correctly laid down by your immediate predecessor, Mr. Bayard, when he said: 

“It is clear that Mr. Gomez voluntarily entered the jurisdiction of the coun- 
try, whose laws he had violated. Under the circumstances it was plainly the 
duty of the captain of the Honduras to deliver him up to the local authorities 
upon their request.” 

Gomez was a citizen of and a political offender against the laws of Nicaragua, 
No charge of other crimes being made against him, the captain ofthe steamer 
on which he entered the local waters had made no request upon anyone con- 
cerning him; yet Mr. Bayard said: 

“It was plainly the duty of the captain to give him up to the local authori- 
ties.”’ 

surrundia was a citizen and a political offender against the laws of Guate- 
mala, besides being indicted forcommon crimes. He voluntarily came intothe 
jurisdiction of Guatemala on the merchant steamer Acapulco; the authorities 
sought to argest him; the captain of the ship asked me to instruct him. I ad- 
vised him as follows: 

“If yourship is within 1 league of the territory of Guatemala and you have 
on board General J. M. Barrundia, it becomes your duty under the laws of 
tions to deliver him to the authorities of Guatemala upon their demand 

If there is any difference between the two cases it is in favor of Guatemala to 
have made the arrest on the ground of his being both a political and common 
crimes offender, and sustains me in giving the advice, as it was earnestiy 
sought by the master of the Acapulco, while in the Gomez case the captain of 
the Honduras was silent. 

The details in both the Gomez and Barrundia cases were to have been left to 
the respective captains and local consuls, as it would be impossible for a minis- 
ter, being hundred of miles away, to give personal attention to such arrest, 

In the President's first annual message to Congress it was said that “ diplo- 
macy should be frank and free from intrigue,” thereby implying it had rot been 
sointhe past. If, as must be conceded, Guatemala had the undoubted 1rightto 
arrest Barrundia, would it have been “frank’”’ to have thrown any obstacles in 
the way of the exercise of that right? On the contrary, would it not have been 
intrigue to have abetted the captain of the Acapulco in evading elementary in- 
ternational law, as we exercise the right to arrest all kinds of offenders on for- 
eign merchant ships when in our port? 

On the 4th of July last Captain Pitts permitted the authority of Salvador to 
arrest Sefior Delgado, the minister of foreign relationsof that Republic, and 
take him against his will from the steamer Acapulco,as per his affidavit sent 
you. It would seem that the same privilege should have been extended to 
Guatemala. 

The entire diplomatic corps in Central America, excepting the representa- 
tive from Mexico, have in writing indorsed my course in the Barrundia case, 

Believing that under the circumstances I acted in strict accordance with the 
laws of nations and being absolutely certain of the rectitude of my own inten« 
tions, Isubmit my action and unprecedented treatment to the considerate judg: 
ment of my countrymen, 


SIR: 


ithe 








Trusting that this communication may have the same publicity and place in 
the permanent diplomatic records of the nation as that accorded to your dis- 
patch, | honor 

¥ r nt serva 
LANSING B. MIZNER 
Hon. J G, BLa 
retary fs Wash ae 

The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes yet remain to the gentleman from 
Til vis for the general debate 

Mr. HITT. According to ‘count seven minutes remain; but I 
yield one-half minute to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I have been very anxious to get 
time to take part in this discussion for the reason that the gentleman 
i Tentucky [Mr. McCreary] on Saturday last took occasion in 
his remarks to denounce the conduct of Commander Reiterin the Bar- 
rundia affair and to commend the Secretary of the Navy for his letter 
t m. 

Commander Reiter is my personal friend, as Minister Mizner is of my 
friend from California who has just taken his seat; and I rise now to say 
only this, thaton the f ision that presents itself, when I can gain 
he attention of the House, I propose to submit some remarks in sup- 
port of these propositions: First, that the Secretary of the Navy had 
no right in law to administer a public reprimand to Commander Reiter, 

he did by the insulting letter that he wrote and published in the 
ress of the country. 

Mr. HITT. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. DALZELL just a moment more. 

And, secondly, that Commander Reiter and Minister Mizner’s inter- 


national Jaw is the international law of ali the publicists, is the inter- 
national law of the Supreme Court of the United States and of the 
State Department, as announced by distinguished Secretaries of State 
of all political parties during the last fifty years of our history. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California [Mr. 
McKenna ] has vindicated himself and his loyalty to his friend. One 
word in reply to his criticism upon the State Department. 

Barrundia was a politician of Guatemala who had once risen to the 
rank of secretary of war, but whose party had gone out of power. 
His opponents were in possession of the government. He was a polit- 
ical refugee in Mexico. He boarded the Acapulco, an American steam 
vessel running from: San Francisco to Panama. The captain in his 
voyage touched regularly at two ports of Guatemala, Champertco and 
San José. This man bonght a ticket to Panama and thus set out on 
his way to New York. Ie believed he was safe under our flag. He 
knew the law of nations, and when that American captain had brought 
him to Champerico and the commandant there demanded him, the 
captain refused to give him up, refused again, and stoutly held his 
man there all day and carried him off, although he was detained there 
by command of armed force for twenty-four hours. 

Iie took him to San José, declaring that he would never give him 
up; that he would hold him under the American flag unless the Ameri- 
can minister, in writing, ordered him to be given up. Then, at San 
José, after fifteen hours’ delay, under the guns of two American war 
ships, this American sailor was forced, not by warrant or writ—there 
was none—but upon the written order of Minister Mizner, to hand his 
victim over to death. What American will ask that the Secretary of 
State, reviewing this frightful blunder and tragedy, should, to please 
personal friends, soften and modify the language of censure addressed 
to his employé? In fact, he put it mildly, saying that he regretted it 
when he heard it and when the details came disavowed it, and the 
minister was recalled. 

That unhappy man, Barrundia, was slain upon a deck that has ever 
been sacred, that has ever, in all waters, protected political refugees. 
He was not contraband of war; there was no war, but peace declared. 
There was no charge of ordinary crime, only that he was a political 
offender. We have stood by Great Britain and by other nations in the 
doctrine that a political refugee should never be turned from the pro- 
tection of our flag, and God grant that no man of any party shall ever 
be Secretary of State who will not disavow the act of a minister who 
orders the surrender ’of a political victim who trusts to our protection, 
and the act of a naval commander who sits supinely for fifteen hours 
with two war vessels at his beck and permits such a bloody tragedy 
and disgrace to our national name. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, General debate on this bill isexhausted, and the 
bill will be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Having read, as follows: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Bolivia, $5,000, 

Mr. BUCKALEW said: Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 18, 
page 2, by inserting after the word ‘‘ Bolivia,’’ the words ‘‘ and Ecua- 
dor, each.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ Bolivia” on page 2, line 18, the following words: 

“And Ecuador, each,” 

So that it will read : 
‘“ Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Boliviaand Ecuador, 
each $5,000.” 

Mr. BUCKALEW. 


And to make the word ‘‘envoy ’’ plural—‘‘ en- 
voys.’’ 


Mr. Chairman, I understand that this mission is authorized 
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by law, and it was formerly filled, as I very well know. The appro- 
priation for this and other small missions was dropped a few years ago. 
Now, I understand that all that is necessary is for Congress to renew 
the appropriation. It is not the case of establishing a new mission. 
Ecuador, which lies between Columbia and Peru, is one of the most 
interesting of South American republics. If we may judge by what 
we read in regard to our relations with South American states, it is 
much more important to us than Bolivia or Paraguay, which are pro- 
vided for by this bill. Isuppose it has been omitted simply by an 
oversight. 

The port of Guayaquil, on the west coast, is the finest on the whole 
western coast of both Americas. It isa post of commercial importance 
already, and will be much more important to us in the future, in our 
relations with these states. If we are to establish reciprocal relations 
in regard to trade, that port will be one point of great interest upon 
the Pacific coast. Besides that, we have provided for a survey, in con- 
nection with certain Sonth American states, of a line of communica- 
tion with those countries, appropriating $65,000 at the last session with 
reference to that object. The territory of Ecuador will constitute a 
very considerable portion of the line over which that preliminary work, 
looking to this great future enterprise, will be conducted. 

Now, it is indispensable that we should be represented to that Gov- 
ernment as we are by this bill to every one of the other South Ameri- 
can republics, as well as to those of Central America. I feel that 
this small appropriation of $5,000 therefore to that mission is an ob- 
ject of public importance and of public interest at this time. I will 
only add that that mission was formerly paid $7,500 a year, but by 
my amendment, uniting it with Bolivia, it is placed at $5,000, the 
least amount paid to any of the missions in the New World. I be- 
lieve that the Committee on Foreign Affairs are not opposed to the 
amendment. I submit it to the House in good faith, as an object of 
public interest and importance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Minister resident and consul-general in Corea, $7,500. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, before general debate upon this bill ended, myself 
and other gentlemen on this side sought opportunity to be heard on the 
question which was just now discussed by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. MCKENNA], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL], and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt], the Barrundia 
affair. That time was denied us, and for one I propose now, under the 
five-minute discussion of this bill, to take the time which I think I 
was entitled to on general debate, and which I was promised, but did 
not get. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] had 
a friend to defend on this floor, and he did it eloquently and forcibly. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] also has a friend 
implicated in this case (Commander Reiter) whom he wishes to defend. 

Mr. BIGGS. Will my friend from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have only five minutes and I can not yield. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people, who were filled with indigna- 
tion at the murder of General Barrundia on an American ship, should 
be given an opportunity to have their sentiments voiced on this floor 
in regard to the same. 

The gentleman from California, in quoting the Gomez case, claimed 
that it is on all fours with the Barrundia case, and yet it is to be pre- 
sumed that he has seen the admirable letter of the Secretary of State, 
addressed to Minister Mizner, in which he discusses the Gomez case 
with reference to the Barrundia case, and lays down the proposition 
broadly that between the two is an impassable space. 

Mr. Chairman, in the Gomez case, when the Nicaraguan Government 
demanded of the American consul his intervention to secure the con- 
sent of the captain of the Pacific Mail steamship Honduras for the sur- 
render of the refugee, Mr. Hall, our minister to Guatemala at that 
time, instructed the consul who was stationed at San Juan del Sur, to 
say that the policy of the Government of the United States was against 
such a proceeding. The commander of the Honduras declined to sur- 
render his passenger, set sail and sped from that port without his 
clearance papers. For this offense against the revenue Jaws of Nica- 
ragua an action was instituted in the courts and the captain adjudged 
guilty. 

It seems that the case came up before Mr. Bayard in this way, and 
then it was that he made the decision which the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia quotes with so much unction. In the Barrundia case the Re- 
publicof Guatemala insisted upon the American minister giving what 
was tantamount to an order that Barrundia should be surrendered; and 
the American minister, Mr. Mizner, yielded to thisdemand, and gave 
what was to Captain Potts the order for Barrundia’s surrender, and 
what really proved to be Barrundia’s death warrant. Mr. Blaine dif- 
ferentiates the Gomez case from the Barrundia case. After quoting 
from Mr. Bayard’s position in the Gomez case, Mr. Blaine says—— 

I see the Chairman is about to rap me down, as my time has expired. 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. McKENNA. If I can be recognized, I will yield my time to 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? _ 

Mr. McKENNA. [ask to be recognized so that I may yield time to 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. That practice, the Chair would say, is scarcely 
proper. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unanimous consent to 
proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HITT. I object; I want to go on with the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I donot occupy much of the time of the House, 
and I hope that I may be permitted to proceed. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Louisiana asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HITT. I object. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the time of the gentle- 
man has expired. ; 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the Chair 
to the request of the gentleman from California, who asked to be rec- 
ognized so that he might yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isnot inclined to recognize that prac- 
tice. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
drawn. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I withdraw the amendment to strike out the 
last word and move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that that is 
not the practice of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdrew the pro forma amend- 
ment, and as no other gentleman moved an amendment he then moved 
another pro forma amendment, and is entitled to debate that amend- 
ment for five minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, it is very difficult to discuss a 
question of this sort in a spurt of five minutes, liable to constant in- 
terruption. 

We ought to have more time to discuss an important question like 
this. [Cries of ‘‘Go ahead.’’] Mr. Chairman, I for one shared the in- 
dignation which was general with the American people when thespec- 
tacle was presented to the world of a political refagee seeking the sanc- 
tity and protection of the American flag’and then having it denied 
him by the American minister accredited to that foreign country; and 
when the Secretary of State, with the sanction of the President, dis- 
avowed the act, in common with the great majority of our people, I 
applauded the act. 

Mr. Blaine in his letter to Mr. Mizner, answers the gentleman from 
California. He says, in reference to the Gomez case, after quoting 
from Mr. Bayard: 


Then I move to strike out the last two words. 
The pro forma amendment has not been with- 


By this, I take it, Mr. Bayard expressed his opinion that the captain, being 
within the local jurisdiction of a foreign state, might not resist the orderly ap- 
plication of its law to a passenger on board his ship. There is no suggestion 
that it was the duty of the United States minister to intervene by concurrence 
or express consent to effect the arrest, either with or without conditions as to 
the nature of the proceedings against the accused or the penalty to be inflicted. 
I have yet to findin the records of this Department the faintest trace of any in- 
struction to that end or the slightest warrant for the assumption by any diplo- 
matic or consular representative of authority so to act. 


Now, then, the point of difference as shown by Mr. Blaine between 
the two cases is that in the one case the American minister refused the 
demand of the foreign Government to order the surrender of the polit- 
ical refugee and left the captain of the vessel free to take his own course. 
In the other case, the American minister intervened by active co-opera- 
tion with the Guatemalan authorities to compel the unwilling captain 
of the American ship to deliver up the refugee. And yet the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MCKENNA] can see no difference between 
the conduct of the American minister in the Gomez case and the con- 
duct of the American minister in the Barrundia case. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is plain that the two cases are not parallel. 
The only fault I have to find with this Administration, in dealing with 
Mr. Mizner and with the captain of the war vessel who permitted this 
outrage to be committed in his presence and under the guns of his ves- 
sel, is that the act recalling Mr. Mizner and that deposing Commander 
Reiter from the command of his war vessel were too tardy. The out- 
rage was committed in August. Mizner was not removed until about 
the middle of November and Reiter still later. Justice in their case 
** traveled with a leaden heel, but struck with an iron hand.”’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized as a member 
of the committee I will yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair does not like to indulge that practice. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] is 


Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman from California rises to oppose the 
amendment I will yield to him. 
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just as Mr. Bayard had said it was the duty of the captain of the 
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Mr. MCKENNA. I rise to oppose the amendment, and I desire to 
reply immediately to the remarks of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ihave not got through. I had not time. 

Mr. McKENNA. Well, I want to reply to you as far as you have 
gone. You ought to have gotten through before you commenced pro- 
ceeding as you did. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, I think, 


| has some little apprehension that I criticised Mr. Bayard. I did not 


criticise Mr. Bayard, but made my remarks in opposition to Demo- 
cratic criticism of Mr. Mizner for following Mr. Bayard. There is a 
good deal of difference if we contrast the Administrations. The Re- 
publican Administration disavowed Mr. Mizner. The Democratic Ad- 
ministration approved Mr. Bayard, and the gentleman from Louisiana 
{[Mr. BLANCHARD] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc 
CREARY ]} have given their sanction by their silence all thistime. The 


A LAA 


Gomez and the Barrundia cases are identical in principle, though dil- 
fering in some of their incidents. Gomez was a pol.izal refugee on an 
| American ship. Barrundia was a political refugee on an American 


ship. In the one case the American ship was in a port of Nicaragua; 
in the other case the ship was in a port of Guatemala. Then whatwas 
the decision? Mr, Hull said—so as to bring out the issne—Mr. Huil 
said that the American pation would not consent to deliver a political 
refugee. He so reported to the State Department, and the! 
replied, through and by Mr. Bayard, in this language 
Under the circumstances it was plainly the duty of the captain 
duras— 
The vessel upon which Mr. Gomez was— 
to deliver him— 


Jepartment 


of the li 


Gomez— 
up to the local authorities upon their request. 


If that was the duty of the captain of the Honduras, it was the duty 
of the captain of the Acapulco to deliver up Barrundia, and Mr. Mizner 
did not order him to do it, but simply said it was his duty to do it, 
fon- 
What is the principle of law laid down 
He states it thus: 


duras to do in the other case. 
by Mr. Bayard ? 





It may be safely affirmed that when a merchant vessel of one country visits 
the ports of another for the purposes of trade itowes temporary allegiance and 
is amenable to the jurisdiction of that country, and is subject to the laws which 


govern the portit visits so long as it remains, unless it is otherwise provided by 
treaty. 

And Mr. Bayard declared that it was not otherwise provided by 
treaty between the United States and Nicaragua. The otherday, Mr 
Chairman, an incident occurred in the harbor of New York in which 
American policeme: proceeded on board of the German ship Elba, con- 
quering the resistance of the crew and arresting an offender against 
the law. 

Germany, Mr. Chairman, has not found it necessary to resent that 
indignantly as an outrage. She acquiesces in the international prin- 
ciple laid down by Mr. Bayard; and she is just as tender in regard to 
her flag as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] isin re- 
gard to his flag. 

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to argue this question very ex- 
tensively, with a critical review of authorities on international law 
My purpose was to represent Mr. Mizner, almost in the midst of war, 
in a conflict of grave considerations, summoned to decide the case of 
Barrundia. In such situation he may or may not have made a mis- 
take. If he did not make a mistake, he certainly was not culpable. 
If he did make a mistake, he was not very culpable. I repeat, his 
services had deserved the compliment that was paid him by the Presi- 
dentin his message. I repeat, having obtained and preserved such 
favor with both Salvador and Guatemala that he was enabled to com- 
pose their animosities, it may be regarded as unfortunate that he should 
have been recalled at a critical time. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Mct 
is recognized, and, as the Chair understands, 
formal amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect, when I wasasked 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sprrnaer] what the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs had done with regard to the Larrundia case, that so 
much debate would follow my response. I admire the devotion of my 
friend from California [Mr. MCKENNA] to his friend, Mr. Mizner, and 
I admire also the devotion of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] to his friend and constituent, Lieutenant Commander Reiter 
But I have nothing to do with the friendship that may exist between 


pPrapyt 
beds Ade | 


moves to renew the 


| those gentlemen. 


I believed that a great outrage had been committed in the assassina- 
tion of Barrundia upon the American vessel Acapulco while he was 
on the way from Mexico to Panama. I introduced a resolution call- 
ing upon the President for such information as he possessed relating 
to this transaction. The President sent that information, and the Sec- 
retary of State sent to this House, through the President, on the 5th 
day of December last, the letter which, under the direction of the Pres- 
ident, he had sent to Mr. Mizner, the minister to Central America. 

I am not here to go into details relating to the Barrundia affair, be- 
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cause I have twice before on this floor referred to this cruel assassina- 
tion of an officer who at one time, notwithstanding the way he has 
been denounced by the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA], 
occupied a high position as a cabinet officer under President Barrios in 
Guatemala. I introduced that resolution in order to get at the facts, 
They are before this House and before the country. The President 
of the United States and the Secretary of State, after a careful exam- 
ination of all the facts connected with the action of Mr. Mizner, late a 
minister of the United States to Central America, recalled him and re- 
moved him from office, as I said should be done in my first speech on 
the floor of this House last September. 

The gentleman from California now arraigns his own Administration. 
He differs with the President of the United States. He condemns the 
Secretary of State in the action taken with regard to the recall and 
removal of Mr. Mizner, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
DALZELL] condemns the action of the Secretary of the Navy. The 
issue is between the two Representatives and the President of the United 
States and Secretary of State. Istand here to speak for proper pro- 
tection of all citizens who are uader the flag of the United States, no 
matter in what part of the world their business or interests may call 
them. I stand here to demand that the flag of the United States be 
respected, whether it floats over this Capitol, over the humblest polit- 
ical refugee, or over an American vessel. The President and Secretary 
of State have performed their duty well, and all persons except the 
gentleman from California [Mr. KENNA] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] seem to honor them for so doing. 

The Secretary of State very properly uses strong language, to which 
I call the attention of this House. Speaking of the conduct of Min- 
ister Mizner, he says: 

The declarations which you report can not, however, fail to deepen the re- 
gret here felt that you should have permitted yourself to furnish the warrant 
and excuse for arbitrary and violent proceedings, without even the semblance 
of legal forms and authority, onthe deck of an American vessel, which thereby 
became the scene of confusion, of danger, and of assassination. 

Thus the Secretary of State charges that the conduct of Mizner led 
to the assassination of Barrundia. He says further: 

I have yet to find in the records of this Department the faintest trace of any 
instruction to that end or the slightest warrant for the assumption of any dip- 
lomatic or consular representative of authority to act as you (Mizner) acted, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to the difference between the Gomez 
case referred to in this debate and the Barrundia case. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. McCREARY. I withdraw my amendment and move to strike 
out the last two words. 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise to oppose the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] is 
recognized in opposition to the motion made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I had moved to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the amendment which the gentleman 
offered when he took the floor. In opposition to that, in form, the 
gentleman from Illinois rises and is recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, I willseek another opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], at least, and perhaps other gentle- 
men on that side of the House (though I can not say positively as to 
that), do not do justice to the forbearance of Mr. Secretary Blaine in 
his comment on the decision of the former Secretary, Mr. Bayard, 

The decision of Mr. Bayard in the Gomez case was made by him 
within a few days after he became Secretary of State. I can not be- 
lieve that it represents modern international law, andI can not believe 
that the present Secretary of State so understands. 

But we all remember what the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HooKER ] said the other day, in effect, that in our dealings with for- 
eign nations the diplomatic officers of this Government ought not to 
iet such nations understand anything more than is absolutely neces- 
sary of political party differences within the limits of the United States. 
Therefore I can see how a Republican Secretary of State would desire 
to be guarded in his observations in regard to a decision made by his 
predecessor belonging to a different political party. He was accord- 
ingly as guarded and cautious in his criticisms on his predecessor as he 
could possibly be. But when one considers the substantial features 
of the two cases—the Barrundia and the Gomez cases—they are iden- 
tical, as the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] has pointed 
out. 

Hence, if Mr. Blaine was right in the one case, Mr. Bayard was wrong 
in the other. I believe Mr. Blaine was right. Iam not disposed to 
criticise him if he does not explicitly and flatly repudiate the doctrine 
of his predecessor. Hestates his own opinion clearly enough, and it is 
not consistent with the position of Mr. Bayard. The gentleman from 
California declares in effect that Mr. Bayard’s decision traly represented 
the modern international law. I hope and believe he is not correct. 
He states it in very broad terms, and, while I do not pretend to be very 
learned in international law, I do desire to give my impression as to 
what the law really is, 

In my judgment it is that an American vessel in a foreign port is, 
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as Secretary Bayard says, in general terms, subject to the local law of 
that port. But that means simply that it is subject to that local law 
with reference to acts committed on board that vessel while in that 
port; and that it is not the uniform decision of our State Department, 
and I do not believe itisinternational law, asmy friend from Pennsylva- 
nia perhaps does believe—I do not believe it is a correct international 
law that an American vessel in a foreign port is so far subject to the 
local law that a man may be arrested on the vessel for an offense com- 
mitted at some prior time and in some other place. In Dana’s Wheaton 
there is this paragraph bearing directly upon this question: 


The state of international law on the subject of private vessels in foreign 
ports * * * may be said to be this: So far as regards acts done at sea, before 
her arrival in port, and acts done on board in port by members of the crew to 
one another, and so far as regards the general regulation of the rights and du- 
ties of those belonging on board, the vessel is exempt from local jurisdiction. 
But if the acts done on board affect the peace of the country in whose port she 
lies or the persons or property of its subjects, to that extent that state has juris- 
diction. 

When Minister Hall learned that an application would be made by 
the Nicaraguan authorities for the surrender of Gomez he telegraphed 
to the United States consul as follows: 


Say respectfully to the minister for foreign affairs that our Government 
never has consented, and never will consent, to the arrest and removal from 
an American vessel, in a foreign port, of a passenger in transit, much less if of- 
fense is political. 

This telegram of Minister Hall is the sole occasion of the dispatch 
of Mr. Bayard dated March 12, 1885. That dispatch was intended to 
be a clear disavowal of the position taken by Mr. Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to strike out the last word. 

When I closed my remarks a few moments ago, I was about to refer 
to the principal difference between the Gomez case and the Barrundia 
case. Inthe Gomez case Minister Hall, who was the minister to Cen- 
tral America at that time, when he learned of the application made to 
the United States consul by the Nicaraguan minister of foreign affairs, 
made this response: 

Say respectfully to the minister of foreign affairs that our Government 
never has consented and never will consent to the arrest and removal from an 
American vessel,in a foreign port, of a passenger in transit, much lessif the 
offense is political. 

Now, the charge against Barrundia was that he had committed a 
political offense; consequently he was a political refugee at the time 
he was assassinated. 

I do not think that the Gomez case and the Barrundia case are sim- 
ilar, because there is one element left out of the Gomez case that is 
very prominent in the Barrundia case. It appears in the Barrundia 
case that from the time the vessel (the Acapulco) with Barrundia on 
board reached Champerico the authorities of Guatemala sought to ar- 
rest Barrundia. 

Captain Pitts, the commander of the vessel, refused at Champerico 
to surrender him; but when he got to the port of San José he con- 
sulted with Minister Mizner, and here the two cases, that of Gomez 
and Barrundia, separate. Minister Mizner assumed to dictate to the 
captain of the vessel his duty and caused the surrender of Barrundia. 
The Secretary of State wisely says of that act: 

There is no suggestion that it was the duty of the United States minister to 
intervene by concurrence or expressed consent to effect the arrest, either with 


or without conditions as to the nature of the proceedings againt the accused, or 
the penalty to be inflicted. 


The Secretary of State makes a very good point about the Gomez 
case in his letter to Mr. Mizner, to which I desire now to refer. He 
says: 

There is no reference here to the special conditions that may sometimes and 
in some places exist; nor to that “‘common usage” and ‘‘common opinion,” 
spoken of by Chief Justice Marshall, which are such familiar evidences of the 
law and determine its existence, not only among nations, but also in individ- 
ual states. 


Chief Justice Marshall very properly said: 


The world being composed of distinct sovereignties, possessing equal rights 
and equal independence, whose mutual benefit is promoted by intercourse with 
each other and by an interchangeof those good offices which humanity dictates 
and its wants require, all sovereigns have consented to a relaxation in practice, 
in cases under peculiar circumstances,of that absolute and complete jurisdiction 
within their respective territories which sovereignty confers. This consent may, 
in some instances, be tested by common usage and common opinion. growing 
out of that usage. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] has permitted his 
zeal for his friend to clond his judgment in thiscase. I for one never 
wish to see it established as an American doctrine, recognized by the 
State Department of our Government (Ido not care whether the head 
of that Department be a Democrat or a Republican), that we will ever 
consent, under any circumstances whatever, thata political refugee who 
is wanted in another country merely for the commission of political 
offenses shall ever be surrendered on the demand of that country when 
once he has sought the protection of the American flag. 

Barrundia was not wanted for any common crime. He was ‘wanted 
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for a political offense. E 
I believe that under the law of nations it would have been the duty of 
the captain of the American vessel to surrender him. But there was 
no pretense whatever that he was wanted for common crimes. He had 
incited insurrection against the Guatemalan Government, and for that 
and for that only was the demand made. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, when this demand was made, and when the 
American minister actively participated in the enforcement of the de- 
mand, peace between Guatemala and Salvador had been arranged for 
and had gone into effect; and one of the articles of that treaty of peace 
was that general amnesty be granted to every one engaged in the war 
or who had any connection whatever with it. Minister Mizner, as 
contended for by his friend, takes great credit for having, in connection 
with the representatives of other foreign powers at the Guatemalan 
capital, broughtabout this treaty of peace. The basis of this peace had 
been agreed on as early as August 17 of that year by the envoys who 
were seeking to bring it about, and on the 25th of August it had been 
agreed to by the Government of Salvador. The next day, the 26th, it 
had been formally agreed to by the President of the Guatemalan Gov- 
ernment. 

The killing of Barrundia did not take place until August 28, two 
days after peace had been formally proclaimed. Under the terms of 
the agreement of peace, I do not believe that Barrundia was amenable 
to the Guatemalan Government for any political offense. What he had 
done was inconnection with the war which was waging between Guate- 
malaand Salvador, and he was included in the general amnesty. Before 
he was killed peace had been declared, a peace which gave even him 
amnesty. And yet the American minister, when the captain of the 
steamship placed himself under his orders, directed that he be given 
up. Strange thatany gentleman should rise in his place here and seek 
to defend such conduct. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hitr] that itis getting quite late. 

Mr. HITT. I am awaiting the moment when I can, without inci- 
vility to the gentleman from Louisiana, move that the committee rise. 
I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let me go on for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman’s time has expired and debate 
on the pending amendment is exbausted. 

Mr. HITT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I willtry to finish my speech to-morrow. 

The motion of Mr. Hitt was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the dip- 
lomatic and consular appropriation bill and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will lay before the House the following 
report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the titles of the bills be printed in the Recorp without reading. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KENNEDY, irom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 608) making an appropriation for the construction of 
Se and the enlargement of the military post at Plattsburgh, 

A bill (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex; 

A bill (H. R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 

A bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Caroline Hayes; 

A bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (11. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C, Cabeen; 

A bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pension to Alfred A. Jerome; 

A bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce; 

A bill (H. R. 4246) granting a pension to Bridget Lynch; 

A bill (H. R. 4385) to appropriate the sum of $517.60 to George B. 
Kane & Co., in fall payment of a balance due them for printer’s ink 
furnished by them to the Publie Printer; 

A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley; 

A bill (H. R. 4513) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle: 

A bill (Ti. R. 5102) for the relief of Barton P. Spencer; a oe 

A bill (Hf. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson: 

ae (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Mathew C. Gris- 
wold; 

A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips; 

A bill (1. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray; 
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A bill (H. R. 7676) 

A bill 
loch 

\ bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1235 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men ofthe Army; 

A bill (H. R. 8060) for the relief of William Karger; 


for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 
H. R, 7789) to increase the pensiou of Mrs. Mary. A. McCul- 


A bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting 
A bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to John Pickard; 


A bill (IT. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan; 

A bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley; 

A bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairlax; 

A bill (H. R. granting an increase of pension to Simon J. 
Fought; 


95809 


A bill CH. R. 9595} for the reliefof William L, Hurst, of Wolfe County, 
Kentucky; 
A bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendenbe! and 


Apollonia Hassendeubel;: 

A bill (HL. R. 11580) granting a pension to Thomas .J. Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 240) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the Washington High School. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (8. 654) for the erection of a public building at 
St. Paul, Minn. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 4897) to provide for the erection of asite fora military post 
at San Diego, Cal., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 4979) to confirm certain entries upon the Otoe and Mis- 
souria reservation lands in Kansas and Nebraska. 

RODMAN M. PRICE. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate bill which I send to the desk may be taken from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and placed on the Speaker’s table, as identically the same 
bill has been reported from that committee to the House and is now 
on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust, upon principles of equity 
and justice, the accounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States 
Navy, and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., crediting him with the 
sum paid over to and receipted for by his successor, A. M. Van Nostrand, act- 
ing purser, January 14, 1850, and pay to said Rodman M. Price, or his heirs, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
be found due him upon such adjustment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill which has been read be taken 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs and placed on the Speaker’s table. 
Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] ‘The Chair hears none. 

REPRINT OF CERTAIN BILLS AND REPORTS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Mines and Mining request a reprint of the bill H. R. 8491, 
with committee amendments, and report 8y84. 

Also a reprint of the bill S, 165, with committee amendments and report 
thereon; for the use of the House document room 


Leave is requested for reprint of the bill H. R. 12168, and the accompanying 
report, with correction. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the requests 
There was no objection. 








appropriated, any sum that may 


vill be granted. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, for twelve days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. FRANK, for one week, on account of imp yrtant business. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. FITHIAN reanests leave to withdraw papers referring tothe bill H.R 
4538, without leaving copies on file. 

The SPEAKER. 
as granted. 


Without objection, the request will be considered 


GAS LAMPS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution with regard to a hearing with ref- 
erence to certain gas lamps, which was referred to the Committee on 
Rules, is reported back by that committee with the request that it be 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, a similar 
matter being before that committee. Without objection, the change 
of reference will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I moye that the House do now ad 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m. 


ourn. 


the House adjourned, 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
: Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his annval 
report for the calendar year 1590—to the Committee on Patents. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were presented and referred as follows 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Resolutions of the house of representatives of 
the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, protesting against the 
Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the house of representatives of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri, in relation to the World’s Columbian 
Exp sition —to the Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 


By Mr. HOLMAN: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 319, providing for pensioning ex- 
prisoners of war of the Union Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and a joint resolution of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 197) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2072) granting an increase of pension to Theodore Rauthe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Lucinda Call—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Hinsdale—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid #ensions. 

A bill (S. 3752) for the relief of the legal representatives of Israel 
Kimball—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4428) granting a pension to Matilda S. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

A bill (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4639) granting a pension to Louisa A. Starkweather—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4655) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Gordon, 
widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4706) granting a pension to Lucy Wood—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow 
of Lewis H. Pelouze—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4768) granting right of way for irrigation ditch and rail- 
road sidetrack across the quartermaster’s depot reservation in Yuma 
County, Arizona—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Joint resolution (S. R. 144) for the use of the appropriations in the 
river and harbor bill relating to the Apalachicola River, Florida—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to the House 


of Representatives the completed report of the survey of the Altamaha River 
in the State of Georgia, including the maps of survey of the said river 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
> 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the billof the House (H. R. 6340) for the re- 
lief of John Zedeker, accompanied by a report (No, 3657)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13095) granting a pension to 
George W. Jenkins, accompanied by a report (No. 3658)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. BR. 13326) to authorize the city of Chicago 


| 


to erect a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes, accompa- 


| nied by a report (No. 3659)—to the House Calendar. 


Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 


| vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13442) granting a pension to Mary 


C. Broughton, accompanied by a report (No. 3660)—to the Committee 


| of the Whole House. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12145) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edwin H. Dill, accompanied by a report (No. 3661)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the following bills of the House; 
which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase of pension to John D. Terry. 
(Report No. 3663. ) 

A bill (H. R. 13041) increasing the pension of John Britton. (Report 
No. 3664. ) 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. I’. 13329) granting a pension to Solo- 
mon Mayberry, accompanied by a report (No. 3665)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2996) granting a pension 
to Martha J. Spencer, accompanied by a report (No. 3666)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (I. R. 12753) to estab- 
lish a court of appeals for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, accompanied by a report (No. 3667)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12906) for the 
relief of John McManus, late private of Company I, One hundred and 
sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3668)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 217) for 
the appointment of a member of the Board of Managers of the National 
Soldiers’ Home, accompanied by a report (No. 3669)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12530) for the relief 
of the estate of Claiborne De Loach, deceased, reported in lieu thereof 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 12530) entitled “‘A bill for the relief of the estate 
of Claiborne De Loach, deceased,’’ now pending before the House, and accom- 
panying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, to 
be considered under the provisions of the act entitled ‘‘An act to afford assist- 
ance and rélief to Congress andthe Executive Departments in the investigation 
of claims and demands against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883, and 


the act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887; 


oO 


accompanied by a report (No. 3670); which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 
(H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Thomas F. Leahey, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3671). 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, biils of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 13463) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary aid of industrial schools—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. COGSWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13464) to establish 
a national sanitarium in Northern New Mexico or Southern Colorado 
for the treatment of consumption—to the Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13465) making an 
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the construction of a light- 
house and fog-signal at Turn Point, Washington—to the Comrhittee 
on Commerce. 

3y Mr. OWEN, of Indiana by request: A bill (H. R. 13466) to create 
a board of women commissioners of immigration—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: 
A bill (H. R. 12286) granting a pension to Nora Goldsborough—Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 13467) for the relief of W. F. 
Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13468) granting a pension to Eliza Ellis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13469) for the reli 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 13470) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Lindsay Stout—to the Committee on War Claims. 


fof LS. Williams—to the Com- 


By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13471) granting a pen- 


sion to Elizabeth Mounts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 13472) for the reliefof David Rainey 
of Hinds County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13473) to restor: 
the pension roll the name of Eliza M. Keith (formerly Eliza Ash)—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H.R. 13474) granting a pension to 
James H. Lancaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM (by request): A bill (11. R.1 for the relief of 
David Merrill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H, R. 13476) to place on the pension 
roll the name of Henry Harrel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13477) restoring to the pension roll 
the name of H. L. Kyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PA YNTER (by request): A bill (H.R. 13478) granting a 
pension to F. M. Bess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13479) granting a pension to If 
rietta Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13480) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William C. Howell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13481) to increase the 
pension of Martin Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 13432) granting a pension to Lydia 
Hecox, a dependent mother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


47% 


vtiv 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of George A. Cobb and 40 others, citi- 
zens of Bay City, Mich.; also, of John Wheeler and 40 cthers, citizens 
of Flushing, Mich.; also, of J. B. Folly and 200 others, citizens of Sag- 
inaw, Mich.; also, of E. H. Green and 20 others, citizens of Charlevoix, 
Mich,; also, of W. A. Carson and 38 others, citizens of Rushville, N. 
Y.; also, of William G. Marshalland 20 others, citizensof Brandon, Wis. ; 
also, of Edward H. Blake and 17 others, citizens of Bangor, Me., in be- 
half of the Union ex-prisoners of war, in support of House bill 11501— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union) signed by George A. Whitley, William I. 
Whitley, Lottie E. Parker, and 108 others, citizens of Defiance, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a 
commission on the subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation. 

Also, petition of the same union, signed by M. R. Smith, Mrs. F. 
M. Young, and 35 others, of Defiance, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Petition 
(circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union) signed by 
T. F. James, J. W. Lovell, Mrs. Samuel L. Young, and 32 others, citi- 
zens of South Portland Me.; also, by the same union, signed by William 


8. Wilks, Moses L. Cobb, Mary E. Weeks, and 30 others, citizens of 


East Parsonsfield, Me., praying for the passage of the bill providing for 
the appointment of a commission on the subject of the social vice—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolution of Mahoning Council, No. 233, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, Punxsutawney, Pa., for restriction 
of inmigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of Enterprise Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Marysville, Pa., favoring the restriction of foreign im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition and memorial of certain citizens ot 
Carroll County, Iowa, for passage of the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petitions of Farmers’ Alliances in Nebraska; also, 
resolutions adopted by the same organizations, asking passage of House 
bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the National Farmers’ Alliance, at 
Omaha, Nebr., for the passage of House bill 5353, known as theanti- 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of Wm. Barr Dr: nl 
panyandothers,of St. Louis, Mo. ; also of New Bedtord (Mass. ) Board of 





Trade, in support of House bill 12869—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Peter Biebneher and 29 « citi- 
zens of Erie County, Ohio, asking tor the passage of House 1 5353 
detining options and futures and imposing special taxes upon de 
therein—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition 12 ci ns of Butl 
County, Iow lso, of Lowell Alliance, No. 1882, Shell Rock, Iowa 

| urging the speedy passage of House bill 5353 delining options, future 
etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution by the National Farmers’ Al , at its « h 
annual session at Omaha, Nebr., January 27, 1890, favoring the pa 
age of the Butterworth : bill—to the Committee on Agricul 
ture. 

bv Mr. HOPKINS: Petit H. D. Wagner, A. F. Prince, and 
others, citizens of Hinckley, Ill., asking for the speedy passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill—to th mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Resolutions of Andersonville Post, No.155 
of Beaman, Iowa, against granting large pensions to commissioned of- 
ficers and their dependent families—to the Committee on Invalid Ven 
SioDs, 

Also, address of several hundred citizens, professors, and students of 
Mount Vernon, Linn County, Iowa, against opening the Columbian Ex- 
hibition, in Chicago, on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Co- 


lumbian Exhibition 
By Mr. KETCHAM: 
tian Temperance 


Petition of the Wom 
Union of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for the 
Senate bill 4173—to the Committee on Education. 

by Mr. LAWS: Petition of 42 citizens of Clay County, Ne 


also, of 38 citizens of Butler ¢ 


” ' ; . 
otheers of the ns Chris- 


. 
a 
pass we ol 
braska; 


‘ounty, Nebraska; also, of 24 citizens of 


Chase County, Nebraska; also, of 22 citizens of Cedar County, Nebraska, 
urging passage ot House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition (cireulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by J. C. Boyd, W. Huddleson, A. A. Anderson, and 186 
others, citizens of Nilsonville, Nebr.; also, petition by the same union, 
signed by Lou L. Simonds, president, and Vinnis Scofield, 
tary, of Hendley, Nebr., representing 16 members; also, by the same 
union, signed by Ike Cromwell, Mrs. Alice Cromwell, and 20 others, 
citizens of Hendley, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill to pro- 
hibit tne importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of al- 
coholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Henry Woodward, James M. Wood 
Julia F. Wood, and 17 others, citizens of h 


Me., praying fo1 
the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and 


secre- 
lf 


Winthrop, 





interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce ¢ i 
Francisco, Cal., for the publication of a Monthly Pilot Chart of the 
Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of D. L. Enitsler, for the estate of 
Winfield S. Baugher, late of Rockingham County, Virginia, praying 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the pro 


visions of the Bowman act—to t] 


he Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsy ia: Memoria 


r} the 


lvania ol Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, praying Congress to pass House bill 10172 and Senate 
bill 3786, giving common carriers the right to allow a greater weight ot 
sample baggage to commercial travelers and their employ¢s, and 1 
duced rates of transportation—to the Committee on Commerce 
Also (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine), resuiutions of the Com 


mercial Exchange of Philadel phia, pro 
Senate free-coinage bill—to the C 
Measures. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of several citizensof Pleasant Town- 
ship, Fairfield County, Ohio, in favor of the passage of House bill 


testing against the passage of the 
mittee on Coinage, Weig! und 


»=9 
PID 


known as the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of 35 members of Franklin Al- 
liance, No. 497, Tuscarawas County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 


the antioption bill, H. R. 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): Petition of Calvin D. Moore, Com- 
pany H, Fifty-third Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of H. Ellis and 26 others, citizens 
Fayette County, Ohio; also, resolutions of New Martinsburgh Farmers’ 
Alliance, of same county and State; also resolution of Farmers’ Suballi- 
ance No. 431,. Wilmington, Ohio, in favor of the antioption bill, H. Rh. 
5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. M. Walker, of Monroe 
County, Tennessee; also, of Woodson Walker, of Marshall County, 
Tennessee; also, of John Webb, of Cannon County, Tennessee, for 
reference of respective claims to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ot 
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By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Sandusky Alliance, No. 12, Crawford 
County, Ohio; also, of Big Lick Alliance, No. 504, Hancock County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bil! 5353, defining options and 
trusts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ry Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Mark Smith, Ephraim Weiss, and 
29 others, citizens of Kosciusko County, Indiana; also, of J. E. Gill, 
Edson Sarber, and 45 others, citizens of the same county and State, 
favoring the passage of the bill defining options and futures and pre- 
venting dealing therein—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Resolutions of the county assembly of 
Williamson County, Illinois, favoring passage of House bill 5353, de- 
fining options; also, petition of 24 citizens of Randolph County, Mli- 
nois, for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Perry County Association, No. 9, Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, favoring the passage of the Stanford farm-loan 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 14 citizens of Johnson County, Illinois, against the 
passaye of the Conger lard bill —to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of 63 citizens of Sparta, Ill.; also of Unity, Alexander 
County, Illinois, favoring the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of Green Township Alliance, No. 248, 
Summit County, Ohio, asking passage of the option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Two memorials from practicing lawyers of 
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, urging the passage of bill pending in 
Congress providing for creation of the Upper Peninsula of Michigan 
into a separate judicial district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of 35 citizens of Clay County, Iowa, fa- 
voring the adoption of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of 11 citizens of Lorain County, Ohio, 
for passage of House bill 5353, detining options and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Petition of 15 citizens of Garfield 
County, Washington; also, of Mutual Alliance No. 4, Whitman County, 
Washington; also, of 15 citizens of the same county and State; also, of 
Farmers’ Alliance No. 3, Whitman County, Washington; also, of 
Farmers’ Alliance No. 92, Lincoln County, Washington; also, of 16 
citizens of Seattle, Wash., praying passage of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, two petitions of 24 citizens of Seattle, Wash., for an amend- 
ment to the tariff and tax bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) signed by Mrs. E. R. McCullough, president, and Mrs, 8. L. 
Roberts, of Seattle, Wash.; also, by the same union, signed by Mrs. 
Mary A. Beavers and Sarah E. Pierce, of Lynden, Wash.; also, by the 
same union at Beverly, Wash., 32 members; also, by the same union 
at Ventralia, Wash., 20 members; also, by the same union at Bucoda, 
Wash., 19 members; also, by the same union at Puyallup, Wash., 70 
members; also, by the same union at Fairhaven, Wash., 18 members; 
also, by the same union at North Wood, Wash., 18 members; also, by 
the same union at Montesano, Wash., 17 members, praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on 
the subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 4, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 
232 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, an abstract of the 
militia force of the United States, organized and unorganized, accord- 
ing to the latest returns received at the office of the Adjutant General 
of the United States Army, for the year 1890; which was read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is that a list of the militia or simply of the 
organizations? Ifit is the first mentioned it must be very volumi- 
nous. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is an abstract of the militia force as re- 
quired by law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It should be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication, with the accom- 
panying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and printed, 

CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. BLAIR. I send to the desk and ask to have read and placed on 
the files of the Senate the credentials of Hon. J. H. Gallinger, my 
successor in the Senate. 








The credentials of Jacob H. Gallinger, chosen by the Legislature 
of New Hampshire a Senator from that State for the term beginning 
March 4, 1891, were read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I eall the attention of the chairman of the Committee 
ou Privileges and Elections to the credentials. I suppose the proper 
disposition is to have them placed upon the files of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I listened to the reading of the credentials, and they 
seem to be in due form. 

Mr. BLAIR, They are in the usual form. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on the 
files of the Senate, if there beno objection. The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr.CAMERON presented petitions of Councils, Junior Order United 
Amercan Mechanics, Nos. 4, 135, 53, 11, 120, 30, 400, 355, 36, 493, 16, 
354, 87, 27, 500, 159, 332, 522, 51, 215, 357, 112, 350, 201, 824, 165, 
163, 344, 405, 308, 25, 317, 259, 305, 501, 433, 5, 413, 18, 12, 128, 210, 
226, 304, 50, 340, 119, 57, 312, 314, 6, 386, 248, 315, 485, 380, 526, 
87, 221, 401, 404, 176, 241, 138, 301, 1, 43, 449, 202, 14, 427, 459, 
24, 154, 238, 283, 420, 370, 168, 126, 24, 326, 274, 91, 457, 250, 45, 
$0, 544, 76, 247, 509, 383, and 414, of Milton, De Haven, Boston, 
Philadelphia, Bunola, Harrisville, Kempton, Wyoming, Marion Cen- 
tre,Cribbs, Darlington, Saltsburgh, Pennsville, Pottersville, Allentown, 
Leechbtrgh, Sauversville, Williams, Sandy Lake, Ambrose, Coraoplis, 
Montoursville, Kittanning, Petersville, Sweet Valley, Tarentum, Mount 
Carmel, Apollo, Fredonia, La José, Cowensville, Wever's Old Stand, 
Pittsburgh, Philipsburgh, Salix, Frankford, Conshohocken, Greenold, 
Germantown, Wilkes-Barre, Perryville, Houtzdale, Hazlewood, Hyre- 
mansville, Donegal, Lambertsville, Stauffers, Wampum, Mahanoy City, 
Lykens, East Prospect, Homewood, Salina, Tower City, Lavansville, 
Kensington, Rice’s Landing, Lower Providence, Lash, Grove City, 
Reading, Myersdale, Shickshinney, Fast Freedom, Slippery Rock, 
Ogontz, Derry, Johnstown, Weatherly, Chestnut Hill, Panic, Allegheny, 
Uhlertown, Conemaugh, New Cumberland, Wilmerding, and Greens- 
borough, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a bill 
to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of G. Vollmer & Sons, George C. Payne & Co., and Charles 
Oesterich, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Sharpless Brothers, and other merchants of Philadel- 
ghia, Pa.; 

: Petition of the Paint Club, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

Petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of C. Hinchberger and others 
of Butler, Pa.; the petition of Arthur Branagan and 17 other ex-sol- 
diers, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3146, concerning ap- 
pointments of ex-soldiers to places within the public service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 978, of York County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the free coinage of silver; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 978, of York County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5333, defining 
options; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 30, Patrons of 
Husbandry of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the Stanford 
land-loan bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. PETTIGREW) presented the following petitions, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Petition of J. W. Sedgwick and 7 other citizens of Union County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of H. W. Knowlton and 13 other members of Kilborn Alli- 
ance, Grant County, Dakota; 

Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Woodland Township, Clark 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of Ira Cree and 12 other citizens of Hand County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolutions of Greenleaf Alliance, No. 478, of Hand County, South 
Dakota; 

Resolution of Ranville Farmers’ Alliance, No. 537, of Ranville Town- 
ship, Codington County, South Dakota; 

Petition of A. Cluntzicker and 25 other citizens of Codington County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Grove Hill Alliance, No. 301, of South Dakota; and 

Resolution of the Odessa Farmers’ Alliance, No, 951, South Dakota. 

Mr. CASEY (for Mr. Moopy) presented the following petitions, pray- 


ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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Petition of John Engermunson and 13 other citizens of Clark County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of John Garll and 17 other citizens of Charles Mix County, 
South Dakota; } 

Petition of John L. Smart and 36 other citizens of Tulare, Spink 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of J. W. Sedgwick and 7 other citizens of Union County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of Benjamin R. Clark and 11 other citizens of Bryant, Ham- 
lin County, South Dakota; 

Petition of A. N. Meloy and 23 other members of Conde Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 555, of Spink County, South Dakota; 

Resolutions of members of Badger Lake Alliance, No. 19, Kingsbury 
County, South Dakota; 

Petition of John J. Gibbs and 12 other citizens of Kingsbury County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of C. P: Burd and 12 other citizensof Florence, Hand County, 
South Dakota; 

Resolutions of Lake Hendricks Farmers’ Alliance, Brookings County, 
South Dakota; and 

Petition of Nils L. Forseth and 13 other citizens of Brookings County, 
South Dakota, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of E. A. Chose, superintend- 
ent, E. J. Morse, secretary,and 50 other members of the Sunday-School 
Association of West Wardsborough, Vt., praying for the passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic liquors; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Shuart & Embler, of New- 
burgh, N. Y., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of A. N. Heald, pastor Wesleyan Methodist Church, repre- 
senting 75 members, citizens of Forestville, N. Y.; 

Petition of A. J. Johnson and 143 other citizens of Forestville, N. Y.; 

Petition of A. B. Phillips, pastor of Methodist Episcopal Church, 
representing 200 members, citizens of Forestville, N. Y.; and 

Petition of J. H. Miller, pastor First Baptist Church, representing 
150 members, citizens of Forestville, N. Y. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial signed by sundry prominent busi- 
ness men in Maine, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Protect- 
ive Association, of Scranton, Pa., and a memorial of the American As- 
sociation of Flint and Lime Glass Manufacturers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill, and pray- 
ing for the enactment of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Schwartz, Graff & Co. and other 
business firms of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the early passage of Senate bill 3786, to amend the in- 
terstate-commerce law in relation to commercial travelers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

- He also presented petitions of councils, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, Nos. 154, 510, 464, 439, 141, 466, 410, 430, 375, 105, 
487, 353, 292, 367, 345, 347, 233, 38, 107, 167, 190, 234, 337, 34, 506, 
514, 429, 21, 482, 331, and 111, of Mahanoy City, New Freedom, Pu- 
laski, Bristol, Saulsburgh, Watsontown, State Lick, Hazleton, New Trip- 
oli, Uniontown, Pittsburgh, Orwigsburgh, Kunkletown, Shenandoah, 
Seven Valley, Harlansburg, Wilkes-Barre, Murrysville, New Wilming- 
ton, Creekside, Cookport, Greenville, Dravosburgh, Coaltown, Olive- 
burgh, Duncan, and Ross, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of the bill to restrict immigration, as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Immigration; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Ohio; 

Petition of Oak Grove Farmers’ Alliance, of Jefferson County, Ohio; 

Petition of citizens of Erie County, Ohio; 

Petition of citizens of Summit County, Ohio; 

Petition of Knox Farmers’ Alliance, of Jefferson County, Ohio; 

Petition of 25 citizens of Jefferson County, Ohio; 

eae of the Sandusky Alliance, No. 12, of Crawford County, Ohio; 
anc 

Petition of citizens of Crawford County, Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration: 

Petition of Thomas Jefferson Council, No. 100, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Stark County, Ohio; 

Petition of Diamond Council, No. 5, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Wellsville, Ohio; 
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Petition of Algonquin Council, No. 95, Junior Order United An 
ican Mechanics, of Algonquin, Ohio; and 

Petition of Clay Council, No. 50, 
Mechani¢s, of Roseville, Ohio. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying tor the pes- 


Junior Order United American 


sage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lie onthe 


table: 

Petition of E. S. Johnson, M. M. Miller, Elsie Heald, and 129 othe 
citizens of Pottawatomie County, Kansas; 

Petition of J. B. Pitts, S. J. Binford, Emma Gaddis, and 45 ot 
citizens of Naron, Kans. : 

Petition of W. E. Morgan, W. D. 
other citizens of Varck, Kans.: and 
Petition of Henry Mitchell, L. C. Welliman, and 34 other membe 

of the Farmers’ Suballiance No. 988, of Varek, Kans. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Meriden, Kaus., 
praying for the passage of a bill to reimburse soldiers and sailors tor 
the difference between gold and greenbacks at the time of their sery- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kingman, Kans 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was orde 
on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the following petitions, praying for the passag 
of a national social vice commission; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Education and Labor; 


Hei 


Dowell, Sadie Hobson, and 40 


, praying 
‘ 


“lL tol 


Petition of F. C. Rogers, C. A. Bryan, Mary L. Porter, and 74 othei 
citizens of Bangor, Me. ; 
Vetition of Charles E, Mason, George W. Field, Elizabeth Wyer, and 


12 other citizens of Bangor, Me.; 

Petition of Thomas Spinney, W. O. Oliver, Mrs. Nancy J, Clark, and 
34 other citizens of Georgetown, Me.: and 

Petition of T. F. White, H. F. Wood, Mr. T. A. 
other citizens of Bath, Me. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the following petitions praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the tab): 

Petition of C. O. Backdahl and 22 other citizens of Verona, Clay 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of J. H. Holcomb and 19 other citizen 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Verdigris Alliance, No. 
Nebraska; 

Petition of A. J. 
County, Nebraska; 

Petition of M. W. Peters and 16 other membe 
Antelope County, Nebraska 

Petition of William Sullivan and 28 other citizens of Cedar County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of Francis Corkle and 32 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Verona Alliance, No. 961, of Nebraska; 

Petition of O. J. Anderson and 11 other citizens of Antelope County, 
Nebraska; 

Petition of M. Schiemann and 8&0 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; and 

Petition of J. Koehn and 40 other citizens of Dawson County, Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the memorial of Adams & Burke, and 
47 others, of South Omaha, representing the cattle-producing interests, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food biil; which were ordered te lie on 
the table: 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 313, of Washing- 
ton County, Missouri; and 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 633, of Calloway 
County, Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented a petition of 22 citizens of Mont- 
gomery County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food bill and remonstrating against the passage of the Conger com- 
pound-lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of citizens of Jefferson County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STEWART. I present a memorial of the National Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union of America, through its president, L. L. 
Polk, setting forth that that organization assembled in convention at 
Ocala, Fla., on the first Tuesday of December, 1890, at which were 
represented twenty-eight States and Territories, and that it unani- 
mously adopted a preamble and resolution, reciting the pernicious ef- 
fects of lotteries on the morals of the people as well as on their mat 
rial interests; that they are condemned by the unanimous sentiment 
of the people of the United States; and that the Louisiana State Lot- 
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Antelope County, 


citizens of Antelo; 


1¢ } 
) the e 
iJ ovLner i 


Stonebraker and 


rs of Star Alliance, of 


Union No. 808, of 


Knox 








2130 CONGRES 











tery Company h ‘ national evil: that it is collecting an annual 
tri ’ : 4 I eople of th ountry; that it 
) [ ( te l cold t ( Mn irom the 
| sian ‘ twent v : that 
( any end | s itself of the governi tof the 
( ) i has « } 1 its power to make dan 
tt ‘ that it is the duty of Congress to pro- 
te t y i l lottery col- 
un that Congress has partially pertor l its duty to the nation by 
enact t cent antilottery law, but that that law will 
prove ineffectual } vise of the immense wealth and power of the 
Louisiana Lottery Com that t ly me ane by which the people 
of the United Stat un permanently ed from this great evil 
is the adoption of an amendment to the Cons tituti on of the United 
States forbidding the Stat ind Territories from establishing or main- 
taining lott 1 it it is the sense of the National Farmers’ 
Alliance and Indust Union of America that an amendment as de- 
bed abov hould made to the Constitution. 
Mr. GIBSO> [ ask that the memorial may be printed as adocn- 
rEWART. I l very much to have it printed asa 
t ‘ il 
The VICE PRESIDENT.  Isthere objection to the request made bv 
the Senator from Nevad The Chair hears non¢ The memorial will 
be referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,and it will 
be p1 das a document 
Mr. STEWART pre ted the petition of C. E, Malmstrom,of Spring- 
vil tah, pra rt a lawimposing a heavy fine and 
imprisonment on vy} ring, offering to charge, paying or 
offering to pay, any n more or less than the face value for any United 
Sta old o hich was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
i the appointment of a commission on the 
bject of social vic which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 


president, and E fie Jennings, sec- 
* Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Seattle, 





7 ue } 8 

Fifield, presid Mrs. J. M. Hopkins, sec- 

man’s Cl tian 1¢ Ur of Laconia 
) members 

J. Davis, president, and Mrs. J. L. Buchanan, 
i Woman « Christian Temperance Union of 

represt g 15 members 





M. Shults, president, and Mrs. Abbie S. Smith, 
Christian Temperance Union of Kent, Wash., 
Radcliff, president, and R. E. Thomas, secre- 


i's Christian Temperance Union of Blaine, Wash., 





Petition of Carrie M. White, president, ar C. L. Haggard, sec- 


1 Temperance Union of Fidalgo Island, 
i 





Petition of L. A. Ludley, president, and P. M. Barton, secretary, of 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Vashon, Wash. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I have been requested to present a resolution, 
in the form of a memorial of citizens of Louisville, Ky., protesting 
against the continued discussion in Congress upon the subject of silver 
money or of free coinage, which the memorialists say having a 
seriously de ssing effect upon all kinds of business throughout the 
country iaita exerting an unfavorable influence. I move that the me- 
morial lie on the table 

The motion was acreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presente 1 the fol! lowing 
Conger iat bil); 


r petitions praying for the 
speedy passage of th which were ordered to lie on 
Petition of John Ryan and 35 other citizens of Wasco County, Oregon; 
Petition of L. A. Patterson and 35 other citizens of Wasco County, 
Oregon; and 

Petition of Colum! Alliance, No. 1, of Wase o County, Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL also presented a memorial of citizens of the State 
of Oregon, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions praying for the pas- 
we of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 





i 





Petition of District 
ciation, of Illinois 

Petition of District Assembly 198, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of Lilinois: 

retition of District Assembly 1783 
ciation, of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 2363, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, of Illinois; 

Petition of District Assembly 111, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of Lllinois; 


Assembly 748, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 


Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
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were ordered to lie on the | 
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Petition of District Assembly 1527, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, of Illinois; and 

De ’ District Assembly 861, Farmers’ Matual Benefit Asso- 
ciat , of Illinois 

CULLOM presented the following memorials, remonstrating 

gainst the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
h ible 

Memorial of 27 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 


o. 3, Olney, | Lilinois 


tichland County, 
Memori l 


11 of 27 membersof Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 205, Bloomfield, Scott County, Illinois; 

Memorial of 2 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 143, Brush College, Morgan County, Ilinois; and 

Memorial of 39 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 264, Kewanee, Henry County, Llinois. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr, ALLISON presented the following petitions of citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures, 
etc. ; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

Petition of Alliance No. 1915, of the State of Iowa; 

Petition of the Jefferson Center Alliance, No. 1411, 0 
Towa: 

Petition of W. H. Easton and 10 other citizensof Adair County, Iowa; 

Petition of Benjamin Crowel and a number of other citizens of Worth 
County, Iowa; and 

Petition of Alliance No. 1252, of Worth County, Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions of citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Petition of W. H. Easton and other citizens of J 

Petition of J. N. Fuller and : 
lowa: 

Petition of Benjamin Crowel and other citizens 
lowa; 

Petition of R. J 
lowa 

Petition of J. T. Coleman and 21 other citizens of A 
Towa; 

Petition of the Jasper 
State of Lowa; 

Petition of Allianee No. 1895, of Warren County, Iowa; 

Petition of Alliance No. 1252, of Worth County, Iowa; and 

Petition of the Jefferson Center Alliance, No. 1411, of Adair County, 
lowa. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Vessel-Owners’ Association 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the bill now before 
the Senate giving the Detroit Railroad and Tunnel Company permis- 
sion to construct a tunnel under the Detroit River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Photographers’ Associa- 
tion of America, adopted at its annual convention held in Washington, 
D C., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Ife also presented a petition of the Pleasant Valley Grange, No. 86, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of the State of Washington, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lool and the Paddock ‘‘ pure-food’’ bills; which 
was ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Burlington, Kans., 
praying for the — age of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 


dered to lie on th table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3770) to 


incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, with amendments in which it requested the con- 





f Adair County, 


Adair County Iowa; 
20 other citizens of Guthrie County, 


of Worth County, 

Dorgan and 29 other citizens of Warren County, 
+ 

dams County, 


enter Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1878, of the 


| currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled billsand joint resolutions ; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. 608) making an appropriation for the construction of 
new buildings and the en largementof the military post at Plattsburgh, 
N. Y. 

A bill (H. = ot granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex; 

A bill (H. 1 aaa 25) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 

A bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Caroline Hayes; 

A bill (H. R. or: 38) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C, Cabeen; 

A bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pension to Alfred A. Jerome; 

A bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce; 

A bill (H. R. 4246) granting a pension te Bridget Lynch; 
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A bill (H. R. 4385) to appropriate the sum of $517.60 to George B. 
Kane & Co., in full payment of a balance due them for printer’ 
furnished by them tothe Public Printer; 

A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley 

A bill (H. R. 4513) granting a pension to Elizabe } 

A bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M, Brow: 

A bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherin 

A bill (H. R. 5102) for the relief of Barton P. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young 

A bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson; 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Mathew C. Gris- 
wold; 

A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pen 

A bill (H. R. 7394) granting a pen 

A bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

A bill (H. R. 7789) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. McCul- 
loch; 


Sink 













ion to Sarah Phillips; 


ion to Caroline E. Gray; 


i 


A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1235 of the Revised | 


Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 8060) for the relief of William Karger; 

A bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte Bb. Nutting; 

A bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to John Pickard; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan; 

A bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley; 

A bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax; 

A bill (H. R. 9582) to grant an increase of pension toSimon J. Fought; 

A bill (H. R. 9595) for the relief of William L, Hurst,of Wolfe County, 
Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendeubel and 
Apollonia Hassendeubel ; 

A bill (H. R. 11530) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 240) to authorize the Secretary of War to | use of the: 


issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the Washington High School. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4897) to provide for the inspection of vessels 
carrying export cattle from the United States to foreign countries, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil 
(S. 4965) for the relief of Patrick J. 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 5th of Jan- 
uary, intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. DoLpu on the 29th of January, intended to 
be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed. to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Afi 
was referred the bill (S. 4519) to allow leaves of absence to per diem 
employ¢s of the Navy Department, reported it with amendments. 

He alse, from the same committee, reported several amendments in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (S. 2701) concerning the rank and pay 
of certain officers of the Navy having served a full term as chief of a 
bureau in the Navy Department, now on the Calendar, and the bill was 
ordered to be reprinted with the amendments. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12647) granting a pension to Susan Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 11311) granting an increase of pension to Eugene A. Os- 
born; 

A bill (H. R. 11877) for the relief of Jane Branigan; 

A bill (H. R. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

A bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to Henry H. Kropp; and 

A bill (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna S. Shuman. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9724) granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4885) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at West- 
erly, in the State of Rhode Island, ete., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 4998) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4 


’ 
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} Lrended \ 
title 
L.LLEN, from t ( 
a l t intence 
| | moved i ( t 
1 W 3 agreed 
} Mr. PADDOCK, From the Commi ! \ ; 
{ report an amendment in the nature of a substitute to 
| 3991) for preventing i\dulteration and mis I 
} for other pu ich 18 now upon the MGA I : 
| notice that at an ly day, after the prop l arrangeme 
| ferred order of bus 3s is coneluded, which I am 
} this measure an early a 1ent and early con 
the Senate to expedit y rand pass it. If the order 
soon and satisfactorily made I demand consideration ¢ 
| without reference to such arrangement, as the Senate well knows | 
| frequently urged action on th sfully 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘ l the t 
| be printed. 
RIFF ¢ N 
Mr. MORRILL. I report from the ¢ mitt 
pilation of the rates of duty on imports into tl United St 
1789 to 1890, inclusive, with the statistics relating th ), prepal 
by the Committee on Finance under the act of Congress of August 
| 1890. Lask to have it printed, and I accompany it with a r 
| resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution w 
| The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution ollows 
' R 7 . f if ¢ 2 1 
1 69,000 copies of Senat Fifty ( e { 
s igt iY compilat { ‘ mitt i 
ALICE er authority ott 4 A x 3 \ 4 
| use of the Senat 1d 40,000 fo 
| vir, MOI il I the resolution I ) 
| mittee on tin 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. MANDERSON subsequently said: I desire to call attention to 
| the report made by the chairman of the Com lance, Wh 
| lies upon the desk. It is a compilation of the tariff law prepared | 
| the Senate Committee on Finance under the authority of ana ( 
| gress. <A resolution has been introduced for the printing of a 
| of extra copies, and that resolution was referred to the Co 
| Printing. I think that a rder should be m 1 t 
that the usual number be inted. 
Mr. MORRILL. I wi sk that that be « 
| Mr. MANDERSON. s the committee will « 6} 
tion ol printing extra cop ‘ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be mad 
| Mr. C ICKRELL. Before the order is made for pr 
| Senator what the report includes 
| Mr. MORRILL. It includes all the tariffs a t 1 
| thereto from 1789 to 1890. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. It is a continuation of the compilati \ 
| Mr. MORRILL. Yes. It was authorized by act of Cor : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The order to print the usual number will 


be made. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and ordered to be 
printed: 


| Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Naval Affairs bea 





































luring th 
| coming recess of Congress forthe purpose o 1 us bills 
said committee relative to the personnel of the N lco t 
be further authorized to investigate the conditio of the naval 
fleet, including those not yet finished, and als y yards and 
} stations as it may be deemed advisable to inspe ! ( f devising 
} and recommending plans for the improvement of the methods of w rei 
and for greater economy in the execution of such work; said cor e 
| full committee or through subcommittees to have pov to er a 
| nographer and to take testimony on oath concerning any red se8 or * 
travagance in management, and to have power to send fo ns ipa 
the expe 1id committee incurred in pursuance of this res tion t 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 
VICE CONSUL GENERAL GEORGE H. SCIDMOI 
Mr. PAYNE. I am directed by the Committee J n Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 97) authorizing 
George H. Scidmore, vice consul general of the United + t Ka 
| gawa, Japan, to accept a medal conferred on him by the Emperor of 
Japan for saving a subject of Japan from death by drowning, to report 
| itfavorably without amendment, and I ask for its pre consider 
ation. I will state that it is a very simple matter. While this gen- 
tleman was sailing his yacht on the lake, a subject of the Japan 
| 


| Empire either fell or jumped overbeard from another vessel and was 
| on the point of drowning when Mr. Scidmore left his vessel and res 
cued him at the imminent peril of his own life. The fact was reported 


to the Emperor of Japan and His Majesty conferred upon him the 





1 
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medal of the Red Ribbon I as 


joint resolution. 


k for the present consideration of the 
By tnanimovs consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
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| consideration of the bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for 
| money wrongfully paid the United States for commutation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jongs, of Arkansas, in the chair), 


| Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Wisconsin ? 


ordered to be en sed for a third reading, read the third time, and | 


passed. 
LLS INTRODUCED 

Mr. CASEY introduced a bill (S. 4992) granting to the State of North 
Dakota certain lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for 
Fort Totten military reservation, for the use of the militia of North 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4993) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Jane Dally; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4994) for the relief of C. M. Gilbert 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

- Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4995) to provide for the amend- 
ment of an act of Congress, approved April 5, 1888, for the acquisition 
of a site for a public building in Buffalo, N. Y.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4996) for the relief of W. H. Col- 
lards, John A. Elsaser, Peter Johnson, George Shade, M. G. Brown, 
Jonas F. Reit and L. H. yd; which was read tw ice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying vers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 4997) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Snake River, in the States of Idaho and 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S, 4999) establishin 
ator near Ahnapee, Wis.; which was read twice by its tit] 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


a range light 
and referred 


y 
ec, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to H. W. Keyes, late of Company F, Fourth 


| Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 


wise appropriated, the sum of $300, the same being for money wrongfully paid 
by said H, W. Keyes to Dr. J. H. Babcock, receiver of commutation money for 
the Fourth Wisconsin district, 1963, to relieve the said H. W. Keyes froma 
draft made in said district, to which draft the said H. W. Keyes was not then 
liable, he not being a resident of said district. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine and reportas 
to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the time of his res- 
ignation from the Army; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) providing for the greater security of 
the public buildings in the District of Columbia and their contents from 


| destruction or damage by fire. 


Mr. CASEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by | 


him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARLISLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by bim to the joint resolution (S. R. 141) providing for the appoint- 
ment of commissioners to confer with commissioners upon the part of 
the Dominion of Canada to consider the trade relations between the 
two countries; which was referred to the Select Committee on Rela- 
tions with Canada, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of punctu- 
ation in the tariff act of 1890; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the pension appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the post-oflice appropriation bill; which was referred to the 


Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. - 


Mr, STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the pension appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HISCOCK submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE OF THE TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR OF OREGON. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the useof the Senate 1,000 copies of the 
message oi the late George L. Curry, late governor of Oregon, sent to the Legis- 
lature of Oregon on December 8, 1857, together with the accompanying docu- 
ments as published in the journal ofthe legislative council of the late Territory 
of Oregon for that session of the Territorial Legislature, andacopy of whichis 
in the Congressiona) Library 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move for a short executive session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 7 minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 

H. W. KEYES, 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 

yields to me for a moment that I may ask the Senate to proceed to the 


The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bil! (H. R. 12499) making ap- 
propriations ior fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and servy- 
ice, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


SUGGESTED PETITIONS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to present certain petitions in favor of the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and to state that it has been 
circulated by letters and newspapers in my State that I have been 
sending out these petitions to be signed. They are all printed and I 
presume they were sent out from some central and interested source, 


| as I take it for granted is the case with a large portion of the petitions 


which are presented here. This is equally true of the petitions which 
I have presented from time to time in favor of the Conger lard bill, 
which all bear, more or less, the same general imprint, indicating that 
they have been prepared at some central place and sent out for signa- 
tures by some interested parties. What effect that may have upon 
the weight to be given these petitions I do not know or care to inquire, 
but what I want to say is that the petitions I have presented here in 
favor of the bankruptcy bill have all borne the same general charac- 
teristics. 

Mr. HOAR. And also those opposed to the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely; but I will let the Senator state his side 
of the case and I will state mine. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that I have manifested no interest of 
any kind or description whatever, except in a very general way, in 
these measures, and have never, under any circumstances whatever, 
either sent out a petition or advised one to be sent out, or advisad the 
signing of any petition on any subject before Congressor liable to come 
before Congress involving legislation or otherwise. 

I ask that the petitions I have presented be laid on the table, the 
bill to which they refer having been reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator from Kansas should also 
perhaps state a fact which is as much within his knowledge as it is 
within the knowledge of most of us, that the petitions for and against 
these propositions, particularly for and against the Conger lard bill, 
not only seem to emanate from one source, but they come back to that 
source before they are presented to Senators representing different 
States upon this floor to be presented to the Senate. That is true, I 
think, of most of them. It must be within the knowledge of Sena- 
tors that these petitions come to us in that form usually, and not di- 
rect from our constituencies. 

Mr. INGALLS. They are distributed from a central agency. 
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1891. 





Mr. MANDERSON. They are distributed from a central agency 
and come back to that agency before being sent to us for presentation. 

Mr. PLUMB. As far as I now recall mine come to me direct, mailed 
from my State, but that they are prepared and sent out by some one 
interested pro or con there is no doubt, and therefore they would seem 
to lack spontaneity. 

Mr. MANDERSON. _I made the statement 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to me that I may make 
this matter plain to the Senate in just a few words, so that we may all 
understand where these petitions come from ? 

Mr. DAWES. I want to inquire why petitions should not be sent 
in this way by organizations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to finish a sentence I com- 
menced, and that is, I do not think it affectsthe matter except in this 
way, that it is evident that it is not a spontaneous movement on the 
part of the people. It smacks of preparation and of effort to guide 
public sentiment in particular directions, whea public sentiment per- 
haps would not voluntarily take that course, and itis worthy of note 
simply from that standpoint. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask my colleague and the Sena- 
tor from Kansas if they do not believe it is measurably true at least as 
to the method adopted in all petitioning. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think it is true of all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. While we are upon that topic I wish to say that 
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know that we are in the habit of occasionally receiving petitions wit 












printed headings and signed. Sometimes t are sent to a central 
union here in the city, in regard to Sunday-rest legislation and so on, 
and at other times they come directly from the local post oflices. I 
would not have known how all this came to be addressed to me from 
| Missouri—so far as I have seen nearly all of them—if I had not r 
ceived a personal letter from one of the persons to whom the art 
was sent, and I now read it. It is a printed « 

PARME i Y UNITY THERE IS STREY 

At the annual convention of the Farmers’ Mutual Bene Associa 
nois, held at Springtield, October 21, 1890, the committe 1 res ons 
posed of twenty-five farmers prepared a series of it 
Paddock pure-food b These resolutions were adopted unanin 
conv tion and signed by the officials and 185 delegates and s s 
CULLOM and by him presented to the Senate of the United States 

Phe annual convention of the Farmers’ Alliance and Indus \ 1 of 
Illinois, held some two weeks later owed our example sn 

| position so did the Farmers’ Alliance at its natio ) eld 
Ocala, Fla.,in December last Also th lored farm al con 
vention Now the farmers of the entire Union are I. 
Let us show that our resolution and our platform n t mn 

} our delegates inconvention assembled speak, we sy with a voik 000 
strong. 

Fill up the inclosed petition and forward same wit 
SHELBY M. CULLoM. 

N. B. The above is a copy of an order issued by the Farmers’ Mutua 
Association of Illinois. Senator Pappock, of Nebraska, chairman of the Cor 
mittee on Agriculture, will next week call up the farmers’ } t 
up the inclosed petition by our officers and members, and forwat \ 
delay to Senator F, M. CocKre.t, in order to show that the farmers of M 


I have recognized the same imprint on the petitions which have come | 


to me recommending the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill, the 
copyright bill, ete. I think it isa method that obtains and has ob- 
tained too generally and too long. Perhapsitis not worse in this case, 
indeed I am quite sure it is not, than it has been in other cases, but 
the method at best has been bad enough. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the objection to it? 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inquire why there should be excited any 
wonder or amazement at this thing. All human efforts seem to be 
reduced to organizations of labor and organizations of every variety, 
and nothing has so excited my admiration as the reducing this method 
of petition to Congress to a fine art. For several years past the skill 
with which it is all reduced to a centralized effort has excited my ad- 
miration. Whenever any matter is taken up in the country as a thing 
desirable to have legislation upon, at once these organizations seize 
upon it, and the petitions from all parts of the country are concen- 
trated. 

I think the plan is admirable, Mr. President. I think it is a great 
saving of labor and concentration of effort, and if it is good in one 
thing I think it is good in another. Of all things, it is a great labor- 
saving process to us who are not required even to indorse on the out- 
side the petitions which are sent to us, 
each morning with avery polite request that we should present them, 
and often we have a day for that purpose, and we have those who are 


| souri stand by the platform adopted by them at Ocala 


| any purpose, as the distinguished 


They are laid on our tables | 


petitioning in the galleries to witness the fidelity with which we carry | 


out the will of these organizations. 

Udo not think in all seriousness that it should be animadverted upon 
in this way by Senators who are restive under the voice of the people, 
requiring that legislation should be directed to some tiseful and pro(it- 
able end. 

Mr. PADDOCK. After the very eloquent and the very able state- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, I want to withdraw the ad- 
jective which I used in relation to the method referred to. It certainly 
can not be a bad method, as I stated. Considering what my experi- 
enced friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] has said, a most excel- 
lent one, indeed, it must be, or he would not have been so emphatic 
in his indorsement of it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, in the chair). 
The fortifications appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. The regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the fortifications bill before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My remarks may not be pertinent to the fortifi- 
cations appropriation bill, but they will be pertinent to what I desire 
to say and what I solicited the privilege of doing awhile ago and 
could not get it. My friend from Massachusetts was determined to 
monopolize the floor just at that time, and I had to yield to his ageand 
superiority. 

Mr. President, I have received a very large number of letters ad- 
dressed to me in typewriting, printed letters on the outside, all in the 
same type. ‘They come from the local post offices and are postmarked 
in the various localities of the State, and are signed sometimes bv the 
officers alone of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, giving the number 
of the union and the county and State, and at other times numerously 
signed by members of the union. With the petitions there oceasion- 
ally comes a personal letter, in several of which it is stated that ‘‘ your 
favor,’’ evidently the party being under the belief that I was sending 
out these petitions to obtain an expression of the sentiments of the 
Farmers and Laborers’ Union in the different places, and it was to me 
a little mysterious how or why those letters should so come. 


I should like to inquire what the question is 


It is doubtless in consequence of this that so many of these petitions, 
all in the same form as to the printed heading and signed, come in, 
and I simply read this as a matter of information that tors W 
have not received this kind of a circular in connection with the 
tion may understand how the petition originated; and I 


Senator from Massachusett 


men 


do it 











DAWES] seemed to intimate,to criticise the action, for I think is ten 
thousand times more legitimate and fairand honestand just than othe 
methods used by other interests to uence legislation here. It is tl 
way they have of expressing to us : ws and opinions. In tl 
case the president or the officer of th laborers’ union to which tl 
letter was sent writes to me as follow 

My DEAR Sir: This petition is sent m« 
securing a list of names against it; but | desireto enter my } te 
Paddock pure-food bill, so called, and express the opinion it thos ) 
mand it in the name of the farmers misunderstand its } 
by others 

Very truly yours 

Hon. F. M. COCKRELI 

Now this is sent out so that they can understand it and can expr 
their opinion, and itis simply explanatory of how so many of the same 
kind of petitions come to us, not from a central union, but fit evel 


locality where they are signed, and they ar nt by the parties who 
sign them. 

But, Mr. President, I hold in my hand another of these pri I 
culars that we get, of a very different character and for adiflerent pur 
Sometimes our friends the gold monometallists are disposed to 
ridicule and burlesque the farmers in their movement, and attribute 
to them a want of knowledge and information as to what their best 
interests are and what they ought to have 


pose. 


butin all the petitions that 


the farmers have sent in here I have not seensuch eyregious ignorance 
displayed as in the following, coming from one of the centers of gold 
monometallism and intelligence 
THE PHILADELPHIA MARITIME EXCHANGI 
Protest against passage, by the National House of Representatives, of the Se 
ate bill providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver 


Ata meeting of the board of directors of the Philadelphia Maritime Exch 
























held January 26, 1891, the following resolution was unanimously ado I 
Resolved, Thatthe Philadelphia Maritime Exchange earnestly protests agains 
| the passage, by the National House of Representatives, of the bill pro 
viding for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. The I lieves 
that the passage of this measure will be ruinous to the for nest 
commerce of the United States, because a disastrous disturbance of 
| cial values and contracts must of necessity follow a char t sent 
gold standard or unit of values, and from the consequent ad 
values to the silver standard. 
The Exchange believes that silver, as the cheaper medium of 
drive gold, the dearer, out of circulation; that the nation will then u rate 
be compelled to adopt silver as itsunitof value, the resultof which w etor 
duce this nation to the commercial level of nations like M and f 
abandon the high and honorable place we have heretofore held a if 
great commercial nations of the world The Exchange believes that Lrov- 
ernmentof the United States owes to a!1 its citizens, rich and poora bsou 
stable, and honest measure of value, such as is fi l alone 1 the g 1 stand 
ard, and which experience proves can not be found in ‘ 1 met at 
constantly fluctuating in value. 
lhe Exchange believes that the act of M 189), directing the | ise 
4.500,000 ounces of silver monthly and the iss sury! 
thereof, with our present outstanding circulation, } le vit 
rency to meet all the legitimate needs of the country, andtt ! { 
await the result of the experiment of the increased coina I 
v the said act before tak erous i 
ibtiess result in enrich id I | 
in our view, ultimately and ut ‘ u 
CU. Fi SSO P 
Attest: 
EI R. SILA OD 


We all | 


PHILADELPHIA, January 27, 1801. 





ae 








listineuished Senator tell me when Congress ever 
1z the pur 


‘ ae iseacres u i: financial measures come her 





500,000 onnces 


and tell 


ase of 4, 
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| man told him that where it was produced there was a cliff of silver, 


| would be an overproduction of it throughout the country. 
| fone all over 


| 2a 


and they had gathered together combustible material and had piled it 
up against the side of the cliff or mountain and set it on fire, and the 
heat had melted the silver and run it down in that form, and there it 
was; that the mountains were teeming with silver there, and there 

} That has 
the world, as given out by a great statistician, Edward 
, that there are mountains of silver; all you had to do was 


11 


oe 
Atkinson 


| just to pile dry wood up against the side of the mountain and let the 


silver come down in copious streams. 

Mr. TELLER. He testified to that before the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There it is in the committee report now here in 
the Senate Chamber, testified to underoath. He isthe gentleman who 
is sending out circulars and telegrams to get men to come here to tell 
that all the country is ruined and will go tosome place if we have free 


| coinage of silver, 


( of May, 1890, and the disastrous conse- 
lt ’o you not think, Mr. President, that they 
( 1 to dates and about legislation be- 

{ a tandard. They have not 
1es of the Senator from Oh Mr. SHERMAN ], the great 
try, who tells us that there is no such thing 
nited States i single, gold standard; that we now have the 
uni Yet these people tell us what the Senator from 
O 11 \ 1 pudiates, that we have a single, gold 
tist only standard that can be trusted 
yf this country ever committed such 
it I have not yet sten it. 
I 1inm i r little scrap which may give the Senate | 
1 morials are gotten up by the boards of trade | 
\ Y This newspapaper clipping is headed, and 
te 
i tl 1ead and tail in the dust 
ED >I DWAED ATKINSON'S A( 
. T { I >M y I I LE EX SES 
I rT H Si I 
i N y t gist o { 
l ’ 1 ( fM é ‘ I 
Wa ». C., Jan 27 
\ \ 3 1 for fre ace of silver S 
! tha ‘ iflatio iw 1 bro Grant's vel 
' 5 1 a Y Ad ss to Co a ( 
EDWARD ATKINSO 
is kind of inipulation he is bringing a fi here from St. 
L Mo., to appear before the Coramittee on Coinage, Weights, and 
M hey came of their own voluntary free will and choice. 
| monometallists are standing behind the screen, and they 
] ires extending into all the commercial centers where there is 
ration of capital; at the end of the wires they have the mono- 
I ind they are pulling the wires and making those monomet- 
a » before the people of the country as if they were free moral 
agents, when they are only the instruments in the hands of the greater 
] Ww beh nd th screen 
Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator not think that the silver men have 
wires in their hands as well as the gold men ? 
COCKRELL. Notat all, Mr. President. They have demanded 
iscussion. So far as I know, no man in favor of the free coinage 
of silver has ever sent out such circulars as this to get a few men to 


1 to send their protests before the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures in the House of Representatives to influence its 


STEWART. Ishould like to inquire if that is the same Ed- 
Atkinson who has been appearing before the Committee on Coin- 
d Measures, and whose testimony we see reported from 


ward 








I It is the same, 
He is the same man ? 
Mr. COCK I Yes. I believe I am not mistaken when I say 


(a { want to call the attention of the Senator from Nevada to it) he 
the distinguished gentleman who appeared before the joint 
commission of the Senate and House in 1876 or 1877 and testified in 





regard to the probable production of silver in the United States. Mr. 

lent, that is a reminiscence. and it ought to be attached to the 

] 1 statistics M Atkinson and follow him, because itis one of 
the atest things that he has performed. 

) rl ART. Is het same man also who made a report in 

regard to th lition of bimetallism in Europe and the disposition 
of the European countries on the subject? 

Ir. COL I fe is the’same one; but I want to tell about his 

1 regard to the production of silver. You know he is a 

great statistician, He is furnishing all the statistics upon which the 

gold 1 ometallists are basing their claims. He was over in Phila- 

del phia « the Centennial Exposition, and was making the rounds 


ana Sam) ny, aS a matter oO! course, a 


ill statisticians ought to do, 
the mineral exhibitsthere. He 


It looked 


discovered a piece of silver. 


as if it had been melted and run down upon an open hearth or on the 
floor or ground outofacrucible. It was just in that form. t was not 


} } 


ornamented or decorated or anything of the kind. He inquired where 
it came from. The gentleman in attendance there to explain all about 
every thing replied that it came from the West or from Mexico, I be- 
lie ve 
and silver, and all you have to do is just to go there and pick it out. 
Mr, Atkinson asked him how the specimen was made. This gentle- 


| the gentlemen who are now traducing him. 


that there were great auriferous regions there shining with gold | 


| that they have not organized long ago. 


} 


Mr. President, the farmers ought to organize, and Iam only astounded 

rga They ought to combine and 

bring their influence to bear-for the protection of their own interests, 

when all the other special interests have organized and have monopo- 
lized the legislation of the country for their own advancement. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we may now proceed with the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me just to supplement what 
has been said one minute? 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. PADDOCK. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. TELLER. 
bill. 

Mr. DAWES Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. REAGAN, Iask permission of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to supplement by a word or two what was said by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the pending question ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropriation bill is before the Sen- 
ate, and the pending question is on the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator may make a speech on tbe appro- 
priation bill, as I did. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Texas certainly has a right tode- 
bate that question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desiresimply to say that this Edward Atkinson is 
the Edward Atkinson who was sent by this countr. ‘o persuade the 
Governments of Europe to unite with us in silver coinage. He is the 
Edward Atkinson the Senator from Massachusetts told us on this floor 
was a strong silver-coinage man; the Edward Atkinson who made a 
report to the Government upon his return in advocacy of silver coinage, 
stating every reason that he could collate and sum together against 
silver coinage. In the first place, his appointment was a fraud upon 
the American people and, in the second place, his report was a grosser 
fraud upon the American people. 

Mr. PLATT. Who appointed him, will the Senator alow me to 
ask ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator can answer his own question. He 
knows very well who appointed him. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Edward Atkinson is a constituent of mine. I 
have no sympathy with his political affiliations. He affiliates with 
I have no affiliation with 
his economical position. In that respect he affiliates with the gentle- 
men who are now traducing him. But asa man he is the peer—I do 
not know but that I ought to apologize to him for saying it—of the 
gentlemen who are now traducing him. Asan investigator, an honest, 
earnest, conscientious, intelligent investigator, he has no equal in the 
United States, and his contributions to the industrial statistics of this 
country will live long after any of the effusions of those who now turn 
their back upon their associate and ally for the purpose of traducing 
him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, who has been traducing Mr. At- 
kinson? Will the Senator from Massachusetts please specif ? 

Mr. DAWES. 


Regular order. 

The regular order is called for. 

I am pursuing the regular order. 

The Senator from Texas has a right to speak on the 


from Massachusetts 


There is no occasion for me to specify. I assume 
that the effusions of the Senator this morning are perfectly understood 
byall intelligent men in the country and need no specification from me, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have I said a word this morning that is not true 
and is not a part of the record of Mr. Atkinson? Is it an effusion, sir, 
to get up and give a man’ ? Isthataneffusion? Is it an effu- 
sion and a reflection —— 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Wait one moment. You will have plenty of 
time to talk. You may have all the rest of the day. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not going to trouble you. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait one moment, It is not in order for ‘the 


record 


\ Senator to be on the floor. 
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——— al ate 
Mr. President, isit an effusion, is it a reflection against Mr. Atkin- | work, and their work: 
son to state what he told under oath? Is thata reflection? What |! on ees 
does the Senator mean? Can I not state what a Democrat swore un i i t D 
der oath without slandering that Democrat ? C 1 the 
Mr. DAWES. I do not know about that. [Laughter. ] 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. a. a 
Mr. COCKRELL. Does it lie in the mouth of the Senator f1 eal ; 
Massachusetts to say that what a Democrat swore to is a slande1 \ 
That is the question. Why do you callit that? Why do you unde 9 nae ¢ 
take to get up here and make it appear that I have been trying by innu- : , : : : 
endo to slander Mr. Atkinson? It 7 beneath your positiou, sir, asa ine 
Senator on this floor to undertake such an underhanded, back way o af ees sact approved A 
doing. San ag Jenn oa 
Mr. PLATT andothers. Order! a tary \ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenate will be in order. ; Soa 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I was trying to explain what the t 1al appropriation of 
% Senator was doing, in a criticising way undertaking to r flect indi ( vd » work on eig! rs 
rectly upon the Senators who were speaking about the Farmers’ Union rd we | nothing d thea priation of August 18, 1 
sending in their petitionshere. I read and showed how those petition >} - NOW, | » t t Massachusetts and 
originated that were sent out by the Alliance and sent in here, and that | ! ut to t menate that it is unw t t ma 3 
they were truthful because they presented the fact; and then I said | propriation of $400,000. It t y t . 
that they were not one-ten- thousandth part as bad as other things | pration } tinuin Y t t 
that were sent in here, and I read from the delightful memorial of the | yet, according to the ¢ l reports, t 
Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, in which it referred to an act of | Under the plov,t appropriation i ‘ under t { 
Congress as having been passed in May, 1890, when there never was | Ppriation, an i when, asa atter t, 1 
such an act passed at that time, and J said that was the intelligence | tested but two of these 1 t 
the Senator speaks of, the statistical intelligence. Then I referred to there nother point tl M 
a telegram that was sent out by Mr. Edward Atkinson, and then, in Phere was a diseussion ye 
order that theSenate might identify Mr. Edward Atkinson, I gave what | ' » between t ‘ t 
he had sworn to before acommittee. The Senator calls that an efiu- | the tated me were that a | 
sion. The Senator calls that a criticism of Mr. Atkinson. Does t steel would cost a O00; that t va 
Senator do that for the purpose of repaying the Democrats of the Mas- | UUU 10 the cost of I 
a who he thinks may sy! mpathize with Mr. Atkin- | cost 0 uli-steel m I t § 
son in his views, for their magnanimous suy t when he was elected | ! instantially 
to the Senate the last time ? Du nnection with t , 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not wish to carry on this kind } Mas for them, and I desire t ttent 
of talk with the Senator. The Senator will succeed in adding to his | statement as to tl irri it report t ( 
immortality, I have no doubt, by attaching himself in this way to a | Bance ot ‘ ber 10, 1 , at t 
man whose work will live long after he is gone. Thatis all I haveto For the ma iB 
say. The Senator has sp read himself this morning , in a way that is | **, 
pecaoliy sntiet actory to him, and I am quite sure it will also be satis- | tract. aera ; 
factory to Mr. Edw: ard Atkinson. Pea r 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. | for tise: manana ane il Seeman aileeadacere toe re 
The bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine and report | 0" 6 the thirty 
as to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the time of his | That would make the cost of each mort 
resignation from the Army was read twice by its title, and referred to | Sum of D020,000 wa Lith t to pro I 
the Committee on Military Affairs; and | tor the thirty mortars. <A ving the progress of th cint 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 98) providing for the greater security | struction of these rtar carriages, I read th \ 
of the public buildings in the District of Columbia and their contents Phe type of carriag Lot 5 mn decid 
from destruction or damage by fire was read twice by its title, and re- | Ope oF both of the experimental mortar carriag 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. a ere arg ian : 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, See eee Se ; ae ' 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- | w ave ¢ f carriages not « onthe: troe6 “a se 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications | only two experimental mortar carriag . 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- | It does s ft »me, under these « ist Co . 
, ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes refrain at this time from adding to tl ro 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- | Aucust 19 last, $400,000 1 y for the ¢ ntinuatis 
, ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] tion of these « st-iron implements of wat il 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. | Phe Senator from Massachusett emed tot terday 
Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me, from an examina- | ouvht to be sufficient, for the Senate to appro} ty 
tion that I have made since yesterday, that the Committee on Appro- | of those mortars of cast iron hooped with steel, t ! 
priations ought to withdraw this amendment making a second appro- | the desire of the War Department and t ( 
priation of $400,000 for cast-iron, steel-hooped mortars. The Senator | ef Ordnance. I think I underst oni than Shemenhe 
: from Kansas [Mr. PLU MB] stated that al out twenty or thirty of these | to give the Senat y understand that G 
, mortars had been substantially finished. As I now understand the } favo the manufa 1 I . 
| facts—and I beg the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. | so understan late ( ( 
> DAWES ]—not one mortar has been completed in pursuance of the a ap- | who has retired within only a mont 
' propriation of $400,000 of Augustlast. The first appropriation for cast- Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I 
1 iron mortars is contained in the act of September 22, 1888, in section th the Ordnance D iam ton, 1 
1 5, which provides: | shir I timates t de 
For the purchase of the material for, and the manufacture of, 12-inch breech- Department I y 1! tted t 
loading, rified mortars, of cast iron, hooped with steel, of about 32,000 hin 21 ' t T° 
7 weight, similar to and equalin range, power, and accuracy of fire to the 12 a 3 ; : ; lw 4 1c \ 
breech-loading mortar, castiron, steel hooped, now at the : \ Mn ¢ i t t t 
e ground, Sandy Hook, New Jersey, said mortars to be sul aot . id ut 
1 ; all stages of manufacture, $250,000. ‘ ars tl : { ' 
. The date of that appropriation was September 22,1888. In the re The lof the ] t, who, | t 
6 port. of the Chief of Ordnance for 1890, dated October 10, 1890, General fWw Lk irg i 
. Benét’s report, there is a statement of what has been done in the wa ert ae ead 
- of expending this appropriation of $250,000, 6n page 17, as follows » asid ul 
Manufacture of 12-inch B. L. R. mortars—cast iron, hooped u ste ild, the nat l a 
[Contract with the Builders’ Iron Foundry. ] to the views of membersof the D 
of The Builders’ Iron Foundry, of Providence, R.I., have this work in hand lom of carrying « the views t 
under contract of August 19, 1889, for finishing and assembling thirty mortars, to hi : 
using the cast-iron mortar bodies made by them under a previouscontract and |W, ITANNTI ED y 
completed during the year. fr. CHANDLER 1 make ho 
18 ; They have exercised great care and good judgment in the execution of the | uments, except Il will say that I believe t 
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nance Office and the Secretary of War are willing to continue the eon- | 


struction of these mortars of cast iron is because they are cheaper. 
They would be very glad and would much prefer to construct the mor- 
tars wholly of steel. 

But, as » responsible for the recommendation 
that $400,000 more he appropriated at this time for this purpose, I wish 
to put into the case a portion of the report of the Fortifications Board, 
“hat report is well known to Senators. It is dated January 16, 1886, 
and signed by William C. Endicott, Secretary of War, president of the 
board; S. V. brigadier general, Chief Ordnance, United 

ites Army; John Newton, brigadier general, Chief of Engineers, 


General Benctis made 


Bencét, of 


United States Army; Henry L. Abbot, lieutenant colonel of engi- 
neers, United States Army; Chas. S. Smith, captain of ordnance, 
United States Army; W. T. Sampson, commander, United States 


Navy; C. F. Goodrich, commander, United States Navy; Jos. Mor- 
jr., and Eras orning 

They mad aborate report, which has been prepared with care 
and is likely to be a standard reference book on this subject. Their 
consolidated estimate, well known as the estimate of the cost, being 
$126,377,800 for work on fortifications to be conducted during the next 
fifteen years, to be found on page 28 ofthe report, includes, asthe esti- 
mate of this board for the cost of armament, the following gross sums, to 
be expended in the twenty-seven ports of the United States which they 
propose to have fortified. The total amount for guns and mortars 
estimated for is $28,554,000; the carriages for the same are estimated 
at $9,411,800, 

Now, I read from the text of the report, which is signed by all these 
distinguished gentlemen. They say 


pan, 





is 





The material of which the powerft 


nses areto be constructed 


1] guns needed in the fixed and floating de- 
s alsoa proper subject of discussion ifit isintended 
ure strength with a minimum of weight which the board deems of much 
nent, ia view of the complication, weight, and additional cost of the gun- 
riages arising from the increased dimensions of the gun, and of other vital 

derations 
Cast iron as material has been advocated on account of supposed cheapness 
and facility of m acture, but the sole method of arriving at a sound conclu- 
sion in this respect is acarefulanalysis. A comparison has been made between 
breech-loading cast-iron rifles and Krupp’s steel rifles, which by no means sus- 
tains the claims eitherof superior economy or facility of manufacture for a cast- 
iron gun of power equal to one made of steel. On the other hand the differ- 
in weight against the cast iron appears to be 66 per cent. of the weight of 
a defect which would greatly interfere with facility of maneuver 


un 
dity of fire It would be sin 


fe 
to sex 
mo 
car 


cons 


anu 





band 
the steel g 


drap gular-— 


Say Secretary Endicott and General Ben¢ét— 


if, after wailing 


g for so many years with the alleged intention of profiting by 
the experience of nat most in the manufacture of heavy ordnance, we 
should begin the long-neglected defense of the country with accepting a ma- 
terial for guns which, after having been tried by leading European nations, has 
been deliberately rejected in favor of steel. The board emphatically recom- 
mends stee! 


1ons fore 


1} 
AA 


If any Senator will find within this volume anywhere the recogni- 
tion that there is by any possibility to be adopted for the construction 
of any of these works of national defense, so important, as stated by 
the Fortifications Board, to the national welfare, gunsof cast iron, either 
in part or in whole, then I have been mistaken in my examination of 
the volume. 

So, Mr. President, I say again that I hope the committee will with- 
draw this recommendation, because under the appropriation of $250,- 
000 we have only two mortarsand under the appropriation of $400,000 
we have no mortars completed. We have no carriages for the mortars 
except two experimental carriages, the type of which has not been finally 
adopted, and, more than all that, we have not the emplacements ready 
in which to put the mortars when they are ready to be placed in posi- 
tion. 

All these facts tend to show that there is not any such haste as the 
Senator from Kansas has depicted, any such necessity, in order to go 
on with this work at this time, of appropriating so much money for the 
construction of mortars of an obsolete pattern, which should not be 
constructed by any modern naval power. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it not be better for the Senator to just move 
to postpone the entire bill? There is no hurry, and no doubt we can 
provide gradually by the developments of the near future, I have had 
a conference in the last few moments witha distinguished officer of 
the Navy, who says he has no doubt within the next twelve or twenty- 
four months we shall be able to make steel guns for 50 or 75 per cent. 
less than we now do, I submit to the Senator, if heis waiting for the 
reformation which can only come to certain persons in this life and to 
the balance of us at a later period when we are about to be translated, 
we had better let the whole subject go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be gladif the Senetor from New Hampshire 
can tell us whether any of the $650,000 standing to the credit of cast- 
iron mortars has been engaged by contract. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I understand it has. 
sachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] knows about that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It appears from-the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire that $250,000 in one appropriation and $400,000 in an- 
other now stand to the credit of the account for building cast-iron mor- 
tars. Haye contracts been madecoveringthat? And, if so, to what ex- 
tent? 

Mr. DAWES. 


The Senator from Mas- 


Contracts have been made to cover 73 of these mor- 
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tars by two establishments. It is the opinion of the Department that 
new contracts can be made with them and with other establishments as 
well. How much of the $650,000 will be covered by these 73 mortars 
Iam not able to figure out, but the contracts cover that amount and 


i . . 
| the mortars are now in process of production. 











Mr. HAWLEY. I understand from the Senator he has not any cer- 
tain information as to how much of the $650,000 is covered by the con- 
tracts now made. 

I apologize for taking any further time on this question, but I want 
to be right upon the record. These composite mortars, or guns you 
might call them, for the cast-iron mortar is 10 feet 9 inches long and 
the all-steel mortar is a foot longer, or 11 feet 9 inches, and would ap- 
pear to us to be a short gun instead of the old-fashioned squat mortar— 
were begun some years ago when there were no works having sufficient 
power and proper machinery for forging all-steel guns or mortars. It 
was 2 makeshift then, but it was the best they could do under the 
conditions of the manufacturing interestsin this country. They would 
even then have preferred all steel, and there never has been a time 
within the last five or six years when those learned in this matter, in 
both the Army and the Navy, would not have preferred to make guns 
and mortars all-steel forged, because we have never yet come to the 
casting of steel in full form for guns so that the guns would be effective 
and live. If we can come to that it will be a very great change and 


| will be weicomed by all men interested in defenses in Europe and in 


this country. 

It is also said that, if we should now change them to all-steel mor- 
tars in this proposed amendment of the committee, we could not carry 
on the work, because the existing establishments are not ready to 
make the forgings. There is no practical difficulty in that at all. 
The all-steel mortar has no very heavy forgings. There are establish- 
ments in the country that can do this work now, and there are plenty 
more that could be got up very easily if we choose to make the change. 
The two heaviest forgings in the all-steel mortar are one big hoop or 
band, that weighs about 4 tons, and the main tube, weighing about 3} 
tons. 

Now, such is the advance in manufacturing facilities that that is a 
small task and the change can easily be made. ‘The question is, then, 
one of economy. In the first place, I think, having $650,000 embarked 
in that enterprise, it is hardly worth while to add $400,000 to it and 
have $1,050,000 embarked in a cast-iron mortar when we are anxious 
to furnish a fine type of high-power steel gun for the greater defenses 
of our coasts. 

I think myself, from information I have, that I would either drop 
this appropriation or change it to steel, or hereafter, at least after the 
fulfillment of such contracts as we have on hand, we might then change 
tosteel. I think it would be for the benefit of the country to do so. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator certainly must observe by the terms of 
this bill that what we expect is that these facilities for producing forg- 


| ings for high-power guns will be used for certain other additional high- 


power guns, and the consequence is, if we are to have these mortars all 
steel, it will interrupt the other process, which is a great deal more im- 
portant at present. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam informed by the Ordnance Department that 
there are some establishments that will undertake to furnish the re- 
mainingparts. Let me tell the Senator from Kansas—perhaps he knows, 
but it is for the information of others who may not have looked it up— 
that in building these cast-iron mortars we already put eleven steel 
hoops and bands around the cast iron, 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not require forging apparatus, which was 
not in vogue long before we commenced to make the guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The reason we undertook it was because we could 


| make these hoops, but could not then forge the barrel, the central tube. 


Mr. PLUMB. We can do it now, it is true, but only by displacing 
what is going on in making high-power guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I differ entirely with the Senator. Isay wecando 
it without interfering for one moment with that work. I have had 
the firms’ names furnished to me who can do it; but I do not care to 
speak of that. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator only has for his authority that which I 
accept as no authority whatever, because it is absolutely disqualified 
and absolutely unreliable. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The information I get on that subject does not re- 
fer to any work that is done by the Government or any pet of the Gov- 
ernment at all, but refers to the responsible manufacturers of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. PLUMB. It only refers to the determination of the Ordnance 
Bureau. Asa matter of course, they would not want to have it done 
if, by any possibility, Congress would have anything to do with it or 
any private manufacturer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not judge men quite in that way. I will say 
for the benefit of the Ordnance Department that they are not pro- 
moting what the Senator from New Hampshire and myself are doing 
here or asking us to doit. Weare doing it knowing what the best 
scientific talent says on the subject. The Ordnance Department stands 
in the attitude of being willing to take these cast-iron mortars because 
it can not get anything better. 
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I have been re-enforced in the statement that the expense of these 
cast-iron or composite mortars is from $8,000 to $9,000 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much did the Senator say was the cost otf 
the cast-iron mortar? I could not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The cast-iron mortars under existing contracts are 
to cost from $8,000 to $9,000. The first contract was made at $8,000 
and the next one at $9,000 apiece, because of some change in the cost 
of thesteel and perhaps the addition of a little iron; Iam not sure as to 
that. The second contract was higher, and the cast-iron mortar is now 
costing $9,000. For years past steel has been running down, and now, 
as one illustration, a steel cut nail can be made, I think, cheaper than 
the old-fashioned iron cut nails. The change to steel has been going 
on. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut please state 
the relative cost between a cast-iron mortar and a mortar made entirely 
of steel, and will he further state what are the respective merits of the 
two metals for the making of mortars, as to endurance, etc.? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will hardly go into that at length, 
because we discussed it for a couple of days. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Jersey was not here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator was not here. I may say briefly the 
steel mortars will cost about $13,000, probably, on the first contract, 
and they are likely to be further reduced on the second contract, which 
is usually so. It appears to be the other way in the case of cast 
iron. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three of cast iron would be equal to two of steel. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Three times nine is twenty-seven and twice thir- 
teen is twenty-six. Approximately that will answer. 
on each mortar is from $9,000 to $13,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator please to restate as brieily as 
he may the efficiency and endurance of the mortars? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will as briefly as I can. The steel mortar will 
throw from the 12-inch caliber a projectile weighing 800 pounds with 
a charge of 100 pounds of powder. The cast-iron mortar of the same 





The increase 


12-inch caliber can only be safely used with a projectile weighing | 


600 pounds and about 80 pounds of powder. Those are very nearly 
the correct figures. They fairly illustrate the comparison. The range, 
of course, is greater with the heavier projectile and the heavier charge. 
I have not the precise figures about that; but I know the steel mortar 
will throw a shell 6 miles. 

That is done with the highest elevation, say 45 degrees or a little 
below. Either of them will throw a shell far enough, perhaps. The 
steel gun not only throws a heavier and a very much more destructive 
projectile by having more powder and greater weight, but it is certain, 
op an average, to have a longer life. With steel you are sure to have 
a longer life. Iron is treacherous and uncertain, although an iron gun 
may goseveral thousand rounds. I knew ofa cast-iron gun that went 
four thousand six hundred rounds, but it was regarded as a miracle 
and so recorded. I knew of others that burst in twenty-five, or fifty, 
or one hundred rounds. Iam speaking of actual service now. 

We are absolutely unable to depend upon cast iron, especially when 
you put upon it such strains as you must have when you rifle it and 
put in heavy steel projectiles. The old cast-iron gun discharges a 
spherical shot. That kind of a gun was supposed to have the life of 
about a thousand rounds, but rifling and using heavy steel projectiles 
imposes a very much heavier strain. You can not be certain of the 
life of these guns. So, while the first cost is apparently greater, if you 
take the unit of destructive power, you will find that, the unit of de- 
structive power and the life of the gun allconsidered, the steel mortar is 
cheaper than the cast-iron mortar by a faircaleulation. Iam trying to 
make a scientific statement as nearly as an unlearned man can in this 
matter, and I refer Senators to innumerable books and tables on that 
subject. 

I would rather, therefore, fulfill what contracts we have in the cast- 
iron business, but I would not add $400,000 to the $1,050,000 already 
voted, because I would rather turn the money tosome better use, either 
upon regular guns or upon steel mortars. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I wish to make a few remarks upon 
this bill, not relating particularly to the amendment which is pending, 
but more in relation to the remarks which fell from the Senator from 
Missouri {[Mr. CocKRELL] and the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAtr]. 

Everybody will admit that we should have the best smallarms that 
can be procured in the world for our defense, and that we should have 
the best heavy ordnance on land and sea. But, Mr. President, we 
know from experience and from the testimony of history that the great 
difficulty is not in furnishing the best arms and equipments, but what 
I may call the mobilization of an army, how to organize, to clothe, and 
supply it, and above all to move it without loss and with the greatest 
precision and rapidity, and to maneuver it, to handle large bodies of 
troops so as to concentrate them on a given point. 

I think it would be of great advantage to the people of the United 
States if we were in some way or other to secure a camp of instruction 
where volunteer troops from the several States of the nation, each State 
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| fense of our coast line. 


would be of any service in the defense of the people. Ib 





| mobilization of armies which enables a nation to assume the offer 


sending say one battalion of five hundred men, could be brought to- | 


gether and instructed not only inthe duties of the soldier, but in the 


| 


| ization and incapacity for maneuvering with cele 


managementof the camp and hospitals, andin marching and maneuy 
ing, by regiments, brigades, and divisions 





All the European Governments, which must of pay atten 
tion to this matter, not only look to obtaining the best arms and the 
most perfect organization, but they take great pains to see that 
oflicers are instructed in moving large bodies of meu, and that the n 
themselves acquire a knowledge of taking care of themselves in tl] 
field. They have camps of instruction and maneuver army corps every 
antumn. Our Army is necessarily scattered throughout the countsy 
and hardly an ofticer who did not take some part in the late civil wat 
has the opportunity ever to drill a regiment ora battery of artillery. 

If we could assemble in this way, every autumn or spring, 25,000 
men at the expense of the Government, to be drilled by our best offi 


cers, it would accustom the mentolive and to move, us I say, in la 
bodies, It would instruct the officers to command ] rye bodies ot 
troops, and it would enable the staff officers who have charge of organ 
ization to see to the eyuipment and sanitary condition of the troops, and 
in this way, if we had an occasion to use an army, we should have an 
effective force, which could be summoned to this camp of instruction 
in a few weeks and thrown upon athreatened point, wherever it might 
be. I donot think that anyone who will consider this subject can 
I 

ready to strike a blow at any time that this country 
ened at any point on its confines 


1 ellective torce 


might be threat 


Mr. President, I might go into history to show the importance of 
such an organization and of such an effective force. We know that 
when the Crimean war broke out the English army, after the long 
peace which followed the battle of Waterloo, was unaccustomed to be 
mobilized. It had existed in detachments. What was the result? 
The English like ourselves are not a warlike people. They threw their 
army on the Crimea, and one of the saddest stories in the history of 
warfare was the manner in which that army perished for the want of 
proper organization and discipline and from the inexperience of 1 
officers in commanding large bodies of troops. The 
army fell a prey to the diseases w} 
diers are suddenly called together. 

In our civil war there were more vict 


experience of their officers, from camp disea 


result was the 
ich prevail in all camps when sol- 


f their own and the in 
es and inefficient organ- 
rity, than from all 
ve otlicers on either 
regiment Very few ot 
the men escaped the diseases incident to camp life, which 


ili 
other causes combined. ‘There were only four or fi 
side who had ever commanded a brigade or 


wrought 


greater havoc, reaped a larger harvest of death and disaster, than the 


battles did. 
Next, in speaking of our seacoast defenses, I wi 


I sh to suggest to the 


Military Committee, of which I am not a member, the propriety of cor 


sidering the use of railways, ‘‘ mobilizable fortifications,’’ in the de- 
I do not believe that great permanent worl 

; ; 3 | ‘lieve that 
railways adapted to military operations, furnished with armored and 


unarmored batteries, carrying heavy, light, and machine guns, might 


\ be made useful, 


I have nodoubt New York and all our cities could be more economic- 
ally und surely defended by military railways, covering the threatened 
points and approaches, properly constructed and equipped like iron clads 
on water, than by great fortresses. Such railways would afford means 
of quicker concentration, a movingand powerful battery, here and there, 
wherever the pressure was greatest. I beg to commend to the Mili- 
tary Committee a work on mobilizable fortifications by General Joseph 
L. Brent, an accomplished officer, I have no doubt electricity, | 


ia 
iin 


| torpedoes, steam, and the telegraph, will hereafter modify greatly our 


methods of attack and defense. We have the longest, richest, and 
most exposed coast line,and if an attack is ever made it will be against 
the New England coast or upon the Gulf coast, because the only two 
nations with which are are likely to have war are Great Britain and 
Spain. These are the two nations in the world which we touch at all 
points. They are in close proximity to our shores. They could ren- 
dezvous fleets and armies in the neighborhood of the United Stat 
near the New England coast on the one side and rear the Gulf 
the other. 

We know that these nations which are nearest togethe 
likely to have war with one another. 


oaston 


r are the most 
To-day our best friend in the 
world is Russia. She is the most unlike us and the most remote from 
us, and yet throughout the history of the people of the United Stat 
Russia has been closer to us in every extremity than any other nat 
in the world. With adequate preparation, such as I have described, 
we would have an offensive war, and not a defensi he 


e war. it is th 


Chere is no estimating the loss in credit, in property, in life, whi 
invaded nation must suffer, whatever may be the final outcor 
is found to be unprepared to strike a blow at the outset. 

On the general subject of peace and war I differ from my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. I do not believe that we ought to provide 
a large military establishment. We know very well that our chiet 
arm of defense must be the sea. We know very well that if we are to 
have a war with any European power this people must 


must make 


ie, W cn 
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de ton t oast line or in the interior, but on sea, and there- 
ready t te fifty millions, if necessary, to develop a navy 

\ best in the world 
] e one that human nature has entirely changed 


I think we onght to 





! te preparation for war, not by a | 
lat il but ‘ ind eu tive force, trained, skilled, in order 
that th any foreign power we may make it 

\ { I W 

! ‘ iL! i without being instr ted, without being mob- 
i cers who have had no experience in 
rching d fe gana ; lik magnificent ship of war with 
‘ sin charge ¥ ha ey been to sea. It would be utterly 


ous, and therefore it is that I 
irgest that we i ne system whereby we may have per- 








| the very ablest men we have. 
| much; weare absorbed in contentions among ourselves. 








The people of the United States should be represented in Europe by 
We neglect our foreign relations too 
We ought to 
have men of learning and sagacity at every court in Europe who wouid 
be able to comprehend the policy of that court, the sentiments of that 
court, and its relations to every other court in Europe; so that in the 
event of any disturbance in - relations with one of the first-class 
powers we might make an alliance, if it became necessary, with another 
whose interests and policies might be in accord with ours, and above 
all to prevent combmations and coalitions against us, and thus pre- 
serve the peace and avert disaster. 

We ought also to have the ablest young men in our Army and Navy 
at the foreign capitals. They ought to be there watching with a vigi- 
lant eye every new device and inveytion and improvement made in the 











| art of war, in the organization and equipment of armies, in the ma- 


neuvering and mobilization of armies. There is no art so difficult and 
complex as the grand military art, and the best school in which to ac- 
quire a knowledge of it is the school of experience. These are the 
only suggestions I desired to make, Mr. President. 

the VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to the 


| amendment reported from the committee. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
reported by the committee as amended. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will not be adopted. 


recurs on the amendmen 





h t] this Capital a camp of instruction, where 
‘ tl unteer force from the States 
, maneuvered fora few weeks 
I i ry Mr. President, that I did not believe human nature 
ianged. I remember that when I reached my majority it was 
popular for the leading statesmen this country and of others to say, 
It isn y years s att Waterloo; forty long years 
] l l l \ if to have no more war.’’ The whole his 
tory th itu vas to be unlike the history of the pa All the 
cent Ss pre * this had been filled with wars, bu 
adr ed then t V hav more war. put 
his i i y i ! rry to confess it 
] n Hobbe Ory mankind, but, unfortunately y | 
‘ ( nand Al I 1 repeated m century to ce! , i 
not expect to eseape the infirmities of our kind. t 
1 ves from self-conceit to believe that the American people 
Am in institutio re so! ter than the people and in- | 
titut 3 the 2 all the ills that have at- | 
tended tl | 
T ve mber ve ell that Cobden and Bright led a movement in | 
England by which all qu ns were to be settled by arbitration, and | 
, tested against the Crin wa Chey were called the ‘‘ peace 


And we know that there was never any war in 
which the English Government embarked in which it was not backed 
inanimous voice of the English people. I remember that 
i Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Sumner, in an address 
which he delivered before coming to the Senate on the grandeur of 
nations, said that in this age there could be no peace that was not 
honorable and no war that was not dishonorable; and yet that learned 
Senator lived to vote to appropriate money and men to carry on the 
rreatest war of which history gives us any account. 

So my friend from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL] declares that we do not 
need any particular armament or any large army, and that all this 
preparation for war is unnecessary. I have alwaysfound that the class 
‘ 
i 


a Gistinguishe 


yf men who say they will not fight under any circumstances except 


r peace are the most dangerous men to deal with, and I venture to 
say that if to-morrow any affront were offered to the American flag on 
the remotest sea, or an injury wantonly inflicted upon American in- 


terests, there would be no Senator here quicker to respond to the de- 
fense of that flag than the Senator from Missouri. 

We are one of the nations of the earth. We are one of the creat 
nations of the earth, but we are only one. I do not understand by 
what divinity we are hedged; I do not know that we can reverse the 


decrees of nature. We have our commerce all over the world. We 
have our citizens scattered all over the world. We have vast respon- 
sibilities upon us. Ve are an ambitious and aggressive people. Why 


should we comfort ourselves with the reflection that we are never go- 
ing to have any wat 
Look back at the history of this country. It was established by 
ur, our institutions were cemented in blood, and we had hardly be- 


come composed as a nation before we had the Mexican war “ by the 


tof Mexico. Over the large possessions that became ours by con- 
quest and by treaty we fell out among ourselves, and having no neigh- 
b s France, Germany, and Russia have, we devoured ourselves on 
a larger scale than history relates of any other people. 

I remember when the British treaty was under discussion here last 
summer a year ag It became a political question; it entered into 


wlitics of the people of the United States, and each party was bid- 

for the antibritish vote. It was declared by the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] that the leaders of the South- 
ern people were in league with the people of Great Britain in order to 
throw away the fishing interest upon the coast of Canada. The min- 
ister himself was dismissed for writing a letter. The passions of the 
people were inilamed. Who can tell that we will not hereafter fol- 
low the example of the British people who have made foreign wars 
the subject of party interests and party contentions? We must not 
deceive ourselves. We know very well to-day if any party, Republican 
or Democratic, having possession of the Government, should declare 
war, at the firing of the first gun the whole people would spring to 
arms, 


r. 
Mr. DAWES. I hope the amendment will be rejected now. There 
is no purpose of the Department to carry out any such 1 
and it will not be carried out. 
down. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator ought not to say that. 
I think the War Department would be very glad, and after the present 
million in the Treasury should be exhausted on cast-iron mortars, it 
should begin a new class of steel mortars. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us havea vote. Let us go on with the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 


page 6, after line 16, to strike out the following: 


’ 
neasure as that, 
. 


I hope the amendment will be voted 
] 





Fortwo gun carriages of the ar with the 
sum of $13,50),appropriated for one 10-inch disappearing gun carriage by the act 
of March 2, 1889, which sum is hereby reappropriated for the objects herein 
mentioned 





lisappearing type, $55,500, togetl 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment was, in line 5, page 7, before the word ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike out 
‘*two’’ and insert ‘‘one;’’ so as to read: 

To complete army gun factory building at Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, 
y.Y., by the erection of south wing, inclusive of ways for traveling cranes, 


18,743. 
Mr. TELLER. 
tion to strike out. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
is not divisible. 
Mr. TELLER. Then I move to reduce the amount to $50,000. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ strike 
out ‘fone hundred and forty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read: 


Fifty thousand seven hundred and forty-three dollars. 


s 


I ask that the vote may be first taken on the mo- 


The amendment to strike out and insert 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sorry to differ so much with the Committee 
on Appropriations, but I must put on record my difference from them 
in this matter. 

The estimate of $248,743 is a careful estimate of the sum needed to 
complete the south wing of the gun factory, which factory is indispen- 
sable to the work that the Government has deliberately entered upon. 
TheGovernment has contracts for various heavy machines; one of them 
is under contract to be finished and set up within the coming fiscal year, 
and the building will not be ready forthe machine. Isimply putupon 
record the statement that this important work, judged indispensable 
by the Department and sanctioned by Congress by repeated acts, can 
not be carried on fairly and successfully and properly without the full 
appropriation that came to us in the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody is more thoroughly committed to the early 
completion of the Watervliet arsenal than the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Nobody, as has been manifest in other parts of this bill, is 
| more determined than the Committee on Appropriations to furnish those 
| who are carrying on this work with every dollar that is necessary for 
| the most rapid and complete carrying on from year to year of the work. 
| Last year the committee were of opinion that it was not worth while 
‘at that time to make the appropriation for the erection of the south 








be 
t 


)- 


rt 


1891. 











wing of this armory, and at that time they said that before it should | ] 1 the $468, 
be necessary to have the south-wing building completed they were from tha ot 
ready to make an appropriation for its completion. They made an ap AWI S.. Iw 
propriation for the construction of the machinery to go into it which [ state the o} 
would take until 1893 to complete. Some portions of that machinery | ! War Depat 
can be completed sooner. The present building is just being com- | | 1 this part o 
pleted, and the machinery for it is not now ready. The building will | y to W thdraw 
take nine months to complete. One hundred and fifty thousand dol LEY. [1 
lars of the two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, it is the testimony | It isa un t 
before the committee, is more than can be expended towards the con- | \ 
struction of it this year. There will not be a single article of machin- I am 
ery ready to be put into that building under a year and a half. x 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I brought from the Ordnance Bu- yA 
reau this morning the information that under the contract the first | and w ’ ; 
great heavy lathes will be ready in fourteen 1 1onths, and that is in the | d t 
course of the next fiscal year. The building will not be ready; th I e uf 
contractors are bound to set it up; and there will be no building there | } z 
for them. 
Mr. DAWES. I shall not run in opposition with the Senator from 
Connecticut, or the Senator from New Hampshire, as to information 
from the Ordnance Bureau. I state the matter asit was laid before the ; 
committee and as itis printed in the documents. If these Senators | 248 74 
have greater advantages than the committee itself to ascertain the ex- A ; 
act condition of things, that is their good fortune and the good fortune | 14 
of the Senate. : 
I state here that the public documents show statement be- | , 
fore the committeeevidences that the machinery i P itched ae 
year for that building will not be ready until nea 1d of 1 ; ’ l 
is the purpose of the committee to make an appropriation tor the « 
pletion of that wing of the armory just as fast as it can be done hs 
the policy of the Senate is to appropriate more money for the comple- | ",, | 
tion of thatarmory than can be used they will votedownthecommittee’s | 
amendment. If it is the purpose of the Senate to keep abreast with all | oe I ; o 
the enterprise and effort of those engaged to carry ont this plan, they | F Ps 
will follow the committee. ; : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISin the chair). The ques . 3 
tion is upon the amendment of the Senator from Colorado| Mr. TELLER] | ‘- J eee : \ 
to the amendment of the committee. j Gl ae ni i 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I can not permit the Senator’sstate- |") , 
ment to go without putting upon record what I consider to be the | ©" ; 
actual facts in the matter. I want toask first whether there is a writ- | P - : - 
ten report with the bill. There is no written report with the bill? he s 
Mr. DAWES. There is not, from the Senate committee. a eae a 
Mr. HAWLEY. I want to ask the Senator, then, whether he h Ee eae 
given to the Senate the communication from the War Department on | pare sep : a 
this subject? Is there not a letter from the Secretary of War on this | 7 B° © | c - 
identical question ? ne le, and | 
Mr. DAWES. Not to the Senate committee, that I am aware of. hoes apy “ys a 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senatorsays not to the Senate committee. Ido ee eee pe ; Te: 
notknow that. I cannotsay that I knowany better than hedoesabout | ° . co <" at ” ado} 
what papers he has in his hands, but my impression is that there has | eee ’ corte eis i? 
been a communication from the Secretary of War stating the necessit; eee Saree 
for finishing this building. I inquired after it, whether it was in t! oC * oar a ae 
Brewer House report, and I was told that it was not there, and I ha Seacwinoe ™ ee 
not seen it there; but I was assured that there was one sent from the S ae u — ( 
Secretary of War that referred especially to the necessity for finishing | PTOPU@'6® Mie comn 
this building. ; r * pri sting the wh fi 
Mr. COCKRELL. That there was nothing sent from the Depart- | ane i mark ee ¥ 
ment, does the Senator say ? | Mr. HISCOCK, I 
Mr. HAWLEY. That there wasa communication sent. I went to | OW “75! aa ose 


, I noc 
the War Department and asked for the letter, and the reason for not | P? 


Oo 
i l 


giving it to me was that a paper had been sent to the committee. [| 
asked if it was in the Brewer House report, and I was told no; that 
the information, or something or other, came afterwards, and, 
stantially, it was not in that report. 

Mr. DAWES. Was the letter sent after the appropriation bill 
reported ? 











ippropriation a 





Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know the date of it. It is the only letter | 19 277 “poston 
from the War Department speaking of the aecessity of finishing this | 7" 8 
very building, and for the reasons, I take it, thatI gave. But we will eee ee 
leave it hereatter to be settled as to whether I am correct in saying that |“) @ PRESII ar 
this south wing ought to be finished, because contractors are under | 4 
obligations to put into that buildinga heavy lathein fourteen months | ?*°?°* Sea 
from this time and to follow it with other heavy pieces of machinery ee ee | 
every three months thereafter. Be ee 
Mr. DAWES. I do not wish of course to raise any question with the : at ee 
Senator from Connecticut. If in the committee of conference it shall | °° {U0TU™ * a 
appear that it is necessary to have the full appropriation to carry out ; as ee 
the designs of the Department, the committee do not desire to thwart ea 
them at all. The committee have the desire and the intention to meet ee a tary 
the views of the Department upon this subject, and if the Senator is ene 
right that all this money shall be appropriated now and it shall so | 4 d 
appear to the committee of conference, the committee will not resist it. | Per 
Mr. HAWLEY. Now, to show my confidence in my view, I will Bla ( 


accept the declaration of the chairman of the subcommittee thatif he | ' 
finds the War Department really wants the $248,000, and in the next | < 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Cw 


nares 


ad 
o-™ 















McConnell, Paddock, Quay, Turpie, 
McMillan, Payne, Reagan, Walthall, 
McPherson, Pierce, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Manderson Platt Sherman, Wilson of lowa, 
Mitchell, Plumb, Shoup, Wilson of Md. 
Morgan, Power, Stock bridge 

Morrill, Pugh, Teller, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call developing the presence 
of fifty-four Senators, there being a quorum present, the question re- 
curs upon the motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to 
amend the amendment of the committee 

Mr. DAWES. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 5, page 7, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 


strike out ‘‘one hundred and forty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as 
to read 

To complete arm factory building at Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., by 
the erection of south wing, inclusive of ways for traveling cranes, $50,743. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, that does not really state the ques- 
tion, though the Secretary is ‘all right in bis reading. The bill says 
**$248,743,”’ while the committee recommend ‘'$148,743.”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 5, page 7, before the word ‘‘hundred,”’ 
the.committee report to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘one,’’ so as to 
read ‘‘$148,743.’’ The amendment to the amendment is to strike out 
‘‘one hundred and forty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read “‘fifty 
thousand seven hundred and forty-three.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Mr, President, I desire to state the position of the 
committee. The committee believe that the Watervliet arsenal ought 
to be completed at once. They had not information sufficient to show 
them that it wasabsolutely necessary to appropriate the whole amount 
atthis time. Indeed, the information that was before them was that 
$148,000, instead of $248,000, would be all that could be reasonably 
expended during the next year. They, however, proposed a reduction 
of $100,000 in order that the matter might go into conference for fur- 
ther evidence, with the assurance that if it appears that $248,000 can 
be more prudently expended at once they will of course recommend 
the $248,000. The proposition of the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] is to reduce the amount to $50,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the committee find $50,000 is not 
enough they can do the same with that that they propose to do with 
theiramendment. The truth is that this matter comes tous without 
any information whatever as to the amount required... We are abso- 
lutely in the dark, and there is nomore reason for saying that $148,000 
are needed than there is to say that $50,000 are needed. If the com- 
mittee who have this matter in charge shoul@®find that the amount 
fixed by the other House is correct, they can just as well change it from 
$50,000 as they can from $148,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called), 
Senator from Tennessee. [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTtiGREw]. Ido not know how he 
would vote. I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here, 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but I will cast my vote 
if it is necessary to make a quorum. I desire to state that the Senator 
from Delaware has been detained from the Senate by severe illness, 
and finally death, in his family. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqutrr]. I donot know how he 
would vote on this question, and I withhold my vote on that account. 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. KENNA’S name was called). I was requested 
to announce the pair of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore with- 
hold my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was cailed). 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 
league [Mr. CASEY] is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 
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Mr. ALLEN. 
liberty to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no such necessity, the Chair 
will state to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the negative). That being the 
case, if my vote is not necessary to make a quorum, I will withdraw it 
and observe my pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] that I transfer my pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CoLQuITT] to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpocNER], who is 
absent, and both the Senator from Mississippi and myself can vote. I 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


Mr. WALTHALL. 


If my vote is necessary to form a quorum, I am at 


* yea.’? 


‘ 


I vote 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—22, 
Berry, Hampton, Power, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Harris, Pugh, Vance, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Walthall, 
Coke, Mitchell, Squire, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Morgan, Stewart, 
George, Paddock, Teller, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hiscock, Platt, 
Allison, Evarts, Hoar, Plumb, 
Blair, Farwell, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Carey, Frye, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Davis, Hale, McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hawley, Morrill, Washburn, 
Dixon, Higgins, Payne, Wilson of lowa, 
ABSENT—38. 

Allen, Chandler, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Shoup, 
Bate, Cullom, Kenna, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Eustis, Moody, Vest, 


3utler, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Carlisle, Gray, Quay, 
Casey, Hearst, Ransom, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 10, page 7, before the word ‘* hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four’’ and 
insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For machinery, tools, power plant, and fixtures adapted to the manufacture 
of steel seacoast guns, to complete the equipment of the south wing of army 
gun factory at Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., $268,000, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 8, line 8, before the word ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ 
and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Board ot Ordnance and Fortifications: To enable the board to make all need- 
fuland proper purchases, experiments, and tests to ascertain, with a view to 
their utilization by the Government, the most effective guns, smallarms, car- 
tridges, projectiles, fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor plates, and other im- 
plements and engines of war, and to purchase, or cause to be manufactured 
under authority of the Secretary of War, such guns, carriages, armor plates, 
and other war materials and articles as may, in the judgment of the board, be 
necessary in the proper discharge of the duty devolved upon it by the act ap- 
proved September 22, 1888, $200,000. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will not 
be agreed to. I think the appropriation made by the other House is 


| amply sufficient to accomplish the purpose, and in fact it is too large. 


| Now, it is proposed to double it. 


I hope the amendment of the com- 
mittee will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the estimate for that item of appro- 
priation was $500,000. Both the General of the Army and the Sec- 
retary of War said very emphatically that it ought to be larger than 
the amount at which the other House left it. The Senator is entirely 
familiar with the processes that have been adopted by the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification, and I think he will agree as to their im- 
portance. They are the eyes and ears of this whole subject of coast 
defense. It is to them that we commit the question, what shall be 


| done? the question of new inventions and the actual and relative char- 


acter of those inventions. We must necessarily carry on a very wide 


| range of experiment in order to be able to get that which is best, and 


at the same time exclude the great ganglia of things which are presented 
and which, while possessing some merit, may not in the final test be 


| found practicable, 


Iam paired with the | 
I desire to state that my col- | 


I do not think anything we have done has been wiser than to provide 
for some experimentation; and while, as I said yesterday, it seems to 
me that the board has not been sufficiently receptive, at the same time 
the work they are doing is absolutely indispensable. It is the concur- 
rent testimony of all those who have had to do with this subject that 
in the matter of high explosives this country is to-day fifteen or twenty 
years behind Europe. If we are fifteen or twenty years behind Europe 
in the matter of high explosives, then we are fifteen to twenty years 
behind them in that which is most essential to offensive and defensive 
warfare. We are behind them in some other respects. 
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We have made great advances. What we have done has been done 
securely, and has been done usually in such a way that so far as we 
have gone we have placed ourselves upon a platform and a state of ac- 
complishment superior to that which any other nation has arrived at. 
But there are worlds before us to conquer; and entering, as we now are, 
for the first time upon this stage of definite and skilled experimenta- 
tion, we ought to expend every year as much money as can be usefully 
expended for the purpose of seeing that we do not lag behind. 

I believe, myself, that in this question of the development of high 
explosives there is to be found more that is material to coast defense 
than in any other direction, and we can not afford to be behind. The 
board has now on hand various experiments in regard to high explo- 
sives, dynamite in various forms, in regard to gun carriages, guns, ete. It 
is essential that those experiments should be kept up, and that as from 
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the steps which it seems are being taken now with reference to prep 
arations for the manufacture of ordnance tar superior to anything 
which we have ever had. Speaking, of course, not from any personal 
standpoint, but simply as one interested more or less in this general 
question of coast defense, Iam exceedingly anxious that these exper- 


iments should be carried on, although they may not be carried on in 






| the wisest possible way. I should be glad if there were a good, level- 
headed, everyday, all-round civilian on that board. I think it would 
have been a great deal better if such a one had been put there. 


time to time we determine upon the proper construction of war mate- | 


rial, we may be perfectly assured by reason of the experiments that 
we have the very best that can be had according to the highest state 
of the art of invention as applied to this very important subject. 


| President, even leay 


Mr. HAWLEY. Arethere not one ortwo civil engineers on the board ? 
Mr. PLUMB. None at all; they are all army officers. But, Mr. 
ing that out of consideration, which isa subject of 
I would be willing to choose myself from all the persons | know 
that one civilian should be on that board; for, asa little leaven leavens 
the whole Inmp, so I believe that an accomplished civil engineer on 
the board would be a great help toit. But until we take the step of 


doubt, 


| reorganizing the board soas tomakeit more receptive, giving it a wider 


| scale of operations, we ought not to ¢ 


In view of the fact that the other House, undoubtedly acknowledg- | 


ing for the time being the importance of larger expenditures in this 
general line, has reduced this sum from $500,000, the sum recom- 
mended by the Department, to $100,000, it seems to me that we might 
fairly strike the average of $200,000, and say that this very important 
work shall not be arrested at this incomplete stage of development by 


minimizing the importance of it to the extent of an appropriation of | 


another $100,000. 

I hope, therefore, that this amendment will be agreed to. In fact, 
if I had had my way about it, I should have gladly given to that 
board—not completely trusting it, as I have said—the half million dol- 
lars called for; because, while it might not have all been expended 
during the coming year, it would have given to the board the oppor- 
tunity to take in view a wider horizon and to embrace in its operations 
a wider scope of invention and construction in reference to this im- 
portant question of coast defenses than it could otherwise have done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas to ex- 
plain whether this money will be expended only upon inventions of 
the officers of the Ordnance Corps. 
I intended to ask the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER] 
if he did not make a statement to the effect that General Benét had 
something to do with some style of ordnance that the board had been 
passing upon. 
he is not present now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know anything about it personally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will this open a field to all inventors and man- 
ufacturers to present anything and have it tested, if it is believed by 
the board to be worthy of testing ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam frank to say that I do not think, as I said be- 
fore and as I said yesterday, that this board is as receptive as it ought 
to be, and Ido say that I think it gives more attention and greater 
consideration to matters that come from army sources than to those 
that come from nonarmy sources. I have no doubt of that. It has 
recently, I think, shown that in a more or less conclusive way. 

As to General Benét’s relations to any invention in regard to ord- 
nance that has come before the board, I do not know anything about 
that. But notwithstanding that, whether this field is being occupied 
as it should be or not, itis important that it should be occupied. The 
experiments they carry on are of value; and, admitting for the sake of 
the argument that they may not be of the greatest value, they are of 
so great value that wecan not, asI think, in consideration of the public 
safety, omit them. I do not think, asI said, that their horizon is 
wide enough. 

I think they have more or less prejudice against civilian inventors— 
an unconscious prejudice no doubt. They havea prejudice in favor of 
inventors who come from army sources. As i said, I know some in- 
stances that seem to indicate that very conclusively. Still, I mention 
that with more or less diffidence, because I am not an expert, as they 
are supposed to be. 

Some of these things are inevitable. That an army officer, other 
things being equal, should give preference to an army oflicer’s inven- 
tion is absolutely certain. That can not be helped. We tried to lth- 
eralize this matter in the appointment of this board. We made it 
probably better than the Ordnance Bureau. When I say thatI do not 
intend to reflect on the intelligence or integrity of that bureau, but 
simply in regard to their indurated method. But, notwithstanding 
that, we can not go ahead intelligently and safely even in a limited 
way in the preparation for coast defense unless we do have somebody 
to prepare the way. 


corps. We can not build a gun except upon certain lines already es- 
tablished unless we have had the benefit of free examination to ascer- 
tain whether it is the best gun or not. This board is engaged to-day 
in experimenting in regard to a gun of which I have myself great 
hopes, what is called a segmental gun. I only speak of that as one of 


I did not understand whether he said that or not, and | 


warlike material of all kinds, both in gunsand ammunitio1 
| very confident that no civilian can go to that board and g 


ut off wholly this question of ex- 
perimentation. It seems tome thatthe small sumot 
of the millions we are appropriating, is not too lar 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not 
$200,000 which the committee ha 9 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] ndoubtedly less than 
ought to be put in if we can have a fair use made of the money. 


$200, 000, in view 


: 
iny fault with the 
I agree with the 





I have had some opportunities of observation with reference to the 
question of inventions of warlike implements submitted to this board. 
1 have never had any direct interest in these matters, but I have had 


the interest that every citizen of the United States ought to have in 
seeing that the Government of the United States should get the best 
andIam 
fair treat- 


vs 


cH 


|ment. Iam satisfied that for years the inventors of thiscountry have 
had very little show with the board, and the best guns that have been 
| made in the history of the world have been made by men who were 


| 





| ors of this country have hadto workat a great 
By the way, that reminds me that | 


| constitution of the board, it will be continued. 


e | been made the subject of a charge or an allusion on mv part. 
This board is the scouting party, the advance guard, the pioneer | 


not connected with the Army. 
very little show with the board. 


That class of men, I say, have had 


The prejudices of the board have been so strongly in favor of inven- 


Lat 


| tions by military men that Isay here that, in my judgment, the invent- 


] 


itage and have 


lisadvar 
no doubt that, v 





been very unfairly used; and I have th the present 

ido not know the present Chief of Ordnance and I do not mean 
reflection upon him. Undoubtedly this comes, as n 
Kansas says, from army afliliations and from the sentiment that is in- 
culcated in army men that nothing good of that kind can come except 
from the profession. While all the greatest and best inventions of the 
world, I repeat, with reference to guns and matters of this kind, have 


li 


4} @ 
the Senator 





| come from civilians, and not from army people, yet that prejudice con- 


tinues to exist, and it will continue to exist, and it will be almost if 
not quite impossible for any inventor, no matter how meritorious may 
be his work, to get fair treatment from the board until there shall be 


one or more civilians put on the board. 

I do not know but that under the circumstances, $200,000 is enough. 
[ believe, myself, that very much more could be properly expended. 
I believe it to be the duty of the Government, whenever a gun or a 
particular kind of ammunition, orany system of carrying on warfare 
shall be presented to the Department, there should be a fair exami- 
nation of it made, and, within reasonable bounds, there should be an 
effort made to ascertain whether it is practicable or not. Itisenough 
now when a civilian brings a matter to the attention of the board to 
discredit it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have been informed that the 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL] has alluded to a supposed re 
mark of mine uttered here to-day, to the e(fect that General Benét was 
interested in some invention in connection with the Ordnance Depart- 
ment of the Army. Am I right in that ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply made an inquiry. I had heard th 
Senator from New Hampshire refer to General Benét; I did not catch 
what his statement was; and I desired to know wheth« 
effect. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must have misapprehended what I 
said, because I made no allusion or statement of that kind. I bronght 
into the case this morning the opinion of the Fortification Board, the 
second member of which was General Ben(t, on the subject of the use 
of steel instead of cast iron for the construction of ordnance; but I made 
no statement of the kind suggested by the Senator, and I have no 
knowledge that General Benét is interested in any invention in connec- 
tion with ordnance or military preparation. I 


was, 


r it was to that 


never heard that he 
He may possibly have been, but certainly the subject has never 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was just because I had never heard any h in- 
timation or charge that I inquired as to whether I understood the Sen- 
ator’s remark as tointimatingsomethingof thatkind. I heard General 
Benét’s name mentioned, and then missed hearing some words that the 


Senator uttered, and I did not know whether it was a reference 
thing of that kind or not. 


to a 
T never heard of such a thing, and that is 
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{ I J explained, 
l I reg 1 that the Senator should have 
ng that seemed to him to require that he should make the 
h he says he did make. There was no reason for any such 
I » ACK ota hing I ha said, a ill be evident when 

‘ irk ppear 1n t it i 

R res t, | wish to say that, so far as my experience goes 
Y yflicers of both the Army and tle Navy, they are not justly 
t ( 1 which has t been made upon them by the 
1 Colorado [Mr. 17 } t is quite possible that these 
( rs of the Army, who are oflicers for life, are sometimes severe, 
titi, and repelling in their intercourse with citizens. No doubt at 
1 s they appear to be very hostile to the projects of inventors which 

( or] rt 1, when a matter of fact, they are not hostile, 

re merely exercising due and reasonable caution, 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator a question there. I think 
he is making a statement that is entirely correct in the main. I re- 
gard it as such, not only because of the terms in which it is couched, 
but because of his experience in a similar Department. I willask the 


itor whether there is not a very strong probability that there is an 
nscious prepossession in favor of persons engaged in the same call- 
ing and a feeling of distrust of those outside which is more or less the 
accompaniment of Army and Navy circles ? 
Mr. CHANDLEK. I will say, if it be so I have never known it. I 
peak first of the officers connected with the ordnance work of the 
Navy, the engineer officers of the Navy, and of the officers engaged in 
the scientific work of the Navy; and I will say that I have never seen 
the least disposition on the part of any of those officers not to examine 
patiently, and with fidelity any invention that has been pre- 
ited to them by the direction of the head of the Department in order 


carelully, 


to ascertain whether the invention is meritorious and ought to be en- 
couraged by the Government. I do noti recall a single instance where 
a just chargeof neglect to investigate or of prejudice against an out- 
side invention would lie against any of the officers of the Navy. 


President, there is a difference between the bureau officers of the 
Navy and the bureau officers of the Army which is worthy of being 
noted in this connection. The bureau officers of the Navy Department 
lected from the line or staff of the Navy, and are appointed to be 
heads of bureaus for four years. They are nominated, confirmed, and 
( nissioned for four years. At the end of that period, if not reap- 
pointed, they return to their old positions in the corps to which they 
belong, having performed the duties of chiefs of bureaus for four years, 
or eight years, or whatever the time may have been. This I believe 
to be the best system and to be a better system than that of the War 
Department, by which these. bureau officers are appointed for life. 
It is of great importance, I will admit (and I will go as far as the 
r from Kansas or the Senator from Colorado in that direction), 
» should be a complete and efficient civilian control of the War 
‘ » Navy Departments. It is in accordance with the theory upon 
which the Departments are conducted. These are the armies and the 
navies of a republic, and the theory in reference to them is that they 

» controlled by heads of Departments who come from the people and 
serve during the term of a President, elected for four years, and then go 
back to the people after they have administered, as well as they can, 
these various Departments of the Government. 

A Secretary is usually in office for four years. Rare is it that a Sec- 
retary of War or a Secretary of the Navy remains in place more than 
four years. 

It is important, therefore, that during the period of his service he 
shall, in the interest of the people of the Republic, as he understands 





that interest, effectively control the administration of military or of 


naval affairs. He must do that through his bureau oflicers. 
do it effectively in no other way. 

And when a Secretary of the Navy comes into relations with bureau 
oflicers, he finds them officers of the Navy, taken for four years, sub- 
ject to go out at the end of that time. He usually has the privilege of 
advising the President of the United States concerning the appointment 
of one, or two, or more of those officers during his term of four years; 
and he can at any time cause the removal of the head of one of the 
bureaus, by asking the President to nominate another officer in his 
stead. 

On this account, therefore, it is much easier for a Secretary of the 
Navy to secure an efficient administration of the Navy Department 
than it is for the Secretary of War to secure an effective administration 
of the War Department. The Secretary of the Navy can take from the 
President, or from Congress, or ean originate himself measures of im- 
provement in naval administration, and, with his bureau officers, ap- 
pointed as I have stated, he can accomplish something, and he can en- 
force a policy which he chooses to enforce in the administration of 
the Department of the Navy. 

It is not so, I am bound to say, to the same extent with the admin- 
istration of the War Department. A Secretary goes in there for four 


Ile can 


years. He finds bureau officers there for life or until the period of re- 
tirement. They are apt to realize that their official term outlasts that 


of the Secretary of War, and I have no doubt that at times, when the 
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o as to know whether there | Secretary of War is attempting to enforce a reform in administration, 


these bureau officers have tired out, so to speak, the head of the Depart- 
ment. It takes the head of the military department, if heisa civilian, 
a couple of years to learn what he wants to do, in order to be sufli- 
ciently sure of his ground to undertake to enforce the ideas which he is 
determined to enforce upon the administration of the Department, and 
by that time, if he is to remain in but four years, his term is half out. 
When the officers of the various bureaus are determined to oppose the 
policy which the Secretary of War, under the direction of the President, 
undertakes to carry out, they can usually tire him out during the next 


| two years. 


I say this, Mr. President, in derogation of the existing system of 
appointments of bureau chiefs in the War Department, and I think it 
would be much better if a law could be passed by which the heads of 
the bureaus of the War Department were appointed for four years, 
were selected from eminent officers of the various corps of the Army, 
were nominated to the Senate, were confirmed, and were commissioned 
for four years, and at the end of their official term, if not reappointed, 
were returned to their appropriate places in the corps of the Army to 
which they belong. 

I think that system would be much better. It would be an im- 
provement of the administration of the War Department. It would 
relieve the Department of that stiffness and fixedness that makes it so 
difficult for the head of the War Department, so difficult for the Presi- 
dent, so difficult for Congress even, to make changes in the adminis- 
tration of the Department of War, which it is clear sometimes ought to 
be made. 

But, Mr. President, notwithstanding this may be true, Iam bound 
to say that I have never yet seen myself, in the management of the 
Ordnance Bureau of the Army or in the management of any of the sci- 
entific and constructive bureaus of the War Department or of the Navy 
Department, anything like that of which the Senator from Colorado 
[ Mr. TELLER] complains. 

It is to be borne in mind that every inventor thinks two things: 

First, the inventor has no doubt at all that his invention is superior 
to any device of the kind that ever has been made or ever has been 
thought of. Talk about the want of toleration on the part of officers 
of the Army! Why, there is no more intolerant man in the world 
than a man who has made an invention. He is sure it is the right 
thing; he is sure it is the panacea for all existing evils, and he will 
find fault with and complain of any one who does not immediately con- 
cede the superior and overwhelming merits of his invention. 

Secondly, the inventor is always sure that the Government ought to 
develop his invention at its own expense. He is entirely certain that 
it is the function of the Government to take his idea, not a completed 
machine, not an invention fully developed and in practical operation, 
but to take his idea as he has drawn it out on paper, perhaps, or as he 
has constructed it in some imperfect model, and develop it at the ex- 
pense of the Government: first, decide that it is useful to the Govern- 
ment and, secondly, that it shall be developed at the expense of the 
Government, and then turn around and give to the inventor a large 
sum as a recompense for his invention. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood as saying that these 
animad versions apply toall inventors, but I do say, on account of what 
little experience I have had in such matters, that this is the tendency; 
that this is the natural and general condition of things at one of these 
Departments when an inventor comes with some device for the making 
of naval machinery or some invention of a projectile, or of powder, or 
some new gun carriage, or some improved methods of ordnance. There 
is a general tendency on the part of the inventor to be unreasonable in 
his demands and to find fault with the officers of the Government 
whose duty it is to investigate the invention and make a report. 

Now, Mr. President, I conclude as I began, that according to my 
observation, instead of there being any just ground for charging that 
the officers of the Navy and the officers of the Army are unwilling to 
accord to the citizens of this country who may think that they have 
invented war implements of value, that they have discovered devices 
which are going to annihilate all the enemies of the Government in a 
moment if the War Department will only accept and develop them, 
instead of there being any just ground for charging them with harsh- 
ness or with a want of fairness towards such inventors, the contrary 
has always been the case. 

The officers of the Ordnance Corps of the Army, the officers of these 
various corps of the Army and the Navy, are not unpatriotie. They 
are not hostile to the progress of human invention in the preparation 
of war material. They are not only courteous and just, as a general 
rule, but they welcome new inventions which may be prepared by citi- 
zens of the Repubiic, which may be prepared by mechanics and others 
for the purpose of furthering the great objects which the men and offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy have in hand; that is to say, the strength- 
ening of the military power of the United States. They welcome any 
such inventions, and treat them justly, in my belief; and the whole 
complaint that is so prevalent in the country, which finds voice in re- 
marks like thoseof the Senator from Colorado to which I had the honor 
to listen when I came back into the Chamber a few moments ago, orig- 
inates, in my judgment, with inventors who are unreasonable in their 
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expectations and who make demands upon the Government 
ought not to be complied with. Ido not undertake to say 


which 


that there 


are not exceptional cases to which my remarks do notapply. But I 
am dealing with the general proposition. 
[ do not like to have fastened upon the ordnance officers of the War 


Department, I do not like to have imposed upon the scientific officers 
of the Navy Department, the stigma that they stand in the way of mili- 
tary progress, that they are hostile to all inventions which they do not 
make themselves, and that they ought to be brushed out of the way 
and some civilians taken up and brought in here and put to doing the 
work which it has been their lifelong education to fit them todo. I 
do not like, I say, to have that stigma imposed upon either the oflicers 
of the Army or the officers of the Navy, and I do not believe, Mr. 
President, that it is a just condemnation of the officers of these vario 
corps. 

Mr. HASLEY. Mr. President, there are shadows and figments of 
truth in these criticisms that have been made, if you go back far enough 
in the history of the Army; but I think the objections have been very 
largely removed. It is perfectly true, you will find upon inquiry, that 
there was resistance in the regular Army to the abandonment of the 
old fiint lock and its pumpkin ball and its short range. There was re- 
sistance to the adoption of the old Springfield rifle, so well known dur- 
ing the war. There was resistance, all of us know from personal ex- 
perience, to the introduction of breech-loading guns of any sort during 
the late war. But the breech-loading guns slowly made their way. 
They ought to have been adopted in the very beginning of the war, 
and ought to have been manufactured rapidly. There was resistance 
to the magazine gun, which is just assure tocome. It had its little 
innings in the war and is sure to be adopted eventually. The idea 
has finally been adopted. But the army officer does not, by any man- 
ner of means, expect that all useful inventions of warfare were made 
by officers of the Army. 

It is true that the inventor is like the poet; he is not created; he is 
born so. His power comes from the Divinity. 
have their peculiarities, well known, and for which they are not to 
blame. 
they devote themselves toa particular point; and when they think they 
have reached it they are perfectly sure they are right, and they are not 
patient with anybody else in the world who does not see it as soon as 
they present it, while they have been studying it for perhaps twenty 
years and the man for five minutes. 

Onereason why this prejudice has arisen and why officers of the Army 
have been hostile to the inventors is this: Until we created this board 
of Fortifications, as a rule the Ordnance Bureau had not a farthing to 


us 


They result almost inevitably from the intensity with which | qucting of these two great bran 
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make it consist of five and would place it in the hands of the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army, the President, tomakea selection of some 
civilian. His presence upon the board and the contact would evi 


| dently be beneficial, not only to the public service, but also benelicial 


Inventors as a class | 


spend upon any new experiment; and when the enthusiastic inventor | 


came there with something, whether good or bad, it made no ditfer- 
ence, the Chief of Ordnance could only say: ‘‘I should be very glad 
to make one of those; I should like to see one made; but I have no 
money to do it with; no fund is given to me out of which I can exper- 
iment upon this new invention.’’ 


That went on and on until the dissatisfaction with the Army, which | 


was really a dissatisfaction with our processes, became such that this 
Board of Ordnance was created, consisting of the Commanding General 
of the Army, an officer of engineers, an oflicerof ordnance and an ofli- 
cer of artillery—as fair a selection as could be made—to be selected by 
the Secretary of War, to be called and known as the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification. The act gives them very large power, the supervis- 
ion over all new ideas and over all processes of manufacturing under 
established and well-recognized ideas. So I think weare about as well 
off as we can be so long as human nature remains what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
composing this board ? 
Mr. HAWLEY. The General of the Army, an officer of engineers 
he is open to the choice of the Secretary of War; it does not say the 
Chief of Engineers and Chief of Ordnance—an officer of engineers, an 
oflicer of ordnance, and an officer of artillery. They compose the 
board. They have very large administrative functions aside from their 
judicial faculties in judging of new inventions, etc. I think the mat- 

ter is in very good condition now. 
The chief improvements in warfare, as one can easily ascertain by 
looking over the history of the art, have been made by civilians, and 


Will the Senator please state again the officers | 


to every member of the board. 


He would draw ideas and views from 
7 


different sources, and it would doubtless make the board a great deal 
; »} 


1 


} 
ob) rether well 





stronger, and wouldremoveth: ction, Wi founded or not, 
which seems to prevail in the minds of some at least, that civilian in- 
ventors do not have an equal chance with the inventors who ai 

nected with the Army and Navy. 





In our legislation and in the con 
3 of the publi 
and Navy, we should free them from criticism, o 
if we can, and it seems to me that by putting tl 


service, the Army 
-croundsof criti 


civilian member on 















the board we remove that ground orcause of criticism and increase the 
confidence which will be reposed in the board. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, that would not have any « tion 
with the present amendment. If we pass upon the pen 
ment, I will respond to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Theamendment is inorder. The pendin 
ment is an amendment of the committee to the clause beginning neat 
the bottom of page 7. I propose now to amend that clause of the b 
befere the amendment of the committee is agreed to. My amendment 
is entirely in order, and I hope it will be acted upon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to say that Iam entirely in sympath 
with the views expressed by 2 Senator from Missouri. It was an 

rt of the Committee on Appropriations when this board was formed 

to do that very thing. They were overruled in conference and were 


compelled to take it in the shape in which it came 

Che amendment proposed by the itor from Missouri is in viola- 
tion of the rule of the and, representing the committee, the 
amendment not having been considered by the committee, I d: 
feel at liberty myseif to consent to the admission of this most imp 
tant provision without the consideration of the committee. Ish 
vote for it if if were offered in order, and I should vote for it if I could 
do so representing the committee 


en 





menate, 


but, representing the « 





I do, I can not consent to its consideration unless the Sen: yuld 
determine it to be in order. 
Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts wi 
| make a point of order upon the amendment, but will let the Senat 
act upon it. 
Mr. DAWES. I would not make the point of order if I were at 


in many instances you may say, not intending to be offensive, made | 


by what are called cranks. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I made no allusion to the Navy when 
I was criticising the action of the board. I was speaking of just what 
this bill speaks, the Army board, and not of the Navy. The Senator 
from Connecticut, who has given much attention to this subject, sub- 
stantiates, I think, very thoroughly what I have said, that all the val- 
uable inventions of latter days have made their way against Army in- 
fluence and the Ordnance Board. The inventors of this country have 
never had the assistance, as I understand it, of this board. . 

The Senator from New Hampshire admits that the prevalent im- 
pression is as I stated, that the inventors in this country have not had 
a fair opportunity. Two of the most valuable inventions of warlike 
weapons of this age were invented by citizens of the United States, of- 
fered to the Government of the United States, rejected by the Arm y 


| . . . 
| movement from the beginning; and I do not quite understand my d 


| changes the existing Jaw, which has not been brought 





liberty to act personally in this matter. I believe in the amendment. 


It is precisely or nearly the words which the committee were forced to 
give up in the committee of conference which created this board. | 
was on that committee. 


} 


[ was many days on that conference tryi 
to bring out something. 


I have been in hearty sympathy with th 





suty, 
as representing the Committee of Appropriations, on a matter that 
mittee at this time, to refrain from making the point of ord 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the greatest confidence in the Senator from 
Massachusetts. He has had and must have had great experience on 
this subject, and the fact that so cautious and experienced a gi 
as the Senator from Massachusetts is in favor of this amendmenton its 
merits ought, I think, to warrant him in not interposingany merely t 
nical obstructions to the Senate voting upon it. I think the amend- 
ment ought to be adopted, and I hope the Senator will feel at lil 
not to make the point of order. 

Mr. DAWES. I think I have the authority of a majo: 
committee to waive the point of order, which I am very 


ntieman 


ity of the 


glad to do ul 
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the Senator from Missouri prefers to have it acted upon before the 
amendment of the committee is disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection. 
the committee amendment is acted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator desire to speak to the amendment 
of the committee? 

Mr, CHANDLER. 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said I would withdraw it for the time being 
until the amendment of the committee is acted upon, and then I shall 
offer it immediately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, increasing the appropriation from $100,000 
to $200,000. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri to let the 
Senate pass upon the next amendment before he offers his proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Allow it to come in now, after the amendment of 
the committee increasing the appropriation for the work of the board. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Missouri will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. Add, after the paragraph ending with the word 
‘*dollars,’’ in line 9, on page 8: 





I will withdraw it until 


I desire to speak to the amendment of the Sen- 


The amendment proposed by the Senator 


And one additional member shall be added to said Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification, who shall be a civilian and not an ex-army or navy officer, and 
shall be nominated by the President, and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, appointed, and hold his office for the term of four years, and be 
paid a salary of $6,000 per annum andactual traveling expenses when traveling 
on duty 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
he intends by that amendment to exclude from eligibility an ex-vol- 
unteer soldier of the Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I was going to amend it. The point was in 
my mind at the time, and I will move an amendment to it so that it 
will read ‘‘an ex-oflicer of the regular Army or the Navy.’’ The point 
had just come in my mind when the Senator made the suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The CureF CLERK. Amend so as to read: 

One additional member shall be added to said Board of Ordnance and Forti- 


fications who shall be a civilian, and not an ex-officer of the regular Army or 
Navy, and shall be nominated, ete. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri, before moving this 
amendment, alluded to an opinion expressed by me that it would be 
better to have the chiefs of the bureausofthe War Department appointed 
for four years instead of appointed for life, and construed that as an 
opinion of mine in reference to this Board of Ordnance and Fortifica- 
tion. Of course my remarks had no reference to this board, the con- 
stitution of which I was not familiar with at that time. I did not 
know who constituted the board. I find now, by reference to the 
act of September 22, 1888, that the board consists of the Commanding 
General of the Army, an officer of the engineers, anoflicer of ordnance, 
and an officer of artillery. The Senator now proposesto add one civil- 
ian, and Ido not oppose that amendment; I shall gladly vote in favor 
of it; but I venture to suggest to the Senator from Missouri that if this 
board is to be composed partly of civilians it really ought to have two 
civilians upon it. 

This one civilian, however eminent he may be, however skillful he 
may be in these matters, certainly, as he is not to be an ex-officer of 
the Army or the Navy, can not be es familiar with ordnance and forti- 
fications as will be the General of the Army, a high officer of engineers, 
a high officer of ordnance, and a high officer of artillery. This one 
civilian who will be appointed if the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri is adopted will, I venture to say, be rather lonely upon the 
board, and if it be really the purpose of the Senator and the desire of 
the Senate that this shall bea mixed board with civilian representation 
upon it, there certainly ought to be, in addition to four officersof the 
Army and the Navy, two civilians. 

That was the constitution of the original Board of Fortifications. 
That board had four officers of the Army, two officers of the Navy, and 
two civilians, Mr. Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Eras- 
tus Corning, of New York, and I am informed, and I have no doubt, 
that that civilian addition to the board was a valuable part of it, and 
helped to give it efficiency and to make its recommendations more ac- 
ceptable to those who investigated the subject. As the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] says, they helped to keep each other in 
countenance. 

I venture to say again that if you put one civilian, however able, 
however eminent, upon this board, he will be in danger of being over- 
borne by the General Commanding the Armyand the other three army 
officers, and that he ought to be re-enforced by another associate. There- 
fore I hope the Senator will modify his amendment so as to have two 
civilians. 
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Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. CHANDLER). Suggest that amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move, and I hope the Senator will accept the 
amendment, that there be added to the Board of Ordnance and Forti- 
fication two civilians instead of one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just insert two instead of one. 
prefers that, I have no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Several little changes in the amendment will be 
necessary, which the clerks can make. 

The CHTEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment, so as 
to read: 


If the Senate 


And two additional members shall be added to said Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification, who shall be civilians and not ex-officers of the regular Army or 
Navy, and tbey shall be nominated by the President, and by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, appointed, and hold their offices for the term of 
four years, and each shall be paid a salary of $6,000 per annum and actual tray- 
eling expenses when traveling on duty. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The next amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The CHriEF CLERK. On page 8, after line 9, the committee report 
to insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

That section 2 of “An act making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the proc urement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes,”’ approved August Is, 10,89 
is hereby modified and enlarged so that the amount authorized to bee xpended 
thereunder be increased to $4,250,000, to be expended on the terms and condi- 
tions and for the purposes therein set forth, except that $50,000 of said sum 
shall be reserved to cover all expenses other than the powder and projectiles 
incident to the tests and inspection of the guns, and also that the Secretary of 
War be authorized to contract thereunder for such less number of guns than 
one hundred as he may deem for the best interests of the Government. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, before the Senate proceeds to vote 
upon this amendment I desire, in the fewest words possible, to state 
my understanding in regard to it. I yesterday read from the testi- 
mony of General Ben¢t before the Committee on Coast Defenses that 
approximately 8-inch guns would cost $16,000 apiece, that 10-inch 
guns would cost approximately $50,000 apiece, and that 12-inch guns 
would cost approximately $58,000 apiece. 

By the second section of the fortifications appropriation act passed 
at the last session, the Secretary of War was authorized to purchase 
under contract twenty-five 8-inch guns, fifty 10-inch guns, and twenty- 
five 12-inch guns, to be ‘‘ breech-loading, single-charge steel guns, and 
of weight and dimensions to be prescribed by the board,’’ and it was 
provided that under the provisions of the section there should ‘‘ not be 
expended or contract or contracts entered into involving the Govern- 
ment in an aggregate expenditure exceeding $3,775,000.’’ It was pro- 
vided also that the contractor should furnish the explosives and pro- 
jectiles necessary for testing the test guns. 

I have made a calculation as to the cost of the one hundred guns 
mentioned in the section at the prices fixed by the Chief of Ordnance, 
and I find that twenty-five 8-inch guns at $16,000 apiece would cost 
$400,000; that fifty 10-inch guns at $36,000 apiece would cost $1,800,- 
000; and that twenty-five 12-inch guns at $58,000 apiece would cost 
$1,450,000, or a grand total of $3,650,000. Sothe amount the Secre- 
tary of War was authorized to expend in contracting for these one 
hundred guns was in excess of the estimated cost of the same as given 
by the Chief of Ordnance, $125,000. 

As was stated by the Senator from Connecticut, it need not have been 
expected that this appropriation would be sufficient to induce private 
parties to put up a gun factory at an expense of, say, $1,000,000 for the 
construction of these guns, and it was apparent from the proposed 
amendment of this section that it was not; but the committee now 
proposes to add to the amount $475,000, making the total amount 
which the Secretary of War is authorized to expend under this pro- 
posed contract $600,000 more than the estimated cost of the guns. 

If contractors can make calculations or can be made to believe that 
they can save $400,000 upon the estimated cost of the guns by the Chier 
of Ordnance, they will probably undertake to contract for furnishing 
these one hundred guns, because that would give them a clear margin 
of $1,000,000, and if their calculations be correct the Government will 
have paid full price for the one hundred guns and will have given the 
contract for $1,000,000 to establish a gun factory which they will own 
when the contract is fulfilled. 

On Monday last I referred tothe reportof the Board on ln Factories 
and Steel Forgings for High-Power Guns, appointed by the President 
under the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for fortifications,’’ etc., approved August 18, 1890. That board con- 
sisted of W illiam P. Craighill, colonel, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army; Henry W. Clossen, colonel, Fourth Artillery, and A. R. 

3uffington, colonel, Ordnance Department. That committee reported 

as follows: 

It is the opinion of the board that a second factory should be located on the 
Pacific coast. The quantity of guns required on that coast is sufficient to jus- 
tify the erection of a factory for building them, and every consideration of fit 


ness and propriety seems to make it advisable that the guns for the defense of 
the Pacific ports should be built on the Pacific shore. 
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They also say again: 
The board unanimously, and as strongly as possible, recomm 
tion on the Pacific coast of a gun factory of a capacity such astoens 






nds the ere 





coasts, but does not consider it advisable at this time to recommend the erec- 
tion of a third factory ‘“‘at the Rock Island arsenal’’ or “at the Indianapolis 
arsenal” or *‘at some point on or near the Gulf coast.” 


The provision in the second section of the last fortification appropria- 


tion act, as follows, ‘‘That contracts may be made for not exceeding | 


one-fourth of the guns herein provided for, to be constructed on the 
Pacific coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War,’’ is delusive. 
It is not possible that parties shall contract for the construction of any 


of these guns unless they contract for the entire one hundred, because | 


nothing short of that will justify them in putting up the gun factory. 
Therefore the Pacific coast stands no show under that act, or as pro- 


posed to be amended, in securing the construction on the Pacific coast 


of any guns whatever. On the other land, if the law is carried into 
effect a second gun factory will be established on the Atlantic coast, 
built by private parties, owned by private parties, but paid for by the 
Government. 

Now, what is the judicious, what is the wise, what is the economical 
thing todo? To take that million dollars which it is proposed to give 


these private parties asa bonus for the construction of these guns, more | 
or less—it must approximate that before a contract can be let-—and have | 
the Government to build a gun factory of its own where it is needed | 


in a place which has been recommended by a board appointed for that 
purpose, or to give a bonus to private parties sufficient to enable them 
to construct it and own it? I leave the Senate tosay. Iam against 
the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the reasons for this pro- 


vision brought in by the committee and the change that is made by | 


the amendment in the existing law. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLpn] objects to 
this amendment. The Senator has been found objecting to every 
method of carrying ont the plan of the Board on Coast Defenses excent 


that grand scheme of an appropriation of $126,000,000, Ife has en- ! 
larged his objection on this occasion to the fact that it indirectly post- | 


pones the construction of a large Government factory on the Pacific 
coast similar to the one at Watervliet. 

I want to say to him that the Committee on Appropriations will be 
found co-operating with him in erecting a gun factory on the Pacitic 
coast whenever we shall have completed and filled to its full capacity 
the manufacture of guns at Watervliet, and when we have failed toen- 
list private enterprise to co-operate with the Government and shorten 


these long and dreary twenty-seven years which hang as an incubus | 


over this whole work. Everything—I speak for the committee now— 
everything that will contribute within reasonable cost to the shorten- 
ing of that time of completing these coast defenses will find co-opera- 
tion on the part of the committee, and I express their regret that the 
Senator from Oregon will not co-operate with them in enlisting private 
enterprise to that work lest it involve that small amount of increase 
in expense which he felt it his duty to scout as a bagatelle yesterday. 

Mr. President, the second section of the act of last year was built 


upon the idea that while it was the duty of the Government to carry | 


out its original plan of offering to private parties the opportunity to 
furnish the rough castings for these guns and to assemble and finish 
those guns themselves in their own private factory, when it had been 
developed that it was within the power of private capital and private 
enterprise to take hold and furnish these rough castings to an extent 
even beyond the expectations of those who offered this opportunity to 
private capital, it occurred to the Government that it was possible that 
private parties might undertake also the assembling and finishing of 
these guns at a reasonable cost, and if so they could materially shorten 
the time for the accomplishment of this great work. They made the 
offer in the second section of the statute of last year upon the price fixed 
for one hundred such guns by the expense at the Watervliet arsenal, 
without taking into account one dollar forthe investment at Watervliet 
or for insurance or for taxes, upon the idea, so enthusiastic were those 
who made the proposition, that they could undertake it and bear that 
increased burden. The Government rids itself of taxes, rids itself of 
insurance, rids itself of all these incidental expenses; but there were 
parties who believed that, by sufficient skill in the management and 
by the greater increase in hours of labor to which they were permitted 
by the law, they could take those additional burdens, and the offer 
was made. 

The bids under it, however, were so large they exceeded the power of 
the Government to contract, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask, for information, 
were those who made this proposition, who intimated that they would 
be glad to do this work, practical builders and manufacturers ? 

Mr. DAWES. They were responsible manufacturers. They were the 
West Point establishment, which is responsible everywhere. They 
were the Bethlehem Iron Works, which I need not commend to any 
Senator here for responsibility for anything that it undertakes. It was 
the South Boston Iron Works, of Middlesborough, Ky., having left 
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| New England, so located under the shadow of the iron and the coal 
that they are able to compete with all the world in any manufacture 
which any man can undertake. They made these bids. They were 


ey ind the reach of the act bex 1use they took nto ce nusideration what 

that act did not, some return upon the interest of their capital and 
| their insurance. The Bethlehem Iron Works, however, accompanied 
their bid with the following statement: 






I s ny iny is prepared, however, to make i ra t once r ste g 
| ings for the guns described in the acts of September 22, IS88,and A 1 890) 
under such specifications and at such prices as may be mutually agreed yn 
| and further to agree to finish and assemble » guns provided for under tl 
acts hereinbefore mentioned for such sums and v iin such periods as may be 
mutually agreed up 





The South Boston Company of Middlesborough, Ky., accompanied its 
bid with this alternate proposal: 


The South Boston Iron Works, of Middlesborough, Ky., will furnish tl 
twenty-five Sinch, fifty wh, and twenty-five 12-inch steel B. L. rifles of 
United States standard dimensions, material, workmanship, and inspection, at 


these guns to be made at the Watervliet arsenal, with such addit I 

resent interest on plant and material, insurance, taxes, depreciation, and con 
tingent risk, the amount of such addition to be estimated and awarded by the 
Secretary of War; and will deliver the same as rapidly after the date of 
tract as said report estimates the same work will 

Viiet arsenal. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
the price stated by the Chief of Ordnance in his report of 1890 as the cost of 
ionas Wliirep 


econ 


| be delivered from the Water- 


| With these propositions before the Department and with the knowl- 
| edge which authorized the Senator from Counecticut yesterday to con- 
| vey the gratifying intelligence that there were now half a dozen 
| establishments that would be ready to assemble and finish these guns, 
| and with the knowledge that now there were an equal number of es 
| tablishments, like the Bethlehem works, prepared to furnish the rough 
| castings, the Secretary of War made the calculation of what would be 
| a reasonable sum to be allowed for interest upon plant, insurance, and 
other contingencies for these one hundred guns, and tbat amount 
| furnished us by the Secretary of War was added to the $3,750,000, and 
the offer repeated with that addition to the expenditures. 
|} So the proposition to-day is whether it will be worth while for 
Government to invite private enterprise into this work and make it a 
fair allowance forinterest on itscapital and insurance, etc., items which 
the Government itself is not required to pay on its own plant. 

That is the proposition. That proposition has been considered in the 
Navy Department, and the Navy Department has availed itselfof private 
enterprise to a large extent in the manufacture of the 8-inch gun, and 
the same principle is that which has governed the Navy Department in 
the building of its ships. It ean build its ships in its navy yards and 
escape interest on its plant, and insurance, employing the men itsel 
but witha larger and broader view it has availed itself of private capital, 
and we no longer hear of the idea of the navy yards exclusively doing 
this work; and the product of the private yards in the ships that are 
now the pride of the United States is the result of the stimulus to 
private enterprise and private capital and to the genius of this country. 
It is something of that spirit and something of that result which 
| in this amendment. 
| I have only to say that if we have, with the co-operation of the De- 
partment, miscalculated and shall fail to invite private capital with 
these offers and these opportunities before us, itcandonoharm. ‘This 
| provision will be harmless or it will be productive of a good akin to 
that which has been so often alluded to in the Navy; and I trust that 
the Senator from Oregon will permit the Department, which is quite 
in earnest in this matter, as well as the committee, to repeat the offer 
with this modification. 

Is there to be no participation of private enterprise in the assembling 
and finishing of these guns, although the Senator from Connecticut 
truthfully said that there were half a dozen establishments now ready 
to dothat work? When we undertook it and started the Watervliet es- 
tablishment it was believed that no private enterprise would venture 
capital in this work, but time has developed marveis in this line, as in 

others; and I believe with him, if there may not be now half a dozen, 
there are a number that willdo it, and, if they will do that, they can 
obtain the rough castings from Bethlehem or from the new works, and 
we can have co-operation, and every gun that is produced by private 
ent in connection with the Government shortens so much those 
i 
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twenty-seven years which are postponing the time when the coast 
the United States shall be defended in some measure in accordance 
with the demands of the country and the needs of the Government 
Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Massachusetts is usually very fair, 
and I do not think he would intentionally make an unfair statement, 
but the statement that he made that the Senator from Oregon opposed 


ol 


t 
everything except the one plan reported by the Committee on Coast 


Defenses is just as far from the truth as night is from day. 

The Senator from Oregon has never upon this floor or elsewh 
| posed a single proposition coming from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions or any other committee that was in accordance with the recom 
mendations of the Board on Fortifications and other Defenses, or t! 
he understood to be really and heartily recommended by the Depart- 
ment. 

More than that, the plan which is condemned by the Senator from 
Massachusetts has always received, so far as I know, the emphatic 
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dorsement of the Department. The Senator from Oregon has opposed 
during the time this bill has been under consideration and at other 
sessions the proposition to manufacture cast-iron guns or mortars com- 
posed in part of cast iron, because that proposition was in direct con- 
flict with the recommendations of the Board on Fortifications and other 
Defenses with strong statements which have been made by the Chief 
of Ordnance and by the Secretary of War, and because he had reason 
to know that the qualified recommendation or approval of appropria- 
tions for that class of guns was made simply because it was supposed 
that nothing better could be obtained, and they preferred those to 
none. 

Che Senator from Oregon also at the last session opposed the propo- 
sition to contract with private parties, and he felt it his duty to show, 
what is undoubtedly the fact, that private parties will not undertake 
to contract for these guns unless they can have profit enough to justify 
them in putting up the extensive plant; and the Senator from Oregon 
still believes that it would be better for the Government to build and 
own its own plant than to pay parties for the plant to be used in man- 
ufacturing one hundred guns, which will then be their private prop- 
erty. 

Now, as I said before, if a gun factory is secured and owned by pri- 
vate parties it will be on the Atlantic coast. About one-fourth, in 
round numbers, of all the guns and mortars required, if I recollect cor- 
rectly the plan reported by the Board on Fortifications and other De- 
fenses, are needed on the Pacific coast. 

But that plan did not take into consideration very important fortifica- 

tions; that is, the fortifications for Puget Seund and another point 
probably on the California coast. My calculation also of the number 
of guns did not take into consideration the guns required for the Navy. 
We are building naval vessels over there, and if there is not a factory 
on the Pacific coast for the assembling of the parts of the guns and the 
manufacture of guns, they must be manufactured in the East and trans- 
ported across the continent or shipped around the Horn at great ex- 
ense. 
; The provision by which large sums are given to private parties for 
the purpose of enabling them to erect a gun factory for the manufac- 
ture of these guns, I say can only be utilized upon this coast, and it 
makes no provision for the manufacture of any guns on the Pacific 
coast, so strongly recommended by the board. 

I say, and I will stand upon it, that I believe it will be the part of 
wisdom to take this excessive appropriation over the cost of the guns 
and construct a gun factory on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator overlook the provision of the second 
section of the fortification act of last year, which is in these words ? 





That contracts may be made for not exceeding one-fourth of the guns herein 
provided for, to be constructed on the Pacific coast, in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

Mr. DOLPH. Idonot. I say that it is a delusion and a sham, for 
the reason that no sane man and no company would undertake toenter 
into a contract for the construction of twenty-five guns, which would 
involve on their part the necessity of spending at least a million dol- 
lars for the erection of a gun factory, and take their chances on future 
contracts. It is not possible that any man or any company would take 
advantage of that provision contained in the second section of the last 
bill, or as proposed to be amended by this bill, unlessa contract could 
be obtained for the whole one hundred guns, because the plant is so 
expensive. Therefore that provision cuts no figure at all in the matter. 

Mr. President, I do not understand that the provision for contract- 
ing with private parties originated with the War Department or with 
the officers of the Government. I think I know where it came from 
and I think the Senater from Massachusetts knows where it came from. 
I think it was presented to me and urged upon me in private and by 
printed pamphlets long before it was adopted by the Committee on 
Appropriations. If they lent any countenance to it it has been re- 
cently, since the committee proposed to enter upon that method of ob- 
taining guns. it was not in the bill as it came from the House of 
Represen**** »s. It originated in the Senate Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The Senator does me an injustice when he says that I was opposed 
to the appropriation of any amount whatever for any purpose that was 
ever recommended by the board which had this matter under consid- 
eration. I believe I have given good reasons whenever I have opposed 
any proposition of the committee. I have stood here in the Senate 
opposing the cutting down of appropriations sent to usin the bills from 
the other House for these legitimate and economical purposes, as I con- 
sidered them. I have only opposed measures when I thought the 
money could be better expended in other directions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs], 
with whom I concur generally in what he has been saying, except so 
far as he criticised the Senator from Oregon, is mistaken slightly in one 
historical statement. Just about five years ago the Committee on Ord- 
nance and War Ships, appointed by the Senate in 1884, submitted a re- 
port which is contained in the volume I holdin my hand. The report 
itself is brief, but contains most valuable testimony from manufactur- 
ersand others, covering substantially these very questions. That board 
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condensed its conclusions under ten heads, and upon the lines there 
indicated both the Army and the Navy have been proceeding ever 
since, not because the committee happened to say it, but because the 
committee collected from all the wisest steel-manufacturers in the 
country and from the boardsof the Army and the Navy, that had been 
investigating and studying the subject before, what seemed to the com- 
mittee wise conclusions, and on that line, I say, both Departments 
have been going. 

One of the questions was how should big guns be manufactured. It 
was evident that a plant sufficient to both forge and finish—these de- 
partments being easily separated—would not be put up by private 
citizens under this condition of affairs, under the uncertainty as to pub- 
lic sentiment, and under the uncertainty as to how large contracts the 
Government would offer. It was clear then that, if'a sufficiently large 
business was presented, manufacturers could put in the heavy plants 
that were requisite. So the Senate committee five years ago said: 

The manufacture of guns suitable for ships and coast defense should be di- 
vided between private foundries and Government shops, the former providing 


the forged and tempered parts and the latter finishing those parts and assem- 
bling them, 


Then the committee proceeds to say: 


The Government should establish two factories for machine-finishing and as- 
sembling guns— 


Both nearly done. 


The weight of opinion among army and navy experts and prominent manu- 
facturers of heavy work in steel decidedly indicates the Washington navy yard 
and the Watervliet arsenal as the best sites for such factories. When the de- 
termination to contract for heavy guns shall have been reached the localities for 
finishing them can easily be determined. 


Here I want the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. The 
committee also said that— 
In the course of a few years— 


That is on the supposition that the Government was going into the 
business earnestly— 


In the course of a few years it is quite certain that the private makers would 
be disposed to enlarge their works and build the complete gun, when the Gov- 
ernment could either dispose of its plant or hold it in reserve as a powerful 
check or for experimental work. 


It will not sell them, but keep them in reserve for certain results, 
I will publish the conclusions of the committee in my remarks, if there 
be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The conclusions referred to are as follows: 


Our conclusions are: 

1, The United States is metallurgically independent for all purposes of war- 
fare. 

2. The manufacture of iron and steel for peaceful purposes has kept pace with 
the foremost science and skill of the world. For steel-making the casting ca- 
pacity is ample, but the heavy forging and finishing of guns and armor will re- 
quire new and costly plants. 

3. The machinery and machine-tools of the navy yards are sufficient for the 
building of engines, but much of it is obsolete and no longer economical; the 
means of building iron or steel ships are lacking; one yard has a good plant of 
limited capacity for finishing steel guns and has done some good work. 

4. Asa partial check upon private builders and asa resource in case of ne- 
cessity, some ships should be built in navy yards, the parts to be furnished by 
private foundries. Ships in general should be built by private contract, and 
private yards are capable of doing the work. The uncertain nature of repairs 
is such that some Government yards should be kept ready to make them. 

5. Armor plate and engines should be obtained wholly from private manu- 
facturers. 

6. The costly experiments of twenty-five years have reached a stage which 
justifiescertain conclusions. Guns should be made of open-hearth steel, forged, 
breech-loading, chambered, of calibers ranging from 5 to 16 inches, of lengths 
ranging from 30 to 35 calibers. Armorand projectiles should be made of forged 
steel. The hydraulic forging press produces better results than the steam ham- 
mer, costs much less, and should be used for Government work. Ships should 
be constructed of steel, but certain minor classes may be composite, of steel and 
wood. 

7. The manufacture of guns suitable for ships and coast defense should be 
divided between private foundries and Government shops, the former provid- 
ing the ae and tempered parts and the latter finishing those parts and as- 
sembling them. 

8. The Government should establish two factories for machine-finishing and 
assembling guns. The weight of opinion among Army and Navy experts and 
prominent manufacturers of heavy work in steel decidedly indicates the Wash- 
ington navy yard and the Watervliet arsenal as the best sites for such factories. 
When the determination to contract for heavy guns shall have been reached, 
the localities for finishing them can easily be determined. 

9. All needed private capital is ready for cheerful co-operation with the Gov- 
ernment in whatever it may require. 

10. Proposals for armor and guns should require such quantities and extend 
over such a series of years as to justify private persons in securing the best 
plant. Payments should be made only for completed work and only the guar- 
antied bids of persons having capital and experience should be considered. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Government has entered upon that policy. I 
am bound to say in certain respects this amendmentis upon that line. 
Though I have very serious doubts about the success of it, I shall try 
to be hopeful. Ishould like to amend it, but will not try todoso now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. There was an amendment offered yesterday by the 
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Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], from the Committee on Appropria- the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia is n 
tions. The Senator from Kansas is out at present. Itis animportant | corded. ae ; : 1 
amendment, and if it is at the desk I will offer it. ; sa _ Mr. DAWES. Then I will withdraw m, », as [am paired y 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it is not | h . - . 
. ’ \ anr nnce the n ‘ wen! \I wit] 
at the Secretary’s desk. me r. CALL, Ianno ince the of my colleague [1 ith 
Mr. DAWES. The amendment is in reference to the transfer 1n | tl nator from North Dak Mr. CASEY If pre y col- 
New Jersey of a portion of a military reservation to the Navy Depart- | league would vote ‘‘nay. / 
ment . : Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is not at the desk. | Evsris Not knowing how he would vote if present, I withhold 
Mr. DAWES. Itis probably in the Recorp. IdonotseetheSen- | vote. 
. ‘ a NI \W I ftar having ted in +t} neant . inquire 
ator from Kansas here. Mr. WALTHALL (afte r having voted in ive). J ing 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate can return to that amend- | whether the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 8 > has + 
ment. The bill is still in Committee ofthe Whole and open to amend- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from W 
mert. The amendments of the Committee on Appropriations have all | re orded. 
been disposed of except the one referred to by the Senator from Mas-| \ W ALTHAI I to withdra wnat lam 1 
sachusetts. 7 : with t At Senatk r. . 
, ffer an amendment to the bill, to be added as Mr. PUGH. Ia to-dav of the Senato 1 
Mr. DOLPH. o Q a PUG a! se 
separate sections. . : Vest Virginia Mr. KENNA t Senator from Colorado 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. Wi LCOTT }. 
The Cu1er CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the bill the following rhe result was announ \ S nays follows 
as new sections: SEAS—2 
Sec. —. That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropt iated B .ckburn, Hoa Mor Sheva 3 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erection | Bla ry I galls, I c 
of suitable buildings, the purchase of suitable machinery and other materials | ¢ handler ‘Tet ‘0 Platt Stockbridg 
necessary for the establishment and maintenance, at some point on or neal the | Dolph, Me Millan Power i ler, 
Pacific coast, of a plant for finishing and assembling the parts of heavy guns | Frye M unde son, Sanders Wa i 
and other ordnance for the use of the Army and Navy. ; Higgins, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Sec. —. That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a board, to con- SAYS—27 
sist of three officers of the Army and three officers of the Navy, W ho shall ex- d ‘ 
amine and report what, in their opinion, is the most suitable site for the erec- | Allison. Daniel, Hampton 
tion of the plant provided for in the foregoing section of this act; and no money | }3 iY Davis Harris. 
therein appropriated shall be expended at any point until the point so selected Dixor Hawley. Sawyer, 
shall have been approved by the President. Blodgett Edmun Sherman, 
Sec. —. That for the payment of the necessary expenses of the board to be | Cockre Georce Van 
appointed under the provisions of the preceding section of this act the sum of | Col: Gibs Vest 
$2,500 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | ¢ Gray, 
appropriated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment nidsiel Colquitt. =n i 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon. a ilees. aia camo urpie, 
Mr. DOLPH. Ionly wish to add a word to what I have already | Bate, Eustis M regan Vo rhees 
said, and that is, that amendment is a precise copy of the bill intro- ao Farwoil eae Sassen” 
duced at the last session by the senior Senator from California [Mr. | (aj, Faulkner: Daltieneds: Wilson of lows, 
STANFORD]. It was referred to the Commit _> on Coast Defenses, | Cameron, Gorman, Quay, Wilson of Md 
It was favorably reported from that committee and is now on the Sen- ett a ; = oe V 
. . . . . < Asie, aise, ce » bie 
ate Calendar. At the present session I reported it by direction of the | Casey, Seenet Rican. San 
Committee on Coast Defenses and had it referred to the Committee on i : 
iati i r i , amendame! ras rejected, 
Appropriations. It is, therefore, in order under the rule. MT, Pr UMB I * ve th 4 Fa " 
: ah Racin Tae : , sUMB. I > the amendment whi 3 the de 
It will be observed that the appropriation is for a gun factory for the core t tl a of th i. 
y i ‘ ‘ome i ne Cio0se 0 ne Dil, 
Army and Navy, a factory to provide for the one-fourth, more or less, | “ Tt  PRESIDI ae ‘ FICE] i a etl ee Ua 
oui ifi ( > bie IN UbBh. ihe amendmen l ( ited. 
of the guns required on the Pacific coast, for the ports named by the The Siasean tees r . o d — = 
iff i i \ + : he EF IRE. t 1S propose insert as section ~ the 
Board on Fortifications, and also the guns required for the fortifications | _ 4% UHIEF CLERK proposed to ‘ 
at Puget Sound, and the guns required for the armament of the naval | '"5 _ . 
vessels which are constructed on that coast. Ido not care to discuss _ se ut the Se retary of War be, and he is her y, authorized to transfer 
such portion otf the sit¢ { the nited States 1 vder Dover N 
the amendment further. a . et 3., to the Mavy Desertmont for maqesin P a oe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | be for the interest of the public serv it roperty so tra 1 sha 
of the Senator from Oregon. [Putting the question.] The ayes seem | thereatter be under the exclusive { r ft 
to have it. | Mr. PLUME. Mr. President, the Government owns about 2,000 
Mr. DOLPH. I give notice that I will not demand a division now, | acres of land in the vicinity mentioned in the amendment, on which i 
but in the Senate I shall ask for a separate vote and call for the yeas | has anumber of powder d pots for theuse of the Army. This land wa 
and nays. ; | selected because of the fact that it was, while in close proximity to the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not yet announced his | seacoast, shut off from the sea air, which operates to deteriora ow 
decision. The Chair said: ** The ayes seem to have it. der. Powder stored along the seacoast deteriorates at the rate of 2501 
Mr. PLUMB. I call for a division, 30 per cent. perannum. There is good authority for stating that in 
The question being put, there were—ayes 12—— the locality where this powder depot is located the powder does not 
Mr. PLUMB. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. deteriorate at all. Ihave been on the ground myself and know that 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to | there is ample room there for powder depots for both the Army and 
call the roll. the Navy. ‘ ! 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- | mentioned in this amendment, a 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. I do not know how he | for the purchase on the part of 
would vote if present, but I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ | in other portions of the country. 
Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that this land is far enouch from 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn}], and therefore withbold my | the seacoast so that the powder will not be affected by t] 
vote. Mr. PLUMB. It will not be affected by the seaairatall. 1 
Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the | Jand lies between two ranges of mountains and is supposed to be « 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. My colleague [Mr. Casey ] by ‘it 
is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
-. Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE}. 


Lit 
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The Secretary of War has suggested the transfer which i 
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pecially adapted for the preservation of powd 
tion with reference to the seacoast and salt air. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is it accessible for transportation ? 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes; a railroad runs right through th 


r by reason ol 





Mr. WILSON, of lowa (when his name was called). I am paired Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Kansas whether lis 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson ]. transfer will obviate the expenditure of the $75,000 heretofore appro- 
priated for a new powder depot ? 
Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- Mr. PLUMB. That is what is expected to be done. 
lina (Mr. BuTLER}. The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


Mr. COKE, I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] 
is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
my colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
is Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the negative), Has the Sena- 

. tor from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt] voted? 


ment of the Senator from Kansas 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offerthe amendment of which I gave notice the day 
before yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


| 

| 

| 

j 

| 

| 

| 

| 

The roll-call was concluded. | 
If present, 








The CuHier Cui It is proposed to add as new sections the fol- 
lowin 

Ss Phat the President be requested to invite all foreign powers with 
Ww m the United States maintains diplomatic relations to designate represent- 
R es lo meet with those of the United States, not exceeding ten in number, 
to be appointed by the President, for the purpose of holding an international 
conference in the city of Washington on the first Monday of February, A. D. 
1892, witha view to the formation of an international alliance, which shall be 


valid and binding upon those powers who shall ratify and agree to the same, 


the objects of which alliance shall be 
First. To suppress the crime of kidnaping and the slave trade within the limits 
ofthe continent of Africa, and to destroy the traffic in the liberty of human be- 


ings and the institution of slavery in all parts of the world, 
Second, To regulate and suppress the traffic in intoxicating liquors and other 


noxious substances, and also in firearms, gunpowder, and the means of de- 
struction between so-called civilized men and nations and other less civilized 
peoples, especially with the inhabitants ofthe continents of Africa, Asia, and the 
islands of the sea, and also to promote among them the establishment of schools 
of common knowledge of agricultural and mechanic industry, and the arts of 
civilized life. 

Third. To secure the reduction and, so far as possible, the disbandment of ex- 


isting military and naval establishments, and to prevent the arming of nations 
and the waging of wars hereafter; also to promote the creation of tribunals 
for the trial and settlement of international controversies, and such other meas- 
for the welfare of mankind as can be better secured by the joint efforts of 
nations 


SEK 


ures 


Phat $100,000 are hereby appropriated from any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, so much thereof as may be necessary to be expended 
in carrying out the object of this act. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the treaty which was reported this morning 
is a much more mature and comprehensive arrangement, in which the 
great nations have joined toaccomplish the same beneficial results, and 
I regret exceedingly that the Senator from New Hampshire did not 
put his amendment in order to present it earlier, so that we could have 
anticipated that treaty. Iam obliged to raise the point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that this proposition has been before the Senate approaching a 
year, and I am very glad if my offering it here as an amendment to 
this bill—it was impossible to reach its consideration in any other 
way —has led to some action by other committees in the way of re- 
porting a treaty which does cover a portion of the subject-matter which 
is embraced in this amendment, although by no means the whole of it, 
nor the most important part of it. 

isut I take it as a compliment to the importance of this proposition 
that the Committee on Appropriations or the Senator from Massachu- 
setts seemed to have found it necessary to bring about instantaneous 
explosive action by the Committee on Foreign Relations this morning 
and interfere with the morning business itself, in order that there might 
be an executive session in which this partial action should be taken 
and thus enable the Senator to meet this proposition by a suggestion that 
the business is already done. 

The proposed treaty does reach to the extent that it is an effort to 
suppress the slave trade on the continent of Africa and the trade’in in- 
toxicating drinks, and I take it that it is some indorsement of this 
proposition, which the Senator was inelined to ridicule only yesterday, 
that seventeen pations of this world have approved the proposition 
which I offef here as an amendment, so far as the suppression of the 

++ade-ih intoxicating liquors in Africa and the slave trade in Africa is 
concerned. 

If this entire proposition could be thus indorsed and the civilized 
world could combine in a union of nations, not to suppress the traflic 
in intoxicating liquors in Africa alone, but in the whole world, not to 
suppress the institution of slavery in Africa alone, but in the whole 
world, and then, further, in that same union bring to bear the physical 
foree of the civilized world to put an end to war between the inde- 
pendent mudicipalities and nations now inclined to engage in it, a 
vastly greater benefit to mankind would be the result. 

I thank the Senator from Massachusetts and the Committee on For- 
eign Relations that they have thus hastily been able to raise an objec- 
tion to this amendment, which they thus do, that to a certain but 
very limited extent it is no longer necessary. I trust the time will 
come when the Senate of the United States by its great committees and 
the Congress of the United States and the world will adopt the proposi- 
tion itself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
state his point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the point of order is stated I desire to say 
a few words upon the question. 

I can assure my friend from New Hampshire that the Committee on 


The Senator from Massachusetts will 


Foreign Relations did not intend to deprive him of the honor of intro- ! 


ducing this proposition. On the contrary-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I made no suggestion of that description, but the re- 
marks of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] seemed to put 
me under the necessity of saying something. I hope the Senator from 
Ohio will not object to anything that I have said. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Not atall. 

Mr. BLAIR, I pass back the compliment with both hands, and I 
congratulate the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations that 
this action has been taken by his committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have no doubt the Senator from New Hampshire 
is very sincere in his desire to prevent the slave trade and to prevent 
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the improper importation and transportation of liquors and arms in 
Africa, but this is a movement which has been going on a long time 
and which was anticipated long before this session of Congress, The 
Senator has said a good deal to us about this subject. I suppose four 
or five years ago this movement was started among the good people of 
various countries. Itisavery important proposition. Some time last 
July the various powers interested in the suppression of the slave trade, 
after conferences with each other, arranged for the meeting of the rep- 
resentatives of seventeen different powers, including not only the Chris- 
tian nations, but Mchammedan nations. Persia, Turkey, Russia, Eng- 
land, and all the great nations of Europe met through their represent- 
atives at Brussels in July Jast and framed the treaty which this morn- 
ing was made public upon my motion, in order to facilitate its passage 
and its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it been printed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been printed. It came to us as an execu- 
tive document on the 29th of January, 1891, and it has been printed 
in confidence for a week and has been considered by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. It was reported back this morning, and the in- 
junction of secrecy has been removed from it, so that I am at liberty 
to speak of it and the world at large is at liberty to consider it. 

It is a remarkable document. It covers all the humanitarian ques- 
tions which grow out of the colonization and settlement of Africa by 
which these seventeen nations enter into stipulation and contribute in 
their way to the absolute suppression not only of the slave trade on the 
ocean, but ofthe slave trade between the different countries of Africa, and 
also to restrain and prevent the importation and the use of arms of an 
improved character among the natives, soas to prevent the destruction 
which has already commenced, not only in wars among themselves, but 
in wars by other countries with them. It also provides for atax upon 
the importation of liquors, the restraint in some places, and the prohi- 
bition in others, It is a very long document of some thirty pages, but 
it is full of the kind of meat upon which my friend from New Hamp- 
shire feeds. I have no doubt he will be very glad of its final passage, 
as I may say every friend of humanity, every generous-minded man, 
and everyone who desires good to his fellow-man will rejoice that such 
a movement has been made among the nations of the world. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Ohio well says that movements of 
this kind have been in progress for a great while. The agitation for 
the suppression of the liquor traffic in Africa has been going on for 
even a longer period than the Senator has specified. Nevertheless the 
evil has continued and has increased. There was a meeting, as I un- 
derstand, of these nations last November or December. I will ask the 
Senator when the session was held in Brussels. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A session was held in Brussels in July last, but 
precisely when the negotiations closed I can not state. 

Mr. BLAIR. The negotiation was last November. Thisis a con- 
fidential document which I have never seen and the contents of which 
none of us have any knowledge, except from the statement of the Sena- 
tor; but I understood the Senator to say with reference to the traffic in 
intoxicating drinks that it is a proposition to license or to regulate 
rather than to suppress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The treaty is intended to suppress the traflic and 
very strong language is usedinregardtoit. TheSenator will see upon 
reading the document that in some places the traflic is absolutely pro- 
hibited, in some places it is regulated, and in some places it isthe sub- 
Various methods are used, but the whole object of the 
tréaty is as I have stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. These efforts have been going on for a long time, but 
individual nations, many of which, perhaps the most of them, are 
continental nations, have been insisting upon their absolute right te 
trade in these articles, until the destruction resulting has amounted te 
some four or five million human beings annually, as has been stated 
by what are supposed to be accurate observers. 

I have no doubt these treaties will be of very great benefit in this 
humanitarian direction, and I am exceedingly glad that these steps 
have been taken. I hope they will soon lead to additional and greater 
efforts in the same line, which will undoubtedly at some time accom- 
plish all the good that was contemplated in the proposition which | 
have submitted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Blair]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I reserved the point of order on the amendments 
on page 2 for torpedoes for harbor defense, for the purchase of subma- 
rine mines, and for casemates and cable galleries. 

Mr. HARGIS. The Senator means that he desires to reserve the 
amendments for separate votes in the Senate, and not to make a point 
of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Did I say “‘ point of order’’? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iso understood the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I meant that I wished to reserve for separate votes 
the two clauses I have referred to. But, under the assurance of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that if the War Department insists that 
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the full sum is needed the conferees on the part of the Senate will 
yield the point in conference, I will withdraw the request for separate 
votes on the amendments. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, except the amend- | 


ments on page 2, which have been reserved. 


Mr. ALLISON. I did not understand that any amendments had | 


been reserved. 
Mr. DAWES. There are no amendments reserved now. 
Mr. HARRIS. Did not theSenator from Connecticut reserve certain 
amendments? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have withdrawn the request, and if I included 


others I will give them up and not insist on a separate vote now. The | 


bill is better than what it was, and I will not occupy any more time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 12922, being the Military Academy appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12922) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Secretary reads the bill at length I will 
say that the Committee on Appropriations recommended no amend- 
ment to this bill in its original report, but I have one amendment 
which I shall ask the Senate to consider at the proper time. I hope 
that by unanimous consent any amendments to be offered will be 
offered as the reading of the bill is proceeded with, so as to save time. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read to the end of 
the second clause on page 1, line 10. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose it is better to ask for any explanation 
that may be required as the reading proceeds. The second clause, 
which has just been read, is in these words: 

For pay of one Superintendent of the United States Military Academy (col- 
onel), in addition to pay as lieutenant colonel of engineers, $500. 

Do I understand that the law provides that the commandant shall 
have the pay of a colonel of engineers and that this amount only brings 
the pay of the superintendent, according to his present grade, up to 
that of a colonel of engineers ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatistrue. The presentsuperintendent is a lieu- 
tenant colonel, and this is to make his pay the same as that of a colonel 
of engineers. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
18 on page 2. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I inquire if the provisions which have just been 
read for additional pay for all these officers are based upon the same 
principle as in the case of the superintendent of the Academy; that is, 
the law specifies that an officer filling a Gertain place shall have a cer- 
tain compensation, that of a major or of a captain or whatever it may 
be. The amounts here appropriated, I understand, bring the pay of 
the officers with their present rank up to the amounts provided by law. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true of every officer provided for in these 
various paragraphs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the reason for the additional pay being 
granted ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the reason for it, and it is a mere repeti- 
tion of what is contained in the existing law. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
the clause on page 3, line 9, as follows: 


For pay of the Military Academy band, $9,240, which shall be in full for the 


pay of the said band for the year ending June 30, 1892, any law to the conteary 
notwithstanding. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Why is that provision inserted—‘‘ any law to the | 


contrary notwithstanding?’’ Is that an increase of this provision over 
what it has been heretofore? It reads: 


For pay of the Military Academy band, $9,240. 


Mr. ALLISON. There is an old statute which provides for the pay 
of this military band, and this sum is in excess of the amount provided 
for in that statute, but we have appropriated just as we do in this 
paragraph for five or six years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no increase by this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. No increase by this bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


| 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The Corer CLERK. On page 17, after line 21, it is proposed to in- 


sert 
r necessarv re ira ¢ sinks nad batl oms fo dets. $5.00 
r necessary repairs (oO SinDkwS An‘ MLM rOOMS lor caqcects, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
| was concurred in. 

lhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
| a third time. 

Che bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION Bll 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
| of House bill 12227, being the annual appropriation bill for the pay- 
| ment of invalid and other pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I inquire if that motion is made for the purpose 
of attempting to consider the bill this evening or simply for the put 
pose of making it the unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire to say to the Senate that I will not press 
| the consideration of the bill to-night, but I desire to have it taken up 
immediately after the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow. 
I want it to be the untinished business for to-morrow, and therefore I 
will not ask that it be taken up for action to-night. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen 
ator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12227) making appropria 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the bill of the Senator from Iowa is pending, 
I desire to enter a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, but I will give way for any other necessary business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is onthe motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give way for a moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator withdraws the motion for 
the present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire of the Senator from Ohio if he understands 
that the executive session, which he desires, will be likely to take the 
remainder of the evening. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will, as the treaty will have to be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will be useless for me then to ask to take up the 
labor bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will not antagonize my mo 
tion now. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 








PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROANOKE, VA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Before putting the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio, the Chair lays before the Senate the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. My colleague [Mr. DANIEL] has charge of that 
bill, and I understand he desires the Senate to nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and to ask for a committee of 
} conference. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator make that motion? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia moves that 
the Senate nonconcur in the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives and ask for a committee of conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MorriLi, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr, DANIEL were appointed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I nowrenew my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the motion of the Sen- 
| ator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
| tive business, : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock and 10 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 5, 1891, at 
11 o’clock a, m. 





| 
| 


CONFIRMATION. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 4, 1891. 





COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


David N. Comingore, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
enue for the sixth district of Kentucky. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 4, 1891. 

| H met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
tT MN | i), |) 

u roc of yesterday was read and approved. 
INS M’ BLAIR. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Con tt f the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of t 1074) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair and that 
t! sider 

. New York asks unanimous 

nt f pI nt consideration o! the bill which the Clerk will 

Al } : t ul 

i read 

Whereas J H M r, late a first lieutenant in the Fifteenth United 
£ : of t President, dated October 6, 1863, wholly 

¢ rvice,a was afterward, « April 8, 1864, ordered by the 
President to be 1 r f sability incident to the service and to be placed 

, i tit list i ha n ‘sn borne upon such retired list, up 
t i, and ha é irly paid as such retired officer up to 
\y 854, and the Court of Cla s has 1 ntly decided that the order o 
‘ resident of Ay 8 mpting to revoke the order of October 6, 1863 
Ww t hit him to the retired list, was not operative 
br} 

/ Tha pro sof law regulating appointments in the 
Ar | ion in the line are hereby suspended for the purposes of this 
act as they affect John Hollins McBiair; and the President 
ca *xercise of his own discretion and judgment, nominate 
an and consent of the Senate, appoint said John Hol- 
lin tenant in the Fifteenth United States Infantry Regi- 
mi ) e grade and rank of first lieutenant in the Army of the United 
St n th untry service, and to place him upon the retired list of the Army 

S« April 8 i,with the pay of his grade andrank from April 30, 
i with a full discharge from all liability for any sums paid to or received 
! eV sly to sad date 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the |} 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the object of the bill is not well seen from the 
bill ftself, I hone there is some report accompanying the bill which wil 
he l 

Mr.SPINOLA. The report, I will say to my friend from Indiana, 
is a very long one; but I will briefly state the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will let the report be read 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is a very lengthy one. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make an explanation, as the 
report is a very lengthy one 

Mr. HOLMAN, I shall not object to a statement being made. 

ir. SPINOLA. Iwillsimply state, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. McBlair 
was dropped from the rolls by an order of the Courtof Claims: He was 
placed upon the retired list by the order of Abraham Lincoln, Presi- 
dent of the United States 

On review of this case, the President,not being satisfied but that the disabling 
dis e was contracted in the service, directs that the action of the Department 
be so modified that Lieutenant MeBlair be placed on the retired list instead of 
bei dropped, and as of the date at which be was dropped. 

A. LINCOLN 

A L 8, 1864. 


That was in his own handwriting and after a very careful and full 
consideration of the facts. Now, lately the Court of Claims has dropped 
Mr. McBlair from the list from some cause; but there were two cases 
pending, and one was carried tothe United States Supreme Court, which 
set aside the proceedings of the Court of Claims and declared that the 
President had the right todo the very thinghedid. Sothatis the law 
as it stands to-day. These are the facts; it is a very proper case, and 
I hope gentlemen will permit it to pass. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Why was he dropped? 


Mr. SPINOLA. The Court of Claims said the President had no 
right to put him on the retired list, and they dropped him; but since 
that decision of the Court of Claims in the Runkle case, which was 
tried and appealed to the Supreme Court, that court set aside the find- | 
ing of the Court of Claims and decided that the President did have the | 


right, and that isthe law to-day. Therefore, the order of Abraham Lin- 
coln in putting him on the retired list was a proper order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do the two cases stand upon the same footing? 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘They both stand upon the same footing. Itis the 
law to-day, and it is all right, and I assure my friends that it ought 
to pass 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Now that the bill is before us, 
I would like to have a little information about the bill than we 
have in the bill itself. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman state what point he wants in- 
formation upon? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Preci 
know what service this gentleman rendered. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I think you will find it in the preamble of the bill. 
John Hollins McBlair was appointed first lieutenant in the Fifteenth 
United States Infantry on May 14, 1861. I had a personal conversa- 


more 


I would like to 


sely so. 
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tion with the colonel of the regiment myself, and he told me that he 
was one of the healthiest and brightest and one of the most rugged 
He belonged 
to a family of this city distinguished for their extraordinary health and 
longevity, and there was nothing in that family by which any of its 


| members could inherit any ailment of any kind or description what- 


| ever, 








Young McBlair had been a strong, healthy boy, and at the time 
of the appointment which has been mentioned he was in the full vigor 
of youthful health. 
fe served with his regiment at Newport Barracks, Kentucky, from 
y, 1861, to September, 1861, and was in the field until November 
1861, when he was placed on sick leave. During his sickness he 
was treated very unwisely and unskillfully by the army surgeon, who 
insisted on contravening the suggestions of the family physician. 
He was on duty in the office of the Commissary General of Subsistence 
until August, 1863, when he was ordered before rmy retiring board 
That board found that he was incapaci- 


Jul 


is 


an ¢ 
ané 


assembled at New York City. 
tated for active service, and that the incapacity did not result from any 
incident of the service; and it recommended that he should be wholly 
retired from the service. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. Has this bill ever passed Congress before ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; and Mr. Cleveland vetoed it. He vetoed 
the bill before this decision of the Supreme Court had been made. After 
Mr. Cleveland vetoed the bill the Supreme Court decision was rendered 
whereby it declared the President of the United States had the right 
and authority to designate this man and to put him on the retired list. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ *‘ Vote !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPINOLA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil] was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Am I entitled to another bill, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was not even entitled to that one. 
[ Laughter. ] 


my friend a question. 


J. A. OWENBY. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged reso- 


| lution. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That J. A. Owenby, having been heard by the House pursuant to 
the order requiring him to show cause why he should not be punished for con- 
tempt for refusing or neglecting to respond to the subpoena commanding him to 
appear before the special committee to investigate alleged silver pools, and, in 
purging himself of the contempt for which he is in custody, has appeared and 


| testified before said committee, is hereby discharged from the custody of the 


Sergeant-at-Arms. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Would thegentleman from Maine be willing to amend 
that by adding ‘‘And whereas he has not yet testified to anything or 
implicated anybody ?’’ [Laughter. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I move the previous question on the adoption of 


JAMES H. SMITH. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late 
postmaster at Memphis, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, ai- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to James H. Smith, late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn., the sum of $407.82, in full 
satisfaction for money expended by him for lights necessary to and used in 
the post office 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill ? 

Mr. ROGERS. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I will reserve the objection for the purpose of hear- 


| ing an explanation. 


Mr. EVANS. The report is very brief. 
passed the Senate—— 

Mr. ROGERS. The greatest objection to the report is its brevity. 
I want to hear it read. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. EVANS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.139)entitled “An 
act for the relief of James H.Smith, late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn.,”’ re- 
port 

That upon a careful examination of the report made to the Senate at this 
session by Senator Wrison,of Maryland (Senate eee No. 120), the facts justify 
the passage of this act, and being satisfied with said Senate report, your com- 
mittee adopt it as their own, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


This bill has three times 
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The bill was ordered to 'athird reading; and it wasaccordingly read | connection Second Lieut. William C. S Second ] ’ 
the third time, and passed. oe = ei wanting —_ te © n of his demanding, alo 
Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | hy command ot ‘esata a bed oma gp ‘1s 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the IVIN M WELI 


table. 





























The latter motion was agreed to. ~ Gen. T. W.S 
CAPT. WILLIAM C. SPENCER. ‘ and w is 
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- | thes eg sac 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to ex- r vedt Vs 
amine and report as to the physical eondition of William C. Spencet nex eren e 
at the time of his resignation trom the Army. mo % vtite. to wi 
The bill was read, as fol to 
Be it enacted, etc., That tary of War be va es ‘ 
and directed to appointa s of > Arn t ‘4 1 eh 
asto the physical condition of William Spencer, late _ 
States Army,at the time of his resig :ation from said s t . we = 
if any, under which he was then suf and w r . : 
he was entitled to retirement at the tim his said resi r ” 
to Congress the findings of said ! 5 ss 3 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of ae SES, ation was i 
this bill? uppr ; dl ae a 
Mr. HOLMAN. If there is a report accompanying the bill it onght | ' x1 w had rind 
to be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the report 1s quit 3 gives me | . 
long. racter of this ol 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then I hope the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. YODER | Py i asian 
will explain the bill. 
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply provides for a cOmmis- Newport, R. 1 7 
sion to inquire into the physical condition of this officer at the time he \ F. Ba e Army.a wi 
left the service and ascertain whether he was in such a condition as st complim ry manner, in a letter wri t t 
would entitle him to be placed on the retired list. If it all appear sews iscepsiceonaet *% Sea ; 
that his condition at the time was not such as to entitle him to be re- ( IN.H_D Tamaunatiae Cas it S ee 
tired, of course the report will be adverse. That is all there is in the |!" n writt New la |, 1d, whates that in his 01 
bill. ion Lieutenant Spen Infantry, to w t 1 Dar 
Mr. KELLEY. Is he already on the retired list ? his life, in quelling 2 blo a 
Mr. YODER. Oh, no. This bill is for the purpose of appointing a | "n., and the Chippewa 1 8, in 1858 
commission to investigate and discover whether he was in such a con- | “te ycoonde of the War 1 
dition as to entitle him to go wpon the retired list. United States Army, at the : 
Mr. COBB. Is he in the service now ? both as an officer and ul 4 C. Spencer, a ‘ 
Mr. YODER. No. Sean Ecole aaeiaer adler oneaein athe fenera 
Mr. COBB. Then what is the necessity for this board ? States Infantry, and © a ential ' aaa a 
Mr. YODER. This is a case that has excited thesympathy of a great | P2nieso! the r ent at tP . 
many people who know Lieutenant Spencer. He was one of the bravest | "Gane w. ' 
officers that ever entered the service the Confed 2, under 
Mr. COBB. Was he a lieutenant in the Army? paigt 1s rond i 
Mr. YODER. He was a lieutenant in the volunteer service and also | 9." aes ; - as ee Seen = 
afterwards in the regular service. He was irregularly gotten out of |! siding court at I mi 7. ae eel 1 ; 
the service on account of some difficulty, and the question now is—— | heme guard Maryland volunteers. 
Mr. COBB. Did not he resign ? SCs cere ene renee ue t t 
Mr. YODER. Well, he resigned, but he resigned nnder—— Stanton did us r prote 
Mr. COBB. He resigned under a cloud? Captain Spencer, or irin his e's arr ind tar 
Mr. YODER. Ob, no, not under a cloud. eek eee ed such 8 x sed for dis and 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Heresigned in the full light of day, I suppose? | « sisieinaill seandinadiaeti iti ancien a sheesh pte gma iige ed his 
Mr. YODER. In the full light of day, and if the gentleinan from | “till hanging over bh 
Alabama [Mr. Cons] knew the circumstances he would not object to |p: Mckinben Sax. Oned FOr it gallantry on that ( ral D 
this bill. eee a ee i ee 
Mr. COBB. Well, I would like to know about the case so as to be 1, and, in Decembe 462, he was for the third ti snceaneck i tle: Aer 
able to tell whether I would object ornot. What was the cause of his | o) ot nents L was ag refus b > te v 
resignation? Did he not resign because he did not like an assignment | he had so bravely upheld and fo iil : eee 
of duty which was made by the proper authority ? the future, he resigned in December, 18 
Mr. YODER. Not at all. é ; An the apeing © the certificate of Mrs, Lafayette Fost 
The SPEAK ER. Is there objection to the present conside ration oO at the cemels ‘ af rf ; - S na - ig _ oe 7 — a . * 
this bill? , : ; reinstated in the United States Arn ; caret aie sean > : ‘ : : 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that at least enough of the report be read to | none, rds of the War Department at that date show t ' 
show the merits of the bill. Seeger aie: eietatanecet Wcraetie: mee ceed ean on 
The SPEAKER, If some gentleman will indicate to the Clerk the | 4™ ooo eee wryland Legislature i erstand 
portion of the report that will accomplish that object, it will be read SHC CIPEREEANOOE SAY O $3 outrag ted that dist hed 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the first part of the report be read. oe eh ay cake iia maine ated Sie te 
The report (by Mr. SPOONER), which was read in part, is as follows: solut asking ( 3 to stat ni t of his mm 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 286 War] le on ; : a ‘ant ; . 
for the restoration of William C. Spencer tothe Army, respectfully re ports a lies ( ft \ ler ' * Fi 
ae pote aes was favorably reported by the Committee on Military g ‘yet his ; a 
‘ : eth Congress, from whose report the following is quoted sloyalty) from the 1 June, 18 to t 
[Report No. 2959, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 11, 1862, ive montas and € chte d : 
° William C. Spencer was appointed as second lieutenant in the Gece 1Unité , Your Co would furtl , 
States Infantry, June 18, 1855, and served with said regiment in Mir oa a a d | show the reinstatement of a number of of 3 
a siment in Minnesot and | ae the breaking out of the late was, and among | 
r >s oubles o 57 in Mi ~ f ie . aw seiceliia } ¥¥ Ise t t i I 1 ¢ . 
ae aoe meritorious so epg seg bene remy = pea aes _s ’ wing le Du Barr : 
pera ‘om the commanding general ofthe Army the follow ing complimentary | : ae * ; “Pe -_ eee . le = “ ‘ ‘ i 
[General Orders No. 14.] ~ i D. ( 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, cS a oe R: [ have read with great int tter M 
‘ ail eI ee ee Bem eclodies tn aee 
> This rule, however, mus ave Tee 2 foie a Yellow Medicine in 1857, when you wer 1 tient 
Sherman, Third Artillery, oF omg oe Sai ceed en Sees. Ww soar 4 - - — | 
: his battery from Fort Snelling to the Indian agency at Yellow Medi = — pine | Waspeecent atthe time es first lieuienant of 82 sl ' 
sota Territory, and by his promptitude, jndgment, and aiummmaneantand the a T aod — aes ae eee ledge of the facts sta 
country from a war with the Mississippi tribes of the Sioux Nation. In this | Maj panties dses rt a . t I a hich itl " a 
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“A large number of Sioux Indians had at their own suggestion been allowed 

to gather near our ¢ amp for the avowed purpose of holding a council with the 
supe: nt of Indian Affairs, 
’ di ans were e hostile had given rnuch trouble; had the previous win- 
ter attacke d the white settlers near the Minnesota and Iowa line, murdered the 
men and carried off the women to the horrible fate of female prisoners in the 
hands of the Indians, Moreover one of them was then a prisonerin our camp for 
having come into it and killed one of ourmen. Under the circumstances their 
request fora council had been granted on the express condition that they should 
hoid it without arms, at a point 200 yards from our camp. 
necessary, as it was known among the thousands gathered in the vicinity were 
many Yanktonnais, ete., from the MissouriRiver, whom we had heard from re- 
liable sources had come for the express purpose of making a disturbance atthe 
distribution of annuity goods to the Sissetons. 

The Indians assembled for the council in accordance with the agreementand 
without arms, and were met by the superintendent of Indian Affairs, Major 
Sherman, and several of the officers without arms 

All seemed going on well, when you detected squaws atealthily coming up 
ravines, mingling with the large crowd at the council, and conveying arms to 
the bucks 

This fact you at once communik 
and to the sergeant of the guard which held the prisoner. 

*Youimmediately put theinfantry companies on thealertready for any emer- 
gency, while I made the light bat tery ready for instant action at short range. 

‘This had scarcely been done when the Indian prisoner made a dash from the 
guard tent directly towards the council, doubtless supposing the guard would 
not fire upon h m for fear of hitting their own officers, towards whom he was 
running. Though the guard fired and wounded him, he succeeded in reaching 
the crowd 

‘In an instant the Indians, dropping their blankets, revealed their war paint 
and arms 

hey madea feeble rush toward ourcamp, but seeing the troops formed ready 
for action, they fired a few sh and, turning, fled across the prairie, hastily 
moved their lodges out of sight, and abandoned their schemes for that season. 

‘Undoubtedly ng a council near our camp these Indians intended 
treachery, and their scheme was frustrated by your vigilance in detecting the 
stealthy action of thesquaws 

**Had it not been for this the 


nten 


ies 


ts 






in See@kKI!r 


re would have been a massacre at the council like 
that of the lamented Canby by the Modocs,if not a surprise and massacre ofthe 


whole command 

I never recall those days of 1857 at the Yellow Medicine without thinking 
of your valuable services (which your two years’ previous experience with 
Sioux Indians enabled you to remember), your cool courage and daring, exhib- 


ited in mosttrying circumstances 


With great respect, lam, yours truly, 
‘B. Du BARRY, 
** Col and A, C. G. S., United States Army. 
“Mr. W. C. SPENCER, 
Baltimore, Md.” 
It is alleged that at the time of Captain Spencer's resignation his physical 


condition was such as to unfit him for active military service and to entitle him 
to be placed upon the retired list of the Army under existing law ; and medical 
testimony on file in the War Department and submitted to your committee 
strongly tends to establish this fact 

The opinion and suggestions of Major General Schofield appear in the follow- 
ing letter 

‘HEADQt ARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
W ‘ashington, August 28, 1890, 

“SIR 
Spencer I have carefully examined all the evidence relative to his case now on 
file in the War Department, all of which has, I believe, been embodied in the 
reports heretofore submitted by various committees of Congress in connection 
with bills which have been proposed for his restoration to the Army. Upon 
the consideration not only of the facts as shown by these records, but of the 
opinions expressed by the committees of Congress which have given the sub- 


ject full consideration, it occurs to me to suggest that there is no reason at this | 
time to consider the question of Captain Spencer's alleged disloyalty tothe United | 


States, but that the merits of his claim may be fully determined by his letter of 
resignation, his previous military service, and his state of disability at the time 
his resignation was tendered and accepted. It would appear from his letter of 
resignation and the accompanying certificates and from the action of the two 
boards before which he was ordered to appear for examination with a view to 
his reappointment in the Army in the years 1867 and 1868 that his disability at 
the time of his resignation was probably such as to justify or require his retire- 
ment under the then existing law. 

‘*I would therefore beg leave to suggestthat such action might now be justly 
taken as would authorize his examination, 
condition, in the same manner as would be done at the present time if he were 
now an officer of the Army; so that,if it be found that he was at the time of 
his resignation entitled to be placed on the retired list of the Army, such action 
may be now authorized by Congress. Unless this suppositionis well founded, 
that Captain Spencer was at the time incapacitated, either physically or men- 
tally, or both, I can not see any ground upon which his resignation, when un- 
der charges and in time of war, can be so far excused as to justify his restora- 
tion to the Army. 

“ Yours, very respectfully, 
“J. M. SCHOFIELD 
** Major General, Commanding. 
“Hon. H. J. SPOONER, 


“House of Representatives.” 

Your committee concur in the opinion of General Schofield, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute bill in place of said bill 
referred to said committee. 

Mr. YODER (before the reading of the report was concluded). 
think the explanation made by the report is satisfactory. 
there is no further objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. do not object to the con- 
sideration of the bill; but if it comes up I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
this bill puts this officer on the retired list? 

Mr. YODER. Not atall; it simply organizes a commission to in- | 
quire whether he is entitled to be placed on that list or not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


I believe 


This was the more | 


ated to the officers of the command in camp 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 10520) 
to reimburse H. W. Keys for money wrongfully paid the United States 
for commutation. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution (8S. R. 92) authorizing George H. Scidmore, vice consul general 
of the United States at Kanagawa, Japan, to accept a medal conferred 
upon him by the Emperor of Japan for saving asubject of Japan from 
death by drowning; in which concurrence of the House was requested. 


PROTECTION PUBLIC BUILDINGS FROM FIRE 
Mr. SHERMAN. [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OF 





| session) showing the condition of the 


| the watchman, thus making known the presence of fire 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) providing for the greater security of the public build- 
ings in the District of Columbia and their contents from destruction or dam- 
age by fire. 

Whereas a commission, consisting of Thomas Lincoln Casey, lieutenant colo- 
nel Corps of Engineers; James G. Hill, Supervising Architect Treasury Depart- 
ment, and Edward Clark, Architect United States Capitol, was appointed by 
the President September 27, 1877, to make a personal and thorough examina- 
tion of all public buildings in Washington and report what measures should 
be adopted to protect said buildings and their contents from destruction or 
damage by fire; and 

Whereas said commission on October 22, 1887, made a detailed report (House 
of Representatives Executive Document No. 10, Forty-fifth Congress, second 
various public buildings in Washington, 
together with recommendations as to what can be done with and without fur- 


| ther legislation by Congress to insure greater security against loss or damage 


by fire; and 

Whereas said commission recommended “the use in all rooms for storage 
purposes and in those which have not to be visited frequently of some electric 
communicator to be placed so that unusual degrees of heat may be signaled to 


should any occur in 
these Departments:’’ Therefore, 





Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That a similar board, consisting of the Chief ef Engi- 
neers, the Supervising Architect Treasury Department, andthe Architect of the 
Capitol, be hereby commissioned and instructed to examine whether the use of 
such electrical fire-alarm apparatus is practicabie, efficient, and desirable at the 
presenttime. And the said board is hereby authorized, if any apparatus shall 
be found, after such tests as they may think proper to employ, to be satisfac- 
tory and efficient, to equip such specially exposed portions of the public build- 
ings as they may find to be in need of immediate protection, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Department or other authority occupying such building 
at a cost not to exceed $50,000 in the aggregate. 


The SPEAKER. 
this joint resolution? 
Mr. ANDERSON, 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


of Kansas, and Mr. HOLMAN reserved the right 


| to object. 
Since the receipt of your letter of July 29 relative to the case of Captain 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This resolution was referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, if I mistake not, and there was 
| a unanimous report in favor of its passage. 


The resolution leaves the 
matter to the discretion of the Secretary of the Department. There is 
no question, from the examination made by the committee, that the 
apparatus contemplated is a very efficient indicator of the presence of 
fire, and its adoption might be a matter of very great importance. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount of money does the resolution appro- 
priate ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


The aggregate can not exceed $50,000. 
Ve did not hear the statement as to the amount. 
Fifty thousand dollars in the aggregate, provided 


justly | the apparatus be found satisfactory. 
with proof as to his then existing . 


Mr. ROGERS. I would like to know, what I did not understand 
from the reading, how this money is to be expended under the terms 
of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is to be expended under the direction of a 
commission composed of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, 
the Architect of the Capitol, and some officer appointed by the Presi- 
dent from the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 

Mr. ROGERS. And the bill carries the amount of mone y named, 
to be used by them in their discretion ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. It dSes not seem to me a very safe method of provid- 





| 


ing for the expenditure of money. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosuggest to the gentleman from New York 
to strike out after the words ‘‘ Secretary of the Department’’ the words 
| “for other authority occupying such building.’’ All these buildings 





I would like to ask whether | 


are under the control of some one Department of the Government; and 

while it might be safe enough to intrust this authority with the Sec- 
| retary of one of the Departments, it might not be proper, considering 
the amount of money involved, to allow a subordinate to exercise this 
| power of approval. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The language is 
tary of the Department.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the words immediately following are 
other authority occupying such building.”’ 
| be struck out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
to the resolution. 


“ce 


with the approval of the Secre- 


ce or 
T suggest that these words 


I have no objection. 
If those words be struck out, I have no objection 
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Mr. ROGERS. I have been unable to hear a word that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has been saying. I want to make 
a single observation about this bill. I can see that it may be a matter 
of very deep concern to the Government that this protection irom lire 


| 


should be provided; and the amount of appropriation here proposed | 
may not be too much; but I do not think the public moneys ought to | 


be disbursed through any ordinary board to be established .n this way. 


I believe such money should only be expended through some of the | 


F . i o =< r >¢ “V1 | 
great Departments of the Government having the necessary means and 


methods to insure a proper expenditure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nothing can be expended without the approval 
of the Secretary. 

Mr. ROGERS. What Secretary? 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSecretary of the particular Department hav- 
ing control of the building which it is proposed to provide with this 
apparatus. In the Treasury building, it would be the Secretary of the 
Treasury; in the State Department building, the Secretary of State; 
and so on. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
consists in this: We all know there is some electric company wanting 
to engage in this business, very desirous to have the Government pat- 
ronage. If we organize a board outside of any of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government and place under the control of that board 
$50,000, we place a great temptation in a board which is irresponsible 
to anybody, not subject to the control of anybody, without aay records 
open to the examination of Congress except through an investigating 
committee. This board under the resolution is authorized to make the 
contracts contemplated. aw 
ought not to be placed before any board of this description, however 
high may be the character of the officers who are to compose it. I do 
believe that this money if appropriated at all ought to be disbursed 


through the accounting officers of one of the great Departments. That | 


is the great objection I see to the manner of expenditure here proposed. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on granting 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] is willing to have struck out the words ‘* or other author- 
ity occupying such building,’’ so that the head of the particular De- 
partment may be the authority responsible. With the understanding 
that this modification is to be made, I have no objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have the House understand 
the question. The questionis, first, isthere unanimous consent to con- 
sider the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I move to strike cs the words I have indi- 
cated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will repor! 
tleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in lines 13 and 14 
cupying such building.” 

Mr. ROGERS. So thaé it will res 

The Clerk read as follows: 

With the approval of the Secretary of 
ing $50,000 in the aggregate. 

The amendment was adopted. 










he amendment of the gen- 


¢ words ‘or other authority oc- 


ae Department, ata cost not exceed 


The joint resolution as amendcd was ordered to be engrossed and | tleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 


resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Pending that I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for a moment. 


Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 


daily sessions of the House during the remainder of this Congress shall 
begin at 11 o’clock a. m. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. ROGERS. I object. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. I renew the motion. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from [linois. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYSson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


Now, the temptation is one which I think | been called upon to elect a new Parliament, mainly on the is: 


| sented by the 


That does not reach the point of my objection, which | 
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for the consideration of general appropriation bills, and the Clerk will 
report the unfinished business. 
Che Clerk read as follows 
A 1 H.R. 1506 making appropriations for tl a « ilar 
service for the fiscal year ending June ), 892, and for ‘ t 
The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee at its last 
| Sitting was on the motion of the gentleman from Kentuck 
to imendment. 
Mr. McCREARY. I withdraw the ; t amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the 
bill 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 
SA ARIES SECRETARIES OF LEGAT 
Secretaries of the legations in Berlin, China, Japan, Londo Paris, and St 
Petersburg, at $2,625 each, $15,7 


Mr. McADOO, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

When the general debate on this bill was progressing in the 
I made every endeavor to secure the floor to submit some remarks 
one feature of the bill, but without success. 


fouse 





upon 
Che bill, among other 
msuls to Canada, and I 
to call the attention of 

ata in reg ird 


items, contaius a provision for the salar 


desire, 


es Ol ¢ 
in speaking to that portion of the bill, 
the House and of the country to the condition 
to the question of reciprocity with Canada. 
There has been in my opinion very much said on both sides of the 
line about this great question which has had the effect of misleadin 
a large number of the people of both countries. On yesterday the Ca- 


nadian Parliament was dissolved, and the people of Canada have now 


su pre- 
question of its commercial relations with the United 
states, 


I preface whatever remarks I shall submit on 


this subject by saying 
that I am in favor of unlimited and unrestricted commercial freedom 


| between all of the people ot both Americas But in my opinion there 
| are many difficulties surrounding the question of reciprocity with Can- 
lada. The present Government of Canada is not treating the people of 

the United States altogether fairly with regard to this question Vhey 


| sonably jealousof the American people. 


; one, 


| 


| they can from us, without unrestricted reciprocity, 


have endeavored to mislead their own people by utterancesin their 
newspapers and in the Parliament of Canada, to the effect that th 
ernment of the United States is anxious to 
with that country. 

I highly approve the letter recently written by the Secretary of 
State to the gentleman from New York | Mr. BAKER], in which he has 
emphatically stated that the contention of the Canadian statesmen, 
that there were any negotiations pending fora partial and limited com- 
mercial agreement with that country, was untrue, and I[ have no hesi 
tation for myself in saying now, Mr. Chairman, that I think the po- 
sition taken by him is eminently a sound one: That we shall either 
have unrestricted trade or full commercial relations with the 
that there shall be no effort to negotiate upon a lesser basis. 

In saying this I of course deprecate from my standpoir isting 
tariff under which this country is operating; but on the other hand J 
can not believe, as has been contended in the Dominion of Canada, that 


(OV 


secure a partial reciprocity 





the existi 


| the tariff bill recently passed by Congress was enacted as a measure of 


retaliationagainst thatcountry in particular. Certain provisionstherein, 
very unjust to our own people, making contraband foreign natural 
products, werenot so much intended against Canada as to please, if not 
delude, the American farmer, who proved more wise than his assumed 
friends. I am willing to believe the assertion of the distinguished ¢ 
who is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means that framed the bill, that there was no inten- 
tion in that bill to direct it against Canada as a retaliatory measure. 
That measure wasadomesticone, and intended wholly to aff 
country, and against its injustice and lack of wisdom we have protested 
and will continue to protest. It will be repealed and changed in good 
time without any special reference to Canada. When we really intend 
to retaliate against any wrong or unfriendly policy upon the part of 
Canada we shall find weapons more potent than a high tariff on eab- 
bages or a ridiculous embargo on natural gas, 

rhe whole trouble, Mr. Chairman, in our relations with Canada, lies 
in this, that there is in Canada what I am willing to believe is a 


y l smal 
portion of its citizens who are violently prejudiced against and unrea 


uro3ownhn 


] 


Many of these are the descend 
ants of the Tories who, during the Revolutionary struggle of t l 


onies, sought solace and safety within the British dominions. ‘Thei 
idea of the relationship between the United States and Canada is this 
that they shall make the sharpest possible commercial bargains with 


us, to the end that we may especially modify our tariffs to their benefit 
and at the same time they maintain their relationships with Great 
Britain. 

That relationship, to a small portion of the Canad 
cially among the present leaders of its gov , 18 a very valuable 
It gives them social, commercial, and political advantages, and 
at the same time does not interfere with their 


. } 
ian people, es] 





ry +) + ' 
yvernment 


management their 


home affairs. The policy of the present Government of Canada, so far 
as this country is concerned, is to obtain the best possible concession 


which is the only 
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basis of an honorable treatment of this subject, and at the same time, 
without the expenditure of a dollar from the national treasury of 
Canada, have the entire military and naval protection of one of the 
greatest military and naval powers in the world. 


Chairman, if Sir John Macdonald could carry out the 
which he now presents to the Canadian people and which he 


is endeavoring to obtain from the American Congress, namely, a special 
and restricted modification of our tariff laws for the sole benefit of Ca- 
nadians, then, from a material standpoint, Canada would be the most 
fortunate of nations. She would not be obliged to support a single 
so rt iaintain her power or integrity. She would have at her 
beck and call the most powerful navy which has ever floated on the 
f In fact, so far as th imini ya of her internal and domestic | 
a concerned, she would be as sovereign as the United States, 
without the expense of maintaining that sovereignity. ‘The American 
people, Mr. Chairm 10t pro} to meet Sir John Macdonald, if 
[understand them, on any such ground as specified by the govern- 
me leWwspape 

To show the utterly unfounded and entirely misleading statements 
now current in newspapers in Canada posing as ministerial mouth- 
pieces, let me quote from the Empire and the World, of Toronto, in 
their publications of the 3d instant 

the reasons wl i have indu l the Government to appeal tothe country 

tt 3 time the En es the fo ving 


i upire giv li g 

‘it is understood that the Dominion Government has, through Her Majesty’s 
Government, made certain proposals to the United States for negotiations ] ook- 
nerce with thatcountry. These proposals have 






‘ 


Ing | tne ex nsion of ourcor 











been submitted to the President for his consideration, and the Canadian Gov- 
ernment is of the opinion that if these negotiations are to result ina treaty 
which must be ratified by the Parliament of Canada, it is expedient that the 
Government should be able to deal with a Parliament fresh from the people 
rather than with a moribund House. It is understood that Canada will send a 
cle ration to Washing after March 4, the date on which the life of the pres- 


ent Congress expires, for the purpose of discussing informally the questions of 

the extension and development of the trade between the United States and 

Canada, and settlement of all questions and differences between the two coun- 

trie This delegation will visit the United States Capital, it is said, asthe re- 
of the friendly suggestions from Washington.”’ 


WHY PARLIAMENT IS DISSOLVED, 


The World, the ministerial organ, also announces the dissolution of Parlia- 
ment This is its version of reasons for appealing to the people at this time. 
Sir John Macdonald’s government not long ago made a definite proposal to 
the Washington authorities for a settlement of all the existing differences be- 


tween the two countries on the basis of an extension of trade between the two 
countries. It involves partial reciprocity, the enumerated articles to include 
quite a number of natural products. But the proposition discards any idea of 
commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity. Moreover these propositions 


were invited andsuggested by the Washington authorities. 

Phe commissioners from Canada and Great Britain will start for Washington 
on March 4, the date of the opening of the new Congress. The result of the 
new Canadian elections will be known March 6, the day the commissioners 
reach Washington. In order that this coramission may have no uncertain 
sound Sir John Macdonald has decided to appeal to the country and ask for 
judg ton these proposals of his to the Washington authorities. He does not 
wai indorsement of a Parliamentin its last session, but the freshly expressed 
opinion of the people of Canada, and for this reason he has advised the dissolu- 








tior rhecampaign will open by a big meeting in Toronto, where Sir John 
Macdonald, and probably Hon. Mr. Foster, will unfold the nature of the pro- 
posals to the United States, That meeting will be within afew days. Sir Charles 
Tupper will be one of the Canadian commissioners to Washington. He will 
take an active part in the election campaign as well. He will speak in Ontario, 
where the big battle is to be fought. On this issue Sir John Macdonald ex- 
Pp i majority of 60 to 70 in the new house, 


it is a matter of absolutely no concern to us if the leading Tories in 
Canada call their fellow-citizens who favor annexation ‘‘ traitors ’’ and 
those who advocate commercial union ‘‘ renegades.’’ The Canadian 
people must settle all these questions for themselves without interfer- 
ence or intermeddling on our part. The threat of British military 
aggression to back up the unreasonable demands of Canadian malcon- 
tents against this Republic excites but smiles and contempt on this 
side of the border. Did the malevolence of this faction overcome the 
restraining wisdom of Great Britain,Caaada would become to us a most 
useful military hostage. Had Great Britain not been possessed of a 
wholesome prudence, and had we been. less forbearing and pacific, be- 
fore this these Canadian plotters had brought about a desperate war, 
extending beyond the original combatants, in which event, and for 
causes that need not be specified, we would have unasked, did we but 
need it, the aid and alliance of the greatest military power in Europe. 


In the face of the absolute and unqualified denial af Mr. Secretary | 


Blaine that any negotiations tending to partial or complete reciprocity 
are pending these statements seem to be entirely unfounded. If Sir 
John Macdonald and his followers are comforting themselves with the 
pleasing delusion that a change of political ascendency in the popular 
branch of Congress means a movement for an interchange with Canada 


of natural products only and recessioa on our part from any just and | 
tenabledemand for international right, they are destined toa rude awak- | 


ening and abrupt enlightenment. We respect the Canadian people 
and desire most earnestly to live on terms of frank, warm, and disin- 
genuous friendship with them; but, if they insist otherwise, we are 
neither cravers for peace nor suppliants for international favors. 


When the Canadian people come to this Congress asking a free and | 


unrestricted reciprocity, asking a true commercial union, and propose 
an honorable and just settlement of the fisheries, railroad, Chinese, and 
Behring Sea difiiculties, then it will be time for the American people to 
give them an audience; until then all diplomacy is useless, and Cana- 
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dian negotiators will be wasting their time and money in journeys to 
this Capital. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I will renew the amendment to 
strike out the last two words. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If I can be recognized I will yield my time to 
the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not feel like recognizing that 
practice. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to strike 
out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN, The first formal amendment will be considered 
|} as withdrawn. 
| Mr. McADOO, I renew it. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey renews the 
amendment and is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Chairman, the situation on this side of 
the line is entirely different from that of Canada. If the whole Cana- 
dian provinces were to-morrow by a convulsion of nature covered by 
the waters of the northern seas, the material resources of this Republic 
are so great so far as our commerce is concerned we would scarcely be 
sensible of the catastrophe. It is the Canadian people who must make 
overtures to the American people. We shall be glad to maintain, ay, 
infinitely enlarge, the trade which we have with Canada. We are 
also eager, our merchants and our people are more than eager, to ex- 
tend our relations with all countries on a freer commercial basis. But 
the interests of Canada are ten thousand times greater in obtaining 
concessions from the American Congress than those of our people are 
in obtaining similar favors from them. 

There is, Mr. Chairman, one solution of this difficulty, and all the 
magazine and newspaper articles and all the banquet speeches and the 
whole vast literature on this subject can not do away with the clearest 
and most logical settlement of the relationship between Canada and 
the United States. We do not to-day desire to add asingleacre to the 
imperial domain which the Republic possesses, and we would not for 
a moment dream of conquest nor of a population united to us by forco 
or coercion; but if the people of Canada in their sovereign capacity 
wish to obtain unrestricted commercial relations with the great people 
of the United States, if they want to get the advantages that come 
with a closer union to the Republic than they have, they have but to 
rise in their sovereignty by a spontaneous and united action, and with- 
out the slightest influence on the part of the people of this country, 
and ask for annexation, which settles all difficulties and is the ulti- 
mate destiny, in my opinion, of the Canadian people. 

I have said what I have on this subject because I do not want the 
people of Canada to be misled; and I, for one, during the little time 
I occupy a place on the floor of this House, will not permit, so far as 
I can, the people of this land to be misrepresented across our northern 
border. Now, the present tariff bears very onerously and injuriously 
on the people of Canada as well as on the people of the United States. 
I had the honor of voting in this House against that bill, and I shall 
continue out of it to agitate and labor for the repeal of that measure 
on general and catholic grounds, without any special regard to Canada, 
but for the best interests of the whole people of this great country. 
But, Mr. Chairman, as I said, however, at the outset, I do not for one 
moment believe that it was the intention to retaliate, because if we 
intended to retaliate against Canada we would not have stopped with 
| putting a duty on eggs, carrots, cucumbers, and long-haired ponies. 
We would have stopped every Canadian railroad car at the border, 
as suggested by Grover Cleveland in his message to a Congress preced- 
| ing this. We would have settled the fishery question in a way which 
would have been disagreeable to Canada, by absolutely killing her 
entire trade and making our border impassable to her cars, her fish, 
| her products, and her Chinamen. There were a hundred ways in 
which we could have driven Canada to the wall, entirely paralyzed 
her trade, broken up her chiefest commerce, and dealt her such a deadly 
thrust in retaliation for any vindictiveness, meanness, or injustice 
which she may have exhibited toward us, that the duty on eggs would 
be a mere burlesque compared with the crushing weight of sucha 
blow. 

As is well known, Canadian commerce is largely represented in the 
great trunk-line railroads with their American feeders. These trunk 
| lines, one of them subsidized by Great Britain to the extent of $500,- 
000,600 as a military as well as commercial arm, compete directly 
| with American railroads. Our roads are restricted and governed by 

the interstate-commerce law and the rules, regulations, and décisions 
of the commission; the Canadian competition, enjoying free and un- 
| trammeled intercourse across our border, is under no such restriction. 
Those portions of our country that reap financial advantage in railroad 
rates or dividends in investments in these roads are naturally object- 
ors to any change. We cansympathize with the desire for railroad com- 
petition, but, ifneed be, the American people will not suffer injustice to 
| their own interests as a whole or allow this question to be localized. 
| Canadian railroads will not hesitate between nonintercourse and sub- 
mission to laws similar to our own or to taking license asa prerequisite 
to doing business in the United States. Wewantnounfair advantage, 
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but Canada can not be an unfriendly alien and at the same time chief | to furnish certain information for the benetit of the American repu 
beneficiary of her contiguity to our soil. I proposition now suggested in this bill is to again appropriate $ 

Before we can have real, honest, satisfactory commercial relations | (\)) to maintain a commercial bur in this city for the purp 
with the British dominions there are four questions entangled which taining certain information to American repu 
must be solved by the peoples of both lands. I have always believed _ Within the last two weeks there has been t I's ry 
that the small Tory element in Canada were responsible for our fish- | D ent the annual report the Chief « 
eries and Behring Sea difficulties. They have retained a latent preju- | on ign commerce of the United States, w 
dice against the Republic, they have been impatient at the success | Te} r foreign commerce wit ilies 
of popular government, and they have been forever, from the begin- | co ntry re was issued last year fi [Treasury Departmer 
ning of this controversy, endeavoring to force the power of Great Britain | book cont ibout 600 pages, entit of the Unit 
into war with the United States; they are really much angered becaus Stat ther Foreign Countries wit I ' 
Enelaod has not resorted to force; and if England had not been wiser | WV ndi uth America. 
than her dependents in Canada, if the statesmen who manage the af- | terly r ( if the Burea 
fairs of the British Empire had not been more conservative, had not epartment re 0 cport 
had more foresight as to the inevitable result of a war with this Repub! of the I wh + 
the Tory element in Canada, which has been egging Great Britain to ag- |;commer i lace te d : 
gressions against the United States, would have long ago precipitated | public ex] t f= 
war between these two countries on the fisheries question. and Transport 

Their attitude toward us is this: ‘‘ You shall give us more advan- Mr. Cl wit a in te 
tage in your commercial relations than you do anyone else, or we will | j ent iy qua lal shah 
annoy, maltreat, outrage, and harass numbers of your citizens en- | State Department issuing 1 
gaged in the fisheries, and behind us stands the naval and military | of the world sending report 
power of Great Britain with which we will strikedown the Republic general dist mn, ther 
‘To such impotent and silly threats we are, of course, more than indil- | U: 1 States furnish $18.0 
ferent, and utterly unwilling to believe that they voice the sentiments | furnish the amount th: 
of anything like a majority of our Canadian neighbors. But Great | the bureau be maintaine 
Britain, as I have said, was wiser. She will not make war on us. | sure that it is needed; b eca 
Before we can settle upon commercial relations with Canada, that | mercialand social relations with a 
country must meet the United States in any honorable and just solu- | for $15,000, but I think that i 
tion of the fisheries difficulty. She must help us to keep the Chinese | fere the hammer fel 
exclusion act in force in British Columbia, and with which law h N ' ro 
people in Columbia are in deep sympathy. Why, the Chinese act, rhe CHAIRMAN ) t] 
asked for with such vehemence and force by the representatives of the | tion 
Pacific coast, is a nullity, and it will remain a nullity, Mr. Chairman Mr. STOCKDALE. §$Y« oppose 1 
so long as British vessels can land Chinese at Vancouver, and the line Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairm it is un : l that t 
of 2,000 miles long can be crossed by a step. And until Canada is | order is still reserved. 
willing to help us in that and other directions which I have outlined, | Mr. STOCKDALE. If it be in ord Mr. Ch 
we can have no negotiations for special commercial relations with her. | to sirike out the whole paragrap 
Approached, however, in a fair, friendly, and honorable way, weshall | Che CHAIRMAN Che question is the amendm 
be glad to confer and act. | proposed by the gentleman from Kentu Mr McC 


{ Here the hammer fell. ] Mr. STOCKDALE, That is to reduce theappropriat 0 $18, 0 
Mr. McADOO. Just onemoment, Mr. Chairman. The CHAIRMAN. Yes. If the gentleman f M ill 
The Canadian railroads, as I have said, to-day are all clearly strik- | reserve his motion for the present, the Chair will init aft 
ing at American interests, and the people of the United States in the | question shall have heen dispos . 
immediate vicinity of these lines, and the powerful interests in New Mr. HITT. Mr. Chair 
England can not prevent us if unhappily the emergency arises and we | ment, not to change the | 
see fit by an act of this Govérnment from stopping Canadian cars at the | that the U1 1 States shall pay its own part fully, and ref t 
frontier until Canada meets us in a fair, an open, and a manly solu- | | 1e convention that has been made that we should advance the n 
tion of the difficulties that harass a border 3,000 miles long. [Loud | for the othercount ter rarily and then draw a stt 1 I will 
applause on the Democratic side. ] read to the committee the ter ft this orgar tion. Remember that 
The Clerk read as follows: } tl ished : r st 
BUREAU OF COMMERCIAL INFORMATION. | that it was understood and declared 
For “ The International Union of American Republics, for the prompt « I ief] 
tion and distribution of commercial information,” $36,000, and t 


¢ nad the sums « i- ) tj al m ant le inforn , lthe-,¢ \ ¢ 


tributed by other American republics for this purpose, when collected, shal! 


covered into the Treasury. = 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman- $36 \ veat 1 os: iasn adh wil anil aomireaenndet 
Mr. McCREARY. I desire to offer an amendment to the section | portior the tots tlay as the populations of t es} e 
just read, Mr. Chairman. ~ Di gpnathe sata ag anpeameterccatitene: peed cabncea te ee ee 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rose to speak on the preceding item; bnt I will | the United States, in coin or its equivalent, the amounts respect . 
ask to go back to that as soon as the gentleman from Kentucky is | upon them by the. or of t reau 
heard. That is siened by M ’ Davis and F f t ted St 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky ere tre > se Witaias ceaei Wika Gilet Reis da aae 
Mr. McCREARY. I offer the amendment which I send tothe desk. : sa 
The Clerk read as follows: - Ss a os a aie i 
Ftrike out from line 24, on page 8, down to and including line 3, on pag« f t] se posit . the itleman. : tu t iD 1t it tl 
and insert: For “The International Union of American Republics, for the | G,.,. 4, : a aan” +} ; CR ee “ee 
prompt collection and distribution of commercial information, £18,000," ar state Department, but 101 : a aceite J 
this amount, together with the sumscontributed by other American repub ] 
shall be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of State, who shall pro wit 
vide suitable rooms in his Department for that bureau 


+ 





? 








Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve the right to make the point of | bureaus, and are th 
order upon the whole proposition. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Let the amendment be read. 
‘ The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has just been read. from the building known as the State, War, and Navy Department 
: Mr. McCREARY. I understand the gentleman from Indiana re- | is under the Secretary of State and part of the State Departr 
serves the point of order upon both paragraphs. Mr. McCREARY. Does not the gentleman thinkit would 
Mr. HOLMAN. On this and the preceding paragraph. ing our friends of tl: various American republics with mor urt 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the substitute for the par- | if we should pnt such an important bureau as 1 n th 
agraph that has just been read, because I think it is necessary that it | partment? _ 
should be passed. I am in favor of every measure that wil! improve " Mr. HITT. 
the commercial and social relations of the American republics In all 
the years I have been in this House I have always cast my vote and 
raised my voice in behalf of every measure that will improve our re- | cheaply 
lations socially and commercially with the republics of Central and Mr. McMILLIN. H 
South America. At the last session of this Congress I voted for an ap- 
propriation of $36,000 to organize and maintain a commercial bureau 





edocs 
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3 on that scale, but we are s 1es compelled to do th 
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Mr. HITT. One director in charge of bureau, one secretary, one a 
countant, one cl e ti t 


erk, one clerk ant 
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and English), one translator (Spanish and English), one translator | ment is like the making of books, as characterized in olden times; 


(Portuguese and English), one messenger, one porter. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Is there not already in the State Department a 


bureau furnishing the very statistics which this bureau is designed to | 
collect ? 
Mr. HITT. None; I speak from knowledge. There is a Bureau of | 


j 


Statistics whose duties are marked out and are entirely different. The 
object of the officers of this bureau is to furnish information to our 
own merchants and manufacturers, special, practical information; the 
bureau is to search for the information, to have it in advance, and to 
send it to our manufacturers and merchants. If my honorable friend 
has examined the circulars which I know have been sent to him and | 
which I hope he has received, he must have observed the scope of the 
inquiries marked out and the character of the documents upon which 
many men are laboring, which are in different languages and which 
are not in the lineof general information, which are specially for mer- 
chants 





Mr. McMILLIN. Why is it that the Bureau of Statistics, already 
organized in the State Department, can not do this work by a simple 
increase of the clerical force ? 

Mr. HITT. The bureau in the State Department which gathers and 
publishes political, financial, and other information from the consulates 
has already strength enough for its own peculiar duties, and therefore 
we have not proposed any increase in this bill. But this bureau has 
a different function 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butcould not the bureau already existing, with- 
out the multiplication of bureaus, by a mere increase of clerical force, 
to the necessary extent, do all this work ? 

Mr. HITT. 
bureaus of the State Department or any other Department; but the 
combination the gentleman suggests would not be harmonious. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would it not be wisdom to do that rather than 
multiply bureaus? 

Mr. HITT. The multiplication of the names of bureaus does not 
necessarily multiply expense or duty. ‘Che duty of this particular bu- 
reau is sharply defined. The representatives of these different nations 
planned it, and we accepted their plans, and they pay for it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Every one of these separate bureaus must have 
a head—— 

Mr. HITT. They pay for it. Do not forget that when you speak 
of blending this with our own strictly American bureau in the State 
Department. Remember that this is a thing which was pl&nned by 
the International Conference in detail; and we are trying to carry out 
that which we then agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is it proposed to pay out for this purpose the 
whole amount here appropriated ? 

Mr. HITT. It was agreed when this organization was planned 
that for the facilitating of rapid movement we should advance the 
money necessary. Let me say further in answer to the gentleman, as 
it may interest him 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, I would like to have a full answer. 

Mr. HITT. That there has not been an expenditure of anything 
near $36,000; only a very small part of that sum has thus far been 
expended. 

Mr. OOTHWAITE. 
whole amount, $36,000? 

Mr. HITT. One half of that amount, $18,000, is the expenditure 
of our Government ; the other halfis in the nature of an advance which 
we draw for whenever itisexpended. But itis quite likely that neither 
our portion nor their portion will be entirely expended. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now let me ask my friend what proportion of 
the expense the foreign Governments were to pay under the original 
agreement ? 

Mr. HITT. Eighteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN. One-half? 

Mr, HITT. - One-half. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, how much have they actually paid up to this 
time? 

Mr. HITT. There has been scarcely any expenditure thus far, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Havethey paid their proportion of what has been 
expended ? 

Mr. HITT. There has been nodraft made upon them; but they are 
all ready to make payment when they are required. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then they have not in fact paid a cent? 

Mr. HITT. Nota cent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why has there been no draft made upon them ? 

Mr. HITT. Because the work has justbegun. The bill making the 
appropriation was not approved until the 14th of last July, and the 
work was only organized in December. Remember further, my friend, 
that the convention required the assent of these Governments, and that 
took time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
earlier? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. They could not go forward without the 
assent of all parties concerned. 

Mr, McMILLIN. 





Is it proposed by this bill to appropriate the 


Is that the reason the board was not organized 





there is ‘‘ no end”? of it. 
Mr. HITT. That is a general observation to which I assent. 
Mr. McMILLIN. And it isa strange fact that as population in- 


| creases the percentage of expenditures of the Government, even out- 


side of pensions, increases. There is an enormous increase of expendi- 


| ture per capita above what the expenditure was when our population 


was less. This comes largely by reason of this bureaucratic system of 
government which we have developed. 

Mr. Hooker and Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HommMANn] 
interposed a question of order as to two paragraphs of the bill. If 
that question is to be passed upon, the Chair desires to have it pre- 
sented now. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order will first be disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Indiana or the Chair to what particular par- 


| agraphs the point of order applies. 


I think it is perfectly pracficable to combine any two | 


The CHAIRMAN, The two paragraphs last read, extending from 
line 18 on page 8, to line 3 on page 9. The gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Hirr] will please give his attention to the question of order 
raised by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry be- 
fore the gentleman from Indiana begins. I wish to know whether 
the point of order relates to the subject-matter which has been under 
discussion, the appropriation of $36,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is no pretense that the first 


| provision to which the point of order relates—the provision for the 


| existing law. 


continental railway survey—is supported by any law. The same re- 
mark is true as to the provision for the Bureau of Commercial Informa- 
tion. I think neither provision is in conformity to or authorized by 
I should not feel justified in making a point of order 
upon either paragraph but for the fact that there seems to be no rea- 
son why the Government of the United States should embark in this 
survey and this collection of commercial information, when private 
enterprise is already reaching the southern portion of this hemisphere 
rapidly enough. 

It is very safe to leave the subject in the hands of private enter- 
prise, where it will be more cheaply, more efliciently and economically 
accomplished. 

As to the provision for the Bureau of Commercial Information, I feel 
entirely sate in making the point of order, because of the fact which is 
obvious that all that is necessary is to liberally increase the clerical 





Now the making of bureaus under this Govern- | 


force in the present Bureau of Statistics of the State Department toac- 
complish the purpose contemplated. 

For that reason I feel warranted in making the point of order on 
both provisions. 

Mr. HITT. The point of order which the gentleman from Indiana 
raises, as I understand it, is that this provision is a departure from ex- 
isting law,and hence is out of order under the second clause of the twenty- 
first rule. 

I hold in my hand the existing law—— 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting). Theappropriation bili of last year? 

Mr. HITT (continuing). An appropriation bill approved July 14, 
in which I find the exact language embodied in the bill now before the 
House, with the exception merely that this bill provides for the com- 
ing year. It is a repetition textually of a part only of a long series of 
appropriations made last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is not the law within the meaning of the 
rule. 

Mr. HITT. This is an appropriation, as I have said, commenced in 
the last year for acontinuous work as yet uncompleted, and instead of 
being a departure from existing law, as the gentleman claims, it is in 
ipsissima verba a re-enactment of the law of last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman refers now tothe Bureau of Com- 
mercial Information ? 

Mr. HITT. Irefer to both provisions against which the point of 
order is made. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the provision in the law of last year as 
to the railway survey, in the appropriation bill to which you refer ? 

Mr. HITT. The language in the bill of last year corresponding to 
the provision beginning in line 19 of the present bill is, if the Chair 
has the bill of last year before him, in the following language: 

For the payment of the share of the United States by a preliminary survey 
for information in respect to the continental railway recommended by the In- 
ternational American Conference, $65,009. 

The CHAIRMAN, This is the provision of the appropriation bill 
of last year? 

Mr. HITT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I admit that both of these provisions are contained 
in the appropriation bill of last year. 

Mr. HITT. I may add, Mr. Chairman, that this is in pursuance of 
a convention. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. That of course would have no weight in determin- 
ing the question of order. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. What construction does the gentleman from In- 
diana put upon this provision of the rule under which he makes the 
point of order? 

Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The interpretation, Mr. Chairman, which is gen- 
erally given to that provision is that it refers to such public works as 
are already in progress in conformity with existing law. Now, where 
a provision is embodied in an appropriation bill it does not become such 
a law as is contemplated by the language of the rule. It may in some 
instances have been so construed, but the practice does not construe 
it to be such law as will bring the matter fairly within the rule. It 
is, in other words, simply the law of the appropriation for that year. 

The CHAIRMAN. But does not the gentleman from Indiana think | 
that where a proposition is embraced in a general appropriation bill, 
which would be subject to the point of order if urged, but not being | 
urged the bill embodying this feature shall become law, having re- 
ceiving the sanction of both Houses and the approval of the President, | 
does it not become the existing law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not, I think, within the meaning of the rule of | 
the House. That rule has obviously always contemplated a law pro- 
viding for a particular service, as, for instance, a law providing for the 
erection of a public building, and so on, or a work already in progress. 
Manifestly it contemplates a law authorizing that work, a subsisting, 
continuing law. I hardly think that many instances will be found 
where even on the spur of the moment the Chair has held that the 
appropriation law—the law making an appropriation—is law within | 
the meaning of therule. ‘‘In pursuance of existing law’’ authorizes | 
the expenditure proposed to be made by the existing law, whereas the 
law of the appropriation simply authorizes the expenditure of a defi- | 
nite, specific sum of money in a given fiscal year. The distinction, Mr. 
Chairman, is very obvious: one is a temporary declaration that there 
shall be expended for a specific object a certain sum, but it is not the 
law for the next year, nor for the vear preceding; it is simply the law 
for the current year authorizing the appropriation of a specific sum, 
and the law expires with the bill embodying it. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean an appropriation for a specific pur- 
pose ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; for a specific purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


But the purpose not having been accomplished | 
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under the prior act, a subsequent proposal to extend further the same 
appropriation, would not that be in pursuance of the same purpose ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can not be so construed unless latitude is given 
which has not been heretofore given to the terms ‘‘except in continu- 
ance of a public work already in progress.’’ The public work there 
contemplated is manifestly a work contemplated by law, because if 
that interpretation is not correct any legislation on an appropriation 
bill to which attention is not directed or a point of order made becomes 
forever a basis on which to predicate future legislation. Certainly that 
was not the intention of the rule. The intention of the rule was that 
the law authorizing the expenditure should be enacted and then the 
appropriation made in conformity therewith. Butthere is no pretense 
that there is any such law existing. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I contend that it does exist. 

Mr. McCCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the other 
side. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
is recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave great respect for the parliamentary opinions 
of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], but I think he is entirely 
wrong in the point of order just presented by him. There wasin the 
appropriation bill of last year a provision appropriating $65,000 for the 
payment of the share of the United States of a preliminary survey for 
information in respect to a continental railway recommended by the 
International American Conference. There was also in the same bill 
an appropriation of $36,000 for the organization and establishment, un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of State, of a bureau of commercial | 
information. That bill passed this House. Those appropriations were 
made. In pursuance of those appropriations engineers were sent out, 


| stantially the same work; 





and to-day they are engaged in carrying out the directions of the last | 
appropriation bill, making a preliminary survey for information in re- | 
spect to a continental railway. 
The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman suspend for a moment? Is | 
there any dispute—the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will | 
please give his attention—is there any dispute as to the question of 
fact now being stated by the gentleman from Kentucky ? 
Mr. McCREARY. There can not be. 
The CHAIRMAN. That these objects are in process of execution ? | 
Mr. HOLMAN. I am not able to say. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana deny it? 
Mr. HOLMAN. We have no official information on the subject. 
Mr. HITT. I am authorized to state, Mr. Chairman, that they are 


in process, and I could give the statistics as to the progress which has 
been made. 


Mr. McCREARY. I know that, 
trouble. Therefore I think the point of order should be over 
The CHAIRMAN Upon the statement of fact made, which does 
eem to be disputed, and which is so confidently asserted by tl 


and it can be proved without 








18 
man of the committee | Mr. Hrrr], as well as by the gentleman 
from Kentueky (Mr. McCreary], the Chair is clearly ot the opinion 
that the provisions in the appropriation bill oflast year, oneot $65,000 


or the share of the United States in a preliminary survey fora 
nental railway, and also the provision in the appropriation bill ot 
year, ot § 36,000, 


for the organization and establishment of the Inter 
American Republics, ete., that work being in prog 
ress, Congress having affirmatively declared it to be a public put > 


prsss 
the continuation of that appropriation in the lof this year comes 


national Un 


| within the rule contemplated under Rule XXI, and is in order upon 


this bill. Therefore the Chair overrules the point of order mad 
the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. McCREARY. 


I suppose the amendment offered by me will come 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to be recognized, if the Chair please. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


For what purpose does the gentleman from Indi- 


} ana rise? 


Mr. HOLMAN. To speak on the last amendment proposed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves toastrike out 
the last word and is recognized. 

Mr. HOOKER. Was the Chair decided the point of order? 


I 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the point of order. 
Mr. HOOKER, 


Then I ask to take the floor on the 
The CHAIRMAN. 


been recognized. 


\ 


amendnient. 
The gentleman trom Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN | has 
The gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. Hooker ] will 
e recognized later. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, no person knows better than the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], who has charge of this bill, of 
the steady growth of bureaus in our various Departments. It is one 
of the evils of our system, the steady growth and enlargement of the 
bureaus. Now, take this particular field of statistics, that in relation 
to foreign affairs, There is an ample bureau already in existence, with 
a chief, with a body of clerks; and in aid of their work there isa great 
body of consuls and commercial agents scattered all over the world; so 
that as the law stood before the law of the present fiscal year was en- 
acted there was an ample bureau for furnishing the information which 
is proposed to be secured by the appropriation of this $36,000. But 
here we have another bureau, with another chief, and performing sub- 
in other words, the one taking into account 
statistics of our whole commerce with all the world and the oth 
side of it, confined to the states of this hemisphere. 

Now, I submit to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] that this is 
not good legislation. It is not good statesmanship. The best that 
could be asked under that commercial understanding between the rep- 
resentatives of the American States, the best that could have been 
asked even under that would have been that this bureau, already ex- 
isting, should be made ample for the purpose contemplated by that 
conference; and that could be accomplished, I think, without the ad- 
dition of a single clerk. Atany event a small addition of clerks for 
that bureau is all that could possibly be required; and I think this 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky is morethan enough. I] 
hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize very much with the 
views expressed by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. McCreary] 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] on the subject of the 
multiplication of the bureaus of the Government, and I understand 
that sentiment is heartily concurred in by the chairman of our com- 
mittee [Mr. Hirr]. But I do not think this provision would necessa- 
rily be making another bureau of the Government. As I understand 
it, this appropriation is made forthe purpose of carrying out the agree- 
ment which was made in the the At 


er, in- 


Pan-American Council of 


iCTiCcan 


nations, which we invited, and it was held here in this Capital, and 
which agreed upon various subjects. The very preceding paragraph in 
the bill makes this appropriation: 

For payment of the share of the United Statesof the s i i 
survey for a continental railway recommends i bv the Int nat nal A 


Conference, $65,000, 

Now, that was one of the subjects conferred upon in this Pan 
can Congress, consisting of the representatives of the Republics of ¢ 
tral and South America and Mexico and our own Government, silt 
as it did, in this Capital; and we make the appropriation in acc 





with the convention, agreed upon in that Pan-American Council, held 
here last year. The following clause we now have under consider 
tion, to which the amendment is offered, provide 
BUREAU OF COMMERCIAL INFORMAT 
For “ The International Union of American Republics, for the ] 
tion and distribution of commercial $36,000, and tl 
tributed by other American Republics f his purpose, when collect: i 
covered into the Treasury. 
It will be seen, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the argument whicl 
’ ’ 


is now made, that we already have a Bureau of Statistics connected with 
the State Department, is not pertinent, because it would not bi 
bureau as was authorized, and of that international character betw 


i 


sue! 

































































9158 CONGRESSIONAL 


the United States of America and all other States of Central and South 
America and Mexico as was agreed upon by this convention by the Pan- 
American Council, in which it was agreed that each country should bear 
its pro rata share, and that when the amount of their share was made 
known to them they should pay that sum, and that, when collected, 
would be covered into the Treasury of the United States. It would 
simply refer to a Bureau of Statistics under the control of the Secretary 


of State and controlled by the Government of the United States, over | 


which these foreign governments would bave no control whatever. It 
is intended, as a bureau, not of our establishing, but a bureau estab- 
lished by the conference and agreement of this Pan-American Council, 
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Mr. HITT. Yes; they are for the translators, messengers, clerks, 
accountants, porters, director, and everything. 

Mr. BREWER. ‘That answers my inquiry as to who has control of 
this bureau and who fixes the salaries. As I have already said, Mr. 
Chairman, it seems to me that we are placed under a moral obligation, 


| by the agreement which was made last summer that the bureau should 


| be maintained, to make the appropriation necessary to carry it on in 
the first instance. I doubt whether the amount suggested by my 
friend from Kentucky in his amendment would be suflicient for that 
purpose, but the fact ought to be easily ascertained by the committee 
having the bill in charge. The salaries of the officials and employés 


to which it was intended and designed to refer matters pertaining to | are fixed, and it ought to be easy to determine what amount is neces- 


their countries as well as to our own. 

It is true we have this Bureau of Statistics, which gathers from our 
own consuls, ?a all parts of the world wherever we have consuls, infor- 
mation, which is furnish 
Department of State; and they constitute information for the guidance 
of the Department of State with reference to its diplomatic and con- 
sularservice. But this is an international conference, as I understand, 
and was intended for the purpose of collecting such information as 
would be of use to the United States and these Central and South 
American Republics and Mexico. Under a provision of law upon the 
subject, the convention, as I understand, between these governments 
and our own fixed the rule that the United States shall pay for it in the 
first place and then that they shall pay their share according to popula- 


tion whenever the drafts shall be sent out by the Secretary of State to | 


those States, the amount to be covered into the Treasury to reimburse 
the United States for the proportion which, under the convention, these 
governments were to bear for the expense of this bureau. Thatis all I 
desire to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized for the 
purpose of asking the chairman of the committee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know, Mr. Chairman, whether there is 
any provision in the agreement referred to which requires the United 
States to advance one-half of this sum without interest? 

Mr. HITT. Yes, sir. That was the agreement; that the United 
States should pay one-half, she having one-half of the population of the 
continent; and, the bureau being here, for the convenience of prompt 
organization and we largely controlling iti, that the United States should 


advance temporarily for the other republics, and as fast as expended we | 


should draw upon.them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I understand the gentleman to state that 
the agreement requires the United States to advance one-half of the 
money without interest; but there is no requirement, as I understand 
it, in that agreement which would go the extent of establishing the 
bureau here, is there? 

Mr. HITT. The agreement was that the bureau should be estab- 
lished by all the Governments; that it should be located here; that 
the cost of it should be proportional to population. Our proportion of 
the cost is $18,000. Thesame proporticnal amount applied to each of 
them is $18,000 in the aggregate. We were to goon and spend what 
was necessary, controlling the expenditure largely, with their assent. 
Whatever is expended, at that rate which I have stated, is divided 
among them; half of it is paid by us and the other half drawn for on 
them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman who has charge of 
that bureau. 

Mr. HITT. The bureau is under the charge of the Secretary of State. 
The immediate director is, I believe, Mr. Curtis. I am not certain. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does he hold any other position under the Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. HITT. I believe not. Iknow that he could not, because under 
the law no man can occupy two salaried positions. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly evident, and must 
be to the committee by this time, that we are morally and politically 
in honor bound to make the appropriation that is stated in the bill, or 
at least an appropriation of a sufficient amount to maiutain the ob- 
ject which was agreed upon by the conference which met in this city 
a year ago. What has troubled my mind most is who has the control 
over the officials in this bureau. I am inclined to think myself that it 
is somewhat of a dress-parade bureau; but yet it exists, and it so must 
exist under the agreement which was made, and therefore we are 
under obligation toappropriate the entire amount in the first instance. 
Thave no objection to that. But there seems to be no law here fixing 
the salary of the officials or the employés in the bureau. This beinga 
joint bureau of the several Governments, there seems to be no Govern- 
ment that has any control over it unless itshould be ourown. I would 
like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill who fixes the salaries of 
the superintendent and of the officials and the employés in that bureau. 

Mr. HITT. These are all set down in the printed document which 
contains the plan of the organization, and it was agreed to and signed 
by the plenipotentiaries of these Governments. The salaries are all 
fixed. I have a list of them here in my hand. 

Mr. BREWER. The conference fixed these salaries ? 


| in their annual or monthly reports to the | 





| Sary to carry out the object of the bureau in addition to paying the 
| Salaries, I do not, however, think the amountsuggested by my friend 


from Kentucky, $18,000, would be sufficient. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BREWER] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] have re- 
| ferred to some agreement which they say is in existence and which 
| binds us to make this appropriation. Now, I assert that there is no 

agreement whatever that binds this House to make any such appro- 
priation. The International American Conference met in this city for 
the purpose of recommending certain measures to the respective Gov- 
ernments represented. That conference, in a session of six months, 
| agreed upon a number of propositions that were recommended to the 
respective Governments. I regret to say that so far but few of those 
propositions have been adopted by the Governments of the various re- 
publics of this hemisphere. 

One of the propositions recommended by that conference was the or- 
ganization of a commercial bureau, and they recommended also that 
the United States should pay $18,000 of the expense of conducting it 
and that the other American republics should pay $18,000. But that 
was a mere recommendation. It was not an agreement by which this 
Congress is bound. That conference could not bind this Congress. It 
| was a conference with no power to make agreements, but only power 
| to recommend propositions. The conference recommended the organ- 
ization of this commercial bureau. Now, after a careful examination 
of this matter, standing here, as I do, with a desire to doall that I can 
| to improve oursocial and commercial relations with the republics south 
| of us, I do not believe it is our duty to appropriate more than $18,000 
to maintain this commercial bureau. 
| When the International Conference agreed upon a preliminary sur- 
vey fora railroad to connect the American republics, did the United 
| States say, ‘* We will furnish all the money and you can reimburse us 
afterwards?’’ No, sir; nothing of that sort was done. 

And yet here is a recommendation that we farnish $36,000 per annum 
and be reimbursed in part by the other republics. Ido not believe it 
is proper, with reference to the interests of the other republics, that the 
United States should furnish more than $18,000. 

Let our Government furnish its part and let the others furnish theirs. 
We have not done anything of this kind with the republics of Europe. 
We have no commercial bureau for the purpose of collecting informa- 
tion for the benefit of France or Switzerland or any other European 
nation, and I hope that the amendment which I have offered, which is 
simply to appropriate $18,000, the amount that the United States 
ought to pay, will be adopted, leaving our sister republics to appro- 
priate their shares of the money and send it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, if debate is not exhausted, I would 
simply state to the House that the adoption of that amendment will 
release every other Government from payinga cent on this account. I 
have in my hand the convention by which we agreed to pay this money 
for ten years, and they agreed to pay their respective shares. 

Mr. McCREARY. That international conference had no power to 
bind this Congress. 

Mr. HITT. No sir; that is true. No treaty binds us. We may 
violate treaties if we choose. 
Mr. McCREARY. Theconference had no power to bind us. The 
conference only made a recommendation. 
Mr. HITT. Thatistrue. We can violate any engagement. 
The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman an- 

: that the noes seemed to have it. 





Mr. McCREARY. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 66. 

Mr. McCREARY. I demand tellers. ’ 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 73, 
noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


(Mr, STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 


pendix. ] 


Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 
Mr, STOCKDALE. I move to amend by striki 


rises, as the Chair understands, to oppose the pending amendment. 


out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GRosVENOR] 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak a word in favor 
of a large class of my constituents who are directly affected by the 
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sort of legislation which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STocK- | 


DALE] rather intimates, without any direct deciaration, that he is in 
favor of. If I have understood the drift of his argument, he is in 
favor of the Government loaning money upon the system known as the 
‘‘ warehouse system;’’ that is for the Government to become patriarchal 
in its administration of the commercial interests of the country and to 
loan its money to the men who have something to put up as security 
to the Government for the return of the loan. — 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have neverbelieved in the literal application 
of the doctrine of the Bible (if there is such adoctrine there) that from 
him who hath not shall be taken and to him who hathshall be given. I 
represent a large class of people who have not anything in the world 
in the form of property. They are American citizens, with just as 
much right to demand consideration at the hands of the Government 
as has the cotton-planter of Mississippi or the corn-raiser of Jowa pr 
Kansas. Ifthe Government is to devote its attention in the future to 
the alleviation of the wants of the people, the lifting up of the men 
who are down, to doing something for everybody, helping them out 
by some kind of legislation, I demand that my constituents, many of 
whom have not a dollar’s worth of property or anything else on earth 
except the character of American citizens, shall be embraced in the 
far-reaching paternal conduct of governmental affairs. 
What right nas the lordly cotton-raiser of the South or the great pro- 
ducer of corn and wheat in the North to say that the Government of 
the United States shall relieve him so as to enable him to make 2 cents 
per pound additional on his cotton, while many of my constituents 
many more than I wish—can not make 2 cents on anything, for they 
have not anything to make 2 cents on. 
Mr. STOCKDALE and Mr. HATCH rose. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to hear from my friend over there 
[Mr. Hatcx]. 
Mr. HATCH. Willthe gentleman please state whether he voted for 
the bill known as the McKinley bill ? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Idid; and Iam exceedingly proud of that vote. 
Mr. HATCH. Does not the gentleman know that when he voted 
for that bill he voted for a proposition to give to the sugar-planters of 
Louisiana and other sugar-producers of the country 2 cents a pound on 
all sugar they may produce ? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood that perfectly at the time. 
Mr. HATCH. Did not the gentleman then commit himself to the 
principle of that kind of legislation ? 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Wedid not loan those sugar-producers anything; 
we gave it to them as a bounty. Iam talking about the loaning of 
money to the man who has property as against the man who has noth- 
ing. 
Mr. HATCH. Ifthe Government has power to give, has it any less 
power to loan? Does not the greater power to take money out of the 
Treasury and pay it as a bounty to the producers of a single commod- 
ity include the lesser power to loan money to the producers of other 
commodities ? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But if weare going to loan, I propose that we 
loan to everybody alike. That is my point. 
Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman propose to loan at all? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam in favorof doing something for the great 
body of my countrymen who have not a dollar. 
Mr. HATCH. But the gentleman has already committed himself to 
the proposition that it is constitutional totake money out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States and give it as a bounty to the producer of a 
certain commodity. 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Certainly I have; and I will stand by that until 
the courts shall say it is not constitutional. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, will the gentleman allow me a question ? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. On the principle which the gentleman has 
stated, what right have we to spend money to obtain information for 
the merchant? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I am doing like my friend from Mississippi; 
I am talking about something which is not involved in the bill. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. That is involved in the bill. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The Government of the United States is con- 
stantly seeking information about commercial matters 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I am only half through. 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I hope the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to strike out this paragraph will prevail. I can 
See no necessity whatever for the appropriation. 
I understand this to be an appropriation to be expended under and 
by that bureau of which Mr. Curtis now hascharge. I have read some 
reports made by that gentleman, and the only difference between the 
reports published by that bureau and those coming from the Bureau of 
Navigation is that the latter bureau, that of Navigation, is employed 
in advocating ship subsidies with the worldat large, and this bureau 
of which Mr. Curtis is in charge makes a specialty of ad vocating sub- 
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sidies for ships to run between this country and Central and South 











America. Why should we advance $36,000 more for that purpose, 
when the Government is already paying a large amount for it and itis 
already being very well and very efliciently done ? 
l refer gentlemen to the reports of Mr. Curtis in verification of this 
statement. They are printed now abundantly. He will send out f 
} any gentleman here, in order to disseminate his views on this question 
| of ship subsidies, four or five or six hundred copies of his latest report 
[ repeat, should we appropriate $36,000 more just for tl 
ling this bureau further and 1 itly to advocate 
| it w doing? 
1 . Chairman, that this Governme! é rtco 
to es ofthis kind. There is scarcely ab vu 
yw t} loes not advocate the peculiar views of tl 
A n, wha ay be, inthe annualreports which it 
makes and scatters all overthecountry; and I tell gentlemen that there 
is no place where the y can finda or more thorough arguments in 
favor of this doctrine of subsid in they can already tind in Mr. 
Curtis’s reports. What is he going to dow ith the $36,000 in addition 


to the 1 which h 


For 


money wit » already compiles and prints his reports ? 
what purpose is it to be expended ? 

gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Hirr] conducting this bill, I un- 
derstand, says it is in accordance wi 
the Pan-American Congr 


other nations that entered into that 


1 ; 
with some sortol agreement made in 
1 


I desire to know whether or not all th 


agreement have yet appropriated 


Ss. 


the money that they agreed to appropriate for this purpose. I ask the 
gentleman from Illinois to answer the question. 

Mr. HITT. They have all agreed to appropriate it. 

Mr. HERBERT. But have they yet appropriated the money in 


accordance with their agreement ? 
Mr. HITT. _ They do not make their appropriations by the same 
methods that we do, and I can not answer that any one of them has 
actually passed an appropriation for a specific amount to cover this ex- 
penditure. In fact I know they have not, because it is yet un- 
known. The gentleman is aware of the fact that only about one-third 
or one-fourth of the amount has been expended up to date, and there 
has been no question yet as to the amount to be so refunded, Nocall 
has been made upon these governments up to this time for their pro- 
portion, the work having but recently begun. 

Mr. HERBERT. What is the agreement? 

Mr. HITT. I have already stated the agreement I 


as 


Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman please read it? 
Mr. HITT. I will. 
On the Ist day of July of the year 1891, and of each subsequent year « 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
expired. 
Mr. HERBERT. I ask that the time be extended for five min 
Mr. HITT. If I may be allowed, I will take the floor in m 
right and use it to answer the question of the gentleman irom Ala 
bama, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman rises to oppose the an 
Mr. HITT. I will rise to oppose the amendment 
I will read now for the information of the g« 
from the paper which is the basi 
1 in the statute: 
On the Ist day of July of the year 1891, and of each subs rent 3 
he continuance of this uaion 
And, by the way, 
for ten years— 
the director of the comme 
longing to the union a state 
pose of the union, not to ; 
Governments the same proportion of the 
respective countries bear to the total po 
in the union, and all the Governmer ‘ I 
Secretary of State of the United States in coin, or its eq 


tively assessed, et 


endment ? 


ntleman from Alabama 


3 of the statute of last year, and is re- 


cit 
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respec 
Further down— 

This union shall continue in force during ater 
its organization, and no country becoming a 
to be a member until the end of the period 





» mem» ol t union 


of ten years 

Then by a table following the words I first read, the amount t 
paid by each Government is specified, beginning with Hayti, $187.50 
Nicaragua, $75; and so on through the little states. Brazil, $5,250. 
The United States, which has sixty millions of people, pays $18,806. 
The whole plan is elaborated, and this instrument is signed by 
ministers plenipotentiary of these Governments, who were here. 
Mr. HERBERT. Have this Government and the other Governments 
severally and officially become members of this union? In other words 
have they all ratified the action of that Pan-American Congress through 
their legislative bodies or other. proper authorities? 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that they have passed upon each recom- 
mendation, but I know that they have sent answers approving the ac- 
tion of their ministers plenipotentiary and acting upon them, and 
there are to-day, sitting in this city, two conferences just appointed 
pursuant to these agreements, and one of them is the railway conference 
under the provision that gentlemen have just been discussing. 
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Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion about the railway conference? Is it not true that each one of the 
republics appropriates the amount of money required under the agree- 
ment for the preliminary survey for that railroad? Is it not true that 
we only give $65,009 to assist in the preliminary survey for the rail- 
way and each of the other republics appropriates their own money ? 
We do not, in making that preliminary survey, do what you are ask- 
ing to be done in maintaining the commercial bureau. In that we fur- 
nish all the money and expect tobereimbursed. In raising the money 
for the survey of the railway, each republic properly furnishes its re- 
spective part. 

Mr. HITT. Well, it ought to be added, in justice to them, that our 
Government is not half as much interested in the railway as they are, 
and we ex#ect some of them to pay more than we do. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is getting off from the question I asked. 
can very well understand —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Hitt] has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. HERBERT. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment? 

Mr. HERBERT. 
offer another. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can very well understand from the answer 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] that the executives 
of these several South and Central American republics have sent let- 
ters approvieg what has been done. But that is as far as the gentle- 
man from Illinois could go in answer to my question as to whether or 
not these several Governments had all, or any of them, officially and 
authoritatively approved of what had been done here, and thus become, 
so far as they were concerned, members of this union which it was pro- 
posed to form. 

That union has not yet been formed, And now this proposition, as 
I understand it, is, in advance of any appropriation by any one of 
these other Governments, that this Government of the United States 
shall appropriate $36,000 and rely upon these other several Govern- 
ments to refund it hereafter, provided their legislatures shall severally 
approve of the proposition. That is the status of the question, as I 
understand it from the answer that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hitt] has made to me. 

Mr. HITT.. Not atall. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, if that be true, is this Government ready, 
in advance of any action by these other Governments, to appropriate 
this $36,000 and rely upon them hereafter to come up, as they may 
or may not do, and appropriate this money? I, for one, am not will- 
ing to vote for $36,000 upon any such hypothesis that they will ratify 
this union and that they will appropriate this money hereafter. I am 
opposed to it anyway. I can see no reason for it. We are already 
publishing very useful reports made by our consuls. We have con- 
sulates in each one of these countries, and we have here in the State De- 
partment now a new bureau, over which Mr, Curtiss presides, which, if 
{ mistake not, was formed only by the last Congress, possibly during 
the last session of this present Congress. At any rate, it is a very re- 
cent thing. It has just been established. There can be no need at all 
for this expenditure of money by the establishment of bureaus to do 
what is already being done, and for the purposes of which we are al- 
ready expending enough of the people’s money. I hope this amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForNEY]. The ques- 
tion before the House is not whether the bureau for the dissemination 
of certain information, which was formed last year, should have been 
formed; nor is the question whether one gentleman or another should 
preside over that bureau. The simple and sole question is whether 
the United States Government, having in the Pan-American Conference 
entered into av agreement to advance the sum of $36,000-—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
the agreement is not that this Government shall advance—— 

Mr. HITT. That is the essence of the agreement. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I decline to be interrupted, having 
but five minutes. The United StatesGovernment, in the Pan-Ameri- 
can Conference, as if a gentleman were dealing with other gentle- 
men, substantially agreed to advance $36,000, and these other gen- 
tlemen substantially agreed that they would repay their share of that 
sum, in so far as it was necessary to expend money for the collection 
of certain information. Now, that is the precise essence of the agree- 
ment and the exact status of the subject under discussion. Whether 
these other gentlemen, so to say, represented in the Pan-American Con- 
ference, have yet had time to enable their respective legislative bodies 
to approve their action is not for us to consider. 

Their action has been indorsed by their plenipotentiaries speaking 
for their Governments, as just read by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hrrr], where their several Governments have agreed that this 
arrangement shall be carried out, and by so doing have taken upon 
their own shoulders and from off our shoulders the responsibility of 


I 


I ask to be recognized in my own time. 

Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
I move to strike out the last two words. 

Does the gentleman withdraw his pro forma 


Yes, I withdraw the pro forma amendment and 
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their several payments. So that the simple question before the House 
now is whether the Government of the United States, with its 62,000,- 
000 people, shall vote $18,000 for the collection of information, and 
then shall advance another $18,000 which will be returned to the Sec- 
retary of State by these foreign gentlemen representing the Govern- 
ments with whom it dealt and agreed in the conference; and it is only 
a question whether we as gentlemen shall keep our plighted words. 
That is the whole of it, and I can not see a particle of point in asking 
whether their legislatures have acted. I do not care whether they 
have any legislatures or not. 

Mr. KELLEY. Or whether they have any money. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, I do not care whether their legis- 
latures have money or not, nor whether they pay their assessments, 
for we, as a great, honorable, mighty nation, were dealing with other 
nationalities of the American continents 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Seeking their intercourse. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And agreed with them that certain 
information should be collected, that the expense should be divided 
according to population, and when the question arose as to how funds 
should be immediately raised we said to them that we would advance 
the needed funds and that they could repay their quota. As gentle- 
men, we are bound by our word, and this paragraph only proposes to 
execute that pledge. They also are gentlemen and will keep their 
pledges. But, even if they did not, certainly this is not the time for 
us to make an insinuation so improper and improbable. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. HITT. I move to close debate on the section and pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the amendment. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi to strike 
out the pending paragraph. 

The question was taken; and the motion to strike out was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE B. 
SALARIES CONSULAR SERVICE. 


Consuls general at Havana, London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $6,000 each, 
$24,000. 


Consuls general at Calcutta and Shanghai, at $5,000 each, $10,000. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask leave to offer an amendment, commencing at 
the ninth line on page 3. I was absent from the House, called away 
on duty, at the time when that paragraph was passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. That section can only be returned to by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. LACEY. 
be offered. 

Mr. HITT. May I ask if the gentleman has any reason why he 
should come in behind time ? 

Mr. LACEY. I was absent at the time when that was passed. 

Mr. HITT. Then I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to the paragraph 
named by the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. McCREARY. What is the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that leave be given to propose an amendment to the paragraph 
which has been passed. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following after line 9, page 3: 

“That so much of paragraph 10, chapter 155,of said act, approved June 4, 1878, 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1879, which reads as follows: ‘That hereafter chargés d’af- 
faires ad interim shall receive no additional pay beyond that which the law pro- 
vides forthe regular offices which they hold in their respective legation ;’ be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 

“That the secretaries of legations for such time as they were authorized to act 
and did act as chargés d'affaires ad interim at their respective legations to which 
they were appointed shall receive compensation at the rate allowed by the act 
of Congress approved August 18,1856, entitled ‘An act to regulate the diplo- 
matic and consular systems of the United States.’ 

‘** That there shall be allowed and paid to the several secretaries of legations or 
their legal representatives the several amounts to which they were entitled as 
acting chargés d’ affaires during the fiscal years ending June 30, 1879, and June 
30, 1880, upon the approval of the Secretary of State ; and the sum of $30,000, or 
so much as may be necessary to pay said salaries, is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is subject toa point of order, and I object. 

Mr. ROGERS. Lreserve the point of order until I can hear a state- 
ment from the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I object outright. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consuls at Belfast, Bradford, Demerara, Glasgow, Manchester, Singapore, 
and Trinidad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on the last consulate 
named, Trinidad. The gentleman from Illinois will state to the Chair, 
I presume, that that is a change of existing law; that that place is not 
in the consular list; but it is what is known as a commercial agency. 
It has always been held that this change can not be done on this ap- 
propriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 





I ask unanimous consent that this amendment may 


Is there any question as to the fact? 
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Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, Trinidad is not a consulate, according 
to existing law, in the salaried list. By existing law it isa consulate, 
and its compensation is more, taking it all ways, than what is specified 
in this bill. Following what the committee took to be a direction of 
the law of last year, to the ¢ Yect that consulates having fees above a 
thousand dollars should be estimated at a salaried rate, to the committee 
to which was committed the preparation of this bill it was estimated, 
and we obeyed and have reported thisconsulate. There are along with 
the one to which the gentleman has called attention seventeen others, 
which, for the good of the public, for the advancement of the commer- 
cial interests of the country, the efficiency of the service, and in the 
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interest of economy, I would be glad to see passed in this bill as salaried | 


officers. Upon the decision of the Chair on this point of order, I sup- 
pose, the c,ues'iou as to all of them rests. 

The CHA]RMAN. Is there any dispute as to the facts that under 
existing law they are consulate officers? What is the existing law as 
to the character of the office, without regard to the policy of the change? 

Mr. HITT. The existing law is that they are feed officers. They 
are not appropriated for in appropriation bills. They are provided for 
in existing law; but under existing law it is arranged that they are to 
be compensated by fees. They are compensated. — 

The CHAIRMAN. But what is the character of the office under ex 
isting law? 

Mr. HITT. They are the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. As provided in this bill? 

Mr. HITT. They are commercial agencies, many of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. And under existing laws are paid by fees? 

Mr. HITT. By fees. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. Under that state of 


things the Chair is clearly of the opinion that it is such a change of | 


existing law that it would be obnoxious to the point of order, if in- 
sisted upon. 


Mr. HITT. I do not like to delay the committee, but if I might re- 


fer the Chair to the regulations which are issued in pursuance of law | 


by the State Department he would find it there declared that the words 
‘*consul’’ and ‘‘commercial agent’’ are convertible for all purposes 
of the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the existing law provides for compensation 
of this officer by the fees of the office. 

Mr. HITT. That is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. To the extent, then, that this is a change in the 
method of compensation, it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. HITT. It is a change of the method of compensation and of the 
rate of compensation. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Consuls at Annaberg, Aix-la-Chapelle, Bremen, Brunswick, Chemnitz, Dres- 
den, Hamburg, and Mayence, and commercial agent at Fiirth. 


Mr. ROGERS. 
as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, we had better leave this 
case as it is, and therefore I make the same point of order with refer- 
ence to Hamburg. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order as to Fiirth. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make it as to Fiirth also. 

Mr. HITT. Fiirth is put in the bill as a commercial agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is a salary fixed. 

Mr. HITT. Yes; the same salary as in the other case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then that provision would be obnoxious to the 
same pointof order. The point of order is sustained as to the commer- 
cial agency at Furth. 

Mr. HITT. Which excludes it from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consuls at Birmingham, Dundee, Leith, Nottingham, Sheffield, Tunstall, and 


Victoria (British Columbia), and commercial agents at Huddersfield, Hull, and 
Newcastle (New South Wales). 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the fees at the commercial agency 
of Huddersfield amounted last year to $7,000. It is proposed now to 
pay the commercial agent there a salary of $2,500. I hope there will 
be no point of order made upon that change. I desire to say further 
that there is a commercial agent at Hull and one at Newcastle. The 
agent at Hull last year collected in fees $1,339.50. This bill proposes 
to pay him a salary of $2,500. 
provision. At Newcastle, New South Wales, the commercial agent 
collected in fees last year $2,315.29 and it is proposed by this bill to 
pay him a salary of $2,500. 


The Chair sustains the point of order. The 


Mr, Chairman, if we are not going to have a change | 
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than the proposed salary that the change would probably rood 
one. Iam sorry to say, however, that that is the only instance 
list. 

Mr. HITT. Has itoccurred to the gentleman that alike ex 
fees over the salary exists at Fiirth 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not according to the rep th UAl \ 
to be $2,500, while the tees amount to $4,772; but my triend w 
see that with only that much difference the probabilities are tl 
salary would be the larger compensation. I think my friend, w 
large experience in diplomatic matters, is certainly aware otf 
that asa general rule the duties of comm | agents are more ;: 
tentively and zealously performed than those « ularied eonsuls, and 
the reason is very obvious. Therefore, unless the fe llect v 

| large in comparison with the proposed salary, I think it to 
maintain the system of compensation by fees than to change t 

Mr. HITT. As the gentleman seems to think it is a lx 

| Government to maintain the stem, I will tell him that t 

| that has just been stricken out, H is one that has been a scat 
the service for fifteen years, because of the incitement fo collect « 
mous fees. When aman is salaried he has no motive to go into ¢ 
rupt partnerships for the purpose of collecting fees improperly 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr, Chairman, if we have co 
that are not properly managed, and where we obtain ¢ 

| $1,000 a year in the way of fees, the good nan four t 
that we should abolish them rather than pay those o 
from $2,000 to $2,500 a year. 

Mr. HITT. Does Huddersfield stand in the bill, Mr. Chait 

The CHAIRMAN. Hudderstield stands. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

France 

Consulsat Khe . 2 St. J 1e, and commercial ag tat R é 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ithink a point of order ought to be made as to 
Roubaix. There is a difference of $50 between the salary proposed 
and the fees as reported by the State Department for the last year. 1] 
think that in a case like this it is better that the fee sy 
remain. 1 therefore make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. 

Che Clerk read as follows 

(;ermany 
Consuls at Colo Crefeld, Dusseldorf, Leips i 
Sonneberg, and commercial agent at Magde rg 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope my friend from Indiana will not 
point of orderasto Magdeburg. ‘The amount of tees collected la ea 
at that place was $2,565, and the salary proposed is only $2 | 
hope therefore no point of order will be made upon this com: 
agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rose for the purpose of making the point of ov- 
der. The difference between the amount of fees collected last veai 
and the proposed salary is $565, and I have no idea that any such 
amount of fees as $2,565 will be collected and go into the Treasury 
Yet inasmuch as gentlemen seem to think it important that there 


should be a consulate at this place, I will not press the point of order. 


Mr. MCCREARY. I desire to ask my iriend and colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr], why the words 
‘commercial agency’’ are used with reference to Magdeburg. Why 


not have a consul at Magdeburg as well as the other places named? If 
this officer is to be a consular officer, why not call him a consul 


Mr. HITT. He is nowa commercial agent and we have ; 7 
left him in the existing status. 

Mr. McCREARY. But you provide in the bill that he shall be paid 

| a salary as if he wereaconsul. If the gentleman does not state any 


I make the point of order against that | 


Mr. HITT. The fees there, I am advised by the Department, are 


now much larger. 


Mr. McCREARY. I think we had better not make the change. 
Let the commercial agent at Newcastle continue this year on his fees. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the same state of facts exists in both cases 
the Chair sustains the point of order as to Hull and Neweastle. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I think the point of order that was made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky as to Hull and Newcastle ought to have been made, but I agree 
with him as to Huddersfield that the fees there are so manifest] y greater 
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reason why the words ‘‘commercial agent’’ should remain in the bill 
I will move to strike them out, so that this officer may stand as consul 
at Magdeburg. 

Mr. HITT. There is no special reason 

Mr. MCCREARY. Very well; I move, then 
words, 

Mr. HITT. I will state that in preparing the bill I wished to have 
as few points on which objection could be offered as possible. I h 
been subjected to a storm of letters from all these consuls whose pay 
is cut down by the bill. The gentleman from Indiana and the gentl: 
man from Kentucky are saving them and relieving me from the 
eessity of making explanations. 


to strike 


out those 
x 


ive 


Mr. McCREARY. Imove to amend by striking out the word ‘‘com- 
mercial agent,’’ so that this officer at Magdeburg shall be a consul. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that similar words occur in three or fou 


instances in the previous part of the bill. The committee is 
to make these persons consuls of course—— 
Mr. HITT. Well, it was intended to make them consular officer 
Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly, you intend that the appointme 
be confined to American citizens 
Mr. HITT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOLMAN. All these commercial agencies can be filled by 1 
sons who are not citizens of the United States. 
Mr. HITT. There is no danger of that ever occurrin 
Mr. HOLMAN. Itis, however, a common thing, as 


intending 


r 
t 


the gentls a 








6 
te 


j 
ki r pel » have never been in the United States to be ap- | 

in foreign countries. A consul, however 
nust be a citizen of the United States 


[('l. There is no objection to the change suggested if the 


’ 







nt t in the preparation of the bill I did not wish 
Lo give unnecessaril ny footing for a point of order. 

McCREARY [ ask unanimous consent that in lines 9 and 10, 
on } l i words ‘‘commercial agent at Fiirth’’ occur, 
the words ‘* commercial agent’’ be struck out 

he CHAIRMAN. That office has already gone out of the bill on 
a point of order. 
A McCREARY,. I move to strike out the phrase ‘“‘ commercial | 
gent’? where it occurs in connection with Huddersfield and Magde- | 
burg. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous | 
consent for the amendment he has stated. Is there objection? The 

Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Let us understand this matter. 


Did the Chair say that the office at Magdeburg had gone out on a point 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order was made against it. The 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] rose, as the Chair supposed, 
for the purpose of making the point, but at the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky he refrained from doing so. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Netherlands 

Consuls at Rotterdam and Curacoa. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lrise, Mr. Chairman, to make the point of order 
against the change proposed by the billatCuragoa. I wish to ask the | 
gentleman from Illinois, however, before that, how it occurs that these | 
two consulates are put together? I may be mistaken in making the 
pou * of order. 

Mr. HITT. To which does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘To these consuls at Rotterdam and Curacoa. 

Mr. HITT. Curacoa is in the same government—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, I know; but you just add it to the list of the con- 
sulates, this one which is now a commercial agency. 

Mr. HITT. That is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that Curacoa is not prop- 
erly in this bill. 

1e CHAIRMAN, = It is embraced in the same class. 

Mr. HOLMAN, § Yes, it is now paid by fees. 

The CHAIRMAN. - The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Crass VI 

\t $1,500 per annum 

Argentine Republ 

Consul at Rosario 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ialso make the point of order on the consulate at 
Rosario. The fees there last year were $1,182, and it is proposed now 
to give the consul $1,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. | 

Mr. HITT. If that is sustained the preceding words, “ Argentine | 
Republic,’’ should also be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will take note of the fact. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consuls at Cognac, Guadeloupe, Martinique, Nice, and Rouen, and commer- 
cial agentat Limoges. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The two latter cities named here, Rouen and Li- 
moges, are now commercial agencies, and I make the point of order on 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HITT. The point of order being sustained, the word ‘‘and”’ 
should precede ‘*‘ Nice.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will make the necessary correction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Germany: 

Consuls at Breslau, Kehl, Mannheim, and Munich 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after ‘‘ Mannheim,” in line 17, page 15 of the bill, the word “Stettin,” 


Mr. HOLMAN. That, I believe, is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point of 
order until I can make a statement as to the reason for offering the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, the salary of theconsul at Stettin 
was fixed by law thirty-four years ago at $1,000. 

It will be seen by an examination of a statement which I caused to 
be placed in the RecorpD of this morning, and published on page 2119, 
that the exports from Dresden for the year 1882 amounted to $1,037,- 
099.10, while the consul at that point receives a salary of $2,000 per 
annum. 

The exports from Kehl for the same year amounted to $336,264.04, 
while the official there has a salary of $1,500, At Stuttgart, during 
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the Cleveland Administration, while the invoice exports were but 
$773,164.51, the salary was increased from $1,500 to$2,000. I was very 
glad of that, because an old friend of mine, although a friend of the 
Cleveland Administration, received the appointment. At Munich the 
invoice exports were $491,341.51 and the salary of the consul $1,500, 
At Breslau $1,129,608.97 was the amount of the exports and $1,500 the 
salary of the consul, while at Stettin, with invoice exports for 1882 of 
1,338,589.85, the consul has a salary of but $1,000. 

Now, it will be seen, from the statistics I furnished and the refer- 
ence which I have given, that from Stettin the exports exceed those 
from Dresden and all of these other places where the salary is from 
$2,500 to $2,000. The exportslast year from Stettin amount to$2,779,- 
000, or double the amount of the exports from any other of the points 
named, and the exports from Stettin exceed the exports from all of the 
other consulates named there, while the salaries to these consuls in 
these five consulates amount to $7,000 a year, whereas the pay of the 
consul at Stettin is only $1,000. 

Mr. BREWER. The gentleman is speaking of the value of the ex- 
ports to this country ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Yes, sir; I am speaking of the business with the 
United States and the growth of the business of these consulates. This 
year there have also been substantial advances. There has beena very 
rapid increase, and within the last five years the business from Stettin 
has more than doubled. 

Now, this is not an inviting place for a consu!. He has no salary. 
This is an important point, and I insist that he should have at least 
the salary that is given to these other places where there is very much 
less business transacted. 

I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Indiana, for I know he wants 
what is fair and just, will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the gentleman from Minnesota 
know who is the consul at Stettin ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Idonot. I never saw the man and knew noth- 
ing about it until my attention was called to the facts in this case. 

[ Ilere the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Minnesota anything to 


| submit on the point of order? 


Mr. DUNNELL. Ido not know that I have anything to say on the 
point of order, except to express the hope that in view of the circum- 
stances I have narrated the gentleman from Indiana will not insist 
upon his objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be very glad to comply with the wishes 
of the gentleman from Minnesota, but I think the salaries are all suf- 
ficiently high. 

Mr.DUNNELL. Does not the gentleman from Indiana, by referenca 
to the statistics which I have called to his attention, readily admit 
that a manifest injustice is done to the consul at this point? It was 
done in the last Congress when the salary of the consul at Stuttgart 
was raised from $1,500 to $2,000, which bas not one-third of the busi- 
ness of Stettin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not press that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of 
order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall be compelled to insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Great Britain and British dominions: 


Consuls at Amherstburg (Canada), Antigua (West Indies), Auckland (New 
Zealand), Barbadoes, Bermuda, Bristo], Brockville (Canada), Cape Town, Coati- 
cook (Canada), Ceylon (India), Charlottetown (Prince Edward Island), Clifton 
Canada), Fort Erie (Canada), Goderich (Canada), Gibraltar, Guelph (Canada), 
Kingston (Canada), London (Canada), Malta, Morrisburg (Canada), Newcastle- 
on-Tyne, Quebec, Pictou (Canada), Port Hope (Canada), Port Sarnia (Canada), 
Port Stanley (Falkland Islands), Prescott (Canada), Southampton, St. Helena, 
St. John’s (Canada), St. Stephens (Canada), Stratford (Canada), Three Rivers 
Canada), Wallaceburg (Canada), Windsor (Canada), Winnipeg (Manitoba), 
Woodstock (New Brunswick), and Yarmouth (Nova Scotia), and commercial 
agents at Moncton, Port Rowan, St. Christopher, St. Hyacinthe, Stanbridge, 
Vancouver, and Waubaushene. 


Mr. McCREARY. There is a commercial agent at Moncton. He 
collected as fees, $1,040.50. The bill proposes to raise his salary to 
$1,500 and make hima consul. I make the point of order against 
that as new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to apply the point of order 
to Port Rowan, St. Cristopher, Stanbridge, Vancouver, and Waubau- 
shire. I wish to omit St. Hyacinthe. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why do you omit that? Serve 
them all alike. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, St. Hyacinthe stands upon a different footing. 
St. Hyacinthe has a fairly just claim. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. You have already cost the Gov- 
ernment more than $4,000 by your points of order. Why do you not 
make them against all these places? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order made by the gentleman from 
Indiana will be sustained. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And in order that they may all 
be treated alike I make a point of order against St. Hyacinthe. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order will be sustained. Clerk la 
Mr. HOLMAN. We have saved about $30,000 by these points o! LR 
order so far. t tor scaly 
The Clerk read as follows: CANNON. Mr. ¢ 
Germany: I read i 
Consul at Stettin. fAIRMAN. 
Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply for the purpose of | ‘ pense \ 
moving to strike out the last word in line 24. In what I am about to 
say I desire the attention of the gentleman trom Kentucky [ Mr. M t 
CREARY] because I take it in the next Congress my triend will either " H W 
be—and I hope he may be—Speaker of the House or else he will be ‘ rentiema 
at the head of the Committee on Foreign Aflairs. to ' tt 
Mr. McCREARY. I must thank my friend irom Michigan for his | | ?!'. 5 Lik 
very kind words. New York that | dy agreed upon t 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan please bk Mr. HOLMAN lthat agree 
kind enough to address himself to the motion? e two hours on eit] 
Mr. BREWER. I will confine myself strictly tothe point. I desire Mr. BRECKINRIDG As I understand, : 
to call the attention of the gentleman and of my friend from Illinois | ™e&™! has be 1ade betwee ( 1 from Illinois { Mr.¢ 
[Mr. Hrrr], the chairman of the committee, to the necessity for revis- | ® i the gentleman from Tex i and I hope 
ing the salaries of the consuls to foreign countries; and, more than that, to that 
I wish to call attention to the fact that in Germany there are two con rhe CHAIRMAN, { i he 
suls general. There are also two consuls general in Mexico. Ther reading ot bill \tter ay se. ] he ( 
should be only one in either country. It is worse than the double- Mr. CAN NON Mr. Chai 1, the gent ian f 
headed bureau of information, as suggested by my friend [Mr. Mc- | § I will Se have made an agreement that | nd 0 
CREABY ] this morning. There is no more reason for having two con- | Concerned, think 1s sauistactory: that there hall not exceeding ty 
suls general in Germany than there is for having two Presidents of the hou de ba e upon a side, the two hours on that e to be under t 
United States. It simply divides up the work of the several consuls in | COU'To! of the gi ntleman from Texas and the t 1 
the empire. The correspondence of one set of consuls goes through the | U2Ver my contr y]. 
office of one consul general, and the correspondence of consuls in anothe: Mr. SAYERS That is the agreement 
portion of the empire goes through the other consul general. The rul- M PL WER l hours’ debate upon each le. J l 
ings made by the different consuls general in the empire are frequent!) to asx the gentieman Massachusetts [| Mr. CA how 
in conflict with each other. Hence thereshould be but one consul gen- | |! He he cesir this bil 
eral in the empire. Mr. CANDLER, of Massa setts. 1 was not? ike 
The attention of the State Department was called to this some year I would state that the Committee on t] Torid’s Fa 
ago, in 1884, when Mr. Frelinghuysen was at the head of the State | sid le t ind I should have to ilt wit 
Department. I was then acting as consul general at berlin. I called | stating how mu I ; 
his attention to the necessity for the change, and he recommended it Mr. CANNON, 1 think it can all be done whe ( to t 
in his report to the Congress of the United States, carrying out the sug- | efiective debate, which is under t ve-minute rule. 
gestion that I had made, that there should be but one consul general, Mr. CANDLER Massachusett . Mr. Chair: 
and he at Berlin. would not be suilicient time, when t re t 
The reason why there are two consuls general is that thirty years | mittee under the e-minute rul We 
if ago Frankfort-on-the-Main was the great financial center of Germany | | think we want at least an hou 
as it then existed, and the consul general was established there as long Mr. CANNON. I hope to be able to tal 
ago as that. In 1865, I think, a consulship was established for the Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett lo n 
first time in the city of Berlin. Afterward the consul there of neces- | ciates W ill want. 
sity became the head of the consular service of the Empire so farashe} Mr. FLOWEK. I want to ask the gentleman 1 Ma 
could be, in conflict with the establishment at Frankfort-on-the-Main. | if he desires to make h 1e subject 
One-half of the consuls report to the consul general at Berlin, the Mr. CANDLER, of Massachasetts. I would fir ve to 
other halfto the consul generalat Frankfort-on-the-Main. Ifmy friend | my associates before stating wiat t » we would be willing to a 
[Mr. McCreary | will take pains when he comes to consider this inthe | 1 know they have very great iaterest in some items in th Hl: and 
next Congress and examine the report and recommendations of the | as it is an important and large appropriation I t yuld have 
State Department at the time I mentioned, he will see more fully stated | suflicient time to present the facts to the Ho 
the necessity for carrying out the suggestions I have made. ; | Mr. CANNON. Now, th é 1 Texas and I 
Mr, McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of my friend from | think bad as much to do with this billas anybody else, and are prob 
Michigan are very pertinent and very proper, I think, in regard to re- | ably as thoroughly familiar with it as anyone, thought that ther : need 
vising our consular system. During the last term of Congress a bil] | not be exceeding two hours’ debate on a side 
was introduced to revise our entire consular service; and every gentle- Mr. SAYERS. The gentleraan from Illinois has stated the « 
man who has examined that system will be convinced that it is de- | ment correctly, and I hope this of the House w no o 
fective and ought to be revised. The reason why we can not revise it | tion. 
in this bill, or change it, is because of a rule we have which prevents The CHAIRMAN. The gentle 1 f I AS 1an 
new legislation upon an appropriation bill. I hope that before very | consent that general debate upon this bill (the nitt 
long our consular system will be revised, and I trust that at the next | be in order until the Chair can state the proposition 
session of Congress members will be found who will take interest enough Mr. CANNON. Be limited to four hoi nD 
in these matters to revise the whole system, make proper changes, and | on each side. 
give proper salaries, and make the whole system better thanitisnow.| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, about to state that—that 
The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. eral debate be limited to four hours, not to exceed two hours on 
Mr. HITT. I now ask to turn back to page 10, line 3, and change | side of the House; the time upon the Republican side to 1 ‘ 
the footing oftheamountprovided for. It is given inthe bill at $435.- control of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and on the 
500. It should now be $404,000, ji other side of the House under the control of the gentleman from Te 
Mr. McCREARY. Thatis to conform to the changes made? [Mr. SAYERS]. Is there objection to that request 
Mr. HITT. It is to conform tothe changesmade. Thirty-onethou- | Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I ask to amend t 1 
sand five hundred dollars is stricken out, and the amountshould now | two hours, making it six hours. 
be $404,000 instead of $435,500. Mr. CANNON. Ilhope the gentleman will not do that | 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But this is not saved, because the | oti a side is quite sufiicient. 
fees will go to the consuls. ‘ Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to su t ( 
The amendment was agreed to. on the committee [Mr. CANNON] and to the gentleman fro 
5 Mr. HITT. I now move that the bill be laid aside to be reported | chusetts [Mr. CANDLER] that when this item is ed, to which 
te to the House with a favorable recommendation. ; friend refers, there will undoubtedly be time given to disenss it 
; The motion was agreed to. Mr. HOOKER. When the bill is being discussed under tl ' 
a SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. } —— a will oe su lent time, because each gentl 
: we » Vili De itmited to live minutes, ana hink the pr osition of t 
“ _Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I now move to take up the sundry | tleman Sah Mibemeknnetia oh ‘ald Se aeaen — 
civil appropriation bill. Mr. SAYERS. Out of the time which I control I will cive t 
| The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the | gentleman from New York [Mr. FLowen] and others some tine 
Ns : bee é le , gentleman trom New York | Mr. FLOWER] and other me time to 
mi Committee on Appropriations, asks for the present consideration of the | | 


discuss the item with reference to the World’s Fair. 


bill the title of whick the Clerk will read. Mr. HOOKER. We may want to discuss other portions of thé 
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and I suggest to my friend that it would be proper to extend the time 
to three hours on a side, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will, in fairness, agree in 
advance that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] and 
his subcommittee shall have an hour on that part of the bill in rela- 
tion to the Columbian Fair. 

Mr. CANNON. If the agreement is made for general debate not ex- 
ceeding two hours on each side I will try to take care of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will agree that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts shall have an hour. 

Mr. CANNON, Let us have this agreement first. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it should be understood now how much 
time the gentleman from Massachusetts is to have. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] controls the two hours on the other side and I now yield the 
floor to him. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield forty minutes to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana | Mr. BLANCHARD]. 


| Mr. BLANCHARD addressed the committee. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I wish to announce that there is 
one Indian tribe in the United States that is not engaged in any out- 
break at present, and that is Tammany tribe. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time did the gentleman from Louisiana 
[ Mr. BLANCHARD] occupy ? 

The CHAIRMAN. He occupied forty minutes. The gentleman 
from Texas still has twenty minutes remaining of his hour. 

Mr. CANNON, It is now ten minutes after 4. It seems to me 
we ought to go on for an hour longer. We wiil not use, so far as I 
know, more than one hour upon this side, or such time as the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. CANDLER] desires. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the members of 
my committee are not present. They did not expect to be called 
upon to-night and I do not wish to make any agreement that will shut 
them out from speaking. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas takes careof the mem- 
bers of the committee on that side. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have agreed to let the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. FLOWER] have such time as he wanted; and he has named the 
amount of time that he desires, and I have agreed to let him have it. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as I know, except as I yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER], I do not desire to use 
further time. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that 
the members of my committee would be present this evening, as they 
are very much interested in this discussion, But as it seems to be my 
duty to open the subject I will state for information that I shall move 
to strike out, on page 39, all from line 16 to line 2 of page 40, inclu- 
sive. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire the attention of the genile- 
man from Texas fora moment. I desire to ask the gentleman how 
much time he proposes to yicld to the gentleman on the World’s Fair 
Committee upon his side. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from New York is the only person 
who has spoken to me in regard to that particular proposition. He 
asked fifteen minutes, and I agreed to give it to him. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is agreeable to the committee, I would state 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts desires thirty minutes, and I 
will be glad if an hour of the time allowed to this side of the House 
might be used at that time when the item relating to the World’s Fair 
is reached in the reading of the bill. I expect the gentleman from 
New York would prefer to speak at that time; and then it would be 
upon the very matter that is in hand. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that those gentlemen 
upon this side who desired to speak this afternoon, thinking the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] would follow the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], are not here to consume the 
time, unless the gentleman from West Virginia will. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I expect to speak on the same 
item that the gentleman from Massachusetts does; and I think the 
suggestion of the chairman of the committee [Mr. CANNON] is a very 
goou one, that the matter shall be discussed when we reach it in the 
bill. 

Mt. CANNON. How muchtime did the gentleman from Texas yield 
to the gentleman from West Virginia? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I am to have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I would suggest that we reserve our hour and 
a half of this time for general debate until the time when the World's 
Fair item is reached in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can only reserve for that time thirty minutes of 
my time. 


See Appendix. ] 
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Mr. CANNON, That would be thirty minutes on your side and an 
hour and a half on our side; and that I think is all we will use. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, my only desire 
is to have this matter discussed so that we can secure the attention of 
the House. Mr. Chairman, what is the pending proposition before the 
House? 

Mr. CANNON. I want an hour of this time consumed to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent whatever time may be 
agreed upon may be reserved for general debate to be used when the 
item of the bill with reference to the World’ Fair shall be reached, and, 
in the mean time, the bill can be read by paragraphs for amendment. 
Any gentleman who desires to be heard can speak on the item upon 
which he desires to address the committee, and progress can thus be 
made on the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if it 
is his intention to go ahead with the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing to de that, and say let the 
balance of the time, as much as there remains, go over for debate on 
the World’s Fair, when it is reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. That cuts out those gentlemen to whom I have 
yielded time and who desire to speak on other questions. 

Mr. CANNON. They are cut out by being absent. 

Mr. SAYERS. Those gentlemen are absent because they thought 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would speak next. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be noobjection, general debate may be 
postponed, and the committee can proceed to the consideration of the 
bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. ROGERS. There is objection to that, because gentlemen have 
absented themselves thinking that general debate would progress this 
afternoon, and they might want to discuss other matters when reached 
in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON, Itis the business of gentlemen to be here. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend says they ought to be here, and that is 
one of the objections I have to making these agreements, they allow 
| people to go away; and therefore I think it unwise to make them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Howmuch time does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. CANNON. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I shall move at 
the proper time to strike out from line 16, on page 39, to line 2, inclu- 
sive, on page 40. I shall also move.to strike out from line 10, on page 
40, to line 2, om page 41, inclusive, and shall move as a substitute or 
as an amendment the following: 











That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, instructed in the exer- 
cise of the authority of approval vested in him by section 18 of the act approved 
April 25, 1890,and entitled “An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an 
international exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
soil, mine, and sea in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois,” not toapprove 
the payment of any expense attendant upon a meeting of the World’s Columbian 
Commission or of the board of lady managers, except such meetings as may be 
called at the time of the dedication and opening of the World’s Fairas provided 
for insection 9 of said act; nor to approve the payment of any expense attendant 
upon a meeting of the executive committee of the World’s Columbian Commis- 
sion, as created by article 5 of the by-laws of said commission, nor upon a 
meeting of the executive committee of the board of lady managers, except such 
meetings as may be held not oftener than once in six months; ner to approve 
the payment of any salary to any officer of the World's Columbian Commission 
out of any money which has been or may be available for such purpose, other 
than an annual salary not in excess of $5,000 to the president, $4,000 to the vice 
chairman of the executive committee, and $3,000 to the secretary; nor to ap- 
prove the payment of any salary to any officer of the board of lady managers 
outof any money which has been or may be available for such purpose other 
than an annual salary not in excess of $5,000 to the president aa $3,000 to the 
secretary; nortoapprovethe payment of any expenses of the World’s Colum- 
bian Commission or of the board of lady managers other than those hereinbe- 
fore mentioned, which shall amount to more than $10,000 per annum in the ag- 
gregate. 


In proposing this amendment, Mr. Chairman, your committee have 
cut down theappropriations which were asked for by the commission 
from $203,000 to $40,000 for the current year ending June 30, 1892, 
The committee in presenting their argument and in submitting their 
report, as they have done, desire it to be understood that they believe 
they have been liberal and just in considering the questions involved 
in endeavoring to encourage the success and prosperity of the World’s 
Fair; but at the same time it was our duty, as servants of this House 
and as a committee of this House, to recognize the spirit of the act 
which was passed to establish this great enterprise in the city of Chi- 
cago. We feel that we owe something, that we owe our first duty to 
this House and to the taxpayers of this country to see to it that the 
fair is conducted on an economical and sound basis so far as the Gov- 
ernment expenditures are concerned, in accordance with the intention 
of the House. 

In presenting this amendment and in asking this House to reduce 
this appropriation we do not feel that we have to make an exhaustive 
argument to this House. We believe that every member of it under- 
stands that this bill would not have been enacted into law if any such 
expenditures as have been made and have been reported for the future 
by the United States commission had been contemplated. And again, 
your committee, when they advocated this international exhibition, 
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advised an appropriation of money by the United States Government 
generously to conduct her exhibition in a proper and dignified way, 
but intended that the expenses of the fair, in the details of the fair 
and the executive work of the fair, was to be paid for by the corpora- 
tion of the city of Chicago and the State of Illinois out of the $10,009,- 
000 and from the money received during the exposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How was it in the case of Philadelphia? 

Mr.CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I will come to thatina moment. 
The gentleman asks me how it was in the case of Philadelphia. I will 
state to him that the fair in Philadelphia paid all the expenses of the 
Government officials and returned to the Government one million and 
a half of dollars which had been loaned to it for the expenses of the fair. 
And that, I believe, was in the minds of the members of this House 
when they enacted the law under which the Chicago fuir is to be held. 


They determined that the obligations of the Government should be | 


definitely settled and established in advance, and they felt that when 


they gave a million and a half of dollars outright to the city of Chi- | 


cago for the Government exhibit they acted generously, and that was 
all they intended to give or todo. I do not mean to say, Mr, Chair- 
man, that, had the fair been conducted or should the fair be conducted 
in accordance with the best judgment of this Congress and in accord 


ance with the spirit of the law, there would not be found public spirit 


or generosity enough in this Government to meet any additional ex- 
penditure that could be properly explained and developed before them 

But I do say that your committee are discharging a trustand aduty 
to you when they come in here and, from the investigations which 
they have made, claim that this law has not been interpreted by the 
United States commission according to the intention and spirit of the 
House in enacting it; and as we proceed to debate this question, and 
give to you the items of expenditure, I believe that the House will rec- 
ognize that fact and will take the responsibility of indicating what they 
desire in the future. 

I shall not attempt to read these matters in detail; I must refer gen 
tlemen to the report. In the first place the idea of the House was that 
the limit of appropriation by the United States should be a million 
and a half of dollars, and they intended that the commission which 
was appointed by them should be honorary in its character. We did 
not believe that the class of men that might be called to the duties to 
be discharged there could be compensated by salaries in full for the la- 
bor and the influence that they might bring to bear, and when this 
House enacted alaw stating that the members of the commission should 
be paid $6 a day and their expenses when on duty, they intended to 
indicate that that should be the spirit of the law; they did not believe 
that they were appointing a commission the members of which were 
to give all of their time from their private business and to be compen- 
sated for it by the United States. 

They believed that, if it were considered for the interest of this great 
fair in Chicago to have agents appointed so that the business might be 
ably done, the Illinois corporation should pay the expense. But what 
do we find was the result of the meeting of the commission and why 
do we propose to this House to cut down the appropriation which they 
have asked for? 

In the first place, before the site was selected, at the earliest meet- 
ing that they had, or at theirsecond meeting, they chose officers, from 
president down, through all the executive branches, thus duplicating 
the officers that had been appointed by the Illinois corporation. Per- 
haps I had better explain to gentlemen at this point, as they may not 
have read our report, how this fair is proposed to be conducted. 
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come from the gate money it is not our affair I will not follow o ! 
detail the salaries of the officers of this Illin orporation, but the 
are not as large as those of our United States « mission 
When our commission met they followed, as I have said, the same 
course as the Illinois corporation. They elected a president, witha 
lary of $12,000 a year; they elected asecretary, withasalary of $10,000 
a year; they elected a director general, with a salary of $15,000 a year 
| they elected a vice chairman ot the executive committee, with asalary 


of $8,000 a year, and, having spent nearly $100,000, they come to thi 
Congress and ask for $203,000 as an appropriati 


yn to pay their ex 











penses for the current year from June 30, 1891, to June 30, 1892, 
rhe late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Windom, when they pre- 
sented their first proposition to him for the payment of these salaries 
| and expenses, as all the expenditures for the Government commission 
| have to be passed upon by the Secretary of the Treasury, addressed 
| to the president of the commission a letter in which he said 
lhe act of April 25, 1890, referred to, makes the Secretary of the Treasury and 
your commission jointly responsible for the proper and reasonable expe 
ture of the sum appropriated by Congress for the furtherance of the provisions 
| ofthe act. It doeseven more than that, for it imp su he Secretary the 
necessity of exercising proper discretion in approving the compensation fixed 
| by your commission for its officers 
| It is fair to presume that Congress intended, by this last-mentioned 1 
| of law, to prevent the giving of what might be termed unreasonable « n- 
| sation to any of the officers of the commission. But in arriving at this determi 
nation the Secretary of the Treasury must take into consideration the Oo} ) 
| of this representative body of men. It appears from your records, as 
| stated, that the commission has unanimously agreed that the officers named 
shall be paid the compensation stated. If I were to give my individual opinion 
| on this subject, uninfluenced by the acts of your commission, I should not hes 
tate to decide that the amount named by your commission for salaries for its 
principal officers is greater than that probably contemplated by Cong i 
estimating the amount necessary to carry out the provisions of the act 
rhe amount of money already expended and the expenditures in contempla 
tion by your commission prior to January lL next constitutes solargeana t 
that it presents an additional reason why I should not ap; the compensa 
tion named were I alone responsible for the expenditures 
You will observe that your salary list for the years 1891, Is ind 1893 will, 
without further increase of employés, amount to $165,000, or about one-seventh 
| of the entire sum of money, outside of the cost of tl Grove t vildis 
which is fixed as the limit of expenditures growing out of the « ) t 1 
I have grave doubts, in view of the facts as here stated, whe I ht 
not to return the resolution submitted by your iiss ifor re S 1 as to 
the amount of compensation to be paid to your officers 
On the other hand, I dislike extremely to set up my own personal views i 
opposition to those of the memb rs of the pirat ss10n, Who are more amilla 


| with the matter at issue than myself. 


I therefore reluctantly approve articles 15 and iw 
leave to suggest, in this connection that great care < sed in t 


further expenditures, to the end that your 


crea 
ciency for the ensuing fiscal year 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems that the Secretary of the Treasury 
interpreting the spirit of the law as we do, found tault with the large 


salaries which had been authorized; and it seemed to your committee 
while they came before the HLouse to present the facts, that they should say 
thatthe responsibility rests withthis House. Wereport thatthe law has 
not been interpreted by the commission as it was intended by ¢ 
and we claim that the organization of a corporation : 
with dual heads, with two sets of officers, is 


oneress 
UY sy 


ind a commission, 
ident method of 


not apr 


| conducting a great business operation. 


In the first place, there is a board of Government control to take | 


care of the Government exhibition; that is, the exhibits from the 
Smithsonian Institution, the Naval Department, and the other De- 
partments of the Government. They are officers detailed from the 
Government service. They take charge of the buildings of the Gov- 
ernment at the fair; they take charge of the selection and arrange- 
ment ofall theexhibits of the Government, and their compensation is 
the pay which they receive for their regular official work here, with 
the addition of such proper expenses as they may incur. They have 
done their work well. 

After having laid out the ground, after having selected everything 
that was necessary to establish the Government exhibit, their expendi- 
ture, as stated in our report, was about $1,100. Then there is the com- 
mission of the United States, a body now consisting of 115 men and 
115 women. When this commission met, which, I say, was intended 
to be an honorary commission, an advisory board, and not an executive 
board—when this commission met, one of the first propositions which 
they passed upon was to select these several officers from president 
down, duplicating exactly what the Illinois corporation had done in 
the matter of the selection of officers. They had a president, they 
had secretaries, they had heads of departments. * 

Before the United Statescommission met, the Illinois corporation 
had elected their officers. They elected a secretary. They elected a 
distinguished gentleman whom you and I would be glad to have in 
the conduct of any business with which we hadtodo. They pay him 
a salary of $10,000 a year, but they pay it out of their own money, and 
when they pay it out of their capital and out of the receipts which 


We believed, and believe now, that it is our duty not to put upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury the responsibility of deciding what these 
salaries should be. In all these laws which are passed relating to great 
expositions there necessarily must be something indefinite. It ha 
always been the case that repeated legislation giving construction te 
acts previously passed has been found necessary on the part of Con 
gress. Your committee think that the time for us to make the inte: 
pretation in this case is at the threshold. 

This House is to pass upon the question whether they believe thy 
salaries and proposed expenditures for which the American people are 
taxed are in accord with the spirit of this law; and if they decide th: 


it 


| they are they will enter upon these great appropriations taking the re 


sponsibility. Yourcommittee dissent from the construction which has 


| been adopted by the commission and appeal to the House to sustain 





the resolution which we have adopted. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, there has been a great deal of criticism 
gard to the course of the committee in cutting down these salaries and 
insisting that the items of expense for this commission should be deti- 
nitely stated. We believe that if the Chicago corporation understands 
the intention of this House and if we make appropriations of definite 
amounts they will adapt themselves to the circumstances, will scru- 
tinize with care expenditures, and that thus a more effective organiza- 
tion, one more conducive to the success of the fair, will be brought 
about than if the intention of the House is undecided, the amount of 
expenditures undefined, and theSecretary of the Treasury uninstructed 
as to the course which Congress desires him to pursue. 


in re- 


a 
a 


We have allowed for this commission suflicient for all necessary ex 
penditures. Weclaim that at the semiannual meeting of the execu 
tive committee in April next they can, in connection with the Chicago 
corporation, organize such an effective management as will be for the 
best interests of the enterprise. 

In regard to the admission of women to participate in the control of 
this matter, we state in our report that we believe it was not in accord 
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with the spirit the law that at the first meeting one hundred and 
fifteen women should have been selected to represent at that time in 
C) » the women of the United States. 


re the site was selected; 


id out. The intention or — of the law when it was un- 
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He 


is an officer thatthey have provided with a salary of $15,000 a year. 
is the executive business man of the fair in our judgment, and he 
has to do the work of the corporation, the executive work. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understa 
f the United States force? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I am; and Iwas going on to say 
that we have cut these different salaries down, the president’s salary 
to $5,000 from $12,000, the secretary’s from $10,000 to $3,000, and the 
director general, who has been elected by the United States commis- 
sion as the director genera lof the fair, with a salary of $15,000, we 
legislate out. We say,in other words, that he is not to an officer 
of the United States commission. ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But, if the Chicago corporation 
continue him, that they may do so and pay his salary 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, pay him out of the $10,- 
000,000 capital and the receipts of the fair. That was the spirit which 
prevailed when the law was passed. Had the proposition been then 


ne 


nd you to be speaking now 


pe 


shall 


| made, when we advocated the passage of the bill, that they should have 


| a director general appointed by the United States—— 


Mr. WASHINGTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly 
Mr. W cena The salaries to which you now allude, $15,- 


000 for the director general, $12,000, I believe, tor the president, and 


| $8,000 for the sec mlane 


| sion, 


‘ discussion was that a body of perhaps fifteen or twenty women 

might ca Lec 1 together; not that there should be so large a body of 

officers as 230—115 men and 115 women—with all the expense attend- 
nt 1. such an organization, 

But as this interpretation has been made—as every contract (all law- 
vi derstand this} may be construed to mean two or three different | 
t gs—as we would not discourage the fair, we have not been dis- 
| i to find fault in acarping spirit with what has been done, but to 
lay out de initely what is to be done ‘ 

It has been said that inthe s uggestion that meetings of the board of 
lady managers should be limited we have not shown in the com- 
mittee that sympathy with the work of women which would be cred- 
ita to. I y 1 to sayon behalfof the committee that no illiberal 

i p 1as been indicated by them in their reportor has 

‘ their minds or hearts. We believe that this great exposition 

ca made more magnificent, can have a wider interest all over the 

1, if the women of America are represented in the conduct of its 

And in fixing salaries we have given to men and women in 

corresponding positions similar salaries. We have allowed amounts 

which we believe sufficient to pay all the expenses necessary for the 
of the work proposed to be done. 

I believe, sir, that in this nineteenth century it is our duty, in the 

slation for this fair and in all legislation, to recognize that the 

| 1an’s work should be extended every day. Instead of 

there being onour part any want of spirit to encourage woman’s work, 

it is the desi: he committee to place women as far as possible ex- 

ipon th ime footing as men. But we recognize that in the 

or} nnected with ar 1 exposition like this the amount of work 

that will fall upon th e men of the commission will necessarily be much 
larger than that which will fall upon the women. 

Mr. Chairman, in hastily ref erring to the workings of the fair let 
ni that my opinion it is our duty to lay .out here an econom- 
1cal t, and concise statement of what we are willing to do on the 
part of t e Government, 

are bound, as your committee, to express here our protest against 


a ‘at the very threshold; and if there is no extravagance, 
f the business of the fair is conducted as it should be, the American 


its next session, or some 


succeeding session, will respond | 


In a patriotic way. 

But if at the very threshold, at the inauguration of this enterprise, 
it is shown to the American people that extravagant expenses and sal- 
aries are paid much larger than they think should be demanded or ex- | 


pected by the men who fill the places; if, for instance, we have, as now 
oposed, a salary list for the years 1891, 


1892, and 1893 without fur- | 


ther increase of employés of $165,000 spent as a partof the expenses of | 
this commission, what will be the result? You will find that the Con- 
gress of the United States, or the nation, is led into an extravagant ex- 


be—I was going to saya disgrace, but I will not use 


strong a term—but which will justify the severest criticism and ob- 


penditure which will 


jections in the future to the fair itself. If we are to be called upon to 
appropriate large sums of money under any circumstances or any 


amount of money for the fair, let us look back and find that we have 
wasted none in excessive salaries and expenses; and I appeal to the 


uc 


| and approved by the President of the United States. 


House now at this - ie to take appropriate action in regard to it. 

If it is known, Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, what the spirit 
of the House is, if that 1t is well understood, and that what we intended 
in appropriating to this corporation and the Chicago Fair will be ad- 
hered to, then extravagant expenditures will not be indulged in, and 
the fair will be adapted to it. 

We did not expect, Mr. Chairman, that all that work was to bedone | 
by the few persons that we named, the ladies we named in the bill. 
We know that there will be thousands employed in that fair by the 
corporation, and they can get better work having a small executive 
committee, having a few to represent the commission and the fair 
from the men andthe women they employ than they could if they had 
a large executive body to control. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will it interrupt the gentleman to 


ask a question on a point he has just passed? 

Mr. CANDLER, of husetts. Not at all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What do you propose that the House 
should do as distinct from what is proposed by the 
reference to these extravagant salaries? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. The gentleman probably did 
not hear my proposed amendment read. We propose to cut down the 
appropriation which was originally asked by the United States com- 
mission from $203,000 for the « coming year to $40,000, and I would re- 
peat that we do propose 

Mr. a . of Kansas. I did not hear the amendment read. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I am glad to be asked thoque- 
tion W e propose to cut the salary of the president down from $12, 
000 to $5,000. We propose not to recognize the director general at all. 


MT 
JiASSAC 


commission with | 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Ten thousand for the secretary. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, $10,000 for the secretary. Have they 
been paid thus far, since these officers have been selected by the com- 


eee jut of the Treasury of the United States at that rate? 
Mr. ‘ANDL ER, of Massachusetts. Yes, 
Ir. wi ASHINGTON. And for what service? 


sir. 


Mr. C —" of Massachusetts. Well, I was going on toexplain 
as to the servic I will answer that they have rendered, as shown by 


the report, service, attending meetings and making suggestions and ex- 
aminations, and soon. And I will say further that this commission, 
it seems to me, was intended as an honorary and supervisory commis- 
with duties from time to time; but some of the most important 
arealready exhausted. For instance, the discussion in this House was 


| carried on with many doubts as to whether Chicago would raise the 


money. 

Certain gentlemen from the great city of New York doubted very 
much whether the subscription of over two and ahalf million dollars was 
boua fide; and the struggle of the committee was to have it settled that 
there was money enough to carry the fair on without calling on the 
United States Government. And they put intothe law that provision 
that $10,000,000 should be raised and that this commission should re- 
port the fact to the President of the United States, upon which he 
would issue a proclamation. That was one of the duties the commis- 
sion had to perform. Another duty devolved upon them was that they 
were to inspect and pass upon the site offered to them by the Chicago 
corporation. They have done soand accepted the site, so that both of 
these powers are exhausted. 

The site has been accepted and the amount of money has been raised 
It seems to me 
that the most important work of the commission is done. Of course 
there is other werk in connection with the fair of asupervisory charac- 
ter, but nothing in my a that could properly be interpreted 
as warranting these salaries 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not the time to go into all of the details. 
I simply reflect here the opinions of the committee, and appeal to the 
House whether our interpretation is in accordance with their judgment. 


| But I wish to call attention to one fact connected with the Centennial 
| Fair when we 


are voting the money of the people, that may be em- 
barrassing in the future. You will find that there is legislation now 
pending in this Congress to free from responsibility the finance com- 
mittee of twenty-five that served on the Centennial Exhibition of 1876 
Up to this time the accounts have not been entirely closed until this 
legislation has been had; and I will ask you if we select here officers 
to represent the Government and conduct the detailed work of this 


great exposition, and inaugurate a policy of paying $15,000 a year to 
a director general and $10,000 to a secretary, and incur other expenses, 
how many years isit to continue? How large are the obligations we 


propose to incur? 

Will the unsettled business of this fair continue as long as that of the 
Centennial Exposition? Let us look at these propositions as business 
men at the threshold, and let us definitely indicate what we propose, so 
that the Secretary of the Treasury will understand it. Whatever the 
papers of Chicago may say in their ridicule of this committee that vis- 
ited Chicago—for we are attacked continually by them, for the reason 
that we come to this House to give our opinions as careful legislators—- 
I'say that whatever may be their suggestions, it was not intended and 


should not be that the officials of the Government should make obli- 
gations for the Government that are indefinite 
period of time. 

but I have heard it stated that a con- 
But that 
But I 


and that may be ex 
te ~ d over a long 

o not know that it is a fact, 
tr: ea has been made for the lease of a building at $7,000, 
was only arumor. We were not informed of it at the time. 
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say that all these indications justify us in being extremely cautious in | th t, in the i terest of the ta e nd to} bera 
regard to this legislation, in showing our determination to hold evé ry it may have n do la 
‘one responsible for any official connection w ith this great fair, to hold ti the act 
‘them to a strict responsibility, so that the Government may not be in- 1 that spirit that ur. 
‘volved in extravagant expenditures. that the gentlema ‘ks the que: think I 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow asug- | k 0 hat was in the mind of t 1 
gestion ? Ir, ( rman, I will not c 
~ Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. pei re will be an o;7 t 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman speaks of the | debat ke some further sug 
centennial board of finance which conducted the Centennial Exposition | d is to speak upon the questi 
in Philadelphia. I want tosay that the reason the money has remained Mi I want to asic 
in their hands, a small balance, is because they have not been able, | understand t - this second ¢ 
after years of effort, to find claimants for it. Those gentlemen per- | is 1 ! arv to th 
formed all their services without one cent of remuneration and without Mr. CANDLI M cette. Tl 
one cent of personal expenses being paid. e man, that it fa t e the city of ¢ ya 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I am very much obliged to the | of Illinois to } this fail I 
gentleman for his remarks, for it enables me to emphasize what I have | not gat! alias wath enitin ihe 
said before. Itshows that the interpretation of this act is not in accord t. who wil LY S eataaig fess 
with the spirit of the great Centennial Exhibition in 1°76 ent as the } andthe ete att 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The | cago in the d 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is entitled to recognition. Mr. BUTTERWORT oti 
" Mr. CANNON. Iyield such further time as the gentleman from Mr. CANDLE] — ae ( 
Massachusetts may desire. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ainey’ 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois |; understood to say that t 
will allow me to suggest, this is a very important matter, and one in | transaction of their bus 
which the members of the House generally are interested, and it seems Mr. CANDLER. of M 
almost unfortunate that the chairman of the committee should mak« Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
his statement to so thin a House. If the committee could rise, and il fr. ] . asked t] : } v1 
we could listen to the residue of his remarks in the morning, in the rflice the in y i lerstood 
presence of a fulj House, I think it would be very desirable. rectly, tha ( { 
Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from West Virginia | that there was no 
that his observation must agree with mine, that general debate upon | duties which uw 
an appropriation bill ordinarily is not addressed to a full House, and | iriend intended to sa 
I think the House is now exceptionally full. | Mr. CANDLER, « fassachusett I I 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, that is so. i alaries; and I think he inquired a I 
Mr. CANNON. And exceptionally attentive. I yield to the gen- | not larger than they need be. 
tleman from Massachusetts such additional time as he may desire. Mr. BLOUNT. I unde an in thy 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I shall only speak until 5 | speech to say that there w 
o’ clock. | was unnecessary. 
Mr. CANNON. Then I yield ten minutes. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I did not ex- | duties. 
pect to be called upon to speak this afternoon or I might have had Mr. CANDLER, of Massachu ; 
some papers here which I have not here. I have had tospeak extem- | explain it. I did not refer to such officers as pres and se 
poraneously, without referring to any authorities, and perhaps I have | tars th of which are necessary; but the corp has appoint 
not made myself as clear as I should have been glad to; but I should | Jong list of officers with different chairm l th e t 
like to refer to the suggestion of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. | different things and both had th < to | 
BUCHANAN ], to show that the interpretation of this law is not in ac- Now, there is a secretary to tl n t 
cord with the spirit of the law for the Centennial Exposition, and I | ask that the sect ull no y have a salary « Lv 
wiil say that it is history that that exposition at Philadelphia was not | but that he shall have authority to appoint two assistan t 
well conducted for the first two years of its organization. 33,000 a year each. I donot intend to convev t 
They had disputes, confusion, and extravagance, and it was only | ideathat there ll not be a president ; 1 secret 
made asuccess when a finance committee of twenty-five was elected, | sion and such officers as might be neede p ‘ 
composed of representative men of the city of Philadelphia principally, Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How t t | 
who gave three years of work without a dollar of compensation to the Mr. CANDLER, of Massac} I rector era e 
success of that fair. Mr. John Welch, the chairman of that finance com- | that should be discontinued. Ile is the « itive icer 
mittee, deserves the gratitude of the Republic for his faithful servic ness of the fair, and I ree it that officer s} ( 
in that regard, in connection with these other gentlemen. | If I were to conduct the business I should want to sel 2} 
But I claim this House was liberal in every respect when it made its | was well qualified and pay him a pro] salary 
first appropriation, and it is justified by the history of the past, and by But the United States Commission d not requ 1 
good judgment as to the best conduct of this fair, tohave it understood | that. It is an executive office of th r, and 1 be paid 
that the interpretation that it is best to apply is the interpretation | the capital and the receipts of the fai (nd 
which we had in our minds when we enacted the law. stronger than that. We shou i 
Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me toask hima question ? | when we select an oflicer invol\ 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. of the Government, in expendit J 
Mr. BLOUNT. I understand you propose to reduce the amount of principle, it seems to me, weshould try t t 
these salaries. | int pr tation of this a ist t l he 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I do. defined, and that the |! ness of th r sha 
Mr. BLOUNT. - Could not you carry out your idea better by abolish- | poration that was organized for that 
ing them altogether? ; " Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe gentleman will a 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish to re- | report there is a recapitulation of the salar 
flect the spirit of the committee. We did not recognize that salaries Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett } 
were intended even of the magnitude which we have offered; but we | Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to kn 
say this: Here was an act that was liable to two constructions. as my | there were any such salaries a here 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] knows a lawyer can put construc- | the exhibition at Philadelpl 
tions upon language. . Mr. CANDLER, of Massachu 
_ We supposed that it may have been an honest construction. At | with t! rporation that « P 
first that commission thought or seemed to think that Chicago was to | was a ted States cor] 
raise $10,000,000 and it was to be spent by this United States com- | of the United States: but 
mission. That seemed to be the spirit in the air, and after they aban- | tion of this committee is emph 
doned that they went out to lay out some other work. Now. we do | the | hiladelphia fair, and not by ment 
not propose to do anything or propose any new legislation that will Mr. BLOUNT. That w he I ed t 
discourage Chicago people, who have been so generous, or the people Mr. CANDLER, of M tts. Ii 
of Illinois, We would rather ask this House to treat them with great | tion from the receipts from the expositior 
liberality than the contrary, and it was theintention of the committee Mr. BUTTERWORTH. f 
simply to try to confine this House to the proper business construction of | According to the law, it } it 
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point such officers as in their judgment might be deemed necessary to 


cischarge the duties devolving upon the commission and to fix their 
salaries; does it not? 

Mr. CANDLEK, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then the commission as a commission is 


charged with certain correspondence with exhibitors in other nations. 
I want to ask whether my friend does not recognize the propriety of 
having a director general who represents both bodies, represents the 
United States and represents the exhibitors, and is therefore a national 
officer and an officer of the commission. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not think 
ere should be such an officer. I am not in favor of having a director 
general, or any man connected with the obligations and business of 
to represent the Government and be paid by the Government 


47 


the fair, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts do me the favor of answering a question as to whether 
this commission should not be organized substantially as it is? For 
instance, they are charged by one section— 

Shall have charge of all intercourse with exhibitors and representatives of 

Now, I only select that as one of the many duties imposed by the 


act of Congress upon this commission. Now, they are there charged 
with some part of the expenditures and have charge of the negotiations 
with foreign representatives and to distribute the premiums. They 
ive toaward the premiums if there be any premiums, How could they 
do that except there be some such organization? Ido not mean with 
the salaries, but how could it be done without some such organization 
as they have ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
supervisory, and nothing more. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Right on that point, I hold 
in my hand the gentleman’s report, and I take what I am about to 
ill attention to, not from the other papers, but from his report and 
rom the opinion of Mr. Wilson, of Chicago. How can the powers be 
supervisory which are given under the provision that this commission 


Mr. Chairman, all those duties 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. HITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL JUSTICE FOR SUPREME COURT, ARIZONA. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged mat- 

ter, the report of a committee of conference. 


The conference report was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 





| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional 


‘‘shall have charge of all intercourse with exhibitors and representa- | 


tives of foreign nations?’’ That is not a supervisory power, nor is it 
condary power. It is a primary and direct power. It is a power 
ven by this Congress to its national representatives, providing that 
those representatives, in the name of the Government, shall have charge 
of all intercourse with the exhibitors and representatives of foreign 
not supervising to see that the intercourse is a proper inter- 
course, not supervisory, not advisory, but direct power. 

The provision is that they shall have charge of all intercourse with 
exhibitors and the representatives of foreign nations. Then there is 
one other clause, which is equally significant. I find in the act this 
provision, which can not mean that the commission shall exercise super- 
visory power. The act provides that they shall allot space for exhib- 


nations; 


itors, prepare a classification of exhibits, determine the plan and scope | 


of the exposition, appoint all judges and commissions for the exposi- 
tion, and award all premiums, if any. 

There is not a single one of those duties that is supervisory. 
are all primary. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to submit these inquiries to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CANDLER] or to the committee of which he is chairman, so that in the 
discussion of these questions they may be answered, in order that we 
may understand fully the nature of the power conferred by the act. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I am very glad, Mr. Chairman, 
to have had the questions asked, and I shall be happy to answer them 
in the course of the debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ADAMS, from. the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 13069) making ap- 
propriation for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, and had 
clirected him to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. Also, that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
13462) making appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole to the bill H. R. 13069, the consular 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the amendments to that bill are simply 
rulings upon a series of points of order striking out certain posts, and 
the consequent change in the footings. They are all of that character 
except one amendment, offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BucKALEW], adding Ecuador. Without reciting the points of 
order, for they are very numerous, I simply state that they resulted in 
striking out the whole list of the transferred consulates, 


They 





justice of the supreme court of Arizona, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same with the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of section 4, towit: “* Provided, That said district shall be subject to such 
changes as the Territorial Assembly of the said Territory may enact; ” and that 
the Senate agree thereto. 

I. 8S. STRUBLE, 

B. W. PERKINS, 

WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Conferces on the part of the House. 

JAS, F. WILSON, 

WM. M. EVARTS, 

GEO. G. VEST, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 

The statement on the part of the House conferees was read, as fol- 
lows: 

STATEMENT OF HOUSE 

The conferees on the part of the House on the above bill (H.R.6975) report 
that the amendment of the Senate to the House bill made no substantial change 
therein except in the omission from the amendment of the provision in the 
House bill giving the Territorial Assembly power to divide the Territory into 
judicial districts and to make assignment of the judges, after the first division 
and assignment made by the chief justice and his associate justices 

rhe amendment agreed upon by the conferees of the two Houses restores this 
provision to the bill, butin somewhat different language than that by which it 
was expressed in the House bill. 


CONFEREES, 


I, S. STRUBLE, 
B. W. PERKINS 
WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Conferees on the part of the Houce, 
Mr. STRUBLE. I move the adoption of the report. 
The conference report was adopted. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Eurolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of Sarah E, E. Perine, widow and ad- 
ministratrix of William Perine, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3062) for continuing the erection of the public building at 
Worcester, Mass.; 

A bill (S. 3173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate com- 
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; 

A bill (S. 4560) to prohibit the sale of tobacco to minors under six- 
teen years of age in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 

A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; 

A bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar; 

A bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger; 

A bill (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension to Wil- 
liam H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 

A bill (H. R. 8259) to grant a pension to Lydia Ziegler; 

A bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King; 

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha I’. Stebbins; 

A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension i. Alexander Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby for service in the 
Indian war; 


A bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the 


| pension roll; 


A bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 

A bill (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, jate of 
the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 11050) granting a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an 


|; army nurse; 


A bill (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Ann M. Mosher; 

A bill (H. R. 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly 
Margaret Dolan; 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Elizabeth P. Newhouse: 

A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 


at, 
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A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel; 

A bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C, Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 12244) granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 

A bill (H. R. 12293) to grant a pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel; 

A bill (H. R. 12319) granting a pension to Mrs. K. S. Sutliff, widow 
of John D. Sutliff; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldouf; 

A bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

A bill (H. R. 12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late a 


volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 

A bill (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D, Hanscom; 

A bill (H. R. 12793) granting a pension to Andrew J. Briscoe; 

A bill (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock Schram; 

A bill (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. Bart- 
lett; and 

A bill (H. R. 

FORT GIBSON AND TAHLEQUAH 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. PEEL. I rise to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12993) to authorize the Fort Gibson and 
Tahlequah Great Northeastern Company to construct and operate a 
railroad through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. I ask 
the Clerk to read the report, which is very short, and then I do not 
think any gentleman will desire to have the bill itself read, which is 
quite long. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


3143) increasing the pension of Mrs, Rochie Brien Buell. 


RAILWAY COMPANY, 





was the object of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
adjourn. 

Mr. PEEL. 


I move that the House do now 


I want to say to the House that this is merely a cor- 


poration organized in my own town to run a little branch road out | 





through the Cherokee country 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey insist upon 

his motion? 
Mr. PEEL. 


I hope the gentleman will withdraw it. I have a pe- 


tition here signed by a large number of persons asking for the passage 


of this bill. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
It is away bevond the usual hour. 
Mr. PEEL. I think if the gentleman will listen to me a moment 
he will not insist upon his motion. The Indians themselves petition 
for this road. 
The motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, was agreed to. 
Pending the announcement of the vote, Mr. McDuFFIE, by unani- 
mous consent, obtained leave of absence, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 


The House then (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


I think we had better adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
MILITIA FORCE OF TITE UNITED STATES, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, submitting an abstract of the 
militia force of the United States, organized and unorganized—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 


CORSICA SHOAL, MICHIGAN, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letier from 


the Chief of Engineers, a copy of a report of the preliminary examina- 
tion for the improvement of Corsica Shoal, Michigan—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 


STEAMER FOR THE PREVENTION OF SMUGGLING, ETC. 

_ Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an es- 
timate for a side-wheel steamer for service on the west coast of Florida, 
to prevent smuggling and the importation of infectious diseases—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

DEFENDING SUITS IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 
Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copies 
of communications from the Attorney-General, submitting estimates 


of deficiencies in appropriations for defending suits in claims against 
the United States, ete.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. Chairman, the title does | 
not seem to agree with what I understood the gentleman to indicate 
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MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATI 

Under clause 3 of Rale XXII, the wing State memorials and 
resolutions were presented and referred as follows 

Mr. MORROW: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 

of California, relative to the erecting of a gun factory at Ben i for 
finishing and assembling high-powe: » tl Com ‘ ! 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: 1 


’ Resolu is of the Indiana Ge 

Assembiy, favoring the passage of the act to pension Union | 

of war, being H. R. 319—to the Committee 
by Mr. VANDEVER: Memorial of State of California, for ere 

of a gun forge for heavy guns—t) the Committee on M \ 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro 
duced and referred as follows 
By Mr. McCREARY 
Resolved, That 2.x 1dditional ypies of the D und Manual r tl pre 
ent session be printed for the use of the House 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas 
Resolved, That 2,500 additional copies of the Digest and M f t 
ent session be printed forthe use of the Hous« 
to the Committee on Printing 
By Mr. BINGHAM: 





Whereas under resolution adopted December 30, 1890, the ¢ t I 

* Buildings and Grounds have been requested to investigate t « i 
certain regene rative gas lamp for publi lighting and 

Whereas it is claimed that the Siemens-Lungren regenerative gas la and 
the Gordon street light vyned by the Siemens-Lur é ( npany)é lIAvE 
been larrelv and economically used for ehitis halls d public places with 
greater efficiency and satisfactio 

Beit resolved bythe House of Represe s I uf 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and ¢ inds give t sid S I en 
Company a hearing and investigate the merits of said Siemens igre 
erative gas lar ip and said Gordon street light, and a r estigating 4 
ter report to the House by bill or « rwise the result of said invest 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were di i 


to the Clerk and disposed of as foll 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, repor 
the bill of the Senate (S. 4951) authori 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
the Missouri River at the city of Lexington, in the State 
accompanied by a report (No, 3672 


IWS 


ted favorably 
Lexington Ponton 


ng the 


bridge across 
of M s9u4rl, 


to the House Calenda: 


p mnton 


Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10°65) granting a pension te 
Mary Swift, accompanied by a report (No. 3673)—to the Committee 


of the Whole House. 
Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Ps 
bill of the House ( H. R. 15205) to g 


nsions, reported favorably the 


rant a pension to Mary E. Dubridge, 


accompanied by a report (No, 3674 to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 
Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 


amendment the following bills of the House; which were several] 
terred to the Committee of the Whole House 
A bill (H.R. 8913) inereasing the 
(Report No. 3675. ) 
A bill (H. R. 13140) granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson. (R 
No. 3676. ) 
A bill (H 
No. 3677. ) 
A bill (H. R. 13200 
(Report No. 3678. ) 
A bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Springe 
port No. 3679. 
{ bill (H. R, 12071 
Report No. 3680. 
A bill (H.R. 


VY re- 


pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen. 


R. 12531) granting a pension to Walte1 
u | 


seott Report 


to increase the px William M, 


nsion ol 


> 
r. (Re- 


granting a pension to Cathe McRober 


rine 


3337) granting a pension to Henry Allhorn. Report 


i 


No. 3681, 
A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J 
Polly. Report No. 3682. 


A bill (H. R. 12608) grantingan increase of pensi 
( Re port No. 3683. ) 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on 
ably the bill of the House (H. Rk. 10874 
Curtis, accompanied bya report (No. 3644 
Whole House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the following bills; which were verally re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

A bill (H. R. 13395} to provide an American register for the barge 
Sea Bird, of Perth Amboy, N.J. (Report No. 3685. 


nto Thomas Hickey. 
Pensions, reported favor- 
to pension Mrs. Phebe S 


to the Committee of the 
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4 l { provide American registers for the steamers 
Me l i M . Report No. 3686. 
} ( the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
t the t House (H. R. 12278) granting a pension to 
I Mckibben comp d by a report (No. 3687)—to the Com- 
of tl \ le H 
\ PARRETTI e Committee on Pensions, reported favor- 
al s of the Hi which were severally referred to 
1 { e Whole Hou 
i 1311) to é the | of Ambrose B. Carlton. 
| (H. R. 13061) increasing the pension of Meridy Smith, a Revo- 
iry } LO I en 339. 
N PA ry { t Committeeon Pensions, reported with 
! yt t [ous H. Rh. 12864) granting a pension to 
J yal t (No. 3690 tothe Committe 
of the \ H 
Committee on Pensions, reported favorably th 
} H $471) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mounts, 
t report (No l to the Committee of the Whole 
\ NIU é rep were delivered to th 
{ l 1 1 3 110 
M [ ( 1 District of Columbia, on th 
} ge t name of Caroline Street, N. W., to that 
; a a rey t (No. 36 
Ir. HILL, f ommittee Pensions, on the bill (H. R 
n of pension to Addison M. Cop accon 
LLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 5 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
] erally read twice, and referred as follows 
Mr. FITHIAN A bill (H. R. 13483 providing for a survey o 
Li W und Embarr Rivers, Illinois—to the Committee on 
hit 3 and Harbors 
Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H.R, 1 rulate the appointment of 
ro f tl istrict and circuit courts in the eastern and western dis- 
ti of Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PRIVATE BILLS, ET( 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 
hy Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H.R. 13485) to place the name 
of Clara 8S. Coleman on the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 


*nsions. 


r. BUTTERWORTH (by request 


A bill (H. R. 13486) to give 


the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the claim of John R. Reynolds for 
tores and supplies sold to and taken and used by the Union Army— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Mr. CO by request): A bill (H. R. 13487) for the relief of the 


Bolivar Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13488) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin b. Houghkirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H t. 15489) directing the Secre tary of War to correct 
record of H. Lofland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 13490) granting an increase of pen- 

on to General W. H. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13491) for relief of H. 
Wilhite—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Ry Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13492) for the relief | 
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ance of the same city, 32 members, praying for the passage of the bill 
providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the 
ial vicee—to the Committee on Ed 
by Mr. BLAND: Petition of C.G. Moody, A. K. Moody, and7 others, 
| citizens of Miller, Mo., asking Congress for appropriation of money for 
| complete system of levees on the Mississippi River from Cairo to the 
| Gulf to prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvemeut of the Mississippi River. 


e 
i 
I 
i 


80¢ ication. 


T 
t 
€ 


Y 
} 


| y Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of t. Bradshaw, B. 8. Roberts, and 
22 others, citizens of Isle of Wight County, Virginia; also, of John 
( Gates, Allan Powell, and 21 others, citizens of Nansemond 
County, Virginia; also of R. C. Wilsher, John R. Wright, and 11 
others, citizens of Amherst, Va., asking Congress for appropriation of 


l 





money for complete systemof levees on the Mississippi River from 
Cairo to the Gulf to prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation; 
also of Mt. Carmel Alliance, No. 186, of Isle of Wight County, Vir- 
ginia for the same measure—tothe Committee on Levees and Improve- 
nt of the Mississippi River. 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: P on of W. H. Andrews and others 
} citizens of Union Ce inty, Ohio » ol W. D. Sherwood and other 
| citizens of Delaware County, Ohio; also, of Dover Alliance, in Union 
| County, Ohio; also, of the Farmers’ Alliance of West Oxford, Ohio, in 


rof House bill 55 to the Commit- 


five , defining options and futures 
tee on Agricultul 
By Mr. CRAI Petition of C. Dart, praying for the passage of az 

act to regulate the appointment of district and circuit clerks for the 
| courts of the east: id western districts Tex: to the Commnit- 

tee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of American Defense Association, 
| Ge al Marion Council, No. 154, Junior Order United American Me 
| cl 1D also, of the same organization, No. 510, Duncan, Pa.; of the 

ame organization No. 107, Pittsburgh, Pa.; also, of the same organiza- 
| tion, No. 262, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; also, by the same organization, Eu- 


reka Council, of the same city, to restrict immigration—to the Select 
| Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union “i by 49 Bath, Me.; also, by the 
1e organization, 6 citizens of Georgetown, Me.; also, by 
the same organization, signed by 12 citizens of Eustis, Me., praying for 
the ssage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission 
-to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of 125 citizens of Plainview, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exporta- 
| tion, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select 
; Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. FLICK: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1875, Decatui 
County, Iowa; also, petition of 9 citizens of the same county and State; 
also, of 70 citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, asking the passage of House 
bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agricul- 


uit 


By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Francis Sullivan, for pension 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Equity Alliance, No. 1975, Johnson County, 
Kansas, asking for passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to tho 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Aaron Keesberg and 12 others, citi 
zens of Vance, Barron County, Wisconsin; also, of Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 135, of the same county and State; also, of Ole Meckleson and 12 
others, of the same county and State, for the passage of the option bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petition of Ferris Finch, relative 
to statement of appropriations, new offices, ete. —to the Committee o: 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and petition of A. E, Cutler and 33 others 
citizens of Rockford, Winnebago County, Illinois, for the passag 
the antioption bill (H. R. 

By Mr. LEE: Petiti 


suit 


y 


citizens ol 








fap 
San signed DY 


| on the subject of the social vice 


to the 


, 
I, 


4 


i 
j 
’ 


e 


})—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
ym of Oak Grove Alliance of Louisa County, Vir 


ol 
rors 


VIA 





of James Allen, of Greene County, Tennessee—to the Committee on | ginia, asking Congress for an appropriation of money for complete sys- 
War Claims. | tem of levees on Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent 
Also, a bill (H, R. 13493) granting a pension to Calvin Campbell, of | disastrous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levee 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 13494) for the relief of Marcus By Mr. POST: Papers in the case of F. H. Ferris—to the Commit- 
De Forest --to the Committee on War Claims. | tee on Military Affairs. 
—— | Also, petition of Thomas B. Bell for relief—to the Committce on 
seenaieaaili a Accounts. , 
PETITIONS, ETC. By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Nantucket Village Improvemen 
» 2 er clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | Association, Massachusetts, for protection of American forests—to tl! 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. BARTINE: Resolution instructing the Judiciary Conimittee | By Mr. RAY: Resolutions adopted by Uniontown Council, No, 167, 
t vestigate the legal status of the land grant to the State of Louisi- | Junior Order United American Mechanics; also, resolutions adopted by 
ana by an Congress approved June 3, 1856, and to report to the | Dravosburgh (Pa. ) Council, Junior Order United American Mechanic 
House whether the same is now subject to forfeiture—to the Commit- | favoring the passage of a law restricting immigration—to the Selec 
tee on the Judiciary. | Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. BECKWITH: Petition of the Woman’s Relief Corps of Pat- By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Protest of the Creek delegates against 
erson, N. J., 55 members; also, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | the passage of House bill 12768—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Union of same city, 103 members; also, of the Evangelical Alli- By Mr. SENEY: Petition of J. H. Powell and 40 others, citizens of 
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Wy: andot County, Ohio, in favor of the option bill; also of Lime Ridge | that I do not think it rey 
Farmers’ Alliance of the same county and State, for the same meas- | that the petition lie on 1 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture, are motion was agr } 
> Mr. SWENEY: Two petitions of citizens of Marshall County LLER pres 
Towa, for the passage of a law to authorize the States to control the Conger lard 
manufacture and sale of but erine and other imitations of butter—to H 
the Committee on the si : . 
By Mr. EZRA B. Petition of Charles Perham and 25 As 
others, citizens of Yale, Portage County, Ohio, in favor of the option | ‘ i 
bill to the Committee on Agriculture. . 
By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Two petitions of certain | ‘ 
citizens of Pennsylvania to restrict immigration; also, petition of 76 Petition oA S 
citizens of Harlansburg, Pa., to restrict immigration—to the Select | ¢ l 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. Mr OUA vy 





By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of James A. Walker, W. A. Walker, and | resident 
90 others, citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; also, of J. H. Con- | ing for the passa 
nell. J. R. Houzner, and 11 others, citizens of Augusta County, Viz ment, employni 
ginia, asking Congress to appropriate money lor complete systen n 
levees on the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent dis- | ( tt sie 
astrous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and fe also pre ited petit , ( : 135, 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. , - Allegheny, Pa.; of . ( 807 of . 

By Mr. WADDILL: Petition of W.S. Tally, J. W. Moody, W. 5S. | Bethlehem Council, No 
Talby, and 9 othe rs, citize ns of Hanover County, Virginia, asking Con- | Council, No 0. of ? e 





gress for appropriation of money for complete system ot levees on Mis- Leme Coun Vo. 219 ittsbuy T) 
sissippi River from C airo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods an ‘ Veanvil I . ( 
improve navigation—to the Comu 1ittee on Levees and Improvements | ¢ uNncil, No. 151, of recta, Pa rick t ( 
of the Mississippi River ania; Cherry Council, of ¢ 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: Petition of Lewis Lawrence and | 1 of Steelton, Pa id tl) ) ’ 
others, residents of the Tenth Michigan district, praying for rebate ! ll t] eaccas 5 4, 
amendment to the ee _ to the Committee on Ways and Mean th 
By Mr. WHITTHOR : Petition of Alexander Harvey, of Tenn 3- | Comn 
see, for compensation re erty taken by the United States Army— | Immigrat 
to the Committee on War Claims Mr. SHERMAN 
By Mr. WIKE: Petition of J. D. Woolsey and 34 others, citizens ot | passage of the Conge1 
Jersey County, Illinois; also, of Grant Lodge, No. 72, reeem rs’ Be- Petit 
nevolent Association, of the same county and State, prayi for the | Ohi 
passage of the bill defining and prohibiting Seaton: in op ions—to Petition W g 
the Committee on Agriculture. honing County, O 
By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition on claim for pension of | Resolutions of Sh 
James H. Willis—to the Committee on Pensions. Pet 
By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of Second Synod United Pres- | Ohio 
byterian Church, held in Morning Sun, Ohio, representing 8,148 mem- | ___[esolut \ } 197 
bers, praying for the passage of the bill providing for the appointment y, Oh 
of a commission on the subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Petition of Fred t] 1 
Education. | carawas County, Oh 
Also, petition of W. H. Coffman and 165 others, citizens of West Alex- | etition of C. E 1 nd 
andria, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the impor- | Ohio 
tation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic bever- |! Vetition of B. |] 
ages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. Ohio 
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Petition of J. b. Eberly L 2D «¢ r 
reece County, Ohio 


ion of Broadwa Obie \ 


SENATE. ir. SHERMAN oil 
THURSDAY, February 5, 1891. 


? . , i AS it s nm yt th 3 Da ci We \ ; i l i * I ) 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. Port 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLEerR, D. D. 


PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. American Mechan rf D Q 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to ask, before the Journ: oe 


murnal | amo; Mec} 
is read, an informal permission for Rev. Phillips Brooks, a very emi- | tio: the Gen 
nent American citizen and divine, who isin town for three or four days, | 4, on si oe [i : ee oO 
to have the privilege of the floor of the Senate. Dp me eC) 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The privilege of the floor will be granted 
to Rev. Mr. Brooks, if there be no objection. The‘Chair hears none. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Jouraal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. was ordered to | 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ( = Basng ior las dehoeaiiane 
Mr. FARWELL. I present a petition praying for the passage of the | to the C ttee on Ags 
Torrey bankruptcy bill from the Chicago National Bank, the Fort Dear- He 
born National Bank, the Continental National Bink, the Ameri 
Trust and Savings Bank, the Hide and Leather National Bank, t! adopt 
Home National Bank, and 17 other Chicago banks, among them ~ rdered t n 
National Bank of Illinois, the Union National Bank, the Illinois T rus Mr. WASHBI p3 
and Savings Bank, and the Atlas National Bank, which have heretofore | Board of Trade, yin 
protested against, but now petition for, the immediate passage of that hich was 
measure. Inasmuch as the bill has been reported, I move that the Mr. CAMER pre 
* petition lie on the table. burgh 
me The motion was agreed to. As 
xa Mr. TELLER. I present a petition of the directors of the Cham- | bankruptcy bill 
=» ber of Commerce of Trinidad, Colo., praying for the passage of the so | 
4 Torrey bankruptcy bill. I should like to say that I suppose this is one | sociation of Scranton, Pa é 
this place that it should be signed and forwarded; and I am free to say | pure-food bill, and remonstrating against the ] t 
of the petitions which have been sent here in response to a request from | lard bill; which was ordered . 


' 


‘an | raphers’ Int itional Protecti I 
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He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
favoring the passage of the Federal elections bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Nathan B. Durell, M. J. Rupp, 
Mrs. John T. Atkins, and 105 other citizens of Lebanon, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, 
and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of councils of the Junior Order United 
American Mechanics of Bristol, Hazleton, Mahanoy City, New Free- 
dom, Palaski, Slate Lick, Saulsbury, Watsontown, Coaltown, Orwigs- 
burgh, Shenandoah, Pittsburgh, Seven Valley, Belmont, Punxsutawney, 
Kunkeltown, Uniontown, Philadelphia, New Tripoli, Deanville, Ross, 
Bryan, Hill Top, Glenlyon, Newbury, Shelocta, New Bethlehem, Al- 
legheny, Oliveburgh, Creekside, Wilkes-Barre, Harlansburg, New Wil- 
mington, Greenville, Murrysville, Cookport, Duncan, and Dravos- 
burgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill 
to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union No. 766, of Taylor County, Iowa, and a petition of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union No. 582, of Vernon County, Missouri, praying for 
the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 772, of Phelps 
County, Missouri; 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 323, of Dade County, 
Missouri; and 

Petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1092, of Barry 
County, Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill and praying for the passage 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Memorial of 28 members of Local Union No. 922, of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union of Cooper County, Missouri; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2827, of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union of Buchanan County, Missouri; and 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1371, of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union of Jackson County, Missouri. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Wallace Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., praying for the passage of the bill 
to pension ex-prisoners of war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Sylvia, Kans., praying 
fur the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 


the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of George W. Morse and 24 other citizensof Johnson County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of J. C. Hester and 21 other citizens of Montgomery County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of William Leonard and 58 other citizens of-Clear Creek 
Township, Pottawatomie County, Kansas; 

Petition of E. J. Doty and 63 other citizens of Harvey County, 
Kansas, 

Petition of B. F. Caswell and 21 other citizens of Saline County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of Charles Laughlin and 63 other citizens of Reno County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of W. W. Copeland and 90 other citizens of Greenwood 
County, Kansas; and 

Petition of David Barkley and 118 other citizens of Farlington, Craw- 
ford County, Kansas. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of citizens of Sharon Grove, Ky., 
praying for the passaye of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present the petition of a comimnittee of the Green 
Bay Business Men’s Association, of Wisconsin, praying forcertain amend- 
ments to the Torrey bankruptcy bill as proposed. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, that they may 
consider the amendments suggested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition signed by leading citizens of As- 
toria, Oregon, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bil; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Jackson & Montgomery and 
other law firms of Sedalia, Mo., and the petition of Parton & Co. and 
other business firms of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Astoria, Oregon, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
ordered to lie on the table. 


“= 
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Mr.CULLOMpresented the following memorials remonstrating against 
a of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Memorial of 10 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, 
No. 121, of Pike County, Illinois; 

Memorial of 17 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, 
No. 83, Vermilion County, Illinois; 

Memorial of 73 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 82, Macoupin County, Illinois; and 

Memorial of 17 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union 
No. 188, of Jo Daviess County, Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of District Assembly 2353, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation of IJinois; and 

Petition of Lodge 860, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Illinois. 

Mr, ALLISON presented the petition of David Tague, of Benton 
County, Iowa, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred 
tp the Committee on Pensions. 

«> The VICE PRESIDENT presented the following telegraphic petition; 

which was read and ordered to lie on the table: 


New York, February 5, 1891. 
Hon. Levi P. Morton, United States Senate: 


The undersigned respectfully petition the Senate to reject the proposed amend- 
ment to the copyright bill under which the copyright on foreign designs and 
works of art is restricted to those the reproductions of which are made in the 
United States, such restriction involving practical denial of copyright to foreign 
artists and designers. : 

D. Huntington, president National Academy ; T. W. Wood, vice presi- 
dent National Academy ; J.G. Brown, president Water-Color So- 
ciety; C. Y. Turner, president Salmagundi Club; W.H. Coffin, 
vice president Architectural League; W.H. Chase, president So- 
ciety American Artists; J. Carroll Beckwith, ppesident Free Art 
League, president Society Painters on Stone. i } 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of South Dakota; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Joint resolution. 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of South Dakota (the 
sendle concurring ): 

Whereas the Indian outbreak within the limits of this State has assumed 
alarming proportions, endangering the property and lives of a portion of the 
inhabitants of this State; and 

Whereas a failure to realize the full extent of the present danger can be pro- 
ductive only of peril to the soldiery and settlers upon the frontier and of ad- 
vantage to their enemies: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, First. That itis the conviction of the Legislature of the State of South 
Dak ota that the immediate and complete suppression of armed hostilities against 
the Government is of vastly greater importance at the present moment than a 
theoretical solution of the various causes that may have led to the present crit- 
ical situation. 

Second. That the case demands the most prompt and decisive action of the 
executive and legislative departments of the Government of the United States 
and of our own State. 

Third. That nothing short of the complete disarming of the Indians now en- 
gaged in hostilities can afford a proper solution of the present difficulties and 
insure safety to the inhabitants of the country adjacent to the Indian reserva- 
tion in the future. 

Fourth. That national legislation should be promptly enacted prohibiting 
the selling of firearms or ammunition to the Indians, under heavy penalties 
for the violation of such laws, and that appropriations should speedily be made 
by the National Government to reimburse settlers and other property-owners 
for the large amount of property that has been devastated-by the fostile Indians. 
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Fifth. That in our opinion the number of troops at present up.» the scene of 
hostility is entirely inadequate to the complete overpowering ot the Indians 
now in arms; that large numbers of national troops should be hastened to the 
scene of conflict with the least ible delay in orderto prevent serious disaster 
and to insure the protection of the homes and hamlets in the vicinity of the 
outbreak ; and that additional arms and ammunition should be supplied at 
once to the settlers upon the borders, and that the inhabitants of such settle- 
ments should organize local companies for mutual protection; and, lastly, that 
we can not urge too earnestly the necessity of immediate and thorough action 
upon the part of the General Government in order to prevent further bloodshed 
and devastation. 

That copies of this resolution be transmitted to the President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Interior De- 
partment, and to the governor of this State. 

Cc. H. SEWARD, 


Speaker House of Representatives. 


Attes : 
JAMES W. CONE, Chief Clerk. 
G. H. HOFFMAN, 
Lieutenant Governor and President of Senate. 
Attest: 


CHAS, N. COOPER, Secretary. 


I hereby certify that the within act originated in the house of representatives 
and is known on the records of the house as house bill No. 7. 
JAMES W. CONE, Chief Clerk. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous*s on 


| the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to provide fr an 
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additional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona. 
The message announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 


| 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular ser vice 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; in wiaich 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. ! 


which was 















ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and ad- 
ministratrix of William Perine, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3062) for continuing the erection of the public buildingat 
Worcester, Mass.; 

A bill (S. 3173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate com- 
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; 

A bill (S. 4560) to prohibit the sale of tobacco to minors under six- 
teen years of agein the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 

A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; 

A bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar; 

A bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger; 

A bill (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension te Wil- 
liam H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 

A bill (H. R. 8259) to grant a pension to Lydia Ziegler; 

A bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur- 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King; 

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F. Stebbins; 

A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H, Fomby for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 

A bill (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late of 
the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 11050) granting a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Ann M. Mosher; 

A bill (H. R. 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, formerly 
Margaret Dolan; 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 

A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 

A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel; 

A bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C, Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 12244) granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 

A bill (H. R. 12293) to grant a pension to Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel; 

A bill (H. R. 12319) granting a pension to Mrs. K. 8. Sutliff, widow 
of John D. Sutliff; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldouf; 

A bill (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

A bill (H. R. 12603) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late a 
volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 

A bill (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D, Hanscom; 

A bill (H. R. 12793) granting a pension to Andrew J. Briscoe; 

A bill (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 12335) granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock Schram; 

A bill (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. Bart- 
lett; and 

A bill (H. R, 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs, Rochie Brien Buell. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4809) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Furling, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4498) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4847) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H. R. 11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
an amendment, submitted by himself, January 31, to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4945) for the establishment of a light and fog-signal station near 
Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1257) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Richard Weller and authorizing his honorable discharge, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11040) to relieve Myron A, Eastman of the charge 
of desertion,.reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to the construction of 
a bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys County, Tennessee, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same®committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4737) to authorize the Albany and Astoria Railroad Company to 
construct one or more bridges across the Willamette River, in the State 
of Oregon, and to establish them as post roads, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4731) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reorgan- 
ize and establish the customs collection district of Puget Sound,’’ ap- 
proved August 28, 1890, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Hiscock on the 4th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred t¢ the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS 


Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 5000) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 5001) to grant an increase of 
pension to W. H. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 5002) to define the status and for 
the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits for the 
Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers who were killed at Lawrence, 
Kans., August 21, 1863, by guerrillas; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. PLUMB, [ask that the bill may lie on the table. I hope to 
get the concurrence of the Committee on Military Affairs to have it 
taken up for consideration to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 5003) setting apart and reserving 
a certain tract of land in the Territory of Arizona for Indian school 
and other educational purposes, and authorizing the governor of said 
Territory to select other lands in lieu thereof; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 5004) granting a pension to John 
M. Stark; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 5005) for the relief of R. F. 
Harrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 5006) for the relief of James W. 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5007) authorizing the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company or the Potomac and Piedmont 
Railway Company to acquire and use property for railway purposes 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 5008) to amend an act entitled 
** An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to enable the city of Denver 
to purchase certain lands in Colorado for a cemetery,’ approved May 
21, 1872;’’ which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I present two memorials from the officials of the 
city of Denver and from certain citizens and taxpayers of Denver, in 
reference to this measure. I move that the bill, with the accompany- 
ing papers, be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTRODUCED. 
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Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 5009) providing an income tax to 
pay pensions and the salaries of retired officers; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. GIBSON, I intended to offer this bill as an amendment to the 
pending pension appropriation bill, but I suppose a point of order 
would be made against it, and therefore I offer it in this manner. I 
ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Louisiana if it does not in- 
volve the question of originating a revenue bill in the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. I intended to offer it to the pending pension appro- 
priation bill, but I supposed that an objection of that kind might be 
made, and I therefore introduce it and ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still is it not a bill for raising revenue and must it 
not under the Constitution originate in the House of Representatives ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Finance and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 5010) to authorize the Fort Gibson, 
Tahlequah and Great Northeastern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Commiteee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLQUITT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3423) to provide for the completion of the im- 
provement of Mobile Harbor, Alabama; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I offera modified amendment for the one I re- 
ported yesterday from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, in 
the nature of a substitute to the bill (S. 3991) for preventing adultera- 
tion and misbranding food and drugs, and for other purposes. I move 
that the amendment lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION ROUTES TO THE SEABOARD. 
Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard be, 

and hereby is, authorized to employ a clerk during the coming recess of the 

Senate, said clerk to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate the regu- 

lar compensation allowed per diem committee clerks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould like to have the resolution passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the rule it must go to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the rule the resolution must be 
referred. 

Mr. QUAY. If there is any objection, I do not desire to press it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the law requires it to be referred. 

Mr. QUAY. Whatlaw? The law of the Senate or the law of the 
land ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The law of the land requires that all such resolu- 
tions shall go to a committee of accounts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Ser- 
ate 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 4th instant approved and signed the act (S. 4585) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary B. Hascall. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I[ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me fora 
brief personal statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. a 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I have been absent from the service 
of the Senate for the past two weeks, without leave, and during the 
interval action has been taken upon the cléture and the election bill. 
My attitude upon both these questions has been the subject of com- 
ment, and, upon the latter, of censure and animadversion. 

On the day of my departure, after consulting with the Senator from 
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Towa [Mr. ALLISON], upon whom I have been accustomed to lean in 
every hour of need, to avoid misunderstanding I left this written mem- 
orandum with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsgy], who has 
charge of the pairs of absentees. I read from the original: 

I should vote against the proposed change of the rules, and should vote for 
the motion to proceed to the consideration of any other than the election bill, 
and am paired accordingly with Senator ALLISON, who is at liberty to vote to 
make a quorum. 

Signed and dated January 21, 1891. 

I have been opposed, Mr. President, unalterably opposed from the 
beginning, to the adoption of the cléture for many reasons, sufficient 
and satisfactory to me, that need not nowand here be rehearsed. There 
are those who hear me who know that many months ago, when occu- 
pying the chair in the absence of the Vice President, I resisted many 
urgent importunities and many strenuous solicitations to co-operate 
in that direction by methods that I then believed and still believe were 
revolutionary and subversive of the fundamental principles of consti- 
tutional government. I have not since seen any occasion to change or 
modify my convictions. 

I am, as I always have been, in favor of a just and impartial election 
law, directed alike against force and fraud, nonpartisan and applicable 
equally toall parts of the nation. The measure heretofore under con- 
sideration, in many of its details, did not receive the sanction of my 
judgment. It appeared to me to be cumbrous, complicated, obscure 
in many of its provisions, and difficult of application. It subordi- 
nated the judiciary to political control and opened the Treasury to in- 
definite expenditures, without requisite supervision and in violation, 
in my judgment, of the spirit if not the letter of that provision of the 
Constitution which declares that ‘‘no money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by law.’’ 

To guard against the enactment of such a measure, in my absence, 
without the amendments which I regarded as essential to prevent dan- 
gers not less distinct than those it was intended to obviate, I reserved 
the right in my absence to act with those Republicans who favored the 
consideration of other important measures unless these modifications 
were made. 

I had no arrangement, agreement, or understanding, express or im- 
plied, direct or indirect, actual or contingent, to have my vote counted 
against the passage of the election bill, and in thisstatement I am con- 
fident that I shall be confirmed and corroborated by the recollection of 
the Senator from Iowa. Iam as ready now, as I always have been, to 
proceed with its consideration, and, with the modifications and amend- 
ments I have indicated, to support it to the end. 

I have been a Republican, Mr. President, since the party was born. 
My first vote was cast for Frémont in 1856, and I have voted without 
variableness or shadow of turning for every Republican candidate 
since that time, except in 1860, when being a resident of a Territory 
{ was unable to casta ballot for Abraham Lincoln. During that period 
I have never espoused a cause that I believed to be wrong, because it 
was popular; I have never refused to advocate a cause that I believed 
to be right, because it was unpopular; and I have recently expressed no 
opinions upon political, social, or economic questions that I have not 
long entertained and to which i have not given frequent utterance 
here and elsewhere. 

We are told, Mr. President, that the streets of Jerusalem were kept 
clean by every man sweeping before his own door, and I commend to 
the self-constituted guardians of the consciences of their associates, out- 
side this Chamber, a more frugal, prudent, and discreet husbandry of 
their disapprobation. Those leaders who have conducted the most 
powerful political organization in American history to the most stu- 
pendous and overwhelming disaster recorded in its annals should be 
able to forgive those who doubt the infallibility of their judgment. If 
they are wise they will be less proscriptive and more tolerant of dif- 
ferences of opinion, especially among those whose devotion to human 
liberty can not be questioned and whose constancy and fortitude have 
been exposed to tests as severe at least as any they have ever known. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of what the Senator from Kansas has said, 
I deem it due to myself to say that upon every occasion where I had 
an opportunity I stated distinctly that I had no pair with the Senator 
on the final vote respecting the election bill. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. PLUMB sabmitted the following report : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal 
of the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the home- 
stead law, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
to said bili, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

‘*Sxec, 2. That there is hereby granted tothe State of Montana one section of 
said reservation, to be selected according to legal subdivisions so as to embrace 
the buildings and improvements thereon, to be used by said State as a perma- 
nent militia camp ground or for other public purpose, in the discretion of the 
State Legislature: Provided, That whenever the State shall cease to use said 
lands for public purposes the same shall revert to the United States. 

“Sec. 3. That the remainder of said reservation, or any portion thereof, may 
be seleoted by the State of Montana at any time within one year after the ap- 
proval of thesurvey thereof, in tracts of not less than one section, in square form 
and according to legal subdivision, as a part of the lands granted to said State 








1891. 


under the provision of ‘An actto provide for the admission of the State of Mon- 
tana into the Union,’ approved February 22, 1889; and the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall cause patents for the lands so selected to be issued to the said State : 
Provided, That no existing lawful rights to any of said lands, initiated underany 
of the laws of the United States, shall be invalidated by this act: Provided, That 
if any portion of said reservation shall remain unselected by said State fora 
period of one year after the approval of the survey, that portion remaining un- 
selected shall be subject to entry under the general land and mineral laws of the 
United States: Provided further, That if within said period of one year the gov- 
ernor of said State shall officially notify the Secretary of the Interior that the 
State has completed its selections, then the Secretary shall at once proclaim the 
remaining lands open to entry as aforesaid : And provided further, That noth- 
ing in this act shali be construed to waive or release in any way any right of the 
United States to have the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply with the conditions of 
the grant.”’ 

P. B,. PLUMB, 

A. 8. PADDOCK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


T. H. CARTER, 
W. M. KINSEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. . 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Repesentatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice 
President: 

A bill (H. R. 8341) to promote the construction of a safe deep-water 
harbor on the coast of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 8589) to amend sections 4783 and 5486 of the Revised 
Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; 

A bill (H: R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Ten- 
nessee; 

A bill (H. R. 10862) further to prevent counterfeiting or manufac- 
ture of dies, tools, or other implements used in counterfeiting, and 
providing penalties therefor, and providing for the issue of search war- 
rants in certain cases ; 

A bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana; 

A bill (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis; 

A bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline E. Duryee; 

A bill (H. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 

A bill (H. R. 12413) granting increase of pension to Robert Cullen; 

A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 12815) granting a pension to Samantha Bignell; and 

A bill (H. R. 13453) to amend section 180 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12227) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whoie, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the amendments proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations may be first considered, and con- 
sidered as the bill is read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 19, after the word 
**compensation,’’ to insert ‘‘ under existing law exceeding $2;’’ so as to 
read: 


Provided also, That hereafter no agent or attorney shall demand, receive, or 
be allowed any compensation under existing law exceeding $2 in any claim for 
increase of pension on aecount of the increase of the disability for which the pen- 
sion has been allowed, or for services rendered in securing the passage of any 
special act of Congress granting a pension or an increase of pension in any case 
that has been presented at the Pension Office or is allowable under the general 
pension laws. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 26, after the word ‘“‘law 
to strike out— 

Provided further, That the applicant for an increase of pension at the Pension 
Office may contract with any person in the State or Territory in which said 
applicant lives to pay not exceeding $2for services rendered should said increase 
be allowed. 

And insert: 


Nor a sum exceeding % in any claim under the act of June 27, 1890; and no 
compensation shall be paid in any such claim until the allowance of the same: 
And provided further, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 66, before the word 
“ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “ four;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 
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For clerk hire, $400,000: Provided, That the amount of clerk hire for each 
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agency shall be apportioned as nearly as practicable in proportion to the num- 
ber of pensioners paid at each agency, and the salaries paid shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as section 2 the following: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to arrange the various agencies for the paymentof pensions in three groups as 
he may think proper, and may from time to time change any agency from one 
group to another as he may deem convenient for the transaction of the public 
business. The first group shall make their quarterly payments of pensions on 
January 4, April4, July 4, and October 4 ofeach year; the second groupshall make 
their quarterly payments of pensions on February 4, May 4, August 4, and No- 
vember 4of each year; and the third group shall make their quarterly pay- 
ments of pensions on March 4, June 4, September 4, and December 4of each year. 
The Secretary of the Interior ishereby fully authorized to cause payments of 
pensions to be made forthe fractional partsof quarters created by such change, 
soas to properly adjust all payments as herein provided. Section 4764 ofthe Re- 
vised Statutes is hereby so amended as to conform to the changesin the time 
of payments provided herein, andis made applicable thereto. 

The sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated to meet the expenses involved in 
carrying into effect the changes herein provided for. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered as 
agreed to in the absence of objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isit understood that the amendment which has 
just been read has been agreed to ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was so announced by the Chair, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will favor the Sen- 
ate with information as to the reasons for this proposed modification 
of existing law. It seems to be very important. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary ot 
the Treasury unite in recommending that the amount of money paid 
for pensions should go out of the Treasury monthly, rather than quar- 
terly, and they recommend this adjustment, so that: every month the 
amount of pensions for that month will be paid, although the pen- 
sioner will receive his money quarterly. The object of this section is 
to divide the pension agencies into groups, so that one-fourth of them 
will pay pensioners one month, one-fourth the next, and soon. It is 
regarded as a matter of importance to the Treasury in view of the large 
amount now paid for pensions. There will be an accumulation under 
existing law of some thirty-five millions of money each quarter. Un- 
der this arrangement there will be no accumulation, but the money 
will go out of the Treasury every month. It will not interfere in any 
way with the pensioners and will beagreat convenience to the Treasury. 
The pensioner will still receive his money quarterly; and, in order to 
make it exactly just, fractional payments are authorized, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and the 
amendment is agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, to 
insert as section 3 the following: 

Sec.3. That the same power to administer oaths and take affidavits, which 
by virtue of section 4744 of the Revised Statutes is conferred upon clerks de- 
tailed by the Commissioner of Pensions from his office to investigate suspected 
attempts at fraud on the Government through and by virtue of the pension 
laws, and to aid in prosecuting any person so offending, shall be, and is hereby, 
extended to all special examiners or additional special examiners employed 
under authority of Congress to aid in the same purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Thecommittee amendments haveall beep 
agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, at the end of line 48, itis proposed to 
insert: 


Provided, however, That the foregoing provisions in relation to fees of agents or 
attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending where there is an existing 
lawful contract, express or implied. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill provides that in cases of applications for 
increase of pension the compensation of attorneys shall be $2. As the 
provision came to us from the House of Representatives, it applied to 
cases already on file as well as to cases to be hereafter filed. ‘The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, finding this legislation in the bill and hav- 
ing the report of the Commissioner of Pensions that the fee of $2 was 
reasonable, did not change the provision, except to modify its phrase- 
ology and make it clearer. Then the committee recommended the 
provision to be found from line 30 to line 34, on page 2, that under 
the act of last year the fee for attorneys should be $5. 

The amendment now proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. QuAY] is to make the provisions to which I have referred apply 
only to cases filed hereafter. 

The law at this time authorizes the payment of $10 and, of course, 
that would be regarded as an implied contract. Therefore, under the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, this.two-dollar 
fee or five-dollar fee, as the case may be, will apply only to applications 
hereafter made. I donotcare to do that. I propose that we shall ad- 
here to the provision proposed by the committee, although I have no 
great desire about it one way or the other. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and the Secretary of the Interior are both of the opinion that the 
provisions reported by the committee are wise and just. 
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Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator if it is intended to apply 


fice itself if he be an agent residing here in town, prepares affidavits, 


to cases where the parties have made contracts in accordance with the | finds the persons who are to swear to them, has the case prepared un- 


statute for $10 and the $i0 is not payable until the pension is allowed. 
The pension attorney may have done all the work and the pension 
may not be allowed. Is it proposed to cut the agent down to $2 in 
such a case ? 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
named, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, as a matter of course we ought 
not to do anything that impairs the obligation of contracts entered into 
by individuals competent to contract. The proposition of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy] goes beyond that. It protects ex- 
pressed or implied contracts. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
well says that the law now permits contracts to be made for $10. It 
will cover all the cases that have been made, and it is supposed that 
nearly all the persons who are entitled to the benefits of the pension 
laws have already made application. The number has increased enor- 
mously. It seems to me that this proposition goes too far. 

Further than that, I believe it is better to leave the bill stand as the 
House of Representatives placed it. I think that the compensation 
of attorneys of two and five dollars in these cases is sufficient for a new 
application under the last law, because the facts are all ascertained. 

Then there is another thing about it. These agents universally 
throw their business upon members of Congress- 

Mr. PLATT. Not all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather do this business for pensioners 
and I do it for thousands of them without cost or charge; but under 
the existing practice it is thrown largely upon members of Congress. 
I suppose, like every other Senator, I receive by the dozen the blank 
forms from pensioners which they want me to transmit to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. Then I must conduct correspondence with the 
pensioners, sometimes paying postage. The truth is that the agents 
throw more than one-half of all this business for which they get paid 
upon Senatorsand members of the House of Representatives. Itseems 
to me, therefore, that the fee of $2 and $5 is ample compensation for 
these agents. They organize their business in such a way that there 
is but little work to bedone. A merely formal application made under 
the new law could be written in about ten minutes. It does not re- 
quire as much work as the ordinary filling up the forms of deeds or 
contracts, which is done all over the country. 

I prefer to decide this matter in favor of the pensioners rather than 
in favor of the pension agents, and therefore I ‘shall vote for the propo- 
sition as it stands in the bill, although I do not think it is exactly 
right for us to violate contracts. Ifthe amendment was confined to 
written contracts made between the parties and distinctly understood, 
I would be willing to vote for such an amendment, but where the 
contract is merely an implied contract I do not think it ought to be 
included. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Ohio says he does not think it 
exactly right, but he wants todo it. Why is it not just as well for 
the Government to set the example of doing what is right? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made a distinction between written and im- 
plied contracts. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it would be very far from exactly right to 
do that. Ithink it would be wrong, and I think it is doubtful whether 
we can do it, however much we may desire to do it. 

The pension agent is indispensable, absolutely indispensable to the 
soldier, and I am speaking in his interest, and notin behalf of the agent. 
In a great many cases the pension agent fails to get a pension allowed, 
and he gets no fee at all, as I understand, for such cases. He will 
probably fail twice out of five times. Some pension agent sent me the 
figures; I have forgotten what they are, but something like what I 
have stated. Then he rejies for his maintenance, his proper compen- 
sation, upon those cases in which he does succeed. 

I do not think the fees are unreasonable. They were deliberately 
settled by Congress with full knowledge of the circumstances and with 
a long and very interesting and laborious experience on this whole 
subject. They have been very greatly reduced, reduced 60 per cent. 
by Congress. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] reminds me 
that the fee was $25 in the first place. 

As toa case where there has been a written contract, I think it would 
be outrageous on general principles of equity, and I think it would be 
in violation of what is considered to be constitutional law in the coun- 
try—at any rate it is so with the States, which are forbidden to inter- 
fere with the obligations of existing contracts—and very much to the 
injury of the soldier to attempt to invalidate a written contract. But 
an implied contract, to which the Senator from Ohio referred, is just 
as binding upon an honorable man as a written contract. Our word 
should be as good as our bond. 

Mr. PLATT. It is a statutory contract. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; it is a statutory contract, as I was about to 
say. The law says such and such shall be the fees, and under that law 
the disabled soldier applies to the pension attorney, who forwards the 
necessary blanks, writes a great many letters, calls at the Pension Of- 


Unless there has been an express contract. 
Suppose there has not been? 
Then the fee would be reduced to the amount here 
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der his direction and on hisown suggestion and advice, finds the proper 
legal officer before whom to swear the witnesses and who shall certify 
to the affidavits, and then waits one, two, three, or four years before 
the claim is allowed. 

It may be a difficult case, with many witnesses to find, and he has 
repeatedly to consult them on this, that, or the other deficiency to be 
supplied in theevidence. Ithink hisfeeisreasonable. Ithinkif you 
make these fees so small the pension agents will largely retire from the 
business, which I think can be shown, notwithstanding the idea con- 
cerning their ability and capacity to make money, will injure the pri- 
vate soldier, and it is in his interest that I object to the reduction of 
these fees, 

I do not speak so much for the soldiers of my own State. They do 
not need it in Connecticut, because the adjutant general of the State, 
with his abundant assistant clerks, is made the pension agent, free of 
charge, to every soldier within her limits. During the war the State 


| wisely required that every colonel of a regiment when he sent his re- 


turns to the Adjutant General of the United States should send a 
duplicate to the adjutant general of Connecticut, and, savingand except- 
ing hospital records, our State within its statehouse is capable of con- 
ducting pension business and does it without charge. It is several 
years since I have had a letter fromr any private soldier complaining of 
any negligence on the part of the adjutant general of the State. So 
that I am speaking for the soldiers outside of Connecticut and for the 
general soldier interest when I say they are very glad to give their five 
or ten dollars to have their claimsestablished. If theattorney tries to 
go beyond that he is punished, so far as the Jaw can reach him, but 
within the existing law I think the present provisions are wholesome. 

I am opposed to any reduction and I shall vote cheerfully for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania, which goes to 
the salvation of existing contracts, express or implied. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the whole business of preparing and 
presenting the claims of soldiers for the action of the Pension Bureau 
has been radically changed in the last ten years. Formerly the busi- © 
ness of the soldier was largely done by pension-claim agents or lawyers 
who embarked in that business, who were near to the soldier, and with 
the knowledge which they had of the case, joined to their neighborly 
interest, the soldier’s claim was presented by his agent, who attended : 
to comparatively few cases, the cases that came within the range of his 
practice, and it was proper and fitting that such agent should be fairly, 
and perhaps liberally, compensated. Then the feeling of the soldier 
toward his agent was, as indicated by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], a friendly feeling. No man for years after the he- 
ginning of the payment of pensions ever made any great amount of 
money, least of all accumulated a fortune ont of this business. 

But, Mr. President, all that has passed away, and the pension busi- 
ness has been gradually concentrated from all over the country in the 
hands of afew men. A few great concerns, largely here in Washing- 
ton, do this business by what I may call the wholesale rather than in 
the smaller way in which agents formerly practiced before the Depart- 
ments. There are pension agents in Washington against whom I have 
nothing to say, who, I have no doubt, conduct their business honor- 
ably and expeditiously and whose dockets run up into the tens of thou- 
sands of cases, and, in some instances I am told, hundreds of thousands 
of cases. Itis routine practice. It is easily done, because the men 
employed are expert in the business. It can be done more cheaply, 
because, like any business which is done upon a large scale, it can be 
done at a less rate than where it is distributed in the hands of hundreds 
and thousands of small claim agents; therefore there is no claim in 
equity on the part of these agents for as large fees as were formerly 

iven. 
r If the same amount of work had to be done under the new bill that 
had to be done under former pension acts the method of doing it now 
is such that the claim agent ought not to have the same fee that he 
formerly had. That, however, does not apply in this case. The pen- 
sion agent here is seeking to get in these cases of increase the same 
amount of fee, or nearly the same amount of fee, that he got for la- 
borious service under the old laws. I venture to say that all the labor 
that is to be performed in ninety-nine cases out of one hundred under 
the increase of pension act is amply compensated by $2 or $1. The 
labor is comparatively nothing. A statement has been made from the 
bureau, which has investigated this thoroughly, and this is what is said: 


I have the honor to state that in the great majority of claims filed by pension- 
ers for an increase of their pensions the labor performed by the agent orattor- 
ney is merely nominal, the principal labor consisting in preparing the applica- 
tion itself. The increase claims are usually decided upon the certificate of the 
board of examining surgeons, and not upon the sworn statements of other per- 
sons. 

And this isa fair statement. 

Of course, there are exceptions to this rule,where the testimony of attending 
physicians and neighbors is taken to establish the fact of an increase in the dis- 
ability, its long continuance, etc. These cases, however, are rare and excep- 
tional. The preparation of a claim for increase requires but jittle skill, as they 
are all made upon printed forms which can be filled up by any intelligent man 
in the habit of preparing affidavits. ; 7 

Iam of opinion that the fee of $10 to attorneys is out of proportion to the 
labor, care, and diligence performed in the prosecution of this class of claims, 
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In another communication the forms are given, the routine under 
which this business is done, the blanks that are to be filled, ete. It 
shows that one man, sitting at his desk in Washington or elsewhere, can 
make out a dozen of these in aday. Whatever is necessary to be filled 
in is not done here. It is eitheron file in the offices of the Government 
or is furnished by the pensioner at his residence, and the exceptions to 
this are not one case in a hundred. 

Mr. President, the whole syndicate of claim agents, not large in num- 
ber, but representing an immense interest in this matter, is in profound 
alarm at the proposition that the fees which they shall receive in these 
cases from the soldiers, who are the beneficiaries, are to be in any way re- 
duced. Thatis mostnatural, They are touched upon the tender nerve. 
They have built up this business with immense skill and energy un- 
doubtedly. 

The act increasing pensions opened a great harvest for them, and it 
is no wonder that they are in profound panic when it is suggested in 
Congress or by the Pension Bureau itself that the soldier, who is the 
beneficiary of the Government, shall not be mulcted in the large sums 
that have formerly been exacted from him by the pension agents. 
This syndicate of claim agents have plenty of energy and plenty of 
time to make up their case, and they have presented it in documents 
and papers which I venture to say have been furnished to every Sena- 
tor and probably to every Representative. Their interest is such that 
they will make this contest whenever it comes up, and will claim, as 
the Senator from Connecticut has claimed, that it isin the interest of 
the soldier that these larger fees are to be paid. If the fee were cut 
down in every case to $2—nay, I go further, if it were cut down to $1 
and rigidly enforced, I do not believe that a hundred soldiers in all 
the land would either have their cases delayed or thwarted or finally 
prevented from favorable action. 

Congress legislates for the soldier. It smooths the way for him, it 
furnishes money without stint; it furnishes a Department, the busi- 
ness of which is to make way for the claims ofthesoldier. The States 
themselves, as has been indicated here in one instance, and the same 
is true in many others, have organizations at home, adjutant generals’ 
offices of their own, and have pension departments in their govern- 
ment, all of which are for the benefit of the soldier and to make his 
way smooth and easy. 

Besides all that, Mr. President, as every one of us knows, when a 
case does meet with an obstruction, when it is pigeon-holed, the refuge 
of the soldier is not in the agents whose cause the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] espouses so warmly. The refuge of the sol- 
dier is in the Senator from Connecticut, or the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], or the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], or any 
of us. Cases are sent to us to urge special action before the Depart- 
ment. So that all of the general work is done easily, cheaply, and 
inexpensively, and when the rare cases, referred to by the Commissioner 
of Pensionsin this communication, arise in which the work of the claim 
agent is obstructed, he sends his clients to Senators and Representa- 
tives, and a large part of our time is taken in the work that we gladly 
do to benefit the soldier and to relieve his agent whom he must pay. 

Mr. President, there never was any system of doing business for the 
benefit of a large body of men to whom Congress gives money without 
stint, which has been made so plain and so easy as all the legislation 
and all the administration of the Government has made this system; 
and under all the circumstances it seems to me that this is the last 
time and the last place that the claim agent shouid come asking for 
more fees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ican not leave the case I made, after the Senator’s 
remarks, without some correction. He speaks of the larger fees. No- 
body is proposing to increase the fees of any description. Perhaps the 
language of some of us who are criticising the bill might be under- 
stood to imply that we are favoring a proposition to increase the fees of 
pension attorneys. Notatall. Weare perfectly content with them as 
theyare. I haveno objection, ifthat be the judgment of the Pension Bu- 
reau, that the fees hereafter, in cases of increase, shall be reduced, or that 
the fees, where original applications are made under last year’s law, 
may be smaller, perhaps, and yet in these cases there is an original dis- 
ability to be proved just as there was under formerlaws. We greatly 
enlarged the number of pensioners last July, if I remember the date, 
and the addition is largely that of original claimants, who are to show 
that they are disabled. The evidence in those cases is sometimes com- 
plicated. Sometimes, of course, it is easy, or comparatively easy, be- 
cause the disability is patent and the surgeon has certified to it, but 
it continues to be true that there are always some additional outside 

‘flidavits to be prepared. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for interrupting him, but 
before he sits down I should like to ask him in regard to an inter- 
esting statement which he made as to the duties of the adjutant gen- 
eral of his State in regard to pensioners. I should be obliged to him 
if he would state the extent of those duties; whether their system 
relieves the applicants for pension from any expense or trouble in the 
city of Washington or whether it is confined entirely to the prepara- 
tion of cases. 


Mr, HAWLEY. The adjutant general is, in the full sense of the 
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word, a pension agent. He or his assistant adjutant general comes 
here frequently to push and to personally examine cases, 

Mr. VEST. Is that without any. expense to the applicant ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without any expense whatever to the applicant. 
Those expenses are paid by the State from year to year. 

Mr. PLUMB, Can theSenator state whether that relieves the claim- 
ant from the payment of any part of the fees connected with pension 
claims? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Largely, of course. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the adjutant general himself contract with 
agents, whoever they may be, to whom fees are to be paid? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It took some of the soldiers in our State a long 
time to find out that an application could be made in that way, and 
some of them, under solicitation, thought they would do better by 
means of some private agent, that he would push the claim, having 
his ten-dollar motive for doing it, and so they went to attorneys; but 
the State agency has been wide open to them all the while. They can 
step in and consult our records, give their names and the nature of 
their claims, and the blanks will be filled out and the affidavits taken 
free of charge and sent to Washington, and we send down here occasion- 
ally to see why the cases are delayed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not talking about that. Iam taiking as to 
whether the pensioner is relieved from the payment of fees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has saved the payment of fees to a great many 
and might have saved it to all. When that law was enacted, being 
interested in one of the journals in that State with a considerable cir- 
culation, daily and weekly, I caused the notice to be repeated and re- 
peated that the applicants for pensions need not pay a single dollar and 
that it need not cost them a dollar to secure their claims. 

Mr. DAWES. TheSenator yieldsto mea moment. I desire tostate 
in the way of a contribution to this debate the facilities for the prose- 
cution of pensions which the State of Massachusetts has established. 

The State of Massachusetts some two or three years since created an 
office called a pension agency, with a fixed salary, sufficient to secure 
a competent man, and engaged the services of an old soldier quite promi- 
nent in the war, who has devoted himself entirely, under pay of the 
State, to facilitating the prosecution of all pension claims of citizens of 
Massachusetts. Theideain creating the office was toenable any person 
desiring a pension to go to the office, or communicate with the office, 
and there, free of all expense, have all his papers prepared and have 
everything done for him that could be done in Washington. 

* It is true that there was considerable difficulty in getting the appli- 
cants for pensions in Massachusetts in communication with that office. 
They have been so long relying upon agencies in Washington and the 
attention which members of Congress have paid to their claims that 
they still seem to desire to seek their pensions through either the Rep- 
resentatives and Senators or claim agents in Washington. The Rep- 
resentatives and Senators have frequently referred these claims back to 
the State agent, knowing that better facilities would be extended to 
the applicants there than it was possible could be done here, and yet 
there is an inclination, there is a feeling among the soldiers there, that 
it is putting them off. Nevertheless that office is gaining the confidence 
of the pensioners, and will ultimately, I believe, in the hands of a good 
and efficient agent paid by the State, do all the work, or substantially 
all the work, that is expected of an attorney or a member of Congress 
here. The idea of the State of Massachusetts is that contributions to 
claim agents here or elsewhere by the pensioner are an injustice to the 
pensioner himself and ought to be done away with. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yielded cheerfully to the statement of the Sena- 
tor, which I am very glad to hear, but I have a word or two more. 

My experience in the pension business is not exactly that of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE], because I do not recall that I have been 
requested by soldiers to see to the preparation of papers or to perform 
that detail work of an attorney’s clerk, except where I may possibly, 
in a few instances, have had personal knowledge and recollection of 
the accident or wound that happened to the soldier. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator could not perhaps have been lis- 
tening towhatI said. It applied not in any degree to the preparation 
of cases originally, but to cases which have been ‘‘held up,’’ as it is 
called, where the agent has struck a snag and where he wants to know 
what the trouble is and how it can be remedied. That may happen 
months and years after the case has started. Those arg the cases that 
Senators get every day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, Mr. President, once in awhile an attorney 
writes to me that he has the case of a soldier from my State in which, 
to the best of his knowledge and belief, all the evidence has been filed, 
the proper medical examinations have been made, and the case is de- 
layed, and he suggests to me that I should find out what is the matter 
and advise him. I suppose thatis the average nature of the cases that 
come to Senators. Then we inquire of the Department, substantially, 

what is the present condition of the case, and we frequently find that 
a notice has been sent out requiring certain evidence, of which the sol- 
dier is not aware, and the attorney at home has perhaps neglected it, 
and that usually dislodges the case. Itis very much like the logs com- 








ing down the rivers of Maine in the spring, wien men have to run 
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along down and dislodge an accumulation of logs on the rocks. That 
is very much the case in that enormous Pension Office. That is the 
extent of our labor asarule. Once in awhile a Senator goes to the 
Pension Office and looks over a bundle of papers to see what the legal 
difficulties in a case are and what the insufficiency of the evidence 
may be. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not mean to question the propriety of reducing 
the fees of pension attorneys, nor have I had any application from these 
attorneys to resist it. I have not heard from any of them on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, I have two ablear- 
guments which were sent me against interfering with express or im- 
plied contracts, but in nocase have I been requested to resist any action 
Congress proposes to take. 

Mr. HALE. What I referred to and whatI think all Senators have 
received are the circ’-lars and the arguments which are furnished by 
the gentlemen who are in this business. They are all in the direction 
of not reducing their fees. 

Mr. TELLER. Alli I have to say is the sameas has been said by the 
Senator from Connecticut, that my objection is to interfering with ex- 
isting contracts. That is all I have had my attention attracted to. 

Originally it was provided that the claim agent should have $25 when- 
ever hesecured a pension, and that was taken outof the pension. That 
was the general rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will pardon me. He says the fee was 
$25. Under the law a pension attorney might receive a fee of $25 where 
a special contract was made to that effect. 

Mr. TELLER. That resulted in contracts between the claimants 
and the pension agents. A fey years ago that was changed by allow- 
ing $10 in each case, and that is the limit allowed; but that had no 
reference to the question of allowingthe pension. Thereupon the pen- 
sion agents exacted wherever they could the ten-dollar fee, anda class of 
pension agents in the country, quite numerous, when they had got the 
$10, ceased their connection with the case. They dropped it, and it 
was a custom quite prevalent, say seven or eight years ago, for some of 
these agents to turn over the lists they had to other agents. 

The agents would notify the applicants for pension that the first 
agent had ceased to do pension business, and therefore the claim of 
the applicant was left without any attorney to look after it. Then 
the new agent would callupon the soldierfor an additional $3 or $5 or 
$10, or whatever sum he could get. This went on to such an extent 
that Congress interfered and passed the present law providing that the 
fee of $10 should only be paid when the pension was allowed. I be- 
lieve it is safe to say that in all the cases now pending there is a con- 
tract of that kind between the pension attorney and the claimant. 

Mr. ALLISON. The money is retained and the fee is not paid to 
the agent unless the case is allowed. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says the Commissioner of Pensions re- 
tains the $10. So originally he retained the $25. Therefore, I think, 
for the purpose of satisfying the Commissioner that the agent present- 
ing the case is the agent of the claimant, there have been probably in 
nearly all cases, if not in all, written contracts between the pension 
agent and theapplicant. Are we to dispose of these by providing that 
where a man has made a written contract he shall pay but two dollars 
or two dollars and a half, or whatever thesum may be? Theonly ques- 
tion I desire to call attention tois: Are we tosetaside arbitrarily these 
contracts? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will yield to me a moment further, 
I will say that, on examination, the committee were led to believe 
that there is not a written contract in nine hundred and ninety-nine 
cases out ofa thousand. The attorney relies upon the statutory pro- 
vision. 

Mr. TELLER. Then he files either that or he files the statement 
of the claimant that he is the attorney, which probably makes the 
contract, One or the other is invariably done, and the contracts ex- 
ist. Undoubtedly the attorney could recover from the pensioner the 
$10 by asuit at law if the Commissioner did not retain it. It is simply 
a question whether we are to interfere with the contracts already 
made. That is all I desire to attract the attention of the committee 
and of the Senate to. I do not think that ought to be done. If itis 
thought desirable to reduce the amount, of course that is within the 
province of Congress, and if these pension agents think the amount al- 
lowed too small they can quit the business. It seems to me, however, 
that we ought not to interfere with existing contracts. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There are cases in which, no doubt, the agent ren- 
ders very material aid and which would probably not be fairly com- 
pensated at, say $10, or possibly even $25, although the services that 
are valuable are largely rendered by home attorneys. The attorneys 
are not able from the very nature of things to render any service in 
the office here. They are not permitted to argue the cases before the 
Commissioner of Pensions or before the examiners. They can do noth- 
ing which stimulates the inquiry into orthe allowance of acase. They 
de draw affidavits, of course, which they send out to the pensioners to 
be sworn to and so on, and in many cases render valuable services, but 
the cases provided for under the lastlaw do not requireattorneys. Any 
one who can perform the duties of a conveyancer can draw all the 
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papers necessary under the act of last year. Thereareonly two papers 
practically required. The Government itself furnishes the balance of 
the testimony. As the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] suggests 
the Government furnishes the blanks. That is probably on account of 
the deficiency in handwriting on the part of some people who have 
not any skill whatever in the preparation of documents, and who 
would have to rely upon a notary or on some ready writer. 

Then there is a supplementary affidavit designed to show the fact 
that the party is dependent upon his labor for his support, not neces- 
sarily upon his manual labor, but that he labors for a living; in other 
words, that he is not in receipt of an income large enough to support 
him unaided, witbout his effort, and the Government furnishes blanks 
for that. Now, in the ordinary way that affidavit must be filled, and 
it must be sworn to by two neighbors who know it to be the fact. It 
is perfectly safe to say that there is no applicant for a pension who has 
not two or more neighbors who are perfectly willing to say whatever 
the fact may be about his being dependent upon the results of his la- 
bor in order to live, and as things go, for drawing deeds, affidavits,and 
conveyances in various parts of the United States a dollar would be a 
fair fee for that. The remainder of the testimony the Government 
supplies. 

Mr. HALE. From its files. 

Mr. PLUMB. From its files, the Senator says, and partly. In 
other words, it furnishes evidence of his service, the character of the 
service, the length of the service, and all that sort of thing,in order to 
bring the applicant within the purview of the law or shut him out, as 
the case may be. Then it sends him to an examining board, which 
it pays for, with a notice which is the warrant of the applicant to be 
examined, and on the return of that the case is complete, and the pen- 
sion is allowed, if disability is shown. 

Now, it is not necessary to supplement any of these statements of 
disability by affidavit. And, on the other hand, there are a great many 
cases now filed under the old law where the proof that is there filed, 
with the exception of this dependent affidavit, is all that is necessary, 
and they go forward to an allowance under the proof furnished under 
the old law, but the allowance even is made under the new law with 
this effect, that if the attorney of the pensioner would get the pension 
under the new law and then afterwards succeed in getting the pension 
under the old law he would get a fee under that; so it would often 
happen that he would get a fee for both allowances. Ifan allowance 
is made under the old law there is subtracted from it the money paid 
under the new law, and therefore while the pensioner would get but 
one pension the attorney would get two fees. 

Of course, taking into consideration the large number of these pen- 
sioners, their wide distribution, and their comparatively dependent 
condition in a large number of cases, it is wise to have an attorney, 
and if we had not already entered upon legislation to limit the amount 
which they might pay it might be fair to say that perhaps as a rule we 
should do with them as we do with other parties: let them contract 
for whatever they please. But we have entered upon it on the the- 
ory of protection, and it seems to me that we can fairly say now what 
the value of that service is, and in saying that it is no disparagement 
to the persons who have acted as attorneys to say that they have had 
already very large sums of money from this class of people. 

I want to call attention now to the fact that the last fee bill, so 
called, the last legislation on the subject of fees, never was submitted 
for the judgment of either House of Congress. It was made up abso- 
lutely and totally as to every line and letter of it in a conference com- 
mittee, and was not germane to anything either House of Congress had 
passed upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What measure was that ? 

Mr. PLUMB. That was the twenty-five-dollar-fee bill, made upin the 
conference after the bill went through this body, and just as totally a 
new provision as though it had made a provision for an expedition to 
the moon, except that it wasona pension bill. Of course when it came 
back to this body, and when it went to the other House, there was no 


| chance to discuss it, or at all events to dissent, for the reason that the 
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bill had to go along and the conference report could not be amended, and 
so the whole thing went nem. con. Ido not mean to say that by way of 
reproach, but I only speak of it to show how these things are finally done. 
It was undoubtedly known at the time, and yet it resulted in putting 
a pretty large burden, comparatively speaking, upon the pensioners, a 
good many of whom ought not to have had it because their cases were 
not such as to make $25 a reasonable fee; in fact it was a very unrea- 
sonable one. 

One other thing is to be taken into account. These pensioners be* 
come dissatisfied with their attorneys. They come to feel that these 
agents are not doing anything. Of course they can not go beyond a 
certain number of limited steps which I have spoken of. The preva- 
lent idea is that these people are attorneys and that they go before 
the Pension Commissioner and argue the cases. A large number of 
the agents, as suggested by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
are not even attorneys at all. I venture to say that it would not be 
possible to find with a subpcena more than one-third of the pension 
agents in the city of Washington. They are very respectable people, 
so far as I know; I recall having met but three of them; but they have 








desks in offices and out-of-the-way places where they receive their mail 
and where they dispatch their sets of blanks and things of that kind, 
and carry on their correspondence; and that is the local habitation and 
name which they have, and that alone. 

Now, the pensioners become dissatisfied and do one of two things, 
and sometimes they do two of two things. They employ a new at- 
torney, which makes a controversey finally as to who shall have the 
fee and how it shall be divided and all that sort of thing, something 
of which I presume every member of the Senate knows by correspond- 
ence with his constitutents; and the next thing is to write to a Senator 
or member of Congress, or sometimes to all of them from the State in 
I have been under constraint, as others have 
been, to do, what I of course have been very glad to do, a great deal ot 
service of this kind. It is a service which I always render to the full 
extent of my ability and with great satisfaction; that is to say, with 
the satisfaction at all events of trying to do something for this very 
meritorious class of people who appeal tome. In the course of that serv- 
ice it is necessary to have a book, and I think it is safe to say I have 
the names of more than 5,000 Union ex-soldiers on that book, who have 
applied to me to aid them in regard to their pensions in the State of 
Kansas alone, and there are scattering names from other States in the 
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Now that takes a very considerable portion of my timeand a very con- 
siderable portion of postage, none of which I regret except when I hap- 
pen to think that it inures to the benefit, so far as these fees are con- 
cerned, of people who have done the least of the service at all events. 
I do not know that I begrudge that to them, and yet I have felt as 
though this thing was not exactly ordered as it ought to be, when the 
attorneys get the money and the Senator or member of Congress did 


the work. 


That statement ought not to be made, however, without being qual- 
ified to this extent, for the benefit of the Pension Office and the ad- 
ministration of what is one of the largest and most complex portions 
So far as I have ever had any reason to see in 
all my intercourse with examiners and Commissioners I never yet have 
had reason to believe that there was such a thing as favoritism in that 
office under any administration. I can say for myself that I never 
asked that 2 pension should be allowed irrespective of testimony. I 
never did any*hing that could be construed on the part of any one whom 
I addressed on the subject into a belief that I desired in any way the 
pension should be allowed except that the testimony furnished should 
be in accordance with the law and the regulations of the office, 

But the office has certain stereotyped ways of doing business, It sends 
out blanks on which are numbered the various kinds of testimony that 
arerequired, Itisa formal requirement, and one which is often miscon- 
strued; and it occurs in hundreds 
thousands of them in those who write to me, that a person says, ‘‘ Well, 
I have furnished the testimony called for by the stereotyped blank over 
and over again,’’ and I go to the office and find out that it has not been 
furnished. They furnish what they suppose will meet the case. That 
calls on me to write a letter in which I explain, and sometimes at the 
length of three or four pages, what is necessary in order that the sand- 
bar or rock upon which the applicant has heretofore stranded himself 
may be avoided. I onlyspeak of that asa part of what is undoubtedly 
the common stock of knowledge among Senators and Members of Con- 
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ress. 

' So it sometimes happens that, having been brought up in a printing 
office and somewhat used to handwriting, [have often found affidavits 
that were not decipherable by the examiners, and as to those parties the 
system that had to be pursued reminded me of the caseof Judge Strong, 
of Ohio. It was said of him if you would allow him to read his peti- 
tion it would never be demurrable because nobody but him could read 
it. So I found sometimes that they could not decipher these affidavits; 
and in various ways I have been glad to render service, qualified only, 
as I said, by the fact that the compensation went to somebody else, not 
wanting it myself in any event, of course, and of course not being war- 
ranted in taking it. Having said this much, I want to say further—— 

Mr. PLATT. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. My difficulty about this matter is that the course of 
the Pension Office seems to make it necessary that the applicant should 
have an attorney. Now, just what the Senator has been detailing 
must convince him that in those cases we must have something more 
than a man who prepares blanks and sends them out. That is the 
‘difficulty, in my mind, about this whole business. The course of the 
office is such that no man of ordinary intelligence and education can 


get his own pension. 


Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 
say that it is only measurably true of the new law, because, as I said, 
there is no question of continuing disability, no question of the origin 
of disability or anything of that kind; a man can just as readily get a 
pension for the loss of an arm in a thrashing machine as for a gunshot 
wound in the Army. So that is much more simple. In any event I 
do not believe that a large majority of pensioners could draw satisfac- 
torily their own affidavits either of disability or disclosing their proof. 
So I agree that an agent is necessary. 
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Now, I want to say another thing. With a single exception—I will 
not quite say that, but I will say that so far as I have run across these 
agents in the course of business I have never observed anything, ex- 
cept in rare cases, that may be said to have been dishonorable in them, 
although there have been some things done bya handful of men which 
can not be too harshly criticised as dishonorable and as transgressing 
their duties and obligations as attorneys, if they were such; but those 
I happen to personally know are men of high character, and, I think, 
would not be guilty of any deception. They are naturally desirous of 
getting all they can out of this business. We ought not to do them 
injustice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I suggest, then, that I think the Pension Bu- 
reau has been thoughtful in this matter, and in the rare cases to which 
their attention has been brought it has frequently secured a conviction? 

Mr. PLUMB, Iam not speaking nowsotmuch about active fraud as 
I am about misrepresentation made by circulars. For instance, under 
the old law a widow was not entitled to a pension unless she could 
prove that her husband had died on account of disability in the line of 
duty, as the Senator very well knows, I know in one particular case 
a man who served in the regiment in which Iserved died from a cause 
entirely separated from the service. There was no question abont it 
at all; he was killed in fact by an accident. Anattorney in this city, 
whose name I do not now recall, succeeded in getting four or five dol- 
lars out of the poor widow, gathering a dollar at atime for a few years. 
A Senator suggests that it was through a change of the law. No, it 
was not through a change of the law; he did not claim to be entitled 
to it as a fee, but he got it under one pretext and another. Nearly 
every day I get cards sent out by agents saying, ‘‘ We have run your 
case for a great while, we have been at a good deal of expense, our fee 
is small, please send us a dollar or two dollars for postage,’’ or some- 
thing of that sort; and that usually occurs where the agent comes to 
know that the case is likely to go against him any way, and so he seeks 
to recoup himself by getting one or two dollars in this way from an 
applicant whom he knows he can not serve and whocan not be served. 
So I say there are people who send out circulars and advise people as 
to claims which have no foundation whatever, and they manage in one 
way and anothez to get money out of them, oratall events to use them 
for the purpose of pressure, etc., in the direction of legislation which 
they think will finally result to their interest. 

Now, I have a view about this subject which I may perhaps express, 
and which I expressed in committee, that I did not think the Appro- 
priation Committee ought to have introduced this new amendment, 
that is, the one not covered by the proposition that came from the other 
House, because it was not germane to the jurisdiction of the Appro- 
priation Committee. It ought to have left it to another committee, 
and so I was opposed to it at the time, and for that reason only. I do 
not think we are violating any contract in adopting the amendmentas 
proposed by the committee. The Supreme Court, I understand, has 
held that the writing executed in regard to pension claims whereby 
the attorney is to have a certain fee, and so on, in these cases is not a 
contract in the ordinary sense of the term; it is to be paid by the Govern- 
ment to the party, and it is held therefore to be excepted from the rule 
which applies to contracts. Of course that: leaves open the question of 
price. I should very much rather, under any circumstances, do less 
than do more, but at the same time I am bound to say that, if we get 
away from the question of legal or moral obligation in regard to these 
contracts, I think $5 for a case under the new law is enough. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, as this seems to be an occasion when 
we are confessing the extent we have been mixed up with this pension 
business, I will say in behalf of myself that I have had occasion to have 
a little experience with it during the last fifteen years, and I really be- 
lieve that one-half of my time and work during that period has been 
given to the prosecution of pension claims. I have had occasion in the 
reflections of the last month or so to try to form an estimate in my own 
mind of the amount of this sort of work that I have done, that I did 
not get any fee for, and I really believe that there are not less than 
30,000 of the ex-soldiers of this country who had occasion to do busi- 
ness with the Pension Office since I have been in Congress whose cases 
Ihaveassisted, many of them on many different days and by oft-repeated 
efforts, and all with more or less of service. I feel as thoughI were a 
veteran in this business, and I do not know but that I ought to be pen- 
sioned for it. 

But I have had occasion to know how this thing has worked all the 
way during this time, and I give it as my deliberate opinion that if 
we had let the agent business alone from the start, and simply pro- 
vided that nobody should prosecute a pension claim except some at- 
torney well qualified, who was capable of transacting law business, in 
the vicinity where the pensioner lived and was known, and had left 
the regulation of compensation to the courts or the custom of theState 
itself, we should have saved a great deal of money, the pension busi- 
ness would have been a good deal better accomplished than it has been, 
the soldiers themselves would have been better served, and justice 
would have been done all around to a much greater extent than has 
been the case. 

I think the complaints of fraudulent claims which have been estab- 
lished against the Government grow out of the interference of Govern- 
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ment with the compensation and undertaking to restrict it to so small 
an amount, so that men of education and of capacity whose time was 
valuable have abstained from the business, and it has thus, formerly 
more than now, fallen into the hands of incompetent and irresponsi- 
ble people. I think that fact has occasioned a great deal of the fraud 
and the delay in the establishment of just claims which have been so 
great a hardship and so great an injury in this whole pension business. 

Another thing that has occasioneda greatdeal of difficulty and wrong 
is the method of investigation. This tribunal here deals only with 
paper. Its records, the records of the Department of course are reli- 
able. The case that is made totheseexaminers until partially relieved 
by the examiners who go into the field and examine a certain class of 
cases, is simply on paper; and it has come to pass in a great many 
instances that the poorer the case the better the paper, because the 
preparation of those pap®rs has fallen into the hands of those who 
knew that there must be a good case on paper or the claim would be 
disallowed. 

Oftentimes the better cases are the most illy prepared, and that grows 
out of the method of the investigation. If the Department sent every 
application with the record evidence to some reponsible local agent ap- 
pointed by the Department, some accomplished lawyer or.some man 
accustomed to the taking and hearing of evidence, and told him to 
make an investigation on the spot, and a report with reference to the 
other points which have to be supported by local proof, I think these 
cases would be much more rapidly adjudicated and more justly adjudi- 
cated. 

But all that is matter which has been argued here during the last ten 
or fifteen years, time after time, and the only thing in that direction 
which has grown out of it has been the practice under the law of send- 
ing into the field special examiners, who reach and remedy the evil in 
& very few cases by local examination. 

It has now come, however, to be the case that one of the principal 
items of a regular pension agent’s business is to encourage applica- 
tions for increases. All over the country when an ex-soldier has had 
his pension allowed, in a very little time it is suggested to him to make 
another application, and I have some reason to think that new applica- 
tions for an increase are frequently made as often as within the period 
of six months of each other. There is a little fee or a large fee con- 
nected with that. Six months ora year later, with no substantial 
change in thecondition of the pensioner, he is encouraged to apply again 
for another examination and another increase, and so it goes. 

Now, this sort of thing is of course a practical fraud upon the Gov- 
ernment of a very serious character. There is at all events the in- 
creased expense of another examination by the medical board, although 
the medical board find as it did formerly and recommend no increase, 
or, if there should be an increase recommended by the medical board, 
some other medical board to which the case may be referred at a greater 
distance, the home office, may disallow the claim. But out of it all 
grows a very large expenditure and a very great loss to the Govern- 
ment and injury to the ex-soldier, by theincrease of the general volume 
of business that has to be transacted for nothing. 

The provision in this bill reducing the fee to $2 in cases of applica- 
tions for increases, it seems to me, is a very wise and proper one. It 
could hardly be made smaller than that. I do not believe that any- 
body can go through the trouble of any sort of an application even for 
an increase and make a living out of it at less than $2. That is the 
amendment proposed by the committee of the Senate, and the amend- 
ment of the committee, providing that the fee of the agent for appli- 
cations under the new law (that is where the ex-soldier has to make 
application and in addition to that prove his existing disability, re- 
gardless of the time or place or its origin, provided it be not of a dis- 
honorable origin, so that whether it be in the Army or beoutof the Army 
he will be entitled to his pension), shall be fixed at $5, it seems to me 
is reasonable in amount, and that it is certainly as low as it ought 
to be. 

On a great many occasions it is necessary that the applicant should 
have home assistance; in fact generally all real effort is put forth by 
somebody living in the vicinity of the ex-soldier; and I do not think 
he can get that sort of effort where the compensation that may be re- 
ceived is less than $5, as specified inthe amendment of theSenate com- 
mittee. I would say, from what little experience I have had and from 
my judgment in this matter, that the committee cut this bill about 
right—$2 for cases of increase and $5 for those arising under the exist- 
ing law, or the new law, to which I have just alluded. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire as to the difference in amount of compensation allowed un- 
der the law prior to that of June, 1890, and then; there is no change in 
this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. Under theold law $10 was the statute fee where there 
was no special agreement. By a special written agreement made be- 
tween the agent and the party, filed with the Commissioner prior to 
the commencement of the claim or at any time during the prosecution 
of the claim, as high as $25 might be allowed the agent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This bill does not propose to change that? 

Mr. BLAIR. That remains. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill only relates to applications for increase 
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of pension and applications made under the act passed at the last ses- 
sion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should think the bill as reported is as near right as 
we are likely to get it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I have one further inquiry, if the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will permit me. Suppose that contracts 
had been made between the applicants and the pension attorneys, be- 
cause I suppose this fee provision applies to them up to the present 
time, since the act was passed in June, 1890. If those contracts are 
existing as between the applicant for a pension and the pension at- 
torney, how do you propose to avoid them ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to avoid those. In anything where 
the parties have acted under the proposition of the statute itself or 
where there has been a written agreement authorized by the statute 
itself, rights are vested, and I should not suppose it possible for us to 
interfere. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then it will only apply to applications made 
hereafter. 

Mr. BLAIR. I could not construe this proposed law. I should say 
that would be the effect of the lawif it should be passed; but it would 
be simply my own opinion and no more. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Iowa having charge of the bill 
admitted that it was his understanding that the proposition would oper- 
ate retroactively—would have retroactive effect; and although a part 
of the work might have been done to accomplish the result of the ad- 
judication, the payment for all would have to be made under the rate 
now to be fixed. I may not have exactly understood him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I endeavored to make myself as plain as possible. 
I understand this proposed amendment to the law to apply to cases 
allowed hereafter, no matter when they were placed on file. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is what I understood the Senator to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think if the Senato: from New Hampshire will 
examine the provision he will see that it applies to all cases where 
the pension has not already been allowed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very likely such may be the language of the bill, but 
the Senator from New Jersey was asking my opinion as to the effect of 
the bill upon an existing status of facts which had arisen under the 
law existing to-day and hitherto, and it seemed to me that we could 
hardly make a provision which should have a retroactive effect; certainly 
not equitably, if we can legally. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the existing law and under this proposed 
amendment the pension agent who pays the pensioner is authorized to 
retain a fee out of the first payment. Where a claim is allowed he re- 
tains $10 if there is not a written contract. Under this proposed amend- 
ment, as I understand it, if it be an application for an increase allowed 
he can retain but $2 and pays over the rest. If it is an application 
under the law of 1890 he can retain but $5 of the pension. 

Now, what the attorney can do as respects his claim upon the pen- 
sioner, whether he can sue and recover the remainder, is another ques- 
tion, agree. I would not myself undertake to say what would be the 
effect of that, but the machinery now provided by law and the ma- 
chinery which is continued in this bill will prevent any pension agent 
who pays a pension from retaining a sum beyond that provided in the 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should think the Senator must be right about that. 
Of course the pension agent, the Government agent, could do nothing 
but follow the existing statute law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I see the bill appropriates in all about $135,- 
000,000. As I read the bill this is a budget, so to speak, or an omni- 
bus bill which takes in and includes everything relating to pensions 
for all purposes, for army and navy pensions, for invalids, widows, 
minor children and dependent relatives, survivors and widows of the 
war of 1812 and the war with Mexico, making $123,173,085, which is 
supplemented somewhat I see by other appropriations of money amount- 
ing in all to about $135,000 ,000. 

Now, may I ask the Senator from Iowa if that sum of money which 
is here appropriated is deemed by the committee and by the Depart- 
ment sufficient to cover all expenditures for pensions, for all claimants, 
from the beginning of the fiscal year July 1, 1891, to June 30, 1892? 
Is it supposed or believed or known—apply whichever term you 
please—that this will be a sufficient amount of money to cover the ex- 
penditures for pensions up to that time ? 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the inquiry made by the Senator 
from New Jersey, I will say that from the best lights we have which 
have been furnished to us by the Commissioner of Pensions we are 
bound to believe that the sum put in this bill is a sufficient sum to 
meet the requirements for the fiscal year 1891-’92. I will call the at- 
tention of the Senator to the House report in this regard, which con- 
tains a statement or hearing before the Committee on Appropriations 
of that body, where the Commissioner of Pensions was examined at 
some length, and where all the data are found as respects the probabil- 
ities on this subject. I think the amount is sufficient. 

Of course the pension appropriation bill is always a flexible one. 
We may find that at the end of the next fiscal year there is a defi- 
ciency of five, six, eight, or ten million dollars—I do not know but 
that may be trne—or we may find that there is a surplus of this ap- 
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propriation of a million or two. I do not think you will find the lat- 
ter to be the case. We are more likely to find a deficiency than a 
surplus; I will say that frankly to the Senator. It will depend of 
course very much, however, upon the rapidity with which these cases 
are allowed in the Pension Bureau. If they are allowed rapidly, as I 
think they ought to be, as rapidly as practicable with the force they 
have there—and they have a sufficient force—I have no doubt there 
may be a deficiency at the end of the fiscal year. But we have done 
as well as we could and have appropriated what the proper authori- 
ties say is needed. 

Mr.McPHERSON. Undoubtedly, then, the Senator has some further 
information convenient within his reach that I should like to have. 
I should like to show how many persons have applied for pensions un- 
der the act of June, 1890, up to the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not those data up to the present time. I 
have them I think to the 10th of January. There were, as nearly as I 
can remember, 529,000 applications made, under the law of last year, 
up to about the 10th day of January. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Can the Senator inform me how many of those 
applications had been allowed up to the same date? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have that here; I think eight or nine thousand 
were allowed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it not the Senator’s understanding thata large 
number of applications were the cases of parties who are already pen- 
sioned by the law and are seeking an increase of pension through a 
transfer ? 

Mr. ALLISON. A large number of them are cases now pending in 
the Pension Bureau under the disability provision, and also a large 
number of them are cases of persons now receiving pension at a rate 
less than $6 a month. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Those who are receiving $2 or $4 or thereabouts? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; $4, or $2, or $1. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I understand the Senator from Iowa cor- 
rectly, he states that there were 530,000 or 540,000 applications made 
under the act of June, 1890; and there had only been allowed some 
8,000 or 9,000 cases of those who had applied. It appears to me that 
during the past eight or nine months it certainly would have been 
possible to investigate and allow more than eight or nine thousand 
claims, and it doesseem to me asthough the Pension Department must 
have an insufficient amount of help or something must be wrong that 
would prevent not more than eight or nine thousand allowances out 
of an application list of something like 550,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator should remember that the law of 1890 
did not pass until, I think, aboutthelstof July. I havenot the exact 
date here. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That leaves eight months of time. 

Mr. ALLISON. The applications came in rapidly. They are con- 
sidering the applications, 1 think, as rapidly as they can be considered; 
and I have no doubt that in a very short time a large number of cases 
will be allowed under the law of last year and finally adjudicated. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I concede that it would take considerable time 
to get the machinery in operation to investigate the cases. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The quéstion is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 48, on page 3, add the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, however, That the foregoing provisions in relations to fees of agents or 


attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending where there is an existing 
lawful contract, express or implied. 


where they have made those contracts in good faith and lawfully, and 
the contracts are yet pending and binding, under the regulations of the 
Department, it holds back that amount of money from the pensioner, 
and under the ordinary principles of law and justice, as between the 
pensioner and his attorney, it is not in the power of Congress to get 
rid of those contracts, if the pension attorney continues to go on and 
perform the service, and does not throw it up, which is another thing. 
But if he is to do it either in harrying the pensioner and getting the 
money after the pensioner has got it if he can, or else in appealing to 
the Treasury by and by in the next Congress, or some time when all 
of these pension attorney claims have accumulated, put them together, 
as we know how those things go, there will be a big and astrongclaim 
against the Treasury of the United States made up of tensand hundreds 
of thousands of little ten-dollar fees for this attorney and that attorney, 
and soon. If we now choose to violate and annul acontract to which 
weare a party, that this$10 shall be saved, when the pension is allowed, 
out of the money and paid to the attorney, we shall have to pay it, as 
in justice we ought. 

So it seems to me that it is wisest for the pensioner and wisest for 
the honor of the United States that we should leave any lawful contract 
that is now in force to stand, as every other contract must. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould be glad to have the Senator from Vermont 
state what he regards as a contract. I understand as a matter of prac- 
tice that as a rule there is no contract made with the pensioners. An 
attorney secures his claim to manage in the Department, and the law 
provides now that he shall receive $10 for that service if there is no 
special contract and that that $10 shall be taken out of the first quarterly 
payment, ete. Under the provisions as we have them in the bill as it 
comes to us from the other House, and as the committee propose, that 
sum is reduced to$2. Now, the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania provides that this provision shall not apply to contracts ex- 
press or implied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is outnow. It isa just, binding, legal con- 
tract. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis out now, by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania accepting the modification of the Senator from Vermont. Bat 
I want to know what will be the effect of the provision as it is pro- 
posed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, thatis, if we except contracts. 
Is a legislative provision declaring $10 to be a proper fee and allowing 
it to be retained such a contract between the Government, the pen- 
sioner, etc., as will preclude us now lawfully from changing that $10 
to $2? If that be so, I think it ought to be well understood in the de- 
bate, so that we shall not get into confusion as to the meaning of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that a contract exists from the fact 
that the law has provided that a particular man shall havea particular 
compensation for doinga particular work which is not yet performed and 
completed and executed, just as Congress might provide that the sal- 
ary of the Senator and myself and every other Senator here should be 
reduced to $2,000 right in the midst of a Congress. Congress has the 
power to dothat; there is nocontract aboutit; and therefore that class 
of cases is entirely out of this amendment. It is not a contract; it 
is a provision which Congress chooses as a matter of policy to make, 
which it may change at any time it likes. There is no doubt about 
that. 

But in the general run of the pension cases that I have had to do with, 
and I have had to do with a great many, as every other Senator has in 
cases where attorneys do not get them forward, where the Department 
pigeonholes them, and all the thousand things which I need not take 
the time to talk about—in the general run of instances that have come 
under my observation, and there are scores and indeed hundreds of 
them in the last ten years, I might say thousands, there has been in 
certainly 90 per cent. of the cases brought to my knowledge, and I do 
not know but all, an actual written contract, which is in a printed form 
usually, that so and so is appointed by the claimant to be his attorney. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Irrevocable, generally. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Yes; generally irrevocable. It states that that 
attorney is to have a certain sum named, either up to the limit of the 
law, $10, in one case, or $25 in another, or less. Now, there is acon- 
tract which binds the pensioner, and the contract being made under 
the authority of the law of the United States and we having engaged 
that that contract shall be carried out, when the work is completed the 
man is entitled to his $25yand the Department has so held. Some- 
times when the man was slow about it and the pensioner has under- 
taken to revoke these letters of attorney and appoint another man who 
finally got the pension, and in one instance I know of in Vermont, the 
Department, instead of taking out $25, has taken out $25 for each of 
the two attorneys, and has taken $50 out of the pensioner’s money. I 
deny the right to do it; but it only illustrates what I understand to be 
a contract; so I do not believe there could be any mistake or difficulty 
on that point. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to suggest this state of facts to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont: Over half a million names have been filed under 
the act of June 27, 1590, the lawin that case providing that the fee of 
the agent shall be $10. Thereis no written agreement, so far as I know, 
in any of those cases. There may be written agreements, but there 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘express or implied.’’ Where there is an existing lawful 
contract, which the law will recognize and enforce, I think it ought 
to be respected, because if it is not by Congress there will either be a 
claim which will have a certain moral justice in it against the Treas- 
ury, if this money is paid out to the pensioners, or else there will be 
endless lawsuits and harrying of all these poor pensioners by people 
who will say that their contracts have not been fulfilled. 

Mr. BLAIR. MayI make a suggestion to the Senator? He would 
have it ‘‘ where there is an existing lawful contract.’’ Would it not 
be better to let the phrase state the fact and say ‘‘ where there is a 
claim in process of prosecution,’’ or something of that kind? Who is 
to construe it; who is to settle what is an existing lawful contract 
unless the matter be carried to the courts ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly easy to settle that under the pres- 
ent regulations, for the contract must be in writing. 

Mr. QUAY. I have noobjection to the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Pennsylvania can mo/ify the 
amendment accordingly, then, and that will save that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now [I should like to add, in reply to my friend 
from New Hampshire, that under the existing law the pension attor- 
neys are expressly authorized to make special contracts for the getting 
of pensions, with certain limitations as to amount, and soon. Now, 
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have been verbal communications unquestionably between the agent 
and the applicant, or there may be written communications outside of 
the files of the office in the way of correspondence in undoubtedly 450, - 
000 of the 500,000 claims, in which it is stipulated or between 
the parties that the claim shall be prosecuted to its allowance, and that 
compensation shall be received by theagent in the amount of $10. So 
it would be, as between the parties, a valid, legal agreement, fordt is 
not in excess of the amount which the statute itself provided to be a 
lawful fee. 

I believe about 10,000 of the half million applications have already 
been allowed. Weare to deal in the future with 490,000 of them, and 
undoubtedly 400,000 at least, very likely 450,000, of those cases will 
be allowed. Wecome in at this time with this statute providing that 
the compensation retained by the Government officials shall be $5, to 
be paid to the agent. The amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is to the effect that this legislation shall not apply to any legal 
contract now existing, and these legal contracts, it being only a ques- 
tion as to the manner of their proof, probably exist in at least 450,000 
of the cases now on file, 

The question as to what amount is to be paid will be raised at once. 
The Government official is authorized to pay the agent but $5. Is it 
best that tie Pension Office should be embarrassed with the adjudica- 
tion of these private contracts in addition to its existing volume of 
business, or would it be better to use some language so that this mat- 
ter may be definitely understood ? 

Mr.'EDMUNDS. .If theSenator will pardon me, I think it is perfectly 
clear thatthe Interior Department, like every other Department of the 
United States, is not affected by any contract or engagement, or what- 
ever, that does not appear in writing in its files; and appearing in writing 
in its files according to some law that authorized and committed the 
United States to it. Therefore, in the cases named under the law of last 
year, where the pensioner has sent forward a power of attorney with 
an agreement to pay $10, there the Department has become a party to 
that contract under the law and is bound to hold that $10 to carry out 
the contract. But in the cases named by my friend from New Hamp- 
shire—he is probably right about the great majority of them—no such 
power of attorney and no such written agreement has been forwarded 
to the Department. 

The United States therefore has nothing more to do with the con- 
tract between the pensioner and attorney where this written evidence, 
to which under existing law we are a party, does not exist in the De- 
partment than it has with any contract that my friend from New 
Hampshire or myself might make about the sale of our lands or any 
legal service of any kind. 

So the difficulty in the Department will be absolutely nil. It is 
bound by nothing. It knows nothing. It is not bound to consider 
anything except what appears under the admitted written signature 
and agreement of the pensioner. If he has already,in conformity with 
existing law and the regulations, entered into a written contract which 
binds the Department to reserve and pay $10, then we can not help it; 
we are bound by it. But when there isa private arrangement between 
the attorney and pensioner the Department has not anything to do 
with it, as it seems to me. 

Mr. BLAIR. What the Senator says is, it seems to me, all very true; 
but it does not reach the difficulty that is sure to arise. If there are 
still existing contracts as between the agent and the applicant it leaves 
the agent to hunt the applicant, and for future controversies before the 
Court of Claims, and for applications to Congress for the relief of these 
agents. It appears to me that if it is the design’to cut this right off so 
far as the Department itself is concerned it would be better to say ‘‘any 
existing agreement in writing on file in the Department.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not the least objection to that. I thinkit 
would make it clearer still, although that is what it means now, be- 
cause that is certainly all the Department can be bound by. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then we shall avoid the great outside trouble. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania as modified may now be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendmentas modified will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, however, That the foregoing provisions in relation to fees of agents 
or attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending where there is an existing 
lawful contract 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
in the Department.’’ 

Mr, President, I do not agree with the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont in regard to the law which governs these pension contracts. 
When the pension agents and claim agents and pension attorneys accept 
all the provisions of the law fixing a fee and authorizing the Govern- 
ment to retain the amount of that fee out of the pension allowance 
when allowed, they must necessarily submit themselves to the right 
and power of Congress to regulate and change and modify the*pro- 
vision, and we have a perfect right, in my judgment, legal and consti- 
tutional, to amend and modify these legislative contracts where we 
undertake to reserve the amount of the fee out of the pension money. 

But the legisiation in regard to pension fees only illustrates the un- 
wisdom, the mistake which Congress makes when it undertakes to 
take away from the individual citizen his right to the local control of 


I ask the Senate to add to it ‘‘ in writing on file 
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all his own affairs. No class of people in the United States have been 
so robbed and swindled under the forms of law as the applicants for 
pensions. What right did the Congress of the United States have to 
step in and say to the pensioner and claim agent, ‘‘ Here, we will 
intervene between you; we will prescribe the fee we will allow you 
to pay on the one hand, and on the other we will grab that money be- 
fore it gets into the hands of the pensioner?’’ What right have we to 
take the pensioner’s money and apply it in the fulfillment of a con- 
tract which may have been ebtained by fraud, by misrepresentation 
which would invalidate that contract in any court of law? And yet 
we do it. 

It is a sad commentary upon special legislation by Congress, Mr. 
President. What has been the result? The claim agents have neces- 
sarily taken advantage of all these provisions as quickly as possible. 
What do they do to-day? What has been the practice? What is, I 
will not say a usual occurrence, but a very frequent one, in the Pen- 
sion Office? The records there will verify it. A claimant employs 
his attorney, who secures the allowance of a pension at the rate, say, of 
$4 a month, sometimes $2 per month. The pension certificate has 
scarcely reached the claimant until he files an application or urges him 
to file an application for an increase. It is presented probably inside 
of six months. An increase of $2 is allowed. When the claim was 
first allowed we pocket for this pension claim agent $10 out of the al- 
lowance, which probably takes a considerable portion of the amount 
allowed the claimant. 

Now, inside of six months perchance an increase of $2 per month is 
allowed, and we take out $10 more and pay it over to the claim agent. 
Another application for increase is made and allowed, and probably 
within six months or a year after that another increase is allowed, an 
increase of $2 per month, and we take out another $10 to give to the 
pension attorney, and in a short time another application is made out 
for an increase, and it is allowed at the sum of $2 per month, and 
another $10 is taken out of the pensioner’s money. 

Mr. President, this is not a hypothetical case. I have a letter from 
a pensioner stating that this very thing has been done with him; that 
$40 were taken out as attorney’s fees for the allowance of his claims, 
there having been an increase of $2 ata time. Every increase brings 
$10 to the attorney and there is no end to it. 

These claim agents know how to take care of themselves, whether 
the pension applicants do or not. Here is a claim. There are prob. 
ably two or three or more distinct grounds upon which the pension 
claim is based. The pension agent sees that one ground is established. 
Althoughit willentitle the pensioner toa merely nominal sum he presses 
action upon that and has an allowance made of a pension upon that 
claim. There he gets his fee, then he prosecutes another distinct claim 
for pension, one which probably may not have been introduced in the 
original application. A distinct claim is brought on that. I know of 
many cases where there were two distinct grounds for pension and a 
pension was allowed upon each of them at different and distinct times. 
It is a vicious system from beginning to end. 

One of the greatest labors of these pension claim agents here, the 
class we call sharks, has been to secure powers of attorney from ex- 
soldiers, whether they were entitled to a pension or not. For what 
purpose? That was for the purpose that if any law should ever be 
passed granting pensions to the class named they would have a con- 
tract in writing, and then would be entitled to the fee. 

I hold iu my hand House Executive Document No. 40, Forty-eighth 
Congress, second session, in relation to contracts for fees to claim 
agents in pension cases, being a letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in response toa resolution of the House, adopted 
December 12, 1884, a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions rela- 
tive to contracts for fees to claim agents in pension cases. I will only 
read the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1884. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge your reference of a resolution of the 
House of Representatives, dated December 12, 1884, wherein you are directed to 
report to the House the number of contracts providing for the payment of fees 
of $25 in pension cases to claim agents under theact approved July 4, 1884, which 
have been filed in the Pension Office, and whether any of such contracts cover 
claims on file prior to the passage of said act, and also how many, if any, of such 
claims for fees have been allowed and paid, andif any fees so paid arefor claims 
filed prior to the passage of said act. 

In reply to said inquiries, the following statement is respectfully submitted : 

First. Under the provisions of the actof July 4, 1884, there have been filed in 
this office, up to and including December 12, the da‘ of the resolution, 83,872 fee 
contracts, and the amountof fee stipulated, withec: paratively few exceptions, 
is $25 in each case. 

Second, Of the number of fee contracts filed (83,872), it is estimated that not 
less than 65,000 related to pension claims which were filed prior to July 4, 1884. 

Third. Since July 4 last there have been allowed 10,764 original pension 
claims, all of which, with possibly less than a half dozen, were filed prior to tht 
passage of the act named. 

It is impracticable to ascertain within a reasonable period the exact number 
of fee agreements approved in the 10,764 claimsallowed, but upon a careful ex- 
amination the facts justify me in the belief that fee contracts have been ap- 

roved in 65 per cent. of these claims,or,in round numbers, 7,000 contracts have 
een approved which related to claims on the files of the office prior to July 4, 
1884. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, 
0. P. G. CLARKE, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
Hon, H. M. TELLER, Secretary of the Intertor. 








1891. - 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2183 





Now, Mr. President, in the short time elapsing between July 4, 
1884, and December 15, 1884, the claim agents here had secured the 
passage of the allowance of pensions in 7,000 cases which had been 
filed long prior to July 4, 1884, and for which they were only to re- 
ceive $10 each; and yet they, by virtue of that law and additional 
contracts, have obtained $15 additional. Now, do you say we have 
not a right to regulate contracts of that kind, contracts made by the 
men who are taking advantage of the law in that way? When they 
had contracts with all these parties they could not charge over $10, 
but the moment that law took effect they rushed in in six months 83, - 
000 contracts for $25 each for claims which they had been prosecuting 
and had already filed and upon which they had performed the greater 
part of the labor at a compensation of $10. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand Honse Executive Document No. 
154, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, giving a list of the pension 
claim agents whose names appear in the office in the prosecution of 
claims. I shall not take the time of the Senate to read this, but only 
refer to it as to the number. General W. W. Dudley was then Com- 
missioner of Pensions. There is no summary given, but the Commis- 
sioner says that ‘‘ eleven hundred and forty-nine circular letters were 
accordingly sent to that number of persons and firms.”’ 

I will read the part that comes before that: 

My answer to the same— 

That is, the resolution of the House— 


My answer tothe same has been necessarily delayed to the present date, by rea- 
son of the fact that much of the data necessary to a complete reply to the reso- 
lution had to be procured from the agents or attorneys themselves. 

I therefore prepared the following circular letter, prefaced by a copy of the 
resolution, and sent the same to the last known post-oflice address of each agent 
or attorney residing in this District and prosecuting claims for pension and 
bounty land, asshown by the records of this bureau. 


Now, how many of these circulars did he send out? Eleven hun- 
dred and forty-nine. I have not looked at these circulars for a num- 
ber of years, and I was under the impression that the names of some 
1,500 different persons were given in the list here as prosecuting claims; 
but I see that the number, as it was put down here for the number of 
circulars issued, was 1,149. The Commissioner gives a table(A) con- 
taining names of 285 persons who have responded in good faith to the 
circular, answering fully the questions as to who are prosecuting claims. 
Then he gives another list of 452 persons, the letters addressed to whom 
were returned uncalled for. Then he gives another list of 320 persons 
who did not respond to the cirenlar. Then he gives another list of 59 

rsons who said they were no longer prosecuting claims. Then an- 
other list of 33 persons who were employés of the Government in the 
various Departments, and who wereimmediately disbarred for the pros- 
ecution of these claims. 

Now, Mr. President, these claim agents resort to every possible sub- 
terfuge. They mislead and they misrepresent. I am not saying this 
of every attorney who is legitimately prosecuting pension claims, but 
I am saying it of a class which all desire to expose. 

I hold in my hand acircular. You see it is in the form that was 
sent to probably hundreds of thousands, as these circulars are sent 
out. 

Wasurneron, D. C., February 4, 1890. 

Dear Sin AND COMRADE— 

This was addressed, Mr. President, to a very distinguished citizen of 
Missouri, a gentleman of high character and standing as a lawyer of 
great ability, and a gallant soldier in the Union Army. I refer to 
Capt. C. B. McAfee, of Springfield, Mo, Le sent it to me that I might 
expose the frauds that are attempted to be perpetrated upon honest 
soldiers. 

DEAR Str AND ComrabeE: A friend of yours for whom I am acting as attor- 
ney suggests— 

A lie, you see, upon its face— 


that I correspond with you relative to pension, as he thinks your case a worthy 
one; therefore I send the inclosed blanks, and ask that you fill up the one 
most appropriate to your case so far as it pertains thereto, and return it to me 
immediately, when I will see what can be done and do what I can to aid you. 

In claims for original ypaien, additional (on account ofa disability not pre- 
viously established), and increase of pension, the practice of the Department is 
very liberal. But rerating is no longer allowed, except under certain condi- 
tions which probably do not exist in more than one case in a thousand, 

So far as convenient, I hope you will inform comrades and others in need of 
the services of a reliable and competent attorney, thoroughly familiar with ali 
that pertains to the pension business and practice, that I am having unusual 
success, not only in obtaining the allowance of original pensions, but also in 
apa increased, as can be attested by the great number I am having 
allowed. 

An experience of three years’ active field service in the Army during the last 
war, fifteen years adjudicating claims in the United States Pension Bureau, 
and now several years as a successful attorney, aids greatly (as you may rea- 
sonably suppose) in the management and prosecution of such claims. I offer 
my services and the benefit of such experience for the same fee asis charged by 
other attorneys who have not had such an experience. AsI fear some com- 
rades may not fully comprehend the value of such experience, I will say that 
it is of the utmost importance. I would as soon get a harnessmaker to make 
my boots,a wheelwright to build a house, or a blacksmith to repair my watch 
as to employ a lawyer or attorney to prosecute a claim who does not thoroughly 
understand the unwritten as well as the written law and practice of the par- 
ticular bureau having jurisdiction and authority to pass judgment and decide 
on the claim. Thousands of meritorious claims are ‘‘shipwrecked” through 
the ignorance or mismanagement of attorneys as well as of claimants which 
could easily be avoided by an attorney having sufficient knowledge of the busi- 


ness to fully understand the effect of every important step taken. This can not 





be thoroughly learned except by experience in adjudicating claims in tbe De- 
partment, 

Iam willing to undertake the prosecution of any claim that appears to have 
merit, no matter how difficult or how many times rejected, and [ usually suc- 
ceed even after other attorneys have failed. 

I send herewith, free of cost, a brief but comprehensive digest of existing laws, 
and the only complete and authentic pension-rate table of the kind ever pub- 
lished, which I hope you will post up where comrades may see and examine 
them, as they can not fail to be of interest. 

Very respectfully, 








P. S. Please hand or send the blanks you do not need to those who you think 
may want and will use them, and thus do them a service and me a favor. 





He has his advertisement on the back in the shape of a card saying 
he sends blank forms of application, and all that, so that there canybe 
no wistake. 

I hold in my hand another circular from one of these patriots: 


PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS— 
In big letters. 
UNTOLD MILLIONS OF DOLLARS TO BE GIVEN AWAY 
In big letters. 
There has been nothing like it since the world began. 


Great money for postmasters and postal clerks. 


Now is your golden opportunity to pocket hundreds of dollars in commis- 
sions. 


The new pension law has gone into effect, and through its beneficent provi- 
sions hundredsof millions of dollars will be bestowed by the Government upon 
its defenders and dependent relatives within the next few years, and with that 
great amount of money placed in circulation business will double, and the en- 


tire country will arrive at such a state of prosperity as was never before known 
in its history. 


Do you want some of the wealth that this law will distribute among the peo- 
oo 


If you do, then join me in securing claimants and you will double your in- 
comesinamonth. A commission of $2 will be paid for all cases placed in my 
hands and allowed by the Pension Department. 

Absolutely sending out and buying up cases, paying $2 for the privi- 
lege of prosecuting pension claims in the Department! Are these 
sharks to be called attorneys and entitled to the consideration of an 
honest lawmaking power? If some of them were behind bars it would 
be infinitely better for the soldiers of this country and their applica- 
tions than itis. But he goes on: 

Look up soldiers, soldiers’ widows, soldiers’ children, and soldiers’ dependent 


parents and tell them to apply to me for a pension under this act and you will 
make hundreds of dollars thereby. 


We have entered into busines relations with the oldest, the best, and the most 
responsible pension agent in Washington. 

Fees for securing pension $10. 

Read the regulations of the Commissioner of Pensions arranged to meet the 
requirements of this new law. 

Address . Washington, D. C. 

But not only are these pension sharks willing to send out such de- 
ceptive, false, and lying circulars as the one they sent to Captain McAfee 
and as the one in regard to buying up cases and offering $2 for each 
case, but they are searching the records of the rebellion and sending 
their circulars to the soldiers who served in the war on the side of the 
Confederate States to induce them to apply for pensions. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a letter that was sent out from a 
Washington claim agent to an ex-captain in the rebel army, a very af- 
fectionate and kind letter. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Confederate army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot care acontinental cent whether you call 
it Confederate, rebel, or anything else. He was a captain in the army 
that was opposing the United States forces in their march through that 
country. 

The following letter is dated Washington, D. C., September 5, 1890: 


DEAR Sik: Lineclose an application for pension under the new law. Please 
be careful and fill out all the questions asked plainly, and after this is done 
make your oath to it before any notary public or justice of the peace. Please 
do this at once and send me back the application so that I can put it on file in 
the Pension Office. Be particular and answer all the questions asked on the 
blank that you can and return at once, 

Very respectfully, 


Capt. F. E. Eve. 


I have no doubt that a number of these claims are on file in the Pen- 
sion Office by these men, and the time may come in great political con- 
troversies when they will be drawn out at the instance of thesescoundrels 
and others to attempt to prejudice one section of the country against 
the other, to make people believe that those men who followed the 
stars and bars of the young Confederacy until the flag was furled to be 
unfurled no more forever have been so unmindful of all that was left 
them when the war was closed, their honor and their integrity, as to ap- 
ply tothe United States Government fora pension. Thisapplication was 
made out, but it was not sworn to. It is a very frank statement: 
STATE OF 

On the 12th ofSeptember, F. E. Eve, who was enrolled on the 20th day of May, 
1361, in the Fifth Regiment of North Carolina State Troops, was promoted at 
the battle of the 2Ist of July, 1861, for gallantry upon the field, etc.— 

Giving an account of his service in the Confederate army. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does he characterize it as service in the Confeder- 
ate army ? ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; as a matter of course he does. But 
he did not send it back to this gentleman to be filed. It only accom- 
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panied a letter which he wrote, explaining how he was being solicited 
to file this application. . This is not the first instance, Mr. President, 
which has come to my knowledge of such applications being sent to 
the Confederate soldiers. 

Mr. President, I have not had time this morning, not expecting that 
this bill would come up quite as soon as it did, to hunt up a document 
that was published some years ago, in which the honor and glory of 
the passage of the arrears-of-pensions act of 1879 were claimed by vari- 
ous persons. 

Some of the special friends of one of the claimants sent out a circular 
to all the pensioners and pension applicants throughout the United 
States, telling them that so and so (a claim agent here) was the prime 
mever in securing the arrears of pension law. You know there were 
several distinguished gentlemen claiming the credit for it who wanted 
to be governors of States on account of it, but nobody, I believe, has 
ever been elected on account of having secured the passage ot that 
arrears-of-pension bill, although it has been attempted in two or three 
States of this Union. He sent out this circular requesting that $1 
might be sent to purchase a testimonial of the gratitude and affection 
and love of the soldiers for this pension agent. 

How many hundreds of thousands of dollars were dragged in from 
the pensioners and pension applicants in that way Infinite Wisdom 
only knows, for they would never tell. in fact, if we could reach 
their circular sent out all over the country we would find that they 
claim that they have secured nearly all the legislation that ever has 
been enacted in Congress and that the pensioners must recognize their 
services, They are constantly sending out these circulars, and it is a 
great misfortune that the Congress of the United States ever passed 
any law authorizing the retention of a dollar for such contracts. They 
could not live if it was not for the law of Congress taking hold of the 
pensioners’ money and payingit over to these sharks. They could not 
establish themselves as attorneys, and they could not make a living. 
They would be driven out of the business, But we step in between 
the pensioner and his attorney, and we take the money out and give it 
over to this man, 

Mr. President, this has gone far enough. In my judgment the time 
is at hand when we ought to leave the pensioner and his attorney to 
settle the fee between them. Suppose we takeoff the hand of the Gov- 
ernment and suppose we leave the pensioners free to pay their attor- 
neys when they get the money in their pockets. 

Mr. SPOONER. The law limits the amount to be paid in each case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law only fixes the limit. I do not care 
whether you put the limit at $25 or $50 or $10. I am not so particu- 
lar about the amount. But let the pensioner have the right, when his 
pension has been paid, to say how much he will pay to his attorney. 
This is what is done in every other case. 

Are the soldiers of the Union Army incompetent to manage their own 
affairs? Are they incompetent to make a contract for the prosecution 
of a pension claim to such an extent that the United States must step 
in and stand between them and theirattorneys? Why, in many cases 
the services performed by the attorneys are not worth $5. In many 
eases that have been granted—thousands of them I will say—they have 
filed an application upon a blank which was probably procured from 
the Pension Office, and when that was filed, application was made to 
the War Department for the military and hospital records of the soldier; 
that record was furnished, showing that the soldier was honorably dis- 
charged or the record showed his disability. 

Not a particle of additional proof was then necessary. That claim 
was allowed, and the $10 was deducted out of the pension, when the 
services performed were not worth $5, not worth $2.50, and any hon- 
est, honorable attorney throughout the country would have done the 
work for $2.50. 

But, Mr. President, it seems, if we are to believe the circulars that 
were sent out from organizations in Washington, that almost all the 
legislation enacted in Congress originates in the brains of the beneficia- 
ries of that legislation. I hold in my hand this confidential circular: 

CONFIDENTIAL CIRCULAR, 


No To be returned to the secretary when no longer of any service. 

At the annual meeting of the Line Officers’ Association, held at Washington, 
December 19, 1888, the committee for the past year was unanimously chosen for 
the ensuing year, vacancies being filled by ballot. 

The committee at present isas follows: Capt. Rob. L. Phythian, U.S. N.; Com- 
mander RK. D. Evans, U.S.N.; Commander W.A. Folger, U.S.N.; Lieut. Com- 
mander R. B. Bradford, U.S. N.; Lieut. Commander W.H. Brownson, U.S. N_; 
Lieut. Richard Rush, U.S. N.; Lieut. S. A. Staunton, U.S. N.; Lieut. Frank F. 
Fietcher, U.S. N.; Ensign H.S. Chase, U.S.N.; Ensign A. A. Ackerman, U.S. N, 

Ata meeting of the committee subsequent to that of the association, the fol- 
lowing officers were chosen: Capt. Rob. L. Phythian,U.S. N., president; Lieut, 
Richard Rush,U.S8. N., secretary; Lieut. Frank F. Fletcher, U.S. N., treasurer. 

Che annual meeting of the association was very harmonious. The report of 
work performed by the committee during the past year was read and adopted. 
rhis report is too long for reproduction here, and a brief outline is therefore sub- 
stituted ° 

rhe committee was instructed to secure, if possible, by proper means, an in: 
crease of pay for ensigns, making the pay of this grade approximate if not 
eyual to that of corresponding grades of the staff. Great opposition from avery 
formidable source has developed against this measure, but the committee bas 
secured the passage of a bill in the Senate which will have the desired effect. 
The same bill has been favorably reported to the House, is on the Calendar, 
and it is confidently expected will become a law this session. This work has 
taken precedence of all other measures before the committee. 

The line pay bill, after much discussion and study, was introduced into both 
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Houses and is now in the hands of committees. On account of certain contin- 
gencies not now existing it was deemed unwise to push the bill any further 
last session. This bill is notdrawn in accordance with the judgment of the ma- 
jority of the committee, but mostiog the almost universal approval of the serv- 
ice at large, the committee entered into the work of advocating it with the ut- 
most zeal, and drew up and had printed a very strong argument in its favor. 
Very full accounts of its present condition and prospects were stated to the gen- 
eral meeting, which were received with satisfaction. It must be understood 
that any such measure as this, always unpopular in Congress, can only succeed 
after the most persistent and united efforts of all. 

The thirty years’ retirement bill was introduced and is kept before Congress, 
hoping that it may receive attention when the lawmaking branches of the Gov- 
ernment feel disposed to indulge in naval legislation. uring the past year 
searcely any attention has been directed to the Navy by Con , except to 
provide for its regular maintenance, and the old method of tacking riders on 
the appropriation bills, which we have ample cause to remember, is not allowed. 
Not a single act relating to the are with the exception of the cadet engineers’ 
act, outsidé of the appropriation bills, has become a law during the past year. 

The assistant chief of bureau bill, introduced by the committee in order to 
place the line bureaus on the same footing as that of the Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery, is in the same position as the ensigns’ pay bill. 

The committee has, by legitimate ments carefully drawn up and contain- 
ing much professional information, favored many bills and opposed others, 
which are not necessary to name here, full mention of them having been made 
to the general meeting. Nor has the committee confined its work to personal 
matters,an argument having been drawn up showing the pressing needs of the 
service for small cruising ships, torpedo vessels, etc., which was forwarded to 
the committees of both Houses from the Line Officers’ Association, and very 
well received. 

Itis proposed during the coming year to continue the work just outlined. The 
first efforts will be directed towar ing the ensigns’ bill, and after that the 
general pay bill. Itis necessary, in the opinion of the committee, for the success 
of both measures, that they should be placed in this order. 

The opposition to legislation intended to give the line its just dues has, it is 
confidently believed, chiefly emanated from the engineers. For reasons which 
will probably soon cease to exist, this has been very strong. 

The committee deemed it absolutely essential to employ counsel, and, the by- 
laws of the association permitting it, two eminent gentlemen in Washington 
were selected. The committee is under great obligations to the counsel for 
their able efforts in forwarding its work. The particular duties of counsel can 
not be performed by officers, and they are of such a nature that unless counsel 
is employed they must be left undone. The salary of the counsel for the past 
year been paid; only about one-third of it, however, has been received in 
annual dues from the members of theassociation ; members on distant stations 
have been particularly remiss in forwarding dues; the balance has been made 
up from funds transferred to the committee from the pecenene eae and from 
special contributions of officers at home stations. At present the committee is 
without funds. 

At the annual meeting of the association just held the necessity for employ- 
ing counsel was so apparent that every member present by —— vote pledged 
himself to pay any sum called for by the committee, not to exceed $12 per year, 
and to use his best endeavors to induce others to payit. On the strength of this 
pledge the committee has re-engaged its counsel and is responsible for their 
salary. It truste thatits action will meet with the approbation of the members 
of the association, and that the necessary substantial support will be forthcom- 
ing. In thisconnection it seems proper to remark that for many years counsel 
was employed consecutively,receiving the same salary as now paid. This fact 
is mentioned for the information of the younger officers and those not familiar 
with it. Owing tothe decreased membership of the association, the committee 
is of the opinion that an annual subscription of $10 is necessary. 

This may be made in quarterly installments of one-fourth at a time if de- 
sired, but the committee must insist,as an ordinary business precaution, upon 
an immediate expression of opinion of each member whether he intends to pay 
this amount or not. The committee prefers that these expressions of opinion 
should be over the signature of each officer and that they be forwarded to the 
treasurer. All remittances and letters containing financial transactions, what- 
ever their nature, should be addressed to the treasurer by name, Navy Depart- 
ment, Washington, D. C. Corresponding secretaries are expected to canvass for 
dues, forward reports, and use every effort to induce all line officers to join the 
association. In this connection the committee regrets to state that the associa- 
tion is deficient in members of the rank of ensign and from the flag- rank 

rades. 

. In conclusion, the committee begs to remind the members of the association 
that its members are here on the spot and receive much information from 
many sources, If they are possessed of average common sense and good judg- 
mentthey ought to know best whatshould be done,and they feel that individ- 
ual differences of opinion, which in the past have been expressed with consid- 
erable freedom, should, for the advantage and strength of the association, be 
heldin greater reserve. It istheir deliberate and unanimous opinion that the 
policy which has actuated the Line Association since its formation,namely, the 
maintenance of the military character and organization of the Navy, should 
still be the broad and fundamental article of its constitution, to which all efforts 
should directly refer. 

In the matter of the pay bill, the members of the association are warned 
against the so-called ‘‘ compromises’’ proposed by the staff. The bills so form- 
ulated have not the slightest chance of being accepted by Congress, and the 
tendency of their introduction will be to stop ail legislation on the subject, 
They are simply another form of opposition. The committee has instructed 
its counsel to oppose them one and all, and will adhere without variation to 
the advocacy of its original bill. 


Wasuinoton, D. C., January 1, 1889. 
Accompanying that was this for signatures: 


At the request of the general committee of the Line Officers’ Association, we, 
the undersigned, whose signatures are placed opposite our names, herewith sub- 
scribe our intention in reference to becoming members of the said association : 


| 


Affirmative. 


Name, Negative. 


z ilo dimacatdnall 
| 


This was sent out, Mr. President. That is a sample in the Navy. 
But, Mr. President, the Army is not without some evidences of the 
same thing. I hold in my hand a letter written by a doctor to another 
doctor, dated in 1888, in which it is said: 

It issearcely necessary for me to refer to the efforts which have been made 
since 1874 to secure the passage of an act of Congress commissioning the officers 
of this service, nor to refer to the various causes of failure for such enactment 


as reasons for soliciting your consideration of this subject and its attainment 
from another standpoint, 
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It seems necessary, if we really desire to secure the end referred to, that we 
should employ an eo ae acquaintance with — ic men and legislative 
m top 


procedures would enable resent our reasons for making such a request 
of Congress and to solicit the co-operation of members of each House to this end. 

Such a gentleman has been found, and his qualifications are vouched for by 
those of our officers stationed in Washington. His fee is $500 as a retainer and 
$5,000 after the bill becomes a law. 


* * * * * * * 


I desire to know whether you are willing to give financial support in this 
matter. The assessments have been fixed on a prorata of the salaries. Forthe 
retainer it will amount to $14.50 for each surgeon and $10.50 for each passed as- 
sistant and assistant su n. Ifthe bill becomes a law then each surgeon will 
pay $142 and each passed assistant and assistant surgeon $100. 

It seems that there are organizations, Mr. President, among all the 
branches of the service, and they claim all the honor of all the legisla- 
tion passed by Congress for increase of salaries. Supposing the officers 
need it; we give an increase of salary, and a large percentage of it goes 
to theattorneys. Theycall them ‘‘counsel,’’ Mr. President. In that 
Line Officers’ Association they never refer to an attorney at all; it was 
**counsel’’ all the time. So it is with these claim agents, Mr. Presi- 
dent. They send out circulars. I had one; I thought I could lay my 
hands upon it, 

It was one sent out by one of these claim agents, in which it was 
stated that he had been exceedingly successful in prosecuting claims be- 
fore Congress, very successful; that he had secured the passage of a great 
many bills in Congress, and he guarantied success, and did not charge 
anything if he was not successful in securing the passage of a bill; only 
the small sum of $10 for drawing up the petition! Drawing up a pe- 
tition! ‘‘Send your $10 to me and I will draw up a petition! I 
will get your case all in proper condition, and then I will present it to 
Congress, and I will not charge you a cent if I do not succeed in get- 
ting it passed.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator refers to bills for special acts, I sup- 

9 

Mr. COCKRELL. Special acts of Congress. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In individual cases? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Individual cases; $10 for drawing up a petition, 

and the petition was printed in blank, merely asking Congress to pass 
a pension bill. 
Now this is the way, Mr. President, that these parties are imposed 
upon. It is ap outrage for us to leave this section in here authorizing 
them to receive money for any claim allowed by Congress. Think of 
it! We pay out of the money we allow to a pensioner a fee to a claim 
agent to lobby around us and get us to doour duty! Now think of 
Congress passing such a law as that! Why, it is a disgrace to every 
one of us that we take from the money we appropriate to certain indi- 
viduals a certain amount and give it over into the hands of lobbyists 
who have been trying to make us do our duty. 

Now, Mr. President, I have an amendment which I intend to propose 
in line 22 on page 2. The bill now reads: 

Hereafter no agent or attorney shall demand, receive, or be allowed any con. 
pensation under existing law exceeding $2 in any claim for increase of pension 
onaccount ofincrease of disability for which the pension has been allowed, or for 
services rendered in securing the passageof any special act of Congress grant- 
ing a pension or an increase of — in any case that has been presented at 
the Pension Office or is allowable under the general pension laws. 

In line 22 I propose to strike out the word ‘‘or’’ and substitute the 
words ‘‘and no compensation shall be allowed;’’ so that it will read: 

And no compensation shall be allowed for services rendered in securing the 
passage of any special act ot Congress granting a pension or an increase of pen- 
sion in any case that has been presented at the Pension Office or is allowable 
under the general pension laws. 

We owe it to ourselves, Mr. President, to put in this provision in 
order to negative the idea before the country that we will take the 
money of pensioners to pay for the services of lobbyists who are sup- 
posed to influence us to do our duty. 

This whole system, Mr. President, is vicious; it is wrong; it is a dec- 
laration by Congress that the soldiers are not competent to make their 
own contracts, to attend to their own business; that they can not be 
trusted to make their contracts with their attorneys, and to pay them. 
It isa declaration, Mr. President, on the part of the claim agents here 
that the soldiers are so dishonest that they can not be trusted to pay 
an honest and legitimate fee, and therefore they appeal to Congress to 
grab it out of the pensioner’s money when it goes to him in the first 
instance. Thisisall wrong. Itis vicious. It is unwise. It is im- 
politic. There is but one remedy, and that is to cut off all connection 
of the United States and the Pension Office with the attorney's fee. 
Let the law say that no attorney shall charge more than a certain 
amount in certain cases, and then leave the attorney and the pensioner 
to settle it between themselves, as we leave others. 

Is the United States to be constituted a collector of attorneys’ fees 
for every man who has a claim againstthe Government? Why, think 
of the monstrosity of such a proposition! When we admit a claim on 
the part of an individual citizen of the United States againat the 
United States, we by the implication of law compel thaf claimant to 
hire an attorney, and then we step in and take out of the money we 
acknowledge is due to this man a fee for that attorney for making us 
doour duty! It is almost criminal in the very nature of it. What 
right have we, Mr. President, when we are owing people, to compel 
them to employ attorneys to prosecute their claims? Why do we not 


adjust the claims? We have the facilities for the adjustment of all 
these claims. Why do we not adjust them ? 

We have the records of the soldiers; we have the hospital records. 
Ata very little expense we could get the name of every soldier and his 
post-office address, and ve will have it through the census that is now 
being taken. When a soldier applies for a pension, by a proper ad- 
ministration of the Pension Office the Pension Office can very quickly 
ascertain whether that soldier is entitled to the pension or not, with- 
out compelling him to employ some pension shark and have to pay out 
$40, $50, and sometimes $100 for increases, for expenses, for postage, 
and for the thousand other little things that they are asked to con- 
tribute for at the rate of 50 cents or $1 at a time. 

No, Mr. President, it is not right. We are not treating the soldiers 
of the country right. It is not justice to them. We took them into 
the service. We promised them a pension. We have passed laws de- 
claring who are entitled to pensions. Now, we can ascertain that 
better than a pension agent can, and we ought to do it without com- 
pelling the soldier to employ a claim agent. But the ridiculousness 
and absurdity is all crowned when we take out of the money we allow 
the pensioner a fee and pay it over to a claim agent for prosecuting 
cases against ourselves. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is the Senator from Missouri now speaking of 
special cases? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam speaking of any kind of cases, 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator referred awhile since to fees paid 
to attorneys for helping to secure the passage of special acts. I have 
served on the Committee on Pensions now nearly four years. I have 
reported a great many bills, as other members ot the committee have 
done, during the last two or three years at alievents. I have never 
yet seen a pension agent. No pensionagent has evercome to me about 
any bill for a special act. Ihave never received a request of any kind 
or nature from any pension agent to take special interest in or do any- 
thing whatever towards the advancement of a special pension bill for 
anybedy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have not a doubt that every 
other member of the Committee on Pensions can say the same thing; 
there is no question about it. But these pension attorneys do not do 
one solitary thing, and it is just the merest robbery under the forms 
of law to allow them to take this money out. It is a false pretense, a 
fraud. One of these attorneys could not sue a pensioner in acourt for 
services in securing the passage of a private bill and recover before any 
jury on earth for work and labor performed for attorney’s fees, because 
it would be evident in the first instance that every representation he 
had made was a falsehood and a lie; that he had really performed no 
service at all, and could not have performed any. 

Everybody knows how these special bills are passed. A special bill 
is introduced; it goes to the committee; thecommittee refers it to the 
Pension Office; from the Pension Office are brought all the papers to 
the committeeroom. If there is a technicality or some objection in- 
tervening between the right of the Pension Office to grant and the 
claimant, then the committee acts upon it. If thereis anything addi- 
tional, a Memberof Congress or the Senator who introduced the bill 
is told, ‘‘ We can not pass it upon this.’’ How many Senators write 
to their constituents who are claimants for pensions and tell them, 
‘* You must get up evidence upon a certain point to cover it.’’ Take 
the soldiers who served during the Black Hawk war or during the 
Seminole Indian war. Congress is constantly passing service bills. 
Whenever they present evidence of physical disability amounting to 
financial dependence then the pension is granted and then these claim 
agents come in with their pretensions. 

Mr. President, the pension agents do precious little good to the pen- 
sioners before the Pension Office, very little. There have been millions 
of dollars taken out of pension money allowed to pensioners by the 
United States and handed over to the claim agents, five or ten times 
the value of all the services they had ever performed. 

Now, Mr. President, under this last act of June 27, 1890, very little 
is necessary to be done by aclaim agent or a pension attorney, very 
little. The record, military and hospital, of every soldier can be pro- 
cured complete and perfect within twenty-four hours. There is no 
delay whatever in procuring that. Very littleelse istobedone. The 
pension and record division of the War Department is answering as 
many as three thousand calls per day from the Pension Office, and 
every one that is brought in; so that any day when the Pension Office 
wants the hospital record of a soldier or his military record it sends to 
the pension and record division of the War Department and an answer 
is returned the next day or by the next mail that follows. 

There is very little to be done, and I think it will be a great blun- 
der, if Congress should ever pass another pension law of any kind, to 
allow any fees. I say this, and I say it believing that it is exactly 
right and that it can be done by a proper administration of the Pen- 
sion Office in all its forms, and by the reduction of business there to a 
system which will expedite it and bring it up. Every pension claim 
can be adjusted without the intervention of a lawyer, and every pen- 
sion claim which may arise under any existing law hereafter can be 
adjusted, and speedily adjusted, without the intervention or assistance 
of any attorneys, and they ought not to be allowed. 
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I say it is the duty of the Government, Mr. President, to act upon 
these cases. Weacknowledgethe liability. Weacknowledgeaclaim. 
We say it exists in certain cases. Then I say it is our duty to find 
out whether that case exists or not, without compelling that claimant 
to hire an attorney to convince us that he is entitled toit. Itis ab- 
solutely disgraceful when we take out of the money we have promised 
that pensioner or that claimant a part of it and hand it over to this 
pension shark for making us do our duty. 

I hope the amendment, Mr. President, which I have suggested will 
be adopted. If the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] will per- 
mit I hope he will let this amendment to the text of the bill be con- 
sidered; and I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will not object to 
the amendment I have proposed. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask the Secretary to read the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. I think the amendment is not applicable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALDRICH in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have offered an amendment to the text of the 
bill, in line 22 on page 2, to strike out the word ‘‘or’’ and insert the 
words ‘‘ and no compensation shall be allowed,’’ so as to read: 

That hereafter noagent or attorney shall demand, receive, or be allowed any 
compensation under existing law exceeding $2 in any claim for increase of pen- 
sion on account of the increased disability for which the pension has been al- 
lowed, and no compensation shall be allowed for services rendered in securing 
the passage of any special act of Congress, etc. 

Mr. QUAY. That amendment is hardly applicable or germane to 
the question before the Senate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but it is to a different part of the bill 
I hope the Senator will agree to allow it to be disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the first 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, being an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
permit the amendment which has just been read, and to which the 
Senator from Iowa says he has no objection, to be passed, and then the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] will come 


up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania 
to accept the amendment suggested by the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has not come up yet. The amendment I 
have now offered is to the text of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri wants action on his 
amendment now ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that he put his amend- 
ment at the end of line 34. I do not think it reads quite asit should. 
I suggest to strike out the words “ or for services rendered in securing 
the passage of any special act of Congress granting a pension or an in- 
crease of pension in any case that has been presented at the Pension 
Office or is allowable under the general pension laws,’’ and then allow 
the words inserted by the committee to stand, and at the end of line 
34 insert what the Senator proposes. The Senator will see that it 
would be a little better to insert those words at the end of line 34. I 
do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. I have no objection, Mr. President, to the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not understand exactly the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the Secretary read the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri to the text. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22, page 2, strike out the word ‘‘or’’ and 
insert the words ‘‘and no compensation shall be allowed;’’ so as to 
read: 

And no compensation shall be allowed for services rendered in securing the 
passage of any special act of Congress granting a pension or an increase of pen- 
Bion, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will modify my amendment by moving tostrike 
out all after the word ‘‘allowed,’’ in line 22, down to and including 
** pension laws,’’ in line 26. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as modi- 
fied. 

The SeckETARY. Strike out in line 22, after the word ‘‘allowed,”’ 
the following words: 


Or for services rendered in securing the passage of any special act of Congress 
granting a pension or an increase of pension in any case that has been presented 
at the Pension Office or is allowable under the general pension laws. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I want to insert after the word ‘‘same,”’ 
in line 34, the words ‘‘and no compensation shall be allowed for segy- 
ices rendered in securing the passage of any special act of Congress,’’ 
etc., as it was stricken out above. It just reverses it, striking out a 
part. 

Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘same,”’ in line 34, insert: 

And no compensation shall be allowed for services rendered in securing the 
passage of any special act of Congress granting a pension or an increase of 
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pension in any case that has been presented at the Pension Office or is allow- 
able under the genera! pension laws. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. NowlI have offered an amendment to the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. Let his amendment be read. 


I think there ought to be no objection to that. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, at the end of line 48, add: 

Provided, however, That the foregoing provisions in relation to fees of agents 
or attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending where there is an exist- 
ing lawful contract. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the words “‘in writing on file in 
the Department”’ be added, so asto not allow these sharks—because 
we all know there are some of that class who would do it—to get up 
agreements and date them back, and all this and that. 

Mr. QUAY. I do not see why Congress should respect a written 
contract any further than it should respect the sanctity of a verbal 
contract. If the Senator from Missouri will explain to me why there 
should be a distinction between the two I may accept his amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We know asa matter of fact that of all the cases 
prosecuted by pension claim agents in this city there is not one out 
of a thousand in which there is any verbal communication between 
the agent and the claimant. It is all done in writing; it has to be 
done in writing. It is a written contract; he can not possibly have a 
verbal contract. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the amendment to the 
amendment read, and I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri what his meaning is; whether he means to exclude all agree- 
ments that are not now on file in the Pension Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In writing on file in the Pension Office at the 
date of the passage of the act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is to say, if there is a large quantity filed 
there and a large number not filed there, he would absolutely invali- 
date all which may happen not to be filed at the date this act goes into 
eftect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I guess they are all filed there, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s guess is undoubtedly very satis- 
factory to him, but it seems to me that it would be an unfair discrimi- 
nation. I certainly would not object to requiring them all to be filed 
within a reasonable time, but it seems to me that it is too sharp a line 
of demartkation to arbitrarily say that all agreements which you pro- 
pose to recognize that are now on file or are on file at the date of the 
passage of the act shall be valid, and all those which are not shall be 
void. I do not think the Senator from Missouri, who guards the pub- 
lic interest always so well and is always so glad to protect the soldier, 
would discriminate in this regard. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I am still in doubt as to what 
is to become of the five hundred and fifty thousand applicants for pen- 
sions under the act of June 27, 1890, in case this bill should become a 
law either with or without the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. If it is right and proper to limit to $5 the fee which a pen- 
sion attorney may charge and demand for procuring a pension in cases 
filed after this measure becomes a law, it is equally just and right that 
it shall apply to cases not yet considered by the Department; and I 
hope the Senator from Missouri in offering his amendment will make 
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania to read in such man- 
ner that no applicant for a pension now filed in the Pension Office, 
where no award has been made, shall be compelled to pay more than 
$5, as this bill provides. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania ac- 
cept the amendment suggested by the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. QUAY. I do not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that that be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be reported. 

The SecrRETARY. Add the words ‘‘in writing on file in the De- 
partment;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That the foregoing provisions in relation to fees of agents 


or attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending where there is an exist- 
ing lawful contract in writing cn file in the Department. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will leave in three lines my pro- 
test against that as an iniquitous and unworthyevasion. Whether the 
contract be in writing and on file in the Department, or whether it be 
on file in this shape: ‘‘ John Smith is my attorney under the law,’’ 
which gives him $5, there is not one particle of difference in the moral 
and honorable obligation in those two cases—not one particle. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.QuAY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I now offer an amendment to that 
proviso. I move to add: 


Provided further, That hereafter no fee or compensation shall be retained by 
the United States out of any allowance for pensions for any attorney or agent. 


Mr. ALLISON. IsubmittotheSenator from Missouri whether, un- 
der the provision as it now stands, it is wise to change the existing law. 
I reserve the point of order which I may make upon it; but I submit 
whether it is wise to change the law in thatregard. As it now stands 
the fee is reduced to $5. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not hear. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Missouri, having re- 
duced the fee from $10 to $5 and $2, respectively, whether it is not 
just as well to allow the provisions to stand as under existing law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is about time we should stop deduct- 
ing from pensions paid to claimants against the United States the fee 
for attorneys in making us do ourduty. I say that the Executive De- 
partments of the Government ought to adjast these claims, and they 
ought to pay to the claimant every dollardue him. They have noright 
to deduct from that anything to pay a claim agent or an attorney or a 
lobbyist. Isay that a proper executive administration can doit. I 
say that the United States is in a better condition to decide upon a 
pension claim than a claim agent is to go to work and hunt it up. 

It would be very easy work, Mr. President, for the Pension Office, 
with the aid of the Census Office, to put its finger upon every living 
soldier of the late war. Here are the military records. They have 
them. They are at their fingers’ ends. Here is a man applying for a 
pension who says he was sick at a certain place, that he was disabled 
at a certain place. They look at the rolls, and there is the name of 
every soldier and officer who was present at the time. They can com- 
municate with him inside of five days in any part of the United States. 

They can get from him the necessary information and save theclaim- 
ant from having to employ a claim agent or attorney to make us do 
our duty and to execute our laws and to pay what we have promised 
to pay. I want the whole system reversed. Itisall wrong. It has 
bred all these iniquities. It has built up great claim agencies all over 
the country, people who are living off the creditors of the Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator’s suggestion prevails, the condition 
would be this: The existing claim agents would disappear from the 
scene, and there would be no provision of law placing upon the Gov- 
ernment the obligation to make the investigation which the claimant 
and his agent now do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It exists to-day, Mr. President. The obligation 
upon the part of the Government by existing law is in force to-day to 
do this very thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Then the Senator’s amendment ought perhaps to be 
one which should provide affirmatively that the investigation should 
be made by the Government at its own expense. Let the Government 
do these claim agents’ work at its own expense. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have we not from one hundred and fifty to two 
hundred special agents in the field to-day, paid from $1,200 to $1,400 
and $1,600 a year, and $3 a day for expenses, to go around and hunt 
up these cases and prosecute them ? 

Mr. BLAIR. They do not take into consideration one case in a 
hundred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis because the system is not carried out with 
sufficient efficiency and is not carried out extensively enough. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can not the system be enlarged? I like theSenator’s 
idea, but it should be tremendously enlarged. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think there is very much of merit in the position 
taken by the Senator from Missouri, considering it as a whole; but I 
doubt very much whether the amendment which he proposes would be 
anything but a great detriment to worthy pensioners unless itis sup- 
plemented by some legislation by which it would be made the duty 
of Government officials to render the service which is now rendered 
by theclaim agents. There are a great many pensioners who are very 
helpless. They can not make out their applications; they can not com- 
ply with the rules as to forms required by the Department. I have 
known a good many ex-soldiers, men who were really entitled to pen- 
sions, who found it absolutely necessary to go to some one in thecom- 
munity who was familiar with that business. 

It may be that if it were made the duty, in the absence of State 
legislation, of some officer connected with the Government to put in 
form information given to applicants for pensions, we might very well 
reverse the present system ia respect to applications. But does not 
the Senator think that some additional legislation would be required 
if it goes so far now as his proposition seems to go? In other words, 
would it do to adopt the Senator’s suggestion and leave it precisely as 
it is now? 

I have had occasion, as chairman of the Committee on Claims, as my 





friend knows, torealize that the combinations of claim agents in this city 
are not only very often unfair to claimants, but detrimental to the in- 
terests of the people. There are hundreds and thousands and millions 
of dollars’ worth of claims worked up, in my opinion, as I have had 
occasion to say on the floor of the Senate before, which would never 
have been heard of but for the rapacity and the combination of claim 
agents here. 

There is great force in what the Senator from Missouri says; but it 
is a subject of great consequence, involving a revolution of the entire 
system, and I am not quite certain that to adopt the proposition of the 
Senator from Missouri and leave it there would not be productive of 
great hardship to honest people who need and are entitled to pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see the point the Senator makes, and there is 
force in it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only suggest it to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is force in the point and I apprehend it. 
Now, let ussee. It was for years and years that it took from a month 
to six months to get from the Adjutant General’s Office the military 
history of a soldier or from the Surgeon General’s Office the hospital 
record of a soldier. Now, with the same force of clerks, without a soli- 
tary additional one employed in that work, the hospital records have 
been card-indexed, so that to-day you can get the hospital record of a 
soldier as quickly as you can get the definition of a word from the dic- 
tionary. 

Now, Mr. President, the same system of work has been applied to 
the muster rolls of the Army, and to-day the muster rolls of the volun- 
teer forces of the State of New York are completed, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] can go to the War Department to-day 
and give the name of asoldier from the State of New York without 
designating his company or regiment, and he can get the military his- 
tory of that soldier in a few minutes, That, Mr. President, is what is 
being done in one executive branch. 

Now go tothe Second Auditor’s Office. The present Second Auditor 
has adopted a new rule. He hada perfect right to adopt it. That is, 
when a soldier makes application for arrears of pay, or for bounty, or 
for commutation, and the Second Auditor’s foree examines the records 
to adjust that claim, they at the same time adjust every claim of every 
class shown }by the records to be due to that soldier, and thus wipe 
out the whole thing. For the last twenty-five years adifferent system 
has prevailed, so that ifa man made application for arrears of pay his 
claim for arrears of pay was adjusted, and any claim he might have for 
bounty was ignored, and any claim he might have for commutation 
was ignored. 

If he made application for bounty, his bounty was adjusted, but no 
attention was paid to his arrears of pay or commutation. So that the 
work was being gone over twice, and three times, and fourtimes. But 
now, in a businessand methodical way, the present Auditor has adopted 
the system of adjusting all the claims of every soldier who makes ap- 
plication for any one claim. Now, that system could be adopted else- 
where. It would require a different method of business, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the Pension Office to make it successful, but in my judgment, 
when the proper method is adopted there, under the proper system, 
the same number of employés in the Pension Office can and ought to 
be able to investigate the claim of every pensioner, and thus do equal 
and exact justice to all, and do it without the intervention of any claim 
agent. 

We have a part of the machinery now in the Pension Office for the 
investigation of these claims. The Pension Office already has blank 
rorn:s of application with printed instructions. They are sent to every 
applicant for a pension. The claim agents get hold of these forms and 
they print their forms in the same way. These forms have instruc- 
tions at the side how to be executed, and they have pamphlet copies 
of the pension laws, containing the pension laws, rules, and regula- 
tions, and the manner of proceeding. ‘This could be simplified, and, 
in my judgment, in a very short time the Pension Office could be 
brought into working condition and the services of these claim agents 
could be entirely and absolutely dispensed with, and the claims of the 
soldiers, their widows and their orphans, would be more speedily ad- 
justed, and equally as justly and fairly if not better. 

Mr. President, I must say, without any reflection upon anybody— 
because there has been very little change in the administration of the 
Pension Office under the various administrations, and I am not speak- 
ing this by way of criticism of the present or past administration of 
the Pension Office—there is a very grave suspicion that business is not 
administered right when you find a pension claim, beginning, say, 
with $4 or $2, increased $2, $10 paid forthe first fee, $10 for the first 
increase; a second increase of $2 in a very short time; a third increase 
of $2, and probably a fourth increase of $2, and $10 retained out of it, 
amounting to nearly the entire sum of the increase. 

It is in consequence of this that I believe in a very short time the 
present machinery will be adapted to it; but there ought to be some 
additional legislation, as the Senator suggests, in orderto make it more 
perfect and to compel the execution of the will of Congress in this re- 
spect; and I do think, Mr. President, and I think the Senator wiil 
agree with me, that it is time that we quit having lobbyists to make 
us do our duty and pay our debts. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The question which I put to the Senator from 
Missouri is a practical question which he has not discussed, and per- 
haps could not be asked to, but which he has at last answered. It 
may be in the interest of the Government and in the interest of pen- 
sioners that the work should be done for them in securing evidence 
and putting in form their applications and all that by the Pension 
Department without the intervention of claim agents at Washington 
or elsewhere. 

I suggested to the Senator whether, as the Department is now organ- 
ized and without additional legislation (which ought to be, if it is to 
be adopted at all, carefully formulated), the Department could take the 
place of the agents in performing service for pensioners. He says he 
thinks they could not, and in that I agree with him, because as the 
matter stands now they only act upon cases which are presented to 
them, advising the claimant whether he has conformed to the law, 
whether the application is sufficient, whether it is properly verified, and 
whether the proof filed with it isadequateor inadequate. I apprehend 
that if to-day a pension applicant should send to the Department asking 
them there to perform the service which is now performed by the agents 
outside of the Department he would be in speedy receipt of a com- 
munication informing him that that was not the business of the De- 
partment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it would neverbe answered at all. Not 
one letter in a thousand that goes there from a claimant is ever an- 
swered. 

Mr. SPOONER. So far as the interest of the applicant is concerned 
it would be immaterial whether they answered it at all or whether they 
informed the pensioner that that was not their business. Now the 
Senator proposes that from this time out the services 

Mr. COCKRELL. The act will take effect next July. 

Mr. SPOONER, Well, from the time it takes effect he proposes that 
the services of the pension agent shall be dispensed with because, as he 
says, and he says correctly 

Mr. COCKRELL. They would be left free to employ an agent if 
they wished to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. But, as I have been told a great many times as to 
other claims bills and as to the transaction of other business which 
is supposed to call for the employment of attorneys or claim agents 
here, if there is no security for them, if they are to be put to a lawsuit 
with a claimant or to depend in the locality upon the enforcement in 
any way of their contract for service, they simply will not render the 
service, and the proposition of the Senator amounts to this 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not disturb the Senator to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Never. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Do not all the other lawyers in the whole United 
States, in every nook and corner of the United States, have to rely upon 
their personal contract with their clients and the enforcement of those 
contracts to get their fees? Now, why shall we make an exception in 
this case? The Senator has practiced law for many years, and has 
made a great deal of money out of it, and got big fees, and he did not 
have the Government to step in and make his clients pay the fees. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator persists in arguing questions as to 
which I agree with him. He can not get up any mock trial here with 
me. Who informed him that I had made a great deal of money prac- 
ticing law I do not know; perhaps some circular from somebody. Law- 
yers who in the ordinary practice of their profession make collections 
for clients do not need any outside intervention to aid them in collect- 
ing their fees. They take it out; they collect it. In the large prac- 
tice which my friend from Missouri must have had before he came to 
the Senate—I know he was an exceedingly industrious lawyer—I doubt 
if he ever had any particular trouble in collecting his fees, 

But this case is somewhat different. These men are remote from 
their clients, the amounts are very small, and it may be that they would 
not feel like doing this work for pensioners if they could not collect 
the amount of the fee here at the time the Government grants the pen- 
sion. Iunderstood the Senator to say that if this were adopted it would 
do away—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Practically it would. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, and I think it would, with the services of the 
claim agents and pension agents, and all I wanted to say was this (and 
as to that there is no disagreement between the Senator and myself), 
that to de away absolutely with these pension agents, substituting no 
governmental service in its place, would be an injustice to pensioners. 

When the Senator says that supplementary and additional legisla- 
tion would be necessary, he establishes the proposition as to which I 
had doubt, that his amendment ought not to be adopted and this sys- 
tem entirely reversed until he has prepared, or until some one else has 
prepared and laid before the Senate, the supplementary legislation 
which is needed. 

Iam quite disposed to agree with the Senator that there may be 
great reforms in the methods of the Pension Department, as there have 
been in the War Department, and I give the Senator credit, and all 
the credit to which he is entitled—and he is doubtless entitled to 
much—for the reforms there; but that does not reach the question 
which troubles me. I am not prepared to vote for an amendment 
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which shall dispense with the services all through the country of these 
pension agents without making it the duty of Government officers to 
render the service to pensioners which these agents nowrender. That 
is all there was of my suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In regard to the additional legislation, that de- 
pends upon the spirit with which this amendment would be received 
by the executive officers. I remember having urged some timeago that 
when the Second Auditor took up a claim to adjust, if that claim was 
only for a bounty, he should adjust not only the claim for bounty, but 
any claim for arrears of pay or any other dues to the soldier. I knew 
an instance wherea colored woman was prosecuting a claim for bounty, 
and she received a certain bounty after her pension claim had been al- 
lowed. She resided in my own town and was employed in my own 
family. She insisted that she had been swindled; that whenshe was 
paid the officers swindled her outof ahundred dollars; thatshe was en- 
titled to $200 and only got ninety or one hundred. 

Well, I supposed that she was just mistaken; that somebody had 
told her she was entitled to $200 and that all that was due her had 
been paid. It went on until about 1884 or 1885, when [had a letter 
written to me insisting thatshe had been swindled out of that amount 
or had never been paid it. I called by letter on a certain office for a 
report of the officer who had paid her, with the amount paid, and the 
witness to her signature. I received it back—$100 paid, $10 retained 
for the attorney’s fee and $90 paid to her; and on a little blank piece 
of paper was written ‘‘ It is believed $100 additional bounty is due this 
woman. 

Now, under two separate laws, as it happened, there was due to her 
$200, $100 under each law. The Anuditor’s office had adjusted the 
claim under one law, under which they claimed that her application 
had been filed, and an officer had been sent out there and had paid her 
the $100, and they had refused to adjust the other $100 which was due 
her. 

Mr. President, that is only one instance of the want of method, and 
system, and order in these Departments. There is a glaring case. I 
had her application made out and filed it in the office, and it took me 
about six months to get that claim audited, when another $100 was 
allowed her. Everybody must admit that that system of adjudicating 
the liabilities of the Government is not right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not questioning that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A different system has been adopted by the pres- 
ent Auditor without any law, and he is carrying it out, and it is a 
credit to him that he is. If all of the pension officers had the proper 
system adopted there, and the method of facilitating and watching and 
keeping track of their business, and all understood that it was the will 
and the law, just as it isnow, that they should adjudicate these claims, 
whether there was any claim agentor not, I say then they would need 
no additional legislation; but whether it would be so considered or 
not is very doubtful, and if they did not do it Ido not suppose that 
there could be any proceedings against any official for a violation of 
law or a failing to do his duty, because the law is not absolutely man- 
datory. 

But has not the Senator already noticed that only recently Secretary 
Noble directed the Commissioner of Pensions to take up all the cases 
where there were no attorneys representing the parties and adjudicate 
them? That has only been done recently. Now, if they will adopt 
the business method, which will enable them to bring the business 
up, to answer all the correspondence in a week, to adjudicate every 
case that went up within a week after it is ready for adjudication and 
they get the evidence, they can do it all without additional legisla- 
tion, and they can say, ‘‘ We will do justice to all these claimants; 
we will take up the papers in the order in which they were filed in the 
oftice, and we will dispose of them one after another as rapidly as it 
can be done.”’ 

We reach a case here; it is not ready for disposition; there is some- 
thing wanting. A carefully prepared letter is sent to the applicant 
stating exactly what additional proof is necessary, and a blank for 
him to furnish that proof, and he is required to furnish it and told 
that no further action can be taken in regard to his case until it is 
furnished, testifying who are competent witnesses, specifying it all. 
That case is laid aside, and they go on with other cases, and inside of 
a year or eighteen months every case in the Pension Office ought to be 
arranged in that way, so that you could go to the files and in a moment 
tell exactly what was wanted. 

They can furnish the evidence at home, and if they need any attor- 
ney it isin preparing the affidavits for compliance with the require- 
ments of the Pension Office at home. They might need in a mcra 
complicated case an attorney, but as a rule any business man could 

write out the affidavit, for there it is specified, and whenever that evi- 
dence comes in the case is adjudicated and can be done. 

That is the way the business of the Pension Office ought to be trans- 
acted, and the business of the other Executive Departments; and I say 
it is a burning disgrace that we will not take the Departments by the 
nape of the neck and shake them up and make them transact the pub- 
lic business and dispose of it and not present us with the spectacle of 
compelling the honest creditors of the Government to hire lobbyists 
and claim agents to make us do our duty; and then we put our hands 
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into our pockets for the amount that is due them and hand it over to | 


those lobbyists or claim agents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Iam in sympathy with much that 
the Senator from Missouri has said, but I know that he, with the other 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, deprecates legislation 
of an important character on these appropriation bills. The legisla 
tion which we have been considering this afternoon is legislation that 
ought to be independent, that ought to be carefully prepared in a com- 
mitteeroom, and guarded, and I think that is true of the amendment 
now proposed by the Senator from Missouri. I think it is too wide a 
departure for us to put upon this bill, and I trust that the Senator will 
withdraw the amendment now, having called the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to its importance, so that they will take up this 
question and deal with it. 

I have some faint recollection, not very clear, in my own mind as to 
this original provision when it was put upon our pension legislation. 
It certainly was done within my memory here. It seems to me that 
if we overturn this system now we should, as the Senator from Wis- 
consin has said, substitute for it some machinery which will be active 
and potential in securing to the applicants for a pension a rapid con- 
sideration of their cases. 

It may be that that will be done by some reform in administration, 
but I doubt whether it can be done by the probibitions that are pro- 
posed here. So I trust my friend will withdraw his amendment, hav- 
ing called public attention now to the important facts which he has 
stated so well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, just one word more. There is no 
doubtabout this method of adjusting business, not aparticle. TheSena- 
tor remembers when we puta little clause on an appropriation bill on the 
3d of March, 1889. That is all that has brought about the work in 
the Adjutant General’s Office. They were fighting against it and kick- 
ing against it, and a little clause in the deficiency appropriation bill of 
1889 directing a certain work to be carried out has brought it. 

A number of bills that have been referred to meas a member of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Military Affairs for consideration, 
to remove the charge of desertion, [have referred up there. The charge 
has been removed as soon as the case was presented. Anybody can pre- 
sent a case there and have the charge removed if it is unjust, and as 
they go over their records when they get the records completed they 
will remove every charge of desertion which stands there improperly 
against any soldier, under existing law, without the intervention of any 
claim agent. It is their duty to do it, andthey willdoit. They ha 
now the records of the State of New York completed. 

I say that we ought to be honest, just, and punctual and adjudicate 
any claim that we authorize any of our citizens to present against us, 
and pay it, and not deduct anything out of it as a fee or compensation 
to somebody for kicking us around till we do pay it. It is shameful, 
Mr. President, absolutely shameful. See what we have built up here 
by such legislation and process, great claim agencies all over the 
country, deceiving and misleading and robbing the ex-soldiers and their 
widows and their orphans as well as citizens. 

Mr. President, as my chief, the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 


propriations, in his very bewitching manner solicits the withdrawal of 


this amendment, I do not feel like pressing it just at this time, but I 
give notice now that when the next pension appropriation bill comes 
into the Senate, unlessa different system is adopted in the Pension 
Office than the system I have indicated here, I shall insist upon this 
amendment with additional provisions that will compel its execution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iknowitcan be done. There is no guesswork 
aboutit. I know, Mr. President, thatthat Pension Office can be taken, 
and its business reduced to system and method, and with the force 
there all the business can be disposed of, every claim can be hunted 
up, all evidence to be obtained can be procured, and the claim adjusted 
without any intervention or aid, in any way, manner, or form, from 
claim agents. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he 
formulate a bill on the lines he has indicated here, and refer it to the 
Committee on Pensions for its judgment, that committee being charged 
specially with the responsibility and duty of investigating and consid- 
ering measures relating to pension matters. I wish to frankly say that 
in a matter of this kind I think it would be nothing more than right, 
and it would certainly be proper and wise, for the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in relation to a proposition like this to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, or at least to attempt to secure from the chairman 
of the committee an expression with respect to a proposed change which 
is to be so radical,so sweeping as this contemplates. 
that committee I think I am prepared to say that this subject has not 
been called to the attention of the Committee on Pensions, either by 
the introduction of any bill, or by reference of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, or by a request for an expression of their opinion or their 


* judgment in respect toit, and I think it should have been done at least 


in courtesy to that committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will allow me a mo- 
ment—— 


Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 


As a member of 





Mr. ALLISON, The Senator wa ssarily absent I thin ym 
t at one time when this matt W ider consideration, when 
I requent interviews with th ulrman of the Committee Pen 
s ind with other members of he committee as to the po 
| of this legislation. Of course it is not within the pows he 
| 4 nittee on Appropriations to 1 r a bill of haracter to the 
| ‘ mm Pensions. ‘This atte! 1 pending ) 
time nd the purport and import of this proposed legislation has he 
| pertectl ll understood among Senat rat Lleprecali yse 
| it ling a place upon this bill, bu e to 1 ( 
Hlouse; we did not originate it 
Mr. PADDOCK. I had some conversation t the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions, and he 
| 1 understood him, that there had been any request for advice \ 
| committee or its chairman reference to this proposed leg 
Mr. President, | am at a loss to understand the very great urg 
| of this matter which hasseemed to make this legislation necessary 10 
| appropriation bill. I represent a State which has the largest percent 
age of ex-soldiers except one and that is Kansas, of any ‘ 1 the 
| Union, and I want to say that I have never ret ! é 
| from any peusion claimant in that State to urge Cong sto reduce this 
fee, this rate of attorney charge Not one s e express t 
kind has ever come to me from the ex-soldiers ot thatS S a 
been here, although complaints have frequently: of inattention 
cases byattorneys. AsI have always understood las be l 
as the outside limit, the maximum limit. It is not required that th 
ex-soldier shall always pay up to the maximum limit, but i in th 
interest of the soldier himself to fix a maximum limit beyond whic] 
| he may not be required to pay, and within which he can mal 
| contract. Of cour this limit ought to be as low as possible, consid 
ering all the circumstances 
Mr. COCK RELI Now, in regard to introducing bil id erring 
them and all that, I had some experience in that matt 1 INST and 
1588 in investigating the meth ds of is 33 in the ut DD) 
| partments. [ recommended a certain system, practica t t 
system that has been adopted in the V Department in the ] 
and record division, to be applied to the muster rolls of t Arm 
| and recommended that it should be carried out by the Secretary o 
War, who had ample power to do it. ding there was suc rreat 
| opposition in the bureau itself to it, I, as chairm ( nate se- 
| lect committee, suggested to the Secretary of War that ) ap 
| point in his Department a board of officers, three é ) 
| the methods of business and simplify and abbreviat 
That board was appointed. It examined the ca ex r¢ 1 
| tem thoroughly, went through it all, de ynstrat that if the ¥ 
which had already been made upon the Adjutant General f 
tion touching the soldiers’ records had been preset 1 and LUSCI 1 
| on the card-index record it would have accomplished it three tim 
| and yet it was all gone. They recommended that the system yuld 
| be applied to the muster rolls to save them from mutilation and de- 
| struction. ‘The Secretary of War instead of adopting it refe i it to 
| the Adjutant General, and the Adjutant General reported versely 
| upon it; it would not do at ali 
Mr. President, if I were to refer a bill tothe Committee on Pensions, 
| it would go to the Secretary of the Interior, and it would be reported 

















i 


iwainst, and that would be the 


end of it. When the Adjutant Gen 
eral reported against this system and I could not get anything further 
there, with the assistance of the Senator from Iowa [| Mr. ALLISON] 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], with myself on the co 


mittee, there was inserted in the deticiency appropriation bill 
provision. The result has been that as soon as Secretary Proct 
in he took hold of the law and executed it inits spirit and init lity 
He created a pension and record division, consolidated all the 


the hospital, muster rolls, and all, and the work goes on. It has been 
brought up todate. It is taking in other Departments 

Now, with just a little legislation here to startthe Pension Office in 
the right direction, it can do the same work 3 no doubt abou 
it. There is no mystery about the work of epartments | 





Every Department can be brought up todate with its work without an 


additional employ¢, and then the work can be checked up, and on 
fourth of all the employ¢sdischarged and dismissed. This can be don 
there is no doubtaboutit. It is as plain asA BC, Mr. Pr 
they are not going to do it unless we compel them to—not a b 

They introduced a system some time ago of pretending to answ 
letters in the Pension Office by filling up a blank card, the very system 
which the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. PLATT | and elf went and 
called on General Black and asked and begged him to adopt, toanswer 
the letters received from the pension applicants and their friends, so 
to save Congressmen an immense amount of work, telling them tha 
the papers had been received, etc. It was not done renera 
adopted that system. I got, I think, about three of these card 1 
and that was the last of it. I still get letters from pension 
saying, ‘‘I wrote and sent certain papers to the Pension O [ can 
not get a reply; I have not heard from my claim for six mont! I 
not hear from it; I have written three letters;’’ which c 
that these letters are never answered until the case is disposed of 
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acted uj] Now, this is not right 
up; it can be done. 

lent, I tell you that the business in the Pension Office with 

sent force can be brought up by the employment of proper 

is in current work. It could be done within eighteen months, 


The business ought to be brought 


mud five hundred of the employés discharged. I know it. The cur- 
re k can pt up. All that it requires is basiness methods, 
an nd a finger on every item of business in the Department, ip 


; progress from the time it enters the office to the time 


t } é lan eve and a finger on eve 





‘ry clerk there to see that he 
duty, ] he does not do it let his head fall in the 
juick order, and I tell you he will do it, and he will 
| | l doing now, and doit in the same 
length 
] ny a with this Pension Office quit ng 
0 { i make achange. We have no right to 
be } money to these claim agents. 
| ine will Jeave the applicants for pensions, the 
i ys, whoever they may be and wherever 
h ttle their own fees, to adjust them as other peo- | 
1 tt their business transactions. It will be a declaration on | 
the part of Congress that the ex-soldiers are able to make their own 
col ts and intelligent enough to take care of themselves, and that 
they are honest enough to pay any claim agent or attorney anything 
they agree to pay him to wl ch he is entitled 
Is there anything wrong in that? Is it violating any contract? Is 
it annulling any obligation? We leave all contracts just as they are, 
except we will fix a maximum of fees that they shall be paid. That 
is all we needto do. Let us stop this intermeddling with the private 
fairs of individual citizens. What right have the claim agents in 


Washington City to make the United States their collector, to enforce 
their contracts with the ex-soldiers of the country, and deduct their 
fees out of the little pittances which are allowed them? We have no 


ht to do it It is time it should end, and this is the Congress to 


oe 


Mr. President, 


ist upon my withdrawing this amendment. 


vote upon It, 
hould like to see the Senate give expression to it. 
‘ 


give expression to it, 


I think we ought to have an expression upon it. I 
It is right. 
it will make the Pension Office start off in that 


direction. It will point the way to them, it will show them how to 

do their business; and when they send out one of these special agents, 

who are now traversing the country, to see a claimant, he will find out 

exactly the whole truth and adjust the claim and do the claimant jus- 

tice, and he will not be fighting against the claim agents all the time 
ltryis 


ig to ward them off. 

[ am alraid too many of our officers place themselves in the position 

of trying 
ts and cormorants. 


Therefore, in doing this they do injustice to 
claimant 


Instead of fairly and justly reckoning the claim of the 
vidual against us, just as you would consider an account presented 
against you by your merchant, they undertake to shield, to shirk out 

f it, to escape liability; and this would make the Government and 
Government employés pursue a different course, and I hope the Sena- 
tor from Iowa will permit the amendment to be adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it seems perfectly cruel to add to this 
discussion, but I should like to say thatfor several years a very stren- 
uous effort was made to introduce substantially the same system, to 
secure the appointment in different parts of the country of a Govern- 
ment agent whose duty it should be to visit theseclaimants and make 
appointments where they could conveniently assemble, take their 

el yo to their several neighborhoods, gather in their testi- 


1 ’ 43 





yas the agent of the Government, to file the evidence with his 
co nts upon the questions of fact that are the basisof the pension 
( l 

[ had the privilege of performing a great deal of that sort of labor 
h the Senator from Missouri is engaged in here to-day. There is 
1 that it is something that should have been done years and 
ve ago, very much to the benefit of the Government, very much to 
tl t of the soldiers. But I would suggest, in addition to what I 
ha said, that I lieve the Senator from Missouri before he gets 
hrough with this business will find that he has got hold of a very much 

bigger thing than he has any idea of. 
I VICE PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Missouri withdraw 

- 


Mr. COCKRELL. No, 

Mr. VEST. No, let as have a vote on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment be stated again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The Secretary. It ispreposed to add to Mr. QuAY’s amendinent, 
already adopted, the following additional proviso: 


Py led further, That hereafter no fee or compensation shall be retained by 


any officer of the United States out of any allowance for pension for any attor- 
ney oragent. 


I believe not. 





I think my good friend from Iowa ought not to in- | 
I think we ought to have | 


If we | 


to shield the Treasury of the United States from these claim | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri, which has just been read. [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 20; 
no quorum voting. 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let u 

The yeas and nays wer 
the roll. . 

Mr. CALL (when hismame 





The Secretary will call the roll of the 


hax 
uave 


he yeas and nays upon the question. 
ordered; and the Secretary proceeded tocall 





. lam paired with the Sena- 
tor trom South Dakota[Mr. PETTIGREW]. Idonot know how he would 
vote if present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with th 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called), I am pairedonall ques- 
tions with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Worcotr]. If he were 
present, I should vote with reference to all these amendments so as to 
observe the contract made between the agents and their principals. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called), I am paired with 





I 
I 


E 
e 


| the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I do not know 
how he would vote on this question, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I inquire if the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] has recorded his vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTr] came in 
after I had announced my pair with him, and I now vote. I vote 
‘ yea,’’ 

rhe result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; 


Iam paired with tho 


as follows 





YEAS—20. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Gray, Payne, 
Berry, Coke, Hampton, Pugh, 
Blackburn Danie!) Harris Reagan 
Blodgett, George, Kenna, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gibson, McPherson Walthall. 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Dolph Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
Blair, Hawley, Pierce, Stanford, 
Carey, Higygir Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hoar, Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Power, Washburn, 
Dixon Manderson, Sawyer, Wolcott. 

ABSEN’T—40. 

Allen Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Bate, Eustis, MeConnell, Shoup, 
Brow Evarts, MeMillan, Squire, 
Butler Farwell, Moody, Stewart, 
Call, Faulkner, Morgan Turpie, 
Camer Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 
Casey, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Davis, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. INGALLS. The adoption by the Senate of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] appeared to in- 
dicate a purpose to eliminate the retroactive feature from the commit- 
tee amendments. As that perhaps will not be effectual without one 
other amendment, I move to insert on page 2, in line 20, after the 


| word “‘claim,’’ the words ‘‘ hereafter filed.”’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, page 2, after the word ‘‘claim,’’ in- 
sert the words “‘ hereafter filed;’’ so as to read: 

That hereafter no agent or attorney shall demand, receive, or be allowed any 
compensation under existing law exceeding $2in any claim hereafter filed for 


increase of pension, etc ‘ 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas will 
make entirely nugatory the amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, because the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will make 
thie whole provision apply to cases hereafter filed. The amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania provides that, as reapects cases now 
on file, this provision shall not apply to cases where acontract has been 
made. 

Mr. INGALLS, 


Upon that amendment I must call for the yeas 


If the Senator will pardon me a moment, the read- 
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ing of the amendment offered on the motion of the Senator from Penn- | Navy, and Marine Corps drawin 








sylvania, I think, will determine whether he is correct or whether I | | ulso received from the Interior Department list of non-commissioned 

am. I should like to have it read. | officers and privates of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps on th 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I may be mistaken. tive and retired lists numberin¢ t 7.two vere also drawing pen- 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment adopted on motion of the | ler the Mexican war ] 

Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. | ‘I ‘ endr 1ent is simply to carry out what we st la ' 
The Secretary read as follows: which has always been inderstanding of Congr 
Provided, however, That the foregoing provisions in relation to fees ofagents | ¢ I 1 the active and retired Li 3 id not draw any 

or attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending wher 1ere 13 an exist i ‘et PRESIDENT. Lhe 1 1 imendment } 

ing lawful contract. 1 : from M ‘ a | 
Mr. TELLER. That seems to be sufficient. d ppear to hav 
Mr. ALLISON. That provision is intended to limit the contract ( 

clause to cases now pending. Now, the Senator’s amendment provides | : —— 

that the whole clause shall apply to cases hereafter filed. ¥ 
Mr. INGALLS. No, this is only the two-dollar clause: | M i é ™ ( 

Provided also, That hereafter no agent or attorney shall demand } \ t im ( ‘ 

be allowed any compensation under existing law exceeding $2 in | 1 was then } lal 
And I propose to amend by inserting “‘ hereafter filed.’’ g { red 
The Senator from Iowa isclearly wrong in supposing that the words of | ) 

limitation which I propose interfere with or in any way render nuga- | 

tory the amendment that has been agreed to on motion of the Senator | 01 red | larine Corps 

from Pennsylvania. Butitis obviously wrong, where under existing law | cluded by the actpassed at the la [ ) 

a certain fee is allowed as compensation to agents and attorneys, to have | Se nate intel ds to establish t 1 

that reduced and made to apply to cases in which attorneys and agents | oilicer his full sala , his longevity pay, ete., we 1a 

have already appeared and rendered service. The Senate have recog- | pension when is on the active list. If that is to il 

nized the principle of eliminating the retroactive feature from the bill | the taxpay: rs of th I 

by agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsyl- ALLISON yp 

vania. To make that complete and have the provisionsof the bill ap- | gested by the Senator from Missouri. 

ply as they ought, to cases that arise after the bill becomes a law, the Mr. COCKRELL. It was voted down 

words I suggest ought to be inserted. Mr. ALLISO} [ voted with the Senat l fi 
Mr. ALLISON. If the words proposed now by the Senator from | amendment. 

Kansas are inserted, then the amendment of the Senator from Penn-| Mr. VES] have asked for t ’ 

sylvania is entirely without any force, because his amendment is a| Mr. ALLISON. [do not think 3 wort to take t 

limitation as respects cases now pending. That is the criticism I make, | and nays. Let the question be again taken vot 

that if the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas shall be| Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair declared the amendment | 

adopted, then we shall not agree to the amendment proposed by the | us have the yeas and nays and have it decided one way | 

Senator from Pennsylvania. | The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendmen t 
Mr. QUAY. I do not think that the amendment of the Senator | Senator from Missouri. 

from Kansas will be effective in amy degree upon the bill. I doubt} Mr. BLAIR. It seems to met t » th rat 

very much whether there is any application pending for a pension in| ter. I was called from the Cha 13 1s ; 

which there is not a legal contract of some kind between the applicant | amendment, but I understand its purport and eff th 

and his attorney, and if it is likely to embarrass the bill or affect | oflicer upon the active list, if he be disabled and | mable t 

rights involved in the amendment which I suggested, I should be glad | of that disability, shall re » pension while h ve 

if the Senator would not interpose his amendment. ; list. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator desires that the question shall not Mr. SPOONER. retired 

be taken, I will withdraw the amendment. [The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again st: 
Mr. QUAY. in its termsit is very much more comprehensive than The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘separately 1 line 17 

the amendment which I offered; it covers the same ground and so tion 1, on page 2, it is proposed t é 

thing more; but in reality I think with the amendment already | id p t wrth That herea . 

adopted by the Senate it would not be effective. any officer, noncommissioned 
Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw it. et » Etatos 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. Ifthere Mr. BLATI Mr. Presid 

are no further amendments as in Committee of the Whole, the | t} ipon the retired list 5 mia 

will be reported to the Senate. { of those who a till upon 3t ) ler 
Mr. COCKRELL, Before the bill is reported to the Senate, I move | 1 rvice and 1 ume t 

to insert after the word ‘‘separately,’’ in line 17, on page 2, the words acti st d i t 
And provided further, That hereafter no pension shall be allowed or pa to | but he wo 1 f b ce un r which 

any officer, noncommissioned officer, or private in the Army, Navy, or Marine | ty a certain degree of cor ipensati it 

Corps of the United States, either on the active or retired list. hes contracted disabil inom wi 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis onagreeing tothe amend- | would properly per W 

ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. | yet goes on under t B 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I think that everyone will admit | all the tim i 

that the salary we pay the officers of the Army is intended to be in | abled, it do 

full for all military services. Weallow longevity pay and all that, in- | as his pay. 

creasing as theservice progresses, and it is in lieu of pension and every- He is su 

thing else. It has always been understood that, when an officer was | would be sub 

placed upon the retired list and received three-fourths of his pay, that | to constant, or inter 

was in lieu of compensation for all services performed in the Army, | the time rendering aservice to } 

and in lieuofa pension. Also, when we created a retired list for non- | h g no 

commissioned officers and privates, and gave them three-fourths of their | o vords rin 

pay, longevity pay, and all that, it was understood that that was in | the active list of t (rmy, oras : i L pl 

lieu of all the military services that they had performed for us, and I | naval service, he does the same set und 

know that that must have been the intention of Congress whenever a | these disadvantag ig 

pension bill has been passed. | that he should receive his pensi 
When the Mexican pension bill was passed the Pension Office con- | I can not see myself how any 

strued it in a different way, and the first thing we knew there were | paying a man thusdisabled pr 

one hundred and fifty-six officers upon the retired list of the Army draw- | otherwise have to be given to some al 

ing pensions under the Mexican war pension law. At the last session | list. 

of this Congress a proviso was inserted in the pension law prohibiting | So far as the retired soldiers are 1 th 

the payment of pensions to retired officers of the Army. That created | country no service whatever. 1 

a little criticism among retired officers, who said that if retired officers | service under certain conditions, and then their ympel 

were not allowed to draw pensions the officers on the active list ought | that of those in active s i vhy, having 

not to be allowed to draw pensions, In consequence of that informa- | rendering no service and yet receiving their two-thirds or three-fourt 

tion I applied to the Department of the Interior and received in reply | pay, as the case may be, as retired oflicers, they ild no 
a report, which is Senate Executive Document No. 34, Fifty-first Con- | pensionsinaddition. But, takingthe men who being in th 
a gress, second session, showing six officers on the active list of the Army, | ice and yet under disability are doing the same as those w! 
+e 























































































































none, and doing it under these adverse circumstances of pain, suffer- 
ing, and expenditure, it seems to me they ought to receive pensions. 
VICE PRESIDENT rhe question is on the amendment of the 
‘ tor from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. Is the demand for the yeas 
nd nays nded 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask t juestion may be put again without 
the yeas a in 8. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the question on 
the nen ent [ there be no objection. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senat amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
lhe amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
mie, 
s read the third time, and passed. 
COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN, 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. McPHERSON a director on 
the part of the Senate of the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying- 
in Asv] . 


ASHINGTON AND RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the 
Vashington and Arlington Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia 


ARLINGTON 


wh 


ich was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
The bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 


consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business 1984, being the bill (H. R. 11120 
providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire to al- 
low me to ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the pending bill 
be informally laid aside for a moment in order that the Senate may 
consider a little bridge bill of three pages, House bill 9193, almost a 
precise copy of which passed the Senate a week or so ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SecretTary. A bill (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to 
the construction of a bridge over the Duck Riverin Humphreys County, 
‘Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the bill leads to any controversy I will withdraw 
it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I should gladly do so, but I have justdeclined to yield 
to the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who is anx- 
ious that the pension bills on the Calendar shall be considered, and I 
feel under the necessity of being consistent with myself in that regard. 
I think the bill which has been taken up has waited long enough. 
There can be nothing any more pressing, and I must ask its present 
consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I assure the Senator that if the bill to which I refer 
takes three minutes I will withdraw the request and not trespass upon 
his courtesy. It is important that the bill should be passed promptly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The good will of the Senator from Wisconsin permits 
me to yield to the Senator from Tennessee, and I will do so, saying at 
the same time that Ican not extend the courtesy further. 

BRIDGE OVER DUCK RIVER, TENNESSEE. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress 
to the construction of a bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys 
County, Tennessee 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Lhe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, on the 25th day of June, 1868, Con- 


gress enacted this law 


Does the Senator from New Hampshire 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS 


That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics now employed, or who may be hereafter employed, by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States. 


This law, applying to those in the service of the Government in the 
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capacity of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, has been in existence 
without modification from that time until the present. Duvinga large 
part of the time it has been actually enforced by those representing 
the Government in its dealings with these working people, bat imme- 
diately after its enactment some of the Departments violated its pro- 
visions and required of those who were employed nine and ten hours, 
and, in some instances, a longer period of time, as a day’s work. 

In 1872 an act of Congress was passed providing that the laborers 
from whom during that portion of time a longer period was extorted 
as a day’s work should receive compensation for the extra time beyond 
the eight hours’ service they had rendered to the Government. Farlier 
still, in 1869, a proclamation was issued by President Grant calling atten- 
tion to the fact that the law was being violated and insisting that it 
be complied with by the officers of the Government in dealing with 
those rendering it service. That proclamation, quite explicit in its 
terms, was itself violated, and, as I said, in 1872 an act of Congress 
construed the law and ordered the payment for a portion of the time 
that had elapsed in the way I have stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, the bill now under 
consideration, as I understand it, is the same bill which was before the 
Senate a good while ago and pretty fully discussed. 

Mr. BLAIR Yes; I will make that apparent. I wish to state very 
briefly the circumstances and facts that are the basis of the bill, and 
then I will state the exact position the bill is now in. 

The failure to comply with the law was chiefly in the War and Navy 
Departments. After 1872 and until the Administration of President 
Hayes, the law was pretty generally complied with, but during his 
Administration and two or three years of the Administrations succeed- 
ing, the Garfield and Arthur Administrations, the law was again vio- 
lated, and eight hours was held by those two Departments of the Gov- 
ernment to be a legal day’s work in the winter season and ten hours 
in the summer season. 

The laboring people protested all the while against this practice of 
the Government and insisted that they were entitled to their compen- 
sation as for a full day’s work, the practice of the Government being 
to pay according to the compensation in the locality where the work 
was performed. They claimed that they were entitled to compensa- 
tion as for a full day’s work when they had performed eight hours’ 
labor, but they were met by the officials, who gave them the option to 
work in compliance with the orders which they prescribed and the 
hours which they prescribed or to be discharged. As the support of 
their families and their own maintenance were dependent upon their 
having the opportunity to labor, under this compulsion, against which 
they protested, they rendered the service in the way that I have de- 
scribed. 

So that, as these working people now understand it, there comes to 
be an arrear of something like two hours’ labor a day, as near as the 
computation can be made, from the original enactment of the law down 
to the present time, a period of four years in the aggregate, during 
which they had rendered, as they understand it, two hours of extra 
work daily, for which they should be paid. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can the Senator state the amount of the claim ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know the amount, and there never has been 
any means of ascertaining it exactly. Both Houses of Congress have 
made some effort to ascertain, but without a very thorough examina- 
tion of the pay rolls covering all this period of time, which would in- 
volve immense labor, it would be impossible to answer the Senator's 
question explicitly. ‘ 

In the best evidence that the committee could get on that subject 
the computation was made that the entire amount in arrears would be 
something like $1,200,000. I amof the opinion myself that it would 
be a larger amount than that, but Iam in no situation and I do not 
know that anybody in either House of Congress is in a situation to state 
the precise amount. Certainly neithercommittee has ever undertaken 
to give that definite sort of information, which could only be obtained 
in the way I have mentioned. It has been thought that it would be 
better to test the principle whether the Government would give com- 
pensation for this extra labor. 

The subject has been brought before almost every, if not every, Con- 
gress since I have been amember of the Senate. In the last Congress, 
and I am inclined to think in one Congress previous to that, the Senate 
passed bills providing for the adjustment of these claims. In the 
present Congress the House of Representatives passed the bill which 
is now before the Senate undertaking to give the compensation desired. 
The same subject-matter has been considered by your Committee on 
Labor, and before the House bill had reached the Senate it had re- 
ported to the Senate favorably the same bill which had been passed in 
the Fiftieth Congress by the Senate and sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but had failed to be acted upon there. 

So that the matter is now before the Senate in this way: A House 
bill covering the subject is the bill under consideration. It was con- 
sidered during the last session for parts of one ortwodays. The report 
of the committee was read and I had made a brief statement of the nature 
and, so far as I could, of the extent of these claims. The House bill 
having gone to your committee was reported back with an amendment 
striking out the proviso at the end of the bill. At the adjournment of 
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the last session the question was left pending upon the House bill as 
reported back by the Senate committee with the amendment to strike 
out the proviso at the close of the bill and a motion by myself to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the House bill and insert as a sub- 
stitute the Senate bill which we h:d passed at the previous session and 
which had been favorably reported during the present session and was 
pending on the Calendar. Thet is the precise parliamentary condition 
of the bill at the present time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Isthe pending bill a House bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have so stated. The House bill with this amend- 
ment is the matter immediately pending before the Senate at the pres- 
ent time. I have moved as a substitute for the House bill, and the 
amendment offered to it, the Senate bill passed in the last Congress and 
reported favorably in this Congress at a point earlier in the session than 
the reception of the House bill. 


The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] desires to be heard upon | 
the bill to-night, and I have stated to him that after making this very | 


brief statement I would yield the floor to him. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. MORRILL, Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer an amendment to the amendment, which I 
shall at some time explain. It is to strike out all of the amendments 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the amendment to the amendment be read. 

Mr. DAWES. If it isin order, I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuRPIEin the chair). Theamend- 
ment to the amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike outall of the amendment 
to the bill and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June 





1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work, shall be ps for 
each eight hours he has been employed as fora full day’s work, whether engaged 


at a price per day or upon piecework or task work, without any reduction of | 


pay on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, any agreement between 
the United States and any such laborer, workman, or mechanic touching such 
compensation to the contrary notwithstanding. And the proper accounting 
ofticersare hereby directed to readjust the accounts of all such laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics, and pay the samein conformity with the provisions of this 
act; and a sufficient sum of money for that purpose is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec, 2. That if any claim under the provisions of this act shall be rejected by 
the said proper accounting officers, the claimant is hereby authorized, at any 
time within one year after such rejection, to commence proceedings to recover 
the same in the Court of Claims, and judgment against the United States in fa- 
vor of such claim, if any, shall be paid out of the appropriation aforesaid. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, if this were a biil limiting speeches 
to eight hours I should be in favor of it, but it is a much more impor- 
tant bill than one of that kind, and I do not think it ought to be con- 
sidered and disposed of in the mere selvage of the day. I desire to 
submit some remarks, which will occupy perhaps three-quarters of an 
hour, and by that time I fear there would not be a quorum present in 
the Senate. I therefore ask that I may be permitted to address the 
Senate on this subject to-morrow morning after the conclusion of the 
morning business. 

Mr. HALE. Let us go to the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR, 
quest of the honorable Senator from Vermont, and I have no objection 
to the arrangement he suggests, if the bill itself is not displaced from 
its position on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the request of the Senator from Vermont, that he be permitted to speak 


The question is on the amendment to 


to-morrow morning, after the morning hour, on the pending bill. Is | 


there objection ? 


Mr. HALE. Let that be accompanied by an agreement that we go 
to the Calendar for an hour this afternoon. 


Mr. BLAIR. I consent that the bill may be laid aside informally, 


to be brought up to-morrow morning immediately after the conclusion | 


of the morning business and that the Senator from Vermont shall then 
have the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none. * 

Mr. HALE. Now let us go to the Calendar. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
for present consideration House bill 12042. 
withdraw it. 

ag hs o_o OFFICER. Is there objection? 

i‘ AIR. Jas unanimous consent given to i ayi 
aside the labor bill? r poreeneny eee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair has inquired if there is objection. 

Mr. HARRIS, 
ally? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, objection to the request of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] for the consideration of a bill 
at the present time. 


XXII——138 


Is there objection to the request of 


If it takes any time I will 
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It would be impossible, of course, to resist the re- | 


The Chair will put the question on | 


I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take up | 


Unanimous consent is asked, and the | 


Objection to laying aside the pending bill inform- | 
































































Mr. HARRIS. The first proposition is to lay aside informally tl 
bill which is now the unfinished business 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was consented to. 

Mr. HARRIS. That being agreed to Ey 











g any othe sitio LAY 
come up 
TUNNEL UNDER NEW YORK BAY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator m New Yo M 
Hiscx asks unanimous consent tor the consideration ot the 
named by hit Is there objection 

There being no objection, the senate, as ( imittee of the Whol 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12042) to authorize the construc 
tion of a tunnel under the waters of the bay of New York, between 
the town of Middletown, in the county of Richmond id th wn of 
New Utrecht, in the county of Kings, in the State of New York, and 
to establish the same as a post road. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 
a third reading, read the third t and passed, 

~ \ \ ~ \ 

Mr. BERRY. Task unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of House bill 12640, 

There being no objection, the bill (Hl. R. 12640) to per 1 rah 
Thomasson was considered as in Committee of the Whole | 
to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah ‘1 asson, of P 
Ark., widow of Beverly D. Thomasson, who served as third ena 
Captain Green’s company, Wood’s Battalion, Georgia Militia, Creek 
war, 1836, and as first lieutenant, Captain Storey’scompany, First Ge 
gia Infantry, Cherokee war, 1833, and to pay her a pension of $17 
month. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third t and passed. 

AN . 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate ] eed 
to the consideration of House bill 1150 

By unanimous consent, the Senate. as in ¢ Littee o : 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. it. 1150) for the reli \ 
Schneider. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pa 
Schneider, doing a business as a brewerin th { f Plymouth, Stat 
of Wisconsin, the sum of $100, for special-tax stamps purchased for 
the manufacture of more than five hundred barrels bh per annum; 
he having for the yearsso purchased, name 1875 L187 
tured and sold less than five hundred barrels per annu 
made claim for the refund August 20, 1877, b lich el 
or not received hy the Treasury Department prior to the taking efl 
of the statute of limitations, namely, act of March 1, 1879, 
claims made and provided. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without am 
-a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WES 
Mr. SPOONER. Task unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of Senate bill 48"5 

Chere being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4385) to provide for the 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
the State of Rhode Island, and so forth, 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on Public 
Grounds with amendments. The 
after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ 


asin Committee of the Whole, 
pur hase of 


Westerly, in 


Buildings and 
first amendment was, in line & 
to insert ; 


*" post ofhice;’’ so as to read 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, autho i and 
rected to acquire by purchase, condem ation, or otherwise, @ site, and cause 
| togve erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof va . iz 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and 
modation of the United States post office and other Government off ~ ithe 





Rhode Island 


The amendment was agreed to. 


town of Westerly and State of and so fort 


| Mr, SPOONER. I move to strike out the words ind so forth 
| after the name ‘‘ Rhode Island,’’ in line 10. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds was, in line 13, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out 
| ‘fone hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-five ;’’ so as to read 
The cost of said site and building, including said vaults, heating and v 
lating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete to exceed the sum 
of $55,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the words ‘‘and so forth,’ 
| in line 53, after the name ‘‘ Rhode Island.”’ 





The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 


a third reading, read the 


| third time, and passed. 


PAVING AND CONTRACT COMPANY. 


| OREGON 
| Mr. MITCHELL, 


I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
| of House bill 4809, 





lr} ) ection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
1 t 1 (H. R. 4809) for cancellation of contract 
engine or delivery of stone for the improvement 

! 1 of the Colt yia River in Oregon and Washington. 
SI i from the ttee on Commerce with an 

t the end of 13, to insert 
: . the ¢ rm 
re l 

the S f and he is hereby, authorized 
f . tain contract « red to by and between the Oregon Paving 
t ( ‘ 1 | Capt.Charies F. Powell, United States 





1 beha f the United States, of the other part, and 
ated the 2d day of June, A. D. 188 ereby said Oregon Paving and Contract 
I { t unt of stoneof certain dimensions 





t i ‘ of the it the Columbia River, Oregon, 
c \ and Provided, Ths it saic i company 
Government for any moneys whatever under 
e PRESII OFFICER The question is on agreeing to the 
7 CH] } ; . rd o1 he« ndm t I - 
i iiivl i desire to say &@ word on the amendment, ap 





’ ree which reported this amendment 
I think th: rat | they will not insist and that no mem- 
if the committee will insist on it when I have made a word of 





g ‘ ¢ and Contract Company entered into a contract 
he Government to deliver rock of certain dimensions at the 
mouth of the Columbia River for the jetties. The blocks were im- 
mense, weighing, perhaps, live or six tons each. It was supposed, as 


the evidence in the case shows, by e e oo interested, the repre- 
sentatives of the Government and the contractors, that a mountain of 
I h ht of the jetties at a place called Tongue Point, was of 
th ul ter demanded It had been opened and it had turned out 
I it blocks of rock, and that is where the company expected 
to get their stone. They went on under the contract and performed a 
cousiderab mount of labor, furnishing the stone according to con- 
tract 

Ten per cent. of the pay was withheld by the Secretary of War, as is 
usual in contracts of that kind. All at once the rock gave out. The 
mountain turned out to be a rim of large rock with pebblesinside; the 


to go on with the contract, and the 
ditscancellation. I hope theamend- 


contractors were absolutely unable 

Secretary of War has recommend: 

be voted down 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 
y tl mmittee on Commerce. 

rhe amendment was re je ted. 

i to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


amendment 


The bill was report 


ELIZABETH JONES 


Mr. RANSOM, I! leave of the Senate to have considered the bill 
>) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, de 


By unanimous consent, tl 
’ 


as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the Secretary of War to place 
the name of John Jones on the muster rolls of Company B, Second 
North Carolina Mounted Infantry, asa private mustered into theservice 
on the 12th day of October, 1863 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. STIVERS. 


e Senate, 


CHARLES I 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4472) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. _ suspends the provisions of law regu- 
lating appointments in the Army by promotion in the line for the pur- 
poses of this act only, anc i “as so far as they affect Charles B. Stivers; 
und authorizes the President, if he so desire, in the exercise of his own 
discretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint Charles B. Stivers, late a captain in the 
Seventh United States Infantry Regiment, to the same grade and rank 
of captain in the Army of the United States in the infantry service 
and to place him upon the retired list of the Army as of the date of 
December 30, 1864, the retired list being thereby increased in number 
to that extent, with the pay of his grade and rank from December 30, 
1864, and with a full di scharg re from 1 all liability for any sums paid to 
or received by him previously to that date. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has that bill been re ported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs unanimously. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is the unanimous report of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and a very meritorious case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARINE BOARD. 
Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent that the 
the consideration of Senate bill 4627. 
here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proc eded to consider the bill (S. 1627) to establish a marine board for 
the advancement of the interests of the merchant marine. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
» engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRYE. laskthat the report which was made by the Committee 
on Commerce to accompany the bill just passed may be printed in the 


Senate proceed to 


RECORD. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made 
sence of objection. 

Che report submitted by Mr. 
merce, 


in the ab- 


FRYE, from the Committee on Com- 


December 29, 1890, is as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4627) to 
establish a marine board for the advancement of the interests of the merchant 
marine, have duly considered the same, and report as follows: 

For many years past the merchant shipping and other commercial interests 
of this country have been subjected to great inconvenience by the discrepancies 
in the rules, conflicting in many instances, by which their relations in the dif- 
ferent bureaus of the Treasury Department having jurisdiction over such mat- 
ters have been regulated 

At the time these separate bureaus were created the commerce ofthe country, 
and especially the coastwise trade with which they have more directand essen- 
tial communication, wasin itsinfancy as compared with its present condition, 
When our merchant marine was first placed under the supervision of the Treas- 
ury, 201,562 tons was the aggregate of our shipping, while now we are the 
fourth nation of the world in tonnage, possessing of all classes 23,623 vessels, 
with a total tonnage of 4,307,475 tons, a large proportion of which is engaged in 
the coastwise trade. 

This enormous increase represents a century of progress. The four million 
three hundred thousand and odd tons of to-day multiplied by the advantages 
of steam represent 10,000,000 tons, compared on the basis ofa hundred yearsago, 
and the facilities which were then deemed ample for Governmental! assistance 
and protection are to-day in many respects inadequate. 

As the first step toward a more perfect Governmental system of supervision 
and support of our merchant marine, the consolidation of the various bureaus of 





| the Treasury Department and the establishment of a board to have charge and 


general superintendence of inatters relating to merchant vessels and seamen are 
demanded and indorsed by commercial interests and bodies throughout the 
country. 

In their conventionsthey have repeatedly and unanimously recommended it 
The joint Congressional commission appointed to consider the reasons for the 
decadence of American shipping unitedly urged it in 1882, as a prerequisite to 
revivification, although divided on other points; and in 1890 the American del- 
egates to the International Marine Conference, after reviewing the evils exist- 
ing under the present system, report strongly in its favor, as follows 

‘It is, therefore, the opinion of the United States delegates that the maritime 
interests of the country could be best subserved and life and property at sea 
best protected by combining in one board as above recommended the several 
bureaus now charged with the execution of duties relating to the maritime af- 
fairs, to which should be added experts selected from the important commer- 
cial sections of the country. This would secure unity of action and efficient re 
suits in the most economical manner and without loss of energy resulting from 
separate effort by different bureaus upon the same matters, or the total neg- 
lect of other important ones not now assigned to any special charge. The du- 
ties required of these several officers under existing laws could still be admin- 


| istered by them and their present corps of assistants, while the different sections 


| counts, claims, public buildings, the publie debt, and the « 


of the country interested would be properly represented.” 

Another strong argument in support of the proposed board is the magnitude 
and multiplicity of duties now devolving upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and which render any measure for his relief desirable. The engrossing ques- 
tion of national finance, embracing internal revenue, coinage, currency, ac- 
yntrol of over three 
thousand national banks, together with the supervision of an army of employés 
and officials scattered over the entire country, leave little time to the executive 
ofticers of this Department for consideration of affairs pertaining to shipping 
and merchant marine. In part for want of the attention and consideration 
properly their due, our steamers during the last fiscal year carried but 7.51 per 
cent. of all our foreign exports and imports, and our sailing craft only 6.45 per 
cent. 

The bill, submitted herewith, was draughted by a committee appointed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to consider and report upon thegubject, after careful 
and thorough examination, and as thus presented meets generally with the ap- 
proval and commendation of all maritime interests concerned. A few promi- 
nent indorsements are as follows; 

Mr. J. W. Miller, president National Board of Steam Navigation: 

‘The growing importance of the merchant marine demands that some spe- 
cial board be organized at Washington to take cognizance of its interests."’ 

International Steamship Company, Maine Steamship Company, and Portland 
Steam Packet Company : 

‘With the establishment of such a board we are safe from patent-right vul- 
tures.” 

H. F. Dimock, Metropolitan Steamship Company : 

‘Most heartily approve the formation of the board as recommended by the 
com mittee.”’ 

Henry C. Haarstick, president St. Louis and Mississippi Valley 
tion Company: 

‘Warm-congratulations upon the formation of the board as agre¢ 

H, A. Bourne, general manager Old Dominion Steamship ( 

“ Agree fully with report of committee and cordially comm 
sition.” 

Charles Lawrence, president Vessel-Owners and Captains’ Asso 
adelphia: 

‘Express approval of the report of the commission.” 

The board provided for is to be composed of one of the Assistant Secretaries 
of the Treasury, who shall act ex officio as chairman of the board, and of the 
following officers, who shall be ex officio members: The chairman of the Light- 
house Board, the Supervising Inspector of Steam Vessels, the Supervising Sar- 
geon General of the Marine-Hospital Service, the General Superintendent of 
the Life-Saving Service, the Commissioner of Navigation, the Supe rintendent 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Chief Hydrographer of the Navy, 
none of whom shall receive extra compensation for the additional services to 
be rendered, 

The board as thus constituted will be an advisory board to the bureaus em- 
braced within it. The head of each is responsible for the proper execution 
of the laws, but the board will have author ity to give advice and convey the 
same toitschief. Itis designed that it shall take cognizance of the affairs and 
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developments of the merchant marine and thus assume 
seattered over various Departments and bureau n 


interests ofthe seafaring co Luni 





age In different Ways the 

It will collect, preserve, and disseminate among the people ol 
States information regarding commerce in the widest sense of the w 
to Congress from time to time the operation of the laws affecting shipping 
this and other countries, and what legislation is necessary to promote the ¢ 
mercial interests of the United States. It will make regulations establishing 
standards for lights and signaling, and for signaling apparatus require¢ 
law; for inquiry into the causes and circumstances of shipwrecks and marit 
casualties; for marking and removing dangerous wrecks and obstructions ft 
channels and water ways; for protection of seamen from imposition and abus« 
both at sea and on shore; for registration of and for granting, revoking, or 
suspending licenses to pilots, masters, and officers of vessels, an i for such o 
subjects as may properly come before it for action. — 

It will examine and compare all State and municipal laws and regulations 
on the subject of trade and commerce, harbor and other rules, and, when found 
solely under the control of the several States or local authorities, will endeavor 
to secure uniformity therein; and will, in such manner as may be expedient 

















generally ameliorate hardships and suppress evils where found to exist in mat- | 
ters pertaining to American merchant marine and coming within its jurisdic- 
tion. 

It is believed that the creation of this board and the conferring of such px r 
upon it will subserve the best interests of the United States and its people, and 





materially aid in the restoration of our shipping to the seas , 
Your committee invite attention to the appended communication from the 
’ 


Secretary of the Treasury and earnestly urge the early passage of the bill. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 10, 1890. 

Sir: In response to the joint resolution of Congress, approved by the Senate 
September 24, and by the House of Representatives September 29, 1890, direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘to examine the report and recommenda- 
tions made by the delegates of the United States in the International Marine 
Conference, dated February 20, 1890,’ so far as the same apply to subjects ur 
der the jurisdiction of this Department and are approved by *:, *‘to prepare 
and submit to Congress bills for the enactment into law of said recommenda 
tions,” I have the honor tosubmit herewith “A bill te establish a marine board 
for the advancement of the interests of the merchant marine.’ 

The bill referred to was prepared by a committee appointed by my direction 
of bureau officers of the Treasury Department having supervirion of the vari- 
ous laws governing the merchant marine; and the bill embraces so much of 
the recommendations of the American delegates as are found upon “ pages 495 
and 496 of Volume III of the Record of the Transactions of the International 


general superintendence of matters relating to merchant vessels nd seamen 

The difference in detail of the bill presented from that recommended by the 
American delegates is fully explained in the report of the committee, also in- 
closed, which report, as well as the bill itself, has my entire approval, and I 
recommend its passage by Congress. 

Other of the recommendations of the American delegates to the International 
Marine Conference which require the attention and recommendation of this 
Department will be made the subject of future communications, 

Very respectfully, 
WILLIAM WINDOM, Secret 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., November 18, 18 


Sin: The committee appointed by you, under date of October 11, 1890, to « 
sider and report to you their views upon the suggestions of the United 
delegatescontained upon pages 495 and 496 of Volume III of the Record of ' 
actions of the International Marine Conference concerning the “ establishment 
of a board to have charge and general superintendence of matters relating to 
merchant vessels and seamen,’’ have the honor to report that they have 
fully considered the recommendations of the United States delegates, as named 
in your letter of instructions 

The committee have had hearings on October 27, November 11 and 15, and 
have given much of the intervening time to the consideration of the subject. It 
is proper to state that, so far as your committee are aware, the bill as now | 
pared and submitted to you, meets the views of all the maritime interests « | 
cerned, with perhaps a single exception. It is absolutely impossible to f | 
a bill that shall in advance exactly meet the wishes of every person hay | 
knowledge of or connection with maritime affairs. | 

The committee believe that the establishment of a marine board w f 
advantage in facilitating the business of the Department, and as well the 
advancement of the interests of the merchant marine. The committee do not 

| 














touch upon the specific recommendations of the delegates other than that r 
lating to a board, for the reason that the individual members of this committe: 
have also received instructions to report separately on so much of the recon 
mendations as relate to their respective bureaus. 

In regard to the composition of the board, your committee believe that th« 
chairman ofthe Lighthouse Board, the Superintendent ofthe Coast Survey, and 
the chief hydrographer of the Navy should be added to those recommended by 
the United States delegates, for reasons which will be sufficiently obvious when 
the nature of the duties of these officers and their relations with the merchant 
marine shall be considered. 

Your committee do not agree with that portion of the report of the delee: 
which recommends the appointment on the board of “‘ five ‘experts’ in matt« 
pertaining to the merchant marine, and an admiralty lawyer, the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of the House of Representatives to be ex 
officio members,”’ 

There are many reasons, but the principal one which constrains your com- 
mittee to omit provision for the appointment of the five ‘‘experts”’ is the fact 
that the representatives of the various shipping interests that were present 
before your committee were unable to agree on the precise character of these 
appointme nts or who should be considered as anexpert; and after mature con- 
sideration of this question they were of opinion that such appointments would 
necessarily be made from persons in interest, and, therefore,as they would be 
obliged to pass upon mattersin which they themselves were interested. it would 
be searcely possible to secure a satisfactory board of *‘experts”’ or associat 
members C 

Your committee concurred in this view. Astothe expediency of appointing 
members of Congress upon a board of this character there is some ‘question. 
It was thought that Congress itself would be the best judge as to whether or 
not they should be added to a board being executive as well as advisory in its | 
functions. ee 

The appointment of an “admiralty lawyer,” as proposed, does not appear to 
your committee to be necessary. In theeventof a legal opinion being required | 








on any matter, recourse to the law officer of the Treasury is available at any 
time, and, at any time, the Secretary of the Treasury can refer questions tothe 
Attorney-General. ' 


| 
Marine Conterence, concerning the establishment of a board to have charge and 
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vas reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
. third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DUNCAN D, CAMERON, 
Mr. HAMPTON. 
on of House bill 
rhere being 


[ ask ginanimous consent for the present consid- 
1] 
no objection, the bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Dun- 
can 1). Cameron, late first lieutenant Ninth United States Colored 
‘Troops, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
amend the military record of Duncan D. Cameron, late first lieutenant 


‘ 
erat 


Si. 


Ninth United States Colored Troops, by removing therefrom the entry 
of dismissal from the United States service March 27, 1865, for absence 
without leave, and granting him an honorable discharge as of that 
date 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will state that this bill has passed the House 
and received the unanimous report of the Military Committee of the 
Senate, and I hope it may be at once put upon its passage. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


[ARCELLUS PETTITT. 
Mr. ALLISON. Llask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill 11766, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as inCommittee of the Whol 


proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military 
record of Marcellus Pettitt. It directs the Secretary of War to enter 
the name of Marcellus Pettitt upon the muster-rolls of Company G, 
Twenty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, from the Ist day of Feb- 
ruary, 1862, to the 10th day of February, 1862, the latter being the 


date of his death, and his muster having been prevented by his fatal 


illness. 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
i third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES H. KELLEN, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 


House bill 6921 
There being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. 
Kellen. It proposes to place the name of Charles H. Kellen on the 
rolls as a secon: lieutenant in Company F, Seventh Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteers, as of date of December 15, 1862. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHOCT 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. _ I ask unanimous consent 
procee d to the consideration of Senate bill 4754. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4754) to amend act authorizing Choc- 
taw Coal and Railway Company to construct road through Indian Ter- 
ritory 

‘he bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ years,’’ to strike out ‘‘four’’ 
and insert *‘two;’’ in line 8, to change the date ‘1891’ to ‘‘1892:”’ 
and, in line 10, to change the date ‘‘1895’’ to ‘‘ 1894: soas to make 
the bill read 

Be it enacted, eic., That the provisions of an act approved February 18, 1888, 
authorizing the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, shall be ex- 
tended for a period of two years from February 18, 1892, so that said company 
shall have until February 18, 1894, to build its railway, under the provisions of 
said act and the act amendatory thereof, approved February 13, 1889, 


AW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY, 


that the Senate 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INDIAN 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 11391. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
procedeed to consider the bill (H. R. 11391) for the construction and 
completion of suitable school buildings for Indian industrial schools in 
Wisconsin and other States. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, This bill was reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

This bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY FE. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 


RHOADES. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of Order of Business 2283, Senate bill 4212. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whoie, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4212) for the relief of Henry FE. 
Rhoades. It proposes to place Assistant Engineer Henry E. Rhoades 
upon the list of officers of the Navy who have been retired on account 
of incapacity resulting from long and faithful service, from wounds or 
injuries received in the line of duty, or from sickness or exposure 
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therein, as provided for in section 1588 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the preamble, as follows: 

Whereas Assistant Engineer Herry E. Rhoades was, on the 30th day of De- 
cember, 1874, by a duly constituted naval board, retired from active service as 
second assistant engineer in the United States Navy on account of physical 
disabilities; and 

Whereas it appears that said physical disabilities were the result of sickness 
and exposure in the line of duty, and of injuries received therein, during many 
years’ meritorious service in the Army and Navy of the United States of Amer- 
ica: Therefore, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out the preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM E. CROUSE. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I report favorably and without amendment, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, the bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the 
military record of William E. Crouse. I ask unanimous consent for 
its consideration at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded toconsider the bill. It proposes to grant William E. Crouse, 
late second lieutenant ofthe First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery Regi- 
ment, an honorable discharge, notwithstanding the court-martial pro- 
ceedings of March, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL MESKELL, 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for the consid- 

eration of Order of Business 2134, House bill 17. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 17) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Michael Meskell. It proposes to amend 
the records of the Navy Department so as to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the service record of Michael Meskell, late a seaman on 
the United States ship Pocahontas, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge as of the date of July 30, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN WYOMING FOR AGRICULTURAL 

Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill No. 4610. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4610) granting to the State of Wyo- 
ming certain lands in the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for ag- 
ricultural fair and industrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘empowered,’’ to insert ‘‘se- 
lect and;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empow- 
ered to select and set apart 160 acres of land that may no longer be required for 
military purposes in the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation, in the State of 
Wyoming, for the use of the said State for agricultural fair and industrial ex- 
position grounds, and for other public purposes. That the lands so set apart 
are hereby granted tothe State of Wyoming: Provided, That if the said State 
shall any time permit the said lands hereby granted to be used for any purpose 
not contemplated by this act the said lands shall revert to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WAGES IN PRINTING OFFICE, 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain employés in 
the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is too important a bill to be considered 
now. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no controversy about the bill, I think. 
There was an amendment proposed to allow 20 per cent. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It seems to me that measure ought not to be con- 
sidered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 

Mr. HIGGINS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
not be considered at this time. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 


FAIR PURPOSES, ETC 


GOVERNMENT 


Does the Senator object? 


Objection being made, the bill can 


session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 6, 1891, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 








1891. 


NOMINATIONS. 
nations received by the Senate the 5th day of January, 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Augustine W. Ferrin, of Salamanca, N. Y., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the New York agency in New York, rice Timothy W. Jackson, 
whose term of office will expire March 2, 1891. 





Exec itive nom i891. 


CONSULS, 

John L. Waller, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States at Tama- 
tave, vice John P. Campbell, recalled. 

George k. Wright, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Prescott, vice William C. Hall, resigned. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 

John M. Eager, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon in the 

Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Ordnance Department. 


Lieut. Col. Alfred Mordecai, to be colonel, January 31, 
Flagler, appointed Chief of Ordnance. 

Maj. William A. Marye, to be lieutenant colonel, January 31, 1891, 
vice Mordecai, promoted. 

Capt. Cullen Bryant, to be major, January 31, 1891, vic 
moted. 


1891, : 


Marye, pro- 


Cavalry. 


First Lieut. Francis H. Hardie, Third Cavalry, to be captain of cav- 
alry, January 31, 1891, vice Allen (Third Cavalry), appointed captain 
in the Signal Corps. 

First Lieut. George K. Hunter, Third Cavalry, to be captain of cav- 
alry, February 1, 1891, vice Reynolds (Third Cavalry), resigned. 

Second Lieut. William S. Scott, First Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 
of cavalry, January 15, 1891, vice Mann (Seventh Cavalry), died of 
wounds received in action with Indians 

Second Lieut. Daniel L. Tate, First Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 
of cavalry, January 31, 1891, vice Hardie (Third Cavalry), promoted. 

Second Lieut. George W. Goode, First Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 
of cavalry, February 1, 1891, vice Hunter (Third Cavalry), promoted. 

Artille ry. 

First Lieut. Samuel R. Jones, regimental quartermaster, Fourth 
Artillery, to be captain of artillery, January 24, 1891, vice Dunwoody 
(Fourth Artillery), appointed major in the Signal Corps. 

Infaniry. 


Lieut. Col. Richard F. O’ Beirne, Fifteenth Infantry, to be colonel 
of infantry, January 31, 1891, vice Morrow (Twenty-first Infantry), 
deceased. 

Maj. Samuel Ovenshine, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieutenant 
colonel of infantry, January 31, 1891, vice O’Beirne (Fifteenth In- 
fantry), promoted. 

Capt. James Henton, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major of infan- 
try, January 31, 1891, vice Ovenshine (Twenty-third Infantry), 
moted. 

First Lieut. Calvin D. Cowles, Twenty-third Infantry, to be captain 
of infantry, January 31, 1891, vice Henton (Twenty-third Infantry 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. John Cotter, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first lieutenant 
of infantry, January 6, 1891, vice Waring (Second Infantry), appointed 
regimental quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin Alvord, Twentieth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, January 7, 1891, vice Casey (Twenty-second Infan- 
try), murdered by an Indian. 

Second Lieut. William H. Sage, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieutenant 
of infantry, January 15, 1891, vice Pratt (Twenty-third Infantry), pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. George H. Patten, Twenty-second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry, January 24, 1891, vice Thompson (Sixth Infan- 
try), appointed captain in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Magnus O. Hollis, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry, January 31, 1891, vice Cowles (Twenty-third Infan- 
try), promoted. 


pro- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Maj. James Forney, United States Marine Corps, to be a lieutenant 
colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 30th January, 1891, vice Lieut. 
Co]. Charles Heywood, promoted. 

Capt. Henry A. Bartlett, United States Marine Corps, to be a major 
in the Marine Corps, from the 30th January, 1891, vice Maj. James 
Forney, promoted. 

First Lieut. Richard Wallach, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
captain in the Marine Corps, from the 30th January, 1891, vice Capt. 
H. A. Bartlett, promoted. 

Second Lieut. C. Marrast Perkins, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 30th January, 1891, 
vice First Lieut. R. Wallach, promoted. ; 

Maj. McLane Tilton, United States Marine Corps, to be a lieuten- 
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ant colonel in the Marine Corps, trom the 2d February, 1891 
Col. O. P. Houston, retired 

Capt. Percival C. Pope, United States Marine ¢ » be a major 
in the Marine Corps, trom the 2d February, 1391 Maj. 4{[cLane 
Tilton, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin R. Russell, United States Marine ) 
a capta 1 the Marine Corps, from the 2d February, 1891, Ca 
% Fe } | 1oted, 

nd Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
I ite n the Marine Corps, from t 1 Februar tR9]. 
First eut. B. R. Russell, promoted. 
{OTIONS IN THE NAV‘ 

Medical Inspector Grove S. Beardsley, to be a medical dir 
Navy from the 2d Jan ry 1391, Medical Dire ) l I 
Taylor, retired. 

Surg. Edward Kershner, , eal inspector in the ivy 
trom the 22d January, 1391, Medical Inspec ( 5. Bea y 
promoted. 

Passed Asst. Surg. David O. Lewis, to be a surgeon int Na 
rom the 22d January, 1891 Surg. bk. Kershner 

Ensign John H. Shinlev, to be a lieutenant Inior ‘ 18 
Navy, trom the 5th March, 1890 Lieutenan \ 
junior grade, promoted. 

msi 

Frank Woodmansee, to be postmaster at New Decatur, in the « 
oi Morgan and State of Alabama, in place of Edwin D. Olmsteal 
moved : 

Richard Jobes, to be postmaster at Suffield, in t county of H 
ford and State of Connecticut, in the p ‘ Alonzo (¢ Allen 
moved. 

Charles A. Kirkland, to be postma Deep ‘ ‘ t 
ot Middlesex and State of ¢ nect place of | 
whose commission expired January 2, l 

William E. Ritch, to be postmaster at Gre , 

Fairfield and State of Connecticu 1 the pl of H M 
ald, whose commission expired Jan y 29, 1891. 

Frank Ellis, to be postmaster at Muncie, in the county of Dela 
and State of Indiana, in the place of John E. Bant i 
expires February 14, 1891. 

Joseph H. Woollen, to be postmaster at Mank ( 
Je well and State of Kansas, in the pi eot | ucel | Bane 
commissl yn expired December 20, 189 l nomuinat 1 J 1 | 
Woollen is withdrawn. 

\ugustus R. Devereux, to postmaster at Ellsw in 
of Hancock and State of Maine, in the place of Arthur W. G1 
whose commission expires Febrt l. 

J. Evarts Green to | > postmaste it Worcester, in the 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts n the pl ice of James 
brook, whose commission expires March 3, 1891. 

Henry R. Austin, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the coun \Mon- 
roe and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry S. Noble, whose ¢ 
mission expires February 22, 1391 

Philo A. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county of 
Barry and State of Michigan, in the place of John H. Dennis, w 
commission expires March 3, 1891 

Samuel H. Stevens, to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the co f 
Muskegon and State of Michigan, in the place of Frank H. Holbrool 
whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Henry Bordewick, to be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the yunty 
of Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota, in the place of Henry |J 
Wilkinson, whose commission expires March 3 

Martin V. Clark, to be postmaster at Sutton, ir intr Clay 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Joseph e 

William J. Smith, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 


Eureka and State of Nevada, in the place o 
commission expires Maren 3, 1391. 

Henry C. Sanders, to be postmaster at Clare 
Sullivan and State of New Hampshire, in the 


place of Creorge W. Paul, 


whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

William A. Hopson, to be postmaster at Paterson, in the county « 
Passaic and State of New Jersey, in the place of John Johnson, re- 
moved. 

Martin W. Hubbard, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the coun 


Mercer and State of New Jersey, in the place of David A. Hudnut 
whose commission expires March 3, 1591. 

Adolph Hutemeyer, to be postmaster at Ridgewood, in the « 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey; the appointment of 


| men & postmast 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
alter January 1, 1891. 

George C. Potter, to be postmaster at Gloversville, in the count 


Fulton and State of New York, in the place of Albert W. Lockli: 
commission expires February 26, 1891 

John W. Crawford, to be postmaster at Richwood, in the county 
Union and State of Ohio, in the place of Mary E. Ferguson, wh 
mission expired January 5, 1891, 
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Edv uudensleger, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county of rhe Clerk read as follows: 
State of Ohio, in the piace of Basil Meek, whose com- | The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
i n «expired February 3, 1891. | lution, submitted by Mr. Srooxer, respectfully report: 
: That the term for which the premises situated at No. 225 Pennsylvania avenue, 


C. Newcom! ( stmaster a inley. i } r of . 
? ear eee to : po ima ter at Ripley, in the county of northwest, were leased by order of the House for use as a branch or annex of 
I 1 and State of Ohio, In the place ol Mary Beyersdorfer, whose | the House folding-room expired by limitation on the 1st of January, 1891; that 
said premises are required for use as heretofore, but that they.can not be ob- 


commission expires February 14, 1891. . ; : 
tained except at the increased rental provided for in the accompanying reso- 


Thomas Starry, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of War- 





“) ; , lution, 

ren and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. Lingo, whose commis- Your committee are of the opinion that such increased rent for the current 
ion expires lebruary 1 1 1891. | year is reasonable, and recommend the passage of the resolution. 

John Zumstein, to be postmaster Cincinnati, in the county of | TheSPEAKER. The question is on the addption of the resolution 
Hamilton and State of Ohio, in the place of John C. Riley, whose com- | reported by the committee. 
mission expired January 20, 1891. | ‘The resolution was adopted. 

Edwat Ml Rand ta e postmaster : "Oc “ty > coOuUNntY . +: oe dea 

kd 1M. Rands, to be postmast i ee poe d ~ _ county JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 
of ( umas and State of Oregon, in the place of John M. Bacon, re- | . > FF — 

: | Mr. EZRA 'B. TAYLOR. I have a privileged report 


| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
. 3. Haine r., to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county | canoe . restos ° : 
as St eee oo ie ; ~ \ Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. House bill No. 9014 passed this House 
of Westmorclandand State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a post- ‘ : 
Se ae ; . : ; : : awn last year and went to the Senate, where amendments were made to it. 
master for said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- | ,,, - : : ; s as 
: : ter October 1. 1890. Those amendments were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
<r here peice i of this House; and that committee has agreed on a report recommend- 
in eal, to be postmaster at Millersburgh, in the county of Dau- | . : : . 
: : 7 : } y Sy _ | ing that the amendments be nonconcurred in and a conference with the 
d State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Daniel W. Neagley, | . 
: Senate requested. I ask that the report be adopted. 


e commission expired January 5, 1891. we oaike stain ore . + . . . 
ee ae ee ee . ry ee ' The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
William M. Gorham, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of rye a 1 aa 
Bristol and State of Rhode Island. in the pla ?eken ¥ Chadetin. ven The Clerk read as follows: 
I na 1 ale OF hnoGe isiandgd, i e place or J¢ Js Ste, Ose a ' x . 
; mission expires February 27. 1891 I A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of courtsof the United 
num n expires ruary 27, 1891. : ; eee 
Villiam H. Fairless, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county ol we ee . : 
Gil 1Stat of Te ~ th la ; ?Matthew Hill nan. who The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the amend- 
lt »anD Sta o! ennessee, ne piace ol Mé - sman, se . ‘ . . ‘ 
| January 20. 1891 ments of the Senate be nonconcurred in and a conference with the Sen- 
‘ pire nuary 20, 1891. 4 
:, om ate asked. 
es Gipson, to be postmaster at Coleman, it 2 C y le- ‘ 
’ 1 Stat -p i 7 P Sa a ws f Ma ee ee Mr. HOLMAN. Have the amendments been read ? 
I ite ol is, lI Le place Ol Diarion J. VLallan, se com- | mm ’ . >a 1) 
: Rehrnary 14 1s : The SPEAKER. They were read to the House before being referred 
thur I 1 r, to be post ter at Comanche, in th unty of | the committee. 
Aull IN CIDpeO! ( eC POS~MASCLECYr f ancae I @ co y 
( onlin anti : eT the : a ane ale i ae tort ai Mr. HOLMAN. I think they ought to be read again now. 
) ncehe and Stvateoi exas ne avpe aT ) asLe ( B mirc : . 
-* et ee Mr. OATES. Mr. Speake r, I make the point of order that this is 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after a — : 
January 1. 1891 | not a privileged matter. That report has been made and is on the 
aha! | Calendar. I do not understand how it can be called up in this man- 
ner. 
CONFIRMATIONS. | Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It is certainly a privileged matter, 1 
a . | think. 
] irc nominations confirmed by the Senate February 5, 1891. | Mr. OATES. If it ever was privileged it is not so now. It is on 


the Calendar, was referred to the committee, and was reported back, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. ; oad 
and there its privilege ceased. 


First Lieut. George P. Scriven, of the Third Artillery, to be first | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
lieutenant in the Signal Corps. . oe sent. Does the gentleman object ? 
Second Lieut. John P, Finley, to be second lieutenant of infantry. | Mr OATES. I do. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I think, Mr. Speaker, that this is un- 
questionably a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair in presenting the matter in this way 
does not undertake to rule on the question of privilege at this time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 12922) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; and 

A bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 

| of heavy ordnance for trial service, and for other purposes, 

HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.874) for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke 
County, Virginia, asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and bad appointed Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. 
DANIEL conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
icKINLEY ype the gentle vill wi . : . | on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. £049) to provide 
Ms, SEES. 2 eee Se ees ee See ee ane | for the disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis military cnealin in 


tion. I have consulted with gentlemen on that side. The adoption y i a i] if tl 
: ; : * lca 
of this order by unanimous consent will simply obviate the necessity | CRRA SEER CRD ROMANEES SW; SE See SeRee Gar peaee. 
PRINTING DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES. 


of bringing in a special rule. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. I withdraw the objection. | Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
The SPEAKER. Isthereturther objection? The Chair hears none, | the Committee on Accounts. 

and it is ordered accordingly. The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound for the use of the House the usyal 


POSTMASTERS, 
\ugustus R. Devereux, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, Me. 
J. Evarts Gieene, to be postmaster at Worcester, Mass. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 5, 1891. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
Che Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Mr. McKINLEY. lIask unanimous consent that the hour of the 
daily meeting of the House, beginning to-morrow and continuing un- 
til the end of the session, be 11 o’clock a. m. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent 
that the daily sessions of the House begin at 11 o’clock, instead of 12, 
for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object. 


7 


RENT OF BRANCH FOLI -ROOM, 
number of copies of the Digest of Contested Election Cases in the Fifty-first 
Mr. SPOONER. As a privileged report fron 7. ai .. | Congress, together with an index to the same, to be prepared by the clerk of 
, ae ae e : : il 1 port from the C ommittee on Ac the Committee on Elections, for which and for the necessary preparation and 
counts, I report back with a favorable recommendation the resolution | superintendence thereof there shall be paid said clerk by the Clerk of the 
which I send to the desk. | House out of the contingent fund the sum of $1,000, said sum to be paid when 


| the manuscript of the work shall have been delivered to the Public Printer. 


The Clerk — as follows ; ‘ 
The report accompanying the resolution (submitted by Mr. Bootu- 





“ Resolved, That » Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is | . 
here b *y,au thorize nd tocontinue lease ofthe premisesat No. 225 Pennsylvaniaave- | MAN) is as follows: 
a z t > ae | ame . : ; : ‘ 
man I jortnwest, a anos . - a _ f tnd ae for ie | J at of | Your committee, after investigation, find that it has been customary for a 
ar) , ang Vee 5 on 1€ Same to be paid out of | number of years to have prepared and printed a digest of these cases, for th« 





he continger und of the ous I : ; : 
the contingent fund > House until other provision is made therefor. use of the members of the House, at such times and in such sized volumes as 


SPOONER ask : . . : . Si may be convenient for use. ; ; 
Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the report accompanying the resolution The necessary expense has sometimes been mpoeneees for upon appropriation 


be read. | bills, at other times out of the contingent fun 





of the House or by joint resolu- 
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2 tion of the two Houses. The last volume, comprising the cases in the Fort; k 
s eighth, Forty-ninth. and Fiftieth Congresses, was paid for out of the contingent : oes 
2 fund at a cost of $1,500 and included twenty-eight cases, making & book of 7% y \ 1 to do 1 
a pages. The next preceding volume, comprising the cases in the Forty-seventh h I m of 1 und d 
ne Congress, twenty in number and making a volume of 692 pages, was paid for pai ; <a ‘ 
ay by appropriating the sum of $1,000 therefor in the general deficiency bill. ments sy oar - cits 
x volume preceding that, comprising the cases in the Ferty-fifth and Forty-sixth | * pay ( ul d 
2 Congresses, nineteen in number, making a volume of 522 pages, was paidfor by | “0 3 for the work and lal Ww 1] ivht to perform fort y 
the Clerk of the House, pursuant to the terms of a joint resolution of the two | that he is already to be paid I ; ; 
Houses passed for that purpose, and cost $1,000. Sie ae ee I ee ; ‘ as 
The proposed yolume will comprise eighteen cases and wil} make about 500 | ~~" ul, and unnecessary throwing : ol a thousal 
printed pages. money of the people at this time, and I thin] 
It has been customary to select the clerk to the Committee on Elections to | to 3 
perform the work of preparing these volumes for printing, for the reason that Tr. 1 on a 
his knowledge of the cases greatly aids him in making the work accurate al i . hte Mr. Ope er, It 
complete. solut 
It has been usual to provide for the payment of some portion of the compen- Mr. YTHMA? 1 4; ’ 
sation at the commencement of the work, but the present resolution requires Mr oO , at 
the payment to be made only upon the completion of the work, andthe amount | | = ms VU two tes. I t t 
of compensation named, to wit, $1,000, the committee deem reasonable, in view in iavor of the re it nrovi h em , ; t 
of the fact that the work is not merely clerical, but requires a knowledge of | BooTHMAN | : a4 ; 
book-making, as well as a knowledge of the cases involved and of the legal | },. . oe Se ’ 1 : . 
aspects surrounding them. ber of Congress no r € ! oO ‘ 
Every lawyer will concede the value of a thorough and accurate digest, and cases covered by the pl l t as eith inthorit 
upon the other hand, the utter worthlessness of an inaccurate or earelessly | o7 recede s } : E ; 
compiled work. eal + ; a a ‘ a. 
Your commiitee are of the opinion that the numberof volumes to be printed | Urative, iNatisallil i 
should be named in the resolution, and recommend that the words ‘“‘to wit Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. & 
1607’ be inserted immediately following the word “number” where it first | has last occupied t loor TM | ia 
occurs in the said resolution, and that the word “ of,”’ immediately preceding | ,.. 43,.4 ae s : 
the word “copies ”’ in the same be stricken out, and as thus amended recom- | “2% ‘4! to ch an { ) 
mend the passage of the resolution. functions, and go way beyo! l 
, . . Th ¥ ; ra | , ’ + 1 5 4 ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. Pheretore I must decline to the propose 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ter. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this is a privileged matter. Now, a ie criticism Ohio 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. O IWAITE] upon this resolut I wou 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make the point of order that it involves und I t [ ai rl that the Fitti ( 
an appropriation of money. I have no objection to authorizing the | ' ect C 
work to be done, but I do object to making an appropriation for this ccait Vote Shaew 6 ; 
purpose. It is purely clerical work, and this clerk will be continued | “S [say, my reco that 
until December next. time there 1 i digest o t { { h the 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it has always been the } *°rty-eght Fort nt littieth Cor 
practice to consider these reports in the House when made, the com- | *" ght cases, making n 780 | 
mittee having the right to report at any time. propriated out of the conting nd * the payment of tl 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This involves an appropriation of money. compiling those cases, t] of F1.¢ Now, the volume } 
The SPEAKER. Precisely; out of the contingent fund, however— | “tt, the on luding the cases in 1 
money already appropriated. | cases, made a volume of 692 pag 5 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see how it could be held in order, as it | to the clerk of that committee for periorming t 
clearly involves a violation of the third clause of Rule XXIII. by an appropriation in the general deficiency 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read from the Digest Mr OUTHWAITE. Before the gentleman « 
a paragraph which bears directly upon this question. plain to the House what duties the clerk of the Elections ( 
The Clerk read as follows: has to perform that will occupy him thirty days or ev« 
_ Under numerous decisions it has become the established practice that reports the adjournment of t] Cong 
from the Committee on Accounts, authorizing payments out of the continent Mr. BOOTHMA) I wil ve attention to thatin t] 
fund, are not subject to the requirements of clause 3, Rule XXIII, viz, that such SBS : ae : “oan aber a9 eae weniger aE ag 
propositions must receive their first consideration in the Committee of a agar ; PS FOLGMS USES ps ding that, 1n din the 
= House, Such reports are therefore privileged for consideration wh the | th and Forty-sixth Congresses, including n ‘ 
bs F ; ; ; cove ya nt res on issed | t] two ! ‘ 
_Mr. HOLMAN. But there is no designation there that such a pro- | oO of 522 pages, : riated for t 
vision as this, authorizing payment of this work, comes within the | M weaker, [ do not know that - ' 
rule. , kno edge the exact y t of worl ] 
ne eee 2 c y ge th ct amount o } ete with ft ) . 
The SPEAKER. There is no doubt about it. | of these cases, but | apprehend that in comp ya Wi 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have heard the Chair rule otherwise over and | thing over 800 pages there are duties to per! orm which 
over again on similar propositions. ul! i é In other word t l 
» SPE TEP ‘ i s r words, a ¢ a 
ee EAKER. The gentleman isin error. The Chair overrule: ( thin If it is a poor d 
the point of order, and in so doing follows the uniform rulings of his | i t is olutel le ; Pp é 
predecessors on this point. nsu tissucha f : 
> Y + . i Av iS ‘ ul s t 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. Unless some other gentleman desires to discuss | 4 1 engaged in the trial of one of t 
the proposition I move the previous question. | fer toa point and obtain 1 1 it the decision of ] ling ¢ 
anne I desire to be heard for a few minutes, readily, then it is a work of great moment and ought to be 
oo Ganaaiaeee Then I yield to the gentleman five minutes, with great care. 
ne a Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides for an Mr. TURNER, of Georgi Will the gent] 
essary avs " . . | 5 , 
nnimaes Th fats oh and extravagant expenditure of the public | bas seen this proposed digest? 
sony 1e clerk whose duty it is made by this resolution to pre- i Mr. BOOTHMAN I do not understand t! ' n 
ps . a the clerk of the Elections Committee. He isan an- Mr. TURNER. of Georgia. Is this volume to be a , 7 
= cler and is paid for all of his time, to serve as the clerk of the | mere compilation of the es 
minittee on Elections. He can not put in any more time inthe| Mr. BOOTHMAN It is to be, as I underst 
preparation of this report than he ought to putin ia the service of that | lution provides 
committee or of the House. © | ow. TIPNEP , : 
tT . a7 ‘ oe ° ‘ : } vir. J by Eu (yf or i the gent nan ¢ 1 + 
t. he —— says that heretofore this digest has been paid for by ap- | of the last few Congresses? 
Cer ae a sega the general appropriation bills, sometimes | Mr. BOOTHMAN. I hav 
; ea ae fund. : Heretofore, that is, preceding the last} Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Is nott tle —e t} 
us clerk Ty er . < the Elections Committee was not an arnual | constitutes the digest is a \ Dp th 
nf: duties to us fi — Elections Committee then ceased to have any | wretched index at the end? ~ 
s This gee orm ¥ 1en Congress ended and ceased to have any pay. | Mr. BOOTHMAN In re} o that 
a i. . remains on the pay roll in the service of the House and has | made a personal examination , 
4 iple time to prepare this digest in the time for which he is to be | tofore published a1 I 
3 paid in any event. ee eee 1 cee t 
7 y ae : | the resolution to the work w } reported on. wl 
r . ii in y i , t at A ‘ I. vv 
Mr. HOLMAN. He remains in office anyhow until next December, | there shall be a digest of tl a ae : 
drawing a full salary. ’ ree ae ee es , lend 
ten . o- ; p : , 18s lawyer enougn to Kt a Kn t e ol 
i sc Saga I say that he remains in office for the next| Mr. OUTHWAITI H ae { ( 
: —_ 1s, with nothing whatever to do, and he has had very little, | tions 
a if anything, to do during the whole of this session of Congress. | Mr. BOOTHMAN ie i 
3 Mr. CLEMENTS. What is his salary ? : et ei a ee 
fr. OUTHWAITE I do s nany years, the criticism upon the volumes pr 1 r 1 ! 
; ° é . not r $ ary is . : ; . 
a emember what the salary is, but I entirely accurate. I do not know how that 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will ask my friend if the gentleman the amount to $500. Havel not the right to offer such an amendment, 


who proposes to make this digest is a lawyer of experience. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iam not able to say. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. He isa young man who has never practiced 


TY 
any 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I will say that the clerk of the committee, who 
has had in charge these various matters, is better fitted todo that sort 
of work than any stranger to the work; and, following the preceding 
custom of Congress upon that subject, he has been designated in the 
resolution reported by the committee as the man fitted to do the work. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Only one ether matter of inquiry I will 
[ would like to ask the gentleman whether 
is sufficient to authorize a volume cost- 


ke of the gentieman 
the work of a single Congress 
ing this amount. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I will answer that question by saying this: that 
a volume comprising 800 pages, or in the neighborhood of 800 pages, is 
a sufficient number, and large enough to be convenient. It will be as 
large as an ordinary law book. It comprises eighteen cases, and will 
contain more pages than some of the preceding volumes contained, for 


ie 


which a higher amount was paid. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then my friend is assuming that not 
to be a digest, but a compilation ? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Here is the assumption of what the volume is 
to he; just what the resolution purports it shall be, adigest. Whether 
that is a proper amount, if we are to judge anything of the value of this 
work by what Congress has heretofore done, it is being done cheaply 
enough certainly. For a volume of 785pages in the Fiftieth Congress 


we paid out of the contingent fund $1,500, while $1,000 is asked in the 


present case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a minute 
or two? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio two min- 


utes, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman talks about the number of 
pages that there are to be in this digest as though that represented in 
any W 
‘he number of pages that there are to be represents the reports already 
made by the committee and the minority, and nothing more. The 
numberof pages havealready been prepared, have already been printed, 
and are in such a form that the clerk can take them up and put them 
together and make a book of them, as I said, iu.a week’s time. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amendment to this resolution. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I did not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish the gentleman would yield to me for 


an amendment. 


ol 


Mr. BOOTHUMAN I will see about that later. 

Mr. BREWER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BREWER Are you a member of the Committee on Elections ? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam, 


Mr. BREWER. Can you give us any information as to the manner 


of digesting the evidence and reports of the committee heretofore ? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, The method of digesting the evidence? 
Mr. BREWER. Yes; whether it has been done or not. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. It has been done. A syllabus has been made 


of the propositions of law laid down by the committee, and an index— 
a very poor index, as suggested by the gentleman from Georgia—as to 
the cases and as to certain features of the cases. 

Mr. BREWER. Does the gentleman from Ohio deem it of any par- 
ticular value ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
committee has laid down propositions of law and adhered to them, and 


i 


} 





| 


iy whatever the amount of work to be performed by this clerk. 


Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BooTHMAN] in charge of the resolution yielded only for 
debate. The gentleman [Mr. OUTHWAITE] of course understands the 
parliamentary situation. If the demand for the previous question is 
refused, then the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] to offer his amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I hope the demand for the previous 
question will be refused. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in response to some sugges- 


| : . . 
| tions that have been made, I wish to say that the Committee on Accounts 


acted upon this resolution as it came before them. They did not feel 
it to be their duty to consult with the Committee on Elections as to the 
propriety of reporting the resolution, as indeed they could not under 
the rules of the House. We reported this resolution simply as we re- 
port other matters that come before us for consideration. We have 
found that since the foundation of the Government it has been the cus- 
tom of Congress to print these digests of contested-election cases. If prop- 


| erly made they are of value in the investigation of the election cases 


that come before Congress, and I have no doubt that the present volume 
will be of as much value as any of those that have preceded it. I am 
somewhat surprised at the criticisms made by my colleague from Ohio, 
who has combated this resolution, If the work heretofore done has 
been defective I am surprised that the same criticisms did not come 
from him in preceding Congresses when similar propositions were up for 
discussion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. MAISH. No. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I donot know what this book will contain. I 
am informed that it will be a digest of the contested-election cases of 
the Fifty-first Congress. How valuable it may be I am not here to 
judge or tosay. I simply say this, that it has been the custom of the 
House ever since the foundation of the Government to print in book 
form these digests of contested-election cases. Whether we shall con- 
tinue this for the future is a matter for the House todecide. In my 


Do you propose to publish the evidence ? 


| own judgment it isa proper thing to do, 


Well, I think in times heretofore, when the | 


when they were generally accepted as law in that regard, they were of | 


some particular value; but during this Congress I do not think any- 
body here will regard it as of value in that direction. 
Mr. BREWER. Has the Committee on Elections considered the pro- 
ety of expending this particular amount for that purpose ? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Elections have not. 
Mr. BREWER. They have not? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not that I know of. 
Mr. BREWER. This resolution is not recommended by them ? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Elections have made no rec- 
ommendation. The matter has not been considered by the Elections 
Committee. The committee have not had it called to their attention 
at all; and that was why I was surprised when it was brought in by 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. BREWER. Thatisthe information I was seeking; to ascertain 
whether that committee, which has knowledge of these books, deems 
and whether they have recommended this course of pro- 


Y 
uN 


] 


»™ 
ri’ 


it necessary I 
ceeding. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
amendment ? 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE., 


They have not. 
Mr. Speaker 
Will the gentleman yield for me to offer an 





No, I will not yield at present. 
I should like to offer an amendment reducing 








Mr. STOCKDALE. How will the digest be made? 

Mr. MAISH. It will be made by the clerk of the committee. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I now yield tive minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LAcEy]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is a misnomer to call this book a di- 
gest. The work of the clerk is simply to take the various reports and 
prepare a syllabus of each and to present a digest of those syllabi at 
the end of the volume, throwing the reports of each Congress into the 
form of an ordinary volume of jaw reports. These reports in their 
present form, unindexed and unedited, are very inconvenient for refer- 
ence. Heretofore it has been the custom to print them in full, witha 
syllabus at the head and an index at the beginning. If the work is 
welldone itis aconvenience. If itisnot well done of course itis of less 
value. Several Congresses have not had the work done in this way, 
and I know that the Committee on Elections during the Fifty-first 
Congress have found it inconvenient to get at the reportsand trace up 
the work of previous Congresses. 

Certainly this work ought to be done. Whether the compensation 
proposed in the resolution is too great I do not know. That is a mat- 
ter for the Committee on Accounts to determine. The clerk of the 
committee is an annual clerk, and so was the clerk of the committee 
in the last Congress an annual clerk, and he was paid $1,500 for di- 
gesting the reports of three Congresses. The compensation may have 
been too much, but, I repeat, this work ought to be done by some one, 
and, so far as the.clerk of the committee is concerned, I suppose he 
will have no more to do in the vacation than the annual clerks of vari- 
ous other committees. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the vote on order- 
ing the previous question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask the gentleman to yield for an amend- 
ment to reduce the amount to $500. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I decline to yield. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and the 
Speaker stated that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. [ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 61, noes 69. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest to the gentleman that by unanimons’ 
consent he let this go over until some other time, so that we may go 
on with the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY (to Mr. BooTHMAN). 
amendment of Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will agree that a vote shall be 
taken on the amendment proposed by my colleague [Mr. OUTHWAITE],. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ThenI move that ‘‘one thousand ”’ be stricken 
out and ‘‘five hundred” inserted instead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 


Let a vote be taken on the 








«cpa 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker stated that the noes seemed 


to have it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
not understood; and I ask that they be read. 

The amendments of the committee as stated in the report were read 
and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 
as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not in order, Mr. Speaker, to move at this 
stage the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I make the point that the motion is out of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that under the rule it is in order, as the 
previous question is operating. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. CARUTH. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BoorHMAN] will 


I demand a division. 


The question is now on agreeing to the resolution 


accept an amendment providing that $500 be paid for destroying the | 


records of these contested-election cases, I will vote for the proposi- 
tion. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Ido not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky does not regard 
that remark as in order? 

Mr. CARUTH. Itis out of order. [Laughter. ] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Elections, it was not agreed to, there 
being—ayes 48, noes 89. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs on agreeing to the resolution 
as aunended. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for by Mr. 
HoLMAN)—ayes 80, noes 57. 

Mr. COBB. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I ask the gentleman not to press that demand. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 40 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflfirmative— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I think the amendments of the committee are 


NOM ae ee wae 
e pate ob eee 


a ts 
Pei te: 


A 
5 


yeas 127, nays 85, not voting 118; as follows: 
YEAS—127. 


Adams, 
Alderson, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 


Dolliver, 
Dorsey. 
Dunphy, 


taker, Farquhar, 
Bayne, Flick, 
Beckwith, Funston, 


Belden, Gear, 
Lelknap, Greenhalge, 
Lergen, Grosvenor, 
bingham, Grout, 
Boothman, Hall, 
brewer, Hansbrough, 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, 
Lurrows, Hayes, W. I. 
Burton, Hlays, E. R. 
Butterworth, Haynes, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Ill, 
‘annon, Hill, 


‘arter, Hitt, 
‘aswell, Hopkins, 
heatham, Kennedy, 
hipman, Ketcham, 
Kinsey, 


‘ogswell, 
‘omstock, 
‘ooper, Ohio 


Lacey, 
La Follette, 


‘ 

( 

‘ 

( 

( 

Clark, Wyo. 
‘ 

( 

( Langston, 
( 

( 


‘rai, Lansing, 
risp, Laws, 
Culbertson, Pa, Lee, 


Dalzell, 
Dibble, 


Lester, Ga, 
Lodge, 


Dingley, Maish, 
Abbott, Cobb, 


Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Miss, 
Andrew, 


Cooper, Ind. 


Cummings, 


Barnes, Dockery, 
Barwig, Dunnell, 
Blanchard, Edmunds, 
Bland, Ellis, 
Blount, Fithian, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, 


Brickner, Forman, 
Brookshire, Forney, 
Brown, J.B. Fowler, 
srunner, Geary, 
Buchanan, Va, Geissenhainer, 
Bynum, Herbert, 
Candler, Ga. s Holman, 
Caruth, Nooker, 


Catchings, Kerr, lowa 
Cheadle, Lane, 
Clancy, Lester, Va. 


Culberson, Tex. 


Mansur, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
©’ Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O’Neall, Ind. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 

tock well, 


NAYS—S85. 


Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Pierce, 
Pindar, 
Price, 
Richardson, 


NOT VOTING—II8. 


Clarke, Ala, Lewis, 

Allen, Miss. Bliss, 

Anderson, Kans. Boatner, 

Arnold, Boutelle, 
Atkinson, Pa. Bowden, 
Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ky 
Banks, Brosius, 
Bartine, Brower, 

Biggs, Browne, T. M. 


Browne, Va. 
suckalew, 
3ullock, 
funn, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Carlton, 
Clark, Wis. 


Russell, 
Sawyer, 
Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snider, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Pa. 
Struble, 
Taylor, DL 
Taylor, J. D.' 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wright. 


Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stone, Ky, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Vaux 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whitelaw, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilicox, 
Williams, Il), 
Wilson, W. Va, 


Clements, 
Clunie, 
Coleman, 
Connell, 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 


2201 


Heard, Nute 


stewart, Ga 


Darga: Hemphill, O’ Neil, Mass, Stewart, Vt. 
Da gton, Henderson, Iowa Ow Ind St« Mo. 
Davidson Henderson, N. ¢ ’ ast I 
De | Hermann, Phelan, Swe 
I Houk, 9 cler sw ey 
Een Kelley Po i I 
ey Kerr, Pa Q I pson 
Ewa Kilgore, Raines I ; 
Feat Knapp Re v l ne Kans 
I Laidlaw, Re Turner, N.Y 
Fite Lanham, Row \ te 
Flood Faia Rowland, Washington 
Fr x I a Rusk, Whiting 
Gest I Santo \ 
Gibsor Ma er, Savers W 
Gifford Mas Seranton, Wilk 
Goodnight, Mc Smyser, W ils 
Grimes, Mel Spinola, Yardley 
Hare M ‘ Spooner Yoder 
Hatch Mors s inge 
Haugen, Nort StahIne« 

So the resolution was adopted 

: | 

Che following pairs were announced 

Until further notice 

Ir, WILSON, of Washington i Myr 


Mr. PICKLER with Mr. MorGa? 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. KILGo1 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. STAHLNECK! 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. MAson. 

Mr. Buss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. DELANO with Mr. ROWLAND, 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CAMPRBE 
Mr, FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, Mississipp 
Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Srump. 

On this vote 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SAYER 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. CLEMENT 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. GRIMES 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. YODER 

Mr. Houk with Mr. ENLog, for this day 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. LANHAM, until the %t tant 
Mr. McDuFrir with Mr. BANKHEAD, for ten 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. Norton, until Friday 1 
Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, on this vote I am 





] muired wit 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. THomMpson]. If he were pr t, I shou t 
a 

Mr. SMYSER. I desire to withdraw my vote [ am pa 
the day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above state 

Mr. BOOTHMAN moved to reconsider the vote vhicl 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. CANNON, I movethat the House resol ve itself into Co 
of the Whole on the state o! the Union for the further cons 1 of 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA-: Mr. Speake r, before that motion | 

The SPEAKER pro tempo Mr. ALLEN, of M un i 
tleman from Illinois moves that the House resol v« to Committee 
of the Whole 

Mr, SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I hope \ { 1 
you are addressed properly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what an 
rise? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I rise to a question « 

Mr. CANNON. The consideration of this é of the 
highest privilege as well as the highest necess ( Lot f 
tleman from New York allow his matt: » 70 OVE I l to-s , 
I do want to go on with this appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If you will help me to-morrow in defe t 


character of the House I will not press my proposition now. 

Mr. CANNON Very well. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to 

Pending the announcement of the vote 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNI 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bill orted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of th 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the 

A bill (H. R. 8341) to promote the const: 


1ction O| a Sale ¢ 
| harbor on the coast of Texas: 
A bill (H. R. 8589) to amend sections 4783 and 5486 of the R | 


Statutes; 
A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell 
A bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Ten 


see; 
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H. R. 108 irther to prevent counterfeiting or manufac- 
{ t r implements used in counterfeiting, and pro- 
3; therefi ind providing for the issue of search warrants 
11244 t relief of Frances T. Dana; 
1] for the relief of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis 
12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
( ° ryé 
{. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 
H. WR. 12413) granting increase of pension to Robert Cullen; 
| (H. R. 1277 rranting a pension to Diana Dickey; 
‘ Hi. R. 1281 inting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell; and 
H.R. 13 to end section 180 of the Revised Statutes of 
Il APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| res ed itself into Committee of the Whole 
stat t Uni Mr. PAYSON in the chair. 
( RMA | egular order is the further consideration of 
l appropriatio 1, and the gentleman from Illinois is | 
eral de 
Mr. CANNON ype the ¢ 1an from Texas will now consume 
yx ( the t ie ont it sick 
N SAYEI I propose to yield now to the gentleman from Ar- 
M IGERS Mr. Chairman, this is the bill which carries appro- 
+} tion of public buildings, and I have felt that 
occasion in which I might call the attention of th 
‘ ’ the country to the manner in which the public build- 
i é mst ted r the present administration of the ] 
For that purpose and in order to bring it in sharp contrast, so that w 
erstal e( y what we are doing in that respect and how 


e are doing it, | have collated to some extent the public build 


pI ( I present sion of Congress and which have al- 
re ) 1 the House of Representatives 
It is ui tunate that these appropriation bills are taken up for con- 
tion at 1 an early hour after they are reported to the House 
t mbersare precluded from making anything like a thorough 
au theappropriations they contain,and so the observations which 
I ill make at this time will necessarily be confined to the points I 
have already specified; that is to say, to the building bills which have 


already passed the House of Representatives. 

I take the South first, embracing twelve States. 
ceived up to the present time $1, 470, 000. 
000. one-third of 


These have re- 
Of this sum Texas gets $465, - 
the entire amount, for the construction of 


rot 
TSt 


orabout 
four buildings. 
ings, or about one-sixth of the entire amount; Florida, one building, 
Georgia gets two, $250,000; Mississippi gets one, $50,000; 
$40,000; Louisiana, two, $160,000; Arkansas, one build- 
North Carolina, one building, $20,000; South Carolina, 
lennessee, which makes the twelfth State, 


$120,000 


Alabama, one, 
ing. $25,000; 
on iilding, $50,000; and 


ng whatever. 





Virginia comes next, with $285,000 and three build- | 
| a fair share. 
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are which have acquired none whatever, nor to investigate to see just 
what number of buildings were authorized heretofore in different States. 
But the twelve Southern States in this Congress get buildings amount- 
ing to $1,470,000, while Missouri alone gets one, at $1,700,000, and 
New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Kentucky, and Kansas, only 
$1,445,000, or $305,000 in excess of these five States is given to Mis- 
souri alone. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. How about Arizona? 

Mr. ROGERS. Arizona has never been heard from yet, I believe. 
The same is also true of Washington; yet Iam not certain absolutely 
in that regard. 

Mr. Chairman, the time I have at my command is too limited to go 
further into the details of this matter, except to add that the figures 
which I have now before me have been prepared by the clerk of the 
Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. The building bills which 
have passed the House amount to $8,500,000, exclusive of those for the 
District of Columbia, which gets $1,800,000 this year, or about $400, - 
000 in excess of the twelve Southern States, four or five times as much 
as New England, and four ive times as much as Texas, and so on. 


lour or livet 





W 


I will ask the privilege of the House, not consuming its time for 
that purpose, to print the official statement of the clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


I want to conclude the observations I have to make by saying that 
I have not invited the attention of the committee or the country to 
these facts for the purpose of criticising the Committee on Appropria- 
tions which prepared this -bill, which I have not had an opportunity 
to analyze, nor to reflect upon the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, nor for the purpose of reflecting upon the Speaker. 

I make it in order to invite, if I possibly may, the attention of the 
country to the fact that some plan should be adopted which will get 
rid of the abuses that these facts make known and disclose. In the 
construction of our public buildings some regard at least should be had 
to the proper distribution of these funds with reference to all sections 
of our country and all States of the American Union. 

In conclusion, I simply add that I realize that Missouri is an ex- 
ceptional case, because she has agreat city requiring a public building, 
and when she gets it of course she must have a large sum; but this 
abnormal case, or this case which is out of the ordinary run, neither 
explains, reconciles, justifies, nor defends the methods of procedure by 
which these public buildings are constructed. If anything, it is per- 
haps worse than the recommendation made by the Postmaster-General 
during the last Administration, and this one also, I think, which was to 


se 


appropriate alumpsam and permit the Postmaster-General to construct 


| 
| 


Three | 


| 


l now take the J sue 
States of New England, namely, Connecticut, Maine, and Massachu- | 
setts, alone acquire public buildings. Connecticut gets one building, 
$75,000; Maine gets three buildings, $200,000; Massachusetts, four build- 
ings aggregating $475,000, or a total, forall of the New England States, | 


of seven buildings, at a cost of $700,000, when only three States of all 


the New England States get buildings at all. This is exclusive of the | 
Springfield Armory. 

I now take up the Pacific Slope. Six States on the Pacific Slope, 
embracing Oregon, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, California, 


receive an aggregate of $1,345,000, or just about the 
same as the twelve Southern States 
balance of the States on the Pacific Slope, and I will not stop to 


t the present time, get nothing atall. Of the amount 


and Colorado, 


l them ail 


i 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
i 
| 


a 

ppropriated, $1,345,000, Oregon gets one building, costing $400,000; 
North Dakota, one, $100,000; South Dakota, one, at $150,000; Nebraska, 
two, costing $120,000; California, three, costing $425,000; and Colo- 
rado, one, 350,000. The other States of the Pacific Slope get nothing | 
at all 

I now up the Northwestern States, only seven of which acquire | 
buildings, namely, Wisconsin, Ohio, Illinois, Minnesota, Iowa, Michi- 
gan, andIndiana. Theseseven States receive an aggregate of $2,140,000, 
divided as follows: Wisconsin, three buildings, $225,000; Ohio, five, 
costing $335,000; Lilinois, six, at $500,000; Minnesota, two, $210,000: 


Iowa, five, $625,000; Michigan, one,$100,000; and Indiana, two, $155, 000. 
I now take up some of the individual States, without reference to 
1 location, which have gotten bills through for public build- 


reographical ] 


: saad 
ings. 


We find New York gets three, at a cost of $375,000; Pennsy]- 
vania, three, cost $505,000; Missouri, two, costing $1,700,000, or | 
$305,000 in excess of the five States of New York, Pennsylvania, New | 
Jersey, Kentucky 1d Kansas, and about $300,000 in excess of the | 


twelve Southern States. New Jersey gets two buildings, at $315,000; 
Kentucky, one, at $75,000, and Kansas, one, at $175,000. 
I have not had tir 


1e@ to see } 





i 








the buildings wherever he pleased. He could not make any greater 
mistake than we have made in the distribution of these funds which 
belong to the people, in which all the States of this Union should have 
The table to which I have referred is appended. I now 
yield back the residue of my time to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS]. 

Table sh 


ons fo hlice buildin« 


Wing appropri iti 
















































puo 8. 
St. Albans, Vt............ $60,000 | Youngstown. Ohio S75. 000 
Norfolk, Va.,... 150,000 | Allegheny, Pa........... 250), OO 
Staunton, Va.... 75,000 York, Pa, Se eae 80, 000 
Martinsburgh, W. 75,000 | Pawtucket, R.I ...... .....ccccccee 75. 000 
Sheboygan, WisS...........+++000 50,000 Sioux Falls,S. Dak.. 150, 000 
Racine, Wis.......... 100, O01 Paris, Tex... 100. 000 
Lima, Ohio ....... 60,000 Dallas. Tex... 200. 000 
Rock Island, Ll..... 75,000 | Camden, Ark......... 25. 000 
ee . 0,000 Stockton, Cal © eveccoeses , 00 
Scranton, Pa......... aaieal 75,000 San José, Cal............ pes 200, 000 
Sls We nnncsesniseexensens 100,080 Sacramento, Cal.......... 150, 000 
Jacksonville, Fla.. 120,000 Pueblo, Colo... scianunimanbasinats 150, 000 
ORI I icthamnsonucane 75,000 New London, Conn 75, 000 
Portland, Oregon . wins 400,000 | Wilmington, Del.................. 100, O 
BOR CIRO enecccnscscess 75,000 Savannah, Ga = 200, OX 
PORORRIIIEE, Be Rcacccetns vonsveves core 100,000 Bloomington, Il.... 75, 000 
Ashland, Wis.. 75,000 Columbus, Ga......... 100, 000 
Fargo, N. Dak 100,000 | Galesburgh, Il..... ......... 75, 000 
El Paso, Tex... 50,000 | Auro#s, TIL. ....ccccccccosssees 75, 000 
Worcester, Mass, ............+00 159,000 La Fayette, Ind............ 80, 000 
Duluth, Minnd............ccccccee0 120,000 | South Bend, Ind.,........ .....008 75, 000 
| Houston, Tex... . 15,000 Sioux City, Iowa... as 250, 000 
Davenport, [owB...............00.. 100,000 Cedar Rapids, Iowa.. - 100,000 
Houlton, Me...... 50,000 Burlington, Iowa......... 100, 000 
Haverhill, Mass... 75,000 Fort Dodge, Iowa 75, 000 
Taunton, Mass.. 75,000 | Atchison, Kans... 100, 000 
Lynn, Mass... 125,000 Salina, Kans......... 75, 000 
Lansing, Mich... 100,000 Baton Rouge, La 100, 000 
Mankato, Minn, 90,000 Alexandria, La..... 60, 000 
Meridian, Miss.... 50,000 Bar Harbor, Me......... ° 75, 000 
Springfield, Mo... 50,000 Portsmouth, Ohio. 15, 000 
Fremont, Nebr......... 60,000 Tuscaloosa, Ala......... ..s.0+0+ 40, Qp0 
Beatrice, Nebr.........cccceses+ss. , 60,000 | Charleston, 8.C.. 50, 000 
Kansas City, Mo. es . 1,200,000 | Fort Worth, Tex o 100, 000 
Newark, N. J......00 erveeeeee 300,000 | Richmond, Ky........ . 75, 000 
I ON I i enietslentenienl a ih ME Ci 100, 000 
Hudson, N.Y. 75,000 | Danville, lll 100, 000 
Troy, N.Y 200, 000 a 





Reidsville, N.C...........- 25, 000 Total 8, 500, 000 


This does not include District of Columbia post office or Springfield 
Armory. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not see the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON ] who has the charge of this bill here. How much time have I 


ust how many States in the Union there remaining? 











tan’ 





, 
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rat 


A 
« 









1891. 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has 
disposed of fifty minutes of his time and has one hour and ten minutes 
at his disposal. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I was going to suggest that an agr 
ment be entered into by which the committee might proceed with th: 
consideration of the bill by paragraphs until we reach the item in 
regard to the World’s Fair, and then we could use up the rest of the 
time upon that item. I am advised by those gentlemen who desire to 
speak on this side of the House that they will confine their remarks 
entirely to the World’s Fair. ; 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman in charge of the bill [} 
CANNON] is not here at this moment. Personally, I know there wi 
be some time required to consider that item when it is reached, an 
possibly the general discussion upon the item in anticipation may bea 
little premature. I spoke to the chairman of the committee about that. 
He will be here in one moment, and can speak for himself. But I 
want to say this to my friend from Texas [Mr. SAvERs], that the re- 


I 
} 
i 


] 
A 
} 
A 


maining time will be inadequate to such coasideration of that partic- 


ular item or group of items as will be desired. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As the gentleman from Texas will see, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is now here and he can spe ik 
for himself. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] is quite 
anxious to have three minutesat this time. Has the gentleman trom 
Texas any objection to that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Noneatall. Let him proceed for three minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make any 
extended remarks, but I think it is only just that the criticism of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs] should be answered. I wil! 
refer to the comparisons he has made between the appropriations for 
various sections of the country in the bills that have passed this Con- 
gress and of the comparatively small amount that has been provided 
for the State of New York. If the gentleman will go back and look 
over our history, he will find that the State of New York has had some 
twelve or fourteen millions of dollarsof the public money appropriated 
for public buildings heretofore. He will find that the State of Missouri 
has had some six or eight million dollars of public money appropriated 
heretofore, and that Illinois has had a large sum, eight or ten millions. 
Massachusetts, Ohio, Maryland, Louisiana, South Carolina, Kentucky, 
California, have had several millionseach, the amount of which I showed 
in the table published on page 1377 of the REcorD of January15. M 
own State of Iowa has not had any public building for ten years until 
this session, except the one at Council Bluffs and that at Ottumwa. |! 
the gentleman will look carefully into the matter he will find th 
Southern States have had full justice. 

The large appropriations in the States named I suppose arise from 
the fact that those States contain large cities that are centers of public 
business, and they of course require large public buildings. The ¢ 
tleman seemed somewhat aggrieved in reference to the State of A 
kansas. The State of Arkansas is an agricultural State and has hut a 
small number ef important large cities. 

I desire in connection with this to say that I think the bill of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers], the Hot Springs bill, is 
very meritorious bill, and if it had been urged on the attention of th 
House earlier in the session that it probably would have passed. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBoTT] will bear me witness that as soon 


as the matter was called to our attention the bill was immediately re- | 


ported; but another bill, perhaps of less merit, was previously called 
to ourattention and reported, and of course got on the Calendar sooner. 


I have no doubt that the Committee on Public Buildings have pro- | 


vided for public buildings as nearly as they could according to the 
necessities of the case, and I do not think gentlemen of that commit- 
tee on the other side of the House will find fault with the appropria- 
tions that have been made in this Congress. Atleast I have heard no 
complaints made by the minority members of the committee in recard 
to the methods by which we have appropriated for public buildings in 
this Congress. 

In reference to striking out the provisions for appropriations, we have 
simply in that followed the rule that prevailed always in our history 


up to the last Congress, and it was only omitted in the last Concress | 


yy 


because Mr. Randall, who had carefully guarded these bills from con 
taining appropriations, was not here to attend to it with as much care 
as our distinguished colleague from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] has attended 
to it in this Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] desire the arrangement to stand as he and I talked about it ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that it is the desire of 
those who are going to speak upon this side to devote their attention 
to the World’s Fair, and for that reason I suggest that we proceed to 
the consideration of the bill by paragraphs, and that when we reach 
the item concerning the World’s Fair then we can occupy the time 
that we now have for that item. 

Mr. CANNON. To that, with the consent of the committee, I con- 
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To recapitulate: 
States, Num- Politics. 
ber. 

Maine . seo 2 | Republican. 
New Jersey . ij Do. 
Illinois ; ‘ sine 6 Do. 
Wisconsin 3 Do. 
Pennsylvania 5 Do. 
lowa ) Do. 
New York 2 Do. 
South Dakota l Do 
South Carolina . ; cones ! | Democratic. 
Texas : a 4 Do. 
California 3 Do 
Mississippi 4 2 Do. 


There have been accorded to members of the same committee on the 
Democratic side two appropriations and to those on the Republican 
side of the committee six appropriations for their respective districts. 
These I present without comment. They are as follows: 


lo the Representative from Illinois, $60,000, for the completion of 


building at Galesburgh. 
lo the Representative from Iowa, $70,000, for completion of build- 
ing at Cedar Rapids. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


fo the Representative from New York, $100,000, for the continuation | 


of building at Troy. 

lo the Representative from South Dakota, $75,000, for the erection 
of a new building at Sioux Falls. 

lo the Representative from New Jersey, $100,000, for the continua- 
tion of building at Newark. 

» the Representative from Pennsylvania, $50,000, for the comple- 
tion of building at Chester. 

lo the Representative from South Carolina, $100,000, for the contin- 
uation of building at Charleston. 

lo the Representative from Texas, $115,000, for the completion of 
building at Fort Worth. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to oppose a means of legis- 
lation by which the public money can be saved, as I sincerely believe 
to be the case where public building appropriations are made, but I do 
insist that the distribution of public funds for this purpose does not 
always fall upon localities largely populated and which have contrib- 
uted their full share towards augmenting the public fund. 


Che district of my friend from Ohio {| Mr. OWENS] is appealing to | 


this House,through him, for the completion ofa public building. The 
city of Elizabeth, in my own district, is asking that the public fund, 


to which it has been a large contributor,may be in some slight degree 


devoted to a public building at Elizabeth, a large city with large com- 
mercial interests, with a large water front, and having post-office receipts 
adequate to justify the petition. Neither the gentleman from Ohio nor 


myself have as yet gained the necessary recognition to bring these bills | 


before the House. 
ognition. There are others who, like ourselves, are equally powerless 
to further the interest of their districts in this respect. 

Mr. Chairman, I reiterate my opinion that some means should be 
devised by which the distribution of the public funds for building pur- 
poses should be more evenly made among the States, and especially 
among those States that have contributed so largely towards its estab- 
lishment. 

With the permission of the committee I will append to my remarks 
some statistics which I have gathered, statistics not presenting pre- 
vious appropriations, but the appropriations provided for by this bill 
for public buildings. 


Appropria- 


State and location sina 
« ° 


Remarks. 


Arkansas, Cam den.. 

California 
Sacramento.. 
San Francisco 
Stockton 

Colorado, Denver ... 


$25,000 New. 


150,000 | Continuation. 
15, 000 Do. 

75,000 | New. 
107,000 | Continuation. 








Connecticut, New London..... 50, 000 Do. 
Delaware, Wilmington siecoibis 100, 000 Do. 
NN EEL ce AAA RAAT REET 125, 000 Do. 


Georgia, Rome 
Illinois: 
Aurora ° eee cccece seeceeee 
Bloomington 
Danville 
Galesburgb... 
Rock Island 
Indiana: 


50,000 | New. 


iaiaiabe 45,000 | Continuation. 
sanieniin 75,000 | New. 

100, 000 Do. 

60,000 | Continuation. 
75,000 | New. 


REL EPNIANIIIINID xnivns nencencudocined toskee oodansininebanneinpenmnianiins 55,000 | Continuation, 
Madison ..... 50,000 | New. 

South Bend 75, 000 Do. 

lowa | | 

Burlington jniunis: Sosnhideesiencemeutausnaemmmnmenatte 75,000 | Continuation. 
Cedar Rapids......... 70, 000 Do. 
Davenport 100,000 | New. 

Fort Dodge 75, 000 Do. 

Sioux City....... = oe 125, 000 Do. 








We are, however, not alone in this failure of rec- | 
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Appropria- 


State and location. tion 


Remarks. 


hansas: 

Atchison.......... . $70,000 | Continuation. 

i ccscewesunpnesesscecssncenanesaee Grenemene 50, 000 Do. 
Louisiana: 

REID, ssn sccusnsanduiteitiphacctbacaeneniete 40, 000 Do. 

Baton Rouge............0..0.- 70, 000 Do. 
Maine: 

Houlton 35, 000 Do. 

Lewiston......... 75,000 | New 





Massachusetts : 


Haverhill... ecesanoneesense 400 ceesenesoseeene 75, 000 Do. 
RAV GU scscceees paahinngednanenns jeatiapewerdionians Rees 90,000 | Continuation, 
BT cerscicvessncincasoness eiewsowaowsennnpeetie ERS 75,000 | New. 


Minnesota: | 
Duluth pinneenasienne ss 


120,000 | Continuation, 


TID a cninmraigneatiotinaguqnactpieentonmen inane 90,000 | New. 
Mississippi 
Meridian 50, 000 Do. 





Vicksburg 
Missouri : 
l= 


5,000 Continuation. 


600,000 | New 








BpTtABGOI 2... csccccesscncveees seccssscscssecs nwa 100,000 | Continuation. 
Nebraska: 
Beatrice .... aacegedneniinns salatnnatidemmaennnaitibipimeamnial 60,000 | New 
Fremont.......... seadcnianpedaphhinie snibninaineneninanniaiial 35,000 | Continuation, 
ee on 100, 000 Do. 
New Jersey, Newark ............ _— — sand 100, 000 Do 
New York: 
IIIT icicnnniinpensigiienniniaemientuen 100,000 | New 
Troy. siasiaeritistiahtaia vie cnaiaiaeit 100,000 | Continuation. 
North Carolina: 
New Berne........ 2 inidenmaseintety’ uit sitions 50,000 | Continuation. 
SD stakseiupeinsimnnéninen cial 25,000 | New. 
North Dakota, Fargo.. 100, 000 Do. 
Ubio 
ALTON. ....ccccccccess seesevese ovcecce : 75, 000 Do 
Canton 70,000 | Continuation, 
LAMOD acccesnce agieuebasbussvoneadinntxtuecpenseosensouyent 60,000 New 
RNID «usb sails upiailaben iain giminlontiena saiadiniih 75, 000 Do 
Oregon, Portland 250, 000 Do. 
Pennsylvania: 
ERT scccccsce veecceses il cat 35,000 Continuation. 
ee ceietaienise 30, 000 Do 
Chester...... 50, 000 Do. 
Scranton panesiuninietn aenituinions dot 160, G00 Do 
WEEE cceneess ‘ hibit hoaitaaietin 55, 000 Do 


Rhode Island, Pawtucket 
South Carolina, Charleston 
South Dakota, Sioux Falls 


75,000 New 
100,000 | Continuation, 
75,000 New 


Texas 
Brownsville . sp aleated pevnspnaconeut one 5,000 Continuation. 
Fort Worth, .........00.. we soamuwnnceneiated souennes 115, 000 Do. 
Jefferson.. sone e wepenbibitsines ntunis ‘ 3, O00 Do. 
Paris ... ; ; 70, 000 Do 


Vermont, St. Albans 
Virginia: 

Norfolk ... 

Staunton... . . 
West Virginia, Martinsburgh 
Wisconsin 


6,000) ~ New 


75, 000 Do 
75, 000 Do. 
shialeosinl 45,000 | Continuation 


Ashland snatasntinsians 70, 000 Do 
Racine ow sieseseicoeseeennne 100,000 | New 
SheEDOY WAN ... ... ...c00 cee eveeee noes coves con esvece - 50, 000 Do 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Genesee fog signal, New York: For establishing a steam fog signal at Gen- 


esee light station, mouth of the Genesee River, Lake Ontario, New York, 
$4,300 
$4,300, 


Mr. BURTON. 
desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amend by adding. after line 25, page 12, the following: 

Ashtabula Harbor range light and fogsignal, Ohio: For establishing a steam 
fog signal and range light at Ashtabula Harbor, Lake Erie, Ohio, $4,700 

Old Mackinac Point light station, Michigan: For establishing a light station 
at Old Mackinac Point, Lake Michigan, in the State of Michigan, $25,000, 

Squaw Island lighthouse and fog signa), Michigan: For establishing a light- 


house and steam fog signal on Squaw Island, in Lake Michigan, State of Mich- 
igan, $25,000. 


Mr. BURTON. These three separate works were authorized by the 
act passed on the 2d of March, 1889. Each of them has been reported 
by the Lighthouse Board as of pressing importance. I read from the 
last report of the Lighthouse Board with regard to the one at Ashtabula: 


This was authorized by act of March 2, 1889, but no appropriation was made 
to do the work. The board now has to state, in addition, that as the com- 
merce seeking the harbor of Ashtabulais very largeand rapidly increasing, and 
as the class of vessels consigned to this harbor are among the largest on the 
lakes, and as they visit this harbor late in the fall and up to the very close of 
navigation, when snowstorms are likely to occur, and as they enter by night as 
well as by day, this locality is deemed to be of sufficient importance to justify 
the expense of a steam fog signal, at a cost not to exceed $4,300, and it is recom- 
mended that an appropriation of this amount be made therefor. 

The entrance to this harbor is narrow, and there isa light only on the end of 
one pier. It is important that before reaching the end of this pier vessels 
should be headed directly parallel to it, otherwise they are liable to run into 
one of the two piers or pass outside of both. There is no fixed light in the har- 
bor on which to range. Hence pilots are at a loss at night to get a sure range 
toward which to head in time to get their craft straight before making the end 
of the pier. A suitable range light can be erected at small cost near the in- 
ner end of the pier on which the light is located and made to range with the 
light on the outerend. It is recommended that this be done, at a cost not to ex- 
ceed $400, and it is recommended that an appropriation of this amount be made 
therefor, 


I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How much is the entire amount? 

Mr. BURTON. Four thousand seven hundred dollars. It will be 
noticed that originally the estimate which was carried into the bill of 
authorization, passed on the 2d of March, 1889, was $7,000, but on a 
later and revised estimate it was thought possible to complete the range 
light and fog signal at a less expense, $4,300 for the one and $400 for 
the other, making a total of $4,700. 

Now, as to the other two lighthouses 

Mr,CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman to offer 
only one. 

Mr. BURTON. They all three comeunder the act of March 2, 1589. 

Mr.BUTTERWORTH. Whatis the aggregate amount of the three? 

Mr. BURTON. Fifty-four thousand seven hundred dollars. The 
first is $4,700 for Ashtabula. The second is $25,000 for Old Mackinac 
Point, which is just at the northerly end of the southern peninsula, 
where vessels run in going from Lake Michigan into Lake Huron and 
rice ve 





rsd, 


The third is on Squaw Island, which is on the direct course | 


of vessels from Chicago and Milwaukee to the lower lakes and to Lake | 


Superior. All three are necessary to safe navigation. 
ara particularly necessary for the safe navigation of Lake Michigan 
and the one at Ashtabula is urgently demanded by the growing com- 
merce of that harbor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Theseare the points, I believe, to whichour 
attention has been so often called by the men who navigate the lakes. 

Mr. BURTON. They are part of them. 
from the rest by the fact that they have been already carefully con- 
sidered by Congress, and on the recommendation of the Lighthouse 
Board they have been authorized by law. 

Mr. ADAMS. And they are the only lights upon the lakes that 
come within that class. 

Mr. BURTON. They are the only ones upon the Great Lakes that 
come within this class. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
tleman from Ohio. 
Mr. CANNON. 
vote yet. It is true thatin the year 1889 in an 
improvements were authorized. 
up to this time seen proper to appropriate for them, and there are many 
improvements not authorized which are of much greater importance 
thanthese. The Lighthouse Board has for years submitted very care- 
ful estimates; and the improvements are embraced in three classes; 
first; those which are indispensable; second, those which are necessary ; 

and, third, those which are desirable only. 

low, as gentlemen are aware, we have an extended coast; and we do 
what I believe no other nation on earth does, we light our coast at the 
expense of the public Treasury, without making it a burden upon com- 
merce. And we have, as I am informed and believe, a general light- 
house system which is better probably than that of any other nation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE,. The gentleman has mentioned three classes; 
will he state which class this improvement is in ? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam going to speak of that immediately. 

Now this is a very meritorious service, very carefully conducted ana 
estimated for, and it has been, at least for ten years, very carefully 
supervised, not only by the Committee on Commerce, but by the Com 
mittee on Appropriations. This officer, Commander Coffin, who is at 
the head of the Lighthouse Board, was before the committee this year 
as usual; and he classified these three lights as necessary only, not in- 
dispensable, 
improvements along the seaboard and upon the Great Lakes, the ne- 
cessity for lightships and for tenders, the necessity for buoy depots 
and supply depots, looking over the whole ground in connection with 
Commander Coffin, the committee, devotingas much of the publicmoney 
to these purposes as we believe ought to be so devoted in the state ot 
our revenues, reported this bill without recommending any appropria- 
tion for these three lights. 

If you claim they are desirable, I concede it; it would bea good 
thing to have the lights, but they are not nearly so important as many 
lights that are not appropriated for and not authorized. They are 
necessary only, not indispensable. And if we were to appropriate for 
all the improvements classed by the Lighthouse Board as indispensa- 
ble in this service throughout the length and breadth of the country— 
along the seaboard and on the Great Lakes—the aggregate would be 
an amount which this House would not think of voting. HenceI be- 
lieve the recommendation of the committee not to appropriate for these 
three lights is wise, and I hope the Committee of the Whole will sus- 
tain the Committee on Appropriations. 

{Here the hammer fel’. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate what my colleague [ Mr. CAN- 
NON ] has said about the division of these proposed improvements into 
three classes, indispensable, necessary, and desirable. But I want to 
remind him and the House that, given a certain point on the lakes as 
compared with points of similar apparent importance on the seacoast, 


The question is on the amendment of the gen 


‘‘omnibus’’ bill these 


the lighting of the lake point is more important on account of the 
changes in navigation that are going on along our northern lakes, Just 


The latter two | 


But these are distinguished | 
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so fast as the channels conn¢ 
do we build and run larger steam 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And at cheay 











iper rate 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes; the resul that in proportion as we increas 
thes of the vessels we cheape n the rates for th ransporta iol 
grain from the West to Europe; but as we increase es of t 8 
sels it t mes more and more n¢ o make appropriat V 
by year for the lighting of that part of our coast 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will allow me to say that if he will 
examine this bill as well as the sundr ll of last session he will 
| find that the Committee on Appropriations have been as liberal, not 
more liberal to the lakes than to any other portion of the United 
states 
Mr. ADAMS I am 1 to hear it, if it is true. It 
true. 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will find it to be tru 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Permit: » say that the lakes wer lected 
for four years before that. 
Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I can prove it by the fig s 
Mr. SAYERS. I would be glad to have the gentlk ul e if I 
do not accept 1t as true. 
Mr. ADAMS IL will not stop to disé 3 whethe 
year has been so liberal towards the lakes as the g man from ‘Texas 
claims. My colleague [| Mr. CANNON] has mentioned three « 
| improvements: indispensable, necessarv, and desirable, I not that 
| one appropriation in this bill is for lighthouse which has no 
| recommended as either indispensable or necessary, but only desi 
Mr. HERMANN Is it authorized by law? 
Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly. This t case in which the g 
man trom Oregon is no doubt interested It is on th orth western 
coast. I do not object to 
Mr. HERMANN, Unfortu \ tich 


No, Mr. Chairman, we are not quite ready for the | 


Itis also true that Congress has never | 


Therefore on full inquiry, taking into consideration other | 





| ditions of navigation are more stable; 


terested, 
Mr. ADAMS [ am 
Mr. DOCKERY Was it thor 
Mr. ADAMS L assume it 3 Of ¢ trse Lean n 


dre s 7 

Committee on Appropriatio ’ I { } 
house which they could avoid I I 
disrespectful. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentle iark is 1 n 
jest. 

Ir. ADAMS. Then I withdraw 

Mr. CANNON, When the gentleman recollects the amount th 
bill carries for the St. Mary’s Canal and for the Hay Lake Chan 
amount that it carried last year for the tenders, the amount that 
ries this vear for his own magnificent harbor at his own magni 
city—when he sees the unprecedented appropriations that have 


made all about those Great Lakes last year and this year, he m 


cede at once that even in jest we are not subject to that criti 

Mr. ADAMS. My own magnificent harbor at my own ma t 
city is the port for every vesse | that navigates any one ot 1e | t 
Lakes; and they are as much interested as I am 

So far as the St. Mary’s River is concerned, we all remember wl 


the late Secretary of the Treasury said in his speech in New York, to 


the effect that more tonnage passed through that canal 


in the sum 
months than through the Suez Canal during the entire twelve*mont 
I hope, as the gentleman says, that itis well lighted. I think it ought 
to be. I hope there is adequate appropriation for it. But I call at 


tention to the fact that there is a larger need for a constant appropria- 
tion for the lighting of the lakes than on the seacoast, where the con 
and I also call attention to the 
further fact that we might appropriate here for places not classitied as 
indispensable, when the committee bave gone beyond that classilica- 
tion themselves and have, in one instance at least, made an appropria- 
tion for an establishment that is not classed as indispensable or neces- 
sary. 
I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on this 
classification of lighthouses by which they are divided into three classes, 
namely, indispensable, necessary, and desirable. 


rhe word ‘‘ indispen- 
sable’’ 


is not used with reference to a new project at all, but, as will 
be seen by the definition embodied in a letter of the Lighthouse De- 
partment, under date of December 16, 1890, it only pertains to those 
already existing and which need repair or those upon which exp 
has been already incurred. I read 

In the list of items classified as indispensable 


nse 


there are only included items 
which are urgently required for the protection, care, and efficiency of existing 
aids to navigation, or for carrying out the expressed will of Congress and f 
which partial appropriation has been made, as m for Diamond S 


light station. 


If we accept that definition of ‘‘ indispensable’’ and consider it ne 
essary to pass a bill here, we can build no new lighthouses or : 
navigation, and it seems to me that the House is not ready to accept 
that line of policy. 


The gentleman from Illinois spoke of a large appropriation for th 
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1 
St. Mary’s River and says it is without precedent. It is not without 
pre t large when you take into account the enormous | 
the canal and the dangers to which that navigation is 
when you take into consideration the development of 
3; and the cheapening of prices of staple articles, which cheap- | 
en of prices is of enormous benefit to the whole nation. 

N l em to me that the committee ought to be afraid | 
t l this bill necessary appropriations, 

We! ize the fact that $1,950,000 has been included here which or- 
dinarily 1 part of the river and harbor bill, and which will to that | 
extent relieve the next river and harbor bill passed at the next session | 

Congr 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
we i 

I desire to say something in respect to this matter of St. Mary’s Canal 
and the Hay Lake Channel. This is a part of the appropriation made 


of the bill introduced by myself in the Forty-ninth Con- 
of the lock of the canal and improving Hay 


> lmpro smen 
} l 





j 
| 
| | 
Now, the Government can not in any possibility stop these improve- | 
rhe contracts are out. This money must be provided, 
and to show you how valuable the work at St. Mary’s Canal has been 
it is only necessary to say that there are almost fifty millions of com- 
merce going through annually. The farmers of the Northwest know | 
| 


ments now. 


the value of this improvement to them in the shipment of their grain 
to the East 

A bushel of grain was carried from Duluth to Buffalo for 9 cents, and 
now for the last two years it has been carried for 2} cents. That is all 
the argument that is necessary for the improvement of that lock and 
the improvement of Hay Lake Channel; and, while the committee may 
divide the list into ‘‘indispensable, necessary, and desirable,’’ I want 
to say that while I have been a member of the House I have contended 
with former Appropriation Committees and before Committees of Com- 
merce for the safe navigation of the Northwestern lakes, that they should 
be properly provided for. 

Not only that, but you have had before your committees scores of | 
captains, of men that own the commerce, who have tonnage year after | 
year on your lakes, saying that they ought to have fair play in these 
appropriations; and, when already legislation has been had in that di- 
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| . 7 
| the point of order when he hears v 


rection, I can not see why the Appropriations Committee can not take 


up the list, without any classifying made by the Lighthouse Board, 
and provide for lighthouses that are imperatively demanded by every 


man who owns a ton of commerce aud by every American sailor who | 


stands on the deck of an American vessel on the Great Lakes. I do not 
mean extravagant appropriations, but I mean adequate appropriations, 
made with discrimination aad good judgment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does thegentleman mean to advise the committee 
ignore the recommendations of the Lighthouse Board ? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Not at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. They have done so to a certain extent. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I think if the committee would be guided by 
the recommendations of the Lighthouse Board we would havea better 


to 


r 
~ 


‘rvice, 

Mr. DOCKERY. The committee are following the recommenda- 
tion of the Lighthouse Board 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, asingle word. Thegentleman from 
New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], always so happy and strong, has given 
the great force of his opinion and experience in favor of the appropria- 
tion for the St. Mary’s River and the Hay Lake Channel. I believed 


| 





I was right and the committee believed they were right when they 
recommended these appropriations. Now, with regard to St. Paul, 
we know we are right, and I thank the gentleman for assigning the 
reasons so strongly, and we have recommended those appropriations; 
but, Mr. Chairman, this bill carries about $35,000,000, and in provid- 


ing for the indispensable—which we can not fully provide for—let us | 


see to it that in the name of proper indispensable improvements we do 
not appropriate for some things thatcan wait. Now, these three items 
are necessary only. They can wait and there are others that can not 
wait, 

Mr. SPINOLA. There isan appropriation of $100,000, for which the 
country has been waiting a hundred years, for another very worthy ob- 
ject, that I propose to get appropriated for in this bill. 

The question was takenon the amendment proposed by Mr. BuRTON, 
and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. BuRTON) there were—ayes 14, 
hoes o¢ 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follow S 






Genesee f signal, New York: For establishing a steam fog signal at Gene- 


see light station, mouth of the Genesee River, Lake Ontario, New York, 
~ 


24,5 


Mr. ADAMS offered the following amendment: 


At the bottom of page 12, add the following 
“ Establishing a range light and a steam fog signal on or near Plum Island, 
Death's Door Passage, entrance of Green Bay, Lake Michigan, $21,000,” 
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Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order on that, until I see 
whether it is authorized. 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague [Mr. CANNON] with surely withdraw 

what I have to say. 

Mr. CANNON, Iam informed that it is not authorized, and there 
fore I make the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not know whether it is authorized or not. I 
know that I have tried for several years to get it authorized; but I will 
appeal to my colleague who has just said that he distinguishes be- 
tween those improvements which can wait and those which can not 
wait. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is raised. The Chair will 


( 
t 


| hear the gentleman on that first. 


Mr. ADAMS. That being the case, I can only appeal to my col- 
league to consider that this is a most important matter. 

Mr. CANNON, I can onlysay to my colleague that there are many 
indispensable improvements along our 8,000 miles of coast that the 
Treasury can not now afford to make, and this, not being authorized, 


| was not considered, and therefore I make the point of order against it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

For salaries of two hundred and fifty-two keepers of life-saving and lifeboat 
stations and of houses of refuge, $169,100. 

Mr. ADAMS said: Mr. Chairman, I make the formal motion to 
strike out the last word. I desire to ask my colleague whether the 
salary of the keeper of a life-saving and life-boat station is fixed by 
law. 

Mr. CANNON, It is. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask my colleague—I do not know whether the 
Committee on Appropriations would naturally have the knowledge 
whether there has been any movement in favor of increasing the salary 


| of the keepers of life-saving stations. 


Mr. CANNON, There may have been bills introduced and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. It would be a matter they would 
have jurisdiction of. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not wish to delay the passage of a great appro- 
priation bill, but I want to occupy one or two minutes in saying that 
I am strongly convinced of the importance of giving more salary to the 
one man who is responsible at a life-saving station and who in many 
of the stations is the only man really responsible for the efficiency of 
the station. Many of the stations are manned by volunteers, galiant 
men, who serve for the nominal compensation aliowed for the time when 
they are actually employed; but it is exceedingly important that there 
should be one man, a trained seaman, giving his entire time and atten- 
tion to the service; and [ hope that the Committee on Commerce will 
make some move in the direction of increasing the salaries. I with- 
draw the formal amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I renew it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in connection with 
what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] has just said, I desire 
to say that the salaries of these keepers are fixed by law at a maximum 
limit, but that, by action of the bureau having charge of the Life-Saving 
Service, they have, almost without exception, been deprived of a por- 
tion of that pay; in other words, the amount allowed, in point of fact, 
is, with the exception of a very few of them, less than the maximum 
which the law allows. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the maximum? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Six hundred dollars. And I 
desire to say further that for years bills have been introduced into this 
House increasing the pay not only of these keepers, but of the crews 
under them. ‘The crews are just as important in their places as the 
keepers are in theirs; and the Committee on Commerce have reported 
a bill, which is upon the Calendar, making a slight increase in this 
pay. But inasmuch as it requires and necessitates an appropriation 
there is no way under the rules for that bill to be rezched; and it 
seems as though it was going to the tomb of the Capulets about as fast 
as the movement of time can carry it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the pro forma amend- 
ment withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of crews of surfmen employed at the life-saving and lifeboat stations 
during the period of actual employment; compensation of volunteers at life- 
saving and lifeboat stations, for actual and deserving service rendered upon 
any occasion of disaster or in any effort to save persons from drowning, at such 
rate not to exceed $10 for each volunteer, as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
determine; pay of volunteer crews for drill and exercise; fuel for stations and 
houses of refuge; repairs and outfits for same; rebuilding and improvement 
of same; supplies and provisions for houses of refuge and for shipwrecked per- 
sons succored atstations; traveling expenses of officers under orders from the 
Treasury Department; for carrying out the provisions of sections 7 and 8 of the 
act approved May 4, 1882; for draught animals, and maintenance of same; and 
contingent expenses, including freight, storage, repairs to apparatus, medals, 
labor, stationery, advertising, and miscellaneous expenses that can not be in- 
cluded under any other head of life-saving stations on the coasts of the United 
States, $800,000. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move to strike out the last 
word, Mr. Chairman, and do so for the purpose of adding to what I 
have already said, my belief that there is no portion of the employés of 
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the Government who are as wretchedly paid as this portion. These | sure which—of this park, and 1 prot its so that 
surfmen are on fluty eight months in the year; and, on the Atlantic | thrown open to the public and 
coast, it is the most inclement season of the year. All through thelast | A 1quiry, as t WOI e 
Li winter, through storm and sleet and snow, that coast was patrolled | thou it ¥ to recommend ‘ | 
’ from Maine to the Gulf by these hardy men, for which they receive i run that work over t 
é the miserable compensation of $4100 per season, an 1 they are compelled Mr. OUTHWAITE. Th yea 
%. out of that $400 to furnish their own rations and their own clothing Mr ANNON. Yes: itis ees ‘ , 
They are not allowed, of course, to live with their families. They | es t iat we might give tha and tha the mean t 
must stay in these stationhouses, and their families must be supported | gres mt to time will | , stoi it on 
on the mainland at the cost of an independent establishment. fu provided for. 
It has been thought by many that the clothing, which by reason ot M IUTHWAILTE. Idonot k : 
an order of the Department the men are being compelled to put on as | ment that was le to me, 
uniform, is paid for by the Government; but there is not a word oftruth Mr. CANNO? | know eithe 
init. ‘The men are compelled to pay for it, and the amount is de- Mr. OUTHWAITE. It \ made to me a \ 
ducted by the Superintendent from their pay. I want now to ask that in | and [ have not had time to ir tigate the matte I des et 
some way this bill give increased pay to these men for these services, public park progress as rap t mav. but I also 
oe which the reports of the Superintendent show to have been invaluable | money appropriated . ded for value receive 
a in the saving of life and property, and that it should be raised to a Mr. CANNON. If the ge will allow me. this whole 1‘ 
= figure that an American need not blush at giving or receiving. is under the Boardof Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, and th 
a Mr. CANNON. Read. can see how it is to be « xpend 
“a The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be regarded as Mr. ROGERS. On that particular point, will my friend ju ( 
2 withdrawn. | who the Board of Regents are 
¥ The Clerk read as follows: | Mr. CANNON. I think t itleman from West Virs MI 
4 COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. WILSON ] is one them 
3 For every expenditure requisite for and incident to the survey of the Atlantic, | Mr. WILSON, of West Virgini No, sit 
3 Gulf, and Pacific coasts of the United States—— Mr. DOCKERY. Somebody ¢ jually as good, I uppose _—_ 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire, if I can have theattention | Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrerw 
4 of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SayeERs], to state that the next | a member, and also the Chief Justice. Now, the gentleman speaks of 


e . 
eleven pages of this bill cover items of appropriation for the Coast Sur- | roads, walks, and bridges. There had only been expended upon 1 
| ’ 
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vey. They are about the same as in the current year, with the excep- | walks, and bridges from July 1 to November 30 $ {s 
iY tion of an increase of about $13,000 for printing charts, etc., found to Mr. OUTHWAITI fas any portion of that money been spent in 
% be absolutely necessary. Last year and this year the Committee on | erecting bridges? Has not the whole of it that has beens t, s 
; Appropriations gave a most exhaustive examination of this service, and | bridges are concerned, been spent for plans and speci ti ‘ 
I believe the committee is unanimously of the opinion that it is con- | that are incapable of being worked out in con ictio 
ducted in as economical, praiseworthy, and profitable a manner for the Mr.CANNON. Ithink not, because I think some 1 on 
benefit of the Government as any part of the public service; and that | putin there. But on page 23 of the report submitted by the 
substantially, if not literally, we have given the amount that is esti- | tary (Mis. Doc. 39, second session, | rst Congress) there . 
mated for. For the purpose of saving time, I ask the committee, with | plete ule of all the expenditures, covering a page and a half, and 
the approval of the gentleman from Texas, that we may pass over the | as i glance my eye hastily over it the largest ite otice is a f 
Coast-Survey items. | $500, and that is for pay-ro!l services 
Mr. SAYERS. So far as I am concerned, I have no objection to it. Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is therein that lista ‘ { 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that we | paid to an architectfor plans and specilicatio1 
may consider as read the Coast Survey items. Mr. CANNON. On a hasty glance I do not d 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous | gentleman sees the matter is very closely printed 
consent that the Coast Survey items may be considered as read. looked it. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I donot think that Mr. OUTHWAITE. I may ' 1 misinformed. but I 1 
it is a wise precedent to pass over these items in the bill without hay- | to bring the matter to the att mmitt 
ing them read to the House. Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman. what is t par I 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? | the question before the committ 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. | TheCHAIRMAN It is on the motion of t ) 
The Clerk read as follows: [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to strike ont t ‘ 1 
Nationa! Zodlogical Park: For continuing the construction of roads, | Mr. ROGERS I desire to I ized inst I 
walks, bridges, water-supply, sewerage, and drainage, and for grading, plant- | would be glad if I could get some « if this Board of Recents to turn 
ing and otherwise improving the grounds of the National Zodélogical Park, in- ; = a 
cluding salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, $15,000. state’s evidence against the basance Of th m in order t lat | might 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to strike out the last word, forthe pur- | °° ‘formation. 4 that my friend from Oh Mr. | 
pose of inquiring of the chairman of the committee having in charge | \O%'') J8 ROW In Als Sea z 
this bill what is meant by this provision as to bridges on page 35 of Mr. CANNON. 22 AY SEIORG WHE SHOW me [f understand that t 
the bill: ‘ gentleman trom Alabama | Mr. WHEELER] also is a memb 
For continuing the construction of roads, walks, bridges, water supply, sew- | board ans : 
erage, and drainage, and for grading, planting, and otherwise improving the | _Mr. ROGERS. It does not make any rer ith me; they are 
grounds of the National Zoélogical Park. all good witnesses In that respect they are an exception to tl 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman knows there area number of cajions | eral rule, because generally I have not much regard for peoy ) 
or small ravines in this park, and it is necessary to have them bridged | turn state’s evidence. I see the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Bu1 
at several points. Ifthe gentleman has been upon the site he will | WORTH] in his seat, and I should like toask him just how many t 
recollect the topography. this Board of Regents has met during the pres¢ ( of Con 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have been informed by a gentleman in whom | Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Twice, I believe 
have great confidence why some of these bridges which are appropri- | Mr. ROGERS. Were you present? 
ated for are not constructed. In other words, that an architect has| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir, I was 
been brought here or has beenemployed here to plan bridges over these | Mr. ROGERS. Then! would like totin ther 1 Laug 
grottos or chasms, and that he has planned some and has received com- | ter. ] 
‘ pensation for planning them, but that when the same have been sub- Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It just happened that when the me 
_— mitted to a practical builder he has declined to accept the contract for | took place public engagements kept me away, but I have been so { 
i their construction for the reason that they would not stand upif built | miliar with the management of the Institution that I can t t 
* upon the plans and specifications proposed by this architect. I should | no public institution in the country is ran with 1 lirec 
3 like to know how far that question has been examined by the com- | to economy, and I do not think that any one shows more for t 
= mittee, if at all, and what information they have as to these bridges. | expended. My friend was acjuainted with P1 
ae Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that but very little of Mr. ROGERS. Not personally, but I had a very high regard { 
x the appropriation for the current year has been expended, and exactly | him But, Mr. Chairman, this is a very important matter, and, 
x what work has been done I do not know; but we had the Secretary of | I have given it a somewhat humorous turn, I have something to 
a the Smithsonian Institution before us and asked him in reference tothe | about it of a practical nature, and I regret exceedingly that I 
\ See report that has been made, and he reported as to the amount that is | so well advised as to be able to speak more de initely. My friend 
E being paid for wages, salaries for watchmen, etc., and he estimated | Ohio [Mr. BurTERWORTH] says that he has not attended any 
Y that it was desirable to have certain appropriations made for the com- | meetings of the board during this session. I have no doubt that 
p. ing year. He inquired and found that he could improve with this ap- | had the best of reasons for being absent, and I very much fear that t 
+ propriation for the coming year, that he estimated for in the appropria- | balance of the board were in the same situation; that is, that they we: 
a tions for the coming year, if I recollect, about 40 or 60 acres—I am not } not present. Mr. Chairman, I want to say now what others may hay« 
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occasion to consider later, if they ever have occasion to pay attention 
to any remarks of mine, and I desire to say it in the shape of a proph- 
ecy 

Mr. MORSE. Is RoGrErs also among the prophets? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to say that if some attention is not given to | 
the expenditure of this money and the improvement and development 
of thi¢ park beyond the mere examination of reports and the mere call- 
ing of formal meetings, you are certain to drift into some great scandal. 
I do not mean corruption, not necessarily that by any means, but some 
great public scandal growing out of the unwise and improper expendi- 
ture of the public money appropriated for this park. 

Mr. HATCH. I suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas that the | 
ventleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] has just come in. 

Mr. ROGERS. lam very glad that the gentleman is here. I un- 
derstand that he is a member of the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and I wish to ask him how many meetings that 
board has held during the present Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. About three, I think. 

Mr. ROGERS. Were you present at all of them? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I was present at all of them. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I would ask you what practical attention has | 
been given by the Board of Regents to the development and improve- 
ment of this Zodlogical Park. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. They have examined the reports of 
expenditures; and I believe that is about all that they have done. 

Mr. ROGERS. That isabout what I expected, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And they have inspected the plats | 
and the designs of the work to be done at the park. 

Mr. ROGERS. And everything else, including the expenditure of | 
this public money, is turned over toa gentleman who, I understand, | 
is a very superb astronomical man, but who, I suppose, has never de- 
voted two hours and a half in all the days of his life to the arrange- 
ments of any park until he was placed in charge of this matter. Now, | 
that will not do; that is not a proper way toexpend the public money. | 
I think the committee acted wisely in cutting down the appropriations | 
for this year one-half. I think the committee ought to have made | 
some practical investigation in regard to this park; they ought to have | 





looked into these plans and designs of improvement; they ought to | 


have examined what sort of improvements are being made out there. 
I understand that stone houses have been built for the accommodation 


of the animals. I do not know whether that is true. I assume it is | 


true, because I regard my information as authentic. I do not know 
whether the opossums and the monkeys that my friend from Tennes- 


see [Mr. ENLOE] talked about the other day are to be put into these | 


stone buildings or what other kinds of animals are to be accommo- 
dated with such quarters. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I 
wish to say, and I believe my information reliable, that there were 
two meetings of the board, and at the last one, held recently, every 
member of the board was present except myself. They considered the 


entire matter to which my friend calls attention, and approyed these | 
items of expenditure and these plans which have been accepted by the | 


Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ROGERS. That does not get atthe real question. A man may 
sit down and look at designs as drawn on paper; such things may look 
very nice, may meet the approbation of the eye. But in the improve- 
ment of a public park you are dealing with a great practical question, 
and the matter ought to be in charge of some man of a practical turn 
of mind—some man, for instance, like General Casey—some man who 
has given his attention to the establishment of parks and the necessary 
improvements connected therewith. And we should have the assist- 
unce of some man, for instance, like Buffalo Bill or Mr. Barnum, of 
Connecticut, men who know something about animals, who are in- 
formed as to the class of animals which it is proper should be preserved 
or propagated there. Some man of that sort should look into these 
practical details of the improvement of this park and the expenditure 
of the money there. 

I will only say in conclusion, by way of warning for the future, that 
in my opinion while this institution remains under the care of the pres- 
ent Board of Regents, the Committee on Appropriations ought to turn 
their attention to some investigation to determine whether there ought 
not to be some change in the organic law for the government of this 
Zoological Park. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For care, subsistence, and transportation of animals for the National Zoé- 
logical Park, and for the purchase of rare specimens not otherwise obtainable, 
including salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, and general in- 
cidental expenses not otherwise provided for, $17,500; in all, $50,500, one-half 


of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
the other half from the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to move to strike 
out at the close of the paragraph just read the words ‘‘ onehalf of which 
sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
the other half from the Treasury of the United States.”’ 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point that theamendment is not in order, 
for the reason that it changes existinglaw. By the organic act creating 
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the Zodlogical Park it was provided that the purchase of the ground 
and the support of the institution should be paid for, one-half at the 
expense of the Government of the United States and the other half 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If that be true, then the language of the 
bill is surplusage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the gentleman from 
Nlinois [Mr. CANNON] ismistaken. He will find, I believe, that the 
act establishing this park makes one-half of the purchase money pay- 
able by the District of Columbia 

Mr, DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But it doesnot impose upon 





| this District the burden of paying one-half of the amount which Con- 


gress may see fit to appropriate thereafter for the maintenance of the 
park—for the collection of animals, ete. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But by analogy that would follow, would it not? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; on the contrary—— 
Mr. CANNON, I withdraw the point of order, as this question can 
be disposed of more easily upon its merits than upon a discussion of 


| the point of order. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think that is more than 
likely, for the decision of the point of order depends upon the judgment 
of the Chair, while voting down the proposition is largely dependent 
upon the faith with which the Committee of the Whole is disposed to 
follow what the Committee on Appropriations may have done, with- 


; out inquiring into the merits of the matter. I would rather depend in 


this particular case upon the judgment of the Chairman of this Com- 


| mittee of the Whole than upon the faith that the body may have in 


this particular committee which it is following in this matter. 
Mr. CANNON, In order to accommodate the gentleman, I have with- 


| drawn the point of order, that he may devote himself to the merits of 


the question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think there is a very broad 
distinction in point of justice between requiring the District of Colum- 
bia to pay half of the purchase price of this park and requiring it to 
pay half of the expense of the collection of the animals that are to be 
gathered there. I did not think it proper for the District to pay any 
part of this expense, I thought it wiser that the General Government 

| should carry on this enterprise exactly as it carries on the Smithsonian 
Institution. It appeared to me that this park had nothing to do with 
the District of Columbia, except that it is located in it; that it is the 
enterprise of the United States growing out of the original acceptance 
by the Government of the bequest of James Smithson and our putting 
that bequest into official shape by the establishment of the Smithson- 
ian Institution. 

In my view, if it was a proper expense to send agents all over the 
| country to find the skeletons of animals, it was an equally proper ex- 
pense to collect living animals and to prevent particular species from 
becoming extinct. I thought that the District of Columbia had prop- 
erly no part in this matter; that the General Government should not 
give the District any control over it and ought not to put upon the 
District the burden of paying any part of the expense of maintaining 
the park. 

Now, this has gone one step further than we have ever undertaken 
to go before. Heretofore we only made the District of Columbia pay 
its share for the original improvement. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I donot understand, if the gentleman from 
Kentucky will permit an interruption, that the act authorizing the con- 
straction of this park had conferred upon the District of Colambiaany 
jurisdiction over the management of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I agree with my friend in the general propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, 
that this has gone a step further. Heretofore we only made the Dis- 
trict pay one-half of the cost of the park, not for its management. It 
has no jurisdiction over the management, and hence it is manifestly 
unjust to the District to make it pay one-half of the expenditure to 
carry on an enterprise over which it has no control, and it would give 
to the District of Columbia a basis for aclaim hereafter for a joint man- 
agement, which I do not think ought to be given and which certainly 
was not contemplated, in my judgment, by the originalact. ButasI 
have said this goes further. It not only makes the District pay one- 
half of the permanent improvement and the administration of the park, 
but it also requires it to pay one-half of the ‘‘care, subsistence, and 
transportation of animals ’’ and for the ‘‘ purchase of rare specimens not 
otherwise obtainable.’’ I think that is going rather too far. 

I have no interest whatever in the matter, except in the most gen- 
eral way; but I simply offer the amendment so that it may be kept 
alive in the record, in order that there may be a constant understand- 
ing that this position is not approved of unanimously by Congress, but 
that there were some of us at least who thought it unwise in the first 
place, and unjust to the District of Columbia in the second, to require 
this, and that it is not our desire to approve ofa proposition by which 
the Government shall go into a partnership with the District for the 
establishment of a Zoological Park here. 
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The whole ground on which I advocated, originally, the purchase 
of the park, was that the United States, after the acceptance of the 
Smithson bequest and the establishment of the Smithsonian Institu 
tion, had already committed itself to that line of scientific inquiry or 
that line of investigation, and that this was simply the development 
of what the Government had already agreed to do. Now, to make the 
District pay one-half of the expenditure for maintenance is simply to 
remove the whole ground that justifies the expenditure in the first in- 
stance, because putting it upon any other basis it would be entirely 
indefensible. 

Mr. VAUX. The gentleman from Kentucky seems to forget that 
there must be some basis for a bill to be brought into Congress to pay 
the deficiencies in the expenditures of the District of Columbia, and 
that this is perhaps the provision which may be used for that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not think that this bill 
will be required, I will sayin answer to my friend from Philadelphia, 
to create a deficiency in the revenues of the District of Columbia; that 
I think has been fully and most adequately provided for in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill already passed, which was snatcbed 
out of the Committee of the Whole by a sort of Cwsarian process the 
other day, and I donot think therefore that we need trouble ourselves 
now about having a deficiency for the District of Columbia. 
of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, one word on this amendment. 

This whole matter was fully discussed at the time the park was au- 
thorized. 
and the House deliberately refused to pass the bill except at the joint 
expense of the Government and the District of Columbia. I am satis- 
fied that the committee and the House are of the same opinion still, 
and I hope will always remain of that opinion. I ask a vote. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will pré 
vail. 

I was opposed for one to the establishment of this Zoological Park 
originally; but when the citizens of this District inaugurated this 
project, as they did, and succeeded in persuading the Congress of the 
United States to enter upon this business, and provide a menagerie 
here in the city of Washington, which was certainly intended on their 


[Cr ies 


part to benefit the city, it seems to me that the city should pay its | 


joint share of the expenditures. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me call the attention of 
my friend from Alabama to the fact that this park has no reference to 
what is known as Rock Creek Park. He is confounding the two, ap- 
parently. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
two. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
himself great injustice, 

Mr. HERBERT. 


I can not understand any difference between the 


Then the gentleman does 


of this District who moved in the matter; and I take it as a general 
thing that if this park is to be inaugurated here we have the citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia who reside here, and who can watch 
over the expenditures for the park, whoare interested in doing it when 
they pay one-half of theexpenditures. Then, to some extent, we have 
the benefit of their local supervision and their interest in the matter: 
for having to pay one-half of the taxes of the whole enterprise they 
will help us to see, and they can do it much better than we can, that 
the expenditures do not get to be too unreasonable; in other words, that 
they are kept within reasonable bounds. 

I think it was wise in the beginning to provide that the District of 
Columbia should pay one-half of theexpenses; and if it was wise then 
it is certainly wise now to continue in the annual appropriation bills 
the same provision. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that we may have a vote. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is that if we 
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expenditures, and no criticism has been made as to the charact 


expenditures, 








My friend insists, or at least suggests, that they ought to have aman 

e Buffalo Bill or a man like Mr. Barnum to take co lot the 
park. Now, itis impossible to find one man that has all | ex- 
periences and the qualifications which arise from experieace in all 

cations, and theretore they placed the zoological i 
secretary ot the Smithsonian, Professor Langley, 1 
who have all the qualifications of Buffalo Bill o1 Men 
are employed there who have spent their lives in the management ot 

nimals, men who have been to Airica and spent part of their lives 
there among animals, and who are well informed regarding the kind 
of animals that will live here, and the mode of lite tha a ted to 
| their preservation and propagation. 

Now, it might be desirable to have an engineer officer d i 
assist in the making of the surveys of the ground, ete., but as fur as | 
can learn there is a most general commendation of the methods pursued 
by this professor, Mr. Langley, and a general commendation 
management, and certainly commendation regarding the economy o 


It was fully discussed in the next appropriation here made; | 


They are both for the same purpose, simply for | 
the adornment of this city, and largely for the benefit of the people 


Mr. Chairman, the great point made | 


pass this bill in its present form it will or may make a basis fora claim | 


on the part of the District of Columbia against the Government. The 
same argument might be made with regard to every class of expendi- 


ture, as gentlemen might arguethat everything should be paid by the | 


General Government that is asked for, because, unless it is naid, pos- 
sibly at some time, several centuries hence, someclaim may be brought 
against the Government, 

Isought the floorafter my genial friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers] 
took his seat to make some reply to his criticisms regarding the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 

Mr. ROGERS. If my friend will pardon me for a moment I wil 
say that my remarks were not addressed to the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. I was speaking of the management of the park alone. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
ment of the park by the Smithsonian Institution. Iadmit that the gen- 
tleman’s remarks were confined to that particular work, but I wish to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that every criticism made 
by gentlemen on this floor with regard to the management of the park 
commission and zovlogical gardens has been confined to the method of 
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hisexpenditures. I havenever heard asuggest 


ion that the expenditure 
of a single dollar has been injudicious, 


On the contrary, the general 
expression is that all his expenditures have been judicious in all r 
spects. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman state whether he ha 
personal supervision to these items of expenditure? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have read them over and examined 
them, and I belive that they are judicious and economical. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What I wished to ask the gentleman 
whether he has given personal attention to the expenditures 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, 
vision to the work at the park. 
ress that is made 


I have not given any personal super 

I do not go there to examine the prog 

I could not do it. It isnotexpected that I should. 
I 


We all of us have enough business here to attend to. All our t 


ime 1s 

fully oecupied in our Congressional duties. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the superintendent do s 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Yes, sir; I believe hedoes. Ith 
all the work is well superintended by competent men. Even if I 
ited the grounds I do not know tuat [ could make any beneticial sug 
gestions, and we Congressmen all have enough to do here without 
spending our time in the personal supervision of the park. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is upon theamendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRID 

Mr. STOCK DALI I desire to offer an amendment to the a 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amend by str king out all aiter 2 sister ° th i ec ll } i 
to and including the word ‘‘for,” in line! ind strike out the wor 
teen n line 15, and insert the word “‘seven”’ in lieu the 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order as an amend nt 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. KIN 
RIDGE]. If the gentleman from Mississippi will withhold it for a 
moment, until the committee dispose of the other question, it will then 
be in order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 


My friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] wholly misapprehe: 
me if he supposes that in my remarks, which were somewhat hum 
ous as well as intended to be practical, I intended to criticise the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. I did not. But what | 
do intend to do is to invite the attention of the committee to the fact 
that the Chief Justice of the United States Supreme Court and two 
members of Congress and three Senators are not a proper board to | 
after the Zodlogical Park 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] can not be expected to 
leave his duties in the House of Representatives to go out and 
vise and see that a survey has been made ina proper manner for roads 
and walks, or proper plans and specifications for letting the 
for publie buildings in the Zodlogical Park, nor to investigate the ques- 
tion of what kind of animals shall be kept in the park. What I think 
is this, that the organic law itself was wrong in placing the Zovlogiea 
Park under the control of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In- 
stitetion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky If the gentleman will, al 
me, I do not know whether he has taken the trouble to lool 
organization of the Smithsonian 


contract 








‘ 
] 
t 


il 


K iIntot 


Institution, I mean that part ol 


toward which his statement is directed 
| 


Weil, with regard to the manage- | 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, possibly I may be in error in the ob 
| servations that I am now making. I shall be glad to be corrected if J 
am misinformed. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuc!} I going to sugge 
if the gentleman does look that matter up h ill find that t m 
sonian Institution has been organized for many years in part for tl 
purpose of obtaining the very best practical and scient \ ho 
| understand the various branches of learning, and that this cours 


pursued under the terms of the 
Mr. ROGERS. 


Smithson } equest 
I understand, Mr. Chairman, that wh 
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the direct control of the Zodlogical Park has passed under the sole 
management of the head of that great Institution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The same principle iscarried 
out with reference to that as to other departments of the Institution. 
1] the gentleman from Arkansas desires to be entirely fair. 

} ROGERS. I dodesire to deal justly by everyone. I desire also, 
if my friend from Kentucky will yield for a moment, to state what I 
am trying to now, which is to invite the attention of the House to the 
condition of things in order that we may avoid in the future that which 

m what I have learned in regard to it and which I regard 
1uthentic and perhaps entirely so, may become a great 
candal with reference to the improvements in that park. 
on to determine. It is a matter that 


$a very important quest 


1 be made clear, pecaus 


expenditure to be made for that purpose. Such a park 
a great institution, requiring talent, genius, and taste and a large 


’ 


ic 
knowledge of topographical surveying, and close attention, a personal 


attention to what is going on in that place. Now, I do not for one 
moment retlect upon those gentlemen. These are duties which I think 
ou t not to devolve in anv sense upon any member of Congress. We 


ctical result is to turn the matter over to a scientific man whose 

3 been spent for the most part in astronomical observations. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, as one of the regents of this 
institution I do not understand that the gentleman proposes to criti- 


} 
cise 1t; buti one | 


quired possibly. But heretofore the fullest confidence has been had 
in the management of that institution. From the suggestion of my 


colleague [Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky] and of my friend from 
Arkansas | Mr. RoGERs], information seems to have reached them to 
t the management is not or may not be up to the stand- 


Now, I think it is true, if either of these gentlemen has information 
that would put us upon inquiry or suggest inquiry, that they should 
state it to the House. I would not want during my term, when I have 
done nothing except to go over there and look through, and to yielda 
ready assent to what has been done—I would not, during my incum- 
bency of that office, like to do anything that would be subject to criti- 
cism, either as suggesting neglector grave wrong. Sothatif my friends 
have any suggestions in that behalf I trust they will make them clear. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. A few moments agol made asuggestion which 
I referred to, 

Mr. ROGERS. IL also did the same. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Doesthe gentleman from Arkansas offer 
t or has he any suggestion to make as to the appropri- 


‘ 


any amendmen 
tion ? 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir. Noamendment is now pending, and I have 
no amendment to offer in that regard. What I have said has been by 
way of putting the Committee on Appropriations upon notice about 
what is going on with reference to improvements in the park, in order 
{ it 
tion which a great enterprise of that kind so richly merits when the 
Government has embarked in it. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope we can havea vote upon thisamendment. | 
would like to go on with the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is still pending. 

Mr ROGERS, I moved to 
that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the Smith- 
sonian Institution has never in any degree, so far as I know, had any 
partisan color attached to it. It has been a bureau which has been 
sedulously kept by Congress from having any partisan tendency by 
the mode in which the Regents are appointed; and I have no doubt 
that any investigation of that bureau will be found to result in the 
ascertainment that the management of it has always been in the high- 
est degree creditable to those who have been put in charge. I have 
not the slightest doubt that the presént head of that institution is 
equal to those distinguished gentlemen who have preceded him in that 
place. 

Now, as to thematterin hand. My friend from Alabama [Mr. HEr- 
BERT] does himself very great injustice when he says that he can not 
draw a distinction between the Rock Creek Park, which is an ordinary 
park for beauty andamusement, and the Zodlogical Park, which is noth- 
ing but an appendage to the Smithsonian Institution, precisely as are 
thegrounds around the building. Itdoes not stand upon the same foot- 
ing, is not defended on the same ground. Some of us, among them 
myself, who were warm friends of the Zodlogical Park, resisted and 
voted against every step which resulted in the establishment of the Rock 
Creek Park; therefore we come back to the original proposition. The 


strike out the last word and spoke on 


Kentucky. I rise to oppose the amend- 


know that I can not do that which will be re- | 


| of American animals, 


j 


in that is involved the whole question | 


it the proper time to be consulted about these things, and | 


| 


may receive at the hands of subsequent Congresses that atten- 
| friend states, for the benefit of the District of Columbia. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| obtained the best practical operation. 















FEBRUARY 5D, 





United States accepted James Smithson’s bequest by establishing the 
Institution, as it was in honor bound to do. 

As a part of the development of that Institution it purchased that 
property for the purpose of preventing the extinction of rare species ot 
It is purely ascientific branch, the practical part 
of it being necessary to carry outscientificinvestigation. Itstandsupon 
the same footing as all other parts of that Institution, where they have 
They have to send men to gather 
specimens in the Northwest and everywhere, and while part of this is 
being carried on it is being done in a manner which serves for the 
adornment of the city and enjoyment of the citizens of Washington, 
and they have just as much interest and no more interest in it than 
they have in the Capitol Grounds, in the grounds of the White House, 
orany other of the public grounds used for other purposes. By treating 
it any other way than as part of that Institution we make it so that the 
whole matter may come up hereafter, and we make the management 
of it certainly and continually a matter for Congressional dispute, 
which has been the case ever since this wasdone. Thisis a very small 
part of the $34,000,000 appropriated in this bill, and the objection toit 
seems to be a saving at the spigot with danger of a probable waste at 
the bunghole in the future. 

Mr. CANNON. Just a word about this matter. It is a question 
that has been traveled over three times, and I hope the committee is 
prepared to vote. Ido not agree with the gentleman from Kentucky 
that this is to carry out James Smithson’s bequest. The Government 
is being compelled by Congress to providea ‘‘zoo’’ for the city of Wash- 
ington in the District of Columbia, and we make donation of one- 
half of the cost therefor from the public Treasury. Every other city 
has to provide its own ‘‘zoo;’’ and, besides that, we donate the super- 
intendent and the officers connected with the Smithsonian Institution, 
who are supported inthe main by the public. I hope that we can now 
have a vote. 

Mr. HEARD. 
nois. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon the pending amendment has been 
exhausted. The question is onagreeing to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I am in favor of the amendment, for the reasons given by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in better form and more 
forcibly than I can hope to put them myself. I believe there should 
be a divorcement right now of the union that was made without any 
authority of law and upon a ground which I do not think my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would attempt to justify before his people 
in Illinois, as I would not attempt to justify it before my people in Mis- 
souri had I ever favored it. 

Now, I differed with my friend from Illinois in my vote in regard to 
this matter in the first place. I was opposed to saddling half of this 
expense upon the people of the District of Columbia. I believed that 
the Government ought to have a zodlogical garden, but not, as my 
I would like 
to know by what authority of law or by what justice we, the Repre- 
sentatives of the people of the United States, can establish a zodlogical 
park for the benefit of the Districtof Columbia. No such authority 
exists. This park is to be established for the benefit of this nation, 
and the nation should pay for it. We would have just as much right 
to make the people of this District pay for the ‘‘Capron collection of 


I desire to make an inquiry of my friend from IIli- 


| Japanese articles of interest,’’ as now proposed in a bill pending, to be 


sold to the Government, or any other collection of articles of interest 
that Congress might decide to buy to put in the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. I voted against the appropriation for the Rock Creek Park because 
I did not feel that we were justified in spending the money of the peo- 
ple of the country at large to make a park for the recreation of the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is all the more true because the people here 
have no voice as taxpayers in regulating the expenditures. 

Mr. HEARD. No. I voted against the appropriation originally, and 
I believe I was right. I was in favor of the proposition to establish a 
zodlogical garden, but there is no logical or necessary connection be- 
tween the two objects of establishing the zodlogical garden and the 
Rock Creek Park. This must be a national zodlogical garden if we es- 
tablish it in conformity with law and with our authority as Represent- 


| atives of the people, and it is just as much a national zodlogical garden 


inside the limits of that park as it would be if it were put across the 
river or in some other part of this District. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the gentleman permit me to supplement what 
he says by a word? This puts the whole list of employés and their 
salaries upon the people of the District of Columbia without their hav- 
ing anything to say about it. 

Mr. HEARD. That is true; and, as has been stated by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, we are making the District of Columbia a party, 
willinz or unwilling, toa partnership in a zodlogical garden for the 
benefi. of the United States. I believe we should have that zodlogical 
garden. I believe it should be maintained at the national expense. I 
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believe there should be a Rock Creek park, but I believe it should be | 


provided for by the District of Columbia, whose people will enjoy it, 
at least in the greatest measure. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I protest against designating this institution as 


a zodlogical garden established for the benefit of the District of Co- | 


lumbia, and I protest, and as long as Iam a member of this House I 
shall protest, against making the people of this District pay a portion 
of the money appropriated for the improvement and maintenance of 
that garden or for anything else connected with it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was up before 
the House I opposed it. I opposed it because I did not believe it ought 
to be passed. I believed that if the people of Washington wanted a 
park for their own entertainment and enjoyment they onght to pay the 
whole cost of it. But the amendment of the gentleman from Ken 
tucky would entirely change that. 

The work having already begun, that amendment would result in 
saddling the whole expense on the people of the United States instead 
of half of it, and I was surprised to see the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HEARD], after opposing vigorously the payment of one-half the 
expense by the people of the United States, now voting for an amend- 
ment the result of which would be to charge the whole expense to the 
people of the United States. 

In regard to the remark of the gentleman from Kentucky about this 
Smithsonian Institution being controlled in a nonpartisan manner, | 
believe these ‘‘ nonpartisan ’’ institutions are the most dangerous in 
the country. Samuel J. Tilden said a number of years ago that the 
proper definition of a ring was ‘‘an organization with sufficient in- 
fluence in both parties to control both;’’ and he said the consequence 
was that such organizations were the most corrupt things in the world, 
and I believe he was right. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word. 
I would not have arisen were it not that toremain silent might be con- 
sidered as an admission or possibly as an indorsement of the words 
which fell from the lips of the gentleman from Arkansas in his last 
speech. Asto there being scandals connected with the use of the money 
appropriated for the zodlogical garden, I am certain the gentleman is 
in great error. No one has made such acharge or even such a sugges- 
tion. 

If the gentleman has any knowledge of the expenditure ofa single 
dollar of the money in an improper or injudicious manner, he ought to 
bring it before the Regents, before this House, and before the country. 
‘There was a resolution offered on this floor by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE], and an investigation was had which developed 
the fact that the expenditures had been scrupulously judicious. 

I have as yet been unable to find a single man properly informed on 
this subject who does not concur in the statement that these expend- 
itures have been judicious and proper. 

As to the gentleman who expends this money, Professor Langley, I 
can conceive of no one more proper to control the expenditure or to 
supervise the arrangements of this park than this gentleman who has 
charge of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. ROGERS rose. 

Mr. CANNON. If we can not have a vote I will move 
bate upon the paragraph and all pending amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ifthe gentleman will yield to me for two minutes 
[ will yield him back the floor. I want to say only a word. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I yield to the gentleman for two min- 
utes. I hope we shall then have a vote. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
WHEELER] was wholly mistaken if he understood me as having under- 
taken to reflect upon the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. And my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is like- 
wise mistaken if he supposes I have spoken with a view of dragging 
this matter into partisan politics. I have not had the slightest inten- 
tion of that kind. The only criticism I make is that we have not 
made the investigation which should have been made before a 
ing these appropriations for the support of this park. 

I have not charged that money has been extravagantly expended, 
that there has been any corrupt conduct on the pari of anybody, or 
any misappropriation of the funds. My object was to ascertain whether 
money had not been expended for purposes we would believe improp 
for improvements that ought not to have been made; whether, in other 
words, things which ought not to have been done had been done with 
this money, whilst things which ought to have been done have been 
left undone. Thatis the point I wasmaking. Thatis a question which 
ought to be submitted to practical men who have time and opportunity 
to go to that park whenever necessary and determine precisely what 
ought to be done and how it should be done. We do not want simply 
to ascertain that we have in charge of the institution a man who will 
act honestly. 

I have no sort of doubt about the integrity of the head of the Smith- 
sonian Institution; I have no information which impeaches him inany 
*tespect. I have no sort of doubt about his probity as a public officer, 
his desire to do exactly what is right in the establishment of this park. 
But the question is, what is right, for what should this money be 
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ter. Why, what does my friend, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
Wit k] know about the priceuf a rhinoceros? [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, Or sea lions. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, or of sea lions, or, as my friend from New 
Jersey said the other day, of coyotes? Who will know anything about 
their price except the man who has the sea lion or the coyote or the 
rhinoceros to sell? Why, he might impress upon these Government 
experts who make the purchases the idea that because of the horn on 
the end of the nose of the rhinoceros the animal was more valuable, 
and some dude will be sent out from here as a Government employé 
to inspect the animal who probably would not know that they should 
not pay an additional price for that horn. 

I say it is simply increasing a stupendous folly from year to year, 
and it ought to be nipped in the bud right now, for the reason that 
after awhile we will not have as much money as when we entered upon 
it, and if we had not had a surplus then it never would have been in- 
augurated 

rhe time is not far distant in this country when there will be a 
reckoning, and when Congress begins to tax the people to supply a de- 
ficiency they will inquire of the needs of these animals to the Ameri- 
can people, and resent the action by which this annual and ever-in- 
creasing expense was incurred. 

In my judgment it is one of the many follies induced by the surplus 
in the Treasury, of which Congress ought to be ashamed. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STOCKDALE, it 
was rejected. 

Che Clerk read as follows 


INTERSTATE OMMERCE COMMISSION, 


For salaries of commissioners, as provided by the “Act to regulate com- 


merce $37 500 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

| do so because I intend to offer an amendment at the conclusion of 
this subdivision, relating to the Interstate Commerce Commission, ask- 
ing that the commission furnish to Congress certain information and 
also that it make certain investigations, so far as shall be necessary, 
with respect to the great pool of railways which has recently been 
formed, embracing the territory west of a line drawn between Chicago 
and St. Louis and reaching to the Pacific coast, and also from the Gulf 
to the Canada border. 

This pool necessarily regulates the freight charges which will be 
made to the public throughoutall of that territory. Hence the amend- 
ment I shall offer is one in which every member of this House, re- 
siding anywhere in that region, should feel a deep interest. My pur- 
pose just now is to state something of the existing condition of affairs, 
and something of the effect of the condition created by this pool upon 
the material prosperity of the farmers, of the merchants, and indeed 
of every man living in that vast region, in order that when the amend- 
ment comes up, if it beheld in order, the House may be able to under- 
stand the purpose for which it is offered. 

The old idea had always obtained up to recent years that competi- 
tion was the safeguard of the purchaser in every business. If but one 
merchant had a monopoly of the trade at any given point, then of course 
he could charge what price he pleased. But let another merchant come 
into competition with him and there would be immediately a reduction 
of prices to the customer. We have heretofore in this country assumed 
with respect to the railway business that this great law of competi- 
tion not only was operating, but that it would continue to operate and 
to operate effectively. The pool which has recently been formed, how- 
ever, is one which goes back of anything heretofore proposed in the long 
noxious line of railway rascalities. 

At the very outset it takes the whole of the traffic of an entire re- 
gion and distributes it among the competing lines according to the per- 
centage or ratio which has been agreed upon by the pool, or, if not mu- 
tually agreed upon, which has been determined by the pool, for it bas 
the power to determine finally and absolutely just what proportion of 
the total freight each of the roads shallcarry. So thatout of my town 
of Manhattan, say, with three railroads, the Union Pacific, the Santa 
Fé, and the Rock Island, under this arrangement, the agent of the 
Union Pacific receives freight from me consigned to New York, not de 
facto as the agent of that company, but under this new pool agreement 
he receives it as the agent of the Western Traflic Association, and the 
association may send that freight over the Union Pacific, the Santa Fé, 
or the Rock Island road, as it sees fit. 

The general outline of the agreement is—it having first been form- 
ulated by the presidents of these fifteen roads and since approved by 
their companies—to divide up the whole of the territory named into 
five districts or divisions. ‘That has been effected as you will see by 
the papers of January 31. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salary of secretary, as provided by the “Act to regulate commerce,”’ 


$3, 500, 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

Over each of the districts is placed one ‘‘commissioner.’’ In each 
of those districts also are ‘‘ rate committees,’’ both passenger and 
freight, composed of the respective traflic officers of each of the lines 
in that district, of course competing lines, who agree as to the rates 
of fare or freight which shall be charged by every one of these roads. 
In the event that the rate committee do not agree, then this commis- 
sioner has the power to determine what the rate shall be; but his de- 
cision may be appealed from, to the board of six commissioners. 

Those six commissioners, as a board, coming from all of the terri- 
tory, decide that question, whether the rate on corn from Manhattan 
to Kansas City, or to Chicago, shall beso much orsomuch more. Men 
from the Northwest, men from the Pacific, men from the Southern 
States, men sold, hired, and bought by the railways, men who have 
no more right to say whether the Union Pacific or any other railway 
can reasonably carry its freight at a lower rate than the Santa Fé, or 
the Santa Fé at a lower rate than the Union Pacific, than has the man 
in the moon, these men settle it; but, if there be differences in this 
board, then the question goes to those high and mighty presidents of 
railways, who in the city of New York finally say what every railway 
from Chicago and St. Louis westward, every railway over half the conti- 
nent, with 17,000,000 people on it, shall charge for hauling any and 
every class of freight and every passenger. 

Now, this is distinctly and clearly a pool in the legal and worst sense 
of the term. It isforbidden by the interstate commerce act. I read 
from section 3. 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the provisions of this 
act, toenter into any contract, agreement, or combination with any common 
earrier or carriers for the pooling of freights of different and competing rail- 
roads. 

This new scheme takes and controls the whole freight ab initio, from 
the very beginning. They do not wait until after the freight has been 
received by some road, and then divide the cash earnings. They take 
the whole region and all the business in it, even before the freight is 
offered; and it is distinctly in violation of the commerce law, as mur- 
der is in violation of law or the act of robbing the mails is in viola- 
tion of law; and certainly this House should be informed as to the 
exact terms of an agreement made public by the press and ratified by 
the roads, under which a set of men, simply because they represent 
three thousand alleged millions, chiefly of water, of railway property, 
choose to lift themselves, as Tweed did, above the United States, above 
all law, above all humanity. The amendment that I shall propose 
seeks to ascertain just whatare the terms of the agreement which these 
robbers have entered into. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the agreement is in violation of the antitrust 
law, the third section of which I shail read: 

Sec. 3. Every contract, com.:nation in form of trust or otherwise, or conspir- 
acy,in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or States or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, or be- 
tween the District of Columbia and any State or States or foreign nations, is 
hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract or 
engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding 
$000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For all other necessary expenditures to enable the commission to give effect 
to, and execute the provisions of, the said “Actto regulate commerce,’’ $184,000; 
in all, $225,000. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘dollars’’ in line 17. 

Mr. Chairman, I have heretofore been addressing myself to gentle- 
men representing Western districts, Western farmers, and Western 
interests. I now wish to say a word to those representing the [asf. 
Here stands a combination of fifteen railroad presidents at Chicago, 
holding in their hands all of the traffic between California and Chi- 
cago, able by the express terms of the agreement to deliver it to one 
Eastern trunk line or another, just exactly as they see fit. They may 
deliver it to the Pennsylvania, to the Baltimore and Ohio, or to the 
New York Central. They have in their grasp such a volume of traffic 
as never before one set of men could control. What will be the effect 
upon Eastern roads, traffic, and charges? 

Inevitably there will be, from the standpoint of the trunk lines, 
either a ‘‘ fair division ’’ of that traffic, which of itself is tantamount 
to an Eastern pool, orelse some oneof them will attempt to fight. Sup- 
pose one did? Suppose the Pennsylvania Central attempted to fight 
and that all of this traffic was given by the association to its competitors? 
How long would it be before the Pennsylvania Central got down on its 
marrowbones? Nota week, and the inevitable effect is that you are 
on the very verge of the formation of one universal ironclad pool which 
will enable a few railroad presidents to determine precisely what every 
man in the United States shall pay for fare, what every farmer shall 
pay for the transportation of his cotton, his sugar, his corn, his wheat* 
his bacon, his cattle; what every merchant shall pay for the transpor- 
tation of freight. These men do all this, not only outside of the law, 
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without law, in spite of law, but they exultantly trample the United 
States law, the United States Government, its flag, its people, and the 
good God’s soul that is in its people, under their remorseless and greedy 
feet. [Applause. ] 

Now, that is precisely the attitude in which we find ourselves as a 
people and as a Congress, owing to the covert plottings and conspira- 
cies of these ruthless Shylocks, who have seized public highways and 
are using them as if they were their own private property to grind 
the last cent out of the very public for whom these highways were 
built, else they could not have been legally built atall. It is difficult 
to get information through channels in the House respecting the vil- 
lainies of railway companies. I have tried tohaveitdone. Itcan not 
be done under the rules. But I ask gentleman to face this question 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman fron 
briefly on the point of order. 
Mr. CANNON, 


The gentleman from Kansas knows that I did every- 


thing I could to give him a half an hour, and he made a most interest 
ing speech. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am much obliged to my friend, I 
want to be heard upon the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON, Iask theChair, in the interest of time, if the ¢ 


lecide this point of ord 


is satisfied at a pretty early stage, to ler 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman tron 
sas briefly on the point of order. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend from Illinois is very kind, 
} and I thank him for his kindness, and I will not use illegitimately one 
half second. Che point of order, as I understand it, is that the nd- 


now and to see whether we can not at least be permitted to know what 


these incorporated scoundrels are doing to-day under our very noses. 
If not, then, gentlemen, you will find that there will come, not from 
one State in this Union, but from every State in it, a great tidal wave 
that will pick up your railroad kings and your railroad lobbyists and 
your railway force and all the rest of the corporation machinery and 
tumble it over into a fathomless ocean. 

Mr. BOATNER. Just as it did last fall. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did not catch the gentleman’s re- 
mark. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the formal amendment withdrawn? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw it and offer the following. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope we can have a vote now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is nothing pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment and offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to close all debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. i offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The question was taken, and debate on the pending paragraph was 
closed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 38, line 18, by adding the following 

** Provided, That the commission investigate and report to Congress 
earliest practical date the following information 

“1. Whether any form of combination, designated as the Western Traffic As- 
sociation, or otherwise, has been entered into by the several railroad companies 
hereinafter named, or any of them, for the purpose of handling, affecting, or 
controlling ‘all (or any of) the State and interstate traflic, both freight and 
passenger, which is competitive between any two or more of the parties to such 
agreement, having origin or destination in Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
peninsula of Michigan, or any State or Territory west of the Mississippi River, 
the said companies being, Missouri Pacific; Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fi 
Southern Pacific; Northern Pacific; Union Pacific; Chicago and Northwestern 
Chicago, Kock Island and Pacific; Denver and Rio Grande; Rio Grande West- 
ern; Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul; Wabash; Iowa Central: Illinois Cen- 
tral; Chicago, Burlington and Quincy: Missouri, Kansasand Texas, and others. 

“2. Whetherany understanding or agreement has been entered into by either 
of said companies, or others, to divide the railway business of the region above 
indicated into five or more sections or divisions, and to place the supervision 
of each division in the hands of a person designated as a ‘commissioner’ or 
otherwise. or 

‘*3. Whether such commissioner or board of commissioners are authorized 
by any agreement to adoptsuch measures as will tend to secure uniform rates 
paid by the public to such companies and as will ‘enable each line to carry its 
fair share of the competitive traffic;’ or ‘to make an equitable division of the 
competitive traffic, either freight or passenger, or both, between the interested 
lines,’ or ‘to examine and check all books, accounts, and vouchers (of the sev- 
eral companies) in relation to such traffic.’ 

‘*4, Whether by any agreement of said companies provision is made for the 
establishment of *‘ rate committees,’ passenger or freight, or other bodies com- 
posed of authorized representatives of these departments of each line in ad 
vision, empowered to fix and change the rates which shall! be charged the pub 
lie by such lines in that division, subject to appeals, first, to the commissioner 
of the division; second, to the board of commissioners; and, third, to a board 
composed of the presidents or other representatives of all the lines in the com 
bination, and whether any punishment or penalty is to be imposed upon a lin« 
or person giving lower rates than those so determined. 

“5. Whether such agreement empowers the association to arrange ‘ the divi- 
sion of through rates of the traffic subject to this agreement, whether between 
lines members of the association or between lines in the association and out- 
side companies.’ 

“6. Whether, in the event that the commission should find any part of said 
agreement in violation of statutory or common law, or the whole combination 
to be ultra vires, illegal, or nonequitable, the commission iiself or any officer o! 
the United States is now empowered to take such action as wil! lead to a pro- 
tection of the public against exorbitant charges, and, if not, what legislation 
necessary to Ee the people against unjust and excessive rates. 

‘* Resolved, That the Interstate Commission is hereby requested to make forth- 


with such investigation as may be necessary for the information of the Hous 
on the above and kindred subjects.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that it isnot germane onan 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to be heard upon the point ot 
order. What is the precise point of order? 

Mr. GEAR. Thatit is not germane. 

Mr. CANNON. And that it is not authorized by existing law. It 


seems to me that the point of order is so plain that it does not need to 
be argued. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


I offer the amendment which I send 


at the 


It is very natural that the chairman 


of the Committee on Appropriations shall always see it in precisely 
that light. g 


ment is not germane and also that it is not in accordance with exist 
ing law 





Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend that we can 1 
| hear him if he stands down there in tront 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to send to the Chair the statute 
relating to the Interstate Commission, and call t 4 n of the 


Chair to section 12. 





If the Chair please he will notice that it reads 

Phat the commission hereby eated sha Ave A 
management of the business of all i n rriers § 
of this act 

Now, every railway cited in this amendment subject to the 
sions of this act 

ishall keep itself informed as to the manner and thod in w t 
S« ted, and shall have the right to obtain from su t 
and nplete information necessary to enable the com 3 to pe 
duties and carry out the objects for wl 1 it was creat 


Chat is the duty of the commission, and I woul 
of the Chair to this, because the subject is of great interest to me I 


submit to the Chair the proposition that the greater 1 


ypreater necessarily 1D 


cludes the less, and that as, in the language I have just re ! th 
| act creating the commission, it is made its duty to informed to 
| all the business of these common carriers and to make any invé ra 
| tion it pleases, to know from day to day and from month to mth 
exactly how they are conducting that business, then, certainly, an 
amendment asking the commission to state to the House whether thess 
roads are conducting that business in such and su ’ Way, or in such 
another way, can not be against the present law. It ply exe 
cution of the present law. 

Unless that proposition be held, you might as well say that, where 
you make a provision that the Treasury Department shal! farnish you 
with certain information under an organic act, and then at some t 
on an appropriation bill you ask for specific information or details « 


the general subject, this request would be against existing law Che 
specific information, being a part of the whole, is covered by the org 


acts. No gentleman, not even my friend from Illinois { Mr. CANNON ], 
would claim that such an amendment would be out of order. Now, 
this amendment runson all fours with such acase. It is precisely the 


If the Chair will please look at section 21, he will 


same proposition 
further see that the commission is required to report to Congress 


That the commission shall, on or before Ist day of December in each 
year, make a report [to the Secretary of the Interior], which shall be him] 
transmitted to Congress, and copies of which shall be distributed as a ie 
other reports [issued from the Interior Department} transmitted to ¢ g 
his report shall contain such information and data « scted by the com - 
sion as may be considered of value in the determination of questions « i 
with the regulation of commerce, together with such reco rie 4 ) 
additional legislation relating thereto as the nmission may deem necessar 


Therefore, I submit that thisamendment is precisely 
work of the Interatate Commission. It is precisely germane to the du 
ties for the performance of which we appropriate the mon 





} } ve tin- 
tain the commission. I submit again that this amendment iply 
asking for detailed information as to one point, when, under the stat- 
utes, they are required to report to us all data and all information 
which they have and which may be valuable to this Ifouse in its legis- 
lation respecting interstate commerce. I have the greatest confidence 


| as the Chair well knows, in the judicial capacity ot the Chair and in 





its fairness, and it is from that pointof view that I submit SVhis amend 
ment, asking the Chair to compare it with the existing law cor 
the commission, with the existing law requiring the Interstate Comm 
Commission to inform themselves as to the manner in which tl 
panies transact their business, and also to report 


hat ormation t 
Congress. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I have simply to say that I believe this 
amendment is not germane to this bill Che power the commis- 
sion are within the purview of the law as read by the gentleman tro 
Kansas himself, and if this pool arrangement has been made 
stated, thereis no doubt in my mind that the Interstate Commerce Com 
mission is to-day, in pursuance of law, making the proper investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why have not they done it as aga 
the five and more pools which have existed under their very noses for 


three years ? 


Mr. GEAR. It is not for me to say. 
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Mr. AN f Kansas. It is the business of somebody to say. 

} ( ntleman isa member of the Committee on Com- 
l and ight to have brought in a resolution to inquire into 
t] rj 

of Kansa Oh, yes; and I could not get the least 
ten paid l House 
‘ l nd from Kansas does not mean to say that 
Commit un Commerce refused to consider it, does he? 

M ) IN, of Kansas. No, sir; but I say that under the rules 
of Interstate Commerce Commission can not be inquired 
c priv l question. It is an outrage on the public and the 
bie 

G If centleman will bring in a resolution on the ques- 
tio pools he will find plenty of people to discuss it with him. He 
be to 1 l v eve that money and railroads and capi- 
ta evel rm have no rights that any one is bound to respect. 
[] rand ay é 

ANDERSON Kansa I would a great deal rather belong 
t t : the people than belong tothe class who believe in abso- 
lutely prohibiting any legislation against these robbers. 

Mr. GEA \"\ y 1, [knowas much about legislation regu- 
l \ ido; I wasa member of the Legislature which put 
t! t statute on that subject on the statute book. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We are not talking about lowa now; 
we are talking about the United States. 

Mr. GEAR \ law which helped, by the decision of the Supreme 
Court upon it, to carry forward the principle until the interstate com- 
merce law was enacted here. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iam glad that my friend has been on 
the same line with me, and now I say to him, keepon a straight line; 


In ingle; do not crook your elbow. 
GEAR. Ido not; but you come in here and take advantage of 
this appropriation bill to get in your little speech 

(;reat confusion in the Hall. | 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. This is not the other end of the Capitol. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order that this 
amendment is not germane to the bill, and I believe the gentleman 
from Kansas knows that as well as I do. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I sincerely believe this amendment 
to be germane and to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
provides that ‘‘ the commission shall investigate and report to Con- 
gress at the earliest practicable date the following information,’’ and 
then follows the recital of the matters upon which the amendment 
proposes to instruct the commission to report. The act of Congress 
enlarging the powers of the Commissioners of Interstate Commerce, ap- 
proved March 2, 1880, provides in terms that— 

rine commission shall have authority to inquire into the management of the 
business of common carriers subject to the provisions of this act, and shall keep 
itself informed as to the manner and method in which the same is conducted, 
ind shall have the right to obtain from said common carriers full and complete 


iformation necessary to enable the commission to performthe dutiesand t 
carry t the objects for which it was organized 


uch objects, in the judgment of the Chair, cover the questions em- 
braced in the proposed amendment; but a subsequent section of the 
statute provides that the commission shall, on or before the 1st day of 
December in each year, make report, which shall be transmitted to 
Congress. Now, as this amendment requires that whatever informa- 
tion the commissioners may have or may obtain on the subjects speci- 
fied shall be reported forthwith to Congress, in the judgment of the 
‘hair it imposés upon the commissioners a duty which differs from 
that imposed by existing law. 

Rule X XI provides that no provision changing existing law shall bein 
order upon a general appropriation bill. Therefore the Chair is of 
opinion that any amendment which proposes to change the methods of 
the performance of duty by the Commissioners of Interstate Commerce, 
modifying the provisions of the general law on that subject, however 
proper it might be as ameasureof legis!ation, would not be in order on 
a general appropriation bill. The Chair therefore holds the amend- 
ment to be out of order and sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the Chair permit me to call his 
attention to the provision of the statute which says that this commis- 
sion may report at any time 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not seen such a provision 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It provides that thecommission may 
publish its reports—— 

The CHAIRMAN, That is a different matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. With the very kindest and heartiest 
respect for the Chair, I desire to appeal from the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. From the decision of the Chair the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] appeals. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, reached the provisions in 
regard to the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand that the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
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SAYERS], representing the majority of the committee, thinks it expedi- 
ent to pass over the items with regard to the World’s Fair until to- 
morrow morning, so that we can then take a fresh start with a full 
House. I ask unanimous consent that this may be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the items of this bill 
in regard to the World’s Columbian Exposition be passed over without 
prejudice until to-morrow morning. Is there objection? TheChair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Recoinage, reissue, and transportation of minor coins: The Secretary of the 
lreasury is authorized to transfer to the United States mint at Philadelphia, for 
cleaning and reissue, any minor coins now in or which may be hereafter re- 
ceived at the subtreasury offices in excess of the requirement for the current 
business of said offices; and the sum of $1,000is hereby appropriated for theex 
pense of transportation for such reissue. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
also authorized to recoin any and all the uncurrent minor coins now in the 
l'reasury ; and the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated to reimburse the Treasury for the loss on such recoinage ; 

ll, $2,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In reference to the paragraph 
just read, I desire to raise a point of order on the words beginning with 
‘* And,’’ in the seventeenth line, down to the conclusion of the para- 
graph. My point is that this clause is a change of existing law. 

Mr. DOCKER It is the existing law, as I understand. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It can not be existing law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the exact language of the last appropriation 
bill, and is, I think, in harmony with the statute. 

CTheCHAIRMAN. The provision of the last appropriation bill, while 
in language similar to this, could apply only to coin then in the Treas- 
ury. The language of the present provision is that ‘‘ the Secretary of 
the Treasury is also authorized to recoin any and all the uncurrent 
minor coins now in the Treasury,’’ applying not to coins which were 
in the Treasury last year and upon which the provision of the last ap- 
propriation bill operated. The Chair is inclined to think that the 
provision to which the gentleman from New Jersey excepts is such a 
change of existing law as to be obnoxious to the point of order if in- 
sisted upon. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is insisted upon, and for the 
reason the Chair has given, that it is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Recoinage of gold and silver coins: For recoinage of gold and silver coins 
in the Treasury, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, $20,000 

Mr. BLAND rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
souri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. I notice that this paragraph relates to the recoinage 
of gold and silver coin and makes an appropriation for that purpose, 
$20,000, to be expended under the direction of the Treasury. I offer 
an amendment to come in as a proviso at the end of this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘dollars,”’ in line 2, page 43, insert the following 

**Provided, That all holders of silver bullion of standard weight and fineness 
shall be entitled to have the same coined into standard silver dollars on the 
same terms and conditions as now provided by law for the holders of gold 
bullion.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I raise a point of order on that proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. This amendment is not only germane, but is in the 
line of the paragraph itself, which authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to do certain things, which gives him power with 
reference to the coinage of gold and silver coins. When we have be- 
fore us a provision of that character giving to the Secretary of the 
Treasury authority relating to this subject-matter, which is the coinage 
of the country, the proposition which I offer is clearly in order and no 
point of order can be made against it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the point of order has been made against it. 
It is evidently, as the gentleman himself must understand, a change 
of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman from Missouri say on 
the point that the amendment changes existing law ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly; and so does the paragraph itself, for that 
matter. The paragraph is new legislation; it undertakes to give to 
the Secretary of the Treasury authority which he has notnow, If any 
point of order was to have been made, it ought to have been made on 
the paragraph itself. 

No point of order having been made upon that and the paragraph 


I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Mis- 


comprising new legislation, giving a new direction to the Secretary of 


the Treasury, conferring a new authority to be executed by him, cex 
tainly further provision can be madein the same direction. Therefore 
the point of order, although made, does not lieagainst the amendment, 
which relates to coinage. The paragraph itself gives authority and 
makes appropriation for the express purpose of coining gold and silver 
now in the Treasury, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury. 

Being new legislatics, there‘ere, it is subject to an amendment re- 


¥ 


st 


ct 


see See 


ere’ 





> 1 
r 
¥: 

e 





Asn 


Se ae I Da 


Nw 





~ by ips Ra 


cee As 


raat 


Swale 


ss Sie 


Rag 


Bsr 


oa 


3 
ae 
q 
oS 








1891. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2: 


ve 
mee 
° 
wt 


“ 
6 








a lating to the same subject-matter, which is the subject of the coinage | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desi to correct itsel 

a of gold and silver. | the section of the statute No. 351 le re s only to 

s Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman from Missouri does not pre-| Mr. BLAND. That iswhat | I s ) 

tend to say that even if this was the existing law silver bullion could | a is provision of the pend LAS nee to that statut 
be coined into standard silver dollars? There is no provision in the | 1 1 new provision abs $ ) 
existing law for the coinage of silver in that way. ce the gold and sil LI 

Mr.BLAND. The gentleman’s pointof order comes too late. The | ' ts to. I do not see v 

provision of the bill itself would have been subject to the point of or- | ¢ the Treasury recoin prov 


der, no doubt. But, no point of order having been made upon if, it 1s 
before the committee and is subject to amendment, and being subject 
to amendment any matter germane to the subject-matter of the para- ei it, no restr 








oo a graph is in order. The subject-matter of the paragraph is the coinage | ited y } 1S 
of gold and silver. 
+. Mr. DINGLEY. But surely the gentleman from Missouri would and ¢ ‘ 
ES not pretend to argue that because an amendment happens to be ger- | legislat I en 
Y mane to a pending paragraph, even though it changes existing law, it | amendm ref t . it new sect 
Pe is in order when the point is made against it ? } altogether. It und ithorit » the ret 
¢ Mr. BLAND. Not if itis germane totheparagraph. It is notsub- | co e of tl ! 0s y 
: ject to the point of order. The CHAIRMAN \ ithor the 1 
ae Mr. DINGLEY. But the question is not whether it is germane to | colnag 
ar the existing paragraph, but whether it changes existing law, the Revised Statut ( 
¥ Mr. BLAND. It does not matter. If the gentlemen reporting this | si!ver coin, t th. 
1% bill provide that there shall be a change of existing law, and no point | t the Chait 
r of order is made against it, no point of order can be made against an | tion Is an important one, 
at amendment which is germane to it. | And the Chair would y 
Mr. DINGLEY. But does not the gentleman admit that this pro- | mittee on this point as we \ Ming 
vision would change existing law ? | bill to be obnoxious to the point « i i 
id Mr. BLAND. The Appropriations Committee have no more power | of order, if raised, but not being raised, does t istify t e 
pia than this Committee of the Whole, and when they report a paragraph | of amendments which would be obnoxious to the pointt 
ae in a bill against which no pointof order is made it is clearly subject to | not germane 
ae amendment. |} Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Not if the point of order is raise 
oo Mr. DINGLEY. Now, will the gentleman from Missouri have the} The CHAIRMAN. That is, if the point of order should be raised 
kindness to answer the question as to whether he does not admit that | against the amendments, The Chair will be glad to I som 
the proviso would change existing law ? member of the committee on that point. 
‘ Mr. BLAND. Well, so does the paragraph itself Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. W ve 
oe Mr. DINGLEY. That has nothing to do with it. | of order. 
. Mr. BLOUNT, It has everything to do with it. Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I will make this suggestion: t 
7 Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. provision which is nothing but an appropriation can not be a cl 
Mr. BLAND. It has everything to dowith it. You bring in a bill | of existing law, and that the question whether the provision of the 
= which changes existing law, and no point of order is made against it, | is obnoxious to a point of order or n must be deter ed i 
a and it has been held over and over again, and can not be questioned, | reference to that clause of the rule which refers to changes ¢ 
e that any amendment which is germane to that bill or that provision of | law, but to that other clause of the same rule which say \ 
4 the bill is not subject to the point of order. poses you can make appropriations. ‘This is not a pro 
% The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please give their attention to | It does not authorize, except that it appropriates for a certain pu 
a the Chair fora moment. The debate seems to be proceeding on the 


Its validity or invalidity under the rules of the House ought to « 
assumption that the provision in the bill for the recoinage of gold and | in under ! 











er another clause of the rule, as it seems t 
% silver coin in the Treasury is new legislation and one that changes ex- Mr. DOCKEKY. Will the gentleman from Ilino 
a isting law. The Chair desires to call the attention of the committee to | question: Admitting that the proposition under considerat 
4 the language of sections 5512, 3566, 3567, and 3568 of the Revised | itself obnoxious to the point o! ler and that the } 
5 Statutes, which provide for that very thing, and, therefore, are the ex- | not made, does it not bring the whole qué 1 betore 
4 isting law in the judgment of the Chair on the subject of recoinage of Mr. ADAMS. What whole question? 
5 gold and silver coin. The debate therefore had better proceed upon| Mr. DOCKERY. That of the gold 
# the recognition of what the statute provides, as the existing law, and| Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no 
as the basis of the discussion of the point of order. Mr. CANNON relates to gold 1 sil > 
2 Mr. BLAND. If the Chair will read the statute he will find that | Treasury. This amendment is proposed legislation, that would | 
‘ this paragraph differs materially from that in the bill. This provision | to bullion. The clavse now in the is for the re use O 
a of the bill now under consideration places it under the direction and | silver in the Treasury 
oS discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to recoin the gold andsil-| Mr. DOCKERY. Y« ir 
= ver coins in the Treasury without reference to their condition, and is Mr. CANNON. Now, first, thisamendmenti 
therefore a change of the existing law. | it is legislation, and therefore not in order under that 1 ind 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so regard it. Section 3512 | mitting, for the sake of the argument, that the orginal clay 
provides: | bill is subject to a point of ord I neve t have | 1 t 
Any gold coins in the Treasury of the United States, when reduced in weight | introduced war it was in order to follow it with ] a 
by natural abrasion more than one-half of | per cent. below the standard weight Mr. ROGERS Phis is not pestilence an 1 fa 
prescribed by law, shall be recoined. | sunshine. 
Of course it is a question within the jurisdiction of the Secretary of | Mr.DOCKERY.  Itseems to me that there o 
the Treasury. He may or he may not doit. But he La: ihe power | tration of my friend trom Illinois. Ik fails wholl 
under the statute to do it, and the pending paragraph provides the| Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman trom Illinois Is to a 
means for doing it. Pa parliamentarian to controvert this proposition H I 
Mr. BLAND. Bat, if the Chair will notice the statute further, it re- | have a vote upon it 
lates to abraded coin. This provision, on the contrary, reads Mr. CANNON. [am not half as good 
> ' : mee : tleman from Georgia is 2 humorist. 
For recoinage of gold and silver coins in the Treasury, to be expended under ar. Pp will aarae ta that ' { t 
the direction of the Secretary ofthe Treasury, $20,000, | Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill agree tothat. | Cries : 
: | Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, a single sugg mn. Itseemst 
It is wholly different from the statute. There is no authority in the | me that the amendment proposed by the gentlema 1 Mi 
statute for the coinage of silver. This provision provides for the re- {Mr. BLAND] is clearly not in order. 
coinage of gold and silver without limit. It does not limit the Sec- Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will the n 
retary of the Treasury to the abraded coins. And not only that, but | allow me—not to interfere with him, but to call t Chair’s atte 
it places it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, which the | tion—— 
statute does not provide. So that the Chair will see the difference| The CHAIRMAN. The gentle from Maine {| Mr. | 
between the two. This has no reference whatever to that statute, and the floor. 
it was not intended to have reference to it. It was intended fora dif-| Mr. MCCOMAS. I have asked the gentleman from Maine to alloy 
ferent purpose altogether, namely, to give the Secretary of the Treasury | me to call the Chair’s atteniion to section 3566, which expressly pro 


‘ discretionary power to recoin all of the half dollarsand quarter dollars 
into dimes; just such a recommendation as came here from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury some time ago. 


vides that both gold and silver coins of the United States may be, and 
shall be, coined by the Government before being reissued. Under 
It is an entirely new provision. |} tion 3556 this is in furtherance of existing law. 








2216 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 5, 





The CHAIRMAN 
Mr. MeCOMAS. 


based comes f1 


That relates only to foreign gold and silver. 
No; the very estimate upon which this item is 


om the Treasury Department upon that very section of 


| now properly before the committee. 


the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the 
Chair tor a moment 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a question of order. The 
amendmentof the gentleman from Missouri seems to have created some | 


confusion here 

Che CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] 
raises a question of order. If gentlemen will please await their turns, 
everybody will be heard. The gentleman from Georgia will state his 
point of order 

Mr. BLOUNT. I say the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Missouri |[Mr. BLAND] seems to have created a good deal of con- 
fusion here, and I hope we will have order, so that we may know what 
is going on and hear the discussion. 

the CHAIRMAN The committee will please be 
gentleman from Maine will be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Chairman, I was about to say that it seems to 
be very clear that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is clearly not in order. Under the rales of the 
House, amendments changing existing law are prohibited. No one 
will deny that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
proposes to change existing law. 
legislation that has been suggested during this session. 

Again, the amendment is not in order because it is not germane to 
the parfvraph which it is proposed to amend. 
Hlouse no amendment is in order ona different subject from that of the 
paragraph which it is proposed to amend. The subject of the para- 
graph uader consideration is the recoinage of coins owned by the Gov- 
ernment. The subject of the proposed amendment is the original 
coinage of silver bullion owned by private holders of bullion, 

It is seriously contended that the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is in order because the paragraph which it is 
proposed to amend is, it is claimed, itself new legislation that would 
have been obnoxious to the rule prohibiting new legislation on an ap- 
propriation bill if the point had been made; and the fact that this 
point was not made makes it in order to amend it with other proposi- 
tions for new legislation 


in order. The 


It is indeed the most important new | 


Under the rales of the | 


j 





Chis claim seems to me too absurd to require argument to show its | 


unsoundness 
new legislation 
tion for new legislation is admitted into an appropriation bill by unan- 
imous consent, then any other legislative proposition or propositions 
involving new legislation are in order as amendments in spite of the 
rule which in effect prohibits a change in existing law on an appropria- 
tion bill, except by unanimous consent. No one would pretend that 
if this committee reporting this bill had put this paragraph exactly in 
the language of the existing law, adding theamountappropriated, that 
then the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri would 
have been in order. And yet it is urged that a higher right by way of 

mendment attaches to a provision introduced by unanimous consent 
than to a provision already the law of the land. 

But in fact the paragraph as it stands in the bill is not new legisla- 
tion, and therefore would not have been subject to the point of order 
if it had been made. 
of a provision which has been in the sundry civil bill for many years. 
It is the law to-day, and all that is done by this bill is to make an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 for recoinage of such coins of the United States 
as the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to recoin by existing 
laws. 

Nothing can be clearer than that the amendment proposed by the 


most important character and therefore has no place on an appropria- 
tion bill. Any different decision would establish a dangerous prace- 


dent, which would not only set aside the wise rule which excludes from | 


appropriation bills legislation on which there are grave differences of 
opinion, buat also inevitably result in imperiling the appropriations 
necessary to carry on the Government. 

Mr. WALKER. 


The paragraph in the bill is an exact reproduction | 


Conceding for argument that the pending paragraph is | 
-which it is not—then the claim is that if one proposi- | 


| 





Mr. Chairman, I wish, in following up what has | 


been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy ], to call your | 


attention to this point: That if a provision that is not germane is ad- 
mitted into a bill and the point of order is not raised at the proper time, 
it does not give the committee authority to enlarge the provision ad- 
mitted or to put on additional provision if the point of order is raised. 
That is to say, that having admitted into the bill a subject that is not 
germane under the rules it only becomes parliamentarily germane; and 
the provision admitted can not beenlarged and additional matters added 
that are not germane to the provisions of the original bill, when a point 
of order is made against them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I can not conceive that there is any 
difficulty in the mind of the Chair upon the question now being con- 
sidered. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and others say 
that the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is 
not germane because it changes existing law. Conceded; it does not 


| Now, what do we find ? 


| standard doilar in the Treasury. 


help the situation at all. We have a provision in this bill with refer- 
ence to the coinage of silver. It changes existing law. It was putin, 
and under the rules and practice of this House it was necessary to make 
the point of order on that in order to keep it out of the bill. 

But the committee have seen fit to go on and consider a proposition 
that changes existing law and that is not germane in this bill. It is 
Now, what has my friend pro- 
posed todo? He has proposed to amend that legislation which under 
the rule, if a point of order had been made, would not have been be- 
fore the committee at all. Why, sir, is it possible that the House 
will permit such a practice as to allow a proposition of great impor- 
tance, changing existing law, in an appropriation bill, and then restrain 
itself in the very act of perfecting that legislation? Why, the very 
statement shows its utter absurdity. 

It permits, under a suspension of its rules, the consideration of a 
given subject, to consider legislation; to consider new legislation; and, 
having done that, the very first time the proposition is made to amend 
or better it, some gentleman suggests that it is a proposition which 
changes existing law. It is an absurdity which never has been con- 
firmed in the rulings of any Chairman in Committee of the Whole in 
the history of this Congress, in my judgment. I was not at all sur- 
prised that the honorable Chairman of this committee called upon the 
gentleman upon the other side of the House in relation to this matter. 
The Chair called attention to the statute in 
reference to the recoinage of gold, under the impression that it in- 


cluded silver; but the Chair quickly saw that the statute did not cover 
this question. 


Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me a mo- 


} ment? 


Mr. BLOUNT. In just one second. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman will find that in this case it affects 
not merely the coinage of gold, but of all other coin, either silver or 
gold; and the recoinage of all of them is within the discretion of the 
Secretary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
Missouri is right. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would be glad to hear what the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Missouri was. 

Mr. BLAND. I say that it is reposing an extraordinary power in 
the Secretary of the Treasury 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending bill. 

Mr. BLAND. It is a power that has never been given before, and I 
doubt its propriety; for if you give it, it permits him to recoin every 
It does not say that he shall recoin 
the abraded coin or the brazed coin; it does not say the subsidiary 
coin, but that he can have all coin recoined. Itdoes not limit him at 
all. Hecanrecoin all the standard siJverdollars. It takes in the whole 
range of gold and silver coin of the Treasury and authorizes its recoin- 
age. ‘There is no law now to that effect, and I doubt the propriety of 
such a law; but if I can get an amendment that will do a great bene- 
fit to the people of this country I am willing to take it altogether and 
let us have the good with the evil. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, it was very clear to the mind 
of the committee, as stated by the Chair, that it did not only relate to 
the gold coinage, and after some degree of excitement the gentleman 


from Maryland came forward with the suggestion contained in section 
3566: 


That is new legislation; and the gentleman from 





All foreign eoin, gold and silver coins received in payment of moneys due to 
the United States, shall before being issued for circulation be coined anew. 
The Chair promptly stated that this did not cover the case. 


These 
are the only sections that have been suggested. 


Now, as I have said, 


| the invitation to make this ruling is unprecedented in the annals of 


| ° 
| this House. 
gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] proposes new legislation of the | 


It is, Mr. Chairman, an important ruling, important not only in a 
parliamentary sense, but important in the sense that the invitation to 
this ruling is a part of a struggle going on in this House, in the Sen- 
ate, and throughout the country for the relief of the people. There is 
now a clear way for this House to get to the question whether we shall 
have a free coinage of silver or no, and that is the reason, sir, of the 
agitation which is manifested here now. I say, sir, it is an important 
question. Weall know thedifficulties which this question encountered 
in the last session. We know the discontent that its solution then 
produced in the country. We are now in a situation, fortunately, to 
meet it, and to meet it in the interest of the American people. 

The hope now, Mr. Chairman, is that you may come to a conclusion 
that will not defeat an effort to execute the popular will in this regard. 
I trust, sir, that there will be a clear, a vigorous, a candid ruling, and 
that there will be no successful effort to turn aside this House from 
the just execution of its rules in order to prevent the free coinage of 
silver in this country. This is all that I desire to say, for the matter 
is to my mind clear and simple. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the object of this clause is 
perfectly clear. Whether it can be made to serve a purpose not in- 
tended the House will determine later on, but that it was made tocarry 
out and into effect section 3566 is, to my mind at least, quite clear. In 
construing the rules of the House reference must be had to existing 
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law, since no appropriation can be reported nor amendment be offered 
under the rules except te carry into effect an existinglaw. I refer, of 
course, to appropriation bills. Now, section 3566 provides that— 


All foreign gold and silver coins received in payment for money due to the 
United States shall, before issued into circulation, be coined and used. 


This is a provision of law and the only provision of law for recoining | 


gold and silver coins which may be in the Treasury of the United States. 
And as heretofore, so in this bill, we have made an appropriation to en- 
able the Secretary to discharge the duty devolved upon him by exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state to the House how much 
gold and silver is now in the Treasury ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; but, if there is none, then the fund for 
recoining it will not be used. Just as an appropriation is made for re- 
pairs, if no repairs become necessary, the fund is not used. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will not the gentleman state that this fund has 
been used from time immemorial to recoin our own coin ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not so understand; nor does my in- 
formation accord with the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is my information. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It may be so or it may not beso. I am 
upon the statute book which provides for the recoinage of certain coins, 
foreign gold and silver, which may be received into the Treasury of the 
United States for customs or other dues, and that it devolves upon the 
Appropriations Committee to report such an amount of money as it 
may deem necessary to carry into effect that statute. 

The committee can not go outside or beyond that, because the rule 
of this House (which is also the law of the land) expressly provides 
that it shall not be in order for the committee to report, either as a 
provision of an appropriation bill or as an amendment thereto, any 
clause which changes existing law. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Inamoment. Does this change existing 
law? Would the Chair hold in enforcing the rules of the House that 
in reporting the section or clause under consideration, which covers 
the usual amount adjudged to be necessary to carry out existing law, 
we were or are violating the rule which limits our jurisdiction to re- 
portingappropriations to carry outexistinglaw? Theclauseasitstands 


does just that, to wit, provides tor the doing of that which the statute | 


‘section 3566) says shall be done. There is no other law upon the 
statute book authorizing or requiring or permitting the recoinage. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. When 
the officers in charge of this work come to construe the law, will they 
not construe it according to the terms of the act that is passed here, 
and not according to the rules under which it is passed ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for seeming 
not to listen, but at the moment my attention was called to another 
point, and hence I did not catch the question propounded by my 
friend. 

Section 3564 provides for determining the value of foreign coins, and 
section 3566 for the recoinage of these particular coins, that is foreign 
gold and silver received into the Treasury; and the pending paragraph 
of this bill looks to providing for carrying out that statute. There is 
no other law to becarried out; there is no other law to which this pro- 
vision can apply; there is no other coinage authorized, without pro- 
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what construction may be placed upon it when the Department 
called upon to construe it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will give my triend a 
Che Secretary of the Treasury would construe the law as applying to 
coins which he was authorized to recoin. 


direct answe! 


Looking to the law he would 


ask, ‘‘ What coins am I authorized to recoin This section (3564) 
prescribes how the value of foreign gold and silver coins shall be de 
tertained, and section 3566 requires those tore en gol 1 and silver coin 
to be recoined before they are issued, but the section makes no pro 


Vision for paying the expense of recoining, as ia the case of the coins 
mentioned in the succeeding sections (to wit, $567 and 3568 rhere- 
| fore, being charged with the duty of recoining these toreign gold and 
silver coins, and no other reeoinage being author d or required ex- 
cept in cases where the expense is provided for in the act, no difficulty 
is found in ascertaining that the recoinage mentioned in the appropri- 
ation bill is that required by section 3566. The several statutes will 


| of the Department is proper may be a 
considering, however, this point of order, and saying that a law appears | 


be construed together, and effect be given to each. In no other way 
can the object. purpose, and intent of the legislature be ascertain: 
Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend from Ohio aliow me 


thing bearing directly on this point? I reter to the 


to read some- 


examination ot 


the Director of the Mint before the Committee on \ ppropriations on 
the 20th of last Decembet This settles at least the practice oi the 
Department in respect to this item. Whether or not the construction 


ibject tor controvers } 
here we have a statement of the practice 
Mr. ForNry. What are you doing with the subsidiary i wh y 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is not subsidiary coinage. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I know; b 








it I will come to the point, if you will 
allow me. 

Mr. Forney. What are you doing with the subsidiary « vhich vou have 

Mr. Leecn,. It isdy y¥ there We pay ito ind co wck 

Mr. Forney. I su se you ca ) 1 int Llessa 3} Lenab 

you to doit? 

Mr. Leecu. We have authority tor in it, but there is no appropriation to 
| pay the loss by abrasion There was an appropriat a < yK) last I 

the recoinage of short-weight coins in t lreasury I re & 
20-cent pieces and little 3cent pieces and ha limes Some of it can 
paid out, as it would be illegal to do so, 

| Mr, FORNEY tlow much money would it cost to re in A that? 

Mr. LEEcH. We have asked you to allow us to pay that loss out of the s 
| onsilver It would probably take $1,259,000 to recoin t I WO r ri ) 
in the estimates, 

Mr. Dockery, The law: | es i to re 

Mr. Leecu. Yes,sir; the san t ipl | t vil 
underweight coins. and we use that up every vear. 

Mr. Dockery. Where is that item in this bi 

Mr. Leecu. That is in the sundry civ 
| The point I want to make, if the gentleman will allow me, is just 
| this—and it is in the line of the statement of my colleague from M 
| oan 


| which would cost one million and a quarter of dollars; 


Mr. CANNON. The statement which the gentleman has read ref 
to a preceding item of the bill; it 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
and 1-cent pieces. 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thegentlemantrom Illinois [| Mr.Cannon ] 
is right about this; and my friend from Missouri/ Mr. Do will 
see the absurdity of insisting that this appropriation of $20,000 can be 
designed to make even a start in the direction of coinave or ree 


relates to minor or subsidiary coin 
The minor coins are the 5-cent pieces, 3-cent | 
That matter has no ref e to th 


eren 


NED 


inage 


besides, the 


; act leavesno doubt that the Director of the Mint referred, as my triend 


vision being made for paying the expenses of such recoinage, as in sec- | 


tion 3568. Hence I insist it is the duty of the Chair so to construe 
the clause as to make it conform toits obvious and only intent. The 
Chair finds here the statute which requires the appropriation to be 
made; he finds thestatute to which the appropriation applies; he can 
find no other statute to which the clause can apply, and to say that it 
authorizes all kinds of recoinage without limitation or restriction is 
simply to misapprehend as it seems to me the purport and intent of the 
law. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Whatever may be our opinions on the merits of 
this proposition—whether we will be in favor of free coinage or op- 
posed to free coinage, the pending question is a question of order— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And hence its decision is wholly independent ot 
the merits of the amendment. But the question which I wanted to 
ask my friend from Ohio was this: When the officers of the Govern- 
ment come te construe the bill which we are now passing into an act, 
will they not construe it according to its terms, without looking to the 
rules under which it was passed? I want to cali the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that {he provisions of the rules under which a bill 
is passed have nothing whatever to do with the construction of the bill, 
which after it is passed must stand upon its own verbiage. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill answer my friend. This clause in 
no wise differs from the clause carried in the corresponding bills dur- 
ing years gone by, and there has been no other construction given to 
it than the one for which I now contend. 


Mr. McMILLIN. That is not the question, The question is 


[Mr. CANNON | has suggested, to the itemin the preceding clause. Be 
youd that, I do not think it has ever before been suggested in the his 


tory of our legislation in regard to coinage that this provision had an 
other application than that for which I am contendin 
forward a work clearly authorized by law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


r us ¢c Ing 
y, t iS t ying 


Mr. Chairman, there never was any question in the 
subcommittee or in the Committee on Appropriations itself that this 
appropriation of $20,000, which has been carried in the sundry civil 


bill for years, was designed for the recoinage of goid and silver coin, 
and applied to coins of all denominations, except the minor coins, the 
provision in reference to which went out 2 moment ago on the point 
of order made by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN 
The minor coins are the 5-cent pieces, 3-cent pieces, and 1-cent | 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my triend insists that tt 
provision is susceptible of the interpretation he puts upon it, an in- 
terpretation that would authorize unlimited coinage to the extent ol 
the appropriation of $20,000. 

Mr. DOCKE 


NeCeS 


RY. Oh, no; recoinaye 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, call it recoinag 
Mr. DOCKERY. Iam talking of the recoinage of the gold and sil- 
ver coin into money, any and all coins except the minor coins, which 
| was provided for in another place in the bill and which went out on 
the point of order made by the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr.Bucu 
ANAN] a few moments ago. Andi challenge the gentleman from 
Ohio now to go to the Treasury and verify the absolute accuracy of 


| 


my statement, namely, that this provision covers the recoinage of all 
gold and silver and even the subsidiary coins. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, it is only just to say that I do 
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Mr. COBB. But where is the connection between the subsisting 
statute and thislaw? What is there on the face of the bill that con- 
nects them? What gives it, in other words, any connection to the law 
to which you refer? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, it relates to recoinage and charges 


| the Secretary with certain duties in that behalf, namely, to recoin cer- 


know what application has been made of the annual appropriation of 
$20 ) we have been making for some time past. I know what ap- 
plication is autho 1 by law, and no other application could properly 
be made of it. Now, what class of coin is that? Simply the foreign 
or und silver coin which finds its way into the Treasury and is re- | 
ferred to ections 3564, 3565, and 3566. Obviously when an appro- 
priation is made to carry out and into effect the statute, the Secretary 
Will iOOK » sf what tn aw is that is to be executed, an l he will find 
a st ym ol! the tevised Statutes here which provides that certain gold 
and coin—foreign gold and foreign silvet hall be coined before it 
is issued. He will hardly ignore that plain statutory requirement and 
I in search of a strained construction of language which, taken in 
tion i ites 1 is plain, 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

| BUTTERWORT ‘ Certainly. 

Mr. COBL. Will you assert that if the sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes which you quote w not in the law, and if this act were passed, 
now under consideration, the Secretary of the Treasury would have 
no authority to a 

M SUTTERWORTH. Why, my friend takes one of the factors of 
{ problem out of it and then asks me to solveit. Iam construing 

is it exists, not as it wou f my friend had eliminated one 

Lic SOU ei U til lay 

Mr. COBB But allow me a moment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly 

Mr. COBb. You assert that the Secretary of the Treasury in con- | 
struing this act now under consideration would necessarily be driven 
to look to the law that existed before the passage of this bill in order 
todo so. That is your proposition, as I understand it. Now, in fur- 
thera of the question asked you by the gentleman from Tennessee, 


I ask you whether you assert that it is necessary, to the validity of 


this law, that there should be in existence any previous statute Such 
as vou have referred to? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not assertany such thing, and itis un- 
necessary for me to doso. In other words, it is unnecessary to discuss 
the case at bar on a hypothetical basis, because it does not serve any 


practical purpose, and for the simple reason that it does not involve | 


the same factors. 

Mr. COBB. Well, will the gentleman answer the question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill, ifI can. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. I see that you were in some difficulty about answering 
the other. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. COBR, 
easier one. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I hope my friend will ask questions 
that are germane, and not, when he asks how far it is to the White 
House, withdraw from the problem some factor necessary to a certain 


Not at all. 


If the other question was too hard I will try to get an | 





result or answer and then insist that I shall still make the same reply | 


as if all the elements of the problem remained. 

Mr. COBB. Well, just wait a moment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ohio 
does not mean to say that in a discussion of this question there is any 
road leading to the White House. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will answer that later on. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. The direct point at issue is this: Whether or not there 
is necessity for an existing law in order to make lawful the section of 
the appropriation bill under consideration? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, hers is the absurdity of that propo- 
sition. ‘The gentleman asks how a certain clause in a statute would 
be construed if it stood alone and had no reference to and was not con- 
nected with any other statute. I answer him and say it would nec- 
essarily be construed alone. But this is a hypothetical question, and 
however it may be answered we get no light to guide us because this 
is one of a number of statutes, all relating to the same subject-matter, 
and it must be considered in connection with the other statutes bear- 
ing upon the same subject. The existing law says certain foreign gold 
and silver coin shall be recoined. This appropriation says to pay the 
expense of recoining gold and silver coin $20,000 is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. COBB, The gentleman isindulging in special pleading now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, I am simply resorting to a well-recog- 
nized rule in construing a statute. How this clause would be con- 
strued if it stood alone, disassociated from other statutes, is a matter of 
no consequence at all 

Does this clause in spirit or letter provide for a new project? No, 
sir; but is on its face an appropriation to carry out a law already upon 
the statute book, which is supposed to be spread out before us and in 
the light of which we are supposed to legislate. If there wereno other 
statute this clause would beconstruedalone, necessarily. But, I repeat, 


in searching the statutes we ascertain that there is one requiring the | 


doing of that for which we make this appropriation, and the two are 
construed together. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
work in progress ? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, itisa work authorized undoubtedly, 
because the statute requires that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
recoin certain coins. 


Does the gentleman hold that this is already a 





tain coins. Now, I repeat again, to ascertain the force and effect of 
this clause, reference must be had to all other laws in pari materia. 
You look to the law to ascertain what recoinage is meant and you find 
a law compelling certain recoinage which is clearly pointed out. The 
law authorizes a certain work to be done, for which we now make the 
appropriation. 

Mr. COBB. Now, you assert this proposition, that in every appro- 
priation bill—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Asa gentleman on my side suggests, there 
is hardly a provision in this bill, from the opening clause, that is not 
construed in the same way, to carry out some provision of law, and 
to which no reference is had in the clause making the appropriation, 


} and which can only be found by adopting the rule of construction I 


have mentioned. 

Mr. COBB. I understand the gentleman to assert the proposition 
that wherever in an appropriation bill there may be a connection, real 
or imaginary, with some existing statute, the officer in construing the 
appropriation bill must, of necessity, look to the statute itself. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, an appropriation for a lighthouse 
presupposes the existence of a lawfully established lighthouse. An ap- 
propriation for the support of the Signal Service requires you to hunt 
up the statute authorizing the Signal Service and learn the duties to 
be performed by the Signal Service Corps. So with respect to every 
other statute where an appropriation is made to defray the expense of 
doing a particular thing you look in the statute to find whether there 
is authority to do it or whether the statute requires it to be done, and 
how it is to be done. 

Mr. COBB. But it so happens that the statute does not conform 
with the language of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Right in the line of that suggestion 

Mr. COBB. The language of the appropriation bill goes far beyond 
the language of the statute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Rightin the line of that suggestion, will the gen- 
tleman allow me—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
souri—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. With reference to the appropriation bill—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What does my friend read from? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Page 21 of the bill under consideration. Wher- 
ever an appropriation relates to an act directly the act is referred to, 
as you will find, for instance, on page 21 

To carry into effect the provisions of “An act relating to the anchorage of 
vessels in the port of New York,” approved May 16, 1888. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
sections in this whole bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Several of them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ina bill consisting of hundredsof sections 
there is not a reference to the statute or law which is to be executed, 
except in a very few instances, and an inspection of this bill and all 





I will always allow my friend from Mis- 


That is not the case with reference to two 





other sundry civil appropriation bills will make it clear that I am cor- 
rect. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me, before he takes his 
| seat 


Mr. CANNON. As it is now ten minutes after 5 o’clock, will the 
gentleman from Ohio, having the floor, yield to a motion that thecom- 
mittee rise ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the sundry civil 


| appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 671, and that it may 
be considered at this time. It is a bill for the erection of additional 


| quarters in the hospital at Columbus Barracks. 


the bill? 


jection. 


The bill and amendments were read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. . 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
That is not the way to get legislation through. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihopethe gentleman from Ohio will withdraw 
his objection. That is not the way to advance legislation. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I hope ‘‘the gentleman from Ohio’’ will 





eae 


Ree 
teh bee 














B 


BARB: bp 


or 
‘ 


per 








1891. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2219 





not make himself conspicuous about matters that do not personally | MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STA EGISLA 
concern him ee eee ee si ig 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will say to the gentleman that this isnot) oo can alae - : 
the way to get legislation through. - Mer PETER ese 








: 1.2 * : . Pris l Lites es u i 
Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I am not asking favors from the gentleman. | ,. ng - a 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, and Measures 
. ICKLER 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the sce Com 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same By } : 
\ bill (S. 654) for the erection of a public building at St. Pau ; 
Minn. ; a M 
A bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig; ir es 
A bill (S. 4592) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the | . + y=... : me 
Cumberland River for the use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Rail- | , : , 
way, and for otber purposes; M 
4 A bill (S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad 
ee Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain 
: points, where the same forms the boundary line between the States o! | 
¥ West Virginia and Kentucky; | hiicciiass 
: A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort | ,. BA ae oh cite 
Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and Mr. LEWIS. from ( 
¥ for other purposes. | vorably the bill of the Hou 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE Isabella R Ly MeGunnis ’ 
: | Committee of the Whole H 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows ZT Tho LIVER. from the ¢ 
To Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of sickness | ne ake a a the . ul A I 
; ‘ ; ndment 1e i of the Hiou Hi. Rh ~ t I t t 
in his family. ag ae ota septation on aC 
To Mr. REED, of Iowa, for one week from February 5, on account | “~~, wees ser ipo pe gi ga 4 pan y 
i i NO. 3699 to the Committee of the Whole Hou 
of important business. | "Me. PAYSON. from the Cor Se ees a 
‘ LEAVE TO PRIN1I favorably t f the H , > 13390) to amend ina 
- The Clerk read as follows: | apart certain tracts of land in the State of California as forest reserva 
= | 4: 1? es 1d )ot er 1° RAV . } . AT 
o Mr. RoGers requests that the protest of the Creek delegates against the pas- tions, approv ~ ctober i, d L Ipanl yare} \ 
save of the bill (H. R. 12768) introduced on yesterday and referred to the Judi to the House Calendar 


ea 











{ ‘| ciary Committee be printed Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 1 
5 3 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. | with amendment the bill of the House (If. R. 6965) for t 
ae There was no objection. | certain volunteer soldiers whose names are not carried on the A 
| rolls, accompanied |} sport the natu tbst t No. 3697 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. to the Committee yn 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker Mr. STRI BLE, fr tee on the I 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bercen] | referred the bill of the R. 13107) providing 
is recognized. ernment for Al iska, re} ,asasubstitute therefor, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. t » make further provision for the government of \l 

‘he SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentleman | ™ id twice, and, ac mi panied by a report (No. 3695 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] moves that the House do now adjourn, | VO™muttee of the W hole Hous + on the state of the Union 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Willthegentleman from Ohio | Mr. PEEL, trom the Committee on Indian Affairs, report 
allow me to submit a request to havea paper printed in the RECORD? ani idment the lof the House (II. R. 12366) to amend 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is not the person who | 12!2g Choctaw ¢ al and Railway ipany to construct road 
is blocking the way. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho Man] | Indian Territory, accompanied by a report (No. 3699 t I 
must be appealed to. Calendar. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] Mr. H ALL, from the Committ ( Ind { I yorted 
demanded the regular order. My purpose was to let two or three mat- ; ®™en iment the ill of the House (H I. 13327) to ratif firm 
ters come in. an agreement with the Crow tribe of [Indians in the State of Mon 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My request is simply to | ®24¢ to make appropriations for carrying the to effect 

ie have a paper printed, and if there is objection I will withdraw it. panied by a report vo. 3700)—to the Committ t Vhole H 
4 Mr. McKINLEY. I have no objection to that. on the state of the Un 
3 Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensio1 , reported favorab 



















“ The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order being with- | 2° %!4 = the House (. = ; 
a drawn, the gentleman from New Jersey is recognized. S00, MAOCREE OF LONER Dx » 
- s TXAT . ha Wm mittee « t > ) 
Mr. BERGEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- | “¢ Committee of the : 
oi ation of the bill (H. R. 7663)— _ Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to w 
“8 ry ‘ ferred a memorial he T.eciclative A Iwoft} Stat - 
ea Mr.HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I hope that at so late an hour we will | ‘¢™ed a memorial of ee 5} a ASSCEROLY OF Un) Me Or 1d 
; not enter upon the consideration of any other business. tive to Creer n Introduced by Mr. ¢ oer ng ' 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to withdraw | ?' the Jews in Russia, and also t 
his demand and the Chair exercised his right of recognition Resolved, That the bers of the House of Repres 
' Mr. BERGEN, I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist. | States have heard with profound nada come 
reports of the pers 1tlo f the ew hiuss 
- Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order. Sa eee aceasta ac tes j 
& The motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 | Resolved, That our sorrow is intensified by the fact that s 
oe o’clock and 15 minutes p. m,) the House adjourned until to-morrow ” - : a eee ie sonar Maa prey yee nllen pecsa 
ey ’ “ | riite ates, and inanationt at« thed itself with g rv. not 
a at 11 o’clock a. m. un aenenninad Fie aie 11 of 1 ss Christi 
¢ —eae oppressions o 
- - = i " = Resolved, That a copy of this resolution e forwarded t 
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. with a request tha send - 
T o rer . | thatsaid minister be directed to present the sa to His I 1 A 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were | ander III, Czar of all the Russias 
taken from the Speaker’ Snead on Tedlome: a . 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows | reported in lieu thereof the following resoluti: 
UNITED STATES BUILDING AT AUBURN, N. Y. Seectuadl: Whe tet ie aw a? the Bndah oft 
: . . ‘ . or ; States have heard with profound sorrow tl re 
2 Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- Sceate tems Siiialak- inne tieiciaoaniaien tee eae Me : 
propriation of $10,000 for the United States post office, courthouse, should happen in a country which i idlong has been the friend of th 
etc., building at Auburn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations, | Sttes, which emancipated millions of its people from serfdom, and 
* | fended helpless Christians in the East from persecution for the relig . 
ABEL A, THOMPSON VS. THE UNITED STATES. we earnestly hope that the humane and enlightened spirit then s 


shown by his Imperial Majesty will now be manifested in « 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting | 8ti9& tue Severe measures directed against men of the Jew 


_ 


a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Abel A. Thomp- | 


| 
0 } é ( which, accompanied by a report (No. 3702), was referred to the H 
s0n against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, | Calendar 
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Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S.311) for the relief of the represent 
atives of James and William Crooks, accompanied by a report (No. 
3703 )—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R, 12577) toamend 
act incorporating Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3704)—to the House Calendar. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 13495) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. 
Dak.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 13497) to establish a free public 
and departmental library and reading room—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H, R. 13498) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railway, street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the Missouri River between the counties of Douglas and Sarpy, Ne- 
braska, and the counties of Pottawattamie and Mills, in the State of 
Iowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (HH. R. 13499) to provide for the purchase 
of silver bullion and against the contraction of the currency, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McCORD: A bill (H. R. 13500) to authorize the sale of tim- 
ber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Chippewa Indians of 
Lake Superior, in the State of Wisconsin, to regulate the purchase of 
timber from Indian allottees on certain Chippewa Indian reservations 
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13501) to authorize the sale of timber on certain 
lands reserved for the use of the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior, 
in the State of Wisconsin; to regulate the purchase of timber from 
allottees on certain Chippewa Indian reservations in Wisconsin and 
Minnesota, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 


BILLS AND 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. MAGNER: A bill (H. R. 13502) granting a pension to Eliza 
Conroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 13503) for the relief of D, F. 
Sergent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13504) for the relief of Jesse Thompson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 13505) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Henry Chaflin—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13506) for the relief of G. W. Everman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 13507) for the relief of W. W. 
Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill(H. R. 13508) for the relief of Frederick 
William Rawdon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 

Underclause2 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., protesting against the passage by the House of Representa- 
tives of the Senate free coinage silver bill—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolutions of Bryan (Pa.) Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics; also, of same order, No. 451, at Shelocta, 
Pa., favoring a law restricting foreign immigration. —to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, two petitions of ex-soldiers of Westmoreland County, Pennsyl- 
vania, requesting the passage of a law giving preference to ex-soldiers 
in appointments to the public service—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens ot 
Erie County, Pennsylvania, in favor of option bill (H. R. 5353)—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of General Taylor Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Braddock, Pa., in favor of the 
passage of legislation to restrict immigration; also, resolutions of Laurel 
(Pa. ) Council of the same organization; also, of Hilltop Council, No. 88, 
Pennsylvania, same organization, in favor of the passage of legislation 
to restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorials of the boards of trade of fifty lead- 
ing cities of the United States, asking that Congress make a revision 
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of the present census and statistical legislation, and the immediate pro- 
vision for future enumeration—to the Select Committee on the Elev- 
enth Census. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of John N. Neiman and 
others, citizens of the Second district of Iowa; also, of S. A. Kelsey 
and 28 others, citizens of the same district, in favor of the silver bill— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights and Measures, 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition of J. W. Vernon, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of A. H. Dice, E.C. Drake, and 14 others, 
citizens of Benton County, Missouri; also, of Abraham Davis, J. F. 
Jarvis, and 22 others, citizens of Saline County, Missouri, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation of money for complete system of levees on 
the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous 
floods and improve navigation; also, petition of J. O. Harbord, J. M. 
West, and 17 others, citizens of Camden County, Missouri, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of H. D. Magner, A. F. Prince, and 
others, citizens of Hinckley, Ill., asking for the speedy passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Vinton, Iowa, ‘for 
the passage of a law authorizing the States to control the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; also, of citizens of Traer and Dysart, Iowa, 
for the same purpose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Franklin Farmers’ Alliance, of Lynn County, Iowa, 
for the passage of House bill 5353, to prevent options—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. LEWIS: Resolutions in relation to the killing of James 
Prentiss Matthews, of Mississippi—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of John Wineours, administrator, of 
Alleghany County, Maryland, for payment of war claim—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petitionof William H. Mallott, Isaac 
T. Hains, and 60 others, citizens of Dunkirk, Ind., for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit As- 
sembly, of Blackford County, Indiana; also, of Walter W. Parson, A. 
C. Miles, and 52 others, citizens of Dunkirk, Ind.; also, of W. C. Not- 
tingham, Dodge Swift, David R. Melick, Joseph H. Weller, C. T. 
Lucas, George R. Beath, Elisha Hartley, A. E. Sutton, W. A. Dailey, 
J. A. Fleming, Joseph Futrell, W. A. Williams, D. Fisher, Elijah 
Finck, and T. R. Swindler. representing fifteen lodges of Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, and S. J. Peck, secretary of the said order, of 
Blackford County, Indiana, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 5353) 
concerning options and futures in farm products; also, of W. H. Mal- 
lott, Walter W. Paxson, and 56 others, citizens of the vicinity of Dun- 
kirk, Ind., tor the enactment of a farm-loan bill and laws providing 
for the increase of legal-tender money, free coinage of silver, a service 
pension, pure food, suppression of trusts and monopolies, an income 
tax, prohibition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors, 
and for an amendment to the Constitution to permit the election of 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of 274 citizens of Denison, Kans. ; also, 
of 130 others, citizens of the county of Pottawatomie, Kansas, for a 
law to prohibit the exportation, importation, and interstate transpor- 
tation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of 26 members of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Franklin, Me., praying for the passage of 
the bill to prohibit the exportation, importation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 38 citizens of St. Albans, Me. ; also of 44 citizens of 
Fairfield, Me.; also of 23 citizens of Flagstaff, Me., praying for the 
passage of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on 
the subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

3v Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: Petition of W. W. Morrison, John 
Hostetter, and 14 others, citizens of Green County, Indiana, asking 
Congress for an appropriation of money for complete system of levee 
improvements from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and 
improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, protesting against the passage by the House of 
the Senate bill providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., favoring a 
reform of spelling—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Resolutions of Shiloh Field Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Elkhart, Ind., in favor of the reduction of pension 
attorneys’ fee to $1—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Resolution of Clinton Township, Wayne County, 
Ohio, Farmers’ Alliance, in favor of the option bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. SNIDER: Petitions of citizens of Wausau, Wis., asking an 
investigation of public-land sale at Wausau, Wis.—to the Committee | 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of J. O. Alford and 23 others, 
citizens of Marshall County, Kentucky: also of Joseph Copeland, T. 
A. Jones, and 20 others, citizens of Calloway County, Kentucky; also 
of I. E. Workins, J. A. Workins, and 40 others, citizens of Hickman | 
County, Kentucky, asking Congress for appropriation of money for im- 
provements on the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf,to prevent | 
disastrous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Also, petition of Sarah McFerrin, administratrix of Robert Walker, 
late of Fayette County, Tennessee; also, of William hk. Webber, ad- | 
ministrator of Matthew W. Webber, late of same county and State; 
also, of John C. Young, administrator of Daniel Abernathy, late ot 
Giles County, Tennessee; also, of L. B. F. Champion, of Scott County, | 
Mississippi; also, of Edward F, Talley, of Giles County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing reference of their respective claims to Court of Claims under pro- 
visions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of 5 citizens of Cherokee County, Iowa; 
also, resolutions of South Afton Alliance, Iowa, urging passage of the 
option bill—to the Committee on Agricalture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of the officers and members | 
of the Plainfield (N. J.) Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking 
for a national commission of inquiry concerning the social vice—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 157 citizens of | 
Beaver Falls, Pa., for the passage of a law to restrict immigration—to 
the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of N. 6. Woodruff and others 
of Cheyenne County, Kansas, urging passage of che Butterworth op- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Medical evidence on claim for pen- 
sion of Attallas Choisser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


passage of House bill 3146 and Senate bill 5257—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 6, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of District Assemblies of the 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, Nos. 1524, 2668, 3513, and 57, of 
the counties of Fayette, Sangamon, Rock Island, and Harnailton, in the 
State of Dlinois, praying for the passageof the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of 12 members of the Farmers’ Alli- | 


ance and Industrial Union No. 80, of Morgan County, Illinois, and a 


memorial of 18 members of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union | 
No. 34, of Adams County, Illinois, remonstrating against the passage | 
of the Conger compound-lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the | 


table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Jersey County, Illinois, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Pittsfield, 1., praying 


for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to | 


lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago (Ill.) Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of the bill now pending in Congress to pro- 
hibit the adulteration of food and malt liquors; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of citizens and vessel-owners of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying that Congress appropriate money to build a 
new revenue steamer to take the place of the steamer Andrew John- 
son on Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of W. L. Langrell, C. E. Allen, 
Mrs, E. W. Slosson, and 122 other citizens of Plainview, Minn., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, 
and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, preseuted a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance 
of Mitchell County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard 


bill and the Butterworth antioption bill; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 15 citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the limitation in the arrears-of-pensions act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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| Order United American Mechanics, of Galion, Ohio 
By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of | 


Ife also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Petition of 5 citizens of Cherokee County, Iowa 

Petition of 17 citizens of Apyanoose County, Iowa; 

Petition of 45 citizens of Page County, Iowa; and 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Afton, Cherokee County, Towa. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of sundry business men of Grand 
Forks, N. Dak., and a petition of the Mi Minn.) Board of 
Trade, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill: which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


ineapolis 











Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Oregon, stating that 

Whereas a bill has been unanimously aud favorably reported to Congress by 
the honorable Committee on Foreign Relations of the | ted S Senate s¢ 
curing the construction the Nicaragua Canal u itr f the Coy 

| ernment of the United States, with conservative g ies to the Government 
| against financial loss and to American commere theavy tolls for the use 
of such canal; and ; 

Whereas the construction of the N wiua ¢ ure advantages of 
great importance to the commercial and politica fthe Republie and 
will be of especial benefit to the Pacific coast Il 

Re it resolved, That the Chamber of Commeree « 1, Ore n 1 session 
assembled, respectfully but urgently request the honorable S ind House 

| of Representatives in Congress assembled to pass the enactment above alluded 
to at as early a date as possible, the same securing an interoceanic hway 
from the Atlantic to the Pacilic Oceans, practically an American cana nder 
American control. 
Resolved, That attested copies of these preambles and resolutions be te 


graphed to each of Oregon’s Congressional representatives at Washington 


Signed by T. F. Osborn, president; attest, F. Motter, secretary. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of the Minneapolis 
Board of Trade, praying for the passage of the 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Star Coun 


Minn. ) 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; 


No. 6, Junior 
a petition of Kem- 
ble Council, No. 59, Junior Order United American Mechanies, of 
Rogers, Ohio; and a petition of General Crook Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Annapoli 
sage of a bill to restrict immigration 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of George S. Harris & Sons and 
other firms, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the international copyright bill so as to turnish adequate pro- 
tection to the lithographic trade; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of H. G. Neff and 65 other citizens of Huntingdon County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of F. C. Erway and 24 other citizens of Chatham, Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of S. K. Brosius and 21 other citizens of Jeff 
Pennsylvania, 

Mr. QUAY also presented petitions of councils, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, Nos. 232, 72, 141, 145, 489, 44, 166, 48, 365, 419, 
372, 172, 37, 260, 504, 143, 66, 491, 63, 328, 150, 189 and 439, of Beaver 
Falls, Parnassus, Johnstown, Erie, Bellevue, Williamsport, Irwin, 
Moyer, Pittsburgh, Callersburgh, Altoona, Wooddale, Birdsborough, 
Indiana, Jenkintown, Philadelphia, Mansfield, Richmond, Harrisburg, 
Verona, West Leisenring, and Etna, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 


3, Ohio, prayin 
which were referre¢ 


for the pas- 


to the Com- 


or 
1 


rson County, 


| ing for the passage of the bill to restrict immigration; whigh were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Immigration 


| 


| passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Linder & Myer, merchants of 
Boston, Mass., and a petition of citizens of Salem, Mass., praying for 
passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on. 
the table. ’ 


Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petition 
} 


praying for the 
were ordered to lie on 
the table 

Petition of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Barton County, Missouri; 

Petition of members of the Farmers 
of St. Louis, Mo. 

Petition of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 645 
of Newton County, Missouri; and 

Petition of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 169 
of Bollinger County, Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorial 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill, and praying 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordere 

Memorial of Local Union No. 904, of the Farmers and Labo 
Union of Chariton County, Missouri, containing 48 names 

Memorial of Local Union No. 85, of the Farmers and Labore yn 


of Boone County, Missouri, containing 47 names 


Memorial of Local Union No. 169, of the Farmers and L 
Union of Bollinger County, Missouri, containing 23 names 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3161, of the Farmers and Lab 
Union of Grundy County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 


and Laborers’ Union No. 2536, 


, remonstrating 
the passage 


1 to lie on the table 
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Memoria! of Local Union No. 34, of the Farmersand Laborers’ Union 
of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 34 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 452, of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 13 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1735, of the Farmers and 
Union of Franklin County, Missouri, containing 13 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 743, of the Farmers and 
Union of Henry County, Missouri, containing 10 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 2218, of the Farmers and 
Union of Jasper County, Missouri, containing 15 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 704, of the Farmers and 
Union of Saline County, Missouri, containing 13 names; 

Memorial of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 929, of the Farm- 
ers and Laborers’ Union, of Barry County, Missouri, containing 45 
names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 929, of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union of Hickory and St. Clair Counties, Missouri; and 

Memorial of Local Union No. 545, of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union of Webster County, Missouri. 

Mr, CASEY. I present a petition of the National Brick-Manufac- 
turers’ Association of the United States, praying for the speedy passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill. It contains a very clear and concise 
statement in favor of that bill, and I move that it be printed as a docu- 
ment and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 21 citizensof Rapid City, S. Dak., 
praying for the speedy passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, 
Colo., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present the action of the Connecticut State Board 
of Trade, in the nature of a petition or memorial, urging the passage 
of the bankruptcy bill and protesting against the free-coinage bill. I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Henry Woodward, James N. 
Wood, Julia F. Wood, and 17 other citizens of Winthrop, Me., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, 
and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Rochester, N. Y.; the petition of J. R. Muth, of Clyde, N. 
Y., and the petition of James H. Lloyd and 4 other citizens of Troy, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Hie also presented the petition of E. Evans and 5 other citizens of 
Troy, N. Y., on behalf of the colored citizens of that city, praying for 
the passage of the elections bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of M. A. La Smith, secretary of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Wallkill, N. Y., representing 
30 members, praying for the passage of a bill providing for the appoint- 
ment of a national commission on the subject of social vice; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate trans- 
portation of alcoholic beverages; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of J. Melvin Adams, president, and Gertrude Patterson, sec- 
retary, of the First Baptist Church Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor, of Fort Ann, N. Y., representing 45 members; 

Petition of Mrs. A. Macintosh, president, and Miss B. G. Baker, 
secretary, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Fort Ann, 
N. Y., representing 35 members; 

Petition of T. 8. Converse, J. H. Gregory, Nannie Nearing, and 183 
other citizens of Mount Upton, N. Y.; and 

Petition of George P. Bell, B. J. Hilton, Emma F. Palmer, and 37 
other citizens of East Chatham, N. Y. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
New York; which was read and referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, as-follows: 


Laborers’ 
Laborers’ 
Laborers’ 


Laborers’ 


STATE OF NEW YORK, 

In SENATE, Albany, January 29, 1891, 

Whereas on January 17, 1891, the Hon. Roswetu P. FLower introduced in the 
House of Representatives, at Washington, ajoint resolution for the appointment 
of a commission, to consist of the Postmaster-General, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Attorney-General, Ex-Postmaster-General James, and Charles A, Dana, 
whose duty it shall be to examine into the facilities of the New York post office 
and report upon a plan, if deemed expedient, by which such postal facilities shall 
be increased; and 

Whereas, on account of the great growth of the city of New York, the present 
post office has become entirely inadequate to meet the demands made upon it by 
a constantly growing business; and 

Whereas during the last fiscal year the gross receipts at this post office were 
over six millions of dollars and the net revenue to the United States Govern- 
ment was over $3,770,000: Therefore, 

Be it resolved (if the Assembly concur), That the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this State be, and hereby are, respectfully urged to take all meas- 
ures that they | can to aid the adoption of the above resolution and the 
enactment of such other and further legislation as will be best calculated to 








afford to the city of New York, in the most speedy and ample manner, the 
increased postal facilities which her situation demands, 
By order of the senate: 
JOHN 8S. KENYON, Clerk, 
In ASSEMBLY, January 30, 1891, 
Concurred in without amendment. 
By order: 
CHAS. R. DE FREEST, Clerk. 
Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Buffalo (N. Y. ) Merchants’ 
Exchange, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. DANIEL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 
Petition of P. Lb. Pretchett and 14 other citizens of Spottsylvania 
County, Virginia; 
Petition of John N. Kunnel and 28 other citizens of Clarke County, 
Virginia; and 
Petition of F. Estes Kline and 13 other citizens of Frederick County, 
Virginia. © 
Mr. WASHBURN presented the petition of Segelbaum Brothers and 
9 others, citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, 


FOOD ADULTERATION, ETC.—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I present resolutions adopted by the house of rep- 
resentatives of the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, duly certified, 


and I ask to have them read by the Secretary. 


The resolutions were read and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Whereas one of the ingredients of compound lard is beef fat, many million 
pounds of which are used annually in its manufacture, which greatly enhances 
the price of cattle; and 

Whereas the provisions of the so-called Conger compound-lard bill, not only 
place atax on compound lard, but impose on the dealer an expensive and vexa- 
tious system of bookkeeping, and force upon the maker and seller annoyances 
not imposed upon dealers in whisky, cigars, or tobacco; and 

Whereas the provisions of said bill relating to the shipping of compound 
lard from the manufacturer to the seller are so rigorous that there can be no 
other object by the framers of the bill than the entire prohibition of the manu- 
facture of compound lard, which would decrease the price of every head of cat- 
tle from one to two dollars per head, and thus inflict au annual loss of more 
than $3,000,000 upon the 1,677,343 head of cattle, the property of the citizens of 
Nebraska, who are greatly agitated for fear of the further depression of an in- 
dustry already greatly depressed; and 

Whereas the so-called Conger lard bill was first introduced at the request of 
John P. Squire & Co., millionaire pork-packers of Boston, Mass.; and 

Whereas said bill isbeing supported by every pork packer in the United States, 
the “ Big Four” of Chicago withdrawing their opposition to it and assisting in 
its passage through the House of Representatives after all provisions affecting 
them had been eliminated from it; and 

Whereas the pork-packers have maintained a large lobby at Washington in 
their interest, subsidizing the press and employing an army of canvassers 
throughout the West to obtain signatures to petitions praying for its passage ; 
and 

Whereas the Committee on Agriculture of the United States Senate have pre- 
pared a general pure-food bill, known as the Paddock bill, which prevents, under 
heavy penalties, the misbranding of adulterated articles of food and drugs, and 
which measure, if it becomes a law, will prevent not only the adulteration and 
fraud practiced in the sale of lard, but a great number of other articles of adulter- 
ated food, which depress the products of the farm; and 

Whereas said bill is national in its scope and design and will remedy all the 
evils complained of by the advocates of the so-called Conger lard bill, without 
inflicting any injury upon the great cattle industry of our State, and without 
placing on the statute book a law which will enable the millionaire packers to 
form lard trusts: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the twenty-second session of the 
State of Nebraska: First. That our Senators in Congress be instructed to vote 
against and use all honorable means to defeat the passage of the so-called Con- 
ger compound-lard bill, for the reason that if it becomes a law it will inflict great 
pecuniary loss upon the cattle-raisers of Nebraska. 

Second. That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
in Congress be requested to use all honorable means by their influence and 
votes, in order to secure the passage of Senate bill 3991, .prepared and reported 
by the Committee on Agriculture of the United States Senate and known asthe 
Paddock pure-food bill. 

Third. That the chief clerk of the house be instructed to transmit a certified 
copy of these resolutions to each Senator and Representative of the State of Ne- 
braska at Washington. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

This certifies that the above resolutions were adopted by the house of repre- 


sentatives February 3, 1891. 
ERIC JOHNSON, Chief Clerk, 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, in connection with this action I 
desire to say a few words in the nature of a personal explanation. I 
see in a published report of things recently said and done in the State 
of Kansas the following: 


SOME ALLIANCE SECRETS—THE SPEAKER OF THE KANSAS HOUSE TELLS OF IN- 
FLUENCES AT WORK AT OCALA, 


The Kansas house yesterday, by a vote of 33 to 44 defeated the concurrent res- 
olution requesting the Kansas Congressional delegation to vote for the passage 
of the Conger lard bill. A substitute resolution instructing for the Paddock 
pure-food bill was adopted by a practically unanimous vote, : 

P. P. Elder, the speaker of the house, took the floor while the meeting was in 
progress and declared that the Kansas delegation at Ocala was wined and dined 
by representatives of the cotton-seed-oil trust, until they were willing to vote 
as the Southerners asked them. Elder made a bitter fight to have the Conger 


.| lard bill indorsed, but was defeated by friends of the delegates who went to 


Ocala. This was the first time since the Ocala convention that any of the Alli- 
ance leaders in Kansas have manifested any opposition to anything done by it. 
Mrs, Annie L. Diggs, one of the delegates to the convention, stated yesterday 
afternoon that the denunciation by the convention of the Conger lard bill was 
not brought about by the Southern farmers, but was due to the influence of 
Senator PAppock’s agent atthe convention. —__ 
The Knights of Labor and union labor orgar izations scored a victory in the 
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house of representatives yesterday, securing a practically unanimous vote for 4145 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and toamend section 


their bill preventing the employment of armed forces by any company or cor- 
porations while a strike is in progress. The bill was known as the anti-Pink- 
erton bill and was approved by the Alliance caucus. 

Mr. President, I do not know what I have done to draw upon me 
such an assault as this—such ‘* Diggs.’ If this digger was a man I 
should undertake to dig a pit deep enough and large enough to hold 
a monumental liar and place him in it, ifI could. But as she isa 
woman, and I have great respect for and even adoration of all good 


| 
} 


women, I shall attempt nothing of the kind in her case, nor shall I be | 


led to make any reflection upon this woman, although she may, if | 


may be permitted to say so, possibly belong to that small class of wo- | 


men, fortunately small in number in this country, who have unpetti- 
coated themselves to engage in anarchic and socialistic performances 
in this country. 

I denounce this statement af an unmitigated falsehood. I never in- 
spired any action in the Ocala convention or in any other convention 
anywhere in respect to this or any other subject in which I have been 
personally interested or which I have presented here, Of course it is 
not necessary for me to say that I had no agent there. This is too 
ridiculous to be denied. 

I desire to further affirm that I have never intimated to any person in 


4146; which was read twice by its title. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 


lowing bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely 
A bill (S. 3750) to establish the customs district of Tennessee and 
Arkansas; and 
A bill (S. S443) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, and 
for other purposes. 
He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
H. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted I 
port thereon. 
Mr. INGALLS, from the ¢ mittee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. 2. 10500) authorizing the commissioners 
| to grant to the Veteran Volunteer Firemen’s Association use of certain 
property in the city of Washington, reported it without amendment 


the State in which I live or anywhere else in the United States that I | 


even have preferred the passage of the bill which I had the honor to 
present on behalf of the committee over that of any other which the 
Senate might consider to be the better to enactintolaw. I have made 
no reflection whatever, either by word or in writing, upon the Conger 
lard bill. I may properly perhaps disclose a secret of the Committee 
on Agricuiture and Forestry, that I saved the Conger lard bill from an 
adverse report which a large majority of the committee appeared,to de- 
sire to make, and gave the best place I could give this measure upon 
the Calendar for consideration. 

I will frankly say, however, in reference to the bill which I had the 
honor to present, and which I hope to beable to debate in a few days, 
that it is a general bill, undertaking to reach adulterations throughout 
the whole range of the infamous methods which are adopted in respect 
to the adulteration of food and drink and drugs; but asto that I shall 
have something to say hereafter and will not now trespass further on 
the time of the Senate. 


the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 6975 


I desired simply to make this personal explanation and to brand these | 


statements that have been made as falsehoods by whomsoever they may 
have been made or may be made hereafter. Very likely I ought to 
apologize even for this, but it is my first offense here in the way of a 


personal explanation, and I think under the circumstances I shall be | 


pardoned. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I was unfortunately absent when my colleague 
commenced his remarks. I presume that he has introduced the reso- 
lutions of the house of representatives of Nebraska with reference to 
the Conger lard bill. Has he asked that they bespread upon the record ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. They have been read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions were read at length. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred | 


the bill (H. R. 13080) to grant a pension to Nancy Jane Knetsar, of 
Moline, Il]., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8.4499) granting a pension to Mary Vance, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of James Brown 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE. Iamdirected by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R. 12782) making appropriations for 


| sion to Betty Taylor Dandridge; which was read twice by its title, and 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
1355) toauthorize the Washington and Cumberland Railroad ¢ ompany 
to extend its road into the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments. 
WASHINGTON 

Mr. INGALLS. I report from the Committee on the District of ( 
lumbia the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington and Arlingt 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which, having passed 
the Senate, was amended in the House of Representatives, with a rec- 
ommendation that the Senate disagree to the amendments and ask 
for a conference with the House of Kepresentatives on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Chair was authorized to appoint the con 
ferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Hiaains, Mr. MCMILLAN, 
and Mr. DANIEL were appointed. 


AND ARLINGTON 


RAILWAY COMPANY 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE IN ARIZONA 


Mr. WILSON, of Iuwa, submitted the following report 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses ¢ 


to provide for an additional 


associate justice of thesupreme courtof Arizona, having met, after full and free 





conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree tothe same with the following amendment, to com the 
end of section 4, to wit: “ Provided, That said districts shall be subje i 

hanges as the Territorial Assembly of the said Territory may enact and that 
the Senate agree thereto. 
JAS, F. WILSON 
WM. M. EVARTS, 
G. G. VEST, 
¢ s on the part of ¢ S 





p é 
rRUBLE 
B. W. PERKI 
{ 


The report was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 5011) granting an increase of pen 
ul 

referred to the Committee on l’ensions. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5012 


rranting an increase of per 


| sion to General W. H. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5013) to amend chart 


| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce on t] 


the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other | 


- 


purposes, to report it with amendments, which I ask may be printed. 
I give notice that I shall call the bill up to-morrow, if it can be done, 
or on Monday at the furthest. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar and the amendments printed. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R. 7938) authorizing sale of title ot 
United States in lot 3, in square soath of square 990, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4962) to authorize the Minnesota Boom Company 


to construct and operate booms and other structures in certain sloughs | 


of the Mississippi River, and to drive and sheer into such booms logs, 
timber, and lumber found in said river, reported it with amendments. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- | 


ferred the bill (S. 4822) to amend the law relating to bonds for marine 
documents, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
devinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 5032) to repeal section 


yuUMmMD 


the Rock Creek Railway Company of the District of C 


| trict of Columbia. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5014) granting a per i to 
Little: which was read twice by its title, and, wi the acc inyin 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pen 
Mr. CAREY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5015) for the relief of 
Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Vol 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
mittee on Ciairns. 
Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 5016) for the correction of t] 
tary record of Capt. Joseph H. Richards; which was read twice }y 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5017) granting a pension to Emily M 


Tyler; which was read twice by its title, and, with th 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5018) granting a pension to iot 
Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 1 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5019) granting a pension to 
Bates; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom, 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 5020) granting a pensi: 
Northrop; which was read twice by its title, and, with the a 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BLAIR (by request of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance of | 


the District of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 5021) to establish a 
department of co-operative negro colonies, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5022) granting a pension to Susan G, 
Furnald; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 5023) to increase the pension | 
of Mary A. Roder; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL (by request of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance of the 
District of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 5024) to free the people from 
debt, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ! 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (8. 5025) granting the right to erect 
and maintain dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, 
in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 





tion of a bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 5027) in relation to the de- 
partments of the Army of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK (by request) introduced a bill (8S. 5028) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Charlotte A. von Cort, for the use of inventions adopted 
by the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 5029) for the relief of Barnett 
T. Swart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5030) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to purchase for governmental and industrial use at Rock Is!l- 
and arsenal, Rock Island, I11., a testing machine for tension and com- 
pression; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 5031) to increase the limit of 
cost for the erection of the public building at Mankato, Minn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CASEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to thedeficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on-Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 
Ordered, That Sarah EF. ©. Perine, administratrix of William Perine, be al- 


lowed to withdraw her papers from the files of the Senate, the bill for her re- 
lief having passed and no adverse report having been made in the case. 


KILLING OF GENERAL BARRUNDIA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I offer a resolution, and if there is noobjection I 
should be glad to have action upon it now. If there is objection, it 
may lie over and be printed. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not inconsistent with the public 
interests, to transmit to the Senate the correspondence in reference to the con- 
duct of the senior naval officer present at San José de Guatemala on the occa- 


sion of the arrest and killing of Genera! Barrundia, and the action of the Navy 
Department thereon. 


Mr. HALE. 
of it. 

The resolution was again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the resolution should include, with the cor- 
respondence that is asked for and the action of the Department, all 
facts within the possession of the Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed that the general facts were well known. 
I have no objection, however, to calling for anything of that sort. 


Let that be read again. I did not hear the first part 


tothe Committee on Commerce. : a : 
Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 5026) to authorize the construc- should come up at this point in the proceedings. 


—— 
ED, 


Mr. HOAR. Perhaps all the facts appear in the correspondence. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think they do. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask an order for the printing of additional copies 
of the bill proposing to amend the interstate-commerce act, which was 
reported from the Committee on Interstate Commerce the other day. 
There were but few copies printed, and there seems to be a great demand 
for the bill. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 500 copies of the bill (5. 4998) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 


to regulate commerce,”’ approved February 4, 1887, and amended by an act ap- 


proved March 2, 1889, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
ORDER OF BUSBNESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in 
order. The first bill on the Calendar will be announced. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was unanimous consent that the labor bill 


The VICE PRESIDENT. No; after the morning hour. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the close of morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will read the announcement 
made by the Presiding Officer yesterday afternoon. 

The Chair will put the question on the request of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorriLv]} that he be permitted to speak to-morrow morning, after the 
morning hour, on the pending bill. Is there objection? 

The Senator from New Hampshire can move to take up the bill. 
Half an hour still remains of the morning hour. 

Mr. MORGAN. On Tuesday last-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Therequest was that the Senator from Vermont should 
proceed at the close of the morning business. 

Mr. MORGAN. On Tuesday last I gave notice, as is usual in the 
Senate, that I should this morning ask leave to call up—— 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 2193 of the REcorRD it will be seen that, I 
having given way in the discussion of the labor bill to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1L], he gave his reasons for requesting that the 
debate go over till this morning, as it was quite late. He said: 


I therefore ask that I may be permitted to address the Senate on the subject 
to-morrow morning after the conclusion of the morning business, 


To that I replied: 

It would be impossible, of course, to resist the request of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont, and I have no objection to the arrangement he suggests, if 
the bill itself is not displaced from its position on the Calendar. 

The Presiding Officer then put the question. However, I see that I 
was misled by the manner in which the question was put. I think 
the Vice President was not then occupying the chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He was not in the chair at the time. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question was put that the Senator from Vermont 
be ‘‘ permitted to speak to-morrow morning after the morning hour.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, Ido not desire to make any con- 
test with the Senator from Alabama, I know that unanimous consent 
was given that this subject should be brought up this morning when I 
should be entitled to the fluor, but the Senator from Alabama has given 
notice that he would address the Senate this morning. He gave the 
notice some days ago, but I did not hearitatthetime. AsIsaid,I do 
not desire any contest with him in relation to the matter, and if he 
thinks it better to go on first this morning I do not make any objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
mont. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isuppose it is the understanding that immediately on 
the completion of the remarks of the Senator from Alabama the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will take the floor on the pending labor bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, I would not think of trying to engage the atten- 
tion of the Senate at this time but for the fact that I may find it im- 
peratively necessary to leave the city in a day or two. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama is entitled to 
the floor. 


After the morning hour. 
I think it was to come up after the routine morning 


Tam very much obliged to the Senator from Ver- 


MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA, 


Mr. MORGAN, I call up the bill (S. 4827) to amend the act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act toincorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,”’ 

| approved February 20, 1889; and I ask that it be read. 

| The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, eic., That the capital stock of the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua shall consist of one million shares of $100 each, and no more. 
Sec. 2. That the words *‘ the Nicaragua Canal,’ whenever used in this act or 
| the act to which this is an amendment, shall be held to include all railroads, 
piers, channels, dams, locks, embankments, and other works necessary for or 
incidental to the construction, equipment, maintenance, and operation of the 
said interoceanic canal, made or that may be made by the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, or under its authority, by virtue of the said acts andthecon- 
cessions granted or to be granted by Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 
Sec. 3. That in consideration of the provisions of this act all the stock of the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, heretofore subscribed for or issued, ex+ 
cept as in this act provided, and all contracts and agreements heretofore made 
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not consistent with the provisions of this act shall be made to conform there- 
with or be canceled, and the stock of said company shal! only be disposed of as 
hereinafter provided, it being the intentand object of this act tosecure the con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal by the said company, with the aid of the United 
States to the extent herein provided, upon the basis of the concessions of Nicara- 
gua and Costa Rica, and the contracts and engagements heretofore made con- 
sistent with the provisions of this act or that may hereafter be made by said 
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Maritime Company consistent with the provisions of this act, and, as far as prac- | 


ticable, at its actual cost. i 
Sec. 4. That to secure the means to construct and complete said canal and 
to meet the expenditures made on account thereof the said Maritime Canal 


Company of Nicaragua is hereby authorized to issue either coupon or regis- | 


tered bonds, or both, of the said company, in denominations of not less than 
$100 nor more than $1,000, to an amount not exceeding $100,000,000, to be dated 
on the Ist day of January, 1891, to be payable on the Ist day of January, (911, 
with interest at the rate of 3 per cent. perannum, payable quarterly, on the Ist 


| vided for in this section is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas 
ury not otherwisé appropriated 
src. 9. That to secure to the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica the 
benetits stipulated by their concessions, and to indemnify and save the United 
States harmless from its guaranty of the bondsof the said Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, the stock of the said company, by this act limited to $100,- 


day of April, July, October, and January of each year, from the delivery of the | 


bonds to said company by the Secretary of the Treasury from time to time as 
in this act provided, > 

And said bonds shall be secured by a first mortgage on its property and rights 
of property now existing or hereafter acquired ofall descriptions, real, personal, 
and mixed, and including all concessions, franchises, and rights of the said com 

any. Such mortgage shall be so framed asto be valid as a first lien under the 
an of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. The form anc sufficiency of such mortgage 
as the first lien upon the Nicaragua Canal shall, before execution, be approved 
by the Attorney-General of the United States, and the trustees named in such 
mortgage shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and such mort- 
gage shall be duly executed in triplicate by the officers of said company. And 
such mortgage shall be recorded in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in Washington and in the proper offices in Nicaragua and Costa Rica, to be des- 
ignated by the Government of each of said States, 

Sec. 5. That the said mortgage bonds shall be prepared, engraved, and printed 
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, in the city of Washington, at the ex- 
pense of said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, and, after being duly exe- 
cuted by the officers of said company, shall be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States at Washington, and shall be issued by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury from time to time to the said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua only 
as the work on the Nicaragua Canal progresses, as hereinafter provided. 

Before the issue of said bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury he shall cause 
to be engraved and printed and duly executed on each of said bonds the guar- 
anty of the United States, in accordance with such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the President ofthe United States, in the words and figures follow- 
ing, to wit: 

‘*The United States of America guaranties to the lawful holder of this bond 
the payment by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua of the principal of 
said bond and the interest accruing thereon, and as it accrues.” 

And no bonds shall be issued by the said company except as provided for in 
this act. 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, if the 
interest on said bonds as it becomes due is not paid by the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, to pay the same, and the sum required for that pur- 
pose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 


| the United States by this act section 4 of the act approved February 20, [889 


The Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua shall pay the interest on the | 


guarantied bonds herein provided for as it becomes due, and the guaranty of 


the United States shall not be held or construed as lessening the liability of said | 


company as the principal obligor in said bonds. Upon the failure of said com- | 


pany to pay the interest as it becomes due on said bonds and upon the pay- 


ment of such interest by the United States, the said company shall pay to the | 


United States the amounts paid by the United States on such guaranty, with | 


interest annually at 4 per eent until paid, 

Sec. 6. That for all sums of money that the United States may pay upon the 
principal or interest of said bonds under their said guaranty the United States 
shall be subrogated to all the rights and liens under the said mortgage which 
the holders of said bonds or any of them would have had in respect thereof if 
the same had remained unpaid by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua 
and had not been paid by the United States undertheirguaranty; but until the 
expiration of five years after th- said canal shall be putin operation, and so 
long as during said five years the canal shall be in operation and remain under 
the control of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, this subrogated lier. 
and right of the United States as aforesaid shall not be enforced by foreclosure 
or otherwise of the said mortgage against the property covered by said mort- 


Sec. 7. Thatas soon as practicable after the passage ofthis act the surrenderand 
canceliation of the stock, and the cancellation or modification of all contracts 
and agreements of said company for the construction of said canal, as provided 
for in section 3 of this act,the Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua bonds of the said company guarantied 
as aforesaid at the par value thereof to an amount equal to the amount ex- 
pended by said company and the Nicaragua Canal Association prior to the Ist 
day of January, 1891, in securing concessions from Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
in promoting the enterprise andin the construction of said canal, including the 
expenditures for the plant of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company, if 
transterred to the Maritime Canal Company, together with interest on such 
amounts from the date of payment not exceeding the totalamount of $4,000,000. 
The Secretary of the Treasury shall also, as soon as practicable after the passage 
of this act, deliver tothe Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua bonds of the 
said company guarantied as aforesaid at the par value thereof to an amount 
equal to the amount of money which shall be actually paid out and expended 
by said company in the construction of said canal from and including the Ist 
day of January, 1891, to the final adjustment of the account, with interest thereon 
at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum: Provided, That all such amounts, both of 
moneys expended prior to January 1, 1891, and subsequently thereto, shall be 
ascertained to the satisfaction of the Secretary of State and Secretary of the 
Treasury upon accounts to be rendered by said company Said bonds shall be 
received and applied by said company and the stockholders in full payment 
and satisfaction for any and all expenditures heretofore made or to be made and 
in satisfaction of all liabilities, including issues and agreements to issue stock 
and bonds of said company to be recalled and canceled or modified, as provided 
for in this act, incurred prior to such adjustment, in the construction of said 
canal, the promotion of the enterprise in securing such concessions, and for all 

roperty acquired, material furnished, services rendered, and work performed. 

he performance of such conditions shall be ascertained by the Secretary of the 
Treasury prior to the delivery of such bonds. 

Sec. 8. That the President of the United Slates is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause a careful detailed estimate and statement to be made, as soon 
as may be, of the cost of the Nicaragua Canal as proposed to be constructed 
and completed according to the plans and specifications of the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, including in such estimate reasonable costs of admin- 
istration and the interest accruing on the bonds herein provided for prior to 
the Ist day of January, 1897. And the Presidentshall, within sixty days after 
the passage of this act and from time to time thereafter and as frequently as 
once in sixty days, cause an estimate and statement to be made of the cost of 
the work actually done on said canal, including reasonable costs of adminis- 
tration, since the Ist of December, 1890, or the last preceding estimate, and 
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| said canal company and the stockh 


| demand that I shall give my earnest support to this bill. 
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thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to said Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua the bonds of the said company guarantied as aforesaid 
to the amount of such cost and also interest to become due before the next es 
timate; but the total amount of such bonds to be delivered shall not exceed 
the cost of said canal; and the proceeds of all said bonds so far as necessary 
shall be wholly applied in payment of the cost of the construction of such canal 
and reasonable expenses of administration and accrued interest upon the out- 
standing bonds of the company, and shal! not be sold or disposed of at less 
than par 

A sum or sums necessary to pay the expense of making the estimates pro- 


000,000, shall be issued only as follows 

First. An amount of the stock which at the face or par value ther 
with the amount of the bonds at their par value, to be issued to the Nik 
Caval Company for expenditures by it prior to January i, 1891, as p ov 


in section 7 of this act, makean aggregate of $7,000,000 may be retained by the 


f shall, 





iers thereof, and shall be nonassessable 

Second, The amounts of shares stipulated to be delivered to the Governments 
of Niearagua and Costa Rica, according to the terms of their respective « 
sions 





onces 





Phird. The amount of $70,000,000 of shares to be issued to, and in the name 
of, the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, insuch certificates as he 
may prescribe,to be held in the Treasury asa ple Ilge and security to the United 


States for the repayment to the United States, on demand, of 
sums paid by it in pursuance of its guaranty on said bonds, with interest on the 
sums so paid from the date of payment at the rate of —— per cent. per annum, 
payable annually; and the Secretary of the Treasury, on behalf of the | “il 
States, may at his discretion vote said stock, either in person or by proxy 
any meeting of the stockholders of said company, and the United States s! 
at any time before the maturity of such bonds, have the option 
of Congress, to purchase at par value or subscribe for and hold inits own rig 
all orany partof said stock so hypothecated. And the United States may apply 
in payment for such stock the sums paid by the United States by reason of said 
guaranty and theinterest thereon, and the remainder of the purchase price o 
said stock shall be applied, according to the discretion of Cong tl 

the purchase and redemption of the bonds of said company 


any t or 





atthe discret 


ress, either to 


r for a sinking 


fund for the purchase and redemption of such bonds at maturity, or for both of 
these purposes, 

Fourth. The rest and residue of the stock shall only be issued by the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua after the same shall hav: en subscribed 


for, and such stock shallonly be offered by the company for subscript when 
in the opinion of the President of the United States, the proceeds of the ins 
ments of the mortgage bonds herein provided for shall be insufficient to me 
the current requirements of the company in respect to the enterprise. 


Sec. 10. That to secure the proper application of the aid to be furnished by 
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entitled “‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
is so amended that six of the fifteen directors of said company shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, by and with the advice ar ) 
sent of the Senate, two of whom shall hold office fortwo years, two { ' 
years, and two for six years,as may be designated in their appointments, and 
their successors shall hold office forsix years, Andsuch Government directors 
shall not be stockholders of said company, and shall report direct to the Pres 
dent of the United States. And all partsof saidact approved February 20, 1589 
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 11. That all the rights and powers reserved to Congress by section & of 
the act to which this isan amendment are hereby reserved and re-enacted, and 
shall apply also to this act, 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the bill which has just been read 
to the Senate has a support from every section of the country, that gives 
to it a broad, national character. Maine, Vermont, and Oregon on the 
northern border, Louisiana, Alabama, and Georgia on the southern 
border, and Ohio and New York in the central body of States are rep- 
resented on the committee, and give to it their earnest and united sup- 
port. 

Our distinguished colleague on the committee, the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Brown], has been detained from the Senate by ill health 
during the examination of this subject. He has, however, been fally 
informed of the facts that were under consideration and the measure 
proposed by the committee, and has authorized me to express his en- 
tire concurrence in the bill and report submitted to the Senate. The 
people understand his wise and conservative views on questions relat- 
ing to public indebtedness and finance and will be glad to know that 
this bill has the honorable Senator’s earnest support. The people of 
the South especially have learned to value his opinions on all practi- 
cal business questions. 

The plan for aiding in the construction of the Maritime Canal of 
Nicaragua is new to the country, and has been recommended by the 
Corffmittee on Foreign Relations, after the most careful consideration. 
I am not assuming to speak for the committee, but for myself and in 
the discharge of a duty to my own constituency, in presenting astate- 
ment of the facts and conditions that I think are imperative in their 























A sénse of duty to the whole country, scarcely less commanding, also 
requires me to advocate this measure. I will not now detain the Sen- 
ate by a statement of the careful examinations that have been made of 
the Isthmus of Darien with a view to ascertain the best route for aship 
canal to connect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. Some 
of the transatlantic powers have been looking into this matter for more 
than three centuries, and it has been a matter of the deepest concern 
to the United States since our Government was ordained. The civil- 
ized world has united in the opinion that such a canal is practicable 
and that it will be constructed. 

The time for its construction and the best location of the canal are 
matters that have been delayed as to their final determination by cir- 
cumstances that are not quite easy of explanation until the demands 
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of the commerce and steam navigation of the world have become im- 
possible of longer denial. The opening of such a canal at some point 
on the Isthmus of Darien, following the opening of the Suez Canal, is 
as logically a necessity of the world’s commerce as it is that the tides 
of oceans should beaftected by the movements of the planetary systems. 

As to our coastwise commerce the free passage of ships through this 
isthmus at moderate charges on freights and passengers is as important 
to us as the navigation of the Mississippi and the lakes of the north 
are t internal commerce. If all the plans and counterplots re- 
lating to the interests of the different nations in this great line of com- 
munication could be brought to light we would discern two very im- 
portant facts that have retarded the construction of such acanal: First, 
that all who have seriously contemplated this great work have been 
convinced that the work could not be accomplished as a private enter- 
prise at a cost that the interests of commerce could tolerate; and, sec- 
ond, that the United States has never been willing that any trans- 
atlantic government should either construct or control this canal transit. 

Our consent that England or France or Germany should construct 
and control the canal, wherever it might be located, that would cut the 
Isthmus of Darien, would long since have secured this great work to 
the world; but we never could consent to that. 

The national power that controls the transit of ships across the Isth- 
mus of Darien must necessarily be one of the greatest powers in the 
world in its influence on commerce and naval warfare. 

It is a simple and inadequate illustration of the military feature of 
the subject to say that it requires two fleets, separated by 12,000 miles 
of sailing distance, to blockade one fleet of equal power to either in 
Lake Nicaragua, But this doubling of the power of a fleet at anchor 
in Lake Nicaragua over that of any other great maritime power that 
is moving across the Atlantic or the Pacific to attack our coasts is but 
a small part of the strategic advantage of such a situation. 

{sa point d’appui, a toothold from which to attack or defend, to 
threaten or protect, all the coasts of this hemisphere and the islands and 
adjacent seas, it is more a point of commanding power in the Atlantic 
and Pacific Oceans than Gibraltar is in the Mediterranean Sea. I do 
not now intend to elaborate this great matter, but to refer to it as a means 
of accounting for the jealousies of nations in respect of the control of 
this isthmian transit which has delayed the construction ofa ship canal 
to connect the two great oceans. 

An examination of our treaties with the local governments ot Cen- 
tral America and with Great Britain discloses extreme solicitude on 
the part of all the governments about the ship transit across the Isth- 
mus of Darien. We have been pressing our claims in the direction of 
securing our rights in the use of the canal wherever it should be con- 
structed, and have given guaranties of protection to the local govern- 
ments against domestic strife that might endanger our commerce and 
that of other nations while in transit across the isthmus, and we have 
also guarantied the sovereign right of the local governments to own 
and control a ship canal through the isthmus, under certain conditions, 
against the interference of any foreign power. 

But, in our dealings with Great Britain on the subject of our right 
as a great and influential power in America, and our more specific in- 
terests, rights, and duties as the greatest commercial nation on the 
western hemisphere, we have found that government intent upon de- 
priving us of our natural and legitimate influence over this transit for 
ships between the great oceans. 

I will not now enter upon the discussion of the diplomatic arrange- 
ments by which this purpose has been so far accomplished, nor the 
humiliation that is felt by those Americans who have supported the 
theory of American rulein American affairs—the home rule of Amer- 
ican people, that we call the Monroe doctrine—when they find that 
other Americans are willing to yield to Great Britain this ascendency 
in the control of the domestic policies of American states. 

That may now be a practical question, but there is but one Ameri- 
can side to it. If it isa living question it is also a burning one, and 
the sooner it is settled the better it will be for all the world. But I 
refer to it now only to emphasize the fact that this transit for ships 
across the Isthmus of Darien is a subject of vast and far-reaching im- 
portance. - 

In the earlier centuries, after the discovery of America, almost every 
maritime power instituted careful explorations and surveys to ascertain 
the most practicable route for acanal; and in this century the policy 
of the greater powers has caused them to provide in their treaties with 
the Central American States, and with each other, and with the United 
States, for the regulation of their commercial and other interests in 
the canal, in peace and war, because its completion has been regarded 
as nearly approaching. 

We are affected with admiration for the wisdom and forecast of Brit- 
ish policies, but sometimes we have found the enterprise of that great 
power in disagreeable conflict with our rights and the security of our 
commerce. 

There has been no occasion in which the friction of British interfer- 
ence has been more keenly felt than it was when the Crown interposed 
what that Government insists is a barrier to the shortening of our coast 
line of travel and traflic to connect our Pacific States with our Gulf and 
Atlantic States. 
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Our attitude on that subject, and in reference to many others, is one 
of natural, peaceful, inevitable, and beneficent growth and expansion, 
in which all the world will find a rich harvest of blessings. The atti- 
tude of Great Britain towards us is selfish, obstructive, aggressive, 
grasping, and domineering. Ona question that is attended with such 
incidents, if it were even unimportant as a practical question, I could 
not hesitate to align myself with my own country. 

But Iam not now intending to state the historic facts that make 
this a question of the highest importance and demonstrate that we 
have the right side of it. I only mean to say that the canal is the 
most important subject now connected with the commercial growth 
and progress of the United States, and I point to the British policy in 
relation to it as a powerful proof of fts importance. 

The canal through Nicaragua will now be built, and no company 
and no nation will be permitted to use it in such manner as to injure 
or seriously threaten or embarrass our coastwise commerce with our 
Pacific States. That is the new and practical phase of the question. 
Whether this is Monroe doctrine or the law of necessity, it is the re- 
solve of the people of the United States. The only question that this 
resolve now presents to Congress is, whether we shall delay its asser- 
tion while it may be peacefully accomplished until some future time, 
when its cost will be incalculable in money, in the sacrifices of war, 
and in the loss of precious lives. 

I state the question in this way, because the construction of the ca- 
nal is now anassured fact, to be realized within six years; and it isno 
less an assured fact that, in the near future, the loss to us of the prac- 
tical control of this canal, as owner or part owner of the capital stock, 
would be in strong resemblance to, but more grievous to our people 
than, the loss of our now divided dominion on the Northern Lakes. 

As to these lakes, let me suppose a case, for the sake merely of il- 
lustration. 

If their northern coasts were occupied by a warlike people, differing 
from us in race and language, with competing interests and a disposi- 
tion to be aggressive towards us, instead of a race of the same blood, 
with strong ties of kinship between us and strong identity of interests, 
such as the Canadians have, we can at once see that a divided jurisdic- 
tion on the lakes could only be peaceably maintained by the presence 
of strong military and naval forces. 

Such conditions would make war inevitable. When all the mari- 
time powers shall meet in this isthmian canal it will be found that 
the best if not the only guaranty of peace and justice in the common 
use of the canal will be the power of some great nation having a right 
to control it. Without some such guaranty the canal and the states 
through which it is located would only become a temptation to the cu- 
pidity of the great maritime powers. 

We can decline this duty if we perfer to sacrifice our coast trade 
with the Pacific States, or greatly to embarrass it, and if we perfer to 
see some great commercial nation interpose between us and South 
America, and the navy of some great European power in command of 
the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean Sea. 

I donot apprehend that the United States will ever be forced to this 
attitude by the pressure of the policy I have indicated. I think that 
will be impossible; but the cost of reclaiming in the future what we 
will presently lose by indifference to this matter will cause bitter re- 
proaches to be heaped upon us by generations tocome. The time to 
act is now, and the circumstances are at present more favorable than 
they will be at any time in the future for our peaceful and perfect 
success, 

As it is my purpose to urge upon the Senate the necessity for early 
action upon this measure, I will pay no further attention to collateral 
questions that may arise than to say that whenever they arise and in 
whatever form they may come our patriotic duty will be to meet them 
without flinching and settle them in away to satisfy the just demands 
of the people of the United States, whoever else may be offended at 
such a course. We must meet all such questions sooner or later, and 
the present is the best time to meet them. 


L 


To properly understand this measure it must be kept in mind that P 


it is solely the work of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and is not 
in any sense the result of any suggestion coming from the Maritime 
Canal Company or any officer or agent of that company, or of any per- 
son having a pecuniary interest in the canal company or any other 
company, relating to the work upon the canal. 

The willingness of the canal company to accept the provisions of the 
bill reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations is justly attribu- 
table to their desire that the means for the construction of the canal 
shall be furnished in the United States. and that the directors of the 
company and its stockholders shal] be American. 

No bonds of the company have yet been issued. The money that 
has been employed with such encouraging success in the beginning of 
the work has been realized from sales or pledges of stock to persons in- 
terested in the company. 

The time has arrived when the stock of the company and the sales 
of its mortgage bonds must be resorted to in order to raise the money 
to conduct and comphete the work, and the question is presented for 
prompt solution whether the company shall raise the money in foreign 
or domestic financial centers. Asa private enterprise the canal com- 
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pany must suffer an immense loss on the ultimate actual value of its 
stock and bonds in order toraise this money. ‘hissacrifice will greatly 
increase the rates of tolls upon vessels passing through the canal whether 
the stock and bondsof the company are sold to the people of the United 
States or to European purchasers. 

An investment that will draw no profits from the earnings of the 
canal until it is completed, which will be about six years irom the 
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present time, can not be a favorite among investors, except at a very | 


large discount on the face value of the bondsand stock. This loss will 
count heavily in the basis upon which dividends are to be declared as 
so much money expended by the company, and the canal, which it will 
cost less than $100,000,000 in actual expenditure of money to construct 
and complete, will have cost the company more than $200,000, 000. 

Aside from all other considerations the tax which will be thus im- 
posed on the commerce of the United States in the enhancement ol 
freight charges should be saved to the people by the United States 
Government. This will be done if we will loan to this company the 
credit of the United States on the terms as to security for the loan pro- 
vided for in the bill reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Unless this is done the canal will be constructed at more than double 
the cost to the company for which it can be completed with such as- 
sistance. 

That it will be constructed at whatever cost is now beyond reason- 
able doubt, and the commercial world is already very eager and im- 
perative in its demand for the completion of this canal at as early a day 
as the work can be done. 

The expenditure by the French people ofa sum exceeding $200, 000, 000 
in the effort to construct a canal across the Isthmus of Panama sufli- 
ciently proves the estimate which that wise and intrepid people put 
upon the commercial importance and value, as an investment, of a suc- 
cessful effort to cross the Isthmus of Darien with a ship canal. They 
were not mistaken as to its value, but they fell into a fatal error as to 
its location in disregarding the earnest protests of our commissioners 
to the Paris conference in 1879. 

The theory of M. Lesseps, whose opinions then stood for unquestion- 
able certainty in canal engineering, was that, with money enough, 
the engineers could construct a sea-level ship canal across the Isth- 
mus at Panama, and that it would be the shortest line between the 
oceans. 

Responding to that opinion, the French people rushed to the con- 
clusion, forced upon them by a just estimate of the financial, commer- 
cial, and military value of the canal, that too much money could not 
be expended legitimately in such an enterprise; that it would bea 
paying investment even at a cost of $500,000,000. 

't can not be said, truly, that the French people overestimated the 
valne of this great work as a source of revenue. But it can now be 
said, in the light of a sad history, that M. Lesseps did not heed the 
advice of our American commissioners as to the location of the canal, 
and that a lamentable failure has resulted. 

M. Lesseps, in locating a canal at the sea level, to be fed by the 
waters of the two oceans, and having no adequate supply of water at 
greater elevations to feed it, was forced to depress the bottom of the 
canal prism to a level that made it the constant prey of the Chagres 
River and the enormous floods of water that rushed down from the 
highlands through that channel to inundate and destroy the canal. 

Nothing could protect the canal against such disasters but a reversal 
of the laws of nature that regulate the rainfall in the Isthmus of Da- 
rien, It wasat this point that the Panama Canal project met its death, 
an event that our engineers clearly foresaw and predicted with confi- 
dence and earnestness at the Paris conference. 

A sea-level canal across the isthmus is now a confessed impossibility, 
and if there are advantages in such a canal over one with secure and 
convenient locks, in the saving of time and expense in the transit or 
vessels, it is not an unreasonable claim that the value to the ships of 
a passage of 170 miles through fresh water will more than counterbal- 
ance any loss of time or expense in lockage and delay in cleaning the 
ships’ bottoms, etc. ,in opportunities for repairs, and coaling and victual- 
ing the ships, and in the refreshment of their crews. 

But the commercial world will not now return to the plan of a sea- 
level canal through the Isthmus of Darien. That is exploded. The 
Suez Canal is through a country that has no obstructing ridge of high 
lands. When engineering science was in its earliest infancy it was 
able to dig a canal through the sands of the Isthmus of Suez and to 


lead the waters of the Nile into it, to supplezient those of the Red Sea | 


and the Mediterranean in filling its prism. 


__M. Lesseps only repeated the history of a very early date with vastly 
increased facilities fordigging and dredging another Suez Canal and se- 
curing its banks with concrete stones, the materials for making which 
were abundant, cheap, andnearathand. There is no real resemblance 
or parallel between the Suez Canal and the projected Panama Canal. 
The physical conditions are in the strongest contrast. 

The tropical rains in Central America are the most difficult em- 
barrassments to the maintenance of a great canal. It must be located 
out of reach of the sudden and excessive inundations that occur in that 
climate to make the work permanent or useful, and this can not be 


accomplished at any point in the Isthmus of Darien where the batt 
the canal through its entire length, or nearly so, is placed be 
the level of the sea. 
ie cost of such a canal at any pointon that isthmus would forbid 
ts construction; but the other cifliculty I have menti 1 makes it 
mpossible. Those who wish to dig inal, and not rely to the 
rize about so grand an achievement, will consult the hist of recent 
disastrous experiments in Panama and the inexorable logic of 
and will turn their attention to some practical } 
\ canal with locks or lifts must have at its highest level an abu 
dant and safe supply of water, and it: : fountain o 
| supply that is not beyond control in periods of heavy rainfall and high 
waters. We have under our own observation here in Washington an 
illustration of the necessity of having a positive safeguard against flood 


waters in the fountains that 
In a single flood the ¢ 


feed a canal. 

berland Canal was madea wreck by the 
overflowing waters of the Potomac, along which it is located, and o 
the smaller streams that fed it, and it is now a task of great magni 
tude to restore it. In a country where a drainage watereourse will 
rise a foot, as an ordinary occurrence, while the Potomac would rise 
an inch under the heaviest rainfall in the mountains, we can under- 
stand how reckless a thing it is to place a ship canal along the course 
and frequently across the channel of a great river. The Panama 
Canal crosses the Chagres River seventy-eight times and the Rio Grande 
thirteen times. The entire length of the canal is 74 kilometers, while 
the canals to carry off these waters are 64 kilometers, only one-tenth 
less than the main canal. 

The second great and essential condition to the construction and 
maintenance of a canal with locks or lifts being an abundant, safe, 
and controllable water supply at the highest level, we search in vain 
through Central America, and would search in vain through the world, 
for advantages that approximate those afforded by Lake Managua and 
Lake Nicaragua. I mention them joint!y for these reasons: They are 
both bound around their entire circumference by walls of rock, except 
at one place of outlet for each lake, and those are very narrow, 

Lake Managua is north of Lake Nicaragua and is at the foot of th 
highest ground in Nicaragua. It catches the waters from the moun 
tains in the rainy seasons and confines them within its deep basin 
from which they are drawn off to Lake Nicaragua through a narrow, 
rock-bound outlet. Lake Nicaragua has a superticial area of 2,600 
square miles. The watershed is about 8,000 square miles, so that the 
heaviest fall of water never causes either lake to overflow its borders, and 
the highest flood only raises the level of Lake Nicaragua about 2 feet. 
At ordinary tide it turnishes ten times the water needed for the canal 

The relation of this system of lakes to the two oceans can he best d 
scribed by the fact that they supply the water, in quantities that are 
inexhaustible, to feed the canal that leads out to each ocean; and the 
location of the canal is such that the level of Lake Nicaragua is mal 
tained in it, with a few inches of tlowage, {o a point within 10 miles of 
the Caribbean Sea on the east, and to a point within 4 miles of the Pa- 
cific Ocean on the west. 

A signal from a ship at either extremity of this long level can be 
read on the oceans it almost connects 

The most fervid imagination is surprised and captured by this splen- 
did reality. 

I must not loiter among these grand and enticing developments. 
They will be blessings for posterity that will be richer in their results 
than it has yet entered the heart of man to conceive. 

It is but recently that the extension of this summit level of the canal 
for so great a distance has been thought of. That fact alone would 
defy the competition of every other fact in controlling the location of a 
ship canal in the Isthmus of Darien, and would force its location to 
the ground now selected. But much more important advantages are 
gained by this location. Along the Jeft bank of the San Juan River, 
which is the outlet of Lake Nicaragua, from a point called Ochoa, to 
the southeastward, a range of low hills extends to the delta of the San 
Juan. 

At Ochoa (as may be seen from a photolithograph that accompanies 
the report of the Committee of Foreign Relations) two opposing points 
of high land furnish abutments for a dam across the San Juan Rivet 
This dam raises the surface of the river to the level of the lake back 
to its point of exit from the lake, and almost entirely dispenses with 
dredging through the whole extent of the river, a distance of 64 mil 

The other effect of the dam is todivert the water from the San Juan 
River to the northward and eastward behind the range of hills I have 
described as skirting the left bank of the river. There, in a reach of 
13 miles, in the direction of and on the shortest ronte to Grey Town, 
canalization is almost entirely dispensed with. A barrier of rock crosses 
this estuary of deep waters thus formed at right angles. It is ntore 
than 2 miles in width, and near its eastern base is found the level ot 
the seashore. 

This rock, as building material for the dam at Ochoa and for the 
breakwater at Grey Town, and for the locks, weirs, and other security 
for the canal and the railroad that is a tender to it, is a most valuabl 
and essential feature of the work. De Lesseps had to manufactur 
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stone for the Suez Canal. In the Nicaragua Canal it is obtained with- 
out waste of labor in the very prism of the canal. 

Two miles inside the coast line at Grey Town and 4 miles inside 
the coast line at Brito natural basins are found, in which five hundred 
sail can ride atanchor, with ample room. At all places along the line 
of the canal the largest ships can pass each other. The facts stated in 
the report of the committee and the appendices thereto are from the 
most authentic sources. I will call attention to some of them that 
are most important further on in my remarks. 

The view of this great subject that I have already presented, though 
it is a mere sketch of prominent facts, leads me to the conclusion that 
this is the only practicable project for a ship canal that has been or 
can be presented with any hope of asuccesstul result. As to the cost 
of the canal and the inconfe that it will yield I will speak presently. 

I assume that this work deserves the political and financial aid of 
the United States, and that when it is built with money borrowed on 
private account, in the markets of the world, it will create a tax upon 
our commerce that it is the duty of the Government of the United 
States to prohibit, and that now is the time to accomplish that pur- 
pose. 

Two questions arise in the minds of our people, or rather of, our 
representatives in Congress, that deserve wise and thoughtful con- 
sideration in this connection. The first question relates to the power 
of Congress to pledge the credit of the United States in aid of such a 
work as this. The second question relates to our obligations to other 
powers which might stand in the way of this work of beneticence for 
our own people. I will first consider the second of these questions. 

As to Nicaragua and Costa Rica, we find no impediment to our lend- 
ing the credit of the United States to aid a work those states are so 
eager to accomplish. Our treaties with Nicaragua will only be the 
more perfectly observed and executed if we adopt a plan for aiding this 
canal corapany similar to that set forth in this bill. 

\s to the other American states, their privileges under the conces- 
sions of Nicaragua and Costa Rica for this canal are all preserved in this 
measure and will be caretully protected. 

As to European powers, none of them have ever thought it neces- 
sary to shape the policy of the United States in our relations to the 
Isthmus of Darien and the Central American States except Great 
Britain. The platitudes of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, in which each 
party yielded something to the other that neither possessed, making 
mutual concessions for a consideration that did not exist and could 
not be valuable, have become a stale demand upon the people of both 
nations, and there is no longer room for their serious and practical 
treatment. 

If one President and Senate can fix a theoretical or dogmatic policy 
upon our people for all time to come, because another policy may not 
suit Great Britain, it seems to be in vain that we ever attempted to 
divorce ourselves from the power of the British Crown, 

To put it plainly and tersely, I only voice the sentiment of every 
generation of Americans when I say that it has always been and will 
always be impossible to bind them to an agreement that they will not 
help any local government to’construct a canal through the Isthmus 
of Darien. 

There is ground for impatience with the spirit that must first con- 
sult Great Britain before we can know what we may do for our own 
people. There has been too much of that fashion of snobbishness in 
American politics. 

All our ports are open to every British subject as freely as they are 
to our own people. Yet a ship approaching a British-Canadian port 
loaded with supplies for their halt-fed people would be captured, with 
guns if need be, and confiscated. British goods come and go acrossour 
soil to Canada in bond and free of duty, but if we send a barrel of fish 
through Canada it is immediately confiscated. 

Our right to ship goods without discriminative duties or charges 
through the Welland Canal is nullified by drawbacks in favor of goods 
that find the seaboard through the St. Lawrence River. We saved 
Oregon and Washington from British dominion only by the intrepidity 
of our pioneer population, but vielded to an unjust British demand the 
whole country between 49° and 54° 40’ north latitude. 

Great Britain had neither a natural nor a historical right to that 
country. It was ours, and was won from us by the spirit of unceasing 
aggression. After we had acquired the Pribylov group of islands in 
our purchase of Alaska from Russia, Great Britain encouraged her 
Canadian subjects to slaughter the fur seals, until extermination is 
seriously threatened, and so to deprive us of a commerce that we alone 
can protect. 

Open markets for fish, without duty, along our Northeastern . coast 
would, almost certainly, save our rights of property in the fur seals. 
They deprive us of our rights, and then sell them to us. No clearer 
right came to us from the war of the Revolution than the right of free 
fishing on the coasts of Newfoundland, Labrador, and Canada; but we 
were compelled to yield those rights, won from the French by the 
blood of our own people, to the arrogant demands and pressure of 
British aggression. 








policy in the Belize, and aggressions, excused by a pretentious love for 
the rights of the vilest nest of freebooters that ever assembled on this 
continent, grew into crown colonies, and are there now as defiant proofs 
of her disregard of the spirit of her treaties with the United States. If, 
in our desire to assist the commerce of the United States and to dis- 
charge the trust in favor of posterity that grows out of the control of 
the shores ofthe Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by connecting them through 
a short line of navigation, we shall offend against a lurking policy of 
Great Britain, shrewdly hidden away in an old treaty formulation of 
dogmas and economic doctrines, I shall be glad how soon the dust is 
removed from the hiding place of this ancient fraud. 

If we need to have an influence in the direction of this canal, we 
will have it, so far as Great Britain isconverned. If we makeit useful 
to our own people, we will make it equally useful to the world, except 
that no transatlantic power will be permitted to monopolize its owner- 
ship or control as against our own people. 

The other question I have stated is whether Congress has power to 
loan the credit of the United States to this Maritime Canal Company. 
I know of no reason, and would deeply regret to find any, why the 
United States, in its sovereign powers, is not the equal of any other 
Government. 

In its internal and external relations it is the most powerful nation 
in the world, because it has the intelligent and affectionate support of 
a people, who, in the aggregate and in the individuals composing it and 
controlling its destiny, are at least the equals of any other great com- 
munity; and it is also founded upon the sovereignty of forty-four pow- 
erfulStates. The Federal representative of such powers must be power- 
ful. Wehavehadachosen national policy that has confined our national 
endeavors to the western hemisphere, and will find useful employment 
in that grand field of development and progress for a long period to 
come. But in thenecessary growth of our power our borders have en- 
larged, and we can safely claim that we have been an advantage of in- 
calculable value to the people over whom our jurisdiction has been 
extended, and also to neighboring governments; even to those that 
yielded territory to increase our national domain. 


Our influence has extended south to Patagonia, and has secured to ~ 


all the vast area between the oceans the blessings of free, constitutional 
liberty and self-government. 

The living example of this great Republic of republics has wrought 
out the securities for personal liberty that are building up great com- 
munities into strong and free nations that were but recently weak and 
ronetodecay. This example, without the support of enough of power 
to maintain its teachings, would have been wasted on the people to the 
south of us, and would have left them still fettered with the shackles 
of foreign government. 

In our growth we have found power enough to purchase the French 
territory, reaching from the Gulf of Mexico to the State of Washing- 
ton, the Spanish territory of Florida, and the Russian territory of 
Alaska. We have found power enough in our national sovereignty to 
annex theindependent republic of Texas; and enough of military power 
to conquer and annex the vast domain, from Mexico, covered by the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and to purchase the great addition 
thereto covered by the Gadsden treaty. 

In the way of providing facilities for the expansion and protection 
of our commerce in distant regions we have not done much, but we are 
beginning to feel the pressure of that necessity. 

In Samoa we acquired the right to establish a naval station, and the 
slightest threat against its full and permanent enjoyment caused Con- 
gress to vote money to hold that station, and the President pressed ne- 
gotiations upon other powers with argency forits protection. In Ha- 
waii we acquired similar but stronger rights in Pearl Harbor, and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, through the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
Do.pH], have reported a bill toestablish a naval station in that harbor. 

But the Navy is not the only agency that we may properly employ 
in fostering and protecting our commerce in foreign countries, The 
power to use the Navy for any other pu than warlike offense and 
defense, which is very clear, necessarily implies the power to use any 
other peaceful agency in extending and protecting our trade in foreign 
countries, 

The use of a ship canal toshorten by two-thirds the distance between 
our Atlantic and Pacific coasts is a matter that stands most prominent 
in the necessities of our situation, and is as naturally included in our 
national powers and duties as the erection of lighthouses, the researches 
of the Coast Survey, the soundings of deep waters in foreign seas by 
the hydrographic surveys, the propagation of food fishes in the ocean, 
the Life-Saving and Signal Service, and the laying and protecting elec- 
tric cables to distant countries. 

Ships on the great oceans are not post offices, and post roads are not 
their invisible tracks, as they sail back ani forth with our mails; and 
yet we find no difficulty in establishing and supporting, with heavy 
appropriations, our transoceanic mail lines. Wecould build ships for 
these purposes as well as we can purchase their services for one or 
more voyages. It would bea curious state of case that we could build 
a ship to sail through the Nicaragua Canal with our mails, but we 


The Monroe doctrine was eaten away by the corrosion of British | could not assist a company to open or main‘ain the canal. 
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It is not a new thought with me, that I ama Democrat. My con- 
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victions as to the value of that creed have, at times, cost me everything | 


except my life. I believe that the doctrines of that party are so essen- 


tial to liberty, in the best meaning of that sacred word, that I would | 


sacrifice all the external glory of the Republic rather than deprive our 
people of the enjoyment of that blessing. 

But American liberty does not require its votaries to live in a Ke- 
public that is crippled in its powers or humiliated in its spirit. The 
best government in the world ought to be the strongest and the proud- 
est. Its true glory and strength consist in the fact that its citizensare 
better protected against the aggressions of power than those of any other 
government. The Government of the United States secures to its cit- 


izens the supreme blessing of liberty because it has enough of power to | 


protect them against all danger from foreign aggression, and it has not 
enough of lawful power to wrong the weakest citizen of the Kepublic. 
There are no restraints upon the power of the United States, as a Gov- 


ernment, except such as are interposed, under a written Constitution 


| ing exhaustive surveys of this 


for the security of the individual man and the rights of the States. If | 
no citizen and noState can justly complain of an act done by the United | 


States respecting our foreign relations, that act must be within thejust 
powers of the Government. 

Taxation of the people, except for Government purposes, is not within 
the grant of powers to the Federal Government. 

The purposes of government that are within the powers of the 
States are left by our Constitution to their care, and the powers nec- 
essary to accomplish these purposes are reserved to the States and to 
the people. Those purposes of government that from their nature are 
national are put under the care of our Federal Government, with full 
and adequate powers for theiraccomplishment. These include all that 
is necessary to be done for the welfare of the people in our dealings 
and relations with other nations. 

The power of Congress to borrow money on the credit of the United 
States is added to the powers of taxation and was granted to meet all 
emergencies of Government that could not beconveniently met through 
the power to raise money by taxation. We are constantly resorting to 
this power in order to execute those purposes of government that are 
intrusted to Congress and the President. 

The extinguishment of the Indian title to tribal lands and funding 
the debt in our own bonds is a constantly recurring illustration of the 
employment ot this power. 


The sale of bonds to raise money to prosecute the late civil war is 


an instance of the use of this power in a way that is still compelling | 
The subsidizing of the transconti- | 


the heavy taxation of the people. 
nental railroads is another instance of the use of this power in a much 
more questionable form than is presented in the provisions of the bill 
underdiscussion. The power of Congress to indorse the bonds of those 
companies has been conceded by all concerned as being unquestionable. 
The Supreme Court and many other courts, State and Federal, have 
predicated decisions upon those powers of Congress exercised even 
within the States of the Union. 

The alleged purpose of the Government involved in these subven- 
tions were the necessities of the then military condition of the United 
States in time of war; the holding in check of the wild Indian tribes 


of the West; the transportation of mails, troops, and munitions of | 


war, and the regulation of commerce with the Indian tribes and foreign 
countries. It was only when they came in conflict with State author- 
ity that any question of the power of the United States was raised, and 
that was decided in the recent California tax cases in favorof the Fed- 
eral Government, on the ground that the Central Pacific Railroad was 
an instrumentality of government. 

Whatever question can be raised as to the policy of these subven- 
tions I think that none can now be successfully made as to the power 
of Congress to grant them. An estimate of the advantages that have 
inured to the people and the Government from these transcontinental 
lines of railway is simply impossible. No man in the Senate would 
vote to destroy these roads under any circumstances. We would double 
the public debt rather than abolish them. We could not remand the 


can say that he would regret that the United States had indorsed their 
bonds even if it should result in the loss of the $113,000,000 these roads 
now owe the United States, when he considers the blessings that the 
use of this great sum has bestowed upon the people. 

Who is there that would destroy the locks in the St. Mary’s River 
and leave the commerce of the lakes at the mercy of the rocks and 
floods? Who would destroy the Eads jetties at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi, or the Mussel Shoals Canal on the Tennessee River, for five 
times the money they have cost? These and many others, indeed all 
other works on rivers and harbors, are based on the power of Congress 
to regulate commerce, coupled with the duty of Congress to make nav- 
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not tind the power in our Constitution to devote the revenues derived 
trom foreign commerce to facilitating the passage of our ships through 
straitsand narrows in foreign countries by treaty agreement with them, 
as readily as we could pay them tor reciprocity in trade by yielding to 


| them the revenues on commodities exported by them to our country ? 


ut I will not further discuss this matter, but will content myselt 
with repeating my settled conviction that the proposed subvention to 
this canal company is as clearly within the power of Congress as it is 
to grant the charter that we are now proposing toamend,. It I remem- 
ber correctly, very few, if any, of the members of this body have de- 
nied that Congress has the power to enact the law under Which this 
corporation was created. The votes recorded in the Journals of the 
Senate have certainly put that question at rest. 

The care that the Maritime Canal Company has exercised in obtain- 
canal route and the country adjacent to 
it, and the precision of its location, and the analysis of every engineer- 
ing problem connected with it, and of every fact relating to its cost and 
income, has practically removed every doubtful feature from the subject. 

The abilities of Mr. Menocal as a civil engineer are conceded by all 
who are informed as to his work in this and other fields. He has made 
the canalization of the Isthmus of Darien a study for many years, and 


| has devoted his attention to the Nicaraguan route with earnest labor 





and zeal. Ile has examined that country in ten different years and 
has spent four years and six months there in continuous work as an 
engineer. It is no exaggeration to say that he is the thorough master 
of the subject. His associates in these labors are also men of distin- 
guished abilities. The appendices to the report of the committee on 
this measure set forth his estimates in such accuracy of statement and 
measurement and in such full and exact detail that any mistake or error 
of any importance can not escape detection 

On pages 101 to 106 of the report of the committee will be found the 
full statement of the cost of the canal and all its belongings, as esti- 
mated by Mr. Menocal, the grand total being $65,081,176. This esti- 
mate includes a railroad and telegraph line, and all the necessary work 
on the harbors of Brito and Grey Town, at the terminal points of the 
canal. It is worth while to compare this statement of the cost of the 
completed canal with the cost of the Panama Canal. 





I will read trom 


the report of Lieut. Charles C. Rogers, of the United States Navy, to 
the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, March 30, 1887, on this subject. 
The lieutenant says in his report, commencing on page 56 

Were all the money necessary for the completion of the canal sub bed 
to-day, and were the work pursued with every activity and witha \ 
able plant, it would require from six to seven years to finish the work 


Lieutenant Rogers wassent out as an intelligence oflicer on the steamer 
Galena tor the purpose of making a careful examination of the Panama 
Canal in 1887: 


Remembering that with 30.4 per cent. excavated and with the present instal 
lation $134,036,729 have been spent, it is not unreasonable to assert that the pay 
of officials and workmen, the maintenance and increase of plant, tl 
tion of lodgings, the transport of laborers, the excavation of the) ining 
73,000,000 cubie meters, and other expenses of such an enormousenterprise will 
require as much money as that already realized, and further weight is given to 


mnistruc- 


this assertion by the admission of high officials of the canal company that the 


final cost will not fall far short of 2,000,000,00) frances. In our own currency 
this sum is equivalent to about $375,000,000. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. That is the Panama Canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the PanamaCanai. They spent very nearly 
that amount of money with only 30 per cent. of excavation and noth- 
ing else completed; no work but the mere taking out of sand and earth 
and stone. 

According to Mr. Menocal’s estimates of the cost of the Nicaraguan 
Canal, the Panama Canal, if its completion were possible, would cost 
$310,000,000 in excess of the cost of the Nicaraguan Canal. With only 
30.4 per cent. of the excavation completed, $154,056,729 had been ex- 
pended on the work up to March, 1887. 

The estimates submitted by Mr. Menocal in January, 1489, were then 


| submitted by the company tothe careful revision of Messrs. John Bogart, 


igation free and convenient for commerce, because the States have ceded | 


their navigable waters to the United States for those purposes. 


The power to regulate commerce does not stopat our borders. It is | 


beyond our borders that it finds its untrammeled action. From the 
beginning it has been one of the supreme cares of government to con- 
clude commercial treaties with all the nations of the world. 


Could we 


oe San i | E. T. D. Myers, A. M. Wellington, H. A. Hitchcock, and Charles T. Har- 
country to the condition from which they have built it up, and no man | 


vey, each of whom is a distinguished and experienced civil engineer. 

On page 195 of the report astatement is made about the character of 
these gentlemen, which I think it is important we should remember. 
The question was asked of Mr. Hitchcock: 

Q. Who were the gentlemen who composed the advisory board of engineers 

A. The advisory board was, first, Mr. John Bogart,as chairman, who was the 
chief engineer of the Erie Canalsystem. The others were Mr. Wellington, who 
isan expert engineer and has had a great deal to do in advising about the con 
struction of large aqueduct and other worksin thiscountry; Mr, My« 






rs, whoisa 


very prominent railway engineer, and who lives, I believe, at Richmond and 
has constructed a great many railway lines: Mr. Charles T. Harvey, who was 
the constructing engineer of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, and Prof, If. A. Hitch 
cock, the professor of civil engineering in the Thayer school of engineering at 
Dartmouth College. That was the advisory board, 


The report of the advisory board is dated May 9, 1589, and is copied 
on pages 107-109 of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
I will read the summary with which that report of these 
closes, on page 109: 


engineers 


Our estimate, which is intended to represent the maxinum sum which t! 
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canal ought to cost, assuming, as aforesaid, integrity, good management, and no 
interruption of work from financial or other causes, is as follows : 


Auxiliary railways, double track, standard gauge, from divide cut 


east to Grey Town, and from divide cut west to Ochoa dam, 20 miles, 
and telegraph, temporary and permanent systems ....,......°.....0..-+.+. $1,110,000 
Same on Pacific slope, Rio Lajas to Brito, 18 miles...... 459, 000 
1, 569, 000 

Harbor works, Grey Town... ...---scscsesecsssees $2, 550, 667 


That is probably double what the estimate ought 
to be. 
Harbor w« 


orks, Brito 


« 


4,270, 795 





Eastern division 
Section 1, from Grey Town to the 
Section 2, the eastern divide 
Locks Nos. 1, 2, and 3 phdnabiionanal 
Diversion of the Deseado and San Juanillo 
San Francisco division 

Lake and river division 
Rio San Juan 
Lake Nicaragua 
Dam at Ochoa 

Western Civision 
From Lake Nicaragua to the Pacific ....... 
Diversion of Rio Lajas... 





, KOT 
a 527 
: , 639 
4, 195, 828 
982, 016 


5,411, 551 


» divide..... 





685, 701 
211, 825 
726, 137 


two 


2, 133, 849 








a ee ere 577, 520 
Locks 4,5, and 6, and guard gates ...........cc.0c-ccscscee.ccseeees 3, 899, 116 
Right of way indemnity vaiencuieheniiabers 100, 000 


Auxiliary work—guard gates in di , bridges, etc 
Embankments and weirs in the valley of the San Carlos and canal 
between Lake Managua and Nicaragua 
Diversion of the Rio Grande 
For engineering, management, 


1, 139, 018 


1,000, 000 
1, 035, 000 





itary service, and incidentals......... 6, 250, 000 
73, 166, 308 

Add, to cover specified and unspecified contingencies of construction, 
=U per cent aaiaiath . 14, 633, 262 


Grand total of estimate 87, 799, 570 


In conclusion, we think it proper to express our opinion that the exploration 
and studies of the region have been sufficient to warrant the conclusion that 
unless hindered by obstacles or sinister influences such as would, if permitted 
to weigh, forbid the success of all ventures, this enterprise is full of promise 

Respectfully, 
JOHN BOGART. 
E. T. D. MYERS. 
A. M. WELLINGTON. 
H. A. HITCHCOCK. 


x estimates as being in the aggregate ample for the 


CHAS. T. HARVEY. 


I concur in the 
purposes stated. 


ioregoimn 


May 9, 1889. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like, if the Senator will allow me, to 
state a fact in that connection to go with hisremarks. In this revised 
estimate Mr. Harvey states that it includes sufficient provision for the 
enlargement of the canal locks to the size of 80 feet in width and 1,000 
feet in length, which is 200 feet longer than any that have ever been de- 
vised. 

Mr. MORGAN, Thatistrue. They will be 80 feet wide and 1,000 
feet long and accommodate about four of the largest steamers in the 
world at one time. 

Here we have Menocal’s report of the cost of the canal, the railway 
and telegraph line, and the maximum cost of the entire work computed 
on the same data by these other five civil engineers. That computa- 
tion allows 20 per cent. to cover all contingencies of construction and 
every other probable disturbance of the work, and makes the cost of 
the work, all told, $87,799,570. That allowance for contingencies was 
in addition to $13,016,176 allowed in Mr. Menocal’s estimates for the 
same reason. icould not possibly present in a safer form the merits 
of Mr. Menocal’s report than is done in this review, which I will read: 


REPORT OF THE BOARD OF CONSULTING ENGINEERS MAY 9, 1889, 
To the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company : 


GENTLEMEN: The undersigned were requested by your letter of January 10, 
1889, to examine the plans and estimates prepared by your chief engineer, Mr. 
A.G. Menocal, for a ship canal between the two oceansat Nicaragua, and to in- 
dicate the cost, in their judgment, of constructing a canal along the line pro- 
posed, and following, in general, the plans of your chief engineer. You also 
recuested an opinion upon the practicability of the canal as now proposed, with 
due reference to the end in view, namely, the safe and convenient passage of 
sea-going ships from ocean to ocean. We beg to present the following report: 

We have carefully examined the unusually full maps, profiles, borings, sam- 
ples of materials, ete., which have been prepared and collected under the di- 
rection of your chief engineer, and the completeness and excellent form of 
which reflect credit upon your engineering staff. 

We find certain elements of the designs submitted which may probably be 
advantageously modified. This would in some cases reduce and in others in- 
crease the quantities. It is also altogether likely that some parts of the work 
may be let at lower and other parts at higher prices than are estimated. We, 
however, are disposed to base our conclusions on quantities and prices which 
should prove sufficient to accomplish it upon the assumption of good and hon- 
est management, backed by an ample treasury. We have necessarily borne 
in mind the fact that the cost of the notable precursors of this canal project, 
both at Suez and Panama, has greatly exceeded the amount of the original es- 
timates,and that this has been true of many other important works. While 
this might be, perhaps, in a large measure traced to unfortunate management, 
as well as the lack of such careful preliminary studies as have been laid before 
us in this case, we have nevertheless endeavored to guard against a similar re- 
sult by a liberal allowance for every apparent contingency. 

Acting on this principle, we have not yet deemed it wise to reduce the quan- 
tities or prices of your chief engineer's estimates in any instance, even when 
it appeared possible that this might prudently be done. His figures are, of 
course, founded upon a better knowledge of the locai conditions than we can 


ee 


now possess. But to the extent to which it hasappeared at all doubtful we have 
liberally increased one or both. Our conclusions are as follows: 

The project, as a whole, appears to have comparatively few elements of doubt 
about it, as contrasted with other works of at allsimilar magnitude, and we con- 


sider it to be unquestionably feasible. The greatarea of Lake Nic ua offers 
immunity from serious floods by regulating flow. Much of the earth excava- 


tion and dredging, the rock-drilling and the concrete-mixing, can be done by 
mechanical means, to that extent reducing the need for manual labor. 

The dams and embankments are proposed to be made largely from the im- 
mense mass of otherwise useless rock spoil. Under the climatic conditions, as 
we understand them, an adequate supply of labor should be obtainable. The 
project in detail consists of the following elements: 

First. Of 10 miles on the east end and 0.57 mile on the west end of sea-level 
canal dredged in from the coast. The borings submitted seem to warrant the 
opinion that this will be entirely through alluvial deposits, as is also the case 
in certain parallel river diversions. The samples of material taken from these 
borings all appear favorable for dredging, and the cost of such dredging can be 
foreseen with the greater precision, because lessinfluenced by climate, weather, 
and rates of wages than most other engineering work. 

Second. Of a flight of three locks on each end, all within a distance of about 
1} miles at one end and 2 miles at the other, by which the ascent is made trom 
the sea level to the summit level of 110 feet (this elevation being some 4 feet less 
on the eastern end to allow for a necessary fall of three-fourths of an inch per 
mile in the San Juan River). These locks are shown by the borings submitted 
to be all founded on rock, The proposed size for locks, 650 feet by 70 feet by 30 
feet deep, seems sufficient for all demands. 

Third. Of a very long summit level of 155.98 miles, consisting of four main 
parts: 

a. The great divide cuts of 3 and 8 miles in length, respectively, which are 
shown by -_ evidence submitted to consist chiefly of rock overlaid with afew 
feet of earth, 

b. The Deseado, San Francisco, Michado, and Tola basins, formed by dams, 
furnish 21.57 miles of slack-water navigation, 18.13 miles of which require no 
excavation and the remaining 3.44 miles earth dredging only. 

ec. The river San Juan, raised in level by a dam at Ochoa so as to furnish 
slack-water navigation, and Lake Nicaragua furnish together 121 miles of free 
navigation, of which 36,5 miles require some earth dredging and 3.83 miles some 
rock dredging. 

d, An inconsiderable amount (1.63 miles) of canal section in earth, chiefly to 
connect the San Francisco and Machado basins. 

The two great rock cuts are by far the heaviest features of the work. Incon- 
sidering the plans for them and determining the proper amount and cost of work 
we have felt that every provision should be made to secure permanent slopes 


and to provide asection suitable for any vessels which can passthe locks. We 
think that the estimates as modified by us will secure these results, 
The four great basins present a most admirable feature of the plans. Ascom- 


pared with a restricted canal channel they facilitate navigation as well as re- 
duce the cost. They are made, as is also the slack-water navigation of the 
San Juan River, by dams and embankments of considerable extent, none, how- 
ever, of very great height. 

The planssubmitted provide for forming these damsand embankments chiefly 
of heavy rock filling, the proximity of the great rock cuts (from which material 
must otherwise be wasted) to the sites of these dams and embankments facili- 
tating their permanent construction at moderate cost. While wearenot ready 
to say that the details of the plans submitted may not be in some respects 
modified, we regard the estimates adopted as sufficient to attain the results de- 
sired, subject to the following contingency : 

There is the possible hazard, in respect to the San Francisco and other basins, 
that they may not prove sufliciently retentive, owing either to leakage around 
the ends or under the bases of the dam and embankments, or to conceal per- 
meable strata beneath the naturalsurface. Wedeemthisa remote danger, aimee 
both the surface and subterranean formations, so faras revealed by borings and 
by the reports of the observations of reliable men familiar with the locality, are 
favorable. 

For a work of ordinary magnitude we would accept such evidence as ample, 
but in view of the great area and volume of the basins, we agree that the possi- 
bility ought to be covered by the estimate. The a is great that there 
are no permeable strata beneath the surface; if they exist they might not nec- 
essarily cause leakage, and even if leakage resulted, it would not necessarily do 
serious harm. Concentrated leakage if it occurred migh possibly be remedied, 
and if it should develop at all would be likely to occur at an early stage ofthe 
work of construction. The worst result to be feared is that it might impel a 
modification of the original features of the project, enforcing a lowering of the 
water level at certain points, and at an additional cost of about $7,000, 000. 
Under the circumstances, we, out of abundant caution, have deemed it wise and 
right to make the general contingency of allowance ($14, 633, 262) large enough, 
in our opinion, to cover this amount. 

The requisite depth in the San Juan River and in Lake Nicaragua is obtained 
by a considerable amount of dredging, largely of earth, but also with an amount 
of rock blasting under water, the precise extent and cost of which it is excep- 
tionally difficult to foresee. We have therefore made an allowance for this 
work. 

We have included in the estimates the sum of $1,035,000 for the diversion of 
the Rio Grande, as it seems proper to provide for the possible necessity of the 
diversion of this important stream from the canal. We have also included in 
the estimate the amount named by the chief engineer for the work that may be 
necessary in the valley of the San Carlos and in the construction of the canal 
between Lake Managuaand Lake Nicaragua, this construction being a require- 
ment of the concession. 

The estimates for the harbor improvementsat Brito and Grey Town we leave 
unchanged. It appears probable that the amounts estimated may prove ample 
for all requirements other than gradual enlargement of basin areas, but whether 
so or not (and it is always extremely difficult to anticipate with certainty what 
may be the ultimate requirements tor work of this class), we do not see the 
necessity in this work as we do in the canal proper for the endeavor to provide 
at the outset for all future demands of commerce. Sufficient expenditure prior 
to the opening of the canal to meet reasonable requirements for the first year 
or two after opening is all that we have taken into consideration in our esti- 
mates, The canal once opened adequate harbors can certainly be provided at 
a moderate percentage on the total cost of the canal, even should the sum herein 
estimated for harbors and contingencies prove insufficient. We must not be 
understood as implying by this statement, however, that we now see reason to 
fear that the present estimate for harbor work will probably prove inadequate. 
Such is not the fact. 

It may not be regarded as improper to mention also that while the cuts, locks, 
dams, etc,, should be completed for the full depths at the outset, something like 
one-fitth of the total amount of the estimate is for dredging and earth excava- 
tion under water, which is not required to afford 20 feet draught, and which can 
be completed with little or no disadvantage after the canal has been 80 far con- 
structed as to pass vessels of that dreught, making it possible—if found advisa- 
ble—to open the canal for 20 feet draught for about four-fifths of the final cost. 


The estimate of the committee, that the entire cost of the canal, in- 
cluding interest on the bonds, can not exceed $100,000,000 when it is 
fully completed, is certainly a safe one. 
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That this will be a line of transit that will, at a moderate tax upon | time Canal of Nicaragua, and that the d 












ita of the Lake Superior Ship Ca 
- . a x ] proves beyond pera >that the > rragu nal presen he most p 
commerce, yield a revenue equal to that of the Suez Canal no one will | P'°’" iy eemueene en an, in Chet con tani b Prong a 
entertain adoubt. That it will ultimately yield a much greater reve- | because its position entitles it to b sid tas the t important artificial 
nue is easily capable of demonstration. water way on the globe, connecting as it does two great oceans at nearly tl 
The committee have presented with their report a paper, marked | oe ee hich that fact. implies. inthe lightor thes ap we tee joe 
Appendix B, by Charles T. Harvey, business manager and construct- | the Lake Superior example. 
ing engineer of the canal and locks at the Falls of the St. Mary’s River, Che French estimate of the income of the Panama Canal is stat 
on Lake Superior, to illustrate by comparison with that canal and the | 7 jout. Charles C. Rogers. United States Navy. as follows 
Suez Canal and the abandoned Panama Canal, the cost and the esti- ae 
mated income of the Nicaragua Canal. Se a ca one :; -oae as 
Mr. Harvey states the comparison between the business. of the St. |, s lateldein ie artes of 5 150.327 22 france eases eS oo 
Mary’s Canal and the Suez Canal as follows in a note: sseis, of 8,955,411 tons, and paying the corapany > Not he 
Nore.—Since the foregoing portion of this report was placed in type I have | (!S Mailiiar the let \ i statistics of the world’s 
received from General Superintendent Wheeler an official statement of the | tormatio a nO ny at hand is useless for me to att i 1 of t 
traffic of the Lake Superior Canal for the year 1889, which is included in Ad sss ig apse f this great enterprise 
denda, page 45. / ae a is may be o n or » the Depart nt to know t 1¢ estimates ups 
The only official report of the Suez Canal traflic for 1829 which I have as yet | *!e canal company anc its 3 ise their hopes of success. M. Le 
been able to obtain gives tables of the passages and receipts alone. But by | S¢Ur, member of the instit tak tatistics of 18 as a basis of cal 
comparison of the latter with the returns in tons of previous years, [am able | Uon, an ihas estimated tha ul were open in L889 the total tonnage of 
to approximate closely, and find the result to be, respecting these several ar- | ** ot pene rough it : i a the f wing table, published 
teries of commerce: n the Bulletin da Ca ! ‘ LOW al the estimates of M 
\ é lartean, ch é {t en t ! lar 
Number rons M 
freight 
Lake Superior Canal lockages (1859) ........ ee 4, 634 7,516, 022 | 
Suez Canal passages (1559) eouvane it 3, 425 6,800,554) ¢ 3 i 
ae ae et cc as 1,259 709, 168 ESS: LAER) SLSR OD: NN 
It thus appears that the Lake Superior Canal, in 1889, exceeded the Suez Canal 7 
in volume of business over 33 per cent.in voyages and 10 per cent.in fre i ows t i i Li 
and consequently now ranks first as tocommerce on the list of the world’s arti vnited States - ; 
ficial water ways. Pacific coast... 283 37 3 140 2 1,761 428 20 
; . ; I 145 19,424 ] “4 : ) 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say that during the last calendar year the | ch : 2 256 184 , 
tonnage there increased over 9,000,000 tons, and it isincreasing annually Sea mbia 12 | 3,262 | 55 i i 1 110 ; 
more than 10 per cent., and has been doing so for the last ten years. | ~"'*™" oo ‘ eee 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Harvey treats this subject so fairly and so ably Tota 
that I will read his deductions from the facts he states, as follows: 
BEARINGS OF THIS EXAMPLE UPON THE NICARAGUA ROUTE, | M in [ s 
1, This is the only ship canal on the globe with lockage facilities upon a scale | 
comparable with that proposed for the Nicaragua Ship Canal transit project, ( 


yuntr : pa i 
and it affords a realized example upon which to base calculations as to the 
future of thatenterprise. If the tonnage of thiscanal route upon a watercourse | 
composed of a cluster of inland lakes paralleled through their entire length by 


i \ \ 1 \ 7 

railways on both of their borders, and with competing adjacent water courses es ‘ 
as shown, has actually increased from 1,567,741 tons of freight in 1881 to 6,411,423 | ; hili 
in 1888, and presumably to 7,500,000 tons in 1889, what must be the traffic of the | Go) i sane? ans as 
ship canal whieh bisects a hemisphere, saves 10,000 miles and fifty days of I Se ae ee ere ransataneasts . sa aaa : 

, : ’ - ? S . : dt ; | ted States Pacilic coa , 42 8 1 624 ‘ 
freight-steamer time between New York and San Francisco, and economizes pro- | _ 7 — 
portionately in the time and the distance to and from innumerable other com- ' : 


mercial centers? 
II. The same commercial forces which have raised the Lake Superior Canal 
traftic to the proportions stated wait upon the opening of the Nicaragua route 
to render a large section of this continent tributary to it. My viewsas to the Mo of 
extent of the same lead to the prediction which I will now venture to make, 
that the Lake Superior and Lake Nicaragua lock-lift canals wil! divide he- 
tween them the carrying trade to European destinations of the products of the . 
eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains north of latitude 40°, | 
That the transatlantic traffic of the western slope will go via Lake Nicaragua 
no thinking mind will gainsay ; but how many have considered how far « 


ward of the Rocky Mountains the competing line between these rival lock | iforni acific coast L a2 









canals may come? Let them trace the one hundredth meridian of longitude | ; 7 o4 
and notice how it bisects the great wheat-bearing belt of the Saskatchewan 1 S 1 { l 
Missouri valleys in Manitoba and the Dakotas. } 2 
Let them suppose the case of the owner of 10,000 bushels of wheat stored in r, l uP 
an elevator upon that line of longitude, north of the latitude of Chicago,in | coast ; > | 129,121 ) 116 { 
the latter partof November. If he would ship by the Lake Superior Canal he te - 
must wait five months for the *‘closed season’’ to pass. (The annexed view of | Tota | 14 2 28 2 { 
the origina) upper-lock gate atthe ‘‘Soo”’ during the five months of the “ closed 
season”’ will serve to illustrate the meaning of that term. } 
The shipper by the Lake Superior route must add to his investment charges Movement of in t En { I 
for interest, for insurance, and possibly for taxes during nearly or quite one: | 
half of an entire year. After these drawbacks are met he must transport his | 
grain by rail to Duluth; thence by steamer to Buffalo; thence by canal or rail | s shiy 
to Montreal or New York; thence by steamer to Europe—this method of trans- | 
portation involving three transfers en route. If, however, he loads his wheat Countries 
on cars going west, they will deliver his grain at a Pacific seaboard, whe > | ' 2 D 
it will be carried by steamer through the Nicaragua Canal to Europe, a system 
of transit involving but one transter en route, with no closed season whatever. 
Ill. Itis, from the foregoing premises, clearly deducible that the values of | 
most of the exports in at least thirteen States and Territories, besides several | , : ann ns 
of the Canadian provinces, wil! be directly benefited by the water transit pro- | m0 "Ze a she . ; = 
posed by your enterprise; which will, in fact, constitute the small end of a fun pr ee beet ore : 
nel, the broad opening of which, reaching from Sitka to San Diego, extends | Yj). ee 1A > a a ; va 
eastward until it meets competing lines of water transit via Lake Superior or | * "PP : ; : pine a 
the Mississippi River. ae ae ast atch anoes 
In the accompanying map of this continent the different colors indicate the pa ASD 407, 498 (9G) 1612, 345 


portions which in my judgment are to remain commercially tributary to it 
three main water ways, namely: 1, The Lake Superior Canal and connecti: 
lakes and canals (Erie and Welland), 2. The Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries. 3. The Nicaragua Canal. Also the remainder as connected with the 
seacoast. | 

Leaving this continent out of view, it appears that the currents of trade be- | ( 
tween this Central American route, in competition with those of the Suez tid 
level canal, will meet on the eastern coast of Asia, and that from the Straits of 
Sunda northward trade and travel will gravitate strongly towards your route, 
moved thereto in no small degree by the attractiveness of the delightful scen- 
ery and climate of the Lake Nicaragua route, which will bein marked contrast Austiraiia 
with the intolerable heat and desolate surroundings which must alwayscharac- | ‘)ceanica . 
terize a passage through the Red Sea and the Suez Canal, where no sailing ship | ast Indies 








is ever seen. | New Caledonia { 
From these considerations the conclusion must be drawn that no artificial | aa 
water way can be projected which will make such an extent of continental Total.. 


coast line and inland territory tributary to it as will be controlled by the Mari- 
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Holland: Countries of production or of destination. 














Countries Entries. Departures, 
et Toe nn | 

No Tons No. vas. 
oe sennwne evacepustsebbeten anlebe 27 23, 324 69 | , 444 
SIU Guccdbientiet aici 5 inscip Santee 50 33, 696 | 18 | 13, 372 
Guatemala (Pacific) ......... ‘ 6 2, 653 8 3, 567 
Colombia ( Pacific sone = a 5 83, 038 55 | 83, 827 
Colombia (Atlantic) ................. = . 268 267, 926 | 77 | 242, 279 
Australia .... isdalaaeas ; 213 261, 302 92 | 174, 420 
Philippines ee ; 106 110, 881 11 |} 11,581 
Dutch Indies.............. = 22 11, 836 | 76 | 60,™)2 
China....... SE RAS 41 | 51, 569 | 20 | 27,411 
Hong-Kong ........--..-+ ; 107 | —-:188, 436 70 | 156, 677 
Japan......... 9 | 38, 057 37 51, 254 
Mexico (Pacifix const 91 | 27,099 &3 33, 214 
East Indies ........ miata 121 150,775 | 78 | 93, 301 
TOR ...ccc0ss inion tanieeenmnel 5 an eee , 260, 593 994 1,008, 849 
1,134 1, 260, 593 
General total.......... peviuheoneebnraedine | 2,128 2, 269, 441 


SUMMARY, 


Estimates of tonnage passing through the Panama Canal in 1834, 
Tons. 
Movement of ocean trade of England with Pacific...... 5 426, 352 
Movement of ocean trade of France with Pacific......... 
Movement of ocean trade of Hamburg with Pacific 
Movement of the other ports of Germany with Pacifie.. 
Movement of other European ports with Pacific............. 
Movement of ocean trade of England with Australia and Pacific is- 
lands 
Maritime movement of France with ‘Australia, Oce: anica, East Indies, 
and New Caledonia o- 
Maritime movement of II: amburg x “with ‘same countries vetapeeoucmanneseestnet 
Maritime movement of other ports of Germany with same countries.. 
Maritime movement of other countries of Europe with same countries 
Holland, Spain, Italy, Greece, etc.).... oecccces secceseseesovesse 300, 000 
Total of countries of production or of destination....... 2, 269, 442 





313, 476 
70, 000 
30, 000 





Grand total......... 7, 536, 982 


The estimate of the Maritime Canal Company as to the income is 
stated as follows: 
ESTIMATED INCOME, 


In view of all the conditions itis not excessive, indeed it is most moderate, 
toexpect for the Nicaragua Canal, when it shall be opened to tie traffic of the 
world in 1897, a tonnage of not less than 7,000,000 tons ready for transit. Now, 
7,000,000 tons, at $2.50 per ton, a moderate tariff,means a revenue of $17,509,000 
per annul. 

The operating expenses would for many reasons be less than at Suez, but al- 
lowing them to be the same, say, $1,200,000, we may say that the net reveuue 
would pay 5 per ceat. on $325, 000, 000, with the probs ability of greatly increasing 
even these large figures. 


If the canal has a traffic of 7,000,000 tons of freight annually, that 
income alone, at $1 per ton, would pay the interest on $100,000,000 at 
3 per cent. and leave $4,000,000 for expenses, repairs, and dividends, 
Other calculations are quite simple on this basis, and they will show 
this to be the most valuable investment of its kind. 

I will now read from an article in the California Bankers’ Magazine, 
of October, 1590, written by Mr. W. L. Merry, former president of 
the San Francisco Board of Trade, showing his estimate of the income of 
this canal; and I read it because it is a temperate estimate, a logical 
one, and mathematically true. He puts the question in his article: 


What can be expected from the canal financially? This fundamental ques- 
tion is worthy of critical investigation. 

The character of the work, with its 23 miles of canal in excavation on the 
surface, with its easily solved engineering problems, the most difficult of which 
(the restoration of the harbor at San Juan del Norte) is already partially solved, 
permit us to predict that its limit of cost can be assured with reasonable cer- 
tainty. The several surveys have been exhaustive and satisfactory, and the 
borings have furnished the necessary information as to material to be excavated. 
With this abundant data, the engineer's estimate is $64,013,697, exclusive of in- 
terest during construction and banker's commissions. The careful report of 
the canal committee of the Board of Trade of San Francisco (of which the 
writer had the honor to be chairman) in 1880, places the estimate of possible 
cost at $100,000,000, and we now see no reason for increasing this except for the 
substitution of larger locks, which it is now proposed to increase to the follow- 
ing dimensions: 1,000 feet long, 100 feet wide, and 30 feet deep, which will en- 
able two to four vessels to pass through at one lockage. 

The estimated tonnage by the report of 1880, alluded to, was 5,000,000 tons per 
annum, Subsequent developments assure us of 6,000,000 tons before the canal 
can be completed in 1897. At $2.50 per ton toll (about the same as now charged 
at Suez) this will make an annual revenue of $15,000,000, from which, deduct- 
ing the liberal estimate of $1,000,000 per annum for operating expenses and re- 
pairs, leaves a net revenue of 14 per cent. per annum. Even if the cost be in- 
creased to $150,000,000 we have a net revenue per annum of 9} per cent. The 
Suez Canal, costing $94,000,000, has returned larger dividends than these and 
isstillincreasing. T hese estimatesdo not include the local traffic, which would 
rapidly develop into larger proportions, or the passenger traffic, which would 
be large, for a trip through the Nicaragua Canal will become a favorite recrea- 
tion, owing to the beauty of the scenery and the climate of the lake region. 
There is nota doubt that the property would start out on a paying basis and 
rapidly develop into one of the best-paying investments in the world, ultimately 
better than the Suez Canal, which served to divert a commerce already devei- 
oped, while the American canal has all the possibilities of an equal trafiic, with 
illimitable development in the future. 


The facts stated by Mr. Merry fully sustain his conclusions—I have 
not read the entire report—and they are thoroughly supported by the 
facts and opinions of others. 

The estimate of the Engineering News, in the issue of September 14, 
1889, is very interesting and comes from a source of very high author- 


a 


Canal Company is found in Appendix L to the report of the committee. 
It is a report of Mr. Thomas B. Atkins, secretary and treasurer of 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, on the tonnage and traffic 


ity. I will read an extract from that journal, found in Appendix E 
to the report of the committee: 


Wedeem it therefore an entirely safe assumption that the traffic “in sight" 
is at most not over half what will exist after the canal has been three or four 
years in operation. But the traffic ‘‘in sight’’ has been growing rapidly of late 
years. Estimates, presumably impartial, by the Bureau of Statistics showed as 
the traffic ‘‘in sight: ”’ 








Year. Ships. Tons, 
atl cia a ileal baa | 2.687 | 2,671, 886 


At the present time the most moderate estimates show 6,000,000 to 7,000,000 
tons asthe probable traffic by 1895. Lesseps claimed 10,000,000 as the minimum 
for the Panama Canal in late years, but that was certainly extravagant. That 
it will be attained within much less than ten years after the opening of the Nica- 
ragua Canal, however, we regard as almost a certainty. 

Now, even 6,000,000tons at $2.50 perton means a revenue of $15,000,000 per year. 
The operating expenses ought certainly to be much less than at Suez, where 
they are about $1,000,000, so that we may say that the revenue will pay 6 per 
cent. on some $250,000,000, and 3 per cent. on $500,090,000, with the probability of 
greatly increasing even these large figures. 

itis therefore apparent that it really matters little what the canal costs, as 
respects the expediency of constructing it, unless its cost is to exceed $200,000,000 
and let any one with any knowledge of construction look overthe profiles rand 
quanitites which we publish in this issue, and see where there is reasonable 
probability of even half that sum being required for construction. The actual 
cost has been usually estimated at some $60,000,000 to $65,000,000, and we con- 
fess we see no reason why those figures may not be realized. But we can also 
see reasons why they may possibly be doubled, and we therefore think the 
company is eminently wise in not putting before the public at this time any es- 
timate of their own, but simply saying, ** Here are the profiles and the quanti- 
ties; judge of the cost for yourselves.”’ 

There will be an inevitable tendency to exaggerate the estimates thus chal- 
lenged from remembrance that the $40,000,000 Suez Canal actually cost $100,000,- 
000, and the $120,000,000 Panama Canal cost over $200,000,000 actual, and $350,000,000 
nominal, to prove that it could not be built at all. But,as we showed at some 
lengthin our issue of July 14, 1888, the conditionsat Nicaraguaare vastly differ- 
ent from those at Panama. We can not again go over in detail all the technical 
differences, but they are of the first importance. There is no unsolvable Cha- 
gres River problem ; there is much less canal in excavation ; there is much less 
deep cutting; there is no proble: of water supply; there is no rotten, sliding 
rock ; there are no endemic pestilences; there is a stiff trade breeze the year 
round to maintain health and comfort; there is a prior knowledge from detail 
surveys of just what is to be done, w hich was wholly lacking at Panama; there 
is the advantage ofall the experience gained at Panama, and of an official “base” 
on this side of the ocean instead of on the other side; and there is the practical 

certainty of far better management. 


The estimate of the income of the canal made by the Maritime 


of the canal, and is thoroughly exhaustive, logical, and trustworthy, 
being based on well-authenticated facts. I will only read the sum- 
mary, but I will ask the Senate to carefully examine that report. I 
read from page 149 of the committee’s report: 


Aggregating the various items thus estimated we have the following: 
SUMMARY 
Of trade which will be subsidiary to the canal at its opening: ‘ 
ons, 
Trafiic existing in 1889, as estimated .... .........006. seeee sbdipilaesionniaiansioe Subences . 8,122,093 
Natural growth of same by 1897 (10 per cent.)........ ai 812) 209 
New business developed by opening of the canal ............. .....000+ sseeeseee 1, 000,000 





Aggregate... oussoncsegnnese ganee eseccecsosces sactscrnvee 0 904, S08 


Which may be eunsiienet as traffic nocpesly helemien to the canal, and to be 
drawn by it from the total of the commerce within the zone of its attractionin 
1897, 

Tons, 
The aggregate of tonnage within this zone of aoe in - 
amounted to. we nei 


18, 785, 350 
Deduct subsidiary ‘traffic existing in '[889... 


8, 122, 093 


sialic pale anlaiabb wcities tantaiiaiiadectabainuiiiasiinionuittlbiiin 10, 663, 257 
‘led 10 per cent. for growth in 1897................... 


And there rem 
To which must be 





1, 066, 326 








And we have as a remainder............. ... siivesimemmmeaspeoentosesneebsciedinn | Ely SENG DED 


From which the canal, after its opening, may farther add po its traffic insuch 
degree as its tolls and the practical development of other controlling influences 
may determine. 


I think the majority opinion in the committee was that the canal 
traffic, exclusive of passenger traffic, would not fall below 7,000,000 
tons per annum. 

Mr. HOAR. How much? 

Mr. MORGAN. That it would not fall below 7,000,000 tons per an- 
num, and that, even at $1 ton, to say nothing of the $2.50 that is 
charged by the Suez Canal, would more than pay the interest on the 
debt and the expense of keeping the canal in order. 

With these facts before the committee they could not hesitate to 
declare their unanimous conviction on three essential points, namely: 

First. That this canal ought not to be permitted to cost a sum ex- 
ceeding $100,000,000 as a basis on which to levy taxation on the com- 
merce that will pass through it. 

Second. That such a sum of money could not be raised on private 
loans in the United States or in transatlantic countries, except at too 
great a sacrifice in interest and discounts and by the absorption of the 
stock of the canal company. 

Third. That it is the duty of the Government of the United States 


aS as 
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to so provide that the direction of the affairs of the company, in ac- | 


cordance with the concessions from the Governments of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica, should not pass into the control of any but Americans. 

Great ship canals, like those of Nicaragua and Suez, have a relation 
to the commercial and naval affairs of all nations that makes them, ot 
necessity, political factors of the most important character. 

Aside from all ambitious considerations, their guardianship will be 
ultimately devolved upon powers that are strong enough to secure to 
all the nations a just participation in their benefits. With less govern- 
mental security than that they would soon attract the efforts of en- 
terprising powers to seize and appropriate them, and that would create 
strife that would afflict the world. 

The United States could not abdicate such an influence in the Nica- 
raguan Canal without injustice to the western hemisphere and with- 
out national dishonor. 

The history of our dealings with other nations, as well as the nature 
and spirit of our nonaggressive Government, is a full guaranty to all 
the nations that our influence in the control of the affairs of the canal 
will be impartial, just, and friendly towards each and all of them. 

We have no national need to fill up our Treasury with tolls exacted 
from the commerce of other countries or of our own people. We seek 
only to enrich our Government by giving to our people proper oppor- 
tunities to enrich themselves by honest industry. 

In line with this established policy the chief interest that our Gov- 
ernment has in this great work is to place its benefits within easy reach 
of our people. 

To do this it is the duty of the United States to assist in this! werk, 
in order to give to it credit, permanency, economy of administration, 
cheapness of tolls, and freedom of use for commercial purposes. 

The bill and the report of the committee disclose fully, and without 
reserve, the entire line of action that the Government of the United 
States should, in the opinion of the committee, adopt in reference to 
this great work. 

The facts stated in the report of the committee, and more in detail 
in the appendices thereto, show that the Maritime Canal Company 
have made very remarkable progress in this work. 

Their expenditures have been characterized by careful and wise 
economy, and have been drawn from their own private contributions 
of money and credit. No bonds have been sold and only a small 
amount of stock; excellent buildings for the use of the company, in- 


cluding comfortable quarters for the laborers, hospitals, storehouses, | 


wharves, and machine shops have been amply provided. 

The clearing for the line of the canal and railroad has been made 
from the seacoast to the hills of the interior, a distance of 12 miles, 
and the dredges purchased from the Panama Canal Company are at 
work on the canal and the approaches to it. The railroad is built in 
excellent style out to the foot of the hills, passing through a swampy 
region that was considered very difficult. The pier or breakwater ex- 
tending across the bar at the harbor of Grey Town has already demon- 
strated that the water there can be deepened by natural erosion so as 
to accommodate thelargestships. Not one apprehended difficulty has 
been encountered that has not been more easily overcome than was 
expected. 

The committee tound that the company felt entirely confident of 
their ability to progress with the work through the assistance of money 
to be raised by the sale of mortgage bonds and the pledge of the stock 
of the company. But they expected that the discounts upon their se- 
curities in the markets, and interest, and brokerage, and other com- 





ings by private companies and in view of the risks and hazards of the future. 
The ability of the construction company to perform the work, even for this 
great sum, would depend entirely upon its ability fr 
securities of the Maritime Company 

Any stringency or fluctuation in the money market n 
and thus arrest the progress of the work Any neglect on the part of the Goy- 
ernments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica to protect the yntractors 
formance of the work would necessarily add to its cost, and perhaps as in sim- 
ilar enterprises disable the company and forfeit their charter privileges. Any 
failure of the bankers purchasing these securities to pay for them according to 
the conditions of the sale would have the like effect » work is sogreat and 
the benefits of its completion so transcendent, that it would seem that its exe- 
eution should not be left to private enterprise that 1 the chances of the fu- 
ture, may fail, 

It is dou 


yim time to time to sell the 
ight prevent their sale 


rr the per- 





tfulwhether any private company, « 


rporation, or combination, 
however strong it may appear, would be able to complete so great an enter- 
prise, one that could yield no income during its progress, and could not inany 
event yield profit until after the whole enterprise was completed Unlike rail- 


roads, the investment could not yield any income or prolit 
strated by actual trial that commercial vessels could pass from ocean to ocean 
with reasonable facility and without delay or danger. In whatever view the 
committee could take of the enterprise there appears grave doubt whether it 
could be executed without the strong, certain, and powerful support of a great 
nation or a combination of nat 


ntil it was demon- 


ons 

Hon. Warner Miller, whose ability as a financier and as a statesman 
has become historic in the Senate, thus states the causes which, in the 
beginning of a great enterprise like this, depress the market for the 
bonds of the best organizations. I beg lea as I think it 
important: 

By Mr. PAYNE 

Q. That embraces his estimate for the extras 

That is, the engineer’s estimate. 

\. Yes. Now, as tothe method of raising this amount of money 
it can only be done by selling the securities of the company hey consist, or 
will consist, of stock and bonds. Since I have been president of the construc- 
tion company [ have consulted with many leading financial men in the coun- 
try, and of course it is impossible to say at this time at what price bonds of the 
company could be negotiated, but lam frank to say that I do not believe that 
they can be negotiated at par or very near it. This is a peculiar enterprise, 
which presents many obstacies,and of course it will be looked upon by the in- 
vesting world as somewhat problematical. 


ve to read 


is 


of course 


The first bonds of the Suez Canal, [ believe, netted the company only about 
60 centson the dollar. How much more than that weshall be able to obtain for 
our bonds I am unable to say, but I have no doubt but what the bonds can be 


negotiated in the markets of the world at a price mt 
Suez bonds, The present intention of tl 


ich above that the first 


»>make arrangements 


ot 


12 company 1s tk 








with what would be called a syndicate of bankers, getting one large and repu- 
table banking house to take the lead i he matter, and that house to associate 
with itself a large number of banking houses inthis country and in London, and 





Inno t 


in Amsterdam, and in Frankfort,and in Ber! ises which are now in the 

habit of associating themselves together for the placing of large loans or the 
, g 

placing of a large amount of securities 


and expect to make acont: 





twith the 







leading house, the head of the syndicate, to take these securities and market 
them as best they can, so as to give us so vhere in the neighborhood, we will 
say, of ten to fifteen millions of money per annum as the work shall go on, 
Banking houses are ready to undertake tois work, and the only question 
about it is a question of commissions and the question as to what price the bond 
sha'! go to the publicat in orderto induce them to take them We can not ex- 


pect the public will come in and take these 
them at such a price as to give them a larg: 
This project is entirely different from th« 
ing bonds upon it as it is constructed 


vonds unless they are oflered to 
profit in case the work succeeds, 
projectof building arailroad and 


In consideration of the concessions made by the Governments of Nica- 


ragua and Costa Rica to the Maritime Canal Company, 6 per cent. of 
} pan! } 


the stock of the company is to issue to Nicaragua and 15 per cent. to 
Costa Rica. This bill limits the capital stock of the company to 
$100,000, 000, leaving $92,500,000 of stock to be disposed of after satis- 
fying the obligations of the company to those states. 

Of this sam $70,000,000 are to be issued to and in the name of the 


| Secretary of the Treasury of the United States as a pledge and security 


missions would be so great that it would require the issue of a large | 


sum in excess of $100,000,000 of bondsand the addition of $75,000,000 
of the stock of the company to enable them to secure the money to 
finish the canal in five or six years. 

The committee thus state the burden that would fall upon commerce 
by reason of the inability of the company to obtain money to construct 
the canal at reasonable rates in the markets on pages 14 and 15 of the 
report, which I will venture to read, as a better statement and ex- 
_— of that point than I could possibly give at my desk in the 

nate: 


that the capital stock of said company shall consist of not less than 1,000.00 | 


shares of $100 each, or $10,000,000, with the right to increase the capital stock to 
2,000,000 shares of $100 each, or $200,000,000, on the vote of two-thirds of the stock 
of said company at any time outstanding. 

the construction of said canal, and to carry out the purposes of the act, to issue 
its bonds and secure the same by mortgage on its property and rights of property 
of all kinds and descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise 
to be a corporation. The amount of said bonds is not limited, but assuming, as 
the act contemplates, that it would be equal to the amount of stock outstanding, 
the amount of stock and bonds might range from $200,000,000 to $40,000,000, with 
authority to increase the amount of bonds to an indefinite extent, 

Under the provisions of this charter the Maritime Canal Company entered 
into & provisional contract by which the canal company agreed to pay the con- 
struction company, for the work proposed, stock to the amount of $92,500,000, 
being the total stock authorized, less concessions to Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
and $150,000,000 in bonds, an aggregate of $242,500,000. It was assumed that the 
bonds of the company, bearing interest at 5 or 6 per cent. per annum, could be 
sold at the rate of about 60 cents on the dollar, the rate at which the first bonds 
of the Suez Canal were sold. 

The stock was to be given to the contractors asa bonus to induce them to 
undertake the contract. In view of the difficulties in the way of the enterprise, 
your committee is of the opinion that the contract was as favorable a one as 
could be made, if we may judge by the contracts made for similar undertak- 


It also authorizes the company in | 


to the United States for the redemption of the bonds and interest 
issued to the company in payment for work done on the canal. At 
any time before the maturity of the bonds the United States shall have 
the option, in the discretion of Congress, to take the stock at par and 
dispose of it. 

Section 7 of the bill extinguishes all existing liabilities of the Mari- 
time Canal Company except those to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for 
stock, as I have already explained, and in full payment for the same 
and for all property acquired, material furnished, services rendered, , 
and work pertormed it turns over to the company $7,000,000. Of that 


| sum, bonds issued and guarantied by the United States are to be de- 
The act incorporating the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua provides | 


livered tothe company by the Segretary of the Treasury to the amount 
that he shall ascertain to have been actually paid out and expended 
by the company in the construction of the canal, with interest thereon 
at 6 per cent., and the residue of the sum of $7,000,000 is to be paid 
to the. company iu nonassessable stock. 

It will require a large part of this stock to meet the engagements of 
the company which are outstanding and are to be canceled so as to 
leave the company without any debt or liability of any kind, except 
the percentage of the stock that is to be issued to Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica. 

This company is composed of men of excellent character and ha 
acted in good faith and with marked courage and ability in the pro 
motion of this great American enterprise, and it well deserves the con- 
fidence of the Government and the approbation of the people. 

Men who have been able to inaugurate successfully this immense 
work, with no resources but their own private fortunes, and in face of 
the competition, if not the opposition, of the Panama Canal, then 
promising to be a great success, confer honor upon their country and 
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deserve fair and considerate treatment, which I have no doubt will | 


be cordially given them. 

They are all well known for their high character and patriotic zeal | 
for the honor of their country. They are entitled to much credit for | 
the readiness they have exhibited to yield the financial advantages | 
which they had secured in order that their Government might have an 
unobstructed course in securing to the people the great blessings of a 
free transit for ships through the Isthmus of Darien—a blessing which 
no company and no nation should be permitted to monopolize. 

The merits of this bill and all its surroundings and incidents will 
stand the closest scrutiny, and that is invited by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. They have no doubt orapprehension thatthe stock 
of this company will be at par or above par the day the canal is com- 
pleted. They believe that it will be constructed and in complete work- 
ing order within six years from the date of the passage of this bill. 
They are satisfied that the whole expenditure in the construction of 
the canal will not exceed $70,000,000, and that it will speedily acquire 
a business amounting to 7,000,000 tons of actual freight, and 4,000 
passengers per annum, and that, at one-half the rate of charges exacted 
by the Saez Canal, it will pay all operating expenses, the interest on 
its cost, and a dividend of 8 or 9 per cent. on the money invested in it. 

Thev conclude from the undisputed facts presented in their report 
that the Government of the United States will not lose any money 
by its indorsement of the bonds of the company, but will, if it chooses 
to do so, make large profits by converting the bonded indebtedness into 
the stock of the company. The Government having assisted trans- 
continental railroads by the loan of its credit and by immense grants 
of lands, it is only just to the people that they should have the ad- 


portation for the interchange of trade between the Eastern States and 
those lying west of the Rocky Mountain range. 

The $113,000,000 that the United States will be entitled to have re- 
funded from the Union and Central Pacific Railroad Companies about 
1897 has been bread cast upon the waters in our splendid develop- 
ments. It will all be paid in cash into the Treasury, but if it were 
all lost the country has been benefited $1,000,000,000 by its use. If 
any emergency in the finances of the country should make it convenient 
to apply that fund as it is paid into the Treasury to the construction 
of the Nicaraguan Canal, it will be in easy reach of the power of the 
Government for that purpose. 

What great sum of money, unless it was the $15,000,000 paid to 
France for the Louisiana territory or the $15,000,000 paid to Mexico 
for the Gadsden purchase, has ever accomplished so much for the coun- 
try as this $113,000,000 will do if it is employed in opening the canal 
through Nicaragua, atter it has aided in building the pioneer lines of 
railway from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean? In the few 
statements that I have made to-day I have scarcely touched upon the 
great body of facts of the most interesting and conclusive character em- 
bodied in the appendices of the report of the committee. I have only 
attempted to open the door to inquiry and invitation to others that 
they may enter upon this great subject and display its importance as 
it deserves. 

The Southern States have such great and peculiar interests in this 
measure that I have feared to attempt to advocate it lest I might not 
present its merits worthily. I have hoped to live to witness the com- 
pletion by the people of the United States, who are the Government, 
of this inexpressible blessing to mankind, which will, when completed, 
be the most impressive memorial of the genius, enterprise, and good 
will of our people that they can ever place on the records of their his- 
tory outside their own territorial limits. 

That only 19 miles of actual canalization should be required to bring 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific into union, with the largest 
ships passing freely through from ocean to ocean, seems to threaten us 
with reproach if we fail, when we know that we can so easily and so 
safely remove the barrier, and in doing this secure great profits from 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, 
with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence; and 

A bill (S. 4814) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes.”’ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 654) for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, 
Minn. ; 

A bill (8. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair; 

A bill (S. 4592) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Cumberland River for the use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Rail- 
way, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad 
Company to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain 
points, where the same forms the boundary line between the States of 
West Virginia and Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company a right 
of way through the Umatilla Indian reservation in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 1867) for the relietof Charles Max Wittig; and 


Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and 
for other purposes. 
PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer an order, and, if there be no objection, I 
ask for its present consideration. If there be any objection it will go 
over, though I think every Senator will be in favor of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The pro- 
posed order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Ordered, That, unless otherwise directed, on and after Monday next, Febru- 
ary 9, during the residue of the present session of the Senate, a recess shall 
be taken, excepting on Saturdays, from 6 o'clock p. m. to 8 o’clock p, m. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That merely provides for getting on with the 
business, that we may have a recess. 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the order? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object if it leads to any debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I prefer that the order should go over. I will 
explain the reasons hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will go over and be printed. 


RAILROAD LAND-GRANT FORFEITURE, 


Mr. DOLPH. Iask that a House bill which is now on the table 
may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4814) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes.’’ 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on page 1, 
line 7, after the word ‘‘thereby,’’ to insert ‘‘or to make or move to 
perfect any homestead entries which are preserved or authorized un- 
der such act.’’ 

On page 1, line 12, after the word “‘land,’’ to insert: 


Provided, That nothing herein shall extend any time or enlarge any rights 
given by such acts to any railroad company. 


vantage of the fair competition between land and water routes of trans- A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 


<9 Mr. DOLPH. I move toconcurinthe amendments. They are un- 
the outlay. I shall be very proud if it shall turn out that Iam one of | jm portant and immaterial and do not alter the effect of the original 


the generation of men who will have the courage to obey this evidert | 4 >. but, if they did, it would be simply affording further protection 
duty imposed upon us by the great powers and resources of wealth and | 
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strength committed to our keeping. If I couldserve in theSenate fora 
century and in every moment could be endued with the wisdom of 
Solomon, I could find no opportunity to bless the people of Alabama so 
greatly as this, which is thrust upon me witha command that I do not 
dare to disobey. 

During the delivery of Mr. MornGAN’s remarks the hour of 12 o’clock 
arrived, when, on the request of Mr. BLAIR and by unanimous consent, 
the regular order was postponed and Mr. MorRGAN allowed to conclude 
his speech. 

Mr. WOLCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to request of 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua a list of the stockholders of the 
company from its organization until now; and that sa‘ committee be also di- 
rected to ascertain, if practicable, whether the work already done in and about 
the Nicaragua Canal has been done by a construction company, and, if it has so 
been done, the name of such company; and,if said work has been done by a 
construction company, that said committee be directed to procure, if practicable, 
copies of all contracts between such canal company and such construction com- 


pany, together with a list of the officers and stockholders of said construction 
company from its organization until now. 


to the Government. It is simply extending the time for persons to file 
on these lands from the time the regulations were sent on to the local 
land office. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 
The amendments were concurred in. 
ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts 
| of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, 
the pending question being on the amendment reported by the Com- 
| mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the present bill is to give the national 
approbation to the policy of eight hours per day for all labor. It is 
not too much to say that a large majority of all the voters and ef all the 
people of the United States labor more than ten hours per day, although 
ten hours has been the rule of a most respectable body of workingmen. 
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The effect of an eight-hour law upon the country and upon individuals 
deserves thoughtful consideration. 


The present stock of food and the total wealth of the world seem | 
to be large, almost boundless, but, were the whole labor of the world | 


altogether to cease, it has been said we should all be in sight of starva- 


tion in less than one year; that within two years many of us would | 


be proud, if able even, to be clothed with a Navajo blanket, and at the 


end of three or four years a large number of our dwellinghouses would | 


be uninhabitable. 

If this iseven approximately true, it discloses the wisdom and mercy 
of the divine command, ‘‘In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread 
tillthou return unto the ground, ’’and also gives some indication of what 
might be the loss to mankind if even one-tifth part of its working force 
or of its productive time should go unemployed. 

Possibly I might not have taxed myself to specially examine the 
whole scope of this bill on the sole question of the millions it undoubt- 
edly proposes to take from the Treasury, large as the amount must be, 
but I am far more concerned by the deep conviction that the measure 
will be found fundamentally wrong both in its inception in 1868 and 
in the amendment now proposed, by which the act is to be resurrected 
from along and troubled sleep, andonly, as I fear, toinflict upon the class 
specially intended to be benefited, as well as upon thecountry at large, 
agrave and possibly anirreparable injury. Unquestionably those who 
now seek for an eight-hour day are sincere, and are entitled to know 
the reasons why it should not be granted. I shall try toset forth some 
of those sincerely entertained by me. 

Surely my distinguished friend the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor can not have forgotten the very elaborate statis- 
tical information furnished at his request by perhaps the most emi- 
nent statistician of ourcountry, and printed in the four-volume report of 
thecommittee. ‘‘The cight-hourday,’’ Mr. Atkinson declared, ‘‘ would 
work in the interest of capital against labor,’’ and conclusively dem- 
onstrated by facts and the cogency of his economical arguments, 
too elaborate for me to here present, that such a law would be perni- 
cious and result to the great disadvantage of labor. Mr. President, 
some theories may be scientifically refuted, but unsound political 
theories often wait for refutation until their consummation brings 
disaster upon their inventors, or, like Trumbull’s muskets, though well 
aimed, 

Bear wide, and kick their owners over. 

And yet the Committee on Education and Labor have, in defiance 
of their most prominent authority, reported this bill and essayed to 
expand it by an amendment which offers an unlimited latitude of ap- 
plication beyond what the original bill proposed. 

We should not be unmindful, if there is constitutional power to reg- 
ulate the hours of daily labor, that the power, whether assumed by 
the nation or by States, would be no less applicable to an increase of 
the hours of labor without any increase of wages than to their diminu- 
tion without any diminution of wages. In a tree country all men who 
labor should stand erect and independent, upon equal ground as to all 
engagements with their emplovers, and demand such wages as they be- 
lieve they can fairly earn, and even combine with their associates and 
refuse to work for less; but should never appear as supplicants asking 
help from any source of power to make conditions relating to personal 
contracts, except to enforce them. The law may properly limit and 
restrict the hours of daily labor for children, but not for adult men, 
certainly not for freemen. 

The power to control wages is an aristocratical tyranny exercised in 


the feudal ages, when, for example, the Parliament of England under | 
Edward III fixed the wages of reapers at 2 pence per day, and com- 


mon carpenters at 2 pence per day. 

In America we should strive to make work honorable and to have 
the opportunities for employment so abundant that every man could 
be independent and accept or refuse any terms offered for services. 
We want to perpetuate a robust, manly race, always ready to contrib- 


ute to the prosperity and honor of their country, and to maintain their | 


own character for freedom and personal independence. 


The law proposing eight hours for a day’s work was passed over | 
twenty-two years ago, but it did not provide that the wages current for | 
a day of ten or more hours should be paid for eight hours, and allof the | 


executive officers of the Government no doubt have been disinclined 


and have not felt authorized in all cases to pay 25 per cent. more than | 


has been the current wages of persons not in the Government service, 
but have paid all that was promised, and never less than the current 


wages for like work and time in the respective localities. No one has | 
been compelled to work more than eight hours per day unless he chose | 
to, nor to work for the Government at all if he objected to the wages | 


offered and paid. 

A bill is now presented, which proposes to pay an additional compen- 
sation to all laborers, workmen, and mechanics for the Government 
from 1868 to 1891, whenever they have worked more than eight hours 


per day, whether by piecework, stint work, task work, or work by the | 


hour, or under a contract, and though they have given receipts in full 
for the same, as was done at the arsenal in Springfield, Mass. Instead 
of a debt overdue, it looks more like asking for an unearned gratuity. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives proposed that 
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it should not be operative where contracts had been made for servi 
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the Senate Committee on Education and Labor seem to believe 
that the violation of contracts is only forbidden to States, but not to 
individuals, and propose to strike this all out Che Supreme Court ot 
the United States, in a case there brought, decided that these men had 
a right to make such contracts, and when made must adhere to them, 

but our Senate committee differ from the Supreme Court 

The bill also proposes, so far as it can asa 
} tablish an eight-hour iaw as a national policy; for, if this bill passes, 
one like it will be sure to reappear hereafter periodically. 
} It has been asserted that the printers at the Government Printing 
Oilice are paid less than the general wages paid elsewhere, and, if so, 
it should be corrected at once. The Government can not afford, and 
should be ashamed, to underpay faithful workmen. 

The act of 1568 was designed by its projector to set an ex imple for 
our several States to follow and enforce, caring little about the excep 
tional places where the juri tion of the National Government might 
be invoked; but the States have not followed the ill-timed and halting 
| example proposed. 


pioneer example, to es- 











No American or foreign State by such a measure 
has yet begun to cripple and diminish its industrial foree and pros- 


perity, and American freemen will not accept a Procrustean regulation 


of their hours ot labor. 


The proclamation of President Grant, M 19, 1569, directed that 
**no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by the Government | 
the day on account of the reduction of the hours of labor 

The accounts were accordingly for the most part settled and paid on 

| this basis. The proclamation was accepted as law. Complaints were 
made, however, of some unadjusted accounts, and in 1872 there was a 
rather lukewarm amendment made to the law of 1868, which pro 


vided for the settlement and payment.ot these accounts arising be 
tween June 25, 136%, and the date of the President’s proclamation, 
May 19, 1869, ‘‘ without reduction on account of the reduction of the 
| hours of labor by said act [of 1863], when it shall be made to appear 


| 





| that such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages,’’ and for this 
purpose a sufficient sum was then appropriated. ‘This limited all 
tlements and payments to one ‘‘ sole cause,’’ and also to the | 


set- 
| rrief pe 

riod named of less than one year after 1868, but made no change of 
| the original law as to its further and future application. 

The general practice of the Government has conformed to the awk 
ward and inconvenient statute of 1868, that is to say, the hoursof labor 
have been limited to eight per day. There is to-day nothing in force 
on this subject to be found in our statutes save the statute of 1868 

| which is wholly silent as to the rates of wages, and thus it appears to 
have fallen into somewhat ‘innocuous desuetude,’’ and should not } 
rehabilitated, unless Congress and the Treasury are prepared to perpet 
uate thesystem and to meet the outlay of paying 25 percent. more forall 
Government service per day—including the past, present, and future 
than has been, is, or will be generally paid elsewhere. ‘ 
of these claims from 1863 to 1891 would cost 1 ions. Secretary 
Whitney estimated the amount that would be required (February 20, 
1888) in the Navy Department alone at $3,000,000. Such a policy 
would largely expand the popular ambition of a :aultitude to serve 
their country, especially of those who wantGovernment employment 
in order to obtain a soft place, where the least working time is required 
with the largest pay. They have a high appreciation of the magical 
economy of Charles Lamb, who, it will be remembered, when often an 
hour late in reaching his place in the morning at the India Office, ex- 
cused himself by saying ‘he would make it up by leaving an hou 
earlier in the afternoon. 

This measure is not asked for nor promoted, so far as I know, by the 
| best workmen, or by those long in the public servic They are con- 
tent with steady employment, with wages promptly paid, and which 
are not less than the maximum wages paid to others throughout the 





e. The settlement 











country for equal skilland service ‘he United States should not set 
| anexample of prodigality which no State, town, or city, can afford to 
follow 


Pass this bill, and most likely 1t will insure the future removal and 
a change of all day labo l { r | 
tional administration. The civil-service law will not protect ther 
and members of Congress will be the instrumentalities. ‘Che practical 
difficulties from the lapse of time in disposing of these remote and mul 
titudinous claims, even if they were equitable, by unending it 
| law, would seem to be too great to justify the experiment. The d 
| cease of some of the claimants might add to the difficult but tl 
bill carefully provides that in such cases paym 


paym 1ad 





heirs, administrators, or executors, 
A skilled workman may have received by ( ent 50 cents an 
hour for ten hours per day, amounting to $5 th which he was then 
satisfied, and now claims that he should h had the full sum f 
eight hours. His attorney will bring suit for one-quarter of 
| hour day in excess, or for each day $1.25 more. Undou 
man has the right to Jimit the time and price of his ow: th 
strain of eight hours in som 3 would be too mucl 
cepts work on other terms and s 3 al pt when paid the 
should he not, as the Supreme Court has decided, honestly 
No injustice will have been done by a refusal of the Senate to 


ece 








2236 





this bill, except that its introduction here may have raised undue ex- 
pectations of a largess that will not be forthcoming. The claimants, it 
is fair to assume, have all received pay equal to what others engaged 
in the same vicinity were receiving for similar work—they knew in 
advance what they were to receive—and few of the claimants would 
have expected any additional compensation, certainly not a lawsuit, 
uninspired by their attorneys. 

The assertion may be made that workmen can do as much work in 
eight hours as in ten, but it would be an evidence of dense stupidity 
in any man to accept this as truth. In along military march any gen- 
eralofficer who should put his army on the double-quick, or on a march 

_of 30 miles a day instead of 24, would soon have a sedentary army, but 

noarmy able for battle. The steamer which runs 20 miles an hour 
instead of 16 adds immensely to the cost of the motive power. The four 
horses of a stagecoach drawing 2) to 3 tons, and daily driven only 10 
or 12 miles but ata high speed, are worn out much sooner than a team 
of four horses drawing 5 or 6 tons daily and driven 20 miles upon a 
walk. The man who drives his horse on a long journey the same dis- 
tance in eight hours for which the natural gait of the horse would have 
required ten hours, will soon learn that he isan ass. Railroads upon 
which the cars are run 40 miles an hour instead of 20almost double the 
cost and wear out in half of the time. In all the conditions of endur- 
ance the human race have no natural superiority, but, if pushed to the 
extreme of their physical strength, will wear out relatively sooner than 
horses or steam engines. 

Laboring men should have seasons of rest and relaxation, not merely 
fractions of a day, not the raveled selvage of the evening and morn- 
ing, and unavailable for any practical use or benefit. Such fragmen- 
tary scraps of time must be mainly unpregnant and wasted, and un- 
likely to be used for either material or mental advantage, or even for 
innocent amusement. For actual rest or for any real increase of 
knowledge longer periods are necessary, to be specially devoted to 
study and investigation, or to travel and healthy recreation, after which 
labor would be resumed with fresh vigor. alacrity, and contentment. 
Reasonable labor with reasonable vacations largely contribute to heart 
and head, to health and happiness. The heavens and the earth and all 
things therein were made, as we are told in sacred Scripture, in six days, 
and the Creator then rested on the seventh day from all His work—not 
an hour or two in the morning and as much more in the evening, but 
a full seventh day of rest, with which the whole Christian world is 
now blessed. 

The testimony of the assistant superintendent of the State, War, and 
Navy Department building shows that in 1871 and 1872 the granite 
cutters of that structure were paid $4.50 per day for eight hours’ work, 
being the same price which private parties were then paying here for 
ten hours’ work. The Government was then and is now compelled to 
erect public buildings here under serious disadvantages; and the citi- 
zens of the capital who contemplate the erection of dwelling or busi- 
ness houses are confronted by the fact that the Government is con- 
stantly outbidding them in its offers for skilled and all other labor. 

Our people from their earliest history have had a national reputa- 
tion unsurpassed for courageous enterprise and industrial activity. 
They were not afraid nor ashamed of hard work, and regarded it as a 
divine blessing and not as a curse. 

If it were possible by law to reduce the usual hours of labor of our 
entire population one-fifth, we should reduce in the same proportion 
our wealth and rank in our annual productions, and the practical effect 
of reducing the hours of labor one-fifth of any class would be much like 
compelling by law those not in the favored class to maintain a stand- 
ing army in absolute idleness equal in numbers to one-fifth of those 
whose hours of labor had been thus abridged. 

We have some natural pride in our past achievements, and it would 
seem to be folly for us to limitand fetter all the future by compelling 
any portion of our people to remain unproductive one-fifth part of their 
hours of labor. 

The wealth and power of a State depend largely upon the full em- 
ployment of all its inhabitants, and upon the use of the best and most 
perfect machinery in all the industries where its useis practicable. The 
machinery of a past generation will not do, but that having all of the 
latest improvements is required to meet home competition. The hours 
of labor have been much reduced by the use of modern machinery. 
Thirty or forty years ago, as Mr. Atkinson says, the hours of labor in 
factories were thirteen to fourteen hours per day, against ten or eleven 
now, while wages have been doubled and prices of products reduced one- 
half. 

I will append a table, furnished to me by Hon. Carroll D. Wright, 
Commissioner of Labor, which shows that the hours of labor per day 
are, in Belgium, from ten and a half to twelve; in France and Ger- 
many, nearly all twelve; in Great Britain, from ten to twelve, and in 
Italy, twelve hours. Yet it is believed that our immigrants from these 
countries, not contented with the shorter ten hours they find as the usual 
custom of America, are among the chief agitators of an eight-hour law, 
although many of them are receiving double the wages they ever betore 
received for a day of twelve hours. True-born, live Americans are not 
hungering for an eight-hour day, but for more work and more pay. 

The eight-hour day would be unequal, unjust, and undemocratic 
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unless it could be made practically to include all mankind, women as 
well as men, and then sterner habits of life, a more frugal diet, coarser 
apparel, and fewer of the general comforts of the present highly civilized 
age would be imposed as the outcome of this latest edict of the New 
World. Ifthe scheme would be wretched tor the whole of our people, 
it would be wretched proportionately for a part. 

The same wages to all laborers and to all kinds of mechanics for eight 
hours of labor as for ten would be destructive of individual merit, of 
all personal distinction, and could not long be endured, and if endured, 
those born to indigence, not being able inabbreviated hours of labor to 
earn more than a bare subsistence, must always remain indigent. 

It may be true that some owners of capital who employ many work- 
men are selfish and so ignorant of their own permanent interests, or so 
unmindful of their duties to their fellow-men, as to treat their workmen 
as merely beasts of burden, useful when they toil, and solely esteemed 
for the profit extracted from their toil. A few capitalists of this sort 
breed general discontent among their employ¢s, but their business 
career in recent times appears inglorious, and is apt to be soon termi- 
nated. Only such as maintain fraternal, reciprocal, and trustful rela- 
tions with their workmen are likely to secure long and lasting pros- 
perity. 

Intelligent workmen must be treated justly and generously, so as 
to give to those who are industrious and frugal some promise of a com- 
fortable home, of the education of their children, and of a future com- 
petence that will in advancing age adhere to them and their families. 
The business relations of employers with their workmen must be of 
that kindly and mutually advantageous nature which will lead them 
to feel an equal pride with the proprietor in turning out good work and 
with the utmost economy. Power to obtain liberal and permanent 
wages can be most surely thus secured. 

We have many American examples of such mutual co-operation— 
some which give besides wages an annual contingent division of prof- 
its—where strikes never interfere with moderate and regular dividends, 
and where great captains of industry not only win both a competence 
and the hearts of those in their service, but also win a broad and en- 
during public reputation. 

The eight-hour scheme, if generally adopted, would separate the 
larger half of workingmen from the smaller half, leaving the latter as 
a decorated and privileged class, mainly housed in large workshops or 
factories, while those bearing the heat and burden of the day, owning 
farms or employed thereon, would not be excused from their ten or 
twelve, and often more, working hours for each day. Obviously the 
hours of agricultural industry can not be inflexibly regulated by law 
any more than the weather. The inconvenience of even a ten hours’ 
limit on the farm, ranch, or plantation is very great, and in time of 
harvesting isseldom demanded or tolerated ; norcan an eight-hour or ten- 
hour limitation be applied and enforced upon railroads, ships, news- 
papers, iron foundries, domestic service, nor in many other occupations 
of life. Much of the work in mining aud iron industries is regulated 
by the ton, and in other branches of labor the wages are largely regu- 
lated by the piece or by measurement; and such methods are generally 
most satisfactory to the employés, for the reason that it gives some 
advantage to the best, the alert, and skilled workmen. 

In the State of Massachusetts alone, it appears by their census of 
1885, there were 146,694 persons who worked by the piece, and 18,333 
persons who were furnished with work athome. Ought any Jaw, can 
any law, prevent men or women from obtaining remunerative em- 
ployment in this manner, and the manner in which they can earn the 
largest compensation? 

Good mechanics and skilled workmen can well afford to be happy 
with the high consideration they everywhere receive in wages, which 
are usually double and orten more than double of what are accorded to 
all other laboring men. If this is not enough then Jet them ask for 
more, but they should not derange and confound the economy of the 
whole world by asking the highest distinction in point of wages and the 
additional distinction of working the shortest time. 

The reduction of the hours of labor, it will be seen upon a careful 
computation, would not include, except under great disadvantages, 
more than a small minority of the whole people. Those engaged in 
agriculture alone perhaps outnumber those employed in all the me- 
chanie arts, and, from the nature of their occupation, they would be 
excluded in the lump. Outside of cities, in the rural districts, me- 
chanics of all trades, who do custom work, do it in all hours of the 
day, or do it by the job, own their own shops, and in the aggregate 
they form a very large and most respectable portion of the artificers and 
skilled workmen of our country. They would not and could not be 
mustered into an eight-hour class, 

Even those for whose special benefit less hours of labor are supposed 
to be sought, should the scheme ever be broadly tried, would suffer 
early and grave disappointment, as their own ranks might soon be so 
overcrowded, by new and eager recruits from other longer hour -classes, 
that they might not all be employed on full time, and when the sup- 
ply of such eight-hour labor should exceed the demand, they would be 
forced to accept of very sharp reductions of wages. With a gateway 
opening to less work and no less pay, the pressure of the nonelected 
outsiders for admission could only be resisted by the exclusion of every 
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new man and of every apprentice that offered his services. Each 
favored trade would combine and become a close corporation with no 
new subscribers. 

The eight-hour scheme would seem to be practically almost exclu- 
sively applicable to the laborers, mechanics, and workmen in cities 
where large numbers are employed in large establishments, and would 
be very detrimental to the country at large, to the rural districts, 
where the farmers and the mechanics are alike both unable and un- 
willing to curtail the working day toeight hours. Its tendency would 
be not only to deter young men from engaging in agricultural pursuits, 





but to leave the home and guidance of their fathers only to increase | 


the world-wide evil of building up cities through the depopulation of 
the country towns, taking some of the best, it is true, but also taking 


all of the ‘‘hoodlums,’’ and the cities might find their increased | 
growth, after all, largely made up from that class of persons who are | 
born tired and seek the least work possible, and to that end would | 


give a pledge of total abstinence from work more resolutely than any 
other. 

The creation of a special class to be at all times and under all cir- 
cumstances exempt by law from some hours of daily labor would ex- 
cite the jealousy and antagonism of the large mass of people not thus 
privileged, or upon whom an eight-hour law would be as unavaila- 
ble and inoperative as the food offered in the fable by the fox to the 
stork. 

With no possible curtailment by farmers of the hours of labor on the 
farm, the farming products might remain substantially undiminished 
in amount, and be sold about as cheaply as ever, while the products of 
those engaged in the eight-hour classes—diminished at least one-fifth 
in amount, so long as the number of the employed remain the same— 


one-fifth, or 20 per cent., as the practical effect would be the same asa 


times seek to increase the prices of their productions. ‘To this result 
the farmers could not be expected to very graciously submit. They 


by the nation or by the States, or of exempting any class from fairly 
earning their daily bread. Scrimping in the measure of labor can no 
more be justified than scrimping in the measure of wages or in the stand- 
ard of money. 


of the world’s annual productions of labor. A curtailment of two hours 
per day would be equivalent toa curtailment of 20 per cent. of the 
productions of all those so employed, whether in machine or hand la- 
bor. This would suddenly impose upon all eight-hour laboring men, 
as well as upon all others, a 20 per cent. reduction of their consump- 
tion, and an equal increase of the cost of all eight-hour made products. 
No more products of American origin would be in the market at any 
price, and none of foreign origin could be had without the displace- 
ment of an equal amount of American origin. If wages for the mo- 
ment remained the same as for longer hours of labor, though more 
likely to be reduced, the eight-hour class would ultimately find the 
cost of living, and many of the ordinary conveniences of life, largely 
increased, and accompanied at last by a decrease of wages. 

With an eight-hour law fixed and accepted as the permanent Ameri- 
can policy, our markets would be open to the invasion of the produc- 
tions of foreign countries, wherelonger hours of labor and less wages 
universally prevail. Ourimports of foreign merchandise would there- 
fore at once be enormously increased, and all exports of eight-hour 
products would necessarily be impossible. Home labor would thus be 
largely suspended and fail to find its former remunerative employment. 
A few millionaires might still live here, no doubt, or they could emi- 
grate; but our plain people who have to make a little go a long way 
could have no choice, and foreign immigrants coming to our country 
would soon find, as would our own people, that faithful industry was 
out of fashion and abolished by law. 

It should be borne in mind that capital, in mostenterprises where 
labor can be employed, is indispensable. But capital is now so abun- 
dant that it sorely competes with itself, and never in the history of 
the world commanded less consideration or a less rate of interest. It 
is a beggar everywhere, asking to be employed. ‘To new ventures, 
promising any permanent returns, however moderate, it hurries with 
the speed of honey bees attracted by the odor of burning honey. But 
capital will always steer clear, if possible, of all ventures where the 
principal is likely to be impaired or lost. No one would accept land 
as a gift, and pay taxes thereon, with labor limited to eight hours per 
day. Nor would any man now open a granite or marble quarry, build 
railroads, or establish a factory for iron, steel, woolen, cotton, silk, or 
flax manufactures on the basis of eight hours for a full day’s work and 
a full day’s pay. The capital and the machinery ordained to be idle 
sixteen hours of the day, or two-thirds of the time, would bring swift 
ruin upon the owners. 

Enterprises of pith and moment require the union of much capital 
with much labor, and when separated, like separated bladesof Shears, 
their great power disappears. They must work together harmoniously 
or the times wil! be out of joint. Capital in modern days has become 











abundant, in fact so cheap as no longer to hold the highest place of | in the hive, ‘‘Fly swifter round, ye wheels of time,” 


honor, but is everywhere a supplicant for a place of safety. To pre- 
serve even its diminished value it is forced to be wary and overscru- 
pulous, lest by any new venture it may, like the dog in the fable, only 
grasp a shadow and lose all. 

It has experienced so many disastrous and melancholy failures of the 
best laid plans and unprofitable experiments that it is no longer bold, 
and can only be tempted from its hiding places by a prima facie guar- 
anty against loss and a probable assurance of some gain. The plant 
and the machinery of industrial establishments are fixed capital, and 
dead unless used and waked into life by labor, and the amount in- 
vested remains the same whether idle or protitably employed. If per- 
manently idle, the result is a permanent loss, or, if not employed on 
full time, the income and the wage fund must be proportionately di- 
minished. 

It is claimed that where the present general ten-hour standard for 
labor prevails only those industrial establishments guided by stringent 
economy, by skill and good judgment, survive and are able to make 
any returns to theirowners. If, therefore, capital thus invested should 
only be actively employed for eight hours instead of ten, with the cost 
of product increased through the increased cost of labor, there would 
be a very limited embarkation of fresh capital in the extension of home 


| enterprises, but rather a general retreat and curtailment of a large share 


of that already embarked. 

The bill invites many thousands of persons to enter a lawsuit against 
the United States for their claims in the Court of Claims, with the 
right to appeal to the Supreme Court. It is also provided that attor- 
neys may receive 5 per cent. of the sums collected, and it is made un- 


| lawful to demand more, but no penalty is attached to any bargain for 


ue, , L | or to a voluntary payment of larger fees. 
would rise in price not less, and probably more, than the equal ratio of | 


If the Committee on Education and Labor supposed this bill would 


: q ent ‘ | impose only a light burden upon the Court of Claims or on the Snpreme 
general limitation of time and production, a method employers some- | 


Court of the United States, and only a light burden upon the Treasury 
they are prodigiously mistaken. It would hardly be possible to cor- 


, ae : i | rectly estimate the aggregate amount that would be required to be 
will forever object to the building up ofa class at their expense, whether | 


paid out of the Treasury if the bill should now pass. 
It would cover all work done by any laborer, workman, or mechanic 


| employed by the day, by the hour, or by the piece, or by the job, or 
| by contract on all public buildings here or elsewhere; and few of these 
| buildings have ever been completed without more or less of the work be- 
Laboring men, it has been fairly computed, consume seven-eighths | 


ingdone by theday. It would include much of the laborin all of our 
navy yards and naval stations, as well as that of our arsenals and ar- 
mories, customhouses, post offices, the Ordnance Bureau, Provisions and 
Clothing Bureau, the Military Academy, the Naval Academy, the 
Quartermaster’s Department, and the Corps of Engineers of the War 
Department, including work on the Mississippi River, as wellas repairsof 
allkinds. Inthe aggregate thousands of laborers and mechanics have 
been annually employed in these various places and always must be. 
The sum total of these claims could not fail to amount to many mil 
lions. 

No matter how much has been received, where claimants have worked 
ten hours instead of eight their claim would be for 25 per cent. more, 
and where employed twelve hours instead of eight the claim would 
be for 50 per cent. more. Those working by the hour or piece would 
not be apt to limit their time. The cost of public buildings and of 
naval vessels, of all repairs, and of the Army in the field would have 
to be recomputed, and additions made to the cost of nearly all branches 
of the public expenditure. The amount that will now be required to 
settle and pay this long array of accounts on a moderate estimate will 
not fall short of from eight to ten million dollars. 

The proof of these claims must mainly rest on the ex parle statement 
of the claimants themselves. Other witnesses would have to be paid 
by the United States. The change or removal of officers and superin- 
tendents would make it extremely expensive, perhaps impossible, for 
the Government to rebut any testimony that might be offered. and the 
attempt of the Court of Claims here to investigate the facts, for exam- 
ple, of any case in Boston, San Francisco, New Orleans, or in the In- 


| dian territories, would involve not only great expense but much doubt, 


and result in nothing certain except the preliminary and final cost to 
the Government. 

Labor-saving implements and machinery have already shortened 
the hours of labor and greatly diminished its burdens; and my sym- 
pathies, from boyhood to old age, have been enlisted in favor of all 
measures that would better the condition of laboring men by giving 
them employmentand higher rewards, greater comforts of life, and more 
leisure time for education, improvement, for books, newspapers, maga- 
zines, and for rest; but my sincere belief is that eight hours a day, to 
be prescribed by a compulsory law for all workingmen, would be dis- 
astrous to their highest interests and welfare. For some the hours 
mfght be too many and for others too few, varying according to their 
age, health, strength, or other circumstances. 

Any general law or inflexible rule would usurp the place of free will 
and of personal independence, and leave the active, nimble workman 
of uo more value than the dullest sluggard. The ambition to excel 
where all are to measured by the town clock and paid accordingly 
would be dormant and voiceless, except by the prayer of all the drones 
and bring eight 
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ynspicuous would grow dim and soon disappear. 
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tity and poorer in quality. 

New houses, house furniture, farming tools, and the main necessa- 


ries of life would be increased in cost, while the burden would chiefly 
rest upon the laboring class, a class that would be compelled to do 
with less or with inferior comforts and conveniences. No more would 
decennial statistics show that the industrial prosperity and wealth of 
(merica—founded on the traditions and habits of our fathers—eclipse 


the progress of all ancient and modern nations, 

This bill can not assume any shape,as it seems to me, which should 
command the favor of the Senate; and if any motion shall be made to 
postpone it until the 5th day of March next, I shall feel bound to vote 
for the motion 


APPENDIX. 
vr day of employés in certain industries in the countries specified, 


Furnished by the Commissioner of Labor.]} 


Hours of labor per day in— 


Industries 
Great 








Belgium. France. | Germany. Britain. | Italy. 

! 
| 

Pig iron..... is 12 12 | 12 

Bar iron 10 Ee Iesieibscdaasmcnn 12 

Steel ingots 10 BE  fictcsnunéanvcorer } 12 |. 

Steel plates _— . _ Jeoccccccces covcese 12 |.. 

| ee 10} | 12 | | 12 12 

Cast nails.... sreistdtinibariansh nentimmmniaesndand sinediniaedimeetanneninds i 10 }.. 

Bross castings............. won scteiciiedibedabactiniaediacaa | } 

Coal, coke, andiron ore 12 | 12 l0and 12 

Buttons........ hewn ian — 

TAEDA FTE ceric scocnsticonnes|overssssiconnnsens EE 

Cotton goods 11 | 12 | 

I sicinccietimminnnininentasnnsnemabienins Edennitiaywerkeninas ! peau 

Woolen goods © sesunonepuphbnesinieiebondetibl 

Linen yarn one Shiemnchipneaaphitenind pamdaanaenebenauainds 

Linen goods 12) 


aOn Saturdays, employés work only 6} hours. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do notintend to occupy the time 
of the Senate at any length in the discussion of this question, but I 
have been of the opinion for many years that it was for the advantage 
of the country to reduce the hours of labor. 

I believe the time is not far distant when it will be unnecessary for 
laboring men to work even as much as eight hoursa day. The prog- 
ress of the world for the last thirty or forty years has shown conclu- 
sively that man was doing too much drudgery and not enough think- 
ing. Four millions of slaves were emancipated in this country, since 
which time the genius of the American people has invented machinery 
which can perform labor equal to the manual labor of more than one 
hundred million men. 

‘What we want and what we are gradually marching towards isa 
higher grade of labor whereby we can use the forces of nature to ac- 
complish the drudgery which man has been compelled to do, and which 
was heretofore accepted as his inevitable destiny. Now any intelli- 
gent mechanic or artisan can in a few hours with the aid of machinery 
accomplish as much as hundreds of men could by manual labor in 
months and perhaps years. In order to accomplish this, if we can 
safely limit the hours of labor at present to eight hours, we shall lib- 
erate many men by giving them time to invent, to think, to become 
educated in their various avocations. It is the mechanic, the man who 
works with his hands, who discovers new modesof accomplishing great 
results by machinery; but if you impose upon him such continuous 
labor that he must occupy every moment left to him in:sleep, with no 
time for reflection and no time for invention, you continue to impose 
upon him burdens that should be borne by machinery and by other 
animals than man. 

I believe, as I said here more than twenty years ago, that any man 
will accomplish more labor by working eight hours a day than he can 
by working a longer period; if you measure it by his lifetime vastly 
more, and I doubt very much whether he will not accomplish as much 
in a given day. I have seen a great deal of work done by the eight- 
hoursystem in mining, and it wasascertained that in eight hours men ac- 
complished as much as they didin ten or in twelve hours. They would 
certainly for a period of six months at least, because they would be 
more vigorous. Any man can expend his energy sufficiently in eight 
hours to require rest, and he will accomplish as much in those eight 
hours as he will if you drag him along through a longer period and 
destroy his faculties by not giving him time each day to recuperate. 

The eight-hour law was passed in good faith by those who believed 
init. Iam sorry to say that its purposes have been thwarted by offi- 
cials of the Government, who did not understand the objects for which 
it was passed, who were not laboring men themselves, and who did 
not realize the necessity for rest from manual labor. I am glad the 
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merged in the masses of some trade, and count only as | of his career. 
ip] The industrial products of our country would be less in quan- | the people is to leave us so soon, but I have no doubt he will return 
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The emivence among American artists heretofore | Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] is at this time pressing 


this bill. If it shall become a law, it will certainly be a crowning act 


I am sorry that a man sothoroughly in sympathy with 


again. I like to see men have some heart and some sympathy with 
the people. 

A very little observation will satisfy anybody that everything can 
be accomplished in the way of daily labor in eight hours. There is no 
scarcity of laborers. The great trouble is that they can not all be em- 
ployed now even eight hours, and people are suffering and starving in 
this land of plenty for want of employment and for want of the oppor- 
tunity to labor for their bread. 

Why should capital, why should anybody, desire to impose upon 
those who labor such tasks as will keep them from becoming intelligent 
citizens, keep them from educating themselves, and prevent them from 
inventing and applying the processes of nature to machinery, thereby 
relieving and elevating mankind? I think the opposition to the eight- 
hour law everywhere is unwise and will produce no good. The capi- 
talist is not benefited by having longer hours of labor. On the con- 
trary, he is injured by depriving the people of sufficient opportunity 
to inform themselves and to learn how to labor, so as to enable him to 
get a better class of labor. 

It is from the laboring classes, from the machinists, that we have 
nearly all this inventive progress and discovery. Very few inventions 
have been suggested by others. If others have made inventions, they 
received the suggestion in the first instance from operatives with 
whom they talked. Others may get the patents, but it is the practi- 
cal operative who had the labor to do himself who has seen the way 
and suggested the way to find machinery to do the work. 

If there are more laborers than there is labor to be had for, then 
why require those who do labor to continue in service so long that they 
can not have the ordinary opportunities for improvement, for rest, and 
for enjoyment? I think there is nothing more injurious to the prog- 
ress of society than long hours of labor. 

That has been my opinion for more than a quarter of a century, and 
I express it again here and bear my testimony to the truth of the prop- 
osition contended for by the laborers, that sufficient labor can be per- 
formed, all the work necessary in this country can be performed, by 
workmen laboring eight hours a day. By having no longer hours, 
they will have more leisure for cultivating themselves and making 
themselves competent to fill the responsible position of citizenship 
which tkey are called upon in this country to fill. They are the rulers 
of this country. They should have some time to inform themselves, 
to read the newspapers, to study the questions that tend to promote 
the material interests of the country, and if you impose upon thema 
slavery of ten hours a day there is very little time left for them to 
understand the complicated machinery of the Government under which 
we live. To shorten the hours of labor is to give the people an oppor- 
tunity to educate themselves. I would educate them. I would aid 
education everywhere and I would take off every burden that limits 
their opportunities to educate themselves and enjoy their share of the 
blessings of our free Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment reported by the committee, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, page 4, line 46, after the word ‘“‘ at- 
torney,’’ it is proposed to strike out the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 


under any contract, express or implied,and has been paid therefor the amount 
agreed upon. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to vote for this bill as it 
passed the House of Representatives. I believe asa rule that eight 
hours is sufficient work for any man to perform in the ordinary ocen- 
pations of life. There are some employments, however, where it is 
necessary to work more than eight hours. On the farm, in seasons of 
harvest, every careful farmer will work a good many more hours than 
eight. 

The last proviso I consider a very important part of the bill, and I 
think it was properly inserted by the House of Representatives. Why 
should we deny toa laborer the right to contract for nine, ten, or 
eleven hours if he chooses todo so? Many laboring men would prefer 
to do so in order to add to their compensation. Ifa man enters into 
an agreement of that kind that agreement is binding upon him, and 
I do not know any reason why the United States should step in where 
a man has contracted to work more than eight hours and deny him the 
right to contract as he pleases. I think every laboring man has that 
right as one of the fundamental rights of human nature. Every man 
can make a law unto himself in that respect. We prescribe the general 
rule of eight hours as a day’s labor, and in prescribing that rule we fix 
the law of contract in the absence of other contracts; but we ought not 
to deny the laboring man, the professional man, the preacher, or any 
one else the right to work as many hours as he chooses. The last pro- 
viso to the bill seems to me eminently just. 











1891. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





If laborers in any employment of life, engaged in public works with 
contractors or with the Government itself, agreed to work more than 
eight hours and have received pay for more than eight hours in pur- 
suance of the contract, why should we step in and set aside that con 
tract? Why should we revoke a contract which has been made be- 
tween the employer and employé and say that he shall have more 
money although he has contracted for less? If he has contracted to 
work nine hours and if he has worked nine hours a day under that con- 
tract, why should he be paid for one day and one-ninth of a day in ad- 
dition? 
agreement, why should that be called in question” 

“It seems to me the House of Representatives has passed an excellent 
bill. It recognizes the general principle which has been adopted uot 
only in this country but in other countries of eight hours as a day's 
labor. 


We should not deny to the laborer the same right that is ex- | 


| 


Suppose he has been paid for his nine hours according to the | 


tended to every corporation and to every person in any other kind of | 


employment to work more hours if he chooses in order to earn more. 
When contracts have been based on nine hours and ten hours, and 
that is distinctly understood by the workman and by the employer, 
why should not such contracts be observed ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. There would be no doubt whatever, I should think, 
that where the laborer enters into a contract to work eight hours or to 
work more than eight hours, if it is a voluntary contract, it ought to 
be enforced and he ought to be bound by it; but as I understand this 
proviso it practically kills the bill, because a distinction ought to be 
drawn between contracts which are voluntary and contracts which are 
entered into practically under duress. 

The rule was for an eight-hour day, and the declaration of the Pres- 
ident was that where a man worked eight hours he should be entitled 
to pay for aday. As I understand, executive officers of the Govern- 
ment, violating the spirit of the law, required men, as a condition of 
having employment from the Government, to enter into contracts which 
really violated the eight-hour law. Does the Senator hold a man bound 
by a contract of that kind? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no such pretense set up in this proviso. 
Let me read it: 

Provided further, That thisact shall not be operative whenever the court shall 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 


under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount 
agreed upon. : 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes, but that is the precise question. Suppose a 
mal was in the employ of the Government, and an oflicer of the Gov- 
ernment said to him, *‘ You shall have no further employment unless 
you agree, notwithstanding Congress has declared for an eight-hour day, 
that you wili work ten hours a day for so much pay.’’ He will be pre- 
cluded by this amendment from recovering the excess. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the thing here provided for. 
provided that where a contract is made 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does tbe Senator from Ohio gield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not until I get through. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the very case I put, the man did enter into a 
contract that he would work ten hours, if you please, for so much pay, 
and the very point in the bill, as I understand it, is that he was under 
duress, that he was obliged to enter into that contract under penalty 
of losing employment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answerthat. If this bill applied to a case 
where aman had been compelled under duress to work more than 
eight hours a day that would be quite a.different thing. 
vision only extends to those cases where a contract, which means an 
agreement between two parties, has been made and has been faithfully 
observed by the contractor. In such a case why should the man re- 
ceive more than he himself agreed to take? Is it the intention to de- 


It is 





clare that a personal contract between two individuals to work more | 


than eight hours a day shall be null and void? That is not the in- 
tention. The intention is simply to define a day’s labor to be eight 
hours, and in the absence of a contract the laborer would be entitled 
to a day’s pay for eight hours’ labor. Suppose he goes on and makes 


is bat an agreement between two persons competent to contract—why, 
having made such a contract—— 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Let me finish the sentence. 
ing made such a contract, not be allowed to execute it in good faith ? 
Why should the contractor, who contracts and probably bases upon the 


This pro- 
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labor more than eight hours a day | tress, that ntract 1 
duress, and the contract therefore is ] tically void at the cor ’ 
law; a promise or agreement und ta t 
Mr. SPOONER There are I ids of I 1 ess 
Whit ition is not the du i 
What ved in that expression at the law 
| threat of prosecution, threat of harm, « l t 
fer to that duress which is quite as powerlu its motive upon a man 
} and in gov i his action, but which l ill within the d 
nition of the legal term ‘‘ duress.’ L manap}] to the Govern 
if the Senator will pardon me a moment; | kuow Senator does not 
like to be interrupted 
Mr. SHERMAN. Lam willing to be interrupted, but ; I desire 
to say is that I want to stand by the right of the la 
well as every other man making a contract or agreement between hit 
self and anybody else, whether it is eight hours, or ten hours, or tv ve 
hours, or twenty-four hours in a ca of extreme necessity. 
Mr. SPOONER. So do I. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let him make his own contract. The laboring 
men of our country are intelligent men. They are not under duress 
in the sense in which the Senator from Wisconsin speaks. They may 
be induced by the wants of their families, by the cries of children, and 
by many other reasons to work longer thaneight hoursa day; and when 
they enter into such a contract, being competent parties to a contract, 
being sensible, independent men, why should they not perfprm that 
contract: and when they have received pay in accordance with such a 
contract, express or implied, why should we step in and say they are 
not competent to contract, that the laboring man in this country is not 
an independent man, but he isunderduress? I deny it. The labor- 
ing men of thiscountry are not under duress They know how to con- 
tract. They generally stipulate forthe terms and the number of hours, 
and in some cases they stipulate to work for more than eight hours. 
They do it because they get an advantage by it; they get more pay. 
But in the absence of an agreement, express or implied, then eight 
hours is a day’s labor; and that is right, because that is enough, I 
think, for any man to labor at hard work, such asis performed in the 
shops or in the manufacturing establishments. If he chooses to make 
a contract he ought not to be allowed to come in or be forced to come 
inand demand additional pay in violation of his own contract and his 
own stipulation. 

The laboring men of this country are not under that kind of duress, 
They are insome countries under duress from the necessities of the case, 
but our laboring people are notso. They know how to make contract 
They make them with as independent a spirit as the capitalist, or the 
contractor, or any one else. Therefore I think this provision of the 
House iseminently proper. In the absence of a contract eight hours is 
day’s labor. The contract varies, the rule depending upon the will oi 
the contracting parties, competent to contract. If theSenator wants to 
provide for the case he puts where a man is compelled by duress, « 
any representations, or by any show of force, or even by solicitation to 
work longer than that, and the party does not agree to it, then asa 
matter of course he ought to have one day’s wages for eight hours’ work; 
but when he agrees and stipulates to the contrary, why should he be 
compelled to violate his contract? I do 
not think there is anything in it except probably some slight shade of 
demagogism 

Mr. COCKRELL. A very deep shade. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The workmen oi this 
willing to make their own contracts 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio stands in the 


hat is the substance of it. 


country are capable and 


| original records of the debate on the passage of this law as opposed to 


it, and as aiming to secure an amendment to its provisions by which a 


| reduction in the hours of labor should be accompanied by a corre- 


| sponding reduction in the compensation 
| and the amendment rejected. 


| 


ors outside. 


Why should he, hav- | 


idea that it might be the desire of the workmen to work longer than | 


eight hours and he has stipulated for the price accordingly, or after the 


work has been done and the contract completed by both parties, without | 


any objection, without any complaint of duress, why should the Gov- 
ernment be required to pay for that labor overagain? If the Senator 
wishes to provide for the case if the court should find that the contract 
was made under duress, that is quite a different thing, but there is no 
provision of that kind. I think myself that if a man is compelled to 


| which reported the bill whether I unde 


, which was debated extensively 


So at the time there was evidence that 
the intent of the Senate and of Congress as to the entire bill was to pay 
for the eight hours at the same rate of compensation as the ordinary 


| day’s work. 


It should be borne in mind that this bill has no reference to contract- 
It has no reference to what may be done in the future. 


| It has no reference to anything that has been done in the past, except 
a contract, express or implied, makes an agreement—for that contract | 


that which bas been transacted between the Government of the United 
States and these Jaborers, workmen, and mechanics hitherto. As a 





matter of fact it covers only about four years of time out of the whole 
twenty-three nearly that have elapsed since the origin ent of 
law, and of those four years time only extra compensa ne two 


hours labor per day, for the extra labor performed during those four 
years beyond the eight hours performed in accordance with law. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
stand him to say that its pro- 
visions do not apply to those who have worked for independent con 
tractors on Government work. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly not 

Mr. GRAY. It applies only to those who have worked directly—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Directly for the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Under the direction of its ministerial oflicers. 
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Mr. BLAIR. In 4th Otto that question was raised. 
Mr. GRAY. I asked for information merely. 


Mr. BLAIR. In 6th Otto (96 United States Reports) is reported the 
case of the United States vs. Driscoll. Judge Swayne delivered the 


opinion of the court. I will read simply the syllabus: 
A contracted to cut, furnish, and deliver in Washington City, at specified rates, 


granite to the United States, at such times as it might require, and to furnish 
such number of men as it might deem pecessary to the proper prosecution of 
the work. The full cost of their labor, increased by 15 per cent., was also to be 
paid to him by the United States. For every day that he wasin default he was 


to forfeit and pay $100, 


The case arose on a demand by one of these laboring men who had 
thus been employed by the contractor, who was supervised directly by 
an agent of the United States, the whole being an effort to evade the 


law, but which the working people thought had failed toevade it; and 
so one of them brought this suit for the extra labor which he had per- 


formed under employment by this contractor in doing work for the 
United States thus supervised by an agent of the United States. The 


court held that there was no privity between the United States and 
the men employed by the contractor in the-execution of his contract. 
That cat away a very large part of the good which the laboring peo- 
ple of this country expected to realize from the enactment of the 
law, because as soon as the law was enacted the officers of the Gov- 
ernment forthwith began to let out work largely by the job to contract- 
ors. The contractors hired the men, and in order that the business 
might still be practically supervised and done by the Government, it 
was provided that the contractor should have 15 per cent. extra for per- 
forming the work beyond his contract, for supervising it; and then 
there was a Government supervisor besides. 

Thus the laboring people were thrown into a relation of privity by 
contract with the contractor, and the Government evaded the payment 
for the extra labor rendered. The contractors worked the men eight, 
ten, twelve, or fourteen hours, as they saw fit, and one of them brought 
this suit in the case which I have alluded to and where all the facts 
are given in conformity with the statement which I have made. 

So all that outside work, which is the great mass of the work done 
by the Government now, that done by job upon public buildings, that 
done wherever there is no direct relation or privity between the laborer 
and the Government itself, as in the Department work—all that sort 
of work is outside the provisions of the law, and everything else is 
outside of the provisions of the law, excepting so much as has already 
been actually performed. It does not relate to the future at all, and 
it only relates to the work that has been done in the past directly for 
the Government in the way that I mentioned. It only relates to the 
extra time during about four years, and that is all. 

The law was enacted in 1868. It was promptly violated. In 1869 
President Grant issued his proclamation setting forth the fact of the 
violation of the law by the executive officers of the Government and 
demanding compliance with it; but there were about nine months dur- 
ing which the law had been violated. From that date—and I wish 
the Senate to get these dates, because it is important in connection with 
the elaborate speech of the Senator from Vermont—from the date of 
that proclamation in 1869 to 1872 the law was enforced under the 
Administration of General Grant, so none of these claims arose during 
that period of time; but the arrears due these men during the period 
covered by Grant’s proclamation, about nine months, had never been 
paid. 

Thereupon Congress passed a law ordering those arrears to be paid 
during that period of time, which was all that was then unpaid, and 
that law, not modified until the present time, necessarily construed 
that statute in the sense of the proclamation. So the man who ren- 
dered the eight hours’ work for the Government by the act of the Gov- 
ernment itself in ordering those arrears to be paid and providing for 
their payment is entitled by legislative construction to his full day’s pay 
for his eight hours’ work. So it is pretty late to say now, or to argue 
as did the Senator from Vermont, that it is wrong to pay these men 
although they have performed this extra labor. 

As I was saying in my brief opening statement, the law continued 
to be enforced from Grant’s proclamation until the administration of 
Hayes. Eight hours’ work brought full payment forafullday. From 
i877 to 1883, under Hayes’s Administration and Arthur’s Administra- 
tion, during six months of the year these men were compelled and 
forced to sign written agreements in order to be employed at all, and 
they were compelled to work ten hours instead of eight for those eight 
years, and reducing the time to full years, as it was only six months 
each year, they were thus performing extra labor for two hours each 
day for four years. 

Then attention was called to the abuse, and by orders from Secretary 
Lincoln and Secretary Chandler the law was again enforced in those 
two Departments. I do not mean to say that during the period cov- 
ered by the administration of President Hayes and President Arthur 
in all the Departments everywhere in the country the extra labor was 
exacted for the ordinary pay for the day’s work, but in the War De- 
partment and in the Navy Department that was the rule, and perhaps 
it was to some extent outside, Since the time of Lincoln and Chand- 
ler the law has been enforced as we now ask it to be enforced. 

So, probably at least nine-tenths of the labor that has been per- 










formed for the Government during these twenty-two or twenty-three 

years has actually been paid a full day’s compensation for eight hours’ 

work, and it is only a little driblet that lies beyond which this bill 
covers. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator referred to the Administration of Mr. 
Arthur. I should like to say to the Senator that so far as the Interior 
Department was concerned the workmen were required to work eight 
hours per day and they received full pay forit. While I was Secretary 
of the Interior I found a statute which I supposed in my ignorance it 
was my duty to observe like anybody else. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thank the Senator for that statement, and it con- 
firms what I understand to be the fact, that the violation of the law 
during those two administrations was almost wholly in the War and 
the Navy Departments. Itis only practically for those men that com- 
pensation can be recovered under this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator state at this 
stage the probable amount involved in this proposed enactment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Yesterday, in reply toa similar question, I stated that 
I was unable to give what I thought to be reliable information. The 
best evidence that has been obtained and which was laid before the 
committee when the original report was draughted (and I understand the 
investigation of the House of Representatives led to precisely the same 
result) was that the amount called for under this bill was some $1,- 
260,000. Isaid yesterday that I thought that probably it would ex- 
ceed that amount. I am always very wary about estimates of what 
claims against the Government will actually aggregate. Our pension 
estimates are apt to be on the rosy side, and the result is a larger pay- 
ment than we anticipated when we have enacted laws; and I have al- 
ways made it a point to be pretty careful what I guessed as to those 
things. Generally I have guessed a little too high, I have noticed, 
whilst everybody else has gone the other way. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me answer the Senator from Iowa and then I will 
hear the Senator from Texas. I find among my papers a statement 
which did not occur to my mind yesterday, which was furnished in 
the Fiftieth Congftss, and which purports to be taken from the Official 
Register of the United States. I made use of it in a former debate, but 
at the moment it escaped my mind when I answered the Senator from 
New Jersey that I thought that $1,260,000 would not cover the entire 
amount of these claims. I will read the statement: 

Statement showing the number of mechanics, workmen, and laborers in the 
several States entitled to back pay under the eight-hour law and under the 
provisions of Senate bill No. 405 and House bill 1539 of the Fiftieth Congress as 
appears by the Official Register of the United States. 

Alabama— 

And every Senator will be interested in this, for these men are in 

every State of the Union, I think— 


A in) citctcessdainnensnnrisinns . 649 | Missouri ... ae 353 
Arkansas. 94 | Nebraska .. 






















California ... . 1,090 | New Hampshire. 356 
I xc ccnsinnecsendensvesss one 64 | New Jersey ..... 157 
BOER TIRED oc exccrsssvecsesvesccesecceeave soso 58 | New York .......... ines 2, 521 
OS Ee arene 230 
ERTIIO issn. sencncncternecserssonntacsonsseipe SEND. | SUNN excoseese cnavenitovosscnssepemictonnesen 143 
STN 1 iuitunccinisbenunawentinneseeinsies: “aE EINER sdndaieins dheceiideuniepemniseseatsenen 265 
Indiana ...... saennianneneansinatenetanrintte DOT 1 ORI, vrcice vecicnectchscnenesnnncs 28 
ER EES: Be FE NUNN ass sccctncvenssinnsornenesss 62 
II. ccnintsecusitnenenese. «eicestnpounebnes A ee 55 
EE a I PIII oi cicabicsandiconeentitinesneapers 2 
DBNIRRD cccccccccevecveveccesevonccnsensseos «6S IED ocsceusssie 

BITIAD cnnassreresnnesepnvecssesesoccases ... 979 | Virginia 

Maryland ......... RE SOD W MNIIID neicssiesscrsiessseceismnens 332 
Massachusetts 988 IN sik siininicasnivassiocesouechusaniaiinn 222 
Michigan.... 257 | oe 
Minnesota . . 43} CIE CRD cccisccitie ns me 
Mississippi. - 170| 


Now, that would seem to be, as to the number of claimants, as nearly 
official as anything that could be obtained. Even allowing every one 
of these claimants to work the full period, at the outside they could 
cover only four years. It is not at all probable that these men worked 
upon an average of more than half that period of time, and it would 
be perfectly just and fair in miking this estimate to take the number of 
men at one-half this aggregate, which we will call in round numbers 
15,000. Suppose that 7,500 men worked for the Government four years 
and were to be paid for one-fifth their time extra, then we should have 
what seems to me an honest and a well-rounded outside basis of calcula- 
tion. But I have taken the full number for the whole four,years, and 
I find that during that time, giving three hundred working days a year 
(and that must cover the whole period, for the Sundays out will only 
leave about three hundred and twelve, and then the holidays, so that 
three hundred must cover the entire time), we would have three hun- 
dred times fifteen thousand, which makes four million five hundred 
thousand days’ work in the whole period of time performed by these 
men. 

This takes in all of the Departments; but I do not know how that 
may be. These are laborers, workmen, and mechanics. The skilled 
laborers sometimes receive $2.50 $3, $3.50, and $4 a day. Possibly 
there may be now and then a man who gets a little more than $4; but, 
on the other hand, the laborers and the ordinary workmen get a very 
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much smaller amount; and it seemed to me thatif we gave to each one 
of these 40 cents extra to be paid by the Government under this bill it 
would be a fair basis of computation; aud upon that basis the entire 
demand against the Government under this bill would be $1,800,000. 
It seems to me that that is a very liberal basis of the estimate, and 
from the best information that I can get I do not see how the claims 
against the Government can possibly aggregate more than $1,500,000 
or $2,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the former Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whit- 
ney, estimated that in his Department alone the amount would be 
$3,000, 000. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know the basis of his estimate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itlooks as though it had been very carefully pre- 
pared. 


Mr. BLAIR. Let us see what Mr. Whitney says: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 20, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of an attested copy of a 
resolution submitted to the House of Representatives by Mr. O'Neill, from 
the Committee on Labor, and adopted on the 16th instant, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, the Postmaster-General, and the 
Attorney-General be, and they are hereby, requested to inform the House what 
amounts are deemed necessary to pay the claims arising in their respective De- 
partments under the provisions of a bill now pending in the House entitled (H. 
R. 1322) ‘ Providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers and mechan- 
icsarising under the eight-hour law’ should said bill become a law.”’ 

From an examination of H.R. bill 1322 it is found that it covers almost the 


Jaw 


same ground as H. R. 996, introduced by Mr. DinGLey January 5, 1586. 


On the 16th of February, 1886, the chairman of the Committee on Claims, House | 


of Representatives, applied to the Navy Department to be furnished with an 
approximate estimate of the amount that would be required to pay the claims 
of navy-yard employés for overtime under the eight-hour law, under the pro- 
visions of H. R. bill 996, from July 1, 1877, to December, 1883, and was informed, 
in reply, that estimating on the pay rolls on file in the several bureaus of the 
Department, it would require about $3,000,000 for the purpose. 
The estimates of the several bureaus of the Department were as follows: 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: 
NSVH FOE, POTCIMOUE, NH. Boi. cccce cccscccscccccccescscssessscocevcsesscesence 
Boston, Mass......... - 
New York,N.Y 
League Isiand, Pa.... 
Washington, D. C....... 
Norfolk, Va........... 
Pensacola, Fla.... 













81, 385. 47 





Mare Island, Cal............. . 246, 818. 66 

Naval station, New London, Conn.............cccccesssseevseee ° 11,059. 39 
Gackett’s Harbor, IW. WY ....cocccoseseccossesss 1, 112, 43 

BN I Sia oaiiddicpnaeads canscuenewabinnesevubebedcevandenett 3, 993. 40 





1, 027, 672. 04 








Speak OE Pee BIN CRI ooo: icccene veces ccccen cos cncecdossessnncsee 50, 100.00 
Bares OF PGMA RG Reccccressscvecersscccccess+0s esccnereess-ccecescnsconese « 125,000.00 
Bureau of Steam Engineering....... 560, 000, 00 
Bureats of Comstrachon GN MONA ......ccseccocsccesscsocscees covcoccsscvcscecusees 992, 593. 00 
Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting. .............cccccecsecee coven teeeeeee avian 200, 000. 00 


Bureau of Navigation and Naval Academy........... ..cccccc00 cee ceeeeeeeeeee 


44, 635. 00 
3, 000, 000, 04 

This estimate of $3,090,000.04, under bill H. R. 996, will apply to bill H. R. 
1322, but it is nothing more than an approximate one, as the actual amount that 
would be required can not be ascertained without a careful examination of all 








the bimonthly pay rolls of each of the United States navy yards from July, | 


1877, to December, 1883, as will appear from the following extract from a letter 
received by the Department, we date of March 9, 1886, from the Fourth Au- 
ditor of the Treasury, in reply to one addressed to him on that subject: 

‘The preparation of adetailed statement showing what amount would be due 
each claimant under the bill (H. R. 996) is impracticable. It would involve the 
careful examination of every bimonthly pay roll of each of the United States 
navy yards from July, 1877, to December, 1883, and a separate computation in 
each case of the thousands of men employed. With the clerical force now at 
the disposition of this office no result could be reached in time to report to the 
present session of Congress, and, evenif practicable, such a report would neces- 
sarily be erroneous, if compiled from the pay rolls alone. 
tion can only be made by the aid of the time books of the several yards.”’ 

Very respectfully, 
W. C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


That shows for itself that it isan estimate without any adequate data 
to go upon. 
men actually employed as shown by the Official Register. 

The other Secretary would have been the Secretary of War, andthe 
work done in that way in his Department alone would have been of 
course very slight comparatively, alittle work at Springfield and alittle 
at Rock Island. 


Mr. ALLISON. Take the large amount of work done on the Miss- 


issippi River improvement, for instance, I should say the War Depart- | 


ment would have far in excess of the Navy Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know in regard to that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Not to interrupt the Senator, but he has given at- 
tention to this subject, and I desire to getsome information. I under- 
stand that it is insisted that persons such as the granite cutters, who 
were not directly employed by the Government, but by persons who 
got a percentage, would come under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. They would not come under it, 


XXII——141 


A correct computa- | 


I make this estimate from a statement of the number of 
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Mr. REAGAN. 
Mr. BLAIR. 





They would not? 
There is a decision of tl 


he court construing just 


a case 
Mr. REAGAN, I know the decision of the court, but I thought this 
bill was meant to reverse that decision. 
| Mr. BLAIR. Not that decision; but there is another decision of the 
; court, I will say to the Senator, to which I was about to call atteu 


| «on, which this bill is meant to nullify, and itis to that decision of the 


court which I desire to refer the Senator from Ohio. I see he has es- 
caped trom the Chamber. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator if he understands that such Gov- 
ernment work as the work done upon the jetties at the mouth of the 

| Mississippi River would come under the bill? 

| Mr. BLAIR. I do not know precisely how that work is done. Is it 
not done by contract? I suppose that work is let to contractors very 


| largely; is it not ? 
|} Mr. REAGAN, 
| largely done—— 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Texas to the fact that the Reporters can not hear him. 
He will address the Chair, so that the Reporters can hear him. 

Mr. REAGAN. Idid not know but 
had been called to the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. There has never been any claim set up or suyy 
by anybody in behalf of that class of laborers to my knowledg 
| men who are pressing this measure, and have from the beginning 
the men who work in the navy yards and in the arsenals. 
| be afew others; I do not recollect now. Ilas the Senator 
| chusetts ever been applied to by any others? 
| Mr. DAWES. No. 

Mr. BLAIR. Those who work in the navy yards and in the arse 
| nals, under the two Departments of the Army and the Navy 
Now, the House bill comes to us with this provision at the end otf it: 


Provided further, That 


I do not know; but I have understood that 


that the Senator’s attention 


are 
here may 


at 
from Jiassa 


this act shall not be operative whenever t! court 
shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such =e 
service under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the 


amount agreed upon. 


That covers the substance of the ec 


ntention between these claimants 
and the Government. 


The eight-hour law having been enacted, these 


workmen were met with the refusal of the Government oflicers in the 
navy yards and in the arsenals to pay them for a full da work for 
eight hours’ labor, which they insisted was their right Phey were 
informed that unless they would consent to perform the extra labor 


they should either be discharged, or their wages should be 
accordingly. Now, these people— 

Mr. PAYNE. Was that done in the navy yards’? 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes; all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought the testimony before the committee was to 
the effect that very little of that was done in the navy yards. 

Mr. BLAIR. The testimony before the committee was that, 
| reference to the navy yards, where any claim was 


shed 


dimini 


with 
set up, these men 
| had to make their election as to whether they would abandon their 
; labor or work this extra time under protest, and trust to the Govern- 
ment to refund to them or to pay them for their extra labor; and they 
elected to labor. 

In many of thenavy yards and in the arsenals printed forms of con- 
tracts were presented to them by those who had supervision over them, 
and they were obliged to sign those agreements in order to secure 
their employment, and they did so. 

So the real fact is that a great part of the labor which is covered by 
this bill was performed in connection with those agreements, if they 
be so called. You may say that they were entered into by duress, but 
that is too strong a term, probably. These men, as the Senator from 
Ohio says, might have gone elsewhere or they might have remained at 
home starving. They were under actual compulsion to enter into this 
agreement—not complusion in the sense in which the law uses that 
term, as an element of duress; yet it was a nullification of the law of 
Congress, and the same rule would have been applied to any other man 
who had rendered the service. If these particular men had submiited 
| to the loss of their employment and gone elsewhere the work of the 
Government would have still remained to be done by somebody, and 
laborers would have been found who would have performed it und 
the conditions insisted upon by these executive officers in violation ot 
the law. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
shire yield to the Senator from Delaware ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr.GRAY. I should like to ask tl airman of the committee 
other question in regard to this bill, and [ask for information. Was any 
excuse ever given by those who employed these laborers on be! ol 
the Government for a violation of the express mandate of the eight 
| hour law? 

Mr. BLAIR. I neverheardof any except that some claimed that the 
| eight-hour law meant that if a day’s work consisted of that ps 
| time there should be a diminution of pay accordingly. 
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took to construe the law for themselves, and even did so after the pas- 
sage of the act of Congress of 1872 construing it. Perhaps that action 
of the executive officers in some instances may be explained by the 
decision of the Supreme Court which I am aiming to lay before the 

nate, if the Senator will wait a moment. , 

Mr. GRAY. If the decision deals with the eight-hour law of 1868 
or the act of 1872, I ask the Senator if he will be good enough to read 
that law. 

Mr. BLAIR. The law is printed in the report; and the first section 
of the bill is in the language of the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is the law: 

Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 


mechanics who may be employed by oron behalf of the Government of the 
United States 


Mr. BLAIR. Such was the law. In 1876 a decision was rendered 
by the Supreme Court, of which I will read the syllabus. It was ren- 
dered in the case of the United States vs, Martin (94 U. S., 400): 

1. The act of Congress of June 25, 1858 (15 Stat., 77), declaring that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the United States is in the nature of a direction by the 
Government to its agents. 

2. Itis not a contract between the Government and its laborers that eight 
hours shall constitute a day's work. It neither prevents the Governmentfrom 
making agreements with them by which their labor may be more or less than 
eight hours a day, nor does it prescribe the amount of compensation for that 
or any other number of hours’ labor. 

3. Where, therefore, a laborer, in the habit of working for the Government 
twelve hours a day for $2.50 a. day, is informed by the proper authorities that 
if he remains in the service at that compensation he must continue to work 
twelve hours a day, and he does so continue and is paid accordingly, he can not 
afterwards recover for the additional time over eight hours as a day’s labor. 

i. An allowance by the Government, upon the application of the laborer, of 
a sum for the excess of time over eight hours per day is, when accepted by him 
in full of the account, a bar to any further claim. 


[ call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to the fact that 
this is a case which raises the precise question covered by the proviso 
in the House bill which the Senate committee desire to have stricken 
from the bill. 

There was an additional fact in this case, there having been a sum 
of money paid to the laborer and accepted by him in the way of ac- 
counting for the payment for his extra labor. But the decision of the 
court is that under this eight-hour law a man being in the employ of 
the Government at a stipulated price, and being informed that he can 
not have the benefit of this law, that is to say, that he can not have 
his old rate of pay unless he works his old number of hours, and he 
then goes on and does work, it constitutes practically an agreement be- 
tween him and the Government, and he can not claim the advantages 
of the eight-hour law. 

That was in October, 1876. It was in the latter part of the admin- 
istration of General Grant. Early in the administration of President 
Hayes, the Navy Department, by a circular issued by Mr. Thompson, 
the Secretary, put in force an order by which the men in the employ- 
ment of the Navy, at its yards, should work in the summer season ten 
hours and in the winter season eight hours a day, receiving the same 
compensation for their day’s labor during the entire year. 

Perhaps I ought to read the statement of facts in this case, because 
it covers this vital point in the bill: 


Appeal from the Court of Claims. . 

Phis was a petition filed by Martin against the United States. The court be- 
low found the following facts: 

1. In the year 1866 or 1867 the claimant was employed by the foreman of the 
steam-heating and gasworks at the Naval Academy, at Annapolis, to work for 
the defendants at $2.50 a day, with the understanding that during the season 
of steaming, which was from the Ist of October to the ist of June, his time of 
labor was to be twelve hoursaday. During the seasons of steam-heating he was 
fireman at the steam boilers, and at other times he was employed in assisting 
in repairing pipes, digging, and shoveling, or in ordinary labor and work. 

2. In July, 1868, upon the passage of the act constituting eight hours asa day’s 
work for all laborersemployed on behalf of the Government, called the “ Eight- 
hour law’”’ (15 Stat.,77), the claimant and other laborers at said Academy spoke 
about that law to the foreman, who put on an additional man in the gasworks 

where the claimant was not employed) and reduced the time of labor of the 
men in said casworks to cight hours a day. 

Soon afterward— 


I am sorry the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is not present— 


Soon afterward the men told him they would rather have half a dollar a day 
additional than to have the eight hours’ work. Admiral Porter, then Superin- 
tendent of the Academy, was informed of what the men said, and he told the 
foreman that he would not give more pay, and that if any one would not work 
the full hours he would put some one in his place. The claimant was present 
and heard this conversation. Nothing more was said or done in the matter, 
and the claimant went on with his work, laboring the number of hours per day 
as before, according to the original understanding. 

3. From the 25th of June, 1868, when the eight-hour law passed, to the 19th of 
May, 1869, when the President's proclamation in relation tosaid act was issued 
(16 Stat., 1127), the claimant worked 231 calendar days, 12 hours each day, and 
97 calendar days, 8 hours each day. From said 19th of May, 1869, to the time of 
his final discharge, October 15, 1872, he worked 752} calendar days, 12 hours each 
day, and 439} calendar days, 8 hours each day. 

4. For all of said labor the claimant was paid at the rate of $2.50 per calendar 
day, except that, for reasons which do not appear in evidence, he was paid at 
the rate of $2.25 per day for 74 days of 12 hours each in March, April, and May, 
1870, and for 26 days of 8 hours each in June, 1870. Payments at said rates were 
made to him at the end of each month during his timeof service, and were re- 
ceived by him without protest or objection. 


All these other matters are covered by protests of these people from 
the beginning. I do not know that that is relevant tothe real merits 
of the case, however. 


TS 


5. While the claimant was so employed the pay of ordinary laborers at the 
Academy was $1.75a day; and the firemen were paid $2.50 a day, because the 
time was longer and the work harder. The wages of firemen in the works of 
the gas company, & private corporation, at Annapolis, has since the war been 
$2 a day of 12 hours’ labor, and they had more work todo than the claimant had 
while similarly employed by the defendants. 

6. In the year 1873 the claimant made a formal application in writing to the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury for arrears of pay claimed as due bim under 
the second section of the act of May 18, 1872 (17 Stat., 134), between the 25th of 
June, 1868, and the 19th of May, 1869, on account of his saidemployment, The 
Auditor thereupon stated the account, and allowed the claimant $205.63, which 
was admitted by the Second Comptroller; and that amount was paid to the 
claimant, who receipted for the same in writing in full of the account. 

The court below dismissed the petition, but on asubsequent day of the term 
made an order vacating the judgment, and directing, for the purpose of an ap- 
peal, a pro forma judgment to be entered in favor of the claimant in the sum of 
21,019.49, 

The United States thereupon appealed. 

That is the case on which this decision was made, which, so far as the 
decision itself is concerned, would seem to settle the fact that this ex- 
tra labor could not be paid for; at all events it could not be paid for in 
thatcase where there had been an accountingand a receipt given with- 
out protest in final settlement. 

Now, this bill comes to us with this proviso, which is in the bill to 
defeat it and for no other earthly purpose, and is the only bill during 
the pendency of this entire straggle, of which I have any recollection 
certainly, that has ever come to the attention of the Senate in which 
there was any such provision. But it comes to us with this proviso: 


That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall find that such 
laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor orservice under any con- 
tract express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount agreed upon, 

If these agreements, thus entered into in order that the men could 
get work, which work would have been undoubtedly performed by 
somebody else if not by these men and in violation of the eight-hour 
law, are to beset up against these men when they have proved the excess 
of labor performed they will of course nullify the entire proceeding and 
the bill will be utterly worthless. The proviso is here to make it 
utterly worthless, and the opposition of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who was opposed to the eight-hour law originally, is en- 
tirely consistent when he says he thinks this House bill is a blessed 
bill and one which he thinks ought to be passed by the Senate. Of 
course it is just the kind of a bill to suit those who do not want this 
extra labor to be paid for at all. 

But I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate in this matter. 
It is a fact that since the enactment of the law a very large proportion of 
the labor done for the Government has been paid for in exactly the same 
way that this excess of labor would be paid for if this bill should be- 
come a law. This bill can not possibly cover, it seems to me, more 
than one-fifth or one-sixth of the labor which has been done in these 
two Departments during all this time. If we give to these men com- 
pensation under this bill we shall simply pay them the same wages for 
the same work that we have paid to all the others who have been em- 
ployed and who have performed at least five-sixths of the work that 
has been done during this period of time? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me to 
make this suggestion? Would he accept an amendment to insert in 
line 50, after the word ‘‘implied,’’ and in that portion of the bill which 
is proposed to be striken out, these words: 

Without duress or coercion of any sort by any officer of the Government; 

So that the proviso would read: 

That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall find that such 
laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service under any con- 
tract, express or implied, without duress or coercion of any sort by any officer 
of the Government, and has been paid therefor the amount agreed upon. 

Mr. BLAIR, I think the Senator’s language, as he designs it there, 
would have no effect whatever. Coercionisequivalent toduress. Here 
are the plain facts that do not mislead us. We know just what was 
done. We know that these men, in order to get employment, in order 
to avoid being turned off, signed these agreements, and where there 
were no agreements they were actuated by threats of exclusion from 
labor, just like those which the report cites from Admiral Porter. He 
informed a man that he must work for the amount of pay stated or he 
would get another man in his place. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, without interrupting 





him—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 


Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST, Is the Senator not now anticipating a fact which is to 
be determined by the court? Ido not understand that the Senator 
from New Hampshire proposes to pay these men unless there was some 
sort of duress or coercion. That, as I understand him, is the basis of 
this bill. Now, he says that that question is not an open one, that 
there is no doubt about the truth of it. If that be so, then he ought 
not to be unwilling to submit that issue to the court. 

I am very frank to say that I am willing to vote for this bill, although 
it involves an amount of money that I do not think any Senator here 
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can approximate to. 
this country in the West, and the number of people employed directly | 
by the Government, I think there can be hardly an approximation to 
the amount this bill will cost. Still Iam willing to vote for the bill with- 
out regard to the amount if it is put upon the basis of coercion or duress. | 
In other words, if any Government officer has said to a poor laborer, 
whose family were dependent upon his daily labor for bread, *‘ Now, | 
you work ten hours or you shall not have employment,’’ then I amin 
favor of going back even twenty-three years, to 1868, and paying,that 
amount according to the spirit and the letter of the cight-hour law. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the question of the Senator from Mis- 
souri first, and then I will yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. VEST. Iam taking time, though I should like to hear the Sen- | 
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will just say, here is a law made by Congress, under- 
taking to establish eight hours as a legal dav’s work. That law was 
based upon considerations such as have been so ably presented by the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], which I do not need to repeat. 
I believe that that law should have been complied with during all the 
time from its date to the present time; and to every man who has 
worked for the Government in the direct relation of laborer, workman, 
or mechanic, in relation of direct privity with the Government, I am in 
favor of giving pay for a full day’s work when he has worked eight 
hours. 

Of the men covered by this bill, a great many of them at least worked 
upon actual written instruments in which they agreed to perform 
this extra labor and not claim extra pay. Others were threatened | 
verbally, and there may be some who worked ten or twelve hours each 
day at the same compensation, when under the statute they should 
have been paid for theextra time like the others. They maynot have 
done it under any actualcompulsion; they may have taken it as a mat- 
ter of course from seeing the way things were being done in the yards 
and by the Department; they went there and obtained labor. but it 


From my knowledge of the extended service in | 





| 
| 
seems to me, Mr. President, that this law ought to be enforced; that 
these officials of the Government ought to understand that they are | 
not at liberty tocallin question the statutes of the land, and thatsimply 
from theoretical reasoning, such as would have been proper and was 
urged prior to the enactment; they are not at liberty to refuse the ra- | 
tionale of the law itself, but to comply with it is their duty, and we | 
ought to insist upon its being done. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator will permit me, do I understand him 
now to assume the position that these men ought to be paid where | 
there was no element of coercion or duress on the part of the officers 
of the Government? Do I understand him to say, in other words, 
that where a man went, with the full knowledge of this law, and said 
to the officer of the Government, ‘‘ I am willing to work ten hours a 
day; give me this job; I will waive the eight-hourlaw,’’ and he took 
it with his eyes open and performed the labor, that now he can, by 
simply proving that he did this work since 1868, since the eight-hour 
law was enacted, recover from the Government for all work done 
over eight hours aday? Does my friend mean that? 

Mr. BLAIR. I mean that where he has done that, and in no way | 
has been paid for his extra labor, and the existing system was a part of 
his knowledge, and he had reason to understand and did understand 
that he must take his work as the rest did, then he should be paid like 
the rest. It does not follow that all these people in every particular 
instance signed agreements. There would be a great many instances 
where the formality was not acted upon orinsisted upon by getting signa- 
tures to any one of these written instruments. But where it was the 
order of the yard, the way business was done, and aman worked eight 
months, or six months, or a year, as the case may have been, receiving 
for twelve hours’ or ten hours’ work the compensation which, under 
the law, he ought to have received for eight hours’ work, that man ought 
to be paid for the extra work. 

If you can go further, as in the case which has been cited, show af- 
firmatively that there was an accounting, and that the laborer received, 
without objection and without protest, compensation for his labor, 
it may be that in that event he would be estopped and concluded. 
That is a matter which is not included in this bill, however. Itisa 
matter for the courts to decide under it. 

Mr. VEST. Let us take the case I supposed, where the laborer goes 
with a full knowledge of the law, waives his right under it, and says 
‘I will work now for ten hours if you will give me this job; I do not | 
choose to avail myself of this beneficent legislation;’’ and he does go 
on and do the work and is paid for it. Under what principle of equity 
can he come now and ask that he shall be paid again ? 

I confess that I have listened attentively to what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has said, and I am still not able to know how he stands 
as to the question I put to him. But if he means that this laborer is 
to be paid anyhow, notwithstanding his own deliberate waiver of the 
provisions of the eight-hour law, then he ought to strike out the lan- 
guage in lines 16 and 17, on page 3. 
Mr. BLAIR. It seems to me that the Senator’s supposition is one 


outside of reason. 


| partme 


What man will ever volunteer to work ten or twelve 
hours for the same compensation that he might receive for eight hours’ 
work? Can the Senator suppose that any man will come to the De- 
it insisting upon ten or twelve hours’ labor and deliberately 
‘T am willing to work ‘or twelve hours, although under the 


Sayi 


law you may pay me and onght to pay me the same amount for eight 
hours?’’ He is not goingtodothat. It is nota supposition in accord- 
ance with the elements of the human mind; and [ do not think there 
is any occasion for casuistry of that kind. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis good argument fora jut ut s hardly an 
irgument to make in passing a law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Juries have to pass upon questions involving life, lib- 
erty, and property. 

Mr. VEST. We are not now in jury practice. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it might be better if we were. 

Mr. VEST. That may be true, but still we are not. 

Mr. BLAIR. If we were acting more like jurymen and less like tech- 


nical lawyers, I think we would be on a better basis for legislation. 

Mr. VEST. As to technicalities, they are very good things some- 
times, when they are instrumentalities of justice. We must have laws 
so iramed that any possibility can be met underthem. As Alexander 
Hamilton said once—and nobody ever denied his ability—the possibil- 
ity of a certain state of the case is sufficient argument for providing 
against it; and that ought to be the rule with every legislator. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that itis an extreme case that I 
have supposed, yet I can very well understand how a mechanic could 
say, ‘* Theeight-hour law is no object to me; I would just as lief work ten 


| hours; I want this job, and I will make no conditions with the Gov- 
| ernment.’’ 


The Supreme Court of the United States has decided that 
under the enactment of the law that was no contract; that'it was sim- 


| ply the extending to the laborer a privilege of which he might avail 
| himself or he might not. 


As I was proceeding to say, the committee itself contemplates that 
the claimant shall make proof that there was a certain sort of duress 
or coercion, for in lines 16 and 17, on page 3, we find this: 

Provided, That the said court shall find that such terms, either in the numb 
of hours required to be performed in a calendar day or in the rate established 
for such piecework, stint work, task work, or any other kind of work, re 
quired the performance of more than eight hours’ labor in each calendar day 
to earn the full price of a day’s work, as set forth in the first section of this a 
and that such terms were made since the passage of the act of 25th of June 
1868, constituting eight hours a day’s work, and are in 






ynsistent wit! the first 
section of this act— 
That is another fact. Now— 
and exacted by any officer of the Government as a conditio f employment 


or retention in the public service 


In other words, as I understand this language, no laborer under that 
section can recover unless he shows that a Government officer had 
made it a condition precedent to hisemployment that he should waive 
his privileges under the eight-hour law. Therefore I suggested that 
in the provision which is proposed to bestricken out by the committee, 
after the word ‘‘implied,’’ in line 50, the words should be 

Without duress or coercion of any sort |! 


inserted 
y any officer of the Governn 


nent, 
I call the attention of the chairman of 


the committee to another 

singular provision of this bill, and that is found upon page 3, in regard 

| to the way in which a claimant can become a party to the suit. The 
bill provides: 

That upon the commencement of such suit any claimant in such class may 

petition to be admitted as a prosecuting claimant therein and the Department 

of Justice shall prepare a form of petition for such purpose, all furnish 


and shs 
the same in blank, with proper instructions for executing an ing the sar 
to any applying claimant free of cost, and upon the filing with tl 
Court of Claims of such petition, properly executed and veritfic 
such clerk shall forthwith notify the Department of Justice 





of such filing, and 


if no notice appears to the contrary, such claimant shall be admitted as a party 
to such suit, and unless the Government shall traverse any rial ition 
in such petition, no attorney or agent shall be entitled toden re y 





fee or compensation whatever, etc. 


Mr. BLAIR. 


Exceeding 5 per cent. 


Mr. VEST. Exceeding 5 per cent. Now I would inquire of the 
chairman what is the effect if the Department of Justice sends back a 
‘** notice to the contrary ?’’ What is the meaning of that? This is 


the ordinary proceeding, with which every lawyer is familiar, of mak- 
ing new parties to a suit. Itis regulated by different statutes in the 
ditferent States; but the ordinary practice which obtains is that the 
party makes application to become a party plaintiff or defendant; no- 
tice is then given to the other party, and the court hears the applica- 
tion, and grants it or rejects it. As a matter of course it would be the 


| highest duty of any tribunal to refuse a place in a suit to a man who 


had no interest in it, and therefore it is a material 
applicant is a proper party to the litigation. 

But here this extraordinary language is found; and I desire to in- 
quire for information, after the Department of Justice is notified that 
Mr. Jones or Mr. Smith has applied to become a coplaintiff in the casé 


: whether an 


what is meant by saying ‘‘if no notice appears to the contrary.’? No 
tice of what ? What notice is the Department of Justice to giv It 


seems to me that the Department of Justice, if it does anything, ought 
to be permitted on the part of the Government to appear and show that 
the applicant is not a proper party to the litigation. I simply inquire 
what the word ‘‘ notice’’ means in tbat connection. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I willsay to the Senator from Missouri that that is the proviso. I ask him to extend it to reach the real difficulty in regard 


House bill. I went over it a great many times, and I could not under- 
stand it very well. Isawthatthe final proviso was fatal to there being 
any good init, and I made up my mind that the whole bill was very 
likely designed as a fraud upon these claimants. As the committee 
were hoping to get some action in debate in the Senate, we thought 
best toreport it back immediately, with this final proviso stricken out at 
all events, and then during the debate ask the Senate to substitute for 
the entire House bill the bill which the Senate itself had passed in a 
previous Congress, and which had been assented to unanimously after a 
careful examination by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], 
whom I do not now see present, agreed upon and passed by the Senate. 
We thought we would move the substitution of that for the House bill. 

I should like to say now I would be very glad if we could have 
early and immediate action upon this amendment by the committee to 
the House bill. Let that proviso be struck out. If it is struck out, 
and we can not get anything better, then let the bill go. Something 
ean be made of it, perhaps. But I should very much prefer that the 
Senate, after having done that, would substitute for the whole House 
bill the old Senate bill. It is simple and clear, and with perhaps one 
or two verbal amendments I think it would satisfy everybody. But I 
should like to have the amendment of the committee to the House bill 
passed upon. 

Mr. VEST. I desire-to make a parliamentary inquiry. I should 
like to inquire of the Presiding Officer of the Senate how I can move 
an amendment to the portion of the bill which is proposed to be stricken 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such an amendinent is in order. 

Mr. VEST. I refer to the proviso on page 4. If in order, I move 
to insert in that proviso after the word ‘*implied,’’ in line 50,the words: 

Without duress or coercion ofany sort by any officer ofthe Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report theamend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Missonri. 

The SECRETARY. In line 50, after the word ‘‘implied,’’ insert: 


Without duress or coercion of any sort by any officer of the Government, 





So that the proviso will read 
Mr. BLAIR. 


proviso, why will he not add the words ‘‘ or undue influence ?”’ 

. Mr. VEST. The words ‘‘duress’’ and ‘‘ coercion ’’ will embrace 
everything necessary. If you extend it to ‘‘undue intluence,’’ of course 
it becomes so latitudinarian that the inquiry would extend into circum- 
stances to such an extent that it would possibly take weeks to adjudi- 
cate one case. 

Mr. BLAIR. It would, I understand 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. I believe I was yielding to the Senator from Missouri 
all the time. 

Mr. VEST. 
about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator kept it so long in his own right that he 
came to hold it by prescription. 

Mr. VEST. I think not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposed the Senator from 
New Hampshire had yielded the floor: but if the Chair was mistaken 
in that he will recognize the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. VEST. I think I had the floor, but it is not a matter of any 
consequence, 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not a matter of any consequence; but I think 
my recollection is correct. 

The words *‘ undue influence’’ would extend to just such a case as 
this. These men were there seeking employment at the yards. Labor 
was necessary to existence. It was possible perhaps to have found 
labor elsewhere, and perhaps in some instances it was not possible to 
find it anywhere else, with resulting suffering to themselves or their 
families. They were there, under the protection of the law, theoreti- 
cally, asking for work; no objection was made to them as incompetent 
or undesirable servants of the Government; but they were told by the 
executive officers, with whom they had to deal, that they could not have 
that work unless they would work ten hours for eight hours’ pay 

Then they had to consider what they could do; and, on the whole, 
balancing all the conditions that surrounded them, they elected to 
sign these agreements, or under this verbal exaction, without any writ- 
ten agreement, they elected to go to work, and did work, and render 
to the Government ten hours’ service and received pay for but eight 
hours’ work under the law, and this at a time when five times as many 
employés and laborers and servants of the Government were receiving 
the same compensation for eight hours’ labor, as the law required. 
They signed these agreements. They were express agreements, not 
implied agreements, but express agreements. I do not think you can 
say that they were entered into under absolute duress. As between 
private individuals undoubtedly they would be valid agreements. 
Coercion means the same as duress. 

Now, the Senator proposes to put in these words, which will in no 
way whatever modify or in the least mitigate the hardship of this 





I had the floor in my own right, but I make no question 


Mr. President, I want the whole proviso rejected; if | 
the Senator from Missouri is to amend for the purposeofimproving the | 


to which we are legislating, by inserting the words ‘‘ undue influence,”’ 
which might perhaps cever the conduct of these officials. I do not 
know that it would, but perhaps it would. At all events, it would 
improve the proposed amendment to this bad proviso. The Senator 
hesitates. Therefore I think I may well ciaim that he is unwilling to 
have the proviso so amended as to make it different in effect from 
what it now is. Therefore I hope his amendment will not be adopted, 
and if it be adopted I hope the whole proviso will be rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment intended foreight hours’ work that a man should receive a full 
day’spay. Nobody candoubtthat. When the legislative department 
of the Government said aday’s work in Government employmentshould 
be eight hours, it did not mean to say that a man should take only 
eight-tenths of what he was receiving for that day’s work. Nobody 
knew that better than the executive officers of the Government who 
employed these men. But they believed that they knew better what 
was for the interest of the Government than the legislative department 
of the Government; and in these days, when there is a good deal of in- 
dependence in each branch of the Government, they felt that they were 
better able tosettle that question than the legislative department, and 

; that they were not subject to the statute which had been passed and 
| in regard to which there could be no misunderstanding. 

It can not be said that any of these people have worked either under 

coercion or duress. Those are legal terms, as the Senator from Mis- 

souri knows, and as every other lawyer knows. Those are terms that 
would not apply tothe condition which everybody understands to have 
; existed in the Navy Department and in the War Department where 
these men were employed. Themen knew when they went there that 
if they quit at the end of eight hours they would be discharged and 
| there would be no further work for them. 

Therefore the executive officers of the Government were able to nul- 
lify statutes of the United States, which they did for many years, to 
the great disgrace, I think, of the Departments, If these statutes had 
been enforced, as they should have been, these men would have re- 
ceived for every eight-hours’ work what they had been receiving before 
for ten hours, or what they would have received for ten hours if these 
statuses had not been passed. When we say we will make good to 
them that which Congress intended they should have, full pay, we do 
but an act of the simplest and plainest justice, it does not make any 
difference what the cost is. 

So far as I am concerned, I am prepared to vote that the people who 
worked for the Government under the statute shall have the benefit of 
the statute. 

If you insert the words ‘‘ who worked under duress or coercion,’’ the 
court will apply the legal signification and will say, ‘‘ Why, there was 
neither duress nor coercion, the terms being practically synonymous in 
law, and therefore the men are not entitled to pay.’’ If that is what 
Senators mean to do, let them insert those words. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado what would be 
the effect of putting in the words ‘‘ undue influence? ”’ 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think that they would have any particular 
effect. These men went to work and frequently never saw the real execu- 
tiveoflicer. They saw adellow-workman, who was foreman of the gang, 
who had charge of the men, and they may never have come is contact 
with this high officer, who, acting I suppose by direction of his supe- 
rior, was saying tothem that the statute, as faras they were concerned, 
cut no figure in the case whatever. You can not say it was undue in- 
fluence. The statute gave the men the right to work eight hours. It 
said for that they should be paid for a day’s work. They worked the 
eight hours and they worked two hours more and they were paid for 
the eight hours, and this is a proposition to pay them for the extra 
work which they performed. I am in favor of paying them. I am 
in favor of paying them asa rebuke to the executive officers of the 
Government, who think they can ignore the plain provisions of the 
statute. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER], he wants this bill enacted for the purpose of re- 
buking the officers of the Government who have violated the eight- 
hour law. If thatis the intention, and if this large amount of money 
is to be paid simply as a sort of parliamentary chastisement to these 
officers of the United States, then I submit again that these words in 
lines 16 and 17 of section 2 of the bill should be stricken out: 








OOOO eee 


And exacted by any officer of the Government as a condition of employment 
or retention in the public service. 


In other words, this bill, as it stands now reported from the com- 
mittee, requires as a condition precedent to any recovery by any work- 
ingman or laborer who has been in the employ of the Government for 
twenty years, and who claims that the Government is indebted to him, 
that he should satisfy the court that some officer of the Government 
made it a condition of his employment or retention in the public serv- 
ice that he should waive his rights under the eight-hour law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question is on the proviso at the end of the bill. 
I have stated that as soon as that was acted upon I desired to substi- 
tute for the entire bill the bill which was passed by the Senate in the 
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last Congress. So that the provision which he is criticising and other 
parts of the bill probably never will trouble the Senate at all. ; 

Mr. VEST. I am glad to hear that the committee is not responsible 
for the bill that is now before the Senate. The part which I have just 
read in lines 16 and 17 of section 2 is based upon exactly the same 
idea as the amendment that I proposed to the last proviso in the bill. 
In other words, unless there was some sort of coercion or duress or un- 
due influence—for the Senator from Colorado tells us they mean the 
same thing—then the laborer who waived his right under the eight- 
hour law does not come back to recover from the Government for any 
of the time during these twenty years. 

The Senator from Colorado tells us that the amount in this bill makes 
no sort of difference. Well, Mr. President, I must confess that it does 
make some difference with me. I have not yet come to that degree 
of indifference as to the amount of money expended in a bill that 
whether it is $10,000 or $10,000,000 does not affect my vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any authentic information upon which the 
Senate can judge what the amount is estimated to be? 

Mr. VEST. None whatever. 

Mr. BLAIR. That was fully discussed by those who appeared be- 
fore the committee. The answer of the Senator is not correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thirty million dollars is the best estimate I have 
seen. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] had heard 
the statement of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and 
then the statement of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] I think 
he would come to the conclusion that I am right in my answer. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me. He could not have 
heard the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu] in his remarks to- 
day state that the amount would be from eight to ten million dollars. 

Mr. VEST. I tried to hear the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator had no authority for his statement, and 
there is none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I saw astatement that was made in the other 
House by a distinguished member who claims that he had gone through 
the whole thing and he estimates the amount at $30,000, V00. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa read the statement of the late 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, in which he said in his Depart- 
ment alone the amount would be over $5,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. And at the same time he said that he did not know 
anything about it and had not made any investigation of the matter. 

Mr. VEST. He said that he could not, and that he was only able to 
approximate to it. The Senator from New Hampshire, as I recollect, 
stated that he had approximated to it, and that it was $1,280,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. One million eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. VEST. I thought the Senator said $1,280,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. I said that the report in the other House and ourown 
claimed that the best information would fix the amount at $1,260,000. 
I thought it would exceed that, and I gave thedata. I gave thenum- 
ber of employés, the length of time, and all that, and made an esti- 
mate, which I thought was liberal, at $1,800,000. . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is the merest guesswork, as the 
Senator knows. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a mighty sight better guesswork than that of 
the Department, who do not know anything about it. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; but I prefer, with all due deference to the 
Senator, to take the approximate statement of the head of a Depart- 


ment, who is entirely responsible, as much so as any Senator upon this 
floor. 


Now, let me call the attention of Senators as practical business men | 


to what is the inevitable result of this legislation. If we step in and 


undertake to make a contract for these laborers and to rescue them | 
from their own ill-advised conduct, to put it in the mildest terms, let | 


us look, as practical business men, at the result. This bill has no 
limitation as to the sort of laborers or workmen covered by it. They 
are not alone those who have worked in the Departments; they are not 
alone those who worked in the navy yards; they are not alone those 
who have worked upon fortifications; but every laborer, every work- 
man who has been in the employ of the Government anywhere in our 


broad domain in any sort of capacity is entitled to the benefit of this | 


bill if it becomes a law. 

Mr. BLAIR. It applies to laboters, workmen, and mechanics. 

Mr. VEST. Every workman, laborer, and mechanic; and that cov- 
ersall. Take, for instance, the Mississippi River. I happen to know 
that on the Mississippi River a large amount of work is done directly 
by the employment of workmen by the Engineer Bureau; and when a 
contract is made it is the exception. To-day the work at the mouth 
of the Mississippi, at the jetties, is carried on under a special contract 
of the Government with Captain Eads. 

That contract of course went to his family after his death. They 
are required to preserve a certain depth, 22 feet, I think, in the jetties, 
which is done from year to year by dredging, and until the engineer 
officer reports that thatamount of dredging has been done, the amount 
of $100,000, due under the contract with the Government, can not he 
paid in any year. 
take all the work under the river and harbor bill, where it is within 
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| ought to use legal terms. 


the discretion of the engineer oflicers in charge of the river to make a 
contract or not, and where, asI happen to know as a member of the 
Committee on Commerce, the Engineer Bureau always persistently and 
even obstinately opposes any legislation by Congress which takes away 
from them that discretion. 

In other words, they are opposed to the contract system, and they 
have so stated to our committee year after year. I have repeatedly 
attempted to put in the riverand harbor bill a provision that the work 
should be done by contract, because I believe that is the cheapest and 
best method, but the Engineer Bureau always resists it, no matter who 
is at the head of that burean, because they think it isa retlection upon 
the bureau itself. They have officers in charge of every navigable stream 
inthe United States, and they contend that these officers are the best 
judges as to how the work should be done, whether by day’s work, as 
the expression is, under direct employment of the Government, or un- 
der the contract system. 

What man can possibly tell the amount of expenditure under this 
bill when he does not know the amount of employment upon one river 
alone, for instance the Mississippi River, where we are expending mil- 
lions of dollars? We have no information in regard to that. We are 
entirely in the dark, and yet, as I understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire, he resists anything that puts any limitation upon the power 
of the court to render a judgment in favor of one of these claimants. 

I have inquired here in regard to the meaning of one phrase which 
is a most important one. When a laborer applies to be made a party 
plaintiff then the Department of justice is to be notified. The bill 
thus very singularly expresses it: 

Such clerk shall forthwith notify the Department of Justice of such filing, 
and if no notice appears to the contrary, ete. 

I would construe that language, if a judge upon the bench and this 
law was brought before me, that if the Department of Justice, aiter 
receiving notice that there was to be a new party plaintiff, should 
notify the court that they did not want that new party plaintiff, that 
would be the end of this litigation. If that is not the meaning of it, 
then I do not understand what the words do mean. ‘‘If no notice ap- 
pears to the contrary ’’—of course from the Department of Justice. Is 
it to be presumed that the framers of this bill intend that the Depart- 
ment of Justice should determine the question as to who are the proper 
parties to go to the Court of Claims? 

What folly, and what a mockery it would beof the commonest forms 
of justice, to say the Court of Claims should adjudicate these matters, 
and then that the Department of Justice should determine who sliould 
appear in court and who should be the party plaintiffto the suit! That 
is but one of the erudities in this bill. I am glad to hear from the 
Senator trom New Hampshire that the committee do not propose to 
stand upon this bili at all. 

[ still insist, if the words in lines 16 and 17 of section 2 remain, which 
place the right of action upon the fact that a Government oflicer has 
exacted unlawfully certain conditions before a laborer is employed, 
then the last proviso should remain with the amendment that I have 
offered. 

The Senator from Colorado says ‘‘coercion’’ and ‘‘duress”’ are legal 
terms. Yes, Mr. President, and the Congress of the United States 
We ought to use terms that the courts can 
understand and that the courts will construe. I state now that I am 
willing to support this bill if it be put upon the ground that any man, 
any poor laborer, has been the subject of coercion or duress by any oflicer 
of the Government. Otherwise I am bound under my oath, as I con- 
ceive my duty, to vote against it. I have no right to vote out of the 
Treasury of the United States, out of the tax money of the people, an 
indefinite sum. One gentleman says it is $1,260,000, another says it 
is $3,000,000 in one Department alone, and another says it is $30, 000, - 
000. Ifit were but $10, I have no right to vote it out of the Treasury 
of the United States except undersome sort of legal obligation created 
by circumstances that would justify me in giving such a vote. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to say to the Senator that I did not 
complain that the words were improperly used. I merely meant tosay 
that if these words were inserted no man could bring himself within 
the meaning of the term, for probably nobody had been within the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ coercion’’ or ‘* duress ’’ compelled to work. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is a question for the court. I think if an 
officer of the Government said to a workman, ‘‘ You shall waive your 
rights under the law and you shall work so many hours, or you shall 
have no employment here,’’ that would be duress; that 
taking advantage of his necessities. 

Duress in law does not mean that you shall put a pistol to a man’s 
head and make him stand and deliver. It means that you avail your- 
self of certain facts in order to force him to adopt a conclusion that be 
otherwise would not adopt, and there can be no stronger case than that 
of a Government officer saying to a man, whose family were dependent 
upon his labor for their daily bread, ‘‘ Take my termsor you shall have 
no employment from the Government,’’ and the case would be even 
stronger where he was threatened with discharge unless he accepted, 
in the face of the eight-hour law, the terms which the Government ofli- 


he 


would 


In that case I take it this bill would not apply; but | cers prescribed. 


It is an ungracious task to oppose labor bills, as they are termed, 
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It is not a pleasant duty to perform; it is not a popular duty, consid- 
ering the present condition of this country, and every public man un- 
derstands it; but whenever the time comes that we are to give up our 
judgments on account of any consideration of popular favor, that is the 
end of the Government and that is the end of sound legislation. I 
am not prepared to come to it. 

I am willing, if the fact is shown that any man has been forced from 
his necessities to waive his rights under the eight-hour law, to pay him 
even if it beggars the Treasury, but I am not willing to vote one dol- 
lar out of the Treasury to any man who is not able to show that that 
state of facts existed in his case. If voluntarily and without coercion 
he took the contract, performed the labor, and got the money, then I 
say, under every principle of justice and public and private morality, 
he is estopped from coming here now and demanding additional pay. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I rise more for the purpose of mak- 
ing suggestions looking to the obtaining of information than for the 
discussion of this bill. Under its first section it is provided: 


That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by 
oron behalf of the Government ofthe United States since the 25th day of June, 
1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work, and has not been 
paid the full price of a day's work for each eight hours he has been so employed, 

have the right to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to recover 
ficiency; and the said court is hereby authorized to take jurisdiction of 


su defi 





We ought to remember that persons who get Government employ- 
ment get it to the exclusion of thousands of others who seek it, They 
are the fortunate persons. They get higher pay than persons ordina- 
rily doin private employment, and itisready pay. There is no trouble 
about collecting the money. Hence the struggle of all the laboring 
people to secure employment on Government work. As soon as they 
obtain such positions—I do not mean laborers particularly, but I refer 
to all classes of Government employés,{no matter what their struggle 
has been to get there, no odds how many hundreds of thousands have 
been excluded who would get there if they could—the next thing is an 
organized effort to secure money from the Treasury, the reduction of 
the hours of service, and leaves of absence for thirty days on pay, which 
they can not get when they areathome. At home, when they leave their 
work their pay stops. These demands come up, and the bills have to 
be footed by the millions of the people for the benefit of the hundreds, 
and the men who toil at home for 75 cents or $1 a day are to be taxed 
to pay additional sums from $2.50 to $4.50 aday to those in Government 
employment. 

Is that right, Mr. President? Shall we forget the men who pay the 
taxes? Shall we, in order to accommodate the wishes of a class, im- 
pose undue burdens upon fifty times their number? Is that what we 
are going todo? That is what we usually do, and probably we will do 


allsuch cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opinion of the | <4 ; a leita +4 s . eet: 
court, he was, under the said act of June 25, 1868, or any other existing law, en- it io this case, for it is the line of legislation now. ss 
titled to the full price of a day's work for eight hours’ labor or service, adjudi- There has been some discussion about not doing things under coer- 


cate them upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work, and for that 
leneth of service the claimants shall be entitled to recover the full price of a 
day's work, whatever that may be, less the amount he has already received, 
and in that ratio for any fraction of a day 

In the second section it is provided: 


That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price 
of a day's work, as provided in the first section of this act, shall affect the right 
of recovery; nor shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, workman, 
echanic, whether for piecework, stint work, task work, or any other kind 
of work, affectsuch right 

So far that would make provision that for more than twenty-two 
years every workman who has been doing work for the United States 
shall be paid a full day’s work for eight hours and for all extra hours 
to be paid at a corresponding rate. As the bill stands, in lines 16 and 
17 of section 2, there would be a qualification by the words— 


and exacted by any officer of the Government as a coadition of employment or 
retention in the publie service. 


Then by the proviso from line 46 of section 2 tothe close of the bill 
there would be another provision controlling the words which I have 
read, but the committee has recommended the striking out of that pro- 
viso. 

Mr. President, weareasked to passalaw covering the wages ofemploy¢s 
for more than twenty-two years absolutely without information as to 


or! 


be required to meet the obligations of the Government. 

Under the interpretation which has been given by Senators here, 
these amounts must be paid whether there is a sort of implied coercion 
ornot. When weremember thatthe bill providesin every caseof ‘‘ piece- 
work, stint work, task work, or any other kind of work,’’ under the 
United States that it opens up everything, not only the work which is 
done in the War Department, in the Navy Department, in the Treas- 
ury Department, and the other Departments of the Government here. 
but all the work which has been done upon forts and arsenals—and 
there has been something over $20,000,000 expended for that purpose 
since the passage of this act—all the work that has been done on the 
customhouses, post offices, and courthouses in that time, amounting, I 
suppose, to hundreds of millions of dollars, all the work that has been 
done by contract on rivers and harbors—in all these cases where per- 
sons can be construed to bave done work for the Government they are 
permitted to come in and make their claims under this bill. 

The expenditures of the Government for varions public works in 
twenty-two years are very large. Coming to speak of the subject on 
the spur of the oceasion, without investigation, I can not give the mil- 
lions, but I suppose it is largely more than a hundred million dollars. 


Sec. 2. That no paymentheretofore made of a less sum per day than the full 
price ofa day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act, shall affect the 
right of recovery; norshall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, work- 
man, or mechanic, whether for piecework, stint work, task work, or any other 
kind of work, affect such right. 


Who can guess within $10,000,000, within $20,000,000, of how much 
money this will take out of the Treasury? Are we going blindly to 
pass an act covering vast expenditures for so great a length of time 
without even an attempt to ascertain what the liabilities of the Gov- 
ernment under it would be? Surely, when a committee comes before 
us and asks us to vote for such a bill it ought to be able to give some 
adequate idea of what the expenditure involved in that bill would be. 

It seems to me that we are likely todoa very great wrong. I know, 
sir, how dificult it is to resist the claims presented to us in the name 
oflabor. We all respect the rights of the laboring people, and I trust 
we all desire to see them protected in all theirrights. I have nodoubt 
we all desire that they should be prosperous, that they should receive 
good wages, but in this case, as in numerous others that come before 
us, whenever aclass appears before us we seem to forget that anybody 
else than that class is concerned. 


cion, under duress. My own impression is that the Congress of the 
United States for the last six or eight years has been habitually under 
duress, and habitually coerced by classes to do things that honest con- 
science forbids should be done. So faras I am concerned I am willing 
to take whatever responsibility comes from trying to do right, from in- 
sisting that no class shall have preference over another class, from in- 
sisting that the body of the people shall not be taxed for the benefit of 
any particular number. 

I am inclined to say while I am up—though I did not intend to go 
into that, for I want information; I want to know what we are going 
to do—that when we adopt the eight-hour rule we raise a clamor in 
all departments of private life for the same rule. I have the honorin 
part to represent Mainly an agricultural and mechanical community, 
where people have to workall day. The farmer goes into his field be- 
fore the sun rises, and, with little rest, works until the sun goes down, 
and even they he can hardly make a living. The mechanic goes into 
his shop early in the morning and works all day long. There is no 
Government to relieve him, no Congress to relieve these two classes. 
They get what they earn and they work what number of hours they 
please. If they choose to work eight hours they do so; if they choose 
to work ten or twelve or fourteen hours they do so, because it is their 


; : | perference or their interest to do so. 
how many employés there were or the amount of money which would I 


Suppose we should adopt the eight-hour rule on the farm. I think 
the probabilty is we would beggar half the farmers of the country. 
They simply could not getalong. Sesides, it is utterly impracticable 
to carry on the business of the farm, the ranch, or the ordinary shop 
with such a limitation, and yet we are asked here to create a class 
under Government employment, with higher wages than others, with 
special privileges, and to tax the people who work longer hours for 
less pay to make up the extraamount. I do not propose to support 
any such measure. I do not propose to be coerced. I do not propose 
to be intimidated in that line. 

Mr. President, we are asked to go back over twenty-two years and 
bring up accounts to be adjudicated. Many of the parties are dead or 
have moved away from their places of employment. The testimony 
will undoubtedly be substantially ex parte. In these small claims who 
is torepresent the Government and detect any attempt at fraud? Who 
in such small cases will be found to go through all the claims and see 
who has been paid and who has not been paid? 

I am inclined tomake a remark that may be more personal than or- 
dinarily might be appropriate. Thesympathies of my whole life have 
been with the common people, the working people of the country. I 
have been of them and with them during my life. I would seek jus- 
tice for them in every way that is possible, but I would not join even 
those to make a raid upon the public Treasury. I would not join even 
those to ask special privileges and advantages not common to all the 


people. 

I know all this will be explained by saying, ‘‘ Well, here is the law 
that says eight hours is a day’s work, and 4 subsequent Jaw that fora 
particular limited time required eight hours to be considered a full 
day’s work.’’ This bill, however, extends from June, 1868, until now. 
When we adopt it, where are we tostop? Are we to tell the work- 
ingmen who came after that date in the Departments, in the forts and 
arsenals, on ships, on the customhouses, on the post offices, on the court- 
houses, on therivers and harbors, ‘‘ While we pay this to everybody 
else up to this time, you shall not have it?’’ Is that what we are go- 
ing to do? Or will westop now and inquire how many millions it will 
take to meet the requirements of this bill? 

The language of the bill before us embraces thousands on thousands 
of workingmen, running through all these twenty-two years. The bill 
would have been somewhat benefited by leaving the proviso in it, and 
the language in thesixteenth and seventeenth lines, on page 3, which it 
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is indicated is to be stricken out. But even with that, Iam opposed 
to the policy of the whole bill until we know how many millions of 


dollars will be necessary to meet its requirements, and until some in- | 


vestigation has been made, some effort has been made to inform the 
Senate what the probable expenditure will be under it. We are grop- 
ing in the dark. it . 
we shall all regret. Whether we regret it or not, it is one from which 
the country would greatly suffer. 


» The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoMin the chair). The ques- 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. | al 


Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In section on page 4, line 50, after the word 
‘‘implied,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ without duress or coercion of any 
soit by any officer of the Government;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 
under any contract, express or implied, without duress or coercion of any sort 
by any officer of the Government, and has been paid therefor the amount 
agreed upon. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this bill appears to me to be a very 
paltry and quibbling evasion of the real question at issue. It is ad- 
mitted, I believe, that in 1868 an act was passed declaring that eight 
hours should constitute a day’s work for which a full day’s wages was 
to be paid, That is admitted. About a year after that act was passed 
a proclamation was issued by the President of the United States de- 
claring what the law was and directing its enforcement. Under that 
proclamation the wages of all those who had been employed between 
the passage of the act and the promulgation of the proclamation were 
adjusted and paid at the rate of eight hours for a day’s work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator remember when that procla- 
mation was issued ? 

Mr. INGALLS. On the 19th day of May, 1869. 

These are historical facts. There is nodoubt what the intention of Con- 
gress was; there is no doubt about the actionof the Executive, and it 
is a matter of record thatabout $700,000 were paid in that readjustment 
between the approval of that act. and the issuanceof the proclamation. 
What are we juggling about here then, Mr. President? What is the 
use of bringing in a bill here after that action has been taken, after it 
has been admitted by all Departments of this Government that that 
was the intention and purpose of Congress? The Executive has acted 
upon it and the Departments have acted upon it. What is the use of 
coming in here twenty years aiterwards and submitting to the Court 
of Claims the question what Congress meant by the passage of that 
act? Isay, sir, itis avery paltry and quibbling evasion of this sub- 
ject. 

Let me read: 


The said court is hereby authorized to take jurisdiction of all such cases with- 
out regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opinion of the court, he was, under 
the said act of June 25, 1868, or any other existing law, entitled to the full — 


of a day’s work for eight hours’ labor or service, adjudicate them upon the basis 
that eight hours constitute a day’s work. 

What is the meaning of that? If this is intended as a square meet- 
ing of that issue, if we intend to do anything for the laboring man, if 
we intend to enforce the declaration of Congress made in 186%, why do 
we come in here and say that these men may go to the Court of Claims, 
and allow that court to pass upon what the intention of Congress was 
in the enactment of that law? Has any Senator any doubt as to what 
Congress meant? Is there any question as to what the purpose of that 
statute was? Will any man rise here and say that there has been any 
question that Congress intended to declare that for eight hours’ work 
the laborer, mechanic, or employé should receive a full day’s wages? 
Yet we are asked to vote for a bill that stultifies every one of us; we 
are asked to vote for a bill that declares that in our opinion there is a 
doubt on that question. 

I have not any doubt of it, Mr. President. I know what Congress 
meant. I knowthat $700,000 have been paid out underasubsequent ap- 
propriation bill to adjust the claims of those who had worked more than 
eight hours a day after that statute was passed, and yet, as an act of jus- 
tice to the laboring man, in obedience to the demand that comes to us for 
justice to labor, we are to throw this tub to the whale, we are to give 
this sop to Cerberus, and allow these men, when others have been paid 
by the executive officers of the Government, to go to the Court of Claims 
and ask that court to say what te intention of Congress was in pass- 
ing that statute. 

Mr. DAWES. Could they not go there without it? 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose they could, except for the statue of limi- 
tations. If the bar of the statute of limitations was removed every 
one of them could have the right to go now. All that should bedone, 
if we are to put these poor victims of executive oppression to the ex- 
pense of litigation, is to remove the statute of limitations, and not say 
to that tribunal “‘you have a right to pass upon what Congress meant 
when that statute was enacted.’’ 

Still further: 


And for that length of service the claimant shall be entitled to recover the 
full price of a day’s work, whatever that ry be, less the amount he has 
already received, and in that ratio for any fraction of a day, if, in the opinion 
of the court, such was the meaning of the said act of June 25, 1868, 
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If we take this step in the dark it may be one that | 
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Mr. President, it seems to me for the nate to put itself on ri 1 
in favor of adeclaration like that would be to stultify every mem! 
Of it 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senat yw mx 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I quite agree with all he i vingabout this bill that 
came to us from the other House, and, as I have very many times said 
dur the afternoon, I have tried to get the q tion taken on th 
m ) strike out the proviso at the end of the bill and get rid ot 
ull that committee amendment, when I shall propose to move the Se 

te bill which we passed in the Jast Congress i substitute for the 
| whole thin I think I quite agree with these ¢ s of the Ser 
ator. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why is this matter up ford Why 
are we talking about a | to which everybody is opposed * 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not exactly the wayit is, It comes to us from 
the other House; it was referred to the committee; the committee re- 
ports it back, asking to have a fatal provision in it stricken out, and 
with the intention, just as soon as we can get action, if weever can, on 


that motion, to move as asubstitut le thing the bill that 


1 \ 
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the Senate has already passed 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not do it now? What obstacle is there to 
that parliamentary proceeding now ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not seen any opportunity to get a vote as yet; 
and I will say to the Senator that Providence only knowiug what state of 


A 
mind the Senate in the end would act upon, when hardly anybody 
seemed to be giving any attention to the bill, Lthought that if we conld 
get this final proviso stricken out the bill would not be such an abso- 
lute fraud as it is with the provisoin. If the Seuateshould happen to 
pass the bill in that shape something perhaps would be done, but 
nothing like what I think ought to be, What I do think ought to be 
done is to pass the Senate ill as a substitute which we passed in the 
Fittieth Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why does not the Senator move it now? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwilldoso. Iwill take the liberty of withdrawing, 
for the time being at least, the committee amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That can not be done, Mr. President 

Mr. INGALLS. That need not be done. 


Mr. BLAIR. Can not both questions be in order at the same time 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator can move to strike out and insert. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lamrightastothe method of procedure. I will with- 
draw it absolutely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisinthe chair). The Chair 


understands that the committee has reported a certain amendment 
The Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vesr] has proposed toamend the part 
proposed by the committee to be stricken out. The pending question 
is upon the amendment of the Senator from Missouri to perfect the part 
proposed to be stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Missouri to wv 
amendment to the amendment, and then I will withdraw the amend- 
ment of the committee and move as a substitute for the House bill, 
striking out all after the enac clause, the Senate bill passed at the 
last Congress. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The 
not see how a member of a c 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would certainly hold that 
no individual Senator could withdraw an amendment reported by a 
committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the assent o 
obtained for doing it. 

Mr. VEST. I understand this is an amendment of 

Mr. BLAIR. I say to the Chair I 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the statement of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he has the authority of the committee to 
withdraw the amendment the Chair will certainly recognize his right 
to do so; and yet it requires unanimous consent, because in September 
last the yeas and nays were ordered upon the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator move his amendment 
way, whether the amendment is withdrawn or not? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Chair holds that that can not be done. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not understand the Chair to have ruled the sub- 
stitute not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not hesitate to rule 
that a substitute for the whole bill would be in order. The part pro- 
posed would be in the nature of a motion to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert, and then any amendment that any one pro- 
posed to move to the part to be stricken out would be first in ordet 
and would have to be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. For that reason I was correct. Now, if the Senator 
from Missouri assents to the withdrawal of his proposed amendment, 
I have authority from the committee to withdraw the amendment, and 
if there can be unanimous consent to the withdrawal of the call for the 
yeas and nays the way is clear. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that he may withdraw the committee amend- 
ment, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. That may be 
done. Is there objection to the Senator from New Hampshire with- 
drawing the amendment of the committee? The Chair hears none. 
It is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, I move as an amendment what I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. INGALLS. Which is to strike out and insert? 

Mr. BLAIR. Striking out all after the enacting clause and insert- 
ing the part in italics. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and insert: 


That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by 
or on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June, 
1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work, shall be paid for 
each eight hours he has been employed as fora full day’s work, without any re- 
duction of pay on account of the reduction of hours of labor. 

Spec. 2. That all claims for labor so performed in excess of eight hours per 
day are hereby referred to the Court of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis 
that eight hours constitute a day’s work, and are to be paid for at the price per 
day as provided for in the first section of this act, and judgment given against 
the United States in favor of each claimant for the amount found due, to be 
paid as other judgments of the Court of Claims against the United States; and 
no statute of limitation, or payment made or receipt given for a less sum per 
day than the full price of a day's work as provided in the first section of this 
act, shall bar the right of recovery : Provided, That all suits under this act shall 
be commenced within two years from and after its passage; and any number 
of said claimants may join in thesamesuit: And provided further, That any sum 
allowed or found to be due to any claimant under this act shall only be paid to 
such claimant in person or by warrant sent to him by mail, if living, and if 
dead, to his personal representatives. 


Mr. DAWES. Now I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
what I sent to the desk yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The SECRETARY. Insert in place of the amendment just reported 
the following: 

That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June, 
1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work, shall be paid for 
each eight hours he has been employed as fora full day’s work, whether engaged 
ata price per day or upon piecework or task work, without any reduction of 
pay on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, any agreement between 
the United States and any such laborer, workman, or mechanic touching such 
compensation to the contrary notwithstanding. And the proper accounting 
officersare hereby directed to readjust the accounts of all such laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics, and pay the samein conformity with the provisions ofthis 
act; and a sufficient sum of money for that purpose is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec, 2. That ifany claim under the provisions of this act shall be rejected by 
the said proper accounting officers, the claimant is hereby authorized, at any 
time within one year after such rejection, to commence proceedings to recover 
the same in the Court of Claims, and judgment against the United States in fa- 
vor of such claim, if any, shall be paid out of the appropriation aforesaid. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that. 

Mr. DAWES. I will explain the amendment ina moment. The 
reason why I trouble the Senate upon this occasion is that more of 
the employ¢s of the Government who have suffered under this admin- 
istration of the law reside in my own State than in any other State in 
the Union. 

Mr. BLAIR. New York has more. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps New York may be an exception. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think that Virginia has more. 

Mr. DAWES. The Springfield Armory and Boston navy yard are 
especially interested in this matter and have been for a long time. 
Perhaps there are other States, one or two, more interested, but as far 
as I know Massachusetts is very largely interested. The Springfield 
Armory is in the district which I represented a good many years ago 
in the other House. Therefore it is that my attention has been called 
by employés to the working of the law very particularly and to the 
grievance. 

The difference between this amendment and the one offered by the 
Senator from New Hampsbire is just the difference between something 
and nothing. It is the language of the statute of 1872, which was in- 
serted into an appropriation bill of which I had charge at that time in 
the House of Representatives for the very purpose of meeting precisely 
this exigency as it existed at that time. The words of that amend- 
ment are these: 

That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and re- 
quired, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics, employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work forall such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th 
day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning such 
pay, to settle and pay for the same, without reduction on account of reduction 


of hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear that such wasthe 
sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum for said purpose— 


Which is the gist of the whole matter— 
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is pene appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Under that provision all of these accounts were squared at the Treas- 
ury Department and paid. Itcostnolaborerone penny. It was done 
before the close of the fiscal year. I am informed that it took $700,- 
000 to do it. I rememberstating to the House of Representatives that, 
in my judgment, it would take $500,000, but I am informed indirectly 
that it took $700,000. 

Mr. President, I am not on the floor to argue the propriety of the 
passage of the eight-hour law. It is too late, in my opinion, to argue 
that question. We enacted it. We required our officials to obey it. 
They evaded it until the day of the President’s proclamation, and the 
Congress of the United States ordered the accounting officers to obey 
it, and they did obey it, and paid the money, Subsequent Adminis- 
trations have at different periods tried thesame experiment of evading 
it, and I propose the same law that worked an absolute cure without 
expense and without delay. 

I desire to say to the laborers, certainly those of them who reside in 
the State in which I live, that I do not propose now to give them the 
poor privilege of suing the Government in the Court of Claims for that 
which we enacted was their due, and get a judgmenta year and a half 
or two years hence, and then get an appropriation from Congress after 
that to pay it, when all that we have to do is to order the accounting 
officers of the Treasury to pay it, and it will be done. 

Mr, President, the serious objection to this amendment is that it will 
take so much out of the Treasury. The trouble is that we have got so 
much out of these poor laborers for nothing—it is so big a sum we have 
got out of them for nothing—that we are not willing to pay it. If it 
had been petit larceny instead of grand larceny perhaps we would have 
been willing to pay it, but it is such a large sum, if we can make these 
laborers believe that we are doing something when we are not, we can 
put it off from year to year. 

The poor laborers in the Springfield Armory and at the Boston navy 
yard were made to believe two years ago that if this bill could only 
pass they would have their money right off, and when I undertook to 
point out to them that it was not even a tub to the whale, that it was 
pretending to keep the promise to the ear, but when it came to their 
hope .t was broken to pieces, and there was nothing in it, I got letters 
for a little while from those employ¢s imploring me to go for this meas- 
ure; and they were written on letter-heads of claim agents here in- 
sisting upon it that I should go for a bill that would enable them to sue 
the Government in the Court of Claims, when they had that right be- 
fore, and all that was necessary was to take away the statute of limita- 
tions. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
if I can not get this; but I warn these laborers that this is a pretense 
and a fraud, and there is nothing in it but pretense and fraud. 

I was forcibly struck when last evening in my mail there came a 
letter from the widow of one of these poor fellows in Springfield who 
had worked his ten hours day after day and yearafter year under these 
orders and then died. She wanted me to tell her what she was to do 
in order to get this money. After the Senator’s bill shall pass I will 
write to her that the first thing she has got to do is tocome here tothe 
District of Columbia and take out letters of administration upon her 
husband’s estate, and then employ an attorney here to bring a suit in 
the Court of Claims for what the statute has declared she is entitled 
to, and then a yearand a halfor two years hence when she gets a judg- 
ment she is to give an attorney some percentage of that to get it into 
an appropriation bill a year afterwards. 

I can hold out to her the hope that if God spares her life three or 
four years after this bill shall pass she will get what is left of it after 
the attorneys have had their share in it. And that is what is calleda 
response to the demand of the laborers and employés of the Government, 
who have had by subterfuge plucked out of them two-tenths of their 
labor for the Government, until the amount seized out of them has been 
so much that we are not willing to restore it at all! 

Sir, if they are entitled to it, make your appropriation and pay them. 
If it is too large for restitution, say so like men; but do not, for God’s 
sake, stand day after day here devising phraseology that will postpone 
from year to year what the statutes of the United States say they are 
entitled to. 

That is the difference between these two measures. One is designed 
to square their accounts at the Treasury Department and appropriate 
sufficient money for that purpose, and the other grants to a citizen of 
the United States the great boon of commencing a suit to recover that 
which the statute says has been filched out of him, and then get his 
pay afterwards. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts evi- 
dently wants these men paid. That sort of talk will be likely to pass 
almost any kind of bill that you might mention, no matter whether 
it called for a hundred or five hundred million dollars. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts has known about this busi- 
ness since Grant’s time, it seems. He has had the opportunity to do 
justice to these people, these constituents of his, during all these long 
years, and he appears here just at the last concluding moments of this 
session—— 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. BLAIR. -I decline to be interrupted just at this moment. 

Mr. DAWES. Give me notice, then, when you will yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator had his say. 

All these years, until he has grown gray listening to these groans of 
his constituents, he has been inactive, as docile as any kitten in the 


country, except that whenever an effort from some other source has | 


been made tosecure something for these people he has risen and howled 
as here to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the floor now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not one of those who rise and denounce a billas 
a fraud and then say I would vote for it if I could not get what else 


I wanted. If this measure is a fraud and cheat, if it is an effort at | 


knavery, I do not see upon what basis the Senator from Massachusetts 


grounds the vote which he proposes to give for it if he can not get | 


passed an impossible proposition which he submits here himself. 


The Senator knows, for I talked with him to-day, that his proposi- | 


tion would kill this bill, that it would kill any bill. He knows the 


rules of the House of Representatives, and when I suggested to him | 
that the enormous appropriation which he proposes to make in his 


amendment would kill the bill, he at once understood it. He said he 
was obliged to make this motion of his toamend. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator yield now? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not just now. 


Mr. President, the Senator knows that if that amendment passes it | 


is utterly impossible to get this bill out of the Committee of the Whole 
in the other House where it must go the moment it arrives there, it 
carrying an appropriation, and an objection being made to it; for the 
House of Representatives has a good many enemies in it to this bill, 
covert enemies, perhaps, as well as some open ones. 


As to the bill itself, the method in which it undertakes to obtain a | 


remedy for these people, perhaps it is not the best kind ofa bill that 
might be devised to reach exactly the difficulty, but here are between 
eighty and ninety gentlemen in the Senate with diverse views upon the 
entire subject-matter. Some think nothing ought to be paid; some 
think everything ought to be paid: and all must admit that in some 
way there should be a proper opportunity for judicial investigation to 
escertain these amounts. The Committee on Education and Labor for 
three or four Congresses—for three Congresses to my recollection—has 
had this subject-matter before it, and the Senator’s colleague has urged 
this very bill Congress after Congress. Of the men who want this pro- 
tection, the men who have earned this money, nine-tenths ask for this 
bill, and they have never asked for the measure which the Senator 
urges here on account of the demand of a fewatthe armory in Spring- 
field, Mass. 

The great mass of these men say they want this bill, which will en- 
able them to goto the Court of Claims, where they may have the amounts 
due to the several men adjudicated and allowed. They do not want 
to deal with these executive officers over here; they have had enough 
of them. These documents are full of complaintsof the way they have 
been received from time to time. They do not want anything more to 
do with them. I have here statements laid before the committee by 


those who have represented the great mass of these laborers in Phila- | 
delphia, in Charleston, in Portsmouth, in Norfolk, Va., and in the | 


West, representing that they wish some act of Congress for their relief, 
and that it is no use to turn them over to the Departments, where they 
may spend the rest of their days in adjudicating upon these accounts. 
Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator now yield ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Not just at this moment. I think, Mr. President, 
that the substitute which we have submitted here for the House bill 
is about as well as we can do. In its substance, in most of its terms, 


it is precisely what was passed by the Senate in the last Congress, It 
was satisfactory to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber upon the | 


committee. 


It is a proposition to send this matter to the Court of Claims; not to 
submit the question as to the meaning of the law of 1868 particularly 


to thatcourt, but as the bill itself expressly provides, re-enacting or | 


repeating the language of the law, that those laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics who had performed work for or on behalf of the United 


States should be paid a full day’s wages for eight hours’ labor, and the | 


court is directed to adjudicate and ascertain theamount. When those 
amounts are ascertained, then it will be for Congress to make appro- 
priations, if they see fit to do so, as undoubtedly they will. 

I should have no objection to the Senator’s proposition if it was not 
for just this: These claims are ancient, many of them outlawed you 
might say; I do not know that they would be outlawed as against the 
Government, but they are old claims; some of the parties are dead. 


There would be the possibility that a great many fraudulent claims 
might be presented to the Executive Departments. They are not proper 


tribunals to adjudicate upon such questions, and if they dothere is no 
endtoit. They turn these claimants away, honest claimants or dis- 
honest claimants. That is not final; they simply come back to Con- 


——- 
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gress and ask us to adjudicate for them bya statute, or to send them to 
the Court of Claims, or to give them some additional legislation. 

Now, this bill, the proposed substitute, brings them to a legal tri 
bunal at the beginning. The Court of Claims is the proper tribunal 
to make this adjudication, and it is not a tribunal which can make 
the adjudication unless authorized by express statute; for I call the 
attention of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. INGALLS] to the fact that 
legislation is necessary if the Court of Claims is to act upon these claims 
at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why should the Court of Claims act upon them ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Lsay if the Court of Claims is to act upon them. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why should it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have been arguing it should, because some tribunal 
must adjudicate as to these claims. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a mere matter of accounting 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all 

Mr. INGALLS. It is merely adding two-tenths to the amount they 
| have received. 

Mr. BLAIR. These are not claims which can be brought before the 
Court of Claims without a law authorizing it for two reasons. One is, 
| that they are outlawed, for I think there is a limitation; and the other 
is, that even if not interferred with by the statute of limitations—and 
Iam alluding now to what the Senator said—there is no contract of 
the kind that, as I understand it, would be subject to the jurisdiction 
of that court. If the proposition of the Senator trom Massachusetts 
should be adopted there can no bill whatever be passed, either this or 
his own, and we are reduced to this condition of things, either some 
bill without an appropriation in it is to pass or nothing is to be done, 
and the effort of the Congress is to be lost. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator wasso unusually courte- 
ous as to refuse me the opportunity to correct him when he said that 
| I had been made acquainted with these claims for a great many years 
| and had never moved their payment. I put in the appropriation act 

in 1872 this measure, wrote it myself, offered it, and it was adopted, 
| and every account was squared then. The moment the Senator took 
this up in the Committee on Education and Labor three years ago I 
introduced this very proposition as a bill and had it referred to his 
committee. His committee has had notice of it and all the opportuni- 
ties of consideration 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
address the Chair, so that the Reporters may hear what he says ? 

Mr. DAWES. I wanted to let the Senator trom New Hampshire 
have the benefit of the statement. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

also. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator brought back this bill instead of a bill 
| that provided for their payment in a way that had been demonstrated 
| to be sufficient; I tried to persuade him at his desk to take this meas- 
| 








The Reporters would like to hear 





ure as a substitute, and he gave me the same reason he gives now, with 
a whole session of Congress before us. J abstained then from otlering 
it as a substitute because of his statement that although he did not 
think this was much—I take that back, I shall not follow the Sena- 
tor’s example of stating openly in the Senate what passed between him 
and me at his desk; I leave that example forhim. but I was induced 
to refrain from offering it as a substitute then, which I told him I 
| wanted todo. At the present Congress, when the bill came here from 
| the other House, I introduced this bill again and had it referred to his 
| committee, where it sleeps now, and where everything is destined to 
| sleep except that which has been contrived by claim agents here. That 
| is the only difference about it. 

I do not expect my amendment to be adopted, for the reason that 
the sum which it requires to make restitution is so large that a ma- 
jority of the Senate will shrink from it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amount? 

Mr. DAWES. The amount, in my opinion, is about $2,000,000, as 
| near as [ can ascertain, taking the data. Taking what it took to pay 


| that first year before the proclamation of General Grant and apply that 
| to the number of years which we know the thing was evaded by the 
two Departments of the Navy and the Army, and I estimate—it is an 
estimate—about $2,000,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. Willthe Senator pardona question? The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] understands that these accounts have been 
adjusted up to the date of the passage of the appropriation actin 1572? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; I understand so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Sothat what remains unpaid is tothe period when 
the law began to be observed ? 

Mr. DAWES. For four or five years, as I understand it 





le 
Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me, as I gathered the reading of the 
Senator’s amendment, that notwithstanding under the law we havead- 
| justed these claims until 1872, this amendment, as well as the proposed 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, proposes to go back 
| to 1868, 
Mr. DAWES. No, I do not understand my amendment that 
Mr. ALLISON. I gatherel that from hearing it read. 
Mr. INGALLS. If theclaims have been adjusted how can anything 
| go back? 
| Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 


way. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I can settle this matter very easily. The Senator was 
not present when this matter was stated. The act of 1872, in conse- 
quence of the proclamation of General Grant of May, 1869, provided 
for the payment of what had accrued up to the date of that proclama- 
tion. After that proclamation was issued the law was enforced; I ask 
he attention of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. DAWES. I have the floor. 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, the Senator has the floor if he is not will- 
ing to yield it. 

Mr. DAWES. I want the pleasure of yielding it to the Senator 
from New Hampshire formally. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then if the Senator will sit down formally I will go 
on in my own right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
yields to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator really had not the floor, but simply being 
in a perpendicular position he interrupted me. Heought to have taken 
his seat before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is entitled t- the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is laboring under the impression that 
when he stands up he must talk, although he has no right todoso. 

I was trying to explain what time is covered by the bill that is be- 
fore the Senate. The original act was passed in 186%. That fact by 
this time ought to be driven like a stone post in the center of the Sen- 
ate floor, and I hope in Heaven that the Senate will tie to that. The 
original act, the eight-hour law, passed in 1568. 

Mr. COCKRELL. June 25, 

Mr. BLAIR. If we do not confuse ourselves by months and days 
of months we may perhaps get the main features of this chronology. 
The original act was passed in 1568. in 1869 it was brought to the 
attention of President Grant that the executive officers violated the act 
and men were having to work for the Government more than eight 
hours for a day’s work. Thereupon, in 1869, President Grant issued 
the proclamation to which the Senator from Kansascalled our attention. 
From that date Grant saw to it that the law was enforced until the end 
of his administration. 

Mr. INGALLS. That was in 1877, 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, until the end of his administration. Let 
the imagination expand and seize that great fact. From 1869, the date 
of the proclamation by President Grant, until 1877 the law was en- 
forced. In 1872 the appropriation act which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts alluded to was passed in order to secure payment of the unpaid 
arrears covered by Grant’s proclamation issued in 1869—about nine 
months—and as I understand from the report of the committee and 
statements before the committee it took $300,000 to pay that, instead 
of $700,000. 

From soon after the incoming of the Hayes Administration until 
about January 1, 1883, the law was violated half the time by the 
Army and Navy Departments; they required ten hours’ work in the 
summer season and eight hours’ work in the winter season; and the pe- 
riod of time was about eight years. If we reduce that to whole years 
it will be an excess of two hours daily for four years; and that is all 
that is in this bill, unless there may be some odds and ends that nobody 
thinks of. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
that point ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to get this matter clearly in my head, if I 
can. The law was passed in 1868. The Senator from Massachusetts 
states that in 1872 he had a law passed which cleaned up all accounts 
due up to that period, first, by taking up the nine months; and, sec- 
ondly, by the proclamation of President Grant. 

Mr. BLAIR. Kut the proclamation of President Grant covered the 
nine months, and was only about the nine months, while the clause in 
the appropriation act of 1872 reached back to those nine months, and 
there was nothing between 1869 and 1872 to pay. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, then, the appropriation of 1872 covered the 
nine months, and after that time until 1877, as I understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, this law was in full force. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was in fall force. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without any complaint of these laborers? 

Mr. BLAIR. There was no occasion for complaint, because they 
worked only eight hours. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me a moment—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Then from 1868 up to 1877, under the statement 
made by the Senator, there can be no claim for back pay. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me a mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from West 
Virginia? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I want to corrrct a fact upon which the Senator 
is basing his whole argument. 


The Senator from New Hampshire 


Now, wil! the Senator yield to me a moment on 


I will yield in a moment. I wish to state my 
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Mr. 
a fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to answer the question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not through with the question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In 1872 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
had yielded to the Senator from Iowa. The Chair asks if the Senator 
from New Hampshire and the Senator from Iowa will yield to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia? 

Mr. ALLISON. In one moment. I understand it to be the posi- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire that under the law there can 
no claim arise prior to 1877, because all these laborers were paid to that 
time. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Am I right in that? 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will let me tell him whether he is 
right as far as I can I will do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will allow the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. That I understand to be substantially true. Ido not 
know of any claims that are earlier than the Hayes Administration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then I want to finish my question. 

Mr. BLAIR. There may be some scattering claims. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if that be true, why is it necessary to extend 
this jurisdiction by the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, by the House bill, and by the proposed amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts back to 1868? Why not say that from 1877 
up to the present moment the Court of Claims, or whatever jurisdic- 
tion is devolved here, shall take up these cases? I can see no reason 
why we should go back beyond 1877 if it be absolutely true that all 
the cases prior to that time have been adjusted and settled. 

Mr. BLAIR. It mzy or may not be absolutely true. There may 
be a few cases. So faras the evidence goes or as the claims go that 
have ever been heard of there is nothing earlier than 1877. There 
very likely may be some small claims; I do not know. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from West Virginia ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I want to state to the Senator from Iowa that 
he was basing his whole statement on what I conceive to be a misun- 
derstanding of the facts, because it is clearly shown by the proclama- 
tion of the President of May, 1872, that the law was then being vio- 
lated, 

Mr. INGALLS. The proclamation of the President in 1869? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ifthe Senator from Kansas will permit me, I 
will read him the proclamation of 1872: 


Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 
that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen,and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 

Whereas on the 19th day of May,in the year 1869, by executive proclamation, 
it was directed that from and after that date no reduction should be made in 
the wages paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics on account of such reduction of the hours of labor; and 

Whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress and the procla- 
mation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all the officers of the Gov- 
ernment having charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics: 

Now therefore I, Ulysses 8S. Grant— 


ALLISON. Iam not making an argument; I am trying to get 








That is the proclamation, dated May, 1872—— 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a second proclamation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Showing clearly that at that time the law was 
being violated. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not remember hearing of any claim for anything 
except what has accrued since the Hayes Administration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will yield to me a moment, I 
want to explain myself to the Senator. I was making no statement 
respecting thismatter. I had notexaminedit. I was taking the state- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts and the statement of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that prior to 1877 there were no claims under 
the act of 1868. 

Mr. BLAIR. I might, while I am on my feet, read the order of R. 
W. Thompson, Secretary of the Navy, in which there is a substantial 
promise to these people to pay them for the extra labor, although they 
have not received it. 

[Circular No. 8.] 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 21, 1878. 

The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, for the cir- 
cular of October 25, 1877, in relation to the working hours at the several navy 
yards and shore stations: 

That previous circular had provided that where they had worked but 
eight hours their wages should be reduced. This order of March 21, 
1878, goes on: 

The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a.m. to 6 
p.m.; from September 22 to March 20, from 7.40 a. m. to 4.30p. m., with the usual 
intermission of one hour for dinner. 

The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 


men, and laborers on the basis of eight hoursa day. All workmen electing to 
labor ten hours a day will! receive a proportionate increase of their wages. 


I call the attention of the Senate to this, that the Secretary of the 
Navy practically promised to pay them the extra pay for the extra time. 
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Mr. GRAY. What is the date of that? upon his amendment to the amendment? The Chair hears none; and 
Mr. BLAIR. March 21, 1878. the demand is withdrawn. 





All workmen electing to labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the amendment to the amend- 
increase of their wages. - ! ment is still pending, and I want to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
The commandants will notify the men employed, or to be employed, of these setts so nestions upon it. 
conditions, and they are at liberty to continue or accept employment under ac. YO Oe ee ct a ae 
them or not. [r,. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Missouri give way for a mo- 
R. W. THOMPSON, tion to adjourn ? 
Secretary of the Navy. Mr. BLAIR. I hope there will be no motion made to adjourn n 
Now, I do not propose to enlarge upon thismatter. Wegot the best | I want to vet through with this bill to-night. 
possible provision before the Senate. We had to agree to something The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Missouri yield 
in the committee, and this proposed substitute is substantially, I know, | to the Senator from North Carolina ‘ 
satisfactory to these laborers. I do not know whether it suits the Mr. COCKRELI Che bill can not be pussed to-night, I will say 
claim agents or not, and the Senator from Massachusetts would do | to the Senator. If the Senate wishes to adjourn now it ean dos 
well, before he makes further assertions of that kind, to look well to Mr. BLAIR. LIhope the Senator from North Carolina will not m 
his authority. the motion. We must get through with some of the business bet 
Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? us. 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Missouri yield 
Mr. INGALLS. All the adjustments and settiements that have | to the Senator from North Carolina 
hitherto been made, covering a period of nine or ten years, were with- Mr. COCKRELL. I yield 
out the interposition of the Court of Claims. What is the necessity Mr. RANSOM. I understood the Senator from Missouri t y that 
of departing from the practice under which the claims of nine or ten | the bill could not be passed to-night, and I move that the Senate a 
years were settled and now inviting the interposition of the Court of | journ. 
Claims? The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Mr. BLAIR. I will say in regard to that Iam not aware that there | Senator from North Carolina that the Senate adjourn, [Vutting tl 


have been any claims adjusted except those certainly prior to 1872 | question. |] The ayes appear to have it. 

when the appropriation was made, and I am not aware, I am not in- Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays 

formed, that any claims arose except between the passage of the actof| The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
1868 and the proclamation of President Grant in 1869. the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senate pardon me again? Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Mr. BLAIR. Iam in process of answering the Senator’s question. | Senator fromi Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 


Mr. INGALLS. But one moment, right there. The proclamation| Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
of President Grant in 1872 recites that they had not been paid. ator from South Dakota | Mr. PErTicrREew ] 


Mr. BLAIR. Ido not undertake to say that there are not claims Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
between 1869 and 1872. I say I have not heard of any, and Congress | ator from Florida | Mr. Pasco}. 

having made an appropriation in 1872 I supposed the vigilance of the Mr. FAULKNER (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massacliusetts would have provided for anything which | Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. 

was a violation of the law prior to thattime. My recollectionnowis—| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris, when his name w 
and he will inform me if I am incorrect—it comes to my mind that his | called). The occupant of the chair is paired with the Senator from 
clause in the appropriation act only applied specifically to the claims | Vermont [Mr. MorriLw]. 

between the passage of the act and 1869. Then, in passing, I would Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
ask the Senator, with his vigilance, with his anxiety, with his ‘‘ bieed- | Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

ing Kansas’’ feeling towards these laborers, if there had beenany claims | Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
between 1869 and 1872 would he not have paid them, if he had to doit | the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1aGrns]. 

out of his own pocket? Of course he would. Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
I think the fact that he put in that kind of a clause on an appropria- | Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
tion bill and left these three years next to him all unprovided for, | ‘‘nay.’’ 

with his feeling and hisvigilance on the subject, it is perfectly evident Mr.SANDERS (when Mr. PIERCE’s name wascalled). I wasrequested 
that there can not be any claims intervening. But still that is rea- | by theSenator from North Dakota [Mr. PreRcE] to announce that he 
soning. I do not know what the facts may be. | paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

I was going on toanswer the question of the Senator from Kansas when Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Se: 
he interrupted me with another, that is, with reference to the manner | ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR],whom I do not see in the Chamber 
in which these adjudications have been made, whether it be necessary | I have a right to vote to make aquorum. I will reserve my vote until 
now to go to the Court of Claims. It is only a question of procedure, | [ see whether it is necessary. 


I will admit, but these other adjudications were with reference to what Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
had very recently occurred. They covered a brief period of time. senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and therefore withhold 
This adjudication covers a period of about six years, from 1877 to | my vote. 


1885, or about eight yearsin all, and it may be that there are scatter-| Mr, VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ing claims away back to the passage of the law that should be adjudi- | ator from Kansas [Mr. PLump], and withhold my vote. 

cated. The object of the bill is to cover the whole time, and to cover! The roll call was concluded. 

the whole question, and do justice to all the laborers, workmen, and| Mr. DAWES. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
mechanics who should be paid for any extra labor that they have done | Cotquitt). Ido not know how he would vote, and I withhold my 
for the Government in violation of the eight-hour law. vote. ' 

We had to do as all committees do; we had to report what we could | Mr, ALLEN. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator from 
get agreed to in committee. I violate no confidence in saying that | Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. I shall not vote unlessit is n¢ 
members of the committee on bothsides of the Chamber thought that | a quorum. : 

before any appropriation is made and before the accounting officers are The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
permitted to pay these claims there should be some adjudication be- | that less than a quorum has voted. 

fore some judicial tribunal as to who the claimants are and the! Mr. ALLEN. Iam then authorized to yote. I vote 
amounts which may be due toeach. It was agreed that the Court o! Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Claims is the proper body to apply to, as in all other cases of like na-| Mr. DANIEL. I bee leave to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ture, such being the present course of the Government. I think if this | ator from Washington { Mr. Sat IRE]. 


ssary to make 





state to the Senator 


“nay.’’ 


proposed substitute is passed these claims will be adjudicated without Mr. DAWES. I am authorized to vote for the purpose of making a 
difficulty; and certainly the claimants themselves, nine out of every | quorum. I vote “nay.” ™ 
ten of them, will have the kind of a bill that they have been urging} The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 22 
before Congress. : = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment YEAS—I1. 


of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator 


; as follows 


| 
- 7 | Blackburn, George, Morgat Reagan 

trom New Hampshire, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. Cockrell, Gray, Pugh. Walthall 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted before the vote was taken to have the | Coke Hampton, Ransom 
Senator make some fuller explanation of that proposition than we have NAYS—22 
had. ; pw 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not want to consume the time of the Senate, | Airc” em ee Pom 
and if there is no objection I will withdraw the call for the yeas and ! Allison, Dolph, McConnell, Spooner, 
nays. es a ee Stewart 

; 7 : : > ‘arey, ale, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator | Gi.cy' Hawiey, Platt, Wadhionen. 


from Massachusetts withdrawing the demand for the yeas and nays | Chandler, Hiscoci, Sanders, Wolcott 
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ABSENT—49. 
Rarbour, Edmunds, MeMillan, Squire, 
Bate, Eustis, McPherson, Stanford, 
Berry Evarts, Moody, Teller, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morrill, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Harris, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Power, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Dixon, Kenna, Sherman, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Noquorum voting, the Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allen, Daniel, McConnell, Shoup, 
Allison, Dawes, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Berry, Dolph, McPherson, Stock bridge, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Manderson, Turpie, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Vest, 

Call, Gray, Morgan, Walthall, 
Carey, Hampton, Paddock, Warren, 
Casey, Harris, Platt, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Reagan, 

Coke, Iloar, Sanders, 


Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. Wrison, of Iowa] was obliged 
to leave the Chamber an hour and a half ago on account of illness. 
Otherwise he would be present. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, My colleague [Mr. TELLER] is temporarily ab- 
sent from the Chamber. He was here a short time ago. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state thatmy colleague {Mr. KENNA] 
is temporarily absent from the Chamber, and he is paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wishto announce that my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] is detained by illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight 
sponded to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement. I 
find upon inquiry among Senators who desire to speak that it will be 
probably impossible to conclude the bill to-night. The Senator who 
has just taken the floor [Mr. CocKRELL] informed me that it would 
be a special convenience to him to adjourn in order that he might ex- 
amine papers; that he is not quite ready to goon to-night. There- 
fore, in the hope of expediting or making a certainty of the end of the 
bill, I ask that unanimous consent may be given to take the vote upon 
the bill and amendments without further debate to-morrow afternoon 
at 3 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. Would not 1 o’clock do? 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to get an agreement; and we will see what 
Senators will say about the proposition I have made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think it is exactly fair when the Sena- 
tors who are in favor of the bill have monopolized almost the entire day 
that those who are opposed to it and desire to give their reasons should 
be cut off. I think those of us who are opposed to the bill ought to 
have a little time to give our reasons for opposing the measure. I say 
it involves $30,000,Q00 and that it isentitled to be considered and dis- 
cussed here. 

It is not a mere pittance. Itisa few thousand men against the great 
Jaboring masses of this country, trying to take out of their pockets double 
compensation. It isthe worst back-salary grab that has been presented 
before Congress since the one that retired the members of one Congress 
here 

Now, I think we ought to have a fair chance. 
or three Senators who want tospeak. How long they will want tospeak 
I can not tell. They will only speak just as long as it is necessary to 
present sufficient and valid reasons against the bill. When the Sena- | 
tor from Massachusetts and the Senator from New Hampshire have con- | 
sumed nearly all the time to-day, I do not think it is right now to begin 
to fix an hour to vote that will give us only three or four hours for dis- | 
cussion. We will dispose of it as promptly as we can. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will simply say that the Senator is not quite right | 
in stating that the friends of the bill have occupied most of the | 
time. The debate has been mostly against the bill. However, that is | 
not to the merits of the present condition. Nobody has any desire to | 
prevent a full discussion of the bill on the part of those opposed to it; 
but it seems to me that as the end of the session isso rapidly approach- 
ing there should be a disposition on both sides of the Chamber to fix a 
limit when the vote might be taken. If 3 o’clock to-morrow is not a 
satisfactory hour I would ask any Senator, the Senator from Mississippi 
or the Senator from Missouri, to suggest a time to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Dispose of it to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. With the understanding that the bill is to be disposed 
of to-morrow, I am willing to adjourn. I ask that it be agreed that 


Senators having re- 





I know there are two | 





the bill shall be taken up immediately on the conclusion of the morn- 
ing business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be taken up immediately after 
the conclusion of routine business to-morrow morning, and that it be 
proceeded with until concluded before adjournment to-morrow. Is 
there objection to that request? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask that there may be a new print of the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire and of the 
amendment to it proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Before a reprint of my amendment is ordered I de- 
sire to modify it to meet the objection of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and to strike out theappropriation in the first section and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ and report to Congress.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will prepare the modi- 
fication and see that the clerks get it. 

Mr. DAWES. And also I will strike out the second section alto- 

ether. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The requestof theSenator from Iowa 
for a reprint of the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
and the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, modified by 
him as he suggests, will be ordered. 


DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WALKER. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I desire to give notice that on Tuesday evening 
next I shall ask the Senate to lay uside its ordinary business and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolutions of the House of Represent- 
atives, announcing the death of Hon. James P. Walker, late a Repre- 
sentative from the Fourteenth district of Missouri. 

is EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr.SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p, 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 7, 1891, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 6, 1891. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a, m. 
D. D., of Boston, Mass. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


TREATY OF RECIPROCITY WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
12333) relating to the treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands 
and ask for its consideration now. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That nothing in the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ shall be held to repeal or impair the provisions of the convention re- 
specting commercial reciprocity concluded January 30, 1875, with the King of 
the Hawaiian Islands, and extended by the convention praglaimed November 
9, 1887; and the provisions of said convention shall be in full force and effect as 
if said act had not passed. 


Mr. BLAND. If that can be considered in Committee of the Whole 
I do not want to raise any objection. Unless it can be considered so 
as to be amended and debated I shall object to it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Perhaps 1 can explain the matter in a few mo- 
ments, so that the gentleman from Missouri will not make that objec- 
tion. I have consulted some of the gentlemen on the Committee on 
Ways and Means on that side of the House, and I do not understand 
they desire to make any point that it shall be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I hope that we can make some arrangement as to 
the time that shall be consumed in debate. 

Mr. MILLS. Perhaps you had better go into Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope we will be able to make an arrangement 
with gentlemen who desire to discuss the bill as to the time for gen- 
eral debate, and I do not think it will require very much time. Then 


Prayer by Rev. PHILLIPS BROOKS, 


| I trust the gentleman from Missouri will not insist upon this bill being 


considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND. This isamatterof very greatimportance, and I think 
it should be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We would need to be in committee buta very short 
time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not un- 
dertake to make a promise of that kind. 

Mr. MILLS, I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that I think 
the shorter way would be to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McKINLEY. On the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas, 
I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12333) relating to the treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands; 
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and pending that motion I desire to ask gentlemen on the other side 
how much time they will desire to occupy in general debate. 

Mr. MILLS. There seems to be objection to fixing any time. I do 
not think the debate will take very long; but we had better go into com- 
mittee without any limit. ’ 

Mr. McKINLEY. If thatis true, I will state from my conversations 
with gentlemen on the other side, and I have held this up for days for 
their convenience, that I believed we would have no trouble about agree- 
ing upon the time. I trust gentlemen will state the time they desire 
to use, so that we will understand exactly how long we will take in 
the discussion of this bill. It seems to me that is due under the cir- 
cumstances. I do not desire to limit gentlemen so that they will not 
be able to express their views in the fullest sense upon this bill, but at 
this stage of the session it does seem to me that there ought to be some 
sort of limit to general debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Ohio 
knows that there is no more disposition on this side of the House un- 
necessarily to consume time than there is on his side to refuse to give 
adequate time, and the gentleman must also know that until debate 
has been entered upon it will be impossible to state just how much 
time will be necessary for a proper considerationof the subject. I think 
he will find no more time will be consumed by going on in the usual 
way than would be if an agreement were made; and that he had better 
leave the matter to be guided by circumstances. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Willan hour be sufficient for gentlemen on that 
side ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It may not take an hour and 
it may be necessary to take a little more; therefore, as I said at first, 
I think the gentleman had better enter upon general debate and be 
guided by circumstances. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, when I called up this bill I had 
expected, from conversations I had with gentlemen on the other side, 
that we should be able to make an arrangement to limit the time for 
debate. I do not desire now to interrupt the progress of the appropri- 
ation bill under consideration, and because of the uncertainties as to 
the time to be taken for the consideration of this bill I will withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in justice 
to myself and the gentleman from Ohio that I would be glad, so far as 
I am personally concerned, that very little time should be occupied in 
general debate; but I have no authority to speak for other gentlemen 
who may desire to be heard on the bill. I avail myself of the further 
opportunity to say that the gentleman from Ohio has been very cour- 
teous in the matter. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have postponed this from day to day for the 
convenience of gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not want more than five minutes so far as I am 
concerned, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Task the gentleman from Texas if we can not 
now fix the time for general debate ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is just to myself to state 
that, as Iam probably one of the gentlemen to whom the gentleman 
from Ohio refers when he speaks of consultations with members on 
this side, he will bear me out in the statement that, so far as I am 
concerned, I gave him to understand neither by word, act, nor deed 
that there should be a limitation or that there would be assent on our 
side to hamper or restrict debate; and hence, if he has been misled, he 
has certainly not been misled through my statement to the contrary. 
For a matter so important as this I think it is well that it should be 
calmly and judiciously discussed and considered. There is no disposi- 
tion to improperly impede the progress of this measure, nor would I 
be a party to an improper shortening of debate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Can the gentleman name any time that he thinks 
would be full and ample? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I can not, because a number of gentlemen have 
indicated that they desire to speak on cognate subjects; and I think 
that the gentleman’s best course would be to enter upon its considera- 
tion and take the consequences as they may arise. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will permit 
me a moment. As the gentleman has alluded to conversations had 
with members on this side, I will state that everything that I have 
said to him has been strictly in accord with what I have said here on 
the floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I withdraw the motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
a the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
itles: 

A bill (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Michael Meskell; 

A bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider; 

A bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E, 
Crouse; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) for cancellation of contract with United States 





engineer for delivery of stone for the improvement of the mouth ot 
the Columbia River, in Oregon and Washington; 
A bill (H. R, 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 
A bill (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge over the Duck Riwer, in Humphreys County, Tennessee; 
A bill (H. R. 11391) for the construction and completion of suitable 
school buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other 
States; 
A bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops; 
A bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus 
Pettitt; 
A bill (H. R. 12042) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under 
the waters of the bay of New York, between the town of Middletown, 
in the county of Richmond, and the town of New Utrecht, in the 
county of Kings, in the State of New York, and to establish the same 
as a post road; and 
A bill (H. R. 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 
12227) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1-92, 
and for otber purposes, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Horses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. Rh. 6975) to pro- 
~ for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bili (S. 4126) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, 
deceased ; 
A bill (S. 4212) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades; 
A bill (S. 4472) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 
A bill (S. 4627) to establish a marine board for the advancement of 
the interests of the merchant marine; 
A bill (S. 4754) to amend act authorizing Choctaw Coal and Railway 
Company to construct road through Indian Territory; 
A bill (S. 4885) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Westerly, in the State of Rhode Island 
etc. ; and 
A bill (S. 4906) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause an explora- 
tion and survey to be made of the interior of the Territory of Alaska. 
The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3770) to 
incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, asked a conference with the House on the billand 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. HiGGins, Mr. MCMILLAN, and 
Mr. DANIEL as said conferees on the part of the Senate. 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4814) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses, ”’ 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw that amendment and 
propose in lieu thereof the one which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 9 of the printed bill, aflerthe word “thereby,” the following: ‘‘or 
to make, or move to perfect, any homestead entries which are preserved or au- 
thorized under said act,”’ 

Mr. HERBERT. L[have conferred with the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. PAYSON] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], rep- 
resenting opposite sides of the Committee on Public Lands, and there 
is, so far as I know, no objection to this amendment. It will simply 
carry out the intent of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
from Alabama. What is the necessity of putting in this qualifying 
phrase if the object is merely to extend the time for filing? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is required for the reason that the bill as it 
comes to us from the Senate upon a critical reading does not appear to 
apply to homestead settlers—does not give them six months, but gives 
it only to purchasers. Theoriginal act applies not only to purchasers, 
but to certain homestead settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN. And this is merely to carry out the full intent 
of the original act. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the sole purpose of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, [ have anamendment that I offered 
at the time the bill was presented, and I ask that it be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
At the end of the bill, after the word “lands,” insert the following: ‘ Pro- 


vided, That nothing herein shall extend any time or enlarge any rights 
by said act to any railroad company.” 
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The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr, Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from Montana offers his 
amendment I wish to correct a typographical error. The word ‘‘run”’ 
seems to be omitted from the printed bill, after the words ‘‘ beginning 
to 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. CARTER, 

} 


i 


It isin the engrossed bill. 

That is all right. 
I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding to the bill the f 
Phat witl ard to any cl: 
in order to determine what lands 


lowing 
ifleation made by surveyors of public land, 
may lawfully be selected, certified, or pat- 
ented, under grants made by Congress to each and every of the several land- 
grant railroads of the United States, and to which patent has not heretofore is- 
ued, such railroad company or corporation shall, by its agent thereto authorized 
in writing, file with the register and receiver ofthe land office in which such land 
is situated an affidavit that the land claimed or selected and each legal subdi- 


out re 








Vision thereof is nonmineral in character, as contemplated by the grant, and 
that the afliant has made a personal inspection of every legal subdivision of the 
same,and that he is qualified by practical experience and knowledge @ the 


mineral lands of such State or Territory to determine the mineral or nonmin- 
eral character of land therein, and thereupon the register and receiver of the 
Jand office in which such land is situated shall, on paymentin advance by 
the company seeking patent of the cost thereof, cause to be published in a 
newspaper of general circulation, published nearest the land so claimed or se- 
lected, for four suecessive weeks, a notice that such affidavit has been filed, and 
at any time within thirty days thereafter any citizen of the State or Territory 
within whick said land is situated may deny theallegation of nonmineral in said 
affidavit upon oath; and thereupon the same proceedings shall be had and ob- 
tain as in other contested cases, including the right of appeal by either party, 
but the burden of proving the nonmineral character of the land shall be upon 
the railroad company; and in all such contests it shall be sufficient to reject 
the claim or selection of any railroad company if it appears from the proof that 
the land contains veins or lodes of mineral-bearing matter or indications of the 
presence of mineral, which does not pass by the grant, whetherit has beenfyvorked 
or not, or whether it will pay or not to work at the time of the contest.” As be- 
tween the railroad company and the Government or any claimant under the 
mining laws any and ali land that bears mineral which does not pass by the 
grant, in such appreciable quantities as to render it in any sense valuable so 
as to be likely to be sought out or explored for its mineral qualities, shall be 
considered within the exception made by Congress and shall be considered 
mineral lands, and no patent or other evidence of title shall be delivered under 
any land grant reserving mineral lands until the proof and notice herein re- 
quired shall have been made and approved.” 


Mr. PAYSON. Imakea point of order against the amendment just 
read, that it is not germane to the bill or any amendment thereto. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman from Jllinois will not press 
that point of order. This is substantially the provision contained in 
the general land bill passed at the last session. 

Mr. PAYSON. I was about to say that the proposition contained 
in the amendment of the gentleman from Montana meets my entire 
approval asa provision proper to be enacted into law; but this isa Sen- 
ate bill, and if it shall be loaded down here with amendments, how- 
ever proper they may be, the final passage of this bill in another place 
will, in my judgment, be jeopardized, and the subject-matter of the 
bill as it comes to us from the Senate is of such overwhelming impor- 
tance to hundreds, not to say thousands, of poor people who have set- 
tled upon lands which were embraced within the forfeiture bill of the 
last session, that in their behalf and to prevent any possibility of the 
failure of the passage of the Senate bill, I insist upon the question of 
order as against this amendment. I approve of the amendment as a 
distinct proposition; but this is not the proper place for us to attempt 
its enactment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I trust the gentleman will hearmea moment. Un- 
less this provision be passed during the present session of Congress, the 
larger portion of these patents will have been delivered. All that this 
provision requires is that the railroad corporations to which these grants 
have been made shall, before the issue of patents, show that the lands 
are nonmineral lands, This is an exceedingly fair proposition; and 
my friend knows that unless this measure gets through during this 
Congress those patents will be issued and delivered before the next Con- 
gress meets. 

Mr, PAYSON. Oh, no. On the contrary, the gentleman is quite 
mistaken as to the practice; for I am advised by nearly all the officers 
in the General Land Office that they require substantially this same 
kind of proof now as to land which may be supposed to be mineral 
land before any patent is issued in any event. I agree that this pro- 
vision ought to be embodied into law; but this is not the place to at- 
tempt it when the result of ingrafting the provision on this billat this 
stage of the short session may be the failure of this very important bill 
to become a law. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the point of order. 

Mr. CARTER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Montana 
[ Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope we shall have order. 
hear what is being said. 

The SPEAKER, Gentlemen will take their seats and the House 
will come to order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 
from Montana 

The SPEAKER. 





It is impossible for us to 


With the permission of the gentleman 





Gentlemen will please take their seats. 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be in order? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. If the gentleman from Montana will al- 
low me a moment, I desire, being a member of the committee from 
which this proposition comes, to suggest that this is a very important 
amendment, involving the title to millions of acres of Western lands: 
and I hope that the discussion of the matter will be heard without in- 
terruption. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoorEer] adds 
his suggestion to the request of the Chair that the House will be in 
order, 

Mr. CARTER. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
this amendment is presented to a bill which proposes to supply a de- 
fect in the general land-forfeiture law passed at the last session of Con- 
gress. The fact is worthy of note, in connection with the point of or- 
der, that the bill does not propose to amend any particular section of 
the land-forfeiture law. It is general in its terms, applying to the 
conditions that may exist as to each and every section of the general 
law which the bill proposes to amend. It therefore follows, I take it, 
that if this amendment would have been germane to the general land- 
forfeiture bill at the time it was under consideration it is germane to 
this amendatory bill which proposes to modify the certain tenures of 
the forfeiture law. 

That bill as passed dealt generally with the land grants heretofore 
made to corporations. It provided certain conditions under which the 
title might be perfected to lands granted, and also provided the condi- 
tions under which the forfeiture provided by the bill should operate. 
This proposition is perfectly germane to the manner of obtaining or 
perfecting title under any grant reserving mineral lands, 

In the original grant to each railroad company, where mineral lands 
were reserved,*there was this peculiar omission: Mineral lands were 
not defined, nor was any provision of law made under which any offi- 
cer of the Government could determine whatlands were excepted from 
the provisions of any grant. 

Therefore it is manifest that, in order to make the reservation oper- 
ative and effective, some additional legislation must necessarily be had, 
so that the executive officers may determine, first, what was excepted, 
and before they can thus determine some provision must be made with 
reference to examination and classification of the land or the submis- 
sion by the company of proof as to what land was excepted or granted. 
Should the Government fail to show that any particular land was ex- 
cepted, all the lands within the specified limits would pass. 

Two or three conditions subsequent had to be complied with in or- 
der to make any land grant of which I have knowledge effective. In 
the first place, a floating title existed which became in some measure 
fixed by the location of the general route of the road. 

When the general route was definitely fixed then the exterior limits be- 
came in a general way known. But an actual survey of the land was 
essential to enable the Government and the company to designate the 
odd and the even sections, so as thus to determine what lands passed to 
the company and what lands were reserved. A step further must be 
taken in connection with the reservation of mineral Jands, and that is 
to determine in the odd sections what was and what was not mineral. 

Now, there is no provision of law extant authorizing any officer of 
the Government in any manner or form to investigate or determine 
that question of fact. There is no mode of determining it provided 
by law. This general bill, passed at the last session of Congress, was 
in the nature of an effort by Congress to quiet these titles; and, in- 
asmuch as it sought to quiet all titles, any provision necessary to de- 
termine what lands passed by the granting act and what lands are 
reserved must necessarily be considered germane to the bill. 

The pending bill limits the time within which homestead filings 
may be made after forfeited land is thrown open to settlement. This 
provision does not apply to any particular section of the law. It ap- 
plies to every part, to the law generally. 

The SPEAKER. But does the gentleman from Montana think that 
an amendment to a particular provision of the Revised Statutes would 
make germane any amendment to the rest of it? 

Mr. CARTER. I think, Mr. Speaker, where a chapter in the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to a subject, from the beginning to the end of 
the chapter, is sought to be amended by a general bill relating to every 
section, that any amendment germane to the subject-matter dealt with 
in that chapter is germane tothe proposed general amendment thereof. 

The amendment proposed by the pending bill relates to the forfeiture 
law generally. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the object of this bill, I understand, has but 
one point in view solely and singly, and that is merely an extension 
of the time. It does not enter into the subject-matter of the original 
bill, but simply relates to the extension of the time. Now, your 
amendment proposes to enter into the entire subject-matter of tbe bill, 
its details and modus operandi, and has no reference to the subject- 
matter of the pending amendment to that bill. 

Mr. CARTER. This amendment proposes the determination of the 
rights of parties to file upon the lands within six months after the land 
is thrown open to settlement instead of a specified period after the 
passage of the act. That is. in substance, the proposition. 
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Mr. PAYSON. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the purpose of the amendment practically; 
but it amends the law in general terms. The proposition I make to 
amend is not directed to any particular feature or section of the bill, 
but relates to the whole bill, in all of its features from beginning to end. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill deals solely with the question of the 
limitation of time. The amendment would seem to go beyond that. 

Mr. PAYSON. The bill deals solely with the question of time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair willallow meamoment. If theChair 
willexamine the fifth section of the act which this bill proposes toamend, 
it will be seen that certain lands, especially in the State of Oregon, 
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would be affected by its provisions, and these lands are subject to be | 


entered and purchased at $2.50 per acre, within a period of one year 
from the passage of this act. Now, the effect of the pending bill, to 
which this amendment is proposed, is to extend that period so that 
instead of commencing with the passage of the act it would commence 
after the happening of certain other events herein provided for. ‘This 
bill amends that section, that particular section; and I submit, there- 
fore, that the pending amendment is germane to the original bill, and 
germane to the pending bill, as it seems to me, inthe same manner, be- 
cause it determines the amount of land that would be subject to entry 
at the $2.50 rate, as provided by the fifth section of the original act. 

I think, therefore, any amendment would be germane which deter- 
mines the amount of land that might be affected by the proposed amend- 
ment to the original law. The importance of this is obvious to all 
gentlemen in view of the fact that some 5,000,000 acres of land are in- 
volved in the single State of Montana, as I understand. 

Mr. CARTER. With the permission of the Chair I would like to 
have the privilege of saying to the gentleman from Illinois, who makes 


| House amendments, on which a conference 


the point of order, that independent of his point of order, in view of | 


the subject-matter of the amendment I propose, which is of vital im- 
portance, he will probably withdraw his objections after hearing my 
explanation on the merits. 

Mr. PAYSON. But of course that does not bear upon the question 
of order. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not not so contend. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order isstill the pending question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, perhaps I should have been a little 
more specific in making my objection in the first instance by calling 
attention to the proposition under controversy. The general forfeiture 
bill passed in the last session of Congress provided that as to certain 
characters of lands, which were in possession of parties claiming under 
the settlement law, they should have the right to perfect their entry 
within six months from the date of the passage of the act. That act 
became a Jaw in September last. 
the bill it became necessary to frame a set of instructions in the Gen- 
eral Land Office for the guidance of the officers of the local land offices 
the country over. Owing to the pressure of business in that Depart- 
mentit was impossible for the Secretary of the Interior to prepare these 
instructionseven down to this time. And the six months within which 
the settlers were to have the prior right of asserting their claims have 
now almost expired. 

The Secretary of the Interior addressed a letter to the Senate, which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, recom- 
mending the passage of a bill changing the point of time at which the 
settlers’ rights should commence torun. ‘That is, that it should be 
six months from the date of the promulgation of such regulations as 
should be prescribed by the Interior Department, rather than six months 
from the passage of the bill; and, to meet that point and that point 
alone, the Senate bill was passed. 


In order to effect the operations of 


The Senate bill therefore provides | 


in terms that where the time, by the forfeiture act, begins to run from | 
| has the floor. 


the date of the passage of the act, it shall be. so amended that the 
time shall commence to run from the promulgation of the order of 
the General Land Office with reference to this subject-matter. Now, 
that is the whole scope of this bill, changing the initial point of time, 
and that alone. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Herbert] simply makes more clear and more plain the 
class of people who should be embraced within this provision and be 
entitled to have the benfits of it, and that is all. 

Now comes the amendment offered by the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER], which provides for a classification of mineral lands em- 


braced in all the different grants in this country, whether affected by | 


the forfeiture bill or not. It applies just as strongly to the lands of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company as to those of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, or to the lands of any other company, whether 
affected by the terms of the forfeiture bill or not, and is independent, 
broad, and comprehensive legislation upon the general subject of the 
classification, conveyance, and patenting of all lands in the Union the 
title to which has not yet passed by patent which may by any suppo- 
sition be assumed to include lands of a mineral character, and there- 
fore can not be held to be germane to a Senate bill which simply fixes 
a point of time different from that fixed by the other bill. If Ihave 
made myself understood, it is all I care to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only consider, in determining the 
question whetherthe amendment be germane, the bill before the House 
and the proposition thereincontained. The pending bill relates solely 


j 
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to the time when a period named in the original act shall begin to run. 
The amendment proposed relates to a reclassification of lands, a sub- 
ject so remote from that of the bill that it can be justified only by a 
claim that any amendment germane to the act proposed to be altered 
would be germane to this bill. Dut the laim is itsown answer. 
The test must be the bill before the Ifouse, for that is the bill which is 
to be amended. 

The bill was ordered to a third readin 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider th te by wl 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to: 

The latter otion was agreed to 





and it was accordingly read 


h the bill was 


ler on the table. 






The corre dine House bill (H. R. 13103) v rdered to lie on 
the table. 
I LIC BUILDING, ROANOKE, VA 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate bill with 


was asked on the part of 
the Senate: 
A bill (S. 874) for the mn ol in the city of 
Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia. 
The bill and amendments were read at length. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the committee of conference asked tor on the part 
of the Senate. 


The motion was agreed to. 


erectl puLulding 


a publi 


1 


ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following bill 

A bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to inquire into and determine how much the hull of the United States 
double-enders Agawam and Pontoosuec cost the contractor, George W. Law- 
rence, over and above the contract price and allowances for extra work, and to 
enter judgment in favor of Thankful Lawrence, administratrix of said George 
W. Lawrence: Provided, That the judgment shall not exceed the sum allowed 
by the board convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the United 
States dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, 
the said allowance being set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thirty- 
ninth Congress, first session. 

Sec,.2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suitso commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant,shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and comp upon the 
issues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in thesame manner as in all other cases 
before the said Court of Claims, and havethesame effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same man- 
ner as now provided for in other cases 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER, 
Mr. HOLMAN, 


tent 








Does that bill come before the House regularly ? 

It does. 

Is there a corresponding House bili ? 
TheSPEAKER. A corresponding House bill, and action thereon. 
Mr. THOMAS. I wish to offer an amendment to come in after the 

word “‘work,’’ in line 7 of tbe printed bill. 
The clerk read as follows: 

After the word k,”’ inline 7 of the original bill, i 
But no allowance for any advance in the price of lal 
considered, unless such advance occurred d 


‘work 





isert the following 
or or material shall be 
iring the prolonged time for com- 













pleting the work rendered necessary by delay resulting from the action of the 
Government aforesaid, andthenonly whens Lady could not have been 
avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the 
contractors.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Taoma 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, a question of or ler. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to understand something about the nature ‘ 
of the bill. There has been no report read and no explanation of it. 
It seems to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction over a very important 
matter, and I would like to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wouldlike to state that this bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I raisea question of order. This pro- 
vision now read was in the bill as reported to the House by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, was it not? 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House bill and the Senate 
bill are exactly alike. This amendment is to meet an objection of the 
President to this class of bills. The object of the amendment is to 
compel the claimant to show affirmatively that the Government was at 
fault and that the claimant was not at fault. It is to perfect the bill, 
to make it more sure to do justice between the Government and the 
claimant. 

The objection of the President is that the bill as it now stands, like 
some other similar bills, does not permit the Government to show that 
the complainant wasatfault. Thisamendment requires that theclaim- 
ant shall show affirmatively that the Government was at fault in the 
delay, and that the claimant was not at fault in any particular. 

It is to perfect the bill in accordance with the objection the Presi- 
dent has had to this class of bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gcentleman-—— 
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The SPEAKER. 
Tennessee ? 

Mr. THOMAS, I yield for a question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
what amount is involved in this bill. 


Mr. THOMAS. It is one of the smallestofalltheamounts. There 


are two double-ender boats in question, and the Selfridge board found | 


in each case there was due $8,616.77. The amount is double that, 
provided the court finds in favor of the claimants. It is not to exceed 
that amount. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 1 desire also to ask the gentleman whether this 
is one of those claims growing out of contracts for the construction of 
boats during the war. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is; and is one of the very few cases in which the 
Selfridge board found in favor of the claimants. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to have the report read. 
would show what foundation the claim has. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iask to have the report read in my time. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3270) for the re- 


liefof the administratrix of George W. Lawrence, have had the same under con- 
sideration and respectfully report: 

George W. Lawrence, the decedent, on the 9th of September, 1862, entered 
into two agreements with the United States, through the Navy Department, for 
the construction of the hulls of two wooden double-enders, called the Agawam 
and Pontoosuc. The contract provided that the vessels should be launched 


within one hundred and twenty-six days, and then be delivered to the Gov- | 


ernment, who through other contractors would supply the machinery. 

Fifty days were allowed for the attachment of the machinery; whereupon 
George W. Lawrence was to do that work which followed and was necessary 
to secure the machinery in place, The fifty days for the attachment of the 
machinery expired in the case of the Agawam on June 10, 1863, and in the case 
of the Pontoosuc on July 9, 1863. Through no fault of Mr. Lawrence or his 
agents, the machinery was not attached to the Agawam until December 9, 1863, 
and on the Pontoosuc until May 16, 1864. During this prolonged time the ad- 
vance in the price of labor and material accompanied the rise in gold prices, 
and this delay imposed upon the contractor,through no fault of his, the loss 
resulting from purchase of material and the employment of labor at the en- 
hanced prices. The contract price for each vessel was $75,000. 

Mr. Lawrence completed his vessels and delivered them to the Government. 
That they were satisfactory is manifest from the fact that his bills were enter- 
tained and considered by the Selfridge board, composed of Commodore Thomas 
O. Selfridge, Chief Engineer Alexander Henderson (succeeded July 8 by Mont- 
gomery Fletcher), and Paymaster C. H, Eldredge, which convened at the 
Brooklyn navy yard June 5, 1865, and continued in session for more than six 
months. This board convened under the following resolution of the Senate : 

“InN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 9, 1865. 

“*Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to organize a board of 
not less than three competent persons, whose duty it shall be to inquire into 
and determine how much the vessels of war and steam machinery contracted 
for by the Department in the years 1862 and 1863 cost the contractors over and 
above the contract price, and the allowance for extra work, and report the same 
to the Senate at its next session, none but those who have given satisfaction to 
the Department to be considered.” 

They reported, inter alia (see Senate Ex. Doc. No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, 
first session, pages 61-62), as follows: 

“The board, after a critical examination of the bills of cost presented by the 
several contractors for vessels and steam machinery contracted for in the years 
1862 and 1863, who have appeared and made sworn statements, has determined 
the excess of cost in the several cases over and above the contract price and al- 
lowance forextra work be as follows: , 

Double-ender Agawam, wooden hull, G. W. Lawrence. ................. ss $8, 610. 77 
Double-ender Pontoosuc, wooden hull, G. W. Lawrence 8, 610. 77 

‘**All of which is respectfully submitted. 

“THOMAS O. SELFRIDGE, 
“Commodore and President of Board, 
“MONTGOMERY FLETCHER, 

“ Chief Engineer. 

“CHAS, H. ELDREDGE, 

** Paymaster. 





“Hon. Grpron WELLES, 

** Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D.C.” 

On January 31, 1866, this report was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs of the Senate, who thereupon, March 22, 1866, reported a bill for the pay- 
ment of the awards thus made. This bill, 8. 220, first session, Thirty-ninth 
Congress, passed the Senate. In said report (No. 45, first session, Thirty-ninth 
Congress) the committee say: 

**From June till December last, the board organized by the Secretary of the 
Navy, under the Senate resolution, composed of eminent officers of the Navy, 
was engaged in hearing evidence and investigating the claims of these parties, 
That investigation seems to have been fairly, carefully, and thoroughly made. 
It was by officers of the Department, and the award, which the committee be- 
lieve to be substantially right, should be adopted as the basis of relief to the 
parties, and therefore the committee report the accompanying bill.” 

Your committee recognize the merits of the claim, but recommend to the Sen- 
ate the accompanying substitute, which gives to the claimant the opportunity 
to go before the Court of Claims and prove how much the vessel cost the de- 
cedent, but limits the right of recovery to the sum found by the Selfridge board. 

Hereto is appended a copy of the contract forthe Agawam. The contract 
for the Pontoosuc, entered into the same day,is identical with it in all its pro- 
visions. 


Mr. THOMAS. That is thesubstanceofthereport. The balanceis 
the contract. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] Unless there are others 
who desire to diseuss this bill, I shall ask for a vote. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to make some remarks on the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. How much time does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Not exceeding five minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill, and 
to all others of a similar nature, is that it seeks to make the Govern- 
ment responsible for all the fluctuations in the value of the money of 
the Government where the rights of contractors were involved during 
the war. 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from | 


That | 





| 
| 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
| its own action. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Government in its contracts reserved the 
right to make modifications, which, of course, involved delay. And 
| any man who made a contract with the Government knew that it re- 
served the right to make those modifications which necessarily in- 
volved delay, and consequently the contractor was bound to know 
delay would be involved. As I said the other day, the Government 
| has never been reimbursed in any case where the value of labor as com- 
| pared with currency had decreased in the interest of contractors; and 
of course a corresponding obligation on the contractors to be responsi- 
| ble for the decrease in the purchasing power of money ought to be in- 
| volved on the other side; but the contrary of this principle is involved 
| in the position of this and all similar bills. I donot think the amend- 
ment meets the objection made in the veto message of the President. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Iowa 
| states the case rather strongly when he says that in these contracts 
| the contractor took upon himself the responsibility of incurring any 
additional expense that would result from a modification made by 
order of the Government. That is not the case. Now, when the 
Government makes a contract the right is reserved on its part to make 
modifications within a certain limitation; otherwise they could not 
get a contract taken by anybody. They might ruin any contractor. 
In regard to another point the gentleman makes, that in no case has 
the Government received any reimbursement on account of the de- 
| creased cost of labor during the building of these vessels. 
| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Or any other. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Or any other, as the gentleman suggests. 
} 


It is only where the Government caused delay by 


There 


| never has been such acase. Of course the current history of the war 
period was that Jaber constantly increased in price on account of the 
demand for men and work. 





Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
Mr. BOUTELLE, 


How about materials? 
And the price of materials increased, because the 


contract was made that the Government was to pay so many dollars; 
and of course as the dollars depreciated in value the material increased 
in cost; and that was the case, I apprehend, to the very close of the 


war. 


Asa matter of fact I understand these contractors were finan- 


cially ruined by carrying out and completing these contracts. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 


The question was put, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. 


bill. 


‘The question is on the third reading of the Senate 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. THOMAS. 


Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 60. 
So the bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was read the 


third time. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is on the passage of the bill. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. ROGERS. 
Mr. ROGERS. 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 77. 
Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was put; and there were—yeas 143, nays 114, not vot- 
ing 73; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 

Adams, Culbertson, Pa, McCord, Scull, 
Allen, Mich. Cummings, McKenna, Sherman, 
Arnold, Dalzell, McKinley, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Miles, Smith, Ill. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dingley, Miller, Smith, W. Va. 
Baker, Dolliver, Milliken, Smyser, 
Banks, Dorsey, Moffitt, Snider, 
Bartine, Dunnell, Moore, N. H, Spinola, 
Bayne, Evans, Morey, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Ewart, Morse, Stahlnecker, 
Belden, Farquhar, Mudd, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Finley, Niedringhaus, Stivers, 
Bergen, Gear, Nute, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Gest, O'Donnell, Stone, Pa. 
Boothman, Greenhalge, O’ Neil, Mass. Struble, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, O’ Neill, Pa. Stump, 
Bowden, Grout, Osborne, Sweet, 
Brewer, Hall, Owen, Ind. Taylor, FE. B. 
Brickner, Harmer, Payne, Taylor, Ill. 
Brosius, Haugen, Payson, Taylor, J.D. 
Brower, Hays, E. R. Perkins, Thomas, 
Buchanan, N. J. Henderson, Il. Peters, Thompson, 
Burton, Hermann, Post, Townsend, Colo, 
Butterworth, Hill, Pugsley, Turner, Kans. 
Caldwell, Hitt, Quinn, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Kennedy, Raines, Van Schaick, 

| Cannon, Ketcham, Ray, Waddill, 

Carter, Kinsey, Reyburn, Wade, 
Caswell, Lacey, Rife, Walker, 

| Cheadle, La Foilette, Rockwell, Wallace, Mass, 

Clark, Wyo. Laidlaw, Rowell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cogswell, Laws, Rusk, Wheeler, Mich, 

| Comstock, Lehlbach, Russell, Wickham, 
Cooper, Ohio Lodge, Sanford, Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, McAdoo, Sawyer, Wright. 
Craig, McComas, Scranton, 
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NAYS—I114. 


Abbott, Davidson, Lee, Price, 
Alderson, Dickerson, Lester, Ga, Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans, Dockery, Lester, Va. Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss, Edmunds, Lewis, Rogers, 
Andrew, Ellis, Mansur, Sayers, 
Barnes, Fithian, Martin, Ind, Seney, 
Biggs. Flood, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Blanchard, Flower, McClammy, Skinner, 
Bland, Forman, McClellan, Springer, 
Blount, Forney, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler, MeMillin, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, McRae, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Mills, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va, Grimes, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Candler, Ga, Hare, Moore, Tex, Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Hatch, Mutchler, Turner, N. ¥. 
Caruth, Hayes, W. I. Norton, Vaux, 
Chipman, Haynes, Oates, Wheeler, Ala 
Clancy, Heard, O’ Ferrall, Whitelaw, 
Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, O' Neall, Ind, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Henderson,N.C. Outhwaite, Wike, 
Clunie, Herbert, Owens, Ohio Wiley, 
Cobb, Holman, Parrett, Wilkinson, 
Connell, Hooker, Paynter, Willeox, 
Cooper, Ind, Kelley, Peel, Williams, TL 
Cothran, Kerr, lowa Penington, Williams, Ohio 
Crain, Lane, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Lanham, Pierce, 

Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Pindar, 


NOT VOTING—73. 


Allen, Miss. Cowles, Kerr, Pa, Reilly, 
Bankhead, Cutcheon, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Barwig, Dargan, Knapp, Stewart, Ga, 
Bliss, De Lano, Langston, Stewart, Vt. 
Boatner, Dibble, Lansing, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. B. Dunphy, Lind, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, T. M. Enloe, Magner, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Featherston, Maish, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Fitch, Mason, Townsend, Pa, 
Buckalew, Flick, McCormick, Tracey, 
Bullock, Frank, MecDutftie, Washington, 
Bunn, Funston, Morgan, Whiting, 
Burrows, Geary, Morrill, Wilson, Mo. 
Bynum, Gibson, Morrow, Wilson, Wash. 
Campbell, Gifford, Phelan, Yardley, 
Catchings, Hansbrough, Pickler, Yoder. 
Cheatham, Henderson, lowa Quackenbush, 

Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Randall, 

Coleman, Houk, Reed, Iowa 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. 
The SPEAKER, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 


Was the gentleman listening at the time his name 
should have been called and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLAMMyY’s name was called and his vote recorded. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] until the 9th of this month, reserving, | 


however, the right to transfer the pair. I have this morning trans- 
ferred it to my colleague [Mr. KILGORE], and therefore I have voted. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon what ground does the gentleman make the 
request ? 

Mr. RAY. I was in my seat and failed to hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening at the time his name 
should have been called? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is re- 
corded in the affirmative. [Laughter. ] 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice : 

Mr. McCorMIckK with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. MorGAN. 

Mr. Browneg, of Virginia, with Mr. CowLes, 

Mr. Biss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. DE LANOo with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. REED, of Iowa. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

The following for the rest of this day: 

Mr. BuRROWsS with Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Grpson. 

Mr. TAyLor, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHINGTON for three days. 

Mr. McDurFik with Mr. BANKHEAD, for ten days, except on the 
silver bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House bill of like import (H. R. 1566) was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
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| 


| 
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| 


| 
} 
j 
| 
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A bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn. ; 

\ bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins MeBlair; and 

\ bill (S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company a right 
of way through the Umatilla Indian reservation, 
gon, 


in the State of Ore- 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, reported a bill (H. R. 15511) making appropriations tor the serv- 
ice ot the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Spe aker, I desire to reserve all points otf order. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 

UNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. CANNON Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYSON in the chair 
The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the pending bill, being a bill (IL. R. 


13462) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The pending question is the question of order upon the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to decide the question 
[Cries of ‘‘Rule! “Rule!’’] 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BI AND] is as tollows: 


After the word “dollars” in line 2,page 43, insert tl fo ne 
Pr ded, That all holders of silver bu 1 of standard weight and fineness 
shall be entitled to have the same coined » standard ver d ars on th 
same terms and conditions as now provided law for the holders of gold 
lion. 


This amendment is proposed to a paragraph in the pending bill, 
which reads as follows: 

Recoinage of gold and silver coins: For recoinage of gold and silver coins in 
the Treasury, to be expe nded under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury, $20,000, 


| 


| 
| 


| 





| 








The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] makes the point of or- 
der that the amendment is not in order under the rules of the House 
for two reasons: First, because it changes existing law and, further, be 
cause it is not germane to the pending paragraph. In the judgment 
of the Chair the question involved is purely a question of the construc- 
tion of one of the rules of the House. 

The argument which has been made in opposition to the point of or- 
der is based upon the assumption, which is really the basis of the whole 
contention, that the pending paragraph in the bill which appropriates 
$20,000 for recoinage of gold and silver coins in the Treasury is in it- 
self a change of existing law. With this view of the case the Chair 
does not concur. The Revised Statutes, in cases to be cited presently, 
impose the duty on the Secretary of the Treasury, in very many dif- 
ferent instances, of causing gold and silver coins in the Treasury to be 
recoined. 

Section 2366 of the Revised Statutes provides that ‘‘gold coins of 
Great Britain and other foreign coins,’’ without regard to whether they 
are gold or silver, shall be received in all payments on account of sales 
of public lands at the value estimated for them annually by the 
Director of the Mint and proclaimed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
pursuant to section 3464 of the Revised Statutes. ‘This is one source 
of revenue which may be and is paid into the Treasury partly in for- 
eign coin, either gold or silver. 

Section 1722 of the Revised Statutes requires the consular oflicers of 
the United States in the Dominion of Canada to receive foreign coins 
for all official fees at the rate given by the Treasury schedule of the 
value of suchcoins. And of course where the salary of the consular 
office is provided by law, all fees above that amount are turned into 
the Treasury Department. These coins are made legal tender by sec- 
tion 1722 to the extent that they are thus paid. 

Section 3565 provides for all payments by or to the Treasury either 
here or in foreign countries on the basis of the pound sterling or the 
sovereign. Provision is made for ascertaining the value of that unit 
and for the making of payment on the value thus established. 

Again, section 3566 provides that ‘‘all foreign gold or silver coins 
received in payment for moneys due the United States shall, before 
being issued in circulation, be coined anew.’ 

Section 3567 provides that the quarter, eighth, and sixteenth of either 
the Spanish silver dollar or the Mexican silver dollarshal! be received 
at the Treasury Department, at the post offices, and at all land offices 
for public dues at specified values; and section 3568 makes provision for 
the recoinage of all such silver received under either of these pro 
visions. 

Section 3505 provides for the reception by the Treasury of all 











12 provides in terms for the recoin- 
le in valu y ison of such abrasion. 
tatute provide certain li tolerance as to all coins 
the mints 1 which may be received at the Treasury 
coins, either gold or silver, has been re- 
‘ ibrasio wi } yw the limit 
oi 1 the coinage act, those coins are received —— 
lif the Chair would recite any stat 
l prov s for the rec age of abraded silvercoin. The pro 
V h the ¢ rred apy s to gold coin. 
i ( IRMA n of t statute to which the Chair 
rred does refer, as the Chair has stated, to gold coin only. 
but the Chair is1 tating that the coinage act provides a limit of 
tolera that the loss on which exceeds the limit of tolerance 
shall Mint. And the practice has been uni- 
for 1 I \ i by Treasury officials to-day, that when- | 
ey coin ¥ 1 received, no matter whether gold or silver, 
whi elow tl t of tolerance fixed in the coinage act, and such 
ce y V ns of existing law are not legal tender for their full 
face value—the pract has been uniform in the ordinary administra- 
tion o ce the organization of the Mint to transmit such coins 
to the diflerent mints and have them recoined. There is no provision 
of existing law for that exact performance of duty; but the Chair 
states it as a part of the history of this matter, and for which such ap- 
propriations as this have been annually made and used. 
Mr. BLAND lhe Chair will allow me to say that there is no law 
for it 
Phe CHAIRMAN Che Chair is sostating; no express provision of 
law, but continued practice, recognized by annual appropriations by 
Congres 
Mr. BLAND. The Treasury Department has certified that fact to 
Congress in an official report 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair states explicitly that he has been un- 
‘le to find any statute authorizing in termsthat proceeding. Butthe 
Chair is stating simply what has been the uniform practice as the Chair 
is advised by Treasury officials this morning. 

Recurring to the statutes, the act of March 3, 1887, providing for the 








retirement of the trade dollar, provides that 

rthe period of six months after the passage of this act, United States trade 
d f1 defaced -d, or stamped, shall be received at the office of 
the J sul rany as nt treasurer of the United States in exchange fora 
like ‘ tad ar r dollar of standard silver dollars or any of the subsidiary 
coinsof the United States: thattraded irs rT ed, paid to, or deposited with 
the Treasurer, etc., shall not be paid out or in any manner issued, but at the ex- 
pense of the United States shall be transmitted tothe coinage mint and recoined 

standard s i ‘ 


These provisions, in the view of the Chair, clearly impose on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the duty of recoinage of certain gold and silver 
coins; and the pending paragraph in this bill only makes provision for 
the expenses of that work, not to exceed $20,000 for the next fiscal year. 
The Chair desires the committee to expressly notice that not only does 
this paragraph not change existing Jaw, but if itshould be passed in the 
form in which it now is in the bill existing law will be continued for the 
next fiscal year exactly as it has stood formany years. This paragraphis 
really only a re-enactment of the provision in many late appropriation 
bills, and really only makes provision, as should be done in a general 
appropriation bill, for the expenses of carrying out the purposes and 


duties imposed by the statutes, which the Chair has cited, on the Secre- | 


tary with regard to the recoinage of gold and silver coins. 

Before a dollar of this appropriation can be used the Secretary must 
have in the Treasury some coin of the character authorized by law to 
be recoined; if he has, and desires to put it in circulation, the Re- 
vised Statutes direct him to cause it to be recoined; and this paragraph 
regularly and properly provides the means for the performance of stat- 
utory duty by an executive officer, by being in a general appropriation 
bill. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] clearly proposes to change existing law by substituting free 
coinage of silver for the present coinage laws as to the use of that 
metal; and the question is, is this in order on the pending paragraph? 

A paragraph in clause 2 of Rule X XI provides: 

Nor shall any pr« 


} 


sion changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation | 


nany amendment thereto. 


This rule is as obligatory upen the Chair as a statute, and compels 
the holding that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] is not in order to this paragraph of the bill. 

It may not be improper for the Chair to state that the argument so 
warmly pressed by several gentlemen in opposition to the point of or- 
der, of the necessity for the legislation proposed by the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] in the present 
financial condition of the country, could only be considered in case the 
point of order was one of doubt in the mind of the Chair, when the 
benefit of the doubt might properly be given to whatever view the 
Chair might entertain of the benefit of the proposed legislation, if he 
did not submit it to the committee for its judgment. 

But in this case the Chair is perfectly clear as to the proper construc- 
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on of the rule and its application to the proposed amendment 


the question. 





ore does not consider that phas ol 
Equally clear does it seem that the amendment is 
The paragraph pendin 


ii 






ronly relates to the expenses of r 


r of( 
4 


silver coi 





s in the Treasury, coins which are money and hate been 
duly received at the Treasury as cash under existing law. 


rhis amendment proposes new coinage of all silver bullion presented 
and on account of the holder of the bullion, instead of on account of 
the Government as now provided by law, an entire revolution in the 
coinage laws relating to silver. This, under the rules of the House, 
can not be done in this way, as an amendment to a proper provision in 
a general appropriation bill. 

‘he point of order made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dina 

y | is sustained. 

Mr. BLAND. With all due respect to the Chair, I wish to tak 
an appeal from the decision just rendered and call attention to the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will interrupt the gentleman to say 
that technically on an appeal debate is not in order; but the Chair will 
state the question to the committee, after which the gentleman will 
be recognized. The gentleman from Missouri appeals from the deci- 
sion of the Chair, and the question now is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to call attention to this fact, Mr. Chairman, 
in connection with the decision just rendered 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If there is to be debate on this question both 
sides will want to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly 

Mr. BLAND. ‘There never was a denial of debate on an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nor will there be a denial here. The gentle- 
man from Ohio simply submitted a request that both sides be heard 
on the appeal. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This question is certainly debatable. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, whether or not 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so, 

Mr. ROGERS. So I thought. 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair will bearin mind,and every other gentleman 
here, when I invite attention to the fact that thereis no statute—none 
has been cited by the Chair, nor is there any in existence—that pro- 
vides for the recoinage of domestic silver coin—no provision whatever 
covering that point. That the Chairdoes not dispute—it is indisputable 





| because it isa fact; and I challenge any gentleman here to finda single 


‘ 


| 





statute anywhere providing for the recoinage of that character of sil- 
ver. 

Now, all of the statutes cited by the Chair in the decision just 
rendered provide for the recoinage of foreign silver coin, because the 
law in regard to foreign silver was changed by Congress. Formerly 


foreign silver coins were made legal tender at the value to be fixed by 


Congress. They were a legal tender, the same as domestic silver coins, 
at whatever value Congress saw proper to put upon them. That law 
was repealed, however, and hence there was necessity for the Director 


| of the Mint or the Secretary of the Treasury having power to author- 


ize the recoinage of such coins into our domestic coin for circulation 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this is an exceed- 
ingly important question, and it is utterly impossible, in the confusion 
prevailing, to hear what the gentleman is saying. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwas saying that originally these foreign coins, at the 
value fixed by Congress, were a legal tender for all debts, public or 
private, the same as our domestic coin. But Congress changed that 
law, and when it was done it also empowered the Secretary of the 
Treasury to authorize the recoinage of the foreign silver coin, and hence 
the sections which I have now before me, and which were cited by the 
Chair from the statutes, and as admitted by him, do not refer to do- 
mestic but to foreign coin. 

The statutes provided that foreign coin when it went into the Treas- 
ury should be transferred toa specific account and recoined into Amer- 
ican coin and would then become legal tender, the same as our domes- 
ticcoinand subject toissue thesame asourdomesticcoin. But nowhere 
can there be found a law, and the Chair can not cite a statute or a sec- 
tion of the law, authorizing the domestic silver coins of this country 
to be recoined. 

As I have stated before on the floor, the Secretary of the Treasury 
has repeatedly called the attention of Congress to the fact that there 
was no such law; and bills have been reported to the House from the 
Coinage Committee session after session to remedy the evil. The evil 
complained of is that mutilated or abraded silver coins and coins be- 
low the tolerance, that they did not desire to pay out, could not be re 
coined because there was no law authorizing it. 

Now, the Chair has said that this morning he had a conversation 
with the Director of the Mint and that the Director stated that it had 
been the practice of the Mint to recoin this abraded, mutilated,and worn- 
out silvercoin. It has only been the practice to do that in so far as the 
appropriation bill authorizes, and not beyond it. An appropriation 
bill is not a general statute in this country; and no statement of the 
Director of the Mint, coming before this House to alter or amend 2 
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statute in order to defeat an amendment on this | ought to ree 
the sanction of the committee. 

We are not in the habit of construing amendments offered to an aj 
propriation bill simply on a statement the Director of the Mint to 
the Chairman of this committee and conveyed by the Chairman to the 
committee. That is an unheard-of undertaking to perpetrate upon 





c ) 
the committe Che idea of the Director of the Mint making a law 
practice which would defeat appropriations by Congress an il which has 
the force of a statute, when there is no law to sustain him, 1s an u 
heard-of undertaking in our system of legislation. No such proposi 
tion was ever made before a committee so long as I have been a met 











ber here. as faras I know: and it only shows th hsolute stress to 
which those opposed to this amendment were driven to prevent action 


upon it. 
Now, what is the bill, and what is the proposed amendment 
For recoinage of gold and silver coins— 
Not confined to foreign coins at all, as th 


’ : 
statute is, but it goes b 


yond the statute; absolutely new legislation in every sense of the 
word— 
For recoinage of gold and silver coins inthe Treasury, to be expended und 


the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, $20,000. 
No limit, no restriction, no matter whether they be foreign or domestic 
coins, but all kinds; so that taking the statement of the Chair itself, 


and the statement of the Director of the Mint, it does not meet the | 


proposition of this paragraph, because this goes tar beyond the statute 


cited, and in fact it is not confined to foreign coins atall, nor to abraded 


coins, nor to coins below the tolerance. 

I repeat, then, that taking the statement of the Chair and the stat 
ment of the Director of the Mint, they do not meet the propositions of 
this paragraph. Admitting all they say to be true, and it is not, so 
far as the law is concerned, the statute falls short of this paragraph, 
for this absolutely gives the Secretary discretion to recoin every dolla 
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possession. The pr sition oft gentleman's ) iment t \u- 

thorize the coinage of si! bullion ed Pp rtie I uld 

like the gentleman to explain how he disposes of th 

Mr. BLAND. As I have already stated, the main proj re, 

the foundation of this paragraph, is the subject of the coinage of gold 
| and silver, and my amendment simply extends the provision on that 

subject. The questionis before the Committee of the Whole; we have 
| gone into the question of coinage of both gold and silver; and how can 


of gold and silver in the Treasury without distinction as to whether | 


it be mutilated or abraded or whether it be subsidiary coin or full 
legal tender. Broad in its scope and in its language, it proposes to re- 
coin the gold and silver coin now in the Treasury. 

There are over $300,000,000 of American standard silver there now 
that can be recoined under that provision, and every gold dollar in 


i | 


the Treasury can also be recoined underit. Why? 
no provision here restricting it. It is simply to recoin gold and silver 
coin now held in the Treasury; it is not limited to any special kind oi 
coin, mutilated, abraded or subsidiary; and the statement of the Di- 
rector of the Mint does not obviate the difficulty in this case, for 
here is a provision that goes to the extent of authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in his discretion, to remelt and recoin every dollar in 
the Treasury, gold orsilver. This is not only a change of existing law, 
but it is a dangerous change. 

As I stated yesterday, I should have opposed this provision and will 
oppose it now, unless I can ingraft something upon it for the benefit 
of the people of this country. 
the Treasury the enormous power under this paragraph of remelting 


anc recoining every dollar in the Treasury, unless I can have coupled | 


with it the larger boon, the demand for which is being pressed upon 
Congress by the great massof the laboring people of thiscountry, that we 


I am unwilling to give the Secretary of | 


Because there is 


it be claimed that the Committee on Appropriations can confine the 
Committee of the Whole in its powerof amendment exceptso far as to 





require that the amendment shall have relation to coinag This pat 
agraph relates to coinage; the amendment relates to coinage, and is con- 
sequently germane. There can be no escape from that proposition. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, in summing up [ want to say I have called at 
tention to the fact, and it can not be denied, that there is no law in 
existence to sustain the Chair, authorizing the Sec ary t 
| ury to recoin domestic silver. The Chair admits that, but 
vision does authorize it absolutely and without condition. » there 
is a change of existing law. It is new legislat 
Not desiring to detain the committee further uy this qu yn, hav- 
ing, as succinctly as I possibly could, stated the po that we oc- 
| cupy on it, I hope the committee will overrule the Chair, and that i 
great measure of the free coinage of silver may hav 
for debate and amendment and consideration in t] 


shall have free and unlimited coinage of silver in order to give them | 


the money which is so much needed in business enterprises and among 
the great mass of the people who are dependent upon a sufticient cir- 
culating medium for their prosperity. 


In order to obtain that good I | 


am willing to accept whatever evil there may be in the provision re- | 


ported by the committee. 

This Committee of the Whole must see that the Chair is utterly mis- 
led, utterly mistaken, utterly unable to find a single statute author- 
izing the recoinage of one dime of domesticsilver coin. Such a power 
does not exist, and this is clearly a change of existing law. 

A word on the other objection to the amendment, that it is not ger- 
mane. 
provision of this bill. The bill brings here the subject of the coinage 
of gold and the coinage of silver. Now, if the Committee on Appro- 
priations can report a paragraph here upon the subject of the coinage 
of gold and silver, certainly this Committee of the Whole has the right 
by way of amendment to extend that provision for coinage. The 
amendment is germane because it refers to nothing but coinage, the 
coinage of the standard silver dollar. 
is confined to that particular subject. 

This paragraph as reported here is new legislation. 


upon it. It comes upto be considered by the Committee of the Whole. 
In what position isitthen? Itsconsideration andamendmentare regu- 
lated by the rules of the House, one of which provides— 

When a motion or proposition is under consideration a motion to amend and 
a motion to amend that amendment shall be in order; and it shall be in order 
to offer further amendments by way of substitute. etc. 

What does that mean? It is not confined to any particular motion. 
Here we have one of the standing rules providing that when we have 
& proposition under consideration amendments are in order. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have reported this bill with this paragraph 


Why, sir, the whole subject of coinage is opened up by the | 


a No objection is | 
made to it by any member of the committee; no point of order is made | 


There is nothing else in it. It } 





manded by the whole country. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wou! 
have a vote. Vote!”’ Vote 


| Cries of ‘ 


Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to stat ist One pro} 
osition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The genthkman from Illinois [ Mr. ¢ 7] has 


} ‘ 
the lloor. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I just wish to say a 


Mr. CANNON. Ifmy friend will allow me, the trouble is that some- 
body else will want tosayaword. lIappeal to my friend to let us have 
a vote. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I want, Mr. Chairman, to make just one stat 
ment 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON 
the floor, and unless he yields it 

Mr.CANNON. I would appeal to my friend from Iowa [ Mr. Kerr 
to let us have a vote. Iam sure the House is ready |! t. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think I should have the right to make a 
statement. 

Mr. CANNON. If you open the floodgate everyone will want to 
talk. I hope my friend will let us have a vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
** Vote ! 9) 

Mr. HEARD. Move to limit deba e, now that you have the flo« 
if you think you ought to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I hope my friend from Iowa [ Mr. 
KERR] will be allowed to be heard. I want to hear what he has to 
Say. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
yield the floor ? 

Mc. CANNON. I will again ask my friend from | 
bers of the committee to let us have a vote now 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I will do that as soonas I |] 
ment. I only want a half minute. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend asks halfa minute. I 
for that | 


1 


Does the gentleman from I]linois | Mr. ¢ 


length of time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I wish just to make th 
ment: The proposition involved in this bill is the p1 i f 
coinage. The proposition in the amendment of the gentleman fr 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is a proposition 
entirely different proposition 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I hope that w: 


vote, 


os a a ee 
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Mr. SPRINGER. If my colleague will allow me to say one single | 


word- 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] a half | 
minute 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not wish to accept that. 
has finished, I take the floor in my own right. 
little time 

Mr. CANNON, How much time does my friend desire ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not desire more than two minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I yield to him two minutes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the Chair called attention to the 
fact that he has had a conversation with the Director of the Mint and 
that the Director of the Mint had informed him that it had been his | 
custom to recoin the domestic coins of the United States, and claimed 
that this appropriation therefore had been construed as authorizing 
such recoinage, and that therefore the text was not a change of exist- 
Ipbg inw 


Me fact 


If the gentleman 
I will use but very | 


Mr. Chairman, that the authority to recoin domestic coin 

s contained in the appropriation bill and was itself a change of exist- | 
ing law; and under that authority, contained in the appropriation bill— 
the existing appropriation bill—the Director of the Mint recoined worn 
and uncurrent silver coins of the United States during the last calen- 
dar vear, mostly subsidiary pieces, unfit for circulation, received at the 
Treasury and its branches, and transferred to the mints at San Fran- 
cisco and Philadelphia for recoinage, to the amount of 626, 438.18 stand- 
ard ounces of silver, to the value of $728,946. 25. 

That was done in pursuance of the appropriation bill, and if the 
clause is not re-enacted as it is in the bill the authority would not exist. 
So that there was a change of existing law, and without the authority 
contained in this bill there will be no authority to make that coinage 
and therefore itis an enlargement of the general law to the extent pro- 
vided in this paragraph, and under that enlargement of the general 
law there were recoined over $700,000 worth of the domestic coins of 
the United States last year. That wiil be authorized again by the pend- 
ing proposition, which is a change of existing law; and being a change | 
of existing ] it is in order to move an amendment to it which pro- 
vides for adiflerent manner of recoiningand for extending the recoinage 
provided for in the proposition. Hence the proposition, being germane | 
to the proposition changing existing law, is inorderinthis bill. [Cries 
of ‘*Vote!’’ ** Vote re 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the deeision of the Chair | 
stand as the judgment of the committee? Those in favor will say 
on.” 

The question was taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we had better have tellers on this. 

Mr. BLAND. We may as well have tellers 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt, and in order to secure en- 
tire accuracy upon this important question, the Chair,on his own mo- 
tion, will appoint tellers; and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will act as tellers, 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope while we are taking this vote members will 
pass between the tellers slowly, so that the reporters in the gallery 
will be able to inform the country which way gentlemen vote on this 
question. 

The committee divided. 

Pending the report of the tellers, 

Mr. BURROWS said: I desire to state that I refrained from voting 
to sustain the Chair because I am paired with the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER]. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that I am paired with 


the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. FEATHERSTON], by the terms of | 


the pair, which he made out himself, ‘‘on thesilver bill.”’) Mr. FEATH- 
ERSTON is in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver and I 
am opposed toit; butas I do not consider that the question now before the 
House is one going to the merits of the controversy I have voted upon 
it and voted to sustain the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. That is a violation of the pair. 

The tellers reported—ayes 134, noes 127. 

Accordingly the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. DOCKERY.  loffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 43, in lines 1 and 2, strike out “$20,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
** $500,000."" 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a brief statement 
in explanation of the amendment and ask permission to have the time 
to make the necessary statement without regard to the five-minute 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to proceed without limitation to time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will only occupy a few minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does my friend think he desires ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire enough time to state the reasons for ask- 
ing the adoption of the amendment. I occupied no time in general 


debate, and if it is agreeable would tike to occupy as much time as is | 


necessary to make the statement. 
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Mr. CANNON. It is agreeable; except my friend knows that other 


; gentlemen will wish time. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I heartily concur in the desire to expedite the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Will ten minutes answer the gentleman ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I only ask time to state reasons in support of my 
amendment. I may not occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no disposition to occupy unnecessarily the 
time of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long does the gentleman from Illinois 


| yield? 


Mr. CANNON. Fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to be heard for fifteen minutes on the pending amendment. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow 
the amendment to be rereported? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I will state at the outset that the 
purpose of this amendment is to provide a suflicient appropriation for 
the ensuing fiscal year to recoin the subsidiary coin now in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and which is carried on the books of the 
Treasury Department as an ‘‘unavailable’’ asset. It is unavailable 
because of abrasion, mutilation, and other reasons, whilst a large part 


| of the coin consists of halves, for which there is no current demand. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in support of this proposition which looks to 
releasing $19,000,000 of subsidiary coin in the Treasury and the ad- 
dition by that amount to the circulating medium of the country, I 
desire to read the recent recommendation of Mr. Windom, late Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury. Mr. Windom, speaking of this coin, says in 
| his last report: 


Aside from the importance of relieving the Treasury from this incubus of un- 
current coin, it is the duty of the Government to see that the people are pro- 
vided with a suitable amount of change money in an attractive and desirable 
form. Instead of waiting for small annual appropriations to accomplish this 
desirable end, it seems eminently proper that authority should be granted the 
rreasury Department to recoin this uncurrent silver coin into new coin, and to 
pay the loss incident to such recoinage from the very large profits which have 
been made by the Government on the manufacture and issue of silver coins 


In the concluding recommendation the Secretary puts the question 


| in terms not to be misunderstood when he says: 


lean conceive of no good reason for hoarding in the Treasury vaults nine- 
teen millions of useless coin, which the people will not accept, and denying 
to them the use of this large amount of money in a form very much needed. 


That, Mr. Chairman, is the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the late Mr. Windom, and in further support of my amend- 
ment I desire to have the Clerk read a letter from the Director of the 
Mint of this date, received only about thirty minutes since. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1891, 


Sir: Referring to the provision in the sundry civil bill for recoinage of light- 
weight gold and silver coins in the Treasury, I have the honor to direct atten- 
tion to the recommendation contained in my report for the fiscal year 1890, and 
in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the same year, that authority 
be granted the Department to pay the loss incident to the recoinage of the un- 
current silver coins in the Treasury from the profits which have been made by 
the Government on the manufacture and issue of silver coins, commonly called 
the “silver profit’’ fund, or if this is not considered desirable that an appropria- 
tion of say $500,000 be made for this purpose, for the current fiscal year. 

There are about $19,000,000 in subsidiary silver coins in the Treasury of the 

| United States, which are largely abraded, and about $18,000,000 of them are in 
half-dollars, which is a denomination of coin for which there is no public de- 

| mand, 

| Under present law these coins could be coined into quarter-dollars and dimes, 

| for which there is a current demand, without changing any existing law or the 

| wording in the appropriation contained in the sundry civil act, further than 

| the amount to be appropriated to pay the loss incident to such recoinage, cor- 

responding to the difference between the actual weight of the coins in the 

| Treasury and full-weight new coins. 

I ean conceive of no good reason for hoarding in the Treasury vaults $19,000, - 

| 

| 

| 


000 of useless coins which the people will not accept when they could readily 
be converted into an available asset of the Government if a sufficient appro- 
priation was made to cover the loss of metal in recoinage. 
Very respectfully, 
E, O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 
Hon. A. M. Dockery, 
House of Representatives. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will briefly summarize the 
proposition. There are now about $19,000,000 of subsidiary coin in 
the Treasury, the larger part of it consisting of halves. It is an 
unavailable asset and can not enter into circulation unless Congress 
appropriates a sufficient sum to make good the loss by abrasion 
The Secretary of the Treasury recommends, the Director of the Mint 
urges, and the people demand that this $19,000,000 shall be added to 
the volume of money; and I can not conceive any good reason why this 
amendment should not prevail. 

Mr. ADAMS. Thegentleman made reference in opening his speech 
to a fact that there was a distinction either in the law or in his judg- 
ment as to halves and other coin; and, if I understood him correctly, 
he said that the recoinage of the half-dollar is considered undesirable 
| Mr. DOCKERY. The Director of the Mint says there is no current 
| demand for half-dollars, 
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Mr. ADAMS. Is the lack of the current demand for half-dollars 
because they are not popular or is it because, as he said, they are un- 
current from the fact that they are abraded ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; he says there is no current demand for 
halves, but there is a large and increasing demand for quarters and 
dimes. He has now ample authority of law for recoining halves into 
quarters and dimes, and the only thing needful is an appropriation to 
make good the loss in value by reason of abrasion and other causes. 

Mr. ADAMS. The money can be recoined into quarters and dimes 
as he thinks best, in his discretion ? 

Mr. DOCKERY, It can. 

Mr. ADAMS. It seems to me that the half-dollar is not as un- 
popular a coin as the gentleman seems to think. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I have no information upon the 
point except that furnished by the Director of the Mint, and certainly 
there is no higher official authority. I may also add in this connec- 


tion that a further effect of the amendment, should it be enacted into 
law, will be to coin the $6,000, 000 trade-dollar bullion now in the Treas- 
ury into standard silver dollars rather than subsidiary coin. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to be recognized 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not believe there is a necessity for the adoption 
of this amendment, and if there is a necessity it does not go far enough. 
There is no trouble about sufficient money being available for the coin- 
ing of small coin. 

The trade-dollar bullion, six millions of it in round numbers, is now 
in the Treasury, with an appropriation made to coin it into dimes and 
quarters and other small coins, and the Director of the Mint has stated 
time and again, stated before the Committee on Appropriations when 
this was being investigated, that the only reason he did not use that 
trade bullion for the minor coinage was that the mints were being 
utilized to their full capacity. So that there is no necessity in the 
coming fiscal year for the provision which the gentleman proposes | 
his amendment. 

Now, one further word: Of this $19,000,000 of subsidiary silvercoin | 
in the Treasury, seventeen and a half millions are half-dollar pieces, 
and, so far as the committee knows or the House knows, none of that 
seventeen and a half millions requires recoining. The gentleman says 
that the half-dollar is not a popular piece of money and that it is dif- 
ficuit to circulate it. Well, we found for a long time that it was diffi 
cult 10 circulate the dollar. We authorized the silver certificate, and 
that coes circulate, and there might, perhaps, be a certificate issued 
that would circulate in lieu of the half-dollar. I do not believe it is 
wise to take seventeen and a half million dollars and recoin them into 
dimes and quarters. I know itis not necessary, because of the $6,000,- 
000 dollars of the trade-dollar bullion that is now in the Treasury 
with a permanent appropriation which can be used to coin the dimes 
and the quarters. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman from Illinois to say that 
he does not believe it to be wise to appropriate this money to recoin 
these half-dollars into quarters and dimes. I would like to hear the 
gentleman state his reasons for that opinion. 

Mr. CANNON. Because there is six millions of silver bullion that is 
now available for such coinage, with the money to pay for it appro- 
priated, and the Director of the Mint tells us that the only reason he 
has not coined it is because of the want of capacity in the mints. 

Mr. FORNEY. But did not the Director of the Mint tell us that 
the half-dollars came back, but that when he coined them into quarters 
and dimes they would not come back ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; he said that the half-dollar when paid out 
comes back into the Treasury, and he might have gone a step further 
and said also that the dollar when paid out comes back into the Treas- 
ury. And he has already got six millions of silver bullion, with a 
full appropriation, from which he can coin the dimes and quarters. 

Mr. FORNEY. But we want that coined into silver dollars, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, as the law requires. 

Mr. CANNON. This does not coin it into silver dollars. 

Mr. FORNEY. But he has the right to coin it into silver dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; butif, with this $6,000,000 of silver bul- 
lion available, the gentleman is still hungering and thirsting for full au- 
thority to recoin, I would call his attention to a provision whichI send 
tothe desk, which ‘‘sees’’ his amount and ‘‘ goes $700,000, 900 better.”’ 
Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 43, at the end of line 2, insert the following 

‘*‘And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to transfer to the 
United States mints for recoinage any silver haif-dollars now in the Treasury 
or in any ofthe subtreasury offices, und the expense incident to such recoinage 
shall be paid from the silver-profit fund.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is that offered as an amcndment? 

Mr. CANNON. I will submit it and let it be pending. | 
move it by way of a substitute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do youofferitasanamendment? If so, Iacceptit. | 


may 
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Mr, CANNON. I say let it be pending by way ot ibstitute. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I will accept th pleasure 
Mr. CANNON, Well, I have not the slightest o to that. 
The CHAIRMAN, [The Chair would be glad to 1d und the 
pur} the gentleman trom Illino Is this offered as part his 
re! 3 orasan amendment 
Mr. CANNON, I said that I offered it and ld let it be pend- 
il I leman from Montana | Mr. ¢ 1 es t recs 
4 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illi 
a =f 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I reser ll points of order 
t the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illino 
The CHAIRMAN, The point of order will be reserved. The 1 
tleman from Montana is recognized for debate 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, a 1 ynsideration of the proposition 





here involved will result in the ad ption ot the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Missouri. What are the fact ineteen mil- 
lion dollars in defective or short-weight coins now rest in the vaults of 
the United States Treasury. This coininits present fo not avail- 
able for any purpose of trade, barter, or Government us 

Che proposition here presented is to authorize the Director of the 
Mint to recoin this money and transforin into such sl is will 
make it available for trade, providing the demand arises. TT! ppl 
priation, so called, is merely a use of terms in bookkeeping Wheni 
is attempted to transform this abraded coin into current coin, a certain 


loss will occur by virtue of short weight. 








sired for the purpose of enabling the Treas ) 
books by charging to this proposed appropriation fund the amoun 
of loss incident to short weight in the coins now in the Treasury, which 
we propose to recoin. 

Mr. BREWER. Whatauthority have you for stating tl 3 
weight £ 

ir. CARTER I ask the gentleman to reserve his question for 1 
present. Mr. Chairman, from one end of this country to the 
comes a demand for an increase of currency That demand e 
to change money, save and except as to the half-dollar piece, with which 
our trade has become somewhat surcharged. ‘1 pro 1 will pex 
mit the Director of the Mint to transtorm these undesirable | dollar 
pieces and defective and short-weight coins into dimes and ul 3 
and the appropriation will enable the Treasury ojlicials to make a 
charge which will prevent a deficit in their accounts. Now I will he 


the question of my friend from Michigan [Mr. BREWER ] 
Mr. BREWER. The gentleman from Montana has stated that the 
were underweight coins? 
Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir; to some extent. 
Mr. BREWER. And that that isthe reason for their recoinage. But 
that is not the reason suggested by the Superintendent of the Mint. 
Mr. CARTER. I will state in reply to the gentleman from Michi 





gan that my remark was perfectly justified, because o that the 
statute cited this morning by the Chairman of the con n decid 
ing the point of order, expressly provides that when coin reaches a cet 
tain diminution in weight it shall be no longer forced into circulation, 
but may be put into the Treasury and thus redeemed with other coin 
which takes its place in circulation. 

When coin from any cause becomes so defaced as to be of no furth 
use in circulation it may be disposed of in the same manne1 ‘het 
have accumulated in the Treasury in a series of years nineteen mil- 
lions of this short-weight, defective, or defaced coin, and the proposi- 


pl 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY ] is to swap $500,- 
(00, which will be apparent only in a sense of bookkeeping in the 


Treasury Department, for this nineteen millions of effective money to 
e thrown into circulation Can there be any po sible objection to 2a 


] 
proposition of that kind? 


I wish further to suggest that the gentleman from Illinois, in the 
course of his remarks, made a statement that the mint of the United 
States is at present taxed beyond its capacity; and in consequence the 
Director of the Mintcould not take advantage of the appropriation even 
if it were made. Let me in that connection call his attention to the 
well-known fact that during the coming fiscal year the $2,000,000 a 
month of silver coinage heretofore provided for will cease, and to that 
extent these subsidiary coins may be made available, to the extent of 
two millions at least per month, without taxing the capacity of t 
mint any further, 

Mr. CANNON, Let me ask the gentleman a single quest 
ection with the remarks he is now makir 





I 


Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 
Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman think it wise for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to take seventeen and a half millions of sound 


full-weight half-dollars and recoin them into quarters and dimes 


Mr. CARTER. I donot understand that the Secretary of the Tre 
| ury or the Government of the United States would lose anything in 
| turning half-dollars into dimes, which would circulate when the half 
| 


| dollars would not circulate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman ha 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, aftera consultation with th 


i 
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ma the committee I desire to withdraw my original proposition, he Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that there is no objection to that ; 
\ ng his, and offer the following as a substitute for both. |} amendment. 

e CH {AIR} MAN. The amendment and the amendment to the Mr. BLAND. I hope that will be accepted. 

Iment are withdrawn, and the Clerk will read what is now pro- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But might not its adoption 


ed. | defeat the very purpose of the gentleman’s own amendment? 
Phe ¢ k l as follows | Mr. BLAND. Except as to the half-dollars. 
























' 
St { page 43, in lines 1 and 2, the words “twenty thousand r | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Because while the half- dollars 
has may be necessary to meet the expense of h re- might be full weight and current coin, yet it may be desirable to recoin - 
‘ ‘ I :ppropriated outof the silver-profit fur , t 4} } al aes 
—- neg , ; them into minor coins, which could not be done if this provision was ne 
Mr. CANNO? lo that I have no objection. | adoy pte 1 a 
MORSE. I desire to occupy my time in sending to the Clerk’s Mr. DOCKERY. Looe enereae tion of the gentleman from Ken- “ 
Rol : Be ’ ragranha fron » eneecl} r 4} ata Ren. : . Si 7 i 
desk and 1 wing read two paragrapas Irom the speech of the late Sec- | tucky is timely, and I therefore, upon reflection, prefer not to accept t 
retary of the Treasury Windom, made just before his death in the | amendment of the gentleman from Ohio ; 
‘ e Waw VW ray ‘ 2 . . 4: : 3 
City OF NeW LOK, The CHAIRMAN. Then it will be considered as 2 pending amend 5 
ine Clerk read as 10llows ment to the amendment 3 
ro inns On eoeeeron 2 een See eee han the quantity, Nu Mr. CANNON. Now, I propose to close all debate upon the para 4 
I r ‘ gr credit 1 d often , avert the evils of a de- rap} nd an ae - , . : 
ficient cireu n,and a redundancy may sometimes modify its own evils be- | 274P4 And amendments ; : ee a % 
for results become universal ; but for the baneful effects of a debased Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw ; 
i ictuating currency there is no re 1edy, except by the cost y and « icult that fo: in few moments. 2 
80 imoney. As poison in the blood permeates arteries, ve AT, Ee ee Kaen daluata tn tam a 
| heart and speedily brings paralysis or death, so does a debased o1 Ir. CA NNON. I will withdraw it and move to close debate in ten 
rrency permeate all t arteries of trade, paralyze all kinds of | Minutes, U that 1s satisiactory. 
business, and bring disaster to a isses of people hee ewe mn Mr. BLAND. That will be satisfactory to me. 
1 t sh with such n instru ent as itis yr the umar ody to rrow rl * oot - 
t rOT : swith a ; lly } ae irae n the a a : > F rhe motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 
~ : currency is bad enough in domestic trade, but it is absolutely fatal to t] Mr. BLAND and Mr. KELLEY addressed the Chair. 
prosperity reign ¢ Ler Phe nation that attempts to conduct its : ‘ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is 
t 4 yoru tain value or of inferior quality is placeda . . , -- at 
ft would seem superfluous to impress this es cogni xed for five minutes and the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. KEI 
were it not too apparent that this nation has been | | will be recognized for the succeeding five minutes. 
peating the costly experiment with just such acurrency. Ti Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the proposition be 
yes wach pe ne Sreceny be that direction, and theapprehension of | ¢, the committee, it relates to the recoining of silver coin in the Treas 
‘ by has caused t loss since December 1 of over $24,000, pia: 7 : Te ae ae : an v a 7 = 
‘ lreasury and of probably a much larger amount from the cir ury I did not cat h the full pur] rt of the amendment of my colleague % 
y tosay, however, t itthis peri | seems now tohave passed, | [Mr. Dockery], but if it is not confined to uncurrent or a skendial exin 
l eilTects w soon d sappear The 5 sober seco it ought to be 
t oO} is assertir ts is usual, and signal lights of safet ss > : 7 : 
and there ng visible Mr. ADAMS. It follows the language of the bill. 
La eak very plainly this st important subject. Believing that Mr. DOCKERY. There is no change in the usual language of th 
the not « h of either l or silver in the world to meet the necessities | 1,;7 
of es i earnest b eta t and concede to no one a stronger de , Mr. ~ _ ; P 
r the free and unlimited coinage of silver as soon as conditions | r. BLAND. Asa matter of fact the ry Department already 
e reached through international agreement, or otherwise, by which such | under exi sting law, have authority to purchase bullion for these sub- 
a Lore ’ esafe. Butit is my firm conviction that for thiscountry toenter Tree mm, : eg ee oe 
ee experiment now and under existing conditions would be extremely | S!dlary coins, That is to say, they have authority under the general 
disast is, and that it would result, n« bimetallism, butin silver monon tatute, whenever itis de emed necessary to purchase all the bullion that 





















a a ne —_ “s n my ju gms —" FOve A greater o Sappoint | may be required for subsidiary coinage. Now, if we gotowork and au 
eer athe ettioes anal leanne et iemmeatines aaienttaiinen i teikaemniamee 1 ee the recoining of the subsidiary coins in the Treasury from on: 
pr ice a swift and severe contraction and eventually reduce the market valu denomination to another, the natural effect will be to curtail t) 
a a oy Sa eee - ny ae ee, the other | {mount of silver that may be purchased for that purpose, and curtail 
great : sp rs 1¢ in « yppos te} Vv, we 1 avite all owners of that metal | the amount of subsidiz 7 on that mi: Ay be rev juired by the coun- 
throughout the world to exchange 371) grains of pure silver, worth about 83 | try; and hence I say, while I have no objection to melting down un- 
cer r 23.22 grains of pure gold, worth everywhere 100 cents, Nearly all the | current and abraded coin in the Treasury, still I would not support a 
ae auton auenet ap ta as —— Fee neint ctatiogicn of he Toman De | proposition that looked to the recoining of the subsidiary coins, includ- 
partment show that the stock of full legal-tender silver in Europe amounts to | Ing halves, that are not abraded, not below tolerance, simply for the 
$1,101,400,000, and that of this amount the banks of France, Germany, Austria- | purpose of converting them into dimes, when we already have the 
rast stocks of silver woutd he ready for tranaferto ua at once, nad theswittest | POWeF to go into the open market and buy silver for that purpose. || 
rs would be employed to deliver it to the Treasury in order that with do not think it is economy, I do not think it is in the interest of in 
Se a ae buy gold exchange on Europe before our stock | creasing the ciren lation, and unless the amendment of my colleague i ¢ 
~ Would our own people await the arrival of these silver argosies from Europe in terms that would confine it to abraded coin, I hope the amendm¢ nt 
j tin Not unless the Yankee has lost his quick scent of danger and of the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. JosEpH D. TAYLOR] will prevail. 
aclu eaten send ania rt fic = won sa lectananr leak op ait Genanta oot Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment relates in fact to abraded and 
I 1 . 1 the n join the p niet insp ired processic n to the Treasury, eas hand all } inderwe ight coin. 
inxious to be in time to grasp the golden prize before it is too late. Probably | Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have been paying close attention 
before the swiftest ocean greyhound could land its silver cargo at New York | to this matter, and especially to the references that have been made to 
t! t gold dollar within reach wot pul i be safely hidden away in private boxes | 1 . = ae 
and in the vaults of safe-depos nupanies, to be brought out only by a high | ¢Xpéerts upon this silver question; and more especially was my atten- 


premium for exportation | tion directed to the communication that has just been read, offered | 





. : > aman PSenn 000.000 of gold. wit he accor rine panic . ce me , a r ah 
Phis sudden retirement of $600, of gold, with the aemeneten paste, | the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. When that was b 

Fond ease oC a oe ee ote ate the sliver beat ©x- | ing read, my attention reverted back to my experience with expert 

perience und our country would atonce step down to the silver basis, when =arus a ow © 9 - . xp 4} ‘ 


there would be no longer any inducement for coinage, and silver dollars would | and I remembered that when the experts got hold of an eminent gen ag 
< to their bullion value. When the silver dollar ceases to have more va | tleman who had been shot by Guiteau—the very best experts in that lin fee 

than th on contains there will be little inducement to coin our own | tay ae ntry pe l ld f hi and bed hi finally he died: and lie i 

; vnd the cost of transportation will prevent itscoming from abroad. How, | /2 the country—got hold of him and probed him, finally he died; and 

t will unlimited coinage either expand the circulation orenhance the value | to-day it isa question with the common people, the people with common 





ver | sense, who do not pretend to be experts, whether the bullet of Guiteau 








As if determined to omit nothing which might accelerate these results, the 1 ‘ . ie . ie 

\dvocates of present free coinage insist that it Salil maienmmnin tien slow process | killed Garfield or whether it was the experts. And, noticing the con 
of nt operations, but that the printing press shall be set to work providing | flicting opinions of the experts who have been produced as authority 
certificates to be issued _ r bull es — v3 a — woes + oon | upon this question of the free coinage of silver, I have about come 
u mat i ea as surely it wi be ft untiimited coinage be ¢ oT ~{ 
a ncemian ican Ghee Gon cuiun® Gadt lnaeadiunen Save ad aianc aes 1 ane onclusion that it is best to ignore all the "experts; and believit 
sadly rea i by the wise King of Israel, ‘‘ He that loveth sil- that this amendment may give the people of the country a little more 
ver shall ith silver | silver or a little more currency, whether it be silver or gold, I 

| 

| 


Mr. CANNON, I will be glad now, Mr. Chairman, to close debate, | determined to vote for every measure that comes up in this Congr 
We have an amendment which is satisfactory to the gentleman from | While I am here, that will have a tendency to give the country a d 
Missou lar more of silver or gold or paper money. 
CHAIRMAN (Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, in the chair) Now, Mr. Chairman, speaking a little further about the experts, | 
Dor g ay ventleman move to close debate ? : am reminded again that even experts are constantly changing th¢ 
Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to do so. minds upon these questions. We find that gentlemen who have b 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not what the gentleman would be glad to | considered as authority upon not only this question, but upon th 
do, but what he does, question of the tariff, the most eminent experts, have absolutely changed 
Mr. JOSEPH B. TAYLOR. I have an amendment to offer, which | €mds and reversed their judgment and opinions during the course o! 
I send to the desk the discussion of the tariff question in this country. 
The Clerk read as follows And in this connection I desire to relate one of the experiences « 
Add as an amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. Dockery the addi- Daniel Webster. At one time he wasacelebrated free-trade man. LH 
tional words “ Provided, That no current coins of full weight shall be recoined.” | made a great free-trade speech that was published in the papers of th« 
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country in favor of that view of the measure. He afterward changed s 

his views and made many speeches in faver of a high tariff. And as By S 

he had been before quoted as an expert in favor of free trade and his the recent action of the Sena 
j sayings and opinions had been given great weight, his sayings and views a So elena 
* were now cited as those of an expert in favor of a protective tariff. That the sena 
q On a certain occasion he made a speech in New York City in favor of | ! _Representatis 





protection. So great was the anxiety to hear tl is great expert on th 
































1 ‘ I ( 
tariff that one-half the people vho desired to hear him could not get in . welts of the Bes . : 
the hall. That w: also published in the papers; and the people who de- . 3 approval 
sired to read his speech the morning after he made it were anxious to | © i oe of t 7 
get hold of the papers which contained it. — Democratic paper in these 1 . 
New York, more enterprising than the other papers, got hold of a copy : 
of the old paper which publis hed that free-tr: ad speech, about ten years 
before, and reprinted it, and two hours earlier than the other papers \ \ 
i came out (they having to put the speech in type after it w: a slivered 
oe this paper was out and put in the hands of the boys, and they bega 1t0| Mr. Chairman. 1 { resolutions, I shall take « 
a sell them crying out, ‘‘ Morning papers! great speech of Daniel Web- | to x on eve 1 out for e) 
: ster on the tariff!’’ all through thecity inthe morning, and everybody — ' ' ‘ ) ] 
was anxious to buy copies; and when they bought them, andthe peop te ‘ ¥ , ; 
sat down to read them, they found out that Daniel Webster, very much 
to their surprise, had made a fre ide speech instead of a high-tarifi rhe CHAIRMAN { , | 
5 speech, and they did not discover the joke that had been played on | pent. the amendment 
ve Webster and on themselves until at the clese of the speech they ol man from Ohio [ Mr 
4 served the date of its delivery The question was taken ¢ ( : t 
= And soit goes upon these questions. I remember } 1 to have 
I was a boy and did not have any particular mind of d n . 1 by 
led by some of the preachers of the country, who 1 : ) 
exp< rts in theology, to believe that hell was about | ‘ ‘ a , ’ { 
very wide and very hot, but after I grew up and wh ymendm 
more mature, and they } had become more mature, I Clerk rea 
change d their views upon t tl ubject of hell, and they i c 
it really had any depth at all or that it was verv wide or I ot Se 2 
Many of the prot essional experts on that subject are now of the opin- i 
ion it is merely an imaginary place, and therefore they have changed n 
their minds. r 
My opinion is that almo t all who to-day consider thems s experts M 
upon the subject of silver, when the people of this country have their lt 3 I 
: will and have that will enforced into law, will change their mi n I C i 
ny their expert opinion with reference to free coir and in a few ! % suyg 
5 from now, when this question comes to be enacted into law and we DLER | t 
Lave free coinage, will all say they never believed there was any real it uj 
objection to the free coinage of silver. They will have changed theit Gent t 
opinions and will agree that their objec tions were imag inary, that there 1e q yn to-day 
was nothing whatever in them, and they, like the experts upon many The CHAIRMAN The Cha ill state that, 1 
other questions when their theories are exploded by the common sense | to proceed upon the item referred ut is the order 
of the common people, will have to admit they were mistaken ;} Mr. SAYERS. I yield twent inutes to tl 
Mr. Chairman, I think I am within the truth when I say that fully | Yo Mr. F ] 
four-fifths of the people of this country are in favor of the bill that has The CHAII I s that 
passed the Senate of the United States, in favor of free coinage of sil- | Illinois has r £0 ur and 1m i 
ver, and has been referred to one of the com mitte es of this House. and from Texas wind ninu 
seems likely to remain there until it is smothered by expert testi- Mr. SAY eld t t l t ' 
mony or until if will be teo late for this House to passit. In that | York [ Mr. 
event the people of the West, an l especially the Republicans of th Mr. FI [r ca 
West, will not take technicalitie an excuse. fac ittee « ) o to 
No man can get behind a alam of order, or behind a rule of the | of t World ( it Chi G ‘ 1 
House, or the ruling of the Chairm = of thecommittee as his just ie that 1 $1 ) { World ( 
tion for not pas sing this bil The Republican | auletiat the majority 1 the |] f ted umn 
in this Congress, and that party is ri sible for its defeat if it is de irger than any L eV g 
feated, and the consequence s of that defeat in the West will be fearful, | that it was all they would d ler a 
both to the interests of the people and to the euiiions party. The | to make the fair a success and s 
Republicans in Kansas hold that this measure was one of th » ple ives Che resolution was passed a gy t 
of the Republican platform of 1888, adopted in Chicago: the language | thecommittee’sow1 I i ato t 
ae of the platform justities that conclusion; the campaign in ee was | other gentlem: vhoha 1 
made upon that basis; and it was with that understanding that the | with which the national \ 
voters of Kansas gave Benjamin Harrison 82,000 majority in 183 not using them in ere preparing pro} t that 
It was because the people of Kansas he lieved the Republican party ir. They saw, and told us be >this 1 lution v 
being in a majority in Congress, had failed to make good its pledges | commission had made twenty- mm ti eing 
on this quest ion and on the tarif f question that they last fall castin theag- | cated by t ‘ 1 rir < ‘ g ( 
gregate more than 40,000 majority again t the Rey publi an party. And | ity, and each one runt ‘ up its expenses t e charged, « 
now, Mr. Chairman, as expressive of the sentim« ntof the Republican | the Government t ted States and t er avainst the « 
party of the State of Kansas on the question of the free coinage of sil ion at Chi 
ver, I desire to introduce asa part of my remarks some resolutio Vhen we arrived there, about the 18th of 
passed by the Republican senate of the State of Kansas and addressed mission of 106 men and another L ( 
to this House. I iission, the nationa 
That body was elected in 1888; if it had been elected last fallit would | titled r da i traveling ex) 
not have been Republican in politics. Itis comp sed of forty members, Mr. ¥ I would t ; t] 
thirty-eight Republicans, one Democrat, and one Alliance man. The Mr. YR. Certainly 
Alliance man was elected in December last, to fill a vacancy caused by Mr. SY. I understood t t 
the death of a Republican member. You will observe, therefore, that | y had not asked 
these resolutions are expressive of the sentiment of Republicans and | wish é ntlem 
Republicanism in Kansas, and they are in part an answer to the oft- | women in session after he g eg 
repeated question, What is the cause of the great political revolution Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia : 
in Kansas? ‘The resolutions in great part tell the whole story of the Mr. F LOW ER. Thatw he least of my 
presence in the next Congress of five Representatives and one Senator | I was satisfied, because I found that the ladie 
from Kansas who are members of the Alliance party. especially the president of that commission, 1 
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telligent ladies, and one whom I believe, if the whole charge of the fair 
were in her hands, would run it more economically, prudently, and 
maybe with better judgment than it has been run so far. Now, enough 
for that. In the five minutes’ debate I will yield toany question gen- 
tlemen desire to ask. 

We found, for instance, the national committee had appointed a 
committee of sixteenon mines and mining, one for each State, amount- 


ing to sixteen States in all. Under this law the chairman of the com- 
mittee could cali a meeting of the committee in Montana, California, 
or New Mexico, and the mileage and the per diem were taken where 
t committee had their session, and that was charged upon the Na- 
tional Government. We found that these committees were sitting ali 
0 the country in that way, and $110,000 of this money went to the 
salaries and expenses paid last year under those circumstances. 


Mr. ANDERSON, o 
him here— 

Mr. FLOW] I have only twenty minutes, and I want to make 
my remarks in some kind of connection. I will answer gentlemen 
any questions they may desire to ask during the five-minute debate. 

er the resolution passed we went to the city of Chicago and con- 
cluded that we would first get the opinion of men engaged in business, 
like Marshall Field; Potter Palmer; Joe Medill, of the Chicago Tribune; 
Colonel Peck, who built the Auditorium, one of the greatest buildings 
in the world, and H. H. Porter and Mr. Gage, the president, and others, 
and get the consensus of opinion from them as to how that fair would 
run superintended by one hundred and six men and one hundred and 
fifteen women; and they all said that there was no more use for this 
commission, except as an advisory board, than there was for having 
two or three domes on this Capitol; that they were a positive bore, in 
a business point of view, and if they could have this national commis- 
sion pruned to a commission of five members that would supervise, and 
let the committee of forty-five men who represented the stockholders, 
and who nobly put $10,000,000 of their own money into this fair, run 
it in their own way, the committee to supervise and see when they 
went wrong, that it would be all the Government interference they de- 
sired, 

We told this national commission in words about the same thing, 
that the people of Chicago would like to have them prune themselves 
down into a committee of five, to criticise and to throw out any points 
that they might suggest for the best interests of a great national show. 
They tried to do that. They appointed a committee of eight to confer 
with the other committee, but have left the machinery and pay of the 
officers the same. They have elected a president of that commission, 
on a salary of $12,000 a year, when he ought not to have a dollar more 
than $6 per day, and they appointed a general manager at $15,000 a 
year, which is cheap enough in salary, because he hasthe whole super- 
vision of the national corporation and the corporation at Chicago. 

We made the suggestion, as to the chairman of the executive com- 
mittee receiving $8,000 a year and having a committee of twenty-five, 
that that should all be done away with. Wemade the suggestion that 
the secretary, who receives $10,000 per year, ought not to receive asal- 
ary of over $2,500 or $3,000. If you examine the evidence of Mr. Pot- 
ter Palmer and of Mr. Young, of Chicago, gentlemen who contributed 
very largely to raise the money that was raised in Chicago; if you ex- 
amine Mr. Baker’s statement—and all of these gentlemen are among 
the brightest business men in the country—you will see that they are 
unanimously in favor of our view. They said that was what they de- 
sired, that they wanted this business pruned down so that the respon- 
sibility would be placed on the men that put in the money. 

Why, the first thing the president of the national commission said 
to us was that they wanted an appropriation of $10,000,000 from this 
Government besides what they already had. Theyare ‘‘running’’ the 
business to-day on a basis of $5,000,000 extra appropriations from the 
United States Government, and I read this morning astatement in the 
newspaper dispatches that they want $5,000,000 more. If you look at 
Mr, Young’s statement, you will find him saying that if they, the na- 
tional commission, go on in this way all the $1,500,000 money appro- 
priated will be spent in salaries and expenses, and that there will not 
be a dollar le{t to build the building or make the Government exhibit. 

Look at the testimony of Mr. Willetts, the president of the national 
board of exhibit here. He tells you that if they, the pational com- 
mission, go on as they are going on now, there will not be money 
enough left to build a four-hundred-thousand-dollar building. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish the gentleman would let me 
ask him a question just for information. 

Mr. FLOWER. Well, what is it? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Many of us have not read the report, 
and I want to know which commission you arespeaking of. Youspoke 
of several ladies, and then of another commission, and then, as I un- 
derstood, of another. 

Mr. FLOWER. No. Under this law the commissioners were sup- 
posed to be given the right to appoint thirty or forty lady commission- 
ers, and they appointed one hundred and fifteen. Ido not object to 
that. If Chicago wants them and Chicago will pay for them, I do 
not object, because they may be of very great aid, as their president 
is one of the brightest women in America. 


Kansas, Will it interrupt my friend if I ask 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What I want to know is whether 
these ladies exercise the power which the body that I understand to 
be the United States commission, or the one that we have authorized, 
was intended to exercise, or whether this committee of men exercise 
that power. In other words, there are many of us who have not read 
the report 

Mr. FLOWER. Well, read this bill, and you will find a provision 
giving them, the ladies’ commission, $50,000, and also a provision for 
an appropriation for $203,000 for salaries and expenses for the current 
year of the national commission. Now, we propose to prune this com- 
mission down to $40,000 instead of $203,000. You will find in the re- 
port that they provide for secretaries and soon. Why, you will find 
in the testimony that they donot even employ a typewriter at less than 
$160a month, While I was out there I meta lawyer who said to me, 
‘They have gotten my typewriter away from me; while I was gone 
she went away; I found a note on my desk saying that she could not 
wait any longer, that she had an offer of $100 a month.’’ Fifty dollars, 
or $60, or $65 a month is the price they generally receive in Chicago, 
but these gentlemen, with the Treasury of the United States to draw 
on, scorn to pay less than $100 a month. It is ‘* easy come, easy go”’ 
with them. 

Now, I did not want to go on this committee to investigate, because 
you all know that I fought this question of locating the fair at Chi- 
cago. But, after Chicago had won, then it was a fair that belonged 
to the whole Union, and as I belong to the Union I was in favor of 
the fair. The only reason I went there was that I wanted to find out 
what the business men of Chicago desired and to give it to them 
unhampered, because the business men of Chicago may be trusted to do 
almost anything. The men who raised this $10,000,000 to put into 
this fair are the same men who have raised Chicago to the position of 
the second city in the United States—raised it out of the mud—and 
they never dwarfed any enterprise with which they were connected 
and they never will. 

Your committee are unanimous in the proposition that you should 
prune down this national commission that hangs like an incubus upon 
the citizens of Chicago. Why, sir, when we arrived there they were 
about to go further than they actually went. They were going to hav: 
five departments, with a salary of $8,000 for the head of each. Why, 
sir, it appears by this statement of the chairman of the judiciary com- 
mittee that this national committee actually drove away from Chicago 
our representatives who went there to investigate them. I have heard 
of such things before; but very seldom have they driven the House of 
Representatives in this way; and when such men as Potter Palmer and 
Marshal Field and Otto Young and men of that stamp come here with 
their evidence and state what they want, they can not drive me, they 
can notdrive any member of this committee, and I doubt whether they 
can drive the House from granting the request. 

This man, the chairman of the judiciary committee, undertakes to 
traverse the statements of the committee; he takes up the different 
points one by one and tries to belittlethem. The first point he makes 
is that the site was settled by resolution last September, before we ar- 
rived there. Then, Mr. Chairman, why was this committee called into 
consultation with a committee of twenty-five members of the national 
commission and twenty-five members of the Chicago board to hear the 
matters of difference and settle them in regard to the site? Why was 
it that Judge Martindale, chairman of that site committee, arose and 
said, ‘‘ We pledged ourselves for the Washington Park or no fair.’’ 

Why was it that General Palmer, president of the commission, said 
in his evidence before our committee, ‘‘ You must give us what we 
want; Judge Martindale is right, and we will stand byhim.’’ Ifthey 
had settled this question of site, why was it that Judge Martindale 
came in and told our committee that the site was not satisfactory to his 
committee, and they would not accept it, if it was settled? Why was 
it that after our speeches Judge Martindale denied that the site was 
settled in answer to Otto Young, who said the site question was set- 
tled? He said, ‘‘ Itis not settled, and will not be settled right unless 
this joint committee authorizes its settlement.’’ Why was it that 
Judge Martindale came around the next morning and showed us the 
report declaring that— 





Whereas the national board of exhibit thinks that Jackson Park and the 
Lake Front would be the proper site for the fair; and 

Whereas the Congressional committee think that the best site: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we accept the present site. 

Now, that is a fair sample of the argument of this gentleman who 
probably has been robbed of his annual salary of $8,000 by this com- 
mittee of investigation sent out by Congress. That shows the method 
of treating one matter; and there is no point all through his brief which 
can not be as easily brushed aside; because I have letters, and I pre- 
sume other members of the committee have letters from the president 
of the Chicago corporation, thanking us for what we did there, and 
telling us that without our services they would not have had the site 
settled to-day. 

There is a queer state of things in Chicago. There is a north side, 
there isa west side, and there is a south side. Subscriptions were 


obtained from all sides; and a wise thing was done in not fixing the 
site until after the subscriptions had been obtained. The moment the 
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site was selected, indignation meetings were held by the residents of 
one side and another. They tore topieces the gentlemen who had been 
concerned in fixing the site until finally the general manager of the fair 
with a salary of $15,000, by your leave—a salary which he should get 


from the Chicago board—went into the committee and said (until he | 


got up it seemed to me the site would never be settled) that it was ab- 
solute folly to hold the fair anywhere else than in Washington Park. 


That is just where they decided not to hold it. But two days after- | 


wards as I was leaving Chicago I saw in the Evening Journal a state- 
ment that lots on Washington Park which had been selling for $400 
per front foot had gone down to $100. I do not know who held them. 

I do say, however, that the people of Chicago have the ability and 


the pluck to make the fair in Chicago a splendid success if Congress | 


will give thema chance. Let Congress vote $5,000,000 for the pur- 
pose and allow it to be used up in expenses if members think that 
course is wise. But I would vote against any such proposition because 
I think one million and a half of dollars is all we agreed to contribute, 
and I think that amount will be sufficient if prudently and economically 
managed. I believe that the proposition submitted by your commit- 
tee is a prudent one and is in the interest of the fair. That if this pro- 
position be accepted the fair can be made a grand success I have no 
doubt. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. I would like further time to say one word in re- 
gard to the position of the late Secretary of the Treasury on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. FLOWER. The late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Windom, 


agreed with us fully inour position. The portion of his letter referring | 
to this point was printed in the Recorp the other day by the chairman 


of our committee [Mr. CANDLER]. TheSecretary there stated that he 
had grave doubts in regard to the propriety of paying the high salaries 
which had been fixed; that if the matter were left to him he would never 
pay them; but as these people had voted them to themselves, he felt 
that he could not set himself up against the whole commission. I print 
in connection with my remarks that portion of the letter: 





It is fair to presume that Congress intended, by this last-mentioned provision 
of law, to prevent the giving of what might be termed unreasonable compensa- 
tion to any of the officers of the commission, But, in arriving at this deter- 
mination, the Secretary of the Treasury must take into consideration the opin- 
ions of this representative body of men. It appears from your records, as be- 
fore stated, that the commission has unanimously agreed that the officers named 
shall be paid the compensation stated. If I were to give my individual opin- 
ion on this subject, uninfluenced by the acts of your commission, I should not 
hesitate to decide that the amount named by your commission for salaries for 
its principal officers is greater than that probably contemplated by Congress in 
estimating the amount necessary to carry out the provisions of the act. 


The amount of money already expended and the expenditures in contempla- | 


tion by your commission prior to January 1 next constitute so large an amount 
that it presents an additional reason why I should not approve the compensa- 
tion named were I alone responsible for the expenditures. 

You will observe that your salary list for the years 1891, 1892, and 1893 will 
without further increase of employés, amount to $165,000, or about one-seventh 
of the entire sum of money outside of the cost of the Government building 
which is fixed at the limit of expenditures growing out of the exposition 

I have grave doubts, in view of the facts as herein stated, whether I ought 
not to return the resolution submitted by your commission for revision as to 
the amount of compensation to be paid to your officers, 

On the other hand I dislike extremely to set up my own personal views in 
opposition to those of the members of the commission, who are more familiar 
with the matter at issue than myself, 

I therefore reluctantly approve articles 15 and 16 of your by-laws and beg 
leave to suggest, in this connection, that great care be exercised in authorizing 
further expenditures, to the end that your commission may not create a defi- 
ciency for the ensuing fiscal year. 

Respectfully yours, 


s, 


WILLIAM WINDOM, Secretary, 


I am sorry I have not more time for this discussion; but under the 
five-minute rule if any questions should be asked we shall be very 


glad toanswer them, because we want this fair. Butas business men 























should in every case be definite and s] Chat is, indeed, the con- 
stitut il requirement, which s 

N iall be drawn fro: i i- 
at S$ mince Vv iaw 

And the Supreme Court ofthe United States,speaking by ¢ hus ) 
Marshall, has said that the meanin t word ppropriation l 
the Constitution is ‘‘that particular b ned by law to 
p rticula ects,’”’ 

I recall fact t in 1835, w 1 < : t ition 
bill a proposition was made to put al ) i t ands 
oft the President purposes of publi I d reces3 ot 
Congress, Mr. Webster said, and spoke as a statesmar n | l it, 
‘that he would not agi to such an appropriation the 
enemy were pointed against the walls of the Capitol. 

but, sir, we did not appro large sum of mone in ° 
handed this money over as a lump sum to the national commission, 
and they have done with it just what any similar body of men un- 

| wieldy in numbers and new to their duties would probably have done 

| with it. I do not believe it was the intention of Congress that the 

| United States, through this commission, should undertake to run the 
in all of its details. Nobody could be devised less fitted for such 

| a task than a commission made up as thatis. It is comp 1 of one 

| hundred and fifteen commissioners from all the States and Territorie 

| wis ie | lred and fifteen alternates similarly “1 

with one hundred and fiiteen aiternates simliarly 1 

| This body. compost 1 of the commissioners the nsel < ot theu 

| alternates, as the case may be, meets from time to time in the city of 

Chicago to regulate the running of the World’s Fair and to dispose ot 

| the public money committed to them for that purpose. 

Vhen we went to Chicago to make our investigation, as already sal 

WI t to ( tigat 1 1 
by my colleagues on the committee, the gentleme ym Massachusetts 
and New York, we found there had | friction en the local 

| corporation chartered under the la the State of I] which pro 
vides the site and the $10,000,000 required ( rrying 
on the fair, and the national commission, which is composed the 
commissioners of the several State ypointed under thx of ¢ 

| gress. 

| Ihave before me, and presume t! ey member of the House 1 

| probably received a copy of the same, a re f eport of the Con 
gressional committee by Hon. William | isay, chairm f the judi- 
| clary committee of the national commission, w t ts to edit 

| the report by denying its statement of 

| This is his language 

| rhe report would have greater merit ted upon a 

| ment of facts. or instance, the Congression ‘ imit rims t 

| vergence of opinion between the nati ul « nission 

} as to the functions of each organization cel { the sel 

| exposition, and that the site was finally s ted throug! 

and because of their intervention. 

Which fact Mr. Lindsay denies, and says 

The Congressional committee say thatthrough their press \ i nd 
in pursuance oftheir suggestions the stion of a . lt itis- 
fac tion of both organizations. 
| Now, as a matter of fact, the s‘te was not settled during the visit of t Cor 
| gressional committee to Chicago, nor was it settled, so far as the national com- 
} mission 1s concerned, pursuant to any suggestions, « er dir t I 1direct 
| made by that committee to that body In fact, the views of that committee 
j uponthe juestion ofsite were never mentioned or refert ltointh leliberations 
| of the national commission, and the settlement of the Septen eti which 
| has never been reopened, was made before the adoption o i ssional 
resolution authorizing their visit. 
| Ifthe House will turn to the testimony taken by our committee dur- 
| ing its session in Chicago, they will find on page 19 that in answer to 
our inquiry on that point, the chairman of the committee on grounds 
| and buildings, which had this matterin charge, Judge Martindale, said: 

I will answer your question that nothing has been settled 

; g 

| There was a dispute. The national commission were demanding 
| i 

Washington Park. The local directory, after promising it, were un- 


we want the House and the country to understand our position and to | 


know that all of us are in favor of the line of policy reported, contem- 
plating economy in all branches of the public service connected with 
the fair and the broadest liberty toward making it a grand success. 


West Virginia [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I am of opinion 
that the protection of the public Treasury and the success of the World’s 
Fair at Chicago call for the adoption, in the main, of the recommenda- 
tions made by the select committee headed by the gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER], and in order to present that view to | 


the House I shall attempt little more at this time than to make a plain 
statement, as fair and as pointed as I can, of the condition of affairs as 
we found them in Chicago, and of the manner in which the preliminary 
work of the exposition has been done. . 

I admit in the beginning that the law passed by Congress was a loose 
piece of legislation. When I see what is possible under it, when I find 
what has been done under it, Iam convinced that we were not suffi- 
ciently careful in guarding the public interests when we framed the 
bill providing for the exposition at Chicago under Government au- 


spices. If there is any sound principle of legislation from which this | 


House should never depart it is that appropriations of public money 


able to deliver without restrictions, and so the whol 
was reopened and in controversy. 
And if Mr. Lindsay had read the official minutes of the 


e matter of a site 


national 


Awe : . | commission for Wednesday, November 19, 1890, he would have found 
Mr. SAYERS. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from | 


the report of the committee on grounds and buildings, which narrates 
the whole story of the delays and controversies about the site; tells o 
the meeting of the executive committee of the national comm 
and the committee of the local directory, on the previous Mon 
consider the matter, at which meeting the Congressional committee 
attended, and, in giving the reasons for finally recommendi 


l acKSON 
Park in place of Washington Park, mentions as the of tl - 
1. The Congressional committee, who have mack caref ‘ iat of 
the two parks, unanimously favor and advise the | 1 Jack rk 
And the site question was finally settled according to that rey 
and advice. I simply cite this to show the injustice of this cr 
by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee on our report 
Mr. Chairman, I have certainly no criticism to make on th 
of this commission. They are men as well fitted for their wo Ly 
| commission chosen in like mannercould be, but no body of men or 
ized as this commission is could either run a great national exposition 
| with efficiency or of themselves protect the public Treasury as it should 


| be. 
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i he outset, that it was their duty to take 
Chey organized, they 
ey gave to their president a salary of $12,000 
their executive committee $8,000, to 
juently elected a director general 
. 15,000 a year (nd these officers have been | 
1 iarge num of employ¢s, as I shall presently 


( t det ed arge olf the exposition. 


ady in « ten in Chicago a local directory, 
\ ke ( ilaried and at work, so that there could be nothir 
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+} y . ly 
organization u s the commission may take most 
l f the hand i cal boards. ] have sO many lacts I 
I can not give many of them, but I will 
hicl money is 


n, without im- 





1€1 iclency 
1eeting of thi mmission, a circular was 
; lf the title of as- 
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wl the to the S tary of the Treasury, he referred 

l This 1 | its furniture were provided 

t roprietor of the Grand Pacific Hotel, 
Government to pay 3200,or $25 a day, to a sel 

iu who appears to have rendered only personal serv- 

1. Now nid the Secretary, very properly, ‘‘! 


ea u that es & man $25 a day for personal 





Depart ind the chief clerk of the Department showed me the cor- 

r lence this 1 n a so-called voucher from the secretary of 
{ ol Fair Commission giving this lady $100 for her services. 

1e Secretary op examination found that he had paid her travel- 

3, that he had paid her $6 a day subsistence for all except 

four days, ich intervened between her arrival in Chicago and the 

day on which she began to draw her per diem as a manager, and he 


said that if she rendered any services they wer 





17 


er es i tha could not aliow at the rate oi 


25 a day for snch 

t voucher. 
et ply as proofs of the inability of such a body as this 
to deal with the public money, and to show the necessity for specific 
ppropriations by Congress, which shall designate exactly the amount 
of salary to be given to every oflicial, and shall not put a lump sum of 
nto their hands to be used, first for the payment of their own 
ries, settled according to their own ideas, and the balance to be 

he expenses of the exposition. 


WwW $i Have sala, 


} fry 1 13] vi 
ery s ce he relused ilReWIS¢ to pay 





the secretary of that commission receives $10,- | 
1 year. No man supposes that the duties of the secretary of the 
national commission are either more responsible, more onerous, or de- 


> than those of a chief clerk of a Government De- 
partment. ‘The chief clerk of the State Departmentreceives $2,750. 
The chief cl f the Treasury Department, who is not only chief clerk, 


but custodian of the building, receives $3,000 a year. But the secre- 














ta f this commission was voted $10,000 a year and is drawing that 
int to-day,as much as thesalary ofa justice of the Supreme Court, 
ty is much as that of a Senator or Representative, and $2,000 more 
than the Secretary of State or the Secretary of the Treasury. 
i that isnot all. If you will turn tothe by-laws of thenational 
1 will find that in prescribing the duties of the secre- 
they further provide 
power to appoint ich assistant secretaries and select such 
1s 8 e necessary properly to conduct the business of the com- 
t to the approval of the executive committee 
Mr. CHEADLE Vill the gentleman permit a question ? 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. ert y: 
Mr. CHEADLE. Is any one justifying that rec kless expenditure of | 
t] pu lic money 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virgini The sundry civil bill carries an | 
pr n to meet it. | 
( ADLE. Then I will not te for it 
WILSON, of West Virginia. Here, then, is a secretary, who for 
luties which certainly are not onerous is to-day drawing $10,000 a 
vear of the public funds and is empowered to appoint such assistant 
ecretaries and clerical force as he thinks he ought to have, subject only 
to the approval of the executive committee. 
\nd in his report to the executive committee, October 21, which 
Was unanimously approved, the secretary says: 
A careful consideration of the immense amount of work that will have to be | 
dot rough the secretary's department of the national commission will at 
on nvince any one that, in addition toa large force of clerks, stenographers, 
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and typewriters, which will have to be in 
must have, for the successful and satisfactor, 
ce, at least two assistant secretarics 

ind they were allowed him. 

I went to the Treasury Department this morning to get a list of hi 





LS 


employés and the salaries. According to the vouchers that have been 


| paid, there are, first, the secretary at $10,000, achief clerk at $3,000, and 


1 


an accountant at $1,500, a file clerk at $1,200, a clerk at $1,200, a 
stenographer at $1,200, another stenographer at $900, a clerk at $720, 
mail clerk at $600, and a messenger at $600. These are in the secr 
retary’s office in Chicago and are paid out of the public Treasury 
paid out of the money appropriated for carrying on the fair. 

When you turn to the other offices you will find that they ar 
equipped in the same way. The office of the president has a stenog- 
rapher at $1,200 and a messenger at $600. The vice chairman him- 
self has $8,000, and in his office is an assistant secretary to the executive 
committee who receives $3,000. Then there is a director general who 
is paid $15,000, and he has a chief clerk at $3,000, a stenographer at 


31,200, a clerk at $900, and a clerk at $720. 

so, then, out of the money set apart by Congress to be expended 
or the part which the Government is to perform in the fair, there 
has been organized a department almost as large as one of the De- 
partments in Washington, with salaries greatly in excess of what 
this House would ever appropriate for public officials; and here is 
standing authority given by the commission, auth 
to increase the appointees of his office whenever he 
done and the executive committee will approve. 

The total amount of the salary list, as I got it from the Treasur 
Department this morning, is $68,540; and of course, with this authority 
to increase the appointees as the fair develops, the list will swell until 
it may swallow almost the entire Government appropriation. 

Mr. McRAE. I would like to ask my friend if the act appropriatin 
this money did not require that these salaries should be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It did provide that they were to 
he approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary de 
clined to approve the two vouchers I 1 » referred to; and you wv 
find in our report his letter in which he states that he most reluctantly 
approves them; and he gives as his reason that he did not like to put 





its secretary 
it should | 








| his personal opinion in antagonism with the unanimous action of the 


commission. 

r. MCRAE. Then he did approve them? 

r. WILSON, of West Virginiz. He approved them very reluct- 
y and stated he thought them greater than Congress contemplated 
r. MCRAE. Then we ought to repeal the act if there is no other 
way to defeat the fraud in fixing these salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the total expend- 
itures of the commission, as shown by the books in the Treasury De- 
partment, thus far amount to $97,283.49, and, leaving out the rent and 
contingent expenses, but including the salary for the balance of the 
be $124,593, or including all they will 
reach about $150,000 a year. 

Now, our report says that these salaries should be cut down and the 
other expenses of the commission reduced, especially by limiting th: 
number oftheirmeetingsa year. They had already held three full meet- 
ings, they had laid out a large number of committees, and it had even 
been suggested, we were told, that the committee on mines and minir 
should have its headquarters at Denver; that the committee on trans- 
portation should have its headquartersat New York, and that the com- 
mittee on education should have its headquarters at Minneapolis; and 
these committees would also have required stenographers, clerks, and 
messengers, paid at the Government expense. No wonder the tel 


| graphic dispatches in this morning’s papers tell us that the president 


of the commission has already stated that Congress will be called on 


| to give two or three million dollars more to this exposition. 


Mr. WALKER and others. Five millions, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, Five millions. Of course, if the 
United States are to pay all these salaries and are also to assume full 
control, through their own director general and other officials, of th: 
running of the exposition, there can not but result waste of money and 
large deficiencies, and the local corporation may rightly say, ‘‘ You 
have incurred these deficiencies and expenditures and should mak 
them good out of the national Treasury.”’ : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to go more into detail. My tin 
permits me now only to call attention to these facts, trusting that gen 
tlemen will examine for themselves the reports and other data. | 
they do I am sure they will agree with me that it is our duty to ea: 
mark all our appropriations and to cut them down to reasonable figur: 


| We have thought that as the president is paid outof the Treasury th 


director general should be paid by the local corporation, and we re: 
ommend that these salaries should be cut down so as to give not more 
than $5,000 to the president and not more than $4,000 to the vice chair- 
man of the executive committee. 

I have not found in these minutes anything specific that he is re- 
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quired todo. He is to perform such dutiesas may be assigned hin i ! 
the commission or its executive committee, and receives at presen i 
2 $8,000 per year. 
4 Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? McCOMAS 
ay Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Certainly invite questions. sof t 
a Mr. HOLMAN. What are these high-sal 1 officials created by t 1 sag 
= the national board doing now I VILS of We 
cs Several Members. Drawing theii 4 \ 
Mr WILSON ‘ West I We s I i t 
7 man from Kentucky, Mr. Oscar Turner, in the course of a speech 
this House, detine what he called a ‘‘sinecuree.’’ He said it was 
a place wi nothing to do and a damn sight of pay laughter an 
' Iam under the impression that a good many of these positions are *‘si1 , 
Z curees.”’ Laughter. | BREt M 
A We have also, contrary, I think, to the intention of the House y 
& other body that is difficult to deal with, becauss iposed oO ‘ af 
% hundred and fifteen ladies, with one h land fil n alternates 1 whe [ 
: if any legislator is bold enough to n l iult upon two hun 1 
% and thirty women I would like to see that man. I confess that 
not. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Nobody rises. [Laught ( 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Nobody Mr. Ch 
man, I feel that I 1 walking upon very thin i ill try to 
nimble as I ean. Laught I hav oO « i make 1 1 é 
these la They came there; tl we 1 to I , ‘ 
expenses were paid. An admirable sele I is made f t 
president, alady of high i re ind yreat e capac 
As was natural, she immed ys out te lt m rs « 
board a very spirited appeal, asking them to ¢ shar} I 
Members and Senators to see that that part of the World’s ] 
which authorized the creation of that board of ladies was not cha 
That was perfectly natural. I am sureevery one of us has re 
] irresistible letters from > lady managers of hisown State, a | 
ali » him to stand by the provisions of the law in relation to the | 1 
ladies and to permit no change in that respect. We do not propos interp ut 
any change in the law in that respect, but we do propose in our report yernol ‘ 
in the interest of the taxpayers, to limit the number of meetings that Mr. CHEAD 
shall be held, both by the national commission and by the board « Committee \ 
lady managers. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not due to the lady managers to state that 
10 complaint is made by your committee of their expenditures up t 
this time? , 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iobject to that question upon e 
the ground that no gentleman is obliged to criminate himself. [Laugh s ) 
ter. | pose t 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I was about to throw myself upon | as it 
the protection of the House and ask to be relieved from answering that 1e gentle i 
question. [Laughter.] Butseriously, Mr. Chairman, I disclaim mak- | yt 
ing any criticism upon the board of lady managers. We have them il bill l u legi 
and we do not propose to get ridofthem. Wesimply propose t » help | as such by the House 
them perform the duties incumbent upon them in such a way that no [ hold in ind t ( 
criticism can be made. True, we would prefer a much smaller board | Fa Le go bac ind 1 ' t 


and a fuller representation on it of industrial women. v hI voted and f y iy friends from Mass at m 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish toask the gentler 























» & ‘ 
How did your committee come to the conclusion that it was not 1 | le ull 1 l ) 
essary for these lady managers to meet oftener than once in six St und Territor r 1e I 
in order that the work intrusted to their hands should be properly | District of Colu ( t 
done? How were you enabled to fix so definitely the number of times | wield tl 
when the meetings of these lady commissioners should be held and The com i yu y ( 
to determine that no meeting was necessary oftener than once in six | When bri dut 
months? duties, as defined in t ( 
You propose to forbid their meeting until the dedication and open ite of the ground at 1 
ing of the exposition. Now, how did you ascertain that no meeting | it shall appr what the I ois 
would be necessary before that time? Of course you must have some | of a site and t uns and sj 
reason for that other than sentiment. be satisfied t 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. needful use « t 1 of 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I know that some of the ladies acting in Che \ SOry |] t 
that capacity are the peers of any man in this House so faras ability is | and on t I e t 1ecess t ent cle 
concerned, unless I oughtto except the gentleman from West Virginia, | Then direct powers Y I 
and that they neither want to spend money needlessly nor to under- | sion They are i to ‘‘all pace t 
take to cheat the people. Therefore I would like my friend to state | a classificati t exhibits, determine t 
some reason aside from mere sentiment why he thinks, as he substan- | exposition, appoint all tl lg ( 
tially does, that the resolution should fix a limit upon the frequency of | miu f an id generally to have ch 
their meetings. t tors and with the represe 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I assurethe gentleman that we are Phe ire the duties imposed by tl 1 
not criticising these ladies. In truth they have not been disposed to | dutie I say with great respect to 
extravagance in their expenditures. But there are two answers to the | this Committee on the World uir tha 
gentleman’s question: first, that given by my friend from Massachu- | their interpretation of this « 
setts in front of me [Mr. WALKER], that it was not necessary to have | supervisory. They are not su 
the ladies meet more than once every six months, because they could | commenced when theenter é 
give enough advice at one meeting to last the men for half a year. | tion of a site; they end witht t x posit t 
[Laughter.] But the real reason was that we saw from the meeting | the premiums. In no 
; of the national commission that so large a body as one hundred and fif- | out the continued existe imi 
teen, composed in part of the lady man: s and in part of their alter- | making it begin before the | corporat 
nates, was not, and could not be, a biisiness body, and that the very | earth and making it end aft ois co 


purpose had in view by Congress in providing for lady managers would | work by awarding the pri im T 
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So that the commission had to continue during the whole time of | gave $10,000 more than the salaries. Instead of giving $70,000 we gave 
the exposition and then report after it is all through, so that it out- | $55,000, in the hope that they would hereafter exercise the power that 
lasts the existence of the fair itself. It must exercise control during | they have to cut down their salaries and use what they took from the 





| this time, and this is the necessity of its organization. | salaries for the remainder of the expenses. 
My friend from West Virginia has commented on the board of lady | Mr.BLOUNT. But did the law contemplate how the expenditures 
managers. The act ‘‘required’’ that commission to appoint these lady | were to be divided? 
managers. It did not merely ‘‘authorize’’ it; but the language is Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am not prepared to say, 
An ithorized and required to appoint a board of lady | because this law is ambiguous. The commission should undoubtedly 
managers, of such number and to perform such duties as may be prescribed by | qo it, 
Pe eee . : | Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask the gentleman further: Is there any- 
What rale was to be adopted for the appointment of a board of lady thing in it contemplating a division of these expenditures by Congress? 
managers? Congress said that this commission should consist of two Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. None whatever. — 
from each of the States of the Union. What more natural than that| yr RBLOUNT. Then is there not a good deal of difficulty about it ? 
it should be provided by the commission, in carrying out the provi-| fr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly; and, as I said, 
sion of law as just quoted, that the same order should be adopted with | ;¢ was a matter of doubt: but we solved the doubt under the report oi 


ors the board of lady managers? . lau ‘ a ail iii : : : ame ; 7 : sl 
regard to th id of lady manager As to whether they selected | the Committee on the World’s Fair, as far as we could, in the line of 


the right ladies is @ question, of course, with which I have nothing to | their report. Wehad the report of these gentlemen. They were men 
do, nor whether the governors of the States selected the right gentle- | who had our highest esteem and respect. We desired to go as far as 
men. wecould with that committee. We heard the chairman of that com- 

Chat commission met and organized, and it organized under the law | mittee. and speaking for myself alone, though I think I speak the 
providing that the commissioners and the alternate commissioners ap- | yjews of the committee, we desired todo in the matter what we could 
pointed under the act were not to be entitled to any compensation for | gg to make the faira success, on the one side throwing no obstacle 
services whatever in its way, and on the other side relieving them, as far as we could, 


except their actual expense r transportation and the — =o per —o from the temptation to future extravagance. 

subsistence fo ach d they are necessarily absent fro 1cir homes on 3 a) . . . . 

eee . ~~ a ” Mr. Chairman, my friend has made some animadversions upon a 
rhe officers of said commission | gentieman whom I am proud to call my friend, formerly chief justice 


of Kentucky, William Lindsay, whose whole report, with the consent 
| of the committee, I will place in the RecorpD, that it may be read. 
And I will putalso in the REcorD the interpretation of this act made 


And I ask the attention of my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
to this, who has made reference to the salaries provided for these com- 


missioners 
Phe officers of said commission shall receive such compensation as may be | Py him, and indorsed by the commission, and a letter to me. 

i by said commission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- | To those who know Judge Lindsay no comment upon his character 

vhich shall be pa itof the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of | jis necessary. He has been the chief justice of Kentucky, performing 

as ee E>. | the duties of that position honorably, and he became, not merely an 


They fixed the salaries and other expenses and the Secretary of the | able lawyer, but a great lawyer. He has no interest in this matter 
Treasury approved them, and the Secretary of the Treasury transmit- | whatever except to do what he believes to be best for the country 
ted the estimate to the Committee on Appropriations, which estimate | and the fair; for he never leaves his home for Chicago on this mission 
[ have here on my table and which we cut down about $30,000. that the paltry consideration given is not very much smaller than the 
It may be suggested that because the salaries were fixed by law we | loss he undergoes in doing it. 
had no right to cut down the estimate. But we did it because there | It has been with him purely a public service that a man of large views 
were certain employ¢s that we believed were under the control of the | and greatability frequently gives, outof asenseof patriotic duty. And 
commission, and certain expenses for messengers, etc., under the com- | I think if my friend knew Judge Lindsay, if I could bring the two gen- 
mission, whose salaries perhaps did not come under the provision or | tlemen together, each wou!'d be grateful to me for that act of kindness 
the law I have cited, and therefore, with a view of curtailing the ex- | to the other. 
penditures as much as possible, we cut down the estimate something Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Will my friend allow me to say 
over $30,000 that my only comment upon Judge Lindsay was that when he under- 

Hence there is no justification by the Committee on Appropriations | took to criticise the committee he did not inform himself as to the facts 
for anything the commission saw proper to do; nor have we the right | on which he was giving his opinion ? 
to justify or to censure them. Our whole duty was to appropriate,| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend’s statement of the 
appropriate within the limits of the law, exercising whatever discre- facts and Judge Lindsay’s statement of the facts disagree. Each is a 
tion may be vested in the Committee on Appropriations by appropri- | gentleman of the highest credit and each is entitled to full belief. Evi- 
ating a sufficient amount to comply with our interpretation ofthelaw, | dently there is between them some mistake. The fact that Judge 
to require a stricter economy, if we had the power, and yet to allow | Lindsay does not agree with my friend from West Virginia [ Mr. WIL- 
the World’s Fair to be a success. We believe our act is within the | SON] is simply another evidence that this is not the best way in which 
law, though there may be doubt of our power to withhold any part ot | to settle the difficulties about that great fair. 
the estimate Mr. Chairman, I was not a friend of the World’s Fair. I voted 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my friend a | against Chicago every time. I voted against tbe bill creating the 
question. | World’s Fair. I was opposed to the mode in which this committee 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. was appointed. This committee was appointed with two members rep- 

Mr. BLOUNT. As to the expenditures which you say you did cut | resenting each city, and no man representing the taxpayers excepting 
down—— my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] as its chairman. There 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. | never was a time when there was any chance for any interest to be 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, does not the law which allowed that com- | heard in this committee, except through some gentleman who was either 
mission, subject to the approval of the Secretary, to fix the salary of | for or against some particular location. 
the general officers of the commission, also allow them to determine | I do not mean to criticise the personnel of that committee. Every- 
what expenditures are necessary ? body knows my personal kindness to all of them. All of them are 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I doubt that, and it was be- | men for whom I have the greatest respect, and as to some of them I 
cause we doubted it that the committee exercised the discretion. The | do not consider it extravagant to say that I consider all the labor I 
language of the nineteenth section is have done in public life compensated for by the fact that they have be- 

The officers of said commission shall receive such compensation as may be | come My friends. 
fixed by the said commission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


ers : a : Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask three minutes more. 
All future expenses are of course not yet “‘approved ’’ by the Secre- Mr. SAYERS. I will yield three minutes more. 

tary, and perhaps his power to approve may be limited by thesums| yr BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have, therefore, not taken 

appropriated by Congress. Salaries are permanent. the interest in the fair that probably others have, but now it has gotten 


ag = ee to the salary of the officers, on its feet. It isa great enterprise. The honor not only of Chicago 
lhe eighteenth section is: and Illinois, but of all America, is involved in it. Perhaps there has 
Sec. 18. That for the purpose of paying the expenses of transportation, care, and | not been such carefulness of expenditure as might have been, but I be- 
custody of exhibits by the Government and the maintenance of the building or lieve tl he adonti f tk ti to strik t thi - 
buildings hereinbefore provided for, and the safe return of articles belonging to leve t hat the adoption now o . 1é mo ion o strike ou 1S appropria- 
the said Government exhibit, and for the expenses of the commission created | tion will do harm tothe fair without doing any corresponding good. 
by this act, and other contingent expenses, to be appeeres by the Secretary of | | believe that with the report of the Committee on the World’s Fair 
the Treasury, upon itemized accounts and vouchers, there is hereby appropri- | _ - e o : , . we 
ated for the remainder of the fiscal year and for the fiscal year ending June | With the debate that we have had here, with the light of public opinion 
30, 1891, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum | cast upon the action of that commission and of the members of the 
pproy , thes } 
of £200,000, or so much thereof as may benecessary; Provided, That the United | committee, there will be a greater degree of prudence, a more careful 
States shall not be liable, on account of the erection of buildings, expenses of | a af ae , ethilisi . 
the commission or any of its officers oremployés, or on account of any expense husbandry of means, @ keener realization of the responsibilities ol the 
| position, and a more anxious desire to make the fair a success, with 


incident to or growing out of said exposition, forasum exceeding in the aggre- 
probably somewhat less of self-seeking. 


gate $1,500,000. 


, : ; /' 
So the amount asked being $70,000, the salaries being $45,000, we | It is the duty of this body, theduty of all of us, to help and not to 
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hinder this enterprise; to make the fair a success, and not a failure. 
I have that feeling about it. As a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, anxious to do my duty, I have concurred in recommend- 
ing an appropriation that seems to me to be most liberal and yet as 
small as our power extended. 

I yield back my time, if I have any remaining; but I desire to put 
into the RecorD the papers of which I have spoken. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to print 
certain papers with hisremarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


Report of the judiciary committee, defining the rights, duties, and powers of 
the World’s Columbian Commission. 


SEPTEMBER 15, 189. 

Your committee, acting in obedience to the preamble and resolution adopte 
by this commission on the Ist day of July, 1890, as follows, to wit 

‘Whereas it is obviously important that the powers and jurisdiction of this 
commission should be definitely ascertained and clearly understood, to the end 
that its efficiency may be promoted and maintained and so as that all contro- 
versy as to the lawful exercise of its power may be avoided: Therefore, 

‘Resolved, That aspecial committee of six be, and is hereby, constituted, to be 
appointed by the president in accordance with the spirit of the act of Congress, 
to consider the question of the rights, duties, and powers of this body under 
the said act; and to submit a report of its deliberations, defining the quality 
character, and extent thereofto thenextadjourned meeting of the commission, 
beg leave to report that they have given to the question of the rights, duties, 
and powers of this body, under the act of Congress, due consideration, and sub- 
mit the following as their conclusions: 

The act of Congress declares that the proposed exhibition of the resources of 
the United States of America, of their development, and of the progress of the 
New World, shall be of a national and international character, and in express 
terms inaugurates an exhibition of arts, industries, and products of the soil 
mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the year 1892, as thereinafter provided 

his commission is one of the instrumentalities by and through which the 
will of Congress in relation tothe proposed exhibition isto be carried into effect 
and in the determination of the powers, rights, and duties of this body the 
facts are to be kept in view that the exhibition is to be of a national and inter 
national character, and that for its success the Government of the United Stat 
will be regarded as the responsible agent. 

The World’s Colun.bian Exposition, a corporation created under and in virt 
of the laws of the State of Illinois, is another of the agencies or ins l 
ities through which the will of Congress is, in important respects, to be carr 
out, That corporation has voluntarily undertaken to exercise the powers and 
discharge the duties conferred and imposed upon it by the act of Congress 

The relative rights, powers, and duties of the Illinois corporation and of the 
World’s Columbian Commission constitute the principal subjects of inquiry t 
which your committee have directed their attention. 

The powers of this commission are in some respects original and exclusive, it 
others supervisory and collateral. 

Among the original and exclusive powers of the commission may be named 














the power to allot space for exhibitors; to prepare a classification of exhibits; 
to determine the plan and scope of the exposition; to appoint all judges and 
exvminers for the exposition; to award all premiums, and generally to have 
charge of allintercourse with the exhibitors, and with the representatives of 
foreign nations, 

his commission has power and authority to appoint necessary officers and 
committees and to fix the pay of such officers, subject to the approval of tl 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Within the domain of its own authority, the commission may confer upon 
its chief ministerial officer or officers, and his or their subordinates, such ex- 
ecutive and ministerial powers and impose such duties as will tend to pro 
mote the efficiency of everyagency employed. Those oflicers,when appointed, 
will be the officers of the commission, and will be paid out of the funds ap- 
propriated by Congress in aid of the exposition. 

In this connection it is suggested that the commission may so regulate and 
define the powers and duties of the members of the board of lady managers 
as to constitute them officers, and in such event (subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury) their compensation may be fixed and provision 
made for their payment. 

This commission is not charged with any duty in regard to the selection of 
the site or grounds for the exposition or to devising or preparing the plansand 
specifications for the buildings to be erected thereon, other than the power and 
duty to reject or to accept and approve the same. 

It is the duty of this commission to notify the President of the United States 
when provision shall have been made for the buildings contemplated by the 
act of Congress, and, when such buildings shall have been erected, to provide 
for their dedication with appropriate ceremonies. 

The commission is also to report to the President from time to time the prog- 
ress of the work, including such regulations as it may adopt, and in the final 
report present a full exhibit of the results of the exposition. 

Your committee submit further that the action of the commission in the ap- 
proval of the site, or in the approvalof plans and specifications for the build- 
ings, does not necessarily exhaust or extinguish its power over these sub- 
— Such action may be reconsidered, but of course the reconsideration must 
be had within reasonable time and upop good and suflicient grounds. 

The Illinois corporation is charged with the duty of furnishing the necessary 
grounds and buildings for the exposition, this duty to be exercised, as has al- 
ready been seen, subject to the power of this commission to approve or disap- 
prove either the site or the plans and specifications for the buildings. 

When the site shall have been finally selected and accepted, and the plans 
and specifications for the building finally approved, the preparation of the 
groundsand the erection of the buildings will fall within thescope of the powers 
conferred upon the L[llinois corporation, and this commission and the public 
must rely upon the zeal, energy, and good faith of that corporation and its 
managing officers for the due performance of these most important duties. 

Whilst the Illinois corporation, ‘‘The World’s Columbian Exposition,” has 
power to prescribe rules and regulations governing rates for entrance and ad- 
mittance fees, and otherwise affecting the rights, privileges, and interests of 
exhibitors and the public, and for the general conduct of the financial af. 
fairs and the orderly management and control of the exhibition during the 
time it may continue, that power is to be exercised subject to the right of the 
majority of this commission to modify such rules and regulations, and subject 
to the exclusive power of this commission to allot space to exhibitors, to classify 
exhibits, to determine the plan and scope of the exhibition, to appoint judge: 
and examiners, to award premiums, and generally to have charge of the i 
tercourse with exhibitors and with the representatives of foreign nations. 

The Illinois corporation is to supply the necessary funds, and furnish the 
grounds and buildings, and generally to have direct control of the administra- 
tive details in the management of the exposition during the time it shall be 
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open to the public, and for these purposes will act through its owt 
gents, and employés 
The power of general supervision and itrol, and as to the matters i 
1 =pecifically named, of exclusiv mtrol, rests in and st be exercised 
y this commission, to the end that here shall be given to the exposition that 
national and international character I uplated by t ( sress of the 
I ted States 
\ f w 1 we respectfully su 
WILLIAM LINDSAY, 
GEO. V. MASSEY 
1. W. ST. CLAIR 
L. GREGG 
B. B. SMALLEY 
WM SEWELI 
Opinionof H im T say, chair ry A l's 
c« ( a8 t rep oO ~ . é 
t! Sele ( te ( ro-C« eb \ r 
( \ ~ 
DEAR 5 In res s est of s date, I s t the f 
summary the wa a re v rt of the C« essional s 
1ittee conce ling the j| t I sot World's Colu an ¢ IY i 
wa ym Of Opin aistot sequen < it att ow the i , 
t f the joint resolution re imended by that committe 
The report would have greater merit if it rested upon a ate stat 
entof facts, bor istance, the Congressional con te 4 
vergence of opinion between the nati al com asion a \ 
as to the functions of each organization delayed the se is 8 
ex tion, and that the site was fina ected thr y ~ 
and because of their intervention Now, the facts are that at the Ju 
ng, 1890, the local directory te ndered a site and the « 4 ; ACCE i 
At the September meeting, 1890, the local directory found itself embart ed 
to the control of a portion of the site accepted at the J meetir t 
dered additional ground, which the « tnuission duly accepted A 
neeting, isvU, the site question Was not reopened muit,-onthe« i 
the iission formally resolved that it should remain undistur 1 
i here € 3 t itt ) I s 1 ha ee i 
tl ely { ther 3 been any e x < i t the ‘ 
i Congr 310 é i it, thro r pre ( » A i 
) su of t 3 1 u { il- 
s tl i< th 1 ’ 
vow, as a matte fact, t te v settled du Con- 
gressional committee to Chicago \ ~ so f t ut = 
missio s conce i, pursuant to any suge ) t, 
iadie by that « imittee to that | i t ‘ < 
Ipo 1 of site were n { l i 
tions 4i COMMISSK , a ‘ { « « 
ng, which has never been reopened i 
essional resolution author 
hese are it Specimens of the ina ) € 
port of the committee, lenever any ‘ t alt p- 
port the conclusions committee rea ! 
An examination of the act of ¢ gress willis vt c 
no instance exceeded the : ferred upon it byt t 
Che fourth section of tl t ommission expre rity t 
such officers and appoints mmittees as they might dé ex 
Che nineteenth section provides expressly that the officers 
shall receive such compensation as may be fixed by the ) ion, su 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, which shall paid out of 
sums appropriated by Congress in aid of the expositi 
The local directory had fixed the sal yf their officers fort se 
tember meeting of the commission, and mmission took the st fiat j 
tixed by the directory as some indication t their own officers ought to ba 
paid, and fixed the salaries of their oflicer st instances, at sums Jessthan 
were paid the officers of the local direct« rhe etion in this regard, whilst 
criticised by the Secretary of the Treasu and the ques- 
tion of salary thus closed 
It must be borne in mind that the te es icertain, and 
their employment necessarily temporary It is essentially important that they 
should be filled by representative men, well equipped for the discharge of the 
varied duties incident to their respective stations. Those duties require the 
abandonment of all private business, the removal of the incumbents to ¢ zo, 
and their continued residence in that city during the course of their wor 
The salaries fixed are not in excess of salaries paid by the average rai ul 
and other business corporations to officers performing like duties with those to 
be performed by the officers of this commission,and it is not to be forgotten 
that the president of the commission has, time and again, avowed his intention 
to draw only so much of his salary, from time to time,as may be necessary to 


pay the actual expenses incurred by him in the discharge of his duties 

The Congressional committee say that ‘Congress did not intend that the 
Government, through the commission, should assume the active man 
of the fair, but intended that the commission should exer 
over those details which pertained to the Government's exhi 
the relations of the fair with fore 
indorsement to the enterprise 

If there is any one department over which the national commission is given 
no control by the act of Congress, it is the Government's exhibit. 

As to that exhibit, the sixteenth section of the act provides as follows fo 
secure acomplete and harmonious arrangement of such a Government exhibit, a 
board shall be created to be charged with the selection, preparation,arrangement, 
safe-keeping and exhibition of such articlesand materials as the heads ofthe sev- 
eral Departments and the directors of the Smithsonian Institution and National 
Museum may respectively decide shall be embraced in said Government « 





gn nations, so as to givea dist 





hibit. This board is to be composed of one person to be named by the head 
of each Executive Department, and one by the directors of the Smithsonian J 
stitution and National Museum, and one by the Fish Commission, su 
tions to be approved by the President of the United States 

rhe Secretary of the Treasury is to cause the building or buildings necessary 
or the Government exhibit to be erected, at an expense fixed in the act, and 
all matters of detail relating to this exhibit are withheld f the 
the commission, the opinion of the Congressional committee to tl r 
notwithstanding. 

In attempting to summarize the powers and duties of the imiss M 
CANDLER’S report says The duties of the commission may be class 1 





affirmative and negative, national and national, prelimi 
uous, Their national duty is to see that every part of the nz 
partial treatment. They ar 

and exhibitors get their s 


all their pow 
f 





the medium through w 
Around these two duties ma 
ers, both negative and affirmative, and it is f t 

















formance of these duties that their specified powers were given the 

In summarizing their own powers, the commission define them thus I 
powers of this commission are in some respects original and ex sive 
supervisory and collateral. Among tle eriginal and exclusive powse 
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l ) I x ors, to prepare a 
: t | 1 scope of the expositi 
‘ x} to award l premiums 
t ri I md Vv { 
4 t s 2 ally to hay 
repres tives 
( ' 8 
| ~ ‘ 
‘ ] a ot spa 
‘ : t I nana I 
‘ ’ g 
13 i tha rt a fc 
iL € t 7 t we 
{ : f all exhibits, home as well as forei 
il to detern et pla i pe of the exposition, and to appoint judges 
and ex I and to awardall premiums. But at the out- 
t 1 Was have charge of all intercourse 
with tl sists that such intercourse was to be, as the 
co ‘ fore i pyitors and the representatives of foreign 
na ‘ 

I ‘ l ‘ es not deny—tho itis somewhat obscure 
t this at the « Lission is to allotspace for all exhibitors, home as 

sf Z ind a cursory examinati of the section will show that the ex- 

‘ the « nission is to all intercourse’’ are the same 

< t t is to allot space I refore it follows that the national 

‘ Liss sto havea te t h the exhibitors at the exposition, home 

ell as en. and the representatives of foreign nations, and any 

< ré str ion wo id itionalize the exposition so far as American ex- 
hib sa ‘ ned 

] t iable featur the report of the Congressional committee 
isthe: er in w Lit sposes of t settlement between the two bodies, 

he nat il co 28 and the local directory, of all questions of jurisdiction 
and tl eement upon a plan which is conceded on all hands will insure 
the suces the expositior lo this fact bare reference is made. 

Pha ent was the resultof a conference between committees of the two 
bodies. It was unanimo y agreed to by the members of each committee, and 

I ve l accepted by the national commission and by th« 
I L< re rs, |} t all questions of merely legal right wereexpressly 
Wis 
I t ri t lirector general elected by the commission 
ild t Lief exe tiv flies of sexposition. Provision was made for 
the appo nent subordinate officers, agents,and employés, and for their 
payment out of t funds controlled by the local directory. Theexposition was 
divided into gra epartments; provision was made for the appointment of 
their efs and t payment of their salaries,and power was reserved to the 
board of local directors to discontinue or reduce the appropriations for any 
one of these dey s when,in their opinion, the interests of the exposition 
The un a Be 1 @ scot f the exposition, provided for the 
nageme! fa s details, and satisf oth bodies,and then 1 le provi- 
s case « t ersiess I se, for their settlement through a board of 
reference 

rhe iding vise of t ‘ rt of the two committees is as follows 
‘Your ¢ mittees respectfully suggest that in their opinion the adoption of 
the foregoing plan w re ‘r imn ‘rial all questions of controversy as to the 
relative rights, powers, and duties of the two bodies they represent, andinsure 
ha onio yn inthe futu: rhis report was signed upon the part of the 
local board I }.Ga s president, Thomas B. Bryan,its vice president, 
Ferd. W. Pe E. Waller, E, T. Jeffrey, Potter Palmer, F.S. Winston, and De 
Witt ©. Cregier; and u 1 the part of the national commission by J. W. St, 
Cl chairman, William Lindsay, Thomas M,. Waller, E. B. Martindale, W. J. 
Se M. H. de You George V. Massey, and V. D. Groner. 

Uvon the plan ou <i by that report the organization of the exposition 
has, thus far, been carried out, without the slightest hitch or controversy be- 
tween the two bodies and with full confidence on the part of each that all 
; ns of trouble or difficulty as to their respective jurisdictions have been 
finally and forever removed 

This plan can only be successfully carried out by the joint action of the na- 
t 1 commission and the local directory. 

rhe legislation recommended by the Congressional subcommittee, if carried 
out, will disable t national commission from the performance of the duties 
resting upon it this plan of organization, and, one side being disabled, 
necessarily the other will be correspondingly embarrassed. 

The Congressio: committee are of the opinion that the chief executive offi- 


cer of the fair. t rector general, is properly an offieer of the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition corporation, and that, as such, he, with his corps of employés, 
should be paid from the funds of the corporation, and not from the appropri 
tion made by the Government to enable it to make a display of its resources 

Section 1s of the act of Congress shows that the appropriation was not made 
merely for the purpose of enabling the Government to make a display of its re- 
yurces, That section reads Phat for the purpose of paying the expenses of 
transportation, care, and custody of exhibits by the Government and the main- 
tenance of the building or buildings hereinbefore provided for, and the safe re- 
turt onging to the said Government exhibit, and for the expenses 
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of t iission created by this act, and other contingent expenses, to bo 
ip] y the Secretary of the Treasury, upon itemized accounts and vouch- 
ers, there is hereby appropriated,’ et: 

One of the expenses of the commission is the payment of its own officers, and 
if the director general is properly an officer of the commission then his salary 





arly can be paid out of the appropriation. 

The commission, as we have seen, finds itself charged with the duty of allot- 
ting space to exhibitors and having intercourse with exhibitors and representa- 
tives of foreign nations. In order to carry out this duty, if it had no other, it 
would be necessary that the commission should have an executive officer with 
a sufficient corps of employés. If the commission ‘s to have intercourse with 
none other than foreign exhibitors, it must have some officer through whom 
that intercourse can be had. The director general is the officer who is to dis- 
charge these and such other executive duties as may rest upon the commission. 

As such an officer was indispensable, so far as the work of the commission 
was concerned, the two bodies, the local directory and the national commis- 

byt joint action, agreed that he (the director general) should be the 
chief executive officer of both bodies. They agreed that the chiefs of the sev- 
eral departments should be appointed by the director general, subject to con- 
firmation by the national commission and the board of directors. They agreed 
that he should also appoint all subordinates necessary for the administration 
of 6! veral departments, and that he might remove the officers and em- 
ployés appointed by him 

hey agreed, 


sion 


1° 8 
also, that he should fix the salaries of the chiefs of the several 
departments, and their several subordinates, subject to the approval of the 
board of directors of the exp: yn, and subject to their further right to discon- 
tinue or reduce appropriations for any one of the departments when, in their 
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ee illic ieee a ae ‘piatainle wa ' 
op n, the interest of the exposition shall so requir They d, also, t f 
all representatives of the exposition, in order to be duly accre« l,s ild 
‘ imissioned by the director general under the seal of the commissio : 

ly part of the expense of the director general and his office that is t 
rid t of the fund I ited by ¢ ess to pay the officer this « 
s his salary and the clerk hire and expenses of his imm«e te off 
‘ ses ofa ‘ rt ~ rect or incidental, are to be paid « 
funds cont: ed by the local board of director 
‘ t ‘ of director general, at this time, would involve a< 
} yn of the affairs of the exposition; it would shake public con 
tid f ility of anything that has been done, or anything that may 
pi 3 ire, and wouldsave tothe Government, at the most 
a of $ )per annum, and save that by shift the bur 

inds cont d by the local rect 

is to the appoint nt « ady cc ssioners, this may be said: Th 
< as g yt prescribe t number to be ap} t It was deemed y 
and t that each State and Territory should representation. Tix 

lif ilty of selection. The act of Ce ress contemplated, so f t 
on n on was concerned, t it should be equally divided between t : 
great political parties, and the only solution of the question of how to give ea 
State representation in the board of lady managers, without provoking a} 
litical conflict, wasto permit each commissioner to name a lady representative 

Inaddition to this, we have here a great enterprise, national as well as inte 
national in its character, absolutely disassociated from the politics of the 
country, and one in which all the people, women as wellas men, are interested 
and it is not to be assumed that the Government did not intend thatthe women 
of the country should, as tothis enterprise, be placed upon a footing of equality 
as an integral part of the management. 

This was the view taken by the commission. If the Congressional commit 
tee and the Congress of the United States see proper to overrule the commission 
in this regard, of course the commission will be compelled to bow to their 
adverse judgment 

Experience has thus far demonstrated that the board of lady managers 
have spared no effort to excite public interest in the exposition, and that their 
efforts have been met, on every hand, with success of the most unequivoca 
character. 

e adoption of the resolutions recominended by the Congressional con 
mittee may not abate the zeal of these lady managers, but it will necessar 
diminish their power and usefulness. 

Before the board of lady managers was called together the question of their 
compensation was laid before the Secretary of the Treasury, and the plan for 
their payment approved by him. It will thus be seen that in every step taken 
by the commission it has kept literally within the letter of the law, and all the 
charges or insinuations of the Congressional committee that it has exceeded its 
powers or abused them are unwarranted by the facts or by the law 

{4 comparison of the act of Congress with the report of the commission's com 
mittee, defining its rights, duties,and powers, will show perfect harmony 
tween the provisions of that act and the report of the committee. 

The Congressional committee is of the opinion that if the officers of the na 
tional commission are to assume control of the fair in its executive det , it 
willbe necessary to support or give effect thereto by new legislation and ad 
tional appropriations. 

rhe commission has certainly never claimed the right or power to assume 
control of the fair in its executive details; upon the contrary, it has been « 
pressly declared on all occasions that the Illinois corporation is charged with 
the duty of furnishing grounds and buildings for the exposition; that it has 
power to prescribe rules and regulations governing rates for entrance and ad 
mittance fees, and otherwise affecting the rights, privileges, and interests of ex 
hibitors and the public, and for the general conduct of the financial affairs an 
the orderly management and control of the exhibition during the time it may 
continue, and to carry out those rules through its own officers by its own « - 
ployés, and in its own way, subject only to the power expressly conferred upor 
the national commission, tomodify those rulesand regulations, and to allot spac 
to exhibitors, to classify exhibits, to appoint judges and examiners,to award 
premiums, and generally to have charge of all intercourse with exhibitors ar 
the representatives of foreign nations. 

In defining its own powers and duties the commission says 

‘* The Illinois corporation is to supply the necessary funds and fu sh th 
grounds and buildings, and g to have direct control of the administra 
tive details in the management of the exposition during the time it shall be 
open tothe public, and for these purposes w act through its own office 
agents, and employés.’ 

It will thus be seen that there is not the slightest danger of the national] com 
mission assuming the discharge of those executive duties which,in the opinio 
of the Congressional committee, would involve the necessity for further appro 
priations 

There are other points in the report which might be noticed, but the fores 

x seems to cover all that is material 

Iam, very truly, yours 
WILLIAM LINDSAY, 
Chairman Judiciary Committe 
Hon. Tuomas W. PALMER, 
President of the World’s Columbian Commission. 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, WORLD’s COLUMBIAN COMMISSION, 
Pullman Building, Chicago, Ill., U. 8. A., January 20, 1891 

My Dear CoLongE.: I find the officials of the World's Columbian Commis 
sion, as well as those of the Chicago local directory, somewhat disturbed over 
the report of Mr. CANDLER’S special Congressional com mittee. 

That report is based upon a misapprehension of the existing state of affairs 
and is a misinterpretation of the provisions of the act of Congress. 

There were controversies at the outset between the commission and the loca 
directory. These controversies arose out of the unskillful and inartistic man = 
ner in which the act of Congress was prepared. 2 


The commission appointed a committee to construe the act of Congress ar 
to define its powers and duties. Thatcommittee’s report, made September | 
1890, wasadopted by the commission. You will find it on page 71 of the officia 





manual, which I send you. ‘ ; 
The only point made against the report by the local directory was as to th 3 
right and power of the commission “‘to have charge of all intercourse with th ) 


exhibitorsand with the representatives of foreign nations.’’ Their claim wa na | 
that the intercourse with the exhibitors should be confined to foreign exhibit 


ors. The opinion of the commission was that to so confine it would denation 
alize the exposition and place the home exhibitors at the mercy of the lo , 
management at Chicago. 
Section 6 of the act of Congress (see Official Manual, page 360) provides ie 
‘That the said commission shall allot space for exhibitors, prepare a classit a 
eation of exhibits, determine the plan and scope of the exposition, and shal! eA 


appoint all judges and examiners for the exposition, award all premiums, i % 
any, and generally have charge of all intercourse with the exhibitors and the : 
representatives of foreign nations.’ 

There is no dispute that the commission is to allot apace toall exhibitors, hor 
as wellas foreign, and to prepare a classification of all exhibits, home as well 





gh wane al 


5 



































s f igen t s ‘ 
a al S I t t 
spac 

\ ( f 
s ‘ < S 
ti 1 ily « t l t 
sitior t } | i a 
in a not ! s « ‘ ‘ 
th Cone S , 

In N stt ‘ 
r eda t t 
tot 

I n é t 3 I i 4 
pla is al eusiyv a edanda ve t he & 
local dire ¥ Its 1 that t? ‘ 1 ‘ 
should t itiv riseandt : 
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preparation and the managem ider that 
work has been progressing sat \ lw ‘ ! 
controversy For report, see 

The effect ofthe report of the sp« ) tea w be 
open controversy and to bree lecti 3 uj 1 the 
mission are gratuitous and unf nec ry to t 
lution which it is proposed s Congress of the Un 1 
States 

The commissioners are now engaged, in many of the States, in the wor 
securing aid from their Stat 3 n veal interes 
enterpris« Of course the att ry t Congressional co | 
will tend to diminish their zeal, and probably defeat State action by th 
States whose Legislatures are now in session 

If the committee was actuated by a friendly feeling towards the exposit 
it has taken the very worst possible course t sure its success 

You can see atonce that a set of gentlemen who give their timeandla 
the nominal consideration provided by the act of Congress, wil t bein 1 | 
to rest under the imputations contained in the report of the Congression 
mittee, nor will they continue to work for the success of the exposition if that 


report shall receive Congressional sanction 

As to the matter of salaries, it is only pr 
officers of the commission are paid, relatively, less than the local dirs 
pay their offi rs of like grades 

The salary of a director general is less than is paid the chief ex 
officer of average railway companies. His services are indisy sable to t) 
success of the enterp 

I write thus freely as I 1 upon the only ex 
mittee does not attack; the only committee the expenses of which it pro 
to pay for the future; I mean the board of reference and contr 

Will it be asking too much of you to look intothe facts ofthis matter, and t 
such steps as may be necessary to see that no injustice is donea seto 
have served, and are willing further to serve, the enterprise for th« 
penses and at the sacrifice of their time and business? 

The rejection of the report of the committee will insure a continuance of t 
present desirable state of affairs; its adoption will, in my opinion, seriously in- 
terfere with the success of the exposition. 

Further than this, if Congress has made a mistake in the organization of t! 
comission, it is fair that Congress should be candid enough to admit its ow: 
mista‘ce and correct it; not follow the lead of the special committee in attempt 
ing to shift the necessity for the change upon the unfounded charge that the | 














rist 





mittee tl 

















commission has exceeded or abused its powers My opinion, however, is that 
any change le at this time will have a most unfortunate effect upon the su | 
cess of the ¢ rprise | 
Very truly y 3 | 
is VILLIAM LINDSAY. | 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINERIDG! 
House of Representatives, Wash » 2 


Mr. HERBERT. Will my friend yield to me for a questio 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have not looked at the appropriation bill to in- 
form myself whether the Committee on Appropriations, in making the 
appropriation for the fiscal year, have provided for the salaries as th 
have been described by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We did not. 

Mr. HERBERT. You only cover the past? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We simply give for the next 
year $55,000 for all the salaries and expenses of the officers, typewriters, 
stenographers, clerks, and messengers, and everything of that sort. 

Mr. HERBERT. Fifty-five thousand dollars ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Only $55,000, instead of the 
$70,000 asked; and we did not either approve or disapprove of any of 
the salaries, because we believed we had no more right to do that than 
we had to approve any salary that is fixed bylaw. The law authorized 
the commission to fix the salaries of officers, to be approved by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury. They fixed the salaries; the Secretary of 
the Treasury approved them; and we have no more power over them 
than we have over the salaries of members of Congress, the President, 
the Chief Justice, or any tide-waiter, or gauger, or any other officer in 
the employ of the Government. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think the gentleman is mistaken when hesa 
that the Secretary of the Treasury approved all these salaries 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. He did. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Then I was misinformed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
report 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman will look 
at pages 4, 5, and 6 ofthe report of the Committee on the World’s Fair 


il, 


If my friend will take the 





he will see that the Secretary ot the Treasury did approve them. 
Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, can I be recognized ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that the disposition of the remainder of the time is under 
the control of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and unless | 




















5 
ORD—~HOUSE. 
4 
' 
| 
‘ ‘ 
, { x 
ted a 
ALLO a 1 t t { 
‘ ( : 
1 instri h t 
1a rep the other l 
it i at ’ i 
mnsidered when t 4 t ‘ \ 
f yr to ou t 
) who may powel 1 
) make an appropriatio 
Phat pul do i 1 
4 ; t iv ft d sa 
the t Sta 
n tha we t ( 
3 vets 1 v 
le, and without th y 
i t 10D y ol the t ] ‘ bi 
I powe I ted to Cong 
t rope rty rt Pp i 
ow, this Committee on Ap 
) ( f that bill 
. World’s Fair, or what é y 
( ian, that Congress S t 
ie dollar f that pur; ne do 
} priated they have done it i vio! 
is given to them to appropriate pub 101 | 
| are precedents for it. I have been told | e 
members of this House that there were den 
to tl in prove that s tb 
priated a i 1 lf t 1d of ac 
iry exhibition at |] del phi ( 
1 vlolat i( i I I t 
violation 
Mr. TUCK] I 
Mr V Al a i , t 
in violat ol the ( } i 
posit nh W at } I , { A 
make that ppropria iK ( 
+} ‘ : } . 
was tl 1 lely 
World’s Fair or t it Centennila ] POSLt1oO! t 
United States Treasury every d ir of t 
ated. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvar I 1 
low me to interrupt him at this point 
Mr. VAUX. Certainly,I will p 
with whom I see the papers state I have ha 
me. ; 
Mr. O NEILL, of Pennsyly i \ 
I ct us i 1ed ( t 
ind that it was unconstitutional 
Mr. VAUX I did not say i 
Mr. O’NEILL, « ennsylvania I certair 
1 ther What y be cont Be x 
titutional power ot Cr sress, and Congress has : 
Mr. VAUX. The point I make is that ita 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Of mak 
question of the constitutional right has not 
of Congress to make appropriations to |] 
h as fairs, the World’s Fair id t ( 
My object is to let my colleagu 
a half was paid back, not because of a 
in Congress to make » grant, but because ¢ 
the Supreme Court put upon the language of t 
have been exacted. “ Centennia gasucce 
who got nothing from it ought to have had t 
| by Congress, but it was paid back under the « 
Court as to the meaning of th: t 





] 5 
\ 
} 
{ 
( 
’ 
Oo 
D 
A ) , 
T 
i 
1 
y 
t 
n 
I 
yn 
f 
+ 
l 
‘ ¢ 
LO 
i 
t h 
) 
wit 
11 ¢ { 
t I 
Ls 








2272 CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 6, 





Mr. VAUX. Iamso glad, Mr. Chairman, that my learned colleague 
from Philadelphia, who started out, as he said, to correct a misstate- 
ment of mine, did it by stating himself that this power to appropriate 
that money for the Philadelphia Centennial and this money to this 
proposed exposition was obtained by a mere assumption on the part 
of Congress. Yes, sir; it was an assumption of power on the part of 
Congress, and it is against that assumption of power that I raise my 
voice to-day 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, Mr. Chairman -— 

Mr. VAUX (to Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania). I can not let you 
have thetime. They have given me only ten minutes, and they would 
take that away from me if they could; but I do not intend to be dra- 
gooned out of my ten minutes, although I yield to my colleague my 
heart’s affections. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There is nothing I like so much 
to hear, Mr. Chairman, as my colleague’s exposition of constitutional 
power. I have been accustomed to hear him make it for many years. 

Mr. VAUX. And it never had any effect upon you. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have heard him at it for a great 
many years, and he can not help it. 

Mr. VAUX. I never could get a man on that side of the House to 
understand the Constitution or to understand common sense, and you 
areone of them. [ Laughter. ] 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I take all that as a compliment, 
Mr. Chairman 
Mr. VAUX. Ido not want to say anything unkind of the gentle- 


man’s colleagues on that side of the House, but [addressing Mr. 
O’NeILu, of Pennsylvania], my brother, allow me to tell you you do 
not understand the Constitution, [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
Constitution enough to vote for that loan tothe Centennial Exposition, 
and I was very sorry for the decision of the Supreme Court 

Mr. VAUX. Sorry! Why, you were never sorry foranything. You 
do not know what it is to be sorry. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; I was sorry for that. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, is this interruption to come out of my 
time? [Laughter.] Is this second assault which the gentleman is 
making on me to come out of my time? In the other case he took out 
of my ‘“‘ hide’’—so the newspapers said—and now he proposes to take 
out of my time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have five minutes longer to give us his idea of the Constitu- 
tion. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VAUX. I am so glad, Mr. Chairman, that my colleague is 


anxious to know what the Constitution is. [Laughter.| Iam satis- 
fied he does not understand it; I am satisfied he has never heard or 
understood my explanation of it; Iam satisfied that his conscience, 
tender as it is, hasnever reproached him for any vote that he has given 
in this House against the Constitution. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Never, for voting for anything 
which promoted the progress of the country. 

Mr. VAUX. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to come back to this 
question about the appropriation. You observe, sir, the anxiety of 
gentlemen here to learn about the Constitution. You see they are 
gathering all around me to hear something about it. [Laughter. ] 
Probably they will have a copy of it printed in a few days, and they 
may even go so far as to read it or allow me to read it to them. 
[ Laughter. } 

A MEMBER. There is not much of it left. 

Mr. VAUX. There is not much of it, and there will be less if my 
colleague’s doctrine is to be admitted as correct, that Congress is to as- 
sume or usurp power. Itis against these usurpations of power by Con- 
gress, in violation of the letter and the spirit of the Constitution, that 
I come here to-day to protest. On this point, if you will allow me—I 
do not know whether it is parliamentary, because I know so little 
about what gentlemen may think appropriate to this floor—butif you 
will allow me, I would like to tell a little anecdote to illustrate this 


question. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!’’ ‘‘Goon!’’] 





When the Bank of the United States was in trouble, and General | 


Jackson was assaulting it, and the questions of the recharter and of the 
removal of deposits were agitated all over this country, there was a com- 
mittee, there were several committees, there were many committees 
that came down here to see the President, begging him to forbear. All 


the banks of the Eastern States sent dignified and elegant gentlemen | 
here to protest against the action of the President in removing the de- | 


posits, because it was doing great damage to the banks. 

‘These committees came here one after another; and at last, as my 
friend and colleague from Philadelphia [Mr. O’ NEILL] knows, there 
came down here a committee consisting, I believe, of the managers or 
directors of one of our banks. This committee called upon President 
Jackson and was received with that courtesy which was one of his 
most marked characteristics. After he had heard them very patiently, 
he turned round to the chairman of the committee and calling him by 
name—I will not name him, because he is now dead and gone—<said, 
‘*Gentlemen, I find that all these banks and other moneyed institu- 
tions have their active advisers and learned counselors coming here 


to speak for their interests; they are all ably represented here; they 
all have full opportunity to be heard; but, gentlemen, who represents 
the people?’’ [Applause.] ‘‘I shall represent the people,’’ said he 
‘and protect their interests. ”’ 

Now this anecdote is germane to what I propose tosay. Whoin th 
House represents the taxpayers? Who is the man that stands up her 
to represent the people whose money is to be taken by these appropr 
ations ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 
| Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman fro) 
Pennsylvania be allowed to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. In theabsence of objection, the gentleman fro: 
Pennsylvania will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, who in this House represents the peo 
ple who will have to pay the $350,000 appropriated on page 39 of thi 
bill? My distinguished and learned friend from Kentucky [ Mr. Breck 
INRIDGE] says we can not touch these appropriations, because in thi 
organic law Congress has declared how the members of the commission 
shall be appointed and who are to fix the salaries; and hence he argue: 
it is not in the power of this House to strike from this bill any sur 
appropriated under the organic law. Why? Has there been a con 
tract? Does thelearned gentleman from Kentucky undertake to claim 
that the organic act established a contract between the men who migh 
hold these offices and the Government of the United States who is to 
pay them ? 

I want to know who is here that stands by the people who are t 
pay the expenses of this commission? Where is the Farmers’ Alli 
ance? [Laughter.] Who speaks here for the sons of toil who hay 
complained that they can not get any money of any kind, that the: 
can not even get silver? Where is the member of this House wh 
speaks for the Farmers’ Alliance and says, ‘‘Do not take this mone; 
out of the Treasury to be paid to these people for salaries?’ 

By this bill we appropriate, so far as I can estimate, $567,000 thi 
year for salaries of various officials connected with this enterprise. W 
have heard the speeches of the distinguished gentleman from West 
Virginia and the distinguished gentleman from New York, member 
of the committee sentout by Congress to examine into this matter; and 
the statement made by the gentleman from West Virginia is frightful 
| in its significance when we realize that the money which is to be thu 
| expended is taken in large part from the members of the Farmers 
Alliance. I think it isoutrageous. Why dogentleman who have been 
so indignaut because Congress will not give the people the money they 
want stand by and see the little money the people have taken from 
them by such appropriations as this? 

Mr. ENLOE. When are you going to give us the silver bill 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VAUX. There will not be any silver left if you are going t 
put the money into the World’s Fair inthis way. [Laughter.] Wha 
is the use of an increased coinage of silver if the money is to go into 
matters of this kind, to be sucked up by everybody but the farme: 
The farmers, the wage-workers, will never get any portion of all thes: 
unconstitutional appropriations made by the usurped power of Con 
gress as stated by my learned friend here. 

Mr. BLAND rose. 

Mr. VAUX. Now, my friend, I do not want to get into any mor 
controversies with you. [ Laughter. } 

We both want free speech. I want free speech now, but I can not 
get it. [Laughter.]. You are for free silver and you can not get it 
and so we are even. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman,I simply want tosay 
that I never heard such a bid for the nomination for the Presidency a 
| my colleague from Pennsylvania has made to the Farmers’ Alliance. 
{ Laughter. ] 

* Mr. VAUX. Well, you come in and overbid me. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There never was a plainer bid in th« 
House of Representatives for a Presidential nomination than my col- 
league has made to the farmers of the country. 

Mr. VAUX. I talk good constitutional sense to them. [Laughte: 
and applause. } 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized to con 
trol the fifty-seven minutes remaining on that side. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield ten minutes to my coJleague, Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I was very glad to hear 
the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] say that 
he was in favor of anything that Chicago wanted. I hope he will be 
as good as his word, and I will tell him what Chicago wants. &h 
wants to be let alone. 

A MEMBER. That is good. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. She wants this interference with the fai 
| stopped. If the gentlemen on this committee had made such speech« 
| six months ago as they have made to-day, many of the supposed facts 
| they have given to the House would have been facts then; but they a: 

not facts now. They are talking of frictionexisting between these two 
boards, between the national and the local board; but that friction, | 
lam happy to say, has already been brushed away, and they are acting 
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in peace and harmony together, working side by side to try to make this 
fair a grand national success, such as it should be. 

The gentlemen on this committee are themselves responsible for the 
friction. When this House decided that we would have a fair, four 
great cities contended for it and came here with draughts of their bills 
already prepared. They asked the House to enact these bills into law, 
and the question came up in that shape for consideration The bill 
proposed by the city of Chicago put the power of the fair into the hands 
of a local board, and made the Government commission advisory; but 
after the fair was located this committee, of which my friend from Mas 
sachusetts is chairman, threw aside this bill and prepared a bill itself. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gen 
tleman if he will yield for a correction. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I would like, then, to ask the 
gentleman this question. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
bill which was presented by the committee was not drawn and changed 
at the request of Chicago? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Llinois. I do, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I deny the 
statement. The bill was corrected throughout in all of its details at 
their request. It was drawn by the request of the Chicago committee 
and at the time the bill was changed-—— 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. , I did not yield for a speech, oply for a 
question. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I only want to state the fact 
that it was changed at their request and against my advice. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, you have had your day in court, 
nowletmehavemine. Isay that the committee draughted the bill and 
the Chicago people cousented to it, because it was, as the committee 
said, the best bill that they could pass through this House. That was 
all. That is the history of the bill, and if the commission appointed 
under that bill is not advisory it is the fault of Congress and the com- 
mittee, not of Chicago. 

The trouble about this fair is, Mr. Chairman, that it is in Chi 
Let me see what the chairman of the committee says; and, in ord 
to do him injustice I will read his language from his own speech. 


correctness oi the 














And they felt that when they gave a millionand ahalfdollars outright tot! 
city of Chicago for the Government exhibit they had acted generously 
They have not given a dollar to the city of Chicago. It is nota 


Chicago fair. It is not an Illinois fair, It is a national fair. The 
gentleman does notseem to comprehend that this is a national fair, held 
to commemorate the discovery of America, its four hundredth anni- 
versary, and not the discovery of Chicago. If they will get that out 
of their minds, I think they will occupy a different position. 

But the gentleman says that this commission appointed under his 
bill is an advisory commission; that they have no powers except to 
advise. Let me see what the law says. Let us go upon facts; let us 
take the letter of the law, and not the statement of the gentleman. 
The law says: 

That said commission be empowered in its discretion to a t for th 
poses of the World’s Columbian Exposition such site as may be selected ar 
offered, etc. 

They have the selection of the site. All the local board can do is to 
hunt up sites and present them, and the commission can say yes or no. 
That is not advisory. But what further ‘ 

Src. 6. That the said commission shall allot space for exhibitors, prepa ‘ 
classification of exhibits, determine the plan and scope of the exposition, and 
shall appoint all judges and examiners for the exposition, award all premiums, 











if any, and generally have charge of all intercourse with the exhibitors and t 
representatives of foreign nations. And said commission is aut rized and 
required to appoint a board of lady managers of such number and to perform 





such duties as may be prescribed by said commission. Said board mayappoint 
one or more members of all committees authorized to award prizes for exhib- 
its which may be produced in whole or in part by female labor. 

I would like to have the gentleman tell me what else there is to be 
done. If that isadvisory, tell me whatelse. That isthe whole power, 
except of the police and the doorkeepers, to collect the money. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. .1 
can not hear a word that is said. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. GrosvENoR 
that the point is well taken. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I say again, Mr. Chairman, that if the 
gentlemen who reported this bill intended to make this commission ad- 
visory they used singular language. Let us see what further: 

That said commission shall provide for the dedication of the building 
World’s Columbian Exposition in said city of Chicago on the i 
ber, 1892, with appropriate ceremonies. 

Is that advisory? They do it all. 
to do withit. Is that advisory ? 
contend that it is. 

Now, in relation to this salary question; let us see what there is 
about that. I know the secretary of that board. I know him well. 
I know he is a man of ability. I will give him $5,000 myself. But 
do you expect a man to go there to occupy that position for one, two. 
or three years at the same price that he would occupy a position 
life? You can not get him. a 

TheCHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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The Chair is of the opinion 


12th day of O a 


The local board has not a thing 
I do not think the gentleman will 
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Mr. CANNON I yield to the gentleman fiver tes 
\ \ OR, of Illinois I t ! Le ¢ 
x the rning i t 
l ~ ttenad r 0 S l ci 2 
pos ocial duties to } H } ta t ) 
| i ver t irld; a \ \ t ) 
De d rl expects 1< i 
t o iis con it t } 
‘ 
‘ general S< i s it 
tor gen t Vhy did the ien { ) L- 
to en cou inviting thi Whoma y 
»>m t Are they » meet a re} SenLlatly ( eG tb or 
ey ] i i iv wo ip ( \ Lo 
this nation if, after inviting foreigners to come here to stional 
exposition, we should turn t nu over toa local board. ‘They s l 
be met by men appointed ' I ent. who are act tor t 
Government. Now, let us see as thorit thi 

i ) s ers and nat =s 3 1 3 aC 
shall it be entit it i n a sé S t ‘ 
of the United States ex eira A ise S|} t . A 
ot S$) per day suUDsSIS achod } i S88 t 
t 1iomes On the business of the said imiss ' ihe otlieers : com 
mission shall receive sucl ompensation as i xea DY Salad ¢ 
subject to the approval of the Secretary the I ‘ i rid 
out of the Sums approp ated by (¢ ne SS 

You put it in the power of this comm Pe) » you ) 
the salaries rhe only thing you sa vas to lone \ t ‘ 
retary of the Treasury should approve it i the S ta ) 
lreasury has appre lit. Now, gentlemen, ¢ t y whit l 
have done or else plead the baby act and t ‘ I 1 
let us have no fai 

Mr. McRAF. That is right. Let us have no tair 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois stand by your own act else plead the 
baby act and have none, but repeal t ole thin 

Mr. MCRAE. Repeal it Phat is what we oucht to d 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Standby youract. Theg eman says 
repeal it. I am notthat kind. Whenl have acted, I und by my 
action, and I hope this House wi tand b ts actio Vh 
Chicago done? She has raised $10,' 100 for this fair nd here is a 
paltry little $1,500,000 that wea I ing o i $isa national 
fair: not a Chicago fair, but a fair for this { WW » the uve 
raised $10,000,000 I say weare quarre ¢ over a little paltry sum ofa 
million and a half, as compared with the } 

Mr. CANNON, I yield ten minutes to t 
(Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. SPINOLA [ have ten minutes, and I will take it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from | 101s is recognized 

Mr. SPINOLA Well, then, I will wait until the ntl 
Illinois gets through 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not understand the gent! 

Mr. SPINOLA I claim my ten minute 

Mr. CANNON. Unfortunately I ca t yield the gentl 1 ten 
minutes of my t ie 1 take 

Mr. SPINOLA, ites assigned to me under general 
parliamentary law I now propose to take it. Laughter 

Mr. ADAMS [ think I will take my time first, to avoid the uncer- 
tainties of general parliamentary lay Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, t! juestion involved in this d 19 
sion is a broader and deeper question than the question as to w 
certain salaries are excessive or not [t involves the characte 
World’s Fair Exposition, because it involves I think. the ut 
to that exposition ot the national commission created to control | 
subcommittee which went to Chicago last November evidently hb ved 
that the national commission created by the World's Fair act 1 ex 
ceeded their jurisdiction. They say that the com sion were intended 
to exercise a mere advisory power! id I inf ol ymnething that 
fell from the lips of the gentleman trom Massa sett and DS 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Flower], that the World’s Co 
lumbian Commission have har ily more than a mere veto power to ap- 
prove or disapprove of the acts of the local corporation 

Mr. FLOWER Villthe gentleman yield for a moment 

Mr. ADAMS I have only ten minutes. 

Mr. FLOWER [ will not take it outof vour time Your lawy 
Mr. Bryan, is the man who drew this law. and i 
tion of it, right before you. He is a good lawy t t 
ment 

Mr. ADAMS Che gentleman should have w 1 
pleted my statement. 

Che gentleman from Kentucky [ M 
the act and shown by reference to the term ict that t 
of the national commission was something more t 
power. 

propose to refer to the history of this legislat 
trom Massachusetts [| Mr. ¢ SDLER!] and mv fr 
[Mr. FLOWER] may disagree with the conclusions I draw, | 
they will not interrupt me until I have completed t state 
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I have my hand, Mr. Chairman, the three World’s Fair bills origi- 
n uced ji lf of New York, Chicago, and St. Louis. The 
} t 1} lf (HL. R. 3280), a duplicate of which was in- 
t r end of the Capitol by a Senator from my State, 
tains a proposition for one organization to control and manage the 
\ l’s } from | ¥ rto end That organization is a United 
States cory t It is a corporation created by act of Congress, and 
thers ise 1f isa national organizatio But, in fact, it 
1 ‘ ut ‘ | provided that outside of the 
t l t I ( t 1 ut hall be appoints 1 there 
i ind re ) ) l by th »vernor of the State 
\ ull be locat Chat is to say, that it was to be 
riled | ind localinterest of the locality in which 
la wast ! 
1 1 is t introduced by the gentleman from New York 
i Mr. | ti > » duplicat of which was introduced at 
t} of the Capitol 1 Senator from New York. This also 
| United States corporation, but a United States corpora 
1 the control, as the gentleman knows, is vested in a long 
lished and a citizens of the State and perhaps of the 
city of New \ have the bill introduced by the gentle- 
fs \I ri! Mr. } {. R. 5304), which in like mann 
I yI ition to control the fair there, and that 
) ta \ ’ distinguished citizens of the State of Mis- 
1 Oo } 
aniza 1, and each organization was a sole organiza- 
tion, legislative and executive, not advisory, but practical, to have the 
l l, l to run the fair from beyvinning to end, and in 
ea case t control was left to the citizens of that part of the coun- 
t uir was to be held These are the three bills. I donot 
1 the bills introduced on behalf of Washington, because they 
‘ gure, the circumstances being different, but only those intr 
‘ 1 on behalf of New York, Chicago, and St. Louis. 
three bills were referred to the Committee on the World’s Fair, 
hat did that committee do? It did not report back any one of 
them; but it reported two substitutes, the bills (H. R. 6884 and 6883). 
ll H. R. 6884 pertains to Washington, and cuts no figure. The 
b 1. which was the bill supposed to be pending when the 


ay 
contest about the location of the fair took place, 


h I have in my hand, 
i hat provid 3 lor an organi 


it g zation national not only technically, 
but in substance. 

e organization provided for in this bill and intended to manage 

the World’s Fair from beginning to end is toconsist of twocommissioners 

from each State, one from each Territory, and one from the District ot 





Columbia, and, I believe, a tew at large. 
tional organi tion r 
} } 

i 


the location of the Wor 


At all events, it was a na- 
hat bill being pending, we had the contest over 
l’s Fair; and when gentlemen voted for one city 

lerstood by the entire House that wherever we 
t choose to locate this fair the control of that fair, the sole con 








the oth , 1b Was unde! 


t \f that fair, the legislative and executive control of that fair, should 
| national orgar ition, 

\ ud our contest. It resulted in favor of Chicago. The bill was 

tted. It was generally agreed that whichever city won in that 

hould have the bill modified to suit the peculiar circumstances 


that city, but it was not intended that the substance of the bil! 





hould be changed. The notion in the mind of the House on the sub- 
ect the World’s Fair was that wherever it was to be held it was to 
be controlled by an organization in which the local sentiment of the 
P » where it was to be held should not control. It should be con- 


u 
United 





1 by the people of the : {ter it was recommitted 
I tinctly remember a visit from Mr. Edwin Walker, of Chicago, rep- 
ting that city, and of his consultation with me and of his consul- 
tation with members of the committee, in which he expressed the 
s of Chicago in this way 
Chat the people of Chicago desired that the fairshould be under na 
tio vuspices, under national control. The city of Chicagounder the 


lé 
constitution of the State of Illinois could notat that timeissue a single 
| sto aid the fair, fora vote of the people of the State and 
the Legislature were necessary toenableittodoso. The Le 
islature and the people of the State have since that time acted. A 

} 


that time the city of Chicago could not issue a dollar in bonds, an: 
therefore this local organization should be kept on foot, for what pur- 
pose In order to raise the funds necessary and prepare for the hold- 
ing of the fair under national auspices; as gentlemen from Chicago 


then expressed it to me, in order that the people of Chicago might pre- 
pare a site and erect buildings and turn ther 
United States. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague be allowed five minutes more time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Do we take five minutes on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] 
asks that his colleague be permitted to proceed for five minutes. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object, unless we take five minutes on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


nover to the people of the 








Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope that the g 
from New York will not insist on that objection. Ten minutes wer 
given to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. VAUX] on this sid 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, the mainideain the mind of Congress was t] 
this fair should not be controlled by local sentiment of the place where 
was held; the main idea was that wherever it was to be held the pe 
ple of that city was to be held weresimply, as it were, to furni 
’ , + } 


the apartments in which the people of the United Sta 


gentlen 


Ww hers 


es tmaignoe rece) 


their guests. 
We judged, and our local interests lay that way, that if it w 
ler national control the farmers of the extreme Westand the ma 
tacturers of the extreme East, and the people of Mexico and the peoy 
of Canada, would be more likely to come to Chicago to visit it. Thi 


fore this composite bill, as I may call it, which the World’s Fair Cy 
mittee finally reported bears out the construction, derived from t 









rv of it, from the ; vest of the tr ction, which the gentl 
man from Kentucky a little while ago placed upon it, and placed uy 
it correctly, as I think, even if you regard the mere terms of the 
Chere are certain things to be done in the preparation for a world 


fair exposition which can be better done by a committee of busine 
men in Chicago, or a committee of business men in New York, o1 
committee of business men in St. Louis, than by a national comm 
yn consisting of eminent men nominated by the governors of Stat 
and appointed by the President on that recommendation. It is evid: 
to every gentleman in this House that a national commission like t 
can not raise money, handle money, spend money, so effectively as 
organization such as New York or Chicagyv or St. Louis business m 
could furnish. 

Therefore that part of the work which consisted mainly in makin 
contracts, in preparing a site, in preparing plans for buildings and con 
structing buildings, was left to the local corporation; but the contro! 
of the fair, after that preliminary work had been done, was intend 
by the people of Chicago as I believe, and by the members of th 
House as I am sure, to be vested in the national organization, wit! 
all its unavoidable limitations and defects; for, that a national comm 
sion has such limitations upon its effectiveness as a money-makin 
money-spending, or money-handling organization, I do not deny an 
more than any other gentleman on this floor. 

Now, the fact is that these two organizations have pursued a pra 
tical course. They did have some dispute as to jurisdiction, and the 


settled it in a practical way. They have a board of reference and con 
} 


| trol, representing both, to which all questions of disputed jurisdicti: 


are to be submitted, and any question as to the too-broad jurisdictio 
of the national commission ought to be waved aside at once for t! 
sake of the national character of the fair, and any question of dispute 
jurisdiction between the national commission and the local corpora 
tions ought to be waved aside at once because it has been settled al 
ready by these practical, level-headed businessmen in Chicago, and thé 
executive functions of the national commission ought to be recognized 
by retaining as an officer thereof the director general of the World 
Columbian Exposition. The gentleman from New York | Mr. FLow! 
himself said not long ago that he had no objection to the amount 
the salary paid to this office. 

Mr. FLOWER. Not a particle. 

Mr. ADAMS. He said he believed it was not too large a salary { 
the enormous responsibility cast upon this official, but that he thoug 
the salary ought to be paid by the local board. 

Mr. FLOWER. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Heisrightifhisideaof the jurisdiction of the natio 
comission is right, and he is wrong—and I think he is in fact wr 
if his idea of the jurisdiction of that commission is wrong. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, one moment. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam very sorry, but I can not yield to the ge 
man, as my time is wholly taken. I now yield to the gentleman fi 
Illinois [Mr. MAson]. 

Mr. MASON. Iask only a moment simply to get the record of t 
case right. I understand that the amendment has been read but | 
not been formally offered, and I desire now to give notice that I s! 
make the point of order against it that it would change existing | 
and is an amendment in violation of the statutes of the United Stat 
I do not care to discuss the point now, but itis clearly so in my opini 
and I desire that no advantage shall be taken, and that the right 
present the point of order at the proper time shall not be lost. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-two minutes remai 





Ing. 
Mr. CANNON. I yield that time to the gentleman from Ohio [ } 
BUTTERWORTH ]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the question before the cor 
mittee is of very considerable consequence, not only to the respectiv 
boards charged with the duty of preparing and conducting the World 
Columbian Exposition, but also to the people of this country. 

We are committed to the world to complete the work we have un 
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4 dertaken irrespective of the instrumentality through which it is accom- | s es as W Since t " yea 1 tovet \ 

7 plished. Wehave pledged the faith and honor of this Republic to the 1, the results of t st thou und endeavor of 1 
discharge of each obligation assumed and duty imposed by the pro ni theretore t lh 
sions of the act of Congress approved April 25, A. D. 1890. l sown with seed that it on 

5 Congress exacted of Chicago a guaranty of $10,000,000 and an el 
ble site for the fair before the Government would become sponsor tor : 1 ; 
the enterprise. The guaranty was promptly given, an eligible site y 
tendered and accepted in conformity to law, andthereupon the Unit 
States became the foster mother of the World’s Columbian Exposit 
and can not without discredit fail to give toit all: ry encou 
ment and aid. We must keep each promise and redeem every p! 

The difference between civilization and barbarism is a lar 
gree measured by the means employed in commu ng thought 
' ; one to another and by the materialization of ideas into to l 
ful agencies for the convenience and comfort mankind. 


The international exposition authorized and provided for in t 























mentioned will furnish an opportunity for an invento id s 
that which is the evidence of the progress made in civilizati 

What was the prime object and purpose of the enactment of this law t t posit u 
and how shall we best carry its provisions into effect? H hall \ L 
deal with the condition that confronts us to-da Vhat did this Con tp 
gress by the letter and spirit of the act I have cited require, whet (nd al 
through a local organization of the State of Illinois or through a « { t i l vdly | 
mission appointed by the President of the United States ? 

I desire to call attention fora single moment to the nature of th » doubt t try { i 
obligations defined by the act and by its terms imposed upon the | vantage to thi 
national commission and the Illinois corporation, those two organiza Mr. COLEMAN, 
tions being the agents of the Federal Government in earryin to | } 1at New Orleans has yre to 
effect the act of Congress mentioned. rees of t ith than t t has 1 th 

I will read from the act, because it states clearly wl I desi ! y tot t ym 
say. The introduction of the act providing for this World’s | i M ry VOR 1 t that my friend is correct 
in this language \ t tha Ch { ( ; producing suga 

Whereas itis fit and appropriate that the four hundredth ann : va 
discovery of America be commemorated by an exhibition of the resources of t method t I y facil t ut 1, has w ita ch 
United States of America, their development, and of the progress of « zation | of the most | it cha As ! e ( ! ind 5 
in the New World; and ; Sh hacceniadl : ’ : ‘ 

: Whereas such an exhibition should be of a national and international ch = genes pa ; 
acter, so that not only the people of our Union and this continent, but those of | planted ideas which bore 1 a ea 
all nations as well, can participate, and should therefore have the sanction « Mr. GROSVENOR. W ‘ re } ’ : 
the Congress of the United States: Therefore 4: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That an exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and | ‘ ! u tls ov, OV 
products of the soil, mine, and sea, shall be inaugurated in the year 1592 the | far as lam personal] I n ‘ \ ial knowledge 
city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, as hereinafter provided. of the ne ty rt ¢ ‘ 

So it will be observed Congress provided for a national and interna- | thing about the hundr 1 tifteen w et at $15,0 
tional exposition; but as a condition precedent to the assumption of | and the other things along that part of t Let u t 
responsibility by the National Government the city of Chicago or the | CeSsity lor these apparent 
corporation representing the State of Illinois and the city of Chicago | Mr. BUTTERWORTH let m¢ to m 
were required, as before mentioned, to raise $10,000,009, so that it would | Chairman, that in speaking [} t to 
be available for the purpose stipulated in the act. When that propo- | h failed some instances t ipon } 
sition was submitted to this body there were not twenty men on the | tage which vitably results ( 
floor of this House who believed that any city in the Union could or | properly managed. If no adva 
would raise $10,000,000 for the purpose and in time to carry into effec wKe NO appropria But if a 
this law. Sogreat asum for the promotionof such a project had never | !ength and breadth the country by op \ ut L tor the 
been raised by any municipality in the world. It had never been d Improvemen ullour peopl yma » together y th 
by any State in the Union. I do not say that other cities on this con- | arts and sha t 
tinent could not. I nand 

But the people of Chicago furnished the am it, a sum of m i i d I tead ¢ 
equal to $10 for every man, woman, and child within her corpo: t t ’ ' t 
limits, for the purpose of carrying into effect this law, a work i i \ it t,a 
may indeed result in great advantage to Chicago, but will in a la: 
degree add to the glory of this nation. The exposition is not a ] 
enterprise; it is not a State, butit is a national enterprise in the broad ' ] ( vhicl é 
est and best sense. It is the creature of Congressional enactment. I 
benefit to Chicago is an incident. Her citizens may reap a profit 
many million dollars. But those citizens who put their hands in thei he em] 
pockets in this endeavor to confer distinction upon their city and Stat cago, and, 
have at the same time added greatly to the glory of the nation and » ar 
given larger opportunity to each of its citizens. y 

I desire to call attention to a phase of this question that may n 
given due importance, I may be a little enthusiastic touching th« 
vantages to our people of an exhibition of this character. Let m toa 
a quire what you will see at this exposition. An exhibit of the v h 
“h progress made during the centuries in every useful art; an exhibit tion. Fort ie | ) 
* what science has accomplished for mankind in the past; in other words, lart me! \ n e t 
= the crystallized thought of forty centuries will be displayed for th ind comm Chicag lem 
i instruction of our people and the people of the world. There will ter. ‘And | I wish to say that as I 
} shown the steps in evolution from the first crude devices, along theline | their deliberat , IL studied ea t 
& to the most complete machine. For instance, every appliance and 1ong them, so far as | 
method for utilizing electricity will there be shown, and a few days’ y in the West i 
careful observation will reveal more to the student in that fi f art | who had fought their way from a 
$e) than would result from several years devoted to the most careful study | success each had achieved t t ’ 
of books. ' | pled willingness to share th 
af So in regard to improvemrents in agricultural implements and ma- | prosperity the means of serving th people. 
chinery. The result of the efforts of inventors and workmen through- Such are the men who comp l tory of the { 
out the world can be there surveyed in a short space of time, and the | bian Exposition and stand lt ita 
observer become possessed of the accumulated knowledge resulting | city, their State, and the nat 
from the combined efforts of thousands of men throughout the world. | They contributed financial aid, as did the peo; ( 


And this is clearly true of every branch of industrial art and of the | ally, from the boot-black to the banker. Each « 


22716 


his « 


lars, to meet the expenses necessary to insure success. 
I 


\ yu are aware, a national commission was appointed consisting of 


d and fifteen men. This commission was authorized by the 


t of Congress to which | have already referred. They were gathered 
together from the four quarters, not of the earth, but of the Republic. 
hey met in Chicago for the first tim They had to study the law 
and determine what their powers and duties were, what the jurisdic- 
tion of the body was, and naturally reasoned and learned alittle in the 
direction of their desires, If they did not find the jurisdiction coex- 
tensive with their desires it was because it was obviously not author- 





ed by the andas my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER ] 
men have said there was little beyond the limit of their 
interpreted the law. 

It may be said the local board, on the other hand, that 
they were in some measure disposed to insist on an extension of their 
jurisdiction beyond its properlimit. It is true that some members of 
the commission in the beginning insisted that the local board, com- 
posed, as I have stated, of as able and patriotic men as can be foundin 
the Union, men whose honor and whose fortunes were pledged to make 
the exposition a success, had little or nothing to do except to raise 
$10,000,000 and lay the money down at the feet of the commission and 
Jet the committee of that body vote it here and there without the yea 
or nay of the local board. It was contended by the local board that 
business principles and methods must be adopted in conducting the 


and other gent 
yuri diction, ¢ 


OSSLDLV Ol 


enterprise. 
more determined in its position. Their spirit of accommodation took 
the form of I could not sharpen a pencil in the office 
of the local board without its provoking newspaper comment, suggest- 
officials of the directory. 

Chat was the vexatious condition. It was not wholly the fault of 
the commission, nor the fault of the loeal board, but this question of 
urisdiction and resulting friction remained to disturb the harmony, 

hich was most unfortunate at the inception of such an enterprise. 
The arrival of the honorable gentlemen composing the House commit- 
tee was most timely and salutary in its influence. The effect of it was 
to compel peace between the two organizations and a resort to meas- 
ures which should have been adopted at an earlier day. 


1 


Up to that time no lawyer had by authority examined the statute 


subserviency 


ing usurpation by the 


bodies. But when you gentlemen arrived, or when, ‘‘far off, your 


coming shone,’’ eminent counsel, learned in the law, were called to- 
gether to consider this question. They were unanimous in their con 
clusions. It is true they did not agree with all the gentlemen of the 


commission. But what was the result? Why, like sensible men, the 


shadowy and doubtful lines of jurisdiction between them, they agreed 
they le the cumbersome machinery of which my friends 
of the committee very properly complain. They did set aside all that 
cumbersome machinery and appointed committees, and provided a 
complete, compact organization, with a board of control to supervise the 
work. They established a number of departments, as follows: 

\. Agriculture, food and food products, farming machinery and ap- 
pliances 

i. Viticulture, horticulture, and floricalture, 

(. Live stock: domestic and wild animals. 

1). Fish, fisheries, fish products, and apparatus of fishing. 

E. Mines, mining, and metallurgy. 

I’. Machinery. 

G. Transportation exhibits 

Hf. Manufactures. 

J. Electricity and electrical appliances. 

K. Fine arts: pictorial, plastic, and decorative. 

L.. Liberal arts: education, engineering, public works, architecture, 
music, and the drama. 

M. Ethnology, archeology, progress of labor and invention, isolated 
and collective exhibits 

N. Forestry and forest products. 

©. Publicity and promotion. 

LY. Foreign affairs. 

And they are placing suitable men at the head of each one. The 
national commission no longer meets. It hastaken wings, and so have 
our troubles. But there remains the impress of its power, the stamp 
of Congress and the Government which called it intobeing. That mat- 
ter is settled, and to-day they have a board of control satisfactory to 
both bodies, selected from both bodies, supplemented by small com- 
mittees operating harmoniously and effectively. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will my friend yield for a suggestion ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Yes. 

Mr. FLOWER. In your judgment, with this board of control on 
each side, eight from your committee and eight from the other, what 
need is there for any more commissioners, ladies or otherwise, until 
the fair meets ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, my friend, there might be a very 
wide difference of opinion about that. The committee considered that 
question. Candidly I do not think there is any crying need for it; and 


would set asic 


railways, vessels, vehicles. 





| States, and will reflect either their glory or their shame. 


| 


| him.’’ 


It was unfortunate, however, that the local board was not | 
| pride in it. 
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yn, the sums ranging from ten to tens of thousands of dol- yet I have always found the master’s eye was worth both his hands, 


The Committee on Appropriations considered the matter, as my honor- 
able friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has said; and instead 
of providing for two meetings a year they provided for one meeting in 
18u2. They have also provided for that machinery which every busi 
ness man will recognize as indispensable to the discharge of the duties 
that devolve upon the two bodies. 

It has been urged on the floor of the House that a mistake was mad 
on the part of the national commission in the appointment of a director 
general. Let us not forget, gentlemen, that this is our fair, and not 
the fair of a city or locality, but the fair of the people of the United 
The office: 
who speaks for and represents it, standing conspicuously above al! 
others, as its executive head, and representing both bodies, whose sig 
nature goes to other countries and goes to all the States of the Union, 
is the director general. He is the head and front of the management, 
representing both organizations,chosen, however, by the national com- 
mission, but approved by the local board. Why, therefore, should it 
not be a national office? He represents the people of the United States. 

‘*Well,”’ it is said, ‘‘that may be, but the local board should pay 
I appeal to the honorable gentlemen here whether Chicago has 
not fulfilled to the letter all she promised, and more? I ask whether 
the State of Illinois, one of the young States of the Union, has not 
met all the requirements of the situation? Her Legislature proposes 
to give and will give more than that of any other State, for the pur- 
pose of promoting this national enterprise, because she has a local 
Chicago has raised $11,000,000, and will add several mil- 
lions to that sum. Has she been liberal or not? Is Congress treating 
her with generous encouragement? Is she to be criticised because, 
forsooth, she deems it proper and just that the director general be paid 


| out of the Treasury of the nation that employs him, since he is the 


and rendered an opinion as to the limit of jurisdiction between the two | 


| that ? 


two bodies met together, and wiping out the debatable lines, those | 


| 


chosen ofticer of all the people. 

Your law provides that all intercourse with foreign exhibitors, etc., 
shall be conducted, by whom? Not by the local board, but by the 
national commission. And therefore, will any gentleman say, will 
my honored friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] maintain that 
it is not proper, that it is not important, that the officer who meets 
and greets those visitors from abroad should be a national officer? Un 
doubtedly, he should be; and, if so, shall the Government not pay him ” 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Why not let the president do 
He is a member of the national commission. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What president? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The president of the national com- 
mission. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, the president is not identified with 
the aggressive working organization of the exposition, and no president 
of a commission ever was. It is the man whorepresents the pulsating 
machinery of that enterprise who must speak for it, and not the pres 
ident of the commission. He has his own duties to perform; but th: 
director general represents the Government of the United States and 
should be paid out of the Treasury, and I hold it is unjust to the gen 
erous people of Chicago not to do so. 

One word more as to what Chicago has done beyond what is fairly 
required by this statute. To-day she has agents in Japan, in China, 
in Algiers, in South America, in Mexico, in the Orient, arranging for 
exhibits from all these countries, in order that this exposition may lx 
far beyond what its most sanguine friends expected or hoped for it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that required by the law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Chicago is not required by law to do so 
but in addition to sending agents toChina, Japan, etc., she has placed 
$100,000 subject to the control of the officers appointed by the Govern 
ment to procure exhibits from South America and the other nation 
on the western continent. 

In other words, they have been in nowise niggardly; and we thiak 
it is due from Congress to be fairand even generous, at least to be just 
towards those people who have done so much. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman does not under 
stand that any criticism has been made upon the local directory? W 
commend it. We commend their enterprise. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly, I know that. I know you hav: 
praised their endeavors, and in the same spirit of justice a further r 


time and efforts of these forty-five directors, given gratuitously, is in it 

self a contribution of great value, since they are men of the highes 

character and position in the social, financial, and business world. A1 

this but supplements their pecuniary aid. They have indeed a lo 
interest in making the exposition a success. 

| But from a national point of view they should feel no more pride i 

| it than any other citizen. 
feel a just pride in the result, thatit should reflect credit upon our natio 
The world does not look to the directory ef Chicago. The world d 

| not look to Chicago, nor yet to the State of Illinois. The nations | 

| to this Capitol and those who represent the Federal Government ‘o 

| the character and success of this exposition; but Congress relies upo 

the genius, the enterprise, and unflagging zeal of the gentlemen wh 

compose the directory and the citizens of Chicago to impart to th 


mark touching the men who compose the directory is in place. The 


You and each oneof your constitutents must 
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fair the measure of success which the standing of our Government | a most dignified and highly educated woman, whose full know 
among the nations demands. We should be thankful for having and large experience give hera spi 1s place among the w 
within our border a city like Chicago, generous, aggressive, sometimes | of the United States 
vastly too aggressive, but in this case fairly equal to all that you would i women and tl r associat t iborine to 1 the 
require. : st time in the history of the world) an exhibit tor women commen 

In speaking of the directors I have but paid a deserved compliment | su with their dignity and its importance. 
to the men who represent the vital forces in this undertaking. ( go has provided a building which will cost $200,000 in 

A few months ago one of the most honorable societies of Europe, the ; that the women, not only of our own ntry, but of the world 
Society of Engineers (comprising several hundred distinguished men), | make an exhibition of what the hand and brain of woman have acco 
visited the United States. They met in Chicago. Among them were | plished in. the past, what they are accomplis r to-day, and pointing 
Sir James Kittson, president of the society; Mr. James Dredge, an emi- | tothe broader opportunities that the future has instore forthem. Th 
nent engineer, and one of the editors and proprietors of Engineering, | womenof England, the womenof France, the women of Germany, and 
the leading illustrated journal of the Old World. Each one came asa | of Mexico, in other words, the women of the world, have turned their 
‘*doubting Thomas.’* They said: ‘‘ Is it possible that upon an inland | eyes to Chicago and are taking an interest in the women reanization 

sea in this young nation a city has grown up in fifty years which can | there, and they will bring exhibits to illustrate what opportunit 

meet the requirements of the law which we have read ?”’ will wait _ their sex in the years to come 

The visitors remained in Chicago two days, were sorry they could Our friends know very we that the field of useful endeavor 
not staya week. They met the members of the directory; they visited | women is hei ing en] i Ly to vear: that new vocations. ne 
the site of the exposition. They discussedits purpose, scope, and plan. | avenues of employm new industries are opened to them Yow 
Their doubts were removed, and their faith became as strong as their | what else have we Che ground is provided for; the buildings are pro 
doubts had been. I conferred with many of them. They contem- | vided for; the classification is complete; men in all parts of the world 
plated in wonder and admiration the unexampled energy and pluck of | are adie ¢ to promote the interests of this grand exposition. Nor is 
these men who had contributed $11,000,000 for the promotion of an | this all. Up to this time we have spoken only of material things 


enterprise in which they have no interest except to add to the pros- | whichare but thought 





i « A A t t } 4 e 
perity and the honor of their city andcountry. These distinguished | Chicagodirectory has provided for. relates to, ‘‘ not thing itmen 
visitors returned to their several homes, champions of our great un- | I reter to the world’s congress » that during the exposition ot ma 
dertaking, in which they recognize an effort in behalf of mankind. | terial things we may have also the best thoughts tl 

Mr. Dredge, since his return to London, read a very able paper on | century given to our people. The ablest thinkers, not t te 
the exposition before the Society of Art. Sir —— Hall, another emi- | lic alone, but of the werld, will meet to discuss the importan 
nent thinker and writer, presided. If these strangers within our gates | tions which are uppermost in the mindsot men. [submit that mani 
are filled with zeal for our enterprise, shall we stand here and bicker | very dull indeed who can stand this afternoon in the presence of what 


l t 
about paying the salary of the officer chosen under authority of Con- | occurring in this Republic and elsewhere and not realize that we are 


gress to manage the exposition? The work is going forward smoothly | approaching new conditions; that radical changes must soon transpire 
and satisfactorily. True it is that when our friends of the Congres- | which will affect our economie and possibly our social system from 
sional committee, Mr. CANDLER, Mr. FRANK, Mr. FLOWER, and Mr. center to circumference; questions that will make us more anxious 
WILSON of West Virginia, were there the machinery was not run- | than any which have heretotore been forced upon our attention. 
ning smoothly; but that was several months ago. It is not sonow. The directory deemed it expedient to ill together the great thi: 
‘*White-winged Peace’’ has settled upon us. [Laughter.] We are | ers and workers of the world during this exposition. And it is peeu 
working as smoothly and effectively as any of the friends of the fair | iarly gratifying to observe the liberal spirit manifested by the people 
could desire: and there are no troubles to retard our progress. Weare | of Chicago in this behalf. Churches will be thrown open for the pr 
moving forward. posed meetings The great Auditorium, the finest building upon 
Mr. FLOWER. If you can get these salaries all will go smoothly. | either continent, that monument to the genius of Ferdinand W. Pec! 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to call attention to that in a mo- | a Chicago boy, educated in her publie schoois, who has been instru 
ment. I use the language of one of these eminent engineers. He said: | mental in giving to his native city and to America the finest build 





You have furnished the finest site to be found on either continent, upon the | Upon either continent —that great Dullding is to be thrown open 
lake, by the side of an inland sea, with walks and drives and beauties that are | the meeting of these congresses. 


unsurpassed and unequaled anywhere in the world Who will be there? The eminent scientists in the field of elect: 
The Exposition Park contains a thousand acres—fifteen hundred, if | ity; those who have given most thought and investigation to the prob 
you desire, upon which to locate the fair. There will bea floorspace | lem of municipal government; those who have given consideration to 
of over 150 acres, and the people of Chicago will not stop until they | the questions of production and distribution ofsupplies; in othe rds 
have raised the sum of $13,000,000. There is not an example in the | from the whole field of scientific and economic research the leading 
history of the world where the people of a single locality or a city has | men of the world have signified their willingness to come to Chicago 
done so much for tie nation in which they reside or in which it was | during the exposition and contribute of the gathered fruit of forty 
located. I but bespeak for that people the honor and the credit due | centuries of investigation and experiment for the benetit of their fel 
for such courage and energy, and I hope that you will deal with them | low-men, and all this at comparatively little expense. We have pro- 
at least fairly. | vided in the pending bill $2,500 for the encouragement of that part of 
What else? There is some criticism upon the frequent meetings of | the enterprise. 
the commission. The commission has ‘‘come and gone.’’ It may be | Chere are now only one or two matters I desire to add, and I will 
said of it that it *‘ fleeth like ashadow and continueth not.’’ [Laugh- | print, as addenda to my remarks, some statements which I deem 
ter.] Their committees remain, and the rest of the commission have | important that members of the House should read, if they can n 
gone to their homes to help this enterprise in the several States. hear them, in regard to what is beingdone in pushing forward th 


Some criticism was offered in reference to the ladies’ commission; but | of preparation. 
my learned friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSoNn] has not reached | There are only one or two other matters 

















nt to 
that sere old age when he is willing to amble into the arena and crit- | for I am aware that the House has been det n 
icise vigorously one hundred and “fifteen women, or even a smaller | the items in question, and I do not wish to weary it t 
number. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, when the one hundred and | session. I remember that the last time [held the rsom tlemen 
fifteen women met together, I am sure my friend will bear me out in | thought I was not happy in my effort.. I was discussin 
saying that they bore themselves in a manner worthy of them. | [ Laughter and cheers. | 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Better than the men | Mr. TUCKER. Oh, yes; you were happy. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thatis right. Thatisgallantry. I like it. Several Mi MBERS. You were You were \ hap} 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It is true. | Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think, possibly, I wa 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is true; and it would be gallant if it Mr. B RE CKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope you will v 
4 were not true [laughter]; but it is true. These ladies represented | on this question than you did on that. You can not 
4 the best type of American womanhood. They represented the several | I hops you will vote better. 
: States and Territories of the Union, and, as my honored friend here Mr. BUTTERWOR T i [I never knew my frie | 
admits, they bore themselves with conspicuous ability and true dig- | [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to part company with his party on an tion 
nity. They organized, and I do not think there was any wirepulling | If he had, instead of being able to help ‘‘ guide the party: he 
or chic anery in the selection of the president of that body. The y chose wol ould have been seen sitting on the fence watching t] f 
by a unanimous vote a lady who would grace any court in the world | | Laughter. ! 
{loud applause in the House and galleries}, a lady who would grace | "Me, WASHINGTON. You never heard him speak ag 
any station in the land [renewed applause], a woman of rare dig- | then = for it. { Laughter. 
nity and culture, and who is utterly devoted to this work, and gives| Mr. ITTERWORT H No » always kept silent He 
her time without stint to the disch: arge of the duties devolved upon her, | even Mou r witness against the 1 f, Laughter. But, 3 
and without other compensation than the honor that may come as a man, that is not in qnestion here now. I want to r 
result of duty well performed. She has for her assistant the secretary | point that my brethren of t World’s Fair Committee 





of the ladies’ commission, a lady well known to every member here as | Chicago rende ee ellent service, and they are entitled 
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honored friend suggested, the red n must be along that lin 
Where will the reduction be made? iat is a pertinent question. I 
can not tell. But as we have faith in honorable and capable men 





charged with the performance of a high duty, I feel convinced that tl 
views of Congress will be respected as far as practicable, and I ca 
pledge for them to the House and to the country that they will not 
allow salaries or expenses which are extravagant 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. But does nott itleman t 
thatit is the duty of Congress to fix the salary of ev pu officia 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH As an abstract propositi I think so. 

Mr. WILSON, of West ' l a concrete proposit 

hat do you think of i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, as a concrete proposit I thin 
0. But there are manifest exceptions—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucl I could it be done on 
ippropriation bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was just going to suggest that the rul 
of the House prevent it from being done in this way 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Vell, then, if we can not do it 
ipon an appropriation bill I fear it will not be dor t all 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihaveno such fear. I have the most per- 

t confidence that these corrections will be made. Thereis no doubt 
ibout it in my judgment. The only question between us now is as to 
these salaries. We have cut down by one-fifth the appropriation that 


YY 
il 


can be applied to the paymentofthem. We have said tothe men who 
have the care of the expenditure that the expenses must be cut down 
and I happen to know, from information derived from an absolutely re- 
liable source, that wherever there is an extra typewriter, wherev: 

there is an extra « tenographer, or an extra salary paid in any 


aati. - 
iCin VIS 


way, it will be razed down until it shall meet the sentiment of economy 
prevailing in the country 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is a certain kind of economy which is 
more harmful than extravagance. If I might be permitted to quote 
a little Scripture in this connection— 

Phere is that scattereth, and yet increaseth; and there is that withholdeth 

re than is meet, yetittendeth to poverty 


For myself I do not want that kind of economy. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hin 
question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 


Certainly. 

I see that the telegraph states, in an Associ- 
| ’ , that the president of this exposition, 

Mr. Davis, said that he would resign if his salary was reduced as pro- 

posed by this bill. That, I understand, would bea great calamity. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not think he said that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not believe that he made such an as 
sertion. He might have said,as a man might very properly say under 
such circumstances, that unless he re . \ved a compensation which was 
satisfactory he wou)d be compelled to resign the office. 

Mr. ADAMS. He wanted to be a national officer. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Sol understood; that it was not so much 
a question of salary, but whether he represented the exposition as 
official of the United States. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is n 
patches. 

Mr. HOPKI)D But that is the fact. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now,some men might be dear at 50cents a 
day and others cheap at $50aday. That is the experience of life 


an 
yt the statement in the press dis- 


VS 


} and I do not think that any man will dispute the accuracy of the state- 


| but he said nothin 


st t ‘ I lered better service than 
yi ( mit | was } ty near the nerve center 
t é ) t that your coming was 
+ ie ¢ a harmony, of the dwell- 
e hay dy t ther in unity You 
lw now when you have the 
{ r of this magnificent enter- 
‘ t ) ] nto fury again, and render 
¢ Vv 1 you might not bea to 
t ‘ 1 here would threaten 
our nds « y ten m t 
] VO st plac » the Government ! is ]} 
by the various Departments, in 
and the bureau for the propagation of 
ted full appropriation to complet 
We hope it will be ample. No one criti- 
‘ 
t lt tat the time the national commission met 
ha 1 la r jurisdiction than 
it ho ¥ ‘ xercis i 
f yniunet rd with the local directory 
t ) { ry to both bodies. 

ve i vorce under certain circumstances, but when man and 
\ ure ( together, kiss and make up, and are liv- 
! \ t ren ‘‘in the nurture and admonition 
‘ lw sist nst their will, on divorcing 
{ i In ot words, when the troubles 
{ ente passed away, when this great project 

| so deeply concerned, is being satisfactorily con- 
I ea ee why we should be intent on dealing with it as 
é e and cond 
i ier fell | 
| <WORTH. I would like afew moments more 
\GEI Ten minutes 
RWORTH. Iwill not trespass unduly upon the in- 
( f the House and trust that I shall not be strictly limited. 
M NGI I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
hic ved to proceed without limitation. [Cries of ‘‘ That 
e ( L.IRMAN In th e ol objection, tl gentleman 
‘ ‘> \ nr ] 
‘ wa i 
l ( NDI of M i betore ne g tleman proceeds 
] l t 1a tio 
BUTTERWORTH. I yield for that purpos« 
Mr. CAN Ri, of Massachusetts I dislike to come down from 
p \ to } Ose l I wi 
Ir. rTERWORTH. Hold on; do not make a speech; you said 
want to ask a questio 
CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I want to make a preliminary 
ent I can not-ask the question intelligently to the House 
t gy so I gentleman is the secretary of the Chicago cor- 
1 wi ts corps of clerks, et rhe United States commission 
ha ecre i A $10,000 and with authority to appoint 
two ‘ uri¢ of $3,000 each, together with a 
b ot i t Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
l con that an unnecessary expenditure for the discharge 
ol t a that o 
BUTTERWORTH I will answer the gentleman; and on this | 
} Kent Mr. BRe has anticipated | 
! I v,alwa 3 1, and always will be until the light of 
i sition ont part of such bodies as the 
1 to ’ very ample force and ask very liberal supplies 
rk y t lone, as I have already said to my friend, in 
\ t ut s months ago, which has since been in a 
iv f L ire Kentucky has already said, we 
t that can ised for that purpose about 20 
ir. ( ER Massachusett \ have not reduced the pay 
o! cre \ 

I rTERWORTH Of course I can not say what that commit- 
tee I can do make this pledge to the House and the 
‘ \ H 1 co tee composed of honorable men, selected 
with care, realizing the great responsibilities resting upon them, real- 
i the t that you gentlemen have criticised them and criticised 
them properly; and, recognizing the fact that this House has demanded 
and the country insists upon economy, I can only say that those gen- 
tlemen are pledged to conduct the business committed to them as they 
would their own private affairs. And as the chairman of the committee, 
my triend, Mr. CANNON, has stated, we have reduced the appropria- 
tion which can be applied to these salaries. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I think not. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes, we have. 


in that, for I was present whenit wasdone. [Laughter.] And, as my 


I can not be mistaken | 


ment 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. The gentleman said afew moments ago that 

they would be willing to dropa number of typewriters and other clerks 
g about the reduction of this $15,000 salary. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave just said that is a matter over which 

e have no control in this bill; but, as advising them touching the r 

duction of such salaries as ought to be cut down, we have in the bill 

limited the amount that might be applied to that use 20 per cent. 

It is proper to say that Colonel Davis is a man—and I am convinced 
that the statement will be concurred in by many gentlemen on thi 
floor who know him—who can readily command $15,000 a year in a 
dozen different places in Chicago. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, $20,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
or the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no doubt of it. But the Secretary 
of State is occupying a more conspicuous place in the nation than the 
director general of this fair. Such menas Colonel Davis, quick, active, 
vigilant men of affairs, can command large salaries and can not be in 
duced to accept employment where the compensation is less than the 
service will command in other fields, and especially in view of the fa 
that his office is temporary and prevents his attending to other busi- 
ness, 

As an illustration of what some men are worth to business ventures, 
Edward T. Jeffery, one of the ablest men of the directory, had an 
offer of $50,000 a year to take charge of a railroad in Mexico. But he 


Ww 


So could the Secretary of State 


| declined, and largely because he had become committed to the work 
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. re ee . 
of the exposition, and with his associates feels in a large measut a 
sponsible for its success. But the offer made indicates what - 
i creat ability will commar Dro} 
tional Bank of Chicago would 1 1 lly pay Ly 
+ year to retain his s v 1 worth 1 
5 so with er m¢ the ¢ y; t rt 
2nd almost any s l y t 
; i gin p this it 
l bed n, | 
é ) \" or } 3 
erl t } i { 
ts tot ro } thisg pr imrv 
ten th and fold for every poor scruple sh propriates t 
, trouble is about t ( 
m ha > est it could to have t i t 
to the requirements of the situation hat ( i < 
w, I have borne this witness beca It t 
to the board I represent, but the « 3 I do 1 ve i 
commission anything. I have been criticised | yme of it 
cers, until I was out of all ience: | 3 an¢ 1 
with which men are n¢ he enter; i rything. JT V l 
is looking on to see w point « : sand ' 
on what they regard as the frontier, it is p le to put on foot and | ooanichment 
earry forward an ¢ rprise that shall eclij any that the world has | ers > inte : 
ever seen. : sitters t - me 
There ought to be national pride in this matter, there ought to be ae ae a : 
an appreciation of the efforts these men have | I know | st 4 y . 
devoted they are. They are worn and weary in this struggle, and they 1g about a real fraternity of nations 
deserve encouragement at the hands of the representatives of the saapecheagleigl sarc epithe ss 
ple; and I want to say to this House—lI shall not be in the ne t : “4 : : : ' ‘ 
the next, nor the next, I suppose, for I do not consent to wear the pecul- | mat« ts o n, science, and 
iar brand which is now quite common in our State | laughter but oe oe 
if a member of the next House, and if after the people of Chicago and | ( 
of the State of Illinois had put twelve or fifteen millions of dollars into | ; / \ 
this national enterprise, which must ret r upon every child of A : 
the Republic, they needed money to tide them over, I would 1 
and think I was doing my country a va t 
Sut they kave not asked it. Suppose they do. You will grant it 
or withhold it as the circumstances n suggest that it is wise and : 
just, or the reverse, todoso. You arestill master of the purse strings. | om earthen 7 | Giates en 
But if you shall find coming up from all the nations those who are to ‘ 1 to sider the } ty of ‘ 
exhibit the evidence of their resources and prosperity, if you shall s ‘ c Ar ica t 
brought from every partof the Republic that which w Be ated vith tl tees copacaat tan . at 
world what freemen can accomplish in this Republic, and if you find | this sphere, suggested the uniting of al kind in . 
in carrying forward the work you have devolved upon the people of | lan wW he wo mt ceasity a ul 0 en e had foster “d indu wry 8 
Chicago you have ‘‘ pressed their duty past their might,’’ and they | ce ee ae “ oe 
are compe lled to ask a generous recognition of the n ind a fair r rhundredth birthday. by ex tot . : 
contribution in return for their splendid efforts, I beli Con 3 e event ina display ater 
would vote it, and lam certain that I would do so ifa mem} : a oa oe : is l a 
the House. [But ‘‘sufficient unto the day is the evil there ne 
I repeat itis the nation’s enterprise, and can not be permitted to fa e result of th pular d und é 
for want of support from the country whose creature it is. uch failure | gress ysroved by the Pr it of t I States, 
would not reflect upon Chicago at all as compared with the hu Be} oe ns sang — mt “a oa a fo : redth a 
tion it would bring upon the United States. t States \ ‘ t 
One thing is certain, whatever wisdom and justice demand, the 1 t WW 
resentatives ot the people will do. d ‘ , € os . : : : = i x : i 
Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a questio i t, but t tions . , 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. f ve the sanction of the ¢ 2 the United 5 
Mr. ENLOE. Is it in contemplation to have the colored elemen my a Se ee cog 
represented? I understand that there is some complaint that they a1 1 in the 1299 Din atte of Cte + aDies Skee 
not represented. \ 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no; they admit ne W = eae i : ‘ : = 
gal 1 to race, sex, color, OI pre VlOUS CONCILION O| Servilu le i \ ) i sioned by the Pre i t j s 
and laughter.] A man need noi be thoroughly nor utterly white an ommiss and ration org é 
he suffers no damage from being utterly black. [Laughter.] In oth : now She ee ee aes 





words, this is an exposition for the benefit of the American p le. ' t 
Mr. ENLOE. That is right. : tative citizens « arious St ud “Perr 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The following statement, which I will in- | °'*°CS: Wave Ure directory eam ae ee eter ere aia 

sertin my remarks without detaining the House to read it at this time, 





indicates the purpose and character of the world’s congresses. I mark rhese tw ¢ 

. . . . *, . . ; ’ ~ fry yt vor y « € 

it Exhibit A. I will embody in my remarks also a statement con- | ! : ich at ‘thy sites colt 4 aaa’ 
taining information concerning the exposition, which will be useful ti \ 1 human endeay 


the public. I mark it Exhibit B. 1 Es 
& I now yield the floor. resid \ited Stat 


i t ¢ 
—_—— WW > 


s = n i A 
Exureit A. 1 7 : : = e 
‘Not things, but men.” I A) 


THE WORLD'S CONGRESS AUXILIARY OF THE WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITI 





\ P : le Amer 
. The object of this organization. Whereas satis of has been if 
As is now well known,the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of | be made fora yunds and i f 
America by Christopher Columbus will be celebrated at Chicago in 1893, under an Exposit at a su t 
the sanction of the Government of the United States,on a scale commensurate 1 for the p said ¢ ly i 
with the importance and dignity of the occasion. wit ndit 1ireme t I f act 
The measures already taken give satisfactory assurances that the exposition | to provide for ce the four 1 th anni 
then to be made of the material progress of the world will be such as to deserve America by ( hristopher < olumbus by holding an atio € - 
unqualified approval. irts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the s 1 . 
But to make the exposition complete and the celebration adequate, the won- | the city of Chicago, in the State of Illin ois,’ approved April 2 
derful achievements of the new age in science, literature, education, govern- | Now, therefore, [, Benjamin Harrison, President of the 
4 : 











ne by said act, do hereby declare and pro- 
ial exhibition will be opened on the Ist day of May, 
of Chic in the State of Illinois, and will not be 





t s e city wo 
‘ the last Thursday in October of the same year. 
A e name of the Government and of the people of the United States, 
I ereby invite the nations of the earth to take part in the commemora- 
t fan nt that is pre-eminent in human history and of lasting interest to 
mankind Ippo g representatives thereto, and sending such exhibits to 
the World's ¢ l in Exposition as will most fitly and fully illustrate their 


resour 3, their industries, and their progress in civilization. 





I ‘ vhereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of 
the ed ites to be affixed 

I itthe city of Washington this 24th day of December, in the year of 
‘ ord 18 and the Independence of the United States the one hundred and 
! ‘ 

A “BENJ. HARRISON. 

By the President 

AMES G, Bri NE, Se 1 of State 
DICATORY CEREMONIES, 

Phe tof Ce ess provides for the dedication of the buildings of the World's 
Columbian Exposition, in the city of Chicago, on the 12th day of October, 1892, 
with appropriate ceremonies. The exact character of these ceremonies has not 
bee ete 1, but a deacription of the same will be announced in due time. 

OPENING OF THE EXPOSITION. 

Phe expos n will open on the Ist day of May, 1893, and will close no. later 

than the 0th day of October thereafter 
FOREIGN EXHIBITS 
Section 11 ofthe act of Congress provides That all articles which shall be 


imported from foreign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at the said 
upon which there shall be a tariff or customs duty, shall be ad- 
itted free of payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regula- 


exposition 











tions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at 
any time during the exhibition to sell for delivery at the close of the exposi- 
tion any goods or property imported for and actually on exhibition in the ex- 
position buildings or on its grounds, subject tosuch regulations for the security 
of e revenue and for the collection of the import duties as the Secretary of 
the Tre: vy shall prescribe: “2 ded, That all such articles, when sold or 
withdrawn for consumption in the United States, shall be subject to the duty, 
if any, imposed upon such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of 

iportation, and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and enforced 
gainst such articles and against the persons who may be guilty of any illegal 
sale or withdrawal 

Copies of the rules and regulations prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury 


n reference to the admission of foreign goods may be had on application tothe 
director general. 
il invitations to foreign governments, to participate in the exposition 


int representatives thereto, are being issued by the State Department 


Form 


and apy 


at Washington, together with the regulations adopted by the commission, 
which latter will be transmitted to the diplomatic representatives of foreign 
nat iS for publication in their respective countries. 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT EXHIBIT 
Section 16 of the act of Congress in reference to the exposition provides: 
hat there shall be exhibited at said exposition, by the Government of the 


United States, from its Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution, 
the United States Fish Commission, and the National Museum, such articles 
and materials as illustrate the function and administrative faculty of the Gov- 
ernment in time of peace, and its resources as a war power, tending to demon- 
strate the nature of our institutions and their adaptation to the wants of the 
people; and, to secure acomplete and harmonious arrangement of such a Goy- 
ernment exhibit, a board shall be created to be charged with the selection, 
preparation, arrangement, safe keeping, and exhibition of such articles and 
materials as the heads of the several Departments and the directors of the 
Smithsonian Institution and National Museum may respectively decide, shall 
be embraced in said Government exhibit. The President may also designate 
additional articles for exhibition. Such board shall be composed of one per- 
son to be named by the head of each Executive Department, and one by the 
directors of the Smithsonian Institutionand National Museum, and one by the 
Fish Commission, such selections to be approved by the Presidentof the United 
rhe President shall name the chairman of said board, and the board 
itself shall select such other officers as it may deem necessary.”’ 

his board has been appointed, and is now actively at work making prepara- 
tions for an exhibit, which itis believed will be fully illustrative of the rapid 
progress and advancement of the country since the organization of the Govern- 
ment, 


One 


States 


of the interesting features of the Government exhibit will be a life-saving 
station, erected on the shore of Lake Michigan and in operation, fully equipped 
with all apparatus, furniture,and appliances now in use in all the life-saving 
stations of the United States 


STATE EXHIBITS, 


It is confidently believed that every State and Territory in the United States 
will be officially represented at the exposition by commissioners appointed for 
the purpose and by exhibits illustrating its resources and development. 

Several State Legislatures havealready made appropriations for this purpose, 
and the question is now under consideration by the Legislatures, now in ses- 
sion, Ina number of other States. 


Some of the States and Territories will, no doubt, erect buildings of their own, 
and those that do not do so will be afforded ample space for exhibits in the 
buildings erected by the exposition management. 


AWARDS, 
Awards are designed to indicate some independent and essential excellence 
in the article exhibited, and as an evidence of advancement in the state of the 
art represented by it hey will be granted, upon specific points of excellence 
or advancement, formulated in words by a board of judges or examiners, who 
will be competent experts; and the evidence of such awards will be parchment 
certificates, accompanied by bronze medals 
Such awards will constitute an enduring historical record of development 
and progress and at the same time afford exhibitors lasting mementos of their 


success 


it 
1, 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE EXPOSITION, 


Under the act of Congress the duties pertaining respectively to the national 
commission and the Illinois corporation are duly set forth, and each branch of 
the administration is already pursuing its line of work as therein mapped out. 
The financial managementof the enterprise being vested in the Illinois cor- 
poration, executive power has, by mutual consent of both bodics, been deputed 
to the director general, George R. Davis, of Chicago, III. 

PLAN OF ORGANIZATION. 

The director general is the chief executive officer of the exposition,and the 
work is divided into the following great departments 

A. Agriculture, food and food products, farming machinery and appliances. 

B, Viticulture, horticulture, and floriculture. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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C. Live stock : domestic and wild animals, 

I>. Fish, fisheries, fish products, and apparatus of fishing. 

i. Mines, mining, and metallurgy. 

IF’, Machinery 

G. Transportation exhibits: railways, vessels, vehicles. 

H, Manufactures 

J. Electricity and electrical appliances. 

kK. Fine arts: pictorial, plastic, and decorative. 

L. Liberal arts: education, engineering, public works, architecture, mus 


and the drama. 

M. Ethnology, archzology, progress of labor and invention, isolate1 and 
collective exhibits, 

N. Forestry and forest products. 

0, Publicity and promotion. 

P. Foreign affairs. 

Chiefs of departments of agriculture and publicity and promotion have bee 
appointed by the director general, and the chiefs of the other departments wi 
be named as the exigencies of the service may require. 


BOARD OF LADY 


Section 6 of the act of Congress creating the World’s Columbian Commission 
authorized and required said commissioners to appoint ‘‘ a board of lady man 


MANAGERS, 


| agers, of such number and to perform such duties as may be prescribed by said 





commission.”’ 

In pursuance of this authority, the World’s Columbian Commission, author 
zed the appointment of two lady managers from each State and Territory and 
the District of Columbia, eight managers at large, and nine from the city o 
Chicago, with alternates respectively—said board to be convened at such tim: 
and place as the executive committee of the World’s Columbian Commissio: 
should direct, and, when so convened, to organize by the election of a chairman 
and a secretary. 

By order of the executive committee, October 21, 1890, approved by the Se 
retary of the Treasury of the United States, the president of the World’s Co- 
lumbian Commission called a meeting of the board of lady managers on th 
19th of November, 1890, in the city of Chicago, whereupon a permanent organi- 
zation was effected by the election of Mrs. Potter Palmer, of Chicago, as pres 
dent, and Miss Pheebe Couzins, of St. Louis, as secretary. 

The lady managers invoke active co-operation with the various organiza 
tions of the several States and Territories, in the work of proposed exhibits, 
and invite all women’s organizations to work with and through them. No 
willthey neglect the foreign field. Auxiliaries will be formed with the good 
oftices of diplomacy in all foreign countries, with a view to securing a compre- 
hensive, interesting, and instructive exhibit of women’s work in all lands 
Where necessary, the board will send its own agents to promote its purposes 
Asite, mostdesirable and commanding, has been secured,and a woman's build 
ing, of appropriate design prepared by women architects, will be erected 
thereon. 

FINANCES. 


The finances of the exposition are inexcellent shape and fully warrant the 
statement that all the money necessary to make the exposition a great success 
will be forthcoming. 

The Illinois corporation, known as the ‘‘ World’s Columbian Exposition 
was first organized with a capital stock of $5,000,000, which has recently beer 
increased to $10,000,000, of which about $6,000,000 have been subscribed, and it 
is believed that the entire capital will be available as required. 

In addition to the above, the city of Chicago has authorized the issuance o 
$5,000,000 in bonds, and it is therefore safe to say that fully $15,000,000 will be 
provided in due time for the expenses of the exposition. The United States 
will also appropriate from time to time, as may be necessary, sums aggregati 
$15,000,000 for the Government exhibit and the expenses of the national com 
mission. 

SITE FOR 


THE EXPOSITION. 


A beautiful and suitable site has been selected for the exposition, containin; 
fully 1,000 acres, charmingly situated on the shore of Lake Michigan. 

Jackson Park, in the southern section of the city, has been selected as th« 
site for the main exposition; the lake front, near the heart of the city, for pa 
of it, and the Midway Plaisance and Washington Park, adjoining Jackson 
Park, as reserves for possible other parts. Upon these parks there have already 
been expended nearly $4,000,000 in improvements, prior to their being selected 
as the exposition site. 

It is intended to use Jackson Park, in its entirety, for exposition purposes 
leaving the improved parts, as much as possible, in their present conditio 
while the unimproved parts will be laid out in a manner appropriate to the 
whole plan of buildings, 

The work of preparing the grounds for the exposition is now in progress 
and leading architects, selected for the purpose, are busy making plans an:! 
specifications for the buildings. Ground was broken on the 27th of January, 15° 

Work will begin on the buildings in the spring, and their construction wi! 
be pushed so as to secure, beyond peradventure, their completion in ample tim« 
for the needs of the exposition, 

THE GROUNDS. 

In the preparation of the grounds the present Northern Inletin Jackson Park 
will be further extended and become a large lagoon, inclosing the island, n 
covered with an extensive body of native wood, This will afford a natura 
landscape and supply an episode of scenery in refreshing relief to the grande 


| of the buildings, and, through its sylvan qualities, to the crowded and busy 


aspect that must be looked for almost everywhere else within the grounds. 

From this lagoon a canal will continue the water way southward along t 
main building, and into alarge water basin which is to form the center of 4 
great square about which the principal buildings of the exposition will 
grouped. Fountains will be in operation in this basin, forming a brilliant spe 
tacle in the sunlight or when illumined by colored incandescent lamps at nig)! 
The banks of these land-locked bodies of water are to be finished in a manne 
appropriate to the various localities through which they pass, The borders of 
the canal and the basin in the court will have embankments of stone or bri 
surmounted by parapets or balustrades of stone, iron, brick, or terra cotta, ar 
opening upon steps and landings, for the use of boating parties. 

All walks and outdoor places for assemblages of people will be furnishe:! 
with numerous seats and resting places, and will be paved with mosaics 
brick, stone, or concrete blocks, except where gravel or stone chips may see 
more expedient. 

The grounds will, of course, be highly ornamented with shrubs, trees, tur 
and flowers. 

THE BUILDINGS. 


The buildings will be impressive in appearance, and, to afford protection wh« 
the weather is inclement, a grand arcade will connect the buildings so that 
convenience may be reduced to a minimum. 


LAKE PIER, 


Opposite the great square, a pier, to be of such form and direction as may 
hereafter be determined, ph see into the lake about 1,500 feet. It is to be 
so constructed as to form a safe harbor for the landing of lake craft. 




















1891. CONGRESSIONAL 





The floor of this pier will slope gently from the shore, so that visitors may | 
get an unobstructed view of the court and its surroundings, the paved beach | 
covered with people, and the architectural grandeur of the most imposing and 
important buildings of the fair. 

A large restaurant and resting place will be erected at the outer 
pier, with a band stand and dancing floorin connection. This pier is intend 1 
to be a noted feature of the exposition. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING 





The Government will furnish its own building and exhibits. 
campus will be left for Government use and display. F 

Across the inlet from the Government exhibit will be the building for the 
fisheries. A building here, as beautiful as possible in appearance, will be erected 
of durable materials, and fitted with every arrangement and detail to carry on 
the propagation, subsistence, and display of water animals, A plant for heating 
will be supplied. 


A large open | 


NAVAL EXHIBIT. 

It is proposed that the exhibit of the Navy Department shall be in a building 
detached from the main Governmentexhibit. The building isto bein the form 
and of the dimensions of one of the new armored coast line battle ships (two 
of which are being constructed in Philadelphia and one in San Francisco 

It is not proposed to build a fac simile of a ship in all details, excepting that 
part which is above the water 

The berth deck of this vessel will be used, in the main,as the exhibit deck of 
models and various other naval appliances, suchas have heretofore been shown 
on the exhibition floor of the previous exhibitions. | 

The exterior, the main deck, the battery deck, and the military mast will be 
a facsimile of the three battle ships now being constructed. The turrets will 
be in place, the guns in place, the boats in place, and, in fact, all the appliances 
as far as may be practicable, 

The armament of these vessels, and which will be represented in the proposed 
building, will consist of four 13-inch guns, eight 8-inch guns, four 6-inch guns, 
twenty 6-pounders, and a number of smaller guns which will be mounted on | 
the upper deck and on the military mast. | 

The vessels of which this building will be a prototype are the largest, the 
heaviest, and the most formidable of any ever built inthis country. They ar¢ 
also equipped with torpedo tubes and torpedo boats, and protected by 17-inch 
thickness of armor-plating. 

Itis not probable that the interior model of the ship can be exhibitedina 
satisfactory manner, but these different interiors will be shown in models as far 
as practicable. 


ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 


l 
entering the exposition grounds, Offices will be provided therein for bureaus 
of information, police, fire, public comfort,ete. It will combine architectural 


} 

Tp : | . i 
The administration building will be the terminus of all transportation lines | 

} 

beauty with every facility for the dispatch of business. 


MACHINERY HALL. 


The machinery hall, which will be larger than any before built, will not only 
cover machinery in the ordinary sense, but wil] furnish a great central open | 
space, spanned with wide trusses, where there shall be the best chance possible 
for the display of the different transportation exhibits 

tailway tracks are to be !aidin all passages and covered with the floors when 
not in use,so that heavy machinery may be moved about at will. These rail 
way tracks are to lead out upon the main lines inthe grounds, so that locomo- 
tives and cars may enter and depart without delay. Power housesand heating 
plants will be constructed in connection with this building. 


MANUFACTURERS’ BUILDING. | 

“he main building for manufactures is to be arranged to serve many pur- | 
poses. In it, either on the ground-floor level or above, are to bespecial isolated 
rooms for judges and for special societies or committees. Here are to be res- 
taurant and toilet rooms, toward the canal and toward the lake. The lighting 
of this building is to be especially cared for, and heating provided where nec- 

essary for comfort or to carry on any exhibit. 





ELECTRIC AND MINING EXHIBITS, 


The electric and mining exhibits are to occupy each a building across the 
canal from the manufactories building, each adapted to its purpose and fur- | 
nished with power. The one for electricity is to be adapted not only for power | 
house and light station, but for all displays and contests in manufacturing and 
by companies or persons in that business, and to be in itself, when seen from 
a distance, an object of beauty by day or night. 

This group of buildings, namely, the administration, the machinery, the 
manufactories, the mining,and the electric, are to form a whole in design 
thev are intended as a mass to be impressive, as a plan most convenient, and 
as structures to be very substantial. The materials entering into their compo- 
sition will be largely iron and masonry of brick and stone, though a free use | 
will be made of terra cotta, wood, and other materials. 


HORTICULTURAL EXHIBIT. 


Without destroying the improved part on the north, the horticultural exhibit 
is to be placed there upon the open meadow. The building will be largely of 
iron and glass, and furnished with a plant for purposes of heatingand ventilat- 
ing. Thelarge open green in front of the building wiil be used for the out-of 
door horticultural exhibits. Among the trees near this location, and placed in 
a way to preserve them, will be a few small, finely designed houses, either for 
the States or of some archological interest. 

An imposing entrance arch and administration station is to be placed on the 
Midway Plaisance, that may be permanent, and is therefore to be of lasting ma- 
terials. 

AGRICULTURAL AND LIVE-STOCK EXHIBITS 


The agricultural and live-stock exhibits will be located in the southwestern 
portion of the park, where the land is comparatively high and wel! protected 
Foragriculture, which includes food products, agricultural implements and ma- 
chinery, a main building is to be erected, in size and arrangement adapted to 
every need of this great department, and having an independent heating plant. 
There is also a separate department for forestry and forest products. 

For live stock, the buildings are to be adapted to the needs as shall be ex- 
pressed by those having this department in charge. In general there will be 
housing for stock and their attendants cnd hospitals for the animals. There 
will be grand stands and display wings, and other buildings to meet all proper 
requirements. These buildings are to be temporary, but will be carefully de- 
signed with due regard to beauty and general effect. . 

Realizing the importance of the agricultural and live-stock exhibits, it is the 
intention of the designers to make these departments interesting in plan and 
appearance by all the arts at their command. A proposition to set apart $200,- 
000 for cash premiums for the live-stock exhibits is being considered, and favor- 
able action on itis expected. 





ART EXHIBIT, 


It isthe intention to locate on the Lake Front Park, near the heart of the 
city, the buildings required for Department K, embracing fine arts, pictorial 
plastic, and decorative, and aiso a portion of Department L. 

Ample station facilities will be provided for the crowds who will make this 
ground a starting place for their visits to Jackson Park. 
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INFORMATION FOR EXHIBIT 
Copies of the classification. in pamphlet form, rules and regulatic 1 
applications to exhibitors, and all other n y 
formation which may be desired, and which is not contained in this pamplhile 
will be furnished on application to Hon. George R. Davis, directo 
World's Columbian Exposition, Chicago, Ill., United States America 


OFFICERS OF THE WORLDS COLUMBIAN ¢ 

Thos. W. Palmer, Michigan, pr 
vice president M.H. De Young 
Penn, Louisiana, third vice preside: 
president; Alexander B. Andrews h 
f. Dickinson, Texas, secretary; JamesA 
»xecutive committee; A.B. Hurt, Tennessee, ass 


c 
tive committee, 











OFFICERS OF TH WORI Ol MBIAN EXPOSITIO 


Locai board: Lyman J. Gage, president: Thomas B. Bryan, first vice pre 
dent; Potter Palmer, second vice president; A. F. Seeber 
jamin Butterworth, secretary. 

Executive committee: Lyman J. Gage, Potter Palme Ferd. W I wm 
win Walker, W.T. Baker, M. M. Kirlzman, Thomas B. Bryan, De Witt C. Crevier 
Erskine M. Phelps, William E. Strong, Charles L. Hutchinson, Ott 
Rk. C. Clowry. 


George R. Davis, director general: Moses P. H ‘ f de 
ityand promotion; W.I. Buchanan, chief p 1e! 


Hirst, Florida, secretary, installa 


In the selection of a location for the ¢ 
the United States en I 
experienced when considering 
far ahead of other 
exposition carries with it the 
shall be the national capital. ndon, Pa 
European capitals have been acknowledged to p 
toan international exhibition whenever the 
cided to hold such a celebration. 
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sisted of three families, occupy 

United States, having a populatic 














< t s of tl vorld rhe three logcabins mentioned 
j ( ; t xty years ag vel lied into a city possess- 


























i sti tag ir r frontag nearly 50 miles, and 
‘ enturya 3 ar ! lthy swanip, the Chicago of to-day 
I é | il sa ry: i, its average rate of mortality, 17.49 per 
aril i rably w ‘ r of poy tion of eq | dimensi ms 
t Cl Wi are leemed of suf- 
itot lig t I tcomprises upwards 
< its ri i ~ lw years agothe city was 
ae r ure in i no i hist a conflagration which 
de y thousand g suit in a loss $200,000, 000, 
trace 1 sint ty of to-day 

t of ©) wo are | lings of a magnitude such as; 

a whe S twelve, sixteen, and even twer 
f t es ated that upwards of 20,000 people, 

I it ~ iG | ilat ] ut the beginning of the century, hay 
} ierself has apparentiy aided the exertions 
of ma t f fifty years ago into a magnificent metrop 
2) s 

I ‘ t ratu f 1 May 1 to November 39 being 59.6 Fah- 
r gt past x irs, varied between 39.9 in November to 75.5 in 
J ] é i favor health statistics Chicago is largely in- 
d to its riva l park and boulevard system rhe parks proper inciude 

‘ ‘ ( eres rhe ilevards offer an almost unbroken drive- 
‘ i ul por of t y upwards of 30 miles long, varying 
} I N 
E TRA 

i century » the arrival of such a squadron as Columbus commanded 
four hundred years ago would have been an event of importance in Chicago, 
which to-day is the second port in the United States in respect to tonnage and 
the first in number of vessels arriving and clearing. Upwards of 25,000 vessels, 
with a tonnage of nearly 9,000,000 tons, arrive and clear each year. ; 

In every branch of industry the progress of Chicago has been phenomenal to 
su in extent that the city its will constitute one of the most remarkable 
ex [rt ‘ c 

A PHENOMENAL INDUSTRY 

The single r shop which represented the meat industry of early Chi- 

¥ has give s:toan industry which annually receives upwards of 10,- 
000,000 head of live stock valued at $200,000,000, and ships upwards of 1,000,000,000 
po s of dressed meats, besides 1,000,000 cases of canned meat and barrels of 
} The human family further looks to Chicago as the food dispensary for 
an annual supply of nearly 100,000,000 bushels of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and 
bark in addition to nearly 2,000,000 barrels of flour. 

CHICAGO AS A RAILWAY CENTER, 

For the clearance of this volume of traffic, in addition to the water facilities, 
there are twenty-seven railways terminating in Chicago. They reach from 
Chicago to the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, Lake Superior and the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, and all the great cities of the United States and Canada, as well as the bor- 


ders of Manitoba and Mexico. These lines vary in length from X to7, 


00 miles, 


rhere a < union depotsin the city, handsome and commodious structures, 
besides two depots used exclusively by the lines which own them. 

\ passenger may enter at Chicago a luxuriously furnished sleeping car, and 
without leaving it, reach all of the principal seaboard cities of the United States, 
as well as railway lines leading into Canada on the north and Mexico on the 
south N I ir 


1 Nine hur i and two exclusively passenger trains arrive and depart 
at Chicago each day, of which 248 arethrough or express trains, the remainder, 
suburban and accommodation trains. It is estimated that fully 175,000 people 


arrive and depart each day at ¢ 





licago 





In the way of warehouses and trackage the railroad facilities are so great 
that even the tremendous pressure brought about by a World's Fair will hardly 
be oked upon asa strain, Several belt lines encircle the city, affording con- 
n ion and transportation facilities with every entering railroad, thus giving 
direct connection between depots located at a distance from each other. 

Add to this modern convenience the fact that the actual yard facilities for the 
storage of freight, pending its delivery, are already in excess of local require- 


ments, large as they are, and the fact thatin nearly every case they can be in- 








reased if necessary, the resultisa combination of freight facilities practically 

periect 
HOTEL ACCOMM ATIONS, 

| r and visitor who will have occasion to test Chicago’s accom- 
modation the matter of hospitality it may be mentioned that there are up- 
wa < een hundred hotels in the city, with an average capacity for 
he : e hundred guests each. In several of the larger hotels upwards of 
one thousand people have been entertained, and in the matter of hotel build- 
ing there are several new structures in process of completion, which will make 
the hotel a nmodations of the city at the date of the exposition equal to two 
] li 1. In addition tot hotels proper there are upwards of five 
t sand r houses and about half that number of tenement 
flats where in be provided with sleeping accommodations. Con- 

ervative figt the estimate of Chicago's capacity as furnishing accom- 
! ’ fe 1 thousand strangers 
YRANSPORTATION FACILITI 
rrtation of s enormous crowd isamply providedfor. Asys- 
te ‘ ind horse-power street cars and suburban railway trains traverses 
the city in every direction, the daily capacity of which is nearly 3,000,000 pas- 
Rel rs. In addition the city will shortly be enriched by at Jeast two elevated 
rai id sys 8, which t throng of street traffic has rendered imperative. 
CITY GOVERNMENT. 

The government of this vast community is intrusted to a mayor and city 
council, under whose jurisdiction the administration of the city is conducted in 
a manner that compares favorably with that of anycity of its magnitude. The 
police force includes 1,036 men, a number which would be inadequate for the | 


proper government of such a metropolis were it not for the admirable system 
of telegraph stations dotted over the city at distances a quarter of a mile apart, 
and the police patrol wagons, which stand in readiness day and night to be sum- 
moned to the scene of a disturbance at a moment's notice. 


FIRE DEPARTMENT, 
Admirable as the police system is, the fire department of the city is still more 
worthy of commendation rhe great fire of 1871 taught a severe lesson to the 


citizens of Chicago, and the result is a fire department unequaled in any city in 
the world It includes 56 steam fire engines, 12 chemical engines, 21 hook and 
ladder trucks, 3 fire boats, | standpipe and water tower, 380 horses, and 800 
men. On the oceasion of distinguished visitors being the guests of the city au- 
thorities it is one of the sights of the city to demonstrate the effectiveness of 
the fire department. The fire-alarm telegraph system places the means at the 
disposal of any citizen to summon half a dozen fire engines to any pointin the 
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1 an ineredibly short space of ti 
which the department acts in ar 


The ease and marvelous rapi 
iwswer to asummons has elicited the 
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| ration of all who have witnessed it. 

! WATI SUPPLY 

In the matter of water supply Chicago is exceptionally well provided. Lying 
on the shore of Lake Michigan, the city is never without an abundance 

| water. At distances from 2 to 4 miles from the shore are inlets to subter 
nean water tunnels, yielding a daily supply of 150,000,000 gallons Addi 

| tunnels are now in course of construction and will be completed before tl 
ope g of the exposition lo preserve the waters of Lake Michigan f 

| contamination by city sewage a system of drainage has been adopted, whe: 

} the course of the Chicago River, the present outlet for the sewers, has been r« 
versed, and, instead of « mptying into Lake Michigan, the river is pumped « 
I other channels inland, thence through the Lilinois River to the Mississipy 

| POST OFFICI 

| I Ch furnishes statistics which perhaps show the metr 

| po ar r of the city better than any other data which may be quoted 

| Thusi ppears that duri a single year over 500,000.0 ) mail packages | S8¢ 

| throu the office, in addition to 27,000 tons of mail matter transferred from 

| incomi o outgoing trains. The present post-o Iding, which was erected 
twenty years ago at a cost of about 34,000,000, has already been found inade 

| quate to the wants of the Departn it, and an agitation 1s now in progress to 
rebuild it on a scale that will make Chicago post office exceed in cubic 
measurement even the great mail-distributing center at St. Martin's, London 

In addition to receivingand dispatching local r il, the post office at Chicago 








headquarters for the sixth division railway mail service, which emp 
railway clerks in the distribution of mails on cars throughout Illinois, lowa 
ska, and Wyoming. The inspector in charge at the Chicago post office 
has under his jurisdict 10,000 postmasters and their employés, dispersed 
through the States of Illinois, lowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, and th 

Dakotas. 








ion 





THE PRESS OF CHICAGO, 

There are 531 newspapers published in Chicago, and the extent of their ci: 
culation may be gauged from the statement that 20,000,000 pounds of serial mat- 
ter finds its way through the Chicago post office annually. 

It would be possible to multiply statistics upon statistics showing the wis 
dom of Congress in selecting Chicago as the seat of the Columbian Exposition. 
As, for example, that there are nearly 500 churches, with an average weekly 
attendance of 120,000; 25 theaters, with a seating capacity for 35,000; 120 public 
schools, But to recount statistics of a city which yearly adds nearly 50 
miles to its buildings would be a futile labor, and, moreover, their present 
showing would be comparatively inaccurate at the date of the Columbian Ex- 
position of 1893, 








ete. 


PREPARATIONS FOR THE EXPOSITION. 

The preparations which Chicago has made for the forthcoming exposition 
give promise of this celebration being equal to any which the world has see: 
Under the terms of the act of Congress providing for the exposition, at least 
$10,000,000 had to be raised before the President of the United States could issue 
his proclamation inviting the world to participate in the enterprise. Of this 
sum the people of Chicago have authorized the municipal government to raise 
$5,000,000, pledging the city’s credit for such amount, and the remaining $5,000,- 
000 has been forthcoming by public subscription to the stock of th il cor- 
poration. 

Of the latter organization it may be said that it fairly representsthe people of 
the Western metropolis, its list of 30,000 shareholders including representatives 
of every condition of society, trade, and profession. The original amount in 
tended to be raised, namely, $5,000,000, has already been more than subscribed 
and the directors of the association have every confidence that an additional 
capital of $5,000,000 will be forthcoming, thus giving the exposition a fund of 
$15,000,000, in addition to the $1,500,000 appropriated for the Government ex 
hibit 


Mr. CANNON. 
graphs. 
The Clerk reac 






loc 


ru- 


Let the Clerk proceed with the reading of the pat 


as follows 


For contingent expenses of the World's Congress auxi 
Columbian Exposition, $2,500, 


Mr. CANDLI f Massachusetts. 

Strike out from line 16, on page 39, to line 2, on 
40, to line 2, on page 4l (all lines included). 

After line 15, on page 39, insert 

‘* For the expenses of the World’s Columbian Commission and Board of Ladys 
Managers, $40,000: Provided, That all expenditure made from this appropria 
tion shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury on it« 
ized accounts and vouchers as now provided by law, and the Secretary of t! 
Treasury in the exercise of the authority of approval hereby conferred upon 
him is directed not to approve the payment of any expense attendant upon a 
meeting of the World’s Columbian Commission or of the Board of Lady Ma: 
agers, except such meetings as may be called at the time of the dedication and 
opening of the World's Fairas provided for in section 9 of said act ; nor toapprov: 
the payment of any expense attendant upon a meeting of the executive con 
mittee of the World's Columbian Commission, as created by article 5 of the by 
laws of said commission, nor upon a meeting of the executive committee of the 
Board of Lady Managers, except such meetings as may be held not oftener thar 
once in six months; nor to approve the payment of any salary to any officer o 
the World’s Columbian Commission out of any money which has been or may 
be available for such purpose, other than an annual salary not in excess of $5,000 
to the president, $4,000 to the vice chairman of the executive committee, and 
$3,000 to the secretary ; nor to approve the payment of any salary to any office: 
of the Board of Lady Managers out of any money which has been or may hx 
available for such purpose other than an annual salary not in excess of $5,000 
to the president and $3,000 to the secretary.”’ 


Mr. MASON. I make the point of order that it changes existing law 
and is not a proper part of an appropriation bill. Ido not care todis 
cuss the question now, but ask that it may be considered as pending. 

Mr. CANNON. Pending the point of order, Mr. Chairman, I be- 
lieve, as it is pension night, I shall move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 


consideration the sundry civil appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


iary of the Wor 


Ro I offer the following amendment 


page 4 





),and from line 7, on pagé 
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‘ BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER, NEAR COUNCIL BLI s A, 
: AND OMAHA, NE - 
‘ 
Mr. MASON Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a ife r 
. wi 1 is privile ! 
The Clerk read as follow 
A 1(H.1 ] 1u r ~ ‘ tra \ 
m< r, Wagon, and | trian | \ S 
Bluffs, I 1 
Tl rep ort ym t ol « L1ieren Was I i l w 
T ) { lisac é r “ ‘ l “ 
the i ‘ ie = \ it ‘ 
tion of a railway, stre« Lilwa motor, wago ul pede : ig . 
N i vel e Blu lowa id 1a, N a 
fu f < fe hav y {tor id 
1 I pect Houses asf \ 
i t House 1 : from its d t 4 ‘ 
at« lag tot ur 
WM. E. MASO 
1 H. SWI ‘ . 
G. G. VES 
PHILETI V\ 
WW, D. WASH 
( 
. . t ‘ 
Th ite nt of the Hous . 
rhe« t ‘ rence r 
vw relat » the details of th 
R str lin all resy 1 
tions i supers ire of sufi f 
rail trains of Maximum welg XT ew) SW T 
M bot \ MY I t 
( fe ‘ the tf of e Hor 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report of | SDI Bhi 
the committee of conference. Bata : 
‘he question was put, and the report was adopted ” . . 
OPENING OF THE CHEROKEE STRIP TO SETTLEMENT M 
Mr. MANSUR, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed A be 
in the Recorp the following resolution, adopted by a convention « ow 10 I SUNT O OC : : 
: - ' ne . “tS ’ } for the « Vey . th ' ot ' 
citizens of Kansas and of Oklahoma Territory, held at Arkansas City eld , F ; 
* ¥ ° ‘ t r T ‘ 
Kans., on January 29, 1891, asking legislation by Congress to open the | ' { 
lands of the Cherokee Strip to settlement; which was referred to t 
Committee on the Territories 
Whereas the lands commonly known asthe Cherokee Outlet, lying i EV] ) 
diately south of the State of Kansas, comprising over 6,000,000 acres of un 
pied land, are needed by the people of the United States for American ho s [he recess having 
ana — , - Mol W e : 
Whereas said lands are no longer used by the Cherokee Na a 
, r 1} ‘ tir ‘ } ¢ » SPRA ; 
let it have been abandoned,and by treaty stipula ns ha 1 € t ti 
use of the United States: and rules, for the purp 
Whereas these lands have been illegally leased, and never o ; . . 
proved for several vears to gigantic, n ntaxpaying synd ate at | ‘ 
by the Che <ee Nation, thus destroying the home industry cattle rais y AT. WO ry We ‘ ‘ i 4 
the taxpaying farmers of the Western States; and = } ; a di ae : 
Whereas the United States has exercised unqualified ow rship over s en sider pension | 3 the | te ( lat ( itt 
Outlet by foreibly ejectis by eaus of United States troops, a tru Whole 
cluding Cherokee citizens holding underleases from the Che o . 
and wi 
Whereas thousands of homeless people of every State, andt 3 < ! 
less old soldiers who saved this country for free homes, need these lands [ } 
the Cherokees are now asking the Government to protect them inlaw 
holding, and which they have long since forfeited to the United States 
Whereas the Territory of Oklahoma is situated in the center of t : ? ' ' r 
Territory, surrounded on all sides by nonprogressive Indians, thus : rat, } 1 3 yn tf ( ) } | 
its material advancement in wealth and power, when the immediate ope 1 





of the Outlet would add to its territory and start the commonwealth of O hate ’ . . 
homa on the highway to lasting prosperity and fit it for state! 

Whereas it is the unquestioned and acknowledged policy of t! 
to bring the Indian in contact with American thrift and energy, t 
his civilization by causing him to see the good effects of land 
yet large and unoccupied tracts of land will forever bar this b mt} . Anat t 4 
and thor i i ito p 


















































Whereas, the United States Government having ted: S . 
of public land to railroads and other corpo ‘ rands tl 
remnant of land should be given to actual s¢ t LA 
Whereas, the Amcrican Congress having appropriated millions of dollars t ' .aG 20) a 
prove the deep harbors of the Gulf, the withholding of this ‘ ! ( t I 
public land from civilized and white settlement will tract lar f ur 
benefits of said appropriations: Therefore, yer y 
; B res i, l. That we heartily indorse the Mansur bil } 
4 Ii, That we request the Kansas and Oklahoma delegation and our frie ( rT Ringgold 1 at t 
= Congress to make a determined fight and use every honorable effort t ] ‘ Ans isa 
this Outlet opened ut ster g r with ra i el, | \ 
III. That unless the Cherokee Nation immediately accepts the offer of the I “ ‘ | < ] t 
% commissioners appointed under the act of March 2, 1889, or that ¢ rress f M1 1, 1864, w i 
: to pass the Mansur bill, or a similar one, then we call upon the President of t I i widow,six A 
x United States, if it be found that it can be done legally, to proclaim the Outlet 3 tely wit \ means o t 
om open to settlement, and thus relieve the distress of thousands of homes« - 3 now id t al 
a who are camped upon the borders, and if permitted to enter now would b« . has two ighters ‘ 
x to make a crop this year. ute h 4 ted 
eh 1V. That we protest against an organized raid upon said land, and call u; j has als i \ 
ix all law-abiding people, now waiting upon the borders, to not forfeit their hom« sughte She has r L t 
stead rights by joining an unlawful organization to take possession of t 1 
lands. ( Ringgold was a § t} : 
‘ V. That it is the sense of this mass meeting that the immediate passage of the | « vas stationed at S I ( 
ay Mansur or Perkins bill will, by connecting us through civilization in the Tert t stationed at this plac ir pa 
ar tory to the Southern States, cement the bonds of friendship between the West s well known, th sala 
: and South and turn commerce to its proper channel upon the Southern seacoast. | t ivored the secession of t } y 
VI. That we earnestly urge Congress to ratify and confirm the agreements | knowledge and under the advices ( to s 
made with the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, the Absentee Shawnee | Sudd nly General Johnston was | ‘ 
Indians, the Sac and Fox Indians, the Iowa Indians, and the Cheyenne and | appointed in his place, and the eftortsto secure the s ss 
Arapaho Indians, in Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations f ’ 


R 7 I for | thwarted, and that State and perhaps Oregon were savé 
carrying the same into effect, and for other purposes 


’ ; ‘ ; his was before the days of telegraphs and railro 
VII. That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the secretary of this | The part that Colonel Ring i had : ng tl 
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appear in the accompanying letter from General W. C. Kibbe, then and for sev- 
eral years thereafter adjutant general of that State 
‘*Wasuincron, D. C., September 26, 1899. 
Dian MADAM: I have great pleasure in stating to you, in connection 

‘ 1 your request that I see the Hon. Mr. SAWYER, of New York, that there is | 
amatter of unwritten history which may avail you in the legislation you are 
seeking from Co ress 

itis this, namely: Early in 1861—say, about the 29th of March—while adju- 
tant general of California, being on business for my State, I received a joint 
letter from two very dear and loyal friends in San Francisco stating that plans 
were on footand nearing completion for the secession of Californiafrom the 
Union, in which Oregon would join, giving me full particulars of the same and 
stating that the writers, being of Southern birth, had been approached with 


impunity, the plotters not dreaming but that a simple request was all that 
would be required to enlist my friends in this bold and promising scheme. 
to their great disgust and disappointment, one of them replied: ‘ I was edu- 
cated by the Government, and nurtured and protected under the old flag, which 
i have sworn to defend under any andall circumstances, and you must not now 
ask me to lift a hand against it, for this Ishall never do.’ The other responded 
in a mauoner to almost dismay these piotters 

Presuming now that you are getting anxious to know the names of my old 
and loyal friends referred to, l will givethem to you as follows 
“ The first named was Maj. George Ringgold, United States Army, and the 
ond, Gen. Charles Doane, major general of the militia of California. This let- 
ter | immediately took to the Secretary of War (Cameron), who, properly im- 
pressed with its importance, immediately ushered me with the letter into the 
presence of President Lincoln, to whom I read the letter, and the following con- 
versation rapidly ensued between us. Thus, Mr. Lincoln to me: ‘General,do 

such for nt these gentlemen make?’ ‘I do most emphati- 

cally; [know them intimately; they are both reliable and chivalrous “ the salt 
of the earth 

lo Secretary Cameron: ‘General, who is there near at hand whom we can 
trust to send out to California? Sumneris in New York, can we send him? 
we can not have none trusted. Telegraph Sumner to report 
he prrow.’ Lit ‘General, when does the next steamer sail?’ 
‘Day after ws Sumner did report, and did sail on the following 
Wednesday under sealed orders ‘ to be opened as soon as you enter the Golden 





you v« the statem<¢ 


we who can be 


re to-n oln to me 


to-morr 


mn 
irrived ¢ 


Gate,’ and when he ind was entering the Golden Gate he opened these 
orders and read: ‘Land at the first wharf and proceed with all haste to the 
headquarters of the Army and assume command of the Pacific Department 





ited States Army, and relieving Col. A. Sidney Johnston.’ Sumner landed 
he Presidio and was in command before the steamer reached her wharf at 
the foot of Clay street 

Now, this noble deed of George H. Ringgold, colonel in the Army, your 
husband, saved the secession of the Pacific States with all that that implied and 





which no man can compute, and I only wish the committee having your peti- 
tion in charge would summon me before them that I might render homage to 
one who was true assteel and ready to make every and all sacrifice to duty and 
right 
lam, sincerely and truly, dear madam, your friend, 
“W. C. KIBBE, 
Mrs. Mary C, RINGGoup,’ 

Colonel Ringgold had a brother, Major Ringgold, killed at the battle of Palo 

Alto, and another brother served with distinguished bravery in the naval serv- 


ice during the civil war. A similar bill was introduced into the Senate and 
was favorably reported in 1886. The reportinthat case is hereto annexed, with 
several letters from his army friends testifying tothe value ofhis military serv- 
ices attached 

Your committee believe that it is but just that the venerable widow of this 
meritorious officer, in her old age and in her dependent condition, should re- 
ceive the increase of pension proposed to be given by this bill, especially in view 
of the peculiarly valuable services rendered by her late husband, and they woul? 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass, amended by striking out the word 
“mother” in the title and inserting the word “‘ widow,” and by striking out the 
word “‘mother” in the fourth line of the bill and inserting the word “ widow.” 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Condy Ringgold, widow 

of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy paymaster general, 

United States Army 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America ress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase to $0 per month the pension of 
Mrs. Mary Condy Ringgold, widow of the late George H. Ringgold, lieutenant 
coloneland deputy paymaster general, United States Army, who died in San 
Franc April 4, 1864 


in Con 


isco, Cal.,. 


Senate Report No. 3501, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.516) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs, Mary C. Ringgold, have examined the same and 
report 


Che claimant is the widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel of 


the United States Army (certificate No. 59798), The following certificates and 
petition ofthe widow will show the character of lis services: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D, C., Decenber 17, 1884 

I had not the pleasure of a personal acquaintance with the late Lieut. Col 
George H. Ringgold, deputy paymaster general. He was a graduate at West 
< and served in the line of the Army for over three years; was appointed 
an additional paymaster in 18i6,and in the regular service July 21, 1817, and was 





promoted deputy paymaster general with the rank of lieutenant colonel onthe 
2sth May, 1862, and was chief paymaster Department of the Pacific from 1861 to 
April 4, 1864, the day of his death 
Lieutenant Colonel Ringgold had the reputation of an accomplished gentle- 
man and faithful public officer 
WM. B. ROCHESTER, 
Paymaster General, United States Army. 
I heartily concur in the above . 
8S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier General, Chief of Ordnance. 

I knew Colonel Ringgold for many years. He was a faithful officer and a 
worthy gentleman. Great sympathy is due his family for their own sakes as 
well as for his valuable services to the United States. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Brigadier General, United States Army, Retired. 


To whom if may conce 


It was my good fortune to know the late lamented Lieut. Col. George H. 
Ringgold, paymaster United States Army, for some years before his death, and 
on the California coast, He was an accomplished gentleman and a thorough 
man, 


Sut, | 


If | 
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He was in San Francisco at the beginning of the late rebellion, and as a 
Marylander opposed secession in its entirety and in the particular. What with 
speeches and open activity he did much to dishearten the organization of the 
Knights of the Golden Circle, and in all this secured to himself much enmity 
from State’s people and other Southern people with whom he had before bee 
on terms of local as well as social brotherhood. 

Ife had a large family, entertained hospitably, and died during the war, lea 
ing nothing to them but his good name. 

Of one of the best old families of our country they have left their lives ar 
name written on our battlefields. Ringgold, of Palo Alto, Tex., was the colone! 
brother, while the Tilghmans, Keys, and Hayes were all his relatives. Th 
times have changed, and people who once could have come forward to t! 
help of the family have passed away, and its support depends now on the ef 
forts of his wife. 

A grateful country could not act in a more worthy place than here in helpi: 
her to keep together a body of delicate and dependent children of him who was 
so true to his flag, when appeals like a litany were being made to every South- 
ern gentleman, 

JNO. HAMILTON, 
Colonel, Fifth Artillery, 

Given at Fort Hamilton, N. Y., December 15, 1584 

Colonel Ringgold was an accomplished gentleman and served his countr 
faithfully and well. 

R. C. DRUM, 
Adjutant General, U. 8. Army. 
WASHINGTON, December 17, 1884. 


Your petitioner, Mary C. Ringgold, whose post-office address is Washingto: 
in the county of Washington and District of Columbia, respectfully represen 
that she is a pensioner under certificate No. 59798, at the rate of $30 per mont 
as the widow of the late Lieut. Col. George H. Ringgold, deputy paymaste: 
general, United States Army. 

Referring to the many cases wherein additional pension has been granted |! 
Congress, none of them more meritorious than hers, she respectfully prays fo 
the passage of a special act increasing her pension to $50 per month. 

lhe services of Colonel Ringgold were especially valuable to the Gover 
ment, and, as the expenses of living consumed all his pay, at his death his fa: 
ily was left destitute, and your petitioner has ever since been compelled to p: 
vide for herself and four children. She is now in declining years, and her tw 
sons, whom she had hoped would be able to assist her, having both died, s! 
finds herself compelled to ask that an increase of pension, which many hay 
received for far less service, may be generously given for the brief period tl 
remains, 

She would also remind you that she belongstoa family whose mem)ers ha. 
all been faithful servants of the Government, and who have all passed awa 
She is the great grandchild of the renowned hero of Cowpens and Eutaw, and 
her family wealth was freely given during the Revolution to insure American 
success, 

She asks attention to the papers accompanying this petition, and respectful! 
prays that the needed relief may be granted. 

It appears that Mrs. Ringgold was left in destitute circumstances at her hu 
band’s death, with four young children to provide for. Her sons have died, 
andalso a stepson, leaving her without any male relatives, but with an invalid 
sister and daughter to support, entirely dependent upon her. She is near 
sixty years of age and in poor health. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment 
follows: Strike out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and insert the word *‘forty’ 
lieu thereof, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
September 19, 1890 
I cheerfully concur in the indorsement of General Rochester of December 17 
18-4, relating to the service and reputation of the late Lieutenant Colonel! Ring 
gold 
WM. SMITH, 
Paymaster General, United States Arm 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 22, 1890 

Dear MADAM: I have read Senate report 301, Forty-ninth Congress, first s« 
sion, concerning the services of your late husband, Lieut. Col. George H. Kin; 
gold. 

I regret that I am unable to reproduce in detail the facts which came to n 
knowledge in the course of my correspondence with him and his friends ar 
brother officers; but I remember they showed that his character and services 
were held in high esteem for very substantial reasons, and that his servi: 
were especially valuable on the Pacific coast at a time when the interests of t 
Government required such fidelity and intelligence as he displayed. 

Sympathizing with you in the struggle you have had since his death and 
the losses of your children and stepson, I sincerely hope Congress will incre 
your pension to $0 per month, as you desire. 

Very truly, yours, 
W. 


S, ROSECRANS 


Mrs. Mary C. RINGGOLD, 


Washington, D. C. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to iner« 
the pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, widow of George H. Ringgo 
late lieutenant colonel and deputy paymaster general, United Stat 
Army.”’ 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, what is the amount provi 


aa 
: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
objection now. 


Fifty dollars. . 
I do not know but what itis too late to ma 


JOSEPH C. FOSNOT. 
The next bill considered on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 52 e 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fosnot. Ne 
The bill was read, as follows: , 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions an ba 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph C. Fosnot, late of Compa F 
A, Nineteenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


Pee, 








wy 
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: rorp) te ae follows: \ rco t s se, a 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows e eve 
, ifter the same sha \ ‘ vs 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred th 1(S, 32 a : fifth a andl Shame’ Sa ej 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph C, Fosnot, submit the fo ving re- | . ; ax inn naareiekears 
port: ; : - id ‘ 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate ¢ mittee on Se s 
Pensions, which is as follows : ine amendment recommended 5 ) littee Was T 1 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred t S. 3251) grant th 3 amended was ordered t yssed fo r 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph C, Fosnot, have examined the same, and eel Mia : } 
report : > aM yas «4 > ‘ 

‘ This is a bill to increase the pension of Joseph C. Fosnot from $17 to $40 per PET 
month. His disability was caused by a gunshot wound in left leg, which has ; : : 
gradually increased. The surgeon’s last certificate says this leg i I t lered on the vate t D ; s 
shorter than the right; thatitis shrunken; that there isan outward ora , g 1 to Peter mmel! 
the bones, causing a marked deformity, making motion d lt . co 1 follow 
constantly suffersgreat pain. The leg seems to be useless, ¢ . 2% - ‘ 
tated he would not be more helpless than he is now. : ; c That » Secretary of t Int t \ 

‘In the opinion of the committee his disability is equivalent to the loss of a | thor land dir it \ 1 the pens t sul ttot { 
leg and he ought to have rating to correspond with such loss his opinion is ons t ! 8 ime of P rz y 
justified by the reports of the examining surgeons, and the increase we i | in ¢ ipany H, T intr ind pay ‘ 
have been proper under the general laws. ; } rate of his present disa 

“The bill is reported with an amendment, striking out ’ n the eighth The re , vy Mr. Sawy : je 
line and inserting ‘thirty,’ and as amended it is reported favorably with a re« : : : 
ommendation that it do pass. I I ttee on Invalid | sio was ref lt 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask | gra a pension to eter « lerman, su t the follow repo! 
that it do pass. } rl ley have cs illy exa é pa sinth we, and they y be 

1" . ’ 7 | lieve that the facts in the case are corr y stated in the rep f - ut 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read | committee in this case, w sds: Macnashca ates : a hatte ae 
the third time, and passed. | hereof, and they therefore recommend that bill do 4 

| 
ALLEN J. MAKER. ENA 

m . ° 28 ; as «Saat » | rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the = 

The next bill considered on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. | pension to Peter Zimmerman, have examined the same, and report 
2741) to increase the pension of Allen J. Maker. his is a bill to place the name of Peter Zimmermanon the pension ro He 
1" P a serve Co ‘ hirty-first Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, and was h 
The bill was read, as follows: | served in Company H, y-first Ke ent nsi antry, and 

J | orably discharged Hie was pensione i r disease of eves, lirst a ‘ ( 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- | $6 q month. which was raised to #14, $24, and finally to $50 a month, | iw 








thorized and directed toincrease the pension of Allen J. Maker, late of Com- | , s were made that the disability for ich he was pensioned existed 
pany I, FourthMaine Infantry, from $24 to M0 per month, but this act shall not de- | fore enlistment,and payment of pension was suspended December R87 
prive the beneficiary of the right to apply for and have granted himanincrease | Then the ease was investigated by a s | examiner, and on his report his 
of peusion under the general laws relating thereto. | 

























name was dropped from the s 1 t i tha 3 ted 
The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: prior to service and that pension was obtained "So" aud = 
ceedings 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. Che soldier mad I le ( mis 
1274) granting a pension to Allen J. Maker, submit the following report | sioner was advers¢ sustained by the Assistant Secretary of 
Your committee having examined the testimony in this case find that Maker | the Interior. Special examinati have en had e case ithe effort to 
is suffering from a desperate wound received in line of duty as set forth in the | sustain the Depart been exte ind ) end 
records of surgery of the late war as follows: | of keeping this t \ 
‘Case 276.—Private Allen J. Maker, Company I, Fourth Maine, aged eight- The charge is made against } that fl lins degre 
een years, was wounded near Centreville, at the battle of Chantilly, Septem- | +; 1yopia’ prior to enlistment. Mvopia sshort-s edness,and however 
ber 1, 1862, and was taken to the regimental hospital, where Assistant Sure reon | defective he may have been in this respect he is prono ed sound after thre 
G. H. Martin, Fourth Maine, recorded his injury as a ‘gunshot wound of the | or four examinations by the army surg and wasa 
side and arm.’ | Forty-five good soldiers, neighbors of this man t i Co ss to re e 
The wounded man was conveyed toWashin;s —_ and entered Epiphany Hos- | pis pension They say in their petit i 
pital on September 2. Dr. N. P. Monroe states, without describing the wound He was examined by the UnitedStatess ¢ 3.4 te and 
of the arm, that ‘the ball passed through the left side between the ninth and | did all he could. He entirely lost the st f one ey 4 ‘ 
tenth ribs, fracturing the latter, and lodged between the transverse processes | blind in the other. The doctors now differ to t cause ses, and 
of the third and fourth lumbar vertebra a nee it was extracted, as I was in Pension Office has decided that his pens of $9} 
formed, on the previous day.’ Surgeon J. H. Brinton, United States Volun- granted, be discontinued We protest 
teers, saw the patient, and notes the entrance wound as in the eighth left inter- We say and we believe that the fact that vas aecepted by the sited 
costal space and the lodgment as between the apophyses of the second and | Gov. rnmentand sent to the mnt tod ‘ » with his nrad is fi 
third lumbar vertebrie and the ninth ribas fractured. The missile was placed | hodied man is conclusive upon the Government that Was a We rn i 
in the Museum by Dr. Brinton that if he came out of that fiery ordea ken al i . this 
“The missile is said to have lain subcutaneously, and assoonas a counter in- | pation ought in honor to pension him, and t strain every nerve and emy 
cision was made for its extraction fecal matter was discharged by this wound wents | y the lecion to seek to prove that the Door ple é i 
From the anterior opening a number of bone splinters were extracted. Aslight erms of disease when he enlisted. ; 
escape of fecal matter from this opening lasted for fourteen days. From the pre The committee agree with these soldiers id re rt thi Ww in amend 
ternatural anus in the loin a free discharge of feces persisted for nearly seven ent. adding after the word “infantry thes t ‘ l pay 
months. On September 5,a portion of sphacelated colon presented at the pos- | } m 4 pension at the rate of his present t . 
terior orifice, and was re moved with scissors by the ward su on. On Se}; er a aan led the bill is reported favorably. with a recommendation that 
tember 10, a piece of omentum, ‘12 inches long and 2 inches wi is said ae! oleae: ; ° 
to have been removed. Notwithstanding the free suppuration from the wound ; sis oi . } : . 
in the arm and hypochondrium, the general condition of the patient was en The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
couraging. He was sustained ipaucosishine diab. with porterand tonic med the third time, and passed. 
icines. 
** Late in October, Hospital Steward Stauch prepared, under Dr. Brinton’s su ORDER OF BUSINI 
ervision,an excellent water-color drawing of the subject. This is 1 pp ; : sna, +} nite . Fis 
ss the surgical series of drawings, A. M.M.,as No.15. A reduced copy of the Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Spe aker, I noti MM it quite a number of b 
drawing is presented in the accompanying woodcut (Fig.59). On November 1 m the Calendar have been passed over They are on page 69 ot 





‘ 
it is noted that the boy had a steady, hearty appetite and maintained tolerable | Calendar 


health, and that the dejections had taken place by the natural channel on t! | pe »y ‘ Te | ee ee 
day for the first time since the reception of the injury. The 20 pe ptt Mr. Mc( RI ARY. WER SRO AES Tae Snee ee es 
to goto hishome. On November 2], though stercoraceous matter still escaped been made by the gentleman from Kansas It seems we have | sed 
from the lumbar wound, the patient, at his own desire, was discharged from | over some bills that are on the Calendar. 
service by Surgeon James Bryan, United States Volunteers. The fecal fistula Mr. MORRILI Outta «1 Go. oe . f+} 
persisted until May, 1863, when the discharge from the wounds became sero- mr. pes Se ie vane & NUM S39 * ae —-~ ten ¢ : SS _ 
purulent. A month afterward both wounds healed up soundly, and the patient The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will recur to the b sug: 
we nt to his home in Belfast, Me. He was pensioned. vested by the gentleman as having been passed ove 

“On September 15, 1864, his condition w: is So satisfactory that his pension was = Mr. Mé RRIL I On vage 68 i of t ne 
reduced. He applied for an increase, and on August 27, 1870, Pension Examiner fr eae ener See sree eee Sees 
Charl\s N. Germaine, of Rockland, Me., made the following report in the case TheSPEAKER pro tempore. On page 53 there is a bill which has been 
‘A musket ball penetrated the lower thir 1 of the left arm, fracturing the hume- | passed over. the bill (H. R. 10503) granting an increase of pens t 
rus, as indicated by cicatrices and by irregularity of the surface of the bone “s : { 

Jeanie Brent Davenport 


Arm weakened thereby, so that itis with diffic ulty he can raise more than 
pounds. The natural dexterity of the arm is injured, and the hand weaken 
in its powerof grasping. Disability one-half. Secondly, there exists a large de 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. tegular order. 








pressed cicatrix on his left side, between the ninth and tenth ribs, where a mus- nS ae eee 
ket ball entered; another large (2 by 4 inches) calloused cicatrix between the The SPEAKER te The Clerk will report t t 
the third and fourth lumbar vertebra, where a ball was cut out 1 ‘ porns E 7 ; ae - 
‘In the wound of his side a false passage existed for three or four months bill on page 00. 
after receiving the wound, from which the excrements of his body escaped The Clerk read as follows 
The seat of the wound is now subject to periodical attacks of soreness and \ bill (H. BR. 4483) grant t » nto Mrs.S 
pain. By reason of injury to the spine his back is weak and his side is phe ee ee ee ee 
slightly paralyzed. If he attempts to perform manual labor his back becomes so Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl ot 
weak and lame that he can not stand erect; his side also becomes weak and | thorized and directed to increase the per of Mrs. § ey 
painful, producing general exhaustion. If he inclines forward his back be- | Kev. James O. Rayner, late chaplain , states Army gett ' 
comes painful and weak; his bowels are constipated, requiring the constant | t? 9 per month, to take effect from m aarer' ae ™ 
use of purgatives; he is reduced in general strength; loss of weight, 25 pounds Mr. CHEADLE. I would lik } r the report read ¢ 
For this disability I rate him one-half; for both disabilities, total.’”’ } 43 r ay hill 
He is pensioned at $24 per month, and his application for increase was re- | ©*P/4@Nauon of that bill. 
jected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the evidence did not show Phe SPEAKER pro tem » 4 e gentleman trom J] 
that he was incapacitated from “performing manual labor.” Dr. S.S. Stearns | please take the chair. as the 1 f ( nant of tl 
S K air. A t ipant ol 1© ¢ 
testifies by affidavit before this committee that in his opinion Maker “is una- , | : 14 
ble to perform any manual labor” and that “ his disability is equivalent to the | about this bill, he would be very glad to make a Sees a TEP 


loss of a leg and arm,”’ ' to it. 























































































































































M LI I object to its consideration unl a quorum is 
a . ’ Y ' . } } : 
\ I RILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed 
4 t on the Calendar. 
l If there be no objection, the bill wil 
cr it l on I { lendaz 
M er, I misunderstood what the Chair 
i l erstand the gentleman fr 
] 
I ntleman from Indiana will please 
t withdraw pa Gnpeious ¢ 
| } not withdrawn my objection, but 
, . 
j made about the cas se 
Chair said he would make a stat 
] ( r gentl in to the 
nt 
If there is no objection, the bill will 
y the Calendar 
pensi \ Private Calendar was the bill (H 
I for the reli M Agnes Findley Halsey, who served a 
nul t ler the name of Miss Agnes Findley 
| } I i ( 

} Secre the Interior ishereby authorized and 
ri t r t ens r s the name of Mrs, Agnes Findley Hal- 
« ri is A i i S n March 14, 1862, to April 30, 1865, for- 

‘ ‘ vy York State y of Troy, now of 105 F streat, N. W., Washington 
} Mr. TayLon, of Tennessee) is as follows: 
| ‘ n Invalid Ps is, to who was referred the bill (H. R 
‘ the re { rs. Agnes Findley Halsey,who served as nurse in the late 
‘ the name of Miss Agnes Findley, submit the following report 
| I posed bene iary, according to the report of the Surgeon General 
l 1 States A served as nurse in Columbian Colle General Hospital! 
Wa 4 rom March 14, 1862, to April 30,1865. During said service 
she was ‘ 1 to attend the sick and wounded at several fields of battle, in- 
‘ \ am, Gettysburgh, and Fredericksburgh. 
I I MILLER, « is House, makes the following statement 
v Mrs. Agnes Vindtey Halsey, an applicant for pension, fo1 
\ She 1 t sixty years of age, has no income; her husband is 
‘ Shic 4s NO sons t has two single dau ers, who also have no in 
‘ ! t it ‘ 1 fr i from day to day 
‘ rt years’ faith service and lependent condition surely entitle 
Mrs. H < > ume favorable « sideration as has been given so mat 
< 3 i { your committee return the accompa 
witht r ! ndation that lo pass, amended, however, by str 
t : words * sixty-five nlines vel nd adding thereafter the 
w 3 at the rate of Sic per month 
Ihe ’ ment recommended by the committee was agreed to 
Chel ended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
rrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY S. DAY 
Phe next pel n business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 12757 gay n to Mary 8. Day 
i » wa ead, as follo 
ha ™ iterior be 
1 ‘ 1 iry Ss, Davy, f 
I ! oO B 1 the pensio 
pe l after the } 
e report Mr. ¥ I is as follow 
[ ‘ Ir 1 Pensions, to which was ref 1 tl H. R 
Ly s lary S: Day, would respectfully report 
The « int was mart lto Jesse Day January 26, 184 He served in the lat 
war a lied t effects of wounds at Savannah January 2, 1865. Theap- 
w ! is |} vidow under certificate No, 54216 from January 
‘ 2,18 when she married one William D.Stancliffl Stancliff 
f to provide for her support, and after a few years deserted her 
‘ the claimant, on January 5, 1883, was duly divorced fro 
y decres the common pleas court of Cuyahoga County, 
( t test .) rat the claimant is advanced in years, 
ly pendent upon her own labor and the charity of her 
I ‘ Ww stablished case and of a meritorious class of claim 
egis ttee 1 1mend the passage of this bill 
ve engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
1 read the third time, and passed 
! pension business considered on the Private Calendar was 
1 (H.R 45) to place upon the pension roll the name of Eliza- 
bet Wolcott. 
Che bill was read, as follows 
Beit ted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Elizabeth Wok ott, formerly Elizabeth Stoddard, widow 
of Jonat Stoddard, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Wisconsin Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. SAwyrER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12645) to place upon the pension rolls the name of Elizabeth Wolcott, submit 
the following report 


Elizabeth Wolcott was the widow of Jonathan Stoddard, who served as pri- 
vat Company F, Thirty-fifth Wisconsin Volunteers, and died, two months 
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ice. She was 
1870, w 
soldier’s childre 
Sixteen years. 

no property or inco 
Her ageand accompany 
vide for her necessiti 
her on the } ~ 


> of chronic diarrhea contracted in said ser 
account of this soldier's death until December 4 
arried with one Edwin B, Wolcott, after which the 
nsioned until they respective obtained the age 
} rabeth Wolcott is again a widow 
any source, except that derived by her own labor. 
infirmities, however, gre limit her ability to 
y, and therefore cs Cons 


fter discharge 
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shea 
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r engrossed, 10 wi 
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ion to W.J andram, submit the following report | 
‘ Kentucky, ws 
avalry July 15, 1861 
the teenth 


ereoft mber 12 


iS AP] 
, and assi 
Reg 


sntucky ( 
regiment; afterwards he raised 
antry, and was elected colonel t 
gadier general Mar 
Chickasaw Bayou 

s, Black River Bridge, and the siege of 
d Brigade of the Tenth Divis Thirteenth Army Corps, comp ened of 
regimentsand the Chicago Mer« e Batter) Atthe siege of Jackson,ur 
General Sherman, and at the battle of Sabine Cross Roads, unde 
Re he commanded the Fourth Division of the Tl lirteenth Army Cor 
composed of twelve regiments and two batteries of artillery 

V hilst in the serv and in the ! Alexandria, L u Ap 

1864, he in urre d dysentery resulting in hemorrhoids, from which he h 

since continuously suffered, and by which he ught to be permanently 
abled. He is finan ially very poor, with five persons in his family deper 
upon him. Heis sixty-two years of a At the age of eighteen he en! 
and served in the First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, in the M« 
can war, serving one year, and was honorably discharged 

From all the facts in the possession of the c¢ tlee 1e milit 
services of Mr. Landram, the origin and e s disabilities, it is believ 
he should have more than the pension h« now receive under the gé¢ 
eral law. 

Therefore the 
than amend: 





Vine iment 


Dex 


Inf: 
yrevetted bri 
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ine of duty at 
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cerning tl 





vorted back with 
witl uting “J"’ for ‘‘I 
the last word the following: “In lieu of the he is now receivir 
Amend title so as to read, “A bill for the neral W. J. Landra 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to 
The bill asamended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and } 
JOEL A. HOLDREN. 

The next pension business considered on the Private Calendar 
the bill (H. R. 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Joel A. H: 
ren, of Huntington County, Indiana, as the blind and dependent brothe 
Benjamin F. Holdren, deceased, late a private of Company K, in the ! 


fourth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion 
him a pension atthe rate of $18 per month. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren, submit the following report 
That the applicant herein was born blind May 11, 1855; that his mother 
when he was a s! nall boy, and his father died also some years ago, leay 
affiant blind and without prope a except his clothing and a violin, with 
endeavored to earn a ing: that affiant had a brother, Benjam 
He yidre > who enlisted in Ce mp -— K,in the Eighty-fourth Regiment of 
diana Valeniaom in the war for the Union, in which service and by 
thereof he died on the 10th day of July, 1864, leaving no widow nor ch 
but leaving surviving him his father, since dead, and three brothers, of w 
applicant is one; that during said service said soldier contributed mater 
to the applicant's support by furnishing money to that end; that after : 
soldier's death the father drew the bounty and back pay due him, and ay 
part of said means to applicant’s support; that applicant has received no 
port from his other two brothers, has no home or family, and is not able to 
port himself, nor have his said brothers means so to do; and that these f 
oom shown by the records of the Treasury Department, by affiant’s own 1 
mony on file herein, and by the testimony of a number of applicant’s neig! ; 
in and around the town of Andrews, Ind., where applicant mostly stays 
“he committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended, 
by striking out line 9 the word “eighteen”’ and inserting th 
‘twelve.”’ * 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed t 
The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and } 
GEORGE W. WHITACRE: 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12! 
to increase the pension of George Whitacre, of Huntington, Ind 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au 
ized and required to increase the pension of George W. Ww hitacre, of the city 
Huntington, in the State of Indiana, late a private in Company F of the Fort 
seventh Regiment'of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and to j 
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ommendation that it 
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: him, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, a pension at N | tir large as are allowed under t reneral law, and I 
: month. 1 vught to have some explanat of the 1 vy 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows amendment offered by Mr. } f India read 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wl was referred the bill (H.R i 
12902) granting a pension to George W. Whitacre, sul tthe f wing report . , a 
rhis applicant has been draw a pension as follows, to w Since December 
6, 1864, at $3 per month ; e 18 a} I t ands e Mar , 
s, 1883, £21 per mont A hist v of the is shown vt vide et 
be as follows, to wit | A > f t | 
The applicant was a farmer, and on December 3,1861,at the age of about ‘ : 
ro ity years, he enliste land was mustered into theservice of the United States ne pied tS 
] 1 private in Ce Fo ty-seve l 
and was r 8 er 
rvice \I 
shows, to that whil l f duty with . a4 Ant 
i participating in the batt iil er } ipa t V-se\ th In 
in May 16, 1863, he was severely is he ’ T 
’ it t ti ed by the enemy, for v was treated ; 
th » hospitals at Mem, le ind St. 1 h 
th spital at Madis i 
he was treated f Sa ee 1, until he was transferred to Can ( | Mr. MARTI I } , 
tember 7, 1863, and transferred March 2, 1864, to the invalid « : : ‘ , : ca ; 
On January 11,18 the examining surgeon at Indiana ~ a ‘ 
i Whitacre is at present totally incapacitated for ¢ ' 
»s ar ul bor. * ° I y is¢ i r id ’ ; 
‘ * ¢ * Wounded npion Hill, Miss., in Ma i t 
‘ poster : ofthe x h belov ght nates,and p eed { 
rward, passed bel femur ¢ aped « > thigh M CERR. of Iowa I ta f 
assed through which entirely destroyed I 1 5 \Te MM 
w healed, but leg and lame, the foot istender, sensit t ; ; — sy 
cold and subject tonumbness, which produces greatincony ence rheus f la ided \ I edt 
the limb in walking occasions pain in the foot } ing el sed. it was accordingly read the third t 
On October 15, 1867, the examining surgeon reported ” . 
The shot passe: d throu the hip (right side) injuring the sciatic nervy GEORG \ IAYNI 
" vreat sensibility under certain conditi m the renderir tus f . é<en : 
less. The ball also passed through both test entire desti or « hé 1 on the | ute ( ( ial is t 
them and injuring the other, which is much atrophic d and will eventually 1 to remove the charge of desertion against Geores I; 
come useless, Erections are very imperfect my Ii} } = 
The claimant, in his affidavit, testi gunshot passed thr rh t she Dill was read, ¢ - 
testicles, on his original application. Pha $ et of ¥ ye, and he is! 
On September 9, 1873, the Fort Wayne, Ind., medical ! reported rected tor ‘ } 4 fd 4 t ¢ V.Ha 
**A musket ball carried away the testicles, with the exce yn of a small pa i} at ( I ( el ‘ v ‘ \ 
of the right testicle. The disability is permanent.’ I ry,and t s him an honorabl L t 
On September 7, 1875, the examining surgeon reported f the 4t} lctober, 186: 
‘Applicant is5 feet 10} inches in height, and weighs 265 pounds, 5 he re wt (1 Mr. SxInet 4 
ballentered at lower part of right nates near the insertions of the gluteal muscles a ks 
passed through the thigh and emerged at right of scrotum, carrying away th [ Cor ittee M iry Alfa ‘ ‘ red th IT. R. 94 
testicles. The dis: ility is permanent. Should be exempt from further ex to re ve t rere rt 4 Hi 
ination.”’ ered the same, W ! fully 
But on September 1, 1877, the same surgeon, Dr. B. S. Woodworth, of Fort I ted A S 5 i 
Wayne, Ind.,was caused to examine applicant again with same report of injury \ 
On June 20, 1883, the full Fort Wayne medical board reportapplicant’s weight $s st \ ’ 
at 290 pounds, and after describing passage of the ball throughthe thigh reafter « pa l,a ( ( 
[temerged on interior edge ofanterior surface just belowPoupart’s |! ‘ 3 4 i 
It then struck the s« rotum and destroyed both testicles Ther S ne pare Ar ) 3 i 
losis of the hip, but claimant walks lame, due to pain in muscles. Claima I l arg A 
can ot flex the foot upon the leg. The chief disability dep ends on the great er was bi i was } 
obesity, which we think is due to loss of testicles. In his present obese cx g 1 the soldier pple f 
tion he can not perform any manual labor ¥ r committee believe he s uld h the re f asked 
On May It, ol afterapplying for an increase, which was refused,the full Fort the sage of t l 
Wayne, Ind., sdical board, composed of different physicians ie ‘ I ort f i I 
vious board ated claimant's weight at 285 pounds, and th soldier, is submitted h for t t f lous 
‘The general embonpointof this claimant is abnormal in that i ssiy i : } 
supporting the popular idea that in subjects of castration, | f fu \ t ! - sed 
tio exe se of the testicles, the adipose tissue generally } s 
beneath the gluteal, femoral crease, le $ seen a< ha 
half long, being the point of entrance Lo it of exit } : 
part's ligament marked by a ci 1 long, adherent { 
which site the bal! passed dire or scrotum. One test » has 
tirely disappeared, by ciueniy an dows al dt he. ther is practical]; ‘ ‘ 
ing but a mere remnant remaining. ie is Virtually testicleless 7 . a ‘ ‘ 
Over ankles, popliteal spaces, both legs and thighs we observe , : am s ? ear aaah 
cose veins; legs are «edematous; rectum red, several white, war smal pet prc ' ( 1 
dylomatous tumors suspend therefrom that are probably fatty rhe scrotum | ; ae Seed is 
is about a fourth of its wonted or natural size.”’ ; ee nist ‘tnt p 
On June 11, 1890, on an application fi r increase r jected, the full Fort Way: ‘ I 
medical board, composed entirely of different physicians from those making = denen ‘ ' ‘ 
the report last herein quoted, report as follows, to wit: a oteatone WG thee ee ; 
“Weight 325 pounds. * * * A musket ballstruck posterior aspect of right a aa ae a 
thigh between upper and lower gluteal fold, passed coves , ‘ be . 
emerging anc 1 passing x directly through the right tes ‘ ae : oe , ‘12 H : 
and severely ir juring the left, sothat it bec aaeauiiees on Gite j 
cles absent. Venis atrophied so that now it is about te 1 os : 
year old boy. The feet and ankles are edematous a pit on rh. 
sure—outer aspect of both legs the surface veins at The hea ‘ 4 “5 
mply overworking. The organ is not large and strong enough to pum} ; 40 
into all of his ponderous body. : { . 
‘It isthe opinion of the be ard that his pres ont v i ichienss. I that 
and that if he were to exert himself toe rn a li > hes \ « F : 
J not live a weex. He certainly can n t ake aa a eo ; oa 
opinion, entitled to a second-grade r “ete Ca ae ce r : . 
It further appe are from the testimor hat th 1imant’s weight at « a 7 ; eae 
ment was 180 pounds; that he is married, but has never had any ch l es Tip ae, 7 aa 
that he is compelled to be at the baths at Mount Clemens, Micl : ee — ‘ . 7 See Ee 7 
about nine years last past he has been treated from two to four tin - ~ ne a : : no 
and in doing which heisatagreat expense, amounting to more than the } ‘ : : ‘ it 
he nowreceives. It also appears that the claimant is a sober man. - ‘ scien ; ; : 
From all the facts set out in the foregoing and considering the nati age’ ay “ab ae Pee 
claimant’s wou nd, hi s sufferings, his age, and his present physical condition, ne parr ies ahaa eg 
— presenting a very rare case, your committee feel that they ought to, and the 2 Ee a tl ; : : 7 : 
* do, recommend the passage of the bill, amended, — ever, in the title and in coe — see acd ame = * 
i the fourth line by inserting between the surname and Christian name 1 ee ad Cee ; ; 
initial ‘** W,’’ so as to make the bill one to pension “George W. Whitacre, ust . i on wae I : \ } 
stead of simply ‘‘George Whitacre,”’ and also by reducing the amount of th Eee be show! ae a oo , , 
bill from ‘‘one hundred” to “ fifty,” ; ‘ of the facts, including, 1 aoe : 
ve The following addit im was t i ) tted 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. ‘ cae Chee wan — : I, aged sixty-seven years, residing at J 
yar : q Ns : elac ) e ork, under date of January 30, 1888, swears 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to offer a further | known the claimant ever since the latter was a small boy: that h va 
4 amendment. | the claimant came home fr A or about October 1 2. ve 4 
y Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not heard any reports | 2 bis right shoulder—so lame that he was unable todo military duty fi 
: read this evening. Some of these bills provide for pensions four or five | ees: ine teeta aes aon, 
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Andrew Wagar, aged forty-seven years, a resident of Grafton, N. Y., under 
daic of I ruary 4, 18S8,swears that he has known the claimant for thirty-five 
years, and that when he came home about the Ist of October, 1862, claimant was 


iis Tr) 


ght shoulder that affiant thinks it would have been impossible 








n to havedone military duty; that the said disability kept growing worse 
up to 1865, when the claimant moved to Michigan. 

On May 11, 1 claimant’s attorneys were informed that the official record 
shows that this man deserted on or about October 4, 1862, at Chicago, IL, and 
that thereafter he did not rejoin his command, though it remained in service 
until June 5, 1865, nor report his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the 
proper United States military authorities; thatthe case is without merit, and 
the application for removal of the charge of desertion and for an honorable dis- | 
charge must be denied, 

On January 21,1890,the Department, in a letter to the Hon. B. M. CuTcHEon, 
M.C.,in which the soldier's official record was quoted, informed that gentleman 


that there is no record that the soldier incurred any disability while in service 
or that he wasin any way disabled when he left his command; thatin August, 
1486, application for an honorable discharge was made to this Department, the 








applicant claiming to have been prevented from completing his term of enlist- 
ment by reason of an injury received in service; but as the only corroborative 
testimony presented was that of two neighbors, it was decided that such testi- 
mony is insuflicient to warrant favorable action; that if, however, the testi- 
mony of former officers or comrades to the effect that he was injured in the line 
of duty, and that of his attending physician or other reliable parties that he was 
prevented from completing his term of enlistment by reason of suchinjury be 
presented the case wiil be further considered. 


he status of the case has not 
testimony 


Respectfully submitted. 


been changed by the introduction of additional 


F. C,. AINSWORTH, 
Ca} t nand Assistant Su geon, United States Army 
Phe SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Easr JORDAN, CHARLEVOIX COUNTY, MICHIGAN, January 8, 1890. 


A statement of George W, Hayner, who enlisted in Company F, One hundred 
and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers. Have forgotten the date of 
enlistment, but was some time in August, 1862. Was enlisted in Troy, N. Y 
was sent from Troy to Martinsburgh, Va.; was injured at Martinsburgh while 
felling timber for breastworks; was struck on right shoulder by a falling tree, 
which made my rightshoulder and arm so lame that I could not use it. 

rhis was the first part of September, 1862; stayed there a few days after I was 
hurt, then was ordered to go to Harper’s Ferry; that is, my regiment, together 
withthe rest of the command, was taken prisoners at Harper's Ferry about 

e middle of September, 1862, together with about eleven thousand; was im- 
mediately paroled by regiments and sent to Camp Instruction, Md.; stayed 
re a few days and were sent to Camp Douglass, Chicago. At first I did not 
think my shoulder was hurt «so bad, but it kept getting worse; I could not 
handle my gun with my right arm. I tried to get a furlough, but could not, 
and about the 4th of October went home to Troy, N. Y., expecting to return 
when exchanged or my arm got better; but my arm never got better, and when 
I had it examined it was found that my shoulder was broken. I had great pain 

t while the nerve perished; for six years I could not sleep without lying on 
y left side and holding my right arm; but after my shoulder perished and 
healed I did not have so much pain. It formed a pipe in the arm pit, and mat- 
ter discharged for nearly two years 

I havethe use of my arm from the elbow down, but issome smaller than the 
other; my shoulder is very small, and no use of the shoulder joint. I stayed 
in New York State the most of the time till the spring of 1865; then moved to 
Kalamazoo, and my home has been in Michiganeversince. I neverhave been 
able to perform the duties of a soldier since I got hurt at the time aforesaid, 
and Iwas inthe lineof duty atthetime. Theabove is atruestatement. My 
attending doctor, after [came home fromthe Army, was Dr. Barber, of Rensse- 
laer County, New York, but he is dead and I] can not get his statement; then 
when I came to Michigan I doctored with Dr. Cranmer, of Kalamazoo, and he 
isa so dead 


t 
Line 


GEORGE W. HAYNER. 
W itr 
L. C. MApIson 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of January, A. D. 1890 
SAMUEL McCALMON, 
Justice of the Peace 


ess 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Charlevoiz, ss: 


1, William E. Heasley, deputy clerk of said county of Charlevoix, of the cir- 
cuit court therein, being a court of record, having a seal, do hereby certify that 
Samuel MeCalmon, whose name is subscribed to the annexed affidavit, and 
therein written, was, at the time of taking such affidavit, a justice of the peace 
in and for said county, duly elected and qualified, and duly authorized by law 
to take thesame; and, further, that I am well acquainted with the handwriting 
of such Samvel McCalmon, and verily belive that the signature to the said af- 
fidavit is genuine, and, as such, entitled tofull faith and credit. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said circuit court, at Boyne City, this 8th day of January, A. D. 1890. 

SEAL. } WILLIAM E. HEASLEY, 

Deputy Clerk 


NEw YorK, Cou 


In the matter of the claim for discharge of George W. Mayner, late a private in 
Company F,One hundred andtwenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers. 


Person ally came before me, a justice of the peace in and for said county and 
State, Adam H. Feathers, late second sergeant in Company B, One Hundred 
and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers, whom I hereby certify is a 
credible person, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says in relation to the 
said claim: That on or about September 1, 1862, the said George W. Hayner, 
while a private in Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New 
York Volunteers, and in the line of duty as such, was felling timber by the 
order of his commanding officer, near Martinsburgh, State of Virginia; that 
while so engaged the said George W. Hayner was hit on the shoulder by a 
falling tree, which made his shoulder and arm so lame that he could not use 
the ax, and did not have but little use of his shoulder and arm from that time 
till about the Ist of October, 1862, afler which time I became separated from him, 
the said George W. Hayner. 

A short time after the said George W. Hayner was injured as aforesaid, the 
said George W. Hayner and deponent were taken prisoners by the enemy and 
paroled and sent to Camp Instruction, Maryland; stayed there a short time; 
taken from there to Camp Douglas, Iilinois. I was with the said George W. Hay- 
ner most of the time he was injured till the Ist of October, 18€2; I was present at 
the time aforesaid and saw the occurrence as above stated, and I should say 
that the said George W. Hayner was not able to do any duty from the time he 
got hurt till the Istof October, 1862. My age is fifty-six yeara. My post offite 
address is East Poestenkill, Rensselaer County, New York, and I have no in- 


terest in the above claim. 
ADAM H. FEATHERS. 


STATE OF nty of Rensselaer, ss 


| 





Sworn and subscribed before me the 19th day of February, 1890, and I certify 
that the above affiant was fully made known of the contents of the above affi- 
davit before swearing; that he is a credible person and entitled to belief, ar 
that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. ¥ 

G. BARBER, 


Justice of the Pe 


STATE or New YORK, 
City of Troy, Rensselaer County, Clerk's Office, ss 

1, Daniel E. Conway, clerk of said county, and also clerk of the supreme an 
county courts, being courts of record held therein, do hereby certify that ¢ 
Barber, whose name is subscribed to the annexed jurat, was, at the time 
signing the same, a justice of the peace in and for said county, duly comm 
sioned and sworn, and authorized to administer oaths; that I am well 
quainted with his handwriting, and verily believe that the signature to 
said juratis genuine 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
said county, this 3d day of March, A. D, 1899, 

SEAL. 


‘ 


D. E, CONWAY, Cle 


STATE OF NEw York, County of Renssclaer, ss: 


In the matter of the claim for discharge of George W. Hayner, late a private i 
Company F, One Hundred and twenty-fifth New York Volunteers. 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for said county and State 
George Cipperly, late a private in Company I, One Hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment, New York Volunteers, who I hereby certify is a credible perso: 
who, being duly sworn, deposes and says, in relation tothe said claim, that on « 
aboutSeptember 1, 1862, the said George W.Hayner, while a private in Company 
F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment, New York Volunteers, and in the 
line of his duty as such was felling timber by the order of his commanding of! 
cer, near Martinsburgh, State of Virginia; that while so engaged as aforesai 
said George W. Hayner was injured by a tree falling upon him, injuring hi 
right shoulder and rendering it useless from that time until the 4th day of Ox 
tober following, after which time I became separated from him. 

A short time after the said George W. Hayner was injured as aforesaid sai 
Hay ner and deponent were taken prisoners by the enemy and retained as pris 
oners for atime, and then paroled and sent to Camp Douglas, in the State of 
Illinois. I was with the said Hayner during all of the time between the day h 
was injured as aforesaid until the 4th day of October, 1862. I was present wh« 
the tree fell upon said Hayner as aforesaid, and know that he was injured so as 
to render him wholly unable to perform military-duty any of the time. 

I further declare that I am fifty-nine years of age, that my post-office address 
is West Troy, Albany County, New York, and that I have no interest, direct or 
indirect, in the above claim. 

GEORGE (his x mark) CIPPERLY. 

Witnesses: 

STEPHEN SIMMONS. 
ANSON WAGNER. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 14th day of February, 1890, by the aboy 
named affiant, and I certify that I read the foregoing affidavit to said affiant a: 
acquainted him with its contents before he executed the same. 

I further certify that Iam in no manner interested in said claim, nor am Ico 
cerned in the prosecution thereof. 

J. E. HOAG, 


Nolary Public, Rensselaer County, New Y« 


STATE oF New YORK, 
City of Troy, Rensselaer County, Clerk’s Office, ss 

I, Daniel E. Conway, clerk of said county, and also clerk of the supreme a: 
county courts, being courts of record held therein, do hereby certify that J. 
Hoag, whose name is subscribed to the annexed jurat, was at the time of sig 
ing the same a notary public in and for said county, duly commissioned a 
sworn, and authorized to administer oaths; thatI am well acquainted with t 
handwriting of the said notary, and verily believe that the signature to the sa 
jurat is genuine. 

In testimony whereofI have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of sa 
county this 14th day of February, A. D. 1890, 


[SEAL. D, E. CONWAY, Cler! 


STATE OF New York, County of Rensselaer: 
The claim for discharge of George W. Hayner, late a private in Company F 
the One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for said county and Siate 
Ezra Siperley, late private in Company F of One hundred and twenty-fifth Re 
ment New York Volunteers (who I hereby certify is a credible person and « 
titled to belief), who, being duly sworn,deposes and says, in relation to said clai 

hat on or about September the Ist, 1862, the said George W. Hayner, whi 
felling timber near Martinsburgh, Va., by the order of his commanding offic: 
was hit by a falling tree, and his arm was hurt so he could not do duty no 
drill, 

We went from Martinsburgh, Va., to Harper’s Ferry, and was taken prisoner 
and paroled. Went to Camp Instruction, Maryland, and from there to Cam 
Douglas, State of Llinois, and was with the said George W. Hayner till about t 
Ist of October, 1862, and his shoulder and arm kept getting worse till the abo 
date, at which time the said George W. Hayner left the command. Iwas w 
the said George W. Hayner at the time he got hurt and saw the occurren 
And this affiant further swears that he has no interest in this claim nor i: 
prosecution. 

Subscribed and sworn to this 26th day of February, 1890. 

EZRA (his x mark) SIPERLEY 


re 
4 





Roxrna R, REYNOLDS. 
Cora JONES. 


And I certify that the contents of this affidavit was read to and fully m 


plain to this affiant before the execution of the same, and I certify that I ha . a 
no interest in this claim. 3 

[SEAL. ] ROBT. REYNOLDS, Notary Pu! ‘% 
STATE OF New YorK, a 
City of Troy, Rensselaer County Clerk's Office, ss : “f 


I, Daniel E. Conway, clerk of said county and also clerk of the supreme j 
county courts, being courts of record held therein, do hereby certify that R« 
Reynolds, whose name is subscribed to the annexed jurat, was at the tim« 
signing thesame a notary public in and for said county, duly commission: 
and sworn, and authorized toadminister oaths; that am well acquainted wi 
the handwriting of the said notary, and verily believe that the signature to | 
said juratis genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereuntoset my hand and affixed the seal of s 
county this 3d day of March, A. D. 1890, 


[SEAL,} D. E. CONWAY, Cler ; 
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STATE OF NEW YORK, County of Rensselaer, ss tow {G afton, in the d . we yw ) 
' ie” | del <a ; * ; 
In the matter of the claim for discharge of George W Hayne r,1 ate a private anid = . + - : i “ : 
Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth New York Volunteers ny ys ws ae oe eee ee Ae NS ai 
Personally came before me, a deputy clerk, superior court, in and for said | }faynerfor at least thirty-five years; that vas acquainted with the said Hs 
county and State, William Cropsey, late a private in Company F, One hundred eenlistedin the Army in \ of 1862. Lresideda l 
and twenty-fifth New York Volunteers (who I hereby certify isarespectable and | ¢ e of the said Hayner. Int 1e same vear. I think it was 
credible person), who, being duly sworn, deposes and says,in reiation tot tl f October. Mr. Havner ret . Army to s anid 
aforesaid claim, that on or about the Ist day of September, A. D. 1862, the said | y 3 located in the townof Poeste 11 lived { 1 
George W. Hayner, while felling timber to build breastworks, by the order of | spring of 1865, d _ . t 
his commanding officer, near Martinsburgh, State of Virginia, was injured by a | " Sioa Nie 4 r ret ih sa 1 ts ler w 
tree falling upon him, which injury was to his right shoulder, and rendered ; ery « : vy and was s meas a . { . 
useless from that time until about the 24th of October following, when I, the | wa, it was w z and wast ' k . : 
said deponent, became separated from the said George W. Hayner. | of } 2 k treated an er and st said 1 7 
Shortly after he received the above injury, that is, on or about the 15thday | ¢s ' : va Ahan Mr. Hl : 
of September, 1862, this deponent and George W. Hayner was taken prisoners | g; f ; . new ware . 
by the enemy and kept prisoners for a short time and then paroled a idsent to | such t } . <2. I furtl i r at I ha 
Camp Douglas, State of Illinois. I was with the said elaimant during all the t ¢ , < i i . 
period between the said Ist day of September, 1562, to the 4th day of October | ANDREW WA 
following. I was also present and saw the tree fall upon him, and knew that | RensseL_aer ¢ 
he was injured so as to render him useless to perform military duty any oft irae - lav of July. 189 
time. | SEAI rHOMAS GALVIN 

I further declare that I am forty-seven vears of age. My post-oflice address : / - 
is East Poestenkill, State of New York, and that | have no interest in the above 
claim in Ni Yor 

WILLIAM CROPSEY 
i I a of the i ra e of Geo Ha ea ite 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named afliant, and Co ‘ FLO anal tw ty h New Y < \ ers 
I certify that [read the foregoing affidavit to said afliant and acquainted hin | * : niko ; i , : 
with its contents before he executed the same ; ; Jol I i = aan Senne : aaa 

I further certify that [am in nowise interested in said claim, nor am I con- | (, banat tea enero ; : 
cerned in its prosecution, whe Ss ‘ ‘ vidi ¢ rve VW 

Witness my hand and seal this I4th day of February, 1890 Ha ist and re bers w ; at 

SEAL. } Cc, E. GREENMAN, ; : ; le = ded ona 

Deputy Clerk Superior ¢ ne; andIs it vould 

ro | s ) it 1 manual and | i 
STATE oF New York, County of New Yor etop : d 4 ibove date ' spr 
In the matter of the application of George W. H: at 1 ¢ ipa | et i George W. Hayner ve 3 he to t 

F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Ne < State \V ‘ 3 “a , 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for intyand Statea | 7 = - es . sis ; 
gaid, Thomas W. Cottrell, aged forty years, a citizen of the city of New ¥ om ; : oe 
the State of New York, well known tome, reputabl tled to cred a aoe ie 
who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid case as follows | i 

That he has been well and personally acquainted with the said George W. , 
Hayner forat least thirty years; that inthe month of October, 1-62, I was resic- “ i sw ‘ , t 
ing in the town of Poestenkill, Rensselaer County, and State of New York; that | | eee A act tine oy Es . ‘ 
during the said month the said George W. Hayner returned from the Army to | Wit hy Re = 
the said town of Poestenkill, and thereafter remained with his family, who \ es ‘ 3 - th Gay ¢ . 
resided about 80 rods from my place. I saw him frequently from thattime unt i ‘ 
the spring of 1865. The physical condition of the said George W. Hayner at the | i 
time he returned to his home, as aforesaid, in October, 1862, and the history of | >TA! PF NEW \ 
the same from that time until the spring of 1865,as within my personal know!l- yf 4 a 
edge, is as follows I, Daniel FE. Conway, clerk of said 1 and ‘ ! id 

When the said George W. Hayner returned his right shoulder was very lam¢ county courts, being courts of record held 
the cause of which,as told me by Mr, Hayner at the time, was an inju re- | Harper Brown, whose na is subscribed to the anne i \ t 
ceived by a fallingtree, while in the line of duty, near Martinsburgh, Va. It was | of signing the same a justice of the peace in and for s county 
impossible for him to raise his arm, and was practically useless; he could only | sioned and sworn and authorized to Lis oaths at | 
use it by the use of his other hand. He complained of great pain in the shou! quainted with his handwriting, and verily believe that the signaturé 
der at the time, and his general condition was considerably affected thereby. | it is genuine 
The said shoulder continued to grow worse after his return, and the muscles In testimony whereof I have hereunto s 1y hand and afl 
began to wither up and apparently waste away. I saw the shoulder stripped | said unty this 3d day of March, A. D. 189 
on different occasions, and was present at one time, I think it was about six | SEA Dp. E. CONWAY, ¢ 
months after he returned home, or ne timein the early part of the year 1863 
when Dr. Barber, bis attending physician, who then resided in the said town of | oe... 6) New YorK. Renseelaer Cou : 

Poestenkill, examined said shoulder and treated the same. eR Tari eee ; ; 

At that time the shoulder was discharging pus fromthe armpit. I understood | 1 the claim of George W. Hayner, to obtain a dischar y was late er 
from the physician at that time that the shoulder was broken down, and the ber of Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Ne Ye Vo 
wasting away of muscles and the discharge of the pus was caused thereby, inteers. — 
and, owing to the length of time that had elapsed since the injury, the phys Personally appeared before me,a n and for said county and State 
sician expressed the opinion at the time that a permanent relief could not be | Hiarvey Mason, a resident of the town of Gratton, in said county ar d St ‘ 
affected. I saw Mr. Hayner frequently after this for the next two years The | Whose age is eighty-three years, whom I riify to be a credible person and en 
condition of hisshoulder did not improve, but, to the contrary, continued to | titled to belief, and being duly sworn deposes and says: lam well and inti- 
wither up and perish away. The arm remained useless during all this time } mately acqualnte i with above-n rge W. Hayner, and have been from 

The Dr. Barber that I referred to died several years ago at the said town of | bis childhood. Said Hayner, at th of his enlistment, went from n m 
Poestenkill; the exact date of his death I do not remember. I further declar« mediate neighborhood, which took place, I think, in August, 1862 
that I have no interest in the matter of granting of said discharge, and am not | ©" or about the Ist of October, 1st 2, said Hayner came home from the Ar ny, 
concerned in its procurement. | in my neighborhood, with what clearly appeared to be a very bad njury in his 

THOMAS W. COTTRELI right shoulderandarm. Said Hayner remained at his he 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
I certify that I read the said affidavit to the said affiant and acquainted him 
with ils contents before he executed the same. I further certify that I am in 
nowise interested in the matter of said application, nor am I concerned in its 
prosecution, and that said affiant is personally known to me; that he is a credi- 
ble person, and so reputed in the community in which he resides. 

Witness my hand and seal this 15th day of July, 1890, 

[SEAL. } GEORGE McKIBBIN, 

Notary Public, Kings County, certificate filed in New York County. 

STATE OF NEW York, City and County of New York, ss: 


I, Edward F. Reilly, clerk of the county, city,and State of New York, and also 


clerk of the supreme court forthe said city and county, being a court of record, do 


hereby certify that George McKibbin has filed in the clerk’s office of the county 
of New York acertified copy of his appointment as notary public for the county 
of Kings, with hisautograph signature ,andwas,at the time oftaking the annexed 
deposition, duly authorized to take the same, and that I am well acquainted 
with the handwriting of said notary public, and verily believe that the signa 
ture to the annexed certificate is genuine. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of | 


the said court and county the 17th of July, 1890. 
[SEAL. ] 


I certify that 


EDWARD F., REILLY, Clerk 
, esq., Who has signed his name to the foreguing declara- 


tion and affidavit, was at the time of so doing notary public in and for said 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





































nearly all the time, for three years following his com 
} 
I 











where I saw him very frequently, and I kn ats ed 
and injured as to render him really unfit todo manua 
always claimed to have received his injuries by the fa F e 
| was in the line of duty in the Army 

HARVEY MASON 
| This affiant further states that he has no interest inthis claim or s prose 
cution. 
j Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 27th day of February, 18 
SEAI HARPER 
Just Pea 
| SraTe OF NEw York, 
| City of Troy, Rensselacr County Clerk's Of s 
I, Daniel E. Conway, clerk of said county, and also clerk of the supre e ane 
| county courts, being courts of record held therein, do hereby certify that Har 





per Brown, whose name is subscribed to the annexed jurat, was, atthe t 


signing the same, a justice of the peace inand for said county, duly « 
sioned and sworn and authorized to administer oaths; that I am well acquaint« 
! with his handwriting, and verily believe that the signature to the said jurat 
} genuine, 
| In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the sea 
|} said county this 3d day of March, A. D. 1890 
| SEAL DD. Ec. CONWAY 
i 


county and State, duly commissioned and sworn; that all his official acts are | Srarr or New YorK, 


entitled to full faith and credit, and that his signature thereunto is genuine. 


Vitness my hand and seal of office this day of ———, 1899, 


Clerk of the ——~ Court. 
STATE OF NEW YORK, County of Rensselaer, ss 
In the matter of the application of George W. Hayner, a private in ¢ ‘ompany F 
One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New York State Volunteers. 


Personally came before me, a special deputy clerk supreme court, in and for 
the county aforesaid, Andrew Wagar, aged forty-nine years, a citizen of the i 


X XIJ——144 


| County of New York, ss 





In the matter of the claim for a discharge: George W. Hayner, lat ! ute 
| 1 Company F, One hundred and Tw ifth New York Volunteer! 
} Personally came before me, an | 1 id rt i 
and State, Thomas W. Cottrell. a res ' if the city of New Y« yhos ost 
offi address is New York City (w I hereby certify is a res; 
’ | credible person), who, being sw } ‘ ires,in relation to thea 
that he is well acquainted with the a amed George W. Hay 
paat thirty-eight years, and knows m, and remembers the 
listed, also his coming home from the Army, on or a t the Ist of O 
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i ie right s ilder and arm at that time, | 

{ 1 x breastworks in th 

» perform man ibor, and I should think 

perform tary duty or put! self under military con- | 

: i . l ut wv ht > the said George 
l further deci that my age is forty-four ! 

n l the prose f the said claim, neither 
1 of t above facts are derived from |} 
said 1imant« g the period above nx | 





















| ceedingly meritorious services during all this time, and that she is now, a 
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FLORENCE PETIGREW LITHGROW. . 
The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 132 ; 
granting a pension to Florence Petigrew Lithgrow, an army nurse. 
rhe bill was read, as follows 
I t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby; 
t land directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Florence 
Lithgrow, an army nurse, and pay to | ry} sion at the rate of $l2 
from and after the passage of this a 
Che report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows 
rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to who was referred the bill (H 
g a pension to Florence Petigrew Lithgrow, submit the follo. 
r 
[ claimant in this claim served continuously from November, 1562, unt 
May, 1866, nearly four years, as a volunteer army nurse, by appointment of 


1ittee of her « 


surgeon General, Abundant evidence is furnished your cor 






has been for many years, very poor and destitute 
Your committee, believing this a just measure,recommend the passage of t 


rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA A. WOOD FURGESON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13297 


granting a pension to Martha A. Wood Furgeson, an army nurse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enact etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to placethe name of Martha A. Wood Furgeson, an ar 
nurse, upon the pension rolls, and pay to her a pension at the rate of $12] 


month from and after the passage of this act 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
l granting a pension to Martha A. Wood Furgeson, submit the followi: 
report 

The claimant inthis case served as an army nurse by appointment of Mi 
Dix, superintendent of army nurses, and the Surgeon General United Stat 
Army, and served without intermission from July 2,1862, until September 
1865,a service of more than three years, caring for the sick in hospitals and t 
wounded upon the battlefields, 

She is now advanced in life, and with no one legally bound to her suppor 
and is poor and destitute. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and b« 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY F. GLENN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11349 
to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, a 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Nancy FG! 
widow of Robert A. Glenn, who was a private in Capt. William C. Rall’s compa 
in the Fourth Regiment of llinois Volunteers, which was commanded by (<« 
Samuel M.Thompson in the Black Hawk war, and pay her a pensior at ¢ 
per month, 

The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11349) gr 
ing a pension to Nancy F. Glenn, have considered the same and report as 
lows 

The claimant's late husband, Robert A. Glenn, deceased, wasa private in Ca 
William C. Rall’s company of Illinois Volunteers, and served from April 
1832, to May 28, 1832,in the Black Hawk war 

It is shown thatthe soldier died on the Mth of December, 1860, and that the« 
claimant has never remarried; also thatshe is seventy years old and isdepen 
ent for her support upon her daily labor and upon the contributions of oth« 
not legally bound to support her. Her post-office address is Wichita, Kans 

Congress has in numerous instances granted pensions by special act to t! 
widows of soldiers of the old Indian wars, and asthe pension in this case 
necessary to the comfortable support of the benficiary your committee retur 
the bill recommending ils passage with an amendment to fix the rate of y« 
sion at $12 per month. 


Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the old Black Hawk wai 
cases. A number of these cases passed during the last Congress, and 
not one of them at less than $20 a month. Ido not know what par- 
ticular reason the committee had for recommending in this case to re- 
duce the amount from $12 to $20, but I move that the amendment | 








i na ea i A a 
I I 1 Ld a ind a i ed |! 
ts be 5 \ ‘ 
I la ed Sa cia I I 
I j 
: f 1 A.D. 18 
GEORGE McKIBBI | 
l } ‘ 
| 
‘ c ? | 
i county of New ¥ cs, and alsoclie: | 
- i< i inty, being a court of record, do | 
t at G IcKibbin has filed in theclerk’s office of the county | 
York a certified copy of hisappointmentas notary publicforthe county | 
s his graph signature, and was, at the time of taking the an- | 
me ‘ tion, duly a ‘ ed to take the same, and that I am well a 
th t lwriting of said notary public, and verily believe that | 
sig t a exed certificate is genuine 
In test ony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
tue s ta y the 10th av of March, 1890 
EDWARD F. REILLY, Cl 
The} ’ red to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing « Osst ordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CARO 1 A ] RGHARDT. 
Phe next pen bill on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 13295 
ting a pension to Caroline A. Burgbardt, an army nurse. 
Phe bill was read, as follov 
} 
: Tl t Sec iry of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- | 
t l i directed to place the name of Caroline A. Burghardt, an army 
nur yon the pension rolls, and pay her at the rate of $12 per month from | 
{ uge of this 
he report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows 
i Committee on Invalid 1 ns,to whom was re rred the bill (H.R. 
132 nt uy to Caroline A. Burghardt, submitthe following report 
su of this re rtentered these ce of the Govern ntasarmy nurse 
and remained in such service until September, 1865, with an un- | 
bor en re rd of faithful and efficient service in the various hospitals. Abund- | 
le e of this service is furnished your committee, but o1 asmall part | 
red necessary in this report, and your committee present that only of 
1». L. Dix, superintendent of women nurses during the war of the rebellion 
mmittee, believing this a very meritorious claim, recommend the 
l i 
I IMONY OF HOSPITAL SERVI 
Vi ‘ work has been steadfastly conducted for monthsand years 
levidence seems unnecessary, andis, underadopted usage, exceptional | 
! re lL so fair and unbroken as that which embraces the labors of Miss 
( e A. Burghardt, of Massacl setts, espec ally claims honorable notice 
lier services as nurse in both fever and surgical wards of United States Army 
hospitals during the war of the rebellion commenced June 9, 1861, and ended 6th | 
‘ r, 1865. During. this period s was stationed severally in Wasli- 
tAntietam, at Gettysburgh, Fortress Monroe, Winchester, Wilmington, 
\lexan«ria, | 
Hier superior fidelity and skill required her assignment at the most difficult | 
l responsible stations, Always prompt in the discharge of duty, exemplary 
luct, and competent through good judgment, she won the respect and 
contidence of surgeons, and the gratitude of patients 
Providence, hundreds owe lengthened life to her unfailing watchful- | 
ness, and bless her for mitigation of pain and anguish through patient cares and 
ches l words 
This testimony is given under full personal knowledge of services above re- 
D. L. DIX (free service), 
Superintendent of W Nurses during the war of the rebellio 
Under acceptance and appointment of the Secretary of War, confirmed by 
the President of the United States 
A tru py 
FE. E. ROBINSON 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
. 
MARGARET HIT! 
The next business on the Private Calender was a bill (H. R.12051) 


‘ 


for the relief of Margaret Hitt, of Lincoln County, Missouri. 
The }ill was read, as follows 


Re enacted, ete., That the pension of Margaret Hitt, widow of John Hitt, 
deceased, who served as a private in Company D, Second Regiment of Ohio 
F iteers, Mexican war, be increased to the sum of $20 per month, 


Che report (by Mr. NorToNn) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was refered the bill (H. R. 12051) grant- 
g an increase of pension to Margaret Hitt, have examined the same and re- 
port as follows 

The claimant is the widow of John Hitt, who served asa private in Com- 
pany D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, Mexican war, and she is now a 
pensioner at $8 per month under the Mexican war service pension act of Janu- 
ary 29, 1887 

She is now advanced in years, very poor, and in great need of the increase 
asked for. These facts are vouched for by the gentleman who introduced the 
bill in the House 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


not agreed to 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment A 


recommended by the committee, striking out ‘‘twenty’’ before th: i 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 9, and inserting ‘* twelve.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHEADLE. What was the rank held by this man? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A private in the Black Hawk war, the g 
Chair is informed. oe 
Mr. GEST. My motion was to pass the bill as originally introduced ’ 4 
at $20 instead of $12 per month. ‘5 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was the question submitted | - 
| the Chair, and the amendment of the committee was adopted. a 
Mr. CHEADLE. I desire toask the gentleman from Illinois a qu be 


| tion. 
Mr. GEST. Yes. 
Mr. CHEADLE, How old is the claimant? 
Mr. GEST. Seventy years old, and is entirely dependent. 
Mr. CHEADLE. It seems to me that this House having pensioned 
a widow at $50 a month could well afford to pension an old and de- 
pendent person like this at $20 per month. 
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4 Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Why should the widow of a soldier of t 
4 Black Hawk war be entitled to more pension than t widow of as 
dier of the lat 
Mr. CHEADLI Ld that there is a I , 
; all to be put upon the sar yoting But 1 that ft H has 
; just passed a bil ing $ th t 1] 
any ground for refusing to give $ to 
Mr. GEST I ask a vote upon my am rent. 
The SPEAKER pro ¢ . The question w: 1 agreeing to t 
amendment proposed by th ) ttee. Upon that question the 
was in favor of theamendment. If it had been otherwise the bill w 
have been before t House without amendment 
The bil as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe 


MARTHA TENNERY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was, the bill (H.R. 12 
to grant a pension to Martha Tennery, wid ; 
of Captain Griflin’s company, First Illinois, Black Hawk war. u 
The bill was read, as follows ae Dee ad Mies scons coe 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 








thorized and directed to place on t! t 1e provisic and t 
imitations of the pension laws, the ry, widow of J ! 
Tennery, deceased, late a private in Capt. Robert Gr n’scompany, I 





Militia, in the Black Hawk war. 


The report (by Mr. HI.) is as follows : r} LS ed to be eng dand lat 

































The Committee on Pensions, to whom t {. R. 12009) er 1 l i t t I 
ing a pension to Martha Tennery, have « sa ind report as f or / iar 
lows | ; 
The claimant's late husband, James H. Tennery, AS Apriva n Capt. I f t if 
Griffin’s company of Illinois Volunteers, and served from Jun », 1832, to Aug t _ , an Hannah ¢ ; me 
15, 1832, in the Black Hawk war. springen, all : - : 
The claimant swears she is eighty years old and depet t upon her daily | in LO 
labor for support; also, that her husband (the soldier) died March 16, 18 He | 
post-office address is Paris, Ii. : : : j , ‘ 
Margaret Sizeu » and George R ri} r! i . ' ‘ 
under oath, the claimant’s statements has the care ofa ‘ sn ai s . 
insane son. oe = aa 
The passage of the! ill is recommended, with 1m nt to allow a per ihe report (by Jr. > 
sion at $12 per month. I ( Per 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. an inet S 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim: eae tea Mrendianata s ' 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | rec g ler t 
ROBERT MOORE, count re lat sery 
‘ ernor 3 1 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1255: ‘ len in ! 
to grant a pension to Robert Moore, of Kirkwood, Ill. eee eaen W Vaute cal 1 
The bill was read, as follows ‘ sinsis nine 8 ars nearly ‘ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- | #5 * requ constant care and att As 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Moore, late a nth she has not ar Gope } 
soldier in Alexander White's company of Mounted Volunteers in the Blac : st 
Hawk war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month : $8 i : 
on , 1°17 « be . 
Che report (by Mr. HILt) is as follows: Phe bill was ordered t ngro third 
= : ; ; = siael ed it wae areca ] 14 third tir wat 
TheCommittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 125 grant- | ©4e i, it ~~ e rauingry read t Senses Aa md 
ing a pension to Robert Moore, submit the following report | ‘ND ' 
The claimant served under the name of Abraham Moore in Capt. Alexand ; 
White's company, of Illinois, in the Black Hawk war of 18382, and was paid for I next busil s on the P1 te Ca 
twenty-one days of mounted service. His identity was fully established - rrantineg at or i 
bounty-land papers on file at the Pension Bureau ST a eee 
It is shown by the sworn testimony of A. T. Nelson, M. D., and fourteen i ves 3 as 
citizens of Kirkwood, Ill., that the claimant is seventy-five years l and t . 
he and his aged wife are both in feeble he also thattheir } iniary circu it andd it a i } y1 
stances are such that they need assistance I veteran, att t \ eu of t pens 
The bill seems to be a meritorious one, and iis passage is respe illy re 
mended _ 
Amend by striking outthe word “twenty,” in line 7, and serting in lieu Mr. KERR, of Iow I l »n 1st [t t 
thereof the word “twelve sons for that t 
° . 7 i 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. Mr. COGSWELL. Let the report 1 ! 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; The report (by Mr. Sux was read 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. rhe (% Bie j , nee : . i 
a’. ri iroittee ns ‘ o wh i as referred 
; JOSEPH MASON. a pension to Andrew J. biliott, have considered the sa 
ee —_ : a : - | Said bill is accompanied by Senate Keport N ! gs 
set Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 12581) | Congress 
ait to increase the pension of Joseph Mason, of Dallas City, Ill. You 
The bill was read, as follows Se eer 
oo Senate Report No. 1577, Fifty-first Congress 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is. au- - : ; 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Joseph Mason Phe Committee on Pe a CRS, tO re om was referred | : \ 
who was a soldier in Company E of the Sixth United States Infantry, in the | "<* Pe™s!0! Andrew Elliott lave examined the same and repo! 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu o LO os ary 5 & private a] a I 
the pension now received by him. Artillery, and served in the war with Mexic 1 ary re 
a. . i } the gens ¥ pensioning soldiers who in t : 
[he report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows was allowed $8 per mon He is now totally t He 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.125s “a rity and ana owance of¢ eae \ ~ 
oe creasing the pension of Joseph Mason, have considered the same and rep : at gives A Sy @ MOND : vie tthe t s 
ie The claimant was a private in Company E, Sixth United States Infantry. a t neans, far advanced in FORER, BNO CUMSIINEO 
& served seventeen months in the war with Mexico. He is now drawing tl W | Congress may very properly relieve 
Mexican war service pension of $8 per month. : #38 PRPOROS PVOLay, Wh 
Accompanying the claimant’s petition for an increase of his sion is the Che bill was ordered to a third 
testimony of Ovet Baldwin, Adam Eckhardt, and Dr. William Prc-cott, citizens | y 
of Hancock County, Illinois, setting forth that the claimant is nearly blind fror . 
chronic inflammation of the eyes, and that he is seventy-one years old, and I AN ‘ YI 
sufferer from debility and rheumatism to such an extent that he can do 1 r nue 
manuallabor. Itis also shown that he is poor and needy. Ane Hext isiness on the Private | 
The claim ant’s petition is signed by S citizens of Dallas City, I] , praying | granting a pension to Frank ¢ Myr 
that the relief asked for may be granted 7 : The bill is as follow : 
In view of the above-stated facts the passage of the bill is recommended ee = 
; amended, however, by striking out the word “thirty,” in line 7, and substitut- Be it wcted, etc., That the Secretary « » Int 
a ing in lieu thereof the word “twenty thorized and directed to place t pe nroll,s t ! 
7 ] 1s of the pension laws sme of Fra C.3 
Gene Sibley, at the rat $12 i 


i The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. | 
fs 
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| 
The report (by Mr. SMYSER) is as follows | The witnesses went down with his vessel, the Congress. There are « 
een ars, : . aftidavitsalready on file. It is a hard case for him to go without a pensi 
nsions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4016) granting | jis old age when he is justly entitled to it. It will be but a few years t! 
a I ( Myri« have considered the sameand report as follows can enjoy it at most, if granted at once, 
Sa Is ace panied by Senate Report No. 1543, first session, Fifty-first I hope it may be considered at once. 
Congress , Respectfully, 
Your « tt .iopt the same as their report and return the bill, recom- 4. G. WHITTEMORI 
ene is passage For Mr, Fart 
~ Report No, 1343, Fifty-first ( gress, first session. Iion, COMMISSIONER OF PENSION 
rhe ¢ ul ee « Pensions, to whom was referred the biil granting a pen- a 
6 to Frank ©. Myrick, have examined the same and report as follows To the honorable United States Congress, now in session at Washington, in 
A state itof General Henry H. Sibley, given under oath, shows that he | trict of Columbia: 
was : t ites forces in the field in the year 1862 raised The petition of John Farrell, of the city of Burlington, in the county of | 
oer ' Sioux Indians on the frontiers of | tenden, inthe State of Vermont, respectfully represents that his application { 
Mi ite command of the column that fought | pension has been refused by the Pension Department of the United States, a1 
and Lake on the 23d of September, in 1862; that | he therefore brings this his petition to Congress that justice may be done in} 
Fran] ting as a scout and was severely wounded | case. 
hi the . that engagement, which wound disabled His application for pension was rejected for want of proof, the witnesses 
iim f fu ‘ n : a ine . v ai > ar os t ate his case his ow 
Cie s f her states that he has read theaflidavit of raid Myrick and ee cae SES Yotremer Page te alate Bee anes 
thoseaccompany ing it,andaccording to the best of his recollecttc :. and belie ‘they | “In the year 1853 the United States declared war against Japan and called fi 
con’ a true and correct statement of the facts relating to the wounding of | ..4n. T answered the call and enlisted on the 9th day of January, 1853, with 
ga ck while he was in the service of the military authorities. Major Reynolds, of the Marine Corps, No. 91 Chatham street, New York. 
«submitted in addition to the statement of General Sibley served out that enlistment, part of the time in the ship Vincennes, commanded 
aftidavit of Myrick himself, giving the particulars relating to his wound, by Captain Ringgold, and part of the time on land, and finished my servi 
and a statement of his present condition : .| under the enlistment in the famous Merrimac on her voyage to Europe. I r 
pike statement of Hi. J. Seigne t, who was brigade surgeon at the time of | ¢..+,ed home, was paid off, and honorably discharged on the 9th day of April, 13 
il engagement and p rmed the surgical operation made necessary by the i re-enlisted with Colonel Delaney, of Charlestown, near Boston, and served 
lof said Myr ; ; out my second enlistment on the land and on board the receiving ship Ohi 
; oe Dr. A:fred Miller, assistant n of the United States commapded by Captain Smith, who sleeps on the bottom in Port Monroe. Just 
A oe the J spital at Fort R Minn.,at the same date, | 9 few days before this, my second enlistment, expired I met with a fall, and w 
a Myrick was sent for tre bent : ruptured in the left groin, and a few of my teeth were knocked out. This: 
i. The stateme of 1. V.D. Heard, who participated in the battle of Wood cident happened in the following way: T hree sentine!s were postedontheu 
Lake, was a comrade of Myrick, an 4s present when the bullet was extracted per deck, one on the port, and one on the starboard gangway. I was post 
PESTA BES. on the head of the ship on the bowsprit. My walk was about 4 yards long 
W Piatt, rec libalaes twenty-five years has known | 9 feet wide, and raised quite a distance above the deck. 
’ tes 8 to his ane ; Alongside my walk there were barrels of sand and stone used to clean t 
‘ tof Dr. ries B. Harris, a physician and surgeon of Pembina, N. decks with, a lot of deal, brooms ““squengies,” ete., with sharp handles turn< 
Dak. He tes sunder oath that he has examined the said Myrick and that upward, My walk was above all this. The night was very dark and storm 
pacity to perform manual labor is diminished by reason of said wound | 4 heavy squall came and blew me down among the barrels, and some of t 
; . pe — handles of the brooms or “squengies” caught mein the groin I attempts 
: ve M k was employed as a aS and not regularity enrolled } enlist the third time and was rejected on account of the rupture. leftthes! 
vice prevents him from applying tothe Pension Office for r one day before the bombardment of Fort Sumter. 
eve under the circumstances that Myrick is fairly entitled As I was leaving the ship Ohio, Dr. Parker, of the ship, said tome, “ Farré 
a ron © } month, and they therefore reconim ty im in a hurry to-day; callto-morrow and I will fix your pension for you 
a . told him I would, but the news arrived of the attack on Fort Sumter and 
Che bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and | was uproar and war, and I never saw my captain or Drs. Johnson or Parke 
! since 
Is My two honorable discharges are in the Pension Office at Washington, a: 
JOHN FARRELI the number of my pension application is 10065. The preof and full stateme: 
* oe > . ; . ive Prey »fall anc hee of , init 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4045) | of my case of my injury received from the fall, and of the extentof my Inju 
granting a pension to John Farrell I can not satisfy the Pension Department as to proof, as my witnesses are 
The bill is as follows: dead, and I beg my pension of Congre ss Iam an old man living entire 
: alone, doing my own housework and cooking, and sorely need help from t 
enacted, ¢ Chat the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- | , ntry I served so long 
th ed and directed to place on the pension rol ,su ject to the provi ionsand I pray that justice may be granted me If there is not arecord of my ruptu 
] tations of the pension laws, the name of John Farrell, late a private United : 


on the journals of the ship Ohio it is not my fault, and, as for my evidence, t! 


States Marine Corps Merrimac sunk the witnesses in the ship Congress in Port Monroe. The 





i 
i 


rhe report (by Mr. Smyser) is as follows sleeps Captain Smith, as good a man as ever lived, and my evidence with hir 
: . . : * My rupture has always seriously interfered with my labor and at no time 
rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill S, 4045, have con- | contd I do a full day’s work. I have always been obliged to weara truss sin 
sidered the same, and report the injury was received. 
Said bill ts accompani by Senate Report No. 1327, first session Fifty-first I trust that my case will be speedily determined, as I have now but a 
Congress, and your committee adopt the same as their report and return the | years at most before me. 7 
t recommending its passage " Dated at the city of Burlington, in the county of Chittenden, in the State 
Senate Report No. 1327, Fifty-first Congress, first session Vermont, this 19th day of June, 1888. 
! +4 —_— ‘ >} . Sanena’ i : , JOHN FARRELI 
I ( nittee on Pensions,to whom was referred the petition of John Far- ‘ . . 
iving for the passage of a law granting him a pension, have examined Subscribed and sworn to before me by the said John Farrell this 19th day « 
the sume and report June, 1888 I have no interest in said Farrell's application or petition for px 
Your committee report an original bill to grant the desired pension. sion ‘ rine ; 
Jolin Farrell wasa private in the United States Marine Corps from January, SEAI A. W. WHITTEMORI 
“3, to April, 1861. He bases his claim to pension on ground of rupture of left Notary Pub 
Bid ee eee freee ' fod yeedine. res he thi ime. ani 
His claim, Gled in 1885, was rejected by the Department March, 1888. because The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, an 
of no evidence of origin or existence in service of alleged disabilities, either of | passed. 
record or by other competent testimony. CHARLES W. GEDDES. 
fhe petitioner's statement, a letter of A. G. Whittemore, esq., a lawyer of _ : . ; : / 
B wihnahen Vt., written by him while claim was pending before the Depart-| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4697 


ment, and a personal letter from Senator EpMuNps tothe chairman of the com- 
mittee in regard to the petitioner and Mr. Whittemore, are attached hereto. 


to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered in the war wit 


; | Mexic , 
In view of thestrong testimony as to the petitioner's personal character and Mexico. | . 
worth, your committee accept his statement and report the accompanying bill | he bill is as follows: 


favorably | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 


thorized and required to place the name of Charles W. Geddes, of Washingt 
1». C., on the pension roll on account of services on board the United Stat 
steamer General Taylor during the war with Mexico, subject to the limitati« 
and regulations of the pension laws of the United States in pensioning the s 
vivors of the war with Mexico. 


SzNATE CHAMBER, Washington, March 12, 1890, 


Dear Senator: I inclose herewith a letter of one of my neighbors of the 
highest character, a regular practitioner at the bar and nota claim agent, on the 
subject of the application for pension pending before your committee of John . . . 
Farrell Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There does not appear to be anything in 


rhe Pension Office thought the evidence of original injury was not sufficient, bill showing that this man was a soldier. I would like to have t 
and perhaps under their rigorous rules it was not. - 
report read. 


I have known the old man Farrell personally for twenty years or more and 


have absolute faith in the story he himself tells of the injury he received and The report (by Mr. SMYSER) was read, as follows: 
its consequences . ‘ . > . - now at 
. : . 7 The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4697) grant 
_ Of course I do not want the committee to do anything that is not fully justi- | a pension to Charles W. Geddes, have given the same due selec 1 
fied by the evidence and your regulations, but so far as my evidence is applica- report as follows: ; . 
ble in penpest — <a etec., of Farrell, | hope it may be received. | Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 1884, this session, and y: 
ery Truly ours j 
sia ' _ - fail . ittee adopt the same as their report and recommend the passage of 
GEO. F. EDMUNDs, | Committee adop i . poeees 


— bill. 
Hon. C. K. Davis, a y ; [Senate Report No. 1884, Fifty-first Congress, second session. } 
Chairman Commitice on Pensions, United States Senate. 7 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition granting 

ieieuni iV y a. pension to Charles Ww. Geddes, have examined the same and report: 
RLINGTON, VT., June 14, 1889. | ‘Phat facts upon which this claim is based are set forth in Report 930, Fifty-t 
DeAR Sir: The application of Mr. John Farrell (No. 10065, Navy) is on file, | Congress, first session, upon S. 3302. 

with such proof as itis possible for him to procure, on account of the death of | That bill directed the Secretary of the Interior to issue to Mr. Geddes a lar 

other witnesses. Mr. Farrel! isan old gentleman (seventy) and has no means | warrant for the same services upon which the present claim for pension is base 

at all and no friends or relativestosupporthim. He is compelled tolabor what | but by inadvertence it was reported as a pension bill. 

little he can and does his own cooking. Can nothis case be reconsidered, if it The prayer of the above petition is that the claimant be placed upon the pe 

isalready decided, and favorable action be had therein? He drewallhis papers | sion roll. The facts are set forth in the said Report 930, which is adopted by t! 

himself to save expenses and his story as told in his own way can not fail to | committee and hereto annexed. 

convince one of its entire truthfulness, ' The committee report and recommend its passage. 
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[Senate Report No. 930, Fifty-first Congress, first session 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 2) for tl 
relief of Charles W. Geddes, have examined the same and 

The appended report of the Committee on Inva 

gress is adopted, and the passage of the bill recom 






and re 








REPORT 
The claimant was an officer in the Navy from 1547 to 1855. He was warranted 
as third assistant engineer November 15, 1847; as seco i assistant engineer 
January 11, 1849; as first assistant engineer to rank from February 26, 151. 
Shortly after his firstappointment he was ordered on board the United States 
steamer General Taylor, then stationed at Pensacola, Fla., to which vessel he 
was attached for a period of seven months, while it was employed in transport 
ing seamen, etc., from New Orleans, where they were enlisted, to Pensacoia 
to serve on board vessels composing the Gu y t 

















f squadron, then h 
the land forces in the war with Mexico 

The Secretary of the Navy states that the General Taylor is not ed 
by the Navy Department as having been engaged in the prosecutior ir 
with Mexico at the time claimant served thereon. 

The claimant applied tothe Pension Bureau, under the act of March 1835 
(sections 2425 and 2426, Revised Statutes), forthe allowance of al i warrant 
but his claim was rejected upon the opinion of the Secr y of the Navy a 
ready referred to, that the General Taylor had not served in that wa 

The action of rejection was affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, on aj; 
peal 

The fourth clause of section 2426, Revised Statutes, includes as beneficiaries 


‘wagon masters and teamsters who have been employed under the direction 
of competent authority in time of war in the transportation of military stores 
and supplies,” 

It seems but just that officers who were transporting recruits should be placed 
at least on an equality with civilemployés employed in transporting supplies 

The Treasury Department has allowed Mr. Geddes three months’ extra pay 
under the act of February 19, 1879 (United States Statutes at Large, volume 20, 
page 316), and thereby recognized him as engaged in the prosecution of the 
war 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 
LEVI DANLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 337) grant 
ing a pension to Levi Danley. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Danley, lat 
corporal in Captain McClure’s company, Illinois Mounted Infantry Volunteers, 


inthe Black Hawk war of 18 
month. 





and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


The report (by Mr. SMySeER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 37) grantis 
a pension to Levi Danley, have considered the same and report as follows 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No.1862, this session, wh 
committee adopt as their report, and return the bill with a favorable recom- 
merdation. 








Senate Report No. 1862, Fifty-first Congress, second session 





The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
sion to Levi Danley, have examined the same and report 

That Corporal Levi Danley was enrolled in Captain McClure’s company 
Illinois Mounted Infantry Volunteers, May 4, 1832, for thirty days, in the Black 


Hawk war, and was mustered out of service with his company May 27, 1832. 
He is now about ninety years of age, infirm and feeble in health, and extremely 
poor financially, and has been supported for many years by charitable friends 
and neighbors, being unable to earn his own livelihood. 

In this connection the committee call attention to the following letter fr 
Senator CcuL.Lom, of lilinois: 

‘DEAR Sir: There isa bill before your committee grauting a pension to Levi 
Danley, who was asoldier in the Black Hawk war. I have known him fortifty 
years, perhaps. At onetime, years ago, he was in fair circumstances, but is now 
absolutely without property and is about ninety years of age. He isa model 
man in all his personal habits of life, but is entirely dependent upon friends 
and the public fora living. I think he ought to be given a pension. 

‘He certainly will notsurvive many years longer, and it seemsscarcely right 
that the old man, now about ninety years of age, as I have said, should b« 
lowed to depend upon charity for an existence, after rendering service to 
country in the Black Hawk war. I should be glad if you would give this « 
attention. 

“Truly, yours, 


bill granting a pen 


al 
iis 


ise 


. ‘S. M. CULLOM 
**Hon. C. K. Davis, 


“Chairman Committee on Pensions.” 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out “thirty 
in the seventh line, and inserting “twelve,” and that as amended the bill do 
pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOHN W. WEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3 
granting a pension to John W. West. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be laid over tem- 


porarily, as I desire to move an amendment to the name and have not 
the correct name here. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the bill 
will be informally passed over. 
There was no objection. 
NATHAN C. MOORE. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
pension to Nathan C. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


4299) granting a 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan C. Moore, late a private of 


Captain Byram’s company (E), of Col. Benjamin Snodgrass’s regiment, North 
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Che 1 was ordered to at 1 rea ind it w ’ lingly read 
the third time, and passed 
\ l 
The ne ss on the Private Ca was t 1 (H. R. 11461 
} ( se « pens ito W i M. | ° 
Was Tread a | ows 
} That t S . ‘ q 
tl la rected to »v 
é of the an \ rid I ‘ 
i the war th Mex 
The report (by Mr. S I ) 
rhe Committee <« P oO »>W ¢ 
ae t se of } s I I 
d reportas follows 
rhe claimant was a privat or v H, First Kent Infa \ 
teers, and served from May 9, 1846, to Ju L547, int ‘ with M 
Is now in receipt of & pe on ot SS per month ona i + ~ ‘ 
rhe testimony of John R. M,. Polka Drs. W. P. White and R. B. ¢ 
f Le ille, Ky., shows that the claimant sarily \ ty years old 
sufferer from chronic rheumatism to su um extent that h ind 
ibor to support himself and bis infirm w Phis disea \ a 
was contracted during his Mexican war ser‘ 
It is further shown by the testimony of the above-nar 1 1 
| claimant owns no property and has no 1a - i ~ 
pension. 
The claimant's service and disability and his aged and te yndition 
| call for fay ion at the hands of ¢ ivress,inth izgment of vo n- 
mittee, and is therefore returned with the reco idation that do 
pass with the ing amendment: Strik out the word live 1 line 5, it 
being the purpose ofthe committee to re id a pension at « i 


The amendment of the committee, as stated at the close of the 


port, was read and agreed to. 
Wray 











rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordivgly read the third tim d 
passed, 

WILLIAM C, YOUNS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 490! 
granting a pension to William C. Young 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby it 

d and directed to place on the pens roll, su t tot I S101 l 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William ¢ 1oung, late a priva 
in Capt. N. P. Dodson’s company of Col. W im Lindsey's re ntof J 
nessee Volunteers of the Cherokee war of IS o 1838 

The report (by Mr. SMYsER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4906) g 
ing a pensionto William C. Young, have considered the same and r ~ 
follows 

rhe records of the Second Auditor’s Office, Treasury Departn 4 
t aimant served for four months and nine days as a foot soldi« ( 
P. Dodson’scompany of Col. William Lindsey's regiment of ‘I essee \ 
teers in the Cherokee Indian war of 1838. The clain ‘ ‘ S 
dered almost two years of service additional to the al 
turbances of that period, but no record of same can be 

A mass of testimony before the committee vs th f 
about seventy-two years old and so much bro low 
that he 2an do but little manual labor to support ‘ i" 
and infant granddaughter depending upon him for sint 
owns no real estate whatever and his } i rt 
value, and that he has no income whatever except w! 
labor. 

It isalso shown that the claimant is a good, honorable, and des 

In view of the claimant’s service and his disabled a eedy ¢ 
committee think the relief prayed for should be gra I 
returned with a favorable recommendat 

Add after the last word in the bill the words und y 





| rate of $12 per month, 















































wwe 
Li} i olt mmittee as stated at the close of the report 
vw ‘ ) 
ended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 
t vas accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH HUTCHINS. 
‘ ] } ] Pp ‘ te ein » the hil 
f t bus 34 sidered on the Private Calendar was the bill 
| 11077 ntir yension to Sarah Hutchins. | 
} ] Y 
i ‘ 5S iCAau 

J , That tl tary of t Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

t } re to place on the} n roll, subject to the pension laws 
‘ 8, tl name of Sarah | t ns, dependent mother of Robert H. 
hi s, late of Company L, | \ t Heavy Artillery 

The 1 ) y Nt ow 

I ( tee « 1 Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
] £ ng a s to Sarah Hutchins, submit the following report 

I co etow 1 was referred this bill has considered same and finds 
t} ‘ i her of Robert H. Mutchins, late of Company L, First 
Ve ‘ lica Artill said soldier died in the service in 1864 and left this 
be ary, reallyad ndent mother, though healsolefta widow. This widow 
d ens shis w »w and received one payment only when she remarried 

rac vi she has not since rendered any aid or support. 
ther has n living att 3 with daughters who themselves are un- 
t iy rt} ‘ e now is in declining health and has to receive sup- 
rom the tow! s 48 » years old and fe le She is worthy, 
¢ ‘ i 1 bill do pass. 

| ‘ 1 to engrossed and read a third time; and it 

W A I ead t { d t and passed 
| the Pr Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11454 
j . ‘ : | Q 1), tler, of Togus, M«e 
Tl } ’ ; v 
I a Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
t ‘ i ) Erastus D. Butler, late of ( 
I i \ t \ int to the sum of M5 per month 
j eport y Mr N rt l s follow 

I ( < Invalid } . to whom was referred the bill (H. R 

ll4 i er, has considered same and reports 
t bious vith thes i ndat n that it do pass. 

Le : $a pens ‘ 36 a month, certificate 23146, for wounds 
rec 1 se ‘ His wounds are ofsuch a character that his left leg, though 
m n lis of no use to nd as a greater disability with it than 
I ive i 

{ I 1 is too small, and as his withered leg is not 
a ited law more than $36, when his disability is 
equal or gre off, in which case he would be by law en- 
titied t i 

Physicia l ule partof report. The affidavits of 
ne sa in substan t su 

PHYSICIAN'S AFFIDAVIT 

[herel ‘ that I h » this day examined Erastus D. Butler, late of Com- 
pany E,1 ‘ h Vermont Volunteers, and find that he hasa cicatrix of arifle 
wound just the left ante rr superior spinus process of the ilium. Sear is 
adher« ldra n Ss ] er claims that the bullet was removed from 
this w nd by surg operation about 1870, and that previous to that time 
there was an o sore at this point. From the effects of this wound and re- 
sulting hip disease I find a shortening in the left leg exceeding 3 inches. Cir- 
cumference of rightleg at hip, 25inches; left leg,19. Cireumference at calf, right, 
5) t, 14 

Che swinging motion at the hip is very much impaired. I consider that he 
suffers more f 1 this w nd than he would from loss of leg at thigh joint, as 
the entirely ess I have no intersst in this claim. 

R. J. MARTIN, M. D 

A sTA, M 4 SU 
STA M I 

T person red b mie J. Martin, M. D., whom I know tobe 
they aon Y s himself to! 1d made oath, in due form of law, that 
t} re nt by him subscribed istrue. I have no interest in this 
‘ 

LEWIS SELBING 
aren 

‘ i 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
wa cordi read the third time, and passed 

LAFAYETTE SOPER 
Phe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12585 
increasing the pension of Lafayette Soper, of Morrisville, Vt. 
ine pi | was rea | as fol] ws 

] I tt secretary of tha Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to reas e pension of Lafayette Soper, late of Com- 
pany A, Eleventh V« ont Volunteers, from $30 a month to $45 a month. 

The report y Mr. NUTE) is as follows 

The ¢ mit Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1258 4 ‘ nofl iyetie Sop of Morrisville, Vt., submit the fol- 
low ri 

I ttee has « sidered thes i finds that Lafayette Soper was a 
m erof Companies A, Eleventh \ it Volunteers and First Vermont 
Art He lost his left foot in the service and draws a pension for it of $30 
al Iie received a sunstroke in service also, for which he does not re- 
ce pensior When he lost the foot his weight was 169 pounds and it has in- 
creased till he weighs 215 pounds; and that burden’‘on the right limb has per- 
manently injured it so thatthe knee is weak and of little use, which renders 
h le t« oveabout very much, 

“i to this he s become entirely blind in one eye and nearly so in the 
ot d is« ge » have the constant care and attention of another per- 
8 is combined disabilities seem to render him a proper person for increase 








of pension which the bill provides 

He is every way worthy, and all the statements of this reportare abundantly 
attested by the aflidavits of two surgeons and several neighbors. 

Committee recommend that the “ill do pass, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and : 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 5 


MARIA L. HAMMER. : 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 187 : 

granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Hammer. 2 
rhe bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, eic., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a . 


thorized to increase the pension of Maria I 


Hammer, a hospital nurse durir 
the war ofthe rebellion, 12 


from $12 per month to $25 per month, to take effect fr 


and after the passage of this act 
The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.! ; 
1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Hammer, having examin 
and considered the same, reportthe same back to the House with a recor 
mendation that it do pass with an amendment striking out the word “five ' 
in line 6, so as to make it read at ** $20 per month.”’ 
The beneficiary is a maiden lady, now about seventy-three years of age, ar 
utterly without other means of support than the pension of $12 per month sh 
is now receiving. Her health became so shattered in her duties as an arm 
nurse that she has now completely broken down and not able to do anythin 
towards her support. 
Up to within a year or two she had been able to do something towards her 
support and was thus enabled to live; but now, having norelatives upon who 
she can rely, she is a very worthy object of consideration upon the part 
Congress, and by her services entitled herself toit. She was a nurse in t! 
Southwestern Army for years and continuously engaged in her duties, and i: 
those duties lost her health. She has made a very strong showing as to h 
needs, work, and character. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The report upon which the original bill in ser favor was passed in the Fort, 
eighth Congress quite fully states the circumstances ofher case, and we appen 
it in full 


RI RI 
rheCommittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1977 
granting a pension to Maria L. Hammer, having had thesame under consider 


yn, report thereon as follows 

Maria L. Hammer, in November, 2, was appointed and duly sworn inasa 
nurse in the United States Military Hospital Service by James E, Yeatmar 
president of the Western Sanitary Commission, acting under orders from Mis 
1), L. Dix, general superintendent ofthe nurses of military hospitals ofthe Unit 
States, who had authority sotodo. Before entering thisservice her health h 
been good, and was at the time she commenced her duties as nurse. 

Miss Hammer was assigned to duty as hospital nurse at Corinth, Miss. Aft 
remaining there for some time she was ordered with the sick to La Grang: 
Tenn., where she was assigned to college and seminary hospitals. Here sh 
remained on hard and continuous duty in the hospitals until the 20th of July 
1863, at which time, from overwork, long continued, she was compelled to quit 
the service. She is shown to have been almost constantly on her feet over th 
sick and wounded, scarcely taking time to eat her meals. She was attacke 
with swelling of the feet and limbs to a phenomenal degree, and attended wit 
very great pain, during which she could not stand upon her feet, and could n 
even bear the weight of anything upon the affected parts 

This was attended with other diseases peculiar to the female sex, and whi 
has wholly broken her down and destroyed her health. She has no means 
support, and has several times tried to earn her living by manual labor, but haa 
been obliged to give it up each time. She is now sixty-four years old, and has 
no parents living and no home of herown. Her only refuge has been with a 
widowed sister, whose husband was also a soldier. 

Senator Kirkwood, late Secretary of the Interior, has spoken strongly in h« 
favor as to her desert and needs. 

Peter A. Day, State railroad commissioner of Iowa; Mrs. Wittemyer, Iow 
State sanitary agent, together with soldiers in the service and a large num\)« . 
of her neighbors and prominent men in the State, give their indorsement ar 
support as to her merits that few cases of this class receive. 

Hi. W. Crawford, M. D., chief of hospitals at La Grange, Tenn., on her leayir 
there, gave hera letter, in which he says, among other things 

‘*Miss Maria L. Hammer has been on duty as chief lady nurse in these hos 
pitals for the last eight months, and has earned the everlasting gratitude of not 
only the sick and wounded soldiers, but all others who have witnessed her ur 
tiring labors in this wide field of humanity. No lady I know has earned a 
brighter record, and her name is in all the hospitals, She now wishes to reti: 
for a season to recuperate her failing health,” etc. 

Your committee regard a case of this character as being as much entitled 
their support and favor as any other branch of the military service, and ther 
fore report the bill back with recommendation that it do pass, after amend 
ing the same by strik out the words “the 20th day of July, 1863,” 
mencing in the eighth li and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and aft« 
the passage of this act; ’’ also, strike in the seventh line words “ar 
of;”’ also,in the ¢ ten ’’ and insert “twelve 


lieu thereof, 
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col 





t 
out 





ghth line, strike out the word ‘ 
The amendments reported by the committee at the close of the m 
port were read and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third tin 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 


CAROLINE DAWSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 151 
restoring the pension of Caroline Dawson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb ae 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Caroline | . 5 
son, widow of C. L. Dawson, late assistant surgeon of the Thirty-first | 


Volunteers, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 
by Mr. FLICK 





he report is as follows: 











The Committee on Invalid Peasions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R a 
restoring to the pension roll the me of Caroline Dawson, widow of ‘ A 3 
Dawson, late assistant surgeon of the Thirty-first Regiment of Iowa Volunte if 
having examined and considered the same, report the same back tothe H . 
with a recommendation that it do pass : 

The husband of the claimant was assistant surgeon of said regiment, an 
reason of his services therein lost his health and died, in 1863, of diseas« sy 
tracted in such service. Thereafter his wife, the claimant, was granted a pe oa 


sion of $17 per month, which was continued until her marriage, in 1864. 
In that year she married one James Thompson, being advised and beiievi 
that he was well to do and that he could provide for her; but it turned out that 
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i 
“ he was in debt, poor, and lost what property he appeared to have, and, furtl 
a than this, did not so treat the claimant that she uld liv hhim at all, and eas ut »Pension OM 
4 in December, 1878 deserted her, and she thereafter ol eda divorce fro t t y : t 
him in the courts of Jackson County, lowa, where she res i ture as to re e the $ 
: For the lastten years the claimant has been without any means of support, ar I f these facts your 
he has lived by her own exertions and by contributions of relatives and friends ! tthe bill do pass wit! 
* that she is now sixty-six years of age, has no one upon whom to rely fors t a vdd N 
port, and is in such health that it is impossible for her to earn her own living reas f per a by 
This case is entirely within the line of pre lent, i we think she should 
given the relief demanded. ' iment of the < ‘ : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was | was, toreed to 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. saariateil sia ei Ba } 
ARAH A. JOINER. : oe ccordingly read the t ' nc | 
The next business considered on the Private Calendar was the bill \ 
(H. kK, 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner <t business he Private Calendar was t a 
’ The bill was read, as follows: rranting a pension to W 1 D. Calkins, Company ( l 
2 t 
Be it enact I, c., That the Secretary of the Interior s hereby, a \ € ent 
thorized and directed to place on the pension re he uh ALJ ‘ was] 
2 a resident of Se cottsborough, Ala., § rate o < 1 ur 
% disability resulting from disease contracted while serving: 1ospital nur el ’ 
during the war of the rebellion. Sere ar a. 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows g 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom w red the bill (H. R ] report Mr. ¢ ‘ 
7 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner, submit th owing report 
Sarah A. Joiner served as a nurse from March 28, 1563, to June 1 by ‘ 
pointment of Miss Dix, and rendered good service. She was ond t 
armies in Tennessee, and was faithful and efficient in caring for k and ro , ‘ 
wounded in the general hospitals at Nashville and Memphis. z ieee ee 7.3, 
The records of the War Department note Mrs. Joiner as on duty in years |‘ 7 7s Pern . 
above mentioned. Soldiers in the Army testify to the fidelity of Mrs. Joiner : ae ee ne 
in caring for the sick and wounded and her kindness to those in her « ‘ a » heaped inact cegsg nah Voge ; 
From the work inthe hospitals her health became impaired, and as she has no peer rerron A eeu : 
income, she must depend upon her exertions for support Prag recta Remy, Somers em AMIE ene 
In view of these facts the passage of the bill is recommended , . sage son we eee : pm 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it i ‘ 1 ad i knee wer lass s or dis 
was accordingly read the third time, and — tor red cal 
EMMA SOUTHWICK BRINTON. A 3 ‘ 
The next business on the Priva te Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13074 i as tol os e gt t 
granting a pension to Emma Southwick Brinton. chr diarrhea or w of the 
1 P 3 < r as ‘ 4 
The bill was read, as follows : pVINORES OF! 
tr ng e lore i it t 4 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 3, and, it was said, ir t 
thorized and directed to place on the pension ro!l, subject to the provisions and | port that the blindness was « t 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma Southwick Brinton, a | Pension Office thinks 
nurse in the late war of the rebellion, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $25 In view of this u your t 
per month. } Iness and 3 ‘ this s ‘ 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: ee nes eee eS 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. Phe amendmentof t committee as stat 
13074) granting a pension to Emma Southwick Brinton,submit the following | WAS read and agreed to. 
report: - 7 ser s ; The bill as amended was ordered to be engr dandr t t 
t appears from the evidence on file in this claim that the subject of this re- 1] 1 1 } 1+) } 
port offered her services as a volunteer nurse December 28, 1861, and was as- and | ng engrossed, 1t was acc aingiy read t ASSN sci 
signed to duty at Alexandria, Va.,and from that time until the end of the war TAMES WoOWA ‘ 
she was in constant service, with the exception of a few weeks, when she was JAMES H. W 
prostrated with fever and from overwork. During this service she was nearly The next pension business on the Private Calendar wa 
always at the front caring for the wounded, and was sent from one hospital to | p 7213) to »the nam Ti iT Waltan A es‘ attae a 
another, where her services were most needed. eae to place the name of James H. Wa a. i na 
For all this service she received no pay, except for the time she was at Alex- [he bill was read, as follows 
ve) ' x 
andria, and the small sum paid her at that place was all freely given to make Re it enacted. et That the Secretar ft Inter ' 
. ; her patients comfortable. iain lec Atneiaie te tre) ait Fe ee ea H t atea: ¥ 
It also appears that she was a person of small means at the time, but she not | a a + 4} Sala as of £15 p -s . Sa aR eee ee > / Sad 
only gave her valuable services, but all she possessed of wealth and prope. the } a1 on law : 
: ‘ = i ‘ 
She is now well advancedin years, hasno husband or children, and no means -~ 
of support other than her own labor. Che report (by Mr. De LAN 1s 
; Your committee recommend the passage of bil!, amended, however, by mak- Che ¢ a Pens ——" wai wend ry 
ing the sum to be so allowed $12 per month. nea sion to J H Wa 1 
i ) 
The amendment of the committee as stated at the close of the ré pore | °ONS: |. 
| nant was a private in n lerdale’s « ( ‘ é 
was read and agreed to. ie eniat Wits aad poreelll ee ae 
. . . : € hi ,an ser ily ‘ 4 > January 
The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | Indian war 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed In a decl ee ee ee 559, the cla red 
= that about yvember, 1556, in Florida, fe was throw rom 3 
HORACE B. SEELEY. ured in the small of his back and spin I $no oO ‘ 
he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12316) | lapse une ta. find an’ ¢ _ noseratadl watte tat area 1 Rie 
> granting an increase of pension to Horace B. Seeley. captain Cor pany the service, his claim was rejected by t ’ension | u 
+ > we : : 7 » ; ae 2 ) Che testi: yf hed by e « y of 
“4 K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers. ean , * hask for t ‘Pt lana lit he } , 
. . . in ! 1 DACK r e p ti t vear i i 4 that a1 
The bill was read, as follows: to perform any manual labor by rea : ' 
Beit enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the In teric 9 be,and he is hereby, an- tt ee ee ae i, and \ ae ey a : ss 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Horace B.Seeley,late a cap- | dependently of the aid of fr 
tain of Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers. to In view of the claimant's ser\ na , , your tt re oft 
$72 per month. O} i that the case isa proper f ef bys ul act. at 
1 / ° . t I pre, returned witl fay t recomnm Jat 
x hereport (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows , | 1 rae 
ioe T . he bill was re engrossed an lat tim 
me The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT. I oe . = ’ l to b . 2 a - read a . ; 
“ay 12316) granting an increase of pension to Horace B. See y, captain Compa i ; accor MUngiv read ft » third tu +, anda p 1 
r ~ rele 7 , ¥ - . , . = ° 
i K, Eighty-sixth New York Infantry, submit the following report: MAR} [ 
= Claimant was enrolled in Company K, Eighty-sixth New York Volunteers es 
i on the 30th day of August, 1861; promoted to secon: 1 lieutenant December. 1+ The next business considered on the Private ¢ 1 
was wounded and taken prisoner at the battle of Gettysburgh: was in co! H. lt. 10611) granting a pension to Mary | 
finement as a prisoner of war at Richmond, Camp Asylum, and Columbia unt aaa : ee ee eee 
4 paroled at Northe ast Ferry, N.C., March 1, 1865, He was mustered as captain Che bill was read. as follow 
} May 15, 1865, and honorably discharged from the service June 27,1865. _ enacted, etc., That the Secret t 
: Captain Seeley was pla aced on the pension roll first at $4.25 per month; was | t ed and directed to pla th 
soon after rerated at $17, then increased to $24, and is now rated at $30, for th« l tations of the pension laws, the n: 
following disabilities: Loss of teeth resulting from scurvy. n¢ arly total deaf- | Ge wares, tn the ws Se is. . 
ness of left ear, epilepsy, and piles. Many witnesses of hizh standi ng int 1e Lall w her a pe: si. 
community where C aptain Seeley resides testify to his correct habits and up 1 ry os 
right character; also that he is in a deplorable physical condition; that he is ne report (by Mr. SMYSsI 
subject to frequent attacks of epil epsy, which prostrate him and leave him for rhe Committee on |] 
a time utterly unconscious; that these attacks are frequent and liable to occur | granting a pens to Mary I é i 
atany time, which nec »ssarily requires the almost constant aid and attention | lows 
of another person. te} ! 
Th Hid } The cla unt’s late h ur i ] 3, Ww 
; © evic ence of his family physician and affidavits of several other practic- | sergeant o apt, Stephen Malone’s company of the I R . 
* ng physicians show that the disabilities for which he is pensioned have made | Stokes’s Briga ie, Georgia Volunteers. Subs 





2296 








a <= * 
otion to color of the regiment, Sergeant Ellis was elected captain of the 
Da His s) service covered a period of one month and eleven days 
d was rendet luring the Florida Indian war 
vn that Mrs, I is been bedridden most of the time for 
t ' t < s s abo nty years old Her income, which is 
ed the t of the farm on which she lives (the rent being shared be- 
‘ two ch t amount to over $45 per year 
WV = | “ 1 i e 
: r ‘ et re ! e facts, are of the opinion that 
e is I ‘ ithe bill is therefore returned to the House 
i I iation 
os t claimant : Y address, Griffin, Ga., and to 
ns t? ri 


Che amendment of the committee as stated at the close of the re 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the chairman of the 


committee why the widow of one captain should not have the same 


pension as the widow of another? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, the chairman of whichis not present. Therefore 
Iw inswer the question All service pensions are uniform, without 

rard to whether the soldier was a captain or a private. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does seem to me that in the enactment of 

isures of this kind into law there should be a uniformity. The 


entleman from Georgia [Mr. Stewart] desired me to call the atten- 


tronof the House to the factsin this case. The husband of this lady was 
1: officer in the regular Army. It seems to me there should be uni- 
rmity about it. 
Mr. MORRILI Chere is uniformity. All service pensions are at 
the same rate 
Mr. BOUTELLE, There is a difference between service pensions 


and invalid pensions. 
Mr. CHEADLE, The gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
sions are all at the same rate. 
$8 a month. 


MORRILL] says 
Unfortunately some are only at 
rute ol 
¢ amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
id being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


lhe bill as 


MARCELLUS A. STOVALI 
Che next business on the Priv: rs ‘alendar was the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall. 
d as follows: 


10483 


Che Clerk reat 





ed, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 

zed and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Marcellus A 
vall, of Georgia, at the rate of $20 per month, said Marcellus A. Stovall hav 
tad vate in the Richmond Blues, a company from Augusta, Ga,, com- 
inded by Capt. F. M. Robertson, in the Seminole Indian war in Florida in 


Che report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows 


Che Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IT, R. 10483) grant- 

xa pension to Marcellus A, Stovall, have considered the same and respect- 
report as follows 

Che claimant was a private in Capt. F.M. Robertson’s company of Georgia 


teers, and served from January 23, 1836, to May 5, 1836, in the Florida In- 
mm War his service is a matter of record in the office of the Second Auditor 
he Treasury 
is reliably shown that the claimant is now about seventy-four years old and 
needy circumstances 
e passage of the bill is recommended with an amendment to show the 
1imant’s post-office address, ¢. e., Augusta, Ga., and to fix the rate of pension 


i2 per month 
Che amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
Phe bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


1d being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


IRA As STOUT. 


Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11926) 


The next business on the Private 
granting a pension to Ira A. Stout. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
tedto place on the pension roll of the United States the name of Ira A. Stout, 
erly a private in Capt. James P.Grundy’s company, Col. William P. Trous- 
dale’s Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, in the Florida war, atthe 
iate of $20 per month, subject to the rulesand regulations governing pensions, 


by Mr. Norton) is as follows : 


] ena i. ete 


Che report 





Che Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 119296 
granting a pension to Ira A, Stout, have considered the same and beg leave to 
submit the following report 

Che claimant was a corporal in Capt. James P. Grundy’s company of Col. 
William P. Trousdale’s Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, and served 
from June 7, 1836, to January 14, 18 in the Florida Indian war. Previous to 
the ove term of enlistment he served some time witb troops raised for the 





se of protecting the Southwestern frontier against Indian depredations, 
and he Department during the warwith Mexico. 
Che testimony submitted to the committee shows that the claimant is seventy- 
four years old. and by reason of his age, varicose veins of a leg, impaired sight 
d hearing, is unable to do any work by which to support himself, and he 
possesses no property of any kind, but is dependent upon his friends for the 
necessities of life 
rhe passage of the bill is reeommended., 
Amend by striking out the word *‘ twenty,” 
thereof the word “ twelve.’ 


Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, this is a very meritorious case. 
This man is seventy-four years old. He served in two wars. He has 
not many more years to live. He has nothing to liveon. I know him 
personally, and I think it would be a hardship to cut him down to 


ilso served in the Commissary 


in line 8, and inserting in lieu 
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j luring the time that Major Collins was out of the service : 





FEBRUARY 6, 


$12. Ithink he ought to have $20 a month, and I move to nonconcu: 
in the amendment of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now before the House is 
on the amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
this man is disabled ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON 
is seventy-four years old. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was disagreed to 

Cine bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe od, 


say th 


He is, and is incapacitated from work. 


AGNES B. COLLINS. 
Calendar was the bill (H.R 
Collins. 


The next business on the Private (¢ 
granting a pension to Mrs. Agnes B. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agnes B. Collins, widow of Jo 
seph B. Collins, late a major and brevet colonel of the United States Army, and 
pay hera pension corresponding with the military rank of her late husband. 

The report (by Mr. BARWIG) is as follows: 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9876) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Agnes B. Collins, have considered the sam 
and beg leave to report as follows: 

The claimant’s late husband, Joseph B. Collins, retired major, United States 
Army, entered the service July 9, 1846, in Company F, United States Mounted 
Rifles, and was discharged at Jalapa, Mexico, May 19, 1847, by reason of disa 
bility arising from wounds received at Cerro Gordo, Mexico, April 18, 1847 
Rank when discharged, a sergeant. 

Hie was appointed second lieutenant Fourth Infantry March 29, 1848, from 
the District of Columbia; promoted first lieutenant July 7, 1853; captain May 
4, 1861, and major Second Infantry January 20, 1865, He was slightly wounded 
at the battle of Bull Run, Virginia, August 30, 1862. 

Major Collins was in active service until March 15, 1869, when he was placed 
on waiting orders, and he remained awaiting orders until February 1, 15 1, 
when he was honorably mustered out of service as a supernumerary office 
under section 12, act of July 15, 1870. 

Under authority of an act of Cc ongres3 approved March 3, 1879, Major C« 
was, by an order of the President dated March 8, 1879, reinstated in the 
as a major of infantry, to date from January 1, 1871. 

His retirement asof that date, under authority of the same act, was duly an 
nounced, and he continued on the retired list of the Army until the date of his 
death, December 20, 1888 


llir 
11InsS 


Ariny 


ifter the war with 
Mexico he received a pension on account of the loss of sight of an eye, the re- 
sult of aninjury received in said war. 


| Mrs. Collins now receives a Mexican war widow’s pension of $8 per month. 


| This pension was allowed by the Pension Bureau upon Mrs. Collins showing 


that she was practically without means of supportaside from her manual labor 


| She is now past sixty years of age, and she asks the increase provided by the 


| changing the titie soas to read 


bill in order that she may pass her remaining days in comparative comfort and 
ndependence, The amount asked is the same that is provided by the genera 
law for majors’ widows. 

The passage of the bill is recommended with the following amendments: By 
‘A bill granting an increase of pe nsion to Mrs 
Agnes B. Collins.”’ Also, by striking out all after the word ** pension,”’ in line 
8, and substituting in lieu thereof the words “ at the rate of $25 per month as a 
major’s widow, the same to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by her.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 


| and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY SISSON, 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13066) granting a pension to Henry Sisson. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Sisson, 


dependent son of John B. Sisson, late a soldier in the war of 1812, Virginia sery 
| ice, at the rate of $18 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SMyseErR) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13066) grant 


| ing a pension to Henry Sisson, have given the same due consideration and re 


port as follows: 

A similar bill has at the present session been favorably considered by the 
Senate Committee on Pensions, and it is now on the Senate Calendar. The re 
port (S. 2015) accompanying the same fully sets forth the facts, and your com 
mittee therefore adopt that report as their own, and return the bill to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


Senate Report No. 2015, Fifty-first Congress, second session. |} 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting 
sion to Henry Sisson, have examined the same and report: 

Henry Sisson, the claimant, is sixty-seven years old, much broken in health 
a nativeof Virginia, now an inmate of the almshouse in this city, whose father 
John B. Sisson, was a soldier and pensioner of the war of 1812. He is the only 
surviving member of the soldier’s immediate family, destitute, and wholly in 
capacitated from earning his support by manual labor. 

There are numerous precedents for the action contemplated by this bill. In 
view of this and of the merits of the case presented in the testimony hercto 
attached, the bill is reported with a favorable recommendation. 


a pen- 


To the honoralle the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled 


Your petitioner, Henry Sisson, respectfully presents the following facts and 


request, which he prays may be’ carefully and favorably considered by your 
honorable bodies, 

That he was born and raised in the county of Richmond, State of Virginia, and 

| that he is now sixty-seven years old, and that he is now and has been fora long 

| time unable to obtain his livelihood by manual labor, and that in consequence of 
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—_ ~- « 
icant ; ae ssesceinatgpeec sasebentestenantante ‘a 
\ his advanced age, the loss of his right leg when eight years of age, and other bod- The affiant further states that while ! es not know of his own } 
ily indiynities, and haying no meansof support, he has been compelled to be, an ijk viedge, vet he believes, and t on? rt | 3 € ry re 
is now, an imate of the almshouse in the city of Washington,D.C. That he is é id John B. Sisson was t t v f 1812, and 
the son of John B. Sisson, who was a soldier in and a pensioner for his services yn from tt States ona 1 iid service in the w 
in the war of 1812; that his father, the said John B. Sisson, died in the year A ‘ that said Ji was a priv ‘ 1 be 
D. 1869, and that no widow, child, or children of his fatherare now living except | of \ a | r I8i2 i Ht 8 ‘ 
himself, vin lof said soldier John B. Siss it said Henry $ 
He therefore, in consequence of his poverty and helpless condition, appeals i ‘ 
to your honorable bodies to grant him apension for the few remaining yearsol v 1 
his life as the invalid and destitute son of John B. Sisson, who honorably and ‘ Las 
faithfully served his country inthe war of 1812. ‘ i may relat 
HENRY SISSO> IES rA N 
" Ww ue r \ - i 
WASHINGTON, D, C., Decen! >, 1890 I t no ‘ i 
To the honorable the chairman of the Committee of Pensions of the House and Sena t 
GENTLEMEN : I address you in behalf of Henry Sisson, who is now, and has 
been for several vears past, an inmate of the almshor the city of Wa 
} ington, D.C. 
i Mr. Sisson is a strictly temperate, worthy, and deservii in, but without |S \ 
means of self-support, and is unable to earn his living by ial labor i oO , ’ ) 6 . 
count of his advanced age, the loss of his right limb, and ! bod : 5 ‘ 1 1 
firmities. dearly este ph agg ‘eat or 
I have been informed that Mr. Sisson is mak 1 effort to obtain a pension eel a : : : a ae a pt 
as the invalid, helpless, and dependent son of J« Sisson, who sas er | icc, Phase Tohn BR Si: : : teak ius 
in the war of 1812. R phere i a \ : a 
I beg to assure you, gentlemen, that I have no pecuniary interest in Mr. Sis 7 : eat a“ ‘ ‘$s ; : ' : 
son's pension claim, and that I make this statement simply as an act of charity n. That cect a eect Sine ‘2 
earnestly hoping that you will favorably consider his application, and that A Sant fasthat atatan thal = : ; , 
through you a pension will be speedily granted to cheer and give comfort to io nav oe : 
the few remaining years of his life. py ey 37 
Very respectfully, . 
CHARLOTTE A. VAN DOREN, Pp ertelpene lar cntit : a ; 
In Charge of Mission Workers at the Almshouse and Workhouse, I hereby certify that I have no inte 
Ican fully indorse Miss Charlotte A. Van Doren as worthy of the utmost - oe ae ; me var. 
confidence in whatever she may state about this case. ( ( ; : 
JOHN CHESTER, 
Pastor Metropolitan Presbyterian Church STATE OF \Y INIA, ¢ a fk 
a ) é lay Dece ve A 1) S90 7 « 1 LD. 
WALLACH ScHOOL, Dec r 10, 1890, WOEder, ChOrm 4 eee Ses snd for the county aforesaid, N. Ei. Sisson, 
| ‘ c vn to meas a cre e person and of f e. who by 
I cheerfully concur in the statement made by Miss Van Doren, having some e vorn at 1 rt ‘ says 4 ~ \ ) 4 son- 
| knowledge myself of Henry Sisson and believing him to be worthy. ally ainted with Hen Sisson. W vA t f oe x : 
A. T. STUART t tv of Was yn, D. C.. and tha L Ee ~ ‘ able 
Supervising Principal Public Sch “ to obtain = elihood by 
the loss of his right leg, and other bodily ties 
WASHINGTON ASYLUM, rhe said Henry Sisson is without th¢ e ofs 
Washington, D. C., D ber 18, 1890 tute circumstances That said Her S S 
To whom it may concern: vas born in the county « 1 1 Sta \ tha 
This isto certify that the records of this institution contain the following John B. Sisson is dead, and that no w Ww, tre 
entry Sisson are now ving, excepting said Henry > 
Henry Sisson, white; age, fiftv-seven years; born Virginia; « pation, ped Witness further states at w e he does v of ; ‘ 
dier: duration of residence in the District, seventeen years knowledge, yet he believes, and from rent 1 
He is disabled by loss of one leg. believe him to be worthy of assistan denied, he has ev v reason to be vet t said Jo ~ 
W. H. STOUTENBURGH, 1 the war of 1812 asa soldierina Vir i o 
Intendant W. A Witness further states that said Henry Siss 3a te erat 
worthy man 
I. L. D. Warner, clerk of the county court of Richmond County, do hereby , Witness fu SOGr says thal Re Knows Ol vs 
certify that William B. Mitchell and James Yeatman this day personally ap B. Sisson was . pension Fd 
peared before me and made oath that they have known Henry Sisson from his Witness furt 1er states that he has no int t 
bovhood: that he isthe son of John B. Sisson; we also Know that he was an to which this affidavit may relate. 
invalid at eight years of age, and has been so up to this day NTT. SISSON 
Given under my hand this 6th day of October, A. D, 1290, and the seal of said | Subscribed and sworn to before me this h da I) A.D.1 ind 
court. J hereby certifiy that | have no interest, direct or in 4 ) 1 
SEAL. ] L. D. WARNER thisaf t iy at 
SEA L. D WARNER 
STATE OF VirGINIA, County of Virginia, to wit: 2 ; l Virgin 
On this 20th day of De iber, A. D. 1890, before me, L. D. Warner, clerk of Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be 
county court in and for the county of Richmond, State of Virginia, person v engrossed, it was a ordingly read the third time, and pass d. 
appeared M. T. Mozingo, of lawful age and well known to me as a credible pe — 
son, who, being by me duly sworn accordingly to law, declares that he has bee ELIZABETH = N 
for fifty years personally acquainted with Henry Sisson, who is nowan inmate The next business onthe Private Calendar was the bi H.R IND) 
of the almshouse inthe city of Washington, D.C., on account of his he Ss and . ce 1 } } 1 > : a 
destitute condition. _ to increase the pens of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow of Ma 
Affiant states that said Henry Sisson is unable to obtain his living by manual | George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry. 
labor on account of his advanced age, the lost of his right leg, and his » The Clerk read as follows : 
bodily infirmities. : ‘ : 
Affiant also states that said Henry Sisson is not addicted to strong drink. but _ Be ut enacted Phat the Secretary of the Interion ind he 18 li¢ 
isan honest, moral,and a deserving man. = ro | thorized and directed to increase the pension of Elizab Kh. Gordon ) 
Affiant also states that said Henry Sisson is the son of John B. Sisson. who | @! Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry, to $50 per month, i eu oft 
was born, lived, and died in the State of Virginia, and that no widow andno | “'°" she is now receiving, to date from t passage oft 
child or children of said John B, Sisson are now living, excepting the said The report by Mr. SMYSER) is as follow 
Henry Sisson pee : =a 
Affiant further states that he believes, although he does not know it of his rhe Committee on Pensions, to w n was referred t] H. Ft. 12900) gr 
own personal knowledge, but from current reports often heard and never de- | '7S #P (HeTease of pension to Mrs. ] beth Kt. Gor , ve considered the 
nied he has every reason to believe, that said John B. Sisson was a soldier ina | ~“\y- ne 3a edie eet ' r 
Virginia company and regiment in the war of 1812, and received a pension from Mrs aa nis the widow of the late M Creorge A. Gord Fifth Cavah 
é the United States Government on account of his services in said war of 1812 Un ted States Army After the death of her husb ind she was allowed a pension 
Affiant further states that he has no interest, direct or indirect, in any claim | ® *-? Pe’ month and this bill is for the purpose of increasing her rate to 
to which this affidavit may relate. that will supply her with such comforts as are required in herinvalid condition 
M. X. T. MozInGo As to the necessity for this increase the committee have t statement of } 
Witness, payeman 
M. H. Sisson. Dr. Yarrow, acting assistant surgeon, I Army, sa ‘ 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of December, A. D. 1890 Andla es . ot liv cme te sha ¢ with t} oe a ae : 
Ihereby certify that Ihave no interest, direct or indirect, in any claim to whicl ‘ uit al t i ar arenal mal le om a . 
° this affidavit may relate. ; Litt ace tiie ee eo ; ‘aa 
a aaa L. D. WARNER I tle eas an be erived from med ads 
Clerk of County Court of Richmond ; : ee eee, 
: . ond County, | in Major Gordon graduated atthe United States Milita Acade J f 
- and was continuously in service tothe time of h eat ) er P 
3 STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of Richmond, ss to the ca —_ of h s death Dr. Basil Norris, surge« { es A says : 
a » resnit of diecace ntract 
; On this 20th day of December, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, L. D . BB gear eas "1876 whail ae se ; - exe . > my aes 
3 Warner, clerk of the county court, a court of record within and for the county | Gen. George ( rook against the Siot x It lians.” am — fl 
z and State aforesaid, James E. Tallent, of lawful age, and well known to me asa rhe exce! len e of his army re ‘ ot - = rtified General 8 
i ae credible person, who, being duly sworn according to law declares that he has Major Gordon’s death. wrote to ¢ ia Gs : pheno ; ; 
ay been for thirty-five years acquainted with Henry Sisson, who formerly resided | ing relief for his widow, and ly iia . P 
a in Richmond County, of Virginia and State of Virginia, but who now resides in an Among the offic ers hese a "el is < +} 
the city of Washington, D. C., and that said Henry Sisson had one of his legs | had so many and such ied Saas ee ; ; 
amputated when he was a boy, about fifty-eight yearsago: that said Henry Sis- | flag as inka Glavdon os i rent 0 ue 
: son is the son of John B. Sisson, and that said John B. Sisson is dead, and that | as a soldier. I have alw a lool a odie thkien chee : 
. 4 no widow or minor children survive the said John B, Sisson, preciate ae acenieenurne! rn See ene a 
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-— we 
( es that Ma Gordon served under his com- | torted. There is complete anchylosis of middle finger at metacarpo-pha 
i ‘ Arizona and t Platte, speaks in the hi st t, and only one phalanx of finger remains 
t er, and says th tracted exposure in that Claimant filed his application for increase of pension in July, 1887, and ag 
‘ to the hards e was compelled to enc July, 1890, alleging in substance that this deplorable physical condition wa 
t Luise é ess that terminated in his death sed by reason of the gangrene in his wound, the chronic blood poisoning 
W sho luring the war of the reb i erefrom, and the erysipelas occasioned thereby. 
f 5 t c I Ge Lee, April 9, 1865, he part He fu 1 on this last application, as evidence, the affidavits of his cay 
f ga Bf a the el rraduated, in 1854, to t! and two comrades of his company, and other comrades of the same reg 
spears at there was scarcely any interval to his active | show in substance the continuity and the recurring attacks of erysip 
i I est pa e drew was that of a majorof cavalry, | that was and is aman of correct habits of life, and always has been s 
f ‘ } t y provision for the support at while yet in the service, and immediately subsequent to his dischs 
} at H is 1 ‘ delicate health, de | informed them concerning the factthat he had the gangr his wo l 
} ‘ j y the general law; andin | pital, and that it came near costi him his 
v 5 i's lar ind fa e the committee do not think it | lhe Pension Bureau requires of him that he should furnish the evid 
ess er tv to pass 5 f her relief. | nmissioned officer, first sergeant, or t comrades of his company, s! 
lation that it do pass with | ing the fact that he had gangrene whi in hospital rhis he is unable to 
‘ t nt | rt reason that at that time no such officer cr comrades were present + 
‘ : +4 reed 4 i} i the hospital or wl they could have personal knowledge of the fa 
a core m re oo ue | Hie was there wounded and alone so far as hiscompany was concerned, ) 
i I i Lo heengti sed and read ne; ‘ rcor ittee are of the opinion that, taking into account the claimar 
‘ y read t third tin al l pa sed, | own statements, his present badly cr ppied « yndition, his correct habits of } i 
the recurring attacks of erysipelas, his declarations to comrades shortly af | 
ELAN he bad the gangrene in his wound and about the time of his discharge, his pr« j 
" } litic 3 yt e attributed tothe gangr >and rest : 
: s a ty —~ = +} ef 1T « i mm} ry al but i 0 rang 1c anal Ai 
it rivi Calendar was the Dili (fi. a ur ng therefro: He is pens 1ed at $6 per month now 
ng a] n to Margaret M. Copeland he 
| ( rs 7 i yi al ird of ¢ im rs Vv id give him § Pp 
: to 1 1 and $24 per month injury to right leg. Tl 
: ri A Ss heret \ é ice filed shows that these injuries are permanent and that tl 
‘ rous of t ‘ i States t claim is to very many of the c« nandn of life, must ha 
: : e personal aid and attendar person 
t M ) yllows Your per nh ) a1 
n ithe] H.R : 
t ! ] v g report Mr a state acts { 
( Vv < nfay Picke ng, who en case. 
( } I ( ( ‘ r Sente » > rys , ry 1: . 
~ ge Ghee etn Mr. BOOTHMAN. The report in this case is quite] al 
4 any February 12,15 nor- | : é i “ i a 
Ss , i H ed from fects | Ol the lacts concerning it are wit my Own personal KnOW 
: t i December 14,1 ihis | will make a statement which I think will explain the matter su 
i yapens ! her remarriage ‘ See hic 7 . ‘ } ef Camy ‘ } y 
= ciently ihis soldier was a membDer of Co ny \U, « m ime 
i it pe n roll until the young ae 2 re a oo . 
3 er 1 : He served tron January 24, 1864, to March 3, 1865, when | 
c Irs g, was f the time with her husband | transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps 
} the ; 1 t< ¢ = } ble . . . . : 
: ' ean ore In the battle at Jonesborough, Ga., on the Ist day of September, 15 | 
s a rs, par liariy r the battles of Ston . ‘ . . ; ; a 
i . >t tes nials of a large number of t) e received a bad flesh wound through the thigh. He was s¢ 
of < st O Cavalry. Shehasagain been a widow | to the hospital, and while in the hospital contracted gangrene in t 
eral wears she has been sor r afflictec vith a . : 5 . . 
: gee eed eae ely afflicted wi wound which came near ki 1im at that time. 
1 4 rea Ww a tion she has exhausted all of h« 2 ann ss ore : 
mie r t att und conse 1ence whereof she is nable t fr. EVANS That 1s a sullcient statement 
earn & lit Irs. ¢ \ s lady of excellent character and has rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin and 
ao : ae sheresides. , | engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ed 
lier « i similar t any others wh received favorable cons i - 
‘ nat the hands of Co s, possesses additional merit by reason of her | EDELYN SPALDIN¢ 
g t to the l wound of her husband's companions on aia . ; ak sae . scm 
t i at | Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1262: 
) ‘ ttee, therefore, return t with t ut it | granting a pension to Mrs. Edelyn Spalding, widow of Charles Spa!din 
do} Ss, a } ve y str ts t : : - . i 
“gle ia . S Pick ae he Clerk read as follows 
sine : ow \ I i ~ a 
F, I I ( ‘ I enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
oon . . thor -d and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
n ts ) nodex iv ft NITY eS . / nh i " 
I pat . nded | out mmittee were agres l to. | limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Edelyn Spalding, as wid 
i bi ame d was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: | of es Spalding, first lieutenant in Second Regiment of Dragoons, Unit 
7 j } t t mri? iss ec T 12? 
and b engrosst twas a y read the third time, and passed. my, commissioned in 1 
or he report (by Mr. SMYSER 
+ . ss79 ; i | rhe Committee on Pensions, t red t H.1 8) gr 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13271) | . pension to Mrs. Edelyn Sy the same due « 
ting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. Hyatt. | and report . 
| ; Shae " | rhe claimant's late husband, Charles Spalding, deceased, was appointed f 
ine VClerk Tread as Iolliows a - : oo tena @ : a 511.183 He ioi . 
| lieutenant Second Dragoons United States Army, June 1 1836 e joined! 
Phat t Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- | regiment in July, 1836, and served therewith in Florida in the campaign agains 
t t pay to Alonzo R. Hyatt, late | ate of (¢ ps Cc hostile Seminole Indians until December 15, 1837, when he resigned 
j x Re oO \ nte a pension hereafter at t of H.C. Muroe and H. V. Ke citizens of Washington, D. C., testify tl Mr 
S$) per th, 1 eu ott pension he is now receiving Spalding is over seventy years old and nearly blind; also that she is wit! 
The re t (he M \ ER s follows | property or income, and is dependent upon others for support. 
. : ee : - a | There are numerous precedents for the proposed legislation, and your « 
Che ¢ I il to whom as referred the bill (H. R mittee therefore return the bill with a favorable recommendation, wit! 
! 3 ) » R. Hyatt, submit the follow- | amendment to allow a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
‘This s r wa rofCompany C. Thirty-cichth Regiment Ohio Vol. | he amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 
i I irty gi regiment hic Ol- | aaa : : . 
unt Infantry, wa He enlisted January 24, 1864, and was discl red | The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and b« 
i ( G, Sixth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, on June 17, 1565, he | engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
} x a f t iid last-nar l organization on March 18 lle ” 
iw ~ i ( hirty h Ohio Volunteer Infantry) during MARY JANE FOX 
t At 1 i pa at ont, a lle so serving Was severely wounded i 5 ss a . 2 8 i 
t \ igh, Ga., September 1, 1864, by agunshot wound through The next business on the Private Calendar was the ill (H. R.1 
cae t . 2 | granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army nurse. 
! vas t sel spit n the é ce transferr igh . . ae + ¢ a 
t i a j at ‘ } = a ee The Clerk read as follows 
the ‘ ¢ 8 ils to Cu rland get il at Nashville, Tenn. | . 
Ww! en! et AS amed hos he< i gangrene in the wound, | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is 
wl wa LA par over as to permit the healing of the wound | thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions a 
hi \ es me eby, but w left behind it and as aresult of it,ashe | 1 tations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Fox, late volunts 
< a, a ased $,a s system, which finally developed into rmy nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per n t 
‘ i pois s ttacks of black or bone erys pelas. Th } Mr i . . 1} 
: : . > repor Vy Mr. -LKNAP) 18 a8 I0LIOWS 
The i Ce t se of h im for increase shows that about twelve o1 Phe report J Ir. BELKNA 3331 ow 
f sen years ag : ant had an attack of this erysipelas in the wounded rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the b H 
l Ww ' to use crutches several months,since which time there | 1 granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, an army nurse, submit th 
. + | 
have bee ‘ ring attacks of the same disease, the last attack being in Janu- | ing report 
1887, whic fi 1 mber, 1887, three months From the testimony furnished in this claim appears that Mary Ja , 
‘ time was I from his bed he was in the | served as an army nurse from October 1, 1861, until April 1, 1862—six 1 
i Ww condit 8 ision examining board It isshown by abundant proof that she was assigned to duty at A ” 
Md.; thence to the United States transports Empire City and Mantar 
I c i ylosis of right k it; the legis greatly abducted, | at Hilton Head, 8S. C., and Dawpuskie Island, where, by her constant 
r s e « ) the ntas evidence of suppura- | vere work, caring for those in the hospitals sick with measles and s1 
t trou . a rht ar I wchylosed. * * * There | sheincurred disabilities from which she has never recovered She w 
j ect 3 etac intof right greattoe. R t charged the service on acccunt of these disabilities, 
' : ted ir o-posterior motion is fairly good ; There isabundant evidence furnished by the officers and surgeons ofthe |! 
‘ t rais t l “ly. Completeanchylosis ofright | eighth Regiment of New York Infantry of her services, and there is a 
‘ v exists \ of 4 ees; wrist is perfectly anchylosed and | proof of her present condition of dependence, and your committee rec é 
much dr nt s : ylosis of both terminal jointsof thumb; | the passage of the bill. 
end of b ge ; aR . : ; - ond } 
icone te wed rst, ring, and little finger, at metacarpo-pha The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
ne ‘ Ss ing, anc i : »f ACs o-pha- | > ° ° 
langeal ts, a ang ints of some fingers, and fingers dis- | engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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r } . Lander waathe |} r R.1315 th 

The next business on the Private Calendar wasthe bill (il. hy, dol id tha 

granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army 1 € ‘ 
. , yY } . 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, « , That th ry of t and vis t 
ized and directed to place on tl the provisionsa = 
itations of the pension laws, the y Brook ute Vv int 
nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 pert th : : 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follow 

The Comn < Invalid Pens »>whom was ref i 
13153) granting a pension to Mary brooks, anarmy nurse, submatt the [¢ 
report: . > us 

From the testimony furnished in this claim it ap; rs that the said M 
Brooks was appointed an army nurse, by whom itis > \ nd nt 
month of September, 1861. was assigned to duty at Annapolis, Md., thence . 
duty upon the United States transports Empire City ar Matanz 8, the la 
to Hilton Head, S. C., and to Dawpuskie Island in care of wounded pat 3 
and those afflicted with measles. 5! mained ins service LA : 
1862, in about six months, when ng th x sically an 
unfit f irther service, she was given ansportation t yme i 
Jersey 

1ere 31 f is ve I ve i r \ t 18 I 

and totally unable to earn nd and al € I 
charity. Her services are i to by the officers t f th I ‘ 
ment New York Inf ry a surg s unde x n 5 

Your committee : n id the passage of t 

he bill was ordered to be engro lforat 11 1 

. : ; > at ’ 
engrosst 1, it was accord ngiy read the th rd tim pas ! 
{ NA A 

The next business on the Private Caler wa ] i 
granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, rmy 

The bill was read, as follows 

I ¢ é r l at t s ir of t nte 
Lu edand aire ed to pla th < 1 i 
sion rolls and pay herap ~ i t rate olf Slo I ) i 
pa wre of t act 

por ' <NA 13 as 1oOllOW 
‘ 
rittec d Pens is.to w ) t I 
ting a pen 1to Ge ina an 5 t 
rs fro t é le ) j . iy te 
hat the claimant was app ited a 1 i se S« 
i served as such in the hospitals til March, 18 ear ire 
of constant ar ing labor. Itisclearly shown that she was re . 
appointed by ithority And that she is now in adva lage, w > 
one legally to her support, poor and dependent ‘ to 3 

Your committee believe she is fully entitled to pension, by the many pr« s a ve-name 
deats established by Congress, and respectfully r ymmend the pass »f 1 aint \ - 
b 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed fora ird } ur b sh 
epgiossed, it was accordin read the third time ussed. 

S MT 
JENNI IAY ¢ I 
x usiness on Private (¢ lar was tl bi iI l >U0 i a ( 
; + T \T } (want 
gr t pension to vennie say Ualn 4 re 
11 was read, as follows ’ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior b ° i a 
rected to place on the pension roll the name of Jennie May ¢ n,t : { \ Ca 3 t t ‘ yea 
and invalid daughter of Edwin C. Ca dec d, late a private ( . suai * oe : 
E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Re ment Ohio ] ity \ ad oa ood 3 
to pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per mont! f . { e: that ‘ ‘ ‘ 

rhe report Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows sphy ‘ i 3 . ‘ 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ferred the | I on after 1 ‘ i 
13030) granting a pension to Jennie May Cain, having « s it : t t 42 
would report tl ‘on as follows 4 an 7 : 

The claimant under this bill is the imbecile and invalid da of I J at ( 
C. Cain, who was a private in Company EF, Oneh landtwen . 7 ' 
Volunteers. Hediedat Louisvil! , 





e, Ky., January 








an illness of only a few hours. The first news of s i death was a telegram t ; 1 
the motherofthisclaimant, which so shocked her that 1 S g 4 t 
and so remained for several weeks f t! 
A few months laterthis child was born. She has never spoken an te Affiant furt! a s that 
word and is utterly helpless from birth. Such condition of the child ‘ red ounty and § . 
asthe direct result of the nervous shock to the mother é t sas 
health, upon the receipt of the sudden intelligence of the « é of $8 1 
Your committee are of the opinion that the evidence airly sus eave ofs 


tains such allegation. The mother and child were left wholly without mea: . * furthe ; 
of support [he mother remarried, and the second husband |! rll iy . I t 

































ported such child by his manual labor, being himself without 1 ans. Heis ( 
now get id and feels the burden of such support, as t child is in l y . ( 
constant endaaceand | I { to place 4 
Your c nittee have ied hereto the affidavit s t t 
condition of such child 1 l the passa f I 
: STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Mason, s : 
2 In the matter of the petition « ey, f { Je 
4 Cain, an imbecile and invalid rs Cc, ¢ : 
ve late private in Company F, ¢ id twe irth R € 
% Infantry Volunteers 
7 Clarissa Coon, aged sixty-t tof Ludingt Ta ( ' 
5 Michigan ‘ 8 acquainted with Julia M.( ( I 
3 ley for twe years las knew her a g I 
ea Ce t Ohio r th st tin ary ‘ , = 
4 5, 1863, said ©. ¢ t , 
a for burial; that t ews 0 a M p 
Conley, that she becan i Cc. « e ( 
weeks, and not fully until the birth of he he iin rk f 
§ who was discovered to be soon after her! sn l an and mer 
t invalid, as helpless as ¢ > during her wh plet t 
§ That affiant was the wi Adolphus G« near neighbor of Mrs. Cai: arm or rig 
¥ at the time of her acqu: ance with the aforesaid circumstances; that she | atrophied, s and ine 
E 
j 


sani 

















s g « ely helpless; as much so as when asmall! child. She is unable to 
a ‘ stand upon her feet. She is a constant care and has to have con- 
stant ance Men y she is demented, I might say idiotic, and is irre- 
knowing good from evil or right from wrong. The mother of 

J Canea s that when she was between three and four months 
1 said ie May that she received a telegram announcing the 

i 1 of r husband, Edwin C. Cane This sudden news so com- 

} strated her with grief that she became unconscious and remained 
it condition for a long time The mother res that when Jennie May 

















is | that she had the appearance of a healthy, well-developed child, and 
eges that the said Jennie M has never had fits or spasms, nur 
- ess requiring any medi reatment from her childhood to the 
} 
s further alleged by the mother that when she first discovered the blank 
Jennie May’s mind the 1ild was five or six months old, and asshe 
n months and vears her demented and idiotic condition became a fixed 
When I review tl ther’s statement, the fact of her being about three 
half months pregnant with the said Jennie May when she was so pros- 
rated by the sl « abo nar 1, 1 can only come to the conclusion, and it 
$1 belief, that the physica 1 mental deformed condition of Jennie May 
Car was a freak of nature taken on in utero; and further this deponent says 
I 
C. F. H. BIGGS, 
: [ ( fM n, 
to and subs i ne this 23d day of January, 1891, by the above- 
i ia ‘ and I ce¢ Ww te tl said affidavit and is acquainted 
1 its contents a Ww signed 
EAI HENRY C, RANSOM, 
Tu eof] ute, Mason County, Michigan. 
i B. M. Curent! 
Representative in the Unile 1 States Ce , f n the Ninth dis tof Michigan 
Your petitioner would respectfully represent that she, Julia M. Conley,a 
re lent of the city of Ludington, county of Mason, and State of Michigan, is 
the mother of Jennie May Cain, an mpetent invalid person, who was 
twenty-seven years of age July 2 Ish, That said Jennie May Cain is the 
daughter of Edwin C, Cain, the first husband of your petitioner. That said 
] vin C. ¢ n was a soldier in Captain Bullock's company (Company E) of the 
One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the 
irofthe rebellion, and died January 5, 18¢ at Louisville, Ky., while in the 
eof duty 
Phat he was sick only af urs, and that the immediate cause of his death 
vas a congestive chi Phat the first news that your petitioner received that 
husband was not alive and well was a telegram that he was dead; that she 
is 80 Shocked by it that she became unconscious, and continued so for a long 
time, it being two months or more before she was able to be out of bed, and that 
she ¢ sued in poor heaith until the birth of her child, the said Jennie May 




















Cain as been an incompetent invalid since her birth, That the physical 
i i mental defects of said child are the direct results of the effects of the news 
of the sudden death of the husband of your petitioner upon her 

‘ r petitioner further represents that she drew a pension of $8 per monthas 
he widow of said Edwin C.Cain from the latter part of 1563 (certificate No 

il) to the subsequent time that she applied for pension as the guardian of 

rid Je e May Cain, which was granted at $8 per monthand £2 additional for 
the id, which pension she drew until she remarried, and until the said Jennie 
May Cain arrived at the age of sixteen years 

Your petitioner further shows that sh ins of support for her child 
other than that furnished by her present husbar John E. Conley; that he 
provides for his family by day worl . and that he is a poor man in 
poor healt 

Your petitioner respectfully ks your assistance in procuring relief for said 
child by special legisiat of Congress 

JULIA M,. CONLEY. 
STAT F MICHIGAN, County of Mason 
I e matter of the petition of Julia M. Conley for pension for Jennie May 
Cain, her imbecile and invalid daughter 

lohn E. Conley, being duly sworn, says that he is—yearsof age; that his post- 
office address is Ludington, Mich.; that he is the husband of said Julia M. Con- 

‘ iat they were married on the 18th day of March, 1877; that since the date 
{ his marriage with said Julia M.Conley to this date he has supported her 
imb e and invalid daughter, the said Jennie May Cain; that he has known 


the said Jennie since she 


was two years old; that during the whole time sh« 
has beenan incompetent, helpless invalid; that she, the said Jennie, nor her 
mother has any means of support other than that provided by affiant; that his 


property consists of a house and lot of the vaiue of $600, or thereabouts ; that he 
) 


works by the day at his trade for the support of his family and the said Jennie 
May Cain; and that he has no other means of support. 
SEAI JOUN E, CONLEY. 
»and subscribed before me this 21st day of January, 1591: and I cer- 


~we« rnt 
tify that I read said affidavit to said affiant and acquainted him with its con- 
tents before he executed the same. 


Al HENRY C. RANSOM, 
Judge of Probate, Mason County. 
Claim Office, E. S. Tracy 
CHARLOTTE, Eaton County, MICHIGAN, 
February 19, 1867 
DEAR Si! Inclosed find application for increase of pension, certificate No, 
11341, payable to Cleveland agency ; wishes increase paid at Detroit (Mich 


agency 
Also find affidavit of mine as to mai 
pension No. 1134Lof hers 


‘ 
the pension, as itis her only means of 


ing to your office October 19, 1866, the cer- 
You will much oblige Mrs. Cain who needs 
support, whose child, Jennie May Cain, is 


ificate of 


a cripple and needs a great deal of care—over three years old and unable to 
walk or stand alone—if you will attend tothis at once. I received letter from 
your oftice saying application for increase in this case is not acknowledged, 
dated February 8, 1867 
Yours, with respect 
EDMUND S. TRACY, 
itiorney f P Mrs. Cain, 
7 


seru H. BAnRrert 

The committee recommend, in 
and insert the word ‘‘« 
sert the words * 


line 8, to strike outthe words “twenty-four” 


’and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ month,” to in- 
to be paid to her legally appointed guardian.” 
Che amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to beengrossed for athird reading: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ghteen 


the sa 
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ADALINE L. MILLER. 


The next business considered on the Private Calendar was the bill 
S. 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per mont! 
the name of Adaline L. Miller, late a nurse in the United States hospitals durin 
the war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


lhe Conimittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5 
granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller, submit the following report 

Phat the committee have fully considered this case and adopt the report 
made by the committee of the Senate herein as their report, which report 
as follows: 

“lt seems, from the proofs submitted, that the beneficiary was an army! 
during the war of the rebellion, and served some four years as such in the hos ) 
pitalsat Cairo, Bird’s Point, Paducah, and on hospital boat Nashville; also at 
Vicksburg after the surrender of that place. 

Phere is no doubt in the opinion of your committee that, under the prece 
dents set in such cases, this is a case in which the usual pension granted to army 
nurses should be given.”’ 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH J. POWERS. 


The next business considered on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Powers, widow of Norma 

Powers, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a 
sion to Sarah J. Powers, have examined the same and report: 

rhis bill passed the Senate during the last Congress, but failed to receive a 
tion by the House of Representatives. The reasons urged in the former report 
of your committee, hereto appended, are only the stronger after this lapse of 
time, and your committee again recommend the passage of the bill. 

rhe former report is as follows 

“Sarah J. Powers was the widow of Norman 
I'wenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 
at Milliken’s Bend, La., July 31, 1863. 

**She was, with her minor children, allowed a pension at the rates fixed b 
law, which she continued to draw until her remarriage. in consequence ofthe 
brutal treatment of her second husband she applied for and was granted a 
divorce, with the custody of her children, including an infant, which was th« 
product of her second marriage. Sixty-five citizens of Fox Lake, Wis., petitior 
Congress for her present relief by restoration. 

it is apparent to the committee that she is a most worthy woman, that her 
circumstances are suchasto requirerelief, and inasmuch as it isconsistent w 
numerous precedents, besides being an act of justice in itself, the bill is reported 
favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.’ 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
the third time, and passed. 


pen 


Powers, late 
Her husband's death occurred 


of Company |} 








and it was accordingly read 


JOHN F. WHIPPLE. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13300) granting an increase of pension to John F, Whipple. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John F. Whipple, late of Con 
pany L, First Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, to $40 per month: P 

ded, That nothing in this act shall be construed so as to deprive him of a 
increase of pension to which he might otherwise be entitled to under any gen 
eral law. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
13300) granting an increase of pension to John F. Whipple, submit the follow 
ing report: 

John F. Whipple served as private in Company L, First Regiment Massach 
setts Heavy Artillery, from February, 1862, until July 3, 1865, when discharged 
by reason of wounds received in action June 16, 1864. The wound received at 
that time was one of the left leg. 

Subsequently and on April 10, 1865, while assisting in firing a national salut< 
by order of the War Department in celebrating the surrender of General Le: 
by the explosion of the gun he was wounded in the right forearm, which wound 
necessitated the amputation of the member. For this loss Whipple is now a 
pensioner at the rate of $30 per month, no pension being allowed for the wound 
of the leg under the general pension laws until the combined disabilities re 
sulted in total helplessness. 

rhe wound in the left leg has, as is shown by the medical evidence in the case 
resulted in a badly varicosed condition of the same, and as far back as i886 th« 
Salem, Mass., medical board has rated this disability as entitling the pensions 
to $10 per month, Since that time the disability described has steadily 
creased and constant medical attention is required for the same, besides caus 
ing much pain and suffering 

Your committee see no reason why this brave soldier should not receive com ‘ 
pensation for this serious injury received on the field of battle because the ger 
eral law does not make provision therefor. 

We therefore return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that 
do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY B. PECK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
to pension Mary B. Peck, widow of Maj. James 8S. Peck. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be itenacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, d 


H. R. 13135 


| rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
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the pension laws, the name of Mary B, Pec widow of James S. P« ute ( [Hu hrey Ne 
jor of the Seventeenth Regiment of Vermont Volunteers, and to pay her a pen ving state nts 
sion as the widow of a major in lieu of the pension as the w ¥ of rst lieu y that I have k ‘ 
tenant, which she is now receiving. f it e to time s 
The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows a ee ee , 
i _ ? aos - 4 ‘ ‘ I bhak 
The committee to whom was referred the | 
B. Peck has considered the same anc 
Peck, of the Seventeenth Ver 
private and mustered out asa fi lieutenar n 
Phere was a vacancy of major 
1e8 8S. Peck was recommende n¢ ‘ } 
great loss by death and wounds the regiment was in need of officers and Pec rin i aga ‘ t s 
was duly commissioned, but the loss of the regiment continued t so great ‘ : I nilan and 
that when James S. Peck appeared for muster into United States service t i scesses 
regiment had too few men to allow his muster as majo 4 t 
antime for several months he was commissioned asm icted as ma t f stend ‘ 
} ar received the disabilities from which he afterward i 
major, and was not mustered as such because his regiment had lost so heavy 
that their number would not allow it. Loss in his re 
he was for some time the only regimental officer with the command : t ve i 
Copy from report of the adjutant general of Vermont shows the f ‘ to serv 
loss at that time 
























Wounded twice 5 aa 


The following affidavit of the surgeon ofthe reg ent vs the exact sit ‘ pe ‘ : i 
tron at the time thre re} t . y ata. ' 
October 2. 1864.1 found James S. Peck sufferir from } 1 1 I l ( a 1 TP? . 


as I believe, by excessive : 








nd unusual care, exertion id exposur 1 i 
after the fight at Poplar Grove Church, Virginia, Septem Lsd4 vi 
all the ranking officers having been killed, wounded, or s arated f the . . ' 
regiment, the command devolved upon him, compelling at old a diftic 
and dangerous picket line in face of the enemy and under firethr tw 
four hours of rain without shelter of any sort. 
The same facts that prevented his muster then preventit now ur the la 
His widow draws $17 pension and the bill provides $ pens fa maie : 
widow, and the committee recommend that the i do pass 1 
The bill was ordered to be engross¢ d for a third readin and bein a 7 he = i 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed pe 
ALICE 0. LEIGHTON. val of dead 
Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12°05 \ 
granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow of Everett W. Leigh Aress h ; ' 
ton, Company C, Thirteenth New Hampshire Volunteers a ; 


“he bill was read, as follows ticue 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,a - ep ov , : 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe vision ee 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Alice O. Leighton, : : 
ett W. Leighton, deceased, late of Company C of the Thirteen I : 3 : ; 
shire Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. oe onkheeri ecvnnle wer 5 z ‘ ' * oe 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows: e panyin and ask t 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 


12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow of Everett W. Leightor ie ty-twe 
deceased, Company C, Thirteenth New Hampshire Volunteers, s nit the fol l PAI | San Ie< i} 
lowing report : 3 _ : a t : : = ie 

That the husband of said claimant, for whose services a pension reg ted Nit ent to strike out iM) nal isert Diz i want to stat 
was a member of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire V<« th t tothe H e, which ma ‘ tl een | Pp 
teers; enrolled August 15, 1862, and discharged March 4, 1s ‘ iceount a n tl o 4 ‘ e 4 ae ee ; ——- sab ae 
chronic diarrhea, complicated with jaundice, which caused 3 deat it ares. nes - ‘she Mee do tiaws cere ae a es jess 
lith of the same month. his deathbed. \ consultation of CUM een th lis Is the 

rhe said widow was granted apension of $8 per month, with £2 addit 
each of the following-named children: Warren E. Leigh i id Clara Bell | 4 . . ' _ 
Leighton, commencing March 14, 1863, which she had the benefit of until De F , yr ee 
cember 6, 1877, when the said widow was married to one Ezra Butler, with whom | ™au has been so crippled that he | h iy b a to earn 
she lived until some time in November, 1879, but the marriage proved to! rch like lecent livel 
an unhappy one that the said widow was obliged to leave the said I ler Af ’ 
and return to her own home. In June, 1881, a divorce was granted, but upon rs ares 2 ' ; 
no ground unworthy of the soldier’s widow. Mr. FARQUHAR. He was a brevet bri lier genera Now, t 

Since December 6, 1877, the said widow has been obliged ‘o depend | 
own exertion for maintenance and support. Sheis poor and now sixty-sever 
years of age, and the committee, believing this to be an unusually deserving . 
case, recommend the passage of the bill. so disab 














in the Committee on 


} 
i 
’ 
i 








The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being | ! 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD JARDINE. 


man 
awtul 





can be done n now is 





The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10324 You have given plenty of parties month who 
to increase the pension of Edward Jardine. were much less deserving than Edw is a very d 
The bill »vas read, as follows: serving, faithful soldier. He was three times mentioned for braver 
Be enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au ind ability in general orders, 1 think it unfair to cut the amout 
Saeed + nae egec oe aeeee - name of Edward Jardine, late colonel and | down simply because there is a law which limits a disabled man t 
ywrevet brigadier general United States Volunteers, on the pension roll at the rey, Hd se he nee to a istice this man to wl 
rate of $100 per month, in lieu of his present pension of $50 per month. ea 4 RERIes $0 Sas Denes £0 Se: Jastice to eae si 
io paneeh ter tile Baeeren) 3 foll ought to have done justice long ago. He was a great soldier. 
e rep yy Mrs. TE Sé S : 2 } } | 
Th . I lid <element Mr. FLOWER. I indorse every word that my colleague ha n 
$ The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R t ; “al 1 
: Tl pions, f the bil ecard to General J: . ad a letter the day before vesterday from 
a 10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine, submit the following report oa d gee al Jardine. , ne ale -% pins | 
The proposed beneficiary is now in receipt of pension at the rate of $50 ner General Barnum, who was shot a laivern filll, in W 1hesa 
month under act of Congress approved September 3, 1888 General Jardine can not leave his house withoutempl gacou) 
The facts in the case are set forth in the report of this committee of the Fif- |  ; ake care of n: ar thir v n his di lity 
tieth Congress, which is as follows: |; & man to take care of him; and I thin! yhnen his disability O 


Edward Jardine, while colonel of the Ninth New York Volunteers and | his case would appeal to gentlemen to a w this to remain at 
brevet brigadier general, was wounded in thigh during the New York City proposed in the bill as introduced. 

draft riots, He is now a pensioner at $30 per month, under special act of Con- Mr. BOUTELLE Mr. Sneaker. I bave been a personal witne 
gress,approved June 6, 1874. This rate can not be increased by the Pension . e ; mS i. i ee . eee ne = ea 
Bureau, because the rate of pension is fixed by the act; and therefore, and be many years of the great degree of General J 

mause of increased disability, pensioner comes to Congress for relief, | know the splendid record he made asa soldier: 


sal Sagan 3. 12 


eat Nel ah 
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questio is OD agreeing tot ‘ ¥y might requ . tosea. Instancesare not wanting leed, w 
‘ lave ta : na ! « rtheir untry I 
+4 Captain S mons, of the Mag nd Capt. Je I Ke 
{ il ime t 1 3 rejected N Red i +7 t t irris fs 2 I 
to be en ed for a third reading; and | ‘ elt 
sly re t third time, and passed . 
te ioning t : 
the relief of t 
vuUsINess ¢ t ur il it t bi 
M 4a \ : t port : ! 
, 1 t that place sl ‘ 
\ ws which cleared | 
rainthe P : 
: I rior be, and he is ag in the Pac fi Oc a 
: the pension rolls, subject tot Y s, citizens of Bristol Cou 
a 4 iws iame of s. Ad neS at ne is about seventy y 
3 it.\ t . » iward an war. and allow rbupon wobat his wile ear! 
‘ | | ‘ 
' ’ | ttee reporte i favorably ) 
A f t i i LL is I iOWS » also served on the sl pi 
rhe ¢ Pe s, to was referred th H. R. 132 “y 
t # I Lc es. W ir, have considered the same and | ,, 5 = Per . 
: : | therefore return the bill, recomn ling its passage 
. eres: enn, Saas Se, © i sitet. ial af the aren rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be 
ute vhaleship Edward, commanded by Capt. John 8S. Barker 7 } 1 4} hind } } 
, T 38 t reed Imneciv rr i e if me ( LSS 
I na cruise inthe Pacific Ocean (during the progress of the | engrossed, it was a rdingly read the third time, and pa i 
\ t ed the shores Mexico ata place called San Joseph, | eee aa : 
. seal , + | . f 4) } PRENTICE HOLMES 
t res ker vy a trading sloop to go to the rescue of the garrison 
ee ee ee a ake American troops —o a | The next business considered on the Private Calendar was the bill 
Ww 1 Ww surrounded by several hundred Mexicans cutting off the water > ¢ . po } . I 
: ; " Te - we" | CH. R. 1882) directing the Secretary of Warto amend the record of Pren 


Phe whaling s Magnolia dropped anchor near the Edward, and at the re- | tice Holmes and grant him an honorable discharge 












































































! rrison the forces of the two ships were combined, making a | The bill was read, as follows: 
force of wut sixty me who ] led. dr the enemy back, and remained | c ‘ a — awe , . al 
the it ve ted States ship Relief relievedthem. in ordertoperform the | _, enact etc., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the re 

er en named the ships Edward and Magnolia were left in charge oftwo | Of the War Department in the case of Prentic e Holmes, late a first lieutenar 
meneach, and the landing force marched |} miles toreach the garrison | in Company A, Eighty-sixth New York Volunteers, so as to grant him an hon- 

After relief car the ship Edward took dispatches to Commodore Shubrick, | 0T@ble discharge from the service as of the date of his discharge as now show 
uN vas stationed at Mazatlan with the squadron. Commodore Shubrick re- | ?¥ 8aid record, to wit, as of the 2ist day of December, 1563. 
turned t sin ‘lf of the Government for the service rendered by the Ed- | The report (by Mr. LANSING) is as follows 
" lon that occasion, and at his requestthe Edward carried ixedammunition, |_ ,, 5 aie : : 

‘ back to the garrison The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 188° 

I t il report « e United States Fish Commission for 1875-’76 contains | directing the Secretary of War to amend the record of Prentice Holmes and 

f pa 113 the following statement grant himan honorable discharge, have examined and considered the sam 

London Mercantile Gazette of October 22.1852.said: The‘number of | 2"4 report the same back to the House with a rec ymimnendation that it dopas } 
A ships engaged in the southern whale fisheries alone would of them- | ..54!4 Holmes was a first lieutenant in Company A, Eighty-sixth New Yor 

‘ irly sufficient to man any ordinary fleet of shipsof war which that | Yolunteers, and was discharged from the service by order of the Adjutar 
country n t requ tosendtosea, Instancesare not wanting, indeed, where | “ee! ul, dated December 15, 1363,and approved by the Secretary of War, und 
x en have lertaken yeoman service for their country. Thus in No- | 224 by virtue of the action and report of a board convened under the authorit 
went 16. Captain Sim s, of the Magnolia, and Captain John E. Baker, of | ©! tenth section of thea tof July 22 1861 and directed to examine into the 
‘ : ‘ NT ate : ¢ that the garrison of San José, Lower | © ql fications, propriety of conduct, and « y of said Ho 
Calif 4, Was in minent danger.landed their crews and marched to its | Which board was suggested by a complaint made by B. I 18, the ca} 
re ° ate 5 of his said company, and who was afterwards colonel of the ent, 

On pa ‘ f tle e volume at showing returns of whaling vessels The said Holmes bas m me show ng tending to establish the injus 
ga 5a . tioning the fact that Cap- | of the finding as made an action taken, and also tending to show ill fee 
ty the Edwa MI vith his the relief of the carrison | imgstowards him uponthe partof an officer and v hactuated the proceeding 
of Si | t to go into this would Congr ere in appellate or revisor 

rhe { en ‘ ste 1 npanies the bill ! al, whi t, in our opinion, co 1 sucha case, 

: - = in a very fis t instance, and in this case it is in nowise nex 
UCSTOMH . ‘ew Beprorp, MAss,, . the action we sugs rhe complaint in this case was based 3 
s Office, January 22, 1891, | First. Def cy in military tactics and knowledge of his « , 
at t re ls t office s vy that Charles H. Wilbur was one | Second, Unfit to comm by reason of a want of self-respect—playing car 
of the crew of th p Edward, of this port, from July 14, 1845, to April 6, 1849,on | witl listed men and n gard for his personal appearance, 
awh ‘ the Ocea } \ hearing was had up se charges, in which evidence was taken, v 
Given ler: hand and seal of office this 22d day of January, 1891. has been before us, and a finding was ma by the board adverse to the fir 
JAMES C. HITCH, Deputy Collector.” | charge, and, in effect, a part of the second, but finding that he was “ gui of 
ge James, Ge F. Bartlett. ar David P. Caswell testify tothe identity | Ste@t want of self-respect in playing cards with enlisted me n of his regiment 
oft 1imant as the widow of Cha 3s H. Wilbur.and state that she has 1 which men it appears were his old neighbors and friends; and then the boar 
property, but is dependent upon her labor for support. made this finding and r ommendation, “but in ¢ deration of the good ¢ 

rhe s a precedent for this legislation in the case of Charles H. Perry, whose | #™ nation passe: , recommend that instead of dismissal he be repr d 
} m was allowed by a special act of Congress passed at the first session of | B&™' ral orders : i ; > 
t! sent term his report was disapproved by Brigadier General Ward, commanding, o 

rhe passa the s therefore recommended. account of the “ total] of self-respect’? shown, and his dismissal was recon 








= : . : ; nended, which was transmitted by Major General French to Major Genera 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time: and being Meade with the indorsement, ** The opinion of the board approved,’ which wa 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe d. | forwarded by General Meade to the Adjutant General of the Army with a rev 
4 ommendation that he be dismissed, but without reason or comment, and t} 

GEORGE JAMES. in turn was submitted to the Secretary of War by the Adjutant General “ wit 

the recommendation that the adverse decision ofthe board * * * bea 


‘ha vt nension hbnsiness on the Private Cale 799 1e bi ; ’ 
ae a —— _— = oe Private Calendar was the bill (H. proved, and that he be discharged from the service;’’ which was accordin 
R. 13212) granting a pension to Ge¢ rgve James. done 
The bill was read, as follows It can not fi il to strike any one that itis highly probable that by mistake « 
} t enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interi e.and he is hereby. au- inadvertence the word discharge wasused. It wouldseem thatthe penalty w 





} } } + out of keeping with the offense and that there was really no reason to chang 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension rolisthe name of George James ~ f 
f Long Plain. Mass.. late cooper on the whale ship Edward. in the Mexicar * | the recommendation of the board, and that now after he has rested so man 
7 vo ain. } late coop. yn the whe ship vard,in the? rican We ; i 
neal = hi an os ae ale “= aa — . exican War, | years under the stigma and ignominy of a dishonorable discharge that he may 
Map i i ens rT f ne ‘ ¢ per no ii. . , : : e ; 1 
, ; 5 ES F 7 a well be relieved, and especially so as we are advised that the application is n 
TY > i ; ; : PE 
Che report (by Mr. RANDALL) is as follows made as a basis for any claim for pension or otherwise as against the Gover! 
1 ment, but merely as an act of justice to one who served his country and desir« 
an honorable record 
As having a strong bearing upon the matter and as going farin the direct 


rhe Committee or Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13212) erant- 


join) & 


spension to George James, have given the same due consideration, and 








r ort as ows ; . a 
I ntd that whil rving dur the t fthe M | of itself justifying the proposed action, we will state that before the time of tl 
i dex s tl ile serving during tl me of the Mexican ws : : 
: ah - aeeetataia — & the time of the Mexican war | commencement of these proceedings Lieutenant Holmes had desired to resig 
AS COOpe;r the U1 d States whale ship Edward, commanded by Capt. John 





and had twice tendered his resignation, urging important private business as 
reason, which was not accepted, That upon his leaving the regiment he 
ceived a strong testimonial and expression of regret from no less than eigh 


S. Barker, the ship touched the shores of Mexico at a place called San José, | 
where they were spoken by a trading sloop to go to the rescue of the garrison 












= oe — Bachna See aaa ae ee aoe soaps © the : but of the commissioned officers of the regiment, being, as claimed by Holmes 
easel irrounded by several hundred Mexicans, cutting off the water | gvery one present except one, and the same from a large number of nonce 
"The whaling ship Magnolia dropped anchor near the Edward, and at the re. | ™issioned officers and privates of the regiment, and Capt. B. L. Higgins. 1 
~ e+ ais 7 complainant has written two letters, one to Hon. FRANK Hiscock and one t . 
quest of the garrison e forces of the two ships were combined, making a force the Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-ninth Congress, in his favor 


of about sixty men, who landed, drove the enemy back, and remained there 
untilthe t relieved them. In order to perform the serv- 
ice above 2 ard and Magnolia were left in charge of two | ‘ J : 

men each, and the landing force marched 1} miles to reach the garrison. After | The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bein 


relief came, the ship Edward took dispatches to Commodore Shubrick, who | engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
was stationed at Mazatian with the squadron. Commodore Shubrick returned F — 





urging that relief be granted him and saying that his discharge must hay 
an error. 





the shi] 














thanks in behalf of the Government for the service rendered by the Edward ELIZABETH TRUAX. 


on that occasion, and at his request the Edward carried fixed ammunition, | a ‘ , : : 
shells, ete vck to the garrison The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9429 











Be ~~ = ial = rt rt e United a Caanaien for 1875-76 contains | for the relief of Elizabeth Truex. 
e bottom of page 113 the following statemen | T — . ae fi 3° 
“The London Mercantile Gazette of October 22, 1852, said: The number of rhe bill was read, as follows: 
American ships engaged in the southern whale fisheries alone would of them- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,a 





selves early sufficient to man any ordinary fleet of ships of war which that | thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of I 
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The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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The next business on the Private Calendar was the | H. R. 13038 
to increase the pension of John E. A. Ste] 
The bill was read, as follows 
I t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of r be, and re 3 
ized and required to ine A. Ste ns, of Van Bure 
Grant County, Indiana, late a private pany E, Ninet ith Re 
Illinois Vol eers in the war of the ind to pay vl 
rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the s w receiy 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follow 
rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was r red t ll (10. R 
13038) granting an increase of pension to John E.A.S : t 
lowing report 
The claimant herein, at the a about nineteen years, a cooy 
enlisted and was mustered in go, Ill.,on July IS6l, asa } 4 
Company E of the Nineteenth 1ois Volunteer Infantry, in the war for 
Union, and was honorably d j re ls onas 
geon’s certificate o sability *$ that claima is wound 
Murfreesborough, Tenn., on De iber 31,1862, which rendered | 4 
paralytic and incapable’of performing the duties of a soldier 
[ claimant was pensioned as follows, to wit: At $8 per month from 
uary 31, 1863; at $15 per month from June 6 at $18 per mont ym 
8, 1872: at $24 per month fr Marcel and at$00 per month from A 
4, 1886, which is the r: i ied, 
Subsequently app wil was dis We 
iber 20, 1 on the tled to r ratin 
)per mo 1 under the 
evid cluding tificate of disal W : 
ischarged, clearly shows mant was wounded e ba f 
River or Murfreesboroug Tenn., inaction and in t 1e( ity,on D 
cember 31, 1862. Th ipplicant was there wou i ‘ t | 
namely: Inthe leftshoulder by a musket ball, which has never re 
in the right leg by a musket ball which broke the fibula, and i ‘ 
a musket ball, which severely injured it 
Applicant was examined March 23, 1887, at Logansport, Ind., by t 1 
ical board, which report as follows, to wit 
‘Right leg: Missile entered outer side of leg at head of fibula, passed ‘ 
ward and backward, and came out at lower part of belly of gastr ’ 
Fibula is disarticulated and movable at its upperend. Scar of exit is 3 
lon; satly depressed and adherent, and tissuesare dragging on mot vit 
loss of power and motion in limb. Disability ten-eighteenths, third ad 
**Left leg: Missile entered inner side of leg, 2} inches below knee, passé 
downward and backward behind the bones, and came out at lower portion of 
belly of gastrocnemius. Muscle sears are neither dragging, adherent, norten 
der. Disability one-fourth. 
** As to shoulder: 
“* Missile entered from behind, striking left shoulder just below the center 


spine of scapula, with no scar of exit. Scar is2} inches long, with atransv< 
diameter of Linch, deeply depressed and adherent. All the 
der, arm,and forearm are greatly atrophied. 
its fellow of corresponding points, 

‘There is a great loss of power. He can, by agreat effort, pick upa pene 
small object with the thumb and left finger, but can make no use of them w 
in his hand. He is unable to use the hand in eating, as he can, by bendir 
head forward, by a great effort only get the hand to the mouth. Has fai 
good motion to elbow, but motion to shoulder is limited to about 20 deg 
any direction. There is almost complete paralysis of the sensory and 
nerves of the hand, which is swollen and puffy. No anchylosis of any of the 
joints. Loss of motion evidently depends on injury to nerves and partial ; 
ralysis. He is unable to use the hand in eating, dressing, or for any other pu 
pose, and the disability is due to injury of the brachial plexus of nerves from 
gunshot wound of shoulder. There is total disability of the left hand.” 

A subsequent examination by the full medical board at Fort Wayne, Ind 
July 31, 1889, fully confirms the previous report herein, and adds thatthe sh 
der wound is painful on slight pressure, and rates him at second grade. 

The evidence of applicant and his neighbors show that he is about forty-nin¢ 
years of age, wholly unable to labor, has a family, can walk but little, and that 
with the aid of a cane or crutch, owns 60 acres of poorly improved land near 
Van Buren, Grant County, Indiana, of the value of $1,000, but mortgaged for 
$250, has to hire the work done on his said land, which barely pays expenses of 
running and taxes, is indebted otherwise about $300, suffers constantly from 
pain caused by his wounds, and that his present pension is inadequate to his 
support. 

Therefore your committee recommends the passage of the bill, amended, 
however, by striking out the word “seventy-two,” in line 8, and by inserting 
the word “‘forty-five’’ in lieu thereof; and amended also at the close of the 
bill by adding after the word “receiving” the further words ‘‘and also subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension law as to the right of increase 
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count did tapply r pension until June, 1880. On account of the hardshipin 
Bu} r myself and child, dressmaking my only business, and in part to re- 
rdships, I accepted the hand of and married Loami B. Lakin January 


ich marriage I got a house to live in andaman thirty-eight years 


‘ t n I was to supportin part, and after three years of married life with 





} fell from a building and disabled himself for the rest of his life, and 
ne sitated my special care of him and obliged me to support myself and do 
{ ! hild alll could 
I sthusban ied November, 1889, of old age. 
| w depe ent upon my personal earnings for support, though my son 
! i ne someth toassistme. He isnow in New York, and his busi- 
ness 1 than heretofore, and I can not rely upon him for much 
s cer been fortunate enough to get the pension to which I 
- ‘ re irriage with Mr. Lakin I should never have mar- 
1 ad the s« 
MYRA E. LAKIN. 
$ F New Ham! , 
i ally appe i Myra FE. Lakin and made oath that the foregoing 
. ent her sut d was true 
EDWARD D. BAKER, 
Justice of the Peace, 
bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passe d. 


ELIZABETH JOHNSON 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 


5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson. 
Che bill was read, as toilows 
I et Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
! d irected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
ations the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Johnson, foster mother 
< j son, of late Compa Hi, Seventy-first Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
he report (by Mr. Crata) is as follows 
( ttee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
a pension to Elizabeth Johnston, submit the following report: 
it Elizabeth Johnston isthe stepmother of John Johnston, Company H, 
- ty-first Pennsy!vania Volunteers, who was killed at Balls Bluff in Octo- 
' 1; that she married the father ofthe soldier when he was three years of 
1 was a mother tohim mntil his enlistment in 1861; that said John John 
‘ was never married and left no child or widow ; that the father of said sol- 
‘ lied July 25, 1880; that he was an invalid from about 1864; that the bene- 
i ry has no property, is in very poor and entirely dependent circumstances, 
i has no one legally bound to support her. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill amended so as to read 


nother nstead of “foster mother. 


Che amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
Che billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time: 


aud being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE J. CRAFT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12525) 
granting a pension to Caroline J. Craft. 


Che bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Caroline J. Craft, a sister of David 
I.. Craft, late of Company D, Eighth Pennsylvania Reserves, and Company K, 
Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, deceased, upon the pension rolls at the 
rate of $25 per month, 


The report (by Mr. CratG) is as follows: 
Che Con 


imittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
ting a pension to Caroline J; Craft, submit the foilowing report 


H. R. 12525) 


grat 














Caroline J. Craft is the dependent sister of Lieut. David L. Craft, who en- 

1 Jaly 2!, 861. in Company D, Eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was 
appointed second lieutenant, Signal Corps, October 20, 1863, and was mustered 
out September 4, 1855; appointed second lieutenant, Sixth United States In- 
fantry, August 24, 1867, and was promoted to be first lieutenant October 31, 1876. 
He was ‘incapacitated for active service because of obesity and mental im- 


pairment, incident to the service,” as stated by a medical examining board on 
March 4, 1889. He died inthe Government Hospital for the Insane, Washington, 
LD. C., November 12, 1899. He never had wife or child. 

rhe beneficiary was left by the death of her mother in 1854 and father in 1862 
dependent upon the soldier for her support. 

There is before your committee a large amount of evidence that soldier did 
regularly contribute to her support; that he in part educated her; that her 
health failed when at school, and she has since been and is still a confirmed in- 
valid, unable to earn anything for support. She is forty-five years of age and 
very poor, and has no relative able or legally bound to support her. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MORGAN D. LANE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13307) 
to place on the pension roll the name of Morgan D. Lane. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Morgan D. Lane, late of Com- 


pany I, Fifth Regiment of Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13307) 
granting a pension to Morgan D. Lane, submit the following report: 

rhe claimant under this billenlisted August 22, 1862, at theage of fifteen years, 
and served until June 24, 1865, when he was honorably discharged on account of 
the close of the war. In his declaration for a pension he says he contracted rheu- 
matism during the winter of 1864 and 1865; that he felt it every few days, espe- 
cially at the approach of rainstorms. He is unable to farnish any corroborating 
testimony in support of his statement, as he was not treated in hospital; but he 
does produce incontrovertible evidence that he was taken down about sixty days 
after his discharge, while at school, and that he has suffered ever since. ‘ 
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Dr. Levi A. Barber testifies that he treated him in the fall of 1865, and tha 
was confined to his bed tor nearly three months. The trouble consisted of a ga 
ering in his right ear and at times his life was despaired of. a 

I diagnosed his case at the time as being the result of camp life and ex) 


| and so told the claimant and his family. I would think that the cause of his s * 
ness had been some time in bringing about the results in the case.” : 
Chis sickness left him broken down and was followed by rheumatism, 
has continued ever since. The testimony of continuance in a severe form is « I i 
plete, and consists of numerous affidavits of physicians who have treated hi: % 
of neighbors who have known him intimately. e 
the medical examining board report him badly disabled with rheumati sf 
heart disease. His military record seemsto be acleanand honorable one. W ie 
| only seventeen years of age he captured the flag of the rebel gunboat Nansen ‘ 
rhe conclusion is, itappears to your committee, irresistible that his diseas 3 
his present unfortunate condition are the result of his army service, and t z 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. , 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; a e 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass ) 1 
i Se] ’ >. ss 
‘oe 
MILLIE A. RITENOUR. a 
5 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bil! s 
R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour. SH 
The bill was read, as follows: 3 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here by a 
thorized and directed to place the name of Millie A. Ritenour, a hospital nurs i 
the war of the rebellion, on the pension rolls, and pay her a pension at the rat 
$20 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 
The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour, submit the following report 
Che complainant was an army nurse in the Army of the rebellion for over t 
years, and the testimony shows that she rendered efficient and faithful serv 
| to the sick and wounded soldiers during all that time. She is now poor an 
no means of support, and as a result of her services as nurse she is now una 
do any labor whatever, and is depending on charity for her support. 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, amended, however, by st: 
ing out the word “twenty,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the w 
‘twelve.’ 
The amendment recommended by the conimittee was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a th 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third ti: 
and passed. 
ALFRED REBSAMEN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 746: : 
to remove the charge of desertion against Alfred Rebsamen. 
The bill was read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion against Alfred Rebsamen, lat: - 
Company A, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry, and issue to him an hor + 
ble discharge from the Army of the United States. 4 
The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: § 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 74¢ 
to remove the charge of desertion against Alfred Rebsamen, submit the followi: 
report: 2 
The records of the War Department show that ‘‘ Alfred Rebsamen, a privat: 
Company A, Fifty-ninth Dlinois Volunteers, was enrolledas a substitute at Alt 
Ill., December 29, 1864, to serve one year, and is properly accounted for on n i - 
ter rolls of company until June 19, 1865, when he is reported as deserted at Ca 3 


Tl.” 

The soldier states thatduring the monthof August, 1864, he entered the ser: 
of First Missouri Cavalry Battalion and remained in said service until the latt 
part of November, 1864; that on the 24th day of December, 1864, he was muaste1 
into service at Alton, Ill., as a substitute in Company A, Fifty-ninth Illinois \ 
unteers, which statements are corroborated by late First Lieut. Eckhardt Gott 
chamen, of Fisher's company, First Cavalry Battalion of Missouri, who sw: 
to the facts set forth by the soldier relative to his service in the last-named org 
ization. The latter statement is corroborated by the quotation above from t 
records of the War Department. 

The farther statement of the soldier is that on the 10th day of June, 1865, w! 
in camp at Nashville, Tenn., he received a letter stating that his brother was v« 
sick in a hospital at St. Lonis, Mo.; that being unable to speak the English 
guage, he called a comrade and requested him to go to Captain Hale, of his « 
pany, to ask permission to go to St. Louis, Mo., and was told by the captain t! 
would soon move towards St. Louis; that when they arrived at Cairo, lll., Ma 
MeGibbon handed him a slip of paper, saying he could go to St. Louis; that 
went, and when he arrived he found it was a leave of absence for five day 
that his brother died the next day after his arrival, and he was forced to accompa 
the corpse to his mother’s home at Herman, Mo.; this took several days, and 
his return to Cairo he found that his command bad again moved; that he remai: 
at Cairo ten days doing duty awaiting transportation, and when it came he w 
to Memphis, Tenn., where he did guard duty about thirty days, when he recei 
orders to report at hospital at St. Louis, Mo.; that he went to hospital at 
place, and remained a few days, then went to Herman, Mo.; that on Decembe 
1865, he was duly and honorably discharged from the service, but his discha: 
certificate was destroyed by fire on December 28, 1868. 

These statements of soldier are uncorroborated, but Hon. E. H. FuNsTon vou: 
to this committee the very high character of the soldier as a citizen and for tru 
fulness among his neighbors and with those best acquainted with him 

Capt. F. C. Ainsworth, of the record and pension division of the War De; 
ment, in his report to the Secretary of War, says: 

**On February 6, 1889, Hon. P. B. PLUMB, United States Senator, was infor 
by the Secretary of War that as this man did not serve six months prior to M 
1, 1865, the charge of desertion can not be removed under the law applica! 
the case, and that his claim of prior service in Company B, of Major Fishe: 

Jattalion of Missouri Cavalry, can not be accepted as bringing his case wit 
the purview of act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, as such organization 
distinctly a city or State organization and never in the service of the United Stat 

“On March 5, 1890, Hon. E. H. Funston, member of Congress, was infor: 
that the application for removal of the charge of desertion in this case has b 
repeatedly denied, as the case is not covered by existing law, act of Congress 
proved March 2, 1889, as he did not serve six months prior to May }, 1865 

In view of the fact that the soldier was in the service of the United States 
ten days less than six months, that would have entitled him to an honorable d 
charge under the acts of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and March 2, 1889, anit 
further fact that the soldier had a service of about three months in the First Mis 
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souri Cavalry Battalion, and also that the soldier's ignorance of the Englis! an The bill was ordered to be engross ind read athird 
guage operated against him in finding his command when he sought to return | was q rdingly read the third time, and passed 
thereto, the committee report this bill favorably and recommend that it do pass 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and MARY C. BROUGHTON 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed rhe nex siness on the Private \ dar wasthe bill (H. R. 13442) 
Y mtir , + for », 
NANCY SHOTWELL. gTanting a&a pension to Mary : 
. ‘ 1} he bill was read, as follows 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. ee P 
. . , . ae . I t Ss ¢ 4 Y 
R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell. a ae r’ ; a or Bacal 

The bill was read, as follows: dow \ {. Hart, late of Co cs ne Wave Tack 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, autho Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $8 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Nancy Shotwell, | : d 

aa iin .< : : , war 21° ipav | nae The rey Mr. Fur sas fo ws 
late widow of Arthur Stotts, a soldier in the war of 1812, and pay her a pension l 
subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws ( a a. to AS I 442) 
The report (by Mr. SmysER) is as follows: g g a pensio Mary ( vidow of ( ex ' 
. 7+ + t 8a ) lous ‘ 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10432) grant t do pass 
ing a pension to Nancy Shotwell, have considered the same and report rina fonta in thin cs a bale supported by affiday ' 

Mrs. Shotwell’s late husband, Arthur Stotts, was a private in Capt. Richard | g jarcely signed petition ot ; ‘De Witt lows ahs saabtinde i 
Hooker's company of Ohio volunteers, and served from July 30, 1813, to Septem foll ae fac cee arated 
ber 5, 1813, in the war of 1832. Arthur Stotts and the claimant wer arried No Chat she was married to ( sin J iv C. of the Sixtv-first I 
vember 20, 1832, and Stotts died October 1, 1868. On the &th of Ja ry, 1873, | ment of New York Infantrv. ont 2 y of December, 1865, and d with i 
the claimant was remarried to oneJoseph Shotwell, but he failed to provide for her | 5, yntil 1869 oka a a anid: erie ar aicl earl a aun i 
and she left him about two yearsafter their marriage. Shotwellis now dead, and | yorq ¢} smediate « an aif a deatt f t : a, 1 ' 
the claimant, who is about seventy-seven years old, has not again remarried lt o te duced salinens O<nOn nd a oe i 

Mrs. Shotwell made application to the Pension Bureau for a pension on account | tary service. which was of some four years’ duratio j 
of her first husband's service in the war of 1812, but the same was rejected on the Chat at his death he left his family without any means of supvort, and that his i 
ground of her remarriage. It is reliably shown that the claimant is very poor | gaid wife cared forand 1 lren bv het né ; i 
and needy; she is dependent for support upon others not legally bound to her | ¢}at she is now qu wg? . ee 
support. a A | means of support ild irl i vi ' 

There being numerous precedents for this legislation, and in view of the claim- | inant the act of “97 1000 were it not Ce ol j 
ant’s great age and necessitous circumstances, your committee recommend the | g ;, marriage in 187 Villiam Bro 1. Ww ST7¢ 
passage of the bill. | leaving no m ans ported } seifa 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and | dren by her own labor 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | The fact of t hor I B f a pensi I ©X 

; . , : } . ing general law, bu i precede n f t 

On motion of Mr. YODER, the vote by which the bill was passed | 1)°-Sorious I i 
was reconsidered, and the bill was Amended by adding after the 2 a ; : ; } 
words “‘ subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws” the | _ Th bill w - ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

; . > ¢ 3 j ‘ ace; Vo 1e third tim ( recog 
words ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. Ag | it was accordingly read the third time, and pa t 
thus amended the bill was again passed. EDWIN H. DILL. 
| 
JOHN ZEDEKER. | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HI. R. 12145) 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6340) | granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. Dill 
for the relief of John Zedeker. | The bill was read, as follows 

The bill was read, as follows: | Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Inte e, and ler 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and | thori ed and directed to increase the ension, subjec ) p! 0 
directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record against John Zedeker, | 1tations of the pension jaws, of Edw oH. Di ato a | e in Ce K 
late private in Company E, Thirty-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and that he ['wenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to $30 7 
issue an honorable discharge, to date January 1, 1068, to said soldier. The report (by ile: “Winner ts ne telling 

The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio,) is as follows: | isk dalaieees am Read Ze ae 7 = AM 

. , he Co ittee on Invalic ensions whe 3 refe ‘ l LR 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6340) | 19145) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. D su t the 
grant’ng an honorable discharge to John Zedeker, submit the following report: | port 

John Zedeker enlisted as a private in Company E, Thirty-second Regiment Ohio | The claimant was a faithful soldier, serving more than three years in ¢ 
Volunteer Infantry, when but a mere boy, under eighteen years of age. He was | K, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He was granted 
in delicate health and physically unable to undergo the hardship of the service. | under the general law of $4 a month for disability arising from rheumat | 
He was enrolled July 27, 1862, and was taken prisoner at Harper's Ferry, Va., on | applied for increase on the ground of amputation of left leg by reason of ulcer 
September 15, 1862, and the hardship of prison life was more than he couldendure | caused by varicose veins resulting fi srheumatism. His application og 
and almost cost him his life, and reduced him to amere skeleton. He was paroled | jected on the ground that his varicose veins and ulcers did not result 
on January 20, 1863, and sent to Cleveland, Ohio, where he was released trom mili | rheumatism 
tary service by a writ of habeas corpus issued from the common pleas courtof}| The only surgeons testifying in the case from actual knowledge of ban 
Richland County, Ohio, on the 23d day of February, 1863. He has ever since been | are two gentlemen who were familiar w condition s, and testif 
a physical wreck. Hs is now in destitute circumstances and an object of charity. | that the varicose ns and ulcers were caused by rheum rhe only counte 

The committee recommends the passage of the bill with the following amend | testimony consists of opinions of surgeons without know a of e pric 
ment; ‘ ‘ . | to the appearance of the varicose veins 

After line 8 add, _ in conformity with a decree of the common pleas court of It seems to the committee that the testimony of those having t dre 
Richland County, Ohio, issued on the 23d day of February, 1863, reiieving should have more weight than mere theory, and giving the b it of the doubt 
from military service on a writ of habeas corpus on account of his minority if any can be said to exist, to the soldier, we recommend that the bill do pass 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 

: JOHN D. TERRY. 
and passed. 
GEORGE W. JENKINS. | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13173) 

T . . . | ore j ¢ j "re? 5 F 5 3i ‘ ] ) Try 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R- | $™anting an mere - or eee to Jobn D. Terry. 

13095) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins. | The bill was read, as follows 
The bill was read, as follows: | ' Be is enacted, ete That the Secretary of tt e Interior is hereby authorized and 
. : . : irected to increase the pension of John D. Terry, formerly a sergeant of ¢ ny 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | E 1 wenty third Re Amentoet Massach ae Volunteers sige alsoatirat lients se 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and | and regimental quartermaster Thirty h Regiment United States Colored Troops 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Jenkins, late a private in | + $45 per month; and such amount shall be paid him for arr 8 sw 
Company G, Forty-third Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia. | ; : 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13095) 
granting a pension to George W. Jenkins, submit the following report | 

Claimant was a member of Company G, Forty-third Regiment Provisional En- | 
rolled Missouri Militia. 

The colonel of claimant's regiment makes affidavit that when his command was | 
not in actual campaign the soldiers were given leavé to go to their homes and re 
main until called for, or until expiration of leave of absence. ‘That while Georg: 
W. Jenkins, with whom he was at that time and is now well acquainted, was or 
such leave, on or about the 8th day of July, 1863, claimant was stopping overni 
with a friend and Union man named Burns; a returned Union soldier was 
stopping with them. About midnight Joe Hart, a notorious guerrilla, with his 
band of five other men; came and represented themselves as Union soldiers and 
were uniformed as such. Soon after they were admitted to the house they openec| 
fire, killed Henry, the returned soldier, badly wounded Burns, and the claimant 
was shot through the head and jaw, also received a wound in the shoulder. 

Other witnesses testify to substantially the same facts. 

Missouri Militia is not a pensionable service under existing law, but as the sol 
dier was considered in line of duty by his officers at the time he received his 
wounds 2nd was attacked by the enemies of his country on account of his loyalty 
to the Union, your committee are inclined to regard him as in actual engagement 
the same as if he were so engaged with his command, and therefore report favor 
ably and recommend that the bill do pass. 
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| missioner of Pensions 
































been due him if his application for an increase had beer 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom 







was referred the bill (H. R. 1 

granting an increase of pension to John D. Terry, submit the followinz repx 

I'hat claimant enlisted as sergeant of the Twenty-third Massachusetts V« 
teers in 1861, and received a gunshot wound of left leg at the ba ( 
Berne, for which he was pensioned at the rate of $30 per month; t i 
re-entered the service as lieutenant of Thirty-fifth United States Col 
and on Folly Island suffered an attack of typhoid fev 13 ares ‘ i 
curred nearly total deafness of left ear, partial blindness d 

The existence of these injuries is shown by medical exa 
Office, and he is rated at fifteen-eighteenths thereor I lence 

mmittee shows continued existence of the lisa 
ment of vision. 

In view of the above and the fact that tir 
t relief in Pension Office, your committees 
amended, however, by striking out all after t! 

The amendment of the committee as s 
port was read and agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed a f 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
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JOHN BRITTON. 

Tl l ness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13041) 

j r the pension of John Britton. 
: 1) 

Phe blll as read, aS 1OLLOWS: 

I S tar { I rior be, and he is hereby. au 
‘ i d < I J Britton, | captai in of Company F, Eight 
‘ Reg nt Penn vania Volunteer Cavalry, the ‘eum of 72 per month 
li 4 ‘ tha he is Y g such ase Lo commence iror 
t a have n entit t ad |} I ise been allowed 
1 la 

Mr. Turn of New York s as follows 

Inva l was ed the bill (TH. R.1 
g ask pens B submit the following report 

I i t Lb < t ghteenth Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Ca ré ‘ lin an engagement at Hanover, Pa 

| nd’s Mills, for which wounds he is 
‘ yy Phat d gradually failed, and in 
} ' l an li is Phat the board of surgeons 
‘ , ~ 1 1 rop hat such condition was the 
1 ti pe exa ld that total blindness was 

r 1 is re s case was rej “cted Your 
. . of irg titled to credence, and re« 
do ] I dd ve striking out all after the word 
f , month 

ihe amen ent the committee as stated at the close of the re- 
] rt WAS I i 1d agreed to. 

ri isa nded was ordered to bs 1! and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the tl », and passed. 

LOMON MAYBERRY. 
| ! t business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13329) 
i pension to Solomon Mayberry 
| bill x I s follows 
I tt Secret of the Interio and he is ew: o0 

t d lL ted ti © on the pension roll the name of Solomon May berr ; 
foster father of George L. Brown, late a private in Company E, Eighth Regime nf 
‘ I \ ‘ and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The rep by Mr. Nut is as follows: 

I c ee « Ir Per ns, towhom was referred the bill (H. R 
1 9 Fay ion to Solomon Mayberry, submit the following report: 

s ‘ ry isthe foster father of George L. Brown, who died while 
Be! ¢ in Company E, 1} ith Regiment Maine Volunteers. The wife of said 
Solomon Mayberry, and foster mother of aforesaid soldier, was granted a pension 
by special act of Congress ay January 24, 1890, and died November 25 1890. 

rhe facts in ber case are set forth in the report of this committee, which is a 
1 

Che ¢ ittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ( 

47 granting nsion to Mary Mayberry, submit the following report 

Mrs. Mayberry is the foster mother of George L. Brown, whom the records of 
the War Department show to have enlisted in Company E, Eighth Maine Volun- 
teers, September 7, 1861, and to have died of phthisis pulmonalis (contracted in 
the servic at Beaufort, S. C., Angust 2, 1862. 

From the pay file in the Pension Office it appears that the soldier was 
adopted by Mr. ar Mayberry whenabouteight years of age, and that helived 
with them and contributed to their support up to the time of his enlistment, and 
his letters on file he Pension Office, written by him while in the service, also 
show contributions by him to the support of his foster parents during the period 
of his servi 

Mr. and Mrs. Mayberry are now nearly seventy-nine years of age. Mr. May- 
be rry is nearly blind, and the ae pendent upon the assistance of their neigh 
bors and townsmen, and deprived of the stay and support which they had a right 
to expect and receive fy their adopted child 

Your committee believe that this is a pres case for special legislation by 
Congress, and re l tion of the bill, the claim of Mrs. iteshenrs 
having been rejecte: { Office nie on the ground that the gen 
eral laws make no provision in re ul to Genber taadhene 

The proposed beneficiary isnow seventy-nine years of age, and on accountof joss 
of bot ote t ly incapacitated from doing any labor It would seem but just 
that the pens ed, as heretofore stated, to his late wife should be trans 
fori to I for like 1 ons, and therefore your committee report favorably on | 
the ) l k titda ASS 

I ] Ss red to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. SPENCER. 

The next 1 en Lee was the bill (H. R. 2996) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha J. Spence 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
t d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 

itions of the pension laws, at the rate of $25 per month, the name of Martha 
J. Spencer, of Trumb Ashtabula County, Ohio, by reason of her loss of health 
occasioned by her services as nurse in the Union hospitals from 1863 to 1865 


eport (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


he Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ting a pension to Martha J. Spencer, submit the following report: 
proposed beneficiary entered the h ospite al service as nurse at Camp Chase, 

, June 20, 1863, and thereafter served in different hospitals until August 8, 

as appears from the reportof the War Department. Her health became much 

ired by reason of her long and faithful services, and she has been under medi- 
atment ever since her dis« harge, suffering from diseases of liver and stom- 

Re ing now well advanced in years, without sufficient income to maintain her 

properly and pay for medical attendance, she asks that Congress place her on the 

same footing as others who performed like services. 
Your committee, from the evidence before it, believe the case to be meritorious 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 
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amended, however, by striking out the words ‘‘twenty-five,” in line 6, and insert- 
ing therein instead the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment of the committee as stated at the close of the re- 
port was read and agreed to. 


The 
time; 


bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN M’MANUS. 4 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. | a 
12906) for the relief of John McManus, late private of Company I, 0 ; 


hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
The bill was ae | as follows: 


Be it ucted That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, instruct | 
directed to remove ’ fror n ” the records the charge of desertion against John } 
8, late private in C ompany I, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment | 


Manu 
sylvania Volunt 


service of the United 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


eers, and to issue to him an honorable discharge from the n 


St 


tes. 











rhe ¢ mittee on Military Affairs, having considered the bill (H.R. 1290 
the ren l ; rge of desertion iinst John McManus, late a priv | 
( pany I l il sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
having examined t pees of the W Department thereon and other ev 
filed, state that said . n McManus was wounded at the battle of the Wild 
on May 5, 1864 ay waste ted in hospital until September 27, 1864, when | , 4 
returned for duty, but placed again in hospital September 29, 1864, and rez Ps 
there until he was furlou | October 18, 1864 and fa led to return either to a 





pital o1 maeaen nmand. 


The evidence shows that the gunshot wound was in his left thigh, and t i 
when he returned home he had a ruuning sore and was under a physician's i 
ntil after his regiment was mustered out of the service, and that he is n ; 


wound 





cripple from said Also, that he is a very ignorant man, with no k1 
edge of military law; that he had no int ention of deserting the service 
he was unfit for duty during the remainder of the war. 

Your committee recommend tl passag » of the bill with the following ar 
ment: Add to the bill the following words To date from the 18th day of N 
ber, 1864. 


The amendment of the committee as stated at the close of the 
port was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a th 
time; and being engrossed, it was acordingly read the third t 
and passe d, 


MARY SWIFT. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
thorized and directed to restore to the 
limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Stephen Bradshaw, late a private in Cor 
Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

\™. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1 
granting a pension to Mary Swift, submit the following report: 

Mary Swift was the widow of Stephen Bradshaw, late a member of Compan 
Eleventh Michigan Intantry, and who died while in the service at Bardstown, | 


R. 


the Interior be, and he is hereb 


pension roll, subject to the provisions 
of Mary Swift, formerly the widoy 
npany B, Eleventh Michigan Volur 








¥ 


January 23, 1863. Previous to this service he had served three years in reg 
Army, enlisting in 1835, and was engaged in the Black Hawk and other In: : 
wars. She was pensioned as such widow until her remarriage with one Jared = 
Swift, March 25, 1866. Said Swift died March 12, 1877, leaving her again a wi 


in dependent circumstances, with no means of support other than her own da 
labor. As she is now sixty-four years of age, her ability to earn her own liv 
is very small 
Owing to the many precedents established b y Congress your committee re 
1end her name be restored to the pension rolls, as prayed for in the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 
MARY E. DUBRIDGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (I 
13205) to grant a pension to Mary E. Dubridg 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


| thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Dubr 
widow of Francis Dubridge, late a private of marines, who enlisted in the M 





Corps on the 23d of January, 1836, and was discharged therefrom Januat 
1840, and served in the Florida war, to be paid a pension at the rate of $ 
month. 

The report (by Mr. HILt) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13205 
ing a pension to Mary E. Dubridge, have considered the same, and report 
lows 

The claimant's late husband, Francis Dubridge, deceased, was a private 


United States Marine Corps, and served from January 23, 1836, to Janua 
1840. During the period of his service he participated in the Florida Indian 

Charles Bent, J. N. Baird, and Dr. H. C. Donaldson, of Morrison, Whit 
County, Illinois, testify that the claimant is the widow of Francis Dubridg 4 
20 also, that Mrs. Dubridge is past sixty years of ¥ 








1888 ; 


died on or about June 2 


in poor health much of thé time, and without means of support aside from 1 ¥ 
labor, which she is unable to perform. The claimant resides at Morrison, I . 
» passage of the bill is recommended. as 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; : 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ‘ 
MRS. RUTH M. ALLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he heré 
thorized and directed to pay to Ruth M. Allen, widow of Capt. John Al 
the Mexican war, the sum of $20 a month, in lieu of the amount now paid ! 
pension. 


The report (by Mr. SMysxR) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8915) grant 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Ruth M. Allen, bave considered the same, and! 
port: 

Mrs. Allen is the widow of John Allen, who was a sergeant in Captain Penni 
ton’s company of the First Kentucky Cavalry in the war with Mexico. 


’ 
- 


yi 
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: ‘ sanithhceantiiniinliiahiioniaibaiaa ' = 
4 present pension of $3 per month was allowed under the Mexican war service-pe! cases which have been passed thi *h to-night at less rates 
f sion act of January 29, 1887. mv iud pet aa ood pl ot i te oe ; 
= Among the papers accompanying the bill l als e é files, | "4 WASHINGTON Tic ane SO a icin ht to w!) 1 
7 are the affidavits of neighbors and acquaintances, showing t as no |} AKL : ps sd ; nh 
a property of any kind, but is wholly dependent upon het - }! ) tion at S40 or § th Lam satistied had 
, port. She is now sixty years old tt ¢ 
a The passage of the bill with an amendment to fix t rate of pension at $12 ] | Q KEI 4 
‘ " | if I ‘ { 
a month is respectiully recommenced | 
The amendment of the committee as stated at the close of ther 
, 7 | ‘ ‘ i 
port was read and agreed to. 
Bi r ; ’ } } } : ; | 2s ‘ 
Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 
os . : . ; 1 ; 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
| HETTY A. HASSON 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 13140) | ( 
»? granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson. 139 . ae 
[he bill was read, as follows: ; 
rhe 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is het 
Zz thorized and directed to place on the pension re subject to t I sions 1 : é . MI 
e limitations of the pension laws, t na! f Hetty A. Hass l f Al : ; 
< ander B. Hasson, late a surgeon United States Art ! si : + 
4 from $25 a month to $50 a1 t Sa pots , 
¥ rhe report (by Mr. SMYSER) is as follows 
; The Committee on Pensions, t om wa rt t ie a 4 ry i N 
% ing an increase of pension to Hetty A. Hass ive cons e and ( 
4 ort as follows 7 : VW ' 
Mrs. Hasson is the widow of Alexander B. Hasson, late surgeon United St Fee : 
Army, whose military history in brief is as follows ( 
7 . : Bogg 
He accepted appointment as assistant surgeon I ds - ] th Mi e 
1849; promoted to surgeon August 17, 1861, and was post surgec ur ; : 
bull, Connecticut, at the timeof his death, which o rred March 1 was 
due to disease incurred in the line of his duty. During his long per : 
Surgeon Hasson participated inca 1igns against hostile Indians 1 ‘ : 
dered arduous and valuable service during the war of the rel 
Mrs. Hasson applied for and was granted a pension at ther Sy n a . 
under the general pension lawa, but this amount she declares ir ient. in vic eee ae re Y i 
. : t eis I ( Lr 
of her age and disabled condition, to support her comfortably. She states that =e gent pe 
1 A 4 i i i A 
she endeavored to do something by which to add to her inco it atrens I 2. . 
failed with increasing years, and this, with an accident resulting in afractur 
her arm and wrist, has rendered further effort in that direction impossible. She ag 
also suffers much from sciatica and nervous prostration and her eyesight is m1 ; a 
. . \ , . A i 
impaired. She furtherstates that the only property owned by her i 
est in the house she occupies at New London, Conn., and there i s : 
interest. This property, with the pension of $25 per month and thi nds he a n ‘ ré t te vwiopt 
constitutes her entire source of income and support. She is now about xty The bill as amended was orde1 I d and read 
four years old. $30 al ; : ras ee . at 
. +1 1 : LMC, ANGI Ay i y I i ( 
Mrs. Hasson's statements are fully supported by the affidavit of Jane E. J 
mill, which accompanies the bili. passe 
; The passage of the bill with an amendment to fix the rate of pension at $40 per MR VAN 
= month is recommended 
y > : . 8 Ss { L’l ( 
The amendment of the committee as stated at the close of the ré , I ‘ E . 
ot eran pray I to Ir ws 
a port was read and agreed to. | | So 
* a ° : - . i) was rea S if vs 
% The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third : ee 
% ° . ° , 7 S T 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. I ( I 
m | WALTER SCOTT. vidow of James M. Springer ite ay te in ¢ Mann 
. t n the Creek Indian war of 18 pay her 
z The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R sa rovisions of 


3 12531) granting a pension to Walter Scott rhe report (by Mr. SMYSER f 
















The bill was read, as follows: he ¢ tt 1 t 
Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed ry apension to Mrs. Na Spr ! ns sal Ly 
to place on the pe nsion roll of the United States the name of Walter Scott. for Mra. Springer istl “ i M I if J 
merly a p! te in Capt. William Robinsor y, Ge il J in Pat to Aucu ( ‘ gy M {G I 
son's co in the Cree} *, at the rate of $20 per mont tot ‘ 1 This ser ‘ matte t : 
and regulations governing pe ns I t i 
rte ‘ . ‘ | M 
The report (by Mr. SMyYSER) is as follows: 
4 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred t bill (H. R. 12 t ( 
ing a pension to Walter Scott, have considered the same and rey 
Walter Scott was a private in Capt. William Robinson's cx fA 
Volunteers, and served from June 2 to August 16, 1836, in the Cre I n i 
The claimant states in his petition that he is now past sev ; 
very poor, and too much disabled to supp iimself by n urne I I 


it is only a question of time until he will have to go to the poor 
granted a pension. ; 

The claimant's statements relative to old age, disabil 
others for the necessaries of life are fully substanti 


Eugene Lynch, Charles N. Rear, and Charles P. Redd k i . of N: ‘ : : | 
! 
| 
' 
' 
| 
| 
| 


























4 Tenn. I n ] 3 { ( > 
‘ Mr. Scott's post-office address is Nashville, Tenn 12071) gr f 3 1 
Your committee believe this case to be an especially merit r} s d 
passage of the bill is th re recommended with an amend 
of pension at $12 per mor : ' 
a The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to . I 
ie amendment recommended by the committee. 
§ Mr. WASHINGTON. This is a case similar to the one that we 
; considered a few moments ago. This man served faithfully in the Mr. § , 
Creek Indian war. He is an old man, seventy-one years of age, and he A 
I hope the amendment of the committee will not be agreed to. 
Mr. KERR, of lowa. I consented to the other bill, Mr. Speak: ae M 
; for the reason that the gentleman said the beneficiary was an in- | Ford's com} . United States M ted Ra 
valid and helpless. For that reason I made no objection. But this | ls nthe Black Hawk wa i 
is purely a service pensién, and there is no reason shown why ee ees 
should not adopt the recommendation of the committee here. — Cor I nage oe >: r = 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, just a word to set myself right. | s .er states tha 
This man, as I have said, is seventy-one years of age and isentirel, t s 
dependent. The bill was drawn originally for $20 per month, and he | S°422¢ she is wi 
is certainly entitled to that sum. The lat is 
g Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What is the recommendation? P. Rowles and Lou a Rew! M ( 
Ss Mr. WASHINGTON. The bill asks for $20. The committee rec- | 25 the widow of James Mcl furt a 
% ommend $12 per month. tary public before whom her s ted , : 


I é etl n wa x ite ving |} 
‘ . . nany years. Mrs. McRoberts’ t-office ess ( \ 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. There are a good many meritorious | oso Mts: MeRoberts's 1 








SCY re ear re ene 
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I ‘ ‘ ar stances of the granting of pensions by Congress to | In support of his claim the applicant filed testimony showing that he contracted 
t} vidow soldiers of the old Indian wars, and your committee | scurvy in the service and has been disabled thereby ever since. Upon medica 
th ) favorable recommendation | examipation the board of surgeons found the claimant suffering from right inguina 

y str ng out the rd ‘‘twenty, ‘in line 7, and inserting in lien thereof | hernia, and that there were marks of former abcesses of a brownish color on ea 
tl 1 ** tw ulso by .nging the description of the organization in which | leg, but the symptoms of the present existence of scurvy not being very w: 
the s er served to ‘ Lemuel Ford's company, United States Mounted Rangers.” | marked the claim was rejected. Mr. Hickey subsequently made application { 

Phe amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. a Mexican war corvics pena provided by the act of January 28, 1667, and tl 

: "ae : , | Same was granted at $8 per month. 

I’) ) is amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | I'he claimant asks that his pension be increased and accompanying his petitior 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | is a mass of medical testimony showing that he is a great sufferer from rheut 
and passed | eee a < ee consequence thereof he is unable to doa 

; . aie | wor by which to support himself. 
HENRY ALLHORN. It is further fle ye the claimant, who is now about sixty-seven years o 

Phe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, | bas no property or income of any kind aside from his small pension by which t 
13337) granting «a pension to Henry Allhorn. maintain himself in his declining years. p 

7 Ag 7 eo a oa 'tatlnern = In view of the claimant's advanced age and needy condition the passage of t 

- : . = : bill is recommended with the following amendment 

{ ft Phat the Secreta of tt Interior be directed to put on the Strike out the word ‘‘twenty-five,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the wor 
I ! of H y All n, late a private in Company D, First Regi ‘twelve,” so as to allow a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

EF EEN SEED ESLREY, 8 EN EPETED Ee, SES MIDE SE Hoe gee mane | The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
rhe report (by Mr. SMYSER) is as follows: | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

Phe ttee Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13337) grant- | time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 

g pension to filer Allhorn, have considered the same and report and passed. 

H Allhorn served from October 15, 1838, to October 15, 1843, in Company 












1), First United States Infantry, and during a part of this period participated in 
t Florida India ul 
In an application for pension filed at the Pension Bureau Angust 29, 1882, Mr 
A llhorn dec lared that he contracted ague and liver complaint on the Mississippi 
I rin July, 184 In supportof this claim he filed medical and other testimony 
showing that since his said service he had been in bad health. : 
Medical examinations held in 1883 failed to show well-marked symptoms of dis 
ease of liver, but did show that he was *‘ not robust,” and that he had the ap 
pt ) uch older than he actually was. 
ected June 27, 1883, on the ground that Mr. Allhorn was not 


y disease of the liver 
Accompanyi l ill is the petition of 103 citizens of the towns of Prescott 
|! Oak Grove, Wis., setting forth that the claimant is old, infirm, and needy, 
aud that if he is not granted the relief prayed for he will have to depend upon 
charity forsuppoert. Mr. Allhorn is now over seventy-six years old 
here are many precedents for the allowance of pensions by special act to the 
rvivors of the old Indain wars, and as this case is shown to possess more than 
t, your committee have no hesitancy in recommending the passage 
of the bill with an amendment, however, to fix the rate of pension at $2 


ore hat i 





20 per 
he amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


rHOMAS J. POLLY. 


Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12457 
eranting an inerease of pension to Thomas J. Polly. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enact the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is. an- 
thorized and directe » place on the pension roll, subject to the restrictions and 
ions of the pension laws, tne name of Thomas J. Polly, late a soldier in the 
h Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 a month, in lien of the 
mount now paid him numbered 7627. 


Phe report (by Mr. SMYSER 








under certificat 
. 
is as follows: 


Che Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12457) grant 
ng an increase of pension to Thomas J. Polly, have considered the same and re 
rt as follows 
Thomas J. Polly was a private in Company I, First Kentucky Volunteers, and 
served from May 17, 1816, to May 17, 1847, in the war with Mexico. He is now 
‘ the Mexican war service pension of $8 per munth. 
John Hammond, a citizen of Louisville, Ky., testifies as follows 
I have been personally acquainted with Thomas J. Polly for the past ten years, 
(i state from personal knowledge that the said Thomas J. Polly has no property 
me of any kind, and that he is wholly dependent upon others not legally 
ound for his support. During my acquaintance he has been wholly disabled, 
t to lie in his bed on account of asthma. He is also paralyzed, requiring 
onstant care and attention. He is therefore now lying in a helpless condition in 
s chair, and would suffer if not for the kindness of friends, upon whom he is a 
creat care and burden 
Mr. Hammond's testimony is fully corroborated by that of Michael Schmith, 
also a citizen of Louisville, who adds that in addition to his other disabilities the 
claimant is suftering with deafness, which he contracted during the war with 


abie to 


The claimant's present physical condition is also shown by the testimony of Dr. 
George F. Simpson, of Louisville, Ky. 

he passage of the bill is respectfally recommended. 

\ triking out the word “five,” in line 7, it being the intention of the 
fix the rate of pension at $20 per month. 





rhe amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


rHOMAS T. HICKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12608) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. Hickey. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, an- 
thorized and directed to pay Thomas T. Hickey a monthly pension of $25, in lieu 
of t amount now paid him under certificate numbered 11719, as a survivor of 
the Mexican war 


The report (by Mr. SMyYsER) is as follows: 








The Committee o1 


Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12608) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Hickey, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows 

Thomas T. Hickey was a private in Company G, St. Louis Legion, Missouri 
Volunteers, and served from May 18 to August 28, 1846, in the war with Mexico 

On September 21, 1882, Mr. Hickey filed an application in the Pension Bureau 
that while in said service he contracted scurvy and that he bas ever since been 
more or less disabled by said disease. 








} 


MRS. PHCBE 8S. CURTIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
10874) to pension Mrs. Phebe 8. Curtis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intenor be, and he is hereby, a1 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions ar 
limitations of the pension lawa, the name of Mrs. Phoebe 8S. Curtis, of Revers 
Mass., the daughter of Amos Sylvester, late a private in Captain White's co 
pany, war of 1812, and pay her a pension of $12 a month from the passage of this 
act 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10874) grant 
ing a pension to Mrs. Pheebe 8. Curtis, have considered the same and report as 
follows 

Phebe S. Curtis is the daughter of Amos Sylvester, of Freeport, Me., as certi 
fied by William A. Mitchell, town clerk of Freeport, under date of May 23, 1890 
and was born December 3, 1808. She was married to Reuben Curtis, as certitie 
by said town clerk, 1828. Reuben Curtis is dead and the claimant is now a wido 

Tristram R. Griffin, aged eighty-six, of Freeport, remembers Amos Sylvester 
and lived in the same neighborhood. He recalls that Amos Sylvester went to th 
war of 1812 and never returned, it being understood that he was killed on the 
Canada frontier 

Joseph Farwell, aged eighty-four, also of Freeport, recalls that Amos Sylvester 
went to the war of 1812 and never returned 


Phebe 8. Cartis sets forth in her petition that she is the daughter of said Amos 





ylvester, who was a private in Capt. Theo. White's company, of Freeport, Me 
and who was killed by the enemy at Burlington, Vt.; that she is poor and ind 
gent, without income of any kind, and entire:y dependent on charity for support 
She was born in 1808, and hence is now past eighty-two years old. 

Albert S. Burnham, chairman of the board of selectmen of Revere, Mass., test 
fies that she is entirely dependent. 

John S. Williams, Third Auditor, states that the name of Amos Sylvester 
borne on the rolls of Capt. Thos. R. White’s company of Col. Denny Macon 
volunteers from enlistment, December 21, 1812, to December 31, 1813, wher 
charged at Burlington, Vt. 

Mrs. Curtis is the last surviving child of Amos Sylvester. Inquiry at the P 
sion Office shows that no pension has ever been applied for or granted on acco 
of Sylvester's service. The claimant is now very old and in great need of the ré 
lief prayed for 

There are precedents for the proposed legislation, and in view of the claimant 
great age and destitution your committee think the passage of the bill fully w 
ranted 
The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; ar 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


MARION M’KIBBIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
2278) granting a pension to Marion McKibben. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subjectto the provisions ar 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion McKibben, widow of Dav 
B. McKibben, late colonel of the One hundred and fifty-eighth and the Two hn 
dred and fourteenth Regiments Pennsylvania Infantry, and brevet brigadier g 
eral United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per month fr« 
the date of her husband's death, paentier 8, 1890. 


The report (by Mr. CratG) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H 


12278) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin, submit the following report 
This bill proposes to pension Marion McKibbin, widow of the late Maj. and & 
Brig. Gen. David B. McKibbin, U. S. Army, at the rate of $100 per month. M 
McKibbin is a lady of high culture and refinement, but completely broken dow 
in health and unable to do anything for her own support. This condition of 


health is believed to have been toa great extent brought on by nursing her 


| husband, who was for many years prior to bis death a great sufferer from 1 


| matism contracted during the war. 


Her husband's relatives are in no condit 
to render her assistance, and she has no direct relatives to whom she can turr 
aid, and she is practically without a dollar in the world. 

Mrs. McKibbin has given two husbands to the country. Her first, Mr. I 
ring, a young man of great promise, responded to the first call of the Govern: 
for troops in 1861, and was killed at the head of his command in one of the « 
battles of the late war. Her second busband, General McKibbin, commenced 
active military career in the Mexican war, for which he was pensioned. IL: 
tered the regular Army as a lieutenant in 1855, was captain Fourteenth Infant 


May 14, 1861; colonel One hundred and fifty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers 


November 24, 1862; was mustered out as colonel at expiration of term, August ! 
1863, resuming his place as captain Fourteenth Regulars, and shortly after, wh 
engaged in battle, holding that rank, he was captured and taken to Libby Priso: 
where he contracted scurvy, from the effects of w Rich he never recovered, and whi 
finally resulted in cancer and death. After he was exchanged he became colon¢ 


of the Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, in w 






4 
4 


mid 











3 
<a 


Patna 


Ae 


aig <a Bs 


a 


4 














he served until September 15, 1867, when he was transferred to the Tenth Unité 
States Infantry. He was repeatedly brevetted and honorably mentioned in fie] 
orders for gallantry in battle. 

Now, it is believed that as the disease of which he died 
while he was a captain, after he had been mustered out as color his widow wil 
only receive the pension of a captain’s widow, $20 per month, under the get 








] 
‘ 


0 was contracted 





law, while nearly all his service during the war was with the rank of colonel an 


much of the time with the command of a brigade or division 


This is surely an unusual case, one of g reat merit and h ardship. Mrs. McKib 





bin will probavly never see another well an and in view of the services of h¢ 
two husbands and her own sufferings and sacrifices incident to their service 


and her mee nt helpless condition, the country should not allow her to suffer for 


means of support. 
Your committee recommend the bill be passed with an amendment strik 
‘one hundred”’ and inserting ‘thirty 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and being engrossed, it was acc ordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
AMBROSE B. CARLTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Ambrose B. (¢ 
ton, late a corporal in Company F, Second Regiment of Indiana Volunteers 





Mexican war, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension of # 


per month he is now receiving 
The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13111) grar 
ing an increase of pension to Ambrose B. Carlton, have considered th 
report as follows: 

A similar bill was favorably reported to the Senate at this session by 
Committee on Pensions and the same is now on the Senate Calend: 
accompanying the same (Senate 2074) clearly sets forth all the facts int 
and your committee therefore adopt the same as their report and return t 
recommending its passage. 

[Senate Report 2074, Fifty-first Congress, second sess 

The Comittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4856) 
increase of pension to Ambrose B. Carlton, have examined the same 

The claimant-was a soldier in the war with Mexico in 1846-47. He 
poral in Company F, Second Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in said servic 
wherein he remained twelve months, until honorably discharged He was preset 
and engaged the whole day in the battle of Buena Vista and slept up 
after the engagement in the pass of Angostura with the advance of the 
line on the march toward the City of Mexico. 

It farther appears from the testimony of the soldier, from the sworn certificat 
of Dr. S. M. Burnett, of Washington City, his attending physician, and from t 
statementof Hon. D. W. Voorhees, Senator from the State of Indiana, thatthe el 
ant is suffering from disease of thee yes, now amounting toavery great dimi 
of sight and threatening to end with total loss of vision ; that this disease isof lor 
standing and is growing worse. Dr. Burnett describes the same as ‘‘ chronic glau 
coma,” with the vision in the right eye practically of no use and that of the lef 
eye greatly impaired ; that there is not only no hope of cure, | 
sure to be a steady decline of vision. 

Senator Voorhees states that he has known the applicant personally forty years 
during a portion of which time he was his copartner in the practice of the law 
that within the last tweye ars his sight has been gradually impaired; that wit 
the last six months he has been wholly unable to read either printed or wr 
matter, until now at this time he is laboring practically under a total disab 
with no present prospect of improvement. 

The claimant is sixty-five years old, resides at Terre Haute, Ind nd 
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how a 
pensioner under certificate No. 13619, under act of January 29, 1887, for his servic: | 
in the Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month. 

It has been the practice, established by many precedents in the acts of Congress 
to grant an increase of pension in such cases as these to soldiers of the Mexican 
war who have become seriously disabled since their service. An act granting 
pension to Wells C. Harrell, approved September 26, 1890, was such an act 
which an increase from $8 to $30 was granted on account of blindness, the sar 
disability as shown in the case under consideration. There are many other cases 
of the same character of quite recent date in which special acts of relief e 
been passed upon similar considerations. 

The committee regard this as one of the most meritorious cases of this kind ar 


do therefore recommend the passage of the bill, which proposes to 
the claimant's pension from $8 to $30 per month, to be paid to | 
pension he is now receiving 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I should like to ask the r 
crease proposed by this bill. 

Mr. PARRETY. This man was an officer in the Mexi 
through its entirety. He issubstantially blind, poor, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is satisfactory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


m in lie 


eason for the 


and ne edy. 


ican War |} 


time: and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MERIDY SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 


13061) increasing the pension of Meridy Smith, a Revolutio: 


bionary |] 
sioner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he ia hereby, aut 





ized and directed to increase the pension of Meridy Smith, widow of W 
a soldier in the Revolutionary war, from $12 per month to $30 per mont 
the same to her, from the taking effect of this act, during hex 
The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13061) inex 
ing the pension of Mrs. Meridy Smith, have considered the same and report 
Meridy Smith is the widow of William Smith, who served 
Revolutionary war. She is now receiving a pension at $12 per month under tl 
general law pensioning widows of the soldiers of the Revolution. 
Accompanying the “pill is the testimony of William Wise and (©. H 





} 


natural life, 


as a soldier in the 


Stamps 


citizens of Newnan, Ga., setting forth that Mrs. Meridy’s pension of $144 per year 


is insufficient to afford her a comfortable support, and that she has no propert 


whatever aside from a few poor articles of household furniture and wearing ay 
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K Comp: 


fary J. Best, of Frankfort, Ind., widow of Nathaniel Best, of C 
irst Maryland Volunteers, and K Company, Thirteenth Maryland Volun 
ubject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. CHEADLE. 





X 
k 


Mr. Speaker, this is the case to which I referred 


few evenings ago as that of a lady living in the town where I live 4 
who is in the midst of penury and want. The facts of the case a1 | = 
thes She is the widow of Nathaniel Best, who enlisted in the be a 
ginning of the war over in Maryland in the First Regiment of Mary 4 
land Volunteers. After the war Mr. Best moved to our town, Frank- % 
fort, Clinton County, Ind., where he resided until his death in 1887 & 
| At the time of his death he had a claim pending for a pensian, but 
his comrades were scattered all over this country, and he was un- | a7 
| able to prove technically the incurrence and continuance of the d & 
ability. After he died, his widow, through her attorney, filed | | 
claim for a pension. The next morning after I referred to this ec: \ a 


United States » North Carolina for a month and was then transferred to United 
Stat te Daw first orditr seaman and afterwards as cook. On the 
8 ) 8 5 leave and was subsequently honorably dis- | 
‘ Dahlg acc t of disability By reason of a false 
I 8 by the police of this city as a deserter from the Navy, was 
t J. Fraziers and R. M. A. Fenwick to the commodore 
h “62 o decline to re ] because, as the 
‘ en ¢ urged for disal his fact is sworn 
lp man Fra 8, as will appear by his herewith. Both 
I g in this District 
ef \ ( nel Baker, provost marshal of 
not been to get possession ot it 
. a dischar f Co lore Dahlgren appears certai1 
I f 3 own sworn statements it from the aflidavits of Mrs. Mary 
{ iM M 0 fv uw and examined the discharge 
P cem Fraziers, above referred t 
\ I irge from Commodore Da 
t 
‘ f ed by the fact tha was | 
t ‘ z business publi u his Own name asa grocer 
t Che reward of $30 for the arrest of a deserter | 
\ t ir cement for detectives and others to take him 
i M t 5 o knew Holloran will testify to the fact that 
! i engaged in business was known to the public all the 
i i 1 the Navy Department to sustain the charge of 
i t Fourth Auditor's Office, on which the word 
en opp nan vith ink different from that of any other 
I rd showing desertion in the ship's papers or books or in 
t ard. It appears as if the entry was made on tl yay Toll as the 
easiest t bsence of the books and papers of the ship, to account for his 
el t ivi in no wise be claimed as a legal charge of deser 
I ot entry in the ship's books and papers it certainly can 
I take ‘ nid the dence of many reputable witnesses, with the 
! { : ' 
i i herefore that Holloran was actually honorably dis 
‘ ‘ Dahlgren, thatt urge of desertion is not well founded, 
t ! i the passage of the bill with this amendment, 
words ‘ United States,’ in the eighth line of said bill. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The case was examined by my col- 
| Mr. DOLLIVER J, but in looking over the bill I notice that, by 
lessness probably, the name of the vessel is printed ‘‘ Don,” 


and it ought to be ‘* Dawn.” 


sO care 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the correction 
will be made by amendment. 

Phe is no objection. 

Che amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
und passed 


EVELINI 


Chenext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1 
granting a pension to Mrs. Eveline Britton, mother of John Britton. 


BRITTON. 


3459) 











The bill was read, as follows: 

I ict hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
a and cted to place upon the pension roll the name of Eveline Britton 
mother of J Br deceased, late a sergeant in Company E, Fourth Regi- 
mi Indiana Volunteers, in t) var with Mexico, and allow her a pension at 
the rate of $ r month 

The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 

Lhe nit on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13459) grant 

nto Eveline Britton, have considered the same and report: 

l ‘ u's son, John F. Britton, deceased, was mustered in for the Mexi 
can W ine 10, 1847, as a sergeant with Company E, Fourth Indiana Volun 
tec On March 19, 1848, he was elected second lieutenant of the company and 
wa red out with that rank July 20, 1848. 

Mrs. Britton, in her petition, declares that her son, John F. Britton, died at 
Evans I January 27, 1864, and that she had been dependent upon him for 
support. Her husband, Thomas P. Britton, died September 9, 1853, and her said 
son (who never married) supported her comfortably until he died. She further 
declares that she is 83 years old, without property or income and dependent upon 
her own labor and the charity of friends for support. She resides at Evansville, 
Ih 

C. 5. Finch, of Spencer County, Indiana, who served in the same company 
with the claimant's son in the war with Mexico, testifies to the claimant's identity 

mother of the deceased soldier and corroborates her statements in every 
rticular 

5 iel D. Graham, also of Spencer County, Indiana, fully substantiates unde 
oat of the claimant’s allegations 

In view of Mra 1's dependence upon her son during his lifetime and her 
pre t great age lestitution your committee are of the opinion that the re 
lief LV iors l be granted. 

I passag bill is therefore recommended 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We have now considered all the bills 


on 


the printed Calendar. ‘The Chair will now submit the bills that 
have been reported by the committee to-day. 
MARY J. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee on Invalid Pensions from the further consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and I ask to be 
permitted to make astatement. Then, ifafter I make the statement 
there is any objection, the bill can be withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13117) granting a pension to Mary J. Best. 


Be it enacted, 


BEST. 


etc.. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aa- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, at $12 a month, the name of 


in the House, I received from the Pension Department notice of tl 
rejection of the claim; and these are the grounds upon which it was 


rejected: That the Department was satisfied that the disabil 


from the effects of which he died, was not incurred in the line of 
duty. The facts are these: He was a sober man and never drank at 
all. Hie worked as long as he was able to put one foot before the 
other. He suffered intensely for fifteen years from heart disea 


aa 5.505 069°C ee 


and died from it. The heart disease was the result, as he said and 
believed, and endeavored to prove, of rheumatism incurred in the 
line of duty over at Monocacy Junction, in the construction of some 
military works at that point. 

These are the facts. He died in absolute want, leaving this widow 
and six children, at least four of whom are under sixteen years of 
age, and I ask unanimous consent thatthe committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill and to let it be put on its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I askthat the words ““$12a month” bestricken 
out, and that it read: “subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.” The chairman of the committee suggests that 





> : . | 
this will leave no question as to the children. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be eirgrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim 
and passed. 
MARY JANE ALLEN. 
The next business considered was the bill (H. R. 13082) granting 
a pension to Mary Jane Allen. 4 
The bill was read, as follows: . 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions ar " 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Allen, widow of Georg o 
Allen, deceased, late of Company B, Seventy-second Pennsylvania Regiment. 
The committee recommended the following amendment: 
And pay her a pension at the rate of $8 a month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as, amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir 
time; and being engrossed, it was accerdingly read the third tim¢ 
and passed. 
MALINDA PORTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (11. R 
3242) granting a pension to Matilda Porter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, aut} 
ized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the conditions and lir 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Porter, mother of David S 
domridge, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, at the rat 
$12 per month. 
The committee recommend to strike out the word ‘‘ Matilda” in said bill whe 
the same occurs, and insert in iieu thereof ‘‘ Malinda also that the titl 
amended so as to conform thereto, and to strike out the word ‘‘ Saldomridge’ 
insert the word ‘‘Seldomridge.’ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tin 
and passed. 
The title was amended so as to conform to the bill. a 
WILLIAM P. HOLL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 992 
granting a pension to William P. Holl. ‘ 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions a 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William P, Holl, the father 
Thomas A. Holl, first lieutenant of Company K, Seventy-second Regiment 
New York Volunteers. 

The committee recommend to amend by striking out the words ‘‘Thomas A 
Holl” and inserting therein the words ‘‘ William P. Holl, jr.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- i 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 





1891. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. O21 | 











BETSEY JOHNSON Che bill was read, as follows 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 103 5 i 
2 granting a pension to Betsey Johnson. aoa ; r 
j The bill was read, as follows: ; ei a Gearhe \ fant 
I t enacted ™ etar tt I i 
thorized and directs place on the pe yn -1 s ect to provis 3 
4 limitations of the p on laws, the name of I y Johns Ww y : ; ae . : . 
Johnson, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment Connect tInfantry V SS ’ ‘ ‘ t 
! unteers it was 
The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordi 
read the third time, and passed. 
ABSALOM M. WOLF. 
. bk The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R i ¢ I 
‘y 13174) to grant a pension to Absalom M. Wolf, of Mier, Ind = 
ie Che bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Int r be, and he y is 
a ized and required to place upon the pension rolls the name of Absalom M. W ‘ ‘ 
§ of Mier, Grant County, Indiana, the dependent father of Wil 1 Wolf, de \ 
- late a private soldier in Compar y Lof the Forty-first Regiment of India 
s unteers in the war of the rebellion, and pay him a pe n at the rate of $12 a | 
‘ month 
a rae 1 ’ ] 
~ The bill was orde red to be engrossed for L Ll rea or I 
2 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | ; = 
é EDWARD H. LEIB R eing ( 
- a . } ; } 1] ‘~4 } na Y ] 
ri The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4474) | ana] i 
to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib RUT ANNALLY 
The bill was read, as follows: T) : ; aoe — 
: : t busines 4 te Calendar w ‘ H.R 
I t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and i I Vy, AU- | qayy ‘ 4 4} : e.p : MaAnnal a 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib, late brevet , oes y pawn § ; a ACUI Y 7. 
’ tenant colonel Fifth United States Cavalry, from $50 to $1 per mont to dat i bill was read, asf 
from the passage of this act, on account of increused disabilities rendering ' I 
stant personal attendance and assistance necessary. i‘. - ; ‘ a ‘ a . the ar MoA 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speake r, it seems to me that that is ‘ \ l S t te 


granting a larger increase than is allowed by law. : SoFIMeNs Of t ? : 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that if such a bill passed the com- F See . a ; 
nittee it was probably amended. Che b ener Ome ee err a . 2 anu 
Mr. LAWS. That is as it was passed to-day. 
Mr. MORRILL. Was there not an amendment 
Mr. LAWS. There was no amendment at all. a os 
Mr. MORRILL. What were the circumstances in the case ? ce eed — : : 
Mr. LAWS. He rendered valuable service, and is totally disabled, | \**., ral ee tos mt 
ie so that he requires the constant attendance of another person. Phi _ ee 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What pension is he receiving now? | Be it enacted, etc., That the S 
Mr. LAWS. He is receiving $50 a month, under special act. ieadieee off 2 





Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking out “$100” and in- | Steedman, late a re : ( 
serting $72.” from the passage of this act at the 1 
Mr. LAWS. I accept the amendment. Che bill si eal as 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- |)... - t od 
ing; and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and | ““'"> ~~ ; , F 


passed. MRS I. RAYNE! 
ELIZABETH R. LOWRY. ; ad 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | ntleman from California / Mr. MoRRow 1 the H. R. 44& 








2722) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Loury. ing a crease of | »Mrs. S. J. R 
The bill was read, as follows: | Ty 1 f 
Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di } I t . I 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitation he | ¢ne it \ yr. J 
pension laws, the name of Elizabeth R. Loury, widow of Fielding Loury ea ] Oo. f ‘ 
sistant quartermaster, United States Army, at the rate of $50 per month. ‘ f t t 
rhe committee recommend to amend by striking out the I ry ‘ : 
ever the same may appear in the bill and in the title thereof tthe w Mr. KERR, of I | i l I ) I 
“* Lowry.’ 
Also to amend by striking out all after the word “Army,” inline 7. which strikes | ‘ 4 \ ' 1 
out the words ‘‘at the rate of $50 per month Phe report y Mr. De Lano 35 te 


The amendments were agreed to. Che Committe Pensions, t 


i s ’ I i 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- increase of p : ed 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | ?° sahend of | nt, I Fiaeens) €): Sneed Waa vi ial 
and passed. neat eounetl of administra sect Jul 838) and a t , 
MRS. JANE HINSDALE. | Army April 3, 1867, and ser is cha 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3552 7 na 18 182 rT Sans ‘ ‘ 





. . . . , A ee A115 " Uy i 1 rat = I 
= granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Hinsdale. mont 
a The bill was read, as follows: She applies for increase to $50 pe nth, « ring t I 





er Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place - cage > ; ; ; - ; 
ae the name of Mrs. Jane Hinsdale, late a nurse in Union armies, on the pension rol] ; an tat This . 1 
13 at the rate of $12 per month. 0 senate 4 t 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly Maj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, United States Army, in orst 
read the third time, and passed. nder date of Vecer AUSU, & an} 
WILLIAM G. TIDWELL. Mi = ‘ 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. { a 
12155) for the relief of William G. Tidwell. - i eeatcadeia tl 
The bill was read, as follows: a stitute, ex e 1 of $20 pe , 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to | “TC Of @ Setvant - ee eee 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of William G. ‘Tidwell, who served | ‘')? J&P S080. we ne “os ple 
in the late war as a private in Company E, Seventh Regiment of Illinois Cavair; ee ee 1889, A. T. Steig a 


and afterwards in Company A, Firat Alabama Cavalry Volunteers. anne a ee Se ae Setenee ah S ae 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


int is afflicted to such an extent 





eas invalid, unable to walk or use 





being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | she requires the constant attendan rp 
JOHN TUCKER In a sworn statement, executed February 5, 1890, John 
JUS viv. | Clara, Cal., says he has been the friend, adviser, aud assist 
5 _ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. = yaaa knows on awry Aiatpenara Atle on 
8159) for the relief of John Tucker, late private, Company F, Thirty- | py her nurse and wood. > Saas teens Se teams ' 
eighth Ohio Volunteers. necessaries of life. She is confined to an invalid’s chair an lress a 
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dress herself only with the assistance of others; also that she deserves and needs 
help 
Robert Wisnom makes substantially the same statement relative to the claim- 
ant’s physical and financial condition. 
‘our committee think she should have her pension increased as prayed. 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


Mr. MORROW (Mr. BOUTELLE having taken the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore Mr. Speaker, this is a very distressing case. It was 
presented to me nearly two years ago. I made some investigation 
of it and found that the husband of this lady while he was an of- 
ficer in the Army was exceedingly efficient and popular. He died 
and left his widow in a destitute condition. She has been attacked 
with rheumatism and is now confined to her bed in San Mateo 
County, near San Francisco. She is without any means of support 
and requires the attendance of some person all the time. When the 
bill was introduced and referred to the committee it was referred to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HILL] as a subcommittee. We all 
know how careful he is in the examination of cases, and in this case 
he required a very careful presentation of the facts in regard to the 
lady’s destitute condition. He corresponded with people who knew 
her, and after he had investigated the case for some months he re- 
ported to me that he had found it to be an exceedingly meritorious 
one and he should report it favorably, as he has done. All I can 
say is simply to indorse what is stated in the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, of course this is a case that 
appeals to oursympathy, but it we grant this kind of pension, allow- 
ing $50 a month to one widow in violation of the policy of the pro- 
visions of the general law, I do not see w hy we shall not have to in 
every othe It is not the duty of the Government of the 
United States to provide for those that are destitute all over the 
country. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman from Iowa I suppose understands 
that this lady’s husband died in the service. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The report so states. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Case. 


MRS. ELIZABETII C, CUSTER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BELKNAP ] 
has agreed that that bill shall go over to a full House, the vote to be 
taken next Tuesday morning after the reading of the Journal; the 
previous question to be considered as ordered upon the bill, and 
debate not to exceed thirty minutes on either side. I ask unani- 
mous consent that that order be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr, CHEADLE]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY T. COOK, 


Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I see that House bill 8661, “ granting 
a pension to Mary T. Cook,” is still on the Calendar. There has 
been a Senate bill passed in that case, and I move that the House 
bill be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reports upon the bills passed this evening be printed in the REcorpb. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised, with reference 
to the bills that came to the desk this afternoon, that it will be im- 
possible to have the reports in those cases printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand that those will be exceptions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 
bills had been passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL (at 10 c’clock p. m.), 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


IMMIGRATION FUND, 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting infor- 
mation in reply to House resolution which passed the House January 27, 
1891, relating to the immigration fund—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


8S: H. BROOKS, U. 8, 


ASSISTANT TREASURER AT SAN FRANCISCO, 


Letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that 
an appropriation be made to secure the Treasurer of the United States 
on account of the act of Congress relieving S. H. Brooks, assistant treas- 
urer of the United States at San Francisco—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 
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EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS, 
Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an es- 3 
timate of deficiencies in the appropriations for the expenses of the a 
United States courts—to the Committee on Appropriations. s 


JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 

Letter of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting ; 
list of judgments against the United States, rendered by the Court of 
Claims, and requesting an appropriation therefor—to the Committe 
on Appropriations. 


SUBSISTENCE OF THE ARMY. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting est we 
mates of deficiencies in the appropriations for subsistence of the Army f 
for the current year—to the Committee on Appropriations. a 


Si 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT SITKA, ALASKA. 
Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appro 
priation of $5,000 for repairing the Government building at Sitka 
Alaska—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JUNEAU CITY, ALASKA, 


Snape Mal 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appr 
priation of $7,000 for a Government building at Juneau City, Alaska—to ¢ 
the Committee on Appropriations. . 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following State memorials and ; 
resolutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of the senate of the State of Kansas, 
urging the concurrence of the House of Representatives in the United 
States Senate free-silver hill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Joint resolution of Legislature of the “4 
State of New York, favoring the resolution of Representative R. P G 
FLOWER, for the appointment of a commission to examine and report 
a plan to increase the New York City post-office facilities—to the Com 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York, favoring an increase in the postal facil 
ities of the city of New York—to the Committee on the Post Offic: 
and Post Roads. 

3y Mr. O’NEALL, of indiana: Joint resolution of the Indiana Leg 
islature, instructing Senators and requesting Representatives from In 
diana to vote for H. R. 319, to pension Union ex-prisoners of war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolution of the senate of the State of Kansas 
urging the passage of the Senate silver bill—to the Committee on Coin 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, favoring an increase in the postal facilities of the cit 
of New York—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and a joint resolution o a 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referre« e 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 3736) ratifying the action of the commissioners of the | 
trict of Columbia and granting permits to extend buildings beyond th 
building line and regulating the granting of such permits hereafte: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 4979) to confirm certain entries upon the Otoe and Mi 
souria reservation lands in Kansas and Nebraska—to the Committe 
on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4126) for the relief of Eliza Jones, widow of Jolin Jon« 
deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4212) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades—to the Comn 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4472) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers—to the Commi : 
tee on Military Affairs. 2 

A bill (S. 4754) to amend act authorizing Choctaw Coal and Railwa 4 
Company to construct road through Indian Territory—to the Commit 
tee on the Territories. : 

A bill (S. 4885) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erecti: 
of a public building thereon at Westerly, in the State of Rhode Island 
ete. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 4906) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause an explora 
tion and survey to be made of the interior of the Territory of Alaska 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 97) authorizing George H. Scidmore, vice 
consul general of the United States at Kanagawa, Japan, to accept 
medal conferred upon him by the Emperor of Japan for saving a sub- 
ject of Japan from death by drowning—to the Committee on Foreigu aa 
Affairs, ee 
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RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. McKINLEY: 
Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this order the House shall 


. 
proceed to the consideration in the House of the bill (H.R. 12333) relating to 
the treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13082) 

ranting a pension to Mary Jane Allen, accompanied by a report (No. 
3705)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13242) granting a pension to 
Matilda Porter, accompanied by a report (No. 3706)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9921 
to William P. Holl, accompanied by a report (No. 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsy John- 
son, accompanied by a report( No. 3708)—tothe Committee of the Whole 
Elouse. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H.R. 13174) to grant a pen 
sion to Absalom M. Wolf, of Mier, Ind., accompanied by a report 
(No. 3709)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward 
H. Leib, accompanied by a report (No. 3710)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12713 
to establish a marine board for the advancement of the interests of the 
merchant marine, accompanied by a report (No. 3711)—to the House 
Calendar. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affair 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8159) for the reliet ot 
ohn Tucker, late private Company I’, Thirty-eighth Ohio Volunteers 
accompanied by a report (No. 3721)—to the Committee of the Whole 

House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13284) 
to correct the military record of Jonathan Murphy, of Grant County, 
Indiana, accompanied by a report (No. 3722)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11118) to place the name of Ruth 
McAnnally on the pension roll, accompanied by a report (No. 3723 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 

4 bill (H. R. 13416) for the reliet Augustus Boyd. 


a= 
Din 


\ bill (H. R. 2910) givi 
deceased Report No. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
H. R. 13431) granting to the 
Fort D. A. Russe 











Report No 


ng a military record to Alexander Francisco, 





State of Wyoming certain lands in the | military res 


| ervation for agricultural fair and industrial exposition grounds, and 


| for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No 


3726)—to the Con 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4781) creating the 
‘ffice of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, accompanied by a report 


No. 3728 

Union. 
Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend 

ment the bill of the House H. R. 13051 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


to authorize the construction 


| of a bridge over the St. Louis River from Wisconsin to Minnesota, a 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 


amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12722) granting a pension to 
E.izabeth R. Loury, accompanied by a report (No. 3712) 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from tke Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Hinsdale, accompanied by a report (No. 3713)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12111) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of suitable buildings thereon for a mil- 
itary post at San Diego, Cal., and for other purposes, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3714)—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate 
of the Union. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2675) to authorize the Kansas and 
Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional lines 
of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3715)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bi!l of the Senate (S, 


~to the Com- | 


1988) to establish a hospital and home for inebriates and dipsomaniacs | 


in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


No. 3716'!—to | 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military | 


Affairs, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12185) for the 
reliefof William G. Tidwell, accompanied by a report (No, 3717 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 257) in regard to a monu- 
mental column to commemorate the battle of Trenton, in the State of 


—to 


} 


New Jersey, and appropriating $30,000, accompanied by a report (No. | 


3719)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to | 


which were referred the bills of the House (H. R. 9720) for the relief 
of the estate of R. M. Ely and (H. R. 6272) for the relief of Samuel F. 
Engs, of Fauquier County, Virginia, reported in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, That the following bills (H. R. 9720 and 6272) for the reliefof Robert | 


M. Ely, of Lee County, Virginia, and Samuel F. Engs, of Fauquier County, Vir- 
ginia, together with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of Congress known 
as “ An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States),’’ approved March 3, 1887 ; 


accompanied by a report (No. 3720); which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 


companied by a report (No. 3730)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported tav 
ably the bill of the House (H. R, &@ pension to Sarah 
Steedman, accompanied by a report (No. 3731)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

ADVERSE REPORTS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to tl 
Clerk and indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
on the bill (S. 3061) tor the relief of James W. Walsh 


or 


companied by a report (No. 3727) 


and others, ac 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 13509) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of an assistant appraiser at the port of Chicarvo—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13510) to amend section 3878 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to postal rates on third-class matter—-+to 
the-Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 13512) granting the right to erect 
and maintain dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County 
in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Commerce 


follows 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 13513) for the reli 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H, R. 13514) for the relief of Mary A. 
Dennis, formerly McFarland—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 13515) for the relief of Eunice M. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 13516) granting 
Simons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Py Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 13517) increasing + 1 
Mrs. Polly B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 13518) granting a pension to Levi Loa 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


tot A. V. Toole—to 


a pension to Adaline 


By Mr. HARE: A bill (H.R. 13519) to com; ite Isaac M. Hob 
for property stolen hy Comanche and Kiowa | ns—to 1 Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions a wpers 


were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of merchants of Chicago, against unlim- 








ited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measurt 
By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition of different Amer- 
ican orders in the city of Wheeling, W. Va., asking that a law be passed 
to pre it the desecration of the American flag—to the Committee on 
M y Aflairs. 
AYNE: Petition of Park Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of De Haven, Pa. ; also, resolutionof Ross Council, 


unior Order United American Mechanics, of Ross, Pa., to restrict immi- 
I to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


hy Mr. COLEMAN: Resolutions of the representatives of the banks 
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By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of a mass meeting of the citizens 


| of Arkansas City, Kans., and vicinity, requesting legislative action 


that will open the Cherokee Outlet to settlement—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. Mack Low and 63 others, residents of Arkansas 
City, Kans., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of G. O. Spencer; also, of F. E. Hunt 
John Bancum, and 11 others; also, of J. B. Bartlett, M. D., H. H 
Williams,and 22 others,citizens of Tipton County, Tennessee, askin 


| Congress for appropriation of money for complete system of levees on 


i s : 
the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastro 


floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutionadopted by Bradford (Pa.) Council, Junio: 
Order United American Mechanics; also, of Mansfield Council, No. 6 
of thesameorganization; also, of Hemminger’s Mills Council, Pennsyl- 


| vania, same organization; also, of John Leissenning Council, Pennsy! 


of New Orleans, La., deprecating the further discussion of the measure 
} 1s t free-coinage | the United States Congress, and re- 
questing the Senators and Representatives to use their influence in pre- 
venting agitation of this question any longer; and that the prolonged | 
di ic ‘ a standing menace to the growing prosper- | 
ity t ‘ intry—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
M l 

by Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of soldiers, sailors, and marines who 

rved their country during the great rebellion, asking for the passage 
of } e bill 8287, entitled *‘A bill to insure preference in appointment, 
en} nt, and retention therein in the public service of the United 


s to veterans of the late war to the Select Committee on Le- 
form in the Civil Service 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of American Defense Association, 
General McClellan Council, Junior Order United American Mechanies, 


| 
j 


in favor of legislation to restrict immigration—to the Committee on | 


Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of Y. W. Mayo, W. Y. Lacey, and 16 
others, citizens of Halifax, Va.; also, of John D. Emerson, R. A. Mus- 


tair, and 16 others, citizens of the same county and State, asking Cun- | 
gress lor appropriation of money for complete system of levees on the | 


Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods 
and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of John E. Gwin, J. W. Delany, and 38 
others, citizens of Carroll County, Tennessee, asking Congress for ap- 
propriation of money for complete system of levees on the Mississippi 


River trom Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve | 


navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 


By Mr. FUNSTON: Affidavit of John B. Newberry in support of 


House bill 10890, for pension for Thomas F, Baker—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Sue C. White in regard to her pension 
claim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of J. M. Fletcher, secretary of Gen- 


eral Frémont Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 


Beallsville, Ohig, in support ofa bill to restrict immigration—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Boone County, Missouri, 
in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


cago, urging bill to prohibit adulteration of food and malt liquors 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HOUK; Petition of Roman Haynes, of Company E, Seven- 
teenth Regiment United States Colored Troops, for the removal of the 
charge of desertion and to receive an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Forestville, N. Y., representing 260 members, praying for the passage 
of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the 
Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LAWS Resolution of the Board of Trade of Lincoln, 
Nebr., urging legislation for future enumerations—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Eleventh Census. 

hy Mr. LEE: Petition on claim of Joseph Cawood, Osso, King 
George County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia(by request): Petition of Solomon Tay- 
lor, of Effingham County, Georgia, for reference of claim to the Court 
of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Affidavits of Jene Alger and Henry 
Purdy, in support of the bill to pension Absalom M. Wolf—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Mutual Ben- 
efit Association, of Meade County, Kentucky, in favor of House bill 
5353, known as the option bill—te the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORROW: Fifth annual report of the Ladies’ Silk Culture 
Society of California, for the year ending June 30,1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: Memorial of Charlotte Smith and others, 
praying for the creation of a board of women commissioners of immi- 
gration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 





| 


vania, favoring the restriction of immigration—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Elizabeth Chester, widow of William 
Chester, of Hyde County, North Carolina, for reference of claim to 
Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Affidavits in support of House bill 12330, 
for the relief of Sawy Fabry, jr., Iron County, Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Allen Evans,Charles Emery, 
and 24 others, citizens of Vernon County, Missouri; also, of William 
A. Routh, William Preston, and 23 others, citizens of St. Clair County 
Missouri; also, of certain citizens of Cass County, Missouri, asking Con 
gress for an appropriation of money for a complete system of levees on 
the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous 
floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. STUMP: Three petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania and 
Maryland, for a restriction of the immigration laws—to the Committec 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of citizens of Howard County, Iowa, 
for the passage of a law giving authority to the States to control th 
manufacture and sale of butter imitations—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of H. W. McLane and 30 
others; also, of B. K. Hill and 18 others; also, resolutions of the Oak 
Grove Farmers’ Alliance; also, of the Knox Farmers’ Alliance, of Jef- 
ferson County, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the antioption bill- 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITELAW: Petition of W, S. Chilton, A. J. Lawson,and 
38 others, citizens of Shawano County, Wisconsin; also, of 8. C. Pap- 


| ham, William Smitherman,and 40 others, citizens of Pemiscot County, 


Missouri,asking Congress for appropriation of money for complete sys- 
tem of levees on Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent 


| disastrous floods andimprove navigation—to the Committee on Levee 
By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of directors of Board of Trade of Chi- | 


and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Additional evidence in support of 
claim of John J. Vincent, for property taken by the United States for 
the use of the Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of citizens of Darke County, Ohio, favo: 
ing the farmers’ option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 7, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT announced his signature of the following en 
rolled bills, which had previously received the signature of the Speake: 
of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 139) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 654) for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, 
Minn. ; 

A bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair; 

A bill (8S. 4592) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Cumberland River for the use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Rail- 
way, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Com- 
pany to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain points 
where the same forms the boundary line between the States of West 
Virginia and Kentucky; 
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A bill ‘S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company a right | State of lowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
’ of way through the Umatilla Indian reservation, in the State of Oregon; | Committee on Commer 
A bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig; and M TURPIE (by request trod l S 
2 A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort | a! ; appropriated and t appropriat the compl d 
2 Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and t strian statue of ¢ r l t rr. Ww 
5 for other purposes. : L tw y its title, and 1 t ( 
5 PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 
{ The VICE PRESII ited a resolution of the American I S 
4 brary Association, urgin passage of an international copyright law ‘ ) 
. as an act of common justice and national honesty; which was ordered | 1 to 1 { nd consu 1 or 
¥ to lie on the table. to t n Appropriat ‘ aie 
= Mr. McMILLAN presented a tition of the Berkey & Gay Man 
4 facturing Company and 31 other wood-working firms of Grand Rapids, 
> Mich., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
7 was ordered to lie on the table " »w 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of New Windsor, IIl., | ; ; itn 2 , 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was « 
dered to lie on the table. . 
He also presented the following memorials, remonstrating against th ra pene lary Sse 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the tabl ean eee a encanta aga 
Memorial of 33 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union | 0V€T ‘POM @ previous « es : 
No. 74, of Macoupin County, Illinois; _ The Secretary read ) [r. ] 
Memorial of 18 members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union | Nay CAS BORE 
No. 175, of Henry County, Illinois; and oO Hat ess < anaes pany es ‘ 
x Memorial of 22 members of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial te pct PS ay tn Ta 
4 Union No. 258, of Summer Hill, I]. fo * at 2 : Tee ¢ 
2 Mr. CULLOM also presented the following petitions, praying for the | , I RANSOM. iene eee , 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on | “*), sked . See oe 
the table: | at. 4 DMI NDS. ee 
Petition of District Assembly, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, | Mt H VAI, _He 3 close by : 
of Illinois; | Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 ask that the ition may b uly 
5 Petition of District Assembly No. 1990, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit | ‘ oe i Satie N ae 8, UNTIL the ms ( 
; Association, of Illinois; and RA SO That is sa 
; Petition of District Assembly No. 292, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit As- | M EDMUNDS. I think t senator contented 
sociation, of Illinois. ) with } 
% REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | Mr. HOAR. He came el with 3 
a . ° ° | he VICE 1 3: 31D r | re 3 
+ Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | ¢.. 4 fow minut 
¥ ferred the bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks, re- | : 
* ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. or : 
x Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consi t ip for p nt co 
ch referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend sideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correcta 
a ment, and submitted reports thereon: ation in the tariff act of 1890, 
A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, | The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the press 
Ky. | eration of the joint resolution ? 
is ‘A bill (H. R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to William J Mr, BLAIR. I simply reserve t right to object in case of d 
# Mathis; | so as not to interfere with the regular order. 
= \ bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; | Mr. CULLOM I think the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. PLuM 
bill (H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. | anxious to be present when this measut 3 considered. 
Head; and | Mr. HISCOCK. He told me that he did not intend to o t 
\ bill (H. R. 12704) granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry imendment he had suggested to it 
Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to | Mr. CULLOM. Ithink I shall have to object to the int 1 n 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3775) to amend the charter of the Georg: being considered this mornin 
town and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, | The VICE PRESIDENT. Ohbjectio made to the request of t! 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, | Senator from New York. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, | Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator from Illinois will not 61 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4594) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An | it is his desire to oppose the resolution or to nd 
act to incorporate the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company,”’ Mr. CULLOM I withdraw t 0 tior a te { 
approved May 17, 1862, reported it with amendments, and submitted | me by the Senator from New \ Mr. H 
a report thereon. The VICE PRESIDENT Che ection being withdrawn. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | resolution will be read. 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendments, | The Secretary read tl 
and submitted reports thereon l,¢ Chat the p \ h : , t 
f A bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaughlin; yerenes an a a 2 son rts, 3 x t oth 
% A bill 5. 4796) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, | graph only the words“ ex ti 5 
nd] alias McKee; read as follows 
d By A bill (H. R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 62 Cab es, rdage, and w x t binding twine) composed 
a pension roll; and I ee a Ti eee 
§ A bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright. pico file ynilla, sisal grass, or -tenths of ' 
4 Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported | cabl i cordage made of hemp, < und; tart 
/ an amendment intended to be proposed to the diplomatic andconsular | °°. ““')* P&S PO : . ‘ 
& appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- | +"° L( palmer weenie Is there objection to the pr 
ations, and ordered to be printed. eration of the joint 1 s lution ? | 
Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was Mr. Al LI LE. Mr. Pre side nt, I des re to say to the Senator { 
7 referred the bill (S. 4923) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the | +" Hampshire | Mr. BLATR that while I have no purpose to d 
Crow tribe of Indians, in the State of Montana, and to make appropri- | the Joint resolution I think under the circumstances I ou 
g ations for carrying the sameinto effect, reported it with an amendment. | t0 ™ake a very brief statement 
; He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill Che joint resolution as it came from the other H ported 
(S. 4733) granting to the Missoula and Northern Railroad Company from the Committee on Finance purports to be a measure to correct an 
the right of way through the Flathead Indian reservation, in the State | €fTOr.'2 punctuation, and it was alleged at the time is intro 
of Montana, reported it without amendment. | that it was & merely clerical err dT hat was not acorrect ‘ 
BILLS INTRODUCED. as fact. That it - an error I have no doubt, sa aaa 
j e comr ap of tof the cler} \ refe nee ‘ 
Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 5033) authorizing the con- | port as it was made to the House atl to the 7 oo 





struction of a railway, street-railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian | the punctuation was precisely the same as it i 
% bridge over the Missouri River between the counties of Douglas and : 


finally passed and signed. Moreover, during the time the conf 
& Jebraska, 2 aa? as Ne i : agres a eee ee - 
s Sarpy, Nebraska, and the counties of Pottawattamie and Mills, in the | report was pending in the Senate it was discovered that th 





ulsbiah sneered ee 
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error in the phraseology of that paragraph, and thereupon a concur- 
rent resolution was passed through both Houses to correct that error, 
and in that resolution the punctuation is also precisely the same as it 
was in the original report and as it is in the act. 

Hut I can see the injustice of imposing a tariff tax of 3 cents per pound 
upon flax and only 14 cents a pound upon the twine manufactured 
from it; and therefore I propose to make no opposition to the passage 
of the joint resolution. I think myself that the rate of duty ought to 
be 35 per cent., as it was under the old law, instead of 50 per cent., as 
the joint resolution proposes. The reason, however, now urged for the 
imposition of a duty of 50 per cent. is that the duty upon flax and hemp 
from which this twine is made has been increased under the late tariff 
act. If the Senate were full I should think it my duty to move an 
amendment, to strike out ‘'50 per cent.’’ and insert ‘35 per cent.,”’ 
and at least have a vote upon it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What do I understand the Senator to say? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say if the Senate were now full I should feel it 
my duty to move an amendment to strike out ‘‘50 per cent.’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘35 per cent.,’’ which is the rate of the old law, but under the 
circumstances I am willing to let the joint resolution pass. 

Mr. BERRY. How does the joint resolution come before the Senate? 
By unanimous consent ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that it may go over until Monday. 
its consideration to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 





I object to 


The joint resolution will go over. 
LIGHT SIGNAL IN NEW BEDFORD HARBOR. 

Mr. HOAR. As the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] who 
is to address the Senate on the pending measure has not come in yet 
(but I understand he is close at hand and will be here in a few mo- 
ments), I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 4945) for the 
establishment of a light and fog-signal station near Butler’s Flats, New 
Bedford, Mass. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Missouri is now in the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That there be established, on or near Butler Flats entrance 
to the lower harbor of New Bedford, Mass., a light and fog-signal station, at a 
cost not to exceed $45,000 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I object. 
with the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. It will take but two minutes to dispose ofthe bill. It 
has been more than half read—wholly read, I believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been com- 
pleted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishall not object, then. I willsay, however, that we 
are ready to have the regular order taken up, on which the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocCKRELL] has the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. This bill was reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce unanimously. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ation of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS, 


AND FOG 


I ask the Senate to proceed 


Is there objection to the present consider- 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask if the morning business is through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to the privileged resolution which I offered. 
The Senator from Missouri has come in and I ask that the resolution 
be acted upon. 

Che VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Vermont will be again read. 

Che Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Ordered, That, unless otherwise directed, on and after Monday next, February 
9, during the residue of the present session of the Senate, a recess shall be taken, 
excepting on Saturdays, from 6 o'clock p.m. to 8 o'clock p, m. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
lution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be better to take a recess at 5.30 
p. m. and meet at 7.30 p. m, than to have it from 6 to 8? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rather think not, in view of the dinner hour of 
most Senators, and so on; it would be more convenient to them, or 
enough to keep on, to stay until 6 and to meet at 8, than to take a re- 
cess from half past five until half past seven. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am perfectly willing to do anything that will fa- 
cilitate the transaction of the business with the least inconvenience and 
trouble to Senators. Night sessions, in my experience, have not been 
prolific of the speedy disposition of business. Itis true that towards the 
close of a short session we are necessarily compelled to have night ses- 


The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
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sions, but it strikes me that we have not yet gotten so close to the 4th of 
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March as to justify night sessions. I am sure that we shall be deprived 
of allopportunity of preparing work from ourcommittees. There is a 
great deal of committee work that is yet to be done, and if we are in 
session at night and then meet at 11 o’clock in the morning we shal] 
have no time to devote to the consideration of anything except simply 
what may be pending directly before the Senate. 

I confess that the night is about the only time I have to devote t 
the work of committees and preparation for the consideration of vai 
ous bills, As a matter of course, so far as mereattendance here at th: 
Senate every night is concerned, it would be infinitely less laborious 
and irksome for me than to be sitting at my desk working until 12 o: 
1 o'clock; but the question is whether it will dispose of business; and 
that is the object to be attained. I understand that a list of measur 
to be considered in their order of precedence has been furnished. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was informed that a list had been furnished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The only misunderstanding is in the use of th 
word ‘‘furnished,’’ if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A list, it isperfectly proper to say, was agreed upo 
by the Republican gentlemen and a copy was to be prepared. It wa: 
shown to a Democratic gentleman who was supposed to be the chair 
man, or whatever we call it, of the Democratic side yesterday atte: 
noon and it was stated to him that a copy would be made and furnished 
tohim. The copy has been made, and the moment I goto my com- 
mittceroom again he will have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is what I understood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is about the same thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is one of the best steps in the promotion « 
business that have been yet taken. Every Senator will then know tl 
order in which certain measures are to be considered, and Senators ca 
examine a bill before it is tocome. If they haveany objections, thos: 
objections can be prepared. If they have anything to say in favor of a 
bill, they can have the opportunity and say it in the shortest possible 
time and in the fewest words. It is the usual and proper way; and | 
believe, with that order of business before us and every Senator know 
ing in advance the time when measures will be reached, we can go on 
for a week or ten days longer withno night sessions, and transact just 
as much business as we shall do with night sessions. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to the fact that | 
have already given notice that on Tuesday afternoon next, precedin: 
the hour named for a recess, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of resolutions in memory of the late James P. Walker, 
a member of the House of Representatives, from Missouri, who died 
during the past session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course, everybody understands that in mat 
ters of that kind there is never any objection to that being done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, I know. I meant only that it would pr 
vent a night session on Tuesday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 
is all, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted that explained. I really doubt ver 
seriously the propriety of adopting the resolution just at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Vermont i 
in the light of his long experience here, he would have any hope 
finding a voting quorum here at any hour after 8 o’clock of any nigh 
until about the expiring hours of the session—I mean the short session 
of the Fifty-first Congress ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if I am to answer, I do have that 
hope. I have faith in the Senate of the United States, and in th 
eighty-eight Senators, more than eighty of whom are able-bodied, that 
they will attend to do the public business. With a large Calendar o! 
reported matters that committees have considered, which must have at 


We shall step over that night, that 


tention, and with a large list of very important great public questions 


to be decided one way or the other, I can not but hope, and Iam bound 
to believe, that forty-five Senators, which will make a voting quorum 
will be here to attend to that public business, now that we only ha\ 
twenty-two, twenty-three, or twenty-four days left to do it in; that w 
shall do as we would if we were directors of a bank or a railroad, or t! 
masters of a shoe shop or a farm: work evenings, work at meal tim: 
almost, and get the business done. 


I have found in a good many years that when we come along towari 


the end either of a long or a short session, within three or four wee! 
of it, a very considerable proportion of great and important measur 
of legislation (I do not mean the appropriation acts) have only be: 


reached and got at by working at night, and generally have been vote: 


upon at night. So I should hope that we shall not be discouraged in 
trying to do something by the fear that eighty able-bodied Senators 


leaving out the few who we know are absolutely ill, will not atten 


here to get on with business. 
Mr. HARRIS. So faras lam concerned I shall not oppose the ado} 
tion of the resolution. I do not think it is the wisest or best polic 


however, to adopt it at this time, but I promise the Senator from Ver- 


mont that I shall be one of the forty-five who will be here. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; that makes two, counting us both. 





alt me 


m5 











1891. 


Mr. HARRIS. I promise further that I shall raise no question of 


a quorum except where a division upon some legitimate question is | 


absolutely necessary or deemed so by me. 
not find one evening in ten a voting quorum upon this floor after 8 
o'clock at night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So much the worse for the Senate and Senators 
of the United States. I will go further on the subject of a quorum 
than my friend from Tennessee does, and say that I do not believe we 
have any right, either in honor or in law, under our promise of fidelity 
to the Constitution of the United States, to undertake to do business 
unless a majority of the Senate is here to help to doit. Therefore | 
shall make no complaint, but rather I shall join with the Senator from 
‘Tennessee in insisting upon and not being afraid to ask for a division 
on any matter that I think the Senate ought really to vote upon, and 
show how people stand, for fear that there are not forty-five Senators 
here to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. - That is exactly what I mean, on questions upon 
which I suppose a division ought to be had. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we can not get forty-five men out of eighty- 
eight in the last three weeks of a session to attend here to do public 
business, I want my constituents to know if Iam one of the people who 
are absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. [Putting the question.] ‘The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I intend to vote against this propo- 
sition for evening sessions. I wish to say that, so far as | am person- 
ally concerned, I am not in physical condition to justify me in coming 
here at night. For ten months during the last session of Congress | 
came here and stayed late whensome of theSenators who are now very 
anxious for night sessions were taking their ease and enjoying a vaca 
tion of a month or six weeks. I did not do myself any physical benetit 
by that service, whatever I may have done for the State and the 
country. 

We meet at 11 o’clock and we adjourn at 6 o'clock, 
long as anybody ought to come here and stay. If it is not, let us meet 
at 10 o'clock. There is not a Senator here who does not know that 
night sessions are as a general rule a failure, and sometimes worse than 
that, Mr. President. As the Senator from Tennessee {Mr. HARRIS 
has said, the chances are decidedly against there being a quorum here 
Of course I understand that it is proper to have a quorum, and prob- 
ably our duty requires us to come here and make a quorum 

We have adjourned night after night during this session before the 
reguiar time because there was a lack of a quorum here, and some of 
the very Senators who are now anxious to have night sessions are al- 
ways found away after half past 4 or 5 o’clock. Iam in 
coming here, if necessary, at 10 o’clock or 9 o’clock in the morning, 
and doing business in the business hours and not at night. 

I repeat that my experience since I have been a member of this body 
shows that night sessions, except on the very heels of a session, have 
always been failures, if nothing worse. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont | Mr. EpMuUNDs| 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I ought to state that I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY]; but 
by the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island { Mr. Dixon] I 
transfer that pair to his colleague [| Mr. ALDRICH! for the present. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GGrIns]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called). I 
wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VooRHEES] is detained at his 
residence by illness. 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Co- 
QUITT] here. Has he voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. DAWES. 
not know how he would vote on this question if present. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
Brown ], and therefore do not vote on this question. 

Mr. DIXON. I desire to announce that on this vote my colleague 
[Mr. ALpDRIcH], who is absent, is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. CASEY. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]. There is an understanding that I may vote on any question 
that is not political in its character. I therefore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. WILson, 
of Iowa] is detained from the Senate by illness and is paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [ Mr. WiLson}. 

Mr. ALLEN (after having voted in the affirmative). 


I am paired with 


He has not voted. 


I am paired 


and that is as 


But I predict that we shall | 





favor of | 


with the Senator from Tennessee [ M ‘TE ], and withdraw my vote. 
I do not feel at libertv to vote un 3my vote | necessary to makea 

Mi UMB. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
VeEsT}, 

Mr. BARBOUR (after having voted in the 1 tive). I have agen- 
eral pal th the Senator from Connecticu Mr. P I do not 
see him in his seat, and I withdraw my vote 

Mr. COCKRELI I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
[| Mr. ¢ vy], who was called away yest y and will not probably 
be back until Mo I do not know how he would vote if present, 
but it becomes necessary now, at nearly 12 o'clock in the day, tor me 
to vote to make a qhorum, which I[ think it probably wall, then I will 
vote lo make sure « quorum I will vote I vote ‘ve 

The result was ed » nays 16; as follows 

\ A= 
A x i 3 I Sawve 
I air \ v =sne na 
Casey k I s 
Cock i G 
Cullo lial Stewa 
Davis liaw } St 
I) His Q W 
] : iH R \ 
NAYS 
Berry, Da ‘ Reag 
Black! I Arka re 
Carlisle Cie y k i Tur} 
Cok« Ha Va Walthall 
ABSENT i 
Ald Cha t J s of Nevada Pu 
Alle Colq MeM Sanders 
Bat Dawe M 30 Ss ip, 
Bat Dolph Moody Stanford 
j lyet Eustis Padde Vance 
Brow Gibs Pasco Vest 
i. (iray bs \ Voo1 
Ca Hiears Platt Warr 
Ca I Higgs Plu Wilson of lowa, 
Care Inga Pow VW Md 
So t resolution was agreed to 
LEA ) A ENCE 1] os »N 

Mr. TELLER. * I ask unanimous consent of t Senate that I may 
be excused from attending during t! ight sessions I repeat what I 
havesaid before, t iat | am physi ully nunavie to attend tring both the 
day and the night. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senator be « ised 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Colorado that he may be excused from be esent 
at night sessions Che Chair hears no objection, and lea unted. 

MESSAGE FROM TH 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McP1 tSON, 
| its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 11915) to ratify and 
confirm agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the 
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I withhold my vote, as I am paired with him and do | 


Che message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 
\ bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Levi Danley 
A bill (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsey Johnson 
A bill (S granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers 
{ bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. E)liott 
\ 91) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fosnot 
A 258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Mille 
4 52) granting @ pension to Mrs. Jane Hinsdale; 
A bi s. 3680) granting a pension to Peter Zimmerman; 
A bill 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin 
\ 1016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick; 
A bill (S. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell; 
A bill (S. 4299) granting a pension to Nathan C. Moore: | 
A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered 
in the war with Mexi 
The messag irther announced that the House had passed the 1 
S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib, w 
ment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 
The message also announced that the House had recede 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate tot] 
| authorizing the construction of a railway ind p : 
trian bridge over the Missouri River near ( l 3, Iowa, and 
Omaha, Nebr., and agreed to the same. 
The message further anrounced that 1 H 
amendments to the bill (S. 874) for the erection of a pub 
the city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia, agreed to t 
nce asked by the Senate on the disagreeing vot 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. M1 CEN, Mr. LEnI Mr. 
DIBBLE managers at the conference on the part of the Hous« 
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lowa tribe of Ind 
tions 


ans, 
for carrying out 


ot Oklahoma Territor ind to make appropria- 


the same, 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
n which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
Hf. It. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
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A bill (H. R. 12722) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lowry; 

A bill (H. R. 12741) to increase the pension of Allen J. Make: 

A bill (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Mary S. Day; 

A bill (H. R. 12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, wid 
of Everett W. Leighton, Company C, Thirteenth New Hampshire 


| unteers; 


A bill (H. R. 12806) granting a pension to William D. Calkins, ‘ 
pany A, One hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers 

A bill (H. R. 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner; 

A bill (H. R. 12864) granting a pension to Joseph Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 12900) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabet 
Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 12902) to increase the pension of George W. Wh 
of Huntington, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 12906) for the relief of John McManus, late privat 
Company I, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvani 
unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 13030) granting a pension to Jennie May Cain; 

A bill (H. R. 12973) granting a pension to Sarah Steedman; 

A bill (H. R. 13038) to increase the pension of John E. A. Step! 

\ bill (H. R. 13041) increasing the pension of John Britton; 

A bill (H. R. 13061) increasing the pension of Meridy Smith, a | 


| Olutionary pensioner; 


Ha el 
bill (H. R. 1882) directing the Secretary of War to amend a 
record of Prentice Holmes and grant him an honorable discharge; 
\ | (H.R. 2996) granting a pension te Martha J. Spencer; 
| (H. Rt. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins; 
bill (H. it. 4033) for the relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who | 
1 as nurse in the late war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley; 
\ bill (CH. It. 4380) to correct the record of John Holloran, and for | 
if. It. 4483) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. S. J. 
190 unting a pension to William C. Young; 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson; 
A { iV or the relief of John Zedeker 
\ 7233) granting a pens ion to Margaret M. Copeland; 
A) { 7466) to remove the charge of desertion against Alfred | 
it 
! (HI. R. 7813) to place the name of James H. Walton on the | 
roll | 
A | H. R. 7832) granting a pension to Mrs. Isabella Ray McGun- 
ee 
\ bill (HL. R. 8159) for the relief of John Tucker, late private, Com- 
pany F, Thirty-eighth Ohio Volunteers; 
A bill (H 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen; 
A bill (If. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 


\ bill (HL. R. 9430) to remove the charge of a rtion against George 
W. Hay ner 

A bill (H. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
lory; 


A bill (H. R. 9876) granting a pension to Mrs. Agnes B, Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl; 

A bill CH. R. 10323) to pension Frances E. Bidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 10524) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 

A bill (H. Rt, 10452) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; 

A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall; 

\ bill CH. R. 10611) granting a pension to Mary Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour; 

A bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 

A bill (H. R. 10874) to pension Mrs. Phebe S, Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension to Sarah Hutchins; 

A bill (H. R. 11118) to place the name of Ruth McAnnally on the 
pension roll 

A bill( H. R.11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren; 

A bill (H. R. 11349) to granta pension to Nancy F. Glenn; 

4 hill (H. R. 11454) increasing the pension of Erastus D. Butler, of To- 
gus, Me.; 

bill (H. R, 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 

M. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; 


A bill (11. R. 12009) to grant a pension to Martha 
of James H.Tennery, ot 
Black Hawk \ 

A bill (H. R.. 12071) granting a pension to Catherine McRoberts; 

A bill (H. R. 12051) for the relief of Margaret Hitt, of Lincoln County, 
Missouri . 

\ bill (HI. R. 12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ring- 
gold, widow of George H. Ringgold, latelieutenant colonel and deputy 
paymaster general, United States Army; : 

A bill (H. R. 12145) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 


Tennery, widow 
Captain Griflin’s company, First Illinois, 


Dill; 

A bill (HH. R, 12185) for the relief of William G. Tidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 12278) granting a pension to Marion McKibben; 

A bill (H. R. 12316) granting an increase of pension to Horace B. 
Seeley, captain Company 


K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York In- 
fantry Vo lunte ers; 

A bill (HL. R. 12402) for the benefit of General W. J. Landram; 

A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Polly 

A bill (H. R. 12525) granting a pension to Caroline J. Craft ; 

A bill (H. R. 12531) granting a pension to Walter Scott ; 

A bill (H. BR. 12556) to grant a pension to Robert Moore, of Kirk- 
wood, Ill.; 

A bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Springer ; 

A bill (H. R, 12581) to increase the pension of Joseph Mason, of Dal- 
las City, 11. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1258 
rissville, Va.; 

A bill (H. 
Hickey ; 

A bill (IH. R. 12628) granting a pension to Mrs. Edelyn Spalding, 
widow of Charles Spalding; 

A bill (H. R. 12645) to place upon the pension roll the name of Eliz- 
abeth Wolcott ; 


5) inereasing pension of Lafayette Soper, of Mor- 


R. 12603) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 


| § 


A bill (H. R. 13066) granting a pension to Henry Sisson; 

A bill (H. R. 13074) granting a pension to Emma Southwick Bri: 

A bill (H. R. 13082) granting a pension to Mary Jane Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 13095) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins 

A bill (H. R. 13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose 8. Car! 

A bill (H. R. 13117) granting a pension to Mary J. Best; 

A bill (H 13138) to pension Mary B. Peck, widow of Maj. J 
S. Peck; 

A bill (H. R. 13140) granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson 

A bill (H. R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army nu 

A bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army nu 

A bill (H. R. 13159) restoring the pension of Caroline Dawson 

4 bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase of pension to John 
Terry; 

A bill (H. R. 13174) to grant a pension to Absalom M. Wolf, of M 
Ind. ; 

A bill (H. R. 13200) to increase the pension of William M. Bog 

A bill (H.R. 13205) to grant a pension to Mary E. Dubridge; 

A bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to George James; 

A bill (H. R. 13213) to pension Mrs. Adeline S. Wilbur; 

A bill (H. R. 13242) granting a pension to Malinda Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 13271) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. H 

A bill (H. R. 13284) to correct the military record of Jonathan \ 


phy, of Grant County, Indiana; 





A bill (H. R. 13295) granting a pension to Caroline A. Burghard: 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13297) granting a pension to Martha A. Wood F 
son, an army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13298) granting a pension to Florence Petigrew | 
grow, an army nurse 

A bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, an 
nurse; 


A bill (H. R. 13300) granting an increase of pension to John F. ¥ 
ple: 
; A bill (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D, Lane; 
A bill (H. R. 13329) granting a pension to Solomon Mayberry; 
A bill (H. R. 13337) granting a pension to Henry Allhorn; 
A bill (H. R. aaa granting a pension to Mary C. Broughton 
A bill (H. R, 13459) granting a pension to Eveline Britton, mot! 


John Britton; and 
A bill (H. R. 13471) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Mount 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had s 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for m 
wrongfully paid to the United States for commutation; and it was t 
upon signed by the Vice President. 


AGREEMENTS WITH OKLAHOMA TERRITORY INDIANS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and « 


| agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe « 


dians of Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out 
same, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend : 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the S 
ate numbered 2 and 3 and agree to the same. 

That it recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nu 
bered 1, and agree to the same with the following amendment: Add to | 
word “ thereof,’ at the close of the amendment, the words: “and such pers 
having complied with all the laws relating tosuch homestead settlement, ma) 


his option receive a patent therefor at the expiration of twelve months from dat 


of settlement upon said homestead, and any person otherwise qualified who! 
attempted to, but for any cause failed to, secure a title in fee to a homestead und 


existing law, or who made entry under what is known as the commuted pr 
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vision of the homestead law, shall be qualified to make a homestead entry upon Mr 








I Che first section <« the bil 8S Sslmp » re 
4 any of said lands; and the Senate consent thereto we of the eicht-] = I eg } : ) 
‘ H. L. DAWES, : 3 as a ee ; fF tha ¢ ae ry} 
s O. H. PLATT leal with these outside classes of | er it rhet 
‘ JAMES K. JONES ; no eight-hour law, so far as I | that ext is to them, at ist 
a a 5 he part of the Senat t t bil 
B. W. PERKINS, Mr. PLUMB. t what are 
Ss. W. PEEI 5 at = , - Cee 
M. M. BOOTHMAN Se SP ates eee — - 
M gers tof H tai there was a vlain | ' 11 ht 
The report was concurred in. c A ition l t ! 
EDWARD H. LEIB. : 
Mr. PADDOCK. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- | | ent fait ; 
ment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 4474. coe , ca ."s rs 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair) la ore t] ; ee , 4 
Senatethe amendment of the Houseof Representatives to the b ; ; ss chow ‘ 
4474) to increase the pension of Edward H, Leib; which was, on pa ee eee ; ; ara he t] aa 
1, line 4, to strike out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-tw i : , 6 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the am — : ' -_ IS «te , 
of the House of Representatives. 



























a Mr. EDMUNDS. That reduces the pension m $100 to $7 ; ap eee red in t gi = ; 
¢ Mr. PADDOCK. That is it exactly. ; ee ee re eee ea ee eae 
The amendment was concurred in. eae Be ae Se eae ; 
i ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER FI LLA ceca tin that the Post-Office er ieee eae el Seba Tet 
Z The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be proceeded | works where “ly coul t 
- with. Mr. BLAIR. The Postr Ge in res} 
e rhe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con I t H itives y formation as 
; tion of the bill( H, R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of a ‘ rrears that woul due und l. or substantia 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour \ t] e which cor { t fouse—1 ( 18s 
Mr. BLAIR. There have been suggestions of the too indetinit ! that in D rtm t vh he thought would 
: plication of this bill and apprehensions expressed that it might 1 L lired to } rsu 
to Jaborers employed in the work conducted under the river and harbor | chanies would $175 
appropriations and work of that description, to which it has never been Mr. MORRI That to t y W ton, and 
understood to apply. I wish to modify the printed amendment I o not to the country post 
fered by adding at the end of it these words Mr. BLAIR. Ido not I 
Also provided, That this act shall apply only to laborers, workmen, an tha ‘ ) ! 
chanics employed in the Army, Navy, and Post-Office Depart: g itatir 
strictly connected with the military, naval, and postal servi I 4 LLISO? I . , 4 ’ t 4 
In this immediate connection, as bearing on the amount that mig! mation distinct . = : iad ans 
be taken from the Treasury if this bill becomes a law, in addition to | ¢oy 
‘ the statements made yesterday from the committee and the data given, Mr. BLAIR. I 1 ’ en 
“ which I had not in my possession at the time, I wish to read an ex- | ctatement. 
tract from the report of the House committee of the present Congres Mr. McPHERSON I sh } ‘ 
in favor of the bill which has been sent tous by that body. Thecom- | to; from Maine [Mr. HALI ’ 
mittee say in their report, on page 9: the Senator from New Mi 
As to the amount that it will take to pay all these claims, should this b | its provisions 1 the laborers a is t} 
come a law, your committee have incorporated into this report copies of he | the public buildings in t ITnited Stat 
; answers of the various heads of Departments in response to a resolution ofthe | ~~) J a 
; House of Representatives of February 18, 1888, by which it willbe seen that | Mr. HAL The Senator meanstho 
“_ the honorable Secretary of the Navy reports thatit will take about $3,000,000 t laborers ra t eas ¢ 
3 pay all the claims in his Department; the Secretary of Wat reports $800,000, | Mr. MCPHERSON. It at on tn 1 hanics ; . } 
and the Postmaster-General $175,000; the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre- . i = 
tary of the Interior,and the Attorney-General report nothi So that the a ull kind l as to l ) 
gregate amount required foots up to about $4,000,000, according to the best officia dertakes to la post : tate 
information your committee have been able to obtain, $3,000,000 of w \ 1 : ee 19 
were earned under a special promise of the honorable Secretary of the Navy ; % met ees ts 
' that the same should be paid for as hereinbefore stated. : I t] } b 
Last night I read the order of Secretary of the Navy Thompson, in Mr. HAL! Chat :, not d t u-« 
which he promised the laborers from the date of that order, that, if the A Post-Office Department | thing whatever to t 
chose to work ten hours instead of eight, they should have the add po - That comes under another Depa ant 
tional compensation, which has never been paid to them, and our co not > why the rost-t Departmet ! 
mittee report that of this $4,000,000 the aggregate amount of the esti- | ‘ r Depart nts are t 
: mate of the Department, $3,000,000, were earned in the Navy Depart- | ology of the | nyt} } 
ment under this promise of additional compensation, which has n r | ment, and L be 
been paid. I will send to the desk the addition to the amendmeut | explain that 
4 which I propose. ‘I locum 
‘ Mr. COCKRELL. _Is that an addition to the amendment of the Sen- | ment here in 1 Washingt 
i ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs]? f the Senator can t the I ‘ 
% Mr. BLAIR. Itisan addition tothe amendment I moved. I modify | included under this | 3 : 
% my amendment in that way. ~ | the Post-Office Depar { 
; Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. Mr. BLAIR. I will read ( 
> The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated as mod iL pl © by say t 
fied. application of the eight in t ul 
ia The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment proposed | “0 ' t ( ut re. ] . trvine to lim 
by Mr. BLAtR the following: of the law liseil, waich hav rporated 
Also provided, That this act shall apply only to laborers, workmen, and ever Is 1! ided un the ter! Hore 
chanics employed in the Army, the Navy, and the Post-Office Department throughout the ry in t We} f Ww 
work strictly connected with the military and naval and postal service it s l be x 1 as pI to e! i 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator a question in referenc meet the « ys of t t 
to the Post-Office Department. Is it understood that all post-o comes to s tooa | 
employés who have worked more than eight hours during all these years | any labor done under contract possibly, or ] 
are to be included in this bill ? tu rand harbor ap ro} tion 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly not. The persons included are described in | informed by the chairman of t Hou 
the original eight-hour act. They must be laborers, workmen, or | resides in Missouri, that the work done on 1 
mechanics. It would not include clerks; it would not include watch- | almost exclusively done by cont t. Thetl 
men. It would simply include Jaborers, workmen, and mechanics. | class at all, andit isso understood. Nobody has ever had in minda 
These are the three classes specified in the law. | body excepting the laborers, workmen, and 1 ; ( 
9 Mr. PLUMB. Might it not be well to include also that very de- ployed in the three Departments which I} mentioned, and t 
4 serving class of people known as postal clerks? amount likely to be called for in those Departments has been stat 
a 
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Peace 


Interior, the Postmaster-General, and the At- | 
requested to inform the House what 


amounts are deemed necessary to pay the claims arising in their respective De- | 
partments lerthe provisions ofthe bill now pending in the House entitled (H. 
it. 1322) ‘ Providing forthe adjustment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law,’ should such bill become a law "— 

| have the honor to state that owing to the fact that the classes of employés 


umed in said bill have been en 
pt of the numberof h 


ntti 


iployed at annual salaries, no record has been 
vurs’ service renderedeach day. I find that atthe pres- 
the Department are working an average of ten 
hanics on urgent occasions perform services for 
as may be necessary to complete such work as 

From the best information that I am able to 
hours of labor at the larger post offices the force is di- 
and the service is limited to eight hours out of each twenty- 
ne post offices, the number of which lam unable to state, the 
laborers are obliged toperform twelve hours’ service out of twenty-four. 

in view of facts it would be difficult to state with any degree of cer- 
tainty the amount which would be necessary to pay such claims arising in the 
Post-Office Department and the postal service. 
nmy opinion the sum necessary to pay for the extra services of laborers and 
mechanics in the Post-Office Department since 1868, in accordance with the 
terms of the said bill (H. R. 1322), would not exceed the sum of $175,000. This 
est is exclusive of the claims that might be presented by laborers in the 
post offices throughout the country, of whose claims J am unable to make any 


me the male laborers in 


? 

} 

‘ 

hours per day, while the me 
such number of hours each day 
necessitates such extra service 
obta regard to the 

\ 

f 


led into squa 
I 


our, but in so 


these 





imate 


estimate from records or data in this Department, 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hion. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
s f the House of Representat es 


Mr. HALE. Right there I ask the Senator whether he intends that 
the benefits of this bill shall apply to salaried men who have their 
pay by the year? 

Mr. BLAIR. By no means whatever. I do not understand that it 
The term ‘‘ laborers, workmen, and mechanics”’ is a des- 
ienation exclusively of those who labor, and those who are designated 
in another way, ordinarily as clerks, are not included. I am notaware 
that any clerk has ever been paid under that act. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Postmaster-General mean in referring 
to this bill providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under this eight-hour act, when he says: 


I have the honorto state that owing to the fact that the classes of employés 
named in said bill have been employed at annual salaries? 


so applies. 


Che Postmaster-General himself states that the men employed and 
who would come under the provisions of this bill are paid annual sal- 
aries. I do not understand that anybody expects that we are going 
into the question of men who are paid annual salaries and revise the 
hours of labor that they have been employed and pay them. This is 
intended to benefit another class of men, that is to say, laborers. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is certainly so. What the Postmaster-General 
says there is a mass of surplusage by which he approaches his final es- 
timate. I should not suppose he had any idea that the bill applies to 
anybody else than those alfected by its terms. 

Mr. HALE. The Postmaster-General goes on and states that the 
only persons who would be benefited under this bill are men employed 
at annual salaries. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not so understand. 

Mr. HALE. Let me read it again. He says: 

Requested to inform the House what amounts are deemed necessary to pay 


the claims arising in their respective Departments under the provisions of the 
bill now pending in the House entitled H. R, 1322 


That is this bill 

Mr. BLAIR. No, a similar bill. 

Mr. HALE. He proceeds— 

providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics aris- 
ing under the eight-hour law,”’ should such bill become a law— 

He quotes the language of the inquiry addressed to him, and then 
16 Says 
I have the honor to state that owing to the fact that the classes of employés 
named in said bill have been employed at annual salaries, no record has been 
kept of the number of hours’ service rendered each day. 

Then he goes on and estimates for this very class of men who, he 
says, have been paid annual salaries. If I can understand the English 
language and am capable of interpreting asentence that is clearly writ- 
ten and makes definitive and specific statements, that is what the Post- 
master-General assumes, that all the benefits that would come to any 
men under this bill would come to the salaried men. Upon that letter 
it is the duty, I believe, of the Senate to strike out the words ‘‘ Post- 
Office Department.’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave no objection to that. 
volved in it. 
seemed to cover what the bill is designed to cover. The great mass de- 
signed to be covered are those employed in the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, 

Mr. HALE. Let us leave out the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment may be modified by leaving out the 
words relating to the Post-Office Department. 


There is $175,000 in- 


I only inserted that because that estimate of $175,000 | 


| cussion between him and the Senator from Maine, another amendme: 


| ries, as I understand it. 


I would state, however, that | 
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Mr. HALE. I hope those words will be struck out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has been accepted ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment as modified will be read 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amendme: 
the following: 

And also provided, This act shall apply only to laborers, workmen, and 1 


chanics employed in the War and Navy Departments on work strictly « 
nected with the military and naval service. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I propose to the Senator, in view of the d 


xt 
to insert ‘‘and not borne upon any annual roll;’’ so that it may 
contined to laborers by the day. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that. 
added, ‘‘ and not borne upon any annual roll.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask who is excluded by the amendment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It simply excludes those who are paid annual sala 
That is the design, is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Postmaster-General stat 
that in his Department, as near as he could ascertain, this bill wou! 
only apply to laborers who are receiving annual salaries. In all tl 
Departments there are laborers receiving annual salaries, and they ma 


Those words may | 


| work I do not know how many hours; but they are regular employ: 








on the rolls of the Departments, and I suppose the bill is not intend: 
to apply to them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed modification will be stated 

rhe SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment by add 
ing ‘‘and not borne upon any annual roll.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not mean that the bill shall nullify the eight 
hour law by any means. I suppose that most of the laborers are ce: 
tainly paid by the montb, and as to the workmen and mechanics, | 
suppose they are paid in the same way generally. 

Mr. DAWES. A laborer by being paid by the year can be compelled 
to work more than eight hours. Is it the idea that we can avoid th 
law by merely providing that we will pay them all by the year instead 
of the month? 

Mr. BLAIR. It reaches the past only. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There are certain classes of men employed as laborers 
workmen, and mechanics whom this bill is intended to cover. Ther 
is a class of men who do not come under that designation who are tech 
nically known as laborers, but they are not laborers; they are offic 
holders. They are appointed, and they are paid by the year. The 
are paid by the year as much as the messengers and they frequent! 
perform messengers’ duties. 

Mr. BLAIR. None of them work more than eight hours a day 
Mr. HALE. They have secure places, they have favored plac 
They do not in any way rank with the ordinary man who does work an 

performs labor, but are of the salaried class, borne upon the annual ro 
and it is not, I suppose, the intention of the Senator from New Ham, 
shire to take this favored class into this bill. If he does not inte 
that, then the words suggested by the Senator from Iowa carry o 
what, I take it, is the purpose of the Senate and of the Senator fro 
New Hampshire. Those I refer to technically hold office and areca}! 
‘‘laborers.’? It seems to me that that class should not be included 
this bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from New Ham: 
shire, or some other Senator who is familiar with the facts, wheth« 
or not these laborers who contracted to work ten hours a day when th: 
law was thateight hours should be a day’s labor did not in fact recei 
from the Government a compensation for their ten hours’ labor equ 
to the compensation paid by private parties to the same class of |: 
borers for ten hours’ labor? I should like to know whether that is so 
or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be so in some instances. I can not say 
regard to it. The Government fixes the price in various localities, an 
has paid the same for ten hours’ as for eight hours’ labor, and the sam 
for eight as for ten, interchangeably. Atleast four-fifths, probably nin c 
tenths, of the work for the Government since the enactment of the | Be 


nS 


has been at eight hours for a day’s work. Here are a small num! a 
in whose cases the law has been evaded, and the object of this bil! = 
simply to place these men upon an equality and in the same conditio: 2 
in regard to their work that other Government laborers, workmen, 4 
mechanics have enjoyed since the enactment of the law. % 
If the suggestion of the Senator be true that these men were for { a 
hours paid the same that outside people were paid for ten hours’ la ’ Ee 
it would follow that the Government for eight hours’ labor has fo: a 
very large proportion of its work paid the same as was paid for t: ie 
hours’ labor outside. That may beso. The object was to establi ee 


the eight-hour law principle. Asa matter of equity and justice 
tween the Government and all its employés, whatever may have be: 
done outside of the Government work, these men ought to be plac 
upon an equality with the great majority of those who worked for th 
Government. “s 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to vary the question a little in thi Ny 
way by the consent of the Senator. Is there any complaint made be 
fore the committee or any proof submitted to the effect that the men 
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who were employed and worked ten hours a day only received wages Ithink, Mr. President, it will pot be disputed by any stu 
i for eight hours, and therefore they did two hours’ extra work for the | political economy that the taxes of a country are paid by the p 
Government for which they have not been paid? Is there any proof | tions of that country, and that the productions of that country) 
; of that sort ? result of the labor of that country. So that with only one step in 
Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes. The great mass of this work, estimated by | process of reasoning we reach tl ouclusion t the taxes 
the House committee to be $3,000,000 out of the $4 000,000 which in their | country are paid in the main by the labor of tl 1 
judgment would cover all these claims, was done in the Navy De- It the proposition which I have sta true, that thes i 
partment under an order of Secretary Thompson—and the same prac- | occupied exceptionally favored positions as laborers, it results that we 
tice continued in the administration of Garfield and Arthur for two | are now proposing to tax the great mass of the rs of this country 
or three years—that eight hoursshould constitute a legal day’s work, | who did not have these exceptional and favored positions, in o 
and if laborers, workmen, and mechanics elected to work for the two | that these few favorites shall receive a bounty o the pu lreas 
hours longer they should be paid accordingly. They were at liberty | ury. Mr. President, that isa proposition that d t commen é 
to choose for themselves whether they would do soor not. So that | tomy judgment 
’ there seemed to be an express agreement on the part of the Secretary | I desire to state an incident which occurred before the Com ‘ L 
to pay for this extra labor to the extent of $3,000,000 out of the $4,000, - Education and Labor on that subject I stated it once belo und | 
000, which never has been done. That ground, of course, so far as it | desire to repeat it now, as illustrating and proving the truth o! 
is of any consequence, would be the support of the bill, in addition to | I have said. Before that committee appeared in behalf of these lab 
the general grounds upon which it is urged, which are to the effect that | ers, who are now to receive the bounty of the Government, | il 
the practice adopted was a nullification ofthe eight-hour law, and this | b. F. Butler, of Massachusetts. Betore that committee he mad ery 
pay belongs to these men if there had been no express promise on the | able and a very ingenious argument. But at the cl of his sp 1, 
: part of the Government officials. ipon being interrogated by a member of the committee, le é i 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask another question. These men | unequivocal terms that theseemployés in the Government sho 
contracted to work eight out of ten hoursa day fora certain sum. | yards, armories, etc., were regarded by the laboring class to 
What circumstances of duress or of pressure were brought to bear by | they belonged as exceptionally favored, that they were places w 
the officers of the Government to induce the workmen to agree to work | were eagerly sought for; and he went on to remark that w 
ten hours a day for eight hours’ wages? Is there any proof on that | a member of Congress there was a navy yard in his dist 
subject ? the dispensing of the patronage—he did not use that word, t 
Mr. BLAIR. Yes, documertry proofand other, and in the reported | the securing of places to work in that navy yard gave him a great l 
case which I read to the Senate yesterday it is shown that the claim- | of trouble. So that it was confessed by him before the comm 
ant in that case, which went to the Supreme Court, was informed by | that employment in these shops at the wages paid by the Government 
Admiral Porter, who was in charge of the work where the case occurred, | for ten hours a day was regarded by the laborers as a tay piec 
and by others, that unless he chose to work twelve hours some one else | good fortuns 
would be secured to do the work. The workmen were told that they Now, sir, with that confession made by the counsel before the co 
' could take their choice, and work twelve hours or be discharged tee, itis asked that the le ivored, tl en » did ve 
Mr. GEORGE. Then the duress was this, as I understand, that | court to secure them places in these shops and n rd all be 
there was in the market plenty of labor to be had on the terms pre- | taxed in order that their more favored fellow laborers may 1 n 
scribed by the Secretary of the Navy at ten hours a day, by which, in | extra bounty out of the national Treasury It has not be own 
case these men declined to work ten hours a day, their places could be | and can not beshown that the men who worked ten h iday h 
supplied. Is that the duress ? der their voluntary contract received less for ten hout rk than 
Mr. BLAIR. It was in that particular instance and until this order | lar laborers employed in the same community received from 
of Secretary Thompson guarantying extra pay if they chose to work | ployers. So, Mr. President, I think Lam we st l in vot 
the ten hours. Generally representations—threats, if you choose so to | this bill. 
, call them—were made, so that the laborers universally understood that | I will make another statement in regard tothe speech and ’ 
unless they worked the number of hours required by the officials they | of General Butler. It was taken down by a stenographic repor 
would be discharged. They kept their opportunity for labor by per- | the committee; it was written out, as I was informed by M 
forming the extra work, knowing, if they did not do so, they would be | (and I liad his letter read here a year or yago and puti 
discharged. There are written contracts in some instances, and there | ORD), and handed to General Butler for revision, and he declined to 
are copies of them in the report of the committee,and evidence that the | return it. So now, owing to his negligenee in failing to return t 
signatures of laborers were exacted in many instances to the effect that | paper, his own statement, the answers, and the interrogat pro- 
they wou!d work these extra hours, and unless they did so they under- | pounded to him by the committee included, we are now without that 
stood their places would be supplied by others. It is that sort of du- valuable paver to enlighten the Senate upon this very important que 
ress, threats, intimidation, coercion, and what not. Those as legal | tion. 
terms are, I think,strong as a designation of the real circumstances, and So, Mr. President, believing, as I am satisfied is the fact, that these 


yet here was the law and the officers of the Government imposing | laborers occupied, according 
those conditions upon the workmen in violation of the law. I do not 
know that we can visit punishment upon anybody, but we can and 
ought to pay for the extra work which we have received. 


to General Butler’s admission, exception- 
ally good places, places sought for, places which the intervention of 
members of Congress was required to secure them, and having been 
paid equally if not better than other laborers of the country doing th 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment pro- | same kind of work and the same amount of 


work, I am indisposed to 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs] to theamend- | tax the other laborers of this country who pay the great mass of « 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR]as | taxes with three, four, five, or ten million dollars in order to maice the 


a substitute. Is the Senate ready for the question ? overflowing cup of these favored laborers still full 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make, if it is in order | the cup of the other laborers of the country. 

now, a very few observations on the general question involved in this The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
bill. | mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs|! to the amend- 
I do not like to appear before the American Senate and before the | ment proposed asa substitute by the Senator trom New Hampshire 
American people as resisting any just claim that any laborer, however | [ Mr. BLAIR]. 

humble, may have upon the Treasury of the United States. I have Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
examined this matter with some care as a member of the Committee on | setts about how many men are to be benefited by his amendment ? 
Education and Labor, and I have reached the conclusion that this bill, 


ras compared with 





Ilow many men will receive additional remuneration under the pro- 





if passed, will be nothing more than a mere bounty paid out of the | visions of the amendment to the amendment? 
a Treasury of the United States—and I desire Senators to mark that Mr. DAWES. Every person who is described in the eight-hour law, 
s expression, because I intend to prove it before I sit down—to a class | because that amendment follows the language of the eight-hour law. 
a of laborers who by common consent and the common understanding Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; but the question is as to how 
| among the laborers of the country already had better places for the | many—how many hundred, or how many thousand ? 
same amount of money than belonged to the great mass of the laborers Mr. DAWES. Iam not able to give any estimate that will be of 
2 of this country. any value to the Senator. I inferred, as I stated yesterday, how much 
« I hope that that proposition is understood—that these men, in whose | of a sum it would embrace, but it was conjectural entirely 
behalf this great bounty is sought to be paid out of the Treasuryofthe | Mr. COCKRELL. What was that sum? I did not heac the state- 
United States, were in fact, during the time they were doing the work | ment made yesterday. 
for which this extra pay is claimed, in such a position with reference| Mr. DAWES. I estimated it would take about $2,000,000 to meet 
} to labor that they themselves and the great body of the laborers in the | the amendment which I proposed yesterday, which I suppose is as 
Bo community in which they lived and worked regarded their position as | broad as the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire; that i 
. extra favorable to laborers. Sothat the American Congress to-day is 


: to say, it would not take any more for mine than for his or any m 
called upon to do, in my opinion, this very remarkable and unjust | for his than for mine. As mine is now modified it is only a question 
t 


a thing to the great mass of the laborers of thecountry who did not hap- | of procedure. But it is my opinion from the best estimate that I can 
pen to have the peculiar and favored places which these men occupied. | have, judging from experience under the former law, in which I took 
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we — a 
\ 000,000 would cover this extra labor. 
t ery great value to the Senator. 
! | d like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
1 while he is on the floor I observe that this amend- 
ed ] yvides that a laborer, workman, or mechanic | 
¢ it hour has been employed as for a full 
hethet ized at a price per day or upon piecework or 
out reduction of pay on account of the reduction 
tO! 
( 1 can understand very well the meaning of the amendment 
t applies to persons »are engaged ata price per day, but 
I to und ind how this amendment can possibly be ap- 
| to labo who work by the piece or by the task, for it seems to 
iborer is employed for so much for each piece of work turned 
out him wi ceive his full compensation, whether he works 
9 ten hours or twelve hours or twenty-four hours. If he 
st 1 certain job of work, taskwork, for a certain sum o! 
m y and performs that work and receives his money he has undoubt- 
c n} ill the work he did, whether it took him one day or 
cay I should like very much if the Senator would 
! it meaning of the phrase ‘‘upon piecework or taskwork.’’ 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator will observe that I have taken that from 
the bill of the Senator trom New Hampshire and the bill which came 
I the other house. 
BLAIR. That clause is not in the substitute which I have 
moved 
Mr. DAWES. I confess my inability to understand that language, 
but my desire was to relieve these laborers from the useless burden 
of ng to the Court of Claims merely for the performance of the cler- 
ical cof siting one-fifth to the money they had earned when they 
were working under a rule for ten hours instead of eight, which wasall | 
the was to do, in order to keep them out of the Court of Claims I 
adopted the language of the bill of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
so that I might not b involved in the debate and have it charged to | 
me that I was excluding anybody. 
| made inquiry of some of the operatives at the Springfield Armory 


about that matter, and the Senator shall have the benefit of what I 





much is due ten or fifteen years hence—from the time of the sett] t 
ment of these claims up to the period when another effort will be ma : 
to get back rations? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly: the whole thi will go « 
eternity. 

Mr. CULLOM, It seems to me there onght t thing 
bill which would make it absolutely necessary that the Govern 

yuld settle the claims as it goes along. 

Ir. BLAIR. That is being done now, and has been done four-i 
of the time from the enactment of the law. I do not know anyt! 


that could be done further to prevent future neglect to pay what is 
under the law unless you make it a criminal offense for the Goy 
ment officers not to do their duty, or something like that. Theys 
to have done it with the exception of a small amount of claims. 
Mr.CULLOM. AstheSenator from Massachusetts | Mr. DAWES] as ? 
me what I mean, I will state that I mean this: If we are to pay for w] 
seems to be due under the law to persons engaged in the publicserv 
the act, if it is not made so already, should be made strong enough a1 
clear enough and broad enough so that a Government officer shall ; 
from year to year and month to month, as the case may be, whatever 
ue under the law to the person employed. 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course I am not familiar with this matter 
cept as I have heard the debates here; but as I understand it, since 18~ 
these accounts have been settled in accordance with the law, and th 
are being settled now by all administrations in accordance with t) 
law; and this bill in its se is only a bill to cover the accounts fro: 
1877 to 1883. : 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then why not put that in your 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts? - 
Mr. ALLISON. I want to get through with one matter at a tim 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me fo1 
question ? 
Mr. ALLISON. 
tting at the facts. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Itis exactly upon that point that I want i 
formation. If I understand aright from the debate yes sterday it isn 
denied that these laborers were all paid prior to 1877. As I unde 
stand the proclamation of the President first issued in 1869, they t 
settled up the accounts for some eight or nine months, variously e 
mated. One statement, made, I think, by the Senator from Iowa, 


ype 


amendment t 


I have not charge of this matter, and am mer 


ri 


| that $700,000 was paid, and another statement, made by the Senat 


from New Har upshire, was that only $300,000 was paid. Then as 
plemental pro ‘lamation was issued in 1872, if 1 am correct as to t 


date, in which the President called attention to the fact that the o 


cers were n ot conforming to the law. 


vas told. I was told that these men were compelled to work ten 
hours, although they were at work by the piece, and they were com- | 
pelled to work two hours more because the establishment was running 
ten hours instead of eight; that they ws re required to be there, and 
they thought if they were required to be there at that time they were 
entitled to an equitable compensation. But I could not see myself, I 
CO! any way to arrive at it, and I leave those whoare the authors 
of that phrase to explain it. My reasons for puttingit into my amend- 
ment is that I might avoid the imputation that I was trying to ex- 
cinude ¢ 1} body 

Mr. BLAIR. That language is not in the substitute which I have 
moved. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senatorfrom Massachusetts to modify his 


amendment so as to bring the matter down to a point where I under- 


; nal 


| 


ind it is conceded on all hands that this readjustment should take | 
place. I think when we impose upon the accounting officers a read 
justment of all these accounts we ought to confine them to the time 
when it is eli :imed that there are accounts to be readjusted. 


[ see in all these papers and in the statements of the Senator from 


New Hi: im} pshire and the Senator from Massachusetts that up to the 4th 
of March, 1877, at least, all these accounts have been disposed of. Now, 
if we are to ask the accounting officers to go over these accounts, why 


should we go behind the point where it is made necessary for them to 
TY c<amined? Sol hope the Seaator will allow that amendment to 
be 


re-« 
inserted 

Mr. DAWES. I will not object to any modification that will save 
these parties from going to the Court of Claims. I supposed that it 
would be a harmless matter to have itextend from the date of the law, 
because no accounting officer will readjust the accounts of any laborer 
is asked to do it, and he will not be asked to readjust the ac- 
any laborer who has already had them paid. 


’ 


uniess 
counts ol 


he 


have been overlooked. I have no objection to the modification. 
Mr. ALL Ist IN. Then I will move to insert ‘‘the 4th of March, 
1877.’’ Although the 30th of June is fixed here as the date, I will go 


to make no mistake about it, and move to insert ‘‘ the 4th 
Mareh, 1877,’’ in line 3, striking ont ‘‘ the 25th day of June, 1868 
the date of the act constituting eight hours,’’ and inserting ‘‘ the 4th 
day of March, 1877.’’ The Senator from Massachusetts agrees to the 
moditication, I understand. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to that amendment, 


back so as 


Theretlore I | 
supposed it to be equivalent to a limitation, unless there are cases which | 


i 





Mr. ALLISON. I think, inasmuch as the accounting officers are | 
obliged to overhaul these accounts, it will simplify it by fixing thedate 
at a time which is well understood. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator aquestion? Ido not know | 


whether it is pertinent or not, but this seems to be a bill for the pay- 
ment of claims that may have accrued heretofore. 
if there is anything in the bill that will prevent such action by the 
Government hereafter as will result in a long discussion about how 





} 


I desire to inquire | 


| ator from Massachusetts is simply a resolution of inquiry, 


Mr. BLA That preceded the legislation, Iunderstand. My 
derstanding is that the second proclamation was probably what sti 
lated the legislation which the Senator from Massachusetts spok 
having been made upon an appropriation act of which he was in cha: 
in the other House. It is not clear, and I do not understand that 
is known, that there may not have been some claims unpaid betw 
1869 and 1872 for which payments were shown to have been m 
upon what had been accumulated prior to the first proclamation 
1869. Isaid that I had not heard of any claims of an earlier date 
do not know of any claims myself, none have been brought to my know 


R. 


edge of an earlier date than 1877, in the Hayes Administration, | . 
there may be some scattered along; very likely there are. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Was the legislation of 1872 more than t! 
enactment of what had been already enacted in 1868? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; that required the payment of labore: 

Mr. BLAIR. It was a specific appropriation to pay what was du 


In regard to the fixing of a date, undoubtedly it would appear on 
vestigation that there were some claims prior to 1877. They cou 


| be adjusted separately and with vastly less trouble probably than w 


have had in getting as far as we have with this measure. The gr 
mass have been disposed of, and it would be a small number to w -* 
this injustice would have been done, and they being comparatively ! 
and feeble would simply have to endure, because they had endured 
for a long time; they would be under the necessity of going without 
forever. 

Now, it does not seem to me that there is any reason, if any of th: 
claims should be paid, why we should notmake this enactment in su 
away as toreachthemall. With the limitations that have been pla 


upon it by amendment, or proposed amendment, there can be no jx 

bility, it seems to me, of being involved in the payment of anythi : 2 
except what we ought to pay, and in accordance with our own p! & 
tice in at least four-fifths of the expenditures we are estopped from ob 
clining to pay, for no one can pretend that we ought not to pay th . 


men in the same way that we paid the other men since the enactm 


of the eight-hour law engaged in the same sort of work and belo! 
ing to the same classes of laborers, workmen, and mechanics. 


While I am upon my feet I will say that the amendment of the S 
ana 
adopted by the Senate that is all that it will be. It is just like t! 
resolution passed by the House of Representatives in 1888 calling « 
the Departments forinformation. It will go further, to be sure, in thi 
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country during this whole period of time in these sever: epartment 
and when you get that information we are right where we started, 
shall still have the question open whether the Government is to p I 
these claims. The same arguments which we have been listening to lerstood the st 
here for several Congresses will be upon us; the question whether vw vn and 
shall pay them will be just as new and as untou 1 as ever. oe 
Now, under this amendment undoubtedly a vast i t 
tigation and of statement would be necessary, 1 “h 1 ( 
if we sent these claimants to the Court of Claims, 
appear and make the demand. Otherwise it will recei\ t ( 
and the investigation of the Department in such case would be con- | g1 | ent. 
) fined to those specific claims which were made. If there are $40 Mr. BLAI é 
000,000 due from the Government upon the face of the rolls I hay 1: tl tl \ 
idea that $3,000,000 of it will ever be applied for, just as the postal | Department , t they can not tell whe { 
currency of the country, the small change of the country, which is in | 1 worl i y 
circulation all over, is gradually being lost. vidence, 1 t! 
I believe there are some $20,000,000 of small change, postal cur t ve been lost 
rency, and other fractional currency which the Government has never Mr. ALLISON I 
been called upon to redeem at all, and it will be just so with a very | I ur stand his amendment 1 the a t ] sed by tl 
large proportion of these claims, the Government will never be called | > tor from Ma 
upon to pay at all. Those which the Government does pay will be | adopted, it is proposed t ca 
presented and proved and in proper form; and then the question of | Department rl Ha 
the appropriation for the payment of the 1 it of the Cou ing said that he p t the peo] 
Claims will arise here in the way that it usually does, and undoubt- | Government works 
edly these claims would then be paid. Mr. BLAIR That! ) reley ytotheremat S 
I do not believe, so far as the Governmen ce 1 or justice to la 4 tate tas to t di of 
individuals is concerned, that this proposed : dment will of any { y I t 
advantage to either. I do not see but that the whole thing wi yw ethe a lar 1 has y ced ¢ ten h 
just as much open, and all this effort from the beginning will be ab- | That appl to th D its tt] 
solutely lost. 11 nee to tim voks, « 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to sition, as t ema 
accept the amendment I propose fixing the time 1 the adju Mr. ALLI Now, 
shall begin. setts proposes to Pinta % ; 
Mr. DAWES. I accept it. the Court of Cla Asa t 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated r ft v 
The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘‘ the,’’ in lines of Mr. DAWss’s | o rs of the 7 y v 
amendment, strike out ‘'25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act | do an adjud the ¢ 
constituting eight hours ’’ and insert ‘‘4th day of March, 1877 vud or so! t 
as to read 
5 t whoever, as a laborer, workman, or m¢ inic, hasbeen employe ay opriat l il, ‘ I 
alf of the Government of the United States since the 4th day of M of the S« tor from M 
1all be paid for each eight hours, ete. more effectiv hex ‘ ons an mo ; 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not understand the amend- | under the proposition made t Senat 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts quite as the Senator from New Of cou La part th tte 
Hampshire understands it. In fact lam rather inclined tosupport the | say that 1dgment f t 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, because I think it is | upon t! tis} 
the simplest and easiest way of reaching a settlement of this question 1 inti it t t 
It seems to me that the accounting officers of the Treasury are thi enator f a1 
people, after all, who have the only documentary evidence that the | a bill at th l d 
Court of Claims could act upon. As I understand the scope and effect | cor its 1 lts to ( 
of the bill it is to pay to the laborers at our navy yards and our arse- I > betw he t thods proposed, « 
nals, and those engaged upon our public works from day to d t . 5 
from year to year, two hours additional pay foreach day's wo1 ESI] \ 
; they have been required to work ten hours. That is the object of t) t nato ym Massachusetts, as 1 1, t 
bill, as I understand it. enat New Hat ) l as a substitu 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; itis to pay them. That is the object Mr. COCKRELI What is t Ss it 
Mr. ALLISON. Itis to pay them. Now, these rolls are in the o from Iowa offered ? 
fice of the accounting officers of the Treasury to-day, and every man’s Mr. ALLISON. J] ne the 4th of Mar 1277 
name will be borne uponsome rollthere? That being true, the amend- | te be accepted the Senator from Mas 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts requires the accounting officers COC] | t inend to 
to readjust these accounts. That is a demand, a mandate addressed to !| read. 
theaccounting officers. Whatwill they do? From the date fixed here The VICE PRESIDENT 
they will take up these rolls, and where they see on a roll the name o The Secretary read 
a man who worked ten hours and was paid for eight they will give him I 8 
additional compensation. The amount of compensation is there—— 1a the G lent { ce t I 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me right there? 1877, 8 be paid for ea 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly withent aay velaaion dene Scintat thadedmatioe of th ae 
} Mr. BLAIR. That matter has been the subject of investigation, | a igreement é the United States a s ‘ \ ‘ 


and those who have represented these working people, the workmen | Ccuanic ng such compensation to the contr 





themselves (talk about claim agents—I do not know of any claimagents * ‘1 ‘ yiceenn. oe os 31 Samm th 
have said time after time that in theirfhelief the only way to get a | the p: t t, and report the s to ¢ 
substantial remedy, to get a conclusion was by an adjudication as to Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I wishto1 
their claims in the Court of Claims. In some instances where calls | the Senator from New Hampshire about 
have been made upon the heads of Departments as to the number « b otothe Courtof Claims. Thatw 
men and the amount of the claims in those Departments the reply has | undoubtedly, because they would hav. 
been made that it was impossible at the Department to furnish the in- | Very likely they have made 1 
formation, because it would be necessary to overhaul the time books at | proposition be adopted it ¢ tt d 
all the various localities where the work was performed. made shall be de red « ‘ 
Now, if a man comes with his claim in the court, the court can call | f hich is the re licit n | 
upon him to produce the evidence that he has tosupportit, whetherit | ment to be made for the « p 
comes from the locality where the work was performed or somewhere | legal service, and not thos » perfo 
else. It may be that great numbers of these rolls have disappeared Mr. BLAIR. Iha 
3 and they will be unable to find them anywhere. A man then should Mr. PLUMI I was going i Lorgre 
ig have an opportunity to prove his case by the production of evidence sideration comes in ] y propei 


pas ne A ae aarinaeneane 
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I do not speak of it now as expressing any ultimate opinion as to 
the view I might take of the proposition; but this ought to rest upon 
either a naked law or upon a guantum meruit, as lawyers say. Now, 
upon that latter branch of the case I beg to observe that it is usually 
contended, and with a great deal of force, that a man will do as much 
work in eight hours as he will in ten, A large portion of the argu- 
ar as I have observed, which is directed to the establishment 
hours as a day’s work is, that the man who has this work to 
vill work so much more diligently and skillfully, and so on, 
ing this period of time, when his physical powers are at the best, 
and with the knowledge that he will have to work eight hours he will 
accomplish as much in that time as he would if he worked ten or 
twelve hours, 

Mr. PAYNE. In other words, he would do no more in ten hours 
than he would in « 





ht. 

Mr. PLUMI As the Senator from Ohio very well says, putting it 
in briefer and better phrase, he would not do any more in ten hours 
than he would in eight. Then it would come to this upon that basis, 
that the United States has not had 25 percent. more work out of these 
people on the ten-hour plan than it would have had on the eight-hour 
plan, and the quantu wit therefore will be entirely eliminated. 

Perhaps there is one other basis upon which it might be put beside 
the statute, and that is to say that the man himself would be subjected 
to a mortification of the flesh for the absorption of time which other- 
wise would have been profitably employed in such a way that by chang- 
ing, as it were, from one place to another, shifting his abode, he might 
have gone into some other calling and thereby earned 25 per cent. more 
:, therefore, as we have damaged him by this require- 
ment, we ought to pay him on that account. 

Now, it seems to me that whatever is done about this matter ought 
to stand upon a rational basis, and a well-ascertained basis, because if 
it does not we are opening the door to claimants everywhere and the 
heirs and assigns of everyone who ever labored for the Government 
from the beginning of time down. The mere shelter of the statute of 
1568 will not do unless we assume that there is an actual and subsist- 
ing obligation. If there is, then there is no judgment of the Court of 
Claims necessary, because it becomes a mere matter of accounting, and 


> 


Uti ie 


at something els 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 





the Court of Claims is not half so well qualified to make the accounting | 


as the Treasury officials would be. It does not take a judge of the 
Court of Claims to determine what a time book tells any more than it 
does the section foreman on a railroad. 

The Treasury pays men for fractions of days, etc.,upon an inspection 
of the records or other statements of fact which disclose the time a 
man has worked. Why, then, trouble the Court of Claims withsome- 
thing for which they have no special facilities? Why not do one of 
two things: Why not recognize existing obligations, us provided for 
in the first section of the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and be done with it, and require the Treasury Department to ad- 
just these claims according to the facts which they have the special 
means of ascertaining and which they have been ascertaining all the 
time; or else simply admit that we are going off into the indefinite do- 
main of compensating workingmen who we think, in the generosity of 
our hearts, have not heretofore been sufficiently compensated for labor 
done for the Government, and make it broad enough to establish an 
equity before the Court of Claims, or before whatever tribunal we sub- 
mit the matter, to have greater pay than they have heretofore had ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall be very glad if the Senate will dispose of this 
bill. I have not theslightest concern in its fate personally except that 
I should be glad that these people may have the opportunity of pre- 
senting and proving their case in what, after ten years and more of effort, 
has seemed to them the better way. If the purpose be, if the real ob- 
ject of the Senate be, to evade these claims and prevent anything from 
being done which is real progress, I can conceive of nothing which is 
to my mind any better adapted to attain the end than the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why does the Senator say that? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will endeavor to state, if the Senator will contain 
himself, what I was doing with as great rapidity as is convenient for 
me. 

These parties themselves come and ask for the opportunity of prov- 
ing their case in a court and getting a judgment. In proving their 
cases they may in some instances get great light from the documents 
in the possession of the accounting officers of the Department, but in 
probably very few cases will they be able to get all the evidence neces- 
sary from that source. I do not know that they are preserved for any 
great length of time, but I suppose that they have rolls showing the 
names of and the payments to the various laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics who have been employed by or on behalf of the United 
States since the enactment of the law; but those rolls, as responses to 
letters of inquiry have shown, do not contain specifications of the 
number of hours worked by the various individuals. 

They do not show generally, and I do not know that they show in 
any case, whether the man worked eight or ten hours, and that has to 
be shown by evidence aliunde. In some responses that I received I 
recollect the Secretary said that in order to ascertain or settle that mat- 
ter of amount it would be necessary to obtain evidence on the spot 
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where the work was performed. There would be the time book, where 
it is available. So evidence would have to be obtained from that lo 
cality, and as the list of these claimants which I presented to the Senate 
yesterday shows, they are to be found in every State in the Union. 
Then, in a great many instances, undoubtedly, it would be found 
that the time booksare missing. Theyare kept by foremen. Ido not 
know any reason why, after an udjustment of a foreman’s account 
from month to month, the time book should be necessarily preserved 
as a record, or why he should be under any obligation to keep it 
Those foremen are scattered all over the country; many of them are 
in their graves; some are out of the country; and undoubtedly, in 
very great number of cases, evidence from the time book would not b 


| obtained. 


Then it would be necessary for the claimant to prove his case, if he 
could, like any other case in court, by the evidence of witnesses who 
might know; he would testify himself and call on his neighbor and 
prove from other sources by his fellow-workmen, that for particular 
months in a particular year he worked for ten hours and was paid fo1 
the ten hours’ work what he should have received for eight. Soevery 
one of these cases is likely to be similar to an individual lawsuit rest- 
ing upon different kinds of testimony indispensable for the adjustment 
of the claim; and a judicial tribunal ought to be provided for that 
purpose. 

So far as the matter of the claim agents is concerned I do not know 
anything about the claim agents. 1am willing that any amendment 
shall be put on to the effect that they shall receive nothing or limiting 
the amount that they shall receive. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 


| COCKRELL] made a tremendously emphatic and powerful argument 
| only a day or twoago to show that the Government had no right to inte 


fere as between a claimant under the pension laws, where the whole 
thing is by the gratuity of the Government, so understood under the 


| pension laws, between the claimant and hisattorney who might repre 


sent him, either to limit the amount of the fee or in any way to modify 
their relations. If that be so, still stronger would all his arguments 
be against any legislation whatever that should touch the ordinary 
relation between attorney and client, which would be that between 
these parties havinga valid claim based upon services rendered and the 
Government. But I have no objection to any restraint that may be 
placed upon the claim agents in the limitation of their fees or any 
provision that they shall have none at all. I care nothing in regard t 

that. 

But these adjustments, in my belief, never can be made, never will 
be made, unless by the creation of some tribunal that has authority to 
take evidence, record evidence, documentary evidence, or by deposi 
tion and the testimony of witnesses upon the stand, there shall be an 
ordinary judicial investigation. Not witha jury—tbe Court of Claims 
dispenses with that—but a judicial investigation is what the great 
majority of these people wish to have an opportunity for. If they are 
to succeed in establishing their claims, when they have been through 
with all that, then they will have their judgments, if they are adjusted 
by the Court of Claims, a court which the necessities of the Govern 
ment compelled to be established to reach just such cases as this. 

There are the French spoliation claims. What have we done with 
them? We sent them tothis Court of Claims foradjudication. There 
they have been adjudicated and judgments have been rendered. This 
will be precisely the same thing over again. It is the most natural, 
practical way in the world. When earlier in the discussion effort was 
made to have this matter adjusted directly by the accounting officers, 
we were met here in the Senate with the complaint that it was not a 
proper matter to leave to the accounting officers of the Treasury; that 
it ought to be judicially investigated, and that this claim should be 
sent to the Court of Claims and we should get the finding of the Court 
of Claims upon it. 

That is why the bill is here in this way. I recollect upon that very 
point the discussion of this measure three if not four Conyresses ago. 
I recollect the position of the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. He was willing that these cases should be sent to the 
Court of Claims, but he did not wish to make any mure definite and 
immediate provision for their payment; he was willing to let the mat 
ter be there adjusted. 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say about this measure. Th: 
Senate can do what they please with the bill. It is not my bill. | 
am not responsible for it any further than I know I am representing 
the desires of the vast majority of the men who have these elaims and 
who have been urging them all these years. They want to go to the 
Court of Claims and be done with it. 

Mr.DOLPH. 1 offer an amendment to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
yet in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it is. Asa matter of parliamentary law | 
should not feel very much offended to have it ruled that it is not in 
order, but when I raised the point of order, the Senate having ruled 
that such an amendment is in order, I should not like to see the rule 
changed without consideration. The amendment of the Senator from 
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New Hampshire is tostrike outand insert. Ithas been held by the Sen- 
ate that on such a motion the part to be stricken out e part to be 
inserted shall be deemed for all purposes of amendm 
proposition, and therefore this would only be an amendment in th 
second degree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that an 
amendment to the amendment has been proposed by the Senator trom 
Massachusetts. The Chair may be in error about it 

Mr. DAWES. Only one amendment has been offered by me, which 
is an amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Massachusetts designed it as a sub 
stitute, I suppose. I do not know whether a further amendm t 
would be in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. The proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is a substitute for the entire bill, and therefore is an independent prop- 
osition under the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Which shall be regarded as a question for the pur- 
poses of amendment. I he amendment of the Senator trom 
CGregon 1s 1n order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregou will be reported by the Secretary. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to add, after the amendment o 
Mr. DAWEs, the following: 





think t 


sid directly to the cla 4 3 


And all sums so paid shal I j e i r his leg 


itatives 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will see that his amendment is not ger- 
mane to that of the Senator from Massachusetts. Thatamendment does 
not provide for any payment of the claimant 

Mr. DAWES. I accept that asapartof my amendment 
to say a single word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sex 
from Massachusetts to accept the amendment proposed by the Ser 
from Oregon. 

Mr. HARRIS. He modifies his own amendment accordi P 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So that becomes part of the ame: 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DOLPH. That being the case I desire to offer, without d 
cussing it—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment of the Senator from Mass: 
seits be read. It does not provide for any payment at all. 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 


s 








n 
Massachusetts will be read as offered by him and now modified 
The Secretary read as follows 
That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been emploved Yr 
ehalf of the Government of the United States since the 4th day of March 
shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as for a fullday 
work, whether engaged ata price per day, or upon plecewor or tas k 
without any reduction of pay on account of the reduction of the hours lab 


anv agreement between the United States and any such labore w cman 
mechanic touching such compensation to the contrary notwithstandir And 
the proper accounting officers are hereby directed to readjust t! 
all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and pay the same ‘ 
with the provisions of this act, and report the same to Congress; and all 
so paid shall be paid directly to the claimant or his legal represe 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
statement. 

Mr. DAWES. Isuggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
he is not quite accurate when he states that all these parties want to 
go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not say all. 

Mr. DAWES. Ofcourse I do not speak for anybody but those par- 
ties in Massachusetts. There is upon the table a petition from three 
hundred of those in and about the navy yard at Boston asking for the 
passage of the House bill modified in accordance with this measure ot 
mine, and there has been a meeting of those affected by it at the 
Springfield Armory, asking for the same thing. I do not doubt that 
the atmosphere where we are is all for sending these claims to the 
Court of Claims. I can understand that very clearly, but out of the 
range of this atmosphere, just so soon as they come to understand the 
difference, and what it means to go to the Court of Claims, they wake 
up to it; and they would be disappointed beyond measure at the re- 
sult of the burden thrown upon them to go to the Court of Claims. 

That is one thing I wanted to say to the Senator. The other was 
that the Senator is mistaken when he says that there is any necessity 
of verbal or time-table evidence to be submitted either before the Court 
of Claims or before the accountingoflicers. Ifany operativein employ 
at any one of these arsenals or navy yards has worked ten hours for 
eight it has been under an order of the bureau, which is just as much 
a matter of record as anything else in the bureau and theaccount there 
shows. What is to be done is just what a clerk does as to every em- 
ployé upon that pay roll who has worked under that order ten hours 
for eight, to add one-fifth to theamount. Thatis all that is required 
of him, and when it comes back here, just as a judgment of the Court 
of Claims comes back here, it goes to the Committee on Appropriations 
just as those judgments do and is appropriated for. 


What I wanted to say—— 
I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts to make a 
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< p in upon thousands ot el is and se u i 
( t WoO h ) to t 1) tmen ind l 
4 i¢ t e Ce ( ‘ ‘ 
< int t t } la t 1) atl 
That is all I é ay 
M HARRIs M esident, | edd 
Liat 1 to si t t Thi¢ t 1 ‘ 
I l MM iss st { t t = it N H{ Dd 
( et sb can ( l nt? sha t V i ente1 l 
1ent t de supm 
Che n t é 1 I ¢ 
S is at present, t Lv at t 
I t 5 U4 int ha t b 1 
SO y seeking and gladly accepting employn ‘ 
ment under the rules and upon terms regulated by t Depart 
These employes whom i $s soug } »} ‘ I 
tens of thousands of other labo ; Who were sé cing tn 
ents in the navy yards and armori ind other depart: 
fortunate in obtaining the employment under the terms and r 


tions imposed by the Department at the time, and they 




















cepted it and performed their duties according to th term Uh 
did the work required and re ed the pay agreed u ’ | 
hundreds ot thousands of other laborers in the country that would 
have cr] idly u epted the same et L} Loy ient on the same te! . the 
same time. but some astute lawyer or politician has ascertained that 
ssibly under the eight-hour act of 1868, a mere cold, icy, technic 
right could be established through the courts or elsewhere by wv h 
in additional amount, unearned under the contract, could be appro- 
priated to that class of people They are here clamoring tor it. { 
cli does not rise in point of justice and morality higher than the 
demand of the robber who simply thinks he possesses the power to 
your purse. For one I am not willing to ta the money of t 
freasury, drawn from the taxpayers of this country, and donate 
a bcunty to this class of claimants 
I shall vote against the bill in whatever form 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to say 
Mr. DOLPH Mr. President, I had the fio in ta ! t 
by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr: DAwes]. he Senator from 
Tennessee | Mr. HARzIS] did not understand that, and as he was pro- 
ceeding I acquiesced. But I want to offer an amendment. 
Mr. BLAIR, If the Senator will yield a moment, I admit the eu 
of the Senator’s iim to the floor, but Ihave only a word to say i 
[ think will relieve him a little in regard to his amendment. 
Mr. President, I am not particular which course this bill tal 
cept that I believe the Court of Claims will reach a result soonest and 
most satisfactorily to all who believe that the bill itself is base ipo 
istice and law. 
ll say to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [ M 
who seems to think that I reflected upon him y: rday, that I wa 
laboring under the impression that the apology was d rom anot!] 
source I apprehend that in anything I had to say I was y str 
upon the defensive. But, as he was so strenuous about the method 
which this thing should be done, I will say to him here and now 
I will accept his amendment, and I ask that my amend 
tied accordingly; that is, that his amendment be subst t 
one which I offered. 
| Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the change to be made? 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understandsthat the qué 
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t t Senate is on striking out all after the enacting 
clau {the bill and inserting what will be read. 
retary read as follows 
is a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by 
e Government of the United States since the 4th day of March, 
ifor each eight hours | is been employed as for a full day’s 
engaged ata price per day or upon piecework or taskwork, 
‘ 1 on of pay on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, 
vent between the United States and any such laborer, workman, or 
aay t ng such compensa n to the contrary notwithstanding. And 
t g off I erely directed to readjust the accounts to 
rkm ind 1 nics, and pay the samein conformity 
\ j s of this act,a port the same to Congress; and all sums 
paid ly tot claimant or his legal representatives 
Mr. DAWES As the Senator from New Hampshire struck out all 
th th reference to piecework and taskwork from his amendment, 
I tri t out from this, so that the two may be exactly alike ex- 
( tot l cedur 
l 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification of the amendment 
I } dé wi l lye tated 
Sy ARY In line 6, after the word ‘‘ work,’’ strike out the 
ther engaged a price per day or upun piecework or 
{ yas to read 
isa al r, W rk! mn, Or me in has be« « plioy« ] by 
t ted States since the 4th day of March 
re ‘ thours he has been employed as fora full day's 
i nt of the reduction of the hours of 
ly ORMAN. Does the nator from Massachusetts strike out the 
! section of his proposed amendmen 
DAY So Il strike that out 
GORMAN Loes the Senator strike out also the clause making 
ropriation of a sufficient amount ? 
DAWES. Yes Che simple difference between my amendment 
iat of the Senator from New Hampshire is in regard to the mode 
of procedure, the method of determining what amount is due. My 
iment requires that that shall be determined by the accounting 
ot rs and reported to Congress, while the Senator’s amendment re- 
q t matter to be determined by a judgment of the Court of 
Claims. ‘That is the only difference, I believe, now between the two 
p! sition 


Mr. GORMAN. I understand the general provisions, and I think 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts is very much bet- 
ter and more direct; but I ask the Senator whether it would not be 
wise to retain the provision appropriating a sufficient amount to pay 
these claims ? 

Mr. DAWES. I had that originally in the amendment, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me, and urged that as one of the great reasons why it 
should be preferred to the measure of the Senator from New Hamp- 
hire, but the Senator from New Hampshire assured the Senate that 
would be fatal to the bill, because it would in another place be 
at once tothe Committee of the Whole and would never be heard of. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was assured of that by a leading member who does 

business elsewhere. 
fr. DAWES. That is the rule. 
Mr. BLAIR. The rule requires, when an objection is made, that 
the bill shall go to the Committee of the Whole, and I was assured 
that there would not be any prospect of its being acted upon at this 
Congress 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr, President, I think the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, as now modified, is the best proposi- 
tion that I have yet seen offered in the Senate. It is more direct, and 
will enable these people to have speedy action, and without very great 
cost to them; and it proposes what I think is due all around. 

i notice, however, from the reading, that the Senator provides that 
these claims shall only be paid to the persons entitled or to their legal 
Now, I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
that is really in their interest. As I understand the case, it is this: 
These people are, as a rule, of very moderate means or without means 
at all. Great injustice has been done to them, as we all agree; at least 
both the Senator from Massachusetts and myself agree to it. Provi- 
sion was made for partof them by an amendment inserted by the Sena- 
tor himself upon an appropriation bill. The rest of them, who were 
lett out, have followed this matter, and they could do it only in one 
way, by employing reputable counsel who had matters in the Court of 
Claims and elsewhere. 

he question arises whether it is not fair and just all around that 
the attorneys of record should be recognized, as well as the claimants 
themselves, when it comes to payment. ‘These people in all probabil- 
ity could not have had their matters brought. to the attention of Con- 
gress or to the attention of the courts except by retaining reputable 
attorneys upon a contingent fee. 1 suppose they have had reputable 
attorneys. Ido not know who their attorneys have been. But the 
question arises whether it is now fair to exclude those attorneys. 

Mr. DAWES. This amendment, I willsay to the Senator from Ma- 
ryland, I accepted from the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn]. The 
Senator from Oregon is entitled to the credit of it, if anybody. 

I will merely say that I, as well as the Senator from Maryland, rec- 


representatives 
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ognize the honorable employment of attorneys. But, as I understand ‘ 
the practice in the Treasury Department now, it is to pay claiman 





| by draft payable directly to their order, and then leave the claimant 





to settle with their attorneys. I think that is the better way 
think any honorable attorney will be taken care of for any reasona! 


| charge. I would not do anything to deprive honorable attorney 


their proper fees. I recognize them as essential in the prosecution of 
theseclaims. But there is an atmosphere here which the Senator unde: 
stands and which has prompted the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLp 


to offer this amendment. If the Senator himself can devise some ot! | 
way to weed out these sheep from the goats, I shall be very glad to ha 
it done. But I think if the Treasury Department follows its press 
custom, of paying by draft directly to the order of the claimant, t \ 
attorney will have notice of that, and every honorable attorney will 


taken care of, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I recognize, as the Senator fro 
Massachusetts does, the necessity of the employment of attorneys t 
attend to these matters. My only object is to aid, so far as I can, tl 
passage of this act, which I consider just to these people. There h 
been a great wrong committed by the Government in depriving the: 
of their pay, and I know that they would not have been able in th 
case (and so with all that classof persons) to follow this matter throug 
the Court of Claims and through Congress without the employment 
counsel and attorneys. It would have been absolutely impossible { 


to do injustice to anybody as the matter passes through to final pa 


ment, and if the Senator from Massachusetts believes that it will 


| 
| 
| them to retain attorneys except upon a contingent fee. I do not wa 


| better in this case to make an exception to the general practice, 


| but only as to the amount, then I shall make no objection. 4 


course I shall not interpose an objection. 


Mr. DAWES. I think it would be the best way to keep up the uw 
formity of the practice in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts understa: 
that if this measure becomes a law, then this class of claimants will | 
provided for in the estimates from the Department, so that they 1 
come naturally and regularly into the appropriation bills without a | 
struggle as to this matter to be gone over again ? 

Mr. DAWES. I most certainly do. They will come in with t 
annual estimates to us for the amount of claims adjudicated. As t! 
Senator knows, in the Committee on Appropriations we have eve: 
year a communication from the Treasury Department giving t! 
amounts necessary to be appropriated to pay claims adjudicated, ar 
those amounts go bodily right into the appropriation bills. That 
the understanding. If I did not so understand it, I should say that 
it was not an adequate remedy. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the only point of my inquiry, Mr. Pre 
dent. 

Mr. DAWES. Imeantto say thatareport ismadetoCongress fort 
use of the Committee on Appropriations, As the Senator knows, thi 
take these reports up to a certain date, as they are made from tim: 
time, always including up tothe very last moment, so that all th 
amounts estimated for may go into the sundry civil or the deficien: 
appropriation bill. They will come in just exactly as the amount 
necessary to pay judgments of the Court of Claims come in. 

Mr. GORMAN. With that understanding I shall take great plea 
ure in voting for the amendment as now modified. As I said a m 
mentago, I believe that thisis a perfectly justclaim, and ought to hai 
been paid long since. But I.do want to avoid the necessity of hai 
ing to fight this matter over again in Congress and having another lo1 
delay over discussion as to the merits of the question itself. If th 
opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts, who has had such great e 
perience, is that under this provision, after the adjustment by the 
counting officers of the Treasury, these accounts will be brought he 
by reports and estimates of the amounts necessary and proper to pa 
these people, and those amounts will be put in an appropriation | 
so that we shall haveno further discussion as to the merits of the ca 


Mr. DAWES. I understand that the accounting at the Departm« 
will have with the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate or wit 
Congress precisely the same effect as a judgment of the Court of Clair 
would have. As is known, judgments of the Court of Claims hav 
been attacked for fraud, and some of these reports will be attacked ‘ 
fraud. TheSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] very properly si 
gests to me that it is the same principle that governs Congress in 1 
erence to what are called the 4th of July claims. They are taken 
adjudications. Sometimes, as has been the case in the experience « 
the Senator and myself, judgments of the Court of Claims have be 
attacked for frand—for fraud practiced on the court, I mean. 

Mr. GORMAN, Bunt, as I understand this matter, there can not ! 
any possible fraud in claims of this character. Mr. A or Mr. B 
been employed, say, in the Washington navy yard. The pay rolls the 
will show precisely the length of time he was employed each da: 
whether ten or eleven hours a day, how many days in the year he wa 
so employed, and how much has been paid him. Therefore there can 2 
not be in this class of cases any fraud. 

Mr. DAWES. In whatI have said, Mr. President, I only intended 
to refer to perhaps two or three judgments of the Court of Claims. ¥ 
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Mr. SPOONER. A great many judgments of the Court ot ( and i s been 
have been attacked for fraud. sis the ing 
Mr. GORMAN. That isa very different case. t i mil 3 are d 
Mr. DAWES. Iknow it. I do not see howit is possible to rais tempted to be im \ 
question of fraud here against one of these claims rhe proof t . mill 
| port them is to come from the records of the Departments ing people of th l 
Mr. GORMAN. And hence, although ordinarily opposed to 1 t 
nite appropriations, I shall not object to this bill, because in my ra sel a 
ment there can not be any mistake about the Chere car . »G 
| neither additions to nor subtractions from the , if itis proper 
adjusted, as I have no doubt it will be. If the Senator from > 
fampshire in charge of the bill is of the impression that to puton tl 
\ appropriating clause in this bill would jeopardize this just and right- nics : 
eous measure, I shall not offer an amendment or insist upon that p1 ; ; a 
Vision being in it. h rs, y 3S WOrk L) 
Mr. DAWES. It was the Senator's statement to me that led 1 ) 
modify my amendment so that it does not carry the appropriation ¥ ; there ¢ ; 
Mr. BLAIR. I may say with propriety that the proposed appropria- | ‘ wa cm pse - 
tion was the principal cause originally of my objection to this method , : 
of adjustment. The Senator moditied bis amendment last even ee oe , 
somewhat, by striking that out; there is still a clause in it, how oe ae ; 
which I do not quite understand, and which provides that these oflicer oS 
| after adjusting the accounts, shail pay the accounts and report t 5 : 
adjustment and the payment to Congress. 
Mr. DAWES. OF course they can not be p: 1 approp! 
tion is made. Thatisa declaration of law th wu the p: ' vas fro ‘ 
| ment the moment that appropriation is made. ore ' See _— 
Mr. BLAIR. Subsequently airi oe aaa : : 
Mr. GORMAN. Subsequently. 2 : 5 
Mr. BLAIR. A subsequent appropriation will have to ; ol n 
pay the accounts. ; : sin , 
Mr. GORMAN. I thinl lutely necessa 
Mr. BLAIR. That oug re, but i ‘ ‘ 
as an appropriation in this amendment, would it? ie , 3 . 
Mr. GORMAN, Oh, no t an ; ‘ 
} Mr. BLAIR. If it should be, it would still | ibject to 1 : er 
jection suggested. : : 
" Mr. GORMAN. No; with the Senator from M ichu lt Z 
it is absolutely necessary to incorporate those words in this - 
act, that they shall be paid; but they can not be paid until th . sy. 1869. < ; 
propriation is made hereafter. 6 Stat. 1127 orked 2 
Mr. DAWES. It is an authority for the officers to pay whe: t eee acre oe z : 
they get the money with which to pay. | day, and 419) calendar da a iat ol 
Mr. BLAIR. We would hardly give them authority without an ap- | 4 I ull of saix 
propriation subsequent to the act for that speci purpose. This au- | ee eee eeeran = * <7 : oo 
thority might be construed as a direction to account and pay and report | 1870, and for 26 days of 8 han 
to Congress,for the language that is in as to this accounting and the mace t 
payment precedes the requirement as to reporting to Congress. It | “ 
seems to be a little ambiguous, If anybody thinks that there is any N I 
difficulty there, it ought to be changed so that there would be no am- | it tice H leliv 
biguity which would lead to an objection elsewhere and prevent us | oO ( ' 
\ from getting the bill through at this session. | one — - la wor 
Mr. DAWES. Ifthere was any danger of that, it might be stricken | the ¢ . 
out, but I do not see how there can be if there is an appropriation to Chis was ad tion by ¢ es 
pay it. A dire sa ia a 


Mr. SPOONER. Let it be again read. + ihe 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is, t ft er 
Will the Senate strike out all of the pending bill after the enacting | 0! me Vo" ; 
clause and substitute therefor what will be read by the Secretary ? late whi , 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting Pir 
clause and insert: It has 1 ¥ to do v 
That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been emploved by Oe 
or on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 4th day of Ma ‘ : 
1877, shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as for a full day’s | those hay 
work, without any reduction of pay on account of the reduction of the hours | S¢°’ rf the ‘ : 
Z of labor, any agreement between the United States and any such labore: a ' ; F i. 
4 workman, or mechanic touching such compensation to the contrary notwith- 
3 standing. And the proper accounting officers are hereby directed to readjust Lis stated - 
the accounts to all such laborers, workmen, anil mechanies, and pay the sam: ror wea 
in conformity with the provisions-of this act, and report the same to Congress t 
And all sums so paid shall be paid directly to the claimant or his legal r 
3 sentatives. 3 Ww 
= Mr. DAWES. If there is no objection, I will modify further 
striking out the words “and pay the same in conformity with the pro- Ad t ‘ 
4 visions of this act.’’ Ce ee 
8 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right toso modifs s f « re 
2 is amend } , le ail 1 vial: , mT ; ‘ . in lot 
4 his amendment, and those words will be stricken ou The question ‘ » the dete 
3 is upon the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, to strik« eee ao 
& , e 4} : +) . . 7. Ne ; s i which sdali be paid f 
; out all of the pending bill after the enacting clause and insert what | . nore when th 1 
? has just been read and since modified. ri 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I think no one has a more active a ee eee 
and personal sympathy with the laboring, toiling masses of the country eree With each oth: t 
‘ than I have. I know what it is to labor manually and to toil man- s bran 30 
a ually upon a farm and at other labor, and no one would be more liberal] | VOT*S Where the labor 
* . . ° 2 » 7 Sstrengin« 4 aHDorTreranda rer r € 1 
and generous in compensating the laboring men for their services than | officer is not pr. ted f rt 
I would be. ae 


t [ rthata less nu 
But,Mr. President, we now have before us a bill presented appar- | 0's ane Soon tie statul 
. 7 % z = : days o ummer! y be offere 
ently in the name and on behalf of the laboring people of the United | ma 


| may not so con twitha<« 
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regard the statute ly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
his agent that eight is deemed to be a proper lengthof time foraday’s | 

and that his contracts shall be | ased upon th attheory. It is a matter be- 

t and his agent, in whicha third party has nointerest. The 
President and the act of 1872 are in harmony with this view | 


ng or giving a different 


ire of the o7 1, therefore, that contracts fix 
nding uponthe parties making 


is the day's work are legal and | 








e case befor the claimant continued his work after understanding 
d not be accepted as a day’s labor, but that he must work | 
s he had done before. He received his pay of $2.50 a day forthe 
elve hours a day as a calendar day's work during the period in | 
10ut protest or objecti At that time ordinary laborers under 
e Government received but $1.75 per day atthe same place, and those 
ad the same department with the claimant in a private establishment 
e same place received but $2 f a day's work of twelve hours, and the 
r adds “they had more work to do thanthe claimant had while simil ly | 
loyed rhe claimant's contract was a voluntary and reasonable one by 
a he ist ! I i 
873 th Aj ed for the same arrears of pay as are here in ques- | 
und re ed from the Auditor an award of $205.63. That amount was paid | 
the claimant and he receipted in writing in full for the account. This has } 
been held in this courtto bea bar to any further claim. (United States 
stice, 14 W. »; United States vs. Child, 12 id,, 232 
nt reversed and cause remanded with directions to dismiss the peti- 


Now, Mr. President, after the passage of that law—the decision was | 
rendered in 1370—by theimportunity of the Senator from Massachusetts 
he had inserted in the deficiency appropriation act of May 18, 1872 
this clause 





Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized 
and required, in the settlement of allaccounts for the servi ces of laborers,work- 
ployed by or on behalfof the Governmentofthe United 





men, and mechanics, e 


States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day's work for all such laborers, workmen. and mechanics, and the 19th 
day of May, 1569, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning such 


pay, to settle and pay for the same, without reduction on account of reduction 


of hours of labor by saidact, when it shall be made to appear that such was the | 
sole cause of the reduction of wages; and a sufficient sum for said purpose is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


Under that act all the claims up to 1877 were adjudicated. The 
original House bill proposed to undo everything that had been done, 
and to go back to 1868; but the pending amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, accepted by the Senator from New Hampshire in 
charge of the bill, provides that we are to begin in 1877, and they say | 
it is only to come up to 1883. But the billdoes notsospecify. Under 
the terms of the law it comes necessarily up to the date of the passage 
of the act, and will throw uponthe Department thousands upon thou- 
sands of claims since 1883, fish claims, drag-net claims, to see if some- 
thing can not be allowed as a precedent for other classes of claims. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator wants to restrict it properly, he 
ought to add an amendment to it providing forclaims arising between 
March 3, 1877, and March 3, 1883. Then his bill would be something 
like definite. But yesterday the Senator told us that the bill was to 
cost $1,200,000, This morning he tells us that it will cost between 
$3,000,000 and $4,000,000. What are we to understand from this, 
Mr. President? What is the amount that will be required? No one 
has ever undertaken to specify the number of claimants who would be 
beneficiaries under this bill, and the amounts that they might receive. 
I have been trying to get the number. I will thank the Senator from 
New Hampshire now to say what he thinks the number of claimants 
under the bill will be—whether 5,000 or 7,000 or 10,000 or 15,000. 
I should like to know within a few thousand how many are to be bene- 
ficiaries under the proposed act. If the Senator has any idea at all I 
should be very greatly obliged if he would suggest some number that 
he thinks would cover the number of claimants. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator want to know immediately ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do. I want the information for this discus- 


8100 





BLAIR. Irefer the Senator to the only data I have as to the 
number of claimants, and which I introduced in evidence yesterday. 
That makes the number 14,767. That statement shows how they are 
distributed throughout the States, and it purports to come from the 
Official Register of the United States. I only state what was given in 
evidence before our committee, and I can not say whether it is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the purpose of discussion we will place the 
number at 15,000. 

Now, Mr. President, I say that this bill is only an entering wedge; it 
is only a beginning; itis only laying the foundation for every employéof 
the Government, who at any time since 1868 has performed more than 
eight hours of labor to come in and claim additional compensation. I 
say that the amount involved—not merely the amount that will be taken 
by this bill, but the amount involved, the amount which will hereafter 
have to be appropriated on the strength of this bill if it becomes alaw 

will be many times $3,000,000. 

Here are the words ‘‘laborers, workmen, or mechanics employed by 
or on behalf of the Government.’’ Those words embrace all workmen 
upon public works. They will embrace letter-carriers. Why not? 
Are they not workmen? Are they not tramping through the streets of 
our cities making deliveries in cold and heat, wet and dry weather, at 
all times? Have they not as a class been working many more than 
eight hours a day? Is thereany evidence that they will not also have 


to be considered under the provisions of this bill? I hold in my hand 
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| Executive Document No. 185, Fiftieth Congress, first session, being a 


report from the Postmaster-General, dated June 5, 1888, in relation to 
a law that Congress had then passed, and it reads as follows: 
Post-OFrrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFrricr OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1888. 


Sir: Sinee the submission of the estimates for the ensuing fiscal year an act 
entitled “An act to limit the hours that letter carriers in cities shall be employed 
per day’ has been passed, and was approved May 24, 1883. 

That act is as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That hereafter eight hours shall constitute 
day’s work for letter-carriers in cities or postal districts connected therewith, 
for which they shall receive the same pay as is now paid as for a day's work ot 
a greater numberothours. Ifany letter-carrierisemployeda greater number of 
hours per day than eight, he shall be paid extra for the same in proportion to 
the salary now fixed by law. 

Now, Mr. President, what did it cost for one year? 

It is estimated that to bring the hours of service within the law will require 
sixteen hundred carriers, or an increase of <5 per cent. of the present force. 
This, with the incidental expenses for each of these new carriers as at present 
provided by law, will cost $1,021,200, 

There was the additional amount required to bring the letter-carriers 
up to the amount they should have for services over eight hours a day. 
In the very natureof things, if you go back to compensate them for the 
past years, which this will be a precedent to do, then it will make 
$1,020,000 for each of the years since they have been in the service and 
working over eight hoursaday. This is inevitable, Mr. President. 

I hold in my hand a report from the Postmaster General in regard 
to the amount that will be required for postal employ¢s, and they will 
be embraced in this bill. This estimate is for Washington City alone. 
General Dickinson in his report of March 1, 1888, said: 

I would state, however, that in my opinion the sum necessary to pay for the 
extra services of laborers and mechanics in the Post-Office Department since 
1868, in accordance with the terms of the said bill (H. R. 1322), would not ex- 
ceed the sum of $175,000. This estimate is exclusive of the claims that might 
be presented by laborers in the post offices throughout the country, of whose 
claims lam unable to make any estimate from records or data in this Depart- 
ment, 

In the Navy Department alone, according to the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Navy, on the 20th of February, 1888, the amount 
would be $3,000,000, We have no estimate here from the War Depart- 
But in the great arsenals and forts 
of the country there are thousands of employés of the Government, 








| and the sums that will be due to them must be added to this amount. 


Mr. REAGAN. And then there are public-building employ¢s. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that would probably be nearly as large as 
for the Navy. Then there are the teamsters employed at so much a 
month, driving teams, and working probably twelve and sixteen hours 
aday. They wouid all comein, and they are doing a work that thou- 
sands upon thousands of other laboring people would gladly take their 
places and do, Itis the same way with all the employés upon the 
Government works here who happen to work over eight hours a day. 

If letter-carriers come in under the terms of this bill, why shall not 
railway postal clerks also, some of whom work twelve hours a day and 
more, because when they start on a trip it takes almost that length of 
time to complete it? 

In 1884, when this measure was up before the other House, there 
was an estimate made by Mr. Tillman, a distinguished Representative, 
and I believe a brother of the present Alliance governor of the State 
of South Carolina, also a member of the next House of Representatives, 
elected by the Alliance people of South Carolina. In his statement 
then he said: 

Mr. Chairman, if this bill shall pass it will make a raid on the Treasury sec- 
ond only to the arrearages-of-pensions act; and, sir, it will not be so much ofa 
second, either. I undertake to say if it shall become a law that $30,000,000 will 
not foot the account: and Il say so after laborious and exhaustive investigation. 

Now, Mr. President, no one man can tell what amount of money this 
will take. Guesses have always fallen below theamount. The Senate 
will remember how the Committee on Pensions guessed in regard to the 
arrears-of-pensions act. When that act was passed here in 1879 I do 
not suppose that one Senator imagined that it was possible that it would 
take over $20,000,000, and that was above the estimate of those who 
were supposed to know. Now, here is a bill nominally for the labor- 
ing classes, and the amount to be takenout of the Treasury, out of the 
pockets of the laboring people of this country, is anywhere from not 
less than $3,000,000 to $30,000,000. 

Mr. President, shall we do this? It is said ‘‘ officers have made 
these men work for over eight hours.’’ I say thatin all mannufactur- 
ing establishments, in all mechanical employments, where the men are 
working under shelter, shielded from the inclemencies of the weather, 
and at work constantly, eight hours a day is ample, and I am in favor 
of the eight-hour law in all suchestablishments. but, Mr. President, 
you know, every man who knows anything about the great business 
interests, the agricultural interests of thiscountry, knows that you can 
not talk about eight hours’ work for the great masses of American 
farmers, the tillers of the soil, who have to work out in the open air 
in all kinds of weather, in inclement weather as well as fair weather, 
who during inclement weather take to shelter and cease work it may 
be for two or three or four days, and do nothing except the necessary 
things, the feeding and keeping up the fires, etc.; and then, when 
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weather will permit, going ont and working from ten to twelve or fif- 
teen hoursa day, according to the season of the year and the work to be 


done. Mr. President, you can notregulateit. Youcan not regulate the | 


man going to the harvest field with a large wlieat crop before him so 


that he will only work eight hoursa day. The same thing applies to | 


rk 

saving other crops. You cannot bring down a regulation of that kind 
that will cover the great mass of the people 

Who are these toiling poor laboring men who are here demanding 
that we shall by law give them a right to stick their hands down int 
the pockets of the laboring people of the United States and take out 
from $3,000,000 to $30,000,000? Who are they ? Why shall they be 
entitled to this class privilege 2? Whyshall they alone of all the work- 
ingmen of the United States have all the taxpayers of the United States 
marshaled in line before them, and then they be given a legal permit 


to go along and stick their hands into he pockets of all the other la- 


no 
I 


boring people and take out from fifty cents to a doilar trom each one | 


of them. 

Mr. FRYE. Simply because Congress deliberately made a law for 
these men alone, as against all others in the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Congress has made no law fixing 
the compensation, not a bit of it, sir. ‘The Congress of the United 
States has never intimated in any law that has been passed that so 
muck shall be paid for eight hours, or so much for ten hours, or avy- 
thing of the kind. Congress has simply declared that eight hours shall 
be a calendar day’s work, and that is all. It is not because Congress 
has granted them any right or any privilege or any authority. The 
courts have passed upon that question. The courts have said they 
have no right. The courts have construed the law. 

Aud yet, Mr. President, we are called upon, after the lapse of many 
years, to pass a law which will go back to the time between 1577 and 


this date and authorize this aristocratic, favored, governmental clas 


of laborers to thrust their favored hands into the pockets of all the | 


laborers of the United States and take out from $3,000,000 to $30, 000, - 
000 as a bounty anda gratuity. Itis robbery. It is legal robbery, 
nothing more, and nothing less, and nothing else. What right have 
these 15,000 men, who have been getting from fifty cents to a dollara 
day more than all the other laboring men in the country, to come in 
here and say to us, ‘‘We want you to pass a law that will make all the 
farmers in this country, all the members of the Alliance and the La- 
borers’ Unions and the Knights of Labor stand up in one magnificent 
ro-v and open their pocket-books and let this favored aristocratic class 
of 15,000 governmental employés take out from each one of their pock- 
ets a portion of this $3,000,000 to $30,000,000? ”’ 

That is all there is in this bill, Mr. President. It is simply and 
only a bill to make the taxpayers of the United States, to make the 


4,000,000 of toiling laborers, stand up and deliver to these 15,000 fa- | 


vored laborers this money. What right have these 15,000 to ask that? 


Have they not been paid? Oh, yes. Have they not been paid more | 


than any other laborers were getting at the same place? Oh, yes. 
Did they not seek thisemployment? Yes. Howdidtheygetit? By 
political and social influence; because they had this influence more 
than was possessed by all the other laboring people in the community 
where they lived. They could bring social influence, they could bring 
political influence, to get these favored places where they could work 
under a canopy, protected from the inclemencies of the weather, where 
they could work in their slippers and in their shirt sleeves. They 
sought these places, Mr. President. They were choice places. They 
were delicious morsels. They were sought after, and thousands and 
thousands of toiling laboring men had to be turned away because they 
could not get those places, 

What were they paid? They were paid the fixed price agreed upon. 
They knew what it was. Theyranafterit. Theygrabbedatit. They 
sought it in season and out of season. When they got it they pat the 
pay in their pockets and thanked God that they were not like theother 
laboring people of the country; that they were getting much larger pay 
for much less work. 

Who compelled them to do this? Nobody. There was no compul- 
sion. It was a free and voluntary act. The only compulsion was the 
compulsion that they brought behind them to force them into these 


places and keep others out. That was the only compulsion, Mr. Pres- | 


ideut. All the compulsion was the political or social influence that 
they got to drive others out and keep others from getting the places 
that they wanted. 

Did they not receipt for this money? Yes. They were perfectly 
satisfied. They receipted for it in full. Now what are they doing? 

Oh, they are pleading the baby act; coming here before the toiling 
millions of this country and saying that they were under duress; that 
they were forced to do this; that it was not their free and voluntary 
choice. Oh,no! Poor, weak-minded creatures! Poor, deluded crea- 
tures! Now they come here and they ask that when they worked 
over eight hours a day we shall give them from fifty cents to a dollar 
a day more than anybody else for working ten hours; that they shall 
be paid 25 per cent. more than they were paid. And who shall pay it? 
Mr. President, who pays every solitary nickel and penny of money in 
the Treasury that goes out to pay these claims? The laboring, toiling 
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teen, and eighteen hours a day additional com- 


wo A 
I eight hours is a day’s work ? 
What would become of the business of Congress if men worked only 
ht hours aday? Why, Ido that much work after Congress adjourns 
fter t day’s laborious session is over. What right have I to come 


v, ‘I have performed fourteen or sixteen hours’ labor, 
ght hours is a day’s work, and I must be paid double?’’ 

] would apply to every branch of the Government. 
Oh, no, Mr. President; there has been no such vicious, unjust, op- 
pressive legislation before the Senate during the present Congress as 


men of 0 0 men of th of from $3,000,000 to $30,000,000 as 
propose Lin th s bi l. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWEs] as modified. 





The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL Now I want to offer an amendment. I move to 

1 the fo ywing proviso it the end of the bill as it stands 

i ed, ‘I tthisact shall not be operative whenever the proper accounting 
ers shall find that su laborer, w cman, or mechanic performed such labor 
nder any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor 

thea ) tagreed upo: 

Mr. BLAIR I hope that amendment will not be adopted. It is 
the very thing which makes the bill necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. [Patting the question.] In 
the opu on of the Cl ir the ayes have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. lI call for the yeas and nays. but first I will takea 


division on agreeing to the amendment 
Mr. FRYE. Weshall have to take the auestion by yeas and nays. 
r} is no quorum here. 


Mr. BLAIR. The absence of a quoram is suggested, and I ask fo 
the call of the 1 ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the yeas and nays be ordered on the amend 
ment 

Mr LAII I want the Senate, and a full one, before we vote on 


the amendment. I ask that the roll be called, because this is the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being sug- 

gested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 

t 


to their name 
Allen Farwe Kenna, Sanders, 
Alliso Faulkne: MeConnell Sawyer, 
Berry Frye McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair Geor McPherson, Shoup 
Cal Gorm Morrill Spooner, 
Case Hale Paddock, Stanford, 
Chandler Hampto Payne Stockbridge, 
Cockr« Harris, Pierce, Teller, 
Coke, Hawley, Piatt Turpie, 
Cullom Higgins, Plumb, Walthall 
Dixor Hiscock, Power, Warren, 
Doly Hoar, Pugh Washburn, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Quay, Wolcott. 
L-varts Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-fiveSenators have responded to their 
names \ quorum is present. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish the Senate to understand the nature of the vote 


about to be taken. I have assented to the substitution of the amend- | 


ment proposed hy the Senator from Massachusetts to that which I had 
moved as a substitute for the House bill. The Senator from Missouri, 
after a speech against the bill itself, moves as an addition that this 
measure, if it becomes an act, shall not be operative when the account- 
ing officers shall find that the services were rendered under any con- 
tract, express or implied, and have been paid, or something like that. 
Chis is precisely the point which makes the bill itself necessary, and 
{ wish the Senate to understand that the adoption of this amendment 
would be considered as equivalent to the defeat of the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. Atthe end of the amendment already adopted add: 








] Chat this act shall not be operative whenever the proper account- 
in l ind that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such 
labor sery under any contract,express, or implied, and has been paid 
therefor t} smount agreed upon 

Mr. MORRILL. I inguire of the Senator from Missouri if the 
amendment he proposes is not in substance the same provision that 


was contained in the bill as it came to us from the other House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment I have offered is in the exact 
words of the amendment which was put on the bill by Representative 
BREWER, of Michigan, in the House, and the only difference is that I 
have put in the accounting officers instead of the court. It simply 
carries out any contracts that were made between the parties. 

Mr. FRYE. And it is well understood that if the Senate adopts the 
amendment the bill is practically killed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is equally well understood that if the Senate does 
not adopt the amendment, notwithstanding the fact that the Govern- 
ment has made a contract with its employés to do so much andso many 

o 


his odious bill I protest against legalizing the robbery by 15,000 | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








FEBRUARY 7, 





hours of work for a givenamount of money, notwithstanding thes 


) sg Pp 
cific terms of the contract, the service performed and paid for accord- 
ingly, we are to grab into the Treasury and take out additional funds 
and donate to the laborer. It is robbery. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not quite understand the force of 
this provision. It is not quite that. It is this, whether we shall sar 
tion a contrivance in violation of law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
fered by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood the Senator from Maine just now t 
give the Senate notice that if this amendment is agreed to the bil! 
practically beaten. I should be very glad if he would explain that, 
I understood it to be an amendment germane to the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, I move to insert before the word ‘‘ agreement ’’ th ? 
word *‘voluntary.’’ Is not the word ‘‘agreement’’ in the amend 
ment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How can there be an agreement that is not vol- 
untary ? 

Mr. HARRIS. And are not all contracts voluntary ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There can not be an involuntary contract. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made that suggestion upon good authority. 

Mr. HARRIS. There never was an involuntary contract, nor ¢ 
there be. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to insert the word “‘ voluntary.”’ 

Mr.GORMAN, Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Mai: 

[Mr. Fryer] that if the amendment that is now pending is adopted it 
destroys this bill; the bill might as well be laid upon the table a: 
disposed of in that way. The fact is thatnotwithstanding the existen 
of the law, enforced for a time under the direction of President Grant 


| immediately afterwards the oflicers of the Government, taking advan 
| tage of these poor men, who were dependent upon their daily labor fi 
| support, required them to labor ten hours a day at the usual compe 


sation that the law provided they should have foreight hours a day. 

When you talk about voluntary action on their part, let me say there 
never was such coercion. They could not live without employment 
with their families about these various navy yards and other places of 
public employment, but they were required to accept it, as they under- 
stood perfectly, upon the pain of discharge. The penalty was their di 
charge and depriving them of the opportunity to work, and they wer 
as much coerced as if you had hada regiment of soldiers driving them 
to perform a duty without compensation. It is one of those extrem: 
cases, not the case of an ordinary contract with a man who is independ 
ent, but compelling these men to perform the duty or else leave t] 
employment and the service of the Government. They were required 
to sign in many cases a contract, and a great number of them worked 
with nosigning ofa contract whatever, but with thesimple understand 
ing that they were to work ten hours a day for the usual compensation 

I think, sir, it would be an act of great injustice if this amendment 
were adopted. The bill as it came from the other House, pretending 
to provide for the payment of these claims, contained the clause whic! 
is found on page 4, in lines 47, 48, 49, 50, which is substantially th 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, and that was und \ 
stood, accepted, and known to be intended to destroy the very object f 
of the proposed act 

I trust, Mr. President, that it will not be agreed to. I move to la) 
the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator will not make that motion 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw it, of course, if the Senator desires 1 
be heard. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President,I do not quite see why thisamendme 
should be offensive to anyone who believes in the justice and merit 





| these claims. I confess to a somewhat indefinite and undefined syni- 


| on to vote money out of the Treasury to pay anyone who is not will- 





pathy for the claimants provided for in the bill; but when I am cal! 


ing to say that he has been deprived of any right of his except by re: 
son of some contract which he made himself, which he asseuted to 
seems to me that is going a good way. 

Let us see what it would lead to. The Government of the Unit 
States, for the purpose of putting down the rebellion, enlisted abou 
two million and a half men in the service. It agreed to pay them a 
first $11 a month, and increased that compensation afterwards to $1 
a month, and subsequently to $16. But, Mr. President, the price « 
all the products of the soil and of the loom and of the factory and « 
all that sort, which the families of these people had to have and wh 
had to be discharged out of the pay which these men got, was larg 
increased after they enlisted. 

If the men who are clamoring for recognition under this bill, a1 
who are of course entitled to consideration on account of their chai 
ter and on account of anything which they may say in regard to t! 
equity of their claim, are to be paid because, notwithstanding they did 
make a contract, express or implied, to serve for the price named at 
the time they were employed, they were under constraint to make 
such a contract, what is to be said about thesoldiers who served in th« 
Union Army? They enlisted, it is true, but they enlisted under con- 
ditions which changed from day to day, from week to week, from month 4 
to month during the entire period of their service, and there was not 3 
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one of them who was not in a worse financial condi t 2 
days after enlistment than he was at th e ¢ s( N 
while we are providing for equity to the people who are 
vided for in this bill let us make the mantle of our eq 
to cover all the people who are entitled to if. 
If itis to be said that the Government of the United States throu 
its officers has put constraint upon men who are seeking employ 
whereby they are to receive less wages than they thought they oughtto t ’ 
have, or to work more hours than they thought they ought to h 
worked, let the officers be named; let us find out who it is who 
used or abused the authority given him by the uniform of the Gove 
ment, by the warrant of the Government, in order to oppress peo] 
I imagine, sir, that the Senator from Maryland and no other Ser 
? will rise in his place and name a single offic ial who has put any 
under constraint as to the terms of his employmeat. It is an 0] 
secret that during the last fifteen or twenty years there have been 1 It 
people seeking Government employment than have been able to 
employment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Fifty for every place. 
Mr.PLUMB. TheSenatorfromMissourisays ‘‘ fifty forevery pl 
Without quite agreeing to his mathematics, I will consent at least \ 
there have been more people seeking Government employment t 
there have been places. Nomancould have been put under const: 
as to his employment. How could any man be compelled to labo 
a navy yard or in an arsenal of the United States or inany p! 
public work was going on and accept employment except on t 
himself was willing to agree to? The world is wide. 
If it be said, as it will be of course and has been, that th 
were in need, is that an argument against the Governm of the 
States? There were all the avenues of private employmen 
these people, which they were free to enterin. ii itbe tru 
sumed here, that they were under that constraint, then wh: 
they stop at eight hours? Why should they not with that c 
have to take less than ten hours a day well as $1.50 or $2 
Where are we to quit this business ? t i 
I am willing, Mr. President, if anyone can show me that the ¢ 
ernment of the United States was under legal obligation to emplo 
anyone to do eight hours’ labor and to pay him for ten hours’ vit 
to vote the money out of the Treasury of the United States, but when " 
it is proposed that we shall not regard the contracts which men ther 
selves made, but shall go outside of these contracts and take money 
out of the Treasury of the United States to pay men for services which | I want 
they did not render beyond their contracts and agreements, then as M 
member of this body, representing a constituency a large portion o { 
whom work twelve hours a day, fourteen hours a day, or more, and pera ‘ 
find scant profit in that, I feel that I ought to say I think it is go ho » work Now, t 
too tar. t t put 
Mr. BLAIR. I will ask the Senator if this will be satisfactor 
him-—— ent ¢ t t ~(l 
Mr. PLUMB. I-hope the Senator will not ask me, because I am l 
not asking to be satisfied about anything. I am talking about thi 
\ question generally. Iam simply saying if these people are willing t 
f come and say, notwithstanding they made a contract, an agreement to | acte 
work for a certain sum, they are not willing to stand to it, I want p 
know why we shall not apply that rule to all the people who hav Mr. J 
served the United States from the beginning, and I want especially to [ I 
have that applied to the two million and a half men who not only M LA ( 
served the Government under financial conditions which changed from } M 
day to day against them during the entire period of their servi ind tar 
who not only gave bodily service, but incurred the greatest possible ( 
dangers that men conld incur in that service. That is all. } 
Now, I do not want to interfere with the Senator’s s or } 
about these people; but, when a principle is to be est ied, all I 
want is to apply it broad enough to cover everybody who has ever un- | ‘ 
der any circumstances rendered what the Senator is now pleased to 
involuntary service; that is to say, who has worked for less wages than 
ould have liked to have, 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I move to add to the amendment pr 
posed by the Senator from Missouri these words: 
But no agreement shall be within this proviso which was exacted by any 
ernment officerasa condition of employment or retentionin th publics 
Mr. DAWES. I want to point out to the Senator from K - 
distinction in this matter. I take the illustration from the Spr 
Armory. The work in the Springfield Armory is a specialty to w 
men are brought up from theirinfancy. They were born onthe gr 
They were taught to work upon patent work, work produced thr 
: the most marvelous patents in the world. They were educated 
that. They knew no other kind of work. They could not be turn 
out into any other kind of work without education for that work 
They were brought up there from year to year until manhood. Th: UM 
had their homes there. They looked to that sort of employmen 
cause that sort of employment was all they knew. , 
Then the United States prescribes by statute how long they shal d é 


work each day at that work. It is the only work they cando. Now 
; a United States official comes in and undertakes to make a contract | tion ¢! 


with them which is an illegal contract. The law does not authorize, | that a mat 
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work for $1.50 a day, but it was exacted of m«¢ In other words, the 
] f T 








office 1 unl I worked for $1.50 a day I could not get any work 
at all, but my work was worth $5a day and I am entitled to sue for it.’’ 
it to me that we are getting into pretty deep water on this busi- 
I ~ 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let the amendment as proposed to be amended 
be read 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri as proposed to be ame nded will be read. 


Che Secretary read as follows 

Provided, That this act shall not be operative whenever the proper accounting 
officers shali find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such 
labor or service under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid 
therefor the amount agreed upon. But no agreement shall be within this pro- 
viso which was exacted by any Government oflicer as a condition of employ- 
mentor retention in the public service, 


Mr. PLUMB. I would change the amendment to the amendment. 
I would say ‘‘either as to price or time,’’ so as to let the amendment 
be just as broad as I think the Senator intends it to be. I move that 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Che SecRErARY. It is proposed to make the amendment to the 
amendment read as follows: 

Rut no agreement shall be within this proviso, either as to price or time, 


which was exacted by any Government officer as a condition of employment 
or retention in the public service 


Mr. BLAIR I have no objection to those words being inserted. 
They do not injure the proposition, and if the Senator desires let them 
Mr. PLUMB. That conveys the idea the Senator has expressed, and 
I want to have it plain. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know how the Senator knows the idea I want 
to.express, but I am perfectly willing that it should be expressed in 
that way 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, as modified, to the amendment 
submitted by the Senatorfrom Missouri. [Puttingthequestion.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the question be taken again. 

Mr. INGALLS, Let the amendment be again read, please. 

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question again. 
| Putting the question. ] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for a division. 

There were, on a division—ayes 8, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us have the yeas and nays on the proposition. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. May we have the amendment read again? I was 
out and did not hear it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be again read. 

Che Secretary read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, J made a motion a few moments since to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] on the 
table. I withdrew the motion at the request of the Senator from Kansas 
{[Mr, PLUMB]. Inow renew my motion to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland that the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to aparliamentary question. What is the prop- 
osition before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been ordered on 
the motion made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to lay 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. Doesthatcarry with it the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. The rol] will be called on the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PerricRew]. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco]. Idonot know how he would vote 
on this question, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 





1 ° 
made as stated, I am at liberty to vote. 








| 


ator from Georgia[Mr. CoLquitr]. That pair has been transferred to 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown}. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiccins]. If he were present, I 
would vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
ee? 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BArBouR], whois absent trom the Cham- 
ber, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALpricH], who is absent, is 


T am paired with the 


Tam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


| paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr]. 


Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILson, of Iowa] is absent on 
account of illness to-day, and is paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WiLson]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
ooh;”* 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce the fact that my colleague [ Mr. 
BATE] is necessarily absent from the session of the Senate to-day, and 
is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. If present, 
my colleague would vote ‘‘nay’’ upon this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. On this bill I am paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ on 
this proposition. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say to the Senator from Mississippi that 
a pair has been announced between the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis] and the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PADDOCK ] is going 
to vote. 

Mr, PADDOCK, By an arrangement under which a transfer was 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL. I was requested to state that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced— yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Blair, Gorman, Manderson, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Daniel, Hawley, Paddock, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Pierce, Warren. 


Faulkner, Ingalls, Quay, 
Frye, Kenna, Spooner, 
NAYS—28, 


Payne, 
Plumb, 


Allison, Edmunds, 


Sherman, 
Berry, Hampton, 


~~ 
Shoup, 


Blackburn, Harris, Power, Squire, 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Pugh, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Walthall, 
Coke, McConnell, Sanders, Washburn, 
Dixon, Morrill, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
ABSENT—338. 
Aldrich, Casey, Gray, Plait, 
Allen, Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, 
Barbour, Culiom, Higgins, Stanford, 
Bate, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Dolph, MeMillan, Vance, 
Brown, Eustis, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Butler, Evarts, Moody, Wilson of lowa, 
Call, Farwell, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, George, Pasco, 
‘arey, Gibson, Pettigrew, 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. CocKRELL’s amendment on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the question recurs on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, I simply wish to say that it is an 
amendment which was planted in the bill in the other Honse with the 
understanding that it killed it, and if adopted here it will be looked 
upon as having the same effect. I do not wish to do anything more 
than to say that so far as my knowledge of the circumstances and ot 
these people is concerned the adoption of this amendment will be sub- 
stantially equivalent to denying the right of recovery for this extra 
labor to nearly if not the entire mass of these men. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I understand now that the propo- 
sition befure us is the amendment offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWEs] to supersede the bill as it came from the gom- 
mittee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 


; 
{ 
; 
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Mr. MORRILL. 
pending question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. TheSenator from New Hampshire has just stated | 
that the amendment now offered by the Senator trom Missouri is sim- 
ilar to an amendment which was upon the bill when it came from the 
other House, and that it was put on with the understanding that it 
killed the bill. I can not understand how such a statement can be 
made. I should like to inquire if it was made in another body than 
this, and how the Senator comes to state that a provision in a bill 
which was passed by the House of Representatives was put upon it 
with an understanding that it killed the bill. I can not comprehend 
how such a statement can be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nosuch statement ought to be made, 
in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have information with reference 
the matter. 1 do not know whether it ought to be stated that it was 
the understanding of the House of Representatives. I did not intend 
to state that it was the understanding of the House of Representatives 
but among those who are for and against this bill, against the payme nt 
to these men of compensation for the extra hours of labor whi ch they 
had performed it was supposed that this provision would be equivalent 
toadenial. Theysounderstood it. They so underst: nd it now; on 
I will explain to the Senator from Colorado the reasons why the} y so look 
upon it practically 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Sen: ator a question. Who 
are ‘‘they?’’ Does he refer to certain members of the House of Rep 
resentatives when he says ‘‘ they ?’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I refer to those who are pressing these claims 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Who are ‘‘they?’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The men themselves and those wh 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Who? Claim agents? 
by those who represent them the claims attorneys ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that I have never 
more than one claim attorney in connection with these matters 
beginning to end, and I have not seen or heard o! 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
gether too much of this sort of effort to defeat honest claims, as I think, 
often before Congress. An assault is made upon aclaim, however just 
it may be, because someclaim agent is connected with it, and the Gov- 
ernment oftentimes reiuses justice simply because those who are op- 
posed to a claim associate with its prosecution the supposed or the real 
odium which properly attaches to claimants and claim agents in some 
cases. So faras these matters are concerned I have heard of but a 
single one. Most of the men who have appeared betore our commit 
tee have been men who have done this work themselves, who have 
been themselves laborers, workmen, or mechanics, and having done a 
part of this labor, they were chosen by their associates in that toil to 
come before committees and represent them in the prosecution of these 
claims. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


I will wait until after the vote is taken on the 


for it is not 





’ 


represent them, 


irom 
him for years. 
I wish the Senator would state—— 


I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 


where a citizen has eagerly sought, hasgladly accepted, employment | 


under the Government at an agreed rate for so many hours’ work and 
has performed the labor and received the pay that was agreed upon, 


he is willing to let that amount be a final settlement between the citi- | 


zen and the Government? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s question is avery specious one, and has 
no relation to the real facts in this case. 

Mr. HARRIS, It is the exact case that is pending. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has been full of that contention from the 
beginning. Hehassimply repeated his position upon the general propo- 
sition involved in this case. 

In 1876 there was a decision of the Supreme Court upon facts like 
these: One of these claimants under the eight-hour law who had been 
accustomed to labor at Annapolis twelve hours daily, being anxious 
to receive theadvantage of the eight-hour law, asked for payment accord- 
ingly, and the commandant at the Academy, then Admiral Vorter, 
said that he must work, and others situated as he was must work, 
twelve hours for the ordinary compensation or he would fill their places 
with other men. That case was carried tothe Supreme Court, and it 
was held that under the circumstances his continuing to labor would 
be deemed an agreement, a contract, and that he was not entitled to 
compensation. Thereupon the efforts to secure pay for theextra labor 
actually performed were embarrassed by the fact that actual contin- 
uance in the labor was held to be tantamount to an agreement express 
or implied. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that case, if the Senator will allow me, did 
the court state what the law was or what it would have been but for 
this agreement to work on? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I do not remember that they did; but in nearly 
all, so far as I know, in all cases this labor has been performed by 
these parties, knowing what was to be exacted of them by the Goy- 
ernment officials, protesting that they were thus wronged and trust- 
ing for an appeal to Congress to pay to them in the end for the ex- 
tra Sbor which they thus performed. The Government has paid it 
to at least four-fifths, and in probably a still larger amount since the 


And I wish to say to the Senator that there is alto- | 
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| 


Does the Senator mean | 


heard of | 


| 





Waa 


and this small claim 


enactment of the law for only eight hours’ work 


of these few men stands upon precisely the same basis on which th 
Government has paid for the great mass of its laborsince then. They 
ask extra pay for the extra hour which they have 
isa Under these circumstances the Senator comes in with this amend- 
ment, that where there has been an agreement express orimplied unde 
labor was render it act ) 1operatiy (tl 
course it reaches nearly or quiteevery body for yin the effort has bee 
made to secure compensation on account this extra work 
Mr. MORRILL. I understand that the 
the Senator trom Massachusetts has been adopted that tha 
| that is now pending By the terms of that 


i 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ~ The pet 


which this extra 


ling question is on 


i 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLA to 
the amendm { 
RELL ]. 

Mr. BLAIR. The pendi f the Chair will pard 
is upon the iumendment of the Senat 1 Missouri, that this a 
not apply where there is any cont t « 33 or impli 
E PRESIDENT. The ¢ lerstood that tl 
rom New Hampsbktre proposed an a | 

Mr. BLAIR. It wa 

e VICE PRESIDENT It was the motion to 

on the tal 
in his statement. 

Mr. BLAIR Then I will withdraw the amendment 





le which was voted dow The Cl 


Mr. BERRY ihe Senatortrom New Ham} I ys | 
mendment to the amendment. 

The VICE tESIDENT Does the yma Ne i 
withdraw his amendment to the a ty t proposed by t! 
from Missouri ? 

Mr. BLAIR I withdraw th 

the VIt 
withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON Ther 
ator trom Ne Hi imps 

sLD 


The VICE PRES 


PRESIDENT. The amendment to t nt 


t 


ator from lowa. 
Mr. GORMAN Let it b 
he > El 5 At the end of Mr. CocKREI umend: 


prop sed to 


was exacted by any Crovernn 
tion inthe pub se 

Mr. EDMUNDS Let us have the yeas a 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Onthe amendment tothe amendment the 
yeas and nays hav ered and the roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call t roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called I am paired with the 


nd nays o1 


e been ord 


| Senator from Tennessee { Mr. BAT! 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called Iam paired with theSen 
ator from South Dakota |Mr. PetriGrew]. Ido not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name wascalled). I am paired e Sen 


ator from Florida {[Mr. Pasco] 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name 
Senator from Delaware | Mr. GRAY 

Mr. DOLPH when h S name was ealled I 
Senator from Georgia |Mr. BRowN 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. ] 


MORGAN - 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I 


was called). Iam paired with the 
am paired with the 


[am paired with th 


am paired with the 


Senator from Louisiana |Mr. Eustis]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I have ageneral ; with 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. BARBoUR], who is not in the Cham- 
ber to-day, and therefore I withhold my vote. 


Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAWES. I transfer my pair, as on the last vote, 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 

Mr. DANIEL. I was requested to 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] is 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 


to the Sena 
, and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

state that the Senator from 
paired with the Senator from South 











! 
; 








Ir. HA l I desire to state that my colieague [Mr. BATE] is 
n¢ t 1e session of the Senate to-day, and is paired 
with t tor f Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. If present, my col- 

t upon this question 
& nounced yeas 24, nays 2v, as i lows 
\ s i 
I MM Qua 
] ‘ \ | . = poner 
( 3 ~ rt, 
j St rid 
‘ H Teller 
1 } Warr I 
Powe Vest 
bia Pugh, Valtha 
Ca H Reagan Washbura 
Co I Sanders Wi it 
‘ sawyer 
sherman 
I iu Shoup, 
ABSENT 
Casey Gray Piatt 
x ritt Hearst Ransom 
j ( Ingalls, Squ 
Ba I Jones of Arkansas, Stanford 
Blo Dolph Tones of Nevada Turpis 
br Eustis McMillan Van 
l E-varts, Moody Voorhees, 
Ca } Morgan Wilson of Iowa, 
‘ George, Pas Wilson of Md 
‘ Gil ’ettigrew, 


» the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CoCKRELL]. 
. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BLAIR. I think it would be well to know what the question 
s some voted under a misapprehension on the last vote. I under- 
d the question is direct and simple upon the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. Now, will the Chair 
please have the amendment read ? 





Che VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows 
Phat this act shall not be operative whenever the proper accounting 
a sha id that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such la 
! under a contract, express or implied, and has been paid there- 
t AMO t agreed 1 


The Secretary proce eded to call the roll. 
Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called 
ith the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
itor from South Dakota [ Mr. PETTIGREW 
would vote if present, and I withhold my vote. 

) WARREN (when Mr. CAREY’s name was called). My colleague 
Ir. CAREY] is paired with the Senator from Missouri { Mr. Cock- 


Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was ca'led). I am paired with the 

Senator from Delaware | Mr. GRAY 


enator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr]. By an arrangement for the 


I wish to announce my | 


I do not know how he | at the end of the proposition submitted by the Senator from Massa 
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vote for it. Therefore I announce the pair and do not vote on t 


question 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 24; as follows 





YEAS 
Allisor Hampto Payne, Shermar 
Ber Harris, Plumb Vest 
J i rn Higgins Power, Walthal 
( 3] Hiscock, Pugh Washburn 
Cok Jones of Arkansas, Reagan Voleott 
Dis McConnell, Sanders 
l i Morrill, Sawyer, 

NAYS—24 

Bla Gorman McPherson, Shoup 
Chandler, Hale, Manderson, Spooner, 
Dar Hawley Mitchell, Stewart 
Dawes Hoar Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Faulkner, Ingalls, Pierce, Teller, 
Frye Kenna Quay Warren, 

ABSENT—33 
Aldr Casey Gibson, Ranso 
Allen, Cockrell, Gray, Squire, 
Barbour Colquitt, Ficarst, Stanford 
Bat« Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Davis, McMillan Vance, 
Brown, Dolph, Moody, Voorhees 
Butler Eustis, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa 
Call Evarts Pasco, Wilson of Md 
Cameron, Farwell, Pettigrew, 
Carey George, Platt, 


So the amendment was azreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. In order to make this amendment symmetrical, | 
move tostrike out the words commencing on the seventh line with the 
word ‘‘ without,’’ to the word ‘‘ notwithstanding,’’ in the eleventh link 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment has already been agreed 
to. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I have another amendment that I wish to 
offer. It will be seen by the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] that this proposed law is only to 
cover cases occurring since March 4, 1877, but it includes everything, 
where the laborer, workman, or mechanic has worked by the day. It 
not only includes the navy yards and arsenals, but it includes the Ord 
nance Department, the Engineer Department, the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, every Department of the Government where a day laborer ha 
been employed, whether driving a team or doing anything else. 

It is obvious that this is going to take a large sum of money, perhap 
not so muchas it would if it went back to 1868. The Secretary ol 
Navy three years ago stated that it would require $3,000,000 for his D 


| partmentalone. Probably it would take half a million ora million mor 


to pay up to the present time. It seems to meit would be exceedingly 
proper, if this bill is to pass with the provision that these sums shai 


be paid, that we shall estimate some amount and make the appropria 
tion. I therefore presext an amendment which Iask to have insert: 


| chusetts. 


day my pair with the Senator from Georgia is transferred to the Sen- | 


ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the ! 


enior Senator from Georgia | Mr. Brown]. 


Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his named was called). Iam paired with the | 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were present, I should | 
vote “nay 


Ihe roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALprici] is paired for the day 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirt]. 

Mr. ALLISON My colleague | Mr. WILson, of Iowa] is absent 
on account of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Maryland 
{[Mr. WiLson]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
Pasco] with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry i. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam requested to state that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] is paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLer}. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WAr- 
REN | announced that I am paired with his colleague [Mr. CaREy]. 
I understand that he would vote against this amendment, and I should 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary. At the end of the amendment it is proposed t 
insert: 


And for the purpose of carrying this act into eftect the sum of $6,000,000, or so 
much thereof— 


Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps the Senator from Vermont was not awar 


/ | | that the Senator from Massachusetts moved to amend the amendment 
Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 


by striking out the provision as to paying these claims. 

Mr. MORRILL. It ought not to have been stricken out. I wish 
to have it inserted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the amend 
ment: 


And for the purpose of carrying this act into effect the sum of 96,000,000, or so 


| much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money i: 


the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. MORRILL. I have no doubt it will cost agreat deal more than 
that, but I think some sum ought to be mentioned in the bill if we 
pass it, so as to show what was the intention of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not the custom to appropriate beforehand fo: 
the payment of accounts which are afterwards to be adjudicated by th: 
accounting officers of the Treasury. It has always been the custom to 


| adjudicate them first and pay them afterwards, and it seems to me to 


be especially appropriate now to follow the precedent of the last hun 

dred years, because we do not know how many there are, how man: 
will come this year, and how many will come next year. If, howeve1 

we follow the universal custom of having the accounting officers report 
from time to time the accounts they have adjudicated, they will be 
sent to the Committee on Appropriations, and then the Committee on 
Appropriations, in the ordinary way, will report appropriations for 
them. 

I wanted this bill to carry a sufficient appropriation with it, and it 
was originally so drawn, but I have become satisfied that an adherens 
to that idea would work the defeat of the measure absolutely under 
rules which exist elsewhere. Rather than defeat the whole measure 
elsewhere and be responsible for it I withdrew that feature, and con- 
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cluded, on the whole, that I would follow the precedent that had I I 

ways been observed about every other account, namely, have it adjud 

cated by the proper officers of the Government, and then we can 

what it is and appropriate for it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this bill is something more than 
merely an examination by the accounting officers and a subsequent 1 . :; 
port. It states on the very tace of it that the ; 

Mr. DAWES. No, it does not say any D 
has before him a different bill from that whicl 
desk. . ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the same in legal effect exactly : : , 

Mr. DAWES. I agree to that. ; : AO 

Mr. MORRILL. I will read the bill as it stands at the desk. 

That whoever,asa laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been emp 
oron behalf of the Government of the United States since the 4th of 5 
1877, shall be paid for each eight hours, et 1 

;asw af 1 

Mr. President, I think that the second sober thought of the Sena- | a { ‘ ‘uly 
ator from Massachusetts is not as good as his first one; and I am in | 
favor, not of concealing in this bill what we are doing, but of giving | ‘ 
some indication of it on its very face. It will not be pretended, | ' 
think, by anybody who has investigated the subject that $6,000,000 | ' shed and pay 
will cover the amount. Yesterday the Senator from New Hampshire | |,), id purch 
[Mr. BLAtR] said the sam was estimated at $1,200,000, but he ad- ' ICE ] 
mitted that he thought it would be $1,800,000. To-day he is willi: ; 
to admit that it will cost three or four million dollars. (fr. PADDOC cae . 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator ought not to state that. Others have}. ') 4g 
made such statements who have paid no attention to what has been |“ yy) jaye pry 
going on. I havestated nothing of the kind to-day oratanytime. [| , ae 
have simply read from the report of the House committee that the « MMs nny) ' 
timate of the heads of Departments which they had received aggre- i 
gated $4,000,000. I have not undertaken to indorse or to give any | te cy , x) 7 
estimate any further than I gave on the basis I have stated. De a +7 

Mr. MORRILL. But those reports do not cover anything like all | ee ene ETI ae 
of the Departments of the Government. If he had received reports | tee “ rae 
from them all he would have found the sum would be very largely | ,,;. 5 , 
augmented. waa VT 

Mr. BLAIR. These indefinite threats of the immense masses of in- | a a 
debtedness which would be covered by this bill are themselves, as far | __ — 4 ‘ ; 
as I can learn, based upon nothing else but a desire to defeat the bill = Ar ; ov 
No data have been given by anybody with reference to the actual cost. | _ (4), 

The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL]| came in yesterday and 1 [Cr Pp : ' 
charged that the cost would be $30,000,000, and has not given a s C ° or ” +k : : 
tilla of evidence to indicate anything of the sort.  laccaeeeiad 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to repeat any of the arguments I a 7 . 
made yesterday, but I think it is fair that we should not deceive our- | Mis = : a ; 
selves or the public by concealing what is proposed to be done. Ithere- |”. Si “ah v4 : , 
fore offer the amendment. poaagetenpoe ee nee 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment ofthe | th eae . ee eae : 

Senator from Vermont. & 

Mr. GORMAN. I only desire to say, before voting on the amend- | ;. om 
ment of the Senator from Vermont, that after the adoption of theamend- | ” Mr Me W 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], practi- re ; ee ee 
cally excluding from any claim those who signed a contract, whether | , ae Cote eae ' 
under duress or otherwise, there is no necessity for making any appro Vie Tce . , 4 
priation. There will be absolutely nothing to pay underthis bill. I), ‘0° Viv © Sots": ee 
therefore shall vote against this amendment, because I regard tl sans ‘art. <x eae 
making of the appropriation as a farce. a KE dees ee hes WE 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the amendment of the | Gh a aX ee ee 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1 ]. : a 


The amendment was agreed to. = ae 

Mr. COCKRELL. I moveto amend in that portion of the bill which aa 7 See 
reads, ‘‘that since the 3d of March, 1877, up to the 3d of March, ha : 
1883 °° 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment hasalready been agreed Be , , 
to. b \ 








Mr. COCKRELL, I did not know that. Pre \] rr Fi ; ' 
Mr. INGALLS, Now, I should like to hear the bill read consecu ee on eee 7 o — 


i 
secu- ry. 










; tively as it has been amended. “aae oA r. pass : ’ I tht 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as amended. ie na te tact | 
) The Secretary read as follows: Mr. CASEY | Seren ‘< “1 oo as 
i 4 ’ 4 i Ss ALD | 'v 
That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by or senator irom 1 la | Mr. Pa 
on behalfof the Government of the United States since the 4th day of March, Mi U] 1en his na ulle 
4 shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as for a full da Q Sas 1 ware (Me ( 
8 work, without any reduction of pay on account of the reduction of the hours ¢ Pee eae Pie — 
: labor, any agreement between the United States and any such laborer, w i VANIIE (when Dis name i i 
4 man, or mechanic touching such compensation to the contrary ithsta that tl Senator from South Care ia | M ] 
ing. Andthe proper accounting officers are hereby directed to readjust the ¢ ee) Fs ucenmees larenen AT 
: counts to all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and report the same to : se open hase ras Jha al, acetal : 
: Congress, and all sums so paid shall be paid directly to the claimant or his im paired with the Senator from Oh oie: 
gal representatives: Provided, That this act shall not be operative whenever I it. I should vote I { 
the proper accounting officers shall find that such laborer, workman, or! ' DIXON (whe ae | 
chanic performed such labor or service under any contract expressed or implied copie ag P< sink. ieee maser tale lie F : y 
Fi and has been paid therefor the amount agreed upon. And for the purpose of | COlicague | Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator fro N 
} ; carrying this act into effect the sum of $6,000,000, orso much as may be necessary, | « rT i. 
| a is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- | — 4 OTD 1 1 ; ; 
% ; : : Ir. DOLPH (when his 1G W called), 1] 1 paired { 
g priated. i , 
‘ Senator from Georgia | Mr. Br v1. 
F Mr. PLUMB. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, | Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am pair 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. | Senator from Alabama [ Mr. M : 
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Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions arisingon this bill with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this proposition. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 


Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. VAN( E]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBovuR]. 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I inquire whether 
the Senator trom Wisconsin [Mr. SrooNER] is recorded as voting? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote, 

rhe roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. To make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—23., 


Allison, Dixon Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Berry, Edmunds, McConnell, Sherman, 
Biackburn, Hampton Morrill, Shoup, 
Carlisle Harris, Power, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pugh, Washburn, 
Coke, lliscock, Keagan, 
NAYS—22 

Chandler, Higgins, Paddock, Teller, 
Danie Hoar, Pierce Turpie, 
Dawes Kenna, Quay, Warren, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Frye, Manderson, Stewart 
Gorman, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 

ABSENT—43. 
Aldrich, Casey Hale, Plumb, 
Allen, Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, 
Barbour, Cullom, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Bate, Davis, Jonesof Nevada, Squire, 
Blair, Dolph, Me Millan, Stanford, 
Blodgett Eustis, Moody, Vance, 
Brown -varts, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Butler, Farwell, Pasco, Walthall, 
Call George, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Carey, CGiray, Platt, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE PHELAN. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, conveyed to the Senate the intelligence of the death of Hon. 


James Phelan, late a Representative from the State of Tennessee, and 
communicated the resolutions of the House thereon. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11120) pro- 
viding for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate, and is still 
open to amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I now renew the amendment, as the bill is in the 
Senate, which I offered in Committee of the Whole, and I call for the 
yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to say a word about that amend- 
ment. I think it ought to be adopted. The laborers and material 
men have no security if the contractor fails to pay over the money he 
receives from the Government. There is a case in point in my town, 
where a Government building was erected, and the contractor failed to 
pay the laborers and material men. There was some fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars due to parties who worked upon the building and who 
furnished material. They can have no redress except against the con- 
tractor. They are noteven allowed to sueon his bond. They haveno 
security whatever, and I do not see why, whenthe party gives notice, 
the money appropriated by the Government should not be held back; 
I do not see why the Government should pay the contractors and leave 
the laborers without compensation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 
I do not care to discuss the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate re- 
jected an amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON ]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator is not in order. My amendment is 
pending. 

Mr. HOAR. A motion to reconsider, I suppose, is a privileged mo- 
tion and may be made at any time. My motion will not interfere 
with the Senator. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That motion can not be made, I thirk, pending 
another question. This question is absolutely pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
Chair would rule that the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 

















is not in order at this time, the vote having been taken in Committee 
of the Whole and the bill now being in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator’s amendment to be 
simply to give the laboring men a lien upon the money in the hands 
of the Government officers after notice has been given of their claim? 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is all there isin it. 

Mr. DAWES. I call the attention of the Senator to the amendment 
I am in favor of his amendment—but it seems to be defective in not 
prescribing any method forenforcing the lien. A lien of that character 
is enforced in different States in different ways. I suggest to him 
whether he might not add a provision that such lien should be enforced 
according to the forms of procedure in the State where it exists, or 
something of that kind. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think it is well enough to leave that to the ex- 
ecutive officers of the Government at the outset. I do not know that 
it will be necessary to go beyond that at this time. It may be neces- 
sary hereafter to strengthen the law if this bill shall pass on the lines 
indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. That can 
be done hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY It is proposed to add as a newsection the following: 

Sec. 2. That to secure laborers their wages for labor performed by them, and 
material men the amounts due for material furnished by them for use on any 
Government building, orother improvement for the United States, said labor- 
ers or material men may file with the proper officers or agent having charge of 
such work a sworn itemized statement of such labor or material furnished, 
showing the amounts past due and unpaid to them, with a duly authenticated 
copy of the contract, if any, under which such labor was performed and mate- 
rial furnished. And such notice shall constitute a lien on any and all moneys 
due, or to become due, fromthe Government for such labor and material, for 
the benefit of the laborers and material men by whom such labor was per- 
formed or material was furnished and payment for which is past due and un- 
paid, whether said money may belong to the original or any subcontractor 
who actually employed such labor and purchased such material for such use. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe as heartily as any one can in the general 
principle that the laborer is entitled to a lien for his work for whom- 
soever done or whoever may be the contractor, even when the Gov- 
ernment is the ultimate employer, but this amendment does not pro- 
vide a sufficient remedy inthis case. How can a disbursing officer pass 
upon these liens? Certainly he should not be asked to do it, because 
he is bound to pay in a particular way to the contractor. 

Unless some provision is made by which this remedy can be enforced 
it will be imperfect. Therefore I think, with due deference to my 
friend from Nebraska, he will see that his amendment can not be etf- 
fective if he will consider how the officers are required to pay out these 
limited appropriations. For instance, an appropriation is made of a 
certain amount fora publicbuilding. Claims for liens of various kinds 
coming in might result sometimesin adouble payment. It seems to 
me a disbursing oflicer ought not to be compelled to take the responsi- 
bility of enforcing alien. There ought to be some provision made by 
which proceedings could be had in some proper tribunal to determine 
the validity and the nature of the lien. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if this 
bill should be enacted into law if it would not be competent for the 
proper executive officer to instruct the disbursing oflicer or the proper 
officer whoever he might be, under rules and regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the executive officer having charge of the subject, to con- 
form his action to the statute in such way as the executive officer 
might think proper for the protection of laborers and material men. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There ought to be something in the nature of a 
semijudicial proceeding to determine whether the lien applies. A dis- 
bursing officer would not know how to pay this money. He is under 
bond and bound to follow the law. He can not pass upon these various 
claims. It seems to me it would jeopardize the bonds and the liability 
of nearly all public sureties. 

I should have no objection to the amendment if it provided for pro- 
ceedings in a proper court and for the court ordering the disbursing 
officerto pay. Then, as a matter of course, the law would direct him, 
but if he should undertake to decide upon a lien of this kind without 
the decision of a court or some proper persons to pass upon these claims, 
he might subject himself to very grave liabilities and might involve 
himself in serious trouble. 

Mr. EVARTS. I rose to make an intimation of objection such as 
the Senator from Ohio has made; but I will speak more distinctly on 
the point that there is no provision of lien laws prevalent in our States, 
and very properly so prevalent, that does not provide for a prompt and 
speedy determination by judicial proceeding of a lien if it is contested. 

This amendment is entirely imperfect. It will not do to say that 
the mere claim of a lien is to retard, and indefinitely retard, the pay- 
ment to the contractor. If the contractor accepts the lien, that is very 
well, and the matter can be speedily settled; but if the contractor re- 
jects, if he says it is fraudulent, it is mistaken, it is unjust, then the 
payment would be tied up, and we have no law providing for the reso- 
lution of the lien. 

This sabject has no connection with the bill before the Senate. If 
a laudable purpose of having a proper lien established under our laws 
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is to be created, then it should be by a bill paying proper attention to 
all the necessary conditions ofsuchan arrest of payment. I hope, there- 
fore, that this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not wish to say anything as to 
the propriety of putting this amendmenton the bill. My attention 
was attracted by the amendment as at first proposed, in which it was 
provided that the money should be paid over by the disbursing officer 
to the person establishing the lien. I have since had some conversa- 
tion with the Senator from Nebiaska [ Mr. PADpocK] in regard to it, 
and I see he has omitted that provision. 

I do not think the objections which are made as to how this provision 
would work out as a matter of laware correct. Inthe first place, there 
can not bea double payment unless the disbursing ojlicer chooses to 
take the responsibility of paying overthe money. I donot suppose he 
would do that. Il apprehend it would be lett to be judicially ascer- 
tained to whom the money belonged, and therefore there would be no 
double payment. A payment under the direction or judgment of a 


court to the party establishing the lien would be the discharge of that | 


much indebtedness to the original or subcontractor. 
jection is concerned, I think it is not well taken. 

In regard to the question of the United States being sued, it is the 
generai rule that the Government can not be sued unless it has author- 
ized the citizen to sue it. But would not this amendment authorize 
the citizen to sue the Government? It establishes the legal right. If 
the fact was shown, it would establish a lien upon specific money in 
the hands of an oflicer of the Government, and it has been decided often 
by the courts—I am not able now to refer from memory to the cases, 
but I can find them—that wherever a court acquires jurisdiction of 
property, as an admiralty court, for instance, in which rights are to be 
determined, then those rights may be determined without any special 
authorization. We passed an act not long ago in which we authorized 
suits to be brought on all contracts in the Federal courts. Would not 
this provision, which gives the right to a specific sam of money in the 
hands of a disbursing officer, come within the purview of that act? 

I think it would. I think the course would be this: If a lien was 
established the parties would have to bring some proceeding to obtain 
the money, which they may do now on a contract in the Court of 
Claims or in a Federal court, and the right is to be determined as he- 
tween the contractor and the claimant of the lien. 


So tar as that ob- 


The disbursing 


officer would have to appear and set out the fact that on a certain day | 


a certain notice was served upon him, and he awaited the judgment 
of the court as to whom he should pay the money. It would be like 
a garnishee or an ordinary attachment under a State law. 

The only provision, it seems to me, that isnecessary—and I do not sup- 
pose that would be necessary—to carry out the provision would be to 
have the district attorney authorized and directed to appear for and 
represent the disbursing officer in any such proceeding. 
impression in regard to the law of the case. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] and the 
Senator from New York | Mr. EvArtTs ], that it would be better, when we 
enter upon this most important and, as I believe, most necessary and 
beneficial legislation, to take time enough to understand all these ques- 
tions and provide a complete law upon thesubject. But I believe this 
amendment standing alone would be effective. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDocK }. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I move the amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] which I moved 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That has already been agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no question pending, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. None whatever. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Chair was in error in his declaration 
as to the presence of a quorum on the last vote, which was 19 to 24. 
I ask " the yeas and nays on the amendment. [‘‘ Too late!’ ‘‘Too 
late !”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state that under the 
circumstances he feels it proper, if the demand is seconded, that the 
yeas and nays should be ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska [ Mr. PADDock]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Nebraska. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from South Dakota [Mr. Perriagrew]. I! he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
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Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). I am paired w 
Senator 1 Florida [Mr. Pas 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was ¢a 1 Iam paired with 


Senat rom Delaware | Mr. GRraA\ ] have not beenable to ascertain 
how he would vote if present, and | the e ld my vot 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was i), J b pair vith tl 
Senator from Alabama | Mr. M 

Mr. GEORGE (when bis name was 1 im paired with t 
sel 1 Lo 1a | Mr. 1 sent, I sl l 

Mi Ir Al WW sna e was Calle I ‘ “en 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSoM 

Mr. TURPIE ime ¥W is called l am pa 1 th th 
Senator from M 1 iM were pl t. | ild 
vote ‘‘ yea 

MIr. VEST (when his nar \ 1 IT am paired with 
ior Senator from Kansas [| M If he were present, | 1 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll call was conclud 

Mr. WALTHALI [ 1] 1 wit enut om \ msin 
| Mr. SPOONER 

Mr. PLATT. [announce aga t oO 
from Virginia | Mr. BAR | ) 
on any proposition on this bill, and 
vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the Senator fro reo! \I 
BROWN I understood the inior Senator from Mis M 

) WALTHALL] to announce that he was paired with the ior Senato 
from Wisconsin |Mr. SpooNER], If ag ible to th lator from 

| Mississippi we will exchange pairs, so that we may both vote to mak 
a quorum. 

Mr. WALTHALI That will be agreeable to1 

Mr. DANIEL. lam jueste i to state that the ut ym | in 
sylvania | Mr. CAMERON | is paired with the Senator from South Car 
olina | Mr. BUTLER 

Mr. CULLOM I understand the snuoquorum. I theretore vote 
wee 

Mr. CALL. I wish to announce the pair of m yllea M 
PASCO] with the Senator trom North Dakota { Mr. Casey], 

Mr. COCK RELI I am paired with the Senat from Wyoming 
[Mr. CAREY]. I will vote in this case to ma 1orum, if his col- 
league has no objection. I vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam at liberty to vote to make a « 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. <A quorum has vote 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I withhold my vote 

rhe result was announced—yeas 31, nays 1 is follow 

YEAS 
Allison ( ym i S 
Berry D> Foltonne 3 
Blackburn D i Tat « S 
Blair Faulkner, ‘ I 
Carlisle Ha nm Paddoc W ‘ 
Chandle Har Pier \\ 
Cockrell Hoar yl WW 
c's € Ingalls _ vy 

NAYS 
Dixor Higgins, Power Shermar 
Edmunds Hiscock 1 Shoup 
Frve Morrill, Reagan, Wash 
Hawley, Pas ~~ 

ABSENT 
Aldrich, Colquitt Ilears 40 
Allen, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Sy 
Barbour, Dawes fonesof N ud 1 | 
Rate, Eustis MeMilla Purp 
Blodgett, E varts, MePhersor \ 
Brown, Farwell, Mood \ 
Butler, George, \I i Voorh a 
Call Gibson Pas \\ I . 
Cameron, Gorman, Pettigrew Wilson of Md. 
(ar ‘ Platt 
Casey il P 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR I now move as an aflirmative amendment the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
moves an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the proviso 


senator 


from Massachusett 


But no agreement shall be within this proviso, eithe 
vhich was exacted by any Government officer as a conditi 
retention in the public service. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I voted against that amendment in 
Committee of the Whole under a misapprehension of the question 
supposing that the vote was upon the amendment the Senator from 

| Missouri and not on the amendment to it, and it w ted bya single 
vote. I therefore renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 


Mr. HARRIS. What is the qi 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


estion, Mr. President? 


The amendment will be again stated, 
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The Secretary again read the amendment. 


Mr. INGALLS. What is the proviso to which “the amendment is 
offered 7 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 

to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
s act shall not be operative whenever the proper account- 
r shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such 
r or 8 e under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid 
therefor the amount agreed upon; but no agreement shall be within this pro- 
viso, either as to price or time, which was exacted by any Government officer as 
a condition of employment or retention in the public service. 





The proviso will be read as proposed 


i rid Phat thi 


Mr. HOAR. This amendment was submitted originally by the Sen- 
ator {rom Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Originally by myself, and renewed by the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR, The vote was 24 to 25, or something of that sort. I 
voted against it, supposing the vote was upon another proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is a very important amendment. Let us 


have the yeas and nays on it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 
Mr, ALLEN (when his name was called), I again announce my 


pair with the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. BATE]. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [ Mr. PET TIGRE w]. 


Mr. WARREN (when Mr. CAREY’sname was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Carry] is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL]. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from F lorida [Mr. Pasco}. If he were present, I should vote 
" Vea. 


Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I a 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). 1am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
bill with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was calied). 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Barbour]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], who I am informed 
would vote against this amendment and did soin Committee of the 
Whole. I will therefore vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that there is not a quorum present, 
and I therefore am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. WAaR- 
REN | has announced the fact that I am paired with his colleague [ Mr. 
CAREY]. Ishould vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present, and I understand 
he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 


gain announce my 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—235 
Allison, Frve, McPherson, Stewart, 
Blair, Gorman, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Paddock, Warren. 
Daniel, Iioar, Pierce, 
Dawes, . Ingalls, Quay, 
Faulkner Kenna, Spooner, 

NAYS—24. 
Berry Hampton, Payne, Sherman, 
Blackburn Harris, Power, eeu 
Carlisle Hiseock, Pugh, Ves 
Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, w aithall, 
Dixon, McConnell, Sanders, ‘Washburn, 
Edmunds Morrill, Sawyer, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—39. 

Aldrich, Casey, Gray, Plumb, 
Allen, Cockrell, Hale, Ransom, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Hearst, Squire, 
Bate, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Dolph, MeMillan, Turpie, 
Brown, Eustis, Moody, Vance, 
Butler, Evarts, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Call Farwell, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, George, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Carey, Gibson, Platt, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like a separate vote upon the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. MorriLi] providing an appropria- 
tion. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That has already been concurred in. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand it had been concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole have been concurred in and it was so announced. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to reconsider the vote by which that amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the Senator vote for it? 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There was no yea and nay vote, and | move to recon- 
sider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate concurred in the 
amendment, adopted in Committee of the Whole, which will now be 
reported. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
Whole? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenator from New Hampshire wants a separate 
vote upon the amendment, I understand. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want a separate vote onit, but I was informed that 
it was concurred in with the other amendments en masse. I did not 
know that the amendments had been adopted en masse. There was no 
yea and nay vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the amendments made i 
of the Whole have been concurred in in the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is true. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the suggestion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, I suggest to the Chair, is out of order. He might have asked a 
separate vote upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, if he had chosen to do so, before the amendments had been con- 
curred in in the Senate, but now that they have been concurred in his 
motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire is to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate concurred in the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. That, I should hold, was in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. If that be the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, it is in order, in my opinion. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion I made was to reconsider the vote by 
which this particular amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That can not be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. That particular amendment was not concurred in by 
any particular vote of the Senate. Ifthe Senator proposes to recon- 
sider the vote by which all the amendments were concurred in, that 
motion would be in order, in my opinion. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is splitting hairs. This is not the way busi- 
ness is usually done in the Senate. The question was submitted upon 
concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 
nem. con. It was strictly informal. There was no vote taken, and | 
have never before heard a suggestion that when a Senator desired a 
separate vote in the Senate on an amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole he was not allowed to have it. I submit, therefore, that 
we are going back on the record of the body. The Senator from New 
Hampshire ought not to be put to a motion to reconsider if he states 
that he did not know that these motions were submitted and the amend- 
ments concurred in. Upon that suggestion alone a vote ought to be 
taken on the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. If there be no objection, then, I will ask for a separate 
vote upon the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] by which a certain amount is appropriated by the bill. I wish 
to state as my reason for it, that such is the parliamentary condition of 
matters in the other House that I am assured that if the bill reaches 
the House 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope right here that that will not be continued. 
That is entirely ont of order. It destroys the independence of the two 
Houses to advert to what is going on in one House as an argument for 
what should be done in the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order 
suggested by the Senator from Kansas. No reference should be made 
to the proceedings in the other body, where those matters may affect 
the proceedings in this body. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow me, 
I will withdraw all objection to his having a separate vote upon the 
particular amendment that he suggests, without being forced to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendments were concurred in in 
the Senate, so that by unanimous consent he may have aseparate vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that a separate vote be taken on the amend- 
ment adopted as in Committee of the Whole on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and the 
question recurs now upon concurring in the amendment adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole, submitted by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On which we must have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read. 


Is the bill in the Senate or in Committee of the 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 


And for the purpose of carrying this act into effect the sum of 96,000,000, or so 
much as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. The vote is on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTTicREew]. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
“*nay.?? 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I announce that I 
have transferred my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. CAREY] | 
to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and that leaves me at lib- 
erty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called), 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ]. 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [ Mr. CoLQuiTT]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 
called from the Chamber. 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the Sen- 
If he were present, I should vote 


Iam paired with the 
I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the | 


If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
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My colleague [Mr. MCMILLAN] has been | 
He is paired with the Senator from North | 


| ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquITr}. 


I desire to state that I am paired with the Senator | 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 25; as follows: | 
© , 

YEAS—21. 
Allison, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Berry, Edmunds, MeConnell, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Morrill, Vest, 
Carlisle, Harris, Payne, Walthall, } 
Cockrell, Higgins, Power, Washburn, 
Coke, Hiscock, Pugh, Wolcott. 

NAYS—25. 
Blair, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pierce, Stockbridge, | 
Daniel, Ingalls, Quay, Teller, | 
Dawes, Kenna, Sanders, Warren. 
Faulkner, MePherson, Sherman, 
Frye, Manderson, Spooner, 


Gorman, 


Mitchell, 


Squire, 


ABSENT—39. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. It is just as well on that as any other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are demanded on 
the engrossment of the amendment, and the third reading of the bill 
The yeas and nays were ordered: aud the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called I am paired h the Sen- 
ator trom Tennessee [| Mr. Batt 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Lam p 1 with the S« 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Pet REV I do not Know how | 
would vote if present, and I withhold my vote 

Mr. WARREN (when Mr. CAREY'S name was called My colleague 
Mr. CAREY] is paired with the Senator trom Missouri | Mr. C 

| RELL]. I understand that an arrangement has been made tran F 
| the pair to the Senator {1 Kansas [Mr. PLUM My x 
would vote ** yea,’’ if present 

Mr. DOLPH (when his n was called I pairc t] 
Senator trom Georgia | Mr. |] 

Mr. EVARTS (when his nat \ lled lam paired with th 
Senator from Alabama | Mr. M S / 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired on th 
passage of this bill with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. ] It 
he were present. he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘nay 

Mr. PLATT (when his hamuie was called Iam paired with theS 
ator from Virginia | Mr. BARBoI . 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called I am paired with 

| Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. DAvis If he w ! t, I 
| vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. DIXON. I inquire if the vator from South ¢ ) iM 


HAMPTON | has voted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. DIXON. lam paired with that Senator and th 
hold my vote. My colleague | Mr. ALpRicH] 


refore with 


is paired with the Se 


Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to be advised if aquorum has voted 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. <A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 
JONES], reserving the right to vote tomake aquorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr 
BATE], who is necessarily absent from the sessions of the Senate, 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ on this proposition. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JoNEs] is abse 
without a pair and he is opposed to this bill. 
the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Evstis} 
sas [Mr. JoNES], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


Il vote ‘‘ nay. 


l transfer my pair with 


to the Senator from <A 





Aldrich, Casey, Gray, Plumb, 

Allen, Colquitt, Hale, Ransom, 

Barbour, Cullom, Hearst, Shoup, 

Bate, Davis. Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 

Blodgett, Dolph, MeMillan, Turpie, 

Brown, Eustis, Moody, Vance, 

Butler, Evarts, Morgan, Voorhees, | 

Call, Farwell, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, | 

Cameron, George, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md, | 

Carey, Gibson, Platt, 
So the amendment was not concurred in. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is, Shall the amend- 
ment be engrossed and the bill read a third time? 


Mr. GEORGE. 


I desire to make one remark only about the bill as 


it now stands. The adoption of the amendment offered by the Sena- | 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs], which withdraws from the 
operation of the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] all cases in which it was made a condition of employment | 
or of retention that the party should work ten hours a day, ieaves 
the bill in this very remarkable and, allow me to say, absurd position, 
that it submits, without any provision for the summoning of wit- 
nesses, to the decision of the accounting officers of the Treasury the | 
determination of the two questions to which I have alluded, which 
will depend in every single case upon parol testimony; so that as the | 
matter now stands the whole efficacy of this bill is made to depend 
upon the decision of a question by a subordinate officer in the Treasury, | 
which question can only be determined by the hearing of evidence, | 
which evidence must be parol, and there is no provision made what- | 
ever for the summoning of witnesses and for the representation of | 
either the Government or of the claimant. That isthe attitude now in | 
which this bill stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the amendments be engrossed 
and the bill read the third time? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 

Mr. PLATT. On the third reading ? 








Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I witndraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Wyoming | M 
CAREY ]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from D 
ware [Mr. GRAY]. Ihave aright to vote if my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum. I therefore inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 1 
Florida [Mr. Pa 

rhe result was announced—yeas 29, nays 19; as follows 

YEAS—2 
Blair, Higgins Paddoc 
Chandle1 Hoat Pierce 
Daniel Ingalls Quay ‘ 
Dawes, Kenna Sanders Warre 
Faulkner, McConne!l Sherma \ 
Frye, MecPherso shou, 
Gorman Manders Spoon 
Hale, Mitchell, squire 
VAYS—I 
ke Payt Sa 
Creorg Plun \ 
I Powe W t i 

ri Pugh W 
Coke Reagan 

A BSENT—40 
Aldric} Casey, Gibso Pas 
Allen Cockrell, Gray, Pett 
Barbout Colquitt Hampton P 
Bate, Cullom Hawley I 5 
Blodgett Davis, Hearst, Stanford 
Brown Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, ‘l'u 
Butler Dolph, Jones of Nevada Va 
Call, Eustis, MeMillar \ 
Cameron, Evarts, Moody, Mi f J 
Carey, Farwell, Morgar \\ 


So the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now let the third reading of the bill be in full. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary wi il 

The SECRETARY. The bill as amended is: 

Be it enacted, ete., That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has 


been employed by or on behalf of the Goverment of the U: 
4th day of March, 1877, up to the 3d day of March, 1883, shall be paid for 
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hours he has been employed as for a full day’s work. And the proper account- 
ing officers are hereby directed to readjust the accounts to all such laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics, and report the same to Congress, and all sumsso paid 
shall be paid directly to the claimant or his legal representatives: Provided, That 
thisact shall not be operative whenever the proper accounting officers shall find 
that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or services under 
any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount agreed 
upon; but no agreement shall be within this proviso either as to price or time 
which was exacted by any Government officers a condition of employment or 
retention in the public service: Provided, That no contract made or entered into 
prior to the passage of thisact for the paymeut of any fee or compensation to be 
paid to secure or aid in securing the payment of any claim recognized or pro- 
vided for herein shall be recognized by any official of the Government. 

Sec. 2. That to secure laborers their wages for labor performed by them, and 
material men the amounts due for material furnished by them for use on any 
Government building or other improvement for the United States,said laborers 


or material men may file with the proper officer or agent having charge of such 
work a sworn itemized statement of such labor or material furnished, show- 


ing the amounts past due and unpaid to them, with a duly authenticated copy 
of the contract, if any, under which such labor was performed and material 
furnished, And such notice shall constitute a lien on any and all moneys due, 
or to become due, from the Government for such labor and material, for the 


benefit of the laborers and material men by whom such labor was performed 
or material was furnished, and payment for which is past due and unpaid, 
whether said money may belong to the original or any subcontractor who 
actually employed such labor and purchased such material for such use. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the question now, ‘‘ Shall the bill pass?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iacknowledge having violated the rules of the Sen- 
ate by not voting on the late vote, but I was somewhat uncertain as 
to what my duty was. I was going to ask that the bill be printed and 
that we take the vote without debate, upon the yeasand nays, on Mon- 
day, immediately after the conclusion of the morning hour; but I do 
not insist upon that, because there seems to be a considerable majority 
in the Senate in favor of the bill. 

I believe in the general equity of the claims of these men. I be- 
lieve there is an equity if the amount could be ascertained. I think 
Congress has acted in that direction heretofore. I have, with all due 
deference to the Senate, very little respect for the billas it now stands. 
I do not think it is creditable to legislative wisdom. If I should vote 
tor the bill I could only defend my vote on the ground that I was vot- 
ing for a bill I did not like in the hope that something would come 
out of it in conference. I do not believe it is worth $5 to the claim- 
ants as it stands now. 

Mr. TELLER. I have been in favor of some bill that would relieve 
these laborers from what I believed was a gross imposition upon them 
by Government officials. I shall vote for this bill, but I do not believe, 
as it now stands, it is of any considerable value to the parties who I 
think have been improperly treated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should have added that there is tacked on to this 
bill something wholly foreign to the general purpose of it, an attempt 
to create a mechanics’ lien, acrude and very imperfect provision. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to state that in the confusion in which some 
of the business has been transacted it has very likely escaped the no- 
tice of some members of the Senate that the rejection of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILu], adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, providing for an appropriation, and the adoption 
of an addition to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri leave 
the bill on the whole, I think, in very good shape. I have great hopes, 
as the bill now stands, that the desire of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will 
be substantially attained. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I shall vote for this bill because I 
believe that the laborers who worked at a certain scale of labor are en- 
titled to be paid according to the law which the Government enacted 
to regulate the times of their labor. AsI understand this matter, the 
Congress of the United States, which had the right to doit, made eight 
hours the yardstick of a day’s labor, and after getting ten hours, in- 
stead of eight, have not paid for the labor they obtained according to 
the measure which they themselves provided. 

I simply call attention to the fact that when there were creditors of 
this Government who bought bonds of the Government at sixty or 
seventy cents upon the dollar, with a law declaring that they might be 
payable in coin or legal-tender notes, this Government has not only 
paid debts in coin which were payable in paper, but has devised the 
regulations of its Treasury and its acts of Congress so as to make ‘‘coin”’ 
mean gold, and, in addition to that, has gone into the market at a time 
when it was attempting to enhance the price of its bonds and paid 
premiums of 20 per cent. upon them, and at times as much as 25 and 
28 per cent. in addition in gold, and yet many of the same persons who 
obtained and carried out this policy now object to paying the laborer 
according to the contract which the Government made. I can not be 
a party to any such repudiation of the obligations of this Government, 
and shall therefore vote for this bill. 

Mr. President, while I am aware that the bill is not in the best shape, 
it is in the best shape that the friends of the measure can get it, and I 
believe it will result in men being paid what was fairly due to them 
according to the law in such case made and provided. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Presideut, I have never before heard it asserted 
that two wrongs made a right. I shall vote against this bill, notwith- 
standing the fact that the Government of the United States has from 
time to time voted to repay to the State of Virginia moneys which that 
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State loaned to the Government or gave to the Government in order to 
make a real-estate speculation out of the location of the national Cap- 
ital. If I were disposed to make a grab or enable somebody else to 
make a grab, because the State of Virginia had made one, I should 
vote for this bill; but not being in favor of that sort of proposition, | 
can not. 

I shall vote to carry out every contract which the Government has 
made, As this bill stands, it does not carry out contracts and does not 
purport to carry them out; but it says in terms if any man thinks he 
has been damaged by reason of a contract which he voluntarily made 
with the Government, he may come before the auditing officers of the 
Treasury, and, upon the claim of quantum meruit, show, notwithstand 
ing he offered to work for a dollar a day, he was entitled to $5 a day, 
because his services were worth somuch. It violates, in my judgment, 
every principle which ought to obtain in legislation. 

If it be true, as the Senator from Virginia says—and, of course, | 
suppose he has some reason, which I have not, for saying so—that the 
Government has not paid its debt according to its promise, I am not 
therefore in favor of paying something which it did not agree to pay, 
which, in my judgment, is a burden upon the general taxpayers of the 
United States and a recognition of an inequitable and unjust princi- 
ple. The Senator from Virginia, of course, has reasons of his own for 
objecting to the national debt, with which I have nothing todo. With 
me, the simple question is, shall I vote to enlarge the obligations of 
the Government beyond the contracts which men entered into when 
they agreed to serve it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, I shall vote against the passage of 
this bill for the reason that the employment was eagerly sought and 
gladly accepted upon the terms proposed by the Government. The 
services, I suppose, were satisfactorily performed and paid for in strict 
conformity with the agreement of the parties. When those services 
were performed and paid for, according to the agreement of the parties, 
the matter was ended, and these claimants have no more right to de- 
mand further compensation than the man who never performed a duty 
to the Government. 

It is a cold, undisguised bounty, a donation, a pandering to an ele- 
ment, a particular class, for which I have no respect. I am in favor 
of paying every cent that the Government or anybody else owes; that 
is, I am in favor of the fellow who owes it paying; but, not recogniz- 
ing the slightest shadow of justice or equity in this demand and re- 
garding it as a mere bounty, a pandering to the demands of a particu- 
lar class, I shall vote with great pleasure against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Although this bill is not in such shape as I de- 
sire, I shall vote for it because Government officers had no right to 
make a contract for more than eight hours of daily labor. They ought 
to have obeyed the law. If, having the power to employ laborers, they 
have taken advantage of their position and required them to make con- 
tracts or arrangements whereby more than eight hours was required, 
I think it was an exaction that should not have been made. I vote fo: 
this bill, although it is not in perfect shape, to vindicate the law and 
to do justice so far as this bill will do it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I have taken no part in this de- 
bate since the bill was brought before the Senate. I have voted for 
each and every amendment that I thought would better the bill to 
enable these laborers to secure from the Government what I believe to 
equitably due to them. 

From 1868 to this very hour the same law has been upon the statute 
books making eight hours a legal day’s labor. The different Depart- 
ments of the Government fix the wages to be paid to laborers in the dif- 
ferent navy yards and in the public works wherever public works are 
goingon. Whena laborer makes application foremployment the agent 
or officer of the Government stands with the law of Congress confront- 
ing him, which fixes the hours of labor at eight hours a day. Now, | 
should like to ask some Sepvator to tell me what right any agent of the 
Government, with that law upon the statute book, had to exact ten 
hours’ labor for eight hours’ pay. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let meask the Senator, has not a laborer the right 
to work ten hours if he wants to under that law ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Most assuredly. 

Mr. PLUMB. And has not the Government officer a right to ac- 
cept that labor if he desires to do so? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That does not answer the question. Let me 
say to the Senator from Kansas on the one side we have a great, pow- 
erful, wealthy Government, and on the other side, as one of the con- 
tracting parties, we have what? A poor, suffering laboring man, per- 
haps with a starving family. That laboring man is not an independ- 
ent contractor, and can not be. Heis not an independent man, for 
he is obliged to labor and he is obliged to accept the terms the Govy- 
ernment officer may give to him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator if the man is any more 
obliged to work only eight hours a day, or obliged to work for any num- 
ber of hours, than he is obliged to work for a certain price per diem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me instead give the Senator an illustra- 
tion. Since the passage of the McKinley tariff bill, which it was sup- 
posed would have the effect of raising the wages of labor all over this 
country, there has been an attempt made in certain industries in the 
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country to reduce the wages of labor, and in a large industry in my 
State the wages have been cut down 22 per cent. The laborers, hav- 
ing their families located there, are obliged to accept the terms, what- 
ever they may be. They can not move away; they can notseek other 
employment; they are at the mercy of the employers. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator puts it upon the basis of the McKin- 
ley bill, I do not know but that 1 shall b2 agreeing with him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We all understand that 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator from New Jersey pardon me for a 
suggestion ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. It seems to me that in direct, logical line with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] there can be no 
question whatever that the Government official had a right to accept 
ten hours or fourteen hours or as many hours as any man could work, 
but not as constituting a day’s work, and no man will question the 
proposition that he could accept six hours’ work or four hours’ work, 
and yet everybody will concede that that four or six hours’ work 
would only constitute a proportionate part of a day’s work. If he 
could accept more work or less work he would pay in one case more 
and in the other case unquestionably he would pay less. 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose the case to have been this, which I assume 
it to have been in every case practically, that the Government official 
says: ‘‘I will pay you $1.50 for ten hours labor,’’ and the party ac- 
cepted it, got his money, and went his way,what are you going to do 
then? 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
any such proposition. 

Mr. PLUMB. He ought to have offered the man $5, I suppose. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In the first place, the very moment the officer 
made the proposition it was coercion as to two hours a day extra labor. 
From 1868 to this very hour every single employé of this Government 
has been paid the usual rate of daily wages for eight hours’ labor, ex- 
cept the laborers whom we propose to pay under this bill. 
want to know where the equity is in making an invidious distinction 
as to laborers employed between the years 1877 and 1883, who were 
made to labor ten hours a day, while all other laborers, working in the 





The Government officer had no right to make 


same capacity and in the same works, from 1868 to 1891, under the | 


same law, have been paid for eight hours’ labor at the same rate per 
day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iwill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Suppose the Government to be constructing a great 
gun or a vessel and it is deemed important that it shall be completed 
within a reasonably short time. Only a small number of men can be 
profitably employed in the work upon it at the same time, and we will 
say $1.50 a day is regarded as fair wages for the eight-hour day; but 
the officer of the Government says ‘‘I will pay you $2.50 to work ten 
hours or twelve hours a day in order to meet this emergency.’’ Does 
the Senator pretend to say that the Government can not enter intoa 
contract with the laborer to pay him $2 or $2.50 a day to meet this 
emergency and to press that work forward? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I am not stating any such proposition, and I 
wholly agree with the Senator from Tennessee on that; but the Senator 
from Tennessee must be aware of the fact that the Navy Department, 
by way of illustration, makes a rule or regulation in the Department, 


which has all the force and effect of a law upon the statute books of 
They declare that $2 per day, for instance, shall be | 


the United States. 
the rate of wages in the navy yards for a day’s labor, or $3 per day or 


Now, I | 
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$4 per day, as the case may be, for skilled labor; but, as the law pro- | 


vides that a day’s labor shall be eight hours, then he would have a per- 
fect right to make an extra contract for the additional hours of labor, 
but on no other condition. 

Why, Mr. President, see what we have done in Congress during the 
past two or three sessions. Take, for instance, the vessels that were 
contracted for with certain contractors by the Government during the 
late war. They were paid their contract price for those vessels and 


after they were paid in full and receipted to the Government they | 


then got boards of survey to examine the vessels as to some extra 
allowances, and awards were made to them and a second contract price 
was paid and receipted for in full, and a third was paid in like manner. 

We have paid out upon those equities, if that be the term, more 
than a million dollars on some seven or eight vessels. It will hardly 
do, while we have been in the habit of paying these equities upon such 
contracts as these, when we come to deal with the laborers of the United 


} 


| ets of the taxpayers of this country. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. TheSenator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] 
speaks of *‘ the laborers of the United States.’’ This is not a contest 
between the laborers of the United States and a rich monopolizing Gov 
ernment. It is a contest between a select few, a Governmental class, 
who, by reason of the political end social power and influence back of 
them, have been able to get into these soit places and to get from 50 
cents to a dollar a day more than other laborers could get. 

It is that select class against the toiling millions of this country, 
who constitute the taxpayers and the Government. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is not the laborers of the United States who are provided for 
here. This bill comes here under false colors and it 
its face. 

Talk about ‘‘laborers of the United States. 
borers of the United States.’’ This is for the select class, the tavored 
few, those who enjoy the smiles of political and social intluence and 
manage to get these rich plums and press all the other laborers out and 
make them stand aside. 

Mr. MCPHERSON Whose laborers are we dealing with in this 
bill? Ifthey were not the laborers of the United States, whose labor- 
ers were they ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. These 15,000 favored individuals 
we are dealing with here, the men who have received 
than anybody else in their neighborhoods. They are th 
have been favored, the men who have worked under shelt: 
cover, and now they want achance to put their hands into the pock 
the laboring people of this country and take from them some of theit 
hard earnings. It is a favored, pampered, governmental, aristocrat 
class under the Government, trying to get their hands into the pock 


is a fraud upon 


These are not ‘‘la- 


ire the ones 


r wages 






ien who 


r, under 





It is not the laboring pe 
nota bit of it. It is simply robbery under the forms of law; nothing 
more, nothing less, nothing else. 

It is 15,000 highwaymen standing up, telling the farmers of the 
United States, the class who labor all hours, to stand up in line until 
these favored few can traverse that line and stick their hands into the 
pockets of every one of the laboring people in this country and take 
out a share of their hard earnings. Do not tell us that it is in tl 





name of the laboring people of the United States. No, Mr. President, 
the 65,000,000 of people of the United States are the Government 
There is no such thing as arich, powerful Government oppressing any 
body. 

it is because of the power and the domination of the favored classes 
that the power of legislation has been turned against the masses and in 
favor ot the classes, and this is one of the worst cases that I have seen 


presented to this Congress. It is a bill for a favored class and agains 
the great mass of the country. It says tothem, ‘‘Stand and de! 
Give up a share of your hard earnings to us, the favored few. They 
have been having a good time working under shelter, well cared for 
paid promptly, and never losing a cent of their wages during the whole 
time, but received it monthly and sometimes semimonthly. It was 
always paid promptly, and they had no taskmastersoverthem. They 
worked short hours, and they would almost have taken a man’s life 
rather than let him get the soft places they were enjoying. It is the 
class, the favored class, the governmental class, the aristocratic official 
class of laborers in this country against all of the other laborers of the 
whole United States and against the great masses of the country. 

The very idea that the Senator from New Jersey held out, that this 
is a rich, powerful Government, is just what has created these favored 
classes. They come here and they haunt the Halls of Congress, and 
they demand special legislation against this wonderful, powertul, rich 
country, when every dollar comes out of the pockets of the poor as 
well as the pockets of the rich, and ten times as much out of the 
pockets of the laboring and middle classes as comes 
of the rich class. 

This is not a rich Government. It is a government of the people. 
Itis a government by the 65,000,000 of our population, and every man, 
woman, and child is an integral part of it rhe whole fabric rests 
upon them all, and there is none so poor or so humble but that he con 
tributes a share and a part of the funds in the Treasury, which we 
are attempting to pay out now to those favored 15,000, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I propose to vote against this 


out of the pocket 


| bill on its final passage, as I have voted against it at every stage of the 


States, entirely in the power of the Government, who are unable to | 


help or defend themselves against such action on the part of Govern- 
ment officers, to say that we will not do equity tothem. No, Mr. 
President, I will not be a party to any such proceeding. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President— 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope we may have a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You are not going to get a vote while I am on 
the floor. That is certain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Cock- 
RELL] is recognized as entitled to the floor. 


[‘* Vote!’ ‘*Vote!’’] 


proceedings. I vote against it as a matter of principle. 

I have found it all I could do during my life to meet obligation 
I fairly made. I have tried to do that, and I think I have fairly done 
so. That is all that this Government can be called upon to do. | do 
not believe there is any obligation on the Government to t 


itself this additional burden. The men who have worked in the navy 
yards and armories were glad to get the work. ‘They took their places 
with their eyes open. They knew what their pay was to be and the 


hours of labor when employed, and I do not be 
years in the Government coming forward and 
substantially a bounty. 


That is all there is of it. It isa bounty to a certain class; it isa 
discrimination against the great laboring masses of this country, a dis- 
in favor of the few, and in the name of 


crimination against the many 
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the laboring masses of this country, in the name of the men in my own 
State who work upon the prairie and in the shop, I protest against this 
class legislation. Why is the man working in a Government armory 
or navy yard better or entitled to more consideration than the farmer 
on the western prairic, the miner in the mine, or the artisan in the 
It is not just; it is not right; and it is surely making a very, 
very bad pre cedent. 

lf we are going back to attempt to right all these things, why not 
go back and pay the soldiers who were paid in greenbacks at half their 
value in gold? Why not equalize their pay? They are entitled to it 
ten thousand times more than are these few men, these favorites of the 
Government, who have always been seeking for these positions, and 
who were not obliged to take them unless they were willing to take 
them under the conditions which were offered. Therefore, in the name 
of labor, in the name of the honest laborer throughout the length and 
breadth of this country, I protest against this kind of legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. I vote for this proposition to vindicate the law in 
favor of all men. The eight-hour law was passed as an example. At 
the time of its passage Congress believed, or they would not have 
passed it, that eight hours was sufficient for a day’s labor. It is be- 
cause that law has been violated by the officers of the Governmentand 
the whole purpose of it subverted that I vote for this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the law say they should have ten hours’ pay 
for eight hours’ work? 

Mr. STEWART. It said that eight hours should be a day’s labor, 
and if the workmen were required to work longer than that the Gov- 
ernment ought to reimburse them for the extra time. They were en- 
titled to a day’s pay for cight hours’ labor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How did the pay they got compare with what 
was paid in private establishments ? 

Mr. STEWART. It does not make any difference. Private estab- 
lishments would have been better off, I think, if they had followed the 
example the Government set. I believeeight hours is suflicient for any 
man to labor. Without regard te the form of this bill, I shall vote for 
it as a protest against the violations of the eight-hour law. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Every member of this body who has expressed him- 
self on this subject has declared his sympathy with the laboring man. 
I fancy we all have the same sympathy and the same measure of it, 
but I think it is time somebody had some sympathy with the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

We are passing a law here which throws a burden upon an account- 
ing ofiicer which he can never carry in the world. We say to him, 
‘* You shall pay these laborers, but if they were working under a con- 
tract, express or implied, you need not pay them the extra money.”’ 
Then we come in with an amendment and say to the laboring man, ‘‘If, 
however, one of the conditions of your employment was that you should 
work ten hours and be paid so much, then you were under duress and 
you shall be paid.”’ 

There never was a man employed upon any work, pablic or private, 
who did not know when he went in how many hours he would have to 
work. There was not a Government employé during all these years 
who did not knew when he sought employment—and they were all 
secking it, fifty for every one who got it-—that he would have to work 
ten hours and get ten hours’ pay for it; and now we are asked to go 
back and say ‘‘ If you knew how much you were to get and how many 
hours you were to work, then you are to be paid; but if you are fool 
enough to come up and say you worked under a ccntract, express or 
implied, and did not know it, then you shall not be paid.’’ The bill 
is throwing a duty on the accounting officer which he can not carry 
out, and the bill is an absurdity. I move that it be recommitted to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that motion in order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion is in order under the 
second clause of the fifteenth rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senate will not adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; let us recommit the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senator will give way for an executive 
session. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tbe Chair understood the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr] to withdraw the motion to recommit. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have not withdrawn my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado to recommit the bill to the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr.Gray]. If he were present, I should vote 
“may.”’ 


shop ? 


I am paired with theSen- 


Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
make a quorum. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] upon this question. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BArrounr], unless my vote should be nec- 
essary to make a quorum. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. I suggest to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn] that we transfer our pairs so that he and I 
can vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] 
will stand paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] on 
this vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is agreeable. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] is paired 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. I also announce the 
pair of my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator from Georgia 
[ Mr. CoLquitTtT]. 

Mr. HAKRIS. In connection with the announcement of the vote 
I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Bare], if here, would vote 
“ec yea. ” 

-Mr.STOCKBRIDGE, I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. McMILLAN] with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (after having voted in the negative). I did not 
notice that my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] was absent. I withdraw my 
vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE], whois paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], proposes to transfer the pair, so that the Sena- 
tor’s vote may stand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. GEORGE. I transfer the pair which I had with the Senator 
from Louisiauva [ Mr. Eustis] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE], 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL, 
[ Mr. CAREY]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam requested to announce the pair of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. RANSOM. I was requested to announce the pair of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGett]. I am uncertain with whom he 
is paired, but he mentioned to me that he could not be here and he 
desired his pair announced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired on political questions with the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT], but am at liberty to vote on this 
question. If, however, the Senator from North Carolina desires it, I 
will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not withdraw his vote if he 
is at liberty to vote. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from New Hampshire is better advised 
on the question than Iam. I simply knowthat the Senator from New 
Jersey was obliged to leave the Chamber and spoke to myself and sev- 
eral other gentlemen and asked us to announce his pair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have no question on the pair; and 
therefore, if the Senator from North Carolina desires it, I will with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM. I can only repeat to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what I have said, that the Senator from New Jersey asked me 
to announce his pair. I do not remember how he said he would 
vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can have no question about the pair, and there- 
fore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to change my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be called. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. BLAtrR. 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 
I withhold my vote, unless it is necessary to 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ and I should 


YEAS—27. 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Berry, George, Plumb, Squire, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Power, Vest, 
Blair, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Hawley, Ransom, Washburn, 
Coke, Hiscock, Reagan, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
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NAYS—2. | Res l s ea > by 3 

Daniel, Hale, McPherson, Sherman Officer to t , the Hous i 
Dawes, Higgins, Manderson, Shoup, Senta st } 
Dolph, Hoar, Mitchell, Stewart, = s : 
Faulkner, Ingalls, Paddock, Stockbridge, Aepresent 
Frye, Kenna, Pierce, Teller, i The PRI ‘ 
Gorman, McConnell, Quay, Warren ‘pclae! ee . c : 

ABSENT—37. i re 
Aldrich, Casey, Gray, Spooner, | a I if ’ ‘i 
Allen, Chandler, Hearst, Stanford, Arkansas L} ir. P 
Barbour, Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Turpie, } co! ttee on vart of the s 
Bate, Colquitt, Me Millan, Vance, Mr TARRY . ee 
Blodgett, Cullom, Moody, Voorhees, Mr FtAKNIS, Asa further mat t 
Brown, Davis, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, } G¢ ed, | ve that t - ite do no 1 
Butler, Eustis, Pasco, Wilson of Md. | The motion was acre bccn eeu fak 0 cli 
Call, Evarts, Payne, Bh a : eo se te ee ; : 
Cameron, Farwell, Pettigrew, a in i ro ionday, rebruat , 1s it 11 
Carey, Gibson, Piatt, ra. m 


So the motion to recommit bill to the Committee on Education and 
Labor was agreed to. : a So 
Mr. BLAIR. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
which the bill was recommitted. 























Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay that motion on the table, and upon SATURDAY, Levruary 4, 1591. 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. | The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer t j 
' Mr. BLAIR. Pending the motion I move that the Senateadjourn. | W. II. Minnury, D. D 
fs Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will not make that motion. The Journal of yesterday's proceedings vy 1 i 
; Mr. BLAIR. Very well; I move an executive session. ottan ta meneaw 2A) 
* Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will make neither motion. I sia iar iii ; va rehimweE: 
é ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the resolutions of the House Mr. PERKINS. I desire to present a p1 aS 
Mr. KENNA. A motion to adjourn is not debatable. | RS OF CORAMENCE FOX PURSERS COMMACTASION. 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam not debating it. I he Clerk read as follows 
} : The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- | eee Sere ae, Seater enter Sins ano serene nena Woven 
; shire withdraw his motion to proceed to the consideration of executive | ments with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the lowa 
‘ business ? | Oklahoma Territo nd to make appropriations for cat : 
Mr. BLAIR. I insist on my motion. | having . nferen greed t 
I Mr. HARRIS. I appeal tothe Senator from New Hampshire—— __ | oT} eee trae zones es 
q Mr. KENNA. [I eall for the regular order. } ate number ynd 3 and agree to the sa eee : 
Mr. HARRIS. A message from the House of Representatives ir Phat it recede from its disagreement t 
# Mr. KENNA. [I insist upon the regular order. ore ap tea these apallagnend cease amen 
3 Mr. COCKRELL. I hopethe death of a member of the other House | having complied with all the laws relating to such homestead 
g will be permitted to be announced in this body. patent therefor a Y 
7 Mr. HARRIS. I beg leave to state to the Senator from New Hamp- b - ene wt te ted 
; shire that news of the death of the Representative from the district in uw, or who ma ’ 
| = which I reside in the State of Tennessee has reached us to-day. ae OTR ae Se NOeee es, Se : 
4 Mr. KENNA. I hopethe Senator will pardon me. Ihad noknowl- | ©" * "PO" “"* & “Susu ® ee Cine Samat ae 
| = edge of it. SW. PEI 
. Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the resolutions from the House of Repre- Mi. M , 
: sentatives be laid before the Senate. mane 
4 Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; I did not understand the Senator’s pur- = = ae ae 
‘ se. JAMES K. JON 
f The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands, then, that Managers on t 
" the Senator from New Hampshire withdraws his motion to proceed to | The statement of the House conferees was read, as follow: 
3 the consideration of executive business? | Th ' : Naa 
5 Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw it for the purpose indicated. | amendment nu red3is simply verbal and is 6 pt 
> a The PRESIDING OFFICER. Temporarily the motion is with- | ®°'''*! , 
x drawn. (ee ee oe eee 
Mr. KENNA. I desire to say that if I had had any thought of the | be: ned to settlement the provisions of the bill or t ib may 
purpose of the Senator from Tennessee I certainly should not have | ‘8¢ S*¢ 8" Fox Indians living on the reservatior 
objected. = ne oe oe 7 — —_ = y { : n ara Office d ; { I 
Mr. HAWLEY. [ask before that is done that the bill may be or- | of your mana rers is fair and right, and hence we r ectamend ii 
dered printed. We may adjourn without its passage, but I ask that | recede from its disagreement thereto 
a print of the bill be ordered. a ee ee ee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks pay $1.25 per acre therefor. 7 
unanimous consent that the bill be ordered printed. Isthere objection? oI 
The Chair hears none, and the order is made. . 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE PHELAN. = ad ms Sr oe 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the message from the House of Repre- The - ~ ~ a ee ee ee a mee ee ee 
sentatives be laid before the Senate. Nee TILE A = T Bn a aa ' 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senatealcete oneness 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. oa Clerk 5 oe Slt 
The Secretary read as follows: accep mamieaigutciane 
IN THE HovsE Or REPRESENTATIVES, February 7, 1891 sae - An i ! seat : acqjuired by the agreements in t 
Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrowand deep regret of | "®t I be t ) ition or pro tion of t 


the death of Hon. James Phelan, latea Representative from the State of Tenn .g. | dent of the U: t s be opened t ) settlement, th shall. ie cls 
see. « ' ley ‘ , 7 





| teil eeidlonie the provisions of the homes ce] 
Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the House, with such m« mM which s pI I i howe Phat a 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral Ecance W the provisions of said homestead laws 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and | ® patent for his homestead, pay to the United Stat 
transmit a copy to the family of the deceased. him, in addition to the fees provided by law, the 
In accordance with the foregoing resolution, the Speaker appointed the fol- | thereof.’ 
lowing committee : Mr. WasuinGTon of Tennessee, Mr. McRAk of Arkansas, Mr , r ‘ } 
WICKHAM of Ohio, Mr, EnLoe of Tennessee, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE of Maryland, Mr. Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ek eaker, I do not seek to antago tl ns 
MontTGomery of Kentucky, and Mr. CoLeMAN of Louisiana. but I wish to express my regret that the confere ae oe 
Mr. HARRIS. I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. strictly to the homestead principle 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtr in the chair). The reso- Mr. PERKINS. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that we 
lations will be i. have done so except that where parties have failed in their attempts 
The § retary read the resolutions, as follows: to secure & homestead we do not deprive them of the opportunity to 
Joteah, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announcement secure title to 160 acres of these lands, provide d they pay to the Gov- 
oft 


he death of James Phelan, late a Representative from the State of Tennes- | ©™ment $1.25 per acre. To this extent, and only to this extent, have 
= - we modified the homestead principle. 
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Mr. PEEL. It is already the law, anyhow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But you go further. You require the payment of 
$1.25 an acre in all instances, 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, for all of these lands. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought on the first reading of the matter that | 
there was a reduction of the homestead period from five years, but I 
believe I was not correct in that. 

Mr. PERKINS. You are correct. But allow me to say that in the 
bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma provision was made that at 
the expiration of twelve months the settlers might pay $1.25 per acre 
for their land and secure a title thereto. This bill is made to conform 
to the same conditions and provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I understand there is no provision in this bill 
reducing the required term of residence below five years. 

Mr. PERKINS. Except as I have stated. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. PER- 
KINS] how much land is by this bill opened to purchase at $1.25 an acre- 

Mr. PERKINS. All the surplus lands on the Iowa reservation, 
something more than 221,000 acres, and on the Sac and IF’ox reservation 
something like 200,000 acres. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How does it happen that these lands 
are not made subject to homestead entry, instead of being opened to | 
yurchase ? 

: Mr. PERKINS. T hey are subject to homestead entry; but the home- 
steader is to pay $1.25 an acre to reimburse the Government for what | 
we pay to the a 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is, after a man has homesteaded 
the lund he must pay $1.25 an acre- 

Mr. i ERKINS. Yes, sir; $1.25 an acre to reimburse the Govern- 
ment. | 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But a purchaser can not by the mere 
payment of $1.25 an acre obtain the land. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not an acre of it can be secured except under the | 
provisions of the homestead law. | 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. | 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the committee of conference was adopted and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimons consent 
Mr. CANNON. I rise toa privileged motion. I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of | 
the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
Mr, MORSE. I hope the gentleman will yield 
Mr. CANNON. Ican not yield to anybody; a dozen gentlemen | 
have asked me to doso. I want to finish the sundry civil bill to-day. 
Mr. MORSE. I ask the gentleman to yield for justa moment, This 
is a very important matter. 
Mr. CANNON. I can not yield. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON, it was | 
agreed to. 


INVESTIGATION OF COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, pending the order of the House on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, I desire to submit a priv- 
ileged report from the Committee to Investigate the Charges against 
the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late now to submit it, | 
except by unanimous consent. 
Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman had better withhold it for | 

the present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desireto print and recommit? | 
Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. I desire that the report be printed and 
recommitted to the committee; and also ask leave that the minority | 

have leave to file their views. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to that, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the report will be re- 
ceived, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. It is understood that the minority have the 
right to submit their views. 

Mr. MORRILL. § Yes, sir. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. { 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. CANNON was then an- | 
nounced; and accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYSoN in thechair, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole | 
for the further consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
The pending question is the point of order raised by the gentleman | 
from [llinois [Mr. MASON] against the amendment proposed by the | 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. The Chair would be | 
glad to hear gentlemen briefly on the point of order. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear from the other side first, 











Mr. CANNON. The gentleman who makes the point of order does 
not seem to be in his seat. It is early yet—— 
| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would, with the indulgence of my col- 
| league, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, say this with 
respect to the point of order. The statute which makes the appropria- 
tion confers upon the commission certain powers which the amendment 
in question would curtail, and to that extent would change existing law. 
To that point I desire to address myself for a few minutes, 

The question of order, as I understand it, raised by the honorable 
gentleman from Illinois goes to the point that the amendment which 
has been submitted by my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] 
changes existing law. If it deprives the commission of the exercise of 
a rightful power which under the statute they may now exercise, it 
clearly changes existing law; and that it does so I think will be man- 
ifest when I call to the attention of the Chair the language of the stat- 
ute, which provides in section 18 as follows: 

Sec. 18, That for the pasnete of paying the expenses of transportation, care, 
and custody of exhibits by the Government and the maintenance of the build- 
ing or buildings hereinbefore provided for, and the safe return of articles be- 
longing to said Government exhibit,and for the expenses of the commissiou cre- 
ated by this act, and other contingent expenses, to be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon itemized accounts and vouchers, there is hereby ap- 
propriated for the remainder of this fiscal year and for the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1891, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $200, 000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the 
United States shall not be liable, on account of the erection of buildings, expen- 
ses of the commission or any of its officers or employés,or on account of any ex- 


penses incident to or growing out of said exposition for asum exceeding in the 
aggregate $1,500,000, 


And section 19 provides: 


Sec. 19. That the commissioners and alternate commissioners appointed un- 
der this act shall not be entitled to any compensation for their services out of 
the Treasury of the United States, except their actual expenses for transporta- 
tion and the sum of $6 per day for subsistence for each day they are necessarily 
absent from their homes on the business of said commission, The officers of 

said commission shall receive such compensation as may be fixed by said com- 
eubashens. subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, which shall 
be paid out of the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such exposition. 


Now, it is perfectly clear, and needs no argument, I submit to my 
honored friend, that as the lawstands the salaries to be paid to the ofii- 
cers—and the greater includes the less, embracing also the employés, 
ete., I think—shall be fixed and determined by the commission itself, 
If we limit the amount which they may fix, if we arbitrarily fix the 
salary to be paid by them, waiving the question of whether the sal- 
aries be too high or too low; if we limit in any respect the power con- 
ferred on them in that regard by existing law, we thereby and to that 


| extent change existing law; and hence the amendment to the extent 


| that it changes existing law, becomes obnoxious to the rule cited by 


| the chairman of the committee [Mr. CANNON]. 


So, Mr. Chairman, I do notsee how it needs any argument to satisfy 
the Chair that the proposed amendment changes existing law, because 


| it restricts the power conferred by law upon the commission. It pre- 
| vents the exercise of the power which the law as it stands confers upon 


them; ergo, it changes existing law, and is not competent as an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill. Ido not desire to add anything, unless 
| some point be made in response that I wot not of. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what section of the law does the gentleman 
refer? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have quoted the language of sections 18 
and 19. If the Chair has not the act before him I will send up a copy 
of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be very glad to have a copy of 
the law. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not think 
| the point of order is well taken by the gentleman who has preceded 
|me. I will, in explaining and making my argument against it, make 
a brief review of the appropriations as proposed and the resolution as 
offered by way of amendment by our committee. 

The estimate of the commission for the current year, that is, from 
| June 30, 1891, to June 30, 1892, reaches the sum of $203,000 for the 
expenses of the commission. The committee in making their report 
cut down the appropriations for the commission from that sum to $175, - 
500. Your committee who investigated the expenditures in Chicago 
cut down that appropriation as being extravagant and unnecessary to 
$40,000-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Massachusetts wiil give 
his attention, the Chair desires to hear an argument addressed simply 
to the question of order. The argument of the gentleman bears only 


, on the question of policy. 


Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent that the chairman of the 
| committee may have half an hour in which to explain this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from New 
York that the only question is the question of order pending, and the 
_ Chair desires to hear the legal status discussed, and not the merits. 

Mr. FLOWER. But incase the House by unanimous consent grants 
| him that leave? 

The CHAIRMAN, The question of order is a question that is ad- 
dressed solely to the Chair; and the Chair desires simply to hear the 

ntleman upon that at present. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It seemed to be necessary, in or- 
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| 


der to make my argument clear as to the order of the proposition we 


have submitted, that I should refer to these appropriations for the pur- 


pose of showing the spirit of the law, as well as the exact language of | 


the law. That was the reason, Mr. Chairman, that I was going on in 
the discussion of the practical aspect of the question, because it had a 
direct bearing upon the point of order which has been submitted. 

I say that in making the appropriations, or in the bills presented by 


the Appropriations Committee, they cut down the amount asked for by | 


this commission from $203,000 to $177,000. Now, this committee of 
the House that was sent to investigate this matter cut down still fur- 


ther not only the amount asked for by the commission, but the amount | 


proposed by the Committee on Appropriations from $177,000, or $153, - 
000—$173,000, because we admit $20,000 for expenses, connected with 
the importation of foreign goods—we cut that down to an appropri- 
ation of $40,000. That is the difference between the committee you 
sent to Chicago and the Appropriations Committee. We claim that we 
have that right to cut down the appropriation asked for by the United 
States commission for their salaries and expenses in a lump sum, in 
the same way that the committee has reduced the amount asked for. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
if—— 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
branch of my argument. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to call my friend’s attention right 
there, because it will shortenthe argument. My friend will recognize 
the difference, if his point was well taken, between failing tomake an 
appropriation to pay a salary which may be fixed by this body and 
the enactmentof alaw which arbitrarily fixes the salary itself. I desire 
to call his attention to that. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
argument yet. 
that have been made against our committee that I desire to fix the 
point in the mind of this House in order that it can arrive at the spirit 
of the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say it is not existing law that that com- 
mission have a right to fix salaries. It is an entirely different law, as 
stated in this act, from that which applies to the salary of a member of 
Congress, to which a gentleman on the other side has referred as bear- 
ing upon this question. 
gave them astated salary for their term of office. 


Now Iam going on tothe other 


I have not got to the point of my 


Let me read the act 


| or may not be props 


There has been so much sophistry in the arguments | 


For members of Congress an act passed which | 


to which I now refer, and let it be interpreted according to the letter | 


as well as according to the spirit. 
Section 18 says: 
That forthe purpose of paying the expenses of transportation, care, and study 


eof exhibits by the Government, for the maintenance of the building or build- 
ings hereinbefore provided for, and the safe return of articles belonging to the 


said Government exhibit,and for the expenses of the commission created by | 
this act, and other contingent expenses to be approved by the Secretary of the | 


Treasury upon itemized accounts and vouchers, there is hereby appropriated 
for the remainder of this fiscal year, and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200,- 
000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

That was for the current year 1890-91; and there was no right given 
to that commission to do anything more than to submit their propo- 
sition to the Secretary of the Treasury for him to approve. If hedid 
approve of it for the current year 1890-’91, then it unquestionably 
legalized the proposition that they should have certain salaries for that 
year; but what are we discussing to-day? What is this appropriation 


for? It is an appropriation forthe year 1891—’92 and opens an entirely | 


different proposition, and they may send in their itemized accounts as 
to their salaries, but they are not legal until they are approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is not a salary established in a regular 
way by law. 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
has been examining this matter. 
he has already quoted: 

The officers of said company shall receive such compensation as may be fixed 
by said commission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


which shall be paid out of the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such ex- 
position. 


I wish toask him, recurring to what 


Until money has been appropriated for any given year, does the gen- | 


tleman think it is competent for the Secretary of the Treasury and this 
commission to fix any salary at all? 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I do not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand you then to claim 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That is my first point. 

Mr. BLOUNT (continuing). That the appropriation is the qualifi- 
cation of their power. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I make that as my first point. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us look at the spirit of this act, because this 
also bears upon the arguments which were made here when this com- 
mittee, which you sent to Chicago, claimed that the amount of money | 
that was paid for salaries was extravagant and would involve the | 





country in a larger amount than was appropriated —— 


Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me right there? 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I would rather have my friend 


I have no 


It is a salary that has to be subject to the approval of | 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question. He | 


| the Secretary of the Treasury 


— — a a 


a -— 
>) 
23415 
written memoranda and I can make my argument more consecut 
not interrupted. 

Mr. CANNON. On picking up my triend’s report, which I hold in 


my hand, which was lately made to Congress, on pages 4, 5, and 6, the 


ive if 


gentleman puts into that repoit the approval by the Secretary of the 
rreasury of the salaries of these officials, which the Secretary criticises, 


ete., and the Secretary cites the law which authorizes this commission 
to fix these salaries, and then approves them. 
the law 
mission 


So it appears that under 
under which this fair was organized or authorized, the com 
tixed the salaries, providing that they should be the salaries, 
upon the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, they having been fixed and the Secretary having approved 
them, do they not under the law become the salaries. And while it may 
r to change the salaries, is it not true that it is not 
in order to change the salaries upon an appropriation bill, upon which 
legislation is prohibited? Itse 
that is the whole question. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett 


that that is the whole question. 


ms to me, as to the point of order, that 
Mr. Chairman, I do not admit 


[ admit that it applies to the items 


| and vouchers which were approved by the Secretary of the Treasurg 


for 1890 and 1891, and in answer to the gentleman 





The CAIRMAN Let the Chair understand the gent! 1 These 
officers are the same officers as were named in the amendment of the 
gentleman ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Do you mean by titl [ 


sume they are the same. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is no dispute as to that. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. They have got to come again 
As the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropr 
has referred to what the Secretary of the Treasury said, I desire to state 
it, so that the House may know the spirit of the committee in report- 
ing as they do in favor of cutting down these extravagant and waste 


ful salaries, and also be informed as to th lyment and opinion of 


What does the Secretary say 



















ver 

It is fair to presume that Cong n le y this Iast-1 tioned } 
of law, to prevent the giving of what sit be termed unreasonab 
sation toany of the oflice f the « Liss Buti rr t at this 
nation the Secretary of the Treasury must tak t ra n the 
of this representative body of men. It appears from your records, as 
stated, that the commission has unan pus irreed tha office named 
shall be paid the compensation stated 

If I were to give! individual opinion on this subje fl y the 
acts of your commission, I should not hesitate to decide | \ smed 
by your commission for salaries for its principal officers is greater than that 
probably contemplated by Congress in estimating the amount necess 
out the provisions of the act. 

The amount of money already expended and the expendit: : ) 
tion by your commission prior to January | next constitute so large a 
that it presents an additional reason why I should not app the 
tion named were [ alone responsible for the expenditures 

Mind you, Mr. Chairman, that the expenditures w or th ir 
They were to come to him from time to time with their vouchers, and 
upon these vouchers he had the right to place his estimate. 

He goes on to say: 

You will observe that your salary list for the years |! 1892, and 18 will 
without further increase of employés, amount to $165,000, or about one-seventh 
of the entire sum of money outside of tl! st of the Government buildings, 
which is fixed as the limit of expenditures growing out of the expositio: 

I have grave doubts, in view of the factsas herein stated, whether I oug 
to return the resolution submitted by your commission for revision as to t 
amount of compensation to be paid to your offic 

He had the right to return the resolution and refuse to pass the 
voucher. He had the right in 189) and 1891 He had the right 
1891 and 1892 under the law and the spirit of the law. 

On the other hand, I dislike extremely to set up my \ ‘ 
opposition to those of the members of the commis om WwW , e more fa iat 
with the matter at issue than myself 

I therefore reluctantly approve articles lyand ldof your b vsand beg leave 
to suggest, in this connection, that great care * exer i rut ! oe fur- 
there xpenditure tothe « I that i rk MAN ter teadef ency 
for the ensuing fiscal year 

Now. Mr. Chairman, I contend that this view of ine, according to 


the spirit of the law, is borne out by 
‘hat the United States 


the very letter alone of the act, 
and that applies to the speech of my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH | yesterday, and ought to be considered 
by this House when they vote to sustain or not to sustain the commit 
tee which they sent to Chicago to investigate this extravagant 
warranted expenditure. 


That the United States shall not be liable on ac 





buildings, the expenses of the commission < 
ployés, or on account of any expenses incident to or gr = 
sition in the sum in the aggregate, $1,500 ' 

al , ; ; ‘ 

his House knew when they voted upon that law that that w n- 


tended to be the interpretation of the act 
And now I come to another point 
which has been made. 
In section 19 it is provided— 


in regard to the point of order 









That the commissioners and alter: >commis rs appointed under this act 
shall not be entitled to any compensation for t r nut of the Treasury 
of the United States, except their actu xpenses for transportation and the sum 


of $6 per day for subsistence for each day they are necessarily absent from their 
homes on the business of said commission 
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Here is the authority of the officers: 


The officers of said commission shall receive such compensation as may be 
fixed by said commission, subject— 


Subject — 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and shall be paid out of the 
sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such exposition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman this committee claim, in the substitute for this 
item in the hill to limit the sum to $40,000 in place of $153,000, they 
have the right to do that under the law, and it is claimed as this prop- 
osition is not the law it isan authority given to the commission to 
report the salaries which they fix, but they are not the salaries of the 
commission until the Secretary of the Treasury has approved them. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I claim that, under a proper construction of 
these two sections that I have quoted, not only taking the letter of 


the law, which clearly indicates the law is essentially different from 
that which determines the regular official salaries voted for by this 
House, but when you interpret that section and the spirit of the law, 
it establishes the legal right to appropriate not $153,000, as reported 
by this Appropriations Committee, but $40,000, and we have a right to 
direct that the amount that shall be paid to these officials shall not ex- 
ceed the amount which we state out of this appropriation. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Doesnot your amendment fix the salaries 
of these officers ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. My amendment is presented so 
that they shall not be in excess of a certain amount. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. That fixes the salaries. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It fixes a limitation. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. That fixes the salary. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Itdoes not fix the salaries, I beg 
the gentleman's pardon. We give a limit which they shall not exceed, 
and in that way we say that that shall be appropriated forsalaries, and 
we contend in justice to the taxpayers that no more than that should 
be paid for the coming year. The buildingsare not to be finished until 
October, 1892, which is three or four months after this appropriation 
is to apply. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois, But it takes away the power from the 
commission to fix the salaries. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It doesnot take away the power 
for them to demand, butit says that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
not approve in excess, and he really fixes the salary. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It ought to be taken away. No 
man ought to be allowed to fix his own salary. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. The rate of salary is not fixed 
until the Secretary of the Treasury approves it, and we say that it is 
not only the spirit, but the letter of the law, to see to it that such a 
construction shall be given by the Secretary of the Treasury as was 
the intent and purpose of this House, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman indulge me in a sug- 
gestion ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Go ahead. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Under the law as it exists the Secretary 
has power in his discretion to approve such salaries as the commission 
may fix, has he not? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Or to disapprove them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes. But under this proposed amendment 
his discretion is limited arbitrarily. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, that is a right 
which is reserved to the Secretary of the Treasury. That was the in- 
tention of the law. We believed, and we had a right to believe, that 
the act would be interpreted according to its spirit. We had a right 
to believe from the precedents of the past that there would not be sal- 
aries fixed that were extravagant and unjustifiable. We had the his- 
tory of previous expositions, we had the history of the Centennial Ex- 
position, and when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH ] 
yesterday made his argument here in favor of the great World’s Fair, 
every word of which I indorse, when he appealed to us to remember 
the generosity of the people of Chicago, omitting very adroitly ref- 
erence to the questions really at issue in this debate, he did not refer 
to the fact that nothing is great or good except by comparison. 

He did not tell you that when Philadelphia had her great Centennial 
fair, with a national corporation, with national officers, Philadelphia 
paid every dollar that was paid to the president of the commission, to 
the director general, and to everyone that represented the Government, 
and he did notgo as far as he should have gone to give a fairimpression 
tothis House. Weadmit, air, that Chicago is publie-spirited. We ad- 
mit that we believe she will carry through this fair on a grand scale, but 
we expected, not that it would be claimed here that she deserves so 
much credit for her generosity, but that her attitude would be com- 
pared with that of Philadelphia under like circumstances, 

What did Philadelphiado? She had a finance committee of twenty- 
five, who gave three years of work without a dollar of compensation, 
just as we expected Chicago would do and just as I believe she will 
do. Anditseems to me it is begging thequestion with sophistry, when 
we as acommittee come here and ask that these extravagant expenses 
shall be cut down, to arraign the committee for the law, and, inferen- 
tially, to charge them with a lack of public spirit and of a desire for 


the success of this public enterprise. Mr. Chairman, in advocating, as 
the representative of this committee, economy of the people’s money, 
I say that we simply desire to carry out what every man knows was 
the intention of the House when this act was passed. 

You know, as well as I do, that had it been proposed in this House 
that the Government should pay these extravagant salaries, that offi- 
cers should be appointed, over whom the Government should have no 
control and whose salaries might extend until the end of the commis- 
sion in 1896—you know, sir, as well as I do that the bill would have 
been defeated. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I do not wish to be interrupted 
at this point. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say another thing. 

When our friend from Chicago [ Mr. TAYLOR] attacked the Commit- 
tee upon the World’s Fair and said that we were responsible for these 
things, I wish he had been ingenuous enough to state the facts and to 
say that this committee—I know it, for I gave personal attention to it— 
labored to please Chicago. The fact is that the bill was drawn accord- 
ing to the desires and suggestions of the representatives of Chicago, 
and if there is fault or any friction the responsibility belongs to Chi- 
cago, and when I remind the House that such careful and distinguished 
legislators as the gentleman from Ilinois, Mr. H117, and the other gen- 
tleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, were the representatives of Chi- 
cago upon the original World’s Fair Committee, if gentlemen are in- 
genuous they will admit that they shared the responsibility for it. 

The gentleman is defending and striving to continue unnecessary 
extravagance and expenditure of the public money. 

Mr. SAYERS, I wish to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. In a minute I will. I want 
to answer your [Mr, TAYLOoR’s] speech first, and then you can ask me 
two questions, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, has the ques- 
tion of order been decided by the Chair? What is the question be- 
fore the committee? 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CAND- 
LER | is addressing himself to the question of order. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have 
authority in this evidence which we took in Chicago to substantiate 
every statement that we make, I see the gentleman from Kentucky 
[ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] desires to enter into this debate, and now I want 
to say a word about his friend, Judge Lindsay, of Kentucky, orof Kansas, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that any comment upon an absent gentleman, under 
the pretext of discussing a question of order, is not in order. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I will leave that 
matter, but I believe in fair play-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So do I believe in fair play, 
and that is the reason I have raised the point of order. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. When any man circulates state- 
ments which are untrue about the committee, through every box in this 
House, I think he ought to be willing to face criticism, and his friends 
also. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam perfectly willing that 
the gentleman shall attack Judge Lindsay, but I am not willing that 
he shall shoot from behind a pretended pointoforder. I amnot willing 
that, under the pretext of discussing a question of order, he shall at- 
tack an absent friend of mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts, in the judg- 
ment of the Chair, is not addressing himself to the point of order. 
Gentlemen will please remember—— 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is making a statement and has the floor 
at present. The Chair desires to hear only such suggestions as gentle- 
men may think proper to make with reference to the question of order. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts will please remember that this ar- 
gument is being addressed to the Chair, not to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I want to make this point of order, 
in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky. Iknow that in the judg- 
ment of my distinguished friend a Kentuckian is infallible, and that 
even if he is mistaken as to facts we do wrong in trying to correct him. 

3ut I want to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that he 

has himself put in the Recorp Judge Lindsay’s criticism upon the 
committee, and therefore it seems to me there is no impropriety in 
replying to that criticism. Nobody proposes to go into any persona! 
attack upon Judge Lindsay. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection what- 
ever to any sort of reply which may be made to Judge Lindsay if this 
case isopened. The objection I make is that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is pretending to discuss a point of order tothe Chair, and that 
he is out of order when he attempts to go into the merits of this mat- 
ter which has been discussed by Judge Lindsay. Iexpressly declared 
that if the Committee of the Whole would consent that the case be 
reopened on its merits I had no objection to the gentleman going 
ahead in any attack he may choose to make upon Judge Lindsay. 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Is it an ‘‘attack’’ upon Judge | 4 great deal of time, some of them leading us away from the question 
Lindsay to contest his statements of fact? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] | at issue. 1 supposed then that the House would grant me, as chair 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not inorder. Thegentleman | man of the committee making t! 





s report, some time to make a reply 





from Massachusetts has the floor. to those arguments; but, as the House is aware, I was compelled to 
Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman from Massachusetts did not make | content myself with only three-juarters of an hour. 

any ‘‘attack’’ upon Judge Lindsay; nobody made an ‘‘attack’’ upon | _ Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this ques- 

him. The ‘‘attack’’ exists only in the imagination of my friend from | tion of order is not one which is at all dificult in its nature. By an 

Kentucky. actot Congress, or by a joint resolution, which amounts to the same 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have called the gentleman | thing, we provided that the Secretary ot the Treasury should approve 


r 
the salaries fixed for certain officials at the World’s Fair. That duty 
charged upon him has been performed. He has approved certain s 


from Massachusetts to order. : ; ’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will pro- | cl a 
ceed in order. ries tixed by the commission, and therefore they take effect under that 








at 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. As I have been called to order, former la i" his amendment proposes that the House shall no ‘ 
I suppose I should make an apology to the House. I think the House | these salaries instead of theSecretaryof the Treasury, and thea u 
will appreciate that I was endeavoring to make a statement upon this | to be paid are named in this amendment. 
question of order and to emphasize and strengthen it by a review ot | It is therefore unquestionab repeal of the former statute i 
the facts which cover the spirit of the law. 1 will admit to the gen- | pass this proposition, for it takes away from the Secretary of the T1 
tleman who called me to order that as I am a comparatively new leg- | ury any future discretion that | s under the present statute, and 
islator and have listened for days to speeches from the other side the | also overrules what he has already done pursuant to law, the Hou 
whole session through, speeches on everything but the question which | assuming the entire duty which the former statute devolved upon th 
was before the House, I am entitled to some leniency if I have strayed | Secretary of the Treasury. 
where older men in legislation and more experienced have led the way. |__Ii this be notachange of existing iaw, and materially a vital chanu 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman does | it would be difficult to understand any proposed amendment whi 
not mean to say that I am older thanheis. I can stand many things; | would come under the prohibition of our existing rules. 
but I can hardly standthat. [Laughter. ] Now, sir, it seems to me that one or two things must he done by t 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I have listened patiently allthis | House as an alternative to what is proposed, either to strike out | 
session while the gentleman has done what he now charges me with | appropriation entirely, and refer the entire subject-matter to this 5] 
doing; and so has every gentleman in the House. cial committee if you choose, with power to reporta bill to the Hous 


But, Mr. Chairman, this is a serious matter weare discussing. Ido | Awd I have no objection to that course. The other course is to follow 
not wish to be drawn away from the merits of the case by anything | the recommendations of the Committee on Appropriations and vote th 








that may be suggested as affecting my right to speak on the subject. money as they suggest. 
I wish to substantiate the statement which I made, because I say Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
that every statement which has been made by your investigating com- Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly. 
mittee can be proved in this report. Mr. Bryan, who came to Wash- Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If we may strike o prop 
ington and was here while we were framing and adopting the law | may we not reduce the amonnt in each item 
which created this commission, used this language in giving his evi- Mr. BUCKALEW. Iam coming tothat. That is the reou 
dence in Chicago: proper mode of reaching a conclusion. And, as the pressure for appr 
The original by-law when it was drawn by Colonel Davis himself, when he priations 101 this object 1s irresistible, there W ill be no difliculty 
expected to be director general for the directory, as was the original interpre- | assume, 1N passing a bill if the committee will frame one. On tl 


tation of the law—when we first came from Washington, he waschairman of the 


other hand, if that course is not to be adopted, we are shut out from 
committee on by-laws, and the by-laws were so drawn that all vouchers were 


to be indorsed by himse!lf before payment. any other mode of dealing with the question than to vote as the Co 
mittee on Appropriations has recommended; or, as intimated by th 
The matter was afterward changed so as to provide for indorsement | gentleman from Iowa, we have the undoubted power in voting m 
of the vouchers by the Secretary of the Treasury. to say how it shall be applied. 


lh Sela Sh LON 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to make one more reference to aspeech We may say that out of the appropriations so much shall be 


the general director and so much to the other officials; but, 











: which was made here yesterday, bearing upon the fact that it is our 
: duty to protect the people from this waste of money in extravagant | amountsoappropriated does not equal the amount already agreed uy 
salaries. | then the question arises as to the claims which may be presented he: 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. The general de- | after by these officials for the balance of theirsalaries. In other word 
bate on this branch of the bill was limited to a certain length of time, | it leaves the question ofdeficiency open for the future, and hereatt 
which was divided up by gentlemen who desired to speak on that sub- | can be proposed to pay the remainder of these salaries; and I take it fos 
ject. Now, I insist that on a simple parliamentary question whether | granted that sooner or later they would get the money, if we are tor 
‘ or not a given proposition isin order, there should not be a general de- | gard this law as one tobe executed and carried ont in its original terms. 
bate of the matter on its merits, consuming the timeof the committee, | | Now, on one point only this question of order strikes my mind as 
i and, under the guise of discussing a point of order, undertaking to re- | worthy ofconsideration. I have great doubt whether the former statute 
ply to speeches which were made upon the general merits of this ap- | which is quoted as a partof this amendment complies with those 
propriation. visions of the Constitution that relate to appointments for office. If it 
I think the Chair ought to confine this argument to this very nar- | were not a valid exercise of power by Congress, we might disregard it 
row question, which I suppose the Chair is now ready to rule upon. and pass the amendment or add anything else we choose connected wit 
TheCHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by thegentleman from | the subject. The gentleman from Ohio assumed, and with great for 
Ohio is well taken. As the Chair has already had occasion to observe | that these officials are officers of the United States; that they repr 
the arguments of members of the committee on this question are ad- | this Government; that the local authorities are set out by the for 
dressed solely to the Chair, and the Chair, without meaning theslightest | law at Chicago, but have nothing to do with the question which t! 
discourtesy, which of course gentlemen all appreciate, desires only to | statute he quotes confers upon the commission. ‘They represent t! 
hear arguments on the question of order, Is this amendment in order | Government, and are, so to speak, executive or administrative oflicials 
to a general appropriation bill under the rules of the House? And | to he paid by us as was in licated before and is proposed now 
gentlemen will please confine themselves to thatquestion. The merits But, if they possess that character, unquestionably they must be ap 
of the amendment do not enter into the discussion at this point. pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Iagree, Mr. Chairman, that they | Senate, or in some manner by the President alone, by act of Congress, 


do not, and I have given my reasons for the position, which I believe | or by the committee, whichever may be determined by law. But th 
to be entirely sound, I believe that this is not a regular law in the | officialsare not selected in this manner, and probably that is the reasor 
sense of the rule, such asis enacted usually for the payment of salaries, | forthe action taken. There is no responsibility. They are selected 
but is a law that applies to each financial year; that every time when | haphazard, I believe, by theseveral States, in pursuance of an act passe 
a voucher is put in it has got to be approved by the Secretary of the | by Congress, and we have given them control over the public Trea 
Treasury, and the committee had the same right to put in $40,000 in 


this amendment as the other committee had to cut down the estimates 





| subject only to a possible restriction on the part of the Secretary of the 
| Treasury. 


to $153,000, They had the right to say to the Secretary of the Treas- | I have doubts as to whether these officers are regularly chosen 
ury that he should not pay in excess of the $40,000 for certain purposes | whether our former statute was a proper exercis public authority, 
in connection with the commission. and because it was nota proper e€ xercise of pub utho ity, W ithin 

In regard to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, I wish to call | the regular lines, with the proper limitations and itious provisions 
attention to the fact that on the first day when thisdebate was opened | to secure official duty, this irresponsible body of over one hundred, 


I, as chairman of the committee, asked the House then, or asked the owing no allegiance to us, have fallen into these abuses. 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, when this subject was However, sir, this is simply an opinion of my own. [But upon that 
introduced in the appropriation bill, to give me anhour. The next day ground, if it be good, I do not see why we can not pass this amend- 
we had a desultory debate, in which the whole time we had at ourcom- | ment, or anythingelse we please, if we regard the former law asinvalid 
mand was consumed, and some very strong men from Chicago occupied Mr. BLount and Mr. Herpenrt addressed the Chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared.to rule on this question; | 
but if the gentleman is opposed to the point of order the Chair will | 
hear the gentleman from Alabama very briefly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I beg to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that in the first place this act contemplates that, while money is to be | 
appropriated under the law, the expenditure of the money shall ran 
through three or four years. First, there was an appropriation made 
for1891. Another isto be made for 1892; weareuponthat now. Then 
another appropriation is to come for the year 1893, and possibly one for 
1894. In other words, the act contemplates an appropriation for each 
fiscal year of the amount to be expended during that year; then when 
we come to this particular clause of the statute, which relates to the 
power of the commission to fix the salaries of these officials, we have 
it provided that these salaries, when 





“approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be paid out of the sums ap- 
propriated, 





Mark that the word ‘‘sums”’ is used, and not the word ‘‘sum.’’ Now, 
what is the meaning of that language, ‘‘ to be paid out of the sums ap- 
propriated ’’’ Not to be paid out of the whole amount, the expenditure | 
of which is contemplated, but to be paid out of the sums appropriated 
for the several years respectively. Itmust meanthat. Itcan not mean 
anything else. Now, suppose that for the present fiscal year, 1891, the 
amount appropriated had been $100,000. What would have been the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to approve salaries greater in 
the aggregate than the sum appropriated for this current year? I think | 
you are bound to say that he would have had no power. AndI call your | 
attention to the language of the Supreme Court in the case of The United | 
States vs. Fisher, 109 United States, page 146. 

In that case an appropriation had been made for a salary which was | 
less than that fixed by the statute, and Fisher contended that, although | 
the words of the act appropriating were ‘‘in full compensation,’’ yet | 
these words did not have the effect of changing or reducing the amount 
to which he was entitled, as a previous act of Congress had fixed what | 
his salary was to be and fixed it ata greater amount than the sum ap- | 
propriated. ‘The Supreme Court say: 

We can not adopt the view of appellee unless we climinate from the statute 
the words *‘in full compensation,”’ which Congress, abandoning the long-used 
form of the appropriation act, has, ex industria, inserted. 

Now, suppose the Secretary of the Treasury had before him, when 
the question of approving these salaries came up, an appropriation of | 
only $100,000, and was asked to approve salaries which amounted to | 
$150,000. Could he havedone it under thislaw? He certainly would 
have to disregard these words in the statute. He could not have ap- | 
proved if he followed the law, salaries that could not be paid, ‘‘out of | 
the sums appropriated. ”’ 

Then, if this be true for the year 1891, if the Secretary was bound in 
approving salaries for the fiscal year 189i and could not bind the Govern- 
ment beyond the amount that Congress had already appropriated, then 
certainly he could not bind our hands for the fiscal year 1892. 

Congress certainly meant something when it said that these salaries 
were to be paid out of the sums appropriated. What did it mean if 
it was not that it was to keep the control over this matter in its own 
hands? I can not see how you can give any meaning to these words 
‘*sums appropriated ’’ unless you say that for each year the salaries 
are to come within the sums appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to decide this question. 
Debate has run aimost an hour. [Cries of ‘* Rule!’’] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to address the Chair on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman if he con- 
fines himself strictly to the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I shall surely do that, and I did not need any ad- 
monition; when I do I shall accept it gracefully from the Chair. 

I sought the floor for the purpose of stating what I deem a proper 
suggestion in relation to whether or not the point of order made was 
tenable, and I trust the Chair will pardon me for venturing to make 
asuggestion. The argument for this point of order has been stated 
substantially in this form: The law provides that the commission shall 
fix the salaries of the commissioners, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; therefore the commissioners and the Secretary 
have fixed it; that that is the law of the case. 

Now, I submit, sir, that the language of the statute justified no such 
limitation as is sought to be brought about here in reaching a correct 
conclusion: 

The officers of said commission shall receive such compensation as may be 
fixed by the said commission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury— 

It does not stop there— 
which shall be paid out of the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such 
exposition, 

And the act itself provided that the expenses should not exceed 
$1,500,000. What was the need of putting in this provision? 

Subject to appropriations to be made by the Congress of the United States. 

Why were this commission and the Secretary of the Treasury bound | 


by the appropriations made out of the Treasury by Congress thereafter 
if ithad been intended, as claimed, that these salaries were fixed per- 
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manently? for if this was the law of the case there need not bave been 
added this language. Had Congress failed to make these appropria- 


| tions these officers would have been entitled to their salary and could 


have gone into court and obtained judgment forthem. This language 
was not placed there idly. It was to be paid out of appropriations 
made by Congress. This commission and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury have thisadmonition. It was the desire on the part of this House; 
it was the desire of every conservative man; it was the desire of every 
person, knowing the proneness of a body constituted like this to resort 
to extravagant expenditures, and hence it was to be confined to appro- 
priations out of the Treasury made by Congress thereafter. 

There was a limitation. There was not at that time an effort to fix 
these salaries in detail. Perhaps Congress could not anticipate ex- 
actly what was needed, and so it made this provision that they should 
fix these salaries subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but with the further reservation, to be confined to the moneys Con- 
gress appropriated therefor. This is the spirit of thisact. This is the 
life and living purpose of the act. This was the conservative safeguard 
thrown around it by the committee reporting this bill, to protect the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Now, sir, if this be true, why may not the Congress of the United 
States provide for these appropriations in detail? ‘They are left abso- 
lutely unqualified in their conduct. Why may not they appropriate 
in detail for these several officers, for these several expenses, guided in 
the light of that limitation that they should not exceed $1,500,000 ? 
Confine this committee, if you please, to this narrow view, play upon 
these words and twist the spirit of the statute and let this extravagance 
goon. That is all this means; and I insist that the proposition of the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts is in accord with what was intended 


and ought to be consummated by this House. [Cries of ‘‘Rule!’’]} 

The CHAIRMAN. The act of Congress approved April 25, 1890, 
making provision for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America, etc., provided, among other things, in section 19: 

That the commissioners and alternate commissioners appointed under this act 
shall not be entitled to any compensation for their services out of the Jreasury 
of the United States, except their actual expenses for transportation, etc., but 
the officers of said commission shall receive such compensation as may be fixed 
by said commission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and shall be paid out of the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such ex- 
position. ; 


The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
CANDLEB] proposes to fix a limitation upon the discretion of the Sec- 


| retary, so that in the exercise of this discretion, under section 19, he 


shall not be permitted to approveany salary inexcessof the sum named 
by it. Upon that motion a question of order presented by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MAson] raises this question: whether clause 
2 of Rule XXI, which is that ‘‘no provision changing existing law 
shall be in order upon any appropriation bill,’’ renders this amend- 
ment subject to that point of order. 

“Of course it is perfectly clear that all questions connected with al- 
leged extravagance or economy in the administration of affairs by the 
officers at Chicago up to this time isentirely outside of this question. 
The question presented here simply and solely is whether, if this amend- 
ment shall be adopted, existing law will be changed thereby. Under the 
law as it stands now it is perfectly clear, in thejudgment of the Chair, 
that the sole power of fixing the compensation of these officers resides 
in the comunission, their action to be supervised by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. There is no limitation upon the power of either. 

Absolute power is vested in the commission and in the Secretary of 
the Treasury over that subject, and when, by their joint action, they 
determine what the proper salary of each of these officers is, thatends 
the contention so far as fixing the amount isconcerned. This amend- 
ment proposes, in the opinion of the Chair, to substitute the judgment 
of Congress for the united judgment of the commission and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which control under existing law, and therefore 
is such a change of existing law, in the judgment of the Chair, as makes 
it obnoxious to the point of order, which is sustained. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. SAYERS was recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out ‘ $55,000,”’ in line 20, page 29, and inserting as follows 
$40,000: Provided, That not exceeding $20,000 of this amount shall be used in 
paymentof the salaries of the president, the seeretary, the director general, and 
the vice chairman of the executive committee.” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I make the point of order that that amend- 
ment would change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio 
on the question of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend that-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. A question of order is pending and the yentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] is recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I submit to the Chair that this amendment 
is but another form of the precise question which has just been passed 
upon. I will read the amendment again and the Chair will see, I 
think, that it raises precisely the same question. My colleague on the 
committee [Mr. SAYERS] moves to strike out the appropriation which 
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covers the item for the salaries of officers and employés, and to insert 
** $40,000,’ adding this proviso: 

Provided, That not exceeding $20,000 of this amount shall be used in payment 
of the salaries of the president, the secretary, the director general, and the vice 
chairman of the executive cemmittee. 


Now, I know the point is made that it is competent for the House, 


under the rules, to make an appropriation which will result in a de- | 


ficiency. Whether it is wise for Congress to do so I need not now stop 
to inquire. € fa r 
appropriating the money due as salaries to the several officials of the 
Government. But is that all that is done here? 

Provided, That not exceeding $20,000 of this amount shall be used in the pay- 
ment of the salaries of the president, the secretary, the director general, and 
the vice chairman of the executive committee. 

The existing law provides that to the extent of $1,500,000 the na- 
tional commission may incur liabilities, may appoint officers, may pay 
them, may do everything that is necessary to carry into effect the law, 
so far as the carrying into effect of the law devolves upon the commis- 
sion. This amendment provides that the officers whose salaries are 
now fixed shall not receive to exceed 20 per cent. of the amounts they 
are now authorized to receive. Now, Mr. Chairman, under this pro- 
vision is oris not the Secretary of the Treasury authorized to approve 
of any greater salary than is here appropriated? Under the existing 
law he may approve salaries for these officers which may aggregate 
$21,000 or $30,000 or any other sum within the limit. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Does the gentleman hold that, these salaries hav- 
ing been fixed for the year 1891, they are therefore to be the same for 
1892 and 1893? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. It is within the power of the 
commission to change the salaries, and under the existing law it is in 


the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to approve the salaries | president of the commission receive $10,000 a year as salary, the chair- 


which the commission may fix; but can he do that if you adopt this 
amendment? 

Mr. CHEADLE, Then, if that be true, can there be any salary 
fixed for next year until the salary for 1892 is approved ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The salaries are to go on as they are until 
a change is ordered by the authority having the power to make the 
change. That power is in the commission. 


if any of them are found to be extravagant there will be a reduction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Are we to understand the gentleman to say that 
the proposed amendment would prevent the commission from changing 
these salaries? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; but my friend will observe that this 
appropriation limits the sum out of which the salaries may be paid, 
and that controls the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, con- 
trols that discretion which the existing law devolves upon him. If it 
does not do it, then I can not readily interpret plain English. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would suggest that possibly the object of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts may be to prevent an increase of the 
salaries, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. To prevent their continuing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is nota question of what, but how; 
whether we shall observe the rules of the House in legislating. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Right there will you allow me a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I understood you to say these salaries would 
have to remain as fixed by the commission—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Until changed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Until the commission shall act on the ques- 
tion. Now, do you mean that this Congress, which made the law cre- 
ating this commission, can not by law amend the original act and 


change those salaries; that the commission is higher than the House of 


Representatives and the people? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, my friend certainly can hardly be 
sincere in that interrogatory. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iam thoroughly sincere. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course, I do not mean to say that. I 
repeat to my honored friend this is not a question of what we have 
power to do, but whether we have power to do it in this particular 


conducting our legislation. 

Now, the Chair will see at a glance that this proviso controls abso- 
lutely the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury which would be 
unlimited but for the adoption of this clause. 


Mr. SAY ERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 


If we are so disposed we may undoubtedly fall short of 
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what my friend from Texa 
to catch my point 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly 


suggests is trne: but he has failed owing to m) 





fault, doubtless. I beg his attention again to the precise point I make. 
I e said, and I repeat, that it is within the power of Congress to 
withhold 





dl appropriations to pay salaries. We may appropriate only 
' to pay an officer who is really authorized under the law to re 
ceive $10,000, 


e140 
But the question is whether the proviso under con 
existing law, and, if so, in what. It does 





sideration changes 


n this: under existin 





1 } . nn . , . 
| law the Secretary of the Treasury has a discretion in the matter of ap- 


| proving the salaries and the commission has a di 
| of fixing them. 
|of the Treasury a 
| Then the provision does 


cretion in the matter 
But under this proviso is there lett retary 
iy discretion to approve a salary Certainly not. 


to the Se 


in the nature of things, change existing law. 
This is not simply an appropriation which falls short of the necessities 
of the situation, but it is coupled with a proviso which takes away trom 
the Secretary of the Treasury the power to exercise the discretion now 
allowed him by law to approve any salary; 
tion the limit fixed in this proviso 

Mr. FLOWER, Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 


it imposes upon that discre- 


Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman speaks of “ existing law. Now, 
section 19 of the act providing for this World’s Fair is as fol] 
That the commissioners and alternate commissioners appointed u r this 





act shall not be entitled to any compensation for their services ou 


lreas 

ury of the United States, except their actual expenses for transpor i 

the sum of $6 per day for subsistence for each day they are necessarily absent 

| from their homes on the business of said commission Phe officers of said com 

mission shall receive such compensation as may be fixed by said commission, 

} subject tothe approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, which shall be paid out 
of the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such exposition 

Phat, I understand, is ** existing law,’’ because it is a part of the act 


| a year? 


I have said to this House | 
that a board has been appointed to readjust salaries, and I believe that 


} 


| cised is another question. 


providing for this World’s Fair. Under that provision how can the 


man of the executive committee $3,000 a year, 
As I understand, the ‘‘existing law’’ prohibits anything ot 
that sort. The intent of the act was to prohibit these oflicers trom re 
ceiving more than $6 a day. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh. no. 

Mr. FLOWER 


ind the secretary $10,000 


These offices, we cla 


in cre to be honor 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whether my triend is right on the question 
as to the propriety of paying these salaries is a matter I will not now 
discuss, because it is not pertinent to the present issu Weare discuss 
ing a point of order. But my friend will admit that by the very lan 


guage of this amendment, construed in thelight of the statute, the 
power is taken away from the Secretary of the Treasury toapprove any 
salary beyond the sums here specified. And that is a change of ex- 
isting law. It modifies, limits, controls a discretion which otherwise 
would be unlimited. 


Whether unlimited as it is, it is wisely exe 


Congress on a question of this kind is sev- 


| ereign and supreme and may fix these salaries as it chooses: but this 


is not the proper way for the House to proceed in undertaking to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. We want to do it in the right way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am willing to have it done in the right 
way, to have each salary fixed after full and fair deliberation, but not 
arbitrarily in this House, and against the rules of the House 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield tor a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will not the gentleman concede that the Sec 
retary of the Treasury, under the provisions of the law, would have 
been limited in the approval of the salary if it had gone beyond the 
amount appropriated in the bill, $200,000? Would it 
tent have been restrictive ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


not to that ex 


I think so, undoubtedly. 


Now, suppose we put the same restriction in 


the appropriation; do we not, in complying with the law, yet put a 


| You restrict it. 


Mr. SAYERS. Does not the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- | 


propriation bill which you have reported to this House and does not 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act which you re- 
— in the last session of this Congress contain as many as one hun- 
re 
law ? 
Mr. CRAIN. But no point of order was made against them. 





items appropriating for salaries less amounts than those fixed by | 


restriction on the salaries by the amount appropriated, while at the 
same time we are carrying out the law ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think that any such restrictions would 
now be contrary to law, because as it is it may be exercised arbitrarily. 
I do not mean of course by speaking of exercising it 
arbitrarily that it would be exercised in an improper or unjudicious 


“stead | manner, but simply that the power is unrestricted. 
way, in view of the rules of the House which prescribe the method of | 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But the law says that it shall be limited to 
the appropriation, and if the appropriation is restricted the sa 
restricted. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The law says that they shall be paid out 
of the appropriation. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, we will amend the bil! and tix th 


aries to correspond with the amendment 
Mr. SAYERS. Is the gentleman from Ohio thr 1? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will y 


ield to the gentleman 


Mr. SAYERS. I will take the floor in my own right it the yentle- 
| man has finished. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; I did not mean to undertake to 


parcel out the time, but that I yielded the floo 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is prepared to ruli 


on the question, 
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Under section 19 of the act to which reference has been made already 
power is given to the Secretary of the Treasury conjointly with the 
commission created by law to fix the salaries of the officers mentioned 
in this amendment. When the salaries have been fixedand approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury their functions have ended as to that 
question and action upon it. The provision of law for the payment of 
salaries, however, is another and a very different proposition. 

This amendment provides that for a certain purpose under this bill 
a certain sum of money shall be appropriated, out of which sum no 
more shall be used than the amount named in the amendment for 
the purpose of the payment of salaries. That is a restriction on the 
payment of salaries to that extent. It may or may not create a de- 
ficiency; but that question can not arise, in the judgment of the 
Chair, in deciding the question of order, for it has been uniformly 
held that a limitation in the use of any amount provided in an ap- 
propriation, carried by a general appropriation bill, is always in 
order; and, indeed, under the old rules it has been held that it might 
be provided to be in fullof an amount due to acreditor of the Govern- 
ment, even where the amount due was fixed by statute. 

But in the present case, in the judgment of the Chair, this being 
simply a limitation on the manner in which the money appropriated 
shall be expended, in the payment of the salaries, the Chair thinks it 
is in order, and overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out ** $55,000,” in line 20, on page 39, and inserting as follows: 
* $40,000; Provided, That not exceeding $20,000 of this amount shall be used in 
the payment of the salaries of the president, the secretary, the director gen- 
eral, and the vice chairman of the executive committee.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer to the amendment the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no part of the amount epoenaes by the provisions of this act for the 
World's Columbian Exposition shall be expended in the payment of salaries 
in excess of the salaries following, to wit : $5,000 to the president, $4,000 to the 
vice chairman of the executive committee, and $3,000 to the secretary ; nor to 
approve the payment of any salary toany officerof the board of lady managers, 
out of any money which has been or may be available for such purpose, other 
than an annual salary not exceeding $5,000 for the president and $3,000 to the 
secretary. 

Mr. ADAMS. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. I notice in the amendment, if I understood the read- 
ing here, that it uses the word ‘‘approved’’ towards the end of the 
amendment. It has been evidently copied in that respect from the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and is not a limita- 
tion on the appropriation, but upon the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Isimply ask the Chair to examine the amendment and 
see the scope of the restriction that it seems to imply upon the discre- 
tion of the Secretary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not been able to hear the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I wish to offer an amendment to 
the amendment by way of a substitute 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the gentleman from Illinois makes a 
point of order. I should be glad to hear the grounds on which it is 
based. 

Mr. ADAMS. The first part of the amendment seems to be like an 
attempt to merely limit the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what it is. 

Mr. ADAMS. A limitation such as the Chair has decided to be in 
order; but toward the end of it I hear the word ‘‘ approve.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have stricken that oat. It was in the printed 
copy submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER], 
but I have stricken that out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible in this part 
of the House to hear all of the amendments submitted by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. I ask the Chair to have it read 
again as it has been modified. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
know if it is in order for me tooffer a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas? 

The CHAIRMAN, There is already an amendment to the amend- 
ment pending. An amendment in the way of a substitute for both 
would be in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is what I offer. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana be read first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no part of the money appropriated by the provisions of this act for the 
World's Columbian Exposition shall be expended in the payment of salaries in 
excess of the salaries following, to wit: Five thousand dollars tothe president, 
$4,000 to the vice chairman of the executive committee, $3,000 to the secretary ; 
nor for the payment of any salary to any officer of the board of lady managers, 
out of any money which has been or may be made available for such purpose, 


other than an annual salary not in excess of $5,000 to the president and $3,000 
to the secretary. 








Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not withdraw the point of order 
against that. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope the Chair will rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, as it embraces by at least strong implication 
the idea that these are the salaries fixed, perhaps it would be obnox- 
ious to the point of order. The phraseolegy should be changed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the word ‘‘ compensation’’ should be in- 
serted there rather than the word “‘salary.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, Or ‘‘on account of compensation,’’ or whatever 
may be the proper form. In the present form of the amendment otf 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] the point of order will 
have to be sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that change, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman should reduce it to writing. It 
can not be done in this informal way. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I offer the following substitute 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 39, lines 19 and 20, insert in lieu the following: ‘‘ Forsalaries of officers, 
to wit, for president, $5,000; vice chairman of executive committee, $4,000; sec- 
retary, $3,000; clerks, stenographers, typewriters, and other employés, $8,000; 
in all, $20,000.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is uponagreeing to thissubstitute. 

Mr. TAYLOR, ofIlinois. Of course I make the pointof orderagainst 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that that substitute 
is in order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to saya word to my 
friend from West Virginia. Thereare twoobjections, in my judgment, 
to this proposition. One of course is that it is to muster out and de- 
nationalize this exposition to the extent of reducing the director gen- 
eral to the ranks, or, in other words, to have no official as the executive 
head of that great exposition who can speak for the United States. 
Now, I do not believe it is right to do that. Ido not believe the 
House ought to doit. Ido not believe it responds fairly to the desire 
of the people of this country. This, as I said, is an international ex- 
position. I think my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILson] must 
agree with me that the representative of the exposition should be a na- 
tional officer. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. My idea is to let the Chicago or- 
ganization pay his salary. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, if it be said that the local directory 
should pay that national officer, I reply that that indicates a disposi- 
tion to ride a willing horse todeath. This oflicer was chosen in the ex- 
ercise of the discretion devolving upon the commission. His salary 
was fixed in the exercise of that discretion, and was approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. He is an officer of the Government, and I 
insist that it is wrong, an error and a blow atthe exposition, to nowat- 
tempt to do that which tends to denationalize it and humiliate it before 
the eyes of the country and the eyes of the world. 

Nobody pretends that his salary is too great. Nobody pretends that 
a man who is equal to the emergency has not sufficient capacity to earn 
thatsum. both my friends admit that the salary is not too high, but 
they insist that the Illinois corporation should pay this national offi- 
cer. Let it not be forgotten that since the demand was first made upon 
the people at Chicago and upon the people of Illinois the scope and 
plan of this exposition has been greatly broadened; and when it was 
said to this House and believed that $10,000,000 would be required to 
provide for the colossal exposition which is to surpass anything of 
modern times or that has ever been given, nobody thought it would or 
could be raised by any city in the Union. 

Now that the exposition has broadened in scope, elaborated in plan, 
approved by the Government of the United States, as well as by the 
several States in the Union, it is sought by the pending proposition to 
say there shall be no national officer at its head, and at least, if there 
is, he shall not be paid out of the national Treasury. Is that wise ? 
If it is wise, is it not ‘‘penny wise’’ and is it not ‘‘ pound foolish ?”’ 

I agree that when my friends visited Chicago they were quite in- 
censed at the turmoil they found there. I agree that their criticisms 
were in a large measure deserved, if notaltogether. I agree that some 
of the salaries may have appeared extravagant to them; but it must 
be apparent to that committee that we have tided over all these difli- 
culties, and the storm there has given place to sunshine. 

Wow, this officer, the director general, represents the Government 
of the United States. He will receive your foreign exhibitors; he will 


| receive the delegations from abroad; and yet itis said ‘‘ We are willing 


to have such an officer, but the Government can not pay him.’’ Ina 
city of a million inhabitants, where an amount equal to$10a head for 
every man, woman, and child has been freely given to add to the glory 
of this Republic, is the compensation of this chief officer of the United 
States, who represents all the people, to be repudiated and his compen- 
sation withheld ? 

A beautiful spectacle, in my judgment; a grand exhibition of the 
desire of the United States to make this exposition a success. Itisa 
criticism by the Congress of the United States upon the enterprise it- 
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self; and I hope our friends will pause long before they either insist 
upon saddling this expense upon the directory or humiliating the offi- 
cial your commission has chosen. 


It means, gentlemen, oneoftwo things. Itwill be regarded as either a | 
criticism or condemnation’on the choice of the commission or else it | 


is a suggestion of indifference as to the success of this great enterprise. 


Now, as tothe other salaries. Any gentleman on this floor who knows | 
the vice chairman, so called—my honored friend from New Y ork knows 


him very well—the Hon. James A. McKenzie, of Kentucky, knows that 
he is the peer of any man within the sound of my voice; a man who is an 


honor to the position he holds because of his splendid ability and schol- | 


arly attainments. The range of his duties is not unimportant. It is 
asked what he does. The correspondence with the people of the Old 
World is voluminous and important, and it requires a man of ability 
and learning, of rare culture, to discharge the duties devolving upon 
him in disposing of that correspondence. 

Gentlemen upon this floor who served with him know the character 


of hisattainments. It has taken him away from his business at home. | 


He is a lawyer of Kentucky and a splendid man; and I insist that the 
salary is not too high; and, above all, whatever may be said of these 
salaries, any change that ought to be made will be made by the com- 
mittee of the commission having that matter in charge. 


But above all I would not denationalize the enterprise by refusing | 


to recognize the director general, which is the effect of the proposed 
amendment. This is a national enterprise. Its success will depend 
upon the justice, not to say the liberality, of Congress, and the propo- 
sition to reduce these salaries to less than those of clerks in the several 
Departments I hope will not find favor in this House. To appropriate 
$20,000 for all of them makes them less than what chiets of division 
here are paid, and I think it is unjust to the enterprise and to the peop!e 
whom we represent. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I would say to my friend that 
nothing was further from my intention in offering this amendment 
than in any way to degrade the director general. I have simply sup- 
posed that as Congress provides for a president of the national com- 
mission, his duty would be to represent the exposition in its national 
and its international relations; and, as we have also provided for a vice 
chairman of the executive committee, who ranks next. in order, so far 
as the executive details of the exposition are concerned, with the pres- 


ident, that we had provided all the officers who would represent the | 


national character of this exposition in dealing with the foreign exhib- 
itors, with the visitors from abroad, and others. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit me toask him a 
question? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman knows that at the Phila- | 


delphia Exposition, as well as at the National Exposition at New Or- 


leans, the director general was the representative of the enterprise as | 


between the nations. He was its executive head. It wasso at Vi- 
enna; it was so at Paris; it was so at London, and everywhere. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Then we have no need either for 
a president or a vice chairman, except to perform some undefined du- 
ties which I do not understand. 

A MEMBER. Draw the salaries. 


_ Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say | 
just here—because I gather from the speeches made on the floor and 


from papers put into the Recorp that this committee which was sent 
to Chicago to investigate this matter is charged with unfriendliness to 


that exposition—I want to deny any such feeling on the part of asingle | 


member of that committee. I want to say that the best friends the en- 


terprise has on the floor of this House are those who are trying to bring | 
down these public expenditures so as to put the public mind at ease | 
about them. We believe that the worst enemies of that exposition in | 


this House, either upon the floor of the House or from documents put 
in the RecorD, are those who are trying to sustain these extravagant 
salaries, because they will stir up a feeling of hostility in the country 
against that exposition which will imperil its success. ; 

We who are trying to have it start on an honest, clean, economical 
and efficient basis, that is liberal to the exposition itself and at the same 
time just to the taxpayers, are the real friends of that exposition on the 
floor of the House and in this discussion. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Then all I can say is, I hope God will 


save it from its friends. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. And I say to the gentleman f 
Chicagothat these points of order to sustain these pulemmaans coed 
gate ——— per representatives of Chicago on this floor, will 
prejudice the interest of that exposition in the f é : 
pect pos eyes of the taxpayers of 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. They do not have much to do with i 

ow . . ry: <2 t. 

Mr. WILSON , of West Virginia. They are paying these oie. 
gant salaries. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have presented here an amend- 
ment that appropriates $20,000 for the executive heads of the com- 
mission, as follows: $5,000 for the salary of the president, $4,000 for 
the salary of the vice chairman of the executive committee, $3,000 for 
the secretary, and $8,000 for the necessary running force of their offices. 
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Further on we will provide in the same way for the lady managers 
| when we reach them. 


I agree with the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BurTERWORTH ] that we 


have reached a point where it is important for us to decide whether we 
will adopt the director general and make him, in addition to the pres- 
ident and the vice chairman, an oflicer paid by Congress or not. I 
have n ing to say by way of criticism up any of these ind 
uals. They are doubtless able men. all of th They are doub 
well fitted for their positions, all of them; possibly none more so than 
the director general. My effort is simp! h é 
mous salaries to a just sca ind to en i 
priati in this 
_Mr ANDERSON IX Will the i 
tion ? 
Mr. WILSON, of Ves ,eS, SI! 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kans i Cbicago corporation 
plement these salaries v hy <e to allow if it 
pose. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virgin I suppose so. Lut th 
tion now in dispute between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 1 
| WORTH and myselt is whether we shall adopt t ulin 
| additi n to the president and vice chairman, or w ! Ly 
that the director general, being really more engaged wit 1 
management of the exposition, shou be paid by the ] corpora 
tion. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the gentleman will permit, I will 
gest that we have adopted him, and it is a question now wh« 
shall discharge our duty before the world 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett Mr. ( 

| I be lieve. 
The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
Mr. CANNON, Itseemsto methat I, being in charge of t] 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett Mr. Chairman 
and I have the floor. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I think not. I want to iu 
order. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. TheCha gentleman from II] 
| on the question of order. 
Mr. CANNON. Having the honor to be in « if this | 2 
having tried to attract the attention of the Chairman, I rose, not 
the purpose of debating the amendment, but for the purpose, att 


long debate that has been had upon this matter, of trying to fix 
| when we can vote upon the paragraph and all the amendments the 
| Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I make the 
| the gentleman has no right to take me off the floor for that pu: 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentlem 
| 
| 





Massachusetts | Mr. CANDLER] for five minutes, not knowing t 
gentleman in charge of the bill, the chairman of the Com 
| propriations, desired recognition. At the conclusion of t! 
| the gentleman from Massacnusetts the Chair will recognize the 
man in charge of the bill. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, it 


| 
| for us to come back to the real business propositions and questions at 
| . . . = ‘ 

stake in this matter. Continually, from the gent! en who sred } 
| ing these extravagant salaries, comes the charge that w 


denationalize this fair. 
Mr. ADAMS. I have not said that 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusct 
BUTTERWORTH | has said it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idid not 
this officer is a national officer 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusett fave tl 


| here, asemphaticand eloquent as they could be, charging upon 
are trying to reduce these extravagant salaries that we a 
denationalize this fair? Now, I claim that we in this ¢ 

done everything to nationalize the fair. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will indulge m 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I decline to yield 1] 
five minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I do not want to be misrepresen 
| I did not say you were trying to denationalize the fair, but that t 
would be the result of what you propose. 
| Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Very well; the gentleman say 
| that that would be the result. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have tosay th 
| the narrow spirit and the fears of Chicago are in marked contrast t 
what the nation has done for this fair. Have we not nationalized it 
by having the Presidentof the United States proclaim it to the world 
Have we not sent the representatives of the Government to establish a 
national exhibit there ? 

Have we not, in this very bill, appropriated $400,000 for buildin, 
a large amount for expenses, and $50,000 more for the Department o 
State to send its agents throughout the world in the interest of the fair ? 
To-day the United States has its oflicers traveling through the world 
working for this fair. The Government has 115 men and 115 women 





| 
| 
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as commissioners, officials to represent the Government at the national Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, who will control the time? 
dedication, the formal opening, and during its preparation. I contend The CHAIRMAN. Of course the understanding is that the time 
that the men that belittle this great enterprise by claiming that one | shall be equally divided between the two sides, and unless some other 
single officer, if not appointed and paid by the United States Govern- | arrangement be proposed the Chair will allot the time. 
ment, will denationalize it, are the men of Chicago and the men upon | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. AsI understand, this time 
this floor. is to be apportioned under the five-minute rule; and no one will con- 
It has been asserted continuously of late through the papers that | trol the time except by recognition. 
we are trying to denationalize this fair. Who inspired that assertion The CHAIRMAN. Except by recognition. 
I can not say as a fact, but I believe it was the men who receive the | Mr.SAYERS obtained the floor. 
salaries, and I regret that we who are sincere friends of this fair, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask my friend from Texas to indulge me 
who are laboring, as my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has | a moment. This will not come out of his time. : 
said, to make it a great success, are met in such a spirit. | Mr.FLOWER. Mr. Chairman—— 
I have to say, for one, that I have no fears about the success of the | Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. 
fair, but I do believe that Congress should not depart from the estab- | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. ; 


lished policy of the Government and appoint officers to represent the Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to understand whether the division 
United States with extravagant salaries extending over a long period | of this time, thirty minutes toa side, means thirty minutes in favor ot 
of time, because that is something that you have always tried to avoid. | the amendment and thirty minutes in opposition to it. I submit that 

You have protested against national corporations, you have pro- 
tested against indefinite salaries to be paid by the United States, and, 
more than that, in sustaining the present management of this fair you 
are adopting a policy which did not exist in connection with your 
other great national fair, the Centennial Exposition. by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BuTTERWORTH ] that if this commit 

What are the business facts? In regard to our last exposition—the | tee would take no action in reference to the salaries of these four offi 


the division of the time is not to be regulated by this aisle, which sep- 
Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia—the officers had no power to cers the commission itself would recognize the feeling that has been 


arates the two political sides of the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman iscorrect. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, yesterday evening we were assured 


involve the Government inexpense. Theirsalaries were paid out of the | manifested in regard to these salaries, and in his opinion they would 
proceeds of the fair. More than that; the business of every great fairhas | be revised. But the gentlemanin his remarks of this morning proceeds 
been conducted by avery fewmen. The Philadelphia exposition was | to defend the action of the commission in fixing these salaries. 
not run by atown meeting; there were three men who really conducted Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; my friend isin error. I spoke about 
that fair and approved of its details—Mr. Goshorn, Mr. Welch, and | one of the salaries. 
Mr. Lee. Mr. SAYERS. Now, I propose to call attention to the lowest 01 
The great exposition at Paris was conducted by only five men. I | these salaries, that of the vice chairman of the executive committee, 
say that the committee who were selected by this House to investigate | which has been fixed at $8,000. This salary is as much as the Secre- 
the conduct of the fair are sound and right in proposing to cut down | tary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, the Postmaster-Gen- 
these expenses and in recommending that you have business men in | eral, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, receive for dis- 
Chicago to conduct this enterprise in its details, and to be accountable | charging their onerous and important duties, 
to the board of the Chicago Columbian Exposition. I protest against Mr. LANHAM. The Vice President and the Speaker, too. 
a Government oflicer receiving $15,000 a year to represent and do the Mr. SAYERS. The commissioners exercising the power conferred 
business of that corporation. upon them by the organic act of Congress creating the commission 
[ Here the hammer fell. | have given, as the lowest salary to its officials, asalary which is equal 
Mr. CANNON, I rise for the purpose of moving to limit debate | to that of any of the Cabinet officers of the Government. It is amat 
upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto to twenty minutes. | ter about which I have no doubt whatever, and I believe it will be 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Does the gentleman mean tohave | concurred in by the common sentiment of all persons who have given 
that motion apply to the entire paragraph? this matter consideration, that the exercise of power inthis manner by 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. the commission is absolutely indefensible. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Oh, no. Mr. CRAIN. Will my colleague yield for a question ? 
Mr. FLOWER. I would like to have five minutes. Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 
Mr. HoLMAN addressed the Chair. Mr, CRAIN, Is there any way—admitting the truth of your asser- 
Mr. CANNON, Well, I move that all debate upon the paragraph | tion, is there any way in which you can change the salaries already 
and all amendments thereto be limited, say, to thirty minutes. fixed except by introducing a bill here and enacting it into a law ? 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Oh, no. We ought to have an Mr. SAYERS. I believe that this House has the power to make ap 
hour, at least, on this. propriations independently of the action of the commission; and as Con- 
Mr. HOLMAN. Make it forty minutes. gress, at least from a constitutional standpoint, has the purse of the peo 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to limit de- | ple in its hands, we can refuse to appropriate such enormous salaries. 
bate on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto to thirty Mr. CRAIN. But my colleague does not answer the question. Does 
minutes. the refusal of Congress to appropriate the money provided by law op- 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend so as to allow forty minutes. erate to reduce a salary ? 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move tomake the time one hour. Mr. BELDEN. You can provide that the amountappropriated shal! 
I call attention to the fact that this motion covers the entire paragraph, | be in full of the salary. 
including the whole of the next page of the bill. Mr. CRAIN. Does not it drive the claimant to the Court of Claims 
Mr. CANNON. I know; but there have been six hours spent upon | and has not the Supreme Court of the United States and also of the 
this question already. I think I will accept the amendmert of the | State of Texas decided that a mere failure to appropriate does no! 
gentleman from Indiana proposing forty minutes; and I hope that will | change the amount of thesalary fixed by law? And therefore wou) 
settle the matter. not the result be, if my colleague’s plan was adopted, simply to send 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move to amend so as to make | the claimant to the Court of Claims and afterwards to Congress as 
the time sixty minutes. suppliant to get whatever the judgment of the court awarded to him 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I will accept the amendment for sixty minutes. Mr. SAYERS. If the gentlemen receiving these enormous salaries 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DINGLEY). The gentleman from Illinois | which in my judgment they should not receive, desire to enforce thei: 
modifies his motion, and moves that all debate upon the pending para- | payment, then Iam entirely willing for one that an appeal may | 
graph and all amendments thereto be limited to sixty minutes. taken by them to the judicial department of the Government. I do 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- | not believe that we, as Representatives of the people, with these fac! 
quiry. Does that motion cover the entire paragraph ? before us, facts known to the House and the country in the form o! 
The CHAIRMAN. It has been so stated. report, from a committee of this House, should stand here and unde: 
Mr. CANNON, It covers the entire paragraph. take to sustain the action of this commission by voting appropriation 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There area good many things | to pay such enormous salaries, 
in this paragraph which ought to be amended; and I do not think we { Here the hammer fell. ] 
should be limited to one hour upon the whole paragraph. Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly evident that two thin: 
Mr. CANNON. I think when the question upon this amendment is | have presented themselves to this House and to the country in the dis 
settled the result will indicate how the whole paragraph should be | cussion which has been brought up on this appropriation bill: first, tha‘ 
amended. I believe the real contest is on this matter. The sixty | we made a grave mistake when we failed to incorporate in the orig 
minutes will, of course, be apportioned under the five-minute rule. inal act authorizing this exposition the number of officials to have 
The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the motion of the gentleman | control and their salaries and, second, that the salaries fixed by th: 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] as modified. commission are altogether too large. 
Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote. I apprehend that eight out of ten of the members of this committe: 
The question being taken, the motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. | are perfectly satisfied that the salaries as already fixed by the commis 
The CHAIRMAN. By the vote just taken debate on the pending | sion are unquestionably too Jarge and that they do not meet thei! 
paragraph and all amendments thereto is limited to sixty minutes, approval. 
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Now, what ought we to do under the circumstances which are pre- 
sented to us in the report of the committee? The gentleman from | 
West Virginia [Mr. W1Lson] bas presented here a list of the officials 
and the salaries proposed to be paid as provided by this bill. So tar 
as he has fixed the salaries I am satisfied. I think the amounts are 
adequate. But I appeal to the gentleman and to the committee here, 
when I say that it is perfectly evident to my mind at least, and I think 
it must be to a majority of the committee, that unless in some way 
we compromise the difference existing we shall pass the bill in the 
shape it came from the committee. 

It is contended by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH a 
my colleague on the committee, that the director general of the expo- | 
sition should be maintained as a Government official, and in that re- 
spect I fully agree with him. I believe it is all-important to this com- | 
mission, all-important to the interests of the Government, all-important 
to the interests of foreign exhibitors and to the interest of the euter- 
prise itself, that we maintain the,director general as an officer of the 
Government, and that he should be at the head of the Government com- 
mission as well as at the head of the exposition itself. 

Now, we ought to fix his salary. We need not necessarily fix it at 
$15,000, the amount provided by the commission itself. But we 
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| their 
i? 


| but I dislike 


ought, in my judgment, and I should be very glad to see the commit- | 


tee agree to tix it at $10,000. If the gentlemen who are at the head of 


the exposition think that Mr. Davis’s services are worth more they can | 


make up the balance if they see fit. 


Bat we ought to fix it at -some- | 


thing and maintain him as a Government official; for, look at the ques- 


tion as we may, he is the managing oflicer, and must be, to a certain | 


extent, the controlling spirit in this great enterprise which we have 
inaugurated. 


friend from West Virginia will accept a proposition to make the salary 
of the director general $10,000 a year we can pass his amendment 
through the committee and that it will receive the sanction of a large 
majority of this body. 
amendment so far as presented by my friend, which otherwisc | entirely 
agree with. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FLOWER. It was not the intention of the World’s Fair Com- 
mittee to assume to do anything for the World’s Fair except to make 
it a national success, and there was not a business man in Chicago that 
we came in connection with but sided with us in that particular, even 
the gentleman now the secretary of this World’s Fair corporation at 
Chicago. 

He knows the public sentiment there; that these men had duplicated, 
and at double expense put a set of men over Chicago who hampered 


them so that, as he admitted yesterday, they dared not say theirsouls 
are their own. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
Mr. FLOWER. 
it passed, no commissioner had the right to receive over $6 per day. 


Or even sharpen a lead pencil. 


It was the intention of this House that these positions should be filled | 


by gentlemen who would care for the places for the honor of them. 
But they proceeded to elect one of the members of the commission to 
an office and gave him $12,000, in violation of that law. They gave an- 
other $8,000; and when we left them it was with the advice, aftercon- 
sultation with both these menand both these different bodies, that they 
should prune this body down and make a board of control of six oreight 
gentlemen, and let them run it until the fair got under way. 

What have they done since we left there? They have ina spirit of 
brotherly lovejoined togetherin harmonyand come here for largersalaries 
for the whole kith andkinofthem. They didappoint aboard of control 
of eight gentlemen, and in this bill they ask $12,000 the first thing for 
expenses in addition to what we proposed. 
this board of control—and that was the idea of Judge Bryan and the 
idea of every man connected with the fair, the Chicago part of it, the 
mes who put up the money and are responsible for it—it was the idea 
that these men, until this fair got started, could do all this work. We 
do not criticise the director general; we do not say that he is not an 
executive officer of the National Government in one sense, but he must 
be paid out of the fair fund of the State corporatiun. Now, one of the 
men we met there on the national commission was Judge Martindale, 
of Indiana, and here is his statement on that point: 

Judge MARTINDALE. He (the director general) is the head of it. That is the 
position that we will haveto assume. I think the time will come, since you 
—- question, ifit has not now, when the salary of the director general should 


paid, either out of the gate — or paid out of the reserve funds. In other 


words he is the business head, and whenever he passes from the details that 
we are now en 


comes the business head of the exposition, and his salary 
it seems to me, out of the receipts. 


That is where it ought to be paid; and then you will get some re- 
sponsibility on the part of the corporation that has raised $10,000,000 
for this fair, and then every political huckster who comes around can 
not be applying to him for a position on account of his party services 
with hope of success. 

Now, it seems to mea strange thing that this Committee on Ap- 
propriations, while they have cut down the salaries of every governor | 
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Without that I should be unable to support the | 


Under thelaw as passed here and as Chicago wished | 


Now, our idea was that | 


2508 





of the Territories from $3,700 to $2,600, while they have cut down two 
hundred salaries in their appropriation bill below the statute require 
ments, should insist that these commission salaries should go through, 
head, neck, and heels. I stand here in the interests of that fair and 
say that it is not the wish of the gentlemen in Chicago who have put 
money in it that this salary list shall be maintained at its present 
y want this matter simplified and brought down, as business 


figure; the 


men. ‘The idea of one hundred and six men and one hundred and tif- 
teen women running anything successfully! Discharge them all un- 
less Chicago asks for them and put these eight men in control Chat 


is the wisest thing and most prudent thing for us 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois. 


to do. 
[ am always glad to meet an open enemy 
very much to fight an enemy in the brush Che 
men who are posing as friends of Chicago and in favor of this | 
this amendment have a very singular way of showing their favor 
my judgment. They say that the President has invited the world 
come here and has sent the agents of this Government to invite the 
world. Then they say that there shall be 
when they come. If that is the 
unable to see it. 

Now, in relation to these sal 


no man to receive them 
y to forward this enterprise 1 am 


laries, I see they have cut the retary 
down, for instance, to $3,000. That will not pay his hack hire that he 
has to expend in entertaining gentlemen who come there, and that can 
not be put into an expense account. I say that you can not get me 
for one or two years to go there apd work for such salaries, who are 
competent to perform the duties. These men have all been selected 


because they were competent, because they could discharge the duties 


| of these positions, and they are entitled to more compensation than 


| they would be entitled toin a private capacity, because they have ot 
I would be glad to see this provision adopted, and believe thatif my | 


ner 
duties to perform besides the clerical duties of th« 


oftice. 
[ desire now in my limited time to pay my respects to my friend, 
the chairman of the World’s Fair Committee, who tired at me from be- 
| hind aquestion of order this morning. I criticised him a little yester- 
day, and he says he had nothing to do with this b But I see he 
ingratted an amendment— 
Phat said commission shall provide for the dedicat 1 of the build s of tl 
World's Columbian Exposition in said city of ¢ on th 2 ay of Ay 
et 
He says in his speech 
I do not offerthe amendment from the com: ec I Y san r of 
he committee, 
That was ingrafted in one of the sections. That was not drawn by 
the gentleman from Chicago, was it? That originated with the chai 
man of the committee, I believe, and it is one of the sections of t 





bill that he says was draughted in Chicago. The fact is that it w 


| not draughted in Chicago, but draughted by the chairman of the com 
| mittee and ingrafted into the bill as one of the sections of the bill. 1 


think the gentleman will not deny that. 

He does not deny that 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I do not remembe I do not 
deny that I had something to do with that bill and perhaps made some 
suggestions; but we framed the bill and it was drawn according tothe 
wishes of Chicago. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois. And the wishes of the committee. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. The committee coincided with 
the suggestions of the representatives from Chicago. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Andit was also framed in accordance 
with the wishes of the committee. I took part in the discussion my- 
self, and I know it was intended to frame a bill in aceordanc 
the wishes of the committee and make such a bill as they thought 
they could pass through the House; and that was the bill that was 
framed and passed through in accordance with their direction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman 
from West Virginia being in effect the same as the proposition I sub- 
mitted, of course it is entirely satisfactory to me, and I trust it will 
be adopted by the committee. The people of the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent, lying contiguous to the prosperous city 
of Chicago, of course feel a patriotic interest in the success of the Colum- 
bian International Exposition, and in their name I protest against the 
extravagant proceedings of this commission in squandering the money 
placed under its control. They wish this great display to express 
what has been accomplished by the New World in elevating and im 
proving the condition of mankind and the value of free institutions. 

[ protest against these extravagant expenditures for salaries as a 





» with 


| blow at the enterprise, because it has brought discredit on the frugal 


gaged in into the active work of running the exposition he be- | 
should be then paid, | 


and honest methods of our Government. No gentleman in the name 
of patriotism can defend this extravagant procedure on the part of that 
commission. It is scandalous, and instead of displaying the greatness 
of our country and the value of its institutions, it is bringing reproach 
and dishonor upon our republican form of Government, where patriotic 
motives, and not venal and mercenary methods, 
trol citizens in public affairs. 

Talk about patriotism in an enterprise designed to display the bene- 
fits of free government, a government of the people, when at the he 
ginning the profligacy and venality in public affairs, in the expendi- 
ture of the money of the people, common to the monarchies of the Old 


ire supposed to con- 
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World, aret displayed in the New. Only fifteen yearsago, when the 
first ever made in this country under the auspices of 
t eral Government—the Centennial Exposition—was to be held, 
peals for‘ rnment support were properly made in the name of pa- 
f as the grandest occasion in our history. We invited 
whole v to see what a free people could accomplish in one cen- 

; + +} 


y that was then appropriated was given upon the 
at that could not, for a hundred years to come, be cited asa 
precedent; but now, a few years afterwards, what a spectacle is dis- 
country ! 
} 


the whole sum of money expended by the Government in 
on at Philadelphia, the grandest oc- 
n that « history of our country, the birthday 
ofa great nation, except at the end of every successive hundred years, 
was $169,252. Under this bill, if it should become a law, the sum 
ropriated up to this time, and including the appropri- 
3 of last session, would be $747,500, being $575,258 more than 
was appropriated by the Government in honor of that great day of 
‘el nial of the first day of our history as a republic, 
ind yet we have hardly entered upon this Columbian Exposition, the 
work has hardly begun, and yet the money paid into our Treasury by 
the laboring men and women of our country and appropriated for this 
patriotic purpose is being lavished on a few citizens in great salaries 
salaries hitherto unknown in our country for such services as required, 


salaries ranging from $3,000 to $15,000 per year, and endless contin- 


t of the Centennial Ex posit 


er can occu! 


gencies, 


\ hundred thousand dollars is scattered as if no one toiled to heapit 


up in your Treasury. This is to be an exposition of what labor has 
accomplished in the New World, and yet it is reported that no laboring 
men or women have been placed on either of these great commissions. 


Where, let me ask, is labor represented ? 
In the name of patriotism we find here salaries of ten, twelve, and 


fifteen thousand dollars, with actually nothing to do, for, instead of 


one great organization, as at the Centennial Exposition, here we have 
two, and one of them withits great salaries isabsolutely worthless. We 
invite the attention of the nations of Europe to the economy and fru- 
gality and prosperity of a great people, and what they have accom- 
plished, and yet here we are imitating. those governments where fa- 
vored classes have controlled through all the centuries, and the few, 

reat salaries, incomes, and possessions, have reduced the people to 
wretchedness. 

Mr. BIGGS. And there is not a farmer on that commission 

Ir. HOLMAN. Of course not, and I am told not a laboring man 
or woman. I protest against the procedure of this commission in the 
name of patriotism because it is wholly and thoroughly unameri- 
can, it is a dishonor to our institutions, for in nothing can we more 
grandly contrast our Government with those of Europe than in the fact 
that our Government, mindful of its people, abhorring favored classes, 
seeks to secure equality of the people by maintaining economy and hon- 
esty in public affairs. 
and mercenary. From the beginning to this time it has been venal, 
discreditable, and unworthy of the men engaged in it, and I trust this 
committee will not hesitate one moment to adopt this amendment and 
thus condemn the proceedings of this stilted commission. 

I trust that we will go further and reorganize this whole system. 
Will gentlemen bear in mind that this commission is to stay in ex- 
istence until 1898? Until the year 1898 this commission is to exist, 
and will, perhaps, in spite of Congress draw at their own sweet will on 
our Treasury. In the act establishing this commission it is provided 
that it shall exist no longer than the Ist day of January, 1898. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does that include the other officers also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The commission and the powers of the commis- 
sion continue under the law until January 1, 1898, and under the nine- 
teenth section of the act may create offices and fix salaries. Yes, sir, 
with power to create offices and fix such salaries as they deem proper. 
That is a most unexampled power, and I hope that it will be taken 
away from them. I did not vote for the bill, and yet the results are 
far more unsatisfactory than I expected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BIGGS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

M r 30 rly =. 


I would like to ask of those better informed upon this 
than myself if there is a single farmer upon this commission ? 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to say something in behalf of the farmer. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I donot think since the debate began 
I have criticised any member of the committee. I try to take a prac- 
tical view of the question. I want to know whether this amendment 
or the defeat of this amendment will benefit or imperil the success of 
this exposition, not as a Chicago enterprise, but as a national enter- 
prise. Why, Mr. Chairman, suppose we had adopted the views of the 
World’s Fair Committee in the bill on which we voted when we de- 
cided in what city we should hold the fair, there would have been a 
national organization and nothing else—a national corporation; and I 
want to say that I believe in that idea, although it was changed in 
form because of the prejudice of members of this House against an in- 
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This whole proceeding up to this time is venal | 
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corporation by act of Congress, and because it was changed from an 
incorporation into a commission does not mean that this House did not 
intend the control of that fair to be under a national organization. 

What I want is that the people of every State of this Union, from 
now on to the time when this fair opens, shall feel a personal inter: 
in this matter. We have tried to secure that by the appointment of a 
national commission. They ought to have their recognized agent, in 
the form of a director general, and I believe, whatever the motive ot 
gentlemen of the committee may be, that it would have a prejudicial 
effect upon the success of the enterprise to have that officer transferred 
from the national commission to the local corporation. So faras I a 
a citizen of Chicago, or a representative of that city, I could not object 
to any enlargement of the powers of the local corporation; but, being 
interested in the national character of the enterprise, I believe it would 
be a serious mistake to muster out this officer and to say that the na 
tional commission, representing every State of this Union, should not 
have the official whom their judgment has selected. Mr, Chairman, 
if I have any time left I desire it to be reserved for the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoORTH]. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary in- 
guiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is it competent at this time to offer an 
amendment? Ifso, I desire to move to amend the substitute of the 
gentleman from West Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Anamendment would be in order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ThenI move to add to the substitute these 
words: ‘‘And for the director general, $7,500.’’ I thank my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAmMs] for his courtesy, and I desire only to siy 
this: I agree with my friend from New York [| Mr. FLowrR] and my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] that nobody here can pos- 
sibly desire to impress the people of this country or the people of the 
world with the idea that this great enterprise is frowned upon by the 
Representatives of the American people. But this is a national officer, 
elected by the commission appointed by the President; he represents 
this exposition, and gentlemen must see that if we fail to provide fo: 
him, whether we so intend it or not, that action will be accepted as a 
suggestion that the House either has noconfidence in the success of the 
exposition or positively frowns upon it. 

Now, certainly we do not desire todothat. This is a national officer, 
elected in pursuance of law, and unless we desire to say to the world 
that rigor mortis has set in in this enterprise we should provide for this 





| officer, and I say to gentlemen unless we would injure this enterprise, 


directly injure it, directly assault it, we should adopt the amendment 
I have suggested; because that recognizes the officer, though at hal! 
the salary which has been provided for him heretofore. I simply wish 
to add that I have fixed the amount upon consultation with gentleme: 
around me. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment propos: 
by the gentleman from Ohio to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the substitnte so that it will read as follows: 

‘*Insert in lieu of lines 19and 20 the following: * For salaries of officers, to wit 
For director general, $7,500; for president, $5,000; vice chairman of executiy 
committee, $4,000; secretary, $5,000; clerks, stenographers, typewriters, a: 
other employés, $8,000; in all, $27,500." ” 








Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Oh 
{[Mr. BuTTERWORTH] has said, in his usual eloquent way, that h: 
hopes this House will do nothing which would indicate to the world 
that this commission was in rigor mortis. I will say that when on t} 
26th day of June last this commission was organized it seems to me t 
have been seized with a very severe attack of malaria. It was then 
guilty of an act which scandalized the nation and which ought to | 
the beginning of its dissolution. 

These commissioners were appointed under an act of Congress approv: 
April 25, 1890, which specifies that the on] y compensation the comm 
sioners shall receive shall be ‘‘ their actual expenses for transportati 
and the sum of $6 per day for subsistence for each day they are nec« 
sarily absent from their homes on the business of said commission. 

They met, organized, and selected from among themselves a num 
of officers and fixed their salaries, which, in my opinion, are inordinate 
and outrageously high in proportion to the services they were to pe! 
form. I have no desire in the slightest particular to ‘‘ denationaliz« 
the coming exposition at Chicago. I speak for myself and, [ believe 
for this side of the House, and certainly for the Democrats of Tennesse: 
when I say that we want the Chicago exposition to be a success, to bi 
great national enterprise. We do not want it to become a byword ani 
areproach. We do not wish to see it looked upon with suspicion |) 
all those who wish an honest, economical management of its affairs 
Those who uphold and defend the reckless prodigality, which has 
marked the fixing of the salaries of the officials by themselves, and the 
expenditures for the purpose of organization, are the worst and most 
dangerous enemies of the exposition. 

The exposition has a double set of officials. One set are elected by the 
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4 Illinois corporation, known as the World’s Columbian Exposition. 
7 1% 7 c= lar ara > no are YY 
‘ With these we have nothing to do; their salaries are fixed and are paid 
. 1 } } @nanci 
by the corporation which furnishes the money and takes the financ ial 
risk of the enterprise. The second set of o licials are elected by the 
. ; ; j he the Pr Sal m1nNe 
one hundred and fifteen commissioners appointed by the President un 
der the act of Congress. At the time this act was passed it was im 
possible perhaps for this House to know ¢ xactly how many oiliciais 
; : F } 1 ia . nortian na 
should be appointed, how their duties should be apportione 1, and 
what specific salary each should be given. ts 
It was therefore left to the commissioners upon their first meeting | ‘ 
. } 1 rr > hk ft 4] antiv 
and organization to arrange these details. They have m«¢ st flagrantly 
abused the confidence which Congress reposed in them. Their duties 
under the Jaw were almost entirely honorary and perfunctory. rhey 
5 incur no liability; they have no pecuniary responsibility. They have |< 
not a dollar atstake. They are to exercise a sort of advisory and veto | 
power over the selection of the site, opening the exposition, and certain | have iss 
: Lit ‘ 
other details. ' E fa 2. See 
Yet this board has clothed itself with four officers drawing in the Co tte . : 
aggregate salaries amounting to $45,000, and a corps of clerks, stenog- | have ae 
raphers, messengers, and typewriters whose combined salaries already ts 
amount to nearly $20,000 per annum. During the first six months of | ¢, ™ 
its existence this commission has expended for salaries and expenses | have charge of 
$97,000. The commission by law is not to last longer than 1898. The | | _ 
entire sum which by the bill the Government of the United States may | Committee « as 
be called on to pay toward the exposition is $1,500,000. If the present | shall have charge of all matters ; 
= 7. ° - . sever as reaTe } cesses, AS iy be refer ito 
rate of expenditure were kept up until 1898, that is, for seven Years, | or ite board of reference and « 
f the expense account would consume the entire appropriation which Cc ttee on fish. fisher , ; 
" was made for all purposes. | one hich shall have cha ; ; 
E : If it costs so much to run this commission and its clerks two years | °F" ac 
a before its work has really begun, what sum will be required in 1593 | “Committee ntnitulsihe. ataatetios , ; 
; when the exposition will bein full blast? I maintain, sir, that the offi- | of eight commissioners, which sha we ¢ , 
cials of this United States commission should, with the exception Of one [na of voferenes 
j or two, serve absolutely without salary. They render noservices which | “A committee on ma 
7 entitle them to compensation, and it was not the intention of the original | ha ; ' 
; act that they should. Yet we have a director general at $15,000, a te 
president at $12,000, a secretary at $10,000, and a vice chairman of the | tes ; : 
executive committee at $8,000. shall have chai 
Heaven knows why the ‘‘ vicechairman’’ and not the ‘chairman’? of | °°!) > 
the executive committee should have been given a salary, unless the Co 
chairman was a Republican and in following the ruleof division which I | ch ill matters pe 
understand was adopted in apportioning the salaries they found it neces- | “(ie on prose. , , 
sary to hang an eight-thousand-dollar salary onto the Democratic vice- | of ali matters pertaining to this su a ak wines 
chairman of the executive committee in order “ to keep things even.’’ | sion, its executive co mites ts t of refer 
° ° ° a *,. . . Committee on vor S yngresse ajst f 
Sut, sir, these commissioners have divided the exposition into fifteen | eee nection with th eae 
different departments and twenty-four standing committees, as follows: | o ress that ma o ass 
} Committee on gro ls and} 
ARTICLE TENTH. ry. ee : 
DEPARTMENTS AND STANDING COMMITTEES, | s x we 
be ret to th < il ssion a8 to vision mia . t vV 
The operations of the exposition shall be conducted and carried on through saad ‘ » build = am it oho ay ee 
the medium of the following great departments, to wit ; the hone wa <¢ 
A—Agriculture, food and food products, farming machinery and appliances ‘ 
B—Viticulture, horticulture, and floriculture. } 
C—Live stock: domestic and wild animals. | Y*. #4 Jo aynoected to put a hig ced official at the | 
D—Fish, fisheries, fish products, and apparatus of fishing ene ; i ; oe : 
' k— Mines, mining, ana metallurgy. 1 Ol ‘ i \ t 
F—Machinery, ) { ) f r th dey 
G—Transportation exhibits: railways, vessels, vehicles. Dd Do van asunnose there would b h awild ser ble fort 
H—Manutfactures. ments. Do you sup] ne! oe DO GHC & Wile BEEBE 
J—Electricity and electrical appliances. places uni it was anticipated and un ood that a fat sa 
K—Fine arts: pictorial, plastic, and decorative. the United States Treasury was t » with the offic I 
L—Liberal arts: education, engineering, public works, architecture, music, | 5 $ it x e sellin ¢ rs ch of the 
and the drama. a derstood that i was in cont mplation t ) to ea n 
M—Ethnology, archeology, progress of labor and invention, isolated and | four committees a regular comp ent of pa cler} 
collective exhibits, and typewriters, with | urlou 
N—Forestry and forest products. | : : 
O—Publicity and promotion. expense . : . 1 ; 
P—Foreign affairs. Why, sir, it has been stated that thes ) 
And there shall also be the following standing committees, to wit: their offices in Chicago, but were to be located al t t 
Committee on judiciary, rules, and by-laws, consisting of eight commission- | enone he chairman of the « tts ch 
ers, whose duty shall be to formulate rules and by-laws for submission to the whereve r tae enhairma til mm oe one 
commission,and to reporton all such matters as may be referred to it by the | time for Congress to call a ha it ré C33 ¢ aga 


commission, its executive committee, or its board of reference and control. people’s money It can only be done by tip town Ul ipprop 
Committee on tariffs and transportation,consisting of sixteen commissioners, ae hee hill rhe ¢ n } i 
which shall have consideration of all such matters relating to tariffs, bondage, | 2U0N Jn this bill. Lhe soit ere 
and releasing of goods, and the transportation of goods, as may be referred to 
it by the national commission, its executive committee, or its board of reference 
and control, in conjunction with such officers of the Treasury Department as 
may be appointed. ; 
Committee on foreign affairs, consisting of eight commissioners, who shall made it? ¢ £ress passe d 
have charge of all matters pertaining to the foreign exhibits of the exposition | Congress can a nd the law and reduce these salari 
that may be referred to them by the national commission, its executive com- | 4 
mittee, or its board of reference and control. | 
Committee on legislation, consisting of the commissioners and altérnates from | 
each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia, and also the commissioners | 
at large and their alternates, which shall have consideration of all matters per- | ; lant Sx f - tha 1 hair: 
taining to the national, State, Territorial, or municipal legislation affecting this | &'V° CRO PICIERS PO; = ee ae” 
exposition. >, | - the lady pre side nt, do,! ys 
Committee on fine arts consisting of eight commissioners, which shall have | Jea. the director general out alto 
charge of all matters pertaining to fine arts which may be referred to it by the ‘ } a ] 
commission, its executive committee, or its board of reference and control. } ment, are more than iiberal, 


said the ymMimiussloners had ar ed tI } ) 
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Has tl i on grown greater and stronger than Ci 
the law which created the 

| the law and abolish thesalaries. Let us adopt the ar 

by the gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. W11 
alaries at a fair and reasonable sum. ‘The é 
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4 Committee on science, history, literature, and education, consisting of eight | Judging by the eagerness v 
4 commissioners, which shall have charge of all matters pertaining to these sub- | there is no dan rer that anybody ly ig about uf 
- jects that may be referred to it by the commission, its executive committee, or | ; e oe 4s ff affais oo f t 1, 
its board of reference and control. 5 | horrhHie Condition OF allalrs So | : 2 a MO ee 
a Committee on agriculture, consisting of sixteen commissioners, which shall | BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio, of in position ¥ yperly t 


have charge of all matters pertaining to agriculture w 
it by the commission, 
control}. 
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a handsome salary, but not more than he deserves and earns. Yet 
evidently his labors are not so onerous as to prevent him from attend- 
ing to his duties here. Why, then, is it necessary, so far in advance 
opening of the exposition, to have a set of national officers draw- 
enormous salaries and rendering noservices in return ? 
he great pleaof my friend from Ohio[ Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] is ‘‘Spare 
lirector general! Do not abolish the office of director general.’’ 
sir, I care not whether the chief officer be styled ‘‘ director general ’’ 
or ‘‘president.’’ It does not matter what his title may be. It is the 
vice he is to render which should determine the amount of his sal- 
ry, not his title. If you give the commission a “director general’’ 
at a cost of $7,500, as proposed in the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrerwortH], then cut off the salary of the 
preside nt and vice chairman. 

I have studied closely the by-laws adopted by the United States com- 
mission which prescribe the duties of these officials, and I must confess 
in all candor that their labors appear to me to be just about as onerous 

; those of a militia officer on dress parade at an inaugural ceremony. 
Let the director general be appointed, if you see fit; but let the House, 
in the exercise of its rights.and duties, cut down the appropriations 

entioned in this bill; let us fix these salaries here; and if that is not 
considered as going far enough, let the select committee on the expo- 
sition bring in their bill and let us arrange these salaries in a law 
amendatory to the act approved April 25, 1890. Tben all our acts 
will undoubtedly be legal. We have a right to amend the law, and 


in my judgment we have a right to cut down the appropriations in 
this bill. 

rhe bill carries to-day $175,000 for the expense account of this com- 
mission during the next twelve months. The exposition is not yet 
opened ; the show has not begun; but for the preliminary work, in 
meetings, in rent, stationery, and clerk hire, in junketing and feast- 


perhaps in hack hire, as stated by the gentleman from Chicago 
Mr. TAYLOR], there is to be expended $175,000 of the people’s hard- 
earned money in the next twelve months. 

I say the constituents of my good friend from Kansas, the members 
of the Farmers’ Alliance, the day laborers, the wage-earners all over 
this Union, will rise up in condemnation of any such appropriation. I 
for one will not vote away the money contributed in part by my people 
to be spent in any such manner. 

It should be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that at the Philadelphia 
Exposition the national officers were paid by tHe local corporation. 
The case was the same in regard to the exposition at New Orleans. 
Che president of the Cotton Centennial Exposition, at New Orleans, Mr. 
Edward Richardson, an extensive cotton-planter and merchant, served 
withoutasalary. Mr. FE. A, Burke, the director general, was voted a 
salary of $5,000 a year; but when his term of oflice expired he had not 
drawn a dollar. 

He contributed that salary to the Agricultural and Mechanical Col- 
lege of Louisiana. Have we no patriotism in Chicago to-day? Have 
we no patriots in the Northwest, in that great city whose prosperity I 
admire and in whose success I delight, who are willing to serve in 
positions of this kind without compensation or at least without excess- 
ive compensation ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr, Chairman, as this session is drawing near its 
close, and as my reiations with gentlemen on both sides of the House 
have beenof the most friendly character and I wish them to continue, I 
have abstained from taking any part in the discussion of this matter up to 
the present moment. But the time has now come when I propose to 
talk out, and talk so plainly as not to be misunderstood. 

I want to say to my friends on this side of the Housethat this is but 
a repetition of the old trouble when Chicago was selected as the city 
to hold the World’s Fair; the animus shown here to-day convinces me 
that certain gentlemen have not gotten over their defeat and attempt 
now to cripple by their attitude the management, and I wish to say 
that the passage of these amendments will not serve the interests of 
the World’s Fair. If time permitted I could show members that in 
our diplomatic service Congress very cheerfully appropriates princely 
salaries for the eflicers representing this Government abroad. Adopt- 
ing the argument which has been used-by gentlemen here, it could be 
shown that there are men who would gladly accept those foreign ap- 
pointments at lower salaries. 

There are gentlemen who would gladly take those high positions 
and serve without any money compensation for the sake of the honor 
which the places are supposed toconfer. Yet Congress very cheerfully 
appropriates in our diplomatic service salaries ranking from $10,000 to 
$17,000 a year. Weannually vote the President of the United States 
a salary of $50,600 a year. We passed in June, 1890, the administra- 
tive tariff bill, carrying with it nine general appraisers at a compensa- 
tion of $7,000 each and-their expenses, and yet those same gentlemen 
who are now antagonizing Chicago entered no protest against the 
salaries mentioned by me. 

The point I am coming to is this: Certain gentlemen have been jeal- 
ous of Chicago, I repeat, ever since that city was selected as the site to 
hold the World's Fair. Andon thisside of the House it has been noised 
about and has been instilled into the brains of members that this World’s 
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Fair, this Chicago exposition, is to-day being converted intoa political 
machine, and hence some gentlemen think no further support should 
be given by Congress in that direction. Suggestions of that kind, my 
friends, havea great deal of effect Iknow; but tomy Democratic friends 
I wish to say that the gentleman at the head of this exposition as di 
rector general, Col. George R. Davis, although a Republican, is away 
above any influences of that kind. 

I say that for the ability demanded, and in view of the calls which 
will be made upon him in connection with his position, the salary 
of $15,000 a year is not too large; he can command that salary at any 
time in Chicago; while the secretary of that commission, John T. Dick- 
inson, is to-day, I claim, the hardest-worked man in America, and 
well deserves a salary of $10,000 a year. These positions are not for 
a lifetime, butonly temporary, and good salaries must be paid to secure 
men with ability such as they possess, and yet while Congress annu- 
ally votes the large salaries to which I have referred for officers in our 
diplomatic service, members here urge that in a matter of this kind 
we should not appropriate larger salaries than we ourselves receive. I 
need not comment upon the cowardly attitude of Congres@ in keeping 
the salaries of its members down to figures which would more prop- 
erly be given for merely clerical service. 

We vote to the heads of our Departments salaries larger than ou: 
own; we allow them confidential secretaries; at the touch of a button 
they can call whatever assistance they desire; they are carried to and 
from the Departments in carriages, while Congressmen can either ride 
on horsecarsor walk. Yetgentlemen urge here to-day that the World’s 
Fair must be crippled because, forsooth, if the men now in charge be 
continued in power, some of them being Republicans, the management 
of the fair will no doubt drift in a partisan direction. Representing 
in part Chicago in this Congres; as a Democrat, I repel these insinua- 
tions and say that they come with bad grace from the gentlemen using 
them. 

I feel authorized to say that there will be no politics, with Hon. 
George R. Davis as director general, in this matter; and I trust that 
members of Congress will be more liberal in their views and will assist 
us to make this fair what it is intended and ought to be, an exposi- 
tion that all America will be proud of. And this can only be accom- 
plished by Congress being liberal with its appropriations. [Repeated 
cheers, ] 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The remark of the gentleman 


who has just taken his seat [Mr. LAWLER] in regard to a feeling of 


jealousy in this House as to the location of the site for this fair does 
not apply, I think, at the present time with any degree of accuracy to 
any gentleman on this floor. I do not believe that after the site was 
selected there was a particle of jealousy left in the breast of any rep 
resentative of the people here. 

I am in favor ofthis fair. Ibelievethatitshould beheld. I believe 
that we should appropriate enough money tocarry it on ina creditable 
manner to a successful termination. Itshould be carried on ina man- 
ner which would lift us up in the estimation of other peoples and not 
drag us down. But I do not want the organization of the fair to be 
made a vehicle by which the money of the people shall be wasted; and 
from the testimony submitted here by our own committee in connec- 
tion with the matter, it appears, undoubtedly, that some salaries pro- 
vided for some of the officials of the fair are excessive. It is for that 
reason, sir, that I feel compelled by my vote to support any reasonable 
amendment cutting down the appropriation, so far as some of these 
salaries are concerned, 

We have other things to attend toand other demands upon the national 
Treasury which will not permit us, if justice and right are to prevail, to 
allow too heavy demands upon the public Treasury. 

I have been trying for years tu have an increase made of the salaries 
or rather the small pittance in the shape of a salary paid to the men 
who save life and property on the lakes and on the Atlantic coast. | 
have sought for years to have their pay made something like adeqrate; 
but I have been told over and over again that there is no money to be 
applied for that purpose. 

Now, if these other important and righteous demands upon us are 
pending and can not be met for want of money, shall we quietly si! 
here ani by our votes approve the payment of these excessive salaries ” 
I will add that in this I do not refer to the director general. I think 
he should be a national officer. He comes into contact with the repr 
sentatives of other nations and with foreign exhibitors, and he should 
be a representative of the National Government and have behind him 
the power and dignity of the nation, and of course his compensation 
should come from the national Treasury. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor simply for the 
purpose of correcting a misapprehension which seems to prevail in the 
minds of some gentlemen in regard to this matter. 

There are three distinctive agencies recognized by Congress, in so 
far as the management of the World’s Fair at Chicago is concerned 
First, the corporation organized under the laws of the State of IIli- 
nois and known as the World’s Columbian Exposition. Under the 
act of Congress that local corporation was authorized to prepare build- 
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ings and grounds for the use of the World’s Columbian Exposition. 
In the same act, however, the Congress of the United States created 
a national commission, consisting of two gentlemen nominated by the 
President on the recommendation of the governors of the respective 


States and Territories of the Union, two from the District of Colum- 


bia and eight from the country at large; that is the second agency. 
And in the third place there was also recognized in that billa national 


board, to be composed of the heads of the Departments of the Govern- | 


ment in this city, whose duty it was to make an exhibit of the Gov- 
ernment’s property in a building to be prepared by the Secretary ol 
the Treasury for the use of its exhibits. \ 
departments recognized by law for the purpose of holding the naticnal 
and international exposition in 1893. 

So far as the action of the local corporation is concerned, which is 
the corporation created under the laws of the State of Illinois, and by 


which has been subscribed over $10,000,000, which sum is to be ex- | 


pended under the direction of the corporation exclusively, there has 
been by the committee and Congress no criticism whatever. I believe 
I am right in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Congress has nothing to do with that. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Congress has, my friend from Indiana says, noth- 
ing to do with it; but there is no criticism offered, so far as the Illinois 
corporation is concerned, in the report of the special committee. 

The criticism brought against the affairs of the exposition in so far 
as they have proceeded is directed against the national commission, 
twoof whomare appointed from each State and Territory ci the United 
States, two from the District of Columbia, and eight from the country 
at large. This national commission is a creation of Congress, and they 
represent each of the States represented on this floor by gentlemen from 
all parts of the country. And I am surprised, therefore, to hearstate- 
ments made, especially by my distinguished and esteemed friend from 
‘Tennessee, to the effect that Chicago was asking these great salaries for 
carrying on her exposition, and regretted that there was not patriot- 
ism enough there to carry it on at less expense. 

The gentlemen serving as directors for Chicago do not get any com- 
pensation, and those who do get salaries as officials of the corporation 
for the exposition, as far as Chicago is concerned, get it from the $10,- 
000,000 raised by Chicago, and they are not asking Congress and do 
not now ask Congress for a dollar of money. 


mission—two members from the State of Tennessee, two from New 
Jersey, two from Kentucky—and the gentlemen whose salaries are af- 


fected are, in every case except one, citizens of other States than I]li- | 


nois. There is une gentleman who is affected by this bill who lives in 
Chicago, and he is the director general, Mr. George R. Davis. 
other gentlemen are from other States in the Union—Mr. Dickinson, 
of Texas, Mr. McKenzie, of Kentucky, and other gentlemen who are 
involved in this proposition. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Not the men, but the salaries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say these salaries go to gentlemen outside of 
the State of Illinois, and Illinois ought not to be criticised or charged 


with want of patriotism because these gentlemen from other States de- | 


sire compensation for their services. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
ment longer, as I want to have printed in the RecorD some exhibits. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] | 


asks unanimous consent to occupy one minute longer. 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to incorporate in my 


remarks the statement prepared by Judge Lindsay, of Kentucky, than | 


whom I believe it is conceded there is no abler lawyer in this country. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. That was printed yesterday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The statement I am going to put in is the state- 
ment that was adopted at a regular session of the national commission 
as the views of the commission. It was prepared by Judge Lindsay. 
I desire to do this for the purpose of showing the interpretation, which 
I believe is the correct one, with regard to the powers of the national 
commission. 

I desire also to print in the Recorp, with my remarks, exhibit E, 
showing the report of the special committee of conference on jurisdiction. 
That report is signed by Lyman J. Gage and the Chicago directory, 
and also the members of the national commission, showing the pow- 
ers of the two bodies as agreed to by the two bodies. I do this for the 
purpose of correcting the statement of my friend from New York [Mr. 
FLOWER}, who just now stated that his proposition was in accordance 
with the wishes of the Chicago directory. 

Mr. FLOWER. I say that they are al! harmonious now and want 
larger salaries than ever. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to read therefore: 

The expenses of the cirector-general’s office and his clerk hire shall be paid 


out of the Government funds under the provision made for the payment of con- 
tingent expenses, as set forth in section 18 of the act of Congress. 


This was adopted on November 24, after the committee were there, 


and it is the joint agreement of the local directory and the national 
commission. 


These were the three several | 


So that 1 want gentle- | 
men to understand, therefore, that we are dealing now with that com- | 


The | 


I wish the committee would indulge me one mo- | 


Is there objec- | 
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Che documents referred to by Mr. Si GER are as follows 
‘ 
Rt TAI \ C- 
; [Ss n land adopted a regular s i s.] 
¥ r Ss} A rmmittee, t Ww iw € 1 reso s I 
ame ime s thereto, with dire n tore} é é at 1 to 
this S 8 Lit the following 
It sthetr I i iat this commission, unde t ss, possesses 
j the pov. re ifter ¢ erated, and that sense di- 
I ' s { the la at i the Inc 
to be used set i carrying into suc s \ ld’s 
Columbian Exposit 3 {through t cal 
] 101s pora it p n your nimittec nm 
raised, is a quasi | \ by the act of ¢ ess a vith the 
consent of the I . anes purp . I i 
and expended in the « Loft pose by the age s i by the 
said act of Congress, 
1. It is the opinion of t! that this ssion possesses 
} Soleand exclusive power toa s x t pare a classificat i 
of exhibits; to deter net plai ! cope of the ex sition: to appoint all 
judges and examin sof tl posit iwarad } ns, and erally 
to have charge of all inter irse with ex ors res 
|} atives of foreign nations xhit Ww ‘ iis n 
|} istohave all intercourse are é i st 1 this 3 
to allot space, and that a surt 1 1 
to have ntercourse with th i ‘x 3 
effect to lize the World's Ce ibian Exposit 
declaration in preamble of tl ca Z tha 
be of a national and international characte ind a failure by 
to exercise a duty clearly and manifestly imposed upon it by th ui 
| gress 
». It is the opinion of t} litte iat this 
exercise al ‘ ng p rougl ; Ss a i 
é 1 ea ste | officers as it may name; and that 3 
reanization dire € i I mi he o 
wi rh Spac 3 illotted st iss 4 n deter 1 
executed, ar v - Lits priat i 
Sz rally t x vitha . 1 t 
representa Ss { eig illo 
y VA at this g « 
site or ground 1 r l rnd é 1 
| erected forthe expos on, 1b has the powe i rye 1 with 
ject or to accept and approve the s 
4. Itis the duty of this mission to notify the I lent of tl - 
when provision sh have been mad 
|} act of Congress upon a satisfacto site, and acco to the } 1 
| fications accepted and app 
In reference to the pov sa ‘ 
mittee submit the follow y 
l. It isthe duty of tl . i 
and buildings for the exposition, subjecttothe a, 
} commission, either as tosite or to the plans and speci ations f 
} but when such site shall have been finally accepte 
cations for the lildings finally apy 1, the I i 
and exclusive right to prepare the ground l erect the i 
anid scommission is in nowise respons 
< tion mlay exercise this power and perform 
| buildings erected shallbein a rdance i p 
t , ic tI ity ; ‘ mm mm ) 1 i 
s ated } “1 tion of t i f ¢ 
I I © ition ay pre | i 
rates and lrmitia fees lo \ 
ilewes, and exhibitors and t if 
the financla 3 1 ord yn iz f and i 
d the t oO « ) > 
the tofta i ty of this , niss i n s tiat 
and su ) 3 ex< pow “4 é r t 
} I I ” ) »raise and provide s 
} less than dand « ended for th poses t i 
but such f lin a ar vit \ ( 
| to be expe tt eneral super s 1 i t 
} of this co 
| 4. The general conduct and orderly management -< eexh 
} time it may continue will be in the I i n 
| accordance with rules and regulations to be approved bya 
} mission and under the general supervision of its director genera 
| 5. Whilst it is desirable that the committees of this con sion fa ‘ 
| the Illinois corporation shall act in harmo it our opinion that the ad 
} named committees have no ert ul vet r 
} course with exhibitors, for s withou 
sion or of its proper « s 
Eximinir I 
I RT OF I PERI 
Adopted by directory of World’s Columbian FExposit Novembe { 
| Tothe Vi ld’'s Colum! Commission 
tnd to the directors of the Work olumbian Evy t 
| Your special committee of conference, to whom were referred ther 
| adopt« d by your two bodies respective ly, on their separate ir hict L 
| beg leave to report the result of their joint conference in the matters at 
| and so to them su nitted. 
| Your committee have deemed it best to avoid all discussion u es ssu 
and technicalities, and adopt such measures as to them se« uly 
harmonious administration of the affairs of the x posit i suANnce f 
that intent, they recommend theadoption by yourres ) 3 ( n 
| of procedure outlined as follows 
} The work of the exposition shall be divided into t ving great depart 
| ments, and to properly administer and systematize t ( tion there shall 
| be established ahead or chief officer of each of these departments, such bureaus 
| to be at all times open to the inspection t appropria imittees of t 
two bodies. Each chief shall have under his contr « bureau of clerks, and 
shall generally have charge of correspondence with intend exhibitors in his 
| department. 
| The salaries of the chiefs of the several departn ts her after en ‘ ted 
| and theirsubordinates together with the currente ea shia paid 
by the World’s Columbian Exposition ; the salar to be fixed by the director 
general, subject to the approval of the board of directors of said exposi n 
and the right is reserved to the said board of dire« 4 to discontinue or red 
| the appropriations for any one or of said t ts when, in eit 


opinion, the interests of the exposition shall so require 
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I ~ lepart its shall be appointed by the director general, subject 


to ul by the national commission and board of directors of the 









W I's ¢ imbian Exposition, and not by any committee of either. The di- 
rect 1l shall also have power to appoint all subordinates necessary to 
proper administration of the departments. 
R als f 1use may be made by the director general of all officers and 
em] a nted by him 
DEPARTMENTS, 
T departments shall consist of the followings 
A—Agricu e, food and food products, farming machinery and appliances. 
B—Viticulture, horticulture, and floriculture. 
( Live stock : domestic and wild animals 
D—Fish, fisheries, fish products, and apparatus of fishing. 
] Mines, mining, and metallurgy 
F— Machinery 
G—Transportation exhibits: railways, vessels, vehicles, 
H— Manufactures 
J—Electricity and electrical appliances 
K—Fine arts: pictorial, plastic, and decorative 
I,—Liberal arts: education, engineering, public works, architecture, music, 
and the drama 
M—Ethnology, archeology, progress of labor and invention, isolated and 
collective exhibits 


N—Forestry and forest products 

©O— Publicity and promotion 

l’—Foreign affairs 

e creation of this department of foreign affairs is not to contravene the 
hts and powers of the committee on foreign affairs to control the disburse- 
mentof the $20,000 heretofore placed under their control; but the manner of 
such expenditure shall be reported to and be made part of the record of this de- 
partment, and in all other respects the committee on foreign affairs shall bear 








the same rel s department as otherstanding committees bear to their 
corresponding pa rents 

rhe director g in his discretion, and with the consent of the ex- 
ecuti' ' ‘ two bodies—national commission and local direct- 
ory—place two or more of these departments under the control of one chief, 

id ntinue them until the necessity shall require independent chiefs. 

I expenses of the director general's office and his clerk hire shall be paid 
out e Government funds under the provision made for the payment of con- 
ting ‘ nses, as set forth in section 18 of the act of Congress. 

4 iterial changes, modifications, orextensionsin the plans ofthe grounds 


or buildings, as adopted by the commission and the directory,will be subject to 








the joint approval of the committees on grounds and buildings of the respective 
es, the commission, through its director general, or other officer selected 
for the purpose inspection and information 
It being deemed essential that representatives of the exposition should be 
duly accredited, it is recommended that all persons hereafter officially author- 
ized (o promote the interests of the exposition shall be commissioned by the 
dir« ! eral under the seal of the commission. 
BOARD OF REFERENCE, 
Res i, Thata board of reference and control be created, consisting of a 
pres nt, vice chairman, and six members of the commission, to be hereafter 
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forward very liberally to support this fair, or the National Govern- 
ment will have to make a very large appropriation on its behalf, or in 
my opinion the fair will fail. 

I myself am in favor of paying liberal salaries to those gentlemen 
who assume the direction and management of such a colossal concern 
as this fair. But the people of Chicago and the people who are inter- 
ested in this fair can do nothing better to make it a failure than to pile 
up expenses for salaries, for work which has not been performed. The 
people of the United States, who are going to contribute liberally 
through individual subscriptions or by appropriations by acts of Con- 
gress, want a guaranty of good faith that the gentlemen who are man- 
aging this fair shall conduct it with economy and efficiency; and you 
can take no better way to prevent liberal subscriptions by the individ- 
ual citizens of the United States, or to damn it in Congress, than by 
piling up great expenses and enormous salaries. 

When this bill was originally before this House there was incorpo- 
rated in it a provision that the women of this land should be represented 
in the management. From that provision in the bill there has grown 
up what is called the ‘‘ ladies’ board’’ofmanagement. I object to the 
word. I want, if it is possible in this bill, that the good old Anglo- 
Saxon word ‘‘ woman,’’ ‘‘ wifman,’’ ‘‘wimann,’’ women shall be in 
serted, instead of this word ‘‘ladies.’’’ As I understand it, these 
women were selected by the directors of the fair. 

That provision in the original bill in regard to women being repre- 
sented at the fair and in its management was intended for the indus- 
trial women of this land—for the hundreds and thousands of women 
and girls who throughout this land are engaged in active occupations; 
who have acquired trades, handicrafts, and professions, and who ar 
interested more than any other class in the exhibits to be made. I fo: 
cne protest here that it is a perversion of that provision; and instead 
of the industrial women of this land, who organized and carried that 
provision through Congress, we have what looks to me like a flavor of 
**snobbery ”’ in this ladies’ board of management. 

Favoritism, jobbery, and snobbery must be eliminated from the man 
agement of the fair. The women of this country were represented at 
that time and came before Congress, and with great eloquence and 
force asked that this women’s board of management should be created. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, there are two or three words that have come into 
| common use which set a man’s teeth on edge—“‘ ladies,’’ ‘‘ gents,’’ and 


appointed by the president of the commission, upon whom shall be conferred | 


all the powersand duties of the executive committee when not in session, and 
which, with a like committee of the directory, to be appointed by their presi- 
dent, shall constitute a committee of conference, to which shall be referred all 
matters of difference, and the action of which thereon shall be conclusive. 
Your committees respectfully suggest that, in their opinion, the adoption of 
the foregoing plan will render immaterial all questions of controversy as tothe 
relative rights, powers, and duties of the bodies they represent, and insure har- 
monious action in the future 
Lyman J. Gage, Thomas B. Bryan, Ferd, W. Peck, E. Walker, E. 
I. Jeffery, Potter Palmer, F. S. Winston, De Witt C. Cregier, J. 
W. St. Clair (chairman), William Lindsay, Thomas M. Waller, 
FE. B. Martindale, W. J. Sewell, M. H. De Young, Geo. V. Massey, 
V. D. Groner. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
sion of law organizing this commission passed last session. 
is as follows, section 18, page 65: 

Provided, That the United States shall not be liable on account of the erection 
of buildings, expenses of the commission, or of any of its officers or employés, 


or on account of any expenses incident to or growing out of the exposition, for 
asum exceeding in the aggregate $1,500,000, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire first to read the provi- 
The proviso 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been a friend of Chicagoall my life, and 
I have been a friend of it in all of these proceedings, both in the pas- 
sage of the bill last session and now. I hold that those are the greatest 


enemies of Chicago who would exhaust the fund of $1,500,000, or a | 


large proportion of it, in the payment of large salaries and incidental 


expenses, rather than reserving the great bulk of that money for the 


**nants.’’ I want the words ‘‘ women ’’ and ‘‘men’”’ restored. 
A MEMBER. And “‘breeches,’’ 


Mr. McADOO. I think that in the selection of this ladies’ board 


| they did not look to the industrial women, and these ladies were not 


chosen from any special fitness for this position, but rather social or 
political grounds prompted their selection. Now, if that is true, then 
the idea of its creation has been perverted, and women of this land who 
are engaged in useful occupations, and who are so much interested in 
this matter, should have been selected from the labor organizations with 
which they are connected. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said at the outstart, the friends of thi 
World’s Fair in Chicago are on their good behavior, and its success 01 
failure lies with them. The people of this land will stand by them to 
the last dollar. They will liberally contribute, either by States, or }) 
individuals, or by Congressional appropriation, if these managers give 
usa guaranty, by economy, by efficiency, by disinterested patriotism 
and by an absence of anything that savors of wrong, or speculation, 01 
jobbery, that they are going to give to the world such an exposition as 


| is worthy of this great country, and that will eclipse anything that has 


| 


preceded it. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have not talked about this amend 


| ment or this provision until now, and I crave the attention of the com 


| 


erection of the necessary buildings and to secure the transportation of | 


articles there for the exposition, and the retaining of the great bulk of 
the money in order to dignify the exposition by making a proper ex- 
hibit. 

The gentlemen who favor these large salaries are contending that 
this sum of one million and a half of dollars, the limit of cost, 
shall be diminished to that extent by unreasonable salaries and other 
unnecessary expenses, taken out of the fund set apart for the purpose 
of making this a grand exposition, and by that act they are showing 
themselves the enemies of the exposition. Already, if the items of 
this bill are not reduced, $375,000 out of the sum of $1,500,000 will 
have disappeared, leaving only $1,125,000 for all the purposes required 
by the conditions of the bill passed last session. In the interest of 
that fund and of the fair I shall favor the proposition to reduce these 
salaries. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, when the qnestion of the World’s 
Fair was originally before this House there is no denying that locality 
and politics had something to do with the selection; but that selection 
has been made by Congress. Chicago, in the matter of that selection, 
assumed very grave responsibilities. But the fair has now either to 
become national or to be a failure. That is, the people of the United 
States, without regard tothe people of Chicago, will be obliged to come 


| They made a board of control, consisting of sixteen. 
| the director general. 


mittee for five minutes while I speak toit. This has been accom 

plished, namely, $11,000,000 have been raised by an Illinois corporation 
and devoted to the World’s Fair at Chicago. It is expected that fou 

millions more will have to be raised, and will be raised, by the city o! 
Chieago. This legislation that is referred to has been had, namely 

that the United States should supervise the whole of this fair; that it 
should stand between the Illinois corporation and the exhibitors of this 
country, and should stand between the foreign exhibitors and the IIli- 
nois corporation. The United States, through its commission, supe: 

vises, allots the space, awards the premiums, and assures fair play t 

everybody at home and abroad who go to that fair. There were fur 
ther duties that the commission performed. 

Now, these two commissions, namely, the United States commissi 
and the Illinois corporation, met. They discussed the jurisdiction o! 
each. There was a process of evolution, and by and by they ‘‘evo- 
luted’’ into an effective organization, which is complete. They did 
their work well. They have disposed now of the United States con 
mission, except the formal meeting that is to be held before or when 
the fair commences. They did it by taking eight men from the IIli- 
nois corporation and eight men from the United States commission. 
One of them is 
He proposes, he acts for, he is the principal ex- 


ecutive for the United States commission and co-operates with the Illi- 
nois corporation. 
Now, under the law his salary was fixed at $15,000 a year; a great 
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sum, yet not too great for proper serv ices to the Republic. It is hoped 
by some gentlemen that we might find somebody who would do this 
work for less, or for nothing, Possibly some competent man migat) 
found: but if the work be done well it is worth $15,000; and it is the 
duty of the United States to pay it in the absence of somebody donat- 
ing it. _ 

Now, then, the Committee on Appropriations reports $00,000, and 
recommends it for the payment ol these salaries, the estimate for which 
was $70,000. We believed ona close examination that that might be 
brought down to $55,000 and we so re¢ ommended. stay 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. You recommend $65,000, incl 1d 
ing the amount for the ladies’ board. > . 

Mr. CANNON. Iam speaking to this single proposition, Now, | 
think I am correct. The amendment proposed is to cut that > 00 | 
down to $20,000, and to withhold any appropriation whatever for the 
salary of the director general. That isall. Here is a fair that is to | 
cost $15,000,000, to be paid for by Chicago, and probably besides the | 
gate money and the receipts which are to be derived from that expo 
sition, and there is an interference with that machinery proposed by 
this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent for five minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] asks 
unanimous consent that be be allowed to proceed for five minut 
longer. Is there objection ? 

Mr. FRANK. I must object, unless I am allowed five minutes. 
have just come in. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I ask unanimousconsent that my friend fron 
Missouri [Mr. FRANK] may have five minutes also. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then I want to know if we can have five minut 
on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] may be permitted to proceed for five min 
utes, and that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK] may have 
alike time. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will not object, provided we may have ten min 
utes on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection? [Apause,] The Chair hears 
none. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON (to Mr.SprnoLaA). My friend from Missouri | Mr. 
FRANK ] is probably on that side, but there is really no ‘‘ side’’ about it. 

Mr.SPINOLA, Well, New York has been attacked here, and I in 
tend to defend New York. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me say to my friend that New York needs no 
defense. I do not think there is a man within the sound of my vo 
who wants to do anything except the best thing in this matter, wheth 
he comes from New York or anywhere else. 

Now, the proposers of this amendment do not propose to interfere 
with the existing machinery of the exposition. The United State 
commission and the board of control are to have the same authority to 
expend this money and carry on this fair thatthey havenow. The only 
proposition that is made is for the Government of the United States 
to refuse to pay the salary of the director general and to decrease the 
salaries of the other officers. How much is involved? Twenty-fi 
thousand dollars is the amount that is involved. That is the differ 
ence between the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations 
and this amendment; only that and nothing more. 

Now, I do not believe it is wise, I do not believe it is for the best | 


», OOK 








interests of Chicago, for best interests of the fair, or for the best in- | su 


terests of the United States that thisaction should be had. When you 
create two great commissions, or one great national commission and an 
Illinois corporation, and they by contact lay out the work and get in 
good working order, I do not believe it is wise, for the sake of saving 
$25,000 to the public Treasury, to come in and take action that wil! 


throw over all that work. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrer- | 


WORTH ] offers an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSon], namely, to insert $7,500 for the salary 
of the director general. , 

I hope that will be done. If it is done the amendment will then 
carry an appropriation of $27,500. When that is done, if it is the sens: 
of the committee to adopt the substitute in place of the original pI 
vision in the bill, so be it. I hope that will not be the sense of th 
committee; but I am ready, as a member of this House and a citiz: 
of the State of Illinois, to discuss this question calmly, and to ac: 
anything that the House of Representatives of the United States in it 
wisdom shall do. 

Mr. Chairman, I again disclaim any belief that there is any desire 
upon the part of anybody to cripple this fair, and, having examined 
the matter fully and carefully, I again ask the House not to withhold 
payment of the salary of the director general. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I was unable to be pres- 
ent during the discussion and consideration of the pending paragraph 


I came here justin time to listen to the remarks of the gentleman from | 


Illinois (Mr. CANNON}, who has presented the matter, I think, rather 
unhappily and inaccurately. No one who has watched the course of 


the Committee on the World’s Fair will doubt their earnestness and 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment pro- Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is simply a blow 


posed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTERWORTH ] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson]. TheClerk 
will read the amendment to the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendment by inserting the words “ for director general, $7,590.’ 
lso change the figures ** $20,000" to ** $27,500.’ 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment, it was agreed to, there being—ayes 87, noes 65. 


Mr. FRANK. [I reserve the right to demand the yeas and nays on | 


this question in the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. The order for the yeas and nays must be made | 


in the House. The gentleman can ask the yeas and nays in the House 
upon any amendment agreed to in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRANK. Well, I reserve that right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right in this case with- 
out reserving it. The question is now upon agreeing to the substitute 
of the gentleman from West Virginia as amended. 

Mr. McCREARY. In order that we may understand what we are 
voting upon, I ask that the substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in lieu of lines 19 and 20 the following 

‘For salaries of officers, to wit: For director general, $7,509; for president, 
$5,000; vice chairman of executive committee, $4,000; secretary, $3,000; clerks, 
stenographers, typewriters, and other employés, $8,000; in all, $27,500.” 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended by the adoption of the substitute was 
agreed to—ayes 102, noes 50. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move further to amend the paragraph by striking 
out the word ‘‘lady’’ wherever it occurs and inserting the word 
‘* woman.”’ 

Mr. BIGGS. I wish to say one word. 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want only one minute to make this statement—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois raises a question of 
order. 

Mr. BIGGS. Only aminute. Iam entitled to be heard, or else I 
will have to offer another amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. As soon as we settle the point of order I hope the 
gentleman wili be heard. 

Mr. BIGGS. Let me have a minute now, and the point of order can 
be settled afterwards, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California will recognize 
the fact that debate on this part of the bill has been exhausted; andif 
he will kindly withhold any remarks he may have until after we have 
passed over this provision the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. BIGGS. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON, L appeal to the gentleman from Kansas not to press 
this amendment. My understanding is that it stands now as was pro- 
vided in the original act. The existing law requires this, and if you 
strike out the word ‘‘ladies’’ there and substitute ‘‘women’’ you 
change the language of the act. 

Mr. FRANK, The “ board of lady managers 
used in the law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And there is a very strong suspicion that 
the ladies are women. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is clearly amenable to the 
point of order if insisted upon, and rules that the amendment is not in 
order, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move 
the amendment I send to the desk, to strikeout lines 16 to 18 inclusive. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


World’sColumbian Commission: For expenses of one meeting of commission 
in 1892, $15,000, 


Mr. SPINOLA. Is this debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

Mr. ADAMS, Theamendment ofthe gentleman from Massachusetts 
strikes out the whole title. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. My amendment is designed to 
strike out the words immediately following the title, as follows: 

For expenses of one meeting of commission in 1892, $15,000. 


) 


? is the technical term 


Mr. CANNON. I see no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There may be no objection to the 
amendment, but I would like to know what it is. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection the amendment will 
be again reported. 

The amendment was read. 

The question was taken; and ona division, demanded by Mr. FRANK, 
there were—ayes 72, noes 11. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Masssachusetts. I move asa further amendment 
to strike out the word ‘‘seven,’’ in line 21, and substitute ‘‘three.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “‘seven” and substitute “three,” in line 21, page 39; so 
that it will read: 
* For rent of offices, $3,000.” 





|in the dark. These arrangements have already been made and the 
| rental agreed upon. If my friend was familiar with the facts lam sure 
he would not insist on the amendment. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. This is not a blow in the dark, 


’ | but it is simply putting a proper price on the rental to be paid for 


offices. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out on 
page 40 lines 7, 8, and 9. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out on page 40 the following words: ‘‘ For other expenses that can not 
at this time be estimated for, $5,000; in all, $123,000.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment should stop with the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ on line & It is not my purpose to move to strike out the ag- 
gregate amount. 

Mr, FRANK, I hope in the interest of orderly proceedings that the 
gentleman will withhold that for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FRANK. -I propose to offeran amendment on page 39, and hope 
the gentleman will withhold his amendment for a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withdraw the amendment until the other is 
| finished. 

Mr. FRANK. Then I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





On page 39, line 23, strike out the word “‘cleven”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ five.” 
| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This has relation to the printing, etc., and 
I hope the amendment will not be adopted. I move to insert 7,500 
instead of 5,000. 
Mr. CANNON, I think my colleague had better let it stand as it 
is in the bill. This is for printing. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know that all debate is cut off; but let 
me say there is a vast amount of printing to be done—— 
Mr. FRANK. Not this year. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes; right straight along; and the 
amount named will not be more than enough for printing, furniture, 
ete. 
| Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. They have the furniture already. 
| Mr. FRANK. If you will make your amendment seven thousand 
| I will accept that in lieu of five. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, suppose you let the House have something 
to say about it instead of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already stated that debate is not 
in order. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend on page 39, line 23, by striking out ‘‘eleven’’ and inserting “ five.” 


Mr. FRANK, The gentleman from Ohio offers an amendment to 
the amendment making it $7,500. I am willing to accept the modifi- 
cation if he will make it $7,000. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think on reflection that the original 
amount ought to stand, so I withdraw the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FRANK, it was 
rejected. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out on page 40, 
line 1, the word ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so that it will read: 


For committee meetings, including meetings of board of control when com- 
mission is not in session, $5,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further amendment to this paragraph ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inowrenew my motion tostrike out lines7 and 8, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 40, in lines 7 and 8, strike out the following words: ‘‘For other ex- 
penses that can not at this time be estimated for, $5,000.” 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FRANK (from his seat). Division. 

The CHAIRMAN, The rules require gentlemen to rise when they 
demand a division. The noes seem to have it; the noes have it, and 
the amendment is rejected. 

If there is no futher amendment proposed to this paragraph the Clerk 
will read the next. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. FRANK addressed the Chair. 

Mr. FRANK. I move, in line 8 and 9, toamend the amount stated, 
$123,000, so as to conform to the changes made in the items of the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. CANNON. By unanimous consent let the Clerk insert the 
proper footing. 

Mr. FRANK. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the Clerk in- 
sert the proper footings of the appropriations. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. There can be no objection to that. | Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jers It rht so it Ww 1 to 
There was no objection. be certan 
Mr. FRANK. I move to strike out lines 11 and 13 inclusive. The CHAIRMAN. Th ‘ on 
The Clerk read as follows: will be 1 red 
Strike out in lines 11 to 13 inclusive the following words: ‘For expenses of ‘ da yllow 
the board of lady managers in 1892, $15,000.” x : 
of . e 
The amendment was agreed to. ; @ 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out lines 16 and Mr. ADAM Mfr. Chairman. I m to t word at 
17, on page 40. | line 23. This relates to the lo Dp} t I w isk the 
The Clerk read as follows: | chairman o e Committee on Aporonriat ' , teal 
Strike out lines 16 and 17, on page 40, as follows: “ For expenses of the sub- | appraise Doe ‘ n the appraisers at the d : - ty 
committee of eight, constantly at work, $12,000 5 Mr. CANNON. I lerst it vare thea t th é 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes ports. 
seemed to have it. | ir, ADAMS rh , h 
On a division (demanded by Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts) there | each other so as to secure u : 
were—ayes 24, noes 60). Mr. CANNON, Ye 
So the amendment was disagreed to. Mr. ADAMS. Mr. ¢ I wish to sav 
Mr. FRANK. I offer the following: very briefly that, as it is n Cosnnetiins 
Page 40, in line 20, strike out the word “ six and insert in lieu thereof the | on Appropriations, I do not wish to delay t ea 
word “ three;’’ so that it will read: “ For stationery, printing, postage, and in- | ory brief statement in regard to t won my 
cidentals, $3,000.” Che appraiser for the port of C1 
he question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman an- | appraiser. Fr have a communication from the a ; ; 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. tells me that there is one appraiser at that great port; t 
On a division (demanded by Mr. FRANK) there were — ayes 23, noes | one appraiser in the year 1870: that at that time the receipts \ 
49. | office were only 31,000,000 a vear. while the i I y > } ) ! 
So the amendment was rejected. | that in other cities of the country where the collect ire ve ( 
Mr. FRANK. I nowask that in line 23 the total may be so altered | less it has been found absolutely necessary to app sie 
as to conform to the changes made. but sometimes two assistant appraisers. 
Mr. CANNON. That is right. I desire to put in the Ri . inn ti cen tha . 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is already agreed to. | ter. and to say that I have introduced a ' i tien enteral ie 
The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the Clerk will insert the | the Committee on Ways and Mea 5 acti ag seers te 
proper footing. ofiicer has to be paid out of the « ton) md I in ive co ent to 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend, in line 17, page 40, by striking 
out the word ‘‘twelve’’ and inserting the word ‘‘six.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That paragraph has been voted upon al- 
ready. It is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this amendment has not been 
voted upon. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 40, line 17, strike out the word “twelve” and insert the word “six 


so that it will read ‘*‘ For expenses of the subcommittee of cight, constantly at | 
w ork, $6,000,”’ 





The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. FRANK. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the appropriation bill what is the meaning of this next tine: 

For contingent expenses of the world’s congress auxiliary of the World's 
Columbian Exposition, $2,500. 

I never heard of any such auxiliary. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend that that was inserted on 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, after a full discussion, and it was fully discussed yesterday. The 
intention is to devote this amount to the payment of certain expenses 
connected with the world’s congress of scientists and mechanical ex- 
perts to be held in Chicago, 

Mr. FRANK. I raise the point of order against that section, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. LAWLER. Oh, why do you not move that the committee be 
allowed to amend this so as to make the exposition a county fair ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the point of order of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK] comes too late. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the provision on 
page 42, from line 17 to 26 inclusive, be restored to the bill. It went 
out on a point of order made by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN ]. ' 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have no objection, either, 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] to restore to the bill the words on page 
42, beginning with the word ‘‘and,”’ in line 17, and ending with the 
word **dollars,’’ in line 23, which were stricken out on the point of or- 
der of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. FLOWER. Let the words be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I think that is right. 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is also authorized to recdin any and all 
the uncurrent minor coins now in the Treasury; and the sum of $1,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to reioiburse the 
Treasury for the loss on such recoinage; in all, $2,900, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That point of order was made 
by myself, because I had reliable information that a certain amend- 
ment was to be proposed. If it be understood that paragraph is re- 
quired only for the purpose of reinserting those words, and not for the 
purpose of offering other amendments, I have no objection. 


Mr. DOCKERY, I think the danger the gentleman apprehends is 
passed. 
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print this com 
mittee further. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without object y oe oil 
There was no objectio: 
The communication 


nupication inthe R >I w not det 


lected $10,000,000 from duties on imports, S has tw 
} yassistant appraise 
co ed $3,000.04 She had two 
Orleans collecte 500.000. Sheha 
assistant appraisers, at a salary of $ Weach P 
‘appraiser, ata salary of $3,000,and one assis 
ury of $2,500 wo collected $5,000,004 S 
stant appraiser 
You will see ft i these figures that San Fra 
much as “~hicago rmely > 10.000, 00 w“ 1 fo o 
$12,200 Baltimore collected alittle more than halfas much as ¢ 
$3,000,000), with two appraisers, draw eS 
as mu is Chicago (namely, $2.500,000),with three appraising officer { 
$8 OOK Portland, Me., « 
appraising officers, draw 
praising officer drawing $3,000 
Linclose herewith a bill to be introdu i by vouif the f 
otherwise I hope you will make the necessary change 
From the fact that Chicago is to have the great World’s Fa 
further fact that foreign importations ! 
it is of the utmost importance that an assistant apprais« S ib ted 
for this port with aslittle delay as possible. Hoping t 
cessity for having an assist 1 
effect, 
[ am, very 


ur rise 
PI 
respectfull 


P.S.—Please let 1 hear from you a 
Yours, ete., 


I might add that the first appraise for this port was appointed 
salary of $3,000 per annu asnow. The« ections at that 
were less than 31,000,0% 

The Clerk read a follows: 
SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS 

For surveys and resurveys of public | 
per linear mile for standard and meands ines, $7 
tion lines: Provided, Thatin expending this appropriat i 
given in favor of surveying townships occupied in whol ry] | 
settlers and of lands granted tothe States by the actapp I ‘ KRY 
and the acts approved July 3 and July 
fined to lands adapted to agriculture and li: , I 
Commissioner of the General Land Office 1 allow, fo survey of lands 
heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dens rowth. rates not 
exceeding $13 per linear mile for standard and meand SLL for tow } 
and $7 for section lines, and in cases of exceptio 3 in the surveys 
the work can not be contracted for att se rates, « pensation for surveys and 
resurveys may be made by the said ¢ 3s r, W the approvaiof t t 
retary of the Interior, at rates not exceed Sik pe ear e for standard and 
meander lines, $15 for township, and » for s 3: Provided 
That in the State of Washington there Ly 1 y th the app 
the Secretary of the Interior, for the survey of lands av 
tainous, or covered with dense undergrowth, rates 
mile for standard and meander lines, $23 for towns! 1) for section lines 
And of the sum hereby appropriated not exceeding $40,000 may be expended 
for the examination of publicsurveysin the several surveyi 
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tes e a workin the fleld,and to prevent payment for fraudu- 
lent lit ect surveys returned by deputy surveyors and for examination 


of s eys heretofore made and reported to be defective or fraudulent, and in- 

vecting mineral deposits, coal fields, and timber districts, and formaking such 
other surveys or examinations as may be required for identification of lands 
for purposes of evidence inany suitor proceeding in behalf of the United States. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

On page 55,in line 19, after the word “* Washington,” 
words ‘and Oregon 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 
I think it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Itisnot any more so than ‘* Washington.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. The point of order was not made on ‘‘ Washing- 
ton.’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then I make it. 

Mr. CANNON. But I am willing to reserve it and hear what the 
rentleman from Oregon has to say. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam obliged to the gentleman at least for this 
ourtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this, that you will observe by 
reading this particular clause that the State of Washington is made 
an exception from all other States in the United States and is allowed 
higher rates than any other State for the survey of certain public lands. 
It is mountainous; the timber-covered lands are lands that are rather 
difficult to survey, and the effect of this is that it is impossible to get 
a survey at ordinary rates. 

Now, sir, I ask that the State of Oregon be included in this privileged 
class, for the reason that the same difficulties exist upon the Oregon 
coast that exist upon the Washington coast. It is the same character 
of timber, on the same mountain range, the same tangled mass of brush, 
the same class of heavy timber, and there are 20,000,000 acres of land 

till remaining unsurveyed. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a letter from the Commissionet 
of the General Land Office, in which he certifies as to the difficulties of 
obtaining contracts in that State because of the inadequacy of the rates 


insert the following 











for surveying heretofore provided by law 
i give an extract from it, as follows 
lor the past ten years the apportionments for surveysand the rates of mile 
have been as follows; 
Legal surveying rates. 
an Appor- Aggre- 
Total ap- —_ ot . pnniimaniaiateail 
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. ¢ 9 7 5 
383 — 1), 000 20, 000 21. 960 | § 5 
: . , 1, 96 2 13 il 7 
( 9 7 | 5 
TE csnissntinimenanhtmatsinninainiiniininss 425, 000 15,000; 15,000 12 10 6 
: 13 11 7 
; i { 9 7 | 7 
1585 penneountesneintinn 350, 000 | 15, 000 15, 41 12 10 | 6 
i { 2B ll 7 
> ‘ » 4 v9 7 5 
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1887 . 50, 000 . © 500 9 7 | 5 
eae i 50, 000 3, 000 830 | 9 | 7) 5 
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his appropriation was not apportioned. 

Che law authorizes the Commissioner of the General Land Office to allow 
the maximum rates in Oregon and Washington, but these rates can be allowed 
in other surveying districts only with the sanction of the Secretary of the In- 
teri 


From the above statement it will appear that during the fiscal years ending 
June 30, 1886, 1558, 1889, and 1890 the amounts apportioned to Oregon were not 
exhausted; in 1586 about one-half the apportionment was used; in 1888 less 


than one third, and in 1899 but little over one-half. 


The people and the settlers of that country who are asking for sur- 
veys to be made among those vast timber lands have called upon the 
surveyor general for surveys, and he answers it is impossible to get 
them surveyed because no surveyor will survey them at the present 
inadequate rates, 

Here is another letter which I received from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office in the last few days: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GeNERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1891. 


Srr: Lam in receipt of your telegram of the 5th instant, referring to the rates 
of $25 per mile for standard and meander lines, $23 for township, and $20 for 
section lines, recommended in the annual estimates of this office for the survey 
of lands in Washington, heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dense 
undergrowth, and inquiring why the same recommendation was not made for 
the survey of lands of like character in Oregon, 
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In reply I have to state that in submitting his estimates for the survey of pub 
lic lands during the ensuing fiscal year, the surveyor general of Washington 
based the same upon said rates of $25, $23, and $20, for standard, township, an 
section lines, respectively, and, in view of the exceptional difficulties to be e; 
countered by the surveyorsin certain portions of the State, and of the probabil 
ity that it would become necessary to survey, for State selections under the 
grants per act of February 22, 1889, lands which have heretofore been omitte 
because contracts could not be let at the highest legal rates, it was deem 
proper to recommend the rates submitted by the surveyor general, the obje 
being, if allowed by the appropriation act, to use the same where it should bx 
found impossible to contract at the ordinary maximum rates, 

rhe surveyor general of Oregon, in submitting the annual estimates for hi 
district, did not recommend any special rates for difficult surveys, nor did h 
intimate that surveyscould not be let at the maximum rates now allowed by 
law.. However, as considerable portions of the unsurveyed lands west of th 
Cascades in Oregon are similar in character to the lands in the State of Was! 
ington, for which the special rates are recommended, I see no objection to t} 
allowance of the same rates for the same class of lands in Oregon, where su: 
veys are demanded by bona fide settlers. 

In compliance with your verbal request of this morning, I inclose an extract 
from the letter to you dated January 6, 1891, showing the apportionments for 
surveys in Oregon for the past ten years and the surveying rates under the 
several appropriation acts 

Very respectfully, 


LEWIS A. GROFF, Commiss 

Hon. BIncer HERMANN, 

House of Representatives. 

That is what he says about this unjust discrimination made in this 
bill against my State. And now I say to this House that I am justi 
fied on that report in asking that these exceptional rates may be allowed 
by the surveyor general to these two States, the States of Washington 
and Oregon, as the Interior Department has specified that the diflicul 
ties are exceptional, and therefore these special rates should be allowed 
So that there is no possible way in which an undue advantage can b: 
taken, or in which more than is reasonable and just can be allowed. 

I can personally testify as to the great difficulties of conducting sur- 
veys there and as to the similarity of character between the difficulti 
which exist in my State and those which exist in the State of Wash 
ington, and I assert here to-day, gentlemen, that this is an unjust dis 
crimination; and, while we admit that the allowance for Washington 
is just, we say it is unjust todeny the same allowance to Oregon, where 
the same exceptional difficulties in the matter of surveys exist. Ther 
fore I ask my friend the chairman of the committee, in view of this 
exceptional condition of things, whether he will not do this manifest 
justice and allow the State of Oregon to have the benefit of this clause ’ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it is always ungracious to resist an 
appeal from a colleague, especially when that colleague comes from 
Oregon and is my friend Mr. HERMANN; but I feel constrained to in- 
sist upon the point of order for this reason: The statutory compensa- 
tion is $18 per linear mile. Now, the statutory compensation was fo: 
the first time for many years appropriated for the current year. Prior 
to that appropriation the allowance had been reduced to $13 per linea: 
mile, so that there was an increase of nearly one-half for the current 
year for the State of Oregon and others over what the allowance had 
been for many years preceding. 

As to Washington, we increase the amount up to $25 per mile for 
certain class of lands. We do that for the reason, while Oregon has 
20,000,000 acres of land surveyed, Washington has only 1,000,000, and 
because the great bulk of Washington west of the Cascades absolutely 
can not be surveyed for less than $25 per mile. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman is mistaken. There is not to ex- 
ceed 2,000,000 acres difference between the unsurveyed lands in Oregon 
and those in Washington. 

Mr. CANNON. Isay ‘‘surveyed and undisposed of.’’ There aré 
19,000,000 acres in Oregon and only 1,000,000 in Washington. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is, undisposed of in Washington. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘‘ Unsurveyed and undisposed ’’ of is the classiti: 
tion. 

Mr. HERMANN. That isa mistake. There are 20,000,000 acres 
in Oregon remaining unsurveyed to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam compelled to insist upon the point of orde: 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming. I offer theamendment which I send t 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out “three,”’ where the same occurs in line 29,and the words 
hundred" where the same occur in line 21, page 54, and insert in lieu ther: 
the words “ four hundred and sixty-five,’’ so that the provision will read 

‘*For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $465,000,”’ 

Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I wish tosay, simply! 
way of explanation of this amendment, that as a matter of fact, so f: 
as [am informed, the extension of the public surveys has never | 
gun to keep pace with the extension of settlement, and in our Wes! 
ern States to-day there are men who have occupied their farms for ti 

| six, seven, or even ten years, who have been unable to obtain 
title to them, for the reason that the public surveys have not reached 
their section of the country. This state of things exists I believe in 
all of the Western States, and it is especially true of the newer oue 
Last year $448,000 was appropriated for these surveys. This year | 
understand the estimate of the Commissioner of the General Lani 
Office, who is a conservative man, is $465,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations have recommended in the bill now 
under consideration, as the entire appropriation for the survey and re 
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for 1888, $50,000; for 1889, $100,000; for 1890, $200,000. The esti- | tains the office known as the surveyor general’s o 
mate for 1891, the current year, was $300,000; yet there was appropri- | is employed a corps of clerks constantly to 
ated $425,000, It is true there comes here an estimate of $400,000 for | in pert rming the clerical work i ent to t 
the coming year; and we recommend $300,000. and plats of the surveys when made in tl 
Now, the trouble heretofore has been, not with the amount of the | this clerical force can quite as v } 
appropriation, but that the amount appropriated could not be utilized | work if the appropriat is $4 Jas if weappropr d 
because of a restriction which, years ago, under the lead of the gentle- Che salary of the survey 1] not 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. Randall, now deceased, and the gentle- | Jar by virtue of th 
-man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], was placed upon the expense of | of a very large ar 
surveying. That restriction, however, has been removed. In the bill | fined to: s 
for the current year the limitation of $13 per linear mile was stricken | as far as t! 
out and $18, thestatutory sum, was allowed. Now, there having been | rants us ving t made wit i p ra} 
$425,000 appropriated for the current year, and much of the work not | will | ry t vey them once. Whe : 
contracted for, the committee, on the fullest investigation, believed that | h eted th 1€ OF expel 
$300,000 for the coming year, with this extension as to the cost of the | bills will be | unently disposed o 
surveys per mile, would be ample. The citizens v uve gor 1 t 
One word further. The gentleman from Wyoming complains bit- | pu lat nand that th tall be a t 
terly about lands not being surveyed. Why, sir, in his State there | ernment of t oundaries of the lands to 
are 36,000,000 acres surveyed and undisposed of. Only 11,000,000 e tit t is a just de 1 
have ever been disposed of, and there are only 15,000,000 acres un- | 1 ind poliey ( 
surveyed. In Arizona, with this enlargement of the price allowed [ think this amendment 
for survey, and with the allotments for the current and the coming | the cxecutive officers who e dir 
year, the interests of the constituents of the gentleman from that Ter- iat their wishes should be com Ly : 
ritory [Mr. SmirH] will be quite well taken care of, and this is espe The CHAIRMAN rh 
cially true when it is recollected that large portions of that Territory | proposed by the gentlem 
can only be utilized as fast as irrigated, and hence as to a large b dy The question was t 
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survey of public lands and for the survey and appraisal and care of MIT \y baa ‘ 
military reservations under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, t the lands to w : . they are not et 
only $308,000. Instead of the appropriation being scaled down one- 1 any Mexican land | ta 
half, in justice to the men who are attempting to settle up that West- » whole valley of t ; iia 
ern country it ought to be doubled. it tha : 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I notice in the report on t strikes . ren 
the bill under consideration that for the last year the insuflicient lem how 
amount of $448,300 was appropriated for the survey of public lands. | } \ 1 du , 
I see that the estimate for this year, which has just been referred to 
by my friend from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], is $465,000. Isee that the INON 
Committee on Appropriations, without any reason so far as 13 disclosed | su Lat : 
by this report, have cut that down to $308,000. At the same time just } 
above that in the report I notice a most interesting item showing that 
the appropriation for public buildings in this bill alone is $6,609, 12, | int 
much of the money doubtless going to places that do not need public | ‘I BN 
buildings at all. M MITH 
Now, whether $100,000 has been taken from the appropriation for [r. CAN} 
the survey of the public lands and diverted to building a post office in | refer » to t 
somebody’s town I do not know, but I do know that this policy isun- | many 
just to the people who have sent me here. Mr. Chairman, I wish the Mr. SMI 
gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. CANNON] would state, if he 1e of ou 
knows, any reason for stopping or curtailing the surveys of the public Mr. HERMAN)? 
lands when the condition of affairs, which has been so well described 
by my friend from Wyoming, exists throughout the West, where, as 
that gentleman has told you, there are men living on their homes for | mad 
ten years without being able to even get a title for want of a survey. ties of th 
I would like the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to | , 
show by any official returns what has been done toward the survey o! 
lands in Arizona during the last five or ten years. Yet that country Mr ¢ 
is being settled. People there are holding their titles by naked pos- | { 
session. The minute they leave, their titles are gone to anyone WO | py 
sees fit to ‘“‘jump’’ on them. Thatis the condition of things there. ls 
Yet the appropriation recommended by the Department for these sur- | gp) 
veys is cut down—cut down without any reason, unless it be a desire 
to make a light appropriation bill, and to hit where the least noise will 
be made, ABCC 
I do not charge any such intention upon the chairman of the com-| Mr, HERMAND 
mittee; I know him too well to make any such intimation; but I can 
see no other reason for this unfair and unjust treatment. With no | 
desire to be heard in debate on this floor, but with the sincere wish that 
this amendment may be adopted by this Committee of the Whole, I | cent. alon 
entreat gentlemen to support it, and to give us for this purpose at Mr. CANNON. Well. It] 
least the amount which a conservative Secretary of the Interior afiirms | appropriation. I am sure it is ad ste 
is as little as we can get along with. “Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman. 1 
1 hope the chairman of the committee [Mr. CANNON] will himself | with the commendable desires of th 
aid us in bringing about the very necessary survey of these publiclands. | 4, 
We ask to be relieved from the horrible condition of things now exist- | ¢) 
ing. Three hundred and eight thousand dollars will go but a very 
little way toward accomplishing the great work which lies before the | 
surveyors general of those Territories. ‘ 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in considering matters of appropri- | than it is s! 
ation for the public service it is just as well to look thoroughly over | ha 
the ground, and if the gentleman from Wyoming had done so, I am | 
satisfied he would not have offered this amendment. What are the | ritories 1d when J 
facts? For the year 1887 we appropriated for these surveys $50,000; | Territories west of the 


another questi 
States in order to make t 


under thei en 





of land there is no necessity for immediate survey. noes 34. 
Again, questions of title under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo Mr. CANNON. I 


are coming up for settlement, and until legislation can be had on that | ‘Tellers were ordered 
subject I think thegentleman’s Territory is quite wellcaredfor. Ihope| The committee again divided; and the t ”" one 
now we Shall have a vote. . 
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So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I willive our Democratic and economic friends a 
chance to vote on this proposition in the House by yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.: For making macadam roads in ar- 
senal grounds in continuation of such roac-naking already done and to com- 
plete the same, $5,125. 

For paving roads in arsenal grounds with granite blocks, $5,000. 

For 3,000 cubie yards of filling, obtained from future excavations at the ar- 
senal and from gravel obtained from river dredging, filling, and grading low- 
lying grounds within the arsenal inclosure, $900; 

In all, $11,025. 

Mr. TRACEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 64, after line 19, insert the following: 

‘For lighting the Watervliet arsenal by the incandescent system, $18,500. 

“For 150-horse-power steam engine for driving dynamos which are located in 
gun factory, including foundation and erection, $5,000. 

**For general repairs to roofs, old shops, storehouses, bridges, fences, etc., in- 
cluding painting and inclosing walls, grounds, etc., $5,000.” , : 
And in line 20, after the words ‘‘in all,’ strike out the words ‘‘eleven thou 
sand and twenty-five’’ and insert the words “thirty-nine thousand five hun- 

dred and twenty-five.’ 

Mr. TRACEY. The items embraced in this amendment were in- 
cluded in the estimates made and presented to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations by the Department, and I have been informed by the Chief 
of Ordnance that they are deemed very important for carrying on the 
work of the new gun factory at Watervliet. There were other esti- 
mates made which the Chief of Ordnance of the War Department con- 
cluded not to press, but since the bill has been introduced in the House 
I wrote a note to the Ordnance Department, and in reply the acting 
chief stated that he had urged this very strongly before the commit- 
tee and hoped the committee would consent to have it incorporated in 
the annual appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. And I can say for the committee that taking a survey of 
this whole bill and the expenditures which it provides for Watervliet 
arsenal, not only for the coming year, but the appropriations carried 
in the bill for last year and for the current year, compared with the 
expenditures for the public service elsewhere, it will show that the 
service at Watervliet arsenal hasbeen much more liberally taken care 
of than any other place I know of in the United States. 

True, it is a great work. True, it is a work for a specific purpose; 
but when for the current year we expended, in round numbers, one- 
half million dollars, already appropriated for, and for the coming year 
another half million, keeping step now with all these improvements, 
the committee on the fullest consideration and complete examination 
of the matter were of the opinion that these items should not go into 
the bill for the coming year: And I think it but fair, having made 
that statement, that my friend should withdraw the amendment. 

I commend him for the zeal he has exhibited in taking care of the 
public works in the State he has the honor to represent. I have no 
fault with him for that energy on his part. But I submit to him that 
considering the whole subject of the public service in connection with 
this work, and in consideration of the amount that is appropriated in 
this bill and what has been appropriated heretofore in other bilis for 
this arsenal, he ought not to press the amendment. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Of course I realize that the Committee on Appropriations has been 
very generous in this work, but this is a very important work. It is 
the only gun factory which the Army has, and necessarily there are 
numbers of little expenditures which would not be required if it 
were, as formerly, simply an arsenal. Now, you will perceive that at 
the other arsenals allowances are made. At Springfield $10,000 are 
allowed for the purpose of keeping the roads and fences in repair. 
The estimate-at Watervliet is only put down at $5,000. The large 
shop which is now in operation, the gun factory itself, is lighted with 
gas, and the gas pipes are worn out, and it would be a matter of real 
economy to have incandescent lights placed therein. Itis not my 
desire to antagonize the committee—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Withdraw your amendment, then. 

Mr. TRACEY (continuing). But it seems to me that the chairman 
of the committee ought at least to be willing to allow the electric-light 
plant to be appropriated for, so that the work can better go on for the 
benefit of the fortifications of the country. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. TRACEY, and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (asked for by Mr, TRACEY) there were—ayes 36, noes 
53. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Having read as follows: 

Washington Monument: For the care and maintenance of the Washington 
Monument, namely: Forone custodian, at $100 per month; one steam engineer, 
at $80 per month; one assistant steam engineer, at $60 per month; one fireman, 
at $50 per month; one assistant fireman, at $45 per month ; one conductor of ele- 
vator car, at $75 permonth; one attendant on floor, at $60 per month; one at- 
tendant on top floor, at $60 per month; three night and day watchmen, at $60 


per mouth each ; in all, $8,520. 
For fuel, lights, oil, waste, packing, tools, matches, paints, brushes, brooms, 
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lanterns, rope, nails, screws, lead, electric lights, heating apparatus, oil stoves for 
elevator car and upper and lower floor, repairs to engines, boilers, dynamos, 
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elevator, and repairsof all kinds connected with the monument and machinery, 


and purchase ofall necessary articles for cooping the monument, machinery, 
3,000 
vv" ° 


elevator, and electric-light plant in good order, 
For an extra set of cables for elevator. $1,300. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR said: 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 68, strike out lines 24 and 25, and on page 69, strike out lines 1 to 19, 
inclusive, being all of the paragraph that refers to the Washington Monument. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in ex- 
planation of this amendment that I do not think that the elevator in 
Washington Monument ought to be used continuously, as it is at pres- 
ent and as it has been for several years. 

I am satisfied that in time the continuous use of this elevator will 
destroy the monument. I do not know how much time it will take, 
whether a hundred years or a thousand years. [Laughter.] But I 
am entirely satisfied that a time will come when it will accomplish 
this end. The suspension of the elevator at the top, and at the weak- 
est part of the monument, is, when the elevator is moving, a great 
strain on the monument, and its endurance must have a limit. 

Mr. CANNON. I have had it calculated. It will accomplish the 
destruction of the monument at the end of two million three hundred 
thousand years. [Laughter ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have seen a great many of these cal- 
culations. I have seen architects draw plans and put up buildings 
and then I have seen the buildings fall down at their feet. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. At theend of athousand years? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Before they were finished. The tower 
of the church here in Washington, on Connecticut avenue, probably 
the finest church in this city, designed and planned by one of the finest 
architects in the country, fell, and was a mass of ruins before the 
church was occupied. So, too, the far-famed engineering which was 
to bring a water supply from the upper Potomac into the city, proved 
to be, as you all know, a magnificent failure, and I could point toa 
multitude of instances to show that architects and engineers are very 
human and often err. It isadmitted, Mr. Chairman, that acar wheel, 
such as are used on the railroads, after it has been used for a period of 
years, loses its strength. Railroad companies never fail to take the 
car wheels from the passenger cars after they have been used a certain 
number of years and put them on the freight cars, and then they use 
them on the freight cars a certain number of years and then throw 
them away. 

It isan admitted scientific fact that an iron bridge grows weaker 
every year that it is used, and the more trains of cars that pass over it, 
and the more rapidly they run, the more the bridge is shaken and 
jarred, the weaker the iron in the bridge becomes. ‘This is a scientific 
fact thatisdenied by nobody. It has been demonstrated in a thousand 
instances. If iron bridges grow weaker because of the jar, and if a 
car wheel grows so weak that it will fall to pieces in time by constant 
use, why will not the granite and cementof the monument grow weaker 
in time by constant use and become so shaken and jarred that it will 
fall to pieces or become so dilapidated that the winds will blow it down. 
It may take along time. I have no doubt of this, but a monument 
was never made for an elevator, and it will not endure it forever. 

There is no nation in the world except our own that would permit 
a shaft like that, 555 feet high, to be used for any such purpose. The 
monument isa kind of second-hand monument at any rate, and its 
strength and durability have always been a matter of dispute. The 
question as to how strong it is and as to how long it will stand has 
never been settled, and will not be, I suppose, till it falls down into a 
heap of stones as the church tower did. Ido not care to accept the 
judgment of these engineers in regard to a question that will not be 
settled in their day. Perhaps it will be a thousand years before this 
monument will be destroyed; but it will be destroyed some day if this 
elevator continues to run year after year and decade after decade. 

I do not expect this amendment to prevail, but I wish to go on record 
as protesting against the use of this monument to carry up and down 
an immense elevator with large numbers of men and women upon it. 
This amendment would save the Government twelve or fifteen thou- 
sand dollars a year, and prevent a possible accident with loss of life, 

for I imagine that the elevator will be kept running till some accident 
occurs which will stop it forever. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 

Having read as follows : 

For improving harbor at Galveston, Tex.: Continuing improvement to en- 
trance to harbor, $600,000. 

Mr. CRAIN said: Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

On page 70, lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “six hundred thousand dol- 
lars’ and insert “one million dollars.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the sum of $1,000,000 is the amount 
contained in the estimate for this work and is the sum suggested by 
the engineers as the amount which could profitably be expended dur- 
ing the next fiscal year in the improvement of Galveston Harbor. I 


I desire to offer the following 
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notice in looking at the appropriations for these various points that the 
committee have scaled them down upon a basis of about 69 per cent. 
of the original estimate, except in the case of Hay Lake Channel, St. 
Mary’s River, where the scaling is 75 per cent. 

Now, I see no reason why the Committee on Appropriations should 
have reduced the appropriation to 60 per cent. in the cases of Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore, and Galveston, and to 75 per cent. In the case of 
the Hay Lake Channel. In the report of the chairman of the com- 
mittee on this bill it is suggested that there is a reduction of about 20 
per cent. on the original estimates. I find that in these items there is 
a reduction of 40 per cent. ea 

I see no reason, I repeat, why there should be a discrimination ol 
this character. If these works are works of a national character or 
national importance, it is essential to the best interests of the country 
that they should be carried on, and not carried on by asystem of drib- 
let appropriation, but should be carried forward upon the basis recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers. 
committee, the assistant of the Chief of Engineers reports that there can 
be profitably expended the sum of $100,000 per month from the Ist day 
of April, when it is contemplated this improvement will begin, up to 
the end of the next fiscal year. 

There are available $500,000 for the five months beginning on the 
1st of April and ending on the Ist of September. From that time un- 
til the 1st day of July, the beginning of the next fiscal year, there will 
have elapsed ten months, and upon the basis of $100,000 a month to be 
profitably expended there would be $1,000,000 required—that was the 
recommendation of the Chief of Engineers—making in all $1,500,000. 

I listened with great pleasure to the words which fell from the lips 
of my eloquent friend from Ohio [Mr. BurTERWORTH ] yesterday when 
he was discussing the grandeur, the glory, and the magnificence of the 
great World’s Fair to be held at Chicago, and I congratulated my dis- 
trict that it had a Representative who shook hands with and voted, 


first, for the establishment of a World’s Fair, and then, with a num- | 


ber of my coadjutors and colleagues from the South, I voted for the 
location of that fair at Chicago. 

There was a union of the North and West in sentiment and in action 
in the casting of that vote. 
men who strongly advocated Chicago and the World’s Fair to unite with 
me in showing to the farmers of the country that they not only favora 
grand and glorious exhibition of the productions of the soil and mines 
of our country, but that they favor cheap transportation of the products 
of the soil from where they are produced to the nearest outlet to deep- 
water transportation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of moving to 
close debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
unanimous consent that his colleague be recognized for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRAIN. This estimate is not based, Mr. Chairman, upon a 
contingency, but upon a contract. Congress considered this matter of 
such vast importance to the commercial interests and the welfare of 


the country that it authorized the appointment of a board of engineers | 


to select a port on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico which would be ac- | every dollar that could be profitab 


cessible to the deepest sea-going vessels. 

The best point to select, according to the judgment of Congress, was 
Galveston. It was eliminated from the river and harbor bill, where 
it logically belonged, and was transferred to another committee. It 
was determined that there should be a separate bill, or rather an amend- 
ment to the river and harbor bill in the nature of a separate bill, pro- 
viding for awarding a contract to the lowest bidder for the completion 
of the work, it having been demonstrated, through a long period ot 
years, that the plan which had been followed was of no advantage and 
would result in no good; that the child was unborn that would see the 
completion of the work under that plan. That contract has been 
awarded. The amountasked for is $1,000,000, and, as I said before, I 
see no reason why there should be a diminution or reduction in this 
amount to $600,000, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, to explain it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, does my friend 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido not mean now, not until I get through, as you 
gave me only five minutes. The commerce of Galveston in the nature 
of imports and exports in the last four months of 1890 amounted to 
over fifty-four millions of dollars. The increase in the customs duties 
during those four months over the corresponding months of the pre- 
vious year amounted to $16,000,000. There were 164 ocean-going 
— entered and 205 ocean-going vessels cleared during the same 
period, 

It is the nearest point on the Atlantic or Gulf coast to the Nicaragua 
Canal and to the republics of Central and South America. The whole- 
sale jobbing trade amounted to $50,000,000 last year. The amount 
invested in manufactures to-day is $7,000,000. The bank clearances 
in the last four months of 1890 were $136, 000,000, an increase of 200 





And I call upon him and the other gentle- | 
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per cent. over the bank clearances of the corresponding period of 11 
preceding year. 

But, Mr. Chairman, not only is ¢ ston interested in this project, 
but the entire State of Texas, comprising an area larger than that ot 
France, of Austria, or of Germany, is interested in the completion of 
the pri t. Texas produces one-fourth of the cotton of the United 
States; produces one-fourth of the cattle of the United States; is the 
leadin ol-producing Statein the United States, and it demands the 
immediate completion of this improvement. Not only Texas but all 
the country west of a meridian drawn north and south through Gal 

|} veston demands it 

Chat country has spoken through its representatives in Denver and 
at Topeka in thunder ton That country has called upon ¢ I 
through the voice of the Farmers’ Alliances of the whole country, North 


| and South, East and West, to as 
| out this grand national worl [f we] 
As willappear from the reportof the | 





ist by vote and appropriation to carry 
imit it to $600,000 a year und 


the estimates, it will take t« to complete it; 


and itis of much 














more importance, of much m il importance, to the producers oi 
this country to cheapen the rate of transportation to the sea and act 
the sea to foreign markets than it to make exhibitions of the pro 
ductions of the soil and of the creation of ente! » of the skill and 
genius of the American peopl 

Forty million dollars in the rail transportation a f d 
corn will be saved by opening a port at Galveston ve mil 
lars in railway transportation alo1 ll be saved in t exportat 
ot meat products through an outlet on the Gulf « Appla 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Asingle word. The appropriation in the bill recom 
mended by the committee is all that can be expended there during the 
coming fiscal year. Thecommittee investigated this matter very fully. 
One member of the committee, the honorable gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS], was upon the subcommittee investigating it, and after 
the fullest inquiry your committee were unanimous in reporting the 
amounts that are found in this bill for Galveston, for St. Mary’s, for 

| Baltimore, for Philadelphia, and the Hay Lake Channel, and they 
feel satisfied that with what has been appropriated for the current 
year the amount here recommended i lite sufficient to cari tl 
work until the Ist day of July, 1892. 

Mr. CRAIN On the estimate of the engine 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague on the l tate 
the committee discriminated agai ralvest 4 

Mr. CANNON. Notin the slightest 

Mr. SAYERS. On the contrary, did not she receive 60 


| in the other eases ? 


| us and made the fullest inquiry 
| ably expended upon the work for the next year. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART J asks | 


Mr. CANNON. 


And after we had the en 
we provided all that could |} 


> . 
Precisely. 





Mr. CRAIN 
Mr. CANNON 
man, that we 


Will the gentleman permit a question 
Inamoment. I want to say further, Mr, Cha 
did this in the interest of transportation and in the 


1- 
terest of internal and foreign commerce. We did what has not been 
| done before, we took jurisdiction under a reference of these estimates 


to the Committee on Appropriations, this being a public work in prog- 
‘ es i 


ress, and inserted these items, while other public works in progress 
are not appropriated for. 
Mr. DOCKERY And, if the chairman will allow me, we gave 


} 
i 


y used in the work during the next 


| fiscal year 


| mitted by the War Department and by the engineers 


Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. CRAIN. 


Precisely. 

The gentleman said he would yield for a questi 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly I will. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand you and the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DocKERY ] to say that the committee recommended the 
priation of every dollar that could profitably be us 
fiscal year. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. CRAIN. 


appro 


d during the next 


Certainly. 

In that you differ with the engineer 
Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 
Mr. CRAIN. I know; 

that he needs $1,000,000. 


Mr. CANNON, My triend must 


We had the engineer before 
and here is his testimony, in which he 
know that if the estimates sub 


were nece 


| to be accepted just as they are sent in, there would be no necessity 


committees or for investigation. We took this estimate, as we did 
all others, and brought the parties before us and inquired fully into 
the matter before we made up our minds 

Che question was taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAI> d ti 


Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have 
Mr. CRAIN. I ask for a div 
The committee divided; and there were—ay ves 54. 
So the amendment was rejected 
Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman—- 


ison 


Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend 1 | allow 5 yw to go on with 
the bill. 
Mr. CRAIN. I want to state that Iam informed by my colleague 


[Mr. STEWART] that the Chief ias told him that if the 
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amount appropriated is not all used within the year it must be covered from Miinoks, ie Chair de« ne at ithin we naan “ the provision just 

T+ ‘ _ os ndmaent — read, tne 1liding propose¢ to beerected ireproot bulidlr gon site of publi 
b a ry, and 4 want to < in amendment to prevent grounds at West Point ’’—is within the purview ofthe rule. The construction 
1 ; of a building is an incident to the maintenance of the Academy itself, the ob- 
A | IN I beg the gentleman’s pat ion: itis a continuing | ject being already in progress—the main object contemplated not only by the 
‘ Bs ld ie ftv rs if it was not used b but by the very institution of the Academy itself. E ; 
a y yea . . “ Without reference to other decisions made from the Chair, either in Co 
mittee of the Whole or otherwise, the present occupant of the chair is informed 
h CRAIN. If that is so, the amendment will not do any harm, | that the eames oe the House ons former appropriation a — — an ap- 
T aun snl or to antar tha eammittea with an -— anaes propriation for the construction of a new vessel was in continuation of the gen 
-& os ~~ Se ntertain th o — on with another speech. _ eral object of maintaining a navy; and the decision of the Speaker runs on 
h CANNON. But my friend will see the impropriety oi adopting | all fours with the decision which the Chair now makes when he overrulesthe 
a 1 amendment with reference to this item when that is the law | point of order 
this and all other continuing appropriations; and when, if you Here is a recruiting depot, here is a post necessary for the proper or- 
it in that special provision in this case, you do, by implication, raise | ganizing and maintenance of the Army of the United States as certified 
yubt about other appropriations by a letter from the Adjutant General embraced in a report which | 
Mr. SAYERS. The statute provides that it shall be a continuing | hold in my hand: 
appropriati Wak DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
: i —= - ~ 
» 7 ; 1 $s 4 } Washington, March 15, 1890 
Mr. CRAIN. I havestated the information which my colleague tells a = 


me he got from the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, that is a mistake. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MILITARY POSTS. 

For the nstruction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
in th idgment of the Secretary of War, may be necessary, $690,000, 
Mr. SAYERS. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows 


Add to the paragraph just read the following 
Provided, That the total cost of Fort Bliss shall not exceed $300,000; that of 


I t Brady, $259,000; and that of Fort Omaha, $500,000; and the name of the 
latter post is hereby changed to Fort Crook 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend by adding after the amend- 
ment just adopted the following 

For erection of additional quarters and other buildings at Columbus Barracks 
in the State of Ohio, $45,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
not authorized by existing law. There is on our Calendar a bill for 
this purpose, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, but 
which has not yet passed the House or Senate, or at least has not been 
approve d 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any dispute as to the question of fact? 
Is this work authorized by existing law ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is authorized by existing law, I think, so far 
as to make it a proper amendment; and I would like to be heard upon 
the point ol order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio heard the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Idid. I do not know how far it may be nec- 
essary that this work should be directly authorized or specified by ex- 
isting law. It is in continuation of a public work authorized by law. 
Columbus Barracks is a recruiting post of the Army of the United 
It is each year the subject of some attention from the War 
Department by way of improvement and repair. I think this matte: 
comes under the decision of a former chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, rendered January 12, 1889. I will read both the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON],the chairman 
of the Military Committee, in making the point of order at that time, 
and also the ruling made by the Chair. 

Mr. Curcugon. Mr. Chairman, to finish very briefly what I desire to say, if 
the gentleman from Arkansas will follow the history of the Military Academy 
from its foundation in 1802 down to the present time, he will find thatin allthe 
years that have passed the Committee on Appropriations have had the unques- 
tioned right, autbority, and jurisdiction to decide upon the construction of such 
new buildings as were deemed necessary to carry out the purposes of the Aca- 
demy rhis is not the ordinary case of erecting a public building for a post of- 
fice in a town or for a customhouse ina city. It is simply an appropriation to 
give additional facilities to a national institution which has been in existence 


for three-quarters of a century, and in this case what is proposed is no more 
than the repair of an old building. 


Mtates 


What is proposed in the amendment I offer is to substitute certain 
necessary new buildings for buildings which are dilapidated and not 
fit for the purpose for which they were intended. In addition to that, 
the object of the amendment is to provide necessary additional quar- 
ters for troops, and two small additional buildings as quarters for offi- 
cers. Now, the chairman of the Committee of the Whole on that oc- 
casion ruled as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN, Without entering upon the question of the jurisdiction of 
one committee as related to that of any other,the Chair holds that under clause 
12 of Rule XI, ‘to the military establishment and public defense, including the 
appropriation for its support and for that of the Military Academy,” the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has jurisdiction of this matter; and therefore they 
have properly jurisdiction of this subject-matter as to the erection of buildings. 

What I have just read is not entirely relevant to the present question, 
but I have read it as part of the text. I now come to that which sus- 
tains my right to offer this amendment at the present time on this bill: 

The Chair will cause to be read the third clause of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows 

‘‘No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing 
law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto.”’ 
The CuarmMayn, Without regard to the precedent cited by the gentleman 


isiaieathamhanhthaeatin ante eindeeieeaataetementeaeied 


Sir: [have the honor to return herewith H.R. 671, appropriating $75,000 for 
the construction of additional quarters and ofahospital at Columbus Barracks, 
Ohio. The necessity for a new hospital at these barracks has been been already 
explained by the Surgeon General, whose estimate of its cost is $30,000. 


This matter in regard to the hospital was disposed of during the last 


session: 


his would leave $45,000 of the proposed appropriation available for the erec- 
tion of additional quarters and subsidiary buildings. Aftercareful inquiry and 
consideration | am satisfied that this sum is none too large. Columbus Bar- 
racks is one of three general depots where recruits enlisted almost entirely at 
points east of the Mississippi River are rendezvoused and put through apre- 
liminary course of training before being sent to regiments, 


This shows that this appropriation is also necessary: 

The number of men that may be assembled here at any one time depends 
upon different causes and varies greatly, ranging from 500 to 1,000. It is clear 
that unless proper accommodations are provided for a time when the highest 
limit is reached, likely to be in winter, when recruiting is most active, over- 
crowding, and consequent suffering must result, and thisis, of course, to be es- 
pecially avoided in the case of men not yet hardened tothe service. The present 
barracks, though in good condition, afford accommodations for only 690 men, 
allowing an adequate floor and air space for each. An additional barrack, the 
cost of which is estimated at $25,000,is therefore required, and two additional 
sets of officers’ quarters, costing $5,000 each, are alsomuch needed. The build- 
ing now used for storing quartermaster’s and subsistence supplies is reported 
as “utterly inadequate,’ and it has been repeatedly represented that its en- 
largement, involving an estimated expense of $5,000, is an absolute necessity 

The carpenter's, blacksmith's, and wheelwright’s shops are located in what 
is described as a were * wooden shanty,” dilapidated and beyond repair. To 
replace it by a suitable structure would cost 95,000. I earnestly recommend, 
therefore, that Congress be asked to appropriate the amount specified in the 
bill under notice, said amount to be apportioned as follows, $25,000 for new bar- 
rack; $3,000 for new hospital; $10,000 for new officers’ quarters; $5,000 for new 
storeroom; $5,000 for new carpenter, wheelwright, and blacksmith shop. 

Besides fulfilling an important function in connection with our peace estab- 
lishment Columbus Barracks, by reason of its situation and thesuperior cam; 
ing facilities it affords (sufficient for an army corps), would be invaluable to th 
Government in time of war for the rendezvousing, organizing, and training of 
volunteers 

Very respectfully, 
J.C, KELTON, Adjutant General. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

I have referred to this report in arguing this question of order, to 
show that the amendment which I offered comes strictly and legiti 
mately within the purview of the decision made by the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole in January, 1889, upon the question of ad 
mitting an amendment *‘ to provide for a fire-proof building on site of 
public grounds at West Point.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to call the attention of my friend to section 
1136 of the Revised Statutes: 

Permanent barracks or quarters and buildings and structures of a permanent 
nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates shall have been pre 
viously submitted to Congress and approved by a special appropriation for the 
same, except when constructed by the troops; and no such structures, the cost 
of which shall exceed $20,000, shall be erected unless by special authority of Con- 
gress. 

Now it seems to me this section is in the teeth of the gentleman’s 
proposition. Further, I will call his attention to the fact that the very 
paragraph which he proposes to amend appropriates $690,90v ‘‘ for the 
construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military posts 
as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary.’’ The 
Secretary of War said this amount was all he wanted for this purpose. 
Now if the improvements contemplated by the gentleman’s amendment 
are authorized by law, they can be paid for out of this appropriation; 
but the fact that this matter is not authorized by law accounts for the 
gentleman offering the amendment and for the introduction of the. bil! 
now on the Calendar reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
This is all I care to say. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
gentleman from Illinois. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question o! 
order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
that this is obnoxious to the provision of the law which he was quoted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not agree that it is, and wish to submit 
to the Chair the reasons for that opinion. The law provides, to which 
the gentleman has called attention: 


Permanent barracks or quarters and buildings and structuresof a permanent 
nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates shall have been pre 
viously submitted to Congress. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to the 


ett ty 





batt an 


Ss 
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I submit that so far as that is concerned, this letter coming from the 
War Department to a committee of Congress, it does not make any 
difference whether it be addressed to one committee o1 another, but, 
coming to a committee of Congress, is just as valuable and means just 
as much in the way of an estimate as if it had been « mbodied in one ot 


ses a detalied esti! 


the Lb voks of Estimates, in this, that it comp 
what is required and comes in a proper way 

I read to the Chairman the detailed estimate i 
to where a building shall cost from $25,060 in an appropriation bill, 






iis letter; and, as 
g re 

in the last Congress that limit was increased from $20,000 to 320,000, 

as I recollect. os , 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; only for that specific appropriation 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Only astothe hospitals? My recollection was 
that it applied to any building. I know that was the contention of 
Senator PLUMB when the matter was under consideration in the Senate, 

Mr. CANNON. It was only for that appropriation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, that does notaflect this proposition any 
more than that this isthe sum ofall these several items. The chairman 
says that in a note embodied in the Book of Estimates it will be found 
that the amount of this appropriation, $690,000, is specified as neces- 
sary by the Secretary of War for certain purposes named; and that 
therefore the Secretary of War did not want to include this improve- 
ment at Columbus Barracks, because the whole amount is absorbed by 
the other items. 

I do not think that should weigh in the mind of the Chairman in 
considering the question of order, but my reply is, lest it might have 
some effect, that the Secretary of War had already sent to Congress, in 
the report I have read, a detailed estimate for the improvement of the 
barracks at Columbus, and hence it was not necessary to include it in 
the letter of estimates sent to this session of Congress. It would ha 
been merely a repetition. 

It is true that the whole of this $690,000 is appropriated; but it i 
also true that in that sum are comprised certain specific items, as, for 
instance, so much for Fort Brady, Michigan, so much for Fort Sheri- 
dan, Illinois, and so on with other forts throughout the country, com- 
prising the total amount of the appropriation. 

Now, the item embodied in this bill submitted by the chairman of th: 
Committee on Appropriations is as follows 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
posts as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $690,000, 

There is no discretion left to the Secretary of Warat all in that pro- 
vision if the view of the gentleman is correct. If any discretion were 
left to the Secretary of War in any way whatever, I should not care 
so much about insisting on the amendment. But when the amount 
appropriated corresponds exactly with the items mentioned in the let 
terof estimates, I feel that the Secretary of War has no discretion which 
will enable him to perfect the improvements of the Columbus Barracks 
in preference to any of those mentioned in the estimates, and conse- 
quently the Secretary of War is bound bythe provisions of the bil! to 
strict limits and has no discretion whatever to go beyond them. 

I have said so much upon the question of order, involving to s 
extent the merits of the question; but the merits were necessarily in 
volved in the question of order to such an extent as to require me to 
show that this is an appropriation virtually in pursuance of existing 


5 


law, in the mode and manner in which the military estimates of this | 


Government come to Congress for appropriation. 

I hope, therefore, the amendment will be considered and agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question ot 
order. 

The clause of Rule XXI, providing— 

That no appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation b 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publi 
works and objects as are already in progress— 

Is one that the present occupant of the chair has had frequent occa- 
sion to construe, and means, in the judgment of the Chair, specific 
works that are actually in progress, and not such as are merely inci- 
dental to some great Department of the Government. The letter and 
other authorities cited by the gentleman from Ohio may be in point 
as bearing upon the question of order; but the present occupant of the 
chair does not think they are sufficient to warrant a departure from 
the well-established precedents heretofore established. Otherwise it 
would be in order, on an appropriation bill, for the Department of 
Justice, for instance, to authorize the construction of a courthous: 
that the Department thought necessary, because it was a desirable 
work and was in pursuance of the general purpose for which the De- 
partment of Justice wascreated. _ 

These buildings not being authorized by existing law : ; hav- 
ing been commenced and 80 not being in eaeemen a poag 
clined to sustain the point of order and to hold that the amendment is 
not in order. 

; Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DiInGLEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Com- 
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2368 CONGRESSIONAL 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rale X XII, the following State memorials and reso- 
lutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions adopted by the Nebraska house of rep- 
resentatives, relating to the compound-lard bill—to the Committee on 
Avriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Resolutions of the house of represent- 
atives of Kansas, urging enacting of laws controlling interstate irri- 


gation—to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the 
United States. 
By Mr. LAWS: Preamble and resolutions adopted by the Nebraska 


house of representatives, approving the Conger lard bill and favoring 
the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and reterred as follows 

by Mr. KENNEDY: 

Resolved, That there be printed 5,000 copies of the Digest and Manual for the 
present session of Congress for the use of the House; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: 

Resolved, That Rule IX be amended by adding the following proviso: ‘' Pro- 

ied, That whenever four members of a committee shall sign a statement in 
writing that said committee has refused, after five meetings have been devoted 
to the consideration of a bill, except a tariff or generai appropriation bill, to 
report such bill either favorably, with an amendment, or adversely, it shall be 
in order at any time after the approval of the Journal for a member to move to 


cischarge said committee from its further consideration and refer the same to 
the proper Calendar; 


to the Committee on Rules. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10564) for the relief 
of the estate of August Heberlein, reported in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing resolation: 

Resolved, Thatthe bill (H. R. 10564) entitled ‘‘A bill forthe relief of the estate of 
August Heberlein,”’ now pending before the House, and accompanying papers, 
be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims to be considered 
under the provisions of the act entitled ‘“‘An act to afford assistance and relief 
to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and 
demands against the Government,’ approved March 3, 1883, and the act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,’ approved March 3, 1887; 
accompanied by a report (No. 3733); which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3736) ratifying the action of 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia and granting permits to 
extend buildings beyond the building line, and regulating the granting 
of such permits hereafter, accompanied by a report (No. 3734)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. GROUT also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13436) to pro- 
vide for opening alleys and constructing sewers in the District of Co- 
lumbia, accompanied by a report (No. 3735)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid, Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13386) to increase the 
pension of Col. Everard Bierer, accompanied by a report (No. 3736)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12317) for the correction of the army record of Lieut. 
Harry R. Anderson, United States Army. (Report No. 3737.) 

A bill (H. R. 12582) authorizing the President to place upon the 
retired list of the Army Sergeant Francis Long and others, of the 
Signal Corps United States, survivors of the Lady Franklin Bay Ex- 
pedition. (Report No. 3738.) 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 13520) to provide revenue for pen- 
sions, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 13521) to establish a limited post and 
telegraph service, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 13522) to authorize the Minne- 
sota Boom Company to construct and operate booms and other struc- 
tures in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and todrive and sheer 
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into such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in said river—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13523) to au- 
thorize the establishment of postal-telegraph service—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13524) to place the name 
of Isaac Jones on the pension list—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 13525) authorizing the President to 
appoint and retire Patrick Edward Connor as a brigadier general in the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13526) to pension Leah 
Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H.R. 13527) granting a pension to 
Frances D. Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13528) granting a pension to 
Harriet N. Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: A bill (H. R. 13529) granting a pension 
to Sarah Willetts, mother of Charles Child, late captain Company G, 
Ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 13530) for the relief 
of Cornelius Holder —to the Committee on Pensions. 


titles 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, Lodge No. 4553, of Parke County, Indiana, praying consider- 
ation of question with reference to amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States concerning woman suffrage—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Mercer Council, 
No. 50, New Jersey, Junior Order United American Mechanics; also, of 
Vice Council, No. 1, of same organization, of Martin, N. J.; also, of 
Enterprise Council, No. 6, of the same organization, Trenton, N. J. 
also, of Vincentown Couucil, No. 17, New Jersey, in behalf of bill to 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolutions of Lo-Lo Farmers’ Alliances, of Mis- 
soula County, Montana, favoring House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition on claim of Mrs. E. 8. Champion, of 
Scott County, Mississippi; also, on claim of Mark and Simon Washing- 
ton, of Wilkinson County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Protest of Chamber of Commerce, of Duluth, 
Minon.; against the free coinage bill—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the same city, fa- 
voring reciprocity with Canada—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: Petition of Lodge No. 4403, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Morgantown, Ind., for legislation au- 
thorizing State legislation to control the sale of oleomargarine in origi- 
nal packages—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolution of the Paul Revere Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Greensburgh, Pa., for legislation re- 
stricting foreign immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr.CRISP: Petitionof Maple Branch Alliance, of Wilcox County, 
Georgia, asking Congress for appropriation of money for complete sys- 
tem of levees on Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent 
disastrous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of Nebraska, also 
resolutious of the same organization, for the passage of House bill 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEARY: Resolutions favorable to the Nicaragua Canal—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of Farmers’ Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, No. 1098, Le Roy, Kans., favoring the antioption 
bill (H. R. 5353) imposing special tax on dealers in options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, favoring passage 
of bill defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., for the development of marine commerce on the coast 
of Alaska—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Resolutions of Morning Star Council, No. 
10, Maryland, Junior Order United American Mechanics, for the re- 
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striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. ; . 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of C. H. Strickland and 25 others, citi- 
zens of Woodbury County, Iowa, favoring speedy consideration of the 
bill creating a commission to inquire into the liquor traffic—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Union Alliance, 
No. 76, of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; also, petition of 25 citi- 
zens of the same county and State, favorable to the antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of J. R. Burnett and others, 
for the passage of the pure-food bill--to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition on claim of Henry Pat- 
ton (colored), of LauderdaleCounty, Alabama; also, of Thomas White, 
of same county and State; also, of George Jones; also, of Lewis Jone S; 
also, of Caleb Jones, of Madison County, Alabama, for property taken by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on Wat 
Claims. ; 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of citizens of Jersey County, Illinois, in 
favor of option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, February 9, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives on 
Saturday last, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Ham- 
mer; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
served as nurse in the late war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley 

A bill (H. R. 4483) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 8. J. R 
ner; 

A bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson; 

A bill (H, R. 7233) granting a pension to Margaret M. Copeland 

A bill (H. R. 7813) to place the nameof James H. Walton on the pen- 
sion rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 7832) granting a pension to Mrs. Isabella Ray McGun 
nigle; 

A bill (H. R. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M 

A bill (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 

A bill (H. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
lory; 

A bill (H. R. 9876) granting a pension to Mrs. Agnes B. Collins; 


2996) granting a pension to Martha J. Spencer; 
3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins; 


Allen 


A bill (H.R. 


9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


A bill (H.R. 
pension roll; 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Togus, Me. ; 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Rice; 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H.R. 


10323) to pension Frances E. Bidwell; 

10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 
10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; 

10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall; 
10611) granting a pension to Mary Ellis; 

10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour; 
10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 

10874) to pension Mrs. Phcebe 8. Curtis; 

11077) granting a pension to Sarah Hutchins; 

11118) to place the name of Ruth McAnnally on the 


11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren; 
11319) to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn; 
11454) increasing the pension of Erastus D. Butler, of 


11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington | 


11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; 
12009) to grant a pension to Martha Tennery, widow of 


James H. Tennery, of Captain Griffin’s company, First Illinois, Black | 


Hawk war; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 1 
Missouri; 
A bill (H. R. 


12071) granting a pension to Catherine McRoberts: 


2051) for the relief of Margaret Hitt, of Lincoln County, | 


12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, 


widow of George H. Ringgold, lieutenant colonel and deputy paymaster 


general of the L 

A bill (H.R. 
Seeley, captain 
try Volunteers; 


Jnited States Army; 


12316) granting an increase of pension to Horace B. 
Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infan- 
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4033) for the relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who | 





Rebsamen; 
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A bill (H. RK. 13212) granting a per ntoG ge J 

A bill (H. R. 13213) to pension M1 \deline S. Wilbu 

A bill (H. R. 13242) granting a pension to Malinda I 

A bill (H. R. 13271) granting an increase of pension to Al i. Hyatt 
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A bill (H. I 159) for the relief of John Tucker, late private Com- What occurred before the election and before the certificate was is- 3 
pan 1th Ohio Volunteers; sued are matters of contest or matters aliunde or matters of record out- ; 
! to remove the charge of desertionagainst George | side of the certificate, which need not appear init. In other words, 
the certificate of the governor in such a case is exactly the same as in 
I . 12185) for the relief of William G. Tidwell; any other, certifying to the election ofa sheriff, a clerk, or other officer 
1 (} 12906) for the relief of John McManus, late private of | In that the statute of the United States is precisely similar to the law ; 
Company I, ¢ hundred and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- of the State with respect to commissions issued by the governor. 
er Che learned Senator from Massachusetts spoke of a statute in some 
1) to « { t record of Jonathan Mur- | of the States which authorized the governor to issue commissions to 
t County, In the persons chosen by the General Assembly to any office. We have ' 
I. R. 4380) to « he record of John Holloran, and for | a statute even wider than that, which authorizes the governor to issue 
rposes was read t title and referred to the Commit- | commissions to officers chosen by the General Assembly and in all ot 
on } , | cases that commissions are not directed to be issued by some other au 
Che bill (H u pension to Henry Sisson was read thority. So this commission is included in that law. 
bi But I do not think it necessary to fortify the certificate I have offered ’ 
Che bill will be placed on the Calendar. | by any comment upon what preceded the governor’s certificate. Al! 
NTI [ wish to do is to call the attention of the Senate to the identity of the 
ee ee ee. wot ls “ commission ”’ and “certify. mo" ommission, I findin Webste r : 
e Lecislature of North Dakota a Senator from that State | °° &. .2 Certificate issued by the highest authority, the President o! ; 
; ay age gery gett igecscnss eras : the United States, or the governor of a State,’’ and the verb commis- 
term begi ng March 4, 1891; which were read and ordered | .;.. «aor, d it essa, age a ; a 
; ion is defined in the same manner, SoI take it that in this certifi 
TU PIE pi ted tie credentials of DANIEL W. Vooruess, | “ ! ast read ie word *‘ commission ” is to be taken in analogy and 
; 7 ne ¢ India = Glenahee tenen that Gtniater Gon |) i cordance with the F ederal tatute upon that subject as equit ale it 
: _ h 1 1891: wl A one cand. om Gollee to the word certify. Che word in the F« leral statutes is “* certify, 
, ' ” = and it is equivalent to the word ‘‘commission’’ or to a certificate 
rT! | issued by the governor. Therefore I think that in form this certifi 
x Atte ies iaeclini eill ti Wii ti aceite etnies a cate Is regular and that it ought to take the ordinary course. I do not 
' st day of January, 1891, in joint convention de- - sire a reference, especially as it is admitted on the floor that the his 
ect DANIEL W. Voorners as United States Senator for the | torical verity of the fact shown is unquestioned. 
\ rm of six years from the 4th day of March, 1891 | The VICE PRESIDENT. The credentials will be duly recorded 
iow ye, that, in the name and by the authority of the State afor« | and filed, if there be no objectior The (Ch heat ne. and it ia so 
reby commission DANTEL W. VoorHEES United States Senator for | . ; = pCCUOR. 2he Ubalr hears none, anc 1b } 
t State of Indiana for the term of six years from the 4th day of March, 15 ; oraered 
whereof I have reunto set my hand and caused to be affixed | MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
{ oft State at the city of Indianapolis this 6th day of February, in t 
ir Lord one thousand ' ws hundred and n uieen an the seventy- | A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPMERSON, 
Samal aeenane ee mited States the one | its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to 
ALVIN P. HOVEY the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway 
I ne Company of the District of Columbia, agreed to the conference asked 
ies aoa”. ane . by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
e VICE PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on file. had appointed Mr. Grout, Mr. Post, and Mr. HEARD managers at the 
Ir. SHERMAN. The form of these credentials seems te be im- | conference on the part of the House. 
1 ct Itis a commission granted by the governor of the State of | 
In , There is no doubt historically of the election of Mr. Voor- | ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
i to be Senator from Indiana, but the governor undertakes to Che message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
commission him as a Senator. It seems to me that the proper form is the followingenrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vic: 
not observed, and that attention ought to be called to it, so that the | President: 
yvernor may have an opportunity to correct the form of his certifi- A bill (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the recor 
cate It ought to be a certificate of election. of Michael Murkell: 
Mr. HOA [ understand that there are in some States of the Union, | A bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider; 
{ ite in one State, the State of California, and I presume that \ bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E. Crou 
in others, existing statutes which make it the duty of the gov- \ bill (H, R. 4809) for cancellation of contract with United States 
ernor of the State to commission a duly elected Senator of the United | engineer for delivery of stone for the improvementof the mouth of t] 
[ suppose no Senator on this floor entertains any constitutional Columbia River in Oregon and Washington; 
which would lead him to believe that the authority of the Sen-| A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 
ator comes from the commission of the governor. It has neverseemed A bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
that a compliance with such a statute of the State, the creden- | the supreme court of Arizona; 
tials containing otherwise a sufficient certificate that the person named | A bill (H.R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to the construction of 
heen duly « n a Senator, was a matter which required any ani- | a bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tennessee; 
n ersion or CI ism here. It is surplusage, or if not surplusage it| A bill (H. R. 11391) for the construction and completion of suitab 
I which is used by the eminent official using it in a little dif- | school buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and othe 
le t sense from the ordinary one; and he means only to convey to the | States; 
l the information that he intends to give the necessary and law- | A bill (H. R,. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late { 
1 requisite certificate of the due election of the Senator by the | lieutenant, Ninth United States Colored Troops; 
I ture A bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pet 
ever, that these credentials (and I desire to call the atten- | titt 
the Senator from Indiana to that fact) do not in terms affirm that A bilL GH. R. 12042) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under t 
\ EES has been duly elected. They only say that whereas on | waters of the bay of New York, between the town of Middletown 
tain day the Legislature of Indiana declared his election, therefore | the county of Richmond, and the town of New Utrecht, in the county 
rove rcertifiestoit. The eighteenth section of the Revised Stat- | of Kings, in the State of New York, and toestablish the same asap 
ites of the United States is as follows: road; and 
re alae duty of the exe of the State from which any Senator has A bill (H. R. 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson. 
beer sen t rtify his election under the law of the State to the President 
Ss t f 1 ted States PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
As this is a matter which will rot come up until the next Congress, The VICE PRESIDENT presented the following resolutions of t] 
I think the way is to let the credentials take the usual course, and if | Legislature of South Dakota; which were read: 


on the return of the Senator from Indiana | Mr. VooRHEEs] it should 


seem to him on consultation with his colleague that it was desirable 
to get any other form of credential, he will procure it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the certificate in this case is precisely 
like that which was filed a few days ago in the case of one of the 


Western States which recently chose a member of this body, especially 

in the use of the word ‘‘commission”’ instead of the word ‘‘certify”’ 

in the governor's certificate. 

I do not think it at all necessary that a certificate of election should 
out any of the facts of an election. The direction in the statute 

of the United States that the governor shall certify to the election is, 

it seems to me, the operative and effective part of the law. 


set 


sree 


Se ieee 


Joint resolution. ® 
Be Ue 
Senafe concurring): 

Whereas the Indian outbreak within the limits of this State has assun 
alarming proportions, endangering the property and lives of a portion of th« 
habitants of this State; and 

Whereas a failure to realize the full extent of the present danger can be p 
ductive only of peril to the soldiery and settlers upon the frontier, and of a 
vantage to their enemies: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, First. That it is the conviction of the Legislature of the State « 
South Dakota that the immediate and complete suppression of armed hosti 
ties against the Government is of vastly greater importance at the present m 
ment than a theoretical solution of the various causes that may have led to the 
present critical situation. 

Second. That the case demands the most prompt and decisive action of the 


it resolved by the house of representatives of State of South Dakota 
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executive and legislative departments of the Government of the United States | , ppost d to the best inter t and 
and of our own State. : - , es was ordered t 1 
%, Third. That nothingshort of the complete disarming of the Indians now en- | ae. QITRDM AY 
# gaged in hostilities can afford a proper solution of the present diMoulties, an 1 iT. SHERMAN 
. insure safety to the inhabitants of the country adjacent to the Indian reserva- | of | n 
vw tion in the future ; i i , | Olmstead, O 
3 Fourth. That national legislation should be promptly enacted prohibiting the | = lered { 
$ selling of firearms or ammunition to the Indians under heavy penalties for the er i ( ) 
; violation of such laws; and that appropriations should speedily be made by th ) presented t 
National Government to reimburse settlers and other property-owners forthe | , to} rict immi: 
5 large amount of property that has been devastated by the hostile In lians. Pt i fies 
f a Fifth. That in our opinion the number of troops at present upon the scen i I - 
; a hostility is entirely inadequate to the complete overpowering of the Indians | ‘ 
now in arms Shr SNe gr : 
: That large numbers of nationai troops should be hastened to the scene of co! 
flict with the least possible delay in order to prevent serious disaster and to 
insure the protection of the homes and hamlets in the vicinity oft he outbreak 
and that additional arms and ammunition should be s pplie i at once tothe | | 
7 settlers upon the borders, and that the inhabitants of such settlements shou 1 ae rr 
7 organize local companies for mutual protection; an 1, lastly, that we can n Ar. CAML ‘ t ¢ 
urge too earnestly the necessity of immediate and thoro hh a tion — { he part | Ameri 
of the General Government in order to prevent further bloodshed and devas 1133. 134. 44 
: tation. . 1< 
% That copies of this resolution be transmitted to the President and Vice Presi- | 4 
dent of the United States, the Secretary of War, the Secretary ol! the Interio1 j lsl, 
: ; and to the governor of this State. | tov 
; St ra D ra, I : 
Indorsed J iary 29, 189! . . 
A. C. MELLETTE, G M 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Mar ield \ 
State of South Dakota, Secretary's Off a W ; 
y 1 ' = l Vv < l 
I, A. O. Ringsrud, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, co here = so : ' 
certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing copy of house joint reso- : : On, We i 
lution relating to Indian affairs in the State of South Dakota with the orig Tort vickley. St 
now on file in this office, and that the same isa correct transcript therefrom,and | a, ‘ . ; ‘ 
of the whole thereof. 7 s : 7 i ; 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hana and affixed the great s j I ( » Yalart ¢ 
of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this 3d day of February, 1891. lo 
[SEAL } ; A, O. RINGSRUD, & ta f St 
Mr. HOAR. What is the date of those resolutions? | ing for t 
The Secretary read as follows: | dered to 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal He ) 
of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this 3d day of February, 1591 for | , 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- | to lie on the t 
mittee on Indian Affairs. Mr. EV 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire if the date of the resolution appears | State of N 
anywhere on the paper. The certificate of the governor was read by | sive veterar 
the Secretary, stating that date, but not when the resolutions were | ernment s 
adopted in the Legislature. snd Retrenchment 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The dateappears only upon the certilicat Mr. MAND 5 
of the governor. The Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. DAWES] moves | Nebraska, prayit ' 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Indian Affair vas ordered to 
‘che motion was agreed to. ) , t 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented the following joint resolution | x wka and § { 
adopted by the Legislature of South Dakota; which was read, and ¢ f 
dered to lie on the table: ' 
A joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States ‘ > the } tt yn Ay 
The senate of the State of South Dakota, the house of representat } LAN] N. lL pr 
curring therein, memorialize your honorable body to enact a law mak j } 
coinage of silver free and unlimited, and most respectfully ask that th 1 ! ‘ . 
all moneys be made a full legal tender for all debts, public and privat 
Indorsed February 3, 1891, t 
A. C. MELLETT 
NITED STATES OF AMERICA 
State of South Dakota, Secretary’ s Offic 
I, A. O. Ringsrud, secretary of state of the State of South D 
certify that I havecarefully compared the foregoing copy it res t ( 
memorializing the Congress of the United States with ult ‘ 
in this office, and that the sameis acorrect transcript theref; m fthe w mallee 
thereof. need! i t t it 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affix I 
of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this 5th day of Februar, ‘ \ ) 4 
SEAL. | A. O. RINGSRUD, Scere AT... 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the presid of t 156, | 
American Library Association, embodying resolutions of that ass 
tion, praying for the passage of an international copyright law in t 
interest of common justice and national honesty; which was ordered the Stat 
‘ to lie on the table. 
a He also presented a memorial of the president of the Papyrus Club, 
oe > biteal : . . . . 
z of Boston, Mass, a society of authors and artists, remonstrating against 
oe the adoption of any amendment to the copyright bill at this stage of 1 { 
3 its consideration, stating thatif the bill is now passed and the prin 
Cee at eeenational copyright recognized by this country its benefit Mr. DAVIS | ted 
. y + " shi a > : . : 
; will be enjoyed at once, while any imperfections which may appear in | Minn, remot ing a t 
% practice can be corrected by fature legislation; which was ordered to | d | to lie on the tab 
a lie on the table. RR Tt i eer ee 
He algo presented the memorial of Francis A. Walker, of Boston, | « ercial organizations in the 1 
stating that those who are most deeply interested in art education of | of the present census and stati 
the people are most earnestly opposed to the proposed lithographic | prov vn for future enumerations ‘ ' vk ok atu 
amendment to the copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. | Census Of% which were re! 1 t ( nt 
— presented a memorial of the Heliotype Printing Company, Mr. CULLOM presented a petition , Lancers t) Ba 
of Boston, remonstrating against the proposed lithographic amendment | ciation. praying for the passage of a! for the relief of t 
to the copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. States Supreme Court: which rdered to lie on the t 
. =) sang a memorial of the American Architect News and He also presented a petition of citizens of East St. Li L} 
»uliding News, remonstrating against any amendment to the copyright | ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 1 


bill, especially against the proposed lithographic amendment, as directly | to lie on the table 
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\ petition of citizens of Randolph and Monroe 
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of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 





FEBRUARY 9, 


Memorial of Local Union No. 2486 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


Memorial of Local Union No.2496 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


of Lime County, Missouri, containing 21 names; 


| » "2 . . . es 
| of St. Clair County, Missouri, containing 80 names; 


| 
| 
| 


| 
j 
j 
j 
| 
| 
| 


Co 1 a petition of Davis Union, No, 289, of Randolph 
( inois, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

lfe also presented a petition of members of District Assembly No. 

7, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Illinois, and a petition of 
Dist emblies Nos. 215, 578 1 1811, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit | 
(ssc of Illinois, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 
tood | which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ir. REAGAN presented the memorial of Hon. H. D. McDonald and 

4 other citizens of Pat Tex., remonstrating against the passage of | 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Ife also presented the memorial of Eastwood & Co. and 22 other citi- 
ens of Hearn, Tex., remonstrating against the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Llano County (Texas) Farmers’ 
Alliance, praying for the passage of the subtreasury bill; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Vetition of M. Greenwood, jr., and other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Petition of Eli Townsend and other citizens of Fulton, Mo.; and 

Petition of W. N. Randolph and others, of Charleston, Mo. 

Mr. VEST also presented the petition ol White Cloud Subunion, 
No, 1732, Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri, 


praying for the free coinage of silver, the abolition of national banks, 
and for the passage of the subtreasury bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of County Assembly No. 119, 
of Meade County, Kentucky, praying for the speedy passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Enfield, Conn., pray- 
ing that the “‘original-package’’ law be applied to the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarire; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the fo 
passage of the Conger Jard bill; 
table 

Petition of Robert W. Simpson and 23 other citizens of Boone County, 
iowa 

Petition of membe 
lowa; and 

Petition of members of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1884, of Boone County, 


} 


i 


lowing petitions, praying for the 
were ordered to lie on t 


} 
1e 
ie 


which 


rs of the Franklin Farmers’ Alliance, Linn County, 


lowa; 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Mitchell County Farmers’ 
Alliance, of lowa, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard 
bill and the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Healso presented the petition of R. F. Downing and sundry other 
citizens of Pleasant Hill Alliance, No. 1081, Iowa, praying for the 
speedy passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of I. Wesley Brown, praying for law 
requiring contestants against claimants located on public lands to de- 
posit with the receiver a sufficient sum to pay expenses of contest, to 
he paid to claimant in case contestant fails to establish title; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the following petitions, praying for 
the extension of the Wilson spirituous-liquor act so as to include oleo- 


Forestry: 
Petition of D. K. Charlin and other citizens of Bangor, Mich. ; 
Petition of E. W. Williams and other citizens of Breedsville, Mich. ; 
and 
Petition of S.G. Palmer and other citizens of Columbia, Mich. 
Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Little & Becker, and sun- 


dry other firms of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the Tor- | 


rey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1000, Oregon County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 2003, Webster County, 
Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1338, Madison County, 
Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of Local Union No. 233o0fthe Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Gentry County, Missouri, containing 21 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2759 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Scotland County, Missouri, containing 12 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No.1207 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Dade County, Missouri, containing 22 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No.1314 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Berry County, Missouri, containing 18 names; 


| 


of Polk County, Missouri, containing 27 names; 


| of Lafayette County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 


of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 16 names; 


Memorial of Local Union No.2794 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


Memorial of Local Union No. 2622 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2903 of the Farmersand Laborers’ Union, 


Memorial of Local Union No. 2536 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


of Manchester, St. Louis County, Missouri; 


Memorial of Local Union No. 918 of the Farmersand Laborers’ Union 


Memorial of Local Union No. 439 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


of Callaway County, Missouri, containing 23 names; 


Memorial of Local Union No. 117 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


of Jackson County, Missouri, containing 20 names; 


Memorial of Local Union No. 2911 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


of Lafayette County, Missouri, containing 17 names; 


Memorial of the Local Union of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of 
Perry County, Missouri, containing 22 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 267@ of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Bee Ridge, Knox County, Missouri; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2003 ofthe Farmers and Laborers’ Union. 
of Webster County, Missouri; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 166 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Roads, Carroll County, Missouri; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 453 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Marion County, Missouri; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1682 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Madison County, Missouri; 

Memorial of Local Union No.749 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union. 


| of West Hartford, Ralls County, Missouri; and 





Memorial of Local Union No.880 of the Farmersand Laborers’ Union, 
of Pennisula, Cooper County, Missouri. 

Mr. STANFORD presented the petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Eureka, Cal., praying for the passage of the Nicaragua Canal 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry merchants of San Francisco, 
Cal., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the shipping bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal,, praying for the publication of a monthly chart of the 
Pacific Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for an improvement in the form of govern 
ment in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the board of county commission- 
ers of Pierce County, North Dakota, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the Hansbrongh bill appropriating $500,000 for the purpose 
of purchasing seed wheat for the destitute farmers of North Dakota; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WARREN presented the following resolution of the Legislature 


| of Wyoming; which was read and referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary: 
margarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | 


[Enrolled joint resolution No. 8, house of representatives, State of Wyoming 


A joint resolution memorializing Congress to extend the jurisdiction of the State 
courts over both civil and criminal causes arising on lands reserved by the 
United States, commonly known as Government reservations. 


Beit resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Congress of the 
United States of America be memorializéd as follows: 

Your memorialist, the first Legislature of the State of Wyoming, respectfully 
represents: That there are conflicting decisions in our supreme court as to the 
jurisdiction of our State courts, in both civil and criminal causes, arising on lands 
in this State, reserved by the United States, commonly known as ‘“‘ Government 
reservations,”’ and that in many instances great injustice isthereby done. Your 
memorialist therefore praysthatthe subject herein presented may receive ear! 
attention, by the enactment of such laws as will afford adequate relief; and as 
in duty bound your memorialist will ever pray. 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, Thatan authenticated copy 
of this memorial and resolution be forwarded by the secretary of state to eac!: 
Senator and to the Representative in Congress from this State, and they ar 
hereby respectfully requested to present the same to the honorable the Senat 
andthe honorable the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer 
ica in Congress assembled, and to urge necessary legislation in the premises 

WM. R. SCHNITGER, 
President of the Senate. 
0. P. KELLOGG, 
Speaker of the House 
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STATE OF WYOMING, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., January 29, 1891. 


I, Amos W. Barber, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do hereby cer- 
tify that the annexed and foregoing isa true,full,and correct copy ofenrolled joint 
resolution No.8, house of representatives,as the same remains on file and of 
record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State, the date first above written. 

AMOS W. BARBER, Secretary of State. 
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Mr. WARREN presented the following joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Wyoming; which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: so 

[Enrolled joint resolution No, 7. 


Joint resolution and memorial to the Congressof the United States, praying for 
the establishment of a wagon road from Fort Washakie to the Yellowstone 
National Park. 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming: The first Legislature 


of the State of Wyoming in session assembled respe tfully represent to the | 


President and Congress of the United States as follows ; 

That there exists a necessity for an established and well-maintained wagon 
road from Fort Washakie to the Yellowstone National Park, for the following 
reasons: P : 

First. It is one of the most important and at the same time one of the most 
feasible pieces of work in the State of Wyoming or in the entire West. A 

Second. That such a road would not only make it possible to enter the Na- 
tional Park from the south and east, but: it would furnish in its building and 
maintenance the best and most convenient route of National Park entrance 
from any southeastern direction. c Be ; 

Third. That, in addition to its great use and benefit to civil public generally, 
such a road would be of great benefit and service for the movement of troops 
and the transportation of military suppliesin the event of any Indian outbreak, 

Fourth, That the permanent establishment of such a Government highway 
would largely, if not entirely, allay through Central and Northwestern Wyo- 
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a 





niing the constant fears and dangers of Indian outbreaks, and would thus be one | 


of the strongest inducements to what may be termed general Western immigra- 
tion, as well as also giving assurance of protection to already formed settle- 
ments. 

Fifth. That the proposed line of road passes through the haunts ofthe noto 
rious horse thieves and general range of bandits of the Wind River Mountains, 
who have so long, as an organized band, been a source of annoyance, danger, 


and loss to the stock-growers of Wyoming, Idaho, Utah, and Montana, as weil | 
as to the Indians on the reservations; and that the road in question would have, A 
| Geary County, Kansas; 


as one of its results, the breaking-up of this mischievous robber band. 

Sixth. That the proposed road would be the means of opening up and solid- 
ifying interstate commerce between the youngand growing States of Wyoming, 
Idaho, and Montana, and would make it possible and pragicable for tourists to 
travel over the entire Yellowstone National Park from north to south without 
going over the road or region twice. 

Seventh. That the proposed road would pass through a country unexcelled 
for magnificent, grand, and picturesque scenery. 

Your memorialists therefore pray that a wagon road be established from Fort 
Washakie to the Yellowstone National Park, and that an appropriation to pay 
for the laying out, establishing, and constructing of sucha roadbe made. And 
your memorialists, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor of the State of Wyoming beand is 
hereby authorized and requested to furnish the Senatorsand Representatives in 
Congress, of Wyoming, with certified copies of this joint resolution and memo- 
rial, tothe end that they may bring this matter before Congress, and secure the 
road asked for. 

WILLIAM R. SCHNITGER 
President of the Sen é. 
0, P, KELLOGG, 
Speaker of the Hous 

Approved January 5, A, D, 1891, 

AMOS W. BARBER, 
Acting Governor 


STATE OF WYOMING, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., January 29, 1891 

I do hereby certify that the annexed and foregoing is a true and correct copy 
of enrolled senate joint resolution No, 7, First Legislature, State of Wyo - 
asthe same remains on file and of record in this office. 7 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
ofthe State the date first above written. 

[SEAL. ] 


ning, 


AMOS W. BARBER, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Minneapolis (Minn. ) Board 
of Trade, praying for the early passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Miami Lodge, No. 1804, Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Linn County, Kansas, praying for 


the passage of a bill proposing an amendment to the Constitution se- | 


curing woman suffrage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 24, Union Veteran 
Legion, of Salina, Kans., praying for the passage of a bill to insure 
preference in appointment, employment, and retention in the public 
service of the United States to veterans of the late war, known in the 
Senate as bill No. 3146 and in the House of Representatives as bill No. 
8287; which wa8 referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

He also presented the petition of the Legislature of the State of Kan- 
sas, praying for the adoption of a system of irrigation and the appro- 
priation of the sum of money necessary therefor; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on the Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage ot 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of 8. M. Ellinger and 16 other citizens of Brown County 
Kansas; 2 

Petition of James Wharry and 25 other citizens of Clark County 
Kansas; e 


Petition of G. M. Bower and 31 other citizens of Johnson County, 
Kansas; p 


| Monts 


Petition of E. H. Smith and 36 other citizens of Reno County, Kan- 


sas; and 


Bas. 


Petition of D. J. Barnett and other citizens of Decatur County, Kan- 


| passage of the Paddock-pure food | 


| Osage trust an 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Lawrence, Kans., praying | 


| mittee I ask that the bill may 
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Mr. PLUMB also presented the following petitions, praying for the 
t which were ordered to lie on 


the table: 





Petition of Farmers’ Allianc nd Industrial Union No. 1982, of 
Osborne County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 363, of Ne- 
osho County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 161, of C 
ley County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Indust: \ No. 449, of Jack- 
son County, Kansas 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial U1 No. 250, of Elk 
County, Kansas 

Petition of Washingto1 nee, No. 720, of the State of Ka 

Petition of Farmers’ and Industrial Union N 7 
Wabaunee County, Kansas 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 338, of Kin 
man County, Kansas; 

etition of citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas 





Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 169 
ferson County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmert Alliance and Industrial 1 No. 1994, of 
Pottawatomie County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Un N { 
ner County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No 7 
Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No 
omery County, Kansas; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No 
Phillips County, nsas, 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the fol! 1g memorials, remonstratin 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were order 
on the table 

Memorial of G. R. Steele and other citizens of t Stat 

Memorial of C. B. Carson and other citi Guelph, Kans 

Memorial of A. Bryan and other citizen Dexter Count ISA; 
and 

Memorial of O. R. Latter and other citi t State 


r 





Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to w ! 1 
the following bills, reported them severally wit! 
submitted reports thereon 

A bill (8. 4500) granting a pension to Martha 

A bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to Edwar 

\ bill (S. 4502) granting a pension to Laut 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Commit 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amet 
HARRIS on the 5th of February, intende 
dry civil appropriation bill, reported it favora 
erence to the Committee on Appropriations; whi vas ; O 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Immigration, to w 
the subject was referred. submitted a1 


5035) in amendment of the various acts relative to imigration and 


the importation of aliens undercontract or agreement to p 





ft » ry bry 
ut ) I 





| which was read twice by its tit! 


Mr. PLUMB 
referred the bi 


>, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
ll (S. 4976) to confirm certain entries mad 
1 diminished reserve lands, and for otl put 
orted it with an amendment. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iamalso directed by the Committee on Public I 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 538) authorizing and directins t 
Secretary of the Interior to examine certain clain 
owned or occupied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reserv 
tion, which had been condemned by the Hot Springs Commission 
afterwards burned, and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buil 
ings from the evidence now on file in the Interior Department, to 
tharged from its further consideration and recommend that 
be referred to the Committee on Claim 
This bill was originally referred to that committee, but on the 28t 
day of May, 1890, the committee was discharged, and the bill was 1 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. Subsequent to that ti 
however, while the Committee on Public Lands were considering t] 
matter, the Committee on Claims took up a pat matter 
of this bill No, 588, madea favorable report upon it 1a bill for the 
payment of one of the claimants was passed by the $ e and subse 
juently by the other House and sign , residen 
mittee on Claims have thereby, as I thin! nfe i that they had 


to be disc 








( 





regard to the matter which the Committee on Public Lands have hesi 
tated to establish; and I think that they ought to have the entiré b- 
ject-matter under their contro! rherefore i juestof the « 


>on Clall 





The report was agreed to. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Road 
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Grounds, reported two amendments intended to be proposed to the 
dry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. V ES [, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4980) to enlarge the United States 
courthouse and post-office building at Birmingham, Ala., and to ap- 
yriate money therefor, reported it without amendment. 


1) 





number has been printed. 

Mr. VEST. Then it is what is called the supplementary report. 
It is the larger report. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Yes, it is the larger report. 

Mr. VEST. All right. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I report.a con- 
current resolution, which I ask be referred to the Committee to Audit 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
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Committee on Public Printing, with three members of the present Congress who 
are re-elected to the next Congress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House 


hereby instructed to examine into the numbers printed of the various docu- 
ments, reports, bills, and other papers published by order of Congress,or of 
either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and to report a bill in 






FEBRUARY 9, 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), Thatthe 


»f Representatives, or any subcommittee of said special joint committee, are 


December next, making such reductions in the numbers and cost of printing 


and such changes and reduction in the distribution of said publications as they 


| many documents which are published in the REcoRD. 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 4964) to authorize the appointment 

_of an assistant superintendent of free delivery in the Post-Office De- 
par eported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ther 

H , from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 

} r the relief of James 8S. Johnson, submitted an adverse report 
ert which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred ar nendment submitted by Mr. CASEY on February 6, in- 

t to ; peer ed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it 
bly, a . its reference to the Committee on Appropri- | 
tior ba s agreed to 

Mr. HAWLI y n the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the | i5) to amend section 3709 of the Revised 
Sta of t l l States, reported it with an amendment, and 

ibmitte rt ther 

Iie al nt am ymmittee, to whom was referred the bill 

to } l beginning the construction of a military post at | : 
( | Junction, or Swanton Junction, Vt., reported it with- 
( imendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ir. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 

s referred the bill (S. 4894) to prevent the sale of firearms and am- 

inition to Indians, reported it with amendments. 

He als from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 

A to prohibit the sale of firearms and ammunition to the Indians 
residing upon reservations, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
wa rred the bill (H. Rt. 12148) providing fora board to examine and | 
reportas to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the time 
of his resignation from the Army, reported it without amendment, and | 
ubmitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPO YN ER, from the C ae eon Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to 1 m was referred the bill | kt. 8628) for the erection of a public 
building at Richmond, Ky., ea it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself January 31, | 
intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, reported | 
it favorably, at ad submitted a report thereon. 

Che proposed amendment was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and onbe red to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report an | 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil bill, together | 
with a letter from the Attorney-General, inclosing a communication | 
from the judge of Alaska and the governor on the subject of some | 
matters there, which I move may be » printed and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from tne Committee on Public Buildings and 


| tra services in water department, District of Columbia; 


pro} 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5000) to authorize the construction of a bridge | 
across the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota, reported it with antendments. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I report back 

favorably a concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, 
1 I ask for its present consideration. 
Che coneurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

R he Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), Thatthere 
be printed in pat —_ let form, with cover, 15,000 extra copies of the report of the 
Committee on | en Relations in supp< rt of Sens ate bill 4827, to amend an act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” of 
Ww h 5,000 s yr the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the House of Repre- 
sentatives 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Does that mean the first report or the second ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It means the last report, of which the usual 





may deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons therefor; andthat the 
said committee is also instructed to investigate the printing and binding fox 
Executive Departments, executed at the Government Printing Office an 
at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various Departments, ar 
report a billin December next making such reductions in expenses and in 
ing such cheeks as they may deem expedient, with a report giving thei: 
reasons therefor; and said committee is further instructed to make any other 
investigation calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of the public print 
ing, and report the result thereof; and the said committee is hereby authorize 
to employ a stenographer, to summon and to examine experts and witness« 
and to call upon the heads of Executive Departments and the Public Printe 
for such information regarding the preceding matters as they may desire, an 
iny expenses necessarily incurred in making the investigations aforesaid sha]! 
be defrayed from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman of the Committee on Printing 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish toinquire from the Senator from Nebraska 
whether the resolution is now broad enough to authorize the Commit 
tee on Printing to examine into the expediency of editing the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD with a view to prevent the duplication of a great 
[hope that that 
very necessary reform may be considered by the committee, and if the 
resolution is not broad enough I will move an amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Idoubtsomewhat whether the matter referred 


the 


pos 


a 


| to by the Senator from Ohio could properly be considered under the 


terms of the resolution. His proposition, as I understand it, is that 
there should be some method of editing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So as to prevent the duplication of documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think myself that that is a proper subject ot 
inquiry, and if after the resolution is reported back by the Committee 
to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate it should 
be deemed advisable to make that change it can very readily be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask that the resolution be printed now and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, and in the mean time 
I shall look at it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

CED. 


BILLS INTRODI 


Hen 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 5036) for the relief of 
L. Morey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 5037) to authorize the building ot 
a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5038) to increase the salaries 
local appraisers of merchandise at certain ports; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill 5039) to authorize the appointment o! 
an assistant appraiser for the port of Chicago; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (8.5040) to authorize the owners « 
claimants of the schooner Grace Gower, of Sedgwick, Me., to bring a 


‘ 
ol 


5. 


YT 


suit against the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5041) a the relief of the First 


Methodist Church in the city of Jackson, Tenn.; which was read twic 
by its title, and, with the accompanying ae rs, referred to the Com- 
mittee on C laims. 

Mr. HIGGINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5042) to pay for « 
which was read 
tee on the District of Co- 


twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
lumbia. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILES. 

Mr. WASHBURN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which wa 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing appropriation 
for the completion of a twelve-company military post at San Antonio, 
Tex., and for a twelve-company post at El Paso, Tex.; which was r 

| ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. CALL submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He alsosubmitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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EXPORTATIONS TO BRAZIL. 


Mr. CARLISLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, request if 
patible with the public interests, to transmit to the Senate copies of 
of the Secretary of State to the minister from the { nite d St ites of Brazil date 
November 3, 1890, the letter from said minister in reply th to dated January 
31, 1891, the response of the Secretary of State thereto, a rted 
the proclamation of the Presi lent dated I bruary 5, 1s r 
tables and statistics referred to in said letters, or any of them, and trans! 
of the recent laws of the United States of Brazil in relation to the 1 


¢ 


of certain products of the United States into that country 








Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 
transmit to the Senate a copy of an agreement const 
River Indians in the State of Oregon in the year L851, or ¢ ai 
dians of a portion of their reservation lying south of Rogue River,in said § 
which agreement was not finally ratified by the Senate, 


ROGUE RIVER INDIANS OF OREGON. 


d he is h 








PUBLIC BUILDING AT LAREDO, TEX. 
Mr. VEST. I move that the bill (S. 3854) for the erection of a 
public building at Laredo, Tex., which I reported on January 12 last 





with amendment, be recommitted to the Committee on P | cc 
ings and Grounds. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ABSENTEE LISTS. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I rise to what I suppose is a priv- 


ileged question. As is usual in making up the record of the proceed- 
ings of the Senate, those who are not voting ure recorded as absent, 
making no distinction between those who are actually absent and those 
who are present and paired. It seems to me that that is not stating 
exactly the truth. Take my own case, for instance, on Saturday. 1! 
was present and announced my pair at every vote, which of course the 
RECORD shows in connection with the votes; butat the sametime when 
the votes are given those not actually voting are recorded as ‘‘ahbsent.’’ 


It seems to me that the Recorp ought to be so changed as to state | _:,; 


those who are not voting as ‘‘ absent or paired,’’ so as to tell the truth 
about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator if that would not in- 
volve the recording of an apparent violation of the rule of the Senate 
on every occasion? The rules of the Senate expressly require t! 
every Senator present shall vote unless he be excused. Unless he is 
treated as absent he is to beincluded in the list of persons who violat 
the rules, if he be not excused from voting. 

Mr. CULLOM. Even if that were necessary, it seems to me that it 
does injustice to those members who are present and paired when they 
are recorded on a roll-call as absent in making up the record of the 
vote. 


Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will look at the proceedings at the 


| 


other end of the Capitol he will observe in the RecorD that always the | 


statement is simply ‘‘ not voting.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely call the attention of the Senate to it, so 
that if it is not proper the RECORD may be changed so as to state the 
fact. I think it ought to be so changed, because we all know that 


many of us are paired on almost every vote with some one who is ab- | 


sent, and some of us are here and not voting who are paired with Sena 
tors absent from the city. 
Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 


form in which the REcorD is made up is by a specific order of the | —*: 


Senate. The Reportersonly comply with an order made’some years ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not complaining of the Reporters, because I 
have no doubt that they are following a precedent at least. I am un- 
able to find any specific rule on the subject. 


Mr.GORMAN. There was a resolution passed some years ago, and | 


the Reporters follow the rule laid down by that resolution. The only 
way it can be corrected is by changing the order by a resolution 
Mr.CULLOM. I make the suggestion simply to call the attention 


of the Senate and the Committee on Rules to the question whether the | 


RECORD should show that each person who has not voted is absent, while 

the fact is, whether the pair is announced or not, that some Senators 

are always paired as a matter of courtesy to absent Senators 
ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call attention to the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
nese. 

The Cuter CLerK. A bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjust- 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, arising under 
the eight-hour law. F 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIs] to lay the motion 


to reconsider, made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Barr], | 


on the table. 
Mr. BLAIR. Let us have order in the Chamber. 


I do not suppose 
the Senate is aware what is up. — 
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ABSENT —28, 
Aldrich, Cullom, McConnell, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Daniel, Moody, Squire, 
Brown, Dolph, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Carey, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Shoup, Wilson of Md. 


So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was not 
agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion to re- 
consider made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to have the motion well understood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was recommitted to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr, BLAIR. Upon which the friends of the measure will vote 
ee yea. ” 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair again ¢alls the attention of 
Senators to the difficulty found during the last roll-call to correctly re- 
cord the names of Senators responding. The Chair would suggest to 
Senators who desire to enter into conversation that they either retire 
from the Chamber or speak in a lower tone of voice, He also asks Sen- 
ators who respond to their names to speak louder. The roll-call will 
proceed, 7 

Mr. MORRILL. Is debate in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to the gross inconsistencies of this measure as it now stands. 

It is provided in the first section ‘‘ that whoever, as a laborer, work- 
man, or mechanic, has been employed by or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1877, up to the 
3d day of March, 1883, shall be paid for each eight hours he has been 
employed as for a full day’s work;’’ and yet there is no appropriation 
in the bill. Itisdesignedly constructed to conceal the fact of the large 
amount that is involved, and it is a fine Italian hand that will prac- 
tice anysuch kindof game, Isubmit thatit is not fair for the present 
Congress to make a bill that involves from five to ten million dollars 
without naming any sum whatever, nor is it fair to throw it over upon 
the next Congress, to be paid without having some amount stated on 
the dace of the bill. 

It seems that this is to be reported to the next Congress, and it is to 
be under the direction of the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment. Now, how is it possible for the Treasury Department to 
ascertain these accounts? Necessarily it must be upon the parol testi- 
mony of each applicant himself; and I think it is, therefore, very de- 
fective in that respect. But it says that all sums after the readjust- 
ment of these accounts ‘‘shall be paid directly to the claimant or his 
legal representatives.’’ It strikes me that it is very inconsistent for 
us to pass a bill of this kind requiring it to be reported at the next 
Congress and yet leaving the next Congress no power to reject or amend 
the report, but be forced by positive law to make an appropriation to 
pay the full amount whatever it may be. 

Then I desire to call the attention of the Senate to one of the grossest 
inconsistencies that can possibly be conceived of in the last part of the 
section, where it is provided— 

That this act shall not be operative wheneverthe proper accounting officers 


shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or 


service under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the 
amount agreed upon. 


Now comes a nullification of this provision: 


But no agreement shall be within this proviso, either as to price or time, which 
was exacted by any Government officer as a condition of employment or re- 
tention in the public service. 

That amounts to this, that if a workman came and was informed that 
he could work for 50 cents an hour and complied with that condition, 
then that would be an agreement in relation to price ortime. That is 
the very gistof this whole amendment, If he had made an agreement 
that he would not drink lager beer while at work, that might be in- 
included, and amount to anobjection. Itoperates of course to nullify 
all this provision in relation to any contract where they work by the 
piece, as they do in many of the armories, or by any agreement. 

But, Mr. President, 1 only desired to call attention to these gross in- 
consistencies in the bill, and I trust it may be defeated. It is at war 
with all the farming interests of the country, with all the interests of 
mechanics who work in country districts, or own their own shops, or 
do their own labor; and I think it is a very vicious example for us to 
set to the several States in relation to this eight-hour folly. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want tosay asingle word in regard to the 
second section of the bill. The attention of the Senate has been called 
to it, and asa member of the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 
Grounds I want to ask the Senate if they deliberately propose to pass 
such legislation as this in full. view of the consequences that must 
follow, 

Under the second section of the bill it is in the power of any discon- 
tented laborer or mechanic to stop the entire sum that is due to any 


contractor and to lock up that money in the Treasury for an indefinite 
period. Itis the most defective legislation that I have seen in twelve 
years in either House of Congress. Anyone familiar with the con- 
struction of public buildings knows that at this session of Congress even 
we have authorized the expenditure already, in bills which have be- 
come laws by the signature of the President, of $2,780,000. The prob- 
abilities are that there will be enacted at this session of Congress 
measures which will call for $3,000,000 out of the public Treasury to 
contractors. 

I repeat, any discontented laborer, any man discharged for drunken- 
ness, for inattention to hisduty, for gross dereliction, under this clause 
that we propose now deliberately to enact may serve a notice upon the 
proper accounting officer or the officer in charge of a public building 
and lock up every dollar that is due to that contractor for an indefinite 
period. There is no provision here for enforcing this lien. Wesimply 
create a lien which is an incumbrance upon the building or upon the 
amount due for the construction of the building, and there it stands, 
not a dollar to be paid out. The officer of the Government can say, 
‘Why, here is a lien unadjusted, created by statute, and I do not pro- 
pose to settle with you until that lien is removed.”’ 

I have never seen, and I repeat it deliberately, any legislation pro- 
posed here so crude and defective as this. It assumes that the con- 
tractor is in some sort at fault, and puts him under the control of any 
laborer who chooses to put this lien upon record. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will observe the fact also that it pre- 
scribes no time within which notice shall be given. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; asa matter of course. No time is prescribed, no 
way to enforce the lien, no tribunal in which the litigation can he had. 
So far as it reads here upon the face of it—I do not know what the 
intention is—the Government officer is to make the adjustment, but 
how he is to do it, when he is to doit, where he is to do it, no mortal 
man can tell, 

Sir, whatever may be my opinion about the equities of this measure, 
I shall never put my vote on record for a thing which I believe to be 
so defective as this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to appeal to my honorable 
friend from New Hampshire, the chairman of the committee, not to 
oppose the recommitment of this bill in the hope, and so far as I am 
concerned in the belief, after the discussion which has taken place 
and the difficulties of the existing form into which we have put the 
bill have been brought to our attention, that that committee can, within 
forty-eight hours, reframe the bill, following the general line of the 
votes of the Senate as to the substance of what is to be accomplished 
and put it in ashape where it will clearly mean precisely what its 
friends wish it to mean, and where it will not mean what its oppo- 
nents do not wish it to mean, if the two things can be harmonized, so 
that it will be a clear bill one way or the other, and then, it being re- 
ported, for one,I would agree to unanimous consent that it should take 
its present place and be promptly disposed of. Then we should have 
a bill that would not be a delusion to the laborersand that would not 
be an injustice to the contractor and would not be an embarrassment 
and a difficulty to the Treasury. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
motion to recommit was carried. The condition of the committee and 
of the session is such that to recommit this bill will be its death with- 
out any sort of doubt. I know the situation well enough to be sure 
of that. 

If the Senate desire to vote again upon the second section relating 
to liens, which was adopted late on Saturday afternoon, if the motion 
to reconsider the récommitment prevails then a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill went toa third reading may be carried, thus 
placing the bill where it will be open toamendment. I will then move 
to reconsider the vote by which the second section wasattached to the 
bill and let the Senate act on it. That will end this whole matterim- 
mediately, and it will leave the original measure stand which the Sen- 
ate has discussed, that is, the first section, and then the Senate can pass 
it or not, as it sees fit. 

The Senate should remember, however, that this is a House bill, 
which comes to us and we have amended it in toto: so that the whole 
measure must yet go into a conference committee. What may be 
agreed upon in conference nobody can tell. The conferees will be aware 
of the sentiment of the Senate with reference to the second section and 
it might in the conference report, or the conference commit- 
tee might not be able to report, and the Senate would be free of the 
matter. Ifitappeared inaconference report, the whole question would 
be open to the Senate n, and the Senate can accept or reject that 
conference report. So faras any appropriation is concerned, it becomes 
simply a bill for inquiry, to ascertain the balances alleged to be due to 
these people, and in future will again have the question of 
appro presented, upon w they can discuss all the merits of 
the I think, Mr. President, that I ought to insist on this motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the answer to my friend from New 
Hampshire, as far as I am concerned, is that his plan is impracticable, 
in myopinion. I suppose lam no more than anybody else in 
the te about the mere technicalities of arranging words in bills, but 
I should not wish, for one, to be a party to undertaking in the Senate 
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to frame this bill, adopting the principles on which it is intended to 
rest, in such a way as not to effectuate those principles carefully and 
justly for the laborer, for the United States, and for the contractor. I 
should want, if it were a matter to goto the Committee on the Judi- 
clary, with the difficulties that surround this bill in its present state, 
to have the Committee on the Judiciary sit down quietly in their room, 
halfa dozen gentlemen, and discuss it as we do measures in committee, 
so as to be sure that the language we used meant what we intended it 
to mean and did not mean something else ; 

Then, as to the su ion of the denptet from New Hampshire that 
this is not the end of this bill, as it is a House bill and it can be got 
into conference and can be reformed, I think itis a suggestion that the 
Senate of the United States ought not,except in some amazingly ex- 
treme eme' cy, to listen to with—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I will asktheSenator why should we not send the bill 
to a conference committee and let them report the bill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what I was going to state, if theSen- 
ator will allow me. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not want areproof upon a question of that kind, 
and I do not like to submit to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, which of us has the floor, in the 
first place? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDs] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, if theSenator had possessed 
his soul in patience for a half minute he would have known that I 
neither intended any offense nor would havegivenany. I should have 
said, if I had not been interrupted against order, that the Senate 
should not listen with approval and ought not toagree to send a matter 
to the House of Representatives that we were sure, and everybody was 
satisfied, is a burlesqueas it stands, impossible of execution, and work- 
ing for evil instead of for good, in the expectation that in some con- 
ference between the two Houses it would be brought out right. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him strictly 
in order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggested before, in reply to the Senator’s remark, 
that if this motion to reconsider prevailed so that we can get possession 
of the bill again, I would then move to reconsider, or any one else 
might move to reconsider, the vote by which the bill was passed to its 
third reading. Then the bill will be open to amendment, and then I 
will move to strike out the second section to test the sense of the Sen- 
ate right here and now, leaving nothing in the bill but the first section. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Mr. President, my friend from New Hampshire 
has submitted some observations by way of inquiry to me that I had 
already replied to before he made them. I had pointed out, or tried 
to point out, that it appeared to me that a bill of this character in the 
shape in which it is could not be safely and well, with the best atten- 
tion we could give to it here, with seventy people and the confusion 
and all that, be put into the shape that its own friends a year or two 
hence would say it ought to have been in. My point was that it re- 
quired the careful consideration of the committee again. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam very glad to hear the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps] confirm- 
ing what I stated with something of hesitation on Saturday. I am ex- 
tremely dissatisfied with this second section concerning liens. It is, 
as the Senator from Missouri said, in almost my own words, crude and 
imperfect, and it is not creditable to the Senate. 

voted to recommit this bill on Saturday in the hope that the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor would throw off these disagreeable fea- 



































of it. I want to see if I can go through with a few remarks without 
interruption, I will yield in a few moments, Mr. Thompson, whe 
was then Secretary of the Navy, under date of March 28, 1878, issued 
the following circular: 


The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, for the cir 
cular of October 25,1877, in relation to the working hours at the several navy 
yards and shore stations: 


The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a. m.to 6 
p.m.— 

That was a ten-hour day during the summer season— 
from September 22 to March 20,from 7.40 a.m, to 4.50 p.m., with the usual in- 
termission of one hour for dinner. 

Which wasa seven hour and fifty minute day, ten minutes short of an 
eight-hour day. For six months, therefore, they worked ten hours a 
day. Now, what does the Secretary proceed to say? He says: 

The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 


men, and laborers on the basis of eight hours a day. All workmen electing 
to labor eight hours a day will receive a proportionate increase of their wages. 


Mr. PLATT. Did they not? 
Mr. HAWLEY. No, they did not. They absolutely deny that, 


The commandants will notify the men employed, or to be employed, of these 


conditions, and they are at liberty to continue or accept employment under 
them or not. 


Some representatives of these men say to me that they will be quite 
satisfied with a substitute for the whole bill that shall simply repeal 
the statute of limitations and leave them to their legal remedy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would they be willing to have the limitation ex- 
tended for, say, three years? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Vermont asks me whether they 
would be willing to have the limitation extended three years hence, so 
that there would be at some time a limitation, I take it for granted, 
of course, that they would. They ask also as a part of that proposi- 
tion that, in case the judgment should be against them, where the sum 
of $3,000 is involved, they should have the right of appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. There would be more than that sam 
involved, because the statute provides for a joind:r of these several 
claims. 

I shall vote to reconsider the recommittal and vote to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to a third reading in the hope 
that the proposition I have suggested may get a chance. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator mean to limit that so that the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury will be directed to pay these claims, 
or that each man may have the glorious privilege of commencing a s 
in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are to go to the Court of Claims—that is their 
own proposition—with the repeal of the statute of limitations or an 
extension of the statute of limitations. Further than that they do not 
say. Lsuppose they take it for granted, and it is not unreasonable to 
do so, that if the court should give a judgment in their favor Congress 
will appropriate. 

Mr. DAWES. What objection is there to removing the statute of 
limitations, as the Senator suggests, directing the accounting officers 
to readjust their accounts on that basis? Then the accounting officers 
will pay them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Upon what basis? 

Mr. DAWES. Upon the basis of eight hours as a day’s work, and 
where they have worked more than eight hours they should have a 
corresponding increase. 

There does not seem to me, if the Senator will allow me, the slight- 
est occasion to impose upon these parties the burden of commencing a 
suit. If you direct the accounting officers to do this thing—it is all 
turesand bring us, as nearly so as they could make it, a clean bill, and | clerical work—you have an adjudication which, in Congress, has pre- 
we would finish it in a short consideration this morning. But I find 


cisely the same legal force and effect as a judgment of the Court of 
on looking over the votes on the bill that a majority of the Committee | Claims. 
on Education and Labor voted against the whole thing; and I suppose Mr. HALE. 


that to be the secret of the unwillingness of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to have the bill recommitted to the committee, Therefore 
I am driven to another course of action in endeavoring to get this bill 
more nearly right, and now I am in favor not only of reconsidering 
the motion to recommit, but to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
= ears toa a peste if that should be done, I will move 
su ute as simple a proposition as ible, simply repealing the 
iki... * 

I have reasons for saying that the claimants will be satisfied with 
that, and can not the Government be satisfied with it? It will then 
go to the Court of Claims upon the existing statutes and the practice 
of the Departments. The men who claim under the eight-hour law 
say that they went along from year to year reasserting their claims for 
extra compensation and believing that Congress would relieve them, 
until the statute of limitations intervened. A large body of them say 
that they worked under an absolute promise of the Government that 
they should have this extra compensation, and I say that is true, and 

will read a few remarks here, which have been read in this debate, 
but I Ao not think there were ten Senators in the Chamber at the time, 
I do not believe there were three who heard the reading. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I decline positively for the moment, just for the fan 


If the Senator will allow me, all that is needed is that, 
notwithstanding this bar of the statute, the accounting officers shall 
audit these claims and certify them to Congress. Then they will be 
put on an appropriation bill, as other claims are, and the claimants 
will not have, each one, to go to the expense or be subjected to the 
loss of time that would be necessary by going to the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me the provision of the Senator, if applied generally to 
the action of the accounting officers, would then bring the matter toa 
head, and then the proper accounting officers would certify the claims 
as fast as they are audited, and they would be paid, with no delay in 
the Court of Claims. Congress never goes back of the Auditor. I 
should say the Senator’s proposition is an eminently good one in favor 
of these honest claims. Let provision be made that the statute of lim- 
itations shall not apply as affecting the accounting oflicers of the Treas- 
ury, so that the claims can go right through. The accounting officers 
of the Treasury, under certain provisions annexed to an appropriation 
bill some years ago in relation to some claims, and perhaps to all, do 
not go back beyond the time the statute of limitations applied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The difficulty with that proposition is, that Ido 
not think there is any statute which prevents the accounting oflicers 
of the Treasury from considering these claims now, but they consider 
them according to the law that is in existence. That law is simply 
that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work, without saying that for 
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that eight hours the laborer shall be paid $8, or 8 cents, or eight any- 
thing; but leaving the laborer the privilege, that belongs to every citi- 
zen of the United States and every inhabitant of it, to sell his labor for 
the price that he is willing to take, unless he is a member of some of 


these so-called labor organizations, which tyrannize over him and will 
not allow him to get bread for his family unless he gets it at a certain 


price for a day’s labor. It is the case, as I und according to 
the morning papers, in Chicago about the World’s Fair buildings, and 
80 on, that no citizen of the United States is to be allowed to labor 
there at all, unless he is a member of the labor union, as it is called, 
and that it will require the Army of the United States to allow any 
other citizen to have a day’s work on those buildings. 

The trouble, therefore, is not, I think, one with the accounting offi- 
cers, but the trouble is with the law, if it be a trouble, and I do not 
think it isa trouble. I think the laboring man has as great an inter- 
est in keeping the faith of his contracts as any other man, if there be 
any other in the United States who is not a laborer, and I think it is 
a crime against liberty and against the posterity of the laboring peo- 
ple of this country—and they are nine-tenths of all the people—to un- 
dertake to regulate by law either the time or the wages of a grownup, 
intelligent man, supposed to be capable of taking care of himself. 

So that, the law now being that every laborer, not an insane person 
or not having been coerced or acting under duress, or whatever, who 
has agreed to work ten hours for $3, and has got his $3, the accounting 
officers can not pay him for the reason that he has got all he agreed to 
take. If, on the other hand, he has labored without an agreement for 
more than eight hours and has not got the pay that belongs to him, on 
the theory of that statute the aceounting officers would still settle with 
him, if they want to. 

The proposition of the Senator from Connecticut, therefore, as it ap- 
pears to me, comes nearer to furnishing the real justice that belongs to 
these people, or some of them, than any other; tis to say, that the 
United States will not stand when they enforce their rights in the courts, 
claiming to have been misled or cheated or deluded or otherwise 
brought into this ar ment against their real consent and have a 
judicial tribunal hear both parties all in a lump, if you like. Let as 
many join as you do in a creditor’s bill of 7 or whatever number 
choose to join, for the benefit of those suing and all others situated in 
like case; let them come in before the master and prove their claim 
and have it settled in that way, and then the United States will pay it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a misunderstanding as to the motion. Will 
the Chair please state it ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
recommitted to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The Chief Clerk proceeced to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PerricREw]. 

Mr. WARREN (when Mr. CAREY’s name wasecalled). My colleague 
[Mr. Carry] has a general pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL], but that pair is transferred for the present to the Senator 
from Ohio haa PAYNE], I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], who would v 
present. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Paynes], 
who is unwell and absent to-day, and I vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present, I should 
vote “*yea.’’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ater from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], who has just been called frem the 
Chamber. If at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would 
vote aI nay.”’ 

Mr. McCONNELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. Ifhe were here, he would 
vote ‘‘ nay ’’ and I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance], but I am assured by his 
colleague that he would vote “ nay”’ on question if present, and 
I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), I am generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent 
from the Chamber. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), 
junior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLump]. 
vote ‘‘yea”’ and he would vote “‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I oes air with the junior Senator 

on political 


from New Jersey [ Mr. BLeDGETT questions, with the right 
to vote to make a quorum. Iam not paired with him on this ques- 
tion, and am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Senator from Florida 


Mr. CASEY. Ihave a general pair with the 
Mr. Pasco). I transfer that pair to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HoUP], and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


“*yea”’ if a 


Mr. EUSTIS. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Pappock]. Understanding that he would vote ‘‘yea’’ if present, I 
vote ‘“‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CALL. I wish to announce for the day the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Pasco], who is necessarily detained from the Senate on impor- 
tant business, with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casgy], but 
I understand it has been announced that that pair has been transferred 
on this vote. 

Mr GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent. He is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER]. If present, 
my colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. Iannounce my pair with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague[Mr. Pappock] is unavoidably 
detained from the Chamber this morning. He is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. On this question my colleague 
would vote ‘‘ yea” if present. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Allen, Eustis, Ingalls, Quay, 
Blair, Farwell, Kenna, Sanders, 
Casey, Faulkner, McPherson, Stanford, 
Chandler, Frye, Manderson, Stewart, 
Daniel, Gorman, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hawley, Pierce, Turpie, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, Warren. 

NAYS—29. 

Allison, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Dixon, McMillan, Sherman, 
Bate, Edmunds, Morgan, Squire, 

, Evarts, Morrill, Vest, 
Blackburn, Power, Washburn. 
Cameron, Hampton Pugh, ‘ 

Carlisle Ransom, 
Higgins, Reagan 
ABSENT—31, / 
Aldrich, Dolph, Moody Teller, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Paddock Vance, 
Brown, Gray, ‘asco, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hale, Payne, Walthall, 

1, Hearst, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carey, Hiscock. Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
uitt, Jones of Nevada, Shoup, Wolcott. 

Cullom, McConnell, Spooner. 


So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote by which the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill stands recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT, 


Mr. PLATT. I move to take from the table for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, 3, of the Revised 
Statates of the United States, relating to cop ts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison the motionof the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. TT. I ask that the bill may now be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. In section 8, on page 8, line 7, the word ‘‘statute’’ is 
ical error, it should be “‘statue.’’ I ask that the printed 

copy of the bill at the desk maybe so changed. It isrightin the man- 

uscript bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). If there be 
no objection, that correction will be made in the printed copy of the 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to take the time of the 
Senate in any lengthy 
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existing statutes as they will be when amended, as practically proposed 
by the Chace bill, a better form of enactment. 

AsI said, there has been no departure in principle from the Chace 
bill, There may be in one or two instances a little change of language 
from the Chace bill, but not im principle. As that bill was so thor- 

y discussed in the Senate and received so strong asupport in the 
Senate I shall not, at this period of the session, with the important 
business which is to come, take the time of the Senate in diseussing 
the bill. 

I will simply say that the bill proceeds upon one broad fundamental 

inciple, and that is that what aman fashions by his brain, his genius, 
his imagination, or his ingenuity, is property just as much as what he 
fashions by his hands or acquires by manual or other labor, and that 
being property, it should be property the world over and should be-rec- 

ized as such. Ifan American writes a book, the right to publish 
that book should be recognized as property not only in this country, 
as it now is under the Constitution, but as property everywhere. If 
a citizen of another country writes a book, the right to publish that 
book should be as much property in this courtry as in his own coun- 


That is the broad principle on which this bill rests—the protection 
of property, for which governments are instituted. The principle has 
been applied in the case of patents, and not a little of the growth and 
prosperity of the country is due to the fact of the recognition by this 
Government that a foreigner who invents a new machine or discovers 
@ new process shall be entitled to secure a patent for the same in this 
country. 

The Constitution puts authors first in saying that Congress may se- 
cure to them exclusive rights; it puts them before inventors; but the 
legislation of the country has extended the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in the matter of inventions very much further than it has in the 
matter of authorship and those who come in under the generic term 
of authors. 

I believe myself no measure before this Congress is so calculated to 
enhance not only the intellectual but the material growth of this 
country as this copyright bill, and I trust it will pass, and pass with- 
out amendment. As I said, we have waited fifty-three years for this 
opportunity, and this opportunity may be wholly lost by amendments 
in the Senate. 

I do not know that I would say that this is a perfect bill, butit is a 
bill which has had long consideration by committees of the Senate and 
of the House of Representatives. It comes to us from the House, and 
now is our opportunity to obtain the eof such a law. If there 
is anything in it which needs further examination, which would call 
for further legislation, the for the people who desire international 
copyright to obtain it is to pass the bill while we have the opportunity 
to pass it, and establish the principle. Then, if it needs farther appli- 
cation, we can trust. tothe future that justice will be done. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut rather 
appeals to the Senate not to amend this bill, and the friends of the bill 
very generally have expressed in strong terms the same desire. It was 
understood by them that I proposed to offer an amendment, and they 
have very earnestly undertaken to persuade meagainst iton the ground 
that it would hazard the passage of the bill. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of a copyright billand have been ever 
since I have been in Congress. I shall vote for this bill, whether it is 
amended or not; but I have always entertained the notion that any 
constituent of mine had a right to have presented to the Senate any 
petition res in its form, any bill, or any amendment to any pend- 
ing bill, that I, as a Senator, had no right to refuse a constituent 
in these directions. I can not consent, and I informed these gentle- 
men that I could not consent, to deprive any constituent of mine of that 
right which I believe belongs to him, whether it hazarded the final 
passage of the bill or not. 

A good many bills are yet to pass the Senate and a good many are 
to go to confererice by reason of the amendments plaeed upon them in 
the Senate. It is not possible that these bills are all to be lost because 
they go into conference. I presume there will nota bill of any special 
importance pass the Senate from this time to the end of the session 
that will not go into conference, and the result will be that all those 
bills would become laws, amended perhaps, by the action of a confer- 
ence committee. So, while I make this statement, I do not feel that it 
is my duty to apologize to the publishers or the writers of these books for 
offering an amendment which my constituents earnestly desire shall 
be offered. Therefore, Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Insection 3, line 23, after the wogd ‘‘ book,”’ in- 
sert ‘‘ map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, 
print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph;’’ so as to read: 
pesition, engravin SER ASS EDEN caoumems oo Uibemmnie tee tore 

a or 
copies {gneraving, cut, "print, photograph deposited as above, ete. 

In section 3, line 26, after the word ‘‘therefrom,’’ insert ‘“‘or from 
engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on stone made within the lim- 
its of the United States, or from transfers made therefrom; ’’ so as to read : 

The two copies of the same required to be delivered or deposited as above 
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shall be printed from. type set withim the limits of the United States or from 
plates made therefrom, or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on 
oane made within the limitsof the United States, or from transfers made there- 
rom. 

In section 3, line 28, after the word “‘ book,’’ insert ‘‘map, chart, 
dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, or lithograph, 
cut, print, or photegraph;’’ so as to read: 

During the existenee of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, 
or lithograph, cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or edi- 
tions thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set within the lim- 
its of the United States. shall be, etc. 

In section 3, line 29, after the word ‘‘set,’’ insert ‘‘ engravings, nega- 
tives, or drawings on stone made;’’ so as to read: 

Or any plates of the same not made from type set, engravings, negatives, or 
drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States shall be, ete. 

In section 3, line 35, after the word ‘‘ book,” insert ‘‘ map, chart, 

dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, 
chromo, or lithograph; ’’ so as to read: 
_ And except in the case of persons purchasing for use and not for sale, who 
import not more than two eopies of such book, map, chart, dramatic or musical 
composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph at any 
onetime, in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of the 
copyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with each 
importation, 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, of course an explanation is necessary as 
to this amendment. 

On page 3 of the bill, beginning in line 23, there isthe following proviso 

Provided, That in the ease of a book the two eopies of the same required to b« 
delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from type set within the limits 
of the United States, or from plates made therefrom. During the existence of 
such copyright the importation into the United States of any book se copy- 
righted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any plates of the same not made 
from type set within the limits of the United States, shall be, and it is hereby, 
prohibited except— 

In certain specified cases. 

In other words, the printers were fortunate enough to receive abso- 
lute protection in their business in the United States under this bill, 
but the lithographers, the photographers, and the plate engravers have 
no protection whatever. ‘They are left at the mercy of the foreign ha- 
tions with their cheap labor. 

In the business of lithography alone there is an investment of $18, - 
000,000, which is carried on in two hundred and fifty-nine cities of the 
United States, and employs nearly 14,000 men and women. Yet, un- 
der this bill, they are left entirely at the mercy of Germany, which 
pays only one-third of the price paid for the same kind of work in the 
United States. 

This amendment is for one sole, single purpose, and no other, and 
that is to afford to the lithographers, photographers, and platu-work 
men precisely the same protection that is afforded by the bill itself to 
the printers. I certainly can not myself see any reason why it should 
not be done. 

Mr. HOAR. 


‘ 


Is not the general law applieable ? 


Mr. FRYE. No more than it protects the printer. 
Mr. HOAR. I know; but it applies. 
Mr. FRYE. It applies, undoubtedly. I have a letter here from E. 


C. Allen & Co.’s publishing house in Augusta, Me., and I suppose it 
is a house that does the largest business of any house in the United 
States notwithstanding it is in the State of Maine. With the permis- 
sion of the Senate I will read the letter: 


Aveusta, Mnr., Janwary 7, 1891. 

Srr: Kindly allow me to express myself on the international copyright bill 
in connection with chromos and steel engravings. Chromosand steel engray- 
ings ought to be placed on the same basis as booixs. 

in chromolithography the first requirement isa painting or drawing. The 
lithographie artist then makes certain drawings on lithographic stone. By 
printing from these stones or transfers made therefrom the original painting is 
more or less faithfully reproduced. 

In steel engraving the first requirement is an original drawing or painting. 
The steel engraver, who is an artist, engraves the plate, as a portrait would be 
painted, by looking at the original while at work. 

The copyright bill should be amended so as to require that ¢hromos shall be 
printed in this country from lithographic drawings made in this country, or 
transfers therefrom. Steel engravings should be printed in this country from 
eng engraved in this country or steel electrotypes made therefrom. [t might 

well also to require that photographs shall be printed in this country, 
though the negatives must of necessity be made in various parts of the world. 

If the copyright bill is anvended in substance as above it will increase mig )ht- 
ily a great industry inthiscountry. If it passes without such an amendment 
: = impede progress and development, and to some extent destroy that in- 

ustry. 

If the bill passes without such amendment the result will be that every for 
eign chromo, steel engraving, photograph, etc., of any value whatever will be 
copyrighted, and the foreigner would have the advantage of the market here, 
for the reason that it will be years before we have in thiscountry artists (for the 
original paintings and drawings from which the chromo, lithographic drawings, 
and engravings are copied must be nade) who can compete with European art- 
ists in catering to the public taste cither of the masses or the few. The for- 
eigner’ssubjeets being the best and most popular, the American publisher would 
largely be driven from the field or forced to go abroad. 

Prang, who is practically a card publisher only, himself a genius, has by a 
otroge® of s quarter of a century got in a position where he would be an ex- 
cept: as farascardsare concerned. But he has been unable to carry on tlc 
publishing of large, important pictures to any extent. 

The book-publishers, the parents of this bill, saw but one thing evidently — 
books. Ihave no doubt but. that in the present emergency they will by per- 
sonal influence get certain lithographers to say that the bill withous amend- 
ment would not injure their business. But that will simply be the natural out 
come of earnest influence on one side, and thoughtlessness and a wish to oblige 
on the other. 
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The tariff would not much check importations of chromos, steel engravings 
and photographs; mes the same is much cheaper abroad. A part of 
my chromolithography is done in Berlin, Germany, and has been for years. 
I can import under the present tariff (10 per cent. more than former tariff) and I 
am doing so. Only January 2, 1891, I cabled my lithographers in Berlin to print 
430,000 chromos for early shipment to this country. These were all 

of fair size and aaa nee, If this cop ht bill becomes a law without 
amendment itis likely to drive my chromoand steel plate business to Berlin, and 
to or the foreigner the ene of the manufacturing of the lion’s share of 
such business of all parties throughout the United States for many years. 

Better have absolute free trade in chromos and engravings, and no copyright, 
than this proposed bill. 

If we give the foreigner a copyright let him in return manufacture here. It 
would not be more than first-class houses could readily stand with profit and 
advantage enough. 

The bill which passed the House of Representatives ought, in respect to chro- 
mos and steel engravings, to be called a bill 2 foreign chromo and en- 
graving publishers, and to deliver to them the United States market as against 
our own citizens. 

Is there any good reason why these pictures, which are found throughout 
America, in homes wherever books are found, and even where books are 
never puncheced, should not be placed on the manufacturing basis of books, to 
be made in this country? No good reason can be given, 

Two or three extensive book publishers who have lith phic departments 
connected with their business will tell you that they are chromelithographers, 
and that they are not afraid of the bill as it is, etc. They also say, ‘amend the 
bill next term of Congress,” etc. 

Their real reason is, they fear that if the bill is amended in the Senate it will 
not be reached by the House, and they would close their lithographic depart- 
ments if necessary toattain what they desire on books. Yes, they would throw 
over the lithographing interests entire to the foreigner ifn ° 

I only hope the bill may be amended and reached by the House. 


Hion, WILLIAM P. Frye, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


I have another letter from another important firm in my State, en- 
gaged very extensively in this kind of business. 
Vickery & Hill, at Augusta, Me., the publishers of the Fireside Vis- 
itor, Hearth and Home, Happy Hours, etc.—very extensive publish- 
ers: 

We wrote you Saturday regarding the copyright act, and since then have 
received your communication of the 2d. We can only add that a further con- 
sideration of the bill, and a consultation with other extensive users of chromos 
confirms our opinion that the bill is a great injustice to American workmen and 
users of lithography. It is perfectly certain that the amendment is just and 
fair, and that it should be passed. t is also equally certain that unless it be 
incorporated into the bill now that future Houses are not likely to amend, 
although the monopolistic printing ——— say they will lend their aid in 
the future. For Heaven's sake what interest will they have when they get all 
the protection they want? 

We do not often have occasion to ask personal favors of you; but in this case 
we do ask in justice and equity your personal assistance. There are prob- 
ably 300,000 people interested in lith phy here, and by some wonderful 
blindness they have failed to see how they are affected by this bill. Itis not 
unnatural that it should be so; the literary bureaus of the publishing houses 
and their powerful lobby have harped on but one theme—the poor st ling 
author. The printers saw their position and were recognized, and we you 
from a political standpoint to look to these other printers. 

We have cheerfully paid extra tariff on foreign goods to favor the principle 
we believe in—protection; but in this case you are carrying the principle of 

rotection to such an extent that you are actually protecting the American 
10me market against the American workman in favor of the foreigner. We 
write only facts, and a reading of the bill will prove it. ‘ S 

A beautiful engraving can be made in Germany for 50 cents (not counting 
first plate), add 25 per cent. duty—or whatever the McKinley duty now is—the 
price is about 65 cents in this country. This ee being copyrighted, the 
publisher puts out 1,000 and sells them at $15 In this case the co: yrighted 
design is the factor, and that every d will be cop: ted, on ce, ad- 
mits of no denial. Who then is benefited; the artist, the American buyer, the 
American printer, or is it the foreign publisher? 


Pass the bill if it seems right, we have no objection; but oe the art printer 
and publisher on the same level as the common printer. This we ask, and this 
we urge. 


I have simply to say, Mr. President, that the writers of those two let- 
ters know what they are talking about. They do an enormous busi- 
ness, a business so great that, to my utter amazement, the post office 
in the little city of Augusta, with about 8,000 inhabitants, I believe, 
is about the fourth or fifth post office in the United States to-day; all 
on account of the work carried on by these two large publishing houses. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I am fully in sympathy with 
the amendments offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryE] to the 
copyright bill, and if I were to give an excellent reason for it I would 
simply repeat the statement made by the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT] when he rose in defense of the bill. If there is any reason 
whatever for the passage of the copyright bill, as it now appears be- 
fore the Senate, there is the same reason why the bill should be amended 
in the manner proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The Senator from Connecticut states that fifty-three years ago the 
agitation of this copyright question began. I will admit that if a bill 
had been passed fifty-three yearsago it would probably have contained 
the same provisions practically the bill now contains which the Senator 
from Connecticat is defending. But since that time there have been 
great improvements, great inventions made, until to-day we have very 
many other things as much entitled to protection as books, and there 
are many other things that require the same measure of protection 
that the bill affords to book publishers. 

Mr. President, I am op to any such invidious distinction as is 
here proposed to be made in favor of book-publishers as against lithog- 
raphers, photographers, and those who are engaged in the making of 
maps, charts, and dramatic and musical compositions, To say that it 
may endanger the passage of the bill to attempt to do justice to all 
parties interested in this matter is, I think, a very weak argument. 


It is the firm of 


Certainly you should not subtract from the whole mass of the people 
engaged in enterprises in this country or another country one sort of 
enterprise, and afford that the protection which a copyright will give 
it, and leave outside the e of protection this every other in- 
dustry as much entitled to it as book publishers. So I submit that if 
this amendment—for practically it is one amendment—is not incor- 
porated in the bill the bill ought to be defeated, although I am in favor 
ofa copyright bill when properly and fairly constructed. 

Mr. ent, no stronger argument can be advanced on this sub- 
ject than is made by the parties who are engaged in lithographing, pho- 
tographing, and making cuts, prints, and engravings, or musical and 
other compositions, than is presented here in a petition from certain 
people representing very large firms in the city of New York and else- 
whers, signed by the following names: 

Joseph P. Knapp, Donaldson Brothers, Schumacher & Ettlinger, F. 
Heppenheimer’s Julius Bien & Co., Sackett and Wilhelms Litho- 
graphing Company, G. H. Buek & Co., the Giles Company, Lindaer, 

y & Clauss, the Gast Lithograph and Engraving Company, J. Ott- 
man Lithographing Company, and Trautmann, Bailey & Blampey, all 
of New York City; the National Lithographers’ Association of the United 
States, per H. T. Koerner, secretary, embracing fifty-seven establish- 
ments in nineteen cities of the Union. 

Now, what do they say about it? Because in my remarks I very 
much prefer, Mr. President, simply to make a few quotations from the 
petition of these gentlemen, which answer the whole question and 
makeas strong a plea as can be made in behalf of this amendment,save 
and except the commentary upon the danger that would result from 
amending this bill. They say: 

The lithographic industry is actively prosecuted in 58 cities in 27 States of the 
Union. The capital is $17,565,500, oenene 259 establishments, 
employing 13,765 individ and operating 1,125 steam lithographic presses. 

These are the people you propose to leave out of the pale of protec- 
tion altogether, subject them to foreign competition, while the book- 
maker is amply protected and more than protected, because he may 
have his plates made abroad and put them in his books here, and still 

revent t engaged in the lithographic industry of this country from 

aving their share of the business that is due to them and ought to be 
given tothem. They goon to say: 

The wages are large and the employés contented and prosperous, Should 
the bill pass in its present form, a part of the business, now giving full 
employment to the two hundred and fifty-nine establishments, would be trans- 
ferred to foreign workshops, owing to lower price of materials and the lower 
standard of wages existing abroad. 

Somewhere I have heard it stated that the question of the tariff was 
one that ought to be weighed in this matter. But it will be remem- 
bered that the tariff protects the bookmaker in like manner as it pro- 
tects the ——_ her. Therefore that is no argument. 

Mr. CARLISL Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I am/‘not able to understand how the passage of the bill in its 
present form will increase to any extent the importation of these cuts, 
chromos, ete. In other words, after the passage of the bill the per- 
sons engaged in manufacturing these articles in this country will have 
precisely the same protection that they now have, and therefore the 
question is not whether we are going to ruin them by the passage of 
the bill, but whether we are to give somebody else an advantage 
which o- have not now exi law. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will see from the construction of 
the law that it requires, in order to protect even the bookmaker, that 
there should be copies deposited with the Librarian of the Congress of the 
United States, and that shall be printed from typesset in the United 
States or from plates made therefrom. There is the protection that is 
accorded to them, and this is certified by the different customhouses of 
the United States. What we want to add to that is notonly the books 
themselves, but, in order that they may not be prohibited, we want to 
add also the li phers, and it is necessary to do that. 

Mr. CARLIS As I have stated, I can see very well that this 
bill is to the book publishers and printers an addi protection over 
what they have now, but the question I asked was: How does it take 
away from the other people any protection which they have now? <i 
state in this communication that the result of the passage of the 
will be to ruin their industry in the United States and cause e 
of this character to be im from abroad. My pointis simply that 
notwithstanding the passage of this bill they will stand upon precisely 
the same footing that they do now under the late tariff act, and that 
is, 35 per cent. ad valorem upon certain articles and 25 per cent. upon 
others, with a duty upon the packages in which they come. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I fully understand that the tariff 
will remain as it isso far as the duty is concerned, but I further un- 
derstand that there is no inhibition against the importation of book 
illustrations from countries, for the use of bookmakers if you 
please, of any of the which have been mentioned in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. President, let me send up to the desk and have read—because 
it is the simplest way of dealing with this question—the petition which 
has been sent here by men in the manufacture of these arti- 
cles, and which states the w eee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. petition will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT AS TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO H. R. 10381, INTERNATIONAL COPY- 
RIGHT BILL. 


The proposed amendments place the printers and publishers of maps, charts, 
musical compositions, ener cuts, prints, photographs, chromos, and 
lithographs upon the same footing asthe book printers and publishers are 
placed by said bill. 5 

On page 3, section 3, line 23, it is provided, in the case of a book, that the two 
copies of the book required to be deposited with the Librarian of Congress ‘shal! 
be printed from type set within the limits of the United States or from plates 
made therefrom; "’ and on page 3, section 3, lines 27 to 31 inclusive, itis further 
provided “that during the existence of such copyright the importation into 
the United States of any book so copyrighted, or any edition thereof, or any 
plates of the same not made from type set within the limits of the United States, 
shall be, and it is hereby, prohibited.” ae 

Under these provisions of the bill the typesetting and Reet pubtains trades 
are fully protected. The whole publication of the book, in all of its branches, 
must be done in this country. The protection to the printing and publishing 
trade is therefore ample. y 

While the printing and publishing book trade is thus fully protected, the same 
rights are not accorded to nor is any provision whatever made for the protec- 
tion of the lithographer, plate printer,and photographer. These trades are 
surely entitled to and should receive the same measure of protection as the bill 
metes out to the printing and book-publishing trades. 

The foreign author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of a map, chart, musical 
composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lit grape having 
copyrighted them in this country, under the provisions of this bill should it be- 
come a law with its present wording, can have the copyrighted map, engrav- 
ing, lithograph, or whatever it may be, printed abroad, where materials are 
much ¢ r and w # great deal lower, import them, and by the provi- 
sions of this bill have the pees monopoly, control, and sale of them in this 
country during the life of the copyright, which is apparently twenty-eight years. 
His only outlay for this exclusive monopoly will be the copyright fee of $l. Be- 
sides this, if the bill is unamended, it will be quite possible for the American 

ublisher of a book containing lithographic plates, maps, or illustrations (said 
Cook being copyrighted under the provisions of this a to print the book from 
type set and p made therefrom within the limits of the United States, and 

et to import the lithographic plates, maps, or illustrations, and bind them inthe 
book here. The lithographer, plate printer, and photographer are, in all jus- 
tice, entitled to the same amount of protection and ask no more than the printer 
and book publisher. 

It was evidently the intention of those who drew this bill to include the li- 
thographer, plate printer, and photographer, because on page 5, section 4, lines 
25 to 4linclusive, it is made the duty of the Librarian of Congress to furnish to 
the Secretary of the Treasury copies of the entries of titles of all “books and 
other articles’ wherein the copyright has been completed “ by the deposit of 
two copies of such book printed from type set within the limits of the United 
States, in accordance with the provisions of this act, and by the deposit of two 
copies of such other articles made or produced in the United States;”’ and the 
Seeretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster General are empowered and re- 
quired to make and enforce such rules and regulations as shall prevent the im- 
portation into the United States, except upon the conditions above specified, 
of ‘‘all articles copyrighted under this act” during the term of the copyright. 

The “ other articles’ provided for in this section (4) must necessarily refer to 
such publications as maps, charts, musical compositions, engravings, cuts, 
prints, Senses, ehveseen, and lithographs which are mentioned in section 
4 ofthe bill. There is nothing else to which ‘ other articles” could apply. 

Among the articles named in the bill those produced by lithography occupy 
a very prominent ition, for maps, charts, musical compositions, engravings, 
cuts, prints, and chromos are nearly exclusive! printed by lithography, many 
of them exclusively so, and among these ma mentioned chromos, prints, 
musical compositions, maps, and charts, The importance of the proposed 
amendments tothe lith rapher is at once seen, as the articles enumerated cover 
fully 50 per cent. of the lit phic potatos of the United States. 

The lithographic industry is active ema in 58 cities, in 27 States of the 
Union. The capital is $17,565,300, comprising 259 establishments, em- 
ploying 13,765 individuals, and operating 1,125 steam lithographic presses. The 
wages are largeand the employés contented and prosperous. Should the bill 
pass in its present form a large part of the business, now giving full employ- 
ment to the 259 establishments, would be transferred to foreign workshopsowing 
to lower price of materials and the lower standard of wages existing abroad. 

If nm is made that the tariff regulates this and protects the American 
lith , the answer is that the tariff operates in the same manner regarding 
the eriean book printer and publisher, as they sre protected by the present 
tariff laws in like manner with the lithographer. Besides this, it may be stated 
that in the absence of an international copyright law, as at present, the Amer- 


ican lit is at liberty to copy or to use asa basis for a design any ex- 
isting fo print, picture, h, engraving, or lithographic publication, 
and as art reached a state of development in Europe, their productions 
necessarily form the basis from which a considerable portion of American de- 


si Or reproductions are made, : 
nder the operations of the proposed law this important source of matter to 
the lithographer would beat once cut off, foron page 8, section 4965, heavy pen- 
altios are provided should any one copy such an article, or should ‘vary the 
main design, with intent to defeat the provisions of this act,” thus opening the 
way to innumerable suits to decide whether or notagiven design has es 
copeater w the main design has been varied with intent to defeat the pro- 
onsof the act, (Surely it is not asking too much, where such privileges are 
oe ee Soe and ose Dare os ere for the ibly in- 
nocent infringer o: copyright, we should exact that re uetions for 
the American mark 


e et of said foreigner’s copyrighted articles shall be mad 
exclusively within the limits of the United States’) : : 


Should bill be enacted as it now stands it will: 

1. Protect the printer and book publishers caly. 

2. Its provisions will clash and be difficult of execution, and will discrim- 
inate against the lithographer, plate printer, and photographer, 

8. By it a large amountof work now affording steady employment to a great 
number of wage workers will be transferred to foreign establishments, to the 
detriment of American industries. 

4. Where protection is given to trade it should be given to all alike. 

5, A failure to correct the conflicting provisions of the present bill now, 
under the plea that the error can be corrected by future legislation, is a risky, 
unreliable, and unjust way of dealing with legislation affecting a large class of 


wage workers, and in the present condition of legislation can not be depended 
upon. 


saa P. Knapp, Donaldson Brothers,Schumacher & Ettlinger, 

. Heppenheimer’s Sons,Julius Bien & Co. Sackett and Wilhelms 
Lithographing Company, G. H. Buek & Co., The Giles Company, 
Lindner, Eddy & Clauss, The Gast Lithograph and Engraving 
Company, J. Ottman Lithographing Company,Trautmann, Baily 
& Blampey, of New York City; the National Lithographers’ As- 
sociation of the United States, per H. T. Koerner, secretary, em- 
bracing 57 establishments in 19 cities of the Union, 





Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to what seemed 
to me a very pertinent inquiry addressed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] tothe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
SON ], and that was whether the lithographer, the plate printer, and the 
photographer, if this bill should pass, would not be as well off as they 
are under the present law? If the Senator will look at page 8 of the 
bill he will find that it has been so constructed that not only does it 
protect the printer, but in terms visits disabilites upon the lithographer, 
photographer, and the plate workmen, because the present privilege 
that the lithographer and the others who are interested in this amend- 
ment have now, to take as the basis of their work a foreign design which 
can be furnished abroad, is cut off by the bill. Section 4965 of the 
Revised Statutes is, on page 8 of this bill, made to read: 

Sec, 4965. If any person, after the recording of the titie of any map, chart, 
dramatic musical composition, print, cut, engraving, or photograph, or chromo, 
or of the description of any painting, drawing, statue, statuary, or model, or 
design intended to be perfected and executed as a work of the fine arts, as pro- 


vided by this act, shall within the term limited, and without the consent of the 
proprietor of the copyright— 


That is, the foreign proprietor— 


first obtained in writing, signed in presence of two or more witnesses, engrave, 
etch, work, copy, print, publish, dramatize, translate, or import, either in 
whole or in part, or by varying the main design with intent fo evade the law, 
or, knowing the same to be so printed, published, dramatized, translated, or 
imported, shall sell or expose to sale any copy of such map or other article as 
aforesaid, he shall forfeit to the proprietor all the plates on which the same 
shall be copied and every sheet thereof, either copied or printed, and sha}l fur- 
ther forfeit $1 for every sheet of the same found in his possession, either print- 
ing, printed, copied, published, imported, or exposed for sale, and in case ofa 
pocting. statue, or statuary, he shall forfeit $10 for every copy of the same in 
1is possession, or by him sold or exposed for sale; one-half thereof to the pro- 
prietor and the other half to the use of the United States, 

The trouble with this bill is that it would seem to have been con- 
structed, first, upon the idea of absolute free trade, and then to pro- 
tect the printer. It authorizes the designer abroad not only to copy- 
right here, but to take it back to Germany, or France, or Italy, and 
there reproduce from it and flood our markets. So the penalties that 
are imposed take away from the lithographer, photographer, and plate 
printer the privileges that they now have. In short, Mr. President, 
this bill as now framed is in the interests of a particular select class of 
American manufacturers and laborers and discriminates against the 
others. 

It is a remarkable proposition that we should be told that this, of 
all bills, should be submitted to an iron rule, and that no amendment 
should be passed, because there is danger that it will run awry in the 
other House. Mr. President, the Senate spends its hours, its days, and 
nights here in taking up and considering and carefully amending prop- 
ositions that come from the other branch of Congress in order that in 
the end justice may be done. I aflirm here that no set of men have 
any right to arrogate to themselves the wisdom that shall contain ail 
propositions which shall be carried into this bill and to declare from that 
that no amendment should be made because itendangers the bill. The 
bill had 44 majority in the other branch of Congress; there are three 
weeks of the session yet remaining, and it is an invidious thing that, 
departing from the original purpose of the copyright men, and clearly 
and plainly protecting certain classes and certain labor in this country, 
it should deny the same protection to another equally meritorious 
class. 

That, Mr. President, is not broad, good, general legislation, but it is 
legislation in the interests of one class as against another, in the inter- 
est of one laborer as against another. The whole bill is wrought out 
upon that scheme, and I join with my colleaguein protesting against it. 

This is not simply a Maine matter by any means. These establish- 
ments are spread throughout nineteen different States, employing tens 
of thouSands of laborers; and they are aggrieved and burt and wounded 
that this measure, which it is claimed is set upon principles of broad 
equity and justice (there is more of that arrogated for it than for any 
measure that has been before the Senate during this session), should in 
this regard depart so particularly and essentially as it does. 

No harm can come to this bill by the adoption of this amendment, 
against which no argument can be made except the cry of danger to 
the bill itself. There is no danger if the amendment passes but that it 
will betaken up, and in conference there will be a good fair bill. If the 
feature of protection to American labor is at all to be ingrafted upon 
it, thenit ought to be as universal and broad as labor is spread through 
the country. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I understand the office of a copy- 
right bill to be to secure to authors the exclusive use of the works 
which they may prepare. I understand it to be the object of an inter- 
national copyright to extend this privilege from country to country, so 
that authors in one country may have the exclusive use and benefit of 
their work in another country. In this sense there are very broad 
reasons in favor of an international copyright law. 

But it must be admitted in the outset, Mr. President, that a copy- 
right law will greatly increase the cost of literature to our people, and 
the question which we have to meet here is whether justice to authors 
requires us to sacrifice the interests of readers in this country. That is 
what I understand to be the question that legitimately arises upon a 
legitimate copyright bill. 
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This bill, Mr. President, is much more than a copyright bill. It is 
curious to seo that at the threshold the discussion is not about the 
protection of authors in the fruits of their labor and study, but the 
protection of mechanical interests and capital and persons engaged in 
particular vocations. It seems to me that that is entirely foreign toa 
copyright bill, and I shall propose an amendment. 

I propose tostrikeout the words beginning with the word “provided,” 
in line 23, page 3, down to and including the word ‘‘ permitted,’’ in line 
46, on page4; and tostrike out the words ‘‘ printed upon ty -_ within 
the limits of the United States,’’ on page 5, in lines 26 an If that 
amendment is adopted it will bring up the ‘question coe we are to 
adopt a copyright bill or a protective-tariff bill. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, that is the question presented ex- 
actly by the discussion this morning. If we adopt this bill, instead of 
its being a fairand just international copyright bill, we give foreign 
authors the benefit of their publications in this country upon condition 
that special privileges are given to the men who print and publish their 
productions. That, it seems tome, Mr. President, is taking away from 
foreign authors the virtue which would be in a bill to conserve and to 
preserve to them their interests as authors. 

The whole equity of an international copyright bill, as I understand 
it, is based upon the idea that an author of a book should have the 
fruits of his labor, just as to an inventer of any other scientific or use- 
ful appliance is secured the right to the fraits of his labor. In this 
case, if we adopt the bill as it is presented to us, and as it is proposed 
to be &mended, we shall first do injustice to foreign authors; we will 
next do injustice to American readers. 

I do not propose to enter into any elaborate discussion of this ques- 
tion, but simply at the outset of the discussion to state the reasons 
which will control my vote upon it. 

While I recognize the fact that a legitimate international copyright 
bill would increase the cost of literature to readers in this country, I 
also recognize that for a limited period of time justice requires that the 
authors ought to have the benefits of their labors, and I would yield 
asmuch, But, when they go beyond that and make this a pretense 
for levying tribute upon those readers and authors for the benefit of 
American printers, then, Mr. President, I do not agree to that, and if 
the bill comes up in that form I shall certainly vote against it, and | @" 
hope for its defeat. 

Mr. President, it seems to me a little hard that no measure, however 
beneficent, can come up in Congress but whatever virtue there is in it 
must be loaded with a special job. This is not right. This is one of 
the modern inventions of American legislation. It was not so in former 
times, when broad, general questions could bediscussed upon their merits 
and decided without appeals to local interests, without appeals to local 
prejudices, without appeals to voters for their support and influence in 
elections. It seems that any class in this country have a very potential 
influence over legislation when they come forward and demand from 



































The undersigned citizens of the United States pray your honorable body to 

= the bill (H. R. 10881) relating to international copyright. 

he honor of the nation demands that authors everywhere, whose produc- 
tions inure to the use and advantage of our people, should have a reasonable 
compensation for their skill and industry secured to them by law. In the ab- 
sence of such a law, the works of American authors are subjected to an unfair 
competition with foreign literature, whereby the prosperity and vigor of the 
literary art amongst our people are greatly depressed. 

The bill, Mr. President, is designed for purely protective purposes 
to American authors, American publishers, and American printers. A 
greatdeal of tenderness is expressed by some forforeign authors. I fail 
to find in the testimony taken before the committees, especially the 
committee of the House, any feeling of that sort operating as a reason 
for the advocacy of the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, what protection have American authors already ? 
Under the existing ‘law of the United States copyright is granted for 
twenty-eight years, with the right of extension for fourteen years more, 
making forty-two years in all. Every American author already has 
that right, besides the tariff duty of 25 per cent. on foreign books, in 
addition toa costof 15 per cent. for packing, transportation, etc., making 
a clear protection of 40 per cent. against the foreign competition com- 
plained of in the statement I have read. There is 40 per cent. in addi- 
tion to the forty-two years’ copyright protection under the laws of the 

United States extended to our American authors. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, that that ought to be a sufficient 
rotection. Forty-two years’ protection under the existing copyright 
aw and 40 per cent. tariff duty against the importation of foreign lit- 

erature is what our authors already have. 

I desire, Mr. President, to refer to some testimony taken on this 
subject before the House committee, especially to that of Mr. Roger 
Sherman, who is represented to have been one of the largest publishers 
in his time in the city of Philadelphia. Giving his testimony upon 
this point, in regard to a bill of which this is almost an exact copy, he 
says: 

My first reason is, because it is the clamor of two hundred authors against the 
interests of fifty-five millions of peo Peta Incommenting upon that, I want to say 

ou have had a single person before you 
oe eden thas it was not direct] vor this bill—notasingle person, I will 
ap Oe, hat there is hardly a wae of those whose interests lie against 
the Je bil wh who \— come before you, for the simple reason that they do not under- 
their interests. I have shown a pamphlet I have — a a =e of 

~~ bookbinders, and persons of that kind, and they “Oh y 
wedo not want to see any international copyright bill Sale w but they d do 
not understand the subject, and do not know how it is going to affect them. I 

think that is one perhaps on the first proposition. 

My second reason is, because cheap literature is a large factor in cheap educa- 
tion onl ne ed intellectual development in ite United States is duc 
ares Ido not — you have anything to say against that; 
you will accept hai, I = a fact. 

‘The third reason "Seenees it is but another step towards yielding our 
market to the Engl gon «mented market which they took no part in 
creating, and whose creation they would have prevented if they could. Gentle- 
men, the whole question in regard to this co cupytiens business is, _— or not 
you are willing to give the book market of erica to the English. 

Now I wish to illustrate that right here by stating what I A 5 ema to see in 


Congress to yield something to them, to give themsome advantages over mee ee other day, and I — i ee rue Gatenent of the —< away 
other people; then you will have their friendship and support; other- when I was a boy, Macaulay's a chaad ished. 
wise you will have theircondemnation and not have their votes. Just cheap editio oe ieee, Set a or I PA Butler © & Co. ~ rt Drothers Hot 


how far this element may influence the actions of others I do not know. 
I only say that whether it influences the actions of Senators or not, it 
unquestionably is the motive prompting these appeals for class legisla- 
tion. 

If it is in order now, Mr. President, I will submit the amendment 
which I have pro 

Mr. FRYE. An amendment is already pending. 

Mr. REAGAN, I know; but'l offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should very much prefer that the Sen- 
ator from Texas would allow my amendment to be voted upon as an 
amendment by itself, it being entirely distinct from any other, and 
then he can follow it up with his amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot see that there can be any objection to that, 
if the Senator from Maine desires to test the sense of the Senate upon 
hisamendment. My objection of course goes to both the original bill and 
to the amendment. I am willing that the sense of the Senate should 
be taken upon the amendment of the Senator from Maine, and then I 
shall offer mine, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of theSenator from 
Texas [Mr. ReaGan] is a distinctive amendment rather than an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Maine. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have no speech to make upon this 
bill, but desire very briefly to state the reasons for the vote I shall give 
upon it. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Frye]. I think that amendment is a just and proper one, and ought 
to be adopted if the bill is to be passed. But I shall vote against the 
bill in its present shape or in any other form it may assume. 

There are various reasons given by the advocates of this bill for fa- 
voring it, but I find a statement made by a ee So 
authors which more clearly and concisely gives the animus mean- 
ing of it than anything else I have seen. It is very short, and I will 
read a portion of it. 


out - Macaulay a later than ne got —— eye ie ara a 
"8 History sold in Englan that time; I mean a 
he America I can not exactly say whether it was 100,000 to 
,000 ee 3 that ‘were sold.” But that shows you the importance of this 
market for the English publisher. 

Now,I want to make another explanation } here in regard’ to the difference 
between the two markets. In America the bookseller spreads his books every- 
where in the bookstores throughout the country, and persons who want them 
buy them, In — ro is altogether different. There the eens are 
not yom ey are bought bya class away above oe t be called 
the artisan class, For instance, when Daniel Deronda was . Mudie 
took 7,000 copies at once, I rey for his library—at least at that is my informa- 
tion, and if Pam nos right I ohall be happy to be corrected. Those books were 


culating library are used until they are much worn and the demand for them 
grad falls off, when they are sold at a low price and go out among the 


Here are two instances of how differently this matter works abroad. The 
SS — ee oe does the a ae © 
there, among w! called inary classes, amoun y, 

it 'y covers the three rules of read ee andarithmetic. Thatis the 
Here norte everybody 

reads, and ree upon that point.” uable one to them. It is not nec- 


citizens for the purpose o couraging national literature, and not for the 
pecuniary benefit of elivideate I want you to mark that, gentlemen 
Says this witness: 
It is not done for the iary nee ofany individual, but only for the 
of promoting Rieratere pee Gn ttn ied 0 ally Ae De ee ite book 
ers international copy t must y, and instead of the au- 
‘beling the person who is 


will = bet byl e? itis tter for me 
eet hae seen jee hate have the 


are aes e $1,000 in 
either case, and it is a great —sPaesl uater todo fe orith trouble.” You 
create a monopoly immediately, and there is no way of getting out of that difii- 


Tt sian ee . 
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form, it seems to me, an unanswerable argument, certainly, against 
any such international copyright billas this. His statement in regard 
to the sale of Macaulay’s tory of England shows that while 10,000 
copies of that work were being sold in England from 100,000 to 200,- 
000 copies of the same book were being sold in the United States, be- 
cause our publishers could publish and put out cheap editions of the 
book. 


Dr. Crosby, of New York, one of the most distinguished divines of 
this country, also gives testimony in relation to this matter in connec- 
tion with the prohibition of importation. He says: 

Another point that it is well to notice is that all the proper protection which 
our manufacturers need will be continued by our regular tariff regulations, 
The expenses of king, freight, and contingent expenses are 15 per cent., 
_—— added to the 3 25 per cent. of tariff, makes the protection now 40 per cent. 
h 


erefore, as this will continue, the American manufacturers will be abun- 
dantly protected if this law be enacted, 


Mr. Henry Lea, of Philadelphia, a large publisher, in his testimony 
before the committee said: 

Tt must be borne in mind thatthe millions of readers in the United States have 
been accustomed for generations to procure books at the minimum cost. Any 
form of copyright which shall convert into a monopoly the existing free com- 
petition, in the reproduction of new foreign works, will peay raise the price 
of current literature. It will not be the mere addition of the sum paid to the au- 
thors, but it will be the highest price which the business sagacity of the holders 
of the copyrights shall consider likely to bring in the largest profits. This is 
an axiom so self-evident that it need only be alluded to. Rightly or wrongly, 
the people who buy books will deem this a hardship, and any form of inter- 
natio copyright will excite widespread discontent. It is not the part of 
statesmanship to shut the eyes to this, but rather to legislate so asto minimize 
such discontent. 

Mr. President, these are the views of intelligent gentlemen thoroughly 
posted and informed upon this subject, and I submit that they should 
have great weight with the Senate and with the country. 

.Mr. Justin McCarthy, a witness before the committee, says: 

It— 

Meaning America— 
will not consent to adopt any arrangement with land which will put a high 
“ieee ten Pp Eng ch will put a hig 

And, he adds: 


The ple of Pearsall Smith’s scheme appears to be unassailable if the plan 
should prove practicable. 


In referring to the proposed royalty system of international copy- 
right, Mr. Pearsall Smith says: 

1, In America ‘‘cheap books have become a necessi Were a copyright 
granted, “the works which are now purchased in the United States at 10 or 20 
cents would cost $1 or $2 at least during the first year of their issue, and in some 
cases even 31 shillings and 6 pence, or $7.50. American readers could no longer 
buy them almost as they buy aopuene”, The Chicago man would take up 
arms before he would pay ten prices for his newspaper, and his feelings would 
partake of the same character under a similar advance in the price of his books. 

Now here is what this man says: 


If a monopoly system had been enacted, it would have reduced the 100,000,000 
of cheap reprints of British copyright works which have been sold within the 
last few years to 10,000,000 or less. * * * Whocan estimate what would have 
been the loss to the American people from the suppression, by monopoly 
prices, of the 90,000,000 which have certainly, for the most part, conveyed the 
teaching of the Anglo-Saxon high standard of social life? 

2, American readers further object to monopoly international copyright be- 
cause, were it granted and were they to cut themselves off from cheap reprints 
of British books, the bulk of theadvance in price would not go to the authors, but 
to the book trade. * * * In raising the price by monopoly copyright from 
10 cents to the minimum of §1, American readers will haves ave to pay 
75 cents in order to remunerate the author with 10 cents. 

Such, Mr. President, are the opinions of gentlemen whose opinions 
are entitled to great weight. They make one proposition perfectly 
clear, and that is that this bill is an embargo on the spread of intelli- 
gence, “i the diffusion of literature, on the spread of education among 
our e. 

; The Constitution of the United States permits Congress to enact copy- 
right laws, not for the rotection of Amerivan authors, but in order to 
promote the progress of science and the useful arts. It says: 

To promote the progress of science and useful arts by securing for limited 


times to authors and inventors the exclusive right to their respective writings 
and discoveries, 


Also: 

ere be necessary and proper for carrying into exe- 
Does it promote the of science and the useful arts to enact 
a copyright bill, such as which will by reason of its raising the 
price of all books deprive tens of thousands and millions of people of 
the benefits of cheap books such as they enjoy under exirting laws? 
To the extent that science and the useful arts are promoted by a copy- 
t bill, a cop: t bill is legitimate and constitutional; but I sub- 
t ee re ro bill which will have the effect of raising the 
price re, of establishing a monopoly in the hands of au- 
—_ ne publishers, is not the eort of bill contemplated by the Con- 
Mr. Presiden t, this bill is like a great many others that have been 
vantage die cilitees af the meet meoes eho Amoi 
jury great mass of the American 

peogie. There is no American to be subserved by the 
bill, Our American au are protected abundantly by a 
tariff and by the copyright law now on our statute books. We have 
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no business to go into foreign countries for objects of legislation, to 
hunt up people for whose benefit our people must be taxed. Let us 
take care of our own people, of our own interests, and let others do 
the same for their people. Let our people have cheap literature, cheap 
histories, cheap spelling books, cheap arithmetics, cheap English or 
any other sort of literature, jast as cheap as they can get it. 

Do not exclude it. Do not exclude it in obedience to the demand 
of these American authors who tell you that they are subjected to un- 
fair competition with foreign literature. 

Mr. Arnoux was another gentleman who made a statement before 
the committee. I will simply give his conclusion, in which he said: 

I think I have established— 


1. It will make all books dearer and it will make the public pay more for the 
benefit of foreigners. 


2. That itis cunningly and falsely called an international copyright bill to de- 
ceive the public, and that it lacks every element of an international character. 
It is only by treaties that international legislation can be seoured. 

3. It has no feature whatever of reciprocity. It does not even provide that it 
shallonly be effective when other nations enact similar laws. 

4. It is not conceived in aspirit of justice, for it treats printers differently from 
engravers, bookbinders, paper-makers, and all the other classes of labor that 
enter into bookmaking. 


5. Its dishonesty is shown in its unblushing bribery of printers to support the 


bill, while it in fact diminishes their employment, and so in reality it is an in- 
jury to them. 


6. Its special provisions are absurd, impracticable, and unjust. 
Mr. Bovee makes this statement in reference to the bill. 


It is a measure that will affect the craft's interests immensely; and until re- 
cently, owing to the persistent and extraordinary efforts made to pass it, print- 
ers have taken it for granted that it was all right, without taking time to study 
its bearings, At least this has been the experience of your correspondent, who 
at one time thought that with the type-setting clause it could work no harm to 
the craft, and that it would be just as well to give the big publishers and authors 
the aid they sought. But it is now generally seen and conceded,even by the 
advocates of the bill, that the effect will be to banish the cheap reprints and 
greatly enhance the price of books; and, pray, will not this tend to restrict 
printing, and thus work to the serious detriment of the craft? Of course, the 
big publishers will be benefited, for it will enable them to practically control 
the bookmaking business of the country, and the market, too, for that matter. 
Does not every printer know that the great want of the time is cheap reading, 
cheap books as well as newspapers? and how can we have them by Sestooving 
competition? Dear books will certainly restrict printing. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said about all that I care to say on this 
bill. Iam opposed to it. It is class legislation. It is aimed at the 
great masses of the American people, at their educational interests. It 
creates a monopoly and invites the authors of the world to come and 
enjoy it at our expense. The American authors already have a mo- 
nopoly under the Constitution within the limits of thiscountry. This 
bill invites foreign authors into this country and offers to give them 
the same monopoly. Itisabill, Mr. President, that ought not to pass. 
It is against the highest interest of our people, and I hope it will be 
defeated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Connecticut who has the bill in charge to one or two provisions in the 
bill which strike me strangely. [I have not given to this subject the 
attention he has, and he can no doubt relieve the points in question 
to some extent. 

In the first place, I believe in the general principle upon which this 
bill is founded. Ifany man writes a book orinvents any new device, 
work of art, or any composition, I have no objection at all to giving to 
authors anywhere a copyright within certain limits. It seems to me 
that when a man writes a book he is entitled to the proceeds of that 
book; that he is entitled to something in the nature of a monopoly in 
that book. 

3ut there is one feature in the bill which I do not understand. If 
a foreign book is copyrighted in this country, which is done with 
trifling expense, the foreign author will then have a monopoly of the 
printing and sale of that book. Iam willing to give him that monopoly 
so far as the first section of the bill is concerned, because he can make his 
arrangement then with any person in this country who will publish 
the book, and have it printed or reprinted and published and copied 
in any way whatever. He can get the benefit of that contract. 

But the provision to which I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut is that not only is that book copyrighted by a for- 
eigner excluded from sale in our country, but it is absolutely prohib- 
ited. A foreigner can come over here and copyright a book ata trifling 
expense. He may then even refuse to have it published in this coun- 
try, except to print two copies to deposit with the Librarian of Con- 
gress; and yet an American citizen can not import it if he desires a 
good copy of the foreign book, and he must be satisfied with probably 
an inferior copy published in America, or probably must go without a 
copy at all, because the owner of the book, although a foreigner, may 
prohibit its publication in this country, or he may impose such terms 
and conditions upon the American publisher that he can not afford to 
publish itin this country. He has the actual control over our own pub- 
lication here because he can make his contract with any publisher here 
he chooses, or he may refuse to make that contract, and still his copy- 
rightiscomplete. Now, how is that American citizen to get this book ? 
I find that the proviso of the third section of the bill is as follows: 

During tlie existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book so co hted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any platesof 
the same not from type set within the limits of the United States, shall be, 
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and it is hereby, prohibited, except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, 

That is, he may make such a contract with the publisher or refuse 
to make a contract at all so as to prevent its publication in this coun- 
try, and yet American citizens can not import that book except under 
these limited conditions. When you look vo the sectionof the Revised 
Statutes referred to it only relates to certain books that may be im- 
ported free of duty, and those books are confined to— 

Books, maps, and charts, specially imported, not more than two copies in 
any one invoice, in good faith for the use of any society incorporated or estab- 
tablished for philosophical, literary or religious purposes, or for the encourage- 
ment of the fine arts, or for the use, or by the order, of any college, academy, 
school, or seminary of learning in the United States. 

So the colleges, etc,, may import, notwithstanding the provisions of 
this bill, under the provisions of the act, two copies; but how is a citi- 
zen to get these foreign books? Hecan get only two copies of a book, 
He can not buy them abroad, and he can not import them except two 
copies, and for those two copies he has to make a special importation 
under very severe restrictions in importing his two books. The ex- 
penses of that importation, the customhouse fees, or rather the fees of 
the consuls abroad, will sometimes exceed the cost of the book. It will 
cost just as much to make an invoice for two books as it would to make 
an invoice for one thousand books. They can not be imported by any 
dealer; they can only be imported by an individual citizen; and then 
it must be done with the consent of the American publisher if there is 
one. 

The contract might be made with an American publisher, and the 
American citizen might not be able to get the American copy at all, be- 
cause the publisher is not bound to publish the book or he might pub- 
lish it in limited number. If the American citizen has to go abroad 
to get his two copies on a special importation, he must go through all 
the forms and ceremonies that he would if he were purchasing a thou- 
sand volumes, and thus the mere consular fees, the mere cost ofa trip- 
licate invoice, and the expense of importing those two copies may be 
greater in amount than the foreign price of the book. 

Mr. President, while I am perfectly willing to give to the foreigner 
some kind of protection for his books, Iam not willing to prohibit the 
importation of foreign books. What competition will there be be- 
tween the American publisher and theforeign publisher? None whaf- 
ever. The American publisher may limit the edition; he may make 
it out of flimsy, bad material; he may print it in a form that would be 
disagreeable to all, on type so small that a man of my age could not 
read it with any pleasure; and yet an American citizen can not im- 
port the book from abroad. 

It seems to me that the right to import books, subject to ‘the duty 
imposed by law, ought always to be open to every American citizen, to 
every American dealer. Otherwise you give to the foreign author an 
absolute monopoly, for the proposed statute will prohibit an importa- 
tion of foreign books to be sold in competition with his books. There 
is an absolute prohibition, and he must content himself with the Amer- 
ican edition or else be prohibited from buying the books, except two 
copies under limited restrictions and at a very heavy expense. 

It seems to me all that ought to be required and all that ought to be 
given by the Congress of the United States is the benefit of our duty 
on imported books. More English books are circulated in the United 
States that in England. There are more copies of many of the stand- 
ard English works, like Sir Walter Scott’s and some of the other works 
that have goneout of the sightof the copyright, sold in the United States 
than in England. Take for instance McCarthy’s History of Our Times 
in England, a very valuable book and a very interesting book, that is 
subject still to the copyright, I presume, because it has been com- 
paratively recently published, certainly within twenty-eight years. 
That hook could not be brought here except in this way by a special 
importation. . 

Suppose you, sir, should desire a good copy of a book published in 
England. It would cost youas much to get twocopies or the one copy 
which you would desire in the way of a special importation made for 
your special benefit as the price of the book, and you must do it di- 
rectly by yourself as a citizen, You can not do it through an agent, 
through a bookseller, or anyone who usually supplies such orders. 

It seems to me that if foreign books published abroad were allowed 
to be sold subject to duty, giving the author of the book the right to 
contract as he pleases with the American publisher, leaving the Ameri- 
can publisher to publish in competition with the cost of the foreign 
book with the duty added, it would give the foreigner advantage 
enough to protect him in the enjoyment of his right of copyright. 
For instance, a profit of 10 per cent. in the sale of a book is considered 
a very excellent eeperenney right for the author. If an author can 
get 10 per cent. on the cost of every book that is sold he gets a very 
bountiful revenue, On the particular book I have mentioned 10 per 
cent, on the cost of the book, given to the author, Mr. McCarthy, for 
writing the book, would bea bountiful source of revenue to him, ample 
and sufficient as a compensation for his production. 

It seems to me there ought to be a free right to import foreign books 
subject toduty. The datyis not quite enough on books now to make 
one-fifth of the duty a very large income to a publisher who publishes 
books that the Americans desire to read. It seems to me that giving 


the foreign author a right to prevent anybody from publishing his book 
in this country unless the publisher will be willing to make reasonable 
terms with him with the duty imposed is a sufficient protection to the 
author. 

But I do not see any object in prohibiting a book. Indeed, it is pro- 
posed to treat books published in foreign countries as the Chinese do 
opium, as a thing to be prohibited, as something that ought not to be 
admitted here. Now, I do not think that books under any circum- 
stances should be placed in that position. If the duty is not high 
enough to leave a sufficient margin for reasonable profit by the pub- 
lisher, and also reasonable compensation to the author of the book, 
then raise the duty. But this bill goes far beyond what I supposed it 
did. I am sorry I did not understand it. 1 voted, if I remember 
aright, for the bill that was passed here two years ago, and I am quite 
sure that it had no such provision as this, prohibiting the importation 
of foreign books. I do not remember any provision of that kind. 

Unless there is some modification made of the bill Ido not see how I 
can vote for it. I certainly do not want to prohibit an American citi- 
zen from buying a work in any language or from any press or of any 
edition. Indeed, some of the most distinguished book fanciers of our 
country import largely. I think of one now who sold his library re- 
cently to the Chicago Library for some ninety odd thousand dollars, and 
who made it a business to buy one copy of every edition of a foreign 
book imported. He had some twenty or thirty Bibles, commencing 
with the first that was issued in Germany and coming down to the 
present time. He brought them from foreign countries and had them 
bound ina peculiar way, thus giving them additional value. He would 
be absolutely prohibited from doing this thing unless he would make 
a special importation of each particular book, subject to all the charges 
of such an importation. 

I think, therefore, that if a duty is allowed to stand and anybody is 
allowed, a dealer as well, to import foreign books to be brought in 
competition with our own books, and yet giving to the English author 
the right to make a special contract by which he would derive a cer- 
tain advantage with one of our own publishers, and then let our pub- 
lishers compete with the foreign publishers, having the benefit of the 
duty on their side, is all the protection we ought to give to authors in 
foreign countries, and all they ought to ask. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has just received three tele- 
grams bearing on the pending question, which, if there be no objection, 
he will lay before the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Telegram from the president of the Boston Art Club, earnestly protesting 
against the amendment to the surge bill proposed ee FRYE. 

Telegram from John Andrew & Son Company, of ton, expressing the 
earnest hope that the proposed amendment to the copyright bill will not be 
adopted and that the Simonds bill will be passed by the Senate. 

Telegram from J. P. Rinn, treasurer of the Paint and Clay Club, artists, of 


Boston, protesting against the amendment of the copyright bill proposed by 
Senator Frye, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The telegraphic memorials will lie on the 

table. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, a word in reply to the suggestion which 
has been made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr.SHERMAN]. I under- 
stand his idea of a copyright is that it should not be exclusive; in other 
words, that no foreigner should have a copyright here unless he allows 
the importation of books from abroad. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Subject to duty. 

Mr. PLATT. Subject to duty. Now, the length and breadth of 
that argument may be illustrated by applying it to the patent system. 
It would be this: No foreigner have a patent in this country un- 
less he allows all articles which have been produced under his patent 
abroad to be imported here simply upon the payment of duty. That 
would be no patent at all, and it is no copyright at all. 

As it seems to me, the trouble which the Senator from Ohio has rests 
entirely upon a misapprehension of what will be done with the copy- 
right in this country. It should be observed that this bill is not 
mainly to give the foreigners copyrights in this country. The main 
object of it, as far as we are concerned, is to give Americans copyright 
abroad. It seems to me that it can not be assumed for a moment that 
a foreigner will come to this country and copyright his book, or his 
engraving, or whatever it may be with the —- of preventing the 
sale of it, for that is what the Senator from Ohio says. He says sup- 
pose he comes over here and goes to all the expense of having a book 
printed in this country, as he has to do, and then concludes that he 
will not circulate it in thiscountry. Sucha ee is impossible. 
It is incémprehensible to suppose that an author or any person who 
desires to obtain the advantage of our copyright law will come here 
and seek a copyright for the purpose of preventing the sale of his work 
in this country. There is no object in such a proceeding. His busi- 
ness abroad is no better for it. . 

On the other hand, the very object of his coming here and securing a 
copyright in this country is to secure this market and to secure it exclu- 
sively. That is what we propose to give him; it is what we ought to 
give him. So the fear w the Senator has seems to rest upon what 
appears to me to be an impossible apprehension or the apprehension of 
an impossible contingency. 
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Mr. HOAR. The Senator knows that I agree entirely with him about 
his bill in every particular, but I should like to have him state for in- 
formation what provision is made, if any, in regard to this matter. 
Suppose there is a valuable foreign book, the edition of which is of 
great value by reason of its beauty, its rarity, or its containing what 
other editions do not contain, annotations or illustrations, does this 
bill, in the first place, preserve the right of the public libraries and the 
colleges to import such things as the law exists now in regard to ad- 
mission duty free? 

In the next place, what opportunity is there for individuals who de- 
sire to acquire such things to obtain them? For instance, let me il- 
lustrate the case by referring to Mr. Dana’s Two Years Before the 
Mast. I purchased a little English edition which I now own, printed 
from type not much larger than the head of a pin, published abroad. 
I suppose that was the only English edition of that book. Suppose 
that such an edition existed here of some English author, not a very 
famous one, so that his works were not in much demand, is there any 
possibility of our getting other editions from abroad that are prefer- 
able? 

Mr. PLATT. I was coming to that point, but I want to state that 
the argument based upon the supposition that the author or whoever 
proposes to avail himself of our copyright system would come here and 
take out a copyright and then prohibit the circulation of the book need 
not excite any apprehension. 

Then the Senator says we ought to have the right to buy an edition 
of a book which is not published in this country. The bill preserves 
that. It preserves in the rst place the right for colleges, libraries, and 
people who desire books for educational purposes to import two books 
each, and that is extended in the bill in lines 35 and 34, on page 4. 

I commence to read on page 3 to show its connection on page 4— 

During the existence of such copyright— 

That is, where an author has come here and had his book manufac- 
tured here, two copies of it, has gone toall that expense, and of coarse 
with reference to its publication and circulation in this country— 

During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book so copyrighted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any plates of 
the same not made from type set within the limits of the United States, shall be, 
and it is hereby, prohibited, except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

That protects colleges and institutions. It allows them to import 
foreign editions. 

And except in the case of persons purchasing for use and not for sale, who 
import not more than two copies of such book at any one time. 

That authorizes, with the consent of the proprietor of the copyright, 
the importation of this edition, which would always be given as a 
matter of course. 

Now, there is a very homely old saying that you can not keep your 
cake and eat it too. You can not give to the author a copyright in the 
United States, which, under the Constitution is an exclusive right, and 
then say, ‘‘ Why, we give you this exclusive right in the United States, 
but the books which have been printed abroad shall come here.’’ That 
is not the exclusive right; it is no right at all. No publisher would 
take the publication of a book under those circumstances. It will not 
make dearer books in the United States, for the United States edition 
in the usual course of trade will always be a cheaper edition than the 
foreign editions. 

Mr.CULLOM. Why? 

Mr. PLATT. Because the custom of the trade is such that the books 
are oe in England in a very much more expensive form than in 
the United States. 

Mr.CULLOM. That —_ not always be the case. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to 
call attention to the part of the bill he has just been reading? It 
seems to me as though even in the case he has named it would require 
the consent of the proprietor of the copyright before even the two books 
could be imported. 

Mr. PLATT. Why should it not? Why not? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I thought the Senator had used that as an ex- 


ion. 
st PLATT. I just said, not a moment ago, that it would require 
the consent of the proprietor of the copyright. but why not? Why 
not apply the same principle toa copyright of a book that you do toa pat- 
ent? Will the Senator from New Jersey or the Senator from Ohio fora 
moment say that when Mr. Siemens comes here and we give him a pat- 
ent for his open-hearth process it shall be subject to the right of any- 
body in the country who desires to import from abroad a furnace made 
according to his patent paying the duty? Of course it should be done 
with his consent if any such exception were made. 
The trouble about it is Senators do not seem to understand that in 
the very nature of things copyrights and patents are exclusive in their 
r, andif they are not exclusive they areof no value.’ It seems 
to me that this bill gone just as far as it can to meet precisely the 
ceases which the Senator from Ohio is troubled about, without entirely 
destroying the copyright principle. 
A was made by the Senator from Ohio that the expense 
of the importation, the consular certificate, and all that sort of thing 
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would be so great that nobody could get a copy from abroad! In the 
first place, nobody will want to do it except as a matter of fancy, to 
gratify a fancy for some peculiar edition, some expensive edition, some 
particularly printed edition. If a person simply desires to gratify a 
fancy in having a foreign e@ition of a book, of course the person can 
afford to pay for it. There will be the book circulated in this country 
and in a condition where it can be read. If a person wants a finely 
bound book ora very peculiarly printed book, that isa matter of fancy; 
it is a matter of indulging his taste, and for that why should he not 
pay what it is necessary to pay in order to acquire the means to gratify 
his taste and his fancy? 

But it will not be soexpeusive as the Senator suggests, because those 
books can be imported by mail, I understand. I think I am not mis- 
taken about that. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE} will 
correct me if I am wrong; but two books of any edition might be im- 
ported by mail, I understand; and there are regulations te observe in 
the Post-Office Department. It does not require a broker in the city 
to order them, or anything of that sort. It will not be very cumber- 
some or very onerous to thus gratify one’s taste. But if you are going 
to give a foreign author a copyright in this country or to give an Amer- 
ican a copyrightin another country, you must put itin the power of that 
author to contract with one person for the cirealation of his book, or 
whatever else is the subject of copyright, whether in this country or ina 
foreign country. 

I will take now the case of an American, for this is to be a reciprocal 
law. Suppose he goes abroad and seeks to copyright his work abroad, 
and he does so. He makes a contract with his publisherthere, Is he 
then to have that contract broken up by anybody importing a book 
from America free? for there is no tariff. It seems to me that there is 
not the diffieulty which the Senator from Ohio sees in this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am afraid I did not make my meaning very 
clear, for the Senator has not yet met the difficulty. Here is a bill 
which gives to the author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of any book, 
chart, ete. , a copyright, and stipulates that he shall have the sole liberty 
of printing, reprinting, publishing, completing, copying, executing, fin- 
ishing, and vending the same. So a foreigner gets herean absolute, ex- 
clusive right for publishing a book composed in another country and 
brought here. 

Now, this same author has inthe country of its production, where he 
lives, acopyright. The book is published there for his benefit, and he 
gets his profit also by the contract that he makes here for printing, re- 
printing, ete., his book. That gives him a right to sell it exclusively. 
He may go to Mr. Harper and make a contract with him for the pub- 
lication of his book in this country, reserving a royalty, if you please 
to call it so, of 5 or 10 per cent., which is about the average royalty on 
books published. That is his right, and I do not see any reason why 
he should not have that right, because itis his invention, itis his work, 
and he ought to have the protection of our laws to a reasonable ex- 
tent. 

But here is the trouble. This provision that I complain of is not 
made for the benefit of the foreign author, because the foreign author 
will be interested not only in the publication of the work here, but in 
the publication of the work abroad. So whether the book was bought 
here or bought in Great Britain he would get the benefit of the copy- 
right of the two countries. That is all right enough; but you propose 
now to giveto the publisher who makes the exclusive contract with the 
author a monopoly of the publication of that book, not only as against 
other publishers in our own country,who would be glad to share with 
him in the benefit of the contract, but you give him that exclusive 
right. That is all well enough. So far so good. But now it is pro- 
posed to go beyond that and give to the publisher in this country this 
absolute monopoly of that work in the United States of America against 
the publication of that work in other countries, in the country of the 
origin of the book. 

It seems to me we have extended the principle of protection to 
American industries to a very great extent, and some people think we 
have gone too far in that direction, but that protection has never gone 
to the prohibition of the sale of any article or the importation of any 
article, except a few which stand upon their own ground. We pro- 
hibit indecent publications and the like, but that is on the ground of 
morality. We do not do that to protect our own publishers in any 
case or to give them an exclusive monopoly. We do not say that an arti- 
cle of a similar character to the one permitted here shall not be brought 
from any country in the world. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Suppose a man invents an engine. He sells toa manufacturing estab- 
lishment at Cleveland the right to make, to use, and to sell those en- 
gines. Does the Senator think we ought to permit the importation of 
that same engine from Canada? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not sure but that under the existing law a 
man could buy a foreign machine in a foreign country and bring it into 
this country. I think that the law which was sostrictly enforced as 
against competitors or those who interfere with a patent in our own 
country would not apply t« a foreign machine of that kind, because we 
fix the duty on a foreign machine, and when that duty is paid the ma- 
chine comes into our country. 
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It may not be exactly similarto it, butit supplies the place and com- 
petes with the American machine; and that is one of the means by 
which we prevent such patents from operating too severely, because if 
the American inventor should put too high a priee on his machine and 
a foreign machine which substantially operates upon the same prin- 
ciple is brought here into competition it is admitted upon the payment 
of the duty. 

Mr. President, let us go a little further. I say this is a stipulation 
in favor of the foreign author, the writer of the book, because it is to 
be presumed he has his book published in his own country and he gets 
the benefit of the saleof that book wherever it is sold in our own coun- 
try or in his; but it proposes to give an exclusive monopoly to the 
person who makes the contract for the publication of the book, and 
that monopoly is so exclusive that no book can be brought into this 
country except for colleges and institutions of learning, and then only 
in limited numbers. No book is to be brought into this country from 
foreign countries without the consent of the publishers here. 

Suppose an application should be made to the person who has the 
contract for the publication of the book here. Is he likely to consent 
when that consent will interfere with his interests? It seems to me 
to require a citizen of the United States to ask Mr. Harper for the 
privilege of bringing a book into this country from England is a hu- 
miliation to which most American citizens would not submit. What 
right has Mr. Harper, because he has made a contract with a foreign 
author, to say whether I shall buy a book in England at the prices 
current there subject to the payment of duty? It seems to me that 
the very limitation requiring the consent of the man who is most in- 
terested against my buying a book wherever I choose is a sufficient 
objection to this bill. 

I put it upon broader grounds. In no case would I levy sucha 
duty—for this is in effect in the nature of a duty—in no case would I 
levy such a prohibition upon such an article of necessity as a book. 
Books are just as much articles of necessity to an intelligent man as 
the food he eats and the coffee he drinks; he must have them. Most 
of us, when we want a book, send and get it. If we can get it in our 
own country we may be easily satisfied; but suppose the American 
publisher who has this monopoly should refuse to issue a book of suf- 
ficient taste and of a character that suits our taste, ought not taste to 
be indulged in, ought not fancy to be indulged in? Are we mere, 
plodding clodhoppers, satisfied with whatonly American publishers will 
publish without any respect to our taste as to the character of type 
and the illustrations and all that? 

It seems to me that the bill goes too far, and that all its beneficial 
objects can be accomplished by adopting the rule that whenever a for- 
eign author comes over here and makes a contract with an American 
publisher it shall be made upon such terms and conditions that the 
American publisher shall supply the trade within the limits of the 
price in the foreign market, and the duty should operate for the bene- 
fit, not only of the publisher who has the monopoly of the publication 
in this country, but also of the author who wrote the work. To carry 
the principle of foreign copyright beyond that would seem to bea vio- 
lation of the first principles of our tariff laws, which are laws levying 
duties, not prescribing prohibitions. 

Now, it is said that an American author will have no advantage of 
thecopyrightin England. Although they have no daty there on books, 
he would have the privilege of making a contract with some one pub- 
lisher in Great Britain for the publication of his work. That gives a 
monopoly in the sale of that work, and, if there is a demand for the 
work, as a matter of course the demand would be supplied by one pub- 
lisher in Great Britain instead of a dozen or twenty or thirty publish- 
ers, Therefore an American has the same advan in England, 
under stich a restriction as I mentioned, even if they have no duty on 
books, because he would have the benefit of a contract made with a 
single publisher, who would have a monopoly of the sale of that.work 
in Great Britain; and it seems to me that.that is all that ought to be 
provided. 

In England, andespecially in Germany, they can publish bookscheaper 
than we can publish them here, and the American author would have 
the benefit of the cheaper labor of that country when he got a copy- 
rightonabookabroad. He gets the benefit of the lower prices of labor, 
the benefit of the cheapercost of production, and he has the full benefit 
of his copyright, although there is no duty in Great Britain levied upon 
books. However, there is a duty levied upon books in Germany and 
most other countries. It seems to me, therefore, that this principle of 
prohibition ought not to enter into this third section of the bill. 

Aside from that, I do not see any special objection to the bill, but I 
think that is a radical objection. No bill prohibiting any article needed 
by an American should enter into our law, but a reasonable oppor- 
tunity should be given to all Americans to buy or purchase any article 
at auch a rate of duty as the public policy of the United States may 
seem to require. We levy our duties for revenue only and for protec- 
tion. We carry out our policy of protection, but we carry it out by a 
limited rate of duty upon the article, so as to give the Ameri- 
can producer the benefit of that daty, and to the extent of the in- 
creased cost in our own country we it willingly, because we know 
that this principle of protection does tend to diversify our industries 
and to increase our products. 
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Therefore we suffer, if there is any inconvenience, and in most cases 
by actual competition in our own country we reduce the price lower 
and lower, as I have often said on the floor of the Senate. That is the 
effect of home competition; but in the first instance, undoubtedly, 
when a duty is levied on the foreign article there is an advance of 
price, and that advance of price is counteracted by the benefit conferred 
upon our people by the production, by giving labor to our people, but 
generally by competition reducing the price below even the original 
price in the foreign country. However, when you apply the rule of 
prohibition you make then what is odious always to the people of our 
country, a monopoly. 

When we levy a duty on foreign goods there is no monopoly about 
it, because it operates for the benefit of all, and every American com- 
petitor stands on an equal footing and can enter into that kind of com- 
petition; but when you give a foreigner a monopoly of copyright and 
then deny the American the foreign market to regulate the price of 
the domestic market, as a matter of course you put him in a very dif- 
ferent _— from what everyone stands in when operating under the 
general tariff laws of the United States, which are of universal appli- 
cation, equal and alike to all. It seems to me therefore that the bill 
goes too far. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong the discus- 
sion, but evidently the Senator from Ohio is going aside from the whole 
matter of copyright now. His idea seems to be that when this country 
and foreign countries grant a copyright-they grant something which 
is not exclusive to the author or whoever avails himselfof the benefit of 
it. Hesays we ought not to cut off foreign competition. When we grant. 
an American copyright in America, we prohibit every individual in 
Americafrom publishing the book except the owner and those whom 
he permits to publish it. We go further in our own market than we 
propose to do now with the foreign market. 

The idea of the Senator seems to be that when an American abroad 
gets a copyright he should have merely the privilege of contracting 
with a foreign author to publish his book, provided he will do it just 
as cheap as anybody else will anywhere else in the world. Now, what 
a contract that is and what a benefit that is! As to granting a for- 
eigner here a copyright, it is a reciprocal matter, of course; what ap- 
plies to this country must apply to our authors in a foreign country. 
The Senator says that when we grant a foreigner a copyright here we 
should limit him in contracting for the publication of his book or in 
publishing it himself by the right of having any publication of the 
same that is made in the foreign country sent herein competition with 
it. Now, that is not a copyright. That is a good illustration of the 
old scriptural suggestion that where a man asks for bread he gets a 
stone. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask do you not provide against foreign 
competition by a high tariff upon the article itself? 

Mr. PLATT. The tariff has nothing to do with this question of 
copyright. It is analogous to the patent system, and not to the tariff 
system. You can not have a right given to a patentee which is to be 
interfered with by anybody here or abroad. You can not have a right 
given to an author which is to be interfered with here or abroad. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
whether under the first four lines of section 13 the foreign author will 
not get more privileges in this country than are granted toan American 
author in the country of that foreigner. The foreigner gets a right of 
absolute probibition here upon condition that the American author in 
that country gets the same right as the author has in that country, al- 
though it may be much less than prohibition. 

Mr. PLATT. This bill proceeds upon being reciprocal. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is not reciprocal. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not to take effect bere until substantially the 
same provisions are made for the benefit of the citizens of the United 


States for copyright in other countries. 
Mr. DAVIS. I do not understand section 13 to bear that construc- 
tion. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from Connecticut if section 
2505 of the Revised Statutes is kept as it is now, would it not bea mis- 
description of the present tariff act? 

Mr. PLATT. That refers to the statute, and, although the statute 
has been repealed by the enactment of the law since, I think it is as 
—— as a matter of description as if it might refer to a clause 

n the statutes of the State of Connecticut as a matter of description. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason why I mention it is because the free 
list was 7 extended by the recent law. 

Mr. PLATT. Not very ergely; it was slightly extended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that section had better be changed. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not want to amend the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, who has studied this bill, a question. Section 13, to which the 
Senator from Minnesota has just referred, provides ‘‘ that this act shall 
only apply to a citizen of a foreign state or nation when such forei 
state or nation permits to citizens of the United States of America the 
benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis as its own citi- 
zens.’’ The made by the Senator from Ohio is that under 
this bill, if it passes, the book of the foreign author copyrighted in this 
country can not be imported except in the limited amount prescribed 
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by the bill. The question I desire to ask the Senator is whether he | 
understands that this provision of the thirteenth section of the bill | 


will prevent an English author from procuring an American copyright 
for his work unless the English Government also prohibits the impor- 
tation of that work into England after he has copyrighted it there. 
Mr. PLATT. In case an American citizen applies there for a copy- 
ht? 
oO. CARLISLE. Suppose an English author applies for a copyright 
in the United States, the question I ask the Senator is, would that copy- 
right be refused to him unless he shows that by the laws of England 
the book which is copyrighted by an American citizen in England can 
not be imported into England? Otherwise the two citizens would not 
stand upon the same footing. The English author or his publisher in 
this country would be absolutely protected against any importation of 


his work into this country, while the American author who was copy- | 


righted in England would not be protected against the importation of 
his work into England. 

Mr. PLATT. I think he would. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Notunder this language, because this simply pro- 
vides that they shall give him ‘‘the benefit of copyright on substan- 
tially the same basis as its own citizens,’’ and nothing else, whatever 
that may be. 

Mr. PLATT. The next clause reads: 

Or when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States 
of America copyright privileges substantially similar to those provided for in 

act, 

Mr. FRYE. That is disjunctive, ‘‘or.’’ It should be ‘‘and.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is ‘‘or.’’ 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of speaking to | 


the amendments proposed, but I will submit a few observations 
brought out by the treatment given to this subject by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The Senator seems to misconceive the nature of copyright or patent 
protection. We perfectly understand it in our application under our 
Constitution and our laws to the copyrights and the patent rights 
which we grant here to our citizens. It has nothing to do with any 
question whether there should or should not be any profit or tax of 
pre sae or otherwise or any exciseupon printing books which may 
fall under this or that interest of Congress in its revenue system. So 
it is in regard to any foreign patent or any foreign author. 

The sole question for us is what we will do concerning what is the 
nature of copyright and patent protection. Thatismonopoly. It does 
not touch the question whether there shall be taxation here or there in 
the general property of the country or general importations into the 
country. It is this onedirect proposition as correctly expressed in the 
Constitution as the most careful phrase could be adopted. It is to en- 
courage these advantages to the world, that is, this world of ours, in 
this country, on the face of it, perhaps by which we can draw into the 
service of the community what is the private possession of inventors 
and writers. It isa monopoly with them before they make their com- 

ition or their invention open, and it is a pure contract which has 
nen thought wise and which has proved wise that we will say to the 
author or the inventor, ‘for a limited period you shall have a monop- 
oly under certain conditions of public use while your monopoly exists 
and afterwards it shall be free.’’ 

So no confusion of ideas should be introduced into this debate based 
on the fact that we are now proposing to make the same treaty of mo- 
nopoly with a foreign author that we make habitually with our own 
authors. We have led the way in regard to patent rights by which we 
have drawn into the advantage of this country patent inventions upon 
the principle of monopoly equivalent to our own, and the question 
then as to whether we should be at liberty to import also these manu- 
factured inventions on a duty or hecause one would like to have one 
that was made by a Sheffield manufacturer instead of a Lowell manu- 
facturer is wholly outside of the question of monopoly. It has no ap- 
plication. It is an invasion of it. If you do not wish to give a mo- 
nopoly then do not give it, butdo not say with one word ‘‘we give you 
@ monopoly, provided, however, that manufactures made abroad and 
that are burdened here bya monopoly shall be evaded by introduction 

What is the present law of copyright in England? No work what- 
ever can be introduced into the kingdom that is a reprint of a copy- 
— book in England under severe penalties that are inflicted. 

hat is our proposed law? If we have a copyright authorship here, 
we do not allow an importation here on this or that rate of duty or on 
the question of taste and preference of an American author’s book 
being printed abroad and being introduced here in evasion of the copy- 
right of every author here. So that our present bill, I submit, does 
not involve any of the questions that have been introduced by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The — question how far we should extend this system of monop- 
oly to foreign authorship and composition in various forms is one that 
has been much discussed, and we have never got to the point of real 
determination in this country that we would extend that monopoly. 
Of course it trenches somewhat seriously, if you please, upon the free- 
dom and cheapness of the works here, because our cheapness grew 








out of the fact that we took authorship without paying for it and 
printed the works here, and therefore it was a mere question of manu 
facture of type and paper and investment as to what the work would 
produce in the market here. 

But we have come to this conclusion, I imagine. We have debated 
and debated and we passed this bill on every question that now is brought 
up for consideration unless it be the amendment proposed here by the 
Senator from Maine. We passed this bill in the Senate in the last Con- 
gress by a vote of 38 to 10, and here it comes again, the same bill in 
all its general features and on all these general contentions on one side 
or the other. It did not pass the other House when the bill was sent 
down at the last Congress. Now here comes up to us a bill, our Sen- 
ate bill, in all its features, in all its substance, and in all the principles 
of duty and of obligation which have been brought to this. point. 

Therefore, Mr, President, I should consider that we would be plac- 
ing ourselves in a very extraordinary pointof view if we were to strike 
at the foundation principles as to whether we will give foreign copy- 
right, when, after our debate, discussion, consideration, evidence taken 
pro and con, by a great majority, and really after debate was exhausted, 
and without contention, the sense of the Senate was fairly made up on 
that topic. 

Now, Mr. President, at this stage of the session there arises a question 
of the wisdom of legislation. The great contention, the great area of de- 
bate in the public mind and in the two Houses of Congress and in for- 
eign countries, in literature, in all the diversified forms in which the 
subject has received treatment, is now here I suppose a settled opinion 
of the Senate that this bill should be passed upon these general views, 
and at this stage of it there is introduced an amendment limited in its 
character and resting upon, we will aay, very sound considerations. 

It seems that although these photographers, ete., were protected in 
the right of copyright just as much I suppose as printers and book- 
makers in foreign countries, if it is reciprocal—and certainly we open 
here to lithographers and photographers, ete., the benefits of copyright 
it seems the protected sanction by which importations of these copy- 
righted articles secured here, as I understand, may be printed abroad 
and introduced here. Am I right? TheSenator from Maine can well 
assure meifIlam. That is the proposition. 

Now, I can not draw any distinction between the rights of these 
photographers and lithographers to vote these sanctions of protection 
that have been thrown over the larger subjectof the printing of books 
I have not the least idea, however, that there is lurking in the minds 
of the printers of books or the authors of books or in the committees 
of either House of Congress or in our discussion any desire or purpose 
to draw this distinction. 

Then when the public mind of all engaged in printing, in author- 
ship, in the various compositions that come within the copyright sys- 
tem, has been thus expressed, how does it happen that at this very last 
moment we are confronted with the question whether we shall pre- 
serve and secure in the present Congress the great general bill which 
we are so much interested in, or shall expose it to loss by the reopen- 
ing of this amendment in the other House, on the general question of 
reconsideration of which we have an example here, especially from 
the Senator from Ohio on the general principles of our bill? 

I have no doubt that the Senator from Maine is right in thinking 
that the very large and enterprising publications in his State exceed 
those of any other establishment, bit I can not overlook the fact that 
in the State of New York and in the city of New York there are very 
important and interesting employments of industry and of trade upon 
these subjects of photography. etc. Ihave received their petitions and 
presented them; I have had interviews with the most intelligent gen- 
tlemen presenting their views, but I have been obliged to make this 
answer to them: ‘‘ You come at a stage in legislation when at this in- 
troduction of your rights into the general establishment of rights which 
you sympathize with and wish to join in receiving these advantages, 
you jeopard that whole framework, and if it goes down at this Con- 
gress the wholestructure must be built up, and we can not have any as- 
surance that there may not be changes in public views and in relations 
of political feeling on these subjects.’’ Therefore my answer has been 
necessarily, ‘‘ This right of yours will be confirmed in all its phases, 
except this sanction, if this bill is passed, and by the passage of the bill 
and its becoming a law you place yourself upon the necessary footing 
of acceptance in an amendment of that law whenever an opportunity 
presents itself for that purpose.’’ 

Indeed, Mr. President, if I were to give my judgment here on this 
topic, I should say that, taking it altogether, the interest of these pho- 
tographers in obtaining this amendment or a provision equivalent to 
their wishes at this session of Congress would be greater by this bill 
being accepted and becoming a law, and there being left present to 
both Houses of Congress nothing but a minor suggestion whether the 
law ought to be perfected in reference to these interesting and valuable 
industries and trades. No gainsay could be given, as I understand it, 
against the adoption, and then it would be a very different question in 
going from here under a separate bill that we adopt in their favor. It 
would go to the other House under entirely different circumstances 
from those in which this bill in its general frame and structure would 
go back there if soamended. Nothing there can be opened in the mind 











or in the wishes of any legislator there. There will be no desire nor 
any freedom, as it seems to me, to treat asupplemental bill, as I should 
call it, otherwise than as necessary to the completion and perfection of 
the bill that has become a law, and thus the principle established. 

That is my view. We understand very well what is the condition 
when we have before us in either House nothing but a question of con- 
formity to the general established measure that has become a law by 
including what has been omitted by inadvertence or by inopportune- 
ness from the general bill. 

I therefore must concur in the feeling, notwithstanding my great 
respect for the interests and wishes of the photographers in my own 
city and other parts of my State, in thinking that this is the best thing 
that can be done for the general proposition, and that the minor prop- 
osition will follow in favor of these particular industries as a matterof 
course, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, if I can have the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Fry£] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON ], I wish to say just this about the proposed amendment. 
I think I agree that there may be a measure of justice in the principle 
which they are seeking to incorporate into the bill by these amend- 
ments, I doubt very much whether if these amendments should pass 
they would not do great injustice. In other words, I doubt whether 
the same language can be made applicable to protecting the printing of 
a book and protecting the printing of engravings, lithographs, chromos, 
and articles of that kind. There is adifference, an inherent difference, 
in the things to be reproduced. What the author does is to write his 
thoughts, the results of his observation and researches, upon white paper 
in written characters. That manuscript is not reproduced. Themak- 
ing a book of it can be done entirely independent of the author’s work. 
His work is done when it is written on paper. The reproduction is not 
from the paper; it is from setting up type corresponding with the writ- 
ten characters which he has put on paper. 

With regard to all this matter of the reproduction of engravings 
from steel or lithographing or chromo work, that is different. You 
reproduce that directly from the thing which the artist himself has pre- 
pared. In other words, the quality of the author’s work goes on the 
stone or the plate of the steel engraving, and unless it is reproduced 
to a certain extent under his direction, or under circumstances which 
do not interfere with his idea as he puts it on stone, then the quality 
of the work is not going to be what the author desires it to be. 

Now it is this essential difference between the two things which makes 
me feel that this amendment (aside from the fact that I think it im- 
perils and endangers and defeats the passage of the bill) ought to be 
more fully considered in a committee that has an opportunity to un- 
derstand the workings of the business and can produce such a provision 
as will take care of the persons engaged in the work without in any 
way destroying the quality of the art. 

I am very sorry that these tlemen came so late, that they did 
not come and be heard before the committee and explain to the commit- 
tee the processes, showing what should be done in the way of protec- 
tion of the American industry without destroying the quality of the 
art which had been produced by the person who received the copy- 
right. As the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] has said, there 
will certainly be a disposition on the part of everybody who is in favor 
of this copyright bill to do such substantial justice to anybody who 
comes within the principle which has been extended to the printers as 
can be done without doing injustice in other quarters. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, if I understand corrrectly, the 
position taken by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and cer- 
tainly the position taken by the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] 
who has just addressed the Senate, they fully concur with the idea that 
to do equal and exact justice in this bill the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Maine should be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. No, I do not; not in the form in which they are pre- 
sented, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As to the Senator from New York, I think he 
distinctly stated the fact that there was an evident justice in the claim 
made by the parties who are cared for in the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator is quite right iv saying that I should 
wish to see the proposition of this protection. The Senator from Con- 
necticut has now stated thatit can not be effected by merely using the 
phrases of providing for it in the same terms that are provided for 
printers; and I admit that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand the new position now taken by 
the Senator from Connecticut, which is practically that the work of 
lithographing, engraving, etc., is more an art matter than anything 
which appertains to the simple publication ofa book, and therefore there 
is avery broad distinction between the two things. Both theSenators, 
however, concur in the idea and opinion that there must be something 
radically wrong on the part of the Senate attempting now, at this late 
day in the session, when nearly thirty days will elapse before the end 
of Congress, to do justice to these people who are here before Congress 
seeking justice. 

If the bill passes it will work a great hardship and injustice to this 
particular class of people. Ifthe bill should pass as it at present stands, 
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it makes an invidious distinction in favor of one class of our people as 
against another. Both are to-day protected by tariffs against the for- 
eign manufacture. You propose now in this bill to create a monoply 
as to the entire home production of the country, and then you do more 
than to interpose a tariff to prevent foreign importation; you prohibit 
it. That seems to me to be protection gone to seed; it is double-dis- 
tilled protection; and for one I do not think that I can consent tosuch 
a proposition, even though the justice which the Senator from Maine 
and myself have asked for this particular class of people be accorded. 

But as to the particular question that has been raised here touching 
the duty of the Senate at the present time with regard to the indus- 
tries which have been named in the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Maine, I look upon it in this light, that no bill should ever pass 
the Senate until it is perfected in all its parts, until every defect is 
taken from it as far as it can be eliminated. Therefore it is that I 
vg this amendment certainly should be put in by the friends of the 

ill. 

Mr, PLATT. I should like toask the Senator from New Jersey how 
he supposes that an etching of St. Paul’s Cathedral in London can be 
made in the United States in order to obtain a copyright. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose a photograph or draught or drawing 
of St. Paul’s Cathedral could be made upon the other side of the water, 
and it could be imported into the United States, and if we have in this 
country 18,000 or 19,000 employés in an industry, many of them skilled 
workmen, I presume it can be as perfectly done by our skilled labor 
as it can be done abroad. There is an additional reason, under such 
circumstances as these, as it is certainly in the line of improving our 
skilled labor, why protection should be accorded to it more than to 
simply the setting of type and plate-printing. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose a man has attained in Europe very great skill 
and reputation as a steel engraver. He makes valuable plates. How 
could that engraving be reproduced here under the proposed amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine unless that artist came here and pre- 
pared another plate in this country? I merely throw out that sugges- 
gestion to show the difference. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see any difficulty about that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator is not willing to confess that 
American enterprise, American genius, and American skill with a copy 
before it is not equal to the skill of foreign workmen, then I will con- 
cede that in order that we may have the better production perhaps there 
may be something faulty in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, that is not it at all; but this artist has a right 
under the copyright to have his work reproduced, and he controls the 
reproduction of his work. What the Senator proposes is that some- 
body else, not he, shall engrave the plate from which his work is to be 
circulated in this country unless he comes here and doesit himself. It 
is some of these things which have made me think that while we might 
probably extend this principle so as to affect the workmen and pub- 
lishers of this country it would have to be done very much more care- 
fully than it will be done if we simply act on these amendments of the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What I complain of is that they have simply 
singled out the bookmakers and left everybody else without any of the 
protection that the copyright bill proposes to confer upon the book- 
makers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has just received two addi- 
tional telegrams bearing on the bill under discussion, and if there be 
no objection he will lay them before the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Telegram from the treasurer of the Gravure Etching Company, of Boston, 
Meee ent bill. y protesting against Senator Frye’s proposed amendment tothe 
co) t . 

‘Telegram from Arthur G. Everett, of the Boston Society of Architects, pro- 
testing, in behalf of the art societies of the country, nst the I hers’ 
amendment to the copyright bill and expressing the hope that the House bill 
will be adopted. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The telegraphic memorials will lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been looking at the amend- 
ments, which I have copied into their appropriate places in the original 
text. I do not see thatetchingsare mentioned. Li hs are men- 

, sage Scxlngs Tehould” . ink reproducing “ 

in to uld as soon th a 
ae iphere. Youcannotdoit. You can imitate it. e 
etcher takes his plate, spreads on it a thin film of wax, and then with 
a fine needle marks through the wax until he has made the fine lines 
of his engraving. He puts on the acid and it eats into the plate. He 
does that by successive stages, for the light and dark and the 
uced, the wax washed off, and the ink rubbed in. 
exactly the man’s work itself. In the case of a 

The artist draws it with a pencil 
perhaps u a piece of paper. y 

upon the block of wood, and it is there 
But after the original artist has made his 


dra u the piece of paper, perhaps an exquisite female face or 
of that aor, he says -by, my dear,’’ because he knows 
the best engraver in the never copy that on a block of wood 














é 
| 
| 





1891. 





and cut it out so that it will look just like his original drawing. So 
with regard to the lithographer. 

Suppose a lithographer of extraordinary skill—and there are some— 
labors away upon the stone, and each curve and fine shading is the soul 
of the artist himself. Now, do you say that when prints come to be 
taken from that they shall not come to this country unless the plate, 
the stone, and all that, was written upon and painted upon or penciled 
upon in this country? Then you have to bring the artist himself over 
here, and he can not get a copyright upon it unless he comes over here 
and takes another plate of copper for his etching or another stone for 
his lithograph and does it over again, and the chances are he will never 
be able to reproduce his own work just as it was. Perhaps he will 
never do so well again in the world as he did on that etching, and he 
may copy it fifty times. It is the thing itself; it is the soul of the ar- 
tist put on there that we see. It is not so much the case in wood en- 

vings. They can be reproduced. 

So I think it is an impossibility to carry out what these gentlemen 
desire in many respects. We can imitate. We can find chromos over 
there, and that is what we do now, innumerable lithographs and 
chromos of all sorts, and our people are now entirely free to take one 
of them and copy it as nearly as he can, or to take a pretty face or a 
pretty hand or a touch of a horse or a landscape or both combined, and 
all that. It is all open plunder tothem. All the art of Europe is 
open to them, if I may be allowed to use the expression, to steal, to 
combine to steal, wholesale or retail. 

Of course the copyright will more or less interfere with that, but I 
can not escape from the justice or the purpose of the proposed law. I 
believe there never has been a report ofa committee in Congress against 
it. Inever heard ofone. I do notthink youcan get nine lawyers, authors, 
business men, anywhere in the United States; men having a good sense 
of ethics and morals, good common knowledge and common sense, who 
will hear this case and say it is wrong. 

Now, the mechanics have settled all this without a row, with no 
commotion in any nation. They have settled it for themselves. It 
appears more obvious to the common mind that it is a right of, the 
mechanic, when he has spent nights and days for weeks or years in 
devising some valuable little process, that he should then have the ex- 
clusive right toit. Infact, we have had that for more than a hundred 
years, and everybody has got accustomed to it and nobody thinks of 
making an argument against a patent. Yet we havesettled that mat- 
ter of international patents without any trouble whatever, without the 
necessity of any statute that ever attracted attention. 

One is just as much a natural right as the other. The people who 
say that the author, the thinker, has no right to so much of his brain 
as he has put upon a piece of paper with a pen—the people who make 
an argument of that sort are very few; perhaps there are none of them, 
The old common Jaw of England recognized a certain right of the au- 
thor; the statute of England finally established it. Among the bene- 
fits which our people expected from the dissolution of all union between 
us and the mother country was that of a patent law, and the cheap, 
sensible, reasonable law of patents that we have had has done more 
than any other one or five statutes upon the book to advance the prog- 
ress, I may say, of civilization in the United States, aside from the great 
moral causes. 

We have become distinguished above and beyond anythingever known 
in history for our inventive power, until it was an Englishman who 
said that the American invents as the Greek sculptured or the Roman 
painted. It is genius; and that we owe to a measure of protection 
which is like that which we have established for our authors that we 
are willing to exchange with foreign authors. Why should it not be 
that weshould so arrange our laws that Tennyson, who has delighted the 
world and whose works will delight the world for centuries to come, 
—_ have 5 or 10 per cent. upon his books that have been republished 

ere ? 

Can anybody tell mea reason in the world why it should not be 
done? It isso with Lowell, and Whittier,and Holmes,and all our own 
distinguished literary men here, and they are willing for the exchange. 
They get in return for it the privilege of copyright in England, and 
is not that fair? Is there any pleasure toan author in finding that he 
has written a valuable book, not alone a delightful poem, which is in 
its own way of no great value pecuniarily, not alone a short poem, 
drama, or tale, but who has written a book of great instruction, a book 
on some branch of mechanics, some branch of science, a legal or med- 
ical dictionary, that landing at Liverpool, that which had cost him 

of observation and upon which he made a few thousand dollars 
bh the United States, is hawked about there at one-tenth the price, with 
nothing coming to him? Is that fair? 

There have been more than a hundred international copyright ugree- 
ments made, and = the United States has never been in one of them, 
but we profess to be, and we are in reality, among the most advanced 
peoples in the world in the things that make up intellectual and moral 
progress; and now it is time that we put ourselves in the right cate- 
gory. 

Tam sorry thata measure has come up here so late that has a shadow 
of injustice in it, because I thought we were just on the verge of that 
will be a milestone and a monument honorable in the history 
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of the country. I need not make a reference to the proceedings of the 
other House, but the bill comes to us here under fine auspices, with 
all sails set and making full progress, and now we are met by a cer- 
tain class of our excellent fellow-citizens, some of them my own cit- 
izens and my own neighbers, who, after six or eight or ten years, I 
might say fifty years, of agitation, but six, eight, or ten years of con- 
tinuous agitation here in Congress, have just at the last moment, since 
the bill came to us from the House of Representatives, discovered that 
they are in ameasure omitted. They are not so much omitted as they 
think, 

English objection is made to this bill on the ground that it will trans- 
fer the work of publishing, the typesetting, and the presswork, and 
all the whole mechanical operations here to thiscountry. Thatis their 
objection to it. Beyond doubt I think it will increase it on the whole. 
To be sure we are at liberty now to plunder all we please, but it will 
give us a better class of books, and will give us at the same time just 
as full a supply of cheap books, in my opinion, as we are now getting. 

It is said we shall not get any more of these cheap books. ‘The 10- 
cent edition of Macaulay’s History of England or of Shakespeare has 
gone outof fashion, anyhow. It was printed in very inferior type, upon 
the cheapest kind of paper. You notice we do not get anything now 
for less than 20, 25, or 50 cents. The cheap Munroe, the cheap Sea- 
side, the cheap Franklin library is vanishing. People want a better 
class of books, and they are willing to pay 25 or 50 cents for them. 

Now, the authors who want to make money, and | do not know any 
one who does not, and if there is such a one he has a wife or somebody 
around him who wants to make money—a man who wants to make 
money will not only have handsome editions, published here,“as they 
do to some extent in England, a fine edition, five or six dollars a vol- 
ume, but he will do, as they are coming to do there: have a 50-cent 
edition printed, upon which he will get his 5 per cent., his 10 per cent., 
But that book will be published by 
the hundred thousand, and the odds are that he will make more out 
of his 25-cent edition than he did out of the $5 edition. He will, of 
course, because he will sell fifty times as many copies. 

If Rider Haggard had been able to get a copyright here he would 
possibly have published a $2 edition, but he would have been delighted 
to get 5 cents a copy on the several hundred thousand of his books that 
have already been sold here. And itmay have been that in so many sales 
the people would not have suffered, nor would they have known it. 
The 25-cent book will not change, in my judgment, in price to the peo- 
ple by reason of this bill when there will be a 5 or 10 percent, toll taken 
out of it. Itis probable it did not cost more than 5 or & cents, and 
with only a couple of cents for compensation to the author it will be 
about the same price it was before. 

I see every reason in the world for the passage of this bill, and I 
should be very sorry and I think it would be a very sad day when that 
bill, substantially in the form that we have passed it by 38 to 10 and 
by like majorities, which came back from the other House, where we 
have been hopeless of it, should come back here, asI said, with every 
sign of prosperity, and be killed in the house of its original friends 
because it is not perfect. It is as near it as the hammering of the 
author, the publisher, the typesetter, the pressman, the binder, and the 
engraver has been able to make it. 

The engraver has not been in itso much, but it is his own fault. 
He has had ten years of constant advertisement in the halls of Con- 
gress until the measure is pending now, and I do not see the necessity 
that the friends of this amendment see in their proposition. But let 
us drive a stake, let us lay a corner stone, and then we will address 
ourselves as soon as may be to the correction of any errors in what we 
have done. Let us gain the one great point, let us make the acknowl- 
edgment of what I consider common justice in this great matter. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, this bill protects type-printing, book- 
publishing, books written in a foreign country by a foreign author. 
There can none of them be sold in this country unless they are put in 
type here, the plates made here, and the printing and manufacturing 
of the books done here. Now, I say it is a gross injustice to stop at 
that. There is the same reason exactly why the inventor, the de- 
signer, the proprietor of a map, chart, musical composition, engraving, 
cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, if copyrighted in this 
country, should be compelled to employ the labor of this country to 
make the engravings, chromos, and lithographs. The same rule which 
should work for printing works ought to apply to him. 

I do not think the two Senators from Connecticut really mean to be 
understood to say that this amendment will not do what these gen- 
tlemen desire to be done. I examined this bill for the purpose of 
amending it when the proposition was sent to meamonthago. I noti- 
fied the chairman of the committee that I should offer an amendment 
at that time to the bill, and I drew up an amendment. I thought it 
was sufficient. Subsequently the lithographers had a committee ap- 
pointed, and they examined the bill with great care and drew up 
amendments that were satisfactory to them and the people engaged in 
that business in this country generally, and submitted them. 

A criticism was made of oneamendment, and then they revised their 
work and finally settled upon the amendment which I have offered. 
Now they are entirely content with the amendment. If it does not 
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do for them what they expect it todo it is their own fault. All that 
they ask is that the Senate shall adopt the amendment in the protec- 
tion of their interests as they have offered it. 

There is but one answer made to it in the Senate really, and that 
is that there is something about this bi)l which ought to prevent any 
amendment being made to it whatever. Itis entirely clear to my 
mind that the criticism made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
DAvis] is right; that ‘‘or’’ is a disjunctive and that it should clearly 
be “‘and.’’ Ihave not the shadow of a doubt about it in my mind 
that in that regard the bill ought to be amended and ‘and’? inserted 
where ‘‘or’’ is. 

Is it possible that there is something so sacred about this bill that 
it must go as it is, right or wrong, that it must be sent back without 
amendment to the other House when we have almost a month, twenty- 
odd days now, in which to settle all these matters in the two Houses? 
There is not an appropriation bill that will be before the Senate that 
will not beamended. There is hardly a Senator on this floor who will 
not offer amendments, and important ones. I do not believe there is 
an important bill in our Order of Business that will not be amended. 
Why should this of all other bills be selected as the only one that is 
so sacred that it can not be amended? 

A gentleman in Boston (and about all these telegrams came from 
Boston, I see, that came here to-day) wrote me a few days ago that he 
was dreadfully sorry that I, a son of the Pine Tree State, should have 
brought dishonor and disgrace upon our dear old State—he being a 
Maine man—by offering an amendment to the copyright bill. Only 
think of the assumption and the presumption of these gentlemen who 
insist that this is a sacred bull. 

Mr. HOAR. He was only a Maine man who went to Boston? 

Mr. FRYE. He was a Maine man who went to Boston. 

Mr. President, the amendment I offer is just, it is fair. Every friend 
of the copyright bill admits that it is just, and the objection really is 
the one made by the Senator from New York {Mr. Evarts], that if 
you do amend the bill it may be that it will be hazarded. Thatisa 
good objection, if good in this case, to any bill that is before Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. A great artist has just died, Meissonier. Does the 
Senator think it would be just to deny to Meissonier a copyright in 
America unless he came here and prepared here the plate from which 
his engraving was printed or unless he submitted to have somebody 
else prepare a plate from which his engraving was to be printed in the 
United States? Is that just to him? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see why it is not, just as much as it is just to 
an autbor who has died, that his book shall be copyrighted and some- 
body shall print his book in this country. 

Mr. PLATT. But can not the Senator see the difference between 
the author who simply writes words and sentences on paper and the 
artist who puts his thought on a plate? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not understand that the artist or painter himself 
is engaged in that business. I understand that he has workmen who 
do that on the plates almost entirely. You may go to Rome to-day and 
go where artists are making the finest statues there are in the world, 
and you will find the artist is not doing the work atall. It is done by 
men employed by him by the score, and to some of them he is not pay- 
ing over 50 cents a day to do the work on his statue. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I must confess that the only criti- 
cism I am able to make upon the bill is that suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. As I understand his point it is this: that, 
adding duty, the American citizen should be enabled to buy an au- 
thor’s book of him as cheap in New York as in London; and that is the 
point he makes. Narrowed down it comes precisely to that point; 
and I confess that as it is stated it seems very reasonable. If I be- 
lieved that there would be any very great amount of abuse under the 
bill, enough to justify hazarding it by sending it back to the other 
House if an amendment providing for that were not adopted, I cer- 
tainly should vote for an amendment of that kind. 

My objection to the proposition of the Senator from Maine is that 
the bill goes still further, as I understand it, and absolutely excludes 
all engravings of all these works of art which he indicates from our 
markets and from our citizens if the author copyrights them here. 

Now, there is this difference between the claims of those gentlemen 
and of the authors: There is in this bill the principle of reciprocity. 
So far as the British or foreign authors are concerned we give them 
something in consideration of something they give to our authors. I 
do not understand that there is any considerable exportation from this 
country of the other works of art indicated in the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Maine, and I do not understand that for the pur- 
pose of entering into and sharing the foreign markets the engravers, 
the photographers, the lithographers, desire this amendment at all. 
They do not desire it for the reason that the American authors degire it. 

The American authors desire this bill because it gives them protection 
of their brain work in Europe. It is an exchange between them and 
the foreign author and for that reason they want it. They are willing 
to give to the foreign authors this market or this protection 
they can have that abroad. 


Now, the engravers and the photographers ask this amendment be- 
cause they ask prohibition. at is the ground upon which they ask 
it, and for nothing else. 

Mr. FRYE. It is no more prohibition than in the case of books. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I concede that there is no more prohibition than in 
the case of books, but there is this difference between the two, that there 
is no reciprocity in respect to engravings and photographs. These peo- 
ple do not want entrance into the foreign market tosell their engravings 
or to sell their photographs. 

What I say is this, that the authors of a map, a chart, a dramatic or 
musical composition, engravings, cuts, prints, photographs, chromos, 
or lithographs do not come here and ask the amendment proposed to 
the bill for the sake of insuring them an entrance into the foreign market, 
but they come here and ask it because they find a provision in the bill 
that if they can be injected into it is practically prohibition upon goods 
that compete with them if the authors of them are copyrighted. Now, 
I concede the same is trueas to books. I admit that the provisions are 
the same, but the distinction between the two is, as I have stated, that 
in respect to one there will be actual reciprocity and in respect to the 
other there will be none. 

We have a provision in the tariff providing that all these foreign im- 
portations shall be subject to a tariff tax of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
So far as lithographs are concerned, so far as maps and photographs 
and the bare printing of books are concerned, that tariff tax is enough 
to protect the American authors of all those books. There is not any 
doubt about it. It is correct to say that lithographing and engraving 
at this time are prosperous in the United States and largely increasing. 
I am glad of it and I want it to be so; but there is no reason why we 
should practically establish a prohibitory tariff in respect to the works 
of our artists, and there is no reason why we should establish prac- 
tically a prohibitory tariff in respect to the printing of our books. I 
concede that. 

But there is this difference further, as it seems to me, that in respect 
to the brain work which is exhibited upon these different works the 
law should go further in respect to books than it does in respect to the 
works of the artist. I feel justified in the statement I have made that 
the claimants for this amendment are here asking it because it is in 
the direction of prohibition, and I feel justified in claiming further than 
that that so far as the real artists are concerned they are not in sym- 
pathy with the amendment. 

So faras I havecome in contact with those gentlemen—and I have seea 
considerable of them within the last twoor three years in connection 
with the tariff bill—they are practically unanimous in favor of free 
art. 
Their petitions have been presented herein that direction. I am justi- 
fied in saying that our artists there is no exception or scarcely 
any in that direction, and yet, confronting that fact, an amendment 
comes here which is y prohibition. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? Arethese artists 
of genius in favor of free copies of their art or only in favor of the ad- 
mission of original works free? 

Mr. HISCOCK, My recollection of the provision adopted by the 
other House was that it was very broad, and it was not limited in the 
direction which the Senator from New Hampshire suggests. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think that the distinction right there is one that is 
analogous to this making of books,if they do not want their copies. It 
seems to me that so far as the relation of the industry of making books 
in the Old World and of making books in this country is concerned the 
analogies of the tariff apply absolutely. So faras the creative force 
exercised by the author is concerned there may be a difference, but 
this bill is not in its essential character a bill for the protection of au- 
thors. 

It does protect authors undoubtedly, but we all know, in this great 
business, which is made by the concurrent action of the author or the 
creator of the original idea or model and the publisher, who conducts 
an industry, like the raising of potatoes or of wheat or the manufacture 
of furniture—in this great industry, formed by the union of the author 
with the mere business producer, at least 95 per cent. is owned by the 
publisher, and we are ing that 95 per cent., if not 98 per cent., 
by this bill. It is y a bill for the of the bookmaking 
industry in this country very much more than it is a bill for the pro- 
tection of this creative force that exercises itself in the brain of the 
author and finds its way into tangible form through the pen of the 
writer. 

I think that we ought to consider this difference, and in the effort 
to protect the poor author, if a bill were simply and solely 
for that purpose, which is the ground upon which this bill appeals to 
us for its enactment into a law, I think we might accomplish our ob- 
ject much better in some provision for royalty, leaving all business 
men to compete in the market for the production of the book in our 
own country, if the author be a foreign one, but upon condition that 
every man who makes a book and sells it shall pay to the author some 
stipulated sum, and that any other publication which he does not sanc- 
oor cnahcar Shamagulig whatever foun i Sung-aounan pomethe Uy 
per cent. or ty, w ver form assume, 

Evy, oc wideh Geo cntiben, 2255 bo beth to hia velenstnny eqpecenant, may 


aay 














1891. 





see fit to take, stipulating that the law take the same from one man 
as another. 

The right to create and publish and spread intelligence should be one 
which everybody could compete for, as in any other industry. I say 
if we did that we would take care of the author, and we would do the 
thing we claim we are undertaking to do and desire to do, while we 
would leave this great industry of bookmaking to stand in relation to 
the foreign industry of bookmaking upon the principles of the tariff 
itself. So that if in the Old World they choose to set up the plates of 
a book and bring them here to sell or manufacture for others to sell, 
we could imposea certain amount of duty either upon the book or upon 
the plate or upon the original of the lithograph or in whatever form 
these, when combined, constitute the literary production. In that way 
we would protect our American printer, we would protect our Ameri- 
can papermaker, we would protect our American publisher, and in all 
that industry which is analogous, and, if the authorship be eliminated, 
precisely analogous to any other industry, we would protect our labor 
and protect our capital, just as we protect by the tariff labor and capi- 
tal invested in any other business. 

That, sir, it strikes me is the kind of copyright bill we ought to 
enact. We ought to take care of the author, insist that whoevermakes 
his book or publishes his lithograph, or whoever publishes, circulates, 
and distributes a copy of his painting or of his statuary, anything 
which contributes to the development of the intellectual and moral 
and esthetic nature, all having the right to do it with free competi- 
tion, shall pay some reasonable sum, either stipulated by law or such 
as may be agreed upon by himself and those who undertake to circu- 
late his intellectual productions. 

In that we have taken care of the author, and we have avoided this 

reat evil, which is my objection to this bill, that if we enact thisinto 
= we have placed it in the power of 95 per cent. at least of the 
capital that is involved in the bookmaking business, with that tre- 
mendous monopolistic power which is mainly in the possession of a 


ad libitum the cost of intelligence to the mass of our people. 

I am afraid this bill has something in it that is radically wrong, be- 
cause we fail to make the distinction between authorship and the prac- 
tical everyday business of bookmaking, which is just exactly like any 
other business. 

So far as the suggestion is concerned that this bill must not be 
amended, that suggestion comes from one Senator from Connecticut, 
which seems to indicate a remarkable obliviousness on his part. If 
this bill can not be amended, then how can the labor bill be amended ? 
We have spent two or three days in efforts to amend the labor bill over 
and over, everything of the kind carrying it back to the House, and I 
have agreed to a multiplicity of amendments, hoping to get it at Jast 
in some form so that the House of Representatives could touch it and 
could agree upon something which we would submit to them. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator what has been the 
result of the amendments to his bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. Heaven only knows. I find myself at last by these 
same Connecticut Senators subjected to thissituation. I find that bill 
recommitted by the vote of this same Senator who most seriously ob- 

to this bill being amended. I can not get out of that fix, and I 
am obliged to supplicate and to beg of my committee and of every 
leading Senator on the floor, after recommitting this bill to the com- 
mittee and ousting it from our regular order of business, tc get it back 
here, to get a hearing, and to get an amendment in the end that will 
enable it to go to a committee of conference. 

That isa bill of great consequence. It involves the idea whether 
the eight-hour law, which we enacted, lo! these twenty-odd years ago, 
which has been construed by one act of Congress since, by sundry ex- 
ecutive proclamations,and by a resolution passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives in 1878, and in addition to all that has been acted upon 
in four-fifths of our business transactions with laboring men since 
that time—whether the construction placed upon it is to be reversed 
or whether its natural and itsconceded construction during these twenty - 
odd adi be applied to this remaining contingent of our laborers; 
and who have opposed the bill have produced here something 
that they tell me ifI will get it reported fromthe committee they will 
agree to. They are so very kind and conciliatory as that. I am going 
to get it reported if possible. The Committee on Education and La- 
bor is obliged to submit to this sort of thing. 

Why this distinction between bills which come here? One of them 
advocated by the great centralized, capitalistic, monopolistic publish- 
ing interest in this country, and the other by a few poor, half-starved 


servants of the Republic. One must be amended, one must be kicked | possible cost. 
about the Senate Chamber, one must be obtained if possible by every | 


hook and crook and stratagem that can be resorted to, and finally I 
have put into my hand what will be agreed to by the opponents of the 
bill. If I can get that through, very well. I will try to do that. 

I think this aristocratic bill, giving the authors of the world 1 or 
2 per cent. protection and those who print their books and get rich 
out of their brains, 95 to 98 per cent., may very well be amended in 
this which is urged by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. Frys], 
and nobody says a thing against this act of justice except the possibil- 
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ity that the bill will have to go back to the House of Representatives 
for concurrence inthe amendment. I can see no reason why weshouild 
not do it, and I warrant you, Mr. President, that bill will get through 
whether the labor bill does or not. There will not be the slightest dif- 
ficulty about it. Just as soon as we adopt that amendment the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut will move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment and ask for a committee of conference, and it will not be twenty- 
four hours before that will be agreed to, and it will not be forty-eight 
hours before it will be law. There will be no difficulty aboutit. | 
wish I felt as sure of getting the labor bill through as I do that this 
bill will succeed, no matter how much it is amended. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this bill contains three distinct provi- 
sions which have no possible connection with each other, and one, and 
only one, which has any relation to the compensation of an author for 
the product of his brain. The bill provides that a foreign author shall 
have the exclusive right of property in this country to sell his book to 
another person, who may or may not publish it, as he sees fit, and may 
charge such a price to the American feader as he thinks proper. It 
provides that this shall be done subject to the condition that the book 
shall be printed in the United States from material obtainable here. 

The bill has another provision, prohibiting the importation of all 
books except those that are printed in this country and from material 
obtainable here. It does provide that the American people shall not 
have the privilege of acquiring knowledge from any book except at the 
prices fixed by the foreign author from material obtained and work 
done in this country. What connection has that with the compensa- 
tion toan author and with the encouragement of science and invention ? 
They are entirely separate and distinct subjects, the one having no kind 
of connection with the other, and all of them looking to the end of im- 
posing upon the great mass of the American people conditions of possi- 


| ble hardship by excluding competition. 


What reason can be given forthe proposition, when an American pub- 


| lisher shall say to the purchaser trom the foreign author of this ex- 
very few publishing houses in this country, as we know, to increase | 


clusive right, ‘‘I will furnish to the American people this book at one- 
half the cost at which you are selling it,’’ or the law shall say to him, 
‘*You shall not do it,’’ for assuming in the beginning that it is impos- 
sible for the American publisher to do that? 

Mr. President, it appears to me that this is the most unreasonable 
bill that has ever been presented. It may be a positive limitation 
upon the rights of the American people to acquire learning. 

The cheaper a book can be published, unquestionably the better for 
our people. It is altogether reasonable that the purchaser from the 
foreign author of the book, of the work of his brain, will say, ‘‘ It is 
trne that youcan print this book at one-half the price that I am publish- 


| ing andselling it for, butitis alsotrue that it is more profitable to me to 


print a small number and obtain a higher price from a more limited 
and wealthy class of readers than to publish the cheapest edition for 
the whole people.’’ That is a proposition that may be true; but it can 
be no more said in regard to books than anything else, that to narrow 
competition, to exclude competition, is the best method of obtaining 
the cheapest price and the best article for the public. 

But, Mr. President, there is no connection between the proposition 
to give an exclusive right and monopoly to a foreign author and the 
purchaser from a foreign author in this country upon conditions that 
the American publisher, the American printer, the American type- 
setter, shall have the exclusive right to publish this book and the 
American reader shall be prohibited—/for that is the effect of this bill, 
to prohibit the American people, the poor men of the United States 
from acquiring knowledge from any ideas that may be discovered abroad, 
from any work of genius, of philanthropy, of economy, of science that 
may emanate abroad, unless it goes through the hands of an American 
mechanic, an American printer, an American publisher. If it be de- 
sirable to say that this limitation shall be imposed upon the oppor- 
tunity of the American people toacquire information, that is one thing. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR] well said, it may 
be provided for in different methods; but it has no connection with the 
proposition of providing an adequate compensation toa foreign author 
as an encouragement to invention and to science. It has no connection 
of any kind with that idea. “ 

I think that this is not a bill in its present shape which ought to re- 
ceive the favorable consideration of this body. I believe that this is 
an age of learning and of progress on the part of the people and not of 
privileged classes, and that the doors of education should be thrown 

| wide open and human thought should be allowed to course unimpeded 
throughout the world and every possible effort made to bring it to the 
minds of the poorest and humblest of the people, and at the smallest 


That is entirely consistent with giving to the author ofa book or the 
designer of a work of artan abundant compensation for his work. Then, 
if we shall say that this system of imposing conditions of publication 
here of higher price, of greater cost, of better quality, will result from 
limitingin this country the sale ofthe foreign book as published abroad, 
let a bill be provided for that, but do not mix up these things here. 
The two have no connection with each other and, in my judgment, this 
bill ought not to be passed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spoonerinthechair), The ques- 











2392 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 9, 





tion is on the amendments of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], 
which by unanimous consent are considered as one amendment, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I desire 
simply to say that I shall vote for the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Fry&] not because I approve of it, but because, 
if the provision contained in the bill for the benefit of printers is to 
be kept there, the other provision ought to go. I wish to state, how- 
ever, that if that amendment shall be adopted, and whether it is or 
not, i shall vote against the bill if either the provision now in it with 
reference to the interest of printers or the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine is adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 23, after the word ‘‘ book,”’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, 
engraving, cut, print, photograph, cromo, orlithograph;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That in the case of a book, a chart, dramatic or musical com- 
position, engraving, cut, print, pockemnen », chromo, or lithograph, the two 
copies of the same required to be delivered or deposited as above shall be 
printed from type set within the limits of the United States, or from plates 
made therefrom. 

In section 3, line 26, after the word ‘‘ therefrom,’’ it is proposed to 
insert ‘‘or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on stone, made 
within the limits of the United States, or from transfers made there- 
from; ’’ so as to read: 

The two copies of the same required to be delivered or deposited as above 
shall be printed from type set within the limits of the United States or from 
plates made therefrom, or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on 
stone made within the limits of the United States, or from transfers made there- 
from. 

In line 28, in the same section, after the word ‘* book,’’ it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, 
chromo, or lithograph, cut, print, or photograph;’’ so as to read: 

During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, 
or lithograph, cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or edi- 
tions thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set within the lim- 
its of the United States, shall be, etc. 

In section 3, line 29, after the word ‘‘ set,’’ it is proposed to insert, 
“engravings, negatives, or drawings on stone made;’’ so as to read: 


Or any plates of the same not made from type set, engravings, negatives, or 
drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States, shall be, etc. 

In section 3, line 35, after the word ‘‘book,’’ it is proposed to insert 
‘‘map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, print, 
photograph, chromo, or lithograph;’’ so as to read: 

And except in the case of persons purchasing for use and not for sale, who 
import not more than two copies of such book, map, chart, dramatic or musical 
composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo,or lithograph at any one 
time, in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of the copy- 


right, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with each 
importation. 


Mr. GORMAN, Is the vote to be taken on the entire amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the amend- 
ments were agreed to be*treated as one amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I prefer to take it as one amendment because it effects 
just one purpose, that is, putting the lithographers and photographers 
on the same scale with printers. It is really one amendment. Itdoes 
not change the bill in any respect, except to place the lithographers 
and photographers on the same level with printers. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PerriGREw]. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I withhold my vote unless 
it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]; otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair, when his 
name was called). The occupant of the chair is paired generally with 
the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent from the 
Chamber, and the occupant of the chair is therefore not at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson]. 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded, 


I am paired with the Sen- 
I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, he would 


Mr. DAWES. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Georgia 
[ Mr. CoLquirr] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTrT]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming 


{Mr. Cargy], who is in favor of this bill and I suppose would be 
opposed to any amendment to it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. Eustis]. : 


The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allen, Daniel, Manderson, Reagan, 
Allison, vis, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Berry, Frye, Morgan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pierce, Shoup, 
Blair, Hale, Plumb, Squire, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Power, Turpie. 
Coke, McPherson, Ransom, 

NAYS—24. 
Bate, Faulkner, Hoar, Stewart, 
Carlisle, George, Jones of Arkansas, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hampton, Morrili, Vest, 
Dixon, Harris, Platt, Warren, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Pagh, Washburn, 
Evarts, Higgins, Quay, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Kenna, Stanford, 
Barbour, Cullom, McConnell, Teller, 
Blodgett, Dolph, MeMillan, Vance, 
Brown, Eustis, Moody, Voorhees, 
Butler, Farwell, Paddock, Walthall, 
Call, tibson, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Gray, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Carey, Hearst, Pettigrew, 
Casey, Hiscock, Sanders, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now offer the amendment which I suggested 
awhile ago. On page 4, line 31, of section 3, I move to strike out, 
‘‘ prohibited ’’ and insert ‘‘ subject to the duty provided by law,’’ and 
in line 30 the words ‘‘ it is ’’ should be changed to ‘‘ they are,’’ to cor- 
respond with the amendment I propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 30, after the word ‘‘ and,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘it is’’ and insert ‘‘ they are,’’ and in line 
31, after the word “ hereby,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word 
‘** prohibited ’’ and insert ‘‘ subject to the duties provided by law;”’ 
so as to read: 

During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United 
States of any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, 
chromo, or lithograph cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition 
or editions thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set, engrav- 
ings, tives, or drawings on stone made, within the limits of the United 
States, ll be, and they are hereby, subject to the duties provided by iaw, ex- 
cept in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. _Is it the intention of the Senator from Ohio to 
admit free of duty all the other books provided for in the remaining 
part of that section ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this is adopted I propose to leave that pro- 
vision about free books, ‘‘ except in cases specified in section 2505,’’ 
and strike out ‘‘ except in the case of persons purchasing,’’ etc., in line 
33, to make it conform to the amendment I have offered. 

I will state, as several Senators are now present who were not here 
when I called attention to it before, that under the section as now 
framed, not only is a foreign author entitled to come into our country 
and secure a copyright, an exclusive right to print his book in our 
country, but he may contract with anybody to do that, he may give 
the Harper Brothers, one of the largest publis houses in ourcountry, 
an exclusive right to publish that book in the United States. To that 
extent itis a monopoly, and nobody could publish the book except the 
Harpers; but the next section provides in effect that a book printed in 
any foreign country shall be absolutely prohibited, and a copy of it can 
not be got at any price whatever. It is absolutely prohibited unless 
the owner of the copyright consents to it, and then it can be got only 
to the extent of two copies. So that it isa prohibition absolute and 
complete. 

On the contrary, I propose that this same book may be imported, 
because it makes no difference to the author whether his book is sold 
in America or in England, for he gets his royalty, profit, or whatever it 
may be called in either event. e provision as it now stands gives 
to the printer who secures the contract with the author an absolute 
and close monopoly, so that no importation can be made into this coun- 
try. Whatever may be the difference in the editions published or the 
character of the illustrations, or however strong a desire any citizen 
may have to import a book, he can not doso. In other words, it puts 
foreign books as against this copyright upon the prohibition of opium 
or any other immoral or improper im tion. The duty now on 
books is 25 per cent., and in this way undoubtedly the foreign author, 
by having a stipulation with the publisher in this country, and giving 
him a monopoly in this country of publishing his book, would divide 
the et them, the difference between the foreign price and 
American price. 

Lge at This amendment, of omne, ate absolute hostility to 

e of giving a foreigner a copyright country or an Ameri- 
cana abroad, Thisamendment, if , would kill copy- 
right in this country by any foreign author, consequently would 
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kill American copyright abroad. The proposition is to pretend to give 
a foreigner a copyright in this country, which is the right to sell his 
book in this country, and the exclusive right to sell his book in this 
country, or to make contracts with other persons to publish and sell 
his book exclusively in this country. That is copyright. 
less than that is not copyright. 


Now, the proposition is that, having pretended to give him an ex- 


make a contract with another person to publish and sell it, the book 


may be sold in this country by anybody who car buy it in a foreign | 


market, bring itin here, paying the duty, and sellit. Thatis not copy- 

ht. Itis a mere question of the price of books in this country. 
Thatisall. Itdces not in any sense establish the idea of copyright in 
this country for foreigners or secure to American authors copyrights in 
another country. It is hostile to the principle of the bill and destroys 
the principle of the bill. 

This is a great question, and the question is fundamental. It is 
whether an author has the right of property in the reproduction of what 
he has produced. The Senator from Ohio says he has not, that any- 
body may bring it here. 
copyrighted abroad, the copyright in America is worth nothing to him. 
The idea of saying that if the author does not make a contract for the 
Cee of his book, which can not be undersold by a foreign book, 

e shall not have any right in this country, is a mere delusion, and he 
is no better off. 

The bill will give the foreign author nothing in this country which 
he does not now possess if the amendment of the Senator from Ohio is 
agreed to. The book is now publishedabroad. Itis brought here and 
sold here. He gets his pay for his foreign copyright, and if he can 
not make a contract here for this market exclusively, he gets nothing 
more than he gets now. 

T insist, Mr. President, that the matter of copyright is one of great 
benefit. We hear the complaint every day that we have no American 
literature. Why not? Because we do not protect American author- 
shin and American literature except in this country; because under 
the laws as they exist now the American author can have no right in 
his property abroad, and the inducement to authorship and the induce- 
ment to create a better and a higher class of literature in this country 
is limited by what he can get in the markets of this country for his 
work, subject to the influx of foreign literature. 

Nothing, in my judgment, will tend more to build up this country 
in its intellectual, its moral, and its material development than the 
extension of copyright to foreigners in this country, so that our authors 
may have copyright in foreign countries, so that the property, property 
with all the essential elements of property, of a man residing across 
the line in Canada or across the ocean in England, or in France, or in 
Germany, shall not be stolen the moment it is transported to this 
country, and so that the property of an American citizen shall not be 
stolen the moment it is transported across the water. Protect this 
property and you will begin to developan American literature, one of 
which we shall be proud, one which will do as much towards the ma- 


terial development and progress of this country, perhaps, as the pro- 
tection of inventions has done for it. 


It makes no difference if the book has been | 
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Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator 
please repeat it? . 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say that so far as the bill relates to the rights 
of the authorsof literary worksand the profits of the authors of literary 


works it does not affect this bill in the least; but I admit that so far 


I did not hear the last sentence. 


| as the bill relates to the protection of the publishers of these works in 





I am simply astonished, Mr. President, that any one should talk | 


about giving copyright in America toa person not a citizen of America, 
which is the exclusive right to control the sale of the reproduction of 
his book, and then say that right shall be interfered with by any cheap 
literature which may come here from abroad. The two things are in- 
consistent. They are utterly hostile to each other. It is not copy- 
right if this amendment is adopted; it is a delusion and a sham 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I am in favor of reciprocal inter- 
national copyright, and by that I mean a law or a code of laws under 
which an author in one country can have his work copyrighted in 
another country, and secure for himself for a limited time the exclu- 
sive right to publish and sell it, or to transfer that right to some one 
else, to be held and enjoyed during that time, and under which the 
works thus copyrighted may be interchanged between all the different 
countries in which the copyright exists, as any other articles of mer- 
chandise may be exchanged. If that is not what ismeant by reciprocal 
international cepyright, I do not understand the meaning of the term. 

I voted nst the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Frye] because, being in favor of the principle embodied in this 


bill so far as it relates to the protection of the rights of authors them- | 


selves, I was disposed to let it pass the Senate without amendment; 
but inasmuch as the Senate has seen proper to adopt all the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senator from Maine, I consider it my duty now 
to vote for every amendment which in my opinion will improve the 
bill, and shall do so. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] insists that the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] is absolutely fatal to the bill and is equivalent to its defeat. So 
far as this bill relates to the rights of the author of literary works, the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio does not affect it in the 
least degree whatever, but so far as it relates to the protection of the 

of their works in this country, I concede that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio does affect it. The right of the 
author is—— 





| right to publish and sell it in that country. 








| this country it does affect their interests under this bill, but not seri- 
clusive right to sell his book in this country, an exclusive right to | 


ously. 


The right of the author is the right to have his book copyrighted, for 
instance, in England, France, or Germany, carrying with it the exclusive 
If he procures a copyright 
in the United States, he acquires also the exclusive right to publish and 
sellit in thiscountry. What difference does it make to him whether 
the book which he has thus copyrighted in all the countries is sold 
first in England or France or Germany, or is sold first in the United 
States? If sold in either country he gets what he has contracted to 
receive from the publisher, or, if he is himself the publisher, he re- 
ceives a profit upon his book. If it is published in England and sold 
there by a publisher who has acquired from the author the right to 
sell it upon the payment of a consideration and then is imported into 
the United States and sold here again, how, I ask the Senator from 
Connecticut, is the right of the author affected ? 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will allow me- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, because I want to get at the exact oper- 
ation of this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. What does the author get by a copyright in America 
in that case which he does not get now ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. He gets nothing now. 

Mr. PLATT. He gets the sale of the foreign books here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He gets the benefit of the sale of the foreign book 
here, but he gets nothing from the American publisher under the law 
as it now exists if he sees proper to republish his book in the United 
States, but this proposed law protects him in that regard. 

Mr. PLATT. He would not get anything from the American pub- 
lisher in that case. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The very purpose of this bill is to enable the au- 
thor of the literary work produced abroad to secure the exclusive right 
to publish and sell it in the United States, which he does not have 
now, and that right would not be taken away from him at all by the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, except to the limited 
extent that it might be interfered with by the importation of a few 
books from the foreign country in which they were published, but 
upon those books he has received the benefit of his royalty or his con- 
tract, whatever it was. 

Now, I submit that a duty of 25 per cent. upon books, and 35 per 
cent. upon lithographs, photographs, and chromos, with an addition of 
15 per cent. or more under the administrative act on account of the 
packages in which they are inclosed, making 40 per cent. in one case 
and 50 per cent. in the other, is ample protection fur the producers of 
these articles in this country. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to ask whether the tariff 
duties on these articles have been increased. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; the duty was increased from 25 per cent. 
to 35 per cent. upon some of these articles, but as to books it remains 
the same as it was before, 25 per cent. Now it is proposed by the 
House of Representatives in the bill before us not only to subject all 
these articles —— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Allow me to interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from New York ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For the purpose of being exact I inquire of the 
Senator from Kentucky upon what class of these articles was the duty 
increased from 25 to 35 per cent. I think as to photographs it is true 
that the duty was increased. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think Iam correct about it. I am speaking 
from recollection only, though I am quite sure | am not mistaken. 
There was an increase from 25 per cent. to 35 per cent. in addition to 





| the reimposition of duties upon the packages in which these articles 


come, which was a very considerable increase. 
Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I will read the pro- 
vision of the law. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 
Mr. HISCOCK. The law provides that: 


Books, including blank books of all kinds, pamphlets, and engravings, bound 
or unbound, photographs, etchings, maps, charts, and all printed matter not 


| specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent.ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Now, look at a paragraph preceding that. 
Senator will find it on the same page, I think. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Paragraph 419. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it this provision: ‘‘ Papers known commercially 
as copying paper ?’’ etc. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Yes, that is it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The provision is: 


Papers known commercially as copying paper, filtering paper, silver paper, 


The 


Read it through. 
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and all tissue paper, white or colored, whether made up in copying books, 
reams, or in any other form, 8 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per 
cent, ad valorem; albumenized or sensitized paper, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is not the paragraph—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. The next provision of the tariff law is: 

Papers known commercially as surface-coated papers, and manufactures 
thereof, card boards, lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound or 
unbound (except illustrations when forming a part of a periodical, newspaper, 
or in printed books accompanying the same), and all articles produced either 


in whole or in part by lithographic process, and photograph, autograph, and 
scrap albums, wholly or partially manufactured, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. That was an increase from 25 per cent., which 
was the rate under the old law, to 35 per cent. in the Jaw which was 
passed at the recent session and is now in force. In the face of this 
protection of about 35 per cent. in the one case and 50 per cent. in the 
other case, including the duties upon the packages in both cases, the 
House of Representatives has sent to the Senate a bill in which it is 
proposed to absolutely prohibit the importation of a great mass of liter- 
ature which our people desire to have and which they have a right to 
have, 

It may be, Mr. President, as I believe has been suggested before dur- 
ing this debate, that a citizen of the United States, notwithstanding 
there may be fine editions of a certain work published in his own coun- 
try, desires to procure a copy of some edition published abroad and 
prefers to have that on account of the superior manner in which it is 
printed or bound or illustrated, yet under this bill as it stands the 
United States would by its customs officers stop him at the boundary 
of the country and refuse absolutely to allow him to bring in those 
books. ‘This is not done for the benefit of the author, in whose inter- 
ests this bill purports to have been framed, but in the interest of the 
publishers of these books in the United States, and in their interest 
alone. 

I shall therefore vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio, and I shall vote for every other amendment from this time 
on proposed to the bill which in my judgment will improve its pro- 
visions, notwithstanding, as I said, the fact that I started out to vote 
against all amendments upon the supposition that the passage of the 
bill would be endangered and that we had better take it, even in the 
crude and imperfect and objectionable form in which it stood, and 
trust to future legislation to remedy it, than to let it fail now. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
ask a question of the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I call the Senator’s attention to the language 
near the bottom of the first page of the bill, which provides that any 
person ‘‘shall, upon complying with the provisions of this chapter, have 
the sole liberty’’ of vending these books; in other words, the sole 
rightof sale. If you turn to a subsequent section, on page 7, you will 
find that if any other person ‘‘shall sell or expose to sale any copy of 
such book ’’ he shall be liable to prosecution and fine. 

I ask the Senator, if this part of the bill were stricken ont and the 
remainder of the bill should stand, what difference would it make to 
the importer of books and what would be the advantage in striking 
out this provision ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That clause only relates to the book publisher in 
America. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I supposed; that it referred to the 
edition which is printedin the United States under the copyright, and 
the publisher by that acquires the exclusive right to sell it, and every 
other person is prevented from selling it. 

Mr. McPHERSON, It relates to that, and in like manner to the 
foreign and domestic copyrighters if they have got to print their books 
in the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thethird section relates to. imported goods and 
the first section to domestic goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I willsay to the Senator from New Jersey that if 
the part of the bill to which he calls my attention is really susceptible 
of the construction which he impliedly puts upon itI shall cheerfully 
vote to change it so that it shall conform to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. It seems to me that it will not change the bill 
at all. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, whoever is opposed to foreign copy- 
right will vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 
for that destroys the foreign copyright. There will be left the protec- 
tion of the importation of foreign print from abroad, but there will be 
no protection of copyright. As I insisted in the observations I made 
before, the two subjects of copyright and tariff duty have nothing to do 
with each other. If Senators do not wish to have acopyright of a for- 
eign author, then vote down the bill, but do not imagine for a moment 
that after this amendment is adopted there is any foreign copyright. 

We have labored for a long while to bring in accord publ and 
authors in reference to copyright. We have an elaborate scheme here 
by which we protect the author in his authorship, but insist that the 
manufacture shall be here; and this bill provides that all the man- 





ufactures of the copyrighted author shall be printed here. Now, look 
at the blow given to theauthor by thisamendment. His opportunity 
to make a contract here is destroyed if the publisher making the con- 
tract has no monopoly. On the other hand, the publisher here is under 
complete constriction as to printing. Nobody else here can print the 
book, and we throw the printing open to the world, and every other 
industry engaged in the manufacture. I say we throw it open to the 
world, as we do absolutely, except so far as our provisions in regard to 
duties go. 

Senators have in their minds only the cost of publications in Eng- 
land and are talking only of English authorship being protected here. 
See how absolutely all such protection to the printer here, and all pro- 
tection, really, to the author’s monopoly by his contract disappears. 
Every cheap publication of the English author at Leipsic or at any of 
the great printing establishments on the continent under this amend- 
ment can be shipped here with nothing but 25 per cent. on a book 
that costs 10 or 15 cents, when the publisher here, under this contract, 
would charge 50 cents or $1 or $1.50 or $2. 

Let Senators vote with their eyes open. Every enemy of foreign 
authorship and copyright protection should vote for the amendment. 
Everybody who is in favor of the system, combined as it is of protect- 
ing the author in our market and the printer and the publisher and 
industries here, should vote against it. It is vain to call this a copy- 
right bill after there is no sanction in the protection. We have been 
debating all this day in favor of the amendment to give the sanction of 
exclusion to the photographers, but it has been incorporated into the 
bill, and now the whole is to be struck out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When I find myself differing with the distinguished 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] I am certainly in grave doubt 
as to whether I am right or wrong. When I find that I differ from 
both the Senator from Connecticut and my distinguished colleague 
from New York [Mr. Evarts] of course I am pretty sure that I am 
wrong. 

With the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], I say in respect 
to this bill that, if the amendment of the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] had been rejected, I should have voted for the bill and against 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
It is now clear, however, that the bill must go into conference, and 
that being the case, I am constrained to vote for the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Now, let us look at the situation as it is presented if that amend- 
ment is adopted. I insist that the foreign author has no interest in 
that question. I do not believe that a foreign author can be found 
who will oppose the amendment suggested by the Senator from Ohio. 
We have this condition: He is protected in his copyright here under 
this proposed law, and a bounty, if you please, or a tariff, is provided 
of 25 per cent. ad valorem to induce him to have his book printed here 
in the United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. May Iask the Senator from New York a question ? 

Mr, HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Are not all books entitled to the same protection ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are. 

Mr. MORRILL. What is the advantage, then, to the man who gets 
a copyright here ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is just this advantage, that if he can not 
have his work copyrighted it is pirated here by everybody, and cheap 
editions are put upon the market. That is just the difference. I in- 
sist that that is just the case. I doit after having given full exami- 
nation to this question heretofore, and I think the Senator trom Ver- 
mont will concur with me in the expression of the opinion that in 
respect to books which are not copyrighted, in respect practically to all 
those covered by this provision of the bill, the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine having been adopted, independent of the copyright, 
American publishers may compete with foreign publishers with 25 per 
cent. dutyadvalorem. Itisall theyask. Itis all the engravers under 
the bill, after fall examination, claimed was necessary for them to have, 
and so far as books are concerned, on which there was no copyright to 
pay, those upon which the copyright had expired, I have never heard 
the claim advanced that 25 per cent. ad valorem duty was not sufficient 
to protect them. 

Recurring in to the question that was suggested by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv], the condition of the thing is that with- 
out this law, where these American publishers have published a book 
here, they have the benefit of 25 per cent. ad valorem in the first in- 
stance against the foreign book, and they publish it here without pay- 
ing any copyright whatever. That is what the authors complain of. 
They publish inferior editions, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN]. Iask the Senator from Vermont again to reflect 
upon the protection which they have, the difference in the condition 
between the two. In the one case, without this law, the publisher 
here has the advantage of his 25 per cent.ad valorem duty against 
the foreign book and is relieved from the payment of the copyright 


tax. 
Mr. MORRILL. The author of course must divide this 25 per cent. 
with the publisher, and therefore he will not have the 25 per cent. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I do not see how he is to divide it, because the 25 
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per cent., in the first instance, is the protection, and doubtless the 


same copyright tax which is imposed here will be imposed upon the | 
If, as the Senator | 


foreign book in the country where it is published. 
from Vermont suggests, the author would give his book to the foreign 
publisher without paying any copyright to him, there might be some- 
thing in his point, but I assume that authors will license publishers to 
give these books to the market at the same copyright rate here that 
they do abroad. 

I desire to call attention to a suggestion made by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] earlier in the day, in which he attempted to 
illustrate that the principle involved in the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio was against the principle in respect of our patent laws. 
Do I understand the Senator from Connecticut to claim that, subject 
to the duty alone under our patent laws, we can not import foreign 
goods here which are patented by a foreign manufacturer or by a for- 
eign inventor? 

If such is the case under the present law, I have simply this to say 
in respect to it, and I take the open-hearth processs to illustrate it: I 
ask if that can not be bought in England and brought here subject to 
the rate of duty without being subject to the patent laws here? If 
that is the practical effect under our patent laws, in my judgment 
they ought to be corrected. It may be so theoretically, but it has never 
been so practically. 

Take steel rails, for instance, which I suppose were covered for a 
long period of time hereby patents. I did not understand that the con- 
sumers of steel rails here, in addition to being subjected to the duty 
imposed upon steel rails, might be subject upon the rajls imported to 
this country to a further tax or a further burden imposed by the in- 
ventor of steel rails. Upon the American product, of course, that is 


paid, but upon the foreign product we have not been accustomed to | 


ay it. 

* Let us look at this bill as itis drawn. I am a good protectionist, 
and I think there is no one here who will doubt my standing as a pro- 
tectionist and that I believe in the doctrine. The bill provides that 
in the case of a ‘‘ book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, 
engraving, chromo, cut, print, or photograph, or in case of a painting, 
drawing, statue, statuary, model, or design for a work of the fine arts, 
or a photograph of same’’—in respect to all those goods, eliminating 
books, the proprietor or the artist upon the other side can procure them 
to be copyrighted in this country. That might transpire with respect 
to them, and they then could not be published in this country, and not 
a single copy could be purchased or brought here and sold to an Amer- 
ican citizen, except by the written consent of the holder of the copy- 
right attested by two witnesses. 

I am not willing to gotothatextent. If the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine had been rejected, if it had been limited to books 
alone, I should have been willing to have voted for the bill, taking the 
chances in the future for legislation to remedy any evils which might 
be visited upon our consumers here or any defect that might be ap- 
parent. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PLATT. May I make an inquiry ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PLATT. I know that, but I desire to make an inquiry as to 
what the standing order of the Senate is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The standing order of the Senate 
made on Saturday is as follows: 

That, unless otherwise directed, on and after Monday next, February 9, dur- 


ing the residue of the present session of the Senate, a recess shall be taken, ex- 
cepting on Saturdays, from 6 o’clock p, m. to 8 o’clock p.m. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. If at liberty to vote, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when Mr. CAsEyY’s name was called). 
from North Dakota [Mr. Casry] requested me to announce his pair 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. CULLoM’s name was called). The Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom], who has been called from the Chamber 
temporarily, requested me to announce his pair with the Senator from 
Delaware {| Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], and withhold my vote unless it 
be n to make a quorum. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPooNER in the chair, when his 
name was called). The occupant of the chair is paired generally with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent, and is 
therefore not at liberty to vote. 


I move that the Senate adjourn until 


I am paired with the 


eae ee . 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The Senator | 


2395 


| Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called), I have a general pair 

with .the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. I have serious 
doubts as to how he would vote on this question, and I therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, Lam paired with the Senator 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PIERCE, Is the Senator from Kentucky 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. PIERCE. 
Senator, 

Mr. VEST. I was requested to announce the pair between the 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. ButLEr]. 
“*nay’’ if present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I 
[Mr. Carry]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am requested to announce 
from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom ] 
Maine [Mr. HALE}. 

Mr. HARRIS (atter having voted in the affirmative). 
the 





from North Caro- 
af ‘ . . s 
ir, CARLISLE] re- 


He has not voted 
Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with that 





Sen- 
The Senator from Pennsylvania would vote 


am paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
that the Senator 
is paired with the Senator from 


| 

| I inquire if 

Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Morrti tt] is recorded as voting ? 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont is not re- 

corded. 

| Mr. HARRIS. 

| 


I am paired with that Senator. I have already 
voted ‘‘ yea,’’ 


I suppose he would vote ‘‘ nay’’ if present, and I ther 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from Dela 
ware [Mr. GrAy], and therefore withhold my vote. 
| Mr. PLATT. I voted in the negative inadvertently, being paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR]. I suggest to the Sen 
ator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] that we transfer our pairs, so that 
we may both vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
** yea.’”? 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to announce that my 
HEES } is detained from the Senate by illness, 

Mr. PADDOCK, Ihavea general pair with the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Eustis], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; 


That will be agreeable to me. I re-record my vote 


colleague [Mr. Voor- 


as follows 


YEAS—17. 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, George, McPherson, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, 
Daniel, Harris, Reagan, 
NAYS—29, 

Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Allison, Hale, Paddock, Squire, 
Blair, Hawley, Piatt, Stewart, 
Chandler, Higgins, Power, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hiscock, Quay, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sanders 

Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 

ABSENT—42. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, McConnell, Stanford, 
Barbour, Cullom, MeMillan, Teller, 
Blodgett, Dawes, Moody, Vance, 
Brown, Dolph, Morrill, Voorhees. 
Butler, Eustis, Pasco, Walthall, 
Call, Farwell, Payne, Warren, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carey, Gray, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Hearst, Plumb Wolcott. 
Casey, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

Jockrell, Kenna, “pooner, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask leave of absence for this evening for special 
| reasons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| of absence for this evening. 


he Senator from Illinois asks leave 
Isthere objection? ‘TheChair hears nonce. 
| Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. President, I make the same request. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asks the 
Senate for leave of absence for this evening. Isthereobjection? Thé 
| Chair hears none. 
| Mr. GEORGE. By the advice of a physician I ask to be excns 
| from attendance on any night session of the Senate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi asks to 
be excused from attendance upon any night session of the Senate. Is 
there objection to the request? ‘The Chair hears none, and the Sen- 
ator is excused. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I ask leave of absence for this evening. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washiugton 
leave of absence for this evening. Is there objection? 
Mr. PLATT. I think the application of the Senator from Missis- 
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sippi [Mr. GrorGe], who gave reasons for leave of absence, was per- 
fectly legitimate; but I confess that the granting of leave of absence 
without any reason being assigned is a very nice way to destroy a 
quorum of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, as I made the first 
request, I wish to state that I have been paired with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray], and have no right to vote in his absence upon 
contested questions, ‘That being the case, and having an engagement 
for to-night, I concluded I would ask leave of absence so that I could 
not be sent for, as I could not be of any use when I got here. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can transfer his pair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
object to the request of the Senator from Washington ? 

Mr. PLATT. I make no formal objection, but I do trust that Sena- 
tors will attend the sessions of the Senate, so that we may have a 
quorum todo business, when we have agreed to a standing order of 
the Senate to meet at 8 o’clock in the evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
Squire] asks to be excused from attending the session of the Senate 
this evening. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The question is 
on excusing the Senator from Washington from attendance on the ses- 
sion of the Senate this evening. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I withdraw the request, and beg to state that I shall 
be here this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould be glad to hear that amendment explained. 
I have not understood it as yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand it to | 
be his function to explain it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the reading of the amendment, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 30, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘it is’’ and insert ‘‘they are;’’ and in line 31, to strike 
out the word ‘‘ prohibited ’’ and to insert ‘‘ subject to the duties pro- 
vided by law;’’ so as to read 


During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, 
or lithograph cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or edi- 
tions thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set, engravings, 
negatives, or drawings on stone made, within the limits of the United States 
shall be, and they are hereby, subject to the duties provided by law, etc. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio. I heard theSenator explain his amendment, but I could not un- 
derstand the explanation. I wish to know, for I do not think that it 
will be claimed by anybody that the amendment in its application is 
very intelligible, unless it be explained by an artist or an expert, what 
is the effect of this amendment upon the relations of publishers in this 
country to each other when they undertake to deal with a foreign au- 
thor who has a copyright? By the Senator’s amendment are all pub- 
lishers in the United States at liberty to compete on equal terms? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 6 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate, in pursuance of its order heretofore made, takes a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. GORMAN presented sundry amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (S. 4411) to authorize the Washington and Western 
Railroad Company of Virginia to extend its line into and within the 
District of Colambia; which were ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr.SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business—just for a few minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR, I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I renew the suggestion of the absence of a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair had announced the motion for an ex- 
ecutive session carried. Of course when the galleries are cleared the 
suggestion will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the 
galleries and close the doors, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After twelve minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest there is no quorum present to trans- 


| act business, As this is a very important bill we have now before us 


I think we ought to have at least forty-five Senators here to do the 
business of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The presence of a quorum being 
challenged by the Senator from West Virginia, the Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Evarts, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Bate, Farwell, McPherson, Sanders, 
Blair, Faulkner, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Casey, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Morgan, Shoup, 
Coke, Harris, Morril!, Spooner. 
Daniel, Hawley, Paddock, Squire, 
Davis, Higgins, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dolph, Hiscock, Power, Vest. 
Edmunds, Hoar, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine Senators have responded 
to their names. No quorum is present. What is the further pleasure 
of the Senate ? 

Mr. PLATT. If I may be permitted to say a single word at this 
period of the proceedings, I suggest unanimous consent be given to 
take up the Calendar of private pension cases unobjected to, with the 
understanding that that is all the business which will be transacted 
to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is impossible in the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. Less than a quorum can not give unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair is of opinion that less than 
& quorum can not give unanimous consent, 

Mr. PLATT. ThenI move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, and I shall 
vote for the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn, on which question the Senator from 
Vermont demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas { Mr. JoNEs], and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allen, Edmunds, Hoar, Reagan, 
Bate, Farwell, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Faulkner, McPherson, Vest. 
Coke, Gorman, Morgan, 
Daniel, Harris, Platt, 

NAYS—20, 
Blair, Frye, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Casey, Hawley, Paddock, Shoup, 
Davis, Higgins, Power, Squire, 
Dolph, Manderson, Quay, Stewart, 
Evarts, Mitchell, Sanders, Stockbridge. 

ABSENT—50. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Allison, Cullom, Kenna, Teller, 
Barbour, Dawes, McConnell, Turpie, 
Berry, Dixon, MeMillan, Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Moody, Voorhees, 
Blodgett, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Warren, 
Butler, Gray, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Call, Hale, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Carey, Hearst, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Chandler, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote disclosing the want of a 
quoram, it is the duty of the Chair to direct the Secretary to call the 
roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Sergeaut-at- Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. PLATT. That can not be done until the roll is called. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit that the motion is now in order, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. The roll has been called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The roll has been called anda motion to adjourn 
has been made. It seems to me, with great respect, that the motion 
to send for absentees isin order; but I am not so sure about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Business has intervened since the roll call. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to make a suggestion. Very often on a 
call of the yeas and nays there are a number of pairs announced, so 
that the vote does not really indicate whether forty-five Senators are 
present or not, but a roll-call does indicate all who are present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll-call be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary ealled the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Alien, Casey, Daniel, Edmunds, 
Bate, Cockrell, Davis, Evarts, 
Blair, Coke, Dolph, Farwell, 
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Faulkner, Ingalls, Platt, Shoup, 

e, McPherson, Power, Spooner, 
Gorman, Manderson, Quay, Squire, 
Harris, Mitchell, Reagan, Stewart, 
Hawley, Morgan, Sanders, Stockbridge, 
Higgins, Morrill, Sawyer, Vest. 

Hoar, Paddoek, Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine Senators have responded 
to their names on the call of the roll, There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. Pending which motion I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I will if the Senator desires it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Themotion toadjourn is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska by inserting what the eight members of the Senate on the 
11th of March, 1789, in the absence of a quorum, thought it proper to 
adopt, that a circular letter—— 

Mr. BLAIR. That is outlawed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont has the 
floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is older than the eight-hour claim; it is out- 
lawed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator had beiter say eight claimsan hour, | 
I should think. [ Laughter. ] They agreed that the following circu- 
lar letter should be written to the absentSenators, requesting their im- 
mediate attendance, and I move to amend the motion of the Senator 
from Nebraska to make it conform to this: 

New York, March 11, 1789. 

Sir: Agreeably to the Constitution of the United States, eight members of 
the Senate and eighteen of the House of Representatives have attended here 
since the 4th of March. It being of the utmost importance that a quorum suf- 
ficient to proceed to business be assembled as soon as possible, it is the opinion 


of the gentlemen of both Houses that information of their situation be imme- 
diately communicated to the absent members, etc. 


I hope my friend from Nebraska will agree that that be put into the 
direction to the Sergeant-at- Arms. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will agree to it all except New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, the Senator from Tennessee—— 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask leave of the Senator from Tennessee to make 
a single statement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SANDERS. TheSenator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce],who 
left here at 6 o’clock this evening upon the recess of the Senate, re- 
quested me to state that he had been appointed upon a committee to 
attend the funeral services of a member of the other House from the 
State of Tennessee. If his name was called in his absence he desired 
me to make this statement. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion to instruct the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent Senators the 
Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senatedo nowadjourn. [Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. STEWART. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
geen and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I understand that the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr, JoNEs], with whom I am paired, would, 
if present, vote for the motion to adjourn, and therefore I shall vote. 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. CarEy], bat I am inclined to think that he would be very much 
disposed to do as ido if he were present; that is, to vote ‘‘yea,”’ 
Therefore I will vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—24, 


Allen, Davis, Harris, Quay, 
Bate, Edmunds, Hiscock, Reagan, 
Call, Farwell, Ingalls, Sherman, 
— Z aulkner, es rson, Spooner, 
e, rye organ, Stockbridge, 
Daniel, Gorman, Platt, Vest. 
NAYS—I5. 

Blair, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 
Doisk Higgins, Power, Squire, 

s Manderson, Sanders, Stewart. 
Evarts, Mitchell, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—49. 

Aldrich, Cameron, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, 
Allison, Carey, George, Jones of Nevada, 
Barbour, Carlisle, Gibson, Kenna, 

q oo ws McConnell, 

rp. quitt, ale, MeMillan, 

Blodgett, " Cullom, Hampton, Moody, 
Brown, Dawes, Hearst, Paddock, 
Butler, Dixon, Hoar, Pasco, 
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Payne, Ransom, Voorhees, Wilson of Md, 
Pettigrew, Stanford, Walthall, Wolcott, 
Pierce, Teller, Warren, 

Plumb, Turpie, Washburn, 

Pugh, Vance, Wilson of Lowa, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o’clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.} the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 10, 
1891, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 9th day of February, 1891. 
JUDGES OF PROBATE, 

Joseph D, Jones, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Utah 
County, in the Territory of Utah, his term having expired January 31, 
1891. 

James A. Stark, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Pi Ute 
County, in the Territory of Utah, his term having expired January 19, 
1891. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS, 

Charles J. Robb, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana, to succeed Louis J. Weiler, 
whose term of office will expire by limitation February 9, 1891. 

Emerson Etheridge, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
portof Memphis, intheState of Tennessee, to succeed Thomas I’. Tobin, 
whose term of office will expire by limitation February 28, 1891, 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Nelson FE. Nelson, of North Dakota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of North Dakota and South Dakota, in the States of North 
Dakota and South Dakota. New oflice created by act approved Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 9, 1891, 
POSTMASTERS, 


Arthur L. Kemper, to be postmaster at Comanche, in the county of 
Comanche and State of Texas. 
William H. Fairless, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county of 


| Gibson and State of Tennessee. 


Frank Ellis, to be postmaster at Muncie, in the county of Delaware 
and State of Indiana. 
James B. Haines, jr., to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 
Rush O. Fellows, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of Ne- 
maha and State of Nebraska. 
John B. Seal, to be postmaster at Millersburgh, in the county of 
Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 
Edward M. Rands, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the county 
of Clackamas and State of Oregon. 
Charles A. Kirtland, to be postmaster at Deep River, in the county 
of Middiesex and State of Connecticut. ; 
Frank Woodmansee, to be postmaster at New Decatur, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Alabama. 
William H. Mann, to be postmaster at Wilber, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Nebraska. 
Philo A. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county of 
Berry and State of Michigan. 
Henry R. Austin, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Michigan. . 
William FE. Ritch, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
Martin V. Clark, to be postmaster at Sutton, in the county of Clay 
and State of Nebraska. 
Henry Bordewick, to be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the county of 
Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota. 
Samuel H. Stevens, to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the county of 
Muskegon and State of Michigan. 
Adolph Hutlemeyer, to be postmaster at Ridgewood, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
Martin W. Hubbard, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Mercer and State of New Jersey. 
William J. Smith, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Eu- 
reka and State of Nevada. 7 
Edward Loudensleger, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Sandusky and State of Ohio. 
John W. Crawford, to be postmaster at Richwood, in the county of 
Union and State of Ohio. 
George C. Potter, to be postmaster at Gloversville, in the county of 
Fulton and State of New York. 
John Zumstein, to be postmaster at Cincinnati, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of Ohio. . 
Thomas Starry, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Ohio. P 
James C. Newcomb, to be postmaster at Ripley, in the county of 
srown and State of Ohio, 
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MONDAY, February 9, 1891. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m 
W. H. MiLeury, D. D. 


rhe Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


of Michael Meskell; 

A bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider; 

A bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E. 
Crouse; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) for cancellation of contract with United States 
engineer for delivery of stone for the improvement of the mouth of 
the Columbia River in Oregon and Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 

A bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to the constraction | 
of a bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys County, Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 11391) for the construction and completion of suitable 
school buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other 
States. 

A bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops; 

A bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pet- 
titt; 

A bill (HI. R. 12042) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under 
the waters of the bay of New York between the town of Middletown, 
in the county of Richmond, and the town of New Utrecht, in the 
county of Kings, in the State of New York, and to establish the same 
as a post road; and 

A bill (H. R. 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson. 

During the reading of the titles, 

Mr. McKINLEY said: Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the titles of these bills be printed in the Recorp without being read 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What bills are those, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It is a report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Ifouse the bill (S. 3770} to incorporate 
the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia, with amendments of the House disagreed to by the Senate, 
and on which a conference was asked. The House insisted on its 
amendments, and Mr. Grout, Mr. Post, and Mr. HEARD were ap- 
pointed conferees on the part of the House. 


































ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, before the motion is put, I desire to sug- 
gest that this is District day, but I see the chairman of the commit- 
tee is present. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, this is the day set apart by the rules 
of the House for the transaction of business presented by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and while I do not wish to take a mo- 
ment of the time of the House unnecessarily from the consideration of 
appropriation bills, as it seems the whole day will be consumed in that 
way, it does seem to me that we ought to have some understanding as 
to the time when we may bring forward several important matters re- 
ported by that committee and dispose of them. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why can you not ask for an eveming session for that 

urpose? 

The SPEAKER. This debate is not in order, except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I would suggest that 
bills of the class reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
ought to be killed as arule, and we had better go on with the business, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Any gentleman who makes such a statement as 
that does not know what he is talking about. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Regular order. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I thought the gentleman from Kansas had some 
sense, ' 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order ona motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The regular order is demanded, and the question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Illingls. 
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Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmita request for unani- 
mous consent. I hope the gentleman will not 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been demanded, and the 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ilinois 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair decline to entertain a request for 
unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, and nobody knows 
better than the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] what the pro- 
prieties are. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair decline to entertain a request to 
submit a question for unanimous consent ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I call for the regular order, and 
I call the gentleman from Illinois to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey callsfor the reg- 
ular order and calls the gentleman from Illinois to order. 

Mr.SPRINGER. And I call the gentleman from New Jersey to order. 

The question on the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was 
put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose we have the ayes and nays on that. 

Mr. GROUT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker proceeded to again put the question, pending which, 

Mr. CANNON said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. ENLOE. We want no more unanimous consent. 

Mr. GROUT. Iask unanimous consent that the chairman of the 











Committee on Appropriations be heard -—— 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] ob- 


jects. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I thought the gentleman from New Jersey ob- 


jected. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey objects to the 


gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] There is no difficulty about 
this matter. 


Mr. GROUT. Will the Chair submit my request that the chairman 


of the Committee on Appropriations be heard fora moment? I ask 


unanimous consent that he be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Vermont? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not object to requests for unanimousconsent being 
made, but do object to this thing of unanimous consent being always 


asked by gentlemen on the other side and permission refused to gentle- 


men on this side. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ } 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 

Mr. GROUT. I desire, then, to withdraw my demand for a division. 
I do not want to do anything in the way of obstructing consideration 
of the appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the House resolves to go 
into Committee of the Whole. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAyson in the sm 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the sundry 
iyil appropriation bill, and the Clerk will read the next paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Yellowstone National Park: For the improvement of the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park, $75,000; the same, together with the unexpended balance of a 


propriations already made, to be expended by and under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the paragraph of the bill relating to Chickamauga Park, and am 
not sure whether it has been passed or not, 

Mr. CANNON. It has not been passed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Headatones for graves of soldiers: For continuing the work of furnishing 
headstones for unmarked graves of Union soldiers, sailors,and marines in 
national, post, city, town, and village cemeteries, naval cemeteries at navy 
yards and stations of the United States, and other burial places, under the acts 
of March 3, 1873, and February 3, 1879, $10,000. 


Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 22, page 71, insert the following: 

“And the further sum of $100,000, to be spent by and under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, for the erection ofa monumental headstone at Fort Greene, 
in the city of Brooklyn, State of New York, to perpetuate the memory of eleven_ 
thousand five hundred sons of liberty who perished while confined in the dun- 
geons of the British prison ships during the war of the American Revolution, 
which resulted in the establishment of the American Union. These patriotic 
men were comrades of Washington and Lafayette.”’ 


{Laughter and“applause. ] 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I shall be compelled to make the 


point of order against that amendment. There is no law authorizing 
the expenditure, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
makes the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
mit me to say that there is no limit in the law as to the amount that 


shall be expended or appropriated for headstones for deceased soldiers. | tion? 


The door is wide open. To illustrate it, permit me to say that at Ar- 
lington, where there are some two thousand unknown Union soldiers 
buried, they were all covered with one large monumental headstone. 
There is no price fixed in the statute designating what a headstone shall 
cost. Therefore this amendment comes within that law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was the headstone at Arlington, which the gen- 
tleman speaks of, provided for under a general appropriation bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It comes under the same law that I have referred 
to, which allows a headstone for every Union soldier, not only at Ar- 
lington, but in any of the national cemeteries in the country or any 
cemeteries in cities, villages, or towns of a local character. Therefore 
this comes broadly within the range of that law. But in order that 
the Chair may not be embarrassed—I know he desires to do justice to 
both sides of this questien—I will ask the Chair to submit the point of 
order to the committee forits decision. I believe that to be a fairand 
impartial way to decide it, and it will let us out, either one way or 
the other. If the House of Representatives shall decide this proposi- 
tion isa proper amendment, which should be considered at this time, 
why then I know my friend from Iilinois [Mr. CANNON] will make no 
further objection, and I will submit if Iam voted down. Although 
I can not say that I will submit cheerfully, nevertheless I will surren- 
der to the will of the committee, whatever that may be. I ask the 
Chair to submit the question, because it would take along time to dis- 
cuss it, and I do not wish to waste the time of the committee. The 
statute is all in favor of my proposition, and therefore I will ask that 
it may take that course, without addressing myself to the merits of the 
question yet. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, one word against the point of order 
as stated by my colleague [Mr. CANNON], who says that the point he 
makes is that there is no existing law authorizing this appropriation. 
That is not a good point of order. The rules provide that certain ap- 
propriations may be made, although there is no law authorizing the 
purpose for which the appropriation is made, and it is in my interest, 
and the interest of every member of this House, that this rule, under 
which points of order are so often made, shall be clearly stated, and 
that the point of order shall go to the precise question on which the 
rule hinges. 

Now, the question is not whether there is a statute authorizing the 
appropriation, but the question is whether, in the absence of such stat- 
uie, this appropriation is one fora public work or purpose already in 
progress. And I ask the Chair to consider that question as well as the 

uestion whether there is a statute authorizing it; for if the Chair 
uld come to the conclusion that there is no statute, still the Chair 
can hold this to be in order if it is in promotion of a public work or 
purpose already in progress and if such appropriations have been made, 
not perhaps in this particular place, but in other places. If the Chair 
shall hold that the erecting of Revolutionary monuments is a public 
work or purpose already in progress, then, although there is no statute 
authorizing it, it isin order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit this question to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I only want to say one word. 
That this amendmentis not in order upon a general appropriation bill, 
as the Chair and all the members of the committee are aware, only 
needs to be stated to be universally recognized. There is no legislation 
authorizing it. There have been for years upon the Calendar, in one 
Congress after another, bills providing for this work. Congress has 
never seen fit to pass them. My colleague from Illinois puts it upon 
the ground of a public work in progress. It does not seem to me either 
a public work or object in progress. Now, it may be that it will be 
the sense of the House, when this bill comes up for consideration upon 
its — to pass it. Ifso, I have nothing to say, and will cheerfully 

uiesce. 
ut here is a great bill, carrying $35,000,000 or $36,000,000, running 
to every branch of the public service. If this precedent is made there 
is no reason why every monument bill of the thirty-five or forty that 
are upon the Calendar, one at Trenton, in the district of my honored 
from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN], one in Ohio, and others at 
various points, should not come in upon this bill, carrying in the aggre- 
gate many hundreds of thousands if not millions of dollars. Nor is 
there any reason, if this be in order, why every proposition resting 
upon the Calendar for lighthouses and for all nature of improvements 
should not come in upon this bill, notwithstanding they are not au- 
thorized. The same is true as to the Grant monument. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
Non] concludes, what has he to say as to the point made by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SprnoLa] as to how the monument at Ar- 

to the unknown dead was provided for ? 
. CANNON. I have simply to say that the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. SprnoLa], as I understand, is mistaken. 
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Mr. SPINOLA. Permit me to say that I have visited that monu- 
ment at Arlington, and it bears an inscription that it is erected to 2,200 
lat one monument, 

The CHAIRMAN. But what as to the provision to pay tor its eree- 
Mr. SPINOLA. 
ated for headstones. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand not. 

Mr. SPINCLA. I understand that it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition upon the part of the 
submit the question to the committee was based on the assumption 
that the statement of the gentleman from New York was correct. 

Mr. CANNON. But I respectfully submit that the gentleman from 
New York is mistaken. And even if hisstatement were correct, thatthe 
monument at Arlington to the 2,200 unknown dead was erected from 
the appropriation for headstones for soldiers of the Union Army, his 
proper course would be to move to increase the amount for headstones; 
but instead of that the moves a specific appropriation of $100,000 fora 
monument to be erected in Brooklyn, where none exists, to the soldiers 
who died in the prison ships during the Revolutionary war. 

I agree that it would be in order for the gentleman from New York 
to move an amendment of $1,000,000 or $5,000,000 to the item in the 
bill, and then, if there could be found authority to build the monu- 
ment, it could be built. My own opinion is that there is no authority 
to build it, even with theappropriation added to the textof the bill. I 
will say, further, that the very manner in which the gentleman puts 
the amendment, not a proposition to increase the amount for head- 
stones, which would be the ordinary and proper amendment from his 
standpoint, but to set aside $100,000 and appropriate it for this specific 
work, shows that the gentleman is mistaken, even from his own stand- 
point. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is the business way of doing it. 
to make this statement, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, if this proposi- 
tion is to be submitted to the committee I wish to amend it in order 
that the amendment may go with the proposition and be submitted 
with it. I think that is only fair. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
to submit the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the amendment be rea 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


It was taken out of the million dollars 


appropri- 


Chair to 


Now, I wish 


pending 
I understand that, but I desire 


d. 


Add the following: “ For the erection ofa suitable monument upon the battle 


field of Trenton, in the State of New Jersey, after Approval of the design therefo1 
by the Secretary of War, $30,000; Provided, That the Trenton Battle Monument 
Association shall raise and expend for said object a similar amount.’ 


Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order against that also. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is read only for information. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this is a very plain proposition. 
This amendment of the gentleman from New York is in no sense ger- 
mane. This clause of the bill provides simply for headstones for sol- 
diers’ graves under acts of 1872, 1873, and 1879, which require that, 
the location of the graves once being known, there shall be advertise- 
ment, proposals, bids, and acceptance according to a certain price al- 
ready fixed, and this amendment has no relation tothe graves in ques- 
tion. If this were in order we should want to bring in here the monu- 
ment to General Grant, too long delayed, the monument to Francis 
Scott Key, the monument at Trenton, and monuments on other battle- 
fields of the Revolution. 

But the appropriation in the bill is simply for the gravestones of 
Union soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war, and every clause 
in the act referred to relates only to those of the late war. The amend- 
ment is not germane; it is not related; it is not for an object or public 
work in progress; it is absolutely irrelevant. And it is a mistake of 
fact for the gentleman from New York to say that the monument to 
the unknown dead at Arlington was provided for in this way. That 
was done by a separate appropriation in a distinct appropriation act. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Turn to the law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is back afew years, and Iam not bound to fur- 
nish my friend his law. He is bound to show the law which he as- 
serts. 

Mr.SPINOLA. But I deny your statement. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And when my friend states that there is no act 
providing for that monument at Arlington he is bound to produce the 
law under which he says the appropriation was made, and when he 
undertakes to do that he will find it as I have stated 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland a ques- 
tion. If there were an appropriation for the ‘‘ unknown dead who fell 
at the battle of Brandywine, in the Revolutionary war,’’ and it was 
proposed to amend that by inserting an appropriation forthe unknown 
dead who fell at the battle of Trenton, in the Revolutionary war, would 
that be in order? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not a bit more germane than an amendment to 
provide for a monument to the unknown dead who fell at Marathon. 
These are distinct historical incidents, different t-ansactions in time, 
having no relation to each other. If this amendment be admitted, it 
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means the offering of a long catalogue of amendments to this section, 
limited only by the parliamentary right of amendment. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, the entertaining of such an amendment as this would be a 
violation of every idea of what is germane. 

Mr. ADAMS, To make my point clear, will the gentleman yield 
for another suggestion? S 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will. 

Mr. ADAMS, Suppose there were in the bill an appropriation for 
erecting monuments to the unknown dead of the Delaware line at a 
particular battle; and suppose it were proposed to amend by inserting 
an appropriation to erect monuments to the unknown dead of the Vir- 
ginia line who fell in the same battle. Would that be germane? 

Mr. McCOMAS. My point is that where the bill contains an appro- 
priation for the erection of headstones, confined exclusively to Union sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who died in the late war; when the existing 
law points out that these particular soldiers and none others shall have 
erected to their memory at a particular place headstones of a certain 
cost and sive, to be supplied upon bids and proposals fixed by the terms 
of the law, an amendment of this character referring to those who died 
in another war and under different circumstances is not germane. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me in his time to send to 
the Clerk’s desk and have read the statute covering the erection of 
these headstones ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to erect 
headstones over the graves of soldiers who served in the regular or volunteer 
Army of the United States during the war for the Union, and who have been 
buried in private, village, or city cemeteries, in the same manner as provided 
by the law of March 8, 1873, for those interred in national military cemeteries; 
and for this purpose, and for the expenses incident to such work, so much of 
the appropriation of $1,000,000, made in the act above mentioned, as has not 
been expended and as may be necessary is hereby made available. 

The Secretary of War shall cause to be preserved in the records of his De- 
partment the names and places of burial of all soldiers for whom such head- 
stones shall have been erected by authority of this or any former acts. 

Approved February 3, 1879. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on this question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPrnoLa] had presented his amendment and concluded his observa- 
tions the Chair intimated that he would leave the question of order to 
the committee upon the assumption—— 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair prefers to proceed. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the ruling is made I would like to be heard 
a few minutes on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The gentleman 
can get at what he wants in a proper way, which the Chair will in- 
dicate. 

When the Chair made the intimation to which he has just referred, 
reference had not been made to the statute; and the Chair assumes 
there would be no dispute as to the question of fact in to these 
memorial tablets erected at Arlington to the memory of the unknown 
Union dead. That, however, seems to be disputed; but the statute is 
not disputed. By reference to the original act as embraced in section 
4877 of the Revised Statutes, it will be found that provision is there 
made for the erection cf headstones, and that provision is limited to 
the erection of headstones in national cemeteries and to the memory 
of the Union dead, those who died in the late war. 

This act has been amended on two different occasions, the lastamend- 
atory act, as the Chair finds on examination, being that of February 3, 
1879, which enlarges somewhat the provisionsof the original act, so as 
to include not only soldiers, sai)ors, and marines of the late war, buried 
in national cemeteries, but those buried elsewhere than in national 
cemeteries. This amendment, however, is for another purpose alto- 
gether; and the Chair is constrained to hold that it is not in order; but 
the gentleman may take the sense of the committee, in the usual way, 
if he desires to appeal from the decision of the Chair. There will be 
no feeling in reference to the matter on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is an unpleasant thing to appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair where one entertains so much respect for the pre- 
siding officer as I do for the present Chairman, who agreed to submit 
that question to the Committee of the Whole, but, owing to the dis- 
cussion which has taken place, withdraws that proposition, and now 
asks me to appeal. I certainly have no relish for such a course as that, 
owing to my great respect for the present occupant of the chair. Nev- 
ertheless, the gentleman who has thought proper to oppose this propo- 
sition, who has resisted the enl ment of the statute, does not, in my 
judgment, utter the sentiment of the American people, who have been 
for a great many years asking that justice may be done to the memory 
of the heroes and patriots referred to in my amendment, who died for 
their country under the most trying cireumstances. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!’’}] You can have the regular order in due time. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to address the Committee of the 
Whole on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 








Mr. BREWER. Let us knowhow long. I do not want this to last 
all day. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Give me twenty or twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BREWER. I object to that length of time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. How much time is the gentleman willing I should 
occupy ? 

Mr. BREWER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Very well, I will take ten minutes, and then I will 
appeal to the courtesy of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I would like fifteen minutes on the 
railroad question. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SprnoLa] 
asks unanimous consent that he be permitted to make an explanation 
of his amendment for ten minutes, If there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, the two items in this bill just pre- 
ceding the one to which I have proposed the amendment, which the 
chairman of the committee holds to be out of order, are practically 
for the same purpose, one calling for an appropriation of $100,000 for 
maintaining our national cemeteries. One hundred thousand dollars 
of the money of the public isthus spent, and wisely spent, in my judg- 
ment, and I have no fault to find with it. I commend the expendi- 
ture of money to maintain the national cemeteries in which sleep our 
Union dead. The next item is an appropriation of sixty-one thousand 
and some odd dollars to pay for the superintendence of our national 
cemeteries. These two sums aggregate $161,000 of the people’s money 
applied tothesetwoitemsalone. These men, in whose honor this money 
isappropriated, died; they perished tosave and to perpetuate this Union. 
But, Mr. Chairman, the men whose memory I propose to perpetuate 
and honor perished and died in order that the Union might be created. 
They were Union soldiers, noble sons of liberty in every sense of the 
word. A union of the colonies to provide means for the common de- 
fense and the general welfare of the thirteen original Colonies was 
the cause of the 11,500 men entering the Army, and in pursuance of 
the compact existing between the thirteen Colonies, with no continen- 
tal government behind them on which they could fall back, but rely- 
ing upon each other and trusting in the love of liberty which existed 
in each of the Colonies, they entered the service of the Union and 
pledged their lives in order that the grand Republic might be estab- 
lished. But now, upon mere quibbles, upon points of order, we find 
gentlemen, occupying the high and responsible position of Represent- 
atives of the people on this floor, unwilling to do justice to these men 
and raising questions cf obstruction at every stage of the progress of 
this measure, to prevent them from being honored by the people who 
enjoy the blessings won by their lives and patriotic services. 

The bill that I hold in my hand calls for an expenditure of between 
three and four millions of dollars of the public money to take care of 
soldiers’ homes and for other pu connected with the Union sol- 
diers, while here a whole corps of men, if they had been living and put 
into the field, 11,500in number that we know of, besides many of whom 
we have no record, died and died for the Union. They were Union 
soldiers, I repeat, in every sense of the word, as much as any man who 
fought under Grant, Meade, or McClellan, or any of the other great 
leaders of the late war. That being the fact, am I not justified in ap- 
pealing to the American people, through their Representatives on this 
floor, for this trifling sum of $100,000, a sum trifling as compared with 
the great question of appropriations made for the survivors of the late 
war? 

A million of money is carried in the statute which was read a few 
moments ago for headstones for the soldiers and sailors of the Union 
Army. Why, sir, some of the men who perished in these dungeons to 
which I have alluded were at Bunker Hill; they were behind the in- 
trenchmentsthere with Warren. Some of them served with Paul Jones 
on the ocean, and we find them gathered in from every battlefield of 
the Revolution, from the deck of every privateer that rode the waves 
with the American flag at her masthead. 

What has become of the patriotism of the American people, if they, 
through their Representatives on this floor, will not demand that jus- 
tice shall be done to the memory of these men? Why, sir, I could not 
find words or language with which to express my dissent. I do not 
wish to be offensive; that I will not be, for it is not my custom; but 
when I look around me and see what has been done for the men who 
saved the Union, under the flag which hangs over this House to-day, 
and then look back and see what these men suffered, whom I would 
honor by this monument, what they endured, and the martyrdom to 
which they were subjected, I can not believe that the American people 
will be deaf to the appeal I make to them. 

Starving in dungeons, fed on the refuse of the British army, these 
men were — by the emissaries of the British Government, of- 
fered their liberty and their lives and the pay of the British oer if 
they would enlist in its service. Had these 11,500 men, sons of lib- 
erty as they were, taken service under the British flag, they would 
have driven W; from the field. He could not, sir, have faced 
the British army er either Cornwallis, Burgoyne, or any of the Brit- 


ish commanders with 11,500 sons of liberty arrayed against him under 
the English flag. But they replied, in response to the emissaries of 
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Great Britain, ‘‘ No; we will die first. 
and the flag of liberty, and perish in our dungeons ere we will turn 
our backs upon our country.’’ They refused, and they died. 

Why, sir, there can be no such a thing as a coward on the field of 
battle. A coward on the field of battle is unknown. ‘There the roar 


of cannon, the crack of the rifle, the clash of the saber, the charge of | State of Georgia has no general law regulating condemnation preceed- 


cavalry, make brave men of all. But when you take men from the 


mad scene of excitement that a battle produces, and place them in a | 


dismal dungeon, with starvation staring them in the face, there are 
none of the immediate incentives to bravery. And yet, suffering as 


these men did, with nothing to eat but the condemned rations of the | mittee to a line of procedure which seems to have been adopted by Con- 


British army, food condemned as unfit to be fed to the British soldiery 


and fit only to be thrown away, but which was fed to the American | should have been preceded by another line. 


prisoners on the prison ships, they were still brave and defiant. Oh, 
Representatives of the American freemen, is there no patriotism left 
in your hearts to honor and commemorate such heroism as that? Can 
you do nothing to perpetuate the memory of such men? Must rules 
be strained and every technical appliance of the law solicited to re- 
strain the patriotic love of the American people for such men? Why, 
the courage of the Spartan youth could not compare with the courage 
of these men. 

If my friend from Illinois, whois on the Committee on Rules, would 
consent to fix a day for the consideration of the bill which I have been 
asking this House to pass, I would be willing to accept it, and even 
take a night todiscuss it. But, sir, they do not feel disposed to doeven 
that, although you find all over the country that they are organiz- 
ing the Sons of the American Revolution and the Daughtersof the Amer- 
ican Revolution. Right here in the city of Washington we have one 
organization of that kind. The men who are descended from the loins 
of the patriots who sacrificed their lives and their liberty in order to 
aid Washington in the great struggle in which he was engaged are now 


banding together all over the land, and you will hearfrom them in time. | 
They will come to this House, speaking in tones that will not be mis- | 


understood, and when they reach here! am satisfied that the repre- 
sentatives of the American people will pay respect to their request. 
There is no use in talking any longer. I shall not appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, but I shall take my chance in the future; and | 
want to notify you that from this time on, every day, when I can get 
the chance, I will be afteryou. Before I close, let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to another fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I will ask two or three minutes more. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be al- 
lowed to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will complete his sentence. 

Mr. SPINOLA. A few days ago I took the liberty of telling this 
House where, in my judgment, could be found the spirits of those sons 
of liberty. 1 said they were in the keeping of the angels, that they 
were being rocked by them in the cradle of liberty. 
are some evil spirits that havecrept into this House, the spirits of some 
Hessians, undoubtedly. They were not with Washington. 
not the friends of Lafayette. They did nothing toward the success 
of the Continental Army. No, they did all they could to destroy it; 
and,in my judgment, some of those Hessian spirits crept in here the 
other day, and, as my friend from Arkansas [Mr, RoGERs] would de- 
scribe it, hypnotized the reporter of the New York Sun, apaper which 
“shines for all’? and which is uniformly correct. But this reporter, 
hypnotized by the spirit of a Hessian, sent a communication to that 
paper setting forth the fact that the bill for the monument to the mar- 
tyrs had passed this House by a vote of 135 to 55. 


But, sir, there | 


They were | 


We will stand by Washington | amendment will enable the Secretary of War, in procuring title to the 


Chickamauga Park, to avail himself of the act wader which title has 
| been secured in all parts of the country for national cemeteries, which 


| Spot 





That was, sir, the | 


result of the influence of one of these evil spirits, and it is to down | 


them, when the time comes, that I shall ask unanimous consent at the 


very first opportunity to call up a bill covering the point to which I 
have referred. [ Applause. ] 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
Having read as follows: 


Chickamaugaand Chattanooga National Park: To enable the Secretary of War 
to complete the establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 
Park according to the terms of the act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a national 
military park at the battlefield of Chickamauga,” approved August 19, 1890, 
$200,000: ided, That the Secretary of War, uponthe recommendation of the 
Chickamauga Park Commissioners,may confine the limits of the park to such re- 
duced area, within the bounds fixed by the said act, as may be sufficient for 


the purposes of the said act; and the acquisition of title for the United States | 


to such reduced area shall be held to be a compliance with the terms of the 
said act, and in acquiring such title the Secretary of War is further authorized 


the act approved February 22, 1867, entitled “An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,’’ and the Secretary of War shall proceed with the estab- 
lishment of the park as rapidly as jurisdiction over the roads of the park and 
its approaches and title to the separate parcels of land which compose it may 
be obtained for the United States. 


Mr. GROSVENOR offered the following amendment: 


On page 73, strike out, in lines 15 and 19,the following words: ‘In acquiring 
such title the Secretary of War is further authorized to proceed,” andinsert in 


lieu thereof the following: ‘Such title shall be procured by the Secretary of 
War and under his direction.” 


In line 23, after the word “cemeteries,” insert: ‘‘ Which procurement of title 
shall be held to be in compliance with the act establishing the said park.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the proviso with the proposed 
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| to come up to that point. 
to proceed in accordance with the methods prescribed in sections 4, 5, and 6 of 


act affords a less expensive and more expeditious method of condemna- 
tion than the one cited in the act establishing the park, since the 


ings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move to strike out the last 
word, and { do it for the purpose of calling the attention of the com- 
gress, which [ have no personal objection to, but it doesseem to me it 
Here is an appropriation 
of large sums of money for the purpose of creating and beautifying a 
park on the battlefield of the late war. To that [ have no personal 
objection, but it does seem to me, following the line of thought of the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. SrrNorA |}, that the first duty of this 
Republic is to mark the battletields, not where Americans met Ameri- 
caus, but where Americans met a foreign foe. I do not object to the 
one, but we should have the other. I, too, like the gentleman from 
New York [Mr,. SpPINoLA], have been the victim of adverse parlia- 
mentary circumstances in connection with legislation on this subject. 

[liveupon oneof theRevolutionary battlefields, thatof Trenton, where 
was fought a battle the result of which sent a thrill of joy through the 
American heart and made success in that struggle possible. 1 intro- 
duced a bill in the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and again in the Pilty-first 
Congresses, providing, not that the Governmentshould crecta monument 
there, but that it should have the privilege of contributing, with our 
own citizens, toward the erection of a modest monument to mark that 
We ask that the United States of America shall have the privi- 
lege of joining with us in that work. We offer to give one-half. Up 
to this time the parliamentary situation has been such that it has been 
impossible to obtain a vote upon that bill; and, like the gentleman from 
New York I here and now give you notice that whenever possible I 
shall, as I have in the past, press that bill, and whenever, if ever, the 
bill comes up in order, I shall ask you to aid in its passage, and thus 
give you an opportunity to join with us in this patriotic work. Of 
course, if the proposition of the gentleman from New York was out of 
order on this bill, and it clearly was, mine would have been also; else 
I would have offered it as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Having read as follows: 

Artificial limbs: For furnishing artificial limbs and apparatus, or commuta- 
tion thereof, and necessary transportation,to be disbursed under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, $125,000; hereafter in cases of commutation the 
money shall be paid directly to the soldier, sailor, or marine, and no fee or com- 
pensation shall be allowed or paid toany agent or attorney. 

Mr. SPINOLA said: I move to strike out the last word, and in the 
same line of argument that I have indulged in I desire further tosay 
that I am in the ring to-day on this question, and I am not going to 
spar for points either, but Iam going in for a clean knockout, every 
chance I get. I find I have got tofightif I get anything. Illere isan 
appropriation of $125,000, for one year, for artificial limbs for our Union 
soldiers. Now, I have no objection to that. I shall vote for it. When 
you come to look back a hundred years these eleven thousand five 
handred American freemen perished without having any appropriation 
for artificiallimbs forthem. No appropriation of any kind was made 
to take care of them in their dungeons, and nothing was done by this 
country in any way to relieve their condition. They remained there, 
surrounded by filth and vermin such as no men ever taken prisoners 
of war had ever been subjected to, and I scarcely know of any since. 
Then comes next an item of $200,000 more. 

Why, sir, these men were disabled by disease that filth and vermin 
brought upon them, and they were compelled frequently to crawl to 
the hog troughs on board those ships to share with the swine what had 
been putin the troughs for them to feed upon in order to keep soul 
and body together; and yet there is not patriotism enough apparently 
in this House to do justice to the memory of these men. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The House would pass it but for the point of 
order, 


Mr. SPINOLA. Yes; and Iam hammering at it to get the House 


I withdraw the amendment and will wait 
until the next item is read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Support and medical treatment of destitute patients: For the support and 
medical treatment of ninety-five medical and surgical patients who are destitute 
in the city of Washington, under a contract to be made with the Providence 
Hospital by the Surgeon General of the Army, $19,000. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend will allow us to go on now that 
we have allowed him fifteen minutes, that he occupied so well. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It took seven years for Washington to achieve the 
liberties of this country, and fifteen minutes for one who is trying feebly 
to represent his associates is not sufficient time. 

Mr. CANNON, I wish my friend would permit us to go on, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will my friend consent to do this? He ison the 
Committee on Rules. Will that committee fix a day and give us half 
an hour for the consideration of this measure? If he will, I will sit 
down and thank him, and “*‘ posterity will rise upand call him blessed.’’ 
[ Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will say that I myself intro- 
duced such a resolution, and it has been slumbering in that committee 
for a long time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will not the gentleman’s committee appoint a day ? 
Will you not do something to quiet the heart of the American people 
and quiet us? 

Mr. FLOWER. 
Treasury. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And now that my friend is on the verge of becom- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury of the United States [Cries of ‘‘Good!’’ 
and laughter and applause] I know that in the goodness of his heart f 
and with his patriotic desire he will fix a day and give usan hour for 
the consideration of this measure. Will younotdo that, my dear friend ? 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. 1 will say to my friend that I would favor, if I can 
not do any better, setting aside the first three weeks of the nextsession 
for my friend from New York [Mr. SprnoLA] and my other friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] on that question. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman from Illinois is 
like the fellow who took the Savior up into a high mountain and of- 
fered him all the earth, when he did not own a foot of it. [Renewed 
laughter. | 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I thank my patriotic friend from 
Illinois for his kindness. Why, here the other day he had a bill grant- 
ing $250,000 for the erection of a monument to himself in his own Con- 
gressional district in Illinois in the shape of a courthouse, on the front 
walls of which will be inscribed: ‘‘This building was erected to the 
memory of JosrEPpH CANNON’? [laughter and applause }—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘Late a member of Con Y 

Mr.SPINOLA. ‘“‘ Latea member of Congress, having served twenty | 
years in that body.’’ I sat here in my place when that was proposed, | 
with the right of a member tosay, ‘‘ 1 object to its consideration;’’ but | 
I would not doit, because I would not beunkindtohim. After twenty 
years’ service I thought there should be something by which he should 
be commemorated in the hearts of his constituents. [Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, I hope that my friend will give us a chance on this ques- 
tion. Ido not wish to detain the House, but this question is so im- 
portant to the sons and daughters of the Revolution that I would be 
derelict in my duty if I should fail to take advantage of every oppor- 
tunity that offers to bring it before the House. I am going to appeal 
to my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] after awhile, as he will want 
a monument to the men who fell at Alamo in defending the independ- 
ence of Texas, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Central Branch, at Dayton, Ohio: For current expenses, namely: Pay 
of officersand non-commissioned officers of the Home, with such exceptions as 
are hereinafter noted, and their clerks and orderlies; also, payments for chap- 
lains and religious instruction, printers, bookbinders, telegraph and telephone 
operators, guards, policemen, ‘watchmen, and fire company; for all property 
and materials purchased for their use, including repairs not done by the Home; 
for necessary expenditure for articles of amusement, boats, library books, mag- } 
agzices, papers, pictures,and musical instruments, librarians and musicians, and 
for repairs not done by the Home; also, for stationery, advertising, legal ad- 
vice, and postage, and for such other expenditures as can not properly be in- 
claded under other heads of expenditure, $63,036.80, 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, sir, I want to draw a contrast. While Iam engaged in this 
struggle I propose every now and then to drop ashell into the enemies’ 
camp. The item just read provides for $63,000 at the ‘‘ Central Branch, 
at Dayton, Ohio.’’ It calls for ‘‘bookbinders, telegraph and telephone 
operators, guards, policemen, watchmen, and fire company.’’ 

Why, sir, nearly five hundred American prisoners perished on one of 
these prison ships because there was no fire company to extinguish the 
flames when it tock fire. Nearly five hundred prisoners perished on 
that night in the hold of the Stamboul, in which they were confined 
whenit burned. Now, we are taking good care of our Union soldiers, 

iod bless them, and Iam glad that the Government is doing so. I 
wish we would also take a little more care of those who perished, as I 
have suggested in my former remarks, 

And now I see another item here, and I am willing to compromise 
on that, which provides that every Union soldier who dies within the 
District of Columbia shall be buried at the expenseof the General Gov- 
ernment, and the bill appropriates $50 to meet the expenses thereof in 
each case, 

Now, sir, Iam willing to compromise. If you will give us $50 for 
each of these patriots, that will amount to $555,000, bat I am willing 
to compromise the amount and call it $10 apiece, which will give us 
$115,000, $15,000 more than we are asking for here. There certainly 
onght to be enoagh generosity in this House to accept such a liberal 
proposition as that. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will you not takeoff the $15,000, and make it even 
money? [ Laughter. ] 


The gentleman is soon to be made Secretary of the 





Mr. SPINOLA. Iwill. I willaccept the $100,000, which is a mere 
triflecompared with what the amount ought to be for such a proposition 
as that which I have submitted. [Laughter.] I only desire to call 
the attention of the House to these facts now as we advance with the 
bill, so that by and by when I get an opportunity to bring the matter 
up for consideration, it will be fresh in the memories of members. 
[Laughter.] Bear in mind, gentlemen, that there was nothing paid 
out of the Treasury to bury these patriots. Not one dollar of the Gov- 
ernment’s money went to them. They neversaw the color of a dollar 
of Continental money. They went into the service and never received 
pay or clothing or anything else, and most of them furnished their own 
arms. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind.: For maintenance of one thousand 
members, at $150 per annum each, $150,0v0. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In order to prepare the way for an amendment which I 
desire to ofter, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a letter 
from Mr. Thayer, the president of the Veteran Relief and Industrial 
Association. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


[Headquarters Veteran Relief and‘ Industrial Association, 125 Clark street, 
room 58,] 
Cuicaao, ILL., December 20, 1890, 

My Dear Sir: This association has constant applications from destitute and 
disabled volunteer soldiers seeking admission to the National Soldiers’ Home. 
Many of them desire admission to Marion Branch,and Captain Boggs, the agent 
here, says that you are so crowded at Marion at present that no more can be 
admitted. Will youkindly inform usif this is the fact? And if within your knowl- 
edge also inform us why your resources are so limited and what can be done to 
relieve the situation, 

In conclusion, general, allow me to say that these questions are not prompted 
by idle curiosity, but to enable us to answer the questions constantly put to us 
by those who are disabled and homeless. 

I have the honor to remain yours, with high esteem, 
M. A. THAYER, President. 

General A. F. DEVEREUX, 

Acting Governor Marion Branch. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have 


| read the reply to that letter. 


The reply was read, as follows: 

Manion, InpD., December 23, 1890. 

Dear Sir: Your favor of 22d instant just received. 

You have been informed correctly by Captain Boggs in regard to our position 
here. Weare overcrowded at this branch of the national home, Every possi- 
ble nook and corner where some old soldier can be cared for is filled. 

One of the barracks has to be devoted to hospital purposes, as we have no hos- 
pital propes- Just lately, moreover, the surgeon has called upon me for an addi- 
tional w 

I have felt compelled to ask that no more men be sent here simply because we 
can not accommodate any more. 

Like to yourself, men come sometimes from long distances hoping and expect- 
ing to find shelter here because of their right as worthy d soldiers. I 
have to refuse them. It need hardly bestated why it is done. othing but the 
imperative necessity would permit me to turn one away; but when our limits 
are reached I am of course powerless. 

In answer to your further question as to ‘‘ why our resources are so limited 
and what would be the proper remedy,” I would Ceopocttulty refer you to Gen- 
eral John C. Black, of your city, local manager for this branch home. 

Ina general way I might say that without doubt the board of managers 
would be only too glad to have at their disposal sufficient means to ar for 
the care of these men, whose needs they are familiar with from daily calls for 
aid which can not be met. - 

Most sincerely, 
A. F. DEVEREUX, Acting Governor. 

M. A. THAYER, Esq., 


President Veteran Relief and Industrial Association, 
125 Clark street, Chicago, IU. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Now, in connection with those two let- 
ters I want to have one read addressed to myself as a member of this 
House. I think it probable that every other member of the House has 
received a similar letter, but lest that should not be so I ask to have 
this read for information. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


(Headquarters Veteran Relief and —") am Association, 125 Clark street, 
room 
Curcago, Iut., December 31, 1890. 


Dear Sie: Below isa copy of the letter that we have written to the different 
members of Con at the suggestion of General John C. Black, Trusting 
it will be sa to you, it is as follows: 

We have the honor to transmit herewith a letter recently received from Gen- 
eral A, F. Devere vernor of Marion branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, and one also a copy of our letter in reply to it. These 
letters will explain themselves, but we desire to supplement them with the 
eee mt ot die taah than thin at and region are filled with men who are dis- 
abled and destitute, and who, Shihough entitled to admission to these asylums, 
are filled to aowne. 

of buildi can readily be com- 
pleted to its — proportions Congress will only make the necessary ap- 
propriation. we hn mater pr urge —. zs the necessity of prompt action 
and = you to ov te matter prompt a 
ours, respectfi 
M. A. THAYER, President. 
G. W. LAMPKINS, Corresponding Secretary. 
Hon. A. N. Martrx, 
Member 


Mr. MARTIN, ofIndiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw thepro 
forma amendment and offer that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the close of line 23, on 87, insert the following: 

** For headquarters, $10,000; for officers’ quarters, $16,000 ; for chapel, $7,500.” 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, these amounts for these 
specific purposes were recommended by the National Board of Managers 
of Volunteer Homes last winter. They were recommended in connection 
with the recommendations for allowances for other purposes, The 
allowances I refer to can be found on page 6139 of the Recorp of the last 
session, and they were, amongst other things, for the amountsand the 
purposes specified here. 

As to the other matters recommended by the board, either partial or 
full allowance was made in the sundry civil bill, butas to these items 
for headquarters, for officers’ quarters and offices, and for a chapel, no 
amount whatever was allowed. I desire to say further that when at- 
tention was called to this matter at the time, it was suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], that allowances could be made for these other 
purposes in the future. 

Now, having called the attention of the Committee of the Whole to 
the need for additional quarters and accommodations there, I want to 
say this: I myself personally visited the quarters of the soldiers’ 
home referred to, which is in the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent, and I found that a portion of the space that ought to be devoted 
to the accommodation of the old soldiers entitled to admission had to 
be used for officers’ quarters, even in some of the barracks. By the 
adoption of these amendments (which in all will take only a compara- 
tively small amount of money, $33,590) great additional accommoda- 
tions will be afforded. 

Let me say, further, that the headquarters now used are, as I stated 
in my remarks on this same subject at the last session, in an old farm- 
house forty or fifty years of age, into which the rains of spring, the 
dust of summer, the winds of autumn, and the snows of winter pass 
without let or hinderance. They are not fit quarters; they are not a fit 
residence for the governor of the home, but he has to live there be- 
cause the home is 3 miles from the city of Marietta. 

I say to the members of this committee and of this House, I ear- 


nestly ask that you will make these appropriations, and assure you | 


that in making them you will subserve the interests of the old soldiers 
and at the same time carry forward the great work that is going on 
at that home. As to fuel and heat, the home is so situated that they 
are supplied from the natural-gas wells dug upon the farm, which con- 
tains 211 acres, so that this home is one of those which can be main- 
tained at the least expense to the Government of the United States. 

I know it is true that the national board of managers, in their most 
recent report to the Committee on Appropriations, have made no rec- 
ommendation except for the $150,000 to be appropriated for mainte- 
nance; but I take it to be a fair deduction that, in view of their recom- 
mendation made before and so recently, they deemed it unnecessary 
to repeat that recommendation, which stands before this House and 
this committee entitled to its full weight, and ought, it seems to me, 
to authorize the passage of this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in reply tothe gentleman, I wish only 


to say that the Committee on Appropriations recommend literally the | 


estimates submitted with reference to the Soldiers’ Home at Marion 
and every other soldiers’ home. In this appropriation we provide for 
eleven hundred more persons next year than are in the homes this 
year; we provide for a thousand more in the State homes next year 
than are in them this year. 

The gentleman brings here and has read a letter from a subordinate 
in regard to the desirability of officers’ quarters; yet the board itself, 
and I hold its report in my hand, says, touching the Marion Branch: 

This branch is in too crude a state to justify detailed estimate. 
racks will, when completed— 

And they are appropriated for in full; six are now occupied— 


hold a thousand men; and the prospect now is that that number of men will be 
present at that branch early in 1892. 

We provide for the thousand men. 
for a vote. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MARTIN, of In- 
diana, it was rejected, there being ayes 65, noes 101. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of amounts of bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, that may be 


certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury during the fiscal 
year 1892, so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. 
clauses, which are indefinite in their character. As the policy of the 
majority side of this House in the matter of back pay, bounty, etc., 
has been declared in favor of indefinite appropriations, I feel it my 
duty to again protest against such a policy and to call the attention of 
the committee to the estimate by the Treasury Department of what 
will be expended under these four provisions during the fiscal year 1892: 

For payment of amounts for arrears of pay to two and three years’ volun- 
teers, E53 000; for payment of amounts for bounty to volunteers and their 
widows and legal heirs, ye pee for payment of bounty under act of July 28, 
aL Sade for payment of amounts for commutation of rations, $40,000; in 


The eight bar- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, Iam ready 


I desire to call attention to this and the three succeeding | 
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These are the amounts which it is es\imated will be expended under 
these four indefinite appropriations (luring the fiscal year 1892. And 
they should appear in the bill, and not in their present form. 


I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDIN 
For the publie printing, for the public binding, and paper for the public 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates i proceedings of Con- 





gress in the ConGRESSIONAL Recorp, and for lithogr 
graving for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme + 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Co 


phing, mapping, and en- 
irtof the United States, 


‘ 
yt 
ir 


tof Claims, the Library 
of Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, including salaries or 
compensation of all necessary clerks and employés, for labor (by the day, piece, 
or contract), and for all the necessary materials which may be needed in the 
prosecution of the work, $2,020,500; and from thesaid sum hereby appropriated 
printing and binding shall be d » by the Public Printer to the amounts fol 
lowing, respectively, namely, 


Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chai: 
Mr. SAYERS. I desire to off 
Mr. CANNON. Let the whol 

The CHAIRMAN, TI 
graph, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The paragraph has been read, but not all the pro- 
visions in reference to this subject-matter. I have no objection to the 
Clerk coneluding the reading of the whole, with the understanding that 
it will all be before the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk (resuming) read as follows: 


For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and debat« 
$508,000. And printing and binding for Congress chargeable to this appropria 
tion, when recommended to be done by the Committee on Printing of either 
House, shall be so recommended in a report containing an approximate esti 
mate of the cost thereof, together with a statement from the Public Printer of 
estimated approximate cost of work previously ordered by Congress, within the 
fiscal year for which this appropriation is made (all reserve work shall be bound 
in sheep); and the heads of the Executive Departments, before transmitting 
their Snnual reports to Congress, the printing of which is chargeable to this ap- 
propriation, shall cause the same to be carefully examined, and shall exclude 
therefrom all matter, including engravings, maps, drawings, and illustrations, 
except such as they shall certify in their letters transmitting such reports to bo 
necessary and to relate entirely to the transaction of public business 

For the State Department, $15,000; 

For the Treasury Department, $285,000, including not exceeding ¢ 
Coast and Geodetic Survey ; 

For the War Department, $130,000 (of which sum $12,000 shall be for the 
logue of the library of the Surgeon General’s Office) ; 

For the Navy Department, $70,000, including not exceeding $12,000 for the 
Hydrographic Office; 

For the Interior Department, including the Civil Service Commission, $340,- 
000, including not exceeding $10,000 for rebinding tract books for the General 
Land Office; 

For the Smithsonian Institution, for printing labels and blanks for the “B 
tins” and annual volumes of the “ Proceedings” 
$10,000 ; 

For the United States Geological Survey as follows: 

For engraving the illustrations necessary for the report of the Director, $8,000; 

For engraving the illustrations necessary for the monographs and bulletins 
$50,000 ; 

For printing and binding the monographs and bulletins, $25,000 

For the Department of Justice, $7,000; 

For the Post-Office Department, $200,000 

For the Agricultural Department, including $10,000 for the 
$50,000 ; 

For the Department of Labor, $4,000 

For the Supreme Court of the United Siates, 

For the supreme court of the District of Columbia, $1,500 

For the Court of Claims, $12,000 ; 

For the Library of Congress, $15,000 

For the Executive Office, $3,000. 

And no more than an allotment of one-half of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be expended in the two first quarters of the fiscal year, and no more than 
one-fourth thereof may be expended in either of the two last quarters of the 


fiscal year, except that, in addition thereto, in either of said last quarters, the 


ran amendment. 
» paragraph be read first. 
will conclude the reading of the para 


my } 


16 UleCrkR 


20.935 for the 


cata 


? 
ille 
of the National Museum, 


Weather Bureau, 


27 000 


unexpended balances of allotments for preceding quarters may be expended. 
For purchase of new printing presses, $100,000 ; 
To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions of the law g1 
ing thirty days’ annual leave to the employés of the Government Pr Oo 
fice, $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; 
To pay pro rata leaves of absence to employés who resign or are disehar I 


(decision of the First Comptroller), $15,000 


Mr. CANNON. Afterconsultation with members of the committee 
I am authorized to submit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 97, in line 21, strike 
read **$2,045,500."” 

On page 99, in line 24, strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ** seventy-five,”’ 
the appropriation for printing for the Agricultural Department $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
**$2,020,500,’’ in lines 20and 21, page 97, and inserting ‘‘ $2,520,500.’ 
I make this motion for the reason—and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will bear me out as to the truth of the state- 
ment I am going to make—that the majority of the committee, led by 
the chairman, have ‘‘deliberately, willfully, and with malice afore 
thought’’ [laughter] appropriated $833,416.69 too little for the Print- 
ing Office for the fiscal year 1892, thus creating a deficiency of that 
amount in this office alone, which a Democratic House will have to 
meet. Now, I say to the gentleman that I am willing weshould bear 
a considerable portion of that deficiency; but it does seem to me that 
he ought to be willing to have this House appropriate up to within 
$333,416.69 of what is necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I have felt it my duty —— 


out “‘twenty ” and insert ‘ forty-five ;'’ so as to 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 


majority of the Committee on Appropriations have deliberately re- 
fused to the extent of $833,000 to provide for the service of the Public 
Printing establishment for the next fiscal year? 


Mr. SAYERS. I say so; and my friend, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, will bear me out in the statement. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS], I want to say with the greatest frankness that I am satisfied, 
notwithstanding there is to be an economical House of Representatives 
next session, this appropriation recommended by the committee for pub- 
lic printing will not be sufficient for the service of the next fiscal year. 

And I want té be equally frank with the House, and state that it 
has been so for a great many years, until it has become a kind of set- 
tled practice on the part of Congress to make two appropriation bills 
for the public printing. This practice wasestablished under the lead- 
ership of the late gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Randall, and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]; and Iam not prepared to 
say that it is an unwise practice, for the reason that gentlemen know 
that if there is any one thing in the os service that is apt to run 
away with us it is this matter of public printing, and the amount of 
the deficiency for the coming fiscal year will depend very largely upon 
the action of the incoming Congress. 

Now, in conclusion —— 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague allow me to call his attention to 
a single fact in this connection ? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly, if I have time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, we will give you as much time as you want. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want a very few moments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call your attention to the deficiencies 
under the supposed policy which you say was inaugurated under the 
leadership of Mr. Randall and Judge HoLMAN. 

The deficiency for 1886 was $231,500; for 1887 it was $85,000, for 
1888, $113,000; for 1889, $187,000; and for 1890, $462,000. And this 
year you are making provision for a further deficiency of $833,000. 
Now, we want you to divide this, that is all, not throw the necessity 
of so large a deficiency appropriation on the next House. 

Mr. CANNON. In furtherreply, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, this prac- 
tice I believe to be wise, for the reason that we have put in a limita- 
tion upon the expenditure of money; that is to say, we ~bsolutely pro- 
hibit the expenditures of exceeding one-half of the appropriation for 
the first two quarters. 

ut the gentleman says that the deficiency for 1890 was $462,000. 
That is correct. And yet this deficiency came in upon a bill that was 
made by a Democratic Congress. I want to say to my friend that 
when he says this deficiency this year will be over $800,000 I do not 
doubt it may reach that sum. My own opinion is, however, that it 
ought not to exceed $400,000 to $500,060, and I trust that the incom- 
ing Congress, fresh from the people, three-fourths Democratic, elected 
in the name of economy, retrenchment, and reform, will be enabled 
not to pile up a great deficiency equal to the amount my friend men- 
tioned, but, if any, a very much reduced sum; because, I repeat, that 
the amount of the deficiency will depend entirely upon the action of 
the incoming Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague yield for a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT was recognized. 

Mr.SAYERS. Does my friend from Illinois know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired, and the gentleman from Georgia has been recognized. 

-Mr. HOOKER. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the way to 
avoid a deficiency will not be to give an opportanity or occasion for it 
by appropriating what is manifestly required. 

. The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, announces a new policy 
with reference to the preparation of the appropriation bills, something 
that I have not heard of before, to wit, that in the matter of the public 
printing thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Randall], lately chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN], when in charge of these matters, had some years 
ago by their leadership taken the Congress of the United States in the 
matter of appropriations for the public printing off the line theretofore 
pursued, of providing for the annual expenditures and allowing only a 
given sum for the year, with the tacit understanding that it would not 
be sufficient, and was not ed as sufficient, but would be supple- 
mented in the shape of a deficiency afterwards. 

And the gentleman from Illinois indorses that policy instead of sup- 
plying at the outset the deficit which is admitted will arise. He in- 
dorses it as a policy which should be pursued. I take it that if this 
policy is good in the Printing Office it is a policy which would also be 
good all along the line of appropriations, and that, if this practice in 
the public expenditures of the Government is to find a lodgmentin the 
appropriations for the Printing Office, by the same the gen- 
tleman applies, it would be good in all of the other appropriations 
which are to be made by Congress. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, I submit that this is a new and unheard-of pol- 
icy now pursued, and is in contravention of the rules of the House- 
The Committee on Appropriations is created for the purpose of provid. 
ing for the public expenditures, under the obligation of the laws of the 
United States. But with this new policy which we hear of this morn- 
ing for the first time a vital change is inaugurated. If this policy is 
improper, and I assume that no one will claim that it is otherwise, it 
needs to be checked at this point, because it carries with ita suspicion 
that it is a policy not in the interest of the public service, but to en- 
able certain gentlemen, of a certain political persuasion, to conceal what 
they are doing in the matter of public expenditures; and, whether it 
be true or not, that may be the result. 

I believe that Congress should provide honestly for all of the public 
wants. I deny that the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Randall] ever inaugurated such a policy. I do not believe that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], not now in his seat, ever 
inaugurated such a policy. The real difficulty rose in this way: that 
the Committee on Appropriations provided for the public printing an 
economical allowance, and then the House began by directing the print- 
ing of this or that public document loosely, which practice continued 
for years; and during Mr. Randall’s administration the appropriations, 
made pursuant to law, for that reason may have been found deficient, 
and as a matter of fact there were continual deficiencies being made 
in the public printing. 

Sir, let us meet the situation properly. The two Housesof Congress 
order printing beyond any reasonable estimate, and no committee has 
ever been able to control them. If it is manifest to us from the natu- 
ral growth of expenditures from one year to another thatthere is to be 
a deficiency of $800,000 in the public printing in the next fiscal year, 
in the name of frankness to the American people, in the name of correct 
legislation, I trust that this House, now and always, will, when it finds 
a public expenditure has to be made, meet it, and not let it seem asif 
there was a purpose of concealing the amount of the public expendi- 
tures. Let them be known; and, if they are too great, let the party 
which can reduce expenditures and take the credit for it. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad—does the 
gentléman from Missouri desire to talk? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want five minutes or less time. 

Mr. CANNON. I will be glad to have the debate closed in ten min- 
utes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have an amendment I desire to offer and I will 
be glad to have five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I woald suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he limit the debate on this paragraph to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, make it fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
asks unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph close in fifteen 
minutes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We had better not agree to that. It may turn out 
that way; but it is better not to limit it. : 

Mr. CANNON. Say twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will suggest to the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. SpPINoLA] that he can probably get five minutes of the time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will again submit the request. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asks unanimous consent that 
debate upon this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in fif- 
teen minutes. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I deny that the policy of delib- 
erately entailing deficiencies was inaugurated in this House under 
Democratic auspices, and the statement of deficiencies which has just 
been read by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] establishes be- 
yond cavil the absolute accuracy of the statement I have just made, 
The greatest deficiency that was incurred by the House under Demo- 
cratic control was for the fiscal year 1890, and that only aggregated 
$462,000, while for prior years the deficiencies averaged less than 
$200,000 per annum. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. For what department? 

Mr. DOCKERY. For theoffice of Public Printer. I am now speak- 
ing of the public printing deficiency. At the first session of this Con- 
gress the policy of creating deficiencies was inaugurated, and supple- 
mented by the policy of concealing appropriations as well. In this 
bill there are four items which conceal, according to the estimates of 
the Department, $1,192,000. I refer to the items providing for back 
pay and bounty, commutation of rations and bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866. Now, in addition to the policy of concealing appropria- 
tions the chairman of the committee who had charge of this billat the 
last session entailed a deficiency of $723,000 for public printing, not- 
withstanding the Public Printer—who it affords me great pleasure to 
say seems to be a very capablé officer—notwithstanding the Public 
Printer stated at the time that he would require every dollar of the 
$3,021,000 that he estimates as necessary for this fiscal year. 

To verify the accuracy of the estimates of the Public Printer, I have 
only to say that in his estimates, aggregating $3,021,000, it has been 

\ demonstrated that the Public Printer was in error only to the extent 
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of $2,000. In other words, instead of requiring for this fiscal year 
$3,021,000, it has been shown that $3,019,000 was sufficient. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, the Public Printer stated before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that he requires every dollar of the $3,018,000 that he 
asks for; and the failure toappropriate that amvuunt, as now proposed 
by the majority of the Committee on Appropriations, will result in a 
deficiency of $833,000, which will have to be provided for by the next 
Democratic House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the ear of gentle- 
men connected with this committee, I wish to have read from the 
Clerk’s desk an amendment to come in at the end of this paragraph, 
which was not prepared by me, but by a gentleman familiar with the 
subject. It is subject to a point of order, and the reason I have for 
submitting it is with a view to the suggestion which it contains. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding to the bill the following: 

“That the Public Printer, Mr. John G. Ames, superintendent of documents of 
the Interior Department, and Wright Rives are hereby directed to make a full 
investigation of the — printing at the Government Printing Office for Con- 
gess and the various Executive Departments, and to submit a bill, accompanied 
by a report showing what changes shall be made to reduce the cost of public 
printing, and such other recommendations as they may deem best, the said bill 
and report to be printed and presented to Congress at the next session. And 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary , for clerical 
services, the same to be paid out under the direction of the Public Printer.” 


Mr. CANNON. Against that amendment I make the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I took thatfor granted. Before that is acted upon 
I wish to say the gentleman from Illinois certainly knows very well 
that the Public Printer-—— 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not occupy the fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not take more than five. 

Mr. CANNON. But fifteen minutes is the limit for debate on this 


paragraph. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I only want three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. CANNON] 
makes the point of order, the Chair is prepared to rule on it. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Of course the Chair has to rule against this propo- 
sition. I thought it might result in some measure to reduce the cost 
of the public printing at least a million of dollars. 

And the gentleman named, the Public Printer, the superintendent 
of the document room of the Interior Department, and Mr, Rives, are 
certainly competent men. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is not debatable. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the aniend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 14, on page 100, insert the following: 

For building and constructing a graveled road and the necessary bridges from 
the national tery near Mound City, IiL, to Mound’s Junction, on the IIli- 


nois Central Rail , in Pulaski County, Illinois, the sum of $10,000, said sum 
te be expended and the work performed under the direction of the Secretary of 
ar. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, I raise the point of order upon that. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I would be glad if the gentleman from 
Texas would withhold the point of order for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withhold it for a minute. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, with the consent of the 
gentleman, I desire to make an explanation with reference to this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of order 
is reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I offer this amendment in good faith, be- 
lieving, if the condition of this national cemetery were understood, no 
meee on that side would object to an appropriation of this amount 

or the construction of such a road. This national cemetery is in the 

lower portion of Illinois, in the district which I have the honor to rep- 
resent, and a short distance from the Ohio River, between the Ohio 
River and the Illinois Central Railroad. And that portion of the coun- 
try, as the gentleman probably knows, and as other gentlemen know, 
is low and swampy, and for three or four months in the year it is cov- 
ered with water from the Illinois Central Railroad to the national cem- 
etery varying from six inches to two and three feet. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me? The reason why I make 
the point of order is, if this be allowed, a precedent will be estab- 
lished; because, under the rule which has been followed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, all appropriations that are sought to be 
made for roads to barracks, to quarters, and to grounds of cemetery asso- 
ciations have been entirely ignored. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, In reply I will state that at the last ses- 
sion of this Congress a precedent was set on that side of the House, 
when the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Pret] asked that an amend- 
ment should be tacked on an appropriation bill in a matter of this 
same character, and we on this side permitted the same to go through, 
and it did go through. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I do not remember it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Dllinois. Well, the record will show that that is 
true. Now, I was going to say that this country, being soswampy, it 
is impossible for the people—the tens of thousands who yearly go 
there—to get from Mound’s Junction, on the Illinois Central, to the 
cemetery, but they have to go around by railroad to Cairo and from 
there by steamboat to Mound City and from Monn City out to the 
national cemetery, making in all a distauce of 25 or 30 miles. 

If this road which we ask this simple appropriation for could be 
built they could leave the railroad at Mound’s Junction and reach the 
cemetery within less than 2 miles’ travel. As I said before, tens of 
thousands go to that cemetery, as a Mecca, every 30th of May; and it 
is not only those who wore the blue, but alsothose who wore the gray, 
because in that cemetery sleep, side by side, those who in life were en- 
emies, but who are friends in death; and a few years ago, standing 
amidst those sodden heaps of death, I remember proposing that on the 
30th of May when we decorated the graves of the Federai soldiers we 
should decorate also the graves of those who stood in the manly con- 
flict against those who fell at the same time; and to you on that side 
of the House, my Democratic friends, I will say that I see amongst 
you, looking over the House fromday to day, empty sleeves and faces 
scarred in conflict, and you, too, have an interest in this cemetery the 
same as those who wore the blue and fought upon the other side. 

I would ask my friends now to take one look—as many of you were 
brave and generous when you followed Stonewall Jackson and your 
cherished General Lee—take one more look within your manly heart, 
and see thatit is right, that it is just, and that it ought to be done, 
that this road ought to be built, and let the feeling such as we are try- 
ing to instill in Southern Illinois amongst all our people spring up 
and be entertained on both sides of this House. 

I hope the objection will be withdrawn, as there has been a prece- 
dent set. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, I desire to say that itis only asa mat- 
ter of policy which should be observed in regard toappropriation bills, 
especially on the sundry civil bill, that I have raised the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believethere is only amoment left, and I ask the 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON ] to consent, and I ask the House 
also for an extension of the time to five minutes. I did not notice that 
the Clerk had read the last paragraph, and I ask the indulgence of the 
House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I withdraw the 
point of order on the appeal of the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 
SMITH]. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point of order on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is withdrawn, and the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Let it be read again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Let it be reported again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has been withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I renew the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I had hoped thatno one wearing a button 
of bronze would raise a point of order against this amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You can not tell who your company are, brother. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, what has become of the amendment 
which I offered to the appropriation for the Printing Office? 

The CHAIRMAN. In receiving a message from theSenate the Chair 
overlooked the pendency of that amendment. The question now is 
upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS], which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after the word “ million,” in line 20, page 97, the words 


“ five hundred ;’’ so that it will read: “two million five hundred and forty-five 
thousand dollars.” 


The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman de- 
clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 67. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. CANNON 
and Mr. SAYERS, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 94, 
noes 107. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to page 12 of the bill and to insert at the end of it the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I reserve the right to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of page 12 the following words: ‘‘Simmons’s 
Reef, White Shoal, and Gray's Reef, in Lake Michigan: That the appropriation 
of $60,000 heretofore made, March 2, 1889, for a lighthouse on Simmons'’s Reef be 
applied, under the direction of the Lighthouse Board, for the purchase and 


equipment of three lightships, to be located respectively on Simmons’s Reef, 
White Shoal, and Gray's Reef, on Lake Michigan, and that said appropriation 
be immediately available for such lightships.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. SPINOLA, I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I think possibly the gentleman from New York will 
not object when he is told that this is reeommended by the Lighthouse 
Board, and that it provides three lightships for the same money that 
has been heretofore appropriated for a lighthouse, and does some light- 
ing at dangerous points onthe lake. It is a mere changeof the appro- 
priation from a lighthouse to lightships. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will withdraw the objection for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not give permission to debate. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, l ask permission to answer the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, But, if the gentleman objects—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. One moment. The gentleman has appealed to me 
in this case. I appealed te him afew minutes agoin the name of 
sixty millions of freemen to withdraw an objection and he would not 
do it. (Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw the objection. I want to give him a 
chance. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 


{ Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. CANNON. I should be glad to complete the consideration of 
this bill in the Committee of the Whole and report it to the House. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] may repeat in the next 
Congress his speeches of ten or twelve years ago. I always notice that 
he gets wonderfully economical about the time that action ceases. 
[ Laughter. } 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent that we go back to page 
10 of the bill for the adoption of the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk, which was omitted from the bill because the letter recom- 
mending the appropriation did not reach the committee in season for 
its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Between lines 20 and 21, on pace 10, insert: 
‘For post office and customhouse at Winona, Minn., for completion of build- 
ing and approaches, in excess of limit, $10,000." 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like to offer an amendment to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to turning back in the bill for 
the consideration of the proposed amendment? The Chair hears none. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. DUNNELL was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEE. I move to amend by adding after line 23, on page 100°of 
the bill, the provision which I send to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post office in the city of Leesburgh and State of Vir- 
ginia, the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, heating and ven- 
tilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum 
of $25,000 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposal?. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, whoshall then cause the said pro 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent ofthe Treasury Department, who shall make written report to 
said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the origina! 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, be may inta 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shal! be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites,and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the preceed- 
ings of saii agent of the Treasury ent; and the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed §6 per day and See 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

No money shall be used or the 


applied for purposes mentioned until a valid 
title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
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the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over the same, during the time the ®nited States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

The building herein provided for shall be unexposed to danger from fire by 
an open space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

Mr. CANNON (before the reading of the amendment was concluded). 
I make the point of order that this proposition is not germane to the 
paragraph last read. 

Mr. LEE. [hope my friend will not make the point of order, but 
permit me to make a statement of two or three minutes in reference 
to the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I regret that I feel compelled to insist upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LEE. Can I not have a word of explanation? 

Mr. CANNON. The trouble is, there are so many matters of this 
kind that members desire to bring before the committee that we will 
never get through with the bill. I must insist upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman from Virginia only asks two 
or three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from Virginia, for whom I 
| entertain the most sincere respect, will allow us now to goon and 
finish the bill. The amendment is manifestly not in order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas has a matter that 
we all agree to, to correct the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point oforder is sustained; and the gentle- 
man from Texas will send his amendment to the desk. 

Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment simply for the purpose of 
making a correction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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On page 10, line 17, strike out “ five”’ and insert “seven.” 


Mr. CANNON. That is correct. It should have been seven in the 
first instance. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BERGEN. I move the amendment I send to the desk, to be 
added at the end of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For erection ofa public building in Camden, N.J.: For continuation of build- 
ing in excess of the limit of present appropriation therefor, $60,000 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that it is not authorized 
by law and not germane to the paragraph of the bill just read. 

Mr. BERGEN. It is in continuation of a work already in progress, 
and offered as a new section to the bill, 

Mr. CANNON, But the gentleman can see, and everyone else, that 
it is not in order at this point of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know the question of fact 
as to the amendment. Is this beyond the limit? 

Mr. BERGEN. There is no question that it is beyond the limitation 
fixed by the original act. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair must sustain the pointof order, 

Mr. BERGEN. But I hope the Chair will hear me before making 
the decision. I donot think in a case like this that the provision of 
Rule X XI applies. 

The CHAIRMAN, But it is not germane to the paragraph. 

Mr. BERGEN. I offer it as a new paragraph, a new section to the 
bill. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not in order asa new paragraph. We have 
passed the provision making appropriations for public buildings be- 
tween pages 1 and 10. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
Jersey on the question of order. 

Mr. CANNON, Let me state, Mr. Chairman, that it has been cus- 
tomary on the sundry civil appropriation bill for years past to group 
together the items of appropriation for public buildings, for instance, 
and for lighthouses, and then for any other class of expenditures, and 
that the amendments for like expenditures must be offered in their 
order to these several parts of the bill when under consideration. The 
amendment which is now offered relates to a portion of the bill already 
passed over, 

Mr. BERGEN. Where is the rule that precludes it ? 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman may call forarule, I say it has 
been the invariable practice always in Committee of the Whole to ad- 
here to that order in the consideration of these matters. 

Mr. BERGEN. I understood we had just gone back to the section 
relating to public buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BERGEN. That is the reason why the amendment would be 
in order to that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the unanimous consent applied only to that 
single amendment which was offered. 

Mr. BERGEN. Well, I do notcare whether it beso or not; I offered 
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tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is that in which a limit has been 
fixed and an appropriation is made for them which is within the limit. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, itis admitted that this would be an appropria- | the motion that the committee do now rise. 


tion beyond the limit, and I wish to cali the attention of the Chair to 


the language of the rule. The second sectionof Rule X XI, with which | 


the Chair is familiar, will show, if the Chair examines it, that it does 
not preclude an amendment in regard to the construction of a work 
which has already been begun, 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman state the facts as to this par- 
ticular building ? 

Mr. BERGEN. The facts are that an appropriation of $100,000 has 
been made by special act for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Camden, and the site has been purchased, and a further appro- 
priation to cover the amount of the bids is necessary before the work 
can goon. This appropriation is required before the work can pro- 
gress a single step further. 

The CHAIRMAN. There wasa limitation of $100,000 upon the cost 
of the building and site? 

Mr. BERGEN. The original act stated that there should be $100,000 
appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. And this proposes to enlarge the limit? 

Mr. BERGEN. To increase the appropriation for that purpose. 
Now, I wish to call the Chair’s attention to the fact that this rule only 
applies to cases where the construction has not begun. This is a work 
which is already begun. About $30,000 have been applied to it and 
expended on the work, and under this rule it is possible to make the 
appropriation larger without violating the rule. 

The rule reads as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in orderas an amendment thereto,for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress, etc. 

When it comes to a work that is already in progress, for the continua- 
tion of that work, there is no violation of the rule in making an ad- 
ditional appropriation therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has that not always been construed to refer 
to this kind of a case, where a public work was provided for with a 
limit of cost, say, for illustration, not to exceed $100,000, and then 
only $30,000 appropriated in the first instance, that an appropriation 
necessary to bring up the amount to the sum limited would be con- 
sidered in order under this rule? Thatisthe recollection of the present 
occupant of the chair. 

Mr. BERGEN. I think the Chair is correct, that that is the con- 
struction which the Committee on Appropriations has put upon it, but 
it should not be so limited and it hashad no construction in the House 
that I know of. I do not think the rule bears that limited construc- 
tion. I ask the Chair, therefore, to examine the rule and see if I am 
not strictly within the rule, when I ask that this amendment be put 
upon the bill, and the House may act upon it. I think the point of 
order on either ground is not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairisprepared torule. The Chair thinks 
this amendment is subject to the point of order. The Chair is of the 
opinion that, if this were to increase an appropriation within a limit 

ready authorized, then it would not be subject to the point of order, 
but that an amendment increasing a limit already established is sub- 


ject to the point of order. The Chair is of the opinion that that has | 


been uniformly held, and so decides in the absence of authority. The 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr, CANNON. I move to lay the bill aside with a recommenda- 
tion tothe House that it do pass as amended. 

Mr. VAUX. One moment, Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous con- 


sent to turn back to page 11, line 11, which I ask the Clerk to read. | 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I must object to turning back. 


Mr. VAUX. I wanted to save $75,000 in the purchase of this prop- 


erty across here, and I do not think that is an extravagant proposition 
to save $75,000, 

Mr. CANNON. I can not consent to turning back. 

Mr. VAUX. All right; I have tried to do my duty. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the committee proceed to the 
consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, the title of which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 


judicial expenses ofthe Government for the fiscal year ending June 3, 1892, and 
for other purposes, 


Mr. GROUT. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ver- 
mont rise ? 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I trust my friend from Ver- 
mont will raise the question of consideration in some other way. As 
I understand him, he desires to secure the remainder of the day for the 
business of the District of Columbia. If the question of consideration 
is raised, it will settle that point, I think. 











RECORD—HOUSE. 2AOT 





Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the District Committee have had 
The CHAIRMAN. This is not debatable. The question is upon 


rhe question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Grout) there were—ayes 26, noes 
84. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Mr. Chairman, my friends upon the other 
side have desired some time for general debate, but the amount of time 
has not been agreed upon. I desire to ask my friends what time they 
want, 

Mr. FORNEY. On this side we desire two hours. If we finish in 
less time we will make it shorter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I suppose the first formal reading of the 
bill may be dispensed with. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir; we are willing to consent to that, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent of the commit- 
tee that the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that 
the time for general debate be limited so as not to exceed two hours 
upon either side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not care how short the 
limit of general debate is on this bill, but I want forty-five minutes in 
the general debate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend desire to address himself 
to any particular item of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, would it not be satisfactory to pro- 
vide for that time when we reach the item ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, if I can have it when we reach that part 
of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I suppose my friend refers to that portion 
of the bill relating to civil service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the question that I refer to, and 1 pro- 
pose to address myself to that subject and no other. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘* More power to your elbow.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. lL[understand my colleague desires to ad 
dress himself to the consideration of the civil-service item when we 
reach it, and that he will want some time at that time. There will 
be no tronble about that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I supposed that there was such absolute unanim- 
ity on that side of the House on that subject that there would be no 
need for discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with and that general debate be limited to 
not exceeding two hours upon either side, the time upon the Repub- 
lican side to be controlled by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrer 
WORTH } and the time on the other side by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. ForRNEy]. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The first reading of the bill is dispensed with. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, There is another request that is perfectly 
satisfactory to me, if it is to the rest of the members, and that is that 
we proceed now with the bill and commence general debate to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is all right. 

Mr. FORNEY. We have no objection to that on this side 

Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Do I understand that the agreement to 
postpone general debate has been agreed to ? 

The CHAIRMAN, That question has not been submitted. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I want tosay, in explanation of the 
request made, that the gentleman from Ohio has agreed to yield me an 
hour’s time on this bill. Iam so situated that I can not very well go 
on to-day, andI therefore would consider it a personal favor if unani- 
mous consent might be had to allow general debate to go over until 
to-morrow and proceed to-day with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con 
sent that general debate on this bill be postponed until the next legisla- 
tive day, and that in the mean time the bill be proceeded with by para- 
graphs for amendment without prejudice. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the-request was not for the 
‘*next legislative day,’’? but the request was for ‘‘to-morrow.’’ | 
want to know whether there is any purpose behind that. You might 
take a recess this evening. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Itis meant to postpone it until the next day 
this bill shall be up for consideration, whether it is to-morrow, or the 
next day, or whatever day. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Ohio accept ashort amend- 
ment? Immediately upon the completion of the bill the next bill to 
be taken up shall be the ‘“‘martyrs’ bill,’’ for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the patriots who died in the prison ships. [Laughter. } 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to make asuggestion—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 








CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 9, 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. For a moment I withhold an objec- 
tion. I want to ask whetheran arrangement can not be made by which 
three hours of general debate may be had this evening. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, let us go on with the bill and have debate after- 
wards. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is now 20’clock. There will be 
three hours for debate, and that will leave one for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, whom we all desire to hear, and he can take that to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is an objection to that, and a very substan- 
tialone. The gentleman from Massachusetts expects to follow me, and 
of course if he had to go on I would have to go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A parliamentary inquiry. If 
this unanimous consent is granted would it be in order after general 
debate has closed to recur to any paragraph and amend it in accord- 
ance with the suggestions of general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN, Thatcould only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Thatshows the utter useless- 
ness of general debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us finish the bill and take the debate after- 
wards. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORSE. ‘“‘ Hang a man and try him afterwards.”’ 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know if it is in order to call up the Butterworth option bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Notatthistime. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object until I know what the arrangement is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Chairman, I submit that the gentleman 
does not make objection to the request of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York did makeobjec- 
tion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mileage of Senators, $45,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike owt the last word. 
I suppose, Mr. Chairman, the arrangement to postpone general de- 
bate unti! to-morrow did not contemplate the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BurrerwortH] witbholding a brief explanation of the proposi- 
tion contained in the bill, if he desired to do so. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the infor- 
mation of the House that the only explanation needed here is to say 
that the committee endeavored to provide fully and amply for the 
needs of the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to make a brief statement. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will add a single word in regard to this. 
The committee, as I stated, endeavored to meet the wants of the Gov- 
ernment. There were no increases made except where they seemed 
to be imperatively demanded. I-might also say that we may not have 
made as many increases as we ought to, but going through the various 
Departments of the Government, executive and judicial, we have ex- 
amined the heads of all the Departments and of the several bureaus 
80 as to ascertain precisely what a proper discharge of the public duty 
required for the several offices. 

We have provided for such a number and a proper amount, and have 
gone not a scintilla beyond. There is one thing we havedone to which 
I ought to call the attention of the House; that isin regard to the Civil 
Service Commission. Heretofore the examiners have been transferred 
from the several Departments at the pleasure of the Departments, or, 
rather, each Department has suggested such man as the head of that 
Department might deem fit to discharge the duties of examiner. We 
have provided to drop these examiners out of the several bureaus where 
they have been heretofore employed and to make them fixtures in the 
Civil Service Commission, in order that the discharge of the duties de- 
volving upon the commissioners may be performed in some systematic 
and businesslike way. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Are these clerks for the Civil Service Commission 
authorized by any general statute ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. It is pro to say also, Mr. 
Chairman, that my provision did not meet with the concurrence of all 
the members of the committee. My honored friend from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. CoGSWELL] expressed some dissent, and I think the chair- 
man of the committee was not up to the standard of realizing what a 
blessing this provision is, [Laughter.] But beyond that, there was 
substantial agreement between the majority and the minority, and it 
is fair to all the members of the committee to say that they have at- 
tempted to discharge their duties without regard to politics, and in 
fact without regard to any operating influence except a desire to serve 


the Government. I do not wish to say anything more upon the bill 
at this time. 


Mr. ADAMS. I call the gentleman’s attention to the words ‘‘in 
full compensation,’’ in line 5. Has the committee recommended an 
amount for any purpose which is unequal to the amount authorized by 
existing law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes. It is proper for me to say that in 
1874, I think—at all events, in the Forty-fourth Congress—the appro- 
priations matle in some cases were insufficient to pay the salaries pro- 
vided by law. In other words, instead of reducing the salaries by | 
enactment Congress simply reduced the amount appropriated for the 
payment of those salaries, For instance, the governors of the several 
Territories do not receive the amount to which they are entitled by law 
by, perhaps, 20 or 25 per cent, 

Mr. ADAMS. Did these words “‘in full compensation ”’ occur in the 
appropriation bills of last year and the year before and for several years 

t? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know that they have ever remained 
in the bill, but they have always been in it when it has been reported 
to the House. I think possibly they have occasionally gone out on points 
of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me I will answer 
that question. I have the legislative bill of last session before meand 
I find in it these words, ‘‘in full compensation.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I willsayto my friend from Dlinois [Mr. 
ADAMs] that we have operated so long on the basis of the salaries fixed 
by the appropriation bills that we have come to regard it as the fixed 
la 


w. 
Mr. ADAMS. And there has been no change in this bill in that re- 


spect. 
PM. BUTTERWORTH. No; we have followed in the wake of for- 
mer bills so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in ex- 
planation of the bill. The report of the committee might perhaps mis- 
lead the House without an explanatory statement. It isalleged in the 
report that— 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on pages 10-72, 80-88, 
and 343 of the Book of Estimatesfor 1 aggregating $22,695,252.55; of which 
amount there is recommended in the bill $21,559, 146.55. 

The appropriations for the same purposes for the current fiscal yearagg egate 
$21,767,557.75, being $208,411.20 more than is recommended in the bill for the 
service of the fiscal year 1892. 

The amount recommended in the bill is $1,136,136 less than the aggregate 
estimates submitted. The whole number of salaries specifically provided forin 
the bill is 10,597, being 261 less than the number estimated for and 59 less than 
the number provided for in the law for the current year. 

This report requives explanation; for, instead of a decrease in the 
number of salaries, there is an increase of seventy-one. The apparent 
decrease results from the legislation of the last session, by which the 
Signal-Service Bureau, carrying one hundred and thirty officials, at a 
cost of $153,960, was transferred to the Agricultural Department. In 
addition to this, the service of the Lighthouse Board, carrying seven- 
teen salaries, at acost of $19,700, is, forthe first time, provided for in this 
bill. So that, taking into account the increase resulting from the ad- 
dition of the Lighthouse Service and the decrease resulting from the 
transfer of the Signal-Service Bureau to the Agricultural Department, 
we have, as compared with the bill of last year, an actual increase of 
seventy-one officials. 

By the same methods of comparison we ascertain that, instead of a de- 
crease in the amount appropriated of $208,411.20, there is really a de- 
crease of only $74,151.20, and that decrease is accounted for in two 
items. One of the causes of decrease arises from the admission of cer- 
tain Territories to statehood. That reduces the appropriations usually 
carried in this bill to the extent of $94,000. Another item of decrease 
is the reduction of $215,000 for the services of special examiners. I 
desire also to call attention to the legislation in the bill of last year 
which has not been complied with by some of the heads of the Execu- 
tive Departments. On the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
CLEMENTS], the concluding proviso of the last legislative bill made it 
tLe duty of the ‘‘ heads of the several Executive Departments of the 
Government to report to Congress each year, in the annual estimates, 
the number of employés in each,bureau, and the salaries of each, who 
are below a fair degree of efficiency.’’ 

That law has not been complied with by the Department of State, 
the Department of Justice, the Department of Agriculture, and the 
Department of Labor. Four Departments of this Government have 
wholly ignored the positive mandate of the law, which requires them 
annually to report in the estimates that are transmitted to Congress 
the number of clerks who are below a fair standard of efficiency. All 
the other bureaus and Departments of the Government have obeyed 
the law; and by analysis of their reports it is fonnd that the inefficient 
clerks in the Patent Office number three, with salaries aggregating 
$2,820; in the Pension Office thirteen, with salaries aggregating $13.520; 
in the Land Office nine, with salaries amounting to $10,500; in the of- 
fice of the Commissioner of Education one clerk, at a salary of $1,200. 

In the Post-Office t there are thirty-one inefficient clerks, 
with salaries amounting to $35, 160, whilst in the War Department there 
are nineteen inefficient clerks, with salaries aggregating $20,500, the 
total being seventy-six inefficient clerks in these several Departments 
whose salaries aggregate $83,700. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the report to which the gentleman is refer- 
ing show whether those inefficient clerks are in the classified or the 
unclassified service? 

Mr. DOCKERY. They are in the classified service; and I may add 
that their inefficiency, as shown by the examination of the committee 
and the reports of the Departments, results largely from old age. I 
think the chairman of the subcommittee will sustain me as to the cor- 
rectness of this statement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the examination, hurriedly and briefly made 
at the last session by the subcommittee on the legislative bill, we as- 
certained that there were then about five hundred ineflicient clerks, 
with salaries aggregating, as I now remember, about $500,000. So 
that, assuming these reports (which I have no reason to question) to 
be accurate, it is apparent that there has been a very marked improve- 
ment during the last fiscal year. It must be true that a large number 
of inefficient clerks have been removed. I desired especially to invite 
the attention of the House to this question at the present time, hoping 
thereby to impress upon the heads of Departments the mandatory 
character of the law and the necessity for a compliance with its pro- 
visions. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The Clerk.read as follows: 

Office of the Vice President: For secretary to the Vice President, $2,220; for 
messenger, $1,440; telegraph operator, $1,200; one telegraph page, $720; in all, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move pro forma to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of putting a question to the gentleman in charge of 
this bill [Mr. ButTERWorRTH]. I notice in the report of the commit- 
tee a statement that— 

The bill provides for the officers, clerks, and other employés of the Senate in 
the same terms as are contained in the current law, except where it is necessary 
to provide for the difference between the approaching long session and the 

resent short session of Congress, makingan apparent net increase of $34,040.60 

n the sum for the officers and employés of the Senate over the appropriation for 
the fiscal year 1891. 

Not having had an opportunity to examine this bill carefully, I de- 
sire to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether it carries an appropria- 
tion for clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes. We have not disturbed the status 
over there in any way. We have made an appropriation, as has been 
done heretofore. Controversy has arisen between the two Houses about 
this matter, but we have invariably voted the amount necessary to 

y these clerks, and we report such an appropriation now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask further whether it has been 
usual to make this provision in the appropriation bill as reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations of the House, or have you awaited 
the action of the Senate in putting on an amendment after the bill 
reached that body, to be followed by some coquetting and reluctance 
on the part of the House, and finally concurrence. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend that for the last 
three or four years the item has been put in the bill as reported to the 
House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has it not been for the session only, and is not 
this now for the year? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is now for the session. The Senate 
some time ago desired to have an appropriation made for the year, and 
we had a difference between the two Houses on that point, but finally 
the appropriation was made for the session. This bill carries an ap- 
propriation for the session only, not for the year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I ask whether it has been usual for the House 
to frame the appropriation bill in this way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir; for a number of years the item 
has appeared in just this form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For thirty clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at $6 per 
day each during the session, $38,340. 


Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I wish to offer an amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a point of order on the text of the 
bill. : 





The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Iowa | 


(Mr. WALTER I. HAYEs] will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after line 8, on page 8, the following: 


“For clerks to Representatives who are not chairmen of committees having | 


a clerk, at $ per day during the session, such sum as may be necessary for that 
purpose is ae appropriated out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
” 


wise appropria’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isubmita point of order to the text as it stands in 
the bill, from lines 6 to 8 inclusive, that it is not authorized by exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To what Congress does the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa propose to attach this force of clerks? I did 
not catch the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. The Congress to which this appropria- 
tion bill applies—the next Congress. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Has no relation, of course, to the present 
Congress ? 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, it is proper to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that this brings up the old mooted question 
whether members shall be provided with clerksornot. I have always 
voted for it myself and see no reason to change my habit now, If gen- 
tlemen have views to submit or votes to cast on this question, now is 
the proper time to determine the matter and let them be prepared to 
act. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I understand, of course, that this bill 
applies to the next Congress. I drew the amendment hurriedly. If 
it does not apply I wish to frame it so as to make it apply. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So far as that is concerned, it necessarily 
applies to the next Congress, for the bill does not go into operation 
until after this Congress expires. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I so understood. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair). The 
Chair would state to the gentleman that this amendment would more 
properly come in under the head of ‘‘ House of Kepresentatives’’ than 
here. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES, I know; but I wasaware of the fact that 
there the question of order would be raised on the ground that it is new 
legislation; whereas here it is certainly germane to this provision 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave made a point of order to the text, and if 
that is sustained of course there is nothing to go in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is impossible to hear what my friend 
has said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point 
of order upon the paragraph that it is not authorized by existing law; 
and of course, if that is sustained, then there will be nothing to which 
the amendment could be offered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave no doubt as to the question of its 
being in virtue of existing law; but I would like to hear the gentle- 
man from Indiana on the specific proposition now pending, which I 
should be glad to have again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think the amendment should be prepared, 
if it is to go through, with a little more care as to fixing the service to 
be rendered by these persons, and soon. Personally 1 have no objec- 
tion to the amendment and will let the committee determine the 
matter for themselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is reserved against both, I 
suppose the Chair understands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not understand that any point of order 
was reserved on the amendment. The point of order I understood was 
to the text of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; butit also embraces the amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But the gentleman did not make the point of 
order against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman himself so states and the Chair 
so understood. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to say that if this amendment is 
adopted I shall, of course, have a vote on it in the House, so that we 
may be clear about the value of the measure. Personally, I repeat, I 
am not opposed to it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understand my colleague [Mr. HoLMAN] has 
made a point of order upon the entire paragraph, that it is here with- 
out authority of existing law. Now, it seems to me that before we can 
consider the question of the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Iowa this question must be first decided. If this item is not in 
the bill by authority of law it ought to go out, because the appro- 
priation of the people’s money should only be made under and by au- 
thority of existing law. 
| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the additional point of order—— 
| The CHAIRMAN. The only question now is on the point of order 
| raised by the gentleman from Indiana. 
| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish tomake another point of order against 
| the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 
| 





The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Indiana to the paragraph of the bill referred to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is a matter certainly within the knowl- 
| edge of the Chair that there is no law to authorize this appropriation 
| of money for the year 1892. There is an existing appropriation of 
money for the current year for the payment of clerks to Senators not 
chairmen of committees. That is conceded. But there is no law 
within the meaning of the rule authorizing this appropriation of money 
| for the coming year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ifmy friend will permit me, there is no law 
in regard to any officials, except those that are elected and so provided 
to carry on the business of the House. In conducting its business the 
House and the Senate provide for such employés and assistants in the 

| appropriation bills as they deem necessary, and that power is conferred 


| 
| 
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upon them by the Constitution itself. This provision in the bill is to 
provide for certain clerical assistance necessary for carrying on the busi- 
ness of the Senate, and the amendment provides for the business of the 
House. Both of them relate to the same purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend must bear in mind the fact that no 
ruling on that subject has gone further than this, that it was compe- 
tent to add to a body of persons in public employment where the oc- 
casion is necessary, and it is done at every session of Con 

But all of theseclerks were provided for originally—I mean to say the 
class was provided for—by some act of Congress. Now, hereis a case 
entirely different and distinct. Here is a class, that is to say, clerks 
to the Senators not being chairmen of committees. That isaseparate 
class of itself. Now, that never was provided for by law. No num- 
ber was ever fixed. I can see that if fiveor ten years ago, when there 
was a given number of Senators, there had been a law allowing Sena- 
tors who were not chairmen of committees to have clerks—I can see 
that an increase would be justified, for instance, as the number of Sen- 
ators was increased; but here is a case where there is no original act 
or law authorizing this class of clerks. The best that can be said is 
that there is on the statute books an appropriation of a certain amount 
of money for clerks for Senators who are not chairmen of committees; 
but that applies simply to the current year and is not a law operating 
in the future, such as is contemplated by the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is a repetition, is it not, of the language 
ofthe preceding law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, but it is fair to say, if the Chair has not 
watched the course of legislation on this measure from time to time, 
that up to this time it has been held, notwithstanding appropriations 
have been made for a number of years, that this appropriation is not 
authorized by any existing law, and that if it got on to the billat all, 
it was through the action of the Senate, and not by the action of the 
House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, no question of order has 
ever been sustained against this proposition, and, as to these men con- 
stituting a class, it is a question whether three or six or ten constitute 
aclass. It is to provide a working force for this House, and the fact 
that we provide for fifty instead of three does not make a class, It is 
not the number that fixes the class, and no point of order has ever been 
sustained against it; but it has been voted down in the House after al- 
ways being sustained by a viva voce vote in the committee. It has not 
been voted down until it came to the yea and nay vote in the House. 

A Member. -That is very singular. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a very singular statement, but it 
shows how much better we know than we do, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not certain that this question 
has ever been presented heretofore, for the reason that Ido not remem- 
ber before that this provision has been in the original bill; but I feel 
quite confident that a new class of clerks can not be added to the cur- 
rent legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill without 
some prior authority of law, and that it has certainly not been held 
that an appropriation law fora current year is existing law within the 
meaning of the rule of the House against appropriations of money ex- 
cept in pursuance of existing law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But, Mr. Chairman, my friend will hardly 
insist that we could not increase the number of employés of this House 
twenty-five or thirty or forty. The House judges for itself what is 
necessary to enable it to conduct its business; and I repeat again there 
are no officers of the House, except the elective officers, provided for 
by law or otherwise than in appropriation bills. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And thisamendment has been offered time 
and time again, and the point of order has never been sustained against 
it because it was regarded as clearly within the province of the House 
to provide whatever it needed for its working machinery. Otherwise 
the Housecould not carry on its business at all. ise the lack of a 
law which authorizes the House to transact its business would paralyze 
its effort. It must always be left free to provide for its own work the 
necessary machinery, or else it might find itself unable to move a step. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think the gentleman can point to an in- 
stance where a new office has been created by the House, if the point 
of order was raised, upon an appropriation bill. I admit that there 
have been increases from time to time in the various classes of clerks; 
but I question very much, in fact, I should be compelled to deny, that 
a new oflice could be created for the House of Representatives or for 
the Senate, or any other new class of clerks, except in pursuance of 
some law other than the mere, current appropriation bill. I have not 
the precedents and I do not think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. But- 
TER WORTH] has; but I feel quite confident that it will not be found 
that this point of order has been made and overruled heretofore. I take 
it, it has always been placed in the bill by the Senate, and therefore 
the point could not come up in the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The question has always arisen and it has 
never been ruled out. It is proper to say, Mr. Chairman, and I will 
call attention to the fact, that there is no warrant of law or any statute 
on earth that provides for the clerks already employed, except the ap- 
propriation bill. 


Sy 
2 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of 
order is not well taken on the pending paragraph, and overrules it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now I am ready to have a vote on this 
uestion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order-—— 

A MEMBER. What is the pending amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit a parliamentary inquiry—whether or not 
the decision of the Chair extends to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman made the first point of order 
upon the paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided the first point of order made. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that; but as to the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa. I made the point of order on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana made the further 
point of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa, which is practically to give members clerks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that it comes tco late. 
Mr. HOLMAN, Thatis my point. I make the point of order on 
this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point 
of order, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] says he made the 
same point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is against both. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair isinclined to leave the point of order 
upon this amendment made by the gentleman from Indiaraand by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] to the committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes this point 
of order, that it is new legislation. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will leave the question to the com- 
mittee itself. 

The question was taken on sustaining the point of order, and the 
Chair announced that the “‘ noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 86. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof orderraised by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kerr] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is 
overruled by the committee itself; and the question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first state the proposition, which 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, 
giving to the members of the House a clerk. 

Mr. BIGGS. Upon that I want to be heard. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope I will be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion will be allowed on the question, of 
course. The Chair will state incidentally that this is a question of 
some importance to members themselves, and the Chair trusts that the 
committee will be in order. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Will my colleague yield to me for one 
moment? Iwant to perfectthe amendment. And it had better bein 
the shape that is desired before the discussion is had, and for that 
reason I wish to offer a substitute for it. 

Mr. KERR,-of Iowa. I yield the floor to my colleague to offer his 
proposed amendment, as he desires to modify this proposition, before 
I make my remarks. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WALTERI. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to substitute 
what is marked in blue pencil for the amendment which I have of- 
fered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That from and after the approval of this act each Representative and Dele- 
oo in Congress shall be entitled to a clerk during the sessions of Congress, to 

appointed and paid as follows, to wit: Each presentative and Delegate 
may appoint such a person as he desires to be his clerk, and report such ap- 
pointment tothe Clerk of the House of Representatives, who thereupon shall 
record the name of suchappointee in arecord book to be kept for that purpose, 
showing the full name of such person, the State or place from whence and by 
whom appointed, with the date of such appointment, and who shall also re- 
cord therein when made. 

That each of the aforesaid clerks shall be paid as other employés of the House 
of Representatives, but only for the timeso actually employed in service assuch 
clerk, and upon the certificate of the ntative or Delegate by whom ap- 

ted of such actual employment, at rate of $100 per month. 
That each of said clerks shall be removable at the pleasure of the Representa- 


tive or whom nted. 
het these ie ace — out of any any in the Treasury not 
such sum as may be necessary for this purpose. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, theamendment just read will 
be considered as pending, in lieu of the one previously offered. 


1891. 





Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I desire to change the wording of the 
language of the first phrase of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That for the next Congress each Representative and Delegate in Congress, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment just 
read will be considered as pending in lieu of the one which was of- 
fered. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to say that I have no objection to its 
being considered as a substitute, but on that I raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been decided by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
this substitute? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order upon the amend- 
ment as now offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that debate will be all8wed 
upon the point of order. It involves a very important principle. It 
involves the question whether or not this new class of clerks, with large 
salaries, can be created on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think there is any precedent for it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
I can sea motions, but can not hear a word, there is so much disorder. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee will be inorder. The gentleman 
from Iowa makes the point of order upon the substitute for the amend- 
ment now pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Not on this. 
Does the gentleman raise the point of order on 


I hope the House will consider the effect of this de- 


rt of the House or the Committee of the Whole to inangurate legis- 
tion creating new officers and new employés of the House. It is a 
perilous thing to do. It will destroy our rules; and I hope gentlemen 
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wish to say that the amendment as first proposed offered by my col- 
league [Mr. WALTERI. HAyEs] was to grant a compensation to members 
for the clerk hire which they have paid as individuals for this Congress 


| as well as for the next, and the modification that he has made, while 


it does take away somewhat the appeal to the selfishness on this side 
of the House, rather increases the appeal to the selfishness on the 
other side, because those of us who are going out would not receive 


apy benefit under the modified amendment, while probably three- 
fourths of the gentlemen on the other side would be benefited by it to 
the extent of the amounts that they are now, as individuals, required 
to pay for clerk hire. 

The amendment provides for compensation to individual members 
for clerks. I do not have any doubt that, as the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH | says, we have the right to fix the compensation 
of cierks of committees, because a committee is a part of the organiza- 
tion of the House. But that rule does not apply to clerks for indi- 
viduals, because an individual has no official capacity except so far as 
his vote and his action as a member of the House are concerned. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will observe that these are not 
to be clerks to individuals, but clerks to ‘‘ members’? in their official 
capacity. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the difference ? 
difference between tweedledum and tweedledee.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The provision is that each member shall 
have a clerk. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Each member as an individual, not as a com- 
mittee but as an individual, is to have aclerk to do his individual busi- 
ness, and not his business as a part of the organization of the House. 


It is ‘* 


the 


| So, Mr. Chairman, I hold that the point of order ought to be sustained. 
cision, for if this committee or this House of Representatives can onan | 
appropriation bill pass a provision like this, creating a new class of | 
clerks, fixing their salaries, then there is no limit whatever upon the | 


of gentlemen on that side to sustain this point of order. 


will not, that the House will not, commit itself tothe proposition that | 


such an amendment as this is in order on an appropriation bill. 

My pointis this, that in the measure concerning ourselves we are adopt- 
ing a rule that will be fatal to future legislation, because if this amend- 
ment is held to be in order it will make a precedent for unlimited ap- 
propriations of money, with no rule of the House to guard against 
them. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana if there is any difference, so far as the rule of or- 
der is concerned, between this question and the one that the commit- 
tee has just passed upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; but I hope this will not be passed upon 
favorably. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order made by my | 


colleague, Mr. HOLMAN, will not lie against this amendment, then, if 
I can comprehend the meaning of words, no point of order can ever lie 


againstany amendment that may beattached to any appropriation bill. | 


Unless this point of order shall be sustained, we are at the mercy of one | 
man, the chairman of the committee, in the enactment into law of the | 


measures that come before us for our consideration. The rules of this 
House are supposed to have the same effect upon us as existing law. 
We are here making laws for the Government of a mighty nation, where 
the only source of security is in the cheerful obedience to the law by 
the people, and if we who are here to formulate these measures into 
law shall not hold ourselves amenable to existing law and rules of the 
House, then we are unworthy to represent the American people. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will permit a suggestion, the 


difference is this. In the very nature of things, under the Constitu- | 


tion, the two Houses of Congress must provide for the machinery to 
conduct their business. Hence it is always competent for them to 
make such provision as they deem wise for that purpose. This pertains 
to the conduct of the business by the body which makes the law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is trne; but for more than one century, and 
for the two longest sessions of Congress in our national life, the mem- 
bers of this House have found themselves able to get along without 
the assistance of clerks, 

A Memper. And there are ten of them dead. 

Mr.CHEADLE. I want to say to this side of the Chamber that 
while they have the power to overrule this point of order they can not 
and will not represent the great mass of the laboring and wealth-pro- 
ducing classes of the West and of the whole country in heaping upon 
the taxpayers of the country this additional and unnecessary burden. 


| 


| know whether to excuse him or not. 


| Iowa was, in the opinion of the Chair, subject to the 


[ trust that the Republican party upon this side of the Chamber will | 


stand by the existing rules which we have made for the transaction of 
business here and for the protection of the interests of the people, be- 
cause our only security, the only barrier between us and the most out- 
rageous extravagance in public expenditures is to be found in the 
cheerful obedience of all to the existing law and to the existing rules 
of this body. Isincerely trust that gentlemen will not vote this unnec- 
essary burden upon the taxpayers of the West and of the whole country. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, before the point is decided, I 


Let me add that I hope gentlemen on the other side will not he 
guilty of the injustice to this side of the House of voting to sustain 
this proposition. They seek to charge this Congress with this increase 
of expenditures, when they know that they would be afraid to meet 
the question in the next Congress; and I appeal to the sense of honor 
| Cries of 
“*Rule!’’ ‘Rule! ’’] 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairsustains the point of order made upon 
this substitute by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. Does the 
gentleman [Mr. WALTER I. HAy4EsS] appeal trom the decision of the 
Chair? 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Now, I would like to be heard on the 
appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
question of the appeal. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas (turning his back to the Chairman). 
The Chair will pardon me for addressing my remarks to the committee, 
that I may be heard by members. 

Probably there is not a gentleman on this floor who in his calm 


The gentleraan from Kansas is recognized on the 


hio- 


|} ments——— 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is impossible to hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I asked the Chair to excuse me for 
addressing my remarks directly to the committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Unless we hear the gentleman, we do pot 
{ Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want the opinion of the Chair with reference to 
the parliamentary situation of this question. Of course we all recog- 
nize the rule that we can not legislate upon an appropriation bill. 
The gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. WALTER I. HAYEs] offered an amend- 
ment, legislative in its character, providing for clerks to members, The 
Chair submitted to the Committee of the Whole the point of order 
which was raised, and the committee decided that the proposition was 
inorder. Then, as [ understand, thegentleman from Iowa asked unani- 
mous consent to substitute a second proposition in lieu of the first, 
which had been decided to be in order, and the Chair submitted the 
question of unanimous consent, which was granted. I wish to know 
from the Chair whether that is not the situation of this question 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute offered by the gentleman from 
point of order; 
atleast the Chair felt it his duty to so consider it, and did. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, if the Chair will allow me 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
want to correct him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman can correct me 
Chair can do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know whether the Chair submitted to the 
Committee of the Whole the request for unanimous consent as to the 
second proposition, the substitute for the first? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair did. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the House gave consent, 


I 


afterward, or the 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But I made a point of order which was recog- 
nized by the Chair; otherwise I would have objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee gave unanimous consent to the 
offering of the substitute; but at the time it was offered the gentle- 
man from Iowa made the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Idid notso understand. I simply wanted to know 
the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not consider that he ought to 
allow a point of order made in that way to be evaded. The gentleman 
from Iowa was in ample time with his point of order, and the Chair 
held thatit was good. Now the gentleman from Kansas desires to ad- 
dress the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now I wish to ask the Chair another question. If 
unanimous consent had been refused, the first proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] would be before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question would be on its adoption. The 
question now pending is the appeal from the decision of the Chair, and 
the gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I rise toaparliamentary inquiry. The 
question of order upon the amendment when it was first offered was 
by the Chair submitted to the Committee of the Whole, which re- 
fused to sustain the point of order. Then what was practically an 
amendment to that, a substitute for it, was offered, and a point of or- 
der was made upon it. But itis conceded by the gentleman from 
Indiana who made that point of order that, so far as the point of order 
is concerned, the same identical question is presented. Now,the Com- 
mittee of the Whole having passed upon that question, is there any- 
thing left for the Chair to decide upon this new point of order which 
is made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WAtrer I. 
HAYES) is mistaken. The gentleman from Iowa[Mr. KERR] made a 
point of order upon the gentleman’s substitute. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. But the question had been voted on. 
There is no difference as to the point of order between the two propo- 
sitions. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been voted on. The Chair decided 
the secord point of order. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I understand; but the point of order 
which was raised was precisely thesame as the Committee of the Whole 
had just passed upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so consider it. The first 
point of order was upon a portion of this bill which had at least the 
authority of precedents. The committee decided the gentleman’s amend- 
ment as inorder. But the substitate offered by the gentleman from 
Towa has not been submitted to the committee and is, in the opinion of 
the Chair, new legislation properly subject to the point of order, and the 
Chair so held. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized, if he de- 
sires to speak; otherwise the Committee of the Whole will proceed with 
its work. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the question before the 
committee is whether the decision of the Chair as to this amendment 
is in accordance with the rules, usages, and continued practice of the 
House. When interrupted I was about tosay that I doubted whether a 
single gentleman on this floor was not satisfied in his own mind that 
the point of order was well taken, that the decision of the Chair was 
correct, and that it should be sustained. I believe this to be the fact. 

It so happens, however, that the question involved is practically a 
personal question which has appealed to my pocket every year in the 
last twel ve and which appeals to each member’s pocket, namely, whether 
he shall pay fifty or sixty dollars a month fora clerk or whether in 
some way the House of Representatives shall be made to pay for his 
clerk. That he must have a clerk everybody knows, just as he must 
have meals and rooms, and these he pays outof his salary. I have 
paid my clerk outof my salary; butif Government had paid him my 
salary would have been just that much greater than it really has been. 
And every argument which can be urged for voting clerks would be 
equally good for voting our board bills. In other words, gentlemen, 
it is a question of personal pork. 

Mr. KELLEY. And they are trying to railroad it through. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, yes, it is a characteristic of the 
legislative pork business that those most interested in the results mani- 
fest the greatest impatience. 

But this is distinctively and vividly a question of personal pork, I 
repeat; and I do not wish to be understood as making any insinuations 
or reflections upon any of my friends whe are supporting the measure, 
but I only use that term because the question necessarily appeals to 
every member’s pocket just as it has appealed to my pocket. And I 
submit to this (the Republican) side of the House that an overthrow 
of the decision of the Chair will entail upon us the responsibility of a 
scandal. 

Now, I am going out. A great majority of my Democratic brethren 
are going to stay in. On this side of the House will come in several 
gentlemen who have not been here before; and I do not see why the 
new Democrats and the gentlemen comingin on this side of the House 
should not have the privilege and responsibility of providing their 
own clerks and of paying them, just as I have done. I do not see why 
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the Republican side of the House, responsible to the country as we are 
for the legislation of this Congress, shall violate the rules, overrule a 
palpably clear and right decision of the Chair, simply for the purpose 
of giving to the members of Congress in the next House of Represent- 
atives an addition to their salaries under the guise of clerk hire, which 
has never been given to individual members or to any of the members 
except chairmen of committees heretofore. 

Now, I ask the House just to stop and think foramoment. I ask Re- 
publicans to stop and think. Our brethren over there will be making 
some broken, fragmentary speeches about us in a year or two, and on 
the stump will be citing the extravagance of a Republican Congress 
and the extravagant appropriations made by a Republican House, call- 
ing attention to this, that, and the other thing, and especially will be 
emphasized this item, entirely indefensible, that will be understood by 
the country at large as an indirect salary grab. I am opposed toit. I 
believe the decision of the Chairman to have been eminently correct 
and proper, and whether the committee sustains it or not I hope there 
are enough members on the floor of the House, in the event that the 
amendment be adopted, to demand the yeas and nays and let the coun- 
try understand precisely who are and who are not responsible for this 
provision. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
Iowa to withdraw the appeal from the decision of the Chair. As I un- 
derstand the matter unanimous consent was asked for the substitution 
of the new amendment subject to the point of order. The committee 
has already decided the first proposition to be in order; and if the gen- 
tleman withdraws this he may offer as I understand it the first proposi- 
tion, which is susceptible of amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will object to any withdrawal, and dc- 
sire to say a word on the question of appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman allow the Chair a moment 
to state the pending question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. There seems to be some confusion owing to the 
noise in the Hall as to the exact status of the question now before the 
committee, confusion arising from the noise prevailing, and is such 
that many gentlemen do not understand the proposition and have re- 
quested the Chair to state it again. 

The first proposition was the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] upon the text of the paragraph in the 
printed bill. That question was submitted to the committee and the 
point of order was overruled by the committee. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAYEs] in the mean time had offered an amend- 
ment which virtually gives clerks to the members of the House. After 
the decision of the committee relative to the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Indiana, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WALTER 
I. HAYES] asked unanimous consent to offer a substitute for his amend- 
ment. 

The Chair asked unanimous consent for this and it was granted, 
subject still to the point of order which had been made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], which point of order is to the effect that 
the proposed amendment is new legislation. The question of order 
being submitted to the Chair, the Chair sustained the point of order, 
and an appeal was taken by the gentleman from Iowa. The pending 
question, therefore, is the appeal from the decision of the Chair— 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee ?—and upon that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is a misunderstanding as to what was the 
ruling of the committee on the first amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no ruling of the committee on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. The committee decided that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from Indiana upon the 
printed paragraph in the bill, to wit, the provision allowing clerks to 
Senators not chairmen of committees was overruled. The Chair sus- 
tained the next point of order on the substitute and the question now 
before the committee is the appeal from that decision. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand the question, the Chair is 
entirely correct in the statement. A point of order was made by the 
gentleman from Indiana against the appropriation in the bill covering 
clerks to Senators, and my friepd from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. Hayes] 
offered a substitute or an amendment, which, by unanimous consent, 
came before the committee in lieu of the one he first offered. 

Now, touching the ap It seems to me entirely within the prov- 
ince of the House to e this provision for the conduct of its legiti- 
mate business. That provision is never made in any other form, and 
at least itmay be made here. I have deemed it perfectly competent 
for the House, and I have constantly so held, to provide such clerical 
assistance as it may need for the performance of its functions. 

But, since my friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ] in discussing the 
appeal referred to the merits of the question for a moment, I desire to 
say that every man here must answer to his own conscience and to his 
own constituents for the votes he casts. It is a matter of the slightest 
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possible concern, if my vote is right, whether the clerk appointed in- 
ures to my benefit or not. Theonly question is will this appropriation 
secure to each member of the House such necessary aid in the dis- 
charge of his public duties as to enable him to render a better public 
service? I said once before that I believed there was not a man here 
who could safely undertake to stand a civil-service examination in re- 
gard to 5 per cent. of the business that is before this body. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then why do not yuu come in and vote with us? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order against the gen- 
tleman from Ohio—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, every one here knows 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the 
gentleman is not discussing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed in order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is entirely correct about 
that, but I notice that he was not seized with compunctions upon that 
point when my friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] was talking 
about personal pork. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It was your turn to object then. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, it is fair, I submit to my honored 
friend, that as he listened with such complacency to my friend from 
Kansas for five minutes he yield to me for two minutes on the same 
point. All I have to add is this: We all know that from the farthest 
corners of this country matters are sentto members of Congress which 
are not in the line of legislation and which have no relation to it. It 
takes you to the Departments every day. You look after pensions, 
you look after claims, you look after mineral lands, you look after all 
the public lands of this country, and a thousand interests that do not 
pertain to your duties as legislators, and which a clerk could perform. 

The only reason for still objecting to paying a clerk would be that 
your salaries are sufficient to enable you to do it at your own expense. 
I do not agree to that proposition, and, in my judgment, the service 
which we are called upon to perform for the country would be better 
rendered if you gave to each member of Congress a clerk to attend to 
the duties referred to, in order that you might give serious and constant 
attention to the business for which you are sent here, which is legisla- 
tion. 

Now, I am perfectly aware that these calls upon us are perfectly 
legitimate and proper; but they consume a very large part of our time, 
and hence bills come before us every day with which we are unfamiliar 
by reason of a want of opportunity to give full and careful investiga- 
tion to them, because of these additional duties. Ido not think the 
salary paid to a member of Congress is too large. I think every con- 
stituent in this country will realize that his member of Congress should 
have sufficient help to enable him to perform the duties that devolve 
upon him as a member of this body. The Senators have had clerks 
for years. We have needed them and wanted them for years and voted 
to have them each session on a viva voce vote and on a call for tellers, but 
on a call of yeas and nays there was on every occasion a falling away. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will my friend allow me 

Mr. VAUX. What do they pay members of Congress for? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. VAux] that if you are called upon to discharge a duty, and in 
the discharge of that duty you find that you need additional help, your 
employer, whether a constituency or an individual, will say, ‘‘ Brother 
Vaux, I will furnish you the help to enable you to discharge the duties 
I devolve upon you.’? [Applause. ] 

Mr. VAUX. When our constituencies say so, then it will be time 
enough; but they have not said so yet. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know nothing about the gentleman’s 
constituency. I have been here for twelve years and have voted for 
this measure every time it has come up, and I have never heard one 
man, rich or poor, high or low, complain because I asked to have the 
help I needed to perform the work devolving upon me. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is not the single question this, not 
whether you need some one to help you as a clerk, but whether you 
or the Government shall pay that clerk ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a question whether I can discharge 
the duties devolving upon me and employ the additional help that I 
need justly out of the salary I am allowed. I find I can not do it. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has not my friend hired a clerk ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, three of them, and if I had not kept 
doing work which would yield me some revenue in addition to my 
salary I would be so poor that I could not afford to have a shadow fgl- 
low me. [Laughter.] But I do not care to discuss this further at this 
time, and I call for a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope we may have order. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio, is not 
the opposition to this measure more a matter of demagogy than the 
measure itself is a matter of pork? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have never seen a time in the House 
when the sentiment upon this measure, on a canvass of the House, has 
not been in favor of it. I have never seen it passed upon when, by a 
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viva voce vote, it has not been supported by a full majority, and I have 
never been here when by a yea-and-nay vote the House has not gone 
againstit like awhirlwind. [Laughter.] I have voted for it always, 
for the simple reason that I believed it to be just and in the interest 
of the good people whom I represent anc 
to protect and subserve. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is true; on a ye 
always failed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to renew again the inquiry 
of the Chair which I made awhile ago, to wit, whether or not the Chair 
did not submit the point of order made against the first amendment of 
the gentleman trom Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAYES] to the committee 
and if the committee did not overrule that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will beinorder. The Chair was 
in error at one point in the statement he made before, and with the 
permission of the committee will state the parliamentary status of the 
question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
any one to be heard. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the point of order I wished to make. 
There is so much confusion in the Hall thatit is impossible to hear what 
is being said. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen of the committee complain that they 
have not, because of the confusion, been able to understand the ruling 
of the Chair and the parliamentary status. The Chair was in errorin 
his former statement as to which point of order was submittted to the 
committee and will restate it, correcting the error. ‘The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] made a point of order upon lines 6, 7, 
and 8, upon page 8, of the pending bill, which virtually gives clerks 
to Senators. The Chair overruled the pointof order. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. Hayes] offered an amendment which 
virtually gave clerks to the members of the House of Representatives. 
A point of order having been raised on this amendment by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, the Chair submitted it to the committee and the 
committee overruled the point of order. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAyYeEs] then desired to 
offer a substitute for that amendment, different in langaage and in 
scope, as the Chair understands, and asked unanimous consent that it 
be substituted for the amendment previously offered by him. Unan- 
imous consent was given, except that the gentleman from Lowa [ Mr. 
KERR] reserved at the time it was offered the point of order upon the 
substitute, and the Chair held that the gentleman could do this, the 
point of order being that it was new legislation upon an appropriation 
bill. The Chair sustained the point of order. Now, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAyYeEs] appeals from the decision of the 
Chair, and that is the pending question before the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I wish to submit to the Chair-—— 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Now, in view of the statement that the 
Chair has just made, correcting the previous statement, and the last 
statement being correct, I desire to ask the Chair whether, in view of the 
fact that nobody claims but what the present substitute is the same in 
effect as the other proposition, the ruling of the committee overruling 
the point of order does not stand as to this. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentileman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] made the 
point of order on the substitute and the Chair sustained it; and the 
question before the committee is either to sustain or overrule that de- 
cision. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Another parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WALTERI. HAYES. Iftheappeal be now withdrawn, does the 
proposition stand before the Committee of the Whole that was pre- 
viously voted upon and which the committee decided was in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe appeal is withdrawn the substitute goes 
out upon the point of order, and the first amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa is not pending, because he withdrew it and sub- 
stituted another by unanimous consent, the point of order being re- 
served. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES, I did not withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdrew ft by offering a sub- 
stitute, as before stated. 

Mr. WALTER I, HAYES. I offered the other as a substitute, but 
did not withdraw the first amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submiito the Chair a ques- 
tion without reference to the former ruling. The Chair has already 
stated that the first proposition of the gentleman from Iowa was legis- 
lative in its character in the matter of allowing clerks to members of 
the House of Reprentatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will allow the Chair 
to state that he has said nothingabout the first amendment to the bill. 
It was as to the substitute the Chair has spoken and ruled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair misapprehends what I have said, I said 
that the Chair, in characterizing the first amendment of the gentle- 
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Mr, Chairman, I rise to a point of order 
The disorder is so great that it is difficult for 
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man from lowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAyEs], said the effect of it was to 
give clerks to members. Am I correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands that that was what the 
amendment meant. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Chair having reached the 
conclusion that the first amendment of the gentleman from Iowa was 
legislative in itscharacter, and the committee having determined other- 
wise, the Chair will acquiesce, of course, in that decision, having sub- 
mitted it. Then I wish to submit to the Chair whether, having got 
an amendment of that kind before the committee, granting clerks to 
members, it is not competent for the committee to better that legisla- 
tion by amendment. And I desire to ask whether that has not been 
the practice of the House. When you have inserted a legislative prop- 
osition in a bill, you have passed away from the rule? Then the 
question is on the perfection of that legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will allow the 
Chair to state that the first amendment was withdrawn by unanimous 
consent, and another, different in character, was laid before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, if the Chair will allow me, I wish to submit | 
another question. 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair is mistaken. 
did not withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not caring about that; for my purpose it does 
not amount toanything. I wish to ask the Chair if, with that second 
amendment out of the way, the first having been determined to be in 
order by the Committee of the Whole, it would not be competent for 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAygs] to offer the amend- 
ment which the committee has decided to be in order, and then it would 
be for the committee itself to amend that and perfect it in such form 
as in its wisdom it desires. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question before the committee is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair sustaining the point of order on the substitute 
stand as the jadgment of the committee? 

Thequestion was taken; and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘ noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 69. 

Accordingly the decision of the Chair stood as the judgment of the 
committee. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 8, page 8: 

“For clerks to Representatives who are not chairmen of committees having 
a clerk, at $6 per day during the session, such sum as may be necessary for that 
purpose, which is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of or- 
der that that is new legislation. 

Mr. BIGGS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to know whether amendments are now in or- 
der. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAYEs] has sent 
up so many that I feel bound to ask that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer an amendment to this 
amendment if he sees fit. 

Mr, BIGGS. I have an amendment that I want to offer as a sub- 
stitute for the whole matter, and I propose to speak to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Bicas] 
offers an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, that can not be done while the 
point of order is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from California will wait the 
Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. BIGGS. I will wait until the point of order is decided if I can 
be recognized then. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] and the | 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] make the point of order upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. 
Hayes], and as it is identical with the one which was overruled by 
the committee awhile ago, the Chair overrules the point of order in 
obedience to the expressed will of the committee. 

Mr. BIGGS, I want to be recognized whenevet the discussion of that 
question is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I respectfully appeal from that decision. 

Mr. BIGGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to offer my amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, let us have order in the Hall, and 
will the Chair please state the parliamentary status, so that we may 
understand it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. WaLrtser I. 
HAYES] virtually renews his former amendment, upon which the point 
of order is raised by the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from 
Indiana that it is new legislation. The committee upon the 
same question before and decided that the point of o was not well 


taken. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is not the Chair mistaken about that? 


The gentleman from Iowa 


I offer the amendment which I send to 
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The CHAIRMAN. It was the same amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let mecall the attention of the Chair 
to one point. I think there has been no conclusive action upon this 
point, for the reason that before it was finally determined—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). The Chair has held this point of 
order not well taken, following the decision of the committee on the 
previous occasion, and now the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to correct the ChairifIcan. The point 
of order was made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] and the 
point of order wassustained by the Chair; from that decision an appeal 
was taken and the committee sustained the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN, That was on the substitute. 

Mr. PERKINS. But this embraces the same proposition as the sub- 
stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to follow the decision of 
the committee and has so stated. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN] now appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the committee have an opportunity of hear- 
ing the amendment which the Chair says he has decided to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there be objection, the Clerk will again 
read the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BIGGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I send up my substitute, and I 
wish to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the appeal. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘‘Vote!”’ 
sé Vote!’’} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the appeal. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Several MEMBERS. I second the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] can not be entertained. 

Mr. WALTER IL. HAYES. I rise toa parliamentaryinguiry. The 
committee having already passed upon this question, is it in order to 
reraise the question at every stage of the proceedings and have an ap- 
peal upon the same proposition upon eac +h restatement of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that gentlemen had the 
right to raise the point of order. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair overruling the point of order stand as the judgment of the 
committee? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Committee of the Whole is in a most 
singular and paradoxical position in regard to this matter. In my 
humble judgment this proposition does not differ from the other; there 
is no substantial difference at all. The other simply made a provision 
for applying the fund; it went a little more into detail. But as to the 
present proposition the point of order was overruled, while as to the 
other proposition subsequently offered, a proposition ‘‘on all fours’’ 
with this, differing from it not at all in substance so far as the rules 
of the House are concerned, the Committee of the Whole immediately 
reversed its action, and held that the second proposition was out of order. 
Now, I understand the original proposition is submitted again in pre- 
cisely the same form. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. It is the same proposition which the 
Committee of the Whole sustained by overruling the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The original proposition is again submitted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise toa parliamentaryinguiry. I 
wish to know what the decision of the Chair is—whether the Chair 
holds that this amendment is in order or out of order, so that I may be 
able to vote intelligently on sustaining the decision of the Chair ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair held that theamendment isin order, 
following in this respect the manifest will of the committee as shown 
by its former vote. The question now is, ‘‘Sha)l the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? ’’ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I tried to get the attention of the Chair-——- 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. BIGGS. Irise toaquestionof order. I wantgentlementoshow 
some respect to those who are opposing this matter. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did not the proposition which the Committee 


| of the Whole voted to be out of order, sustaining the decision of the Chair, 


cover identically the same ground as this? In either case the appro- 
priation does not apply until the next Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the nes mes Committee?’’ [The question having been 
put.] The noes a have it. 

Mr. WALTER HAYES. I call for a division. 

The committee aj divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 75. —--’ 

‘Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTTERWORTH and Mr. HOLMAN were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, 
noes 77. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. pr 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is now on of the 
amendment of the qoutloman trom Towa, which the Clenk will again 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 8, page 8, the following: 

“ For clerks to Representatives who are not chairmen of committees having 
a clerk, at $6 per day during the session, such sum as may be necessary for that 
purpose, which is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.”’ 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
fore the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PAYSON having taken the chair). 
tion is upon agreeing to this amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want tosayasingle word. This amend- 
ment does uot define the number of clerks or the amount to be appro- 
priated. The other amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
was more specific with reference to what was to be done and the man- 
ner of doing it. This amendment proposes an appropriation for clerks 
for members, but does not indicate their number or the manner of their 
appointment. In other words, the amendmentas proposed, I will say 
to my friend, is inadequate. If these clerks ought to be provided, let 
us vote them like men; let those who want them stand up and say 
‘‘ay.’? But this amendment is in nowise perfect. 

If it is to be adopted it ought to be perfected. I favor an appropria- 
tion for a clerk for each Congressman; but if an amendment which prop- 
erly accomplishes the purpose, which provides for the appointment of 
these clerks and conforms to the usual requirements in such a case, is 
not in order, I am unable to see why one that is not thus definite and 
correct in form is in order. And I am as little able to see why the 
Committee of the Whole should adopt it. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. The gentleman will permit me to say 
that this amendment as first offered by me was drawn very hastily. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam perfectly aware that it was hastily 
and crudely drawn; it does not and can not carry out the object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER, If the objection made by the gentleman to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa is good, why is it not 
good against the paragraph of the gentleman’s own bill, which simply 
provides ‘‘ for thirty clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of com- 
mittees, at $6 per day each, during the session, $38,340? There is no 
definition made there as to how these clerks shall be appointed or any- 
thing of that kind. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I will tell the gentleman—— 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield for an inter- 
ruption ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the rale is very 
explicit that members must first address the Chair before being per- 
mitted to interrupt a member occupying the floor. No member can 
be interrupted in the course of his remarks without his own consent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then, Mr, Chairman,I desire to answer 
one question at a time. 

My friend must observe the difference. In the section here pre- 
sented the number is fixed at thirty, and the amount to be paid is in- 
serted. In the amendment pending no number is fixed, nor is the 
manner of appointing specified, so that the question is indefinite and 
incomplete. The rules of the Senate themseives provide the manner 
of appointment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the amount is spec- 
ified in the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend isin error. The number is not 
specified, nor the manner of appointment. I only suggest that the com- 
mittee discharge the business committed to it in a proper way. If we 
are going to do this thing, let it be done right. I want gentlemen, 
when they make this amendment to the bill, to insert the manner in 
which these clerks are to be appointed, the number who shall be ap- 
pointed, and the compensation they shall receive; not to leave ourselves 
subject to criticism as having done our work in a slipshod way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry, which I would not 
address to the Chair except for the recent occurrences in the committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his parliamentary ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whether, in the opinion of the Chair, it is in order 
to offer an amendment to perfect the text of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would state that the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa having been decided to be in 
order by a vote of the committee, it is in order to perfect the amend- 
ment under the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, I hope the gentleman from Ohio, who is so 
much in favor of this proposition, will offer the necessary amendments. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Well, my friend from Mississippi is prob- 
ably more interested in the outcome of this than Iam. [ Laughter. ] 
~— he offer his own amendments. 

. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the effort now being made, and 
which has been made in several preceding Congresses, to provide mem- 
bers a clerk is only another manifestation of the evils and vices which 
have grown out of a plethoric Treasury. Here is a proposition to create 
about three hundred new offices, at the compensation of $6 per day, or 


I understand that this amendment is be- 


The ques- 





three times as-much as any well-equipped man can get in any private 
business unless he be an expert. 

I say $5 a day, because that is the pay a Senator’s clerk gets, and no 
self-respecting Representative on this floor ought to be willing to ac- 


knowledge the inferiority of his services as a lawmaker when compared 
with those of a Senator. 
It certainly would be an acknowledgment of inferiority for a Rep- 


resentative and his clerk to draw less pay than a Senator and hisclerk get. 
I am not aware that the popular branch of a single State Legislature 
in the Union or the lower council of any 


house of a single municipal 


great metropolis in the country gets less pay or perquisites than the 
“‘upper house,’’ and this House ought to assert its equality. 


In this connection I also take leave to say that Iam not aware and 
that I do not believe official clerks with a public salary are provided 
for members of any lawmaking body of any free government in the 
world. 

Mr. Chairman, the nature and rpose of this amendment puts its 
friends ina dilemma, Either it is an indirect method to increase our 
pay and perpetrate another salary grab, or it is an acknowledgment 
that we need twice as many members as we now have on the floor of 
the House to discharge the duties of Representatives of the people, and 
twice as many Senators as are in the other end of the Capitol. 

Now, I for one think that there is a crying need of additional repre- 
sentation on the floor of the House, to have, as it were, a little mass 
meeting of the people’s chosen agents here to counteract the power 
and the concentrated efforts of the trusts, capitalists, and the moneyed 
classes of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, the duties of members of the House, as I well know, 
are very onerous, paternal, and demagogic; madeso largely by thetons 
and train loads of useless documents that we publish and have to frank, 
and by the train loads of generally worthless seeds that we have to dis- 
tribute in competition with the seed merchants of the country, as well 
as by the heavy correspondence and fatiguing errands incident to the 
thousands of unjust and fraudulent pensions that have been granted. 
The labors of the national representatives are pretty well over, I hope, 
as regards pensions, since Congress and the easy-going administration 
have about bankrupted the Treasury in pensioning tens of thousands 
of men, and women too, who should never have hada pension. Hence 
I say, let us turn from our paternal and demagogic ways, stop our 
worthless and expensive mass of printing, and quit competition with 
the seed dealers of the country, and our burdens will be lightened so 
that we can attend to our legitimate business without being over- 
worked. 

I repeat, sir, that the demand for a clerk for Senators and Represent- 
atives is either an indirect proposal to increase the pay of members 
or it is a manifestation of a want, a want that is unquestionable, and is 
being felt generally among reflecting men; and that want, I insist, is 
more representatives upon the floor of both Houses of Congress as 
well asin all the lawmaking bodies of the country—State Legislatures, 
city councils, ete. 

Mr, Chairman, delegated power should never be redelegated. Let 
each member here have a clerk to answer his correspondence and per- 
form his errands to the Depariments, and that clerk will not only 
learn to do the administrative duty of the member by going to the De- 
partments for him, but it will end in the clerk too often writing his 
speeches, which will be read here in manuscript, and the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD will be filled with essays in place of honest debate, 
and as a consequence the pecuniary interests and liberties of the people 
will suffer. 

Instead of two Senators and two clerks, there ought to be six Sena- 
tors and no clerks for each State at the other end of the Capitol. And 
instead of one Representative and one clerk, there should be two Rep- 
resentatives and no clerks for each Congressional district. 

Senators and Representatives ought to be kept in close contact and 
direct communication with the people, and members of both Houses 
should be compelled to frequently visit in person, more or less, every 
Executive Department, to become familiar with the practical working 
of the administration of the laws which Congress has to amend or re- 
peal. That can not be well done by deputy, to say nothing of the ex- 
pense and shirking of responsibility. 

But fortunately, at last the taxpayers of the country are waking up 
to their true condition, or at least it is so south of the Potomac and 
west of the Ohio, and they are going to meet the tax eaters in the next 
Congress and at the next election. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Iam very sorry. 

Mr. WALTERI, HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, in re- 
gard to the form of this particular amendment, that it was drawn 
hastily, not expecting this question to come up at this time; but it was 
immediately followed by an amendment which carries out the ideas 
and suggestions of the gentleman from Ohio; that is, putting itin the 
shape which will make it effective to carry out what isdesigned. But 
by reason of the muddle we got into we had to go back to theoriginal 
proposition. 

Still, I do not want it to be understood that this is the end of the 
idea I have suggested, or that it is not my purpose to try to carry it 
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forward. I am perfectly willing to amend it and perfect it, and desire 
todoso. ‘The bill I offered as an amendment formerly met the point 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio; but by reason of the vote we 
had it did not get before the committee. 


Now, so far as any question is concerned about the Senate rules pro- 
viding for the manner of appointment of their clerks, or any matter of | 
that kind, of course that is not a thing to be contended about here. | 
That can be provided for in the rules of the next House; and with this 
legislation doubtless it would be provided for even if it is not in good 
shape now and not perfected. But I am in favor of any amendment 
that will go to the perfecting of this idea. 

I am in favor of clerks for members, and at some time in the discus- 
sion on this bill, not particularly now, I wish to be heard upon the 
question, simply desiring to state now that I did not offer this amend- 
ment as anything in the nature of an ultimatum or a final conclusion, 
but that I have no objection whatever to this matter being perfected. 
I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is not too much to say of the 
measure under consideration that it is one the necessity of which has 
for a number of years been apparent to every man occupying a seat in 
this House. Indeed, it may be truthfully said that the sole reason why 
it has not long since been enacted into law is that the members of the 
House of Representatives have hesitated about taking that step because 
they have feared that its absolute necessity might not be appreciated 
by the country, and they in consequence would be charged with un- 
faithfulness as public servants. 

I unhesitatingly aver that were this apprehension absent no man 
on the floor of the House would dispute the wisdom of the measure. 
I hope to be able to place the matter in such light before I shall close 
that all men who will weigh the reasons for the action will not only not 
condemn, but will approve the measure as one in the interests of real 
economy and of sound and wholesome legislation. 

I admit that a wasteful extravagance is always to be condemned, 
whether in the individual or in a body of legislators. I admit further, 
that the man who accepts a public office and then shirks the labor law- 
fully required of him should not only be condemned, but should be 
relegated to private life without ceremony. ° 

I place my advocacy of this measure upon the grgund not that it is 
to contribute to the ease of members, so that they may enjoy office 
without discharging its duties, but that it may make them effective 
in the discharge of those duties; that the country may be more wisely 
served, and their constituency more highly honored because they have 
sent them here. 

If the bill can not be defended on these grounds it ought to be 
voted down. If, on the other hand, its wisdom is firmly established 
upon any and all of these considerations, then it becomes the duty of 
members to support it. 

A Representative in Congress < o with the people when he is 
elected to perform certain specified duties—the duties imposed upon 
him by the Constitution and the laws of the Republic. In pursuance 
of this agreement he pledges to the people that whatever of wisdom he 
possesses, whatever of physical strength, whatever of honesty of purpose 
and probity of character he may have or can cultivate shall be devoted 
to furthering their interests and the welfare of our common country. 
It is not too much to say that no man comes here who by virtue of his 
election does not feel the weight of this compact with the le whose 
votes seat him in this Hall and whose servant he is. Nor isit truethat 
the men thus elected expect to find the office a meresinecure. Noman 
comes here expecting to find his office unaccompanied by the cares and 
responsibilities which surround officeholding. No man comes here for 
the purpose of getting wealthy by reason of the emoluments derived 
legitimately from his office. I venture to say that of all the men filling 
the three hundred and thirty chairs in this Hall there is not one of them 
who has not made business sacrifices in order to accept the position. 

The honor attached to the office, the opportunity of carving out a 
place for his name in the history of his country, the coveted prize of 
human fame, of honorable mention while living and grateful remem- 
brance by the nation after life is over, all combine to turn the wishes 
of the intelligent and patriotic American toa seatin this Hall. When 
he reaches here he determines within himself to live and act not for 
self but for the country. He feels the weight and the responsibility 
of his place, and, sir, it does not alone require the solemn obligation 
of his oath of office to invest a member of this House with a due sense 
of his grave duty as a member of Congress. I would not give much 
for the binding force of the oath if it were not accompanied by the 
loyal and determined resolution to be true te its spirit as well as its 
letter. 

No intelligent man will dispute the proposition that it requires the 
highest degree of moral courage, the strictest sense of integrity, the 
most substantial cultivation of the powers of mind, and the firmest 
tenacity of purpose to render men effectiveand powerfal upon the floor 
ofthis House. And, sir, the people who elect them expect these things of 
them; expect them to be powerfuland effectivehere. Why isitthatthat 
expectation is in too many instances doomed—foredoomed—to prove 
a humiliating disappointment? It is largely because there has grown 
up around the office of Representative in Congressa series of demands 





from individuals, which so engross the time and labor of the member 
that it is an absolute impossibility for him to accede to their requests 
and have any considerable time left in which to study and perfect him- 
self in regard to public measures and matters of legislation. 

Do you then say, Let the member refuse to grant these requests; let 
him turn to the discharge of the legitimate duties of his office, and 
ignore those which custom has thusforced uponthem? But, sir, these 
extraneous matters come from the people whose votes seat the member 
in this House. They do notstop to consider that in thus preferring their 
requests to their Representative they are seriously interfering with his 
usefulness as a legislator and with the discharge of his duty to the 
body of the people as a whole, and the custom is one of so long stand- 
ing, that the inquiry should be how ta, enable the member to do the 
things thus forced upon him rather than to attempt to change the 
current of the common wish regarding them; for in the aggregate they 
are matters which affect the welfare of a large number of individual 
citizens who do not reside here, who are too poor to come here to at- 
tend to them in person, and which they do not feel like intrusting to 
astranger. This measure is one calculated to respond to the necessi- 
ties of the situation, not by ignoring, but by granting the personal re- 
quests of constituents, and at the same time preserving to the body of 
the people the usefulness of the Representative. 

I have said, sir, that this measure is one of absolute necessity. Per- 
mit me to demonstrate it—and let it be borne in mind that the bill 
proposes to give this clerical assistance to members during the sessions 
of Congress only. Furthermore, let it be remembered that it adds not 
one cent to the emoluments of any member; the proposed clerk re- 
ceives pay only for the time he is actually employed. That time is 
limited to the sessions of the House. Speaking for myself, I think 
that experience will demonstrate the wisdom of making the clerk an- 
nual; for there are but few questions of government that do not re- 
quire months, if not years, of study. 

If the member during the recess could devote his time to such study, 
instead of having it engrossed by the numberless trivial matters which 
consume it, without benefiting anybody or anything, and compel him 
to spend his hours in mere letter writing, he would find himself better 
prepared a thousandfold for the active work of the session. I may 
be pardoned here for a statement of personal experience as an illustra- 
tion. In March, 1889, I proceeded to my home in Ohio fully deter- 
mined to more thoroughly and carefully study the rules of the House 
and to render myself familiar, in connection therewith, with the ‘‘ gen- 
eral parliamentary law’’ of this country, a subject of some importance, 
I take it, in view of subsequent occurrences in the House. I found 
but little time, indeed, which I could devote to that purpose. 

My time was almost constantly taken up with matters any ordinary 
clerk might easily perform; and when the summer was gone I had 
studied just enough parliamentary law to confuse the little knowledge 
I previously had of that somewhat complicated but necessary branch 
of legislative procedure. However, this bill is a step toward the cor- 
rection of a real and substantial evil and has my hearty and unquali- 
fied support. 

Now, sir, under the laws and Constitution of the United States and 
the methods necessarily adopted for the transaction of the business of 
legislation, a member of this House, if he would properly discharge his 
duty as a legislator, finds the following demandsrightfully and lawfully 
made upon his time and energies: 

First. He must serve upon the committees of the House to which he 
is assigned. He should be prompt and punctual in his attendance. It 
is safe to say that this duty will require, on the average, at least one 
full day’s time in the aggregate for each week. In many cases it is 
much more than this, especially on the more important committees. 
He must prepare and submit to the House reports upon such measures 
as may by the committee or committees of which he is a member be 
intrusted to his care for that purpose. 

This constitutes no inconsiderable burden upon his time, as every 
member can well attest. For when a member, as most of them do, 
finds himself placed upon two or even three committees he becomes 
aware of the fact very soon that the business part of legislation, the 
drudgery of preparing measures and reports for consideration and dis- 
cussion by the House, is a very great tax upon his time and energy. 
Again, the member finds that frequently his committees must hold 
special meetings in order to give parties desiring to be heard upon meas- 
ures pending before them an opportunity of being present and discuss- 
ing such measures. All these committee meetings must be held while 
the House is not in session, unless leave is granted to the contrary; 
and it may well be considered a question whether such leave, except 
in very pressing and urgent cases, should be given, for the business of 
the country here on the floor is quite as important and as imperative 
in demanding the presence of the member as it can be in a committee 
meeting. 

Again, members of this House, almost without exception, have 
numerous measures which they have introduced affecting the people of 
their own districts in a specia! manner, as well as the whole country, 
pending before committees of which they are not members. These 
they must push to a hearing, and this adds very greatly to their work 


and consumes much of their time; and, sir, a Representative who neg- 
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lects such work certainly would be considered derelict in the discharge 
of one of the first and most important of his duties. 

Second. It is of the highest importance that members should attend 
the sessions of the House, and not only attend, but participate in the 
work of legislation here goingon. These sessions will average, for the 
whole time a Congress sits, at least six hours per day. I believe this 
estimate to be under rather than over the mark. For scarcely a ses- 
sion passes that we do not have many night sessions, sometimes ex- 
tending through the whole night. 

Members are well aware, as is the country, that during the long ses- 
sion of the Fiftieth Congress, while the tariff discussion was proceed- 
ing, the regular daily sitting of the House was from 11.30 a. m. to 
5.30 p. m., and from 8 p. m. to 10.30 p. m. That discussion covered 
a period of time from the beginning of April to the 21st of July, when 
the final vote was taken, or eight and a half hours of daily sessions for 
a period of nearly four months. 

Again, that the member must draught, introduce, and press to hearing 
before the House such measures as specially interest his constituency, 
or which are of value to the whole country, goes without saying. If 
he finds this a burdensome task in committee, with tenfold more force 
does it strike him when the measure he advocates has passed the com- 
mittee stage of its existence and appears in the House. All the skill 
of the debater, all the the legal lore of the jurist, all the acumen and 
learning of the business man, and above all the wisdom and integrity 
of the statesman and of the patriot are here required of him. 

Now, that he may be effective here in the advocacy of measures which 
he believes in, and which his judgment says ought to become laws, as 
well as in his opposition to those which he believes ought not to pass, 
it is of the first importance, both for the country and for his own stand- 
ing, that he shall have had time to consider and weigh the reasons for 
or against the passage of pending measures. He can not do this upon 
the spur of the moment and be effective or thorough. He must have 
time to study, time to reflect, and time to digest his thoughts, and 
thus formulate his opinions in such way as to carry conviction to the 
mind. 

This opportunity for study and reflection can only be had by taking 
advantage of the time when the House is not in session, and when he 
is not obliged to be in attendance at committee meetings. This re- 
quires that heshould read the bills favorably reported by committees, 
and that he shall examine and study the reports, and the reasons urged 
for the passage of bills. As I have shown, forty-two hours of each 
week was already consumed by committee meetings and sessions of the 
House, If he could have the remaining eighteen hours (which wouid 
make sixty hours of work each week, or ten hours per day, of mental 
labor) he might be able to stand here armed measurably for the du- 
ties his office legitimately requires of him. He might then make him- 
self familiar with the work on the Calendars of the House, and the 
order in which it may properly come up for hearing. He might be- 
come expert in the rules that give measures a right to be finally heard. 
He might be prepared to effectively discuss them and intelligently vote 
upon them. 

But, sir, what is the fact? How much time does he get for such 
gw He finds his mail, seven days in the week, consists of 

m thirty to forty, and in many cases as high as fifty or more let- 
ters per day, in the main relating to business in the Departments, 
which concern only the interests of the writers as individuals, and 
which have no relation to the work of legislation. He finds documents 
to frank and send out, seeds to distribute, visits to make to the Pen- 
sion Office, to the Agricultural Department, to the War Department, 
to the State Department, to the Navy Department, the Land Depart- 
ment, to the Patent Office, and a thousand and one similar matters, 
which more than consume one-half of his time, and which any ordi- 
nary clerk could perform just as well and effectively as he can. The 
result is that under the present system the member answers these let- 
ters, he makes the visits, he attends to these trivial and comparatively 
unimportant matters first because they are pressing upon him like the 
all-enveloping air. He neglects, because he is compelled to neglect, 
the important duties I have referred to. And while the individual 
citizen is served, the work that affects the nation and large bodies of 
the people goes undone, or so hastily and crudely done as to invite ex- 
travagance and waste. 

.Why, sir, look at the facts. There were draughted and introduced 
into the House and Senate during the Fiftieth Congress 15,612 bills 
and joint resolutions, of which 981 passed both Houses and became 
laws, while 14,631 failed to receive any action. Of those that passed 
there wereamong them billscarrying appropriations amounting to many 
hundreds of millions of dollars. I ask how many of the members in 
that Congress even read through the bills that thus became laws? 
How many read the accompanying reports? How many who voted 
upon these measures knew, except in a general way, the specific things 

upon ? 

Outside of the committees formulating these measures I am certain 


that notone-fourth of the members of that Congress knew definitely what 


was contained in the bills they passed. And it was not because they 
did not work, and work more hours and more industriously than they 


ever worked in any other portionof their lives. I know that I am not 
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overstating the fact when I say that members then and new put in 
more hours of work each day than does any other laboring man in the 
land, I care not what his occupation may be. 


The work in committees upon bills favorably reported is done by 


men just as overburdened as are the inen who pass upon the bills when 
they reach this House for consideration. It 
and comparatively crudely done; bat when it reaches the House mem- 
bers not on the committee presenting it say, 
tee has reported so and so, we will take their word for it,’’ 
measure goes through. 


must perforce be hastily 
**Oh, well, the commit- 
and the 


The whole system results in crude and hasty consideration in com- 
mittee, more crude and hasty consideration in the House, and can not 
but result, as it too frequently does, in a wasteful, extravagant, and 
unwise use of the power of legislation 

Again, members are frequently required, in addition to the other 
work I have shown is lawfully imposed upon them, to act upon spe- 


cial committees, appointed to investigate questions not usually aris- 
ing in the ordinary course of legislation. 
generally require and receive prompt action, and they serve to swell 
the volume of legal duties they must perform. 


These questions are such as 


Is it any wonder that members thus loaded down with work fall in 


the harness and many a bright intellect goes out and many a useful 
life is sacrificed in the attempt to perform this mountain of labor he 


finds pressing upon him? Sir, if the days were forty-eight hours in 


length and the capacity of the physical man doubled, still the time 
would be tooshort and human endurance too frail to compass the task. 


No wonder members fall here when exhausted nature refuses to bear 


these enormous tasks placed upon her. 


In the Fiftieth Congress we have witnessed the results of overwork. 
We saw the able and accomplished gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
Burnes, fall in his place on this floor stricken to the death because 


he faithfully attempted to do more than a physique almost herculean 


in strength could properly bear. He was followed in a few short 
months by the genial, courteous, and able gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Cox, whose presence in this Hall was like aray of the glorious sun- 
shine of heaven that typified his name. And as to him, the verdict must 
be ‘‘ worked todeath, involuntary suicide’’—because his frail form could 
not stand the macerating blows of overwork in the publicservice. We 
miss his presence here. Our memories cling tothe recollection of how 
his genius and wit enlivened and illustrated the daily routine of the 
daily grind here imposed upon him and his associates. 

I tell you, gentlemen, that one such life lost to the Republic can 
not be compensated by any means within our power. It is of more 
value than the cost of a thousand such measures as the one under con- 
sideration. But, sir, the clods were scarcely settled upon his grave 
until his colleague, Mr. Nutting, another able and brilliant member of 
this House, a man strong in intellect and of a most blameless life, was 
called to followhim. Another victim tooverwork. And then in rapid 
succession followed the deaths of the hard-working, energetic, and 
useful member from Illinois, Mr. Townshend; the industrious Repre- 
sentative from Louisiana, Mr. Gay; the strong, robust, and capable 
member from Nebraska, Mr. Laird, my own classmate; and then that 
of the old-time leader, the man with « fame world wide, the incor- 
ruptible and uncorrupted gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Kelley, 
the father of the House, soon followed by his associate, Mr. Randall, 
equally famous, able, renowned, and incorruptible, who lies in his 
grave to-day as the result of the infirmities an overworked nature in 
the service of this House visited upon his physical being. 

I tell you, sir, the American nation does not demand the continuance 
of these sacrifices, which leave them, by an incalculable amount, the 
loser by the demise of such gifted men. Let the nation but once un- 
derstand the real nature of the evil; let them see how necessary it is 
that something be done, and be done at once, to remedy the situation, 
and they will make no complaint against men who favor this bill. I 
am not afraid to meet the people upon thisissue. I have infinite faith 
in the good hard sense of the average American citizen. I know that 
he does not intend to require impossibilities of any public servant; 
that he wants the work of legislation done well and wisely; that to ef- 
fect this he is willing to furnish all needed means; that when these are 
furnished he has a right to expect good results, and will get them. 

Sir, I have met the people upon thisissue, In the Fiftieth Congress 
I advocated and voted for a similar measure. It was used by my po- 
litical opponents as a principal argument why I should be defeated 
at the election in November, 1888. I said to the citizensof my district, 
when I was upon the stamp—and I spoke at thirty-seven largely 
attended meetings—that I had advocated and voted for the measure, 
and if returned would do so again upon the very first opportunity, 
and they returned me, although Mr. Cleveland carried the district by 
nearly 900 plurality. Ido not speak of this boastingly, but simply to 
illustrate how the measure, when explained, strikes the mind of the 
average voter. 

It may be urged that the expense of clerks should be borne by the 
membersthemselves. Idenyit,sir. Nogood reason can be given why 
it should be, while many and most important reasons can be given 
why this burden should not be imposed upon them. The work is for 
the constituency, not the private work of the member. The constit- 
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uency then should bear it. The work isextra labor, made necessary by 
the constituency themselves, and not required of the member by law, 
by the Constitution, or by his oath of office, and no reason, good either 
in morals, Jaw, or expediency, can be urged which will overturn this 
plain statement of the case. 

Again, when the cost of living and other legitimate expenses are 
taken into account, the large proportion of the members of this House 
are not able to bear this added burden; and, sir, should it continue, 
the time is not far distant when no poor man can afford to accept aseat 
in the American Congress. 

Members know that this statement is no exaggeration. What, then, 
is the plain duty in this matter? It isto do that which commonsense 
and the necessities of the case clearly require, namely: pass this bill. 
I have said, sir, that I would demonstrate its absolute necessity. I 
now invoke the deliberate judgment of the House upon what I have 
stated in its support, feeling assured that the measure is one which 
ought to pass, and one which can be defended upon every consideration 
of public policy and sound statesmanship. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of 
moving to limit debate. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not adopt this amendment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield to permit me to offer an 
amendment to be considered as pending? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You will have the opportunity afterward. I do 
not wish to yield any of my time. - 

I hope the House will not adopt this amendment. Gentlemen mis- 
apprehend public opinion, notwithstanding the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BoorHMAN], if they believe that our peopleare in 
favor of an enormous increase in the number of employés of this Gov- 
ernment. There are three unanswerable argumentsagainst the meas- 
ure. 

The first is that you are simply creating a mob of public employés 
to jostle each other in your lobby to the inconvenience of the public 
business, 

In the second place you are adopting a policy, the effect of which is 
already being felt in your Senate, of employing clerks to visit the De- 
partments and ascertain the condition of public business in the Depart- 
ments instead of doing it through the Representatives of the people. I 
must say that the public interests demand—— 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have only five minutes. I say the interests of 
the public demand that the Representatives visit the various Depart- 
ments personally and become familiar with the workings of those De- 
partments. 

Mr. OATES. How much complaint have you ever heard against 
any Senator for voting for clerks ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are not elected by the people. When that 
good time comes, which is coming rapidly, when they will be elected 
by the people, you will hear the tone of public sentiment upon the 
subject. 

But finally and lastly, gentlemen, can you with honor favor this 
proposition? It applies not to the Fifty-first Congress, but to the Con- 
gress which has just been elected. Can we afford, gentlemen, by a 
deliberate vote of our own, to increase oursalary in this indirect way ? 
Has it ever been done without being followed promptly and sharply by 
an indignant public protest? It never has been and never will be. 
This is an addition ofa thousand or $1,200 a year to our present salary. 
I submitagain, can we consistently with our sense of publicduty after 
being elected to the next Congress, can we with honor deliberately 
vote to increase our salaries in this way? Ido not think wecan doit. 
Now I will yield to my friend. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman say there was ever any indigna- 
tion expressed by the people when thesalaries of members were increased 
several times up to the time of the salary grab in 1874? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, let me answer that, 

Mr. OATES. I have not finished my question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In 1816, when the salaries were changed from $6a 
day to $1,500 a year, the indignation was even more fierce than it was 
in 1874 over what has been called the salary grab; and I believe that 
Henry Clay was one of the few men who was returned to the succeed- 
ing Congress. 

Mr. OATES. Was not the great objection to that that it gave them 
back pay, which was wrong? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the last measure. I am speaking of the 
earlier measure. There was no publicindignation displayed when the 
salaries were increased from $3,000 up to $5,000 a year, because it oc- 
curred in a disturbed period, an unsettled condition of our country, 
just after the war. Public attention was directed entirely to the res- 
toration of our Union, so thata measure of that kind would more easily 
escape public observation. 

And over and over again, when any increase has occurred, even when 
it only applied to the future, there has been loud outbursts of public 
indignation. We can not afford to do this. We can not afford to do 
it consistently, I think, with our sense of public duty. Its effect is to 
increase our salaries, If you make this operate in the Fifty-third Con- 
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gress it would be different. But when we propose to increase the sal- 
aries of members of Congress it would be more creditable to do it di- 
rectly, and have it to operate at a time remote from the time when it 
was enacted. But to do it for a Congress already elected is a thing we 
can not do without violating our public duties. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to strike out the last word. 

This amendment provides a proposition which I have voted_against 
for four Congresses. There is much that can be said on both sides of 
it; but I now call the attention of the gentlemen who make it to the 
fact that they ought to put it into shape frankly and boldly. It should 
not be put on an appropriation bill. 

If it is just and proper, we ought to put in this bill an amendment 
providing $351,540 for the seven months, the life of this appropriation 
bill in the next session of Congress; and then, if the session be as long 
as the last two long sessions, we should contemplate as inevitable an 
expenditure of more than half a million dollars here for aids in the 
way of clerks to members. Further than that, we should provide a 
large room somewhere where these clerks may be huddled or c orralled 
[laughter]; for if they are permitted to come on the floor of the House 
you may be providing admission to hundreds of lobbyists, who may 
thus covertly seek from inexperienced members employment as clerks. 
They will get admission to this floor, jump on your desks, and sit like 
toads croaking in the ears of members on every important proposition. 
Therefore you ought to get a room somewhere, because they will in- 
fest the committeerooms; and so there ought to be a provision which 
would require a second addition tothis House. There are, or will be, 
335 members in the House, and there will be 56 committee clerks. 
Deduct the 56 members who will have clerks as chairmen of com- 
mittees, and that leaves 279 members with 279 clerks outside of the 
committee clerks. 

Now you ought to have perhaps another public building, wherein 
these clerks might meet, and by telephone communicate with the 
members. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, further than that, this ques- 
tion should come up fairly, and if the gentlemen who have been giving 
this measure their support want these clerks they should openly ask 
for them. They should proclaim their wish, and not put it onto many 
of us who are going out of this House. They should do it frankly and 
openly as a proposition by itself, and not as a rider upon an appropri- 
ation bill by a dubious or illegal ruling; and if they choose to do it after 
full deliberation, then they may take the responsibility. 

But what is to be said by those gentlemen going home and back 
among the farmers to live, and going there at a time when the frost 
is upon the pumpkins and the corn in the shock. You will find the 
Farmers’ Alliances telling some of your brethren that they want the 
salaries of members decreased one-half; but then the salaries will have 
been increased by adding clerks, There is much to be said in favor 
of having clerks. You gentlemen will say that you did not do it, but 
that it was the ‘‘naughty Republican outs’? who forced these clerks 
down your throats, and say that those who wore shoes and socks had 
forced them down the throats of those who did not wear socks. 

Therefore I think that this Republican House ought to let those gen- 
tlemen take charge of that responsibility. Wedo not want to thrust it 
down the throats of the gentlemen, and then for them tosay that they 
did not want the clerks, but the Republicans in their mad extrava- 
gance, having been ‘‘ turned down,’’ turned the clerks upon them, and 
they had to take them to keep the peace. We do not want them to be 
able to say that they did not like to be disrespectful to the House of 
Representatives in giving them, and so they had to take them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before the rules are made on the first day of the 
next session, if gentlemen want to do this in an open, frank, and manly 
way, they should do it then, and let them take the odium of it; and 
I appeal to my Republican colleagues that we should nct take upon 
ourselves the odium of this transaction and be held up to the country 
for extravagance in publicexpenditures. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, as I suppose a vote to be placed 
upon record will be taken before this subject is disposed of in case the 
committee vote in favor of the amendment, I desire in a few words to 
state my view of this interesting question. I see no objection to the 
form in which the amendment is proposed. It does not compel the 
next Congress to employ clerks for its members. It simply provides 
an appropriation by law, in advance, for the coming session, which 
is the ordinary and proper mode of appropriating public money, and 
it leaves the next House unchecked and complete power to employ 
clerks or not to do it; in one case to use this appropriation, and in the 
other, if it is seized with those scruples which seem to prevail among 
some gentlemen here, to decline to use the appropriation. 

Therefore the remarks of my friend the very excellent gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] are inapplicable. Weare not making 
a law here which shall bind the future. Weare making an appro- 
priation in the usual way, which will put it within the power of the 
next House, that House means the full responsibility of its action, 
to employ clerks for its members. 

Again, sir, I see no force in the remarks of the gentleman from Indi 
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ana [Mr. HoLMAN] and in the remarks of some other gentlemen who 
say that this is an increase in the salary of members, some adding that 
it is an indirect increase. It is no such thing. It will not increase 
the pecuniary compensation of members one penny. Their salary is 
fixed. It provides that, if the judgment of the next House sanctions 
the measure, necessary assistance shall be rendered to members of the 
House which is now rendered to members of the Senate, and which is 
indispensable to the proper transaction of the business imposed upon 
members of this House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, I can not in my limited time. If I had 
more time I would be very glad to hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wanted to ask the gentleman why it is that the 
Senators mostly appoint their wives and sons as their clerks. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. [have no jurisdiction over the Senate. 
raillionaires in the other branch of Congress are acting improperly I 
trust the gentleman will go over there and give them light and in- 
struction. [Laughter. } 

Mr. Chairman, I know from my experience in the last four years in 
this House, although I represent a district which does not contribute 
a large amount of miscellaneous business for its Representative, that 
the average member of this House can not attend to the business that 
is thrust upon him from his district and at the same time perform his 
public duties as a member of the House; and so say we all. 
know it. Yet there are gentlemen here, knowing this, who are pre- 
pared, I suppose—for members have done it before—there are, I sup- 
pose, members who are prepared, when the Journal is to record their 
votes, to tremble a little in the apprehension that the people at home 
will censure them and that somebody’s vote will be lost. That, sir, 
is a chimerical fear, which has no weight in it, and which is below 
the dignity and the honor of members of this House. [Applause. } 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, the trouble with this question 
comes from the fact that unfortunately the House some years ago al- 


tinued to get along without them. 
resistance was prolonged, and probably in the Forty-eighth, but finally 
the House ignominiously yielded and allowed Senators to have clerks, 
while clerks were denied to the members of the House. By that act 
we degraded the House. We denied the equality between the two 
branches of Congress which the Constitution declares shall exist. We 
surrendered ourselves to the Senate. I have all the timeinsisted that 


if Senators were to have clerks the members of the House should have | 


them also, and I so contended in the last session. 

I had a little personal experience connected with this subject last 
summer. An unwashed editor in my district came across the bill 
introduced by the gentleman from the Davenport, Iowa, district [ Mr. 


WALTER I. HAYEs], and struck out the name “‘ HAYES” and inserted | 


the name ‘“‘DUNNELL.’”’ [Laughter.] The bill in that form was sent 


broadcast over my district, and from the beginning of my campaign to | 


the very close I was compelled to deny its parentage; butit clungto me 
throughout the entire campaign. My competitor, the gentleman who 
won in the election, took up the Hayes bill and brought it to the atten- 
tion of the people, and explained everywhere the enormity of such a 
proposition. 


cratic party and by the Alliance men. 

Now, my successful competitor will not, I am sure, wish me tv vote 
to force a clerk upon him. [Laughter.] Therefore it would be wholly 
unkind on my part to vote for thisamendment. I want him to come 
here and participate in voting the provision for clerks for himself and 
the other members. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BIGGS, LIrisetoaparliamentary inquiry. I sent upan amend- 
ment some time ago, and I want to know how many amendments can 
be offered to the original amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair is unable to state the exact number; 
as many as members of the committee send up when they are recog- 
nized for that purpose. 

The amendment of Mr. BOATNER was read, as follows: 


Amend the amendment by adding thereto the following words: “ Provided, 
That said clerks shall be appointed by the Representatives or Delegates they 
areto serve, and their salaries shall be $100 per month during the sessions of 
a and they shall be paid in the same manner as other employés of the 

ouse. 


Mr. BOATNER. I wish to say a few words in reply to the argu- | 
ment made by the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLMAN], who ad- | 


dressed the committee a few minutes ago. He says he does not un- 
derstand howany Representative can honorably support an amendment 
which will have the effect of increasing his own salary. 

I do not perceive how the gentleman can have any such idea, unless 
he supposes that members will pocket the money which is to be appro- 
priated to pay their clerks and apply it to theirown use. It is utterly 
ridiculous to say that when this House votes that each member shall 
be entitled to a clerk to assist him in the discharge of his duties it 
thereby increases the member’s salary. Such a measure is merely pro- 
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lischarging the dutie 


viding the member with the means of | 
imposed upon him by law. 


Now, with respect to the opposition of the people to this legislation 


roperly ¢ 


of which we have heard so much here, it is my opinion that that op 
position is created by the action of gentlemen themselves. When mem- 
bers go back among their constituents and stoop to the arts of the 
demagogue, as a matter of course they can create ; 1 deal of that 
kind of sentiment 
When I went before my constituents in the last election I informed 

| them of the fact that it isimpossible for a member of Congress to dis- 
charge properly his legislative duties and at the same time perform 
the other business expected of him by his constituents; in other words, 
if he is to go around to the various Departments atte nding to the busi 
ness which his constituents demand he should discharge there it 
utterly impossible for him to attend to his legislative duties; and vic 


We all | 


versa, if he discharges properly his legislative duties it is utterly im 
possible that he can comply with the demands of his constituents in 
other respects. 

I explicitly stated to my people from one end of my district to the 
other that if I had the opportunity in the then ensuing session of Con- 
gress I should vote for the employment of clerks to members that I 
might have the necessary assistance to properly discharge my duty to 
them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another question to which I now call the 
attentionof thecommittee. Under the existingsystem there is a gross 
inequality among members in this matter. A great many committees 
of this House whose chairman have clerks assigned them at $6 perday 
do not meet three times during the session. 

A MEMBER. Some of them do not meet at all. 

Mr. BOATNER. Those clerks are therefore for the service of the 
chairmen of those committees as stenographers and typewriters; while 


| the fellow-members of those chairmen, equally entitled to that sort of 


i | assistance, have to do their own clerical work; 
lowed the Senators to have clerks, while the members of this body con- | 


In the Forty-seventh Congress the | 


{ Laughter.] He waselected by the aid of some 4,000 or | 
5,000 Alliance men; and therefore I stand here condemned by the Demo- | 


are obliged to sit up till 
12 or 1 o'clock at night answering letters; and when they come on 
this floor they are liable to have some gentlemen situated as I have de- 
scribed, some gentlemen who are chairmen of committees, or who ex- 
pect to be chairmen of committees, taking the high ground that mem 
bers of this House can not vote themselves the necessary assistance fo1 
the discharge of their duties without stultifying themselves. [Ap- 
plause. | 
Now [ have this to say to gentlemen who oppose this measure: If i 
| be that in the next House of Representatives we are not to have th 
| assistance, if it be that no clerks are to be appointed for the assistan: 
of members, although we are entitled to them, then I hope that the rule 
| willapply to all members alike, and that instead of clerks being assigned 
to each of these committees, some of which as I have said meet only a 
| few times a session, we shall have a corps of clerks under the employ 
| of the Chief Clerk, one of whom shall be assigned to committee daty 





| whenever these committees meet, and whenever the chairman actually 
| needs a clerk for the discharge of the business of the committee In 
| that way I trust that this system of having clerks to attend to the per- 
sonal business of the chairmen of committees will be broken up. But 
| I believe that this House will, as it onght to do, give to each of its 
members the clerical assistance which he needs, 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I trust we shall now have 
a vote; otherwise I think I must move to close debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] is 
recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment be limited to ten minutes. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no.’’] 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope not. The gentleman from Ohio said I should 
| have an opportunity to speak. I want to be heard on this question, 
and I am going to be heard. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am willing to provide my friend from 
California [Mr. Braas] an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. BIGGS. You have not done it thus far. You have spoken an 
hour and I have not had one minute. I ask to be heard for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
recognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will give the gentleman from California a part 
of my time if the House will be quiet. I want to say only a very few 
| words. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope my friend from Maine will give way 
until we can fix a limitation upon debate. 
oe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thegentleman yields, asI understand, that 
we may agree upon atime to which debate shall be limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Thereisso much confusion I donot know exactly 
the position I do occupy. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maineis entitled to proceed 
for five minutes without interruption. 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTEL.e] is 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I think I had better use my time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, in previous sessions I have voted 
repeatedly for the employment of clerks for members of the House. I 
have never been troubled with any great degree of odium for having 
done so. I do not know what the odium in connection with that ac- 
tion arises from oramounts to. Ifit is simply the odiuam which may 
attach to any measure acted upon in Congress by reason of remarks of 
demagogues, either in the House or out, it isa kind of odium that does 
not trouble me atall, I never voted for a proposition to employ clerks 
simply for Democratic Congressmen; I never voted for such a proposi- 
tion because it would furnish clerks for Republican Congressmen. I 
voted for it because I believed that members of the House of Represent- 
atives need that sort of assistance—— 

Several MempBers. That is right. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And that it would be for the benefit of the peo- 
ple of this country to relieve the members of this legislative body from 
a kind of drudgery which, as every member in this House knows, 
largely unfits a man for the proper discharge of his public duties. | 
am not influenced at all in this matter by what may be the character 
politically of the next Congress, I am not influenced by what may or 
may not be done by the next Congress. If the next Congress is going 
to be a demagogue body, that furnishes no reason why I should com- 
mence to be a demagogue in the closing days of this session, and I do 
not propose to doit. [ Applause. ] 

And so far as this proposition is concerned, sir, if I may speak in all 
kindness to the gentlemen about to take charge of this institution of 
our Government, my impression, though prejudiced it may be, but my 
impression is that never in all the history of this country will there 
have assembled a House of Representatives more in need of the assist- 
ance of competent clerks than the House about to come into control. 
| Laughter and applause.] And claiming, Mr. Chairman, as I do, to 
represent something more than a mere partisan here, claiming a cer- 
tain degree of patriotism in my public endeavors, I am willing to take 
the responsibility, and whatever condemnation there may ke, in forcing 
upon the other side that measure of intelligent assistance necessary to 
enable it to respectably, at least, perform their public duties, [Re- 
newed laughter and applause. ] 

{ Heré the hammer fell. ] 


[ Mr. BIGGS withholds his remarks for revision. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope we will have a 
vote, and I move to limit debate on the pending proposition and amend- 
ments to three minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. To that I move an amendment, that 
the debate be limited to ten minutes on each amendment that may 
be offered. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Oh, if we do that we will not get through 
before the 4th of March. I move toclose debate on the pending propo- 
sition and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, Amendments are still in order to this proposi- 
tion, to be decided without debate. Two amendments are pending 
now, and the only amendments in order will be an amendment by way 
of substitute for the pending proposition and an amendment thereto. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, That is, until the amendments pend- 
ing are voted upon. Afterward other amendments will be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
is not in order at this time. It will be afterward. The question is 
upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
BOATNER], which the Clerk will again report, 

The amendment offered by Mr. BOATNER was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BIGGS and others demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 43. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what has become 
of my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BraGs] is not pending. It was read only for information, 
not being in order at that time. The gentleman will be recognized to 
offer it later. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


See Appendix. ] 


Provided, This appropriation shall not take effect until so ordered by the Fifty- 
second Congress. 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On adivision (demanded by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) there were— 
ayes 71, noes 78. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, and Mr. BuTTERWORTH, 


ES 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, 
noes 86, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ke_iey] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment the following words : 

‘** Provided, That all of said clerks provided for by this section to be appointed 
upon certification by the Civil Service Commission in thesame manner as clerks 
are selected under the present civil-service laws for the classified service of the 
Government.” 

{ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to this amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
**noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Division. 

Vending the negative vote, 

Mr. ROGERS said: Mr. ‘Chairman, I desire to change my vote. I 
desire to vote on the pending vote, and I was standing when the other 
side was counted; the Chair counted me, I wish to be counted on this 
side, 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 40, the noes 84; 
and the amendment is rejected. The gentleman from California [ Mr. 
Bicas] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 by striking out, in lines 1 and 2, ‘“‘as other employés of the 
House of Representatives,’ and insert in lieu thereof ** out of the private funds 
of the members of Congress employing said vlerks.”’ 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. I make the point of order against that. 

Mr. BIGGS. Too late. [Langhter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, This amendment isin order. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
**noes’’ evidently had it. 

Mr. BIGGS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 88. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the amendment 
as proposed —— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest an 
amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must reduce it to writing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Regular order. [Calls of ‘‘ Read!’’] Unless 
the gentleman has the services of a clerk it will take him too long. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HILL] is pre- 
paring the amendment for the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Geta clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from lowa[Mr. WALTER I. HAYES] as amended by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana, which was adopted. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I shall ask for a yea-and-nay 
vote on this in the House. That is the}way to do it in a manly way. 
Mr. LACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 6, 7, and 8, on page 8. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Read them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For thirty clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at $6 per 
day each during the session, $38,340. 

The question was taken and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses, namely: For stationery and newspapers, including 
$4,500 for stationery for committees and officers of the Senate, $15,500. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like the attention 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill. It is now 5 o’clock, and I 
would suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that the sundry civil bill 
has not passed the House, and it may be possible that there will be a 
yea-and-nay vote upon it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman, 
Mw Chairman, and I move that the committee rise. 

he Committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson, from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 13462), the sundry civil appropriation 
bili, and had directed him to report the same back with a favorable 
recommendation, with sundry amendments also favorably reported; 
and that the committee had also had before it the bill H. R. 13049 (the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill), and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the amendments to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill.. Ifa separate vote is not demanded, the ques- 
tion will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment, I have for- 
gotten the number, but it is that touching the survey of the public 
lands, increasing the amount to $465,000. After consultation with the 
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. . ment and operations of the Army,” strike out the words and at military 
the vote will be taken on them in gross. posts.” 
The amendments were read and agreed ta. Page 16: Under the head of “Army transportation,’’ amend as indicated be- 
f Y s - . ov 
J The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third |‘ For procuring water (15) [and introducing the same into buildings] at such posts 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | as from their situation require it hrought from a distance; and for the disposal 
passed. of sewage and drainage (16), {and for clearing roads, and for removing obstrue 
/ On TTETC ro tions from roads, harbors, and rivers to the extent which may be required for 
FORTIFICATIONS BILL. the actual operation of troops in the tield)}."’ 
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consent that that amendment may be considered as pending at $409, 000. — oth pag ey on S&Bowing paragraph as indicated 
The amount recommended by the bill was $300,000, but the amend- . =o 

ment made increased it to $465,000. I think everybody will be con- 
tent, including the mover of the amendment, that it shall be passed 
at $400,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to adopting the amendment to 
the amendment reducing the amount from $465,000 to $400,000? [After Page lL: Reduce amount which may be applied to payment of certain em- 
apause.] The Chairhears none, anditissoordered. Is thereany other | ployés of Pay Department from $20,000 to $10,000. 
amendment on which a separate vote is demanded ? [After a pause. | Pago ld: Under the head of ‘incidental expenses,” after the words‘ and such 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the amendments, and additional expenditures as are necessary and authorized by law in the move 


“ QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT. 

‘*Regular supplies: For the regular supplies of the (huartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of stoves and heating apparatus, and repair and maintenance 
of the same, for heating (11) [officers’|] barracks and quarters; of r } 
stoves (12) [and appliances] for cooking (13) [and serving food 
lights for enlisted men, guards, hospitals, storehouses, and, 





gentleman who moved the amendment and others I ask unanimous Page 9: Change total “for pay and general expenses of the Army "’ from $15,- 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Committee on Pages 16 — 17: Strike out the f lowing proviso } 1 nil : 
Appropriations to report back the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropri- | _ “Provided. That in expending the money appropriated by thisact a railroad 


: ° “re . . ° company which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its 
ations for fortifications and other works of defense with amendments | yajlroad on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military 


of the Senate thereto, and I move that the House nonconcur in the | road subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all 
amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference other Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress t 
« « . 


m ° may impose, restricting the charges for such Government transportation hav- 
The motion was agreed to. ing claims against the United States for transportation of any kind over such 


TheSPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. | railroad, shall only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing 


f 


, nT » Qaveroe provision on the basis of not exceeding 50 per cent. of the compensation for 
BREWER, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and Mr. Sayens. such Government transportation as shall be charged to and paid by private 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. parties to said company for like and similar transportation 


. . 3 _ ' Page 17: Amend the following so by striking out ‘in all such cases 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee Pre Sit aiees Wied ci acummseectheas aitein Col tie oth waaie oe 


sa: es : , ** Provided (18) further, That such compensation shall (19) [in all such cases] 
on Military Affairs to report back the bill (H. R, 12573) making ap- | be computed upon the basis of the tariff or lower special rates for like transpot 


propriation for the support of the Army, with the amendments of the | ‘tion performed for the public at large, and shall be accepted as in full for all 


. : lemands for such service.” 
Senate thereto, and I move that the House nonconcur in the Senate | ““pages i7and 18: Add the following: 


amendments and ask for a conference. ‘Provided further, That in expending the money appropriated by this act a 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman railroad company which has not received aid in bonds of the United States and 


sas . . . _ | which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad ; 
from Michigan, to nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate and ask | oy condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road sub- ' 
for a conference. ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other 
Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that this is the army appropriation | Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may ium- vi 
bill Mr Ss ker. pose restricting the charges forsuch Government transportation, having claims 
’ - Hpea . against the United States for transportation of any kind over such railroad, 
The SPEAKER. Itis the army appropriation bill. shall only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there are some | 0" the basis of such rate for the transportation of troopsand munitions of war as 
~ “¢ . : ; the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable under the foregoing pro i 
of those amendments which I think the House would probably prefer | vision, such rate not to exceed 70 per cent. of the compensation for such Gov- 
to express an opinion about before the bill gets into the shape of acon- | ernment transportation as shall at the time be charged to and paid by private 


ference report, when we would be unable to take separate votes upon parties to any such company for like and similar transportation; and the 


. amount so fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full for all demands for such 
them. Therefore I think we had better have the amendments read | service.” mer ; ' , 





to the House separately. Page 18: Change total under same head from ‘‘ $2,850,000" to ** $2,750,000," 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. ie eee: , nt : 
a rovided further, That not less than $50,000 of said sums shall be used to he- ; 
The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. gin the repair and reconstruction of Jefferson barracks, Missouri.”’ ? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Isuggest to the Page 19: Add the following: i 
entleman in charge of the bill that it is now ten minutes of 5 o’clock “For the purchase by the Secretary of War of buildings erected at permanent 3 
g * | army posts by private parties under proper authority, and which may be suit Py 


very near our usual time for adjournment, and I think we had better | able and actually necessary for the army service, and at prices not exceeding 
take this up in the morning. In the mean time the amendments can | such appraisement as may be made by a board of army officers detailed forthe 


be printed in the REcorD. 4 ed Seeteaes Vand too “iets | camp, and garrison equipage”’ from 
Mr. CUTCHEON. There are only about four of them that are at | ¢150,000 to $200,000, ' ee ee “ 
all material. Page 22: Under head “ Engineer depot at Willets Point,’ strike out ‘‘ book- \ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman would con- | »iders.” and “clerk hire.” 


2 . . “ Page 20: In paragraph providing for purchase and repairs of instruments to 
sent to let them be printed in the Recorp and let the House adjourn | be issued to officers of the Corps of Engineers, strike out “and to acting en- 


now, I think we can get through with the bill in a few minutes in the | gineer officers.” 


: Page 23: Change total under ‘‘ Engineer Department” from $28,500 to $27,000, 
morning. : . Page 25: Insert the following: 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to that course. “ For the purchase of machine guns, musket caliber, of American manufac- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I submit | ture, $20,000.” 


95 


a request for unanimous consent that the amendments be printed in Page 25: Amend paragraph “ For expenses of recruiting and transportation 


. : of recruits from rendezvous to depot, including sending of recruiting parties to 
the RecorpD, and that the bill be taken up in the House in the morn- | «mali towns,” by adding the following: ‘‘and not exceeding $1,200 of this 


ing. amount may be used for payment of a clerk to the officer disbursing this appro- 
aS : priation.” 
There was no objection; and it was so ordered. Page 25: Increase total under head of *‘ Signal Service"’ from $5,009 to $7,590, 
The amendments of the Senate are as follows: Page 26: Under head of “* Military telegraph lines’’ add the following } 
Page 6 of printed bill, lines 17, 18, and 19: Strike out proviso, as below: ‘* Provided, That the appropriations made by the two preceding paragraphs iy, 
“RETIRED OFFICERS shall be disbursed by a bonded officer."’ 


. Amend paragraph “ For contingent expenses of the Adjutant General's De 
“For pay of officers on the retired list and for officers who may be placed thereon , | , 


ee Jo : : partment” by adding the following: 
during the current year, $1,012,122.68: (1) [Provided no officer shall receive pay “Including one copy ofsome standard work on military law and courts-martial 
as an officer on the retired list while receiving a salary as a Government offi- | for each of one hundred and eight military posts, and police utensils,” 
cial. : : Increase total in same paragraph from $2,000 to $3,000, y 
Page 7, line 21: Amend so as to provide that when transportation can not be Page 26: Strike out the following 
furnished by Quartermaster’s Department for clerks of Pay Department, the “ For contingent expenses Inspector General's Department: Contingent fund 
expert accountant for Inspector General's Department, and contract surgeons 


. of Inspector General's Department at the headquarters of the several military 
traveling on duty, they shall be allowed the actual cost of the same exclusive of | divisions and departments, for the purpose of binding orders and the purchase 
parlor car fare and transfers. of maps, books of reference, professional literature, desk furniture, stationery 


7: Strike out “ military commissions” from the paragraph fixing com- | and police utensils, $1,000.” ; ; 
pensation of reporters and witnesses attending upon courts-martiai. Payes 26, 27: Insert the following: 
8: Add the following: ; D p A ‘For binding reports and orders and purchasing books of reference and maps ; 
**(5) For additional pay to officer commanding military prison at Fort Leaven- | for the Inspector General’s Department, $500,” 
worth, Kans,, $500.” @ : { 
8: Amend the following paragraph by inserting “ from abroad,” after ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 
**information:" . y . a 
* For pay of a clerk attendant on the collection and classification of military Mr. McCOMAS., I move that the House do now adjourn. 


information (6) from abroad, $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the same Mr. FUNSTON. 


N . Ss ake asi ret rese di ivilege re- 
shall be entitled to mileage and transportation, and also commutation of quar- Mr peake r, I desir ) present a privileged 





” ort 
ters, while on duty, as provided when on other duty. port. : 
Page 8: Amend the following by segeating, after ‘‘ Department,” the words Mr. McCOMAS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, 
“to be appointed by the Secretary of War:”’ a a a : 
“For pay of one expert accountant for the Inspector General's Department, AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¥ : 
(7) to we ee ofl omen ohen seapeitnnn hm dies tatiidias Mr. FUNSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill 
t nt authorized by cs a ike ont “seventy-iive” before “thousand” | (H. R. 13552) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 


and insert “ fifty.” ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes 


’ 
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which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve all points 
of order upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER, All points of order are reserved. 


ANTIOPTION BILL. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print in 
the RecorD a brief communication from the secretary of the National 
Farmers’ Alliance convention, 

There was no objection. 

The following is the communication: 

Movu.tox, Arranoose County, Iowa, February 5,1891. 


I hereby certify that the following resolution was unanimously adopted by the 
eleventh annual convention of the National Farmers’ Alliance, held at Omaha, 
January 27, 28, 29, 1891 

** Resolved, That we favor the passage of the Butterworth antioption bill.” 

[era] AUGUST POST, Secretary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H. 
Leib. 

The message also announced the adoption of resolutions relative to 
thedeath of Hon. James Phelan, latea Kepresentative from the Stateof 
Tennessee. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
there be printed in pamphlet form, with cover, 15,000 extra copies ofthe report 
of the Commitiee on Foreign Relations in support of Senate bill 4827, to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 


gua,’ of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the House 
of Representatives. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (HL. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac 
and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians of Oklahoma 
Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the same; and 

A bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction of a railway, street- 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River 
near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr. 


M. A. FULTON, SILAS STAPLES, AND OTHERS, 


Mr. BRICKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the Senate bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Albert B. Harris, D.C. Ketchum, O. P. Brown, Duncan 
McGregor, John O. Henning, Daniel Mears, James Keefe, Byron Brown, He- 
man Dodge, Inglebeth Svendson, Silas Staples, M. A. Fulton, Peter Olson, 
Patrick Moore, Andrew Olson, William Wood, and the estates of John Dore, 
L. P. Wetherby, Samuel W. Fuller, 8. P. Thornhill, Joel Foster, William Dailey, 
John Shaseby, James B, Gray, Sidney 8. Starr, Philip 8S, Brady, Lorenzo Hen- 
dee, Peter F. Boucher, Robert Henry, Allen Dawson, Andrew Spellacy, J. M. 
Whaley, John Comstock, William Ryan, John Welch, Louis Massey, and John 
B. Page, be, and they are hereby, released from any and all liability to the 
United States as sureties upon the bond executed by them on the 7th of Feb- 
ruary, 1860, for the sum of $200,000, by James D. Reymert as~principal, as re- 
ceiver of public moneys for the district of lands subject to sale at Hudson, 
Wis., and from the lien of the judgment entered against said sureties in behalf 
of the United States on said bond on the 2d of June, A. D. 1868, in the United 
States court for the district of Wisconsin, for $8,460; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is instructed to cause to be satisfied of record the said judgment: Pro- 
vided, however, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as affectin 
in any manner the liability of said Reymert to the United States on said bon 
or the right of the United States to realize upon any security given by said 
Reymert in the premises, 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there ought to be some explanation of it. 
I have no objection to the bill coming before the House and the report 
being read, but after that is doneI shall enter a motion that the House 
adjourn, and we can take up the bill some other time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shali call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 16 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
INTERNATIONAL BUREAU FOR PUBLICATION OF CUSTOM TARIFFS. 


Letterfrom the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copies 
of communications from the Secretary of State and Belgian minister at 





this Capital, in relation of the contribution of the United States to de- 
fray the expenses of the publication of custom tarifis—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 
ANNUAL REPORT SHOWING THE EMPLOYES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a report 
showing the names of the employés of the Department, the time each 
was employed, and thesum paid to each—to the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Navy Department. 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following State memorials and 
resolutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: Concurrent resolution of Indiana Leg- 
islature, urging passage of House bill 319 to pension ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wyoming, praying legislation to disarm the Indians and to 
prevent them from leaving their reservations without guard—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Stateof Wyoming, praying 
for the establishment of a wagon road from Fort Washakie to the Yel- 
lowstone National Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, prayin 
legislation to extend the jurisdiction of the State courts over both civi 
and criminal causes arising on lands reserved by the United States 
commonly known as Government reservations—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. PICK LER (by request): Memorial of the Legislature of 
South Dakota in favor of the free coinage of silver—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Joint resolutions of the Indiana Legislature in 
favor of the ex-prisoners-of-war bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, favoring a bill now pending in Congress to pro- 
hibit the adulteration of food and malt liquors—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
favoring a bill in Congress or a law covering the same, enabling the 
several States to enforce the State laws in relation to the sale of oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DINGLEY: 


Resolved, That paragraph 2 of Rule X._XI be amended by adding at the end 
the following : 

‘* Provided, That it shall be in order to move to amend a general appropria- 
tion bill with any public bill which has passed the House and been sent to the 
Senate, and has not been returned from the Senate favorably or adversely acted 
upon by that body within six months from the time of the passage of the bill 
by the House;” 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: 

Amendment to the resolution submitted by Mr. TownsEnD, of Colorado, pro- 
viding for an amendment of Rule IX, referred to the Committee on Rules Feb- 
ruary 7, 1891, by adding at the end of said resolution the following: 

‘‘And provided further, That whenever any ea. bill is under 
consideration in the House orin the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union it shall be in order to move asan amendment thereto any 

ublic bill which has passed the House and been sent to the Senate,and has not 
— returned from the Senate favorably or adversely acted upon by said body 
within six months from the time of its passage by the*House;” 


to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. LAWLER: 


Resolved, That 3,000 copies of the Digest and Manual for the present seasion 
be printed for the use of the House: 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. LODGE: 


Resolved, That section 2, Rule III, be amended by inserting in line 1, before 
the word “‘ He,” the following words: “‘ He shall make and cause to be printed 
the Journal of each day’s proceedings, and sball furnish a copy thereof to each 
member of the House before the opening of the session of the next legislative 
day ;"’ and that section 1, Rule I, be amended so that it shall read : *‘ cause the 
Journal of the preceding week to be read at a special session to be held for that 
purpose on the evening of Saturday of each week, when the Journal shall be 
open for approval and amendment, but such session shall not be held unless de- 
manded by one or more members, and it shall be the duty of the Speaker to ex- 
amine and approve the Journal of each day before it isfurnished in printed form 
to the members on each legislative day; "’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: 
Resolved, That Rule XXIV of the rules of the House be amended by adding 
paragraph 7 the following words: 


“The business of the House shall proceed under the rules in the order indi- 
cated in the Calendars, unless changed by order of the House; and when any 


change of the position on the Calendar of any matter is made by order of the 
House, no action shall be taken on that matter until a Calendar showing such 
change shall be printed; and no matter the position of which has been changed 
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on the Calendar shall be acted upon until the edition of the Calendar showing 
the change has been printed and in possession of the House for twenty-four 
hours; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. CALDWELL: 


Whereas it appears from numerous petitions and communications received 
from Grand Army posts and pensioners that proper consideration is not given 
to lay testimony, as is shown by the frequent calls for evidence by incompetent 
examiners from the Pension Office, whereby great injustice is done claimants: 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions report fully to the House of Representatives what rules of evidence are 

ized by the office which govern examiners in the adjudication of pension 
claims, and also that he state what isthe force and effect given to lay testimony 
when unsupported by medical or record testimony; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WALKER: 


Resolved, That Rale III of the Rules of the House be amended by adding as 
ph 4the following words: ‘‘He shall cause to be printed the Calendars 
of the House ;" 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. GREENHALGE: 


Resolved, That Rule XLV be amended by adding at the end thereof the fol- 
lowing clause: 

“Thatin the consideration by the House of bills for the erection of public 
buildings, by suspension of the rule or by unanimous consent or otherwise than 
in regular order, priority shall be given to bills for the erection of such build- 
in n places where the gross postal —— are the largest as compared with 
other bills upon either of the House Calendars; "’ 
to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. WALKER: 

Resolved, That section lof Rule I of the Rules of the House be amended by 
adding the following words: 

** Provided, That the names of members voting on a yea-and-nay vote, and list 
of petitions, memorials, and other papers introduced under Rule XXII, shall 
not be read except by general conzgent; ’’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8057) to re- 
move the charge of desertion standing against the name of Ebenezer 
F. Woodworth, accompanied by a report (No, 3739)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12689) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the general incorporation law of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,’’ approved May 17,1882, reported, as asubstitute there- 
for, a bill (H. R. 13534) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
the general incorporation laws of the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
May 17, 1882; which was read twice, and, accompanied by areport (No. 
3740), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11857) granting a pension to Collin McClelland. (Re- 
port No. 3741.) 

A = (H. R. 13460) for the relief of George Harlan. 
3742, 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committeeon Naval Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4212) for the relief of Henry E. 
Rhoades, accompanied by a report (No. 3743)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, from the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traflic, reported with amendment the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12025) to prohibit the importation, exportation, and interstate 
transportation of alcoholic beverages, and for other purposes, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3744)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also, from the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, reported favorably the joint resolution of the 
House (H. Res. 62) proposing an amendment tothe Constitution of the 
United States, in relation to the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3745)—to the House Calendar. 


(Report No. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause3of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13531) to increase the 
salaries of local appraisers of merchandise at certain ports—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 13532) for the erection ofa public 
building at Basic City, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H.R. 13533) to prevent unnaturalized 

from making final proof or obtaining title to any of the public 
fale onder any existing land laws—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 13535) for the free coinage of silver 
produced in the United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 13551) to de 
mailing—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ine and punish black- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13536) granting 
Murray—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 13537) to increase the pension of Sarah 
Jane Mills, widow of William Mills, late captain Company A, Second 
Infantry, United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13538) for reiiefof John R, Har- 
vey, of Bristow, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13539) for the benefitof Hardin Roberts, of Iwill, 
to the Committee on War Clai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13540) for the relief of the heirs of Bonnett B. Swa- 

ney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 13541 
pension of Capt. James P. Roach to $100 per month 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 13542) for the relief of the legal repre 
sentatives of Nancy J. Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 13543) for the relief of the widow of 
Julius Kincheloe, who lost his life in the United States Coast Survey 
Service, while engaged in the survey of Tillamook Bay, 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H.R. 13544) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 13545) for the relief of Thomas E. 

sreckenridge, late Company A, California Battalion, Mexican war 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H.R. 13546) granting a pension to 
Benjamin H. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 13547) granting a pension to Hettie 
C. Constant, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 13548) granting a pension to David 
P. Caswell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 13549) to place on the retired list as 
ensign John Curlett—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H.R. 13550) for the relief of L. A. 
Waggoner, of Burksville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Protest by members of the Board of Trade of Chi- 
cago, against further legislation in regard to silver—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, tabular statement in connection with House bill 13509 to au- 
thorize appointment of assistant appraisers at Chicago—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ANDREW: Remonstrance of the Massachusetts Reform Club, 
against the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights and Measures. 

sy Mr. BAKER: Petition of the members of Hand-Sewed Union, 
No. 22, of Rochester, N. Y., embracinz 381 members, in faver of 
woman’s suffrage constitutional amendment being submitted to the 
people; Joseph Bauer, president; Joseph I’. Spencer, secretary—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition signed by Elijah Brothers and 40 
others of Vermillion County, Indiana, praying passage of House bill 
5353 concerning options and futures—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Three petitions of vessel cap- 
tains engaged in the coastwise trade for a harbor of refuge in Lynn 
haven Bay, near Cape Henry, Virginia; also, of transportation companies 
engaged in the coastwise trade, for the same improvement—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHEADLE (by request): Petition of Josiah M. Stanley, 
Company I, Ninety-ninth Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., for a 
change and improvement in spelling the English language in the works 
published by the Government—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of D. Holmes and many citizens of 
Duluth, Minn., asking increase of compensation of keepers of life-sav- 
ing stations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolution of Mardin Council No. 182, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, favoring legislation restricting foreign 
immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 
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By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 


Erie County, Pennsylvania, favoring the option bill (H. R. 5353)—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of 15 citizens of Kossuth County, Iowa, 
favoring the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary 

Also, two petitions of 12 citizens of Palo Alto County, Iowa; also, 
of 30 citizens of Winnebago County, Iowa; also, of Le Grand Alliance, 
No, 1202, of same county and State; also, of Union Farmers’ Alliance 
No, 1884, of Angus, Boone County, Iowa; also, of 24 citizens of the 
same place, in favor of option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of 63 posts of the Grand Army of the Re- 
publicin Tennessee, and 38 department commanders of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, asking the donation of a lot for Memorial Hall at Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of 38 Grand Army of the Republic departments, ask- 
ing that a home for disabled soldiers be established at Chattanooga and 
Chickahominy National Park as provided in House bill 12653—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORMAN: Petition of citizens of Madison County, Illinois, 
favoring passage of House bill 535%, to prevent dealing in options and 
futures; also, of membersof Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, Lodge 
4307, of the same county and State, for the same measure—to theCom- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of the same county and State, in favor of 
the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of citizens of Warren County, Illinois, for 
passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Oasis, Johnson 
County, Iowa, in favor of option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petitions of 258 soldiers of Burnside Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, giving the company and 
regiment of each soldier, asking for the passage of the bill introduced 
by Mr. KELLEY, of Kansas, providing for the payment to the soldiers of 
the difference between the money received in payment of army services 
and its coin value at time of paynmient-—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Hall’s 
Summit, Kans, J. M. Young, president, and Alexander Tilford, sec- 
retary, in favor of the farmers’ antioption bill (H. R. 5353), defining 


options and futures, and imposing special tax on dealers therein—to, 


ihe Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of Bingham Lodge, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, No. 1499, of Fayette County, Illinois, in favor of silver 
coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1, of 
la Grange County, Indiana, demanding that the Senators and Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives from Indiana actively support the 
option bill and speedily secure its final passage—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, favoring passage 
of the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of I. L. Williams, R. J. Me- 
Clain, and 43 others, citizens of Jay County, Indiana, and Fiat Lodge, 
4724, Farmers’ Matual Benefit Association, for legislation as follows, 
t» wit: To prevent gambling in farm products; for a service pension; 
for the repeal of the limitation of arrears of pensions; for free coinage 
of silver; for a graduated income tax; for increasing the money circu- 
lation to $50 per capita; to prohibit adulteration of food; for the issue 
of more greenbacks, and for the election of United States Senators by 
direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NORTON: Two petitions of citizens of Lincoln County, Mis- 
souri, asking Congress for appropriation of money for complete system 
of levees on the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent dis- 
astrous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, petition of C. H. Hardin and 155 others, citizens of Mexico, 
Audrain County, Missouri, asking the passage of the resolution con- 
cerning the treatment of the Jews in Russia, introduced by Hon. 
Amos J, CUMMINGS—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request of Mr. Reep, of 
Maine): Resolutions of the Scranton Board of Trade, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Senate free-coinage bill—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of Massachusetts Reform Club— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolution adopted by Miller Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Indian Head, Pa., favoring the restric- 
tion of immigraticn—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the president, secretary, and 


executive committee of the Laundrymen’s National Association of 
America, relative to the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on 


Foreign Relations. 





By Mr. TARSNEY: Memorial of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., in relation to the census—to the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census. 

Also, memorial of the same organization, in favor of abolishing the 
distinction between third and fourth class mail matter and consolidating 
the same into one class, to be known as third class—to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR: Petition of L. M. Bancroft and 30 others, 
citizens of Nelson, Portage County, Ohio; also, resolutions of the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance of the same county and place, in favor of the option bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Wetmore, 
Colo., for the free and unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of comrades of the Grand Army of the Republic and 
veterans of the late war now residing in Colorado, for the erection in 
the city of Washington of a monument to the memory of the late Ad- 
— Dahlgren and Col. Ulrich Dahlgren—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Affidavit in support of claim of 
Mary Woodruff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Petition of 35 citizens of Whit- 
man County, Washington; also, of 21 citizens of Douglas County, 
Washington; also, resolutions of Onecho Alliance, No. 44, praying the 


passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 10, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
resolutions of the i0th and 12th ultimo, reports of Special Treasury 
Agent Charles J. Goff and Assistant Treasury Agents A. W. Lavender, 
S. R. Nettleton, and Joseph Murray, concerning the condition of affairs 
in the Seal Islands of Alaska relating to the fur-seal fisheries for the 
year 1890; which, on motion of Mr. FRYE, was, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERsoN, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments 


of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for for- 


tifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, asked a con.erence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BREWER, Mr. But- 
TERWORTH, ahd Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 13462) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac 
and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians of Oklahoma 
Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the same; and 

A bill (H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction of a railway, street- 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River 
near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives nonconcurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and accede to the request of the House of Representatives for a con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Dawes, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 
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‘ HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 13462) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 


penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and | 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry naval officers, 
praying that equal pay be given for relative rank and service, as estab- 
lished by the law of precedence in the United States Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade and 


Transportation, praying for a reduction in the rate of letter postage; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the president of the Boston (Mass. ) 
University, praying that the copyright bill be passed without further 
amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 240, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Saline County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of Subordinate Lodge No. 630, Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, of Gallatin County, Illinois; and 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 493, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Jefferson County, Lllinois. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the following petitions, praying for the 

eof the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Pleasant Valley Farmers’ Alliance, ef Henry County, 
Illinois; 

Petition of citizens of Newbern, Ill.; and 

- Petition of members of Newbern (Ill. ) Lodge, No, 4012, Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association. 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of Boards of Trade of Marshfield, Dal- 
las, and Corvallis, in the State of Oregon, and the Builders’ Exchange 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the revision of the present census and 
statistical legislation, and for immediate provision for future enumer- 
ations by the establishment of a permanent Census Office; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. SANDERS. I present what purports to be the petition of W. 
H. Leedy and 12 other citizens of Lo Lo Alliance, of Missoula County, 
Montana, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill. There is 
evidence that it is not spontaneous and some evidence that it is not 
genuine, but by request I present it for whatitis worth. I move that 
the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCONNELL presented the petition of George N, Buckallew 
and 28 other members of Buckhorn Alliance, of Latah County, Idaho, 
praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 

eof the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Thomas J. Fees and 6 other citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington; 

Petition of John Henderson and 14 other citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington; and 

Petition of G. H. Holbrook and 33 other citizens of Whitman County, 
Washington. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of T. A. Morton, of Dale, Wyo- 
ming County. New York, praying that where special acts of Congress 
are passed granting increased pensions such increase shall date from the 
time of medical examination; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of senators and members of the house 
of representatives of the Legislature of Pennsylvania from the city of 
Philadelphia, praying for the passage of House bill No. 8848, for the 
relief of Patrick Hyland; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented petitions of councils Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, Nos. 156, 75, 408, 108, 188, 182, 325, 351, 264, and 31, 
of Middletown, Dawson, West Philadelphia, Altoona, Philos, Stoners, 
Sligo, Palo Alto, and Evans City, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of the biil to restrict immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of S. Fountain, secretary, 
and 36 other officers and members of the Farmers’ Alliance and In- 
dustrial Union No. 147, of Kansas, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 





in Western Kansas, along the line of the Union Pacific Railway; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands. : 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2042, of 
Washington County, Kansas; 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 2201, of 
Sedgwick County, Kansas; and 

Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 140, of 
Shawnee County, Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of citizens of Leonardville, Kans., 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Meade County, Kansas, 
praying for the passage of the bill defining options and futures, ete. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present resolutions of the Federation of Labor of this 
city, in favor of the passage of the bill for the adjustment of accounts 
under the eight-hour law, in which they complain of the violation of 
the eight-hour statute enacted in 1868, and strongly appeal for action 
upon the eight-hour bill now before the Senate, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, especially praying for the passage of 
the bill at this session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of Bridgewater, Mass., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 704 
of Saline County, Missouri; 

Petition of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1136, 
of Platte County, Missouri; and 

Petition of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 47, of 
Marion County, Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of members of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union No. 3230, of Holt County, Missouri, and a peti- 
tion of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 3580, of 
Holt County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food bill and remonstrating against the passage of the Conger com- 
pound-lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Capitol Branch, No. 6, Butchers’ 
Protective Association of the city of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger land bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of A. Beamer and 37 other citizens of Ness County, Kan- 
Sas; 

Petition of James Wood and 26 other citizens of Waverly, Coffey 
County, Kansas; and 

Petition of Dr. E. M.Turner and 55 other citizens of Norton County, 
Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Encampment No. 24, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Salina, Kans., praying for the passage of the bill 
(S. 3146) to insure preference in appointment in the public service to 
veterans of the late war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


’ 


He also presented a petition of the house of representatives of Kan- v 


sas, praying for the adoption of a system of irrigation for the western 
part of the State; which was referred to the Select Committeeon Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hyde, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

| Mr. MORRILL, fromthe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

| reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 

| propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1254) increasing the pension of Enos J. Searles, 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Farmers’ Lodge, No. 1098, of | reported it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Coffey County, Kansas, and a petition of citizens of Meade County, 
Kansas, praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Ellis, Trego, Gove, Logan, 
Wallace Counties, in the State of Kansas, praying that an appro- 
priation of $500,000 be made for the purpose of definitely determining 
the available service of artesian water supply for agricultural purposes 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis 8S. Danford, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
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(H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Ellen Guffey, a hospital nurse, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them adversely; and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 91) to create an additional judicial circuit; 

A bill (S, 1125) to establish the tenth judicial circuit; and 

A bill (S. 1162) to amend section 604 of the Revised Statutes, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 5047) 
to establish ten judicial circuits; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (8S. 4519) to allow leaves of absence to 
per diem employés of the Navy Department, heretofore reported by 
him. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 5043) to place the name of James 
Hi. Walton on the pension rolls; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5044) to make Enfield, Conn., 
a port of delivery in the district of Hartford; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 5045) for the relief of McCreary 
Ayers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 5046) granting a pension to Kate 
and Ethel B, Cook; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLISLE (by request) introduced a bill (8. 5048) granting 
parts of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washing- 
ton Parish for the use of the Congressional Cemetery; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (8. 5049) to incorporate 
the Cross-Town Railroad of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5050) to confer jurisdiction on | 


the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of the heir of 
Hugh Worthington for his interest in the steamer Eastport; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, INGALLS introduced a bill (8.5051) granting a pension to 
Henrietta Gard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 156) authorizing 
the transfer of stenographers, chiefs of divisions, clerks, copyists, and 


computers from the Census Office to any Department of the Govern- 


ment; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot know really to what committee the joint reso- 
lution ought to be referred, but some one of the many committees we 
have on the very interesting subject of civilservice undoubtedly ought 
to have jurisdiction of it. I will move that the joint resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PIERCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file in the Senate in the case of John N. Runyan, 
being an application for a pension, be withdrawn, there being no adverse re- 
port thereon. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. HOAR. I submit an amendment to a resolution yesterday re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, in regard to the printing of pub- 
lic documents. I move that the amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask leave, in behalf of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, that it may sit this week during the sessions of the Senate, 
as we are desirous of completing a measure that Senators understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the bill (H. R. 949) to amend section 
4787 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be recommitted to the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 7th instant approved and signed the act (S. 4560) to prohibit the 
sale of tobacco to minors under sixteen years of age in the District of 
Columbia. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 9th in- 
stant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 4886) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Com- 
pany to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at certain points 
where the same forms the boundary line between West Virginia and 
Kentucky; and 

An act (S. 4592) to autherize the construction of a bridge across the 
Cumberland River for the use of the Chesapeake and Nashville Rail- 
way, and for other purposes. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. If morning business is concluded -——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennes- 
see, and for other purposes. Iam quite sure it will not take three 
minutes to dispose of it. It is a bill of a single section, reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the Senate to take up the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Maine to allow me to 
have this bill considered. It will not take two minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me get the appropriation bill up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12782) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the pending bill be 
| laid aside for a single moment until the bill referred to by me is dis- 


I 


posed of. 
Mr. HALE. If it will take no time, I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. No, it will not take two minutes. 


NASHVILLE A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9602) to es- 
tablish the customs district of Tennessee, and for other pu 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

That Nashville,in the State of Tennessee, and Little Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas, be, and is hereby, constituted a port of delivery; and that the priv- 
vileges of immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise conferred by the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled *“‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” be, and 
the same are, extended to said port; and there shall be appointed asurveyor of 
customs for said port, to reside at such py who shall receive a salary to be de- 
termined in amount by the Secretary of the Treasury, not exceeding $1,000. 

Mr. FRYE. The words ‘‘and Littic Rock, in the State of Arkan- 
sas ’’ come out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I move that amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill toconstitute Nashville, 
Tenn., a port of delivery, and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives un the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unapimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dotpn, Mr. Wasr- 
BURN, and Mr. KENNA were appointed. 


MINNESOTA BOOM COMPANY. ; 


Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Wasn- 
BURN], with the understanding that the bill he wishes to call up will 
take no time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itis only a short bill. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4962) to authorize 
SS ee ee ae eee eee A te booms and 
other structures in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and to drive 


and sheer into such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in said river. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, to strike out ‘‘ Straight”’ 
and insert ‘* West Newton;”’ in line 8, to strike out ‘‘a point where 
the eastern line of the city of Winona’’ and insert ‘‘ Minneiska;’’ in 
line 10, after the word ‘* Minnesota,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ meets 
the said river;’’ and in line 13, after the word ‘‘may,’’ to insert ‘‘ es- 
cape and;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be lawful for the Minnesota Boom Company, a corporation or- 
ganized under the laws of the State of Minnesota, to construct, maintain, and 
operate in ‘West Newton Slough” or in any other slough, bayou, or branch of 
the Mississippi River between the mouth of the Chippewa River, or a point op- 
posite thereto, and Minneiska, in the State of Minnesota, or a point opposite 
thereto, such piers, booms, or other structures as may be necessary or proper to 
sluice, hold, boom, brail, assort, or raft such logs, timber, or lumber as may es- 
cape and float out of the said Chippewa River into the Mississippi River and be 
found floating loose in the said last-named river, or lodged on the bars or banks 
thereof, or on the lowlands adjacent thereto; and to gather, sheer, and drive 
such logs, timber, and lumber into any boom so constructed, and to there hold, 
assort, boom, brail, and raft same, and to charge, demand, and receive from the 
owner or owners of any such logs, timber, or lumber such sums or tol! for such 
services as shall be sanctioned by the laws of the State of Minnesota, orasshal! 


be agreed upon by the owners of such logs, timber, or lumber and the said 
Minnesota Boom Company. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 1, line 26, after ‘‘to,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ materially or unnecessarily ;’’ and in line 30, of the same section, 
after ‘‘ to,’’ to strike out ‘‘ materially or unnecessarily ;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, That no boom or structure erected or maintained under the author 
ity of this act shall be so constructed or operated as to interfere with the free 
navigation of the Mississippi River: And provided further, That if, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of War, such booms or other structures are so constructed or 
used as to obstruct the navigation of the Mississippi River he may order them 
removed or modified, and the said Minnesota Boom Company shall thereupon 
be required to remove or modify the same in accordance with such order with- 
ont cost to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike ut section 2, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 2. That if the said Minnesota Boom Company and the owner or owners 
of any such logs, timber, or lumber shall not agree as to the compensation to be 
paid to said boom company for the gathering, sheering, driving, and booming 
of such logs, timber, or lumber, it may turn the same outof its boom; holding 
thesame only a reasonable time for the purpose of separating them from the 
other logs, timber, or lumber in such boom. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 2, to add “‘ subject 
to the provisions of section 3 of this act;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 2. That the said Minnesota Boom Company is hereby authorized to ac- 
quire by assignment or otherwise from the Mississippi River Logging Com- 
pany all the rights, powers, or privileges of the latter company under an act of 

ngress entitled ‘An act to authorize the Mississippi River Logging Company 
to construct and operate sheer booms at or near Straight Slough,’’ approved 
June 16, 1880, subject to the provisions of section 3 of this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add an additional section alter section 
2, as follows: 

Src. 3. That the act of Congress entitled “‘An act to authorize the Mississippi 
River Logging Company to construct and operate sheer booms at or nearStraight 
Slough,” approved June 16, 1880, is hereby amended by substituting for the 
words “ Rollin me” or “Straight,’’ wherever they occur in said act, the 
words “ West Newton.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WAGES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. HALE. I yield fora moment to the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GoRMAN], and then I shall ask the Senate to proceed with the 
naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain employs in the 
Government Printing Office. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Printing with an amendment, to strike out section 1, in the 
following words: 

That the rate of wages paid to printers, bookbinders, and pressmen employed 
in the Government Printing Office shall be 50 cents per hour, the same rate as 
was paid prior to the 3d day of March, 1877; that for all exclusive night work 
(between the hours of 5 o'clock p. m. and 8 o’clock a.m.) performed by the above- 
named employés an advance of 10 cents per hour over the above-named rate 


shall be paid; that for all piecework on the ConGRESsIONAL Recorp 60 cents 
per 1,000 ems sball be paid. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the pay of all the employés of the Government Printing Office engaged 
eve on night work (between the hours of 5 o’clock p.m. and 8 o'clock 
a.m.) shall be 20 per cent. in addition to the amount paid for day labor. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
has taken great interest inthis measure. I do not see him in his seat. 
Mr. GORMAN. I will say that the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 


MANDERSON] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and 
all of us agree upon the measure as now proposed. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Iwanttoask a question for information. Is what 


the Secretary has read all the bill? 


Mr. GORMAN. That is all there is of it, except the second section, 


which simply provides— 


That all acts and parts of acts conslicting herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is perfectly right. 

Mr. SAWYER. I make noobjection. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 


ment reported by the Committee on Printing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate request a conference with 


the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 


the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. 


HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHerson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to theamendments 


of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for 


other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Curcrron, 
Mr. OSBORNE, and Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12227) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, num- 
bered 2; that it had agreed to the amendment numbered 4 with an 
amendment, and that it had disagreed to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill numbered 1, 3, 5, and 6, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Morrow, Mr. Peters, and Mr. SAYERS managers of the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 2105) to transfer officers on the retired list of the Army 
from the limited list to the unlimited; ; 

A bill (5. 2310) for the relief of M. A. Fulton, Silas Staples, and the 
other sureties upon the official bond of James D. Reymert, executed 
to the United States on the 7th of February, 1860, as receiver of pub- 
lie moneys; 

A bill (8S. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approved September 
29, 1890, authorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the 
Army and place him on the retired list; and 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 874) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Roanoke County, Virginia. 

The message further announced that the President of the United 
States having returned to the House of Representatives, in which it orig- 
inated, the bill (H. R. 848) to authorize the construction of an addi- 
tion to the public building in Dallas, Tex., with his objections thereto, 
the House proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider 
the same, and it 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two-thirds of the House agreeing to pass 
the same. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


NAVAL 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. Rk. 12782) making appropriations for the naval service fo: 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill may be read, and that the commit 

tee amendments be considered as they are reached in the reading of 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
of objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he make a 
statement at the outset of the consideration of this bill as to the 
amount appropriated actually and by comparison with last year, and, 
where there are increases, that he state what they are. I think that 
would be instructive to the country; it certainly would be to me, for 
it must be remembered that, by reason of the hurried condition of 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The appropriation bill will be proceeded 


That order will be pursued in the absence 
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things, the Senate Committee on Appropriations was not able to give 
the attention to the bill in detail which is generally given. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is the annual naval appropriation 
bill. The appropriations for the ranning expenses of the Navy Depart- 
ment, aside from the construction of new ships, are between six and 
seven hundred thousand dollars less than last year. One of the good 
results from the building of new ships is that expenditures which were 
formerly made upon old wooden ships and in the running of the De- 
partment have ceased, and the expenses of the bureaus in relation to 
that kind of work have decreased. So that, aside from the great work 
to which Congress has committed itself of building up the new Navy, 
the running expenditures are less by between six and seven hundred 
thousand dollars than they were last year, 

The bill, as reported to the Senate, amounts to$31,551,654.78. The 
large items in the bill are in the appropriations made toward the close 
of it for the carying out of contracts and the work already begun upon 
the vessels heretofore authorized by Congress. 

The bill, as compared with the estimates, has been cut down $1,779,- 
925,33, and the amount in excess of last year’s appropriations caused 
by the large appropriations for the building of these ships is $7,415,- 
619.25. These statements show the general relation the bill bears to 
the expenditures in the past and the classification of the expenditures 
in this bill. 

The only feature in the bill further extending the work of building 
up the Navy is in providing for one very fast-sailing and protected 
cruiser, The Committee on Naval Affairs considered whether it was 
not desirable to report an amendment to this bill increasing the number 
of ships to be started, but on the whole it was thought not advisable 
to seek to add to the House proposition. That is all that is contained 
in the bill. It has less in the way of new ships than any annual ap- 
propriation bill has contained for the last four or five and perhaps six 
years; but, in view of the fact that the Department is filled with work 
and the ships already authorized are now going on in rapid process of 
construction and the yards of the builders are to a great, degree fully 
employed, the Secretary of the Navy himself thought that wisdom 
dictated that be should not press for further increases, So the bill 
has been taken substantially as it came from the House. In fact, I 
may say that there are very few increases in any way reported to the 
bill over and above the amounts appropriated by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

The two main items covering nearly all of the increase are for the 
dry dock in South Carolina and another on the Pacific coast. There 
are some little items of increase in the appropriations for one or two of 
the bureaus, but they amount to very small sums. The two I have 
named are the only items of any account increasing the bill over the 
amount fixed by the House of Representatives. 

I do not know that there is any controversy in relation to the bill, 
but, if there be, it will be developed in the course of its reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can the Senatorstate what will probably be the max- 
imum appropriation to be called for during the next four or five years 
by reason of the ships formerly authorized to be built, as compared 
with what is contained in this bill ? 

Mr. HALE. I have looked into that matter somewhat. While it 
can not be stated with anything like definiteness, my belief is that the 
appropriations in this bill for that work areconsiderably larger than will 
be called for in any future year, of course subject to whatever Congress 
may do in the way of adding new ships. For the ships already being 
constructed, however, the heaviest appropriations are this year. 

Mr. PLUMB, While the Senator is on that point, as he is very 
familiar with the subject, will he state the probable amount of expendi- 
ture in the construction of new vessels and those hereafter to be 
authorized in case Congress shall carry out the plan on which we have 
been proceeding? 

Mr.HALE. TheSenator means what will be the aggregate expense ? 

Mr. PLUMB. How many more ships will be added, and to what 
extent will the appropriations hereafter be increased if the general idea 
we have been proceeding upon is carried out by succeeding legislation ? 

Mr. HALE. I do not think there is any plan formed as to the num- 
bers of what may be called the new Navy. There are divers views 
about that. Ido not, for one, believe that we need a great, extrava- 
gant Navy. Ido not think that the proposition which has been put 
forward, which the Senator will remember, by the board which con- 
sidered this subject, need be carried out to the extent recommended. 
I think the United States should have a respectable Navy, and should 
have what I have no doubt it is getting, the very bestships in the world, 
the best guns, equipped in the very best way; and when we get a fleet, 
not of six hundred or eight hundred vessels, as Great Britain has, or 
two or three hundred, as some of the other powers have, but perhaps a 
third as many, I should feel that we were amply equipped for any pos- 
sible emergency. 

I can not tell the Senator, for I can not and I would not want to fix 
the number of ships that we shall construct, but I suppose, if we go on 
as we have, starting new ships, the work would probably end in the 
course of the next half-dozen years. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I notice that in this bill there is no provision 
made whatever for coast and harbor defense vessels. A few days ago 
we had a bill here making provision for the construction of land bat- 
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teries for the protection of coast and harbor defenses, in which a very 
meager appropriation was made. It would seem to me that the sub- 
ject which the Navy Department and the Appropriations Committees 
of the two Houses of Gongress should first address themselves to would 
be the construction of some of these floating batteries for the purpose of 
protecting our coasts and harbors. There is no appropriation made in 
this bill except for one vessel, and that a cruiser, which we do not 
seem to need very much at present. At the same time I have no ob- 
jection to proceeding in that line and building more cruisers, for we 
shall ultimately need them. But it would seem, instead of building 
battle ships and cruisers, that some provision should be made for our 
coast-line defenses, and I regret that the committee have not made 
some recommendation in this bill looking to that object and purpose. 

Mr. HALE. It was not recommended to the Committee on Appro- 
priations to take such action this year as the Senator indicates by the 
Navy Depertment or by the Naval Committee of the Senate or by the 
action of the other House. In considering the feature of new con- 
struction, as I have said, the committee deemed it advisable under these 
circumstances not to provide now for any of these other ships or naval 
structures, but to leave the matter as the House left it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to say in this connection that I, for one, 
am very glad that the Committee on Appropriations in this bill has not 
attempted <o provide for any more of the character of vessels that were 
provided for in the last naval appropriation bill. 

I quite agree with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] 
as to the importance of coast defenses, but I think fixed land batteries 
are more important than the floating batteries to which he refers, The 
floating batteries required for a complete defense of our coast are very 
few. Those recommended by the board which had that matter under 
consideration some years ago were for only two ports, New Orleans and 
San Francisco, and only five all together, and those floating batteries 
were of a different character from any vessels which have yet been pro- 
vided for. They were to be the most powerful and the best adapted 
for that purpose of any vessels that could be constructed, but they were 
not designed for sea service, for speed, or endurance, and I should be 
very glad myself to see Congress undertake to construct for the protec- 
tion of those ports that character of coast defense. 

I am quite willing myself also to see the number of these fast cruis- 
ers increased, which, in case of war, would be commerce destroyers, 
and which would have speed and endurance; but I am opposed to the 
expenditure of large sums for what are termed armored ships until land 
fortifications are provided for. 

I join with the Senator from New Jersey in entering my protest as 
to the small appropriations made for land fortifications, for the con- 
struction of fixed defenses, as compared with the large appropriations 
which have been made for the Navy, and especially for the character 
of vessels known as armored cruisers. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I can not agree with the Senator from Oregon 
{[Mr. DoLPH] with respect to the potency of his land fortifications as 
compared with the floating batteries. I should think he would find 
that there would be a very great inequality in resisting force. Of 
course a land battery is serviceable within a certain radius, but a floating 
battery can be moved from place to place and can cover a great deal 
of exposed territory which can not be covered except you multiply 
almost without limit your land batteries. 

At the last session of Congress the naval appropriation bill carried a 
large appropriation of money for the building of battle ships, so called, 
which were intended to travel all around the earth, toenter an enemy’s 
port, and one of the arguments used upon this floor for the construction 
of such class of ships was that they could meet an enemy in midocean. 
Those who advocated such a policy did not seem to consider that if the 
battle ship meeting an enemy in midocean should there be defeated 
we have no interior lines of defense; we have no floating batteries with 
which toconfront an enemy anywhere near our shores, nor have we any 
land batteries to protect the shores. 

The time has gone by, I think, when a land battery could resist the 
approach of an enemy coming into any of our ports. Before the war 
our land batteries were.adequate to cope with wooden ships, but that 
isallended. We have no woodenships, and the enemy have no wooden 
ships, and to-day we are confron by the most powerful ironclads 
which human ingenuity can devise, and aland battery, as against such 
vessels, would be powerless indeed; but itis quite different with a mon- 
itor ship. A monitor ship can be moved from one placetoanother. It 
has but a small target that a shot can strike. The shot must strike 
exactly in the center line of the turret to be dangerous—any deviation 
from the center line would necessarily meet a deflecting surface. 

The turret is practically the only thing which an enemy’s shot can 
possibly injure in any way, and our experience has shown that in the 
late war our ironclad ships were able to destroy forts and resist the 
shot of the heaviest guns then known to the world. It isa matter of 
record that the turret of the Patapsco, one of the single-turreted iron 
monitors, which now lies down here somewhere, I think at the port of 
Norfolk, was hit fifteen times within twenty-seven minutes by the 
shot from a 15-inch smooth-bore gun, and her injuries caused her to 
retire from the conflict only for a single day, to return to it the fol- 
lowing day. 

Therefore I think, Mr. President, the true policy of this Government 
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is to build these floating batteries on the American idea of construc- 
tion, which was the Ericsson ship. You require that your ships of war 
shall be built in American ship yards, of American material, by Amer- 
ican labor, and yet you reject the American idea and the American plan 
of a ship and accept, instead of that, the English plan. What is the 
English plan? It isa great battle ship, a broadside ship, floating 
around the ocean, carrying an iron mine upon her ribs, which might be 
penetrated by a shot from one of our projected single-turreted moni- 
tors. A torpedo would send her to the bottom. A ram from one ol 
these monitors would destroy her as you would break an eggshell. 

It is said that it is the best policy for this Government to meet the 
enemy in midocean. Well, suppose we are defeated in midocean and 


the enemy comes towards our shores with nothing to resist hisadvance? | 


If we had a lot of monitors scattered along our shores —I do not mean 


the ancient monitors, but I mean one with all the modern appliances, | 


a heavy ship of large tonnage, mounted with heavy guns, capable of 
serving not only as a battle ship itself, but to take the place of land 
fortifications and of the ram as well—that would be, to my mind, the 
very best policy for this Government to pursue, and, inasmuch as no 
appropriations of money are being made in this bill for new structures, 
and no authorization of new structures, with the exception of this one 
ship, as we have ship yards all over this country from the State of Maine 
down the Atlanticcoast, where these monitor ships could be constructed, 
it seems to me that some provision ought to be made for them in this 
bill. They are infinitely better than a battle ship, infinitely better 
than a land fortification, for which I believe the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH] introduced an amendment the other day in the fortifi- 
cation appropriation bill, amounting to something over $100,000,000. 
Fifty million dollars, properly applied and properly used in the con- 
struction of modern monitors, would protect our seacoast from Maine 
to Florida. 

Within the past two or three years an English admiral, of the high- 
est character, qualifications, and reputation, said in my presence that 
the vessel we are now building and completing at Chester, Pa., called 
the Puritan, could enter any English port against two of the most pow- 
erful ironclads of the British navy. It is impossible to increase the 
speed and the tonnage of these ships, to increase their power, to in- 
crease their batteries, to increase the protective force of the ship as 
well as its offensive force. They may be made perfectly invulnerable 
to shot or shell, and for seagoing purposes experience has shown that 
they may brave or dare any sea and enter any port. Therefore I be- 
lieve the true policy of this Government is to proceed, and to proceed 
now, in the direction I have indicated. 

I see moreover that there is a provision in this bill, which will be 
found on page 32: 

Sale of single-turreted monitor or monitors: The Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby authorized to sell one or more of the old single-turreted monitors, the 

rice or prices to be paid for said monitor or monitors to be determined by a 
Ceand of officers of the Navy appointed by the Secretary. 

Mr. President, this, to my mind, is a very extraordinary proceeding 
considered in the light of the reports which have been made upon the 
monitors by boards of Federal officers and also by the present distin- 
guished Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair [ Mr. Wilson], 
of the Navy Department. There are now borne upon the Naval Regis- 
ter twelve vessels known as the single-turreted iron monitors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jonzs, of Arkansas, in the chair). 
The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to 
lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 
10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that that bill may be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine that the unfinished business may be inform- 
ally laid aside? The Chair hears none, ard that order will be made. 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] will proceed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. These monitors are in a good state of preserva- 
tion. They are but a few years older in point of age than the monitors 
we are to-day constructing, which were begun twenty years ago, and 
we are now expendirg millions ofdollars upon their completion. These 
monitors are furnished with a turret with 12 inches of plating, which 
may be re-enforced by additional steel plating, which will make them 

ically invulnerable toshotorshell. They carry two 15-inch smooth- 
re guns, and during the late civil war, as I have already said, they 
were able to reduce the strongest forts upon the seaboard and to cope 
successfully with the most powerful ironclads the enemy could bring 
them. 
» A late board of survey, which was appointed by the Navy Depart- 
ment, and of which Admiral Jouett was the head, was asked toinspect 
these vessels and to report to the Navy Department as to their condi- 
tion and to make such recommendation as the board should see fit 
touching their being placed in a condition of military efficiency. That 
report states that these vessels were in a good condition, a good state of 
tion, and that in a few months, with an expenditure of $391,- 
000, they could be put in a condition for effective service as an auxil- 
iary force—twelve of these vessels for less than $400,000 could be put 
in good condition for service. The batteries now upon these ships, 


| two 15-inch smooth-bore guns, could be exchanged for an 8-inch rifled 
gun, capable of penetrating the armor of any war vessel afloat. They 
could be distributed in our rivers and harbors, some at the port of 
New York, some at Boston, at Southern ports, the port of Washington, 
| the port of Norfolk, and other places 
I turther understand that the Pneumatic Gun Company, located, I 
| think, in Boston, has made application for one of these vessels for the 
| purpose of experimenting with it in the direction of removing the tur- 
| ret and placing on the ship an 8-inch or a 12-inch rifled gun, the pur- 
pose being to have it so arranged that the gun could retreat below the 
| surface of the deck for loading and ‘hen be elevated into a position on 
the deck for firing. To remove the turret, of course, would very much 
| lighten the vessel and enable a much heavier battery to be placed upon 
{ her. I understand that these gentlemen of the Pneumatic Gun Works 
in Boston are not without hope and promise of reasonable success in 
| their undertaking. They want one of these vessels with which to ex- 
periment, and certainly [ should have no objection, and I think the 
Senate would have no objection, to having the Government dispose of 
| one of these vessels to this company for the purpose of making their 
experiments, or even giving it to them. 
This bill makes provision for the sale as old iron of twelve valuable 
| vessels. 


In the absence of anything better in the shape of harbor de- 
| fenses, either floating batteries or land batteries, it seems to me the 
| very worst policy in the world for the Navy Department now to offer 
| them for sale to the highest bidder, which simply means giving them 
away. Let me call the attention of theSenator from Maine to the re- 
port of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair of the 
Navy Department, made in November, 1889, with regard to these ves- 
sels. Speaking of the single-turreted monitor ships, he says: 

The attention of the Department is again directed to these vessels, which are 
at present a source of expense and, not being kept in efficient condition, of no 
| use whatever in an emergency. It is earnestly recommended that some action 


be taken by the Department looking tothe reclaiming of these vessels from their 
present worse than useless condition. 


The board of inspection and survey has submitted an estimate of the cost and 
time required to put the Nantucket, Montauk, Nahant, Jason, Ajax, Comanche, 
Wyandotte, Catskill, Mahopac, Manhattan, Lehigh, and Passaic in condition 
for efficient service on the supposition that they are to be used for harbor and 
coast defense. The amounts necessary are $31!,000 for construction and $94,000 
for steam engineering, the time varying from twoto three months. The board 
says that for this comparatively moderate sum they can be made formidable 
adjuncts to whatever other means the country may possess of repelling an en- 
emy, and that they will afford immediate protection, so far as their guns will 
permit, to our now defenseless cities and shores. 

I now turn to page 17 of the report of the Secretary of the Navy. He 
was confronted by the report of this advisory board, especially raised 
for the purpose of considering this question, and who reported favora- 
bly to placing these ships in good and efficient condition, and the Chief 
of the Bureau of Construction and Repair had also so reported, as I 
have shown by the statement here before us. I will read the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy. He saysin his annual report 
for 1889: 

The Bureau of Construction recommends, with reference to the single-turreted 
monitors, that some action be taken looking to the reclaiming of these vessels 
from ‘‘their present worse than useless condition.’’ In view of the fact thatthe 
amount necessary for this purpose will reach about $400,000, and that the ves- 
sels, with their present ineffective guns, will be no material addition to the 
force of the Navy, the Department can not concur in this recommendation. 
The only use to which these vessels can be advantageously putis toassign them 
to service as practice ships for the naval reserve in those States which have cre- 
ated such a branch of the militia, should they be desired for the purpose. 

At the time when our war ceased these very vessels had so revolu- 
tionized the naval system of the world that we stood first and foremost 
as a naval power in point of offensive and defensive warfare. These 
vessels at small cost can be made as efficient to-day as they were then. 
They stood before Fort Sumter, and they destroyed the fortifications 
along the seashore. One of those vessels met the famous Merrimac 
in Hampton Roads and was able to cope with herthere. I can not see 
the propriety of now absolutely destroying them and entirely elimi- 
nating them from the Navy. Therefore I give notice to the Senator 
from Maine when we reach that part of the bill on page 32 with re- 
gard to the monitors, I shall move to amend the provision author- 
izing and limiting the sale to ‘‘one of the single-turreted monitors,’ 
and in the hope that the others will speedily be put in condition for 
the defense of our rivers and harbors, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I did not intend to take up the time 
of the Senate upon this appropriation bill, because, as I said when on 
the floor before, it was not proposed to increase the number of armored 
battle ships, but large appropriations are made to continue the con- 
struction of ships already authorized in previous appropriation bills, 
I do not like, however, to have such statements as have just fallen 
from the lips of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] go 
unchallenged, especially as the Senate has seen fit to make me chair- 
man of the committee having special jurisdiction over the question of 
fortifications, 

I will state to the Senator from New Jersey that there is not a single 
authority on the subject, whether connected with the Army or the 
Navy, that has ever proposed to dispense with land or fixed fortifications, 
that has ever supposed it will be possible to protect our long extent of 
seacoast with the Navy alone, and never has such a statement been 
made by a Secretary of War or a Secretary of the Navy or by any board 
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that has ever been appointed to consider the question. I will state 
further that there has never been a report or recommendation coming 


from such an authority or board that was not based upon the proposition 
that the first and primary and important thing to do to fortify our 
coast was to construct land fortifications, 

Look at the extent of our seacoast, three or four thousand miles on 
the Atlantic and on the Gulf in round numbers, and on the Pacific 


2,000 miles, without including Puget Sound or the Alaskan coast, 
and consider how impracticable it would be to fortify our entire coast 
with battle ships, with floating defeuses, or with vessels of any charac- 
ter. If we were to be attacked we would not be attacked at all points 
at once. For instance, in a war with Great Britain, her attacking 
fleet on the Atlantic coast would be assembled at Halifax or Bermuda, 
or upon the Pacific coast at Esquimalt or Vancouver or Victoria. She 
would attack but one port upon our entire coast line, and she would 
attack it with all her available force. 

To be prepared to resist that attack successfully it would be neces- 
sary for the United States to have a larger naval force at that particu- 
lar port at the time of the attack. Why? Because if our naval ves- 
sels went out to do battle they would not only be fighting for their 
own existence and for the protection of the particular port, but they 
would be fighting for the protection of property that might be de- 
stroyed in the port. If the battle resulted disastrovsly to our naval 
fleet, if the fleet should be sunk or scattered, weshould notonly lose our 
vessels, but the city and the property upon the harbor which the fleet 
was designed to protect would be destroyed. There would bea double 
loss. 

If we had a suflicient fleet so that we could put a force at every im- 
portant port along our coast stronger than any naval force that could 
be brought against us, then our naval force must be at one point. Sup- 
pose the fleet was at the port of New York, and suppose the attack 
was made at New Orleans, long before our naval vessels could reach 
New Orleans the port would be taken, the city would be destroyed or 
laid under tribute, and the fleet of the enemy would be at sea beyond 
the reach of our vessels, and the same thing would happen on the Pa- 
cific coast. 

We might very naturally suppose if we were threatened with a war 
by Great Britain that the attack would be made upon some cities along 
Puget Sound, and we might have our naval vessels there to protect 
Seattle and Tacoma and other places on the Sound, but in the night 
the enemy’s vessels might sail out and enter the mouth of the Colum- 
bia or enter the harbor of San Francisco, and long before our naval fleet 
from the sound could overtake them and engage them in battle the 
mischief would be done. A few shots from one of the great steel guns 
carrying a projectile weighing a ton would either destroy the city of 
San Francisco or lay it under tribute. 

On the contrary, a very small expense at every principal port, ex- 
cept San Francisco and New Orleans, will perfectly defend the harbors 
by fixed or land fortifications. I say ‘‘ perfectly defend.’’ Why? 
Because you can get foundations or emplacements for just as heavy 
guns as you wish to mount; you can put just as much armor upon your 
casemates and your other emplacements for guns as you choose—much 
heavier armor than can be carried by vessels that have to float at 
sea and havea draught light enough to enter our principal harbors. You 
can construct and mount and operate heavier guns upon land fortifi- 
cations than can be carried by a war ship and operated from the deck 
or from any part ofa war ship. Therefore it is possible at a small ex- 
pense to fortify by land defenses all our important harbors, so that 
they would be impregnable and so that there would be nothing left 
for a war ship to doin case they were attacked or blockaded but, as was 
suggested in the late report of the Secretary of the Navy, to go out and 
raise the blockade. 

Now, as to the expense; we have heard a great deal about $120,000, - 
000. Why, Mr. President, we authorized the construction of three ships 
in the last naval appropriation bill which, taking the first cost and the 
interest during construction and the interest during their probable life, 
whick I estimate to be twenty-two years; the cost of equipping them, 
of their armament, of putting them in commission, of supplying them 
from year to year, and the pay of the officers and the men, counting 
interest at 3 per cent. from the time when each expenditure was made, 
would make the three vessels for twenty-two years cost $66,000,000. 
Six of them for twenty-two years, as I stated the other day when we 
were discussing the fortification bill, if my caleulations are correct or 
approximately correct, would cost the whole amount estimated to be 
required for the fortification of the twenty-seven harbors upon oursea- 
coast by land or fixed fortifications, and at the end of twenty-two years 
the ships would have to be renewed. 

Mr. BLAIR, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator computed the amount of $120,000,- 
000 at interest for twenty-two years with the expense of taking care of 
the fortifications, keeping them in repair, and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is a matter of easy computation as to the inter- 
est upon the original amount invested in these fortifications, but these 
fortifications are not like great war ships. When the emplacements 
are once built, when the guns are once constructed and mounted, they 
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will last, not for twenty-two years and then have to be renewed, but 
they will last practically for five hundred years if properly cared for 
or indefinitely, until by the operation of some law, now unknown to 
science, the strength of the metal itself shall be destroyed and the 
guns become useless by natural decay. Land fortifications require 
virtually nothing for their maintenance, virtually nothing for their 
care, and even the cost of the skilled men to operate them would not 
be much greater for the whole twenty-seven ports than would be re- 
quired to man two great war ships. I think I am not extravagant in 
that remark. The Senator will therefore see at once ‘there is a great 
difference in the ultimate cost of these land fortifications or fixed de- 
fenses and these great war ships. 

Mr, BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, I think the original in- 
vestment with the interest, saying nothing about the expense and 
maintenance and all that, would be not far from $700,000,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator that no man supposes that 
the $126,000,000 is to be expended in a single year; and, notwithstand- 
ing all that has been said about it, that appears to be the idea of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. Itmay run througha period of twenty- 
two years. The final expenditure of the $126,000,000 would not be 
made until after the six cruisers I am talking about would have gone 
out of commission and we should have to renew them. That is the 
difference in the two propositions. 

A gun mounted on a land fortification is from three to five times as 
effective as agun mounted ona floating battery, and that every authority 
concedes. Thatis tosay, one gun mounted upon land for the protection 
of a harbor is equivalent to from three to five guns afloat. Besides 
that, a war ship sent out to defend your harbor is liable to all the acci- 
dents of the sea. No one can foretell in a conflict between two great 
ships which is going to be successful or what accident shall disable the 
one or the other. In a half hour the defense relied upon for the city 
of New York, if it is a floating battery, may be disabled and drift help- 
lessly to the shore and the attacking fleet may steam up into the har- 
bor and send its boltsof destruction into the heart of the city; whereas, 
if you have a land fortification located at a proper point, with the proper 
accessories and appliances, such as mines and torpedoes, which would 
stop the progress of the enemy’s vessel, it would be utterly impossible 
for a ship to pass those defenses, and the city would be safe. 

I have said this much because I do not like such statements as those 
made by the Senator from New Jersey togo unchallenged. I haveon 
other occasions discussed the question of land fortificatiqns and their 
superiority for the purpose of defense over any floating battery that 
can be devised. I have opposed here the construction of what are 
called the second-class war ships, which are neither floating batteries, 
in the proper sense of the term, nor the most powerful which can be 
designed for that purpose, nor are they adapted to sea service requir- 
ing great endurance and speed. I have advocated, in place of those, 
floating defenses for the defense of the two harbors upon our coast 
which can not be fully and successfully defended by land fortifications 
alone. 

I regret that the appropriations have been so much larger relatively 
for thie construction of the Navy, and especially for the construction 
of great armored ships, which must be largely ornamental, than they 
have been for land fortifications. I have not objected, and do not ob- 
ject, to the increase of the number of fast cruisers, protected cruisers, 
cruisers which are designed or constructed with a view to obtaining 
great speed and great endurance, but before we enter any further upon 
the construction of these great unwieldy, expensive, armored cruisers, 
with little speed and endurance, I think we should fortify the princi- 
pal harbors on our coast with land fortifications. 

I shall not detain the Senate longer to discuss this question nor re- 
ply to any suggestion that may be made in regard to it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not wish to be understood as objecting to 
land fortifications wherever they can be constructed and made efficient. 
I will concede that there are many ports in the United States where 
land fortifications can be used with very great benefit. I need only 
cite the port of New York and other ports similarly situated, where 
fortifications may be erected upon the heights, soas to make it nearly 
impossible for the fleet of a foreign power toenter that port; but there 
are very many other ports along the seacoast where it is impossible, 
owing to the topography of the country, owing to the character and 
yielding nature of the soil and sand, to erect land fortifications. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrn] seems to lay great stress 
upon the fact that land fortifications can be constructed which will ab- 
solutely prevent the ingress of a foreign ship into our ports. A Sena- 
tor who sits near me called my attention to the fact, by way of a con- 
tradiction of that statement, that during the late civil war, where the 
Confederacy had massed a large number of troops in forts and fortifi- 
cations along the shores, armed with heavy guns and heavily manned, 
in almost every case not only the fort was captured, but the troops and 
the guns. These captures were all made by the single-turreted iron 
monitors, for at that time we had no other naval arm of defense. 

What I do object to mest particularly is the expenditure of large 
sums of money in constructing more cruising ships and battle ships. 
The cruiser, it is true, may satisfy our hungry pride by waving our 
flag over its decks in every portand upon every sea. She may perform 
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her mission as a commerce-destroyer upon her own terms, taking her 
own time to do it, while the lazy-moving battle ship will lie in the off- 
ing, unable to reach the enemy and unable to prevent the destruction 
which will go on by the enemy’s cruiser upon our commerce. Not- 
withstanding all that, we madean appropriation last year of about $18,- 
000,000 to complete three of these battle ships, as it was said, to meet 
an enemy’s vessels on the high seas before they reach our ports. 

Mr. President, history only repeats itself. Capt. Paul Jones met 
the Serapis on equal terms, both captains commanding wooden ships, 
both heavily armed and heavily manned, and what did that naval 
duel upon the high seas demonstrate? Nothing in the world except 
the superior skill and courage of the American seamen. We meet the 
enemy to-day on the same relative terms, ship for ship, gun for gun, 
and man for man, because we have no improvements in naval archi- 
tecture which are not possessed in like manner by foreign nations. 
The merest accident might give the victory to the enemy, and then 
what have we in the way of defense for our seaports? Neither land 
fortifications nor floating batteries to resist the advance of an enemy; 
and the humiliating fact would be presented to us of having our cities 
bombarded, our ports entered, and our coastwise commerce destroyed. 

Therefore it is that I object to this whole policy inaugurated by the 
Navy, from the simple fact that the cry has gone up long and loud from 
all our seacoasts, and from the interior as well, for some adequate protec- 
tion at home before we undertake to build battle ships to seek quarrels 
abroad. ‘The Senator from Oregon does not concede that an American 
mounted monitor ship of low freeboard, with heavy turrets, heavy ar- 
mor, made impervious to shot or shell, with the heaviest batteries which 
such a ship could carry, is of gny more value than a land battery, which 
is good for nothing beyond range of itsown guns. The floating bat- 
tery may be moved from point to point along the coast and protect a 
hundred lines, whereas the land battery will protect only within the 
range of its own guns. 

I claim we need land fortifications wherever they can be constructed 
along our seacoast to protect our major cities, and we need as well the 
monitor style of ship to resist attacks from the sea. 

Mr. HALE, If the Chief Clerk will go on reading the bill I think 
we shall soon be through with it, and the Senators who have spoken 


can com their differences about subjects which are not in the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Navi- 
getion,’’ at the beginning of page 4, to insert: 

Telegraphic cable surveys: To enable the President to cause careful sound- 
ings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the Kingdom 
of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the practicability of 
the laying of a telegraphic cable between those points, $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; and the President is hereby authorized to direct 
the use ofany vessel or vessels belonging to the United States in making such 
survey. 

Mr.GORMAN. I of course agreed to this amendment, with the 
committee, but I merely want to say, that in voting for the survey for 
this cable, I do not intend to commit myself in any way to the propo- 
sition that the Government is to construct or lay it hereafter. The 
information that may be obtained in this way may be utilized by pri- 
vate enterprise. Ido not want it understood that in agreeing to the 
survey I shall be willing to follow it up, or that I am in any way com- 
mitted to the proposition, if it should be mads herealter, that the Gov- 
ernment shall construct this cable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, on 
page 5, to strike out lines 17 to 19, inclusive, as follows: 


Naval militia: For equipment and arms for naval militia of various States 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Ordnance,’’ on page 6, after line 7, 
to insert: 


Craney Island Magazine: For dredging on the channel to Craney Island Mag- 
azine, Norfolk Harbor, and for repairs to the wharves and buildings, $15,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 11, to insert: 


Purchase of floating ur tug crane: For the purchase of a floating or tug crane 
for use in the transportation of material at the New York navy yard, $30,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, on 
page 7, after line 11, to insert: 

Naval militia: For equipment and arms for naval militia of various States 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $25,000. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Maine please make some 

on in regard to this clause? I really do not understand it. 

tr. HALE. This isa move made in the direction of encouraging 
the building up of a naval militia in some of the States which are 
now in that enterprise. It is proposed to encourage them by 
furnishing them with a small amount of arms for practice, and some- 
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times where a naval craft which is of no use otherwise can be given to 
these organizations in the different States no objection is made to that 
It is not an expensive thing, and is thought that a little sum of 
money will, by firnishing these organizations, encourage the growth of 
the naval militia in contradistinction to the land militia. We do a 
great deal more than that for the land militia; we appropriate a much 
larger amount. This has never been done before for the Navy, and is 
only intended as an encouragement in this directio1 

Mr. McPHERSON, I understand that this is the first appropria- 
tion which has been made in this direction. Will it be the purpose to 
furnish by the Government ultimately, or would the Senator say that 
it would be the natural outcome of it, to farnish as well training ships 
for use by the States 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not expect that. I do not expect the G 
ernment will ever build any ships for them, or will do anything more 
than turn over craft that have become useless and which are of no 


account in the Navy. 

The organizations are State, like the State militia, maintained by 
the States, upheld by them, and the expenses paid bythem. But this 
small feature of encouragement has met with approval of, I think, 
pretty much everybody who has examined into it. The committee 
have not gone into it, as the Senator sees, to any great extent, and do 
not propose to do so; but it will have a good effect, not by aid in any 
large way, butin this limited fashion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
what is the purpose of this State naval militia? Of course under the 
Constitution no State can maintain either an army or a navy without 
the consent of Congress, and unless this naval militia shall be con- 
nected in some way with a navy established either by the State or by 
the Government of the United States, it seems to me it is an utterly 
useless thing. Sofaras any explanation has been made yet there is no 
information as to the purpose of this naval militia of the States. 
What is it to do? 

Mr. HALE. They drill and train with o view, if an emergency 
should arise, tu naval service, just as land militia drill and train for 
the department of war. They are under the same relations to the Gen- 
eral Government as the land militia, that may be called upon at any 
time. Certain States have gone into this in a small way, and these 
organizations are doing just what the militiadoes with reference to the 
War Department, only the Government does not inany such degree help 
this naval militia, these small organizations, as the Government does 
the land militia. We furnish, as the Senator knows, large 
money every year for the land militia. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; under the Constitution. 

Mr. HALE. This is precisely the same, only they drill and train 
in the direction of naval service rather than military service on land. 
There is no other difference. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the Constitution gives to Congress power to 
a certain extent in respect to the militia of the several States. Of 
course we understand, or at least I have an impression as to what the 
meaning of the term militia is as used in the Constitution. It means 
the citizens of the State who are subject to military duty, not on the 
sea, not in the Navy, but in the Army of the United States, It pro- 
vides for the appointment of their officers, etc., and Congress in the 
exercise of the powers which the Constitution gives in regard to the 
militia of the several States, has in some cases furnished arms, it possi- 
bly might furnish uniforms, to provide for their drilling and disciplin- 
ing on the land. 

Buta naval militia of the State is something entirely new tome. Ido 
not see how it can be drilled, and disciplined, and armed, and taught the 
science of warfare upon the sea unless the Government of the United 
States provides them with vessels or permits the States to provide them 
with vessels, and thereby maintain aState navalestablishment. So far 
as I am aware thisis entirely» new departure, I should like toinguire 
of the Senator from Maine what States have undertaken to establish or 
maintain a naval militia. 

Mr. HALE. There are perhaps in all half a dozen States—Massa- 
chusetts, New York, and I think RhodeIsland and Connecticut. Con- 
necticut is just starting in. I rather think New Jersey is among the 
number, though I am notcertain. I shall not attempt here to discuss 
the scope of that part of theConstitution which recognizes the militia. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I am not discussing 
that. My argument is simply this, that if we now enter upon this 
system, which seems to me something entirely new, it must result 
either in an utterly useless expenditure of very considerable amounts 
of money from year to year out of the public Treasury of the United 
States or it must result in the establishment of a State naval establish- 
ment in some form or other, either to be composed of men and vessels 
supplied by the State or of men supplied by the State, paid by the State, 
drilled and disciplined by the State, on vessels furnished by the United 
States. That is the point I am making, 

Mr. HALE, Of course, so faras the extent to which Congress shall 
embark in this matter, it is a fair question to be raised and will come 
up not only now but in the future. I nm not in favor of, and I do not 
presume there will be any pressure for, any great expenditure in this 
direction. 
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Now, as to the militia, and as to the recognition under our funda- 
mental law of the militia in the different States, there is no limitation 
as to what that militia shall consist in. It isa recognized force among 
the people that may be called upon at any time, but it is not limited 
to infantry, nor artillery, nor cavalry, nor lanc rather than sea. It is 
simply a training school for emergencies, whenever the Government 
may find itself in a condition where it needs to call upon them. 

These organizations, so far from looking forward to the establishment 
of any naval power in a State, are simply encouraged in the direction 
of training, and whether a militia company organized under a State 
and applying to the Government for a little benefaction in the way of 
arms is drilling with the view to service upon a ship of the Govern- 
ment or in an army corps of the Government, there is to my mind no 
distinction as a matter of principle. These organizations, not many 
in numbers, are performing the same kind of drill and duty in one di- 
rection, service upon the sea under the Government if called for, as 
other companies are in drilling as artillery companies, or as infantry 
militia, or whatever it may be. 

There is no danger of its developing into anavy in a State. The ap- 
propriations are very limited; as I have said, a bagatelle compored with 
what is given to the other branches of the militia, and Ido not discover 
any of the danger that seems to lurk in the mind of the Senator from 
Kentucky. It is simply, as I have said, a small appropriation to 
encourage these organizations which have been established and are now 
growing up in several of the States; and I have no fear that it will 
ever amount to any large sum. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me that the Congress of the United 
States ought not to enter upon a new policy like this without very 
careful consideration. We have before us no information whatever as 
to the States in which these organizations, if they are really organi- 
zations, exist, no information whatever as to the number of the persons 
who compose them, no information whatever as to the nature and 
characier of the organizations, whether they are purely voluntary or 
whether they are created by State laws, supported and maintained by 
appropriations of money from the State treasury, and in fact no infor- 
mation whatever upon the subject. It is not recommended, so far as 
I am advised, by any Department of the Government, and it has not 
been brought to the attention of Congress by any communication from 
the State authorities. It appears to have originated entirely in the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. It came from the other House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is printed here in italics, as ifit were an amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Butif the Senator will examine the text of the bill 
he will find the same provision. The committee merely transpose it 
to another place. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It originated entirely with the committee, either 
in the House or the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It is a House proposition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is then a House proposition. 

Now, what constitutes the naval militiaof aState? Whatisit? We 
understand what the militia of a State is, as I have already said, rec- 
ognized by the Constitution and over which Congress has certain lim- 
ited powers. It consists of the able-bodied males of a State, who are 
subject to military duty, liable to be drafted into the military service 
in case of war, and liable to be called out under the acts of Congress to 
suppress insurrection, rebellion, etc., but this term of ‘‘ naval militia’’ 
is entirely new, and may mean one thing or another unless we can have 
some understanding here as to what it actually is, or some definition 
of it in this bill. 

This is an appropriation of $25,000 to begin with: 

Naval militia: For equipment and arms for naval militia of various States 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $25,000. 

What sort of equipment? As I have already said, a naval militia 
must have ships or vessels of some kind upon which it can be disciplined 
and trained. Whatsortofarms? A navy must havelarge guns, notsmall 
arms, asland forces have. It does seem to me, with all due respect to the 
Committee on Appropriations, that this is merely the beginning of a 
bounty system to be paid to some sort of organizations ea a few 
States of the Union for the purpose of encouraging ce gentlemen 
who voluntarily entered into these organizations more for pleasure 

rhaps upon the water than for any real service to the State or to the 

nited States. 

I hope the Senator from Maine will at least give us some information 
as to the constitution and organization of this so-called naval militia. 
Where does it exist? How is it organized? Under what authority is 
it organized? How is it supported, and what is it to do? 

Mr. HALE. I have endeavored to state all those things. They are 
State organizations, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Organized under the laws of the States ? 

Mr. HALE. Under the laws of the States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How are ae ? 

Mr. HALE. They are suppo by the States. If the Senator 
knows anything about the organizations that are known as the militia 
in all the States, there is not much expense. Theyare not maintained; 
they do not enter into any regular service, but they have days for 





drill and they have annual meetings. But the members of the militia 
are not under pay. It isaninexpensive thing anyway. It is intended 
to keep up the proper military spirit among the people. Young men 
like to go into it voluntarily. e States pay them verylittle. What- 
ever expense there is the State paysit. It isa voluntary organization, 
entered into not by any conscription, and, as I have said, is limited. 

I have endeavored to answer every one of the questions that the Sen- 
ator has asked. I think that the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoAR] has companies in his own State. I know the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] is very much interested in this measure, 
and I am sorry he is not here in order that he might tell the Senator 
precisely the language under which every one of these organizations 
has been able to get together. There is no mystery about it. The 
militia system is as well known as the common-school system. There 
is no attempt here to extend it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAMPTON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield tome 
for a moment ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The Senator from Maine expressed regret at the 
absence of my colleague |Mr. BuTLER]. I wish to say that I have 
been requested by my colleague to state that he is detained from the 
Senate by illness. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this isa very simple matter, and I think 
when it is understood the proposition will receive the assent of every 
member of the Senate. It isa proposition to render a great public 
service to the Navy and to get a body of men with a considerable train- 
ing in preparation for naval warfare, with a knowledge of the coast 
where they belong, with capacity for boat service, which is so impor- 
tant in all coast warfare, at an expense to be defrayed almost wholly 
by the States, and at a very trifling burden indeed to the Government 
of the United States. 

We have in Massachusetts and they have in several other States of 
the Union—I can not give the names of the States now—this naval 
militia, where the State furnishes a body of men, pays all their ex- 
penses, and all that is required of the United States is to furnish com- 
petent officers for their training, which the State can not be expected 
todo. I suppose if the Government has at any time an old ship not 
required for any other service, or a ship which is not old, there would 
be no impropriety, but, on the contrary, great propriety, in putting 
that ship for temporary periods in the summer season at the service of 
this naval militia. It is quite obvious that there are a great many 
persons with a fondness for the sea, with an aptness for the sea, with 
skill acquired perhaps by fishing voyages or yacht voyages or any other 
kind of voyages, who would be willing to organize themselves into a 
marine corps or battalion and practice what would be very important 
in case of the sudden breaking out of a naval war, just as the militia 
do in regard to the land service. 

As I understand this proposition it is merely to appropriate $25,000 
to have a fund at the disposition of the Navy Department by which 
the Department will be in a position to encourage the formation of these 
organizations in the maritime States where they do not exist, and to 
furnish the means of discipline and drill and training in the States 
where they already exist. 

My attention was called to this matter, I think, originally by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], who gave it a great deal 
of study and attention at the last session of Congress, and who either 
did move or proposed to move an amendment to the naval appropria- 
tion bill at that time. But the gentlemen in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations who had special charge of that bill, on its being called to 
their attention, had not at that time given the matter sufficient inves- 
tigation to warrant its introduction into the bill at that time, and it 
was not thought best by that Senator to make a discussion in the Sen- 
ate until the committee had first investigated the question. 

I suppose that whether such a naval militia be within the definition 
of the word ‘‘ militia’’ or not, anything which insures a moderate supply 
of trained men for expected exigencies of this kind is withi 
the constitutional power of Congress and we could appropriate money 
for it. 

Mr. PLATT. It provides for the common defense. 

Mr. HOAR. It isa clear provision for the common defense, and I 
think, the large burden falling upon the States, if this little expense 
insures the thing being accomplished by the States it will save the 
United States a very outlay which otherwise they would be com- 
pelled, with due precaution for the public defense and safety, to make. 

Take the case of the militia. To the national militia the United 
States furnishes nothing but arms and perhaps an occasional drill- 
master—I do not know how that is; they have in the past I know fur- 
nished officers who were present at the musters. The militia in this 
country [ suppose was never in a higher degree of excellence than it is 
now. In my own State, at the expense of the State, the young men who 
make up our volunteer soldiery go into camp for stated periods every 
year; they emulate each other in their drill; and certainly our local 
militia never attained a higher standard of excellence than it has to-day. 

Suppose this constitutional provision did not exist, and suppose there 


were no State militia in this country, who could be called upon for the 
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local defense or who could be called upon in case of a sudden war, does | 
anybody suppose that we should be justified to ourselves or to the | 
country in keeping up a little standing army alone of 25,000 men, or | 
whatever the present number is? No prudent statesmanship would 
tolerate the economy and the cheap arrangement on which we rest the 
policies in regard to our national defense but for the resource which the | 
State militia furnishes in case of a sudden call upon the military re- 
sources of the country. 

I understand from my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] that 
officers are now detailed by the United States Government to instruct 
the State militia in rifle practice, and I do not know but in artillery 
practice. 

The same argument which so justifies the national militia on land 
that no Senator would think of raising a remonstrance against the 
present arrangement or against the small expenditures for arms or for 
instruction and discipline for the land forces which the United States 
incurs, applies with quite equal force to the case of this naval militia, 
and the expenditure of $25,000, or so much as may be found necessary, 
will be a fair and just saving of perhaps as many hundred thousand 
dollars which otherwise we should and ought to incur in common pru- 
dence if we rested upon the resources of the United States Government 
alone for our naval defense in certain emergencies. 

Let me repeat, the State furnishes all the men; it furnishes all their 
compensation and support during the time they are drilled. The 
United States is expected to furnish nothing but officers to drill them, 
unless in certain cases it may be found expedient (which never has 
been so far, I understand; noship has ever been loaned for the purpose) 
to lend some ship which otherwise wou!d not be used. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if I had here to read a thoughtful 
‘etter by the general commanding the Army concerning that indis- 
Jensable coming reorganization of the Army it would throw some light 
upon this question. He estimates the total number of artillery that 
would be required to man our forts as they are now or as they are 
likely to be soon. Then he shows how utterly insufficient under even 
his estimate is the force of the regular Army for that purpose. It isa 
nucleus. It affords in case of war instructors and affords generals and 
captains, but it would merely afford a nucleus, a foundation, a mere 
framework of a coast guard. 

If this were expressed as a marine artillery or coast guard it would con- 
vey the idea perhaps more correctly. I take it that it is not contem- 
plated that any one of these men is ever to go on a ship of necessity; 
but one can see that if there were in each one of our principal harbors, 
and especially in those that would be most likely to attack in case of 
a war, one, two, three, four, or five hundred young men, a part of the 
State militia, well drilled, trained in the handling of heavy guns and 
the management of forts, it would be just good amusement to them, 
but it might be in case of an emergency an extraordinary assistance 
to the National Government. 

So far as the State of Connecticut is concerned I have my boast about 
that in these things as well as in nearly every other. The State, an- 
ticipating such things, acts for itself, and does not come first begging to 
the United States Government. We can turn out in six hours 2,500 

| 





men, four regiments and a battery, some horsemen also, admirably 
drilled, armed and equipped as the regular troops, with tents, blankets, 
cartridge boxes, knapsacks, and all, and put them on the cars for serv- 
ice in New York or elsewhere. We own a fine body of land on the 
coast line looking out on the sound, not far from New London, where 
they go into camp every year, and where there are fine buildings to 
feed them in and so on, but they live in tents there. 

On that ground on the edge of the water we have thrown up a par- 
apet, and have borrowed and begged from the Federal Government 
some old mortars and heavy guns, on which a portion of our men are 
now drilledevery year. It would be easy to induce some portion of the 
very fine battalion of four or five hundred men in New Haven to drill 
themselves as an artillery company, and in the city of New London it 
would be very easy, with a little inducement and some favor from the 
Federal Government in the way of opportunities to drill at Fort Trum- 
bull and officers of instruction, to have on hand always there two hun- 
dred well-drilled artillerymen. 


Anyone who studies the map, especially under the suggestions of 
naval officers and military officers, will see that that region is the very 
throat of the defense of New York City and all the coast of Connecti- 
cut. We have found in past wars that we were liable to constant at- 
tacks, constant harassing from the troops and ships of the enemy; and 
we have had various excursions land on our coast in Connecticut. I 
am happy to say that Ido not think one ever staid there four days, 
and no one ever went back without being sorry they had come; but we 
are liable to all that. The defense of New York is at Fisher’s Island 
and at New London, and eventually it will be seen that something will 
be done for protection there. This $25,000 isa mere drop in the bucket. 
It will undoubtedly enable the Secretary of War in his discretion to 
do something towards furnishing a seacoast battery and aiding this 
militia which is already organized in turning a portion of its force into 
an exeellent artillery company at various spots along the coast—one of 
the most thoughtful measures of auxiliary defense to the regular Army 
that we have undertaken for some time. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, we understand what is meant by the 
organization and disciplining of the militia. We have no information 
as to what is understood in the sense of the proposition in this bill of 
the militia of the Navy. The militiaas contemplated by the Constitu- 
tion, and the arming and disciplining of the militia, as heretofore rec- 
ognized, was to train them in the duties of the camp, the march, the 
manual of arms, and military maneuvers. What would be the train- 
ing of the militia of the Navy? If it is to be a training in the use of 
such arms as are used on land, I do not see why we should call it the 
militia of the Navy. Any discipline that may be necessary as to the 
land forces can be secured under existing law. Training for the Navy 
must involve a knowledge of seamanship. 

That is what I would understand to be the disciplining of men for 
naval purposes. If it is simply the use of cannon and mortars, that 
may be done, as far as it can be at all, under existing law as a part of 
the militia of the country. If it does not mean the training of men 
for the management of a ship, then I can not understand what it does 
mean. If it does mean that, the idea of a State naval militia, it seems 
to me, can hardly be recognized under the Constitution, which declares 
that Congress may ‘provide and maintain a navy,’’ but ‘‘no State 
shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, keep 
troops, or ships of war in time of peace.’’ It is not assumed that the 
States have any ships. If they were to be kept they could not be un- 
der the Constitution permitted to keep them as ships of war. So there 
could be no training in that sense on vessels of war owned by the 
States. If it is expected that the Government shall furnish ships and 
cannon and mortars, it seems to me that these $25,000 that we are told 
is a bagatelle now may grow into a very enormous sum hereafter 

This matter does not seem to have been recommended by any De 
partment of the Government, it does not seem to have undergone any 
investigation by the Departments of the Government, and it is hard 
to see where it is tolead. The last Senator who spoke suggested that 
men could be trained in the use of mortars and cannon, So they may 
be, as a part of the land force, just as effectively, and without pro- 
viding that the States shall own ships of war in time of peace. If it 
means that the Government is to furnish ships, does it mean that gen- 
tlemen on the-seaboard who desire to make some excursions are to be 
furnished a national vessel, with officers, and at the expense of the 
Government for their trip? 

If that is what it means it is going alittle toofar. My apprehension 
is that is about what it means, that the naval militia are to be gentle- 
men of leisure and fortune, who can take trips at sea in summer, during 
the time when business does not call for their attention, at the expense 
of the Government. The Government is not going to loan ships of 
war to the States unless we instruct the Government to doit. We 
ought not to instruct the Government to do any such thing, and the 
States can not own ships of war in time of peace without the consent 
of Congress. 

I think this is an unwise provision, and it may lead to a good deat 
of extravagance and unnecessary expense, and it ought not to be 
adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if thissma)l appropriation meant 
what the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] says he believes it does 
mean, or if it meant what the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. CARLISLE} 
says he apprehends it means, I should certainly be very much opposed 
to it. It surely could not be the intention of the authors of this 
amendment, it certainly can not be the purpose of any wise legislator 
to put the militia of the States upon seagoing vessels and send them 
out as a navy, to send them out where by any possibility they could 
come in contact with the vessels of other nations, or come in contact 
with foreign governments in any way. That would be wholly inad- 
missible, and nothing of the kind is contemplated. It would not be 
tolerated that any such navy of the States under our present form of 
government should be organized; and I do not think the Senator from 
Kentucky upon reflection will conceive that anything of that kind is 
intended. 

Now, what is intended ? Simply, as I understand it, a legitimate, 
natural, and commendable organization of the militia of the State. 
The clause in the Constitution giving Congress power over the militia 
of the States provides for organizing, arming, and disciplining the mi- 
litia, and also provides for calling forth the militiato execute the laws 
of the Union, to suppress insurrection, and repel invasion, and what 
ever the General Government may use the militia of the States for it 
may prepare the militia of the States for, and it may assist, as it does 
assist, in the arming and drilling and disciplining of the militia by fur- 
nishing United States arms to the State militia, and that is nothing 
more than what is proposed here. 

Certainly Senators can not doubt that it is within the legitimate scope 
of the organization and the drilling and the disciplining of the militia 
of a State to organize batteries of heavy artillery and put them into the 
forts along our coasts. That, I think, the Senator would concede to 
be a proper part of the organization of the militia of the State, not 
merely the infantry, not merely the field artillery, not merely the cav 
alry, but also the heavy artillery. I think some of the States do or- 
ganize companies of heavy artillery, whose function it is to drill along 
the coast, and they enter the disused fortifications of the Government 
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and practice in that kind of military art which they may be called upon 
to practice in earnest in case of an invasion. 

lf a heavy artillery company may be organized as a part of the 
militia of a State, I do not see how there can be any objection to the 
organization of what is called a naval brigade, or what might be called 
a naval company, or what might be called a coast guard. These or- 
ganizations would simply be companies of militia, not intended to go 
upon the high seas, not intended to get upon ships of the State or of 
the nation, but companies organized to drill along the coast line, to 
get into harbor boats, it may be, prepared to advance to the seashore 
and to repel invasion. 

I think that would be a proper organization of the militia of the 
State, and I do not think the Senator from Kentucky would object to 
such a form of organization of the militia of any State. That, Mr. 
President, is all that Iam informed has been organized. Ido notun- 
derstand the little naval brigade that has been organized in Massachu- 
setts contemplates going out of any harbor of Massachusetts. It is 
more in the nature of the heavy artillery company which drills along 
the shore, and which, it may be, enters into a species of boat drill. 
That is all, | understand, and I do not understand that it is contem- 
plated by the United States to furnish ships or to furnish arms to be 
used on ships under the clause which is now the subject of discussion. 

Mr. President, the Government, through the Navy Department, has 
loaned one seagoing ship, the St. Mary’s. It is a sailing vessel, and 
it is loaned to the Chamber of Commerce, I think, of the city of New 
York. That ship cruises along our coast. The expenses are paid 
by the chamber of commerce, I think, or possibly the State of New 
York aids to some extent in paying the expenses of that ship; and it 
is used as a training ship for seamen for the commercial marine—a 
school ship, it is called. The object is to educate boys to be sailors, 
that is, to enter the commercial marine, and no objection has ever been 
raised to that. 

This appropriation is not a proposition to extend that kind of serv- 
ice, and if that kind of service should be carried so far that we were 
to find our ships cruising upon the ocean in the service of the State it 
would be objectionable in the sense in which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky makes objection to this appropriation. But nothing of that kind 
has taken place. This proposition is as harmless as it would be to 
authorize a special appropriation for the issuing of small arms to the 
companies of militia in the States which might be practicing as heavy 
artillery and drilling along the coast. 

So I hope the Senator from Kentucky will not see in this proposi- 
tion any new departure or any serious attempt to organize what of 
course would be utterly objectionable, a naval force on the part of any 
State in the Union. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Mr. President, I was not aware that the bill under 
consideration contained any such provision as this until it was read at 
the Clerk’s desk, and of course, under the circumstances, I have had 
no time to give it much thought. But it seemed to me then, as it does 
now, that this is entirely a new departure in our relations to the sev- 
eral States, and it ought not to be entered upon without very careful 
consideration. 

It is true that this is a very small appropriation, only $25,000; our 
experience, however, in to these matters is that every new pro- 
ject has a very small beginning, but soon grows to very large propor- 
tions, and has no ending whatever. My apprehension is that out of 
this small appropriation there will ultimately grow up a system which 
will involve expendituresevery year of perhaps many hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars. 

Weare expending now, I believe, between $400,000 and $500,000 
annually upon the State militia under the powers which Congress pos- 
sesses under the Constitution, to which there can be no serious objec- 
tion, either constitutional or otherwise, because the maintenance of 
that force is, as the Senator from New Ham [Mr. CHANDLER] 
has very well said, of great importanee to the whole country. But 
now it is proposed that in addition to this militia, which constitutes 
the land military force of the country, we shall recognize a naval mili- 
tia to be organiznd under the laws of the States, as I understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and paid by the States, so 
far as itis paid at all. This expense is to be defrayed by the State 
governments, but the militia is to be armed and equipped—whatever 
that may mean—by the Government of the United States. 

The point I made was, and it was conceded by the Senator from 
Maine ear. HAs] who I believe reported this bill, and by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [ Mr. HA WwLry ] who spoke in favor of this amend- 
ment, that this so-called naval militia can not be properly trained and 
disciplined without the use of vessels, and this we Sai bomee very well 
to be the fact. If it was proposed simply to confine the use of these 
arms and the training of the so-called militia to the land, as suggested | b 
by the Senator as ies Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] who has just 
—, my objection to it would not lie, cs ha that it would still be 
a new departure and a new object for expendi _——— money. 
But there is nothivg in this bill which would ae operation of 
this naval militia to the land. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Hawtey] both concede that if we enter upon this 


system of legislation the result probably will be, and I undertake 
to predict that it will certainly be, that ultimately the Government 
of the United States will furnish to this so-called naval mititia ves- 
sels of the United States upon which they shall be trained and dis- 
ciplined, and in which they shall make cruises more or less extensive, 
at the expense of the United States; for it will not be like the case 
cited by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in regard 
to the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York. Whenever the 
Government of the United States furnishes one of these vessels for the 
purpose of being used as a training ship in the harbor or near the shore 
or for the purpose of being used to make a cruise, the Government of 
the United States will furnish its officers, of course, and defray all its 
expenses for the time being. 

Now, unless this naval militia is to go on thesea and understand some- 
thing about navigation and the management of a vessel upon the water, 
as well as the mere firing and management of guns on shore, I am wholly 
unable to see what value it can be either to the Government of the 
United States or the government of a State. It will therefore, in my 
judgment, result finally in the building up of a very large and expen- 
sive system for the benefit of a few States lying upon the coast or for 
the accommodation or pleasure of a few citizens of a few States lying 
upon the coast. 

Of course these gentlemen who go voluntarily into these associations, 
however they may be organized, will desire to perfect themselves in the 
art which they undertake to study or to practice, and they will want 
vessels. They will want to go out to gea and make cruises, and if we 
once enter upon this system, Mr. President, in my judgment we shall 
find it impossible to resist the appeals that will hereafter be made to us. 

I have no objection, of course, to training and disciplining the citi- 
zens of the several States for naval service. The Government of the 
United States has established an academy for the express purpose of 
educating officersof the Navy. It has training schools and ships main- 
tained at the public expense for the purpose of educating and preparing 
young men for the ordinary service of the Navy. But it has absolute 
control of all thesethings. They are not organized by the States; they 
are not controlled to any extent by the States; their expenses are not 
paid by the States, and they are not known as State organizations; 
but they are national or United States organizations, which is all proper 
enough under the Constitution, which authorizes Congress to maintain 
a navy. 

But I protest, Mr. President, that we ought not to enter upon this 
system now unless we are prepared to enlarge and extend it hereafter 
upon a scale which will make it of some value either to the States or 
to the General Government, or to both. 

These projects all grow. I believe what is now the Agricultural 
Department originated under a law simply directing some clerk in the 
Patent Office to take charge of the collection and distribution of seeds. 
It has gone on and on, like all the other bureaus and departments of 
the Government, growing from year to year. I fear we shall have the 
same experience in regard to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). The 
Chair is informed that before the discussion arose upon this amend- 
ment it had been agreed to. In view of the debate which has taken 
place, if any Senator desires, it the Chair will again put the question 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was observing it at the time, and the circum- 
stances are these: The Presiding Officer, who was the temporary oc- 
cupant of the chair, as soon as it was read, said, ‘‘If there be no ob- 
jection the amendment will be agreed to;’’ but the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McCPHERSON] was on the floor at the time addressing the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again submit the 
amendment to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to its being considered open, of 


course. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I regret very much the absence 
of my colleague [Mr. BuTLER], who is a member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. As stated just now, he is detained from the Senate by 
quite a severe illness. I know that he takes a very great interest in 
this matter; he has given it a great deal of thought, and I hope, if 
there is to be any active opposition to it, that the amendment may be 
passed over until he shall have had an opportunity of explaining his 
views upon the subject. 

I myself am in favor of the amendment, and I was in hopes that it 
would have no opposition, but that, as the committee had recommended 
it, it would _ without any question. I think it is a very wise pro- 
vision, and that, as the appropriation is so small, it can do no harm. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. dent, this proposition comes to us in the 

bill from the House of Representatives. I think it has been considered 
here once or twice before; at all events it has been considered in the 
committee, but never favorably acted upon until now. 

There is possibly some nol > ean m it, but I think we ought 
to understand that this is only the beginning, a very small 

and that it will be followed hereafter with very large an- 
nual this so-called naval militia. As the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] has frankly stated, in addition to that, we shall 
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hereafter have constant applications, I have no doubt, for vessels con- 
structed for the use of the Navy to be turned over to the various States 
for this purpose. In the mean time I have no doubt the only organi- 
zation that there is that will utilize it will be the various yacht clubs. 
It is true, it may be a school for the Navy itself, but I regard it as the 
beginning of a very large annual expenditure on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. President, the question is whether, with the Navy constituted 
as itis now and as it must be, with the class of vessels that are being 
constructed, any very great good will arise from this'appropriation; but 
we ought not, in my judgment, to vote upon the proposition without 
a distinct understanding that we are inaugurating a new system, which 
will grow into the expenditure of hundreds of thousands of dollars 
hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Before the question is submitted to the Senate I 
desire to move to strike out the words ‘‘equipment and,’’ before the 
word ‘‘arms.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 12, page 7, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘ equipment and;”’ so as to read: 

Naval militia: For arms for naval militia of various States,"’ etc. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not know what these words mean in this con- 
nection, and therefore I move to strike them out. 

Mr. HALE. I shall notobject to that amendment. Ido not want 
to see this thing expanded to any great extent, and I do not want au- 
thority given to furnish anything more than such arms as are neces- 
sary for the drilling of these companies. I share in the feeling of the 
Senator from Kentucky as to not knowing what might be included in 
the term ‘‘ equipment; ’’ and so I shall not object to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to theamendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment to the amendment be re- 

rted. 

PeThe PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 7, strike out the words ‘‘ equip- 
ment and;’’ so as to read: 

Naval militia: For arms for naval militia of various States under such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $25,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not feel afraid to enter upon 
this experiment, because the ple of the United States, so far as I 
have had any observation of them, have always gotten rid of anything 
after they have given it a trial if it was not useful. 

We have spent a great deal of money in the United States in years 
past, back to the time of the organization of our Government, in boun- 
ties to fishing vessels and other bounties for the purpose of building up 
a corps of sailors who might be available in time of war for our Navy. 
There has been a great deal of interest manifested in that policy dur- 
ing the whole of the century we have existed. It is not abated now, 
except that the necessities of the situation are somewhat changed by 
the fact that naval warfare is hereafter to be conducted almost exclu- 
sively by steamships. 

Isuppose if we were at war, for instance, with two great powers, 
such as Germany and England, if such a misfortune should ever occur 
to us, we would very readily resort to what seems now to bea sort of 
antiquated policy, the issuing of letters of marque and reprisal upon 
the commerce of the world. I suppose we would be compelled to re- 
sort to that policy, and I have no doubt but we would go atit with a 
great deal of avidity, too. In such a case we should be apt to find a 
very large number of fleet steamers in the ownership of private persons 
who would want commissions of that kind, and they would be very 
anxious, of course, to have men trained in the use of the enginery of 
steamships, including all that belongs to that department of naviga- 
tion, and who would be entirely familiar with not only the manage- 
ment of engines, the coaling of ships, the use of fuel, and the like, but 
also familiar with such military discipline as would be requisite on ves- 
sels of that description. 

So I can very well understand how it would be quite useful to the 
Government of the United States that men should not only be trained 
in the study of the enginery of steamships, but also in the study of 
military tactics or naval tactics in connection therewith. 

I think I can also see that we would have to resort to some system, 
not as yet developed, but one that will after awhile be capable of be- 
ing developed, so that it will supply to the Government of the United 
States a large force of volunteer naval militia connected with steam- 
ships. I think I can see that in the future there will be a necessity of 
that kind, but we are at present very poorly prepared to meet it. 

Tn the earlier part of this session a debate sprang up one morning 
here about the reduction of the number of engineers in the Navy, and 
we were then informed that the Naval Committee had under consid- 
eration a p ition to increase the number of engineers, and that 
that proposi included the men to be brought into the Navy who 
might be graduates of schools of technology in different parts of the 
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United States. We were also informed that the Naval Comm: ttee had 
a Very anxious desire to enlarge the means of acquiring the ability and 
skill and experience necessary on our naval vessels by resorting to this 
new plan of recruiting engineers. 

Now, it seems to me that there can be no difficulty or harm in this 
matter. I fancy that a company of naval militia, organized, for in- 
stance, in the city of Boston, would consist very largely of men who 





had in various local employments acquired a decided skill in the man- 
agement ofsteam engines andthe like; and that that would form alarge 
part, if not almost the exclusive part, of all the information that would 
be necessary to be acquired by men who would compose one of these 
companies. I can understand very well how such men, drilled to- 
gether, having in mind all that is mecessary to be known by militia- 
men who belong to the seas and to naval warfare as conducted in steam- 
ships, would have great pride in informing and instructing themselves, 
and how after awhile in so of emergency we would find them 


very useful, 

The State militia are not a threat against the Treasury, nor are they 
a threat against the Government. On the contrary, as I understand 
the doctrines of the fathers of this Republic, they placed a very great 
reliance always upon the protective power of a well-organized militia, 
That well-organized militia would include the cavalry, it would in- 
clude the infantry, it would include also men to construct ponton 
trains, and it would now include also telegraph operators and railroad 
engineers, and a great many men who would be skilled in all the ma- 
chinery and enginery and appliances of warfare that were not known 
to our fathers at the time when the word *‘ militia’’ was used to de 
scribe and include all of the various kinds of service that might be 
contributed by men to the United States Government in a time of war. 

I think it would be an unfortunate translation or interpretation of 
the word ‘‘ militia’’ in this day and generation to confine it simply to 
men who are infantry or who are cavalry, to men who bear guns on 
their shoulders or sabers in their scabbards. We should have to en- 
large it very much if we ever have an efficient militia in the present 
situation of the country in reference to our capacity to conduct a war, 
whether offensive or defensive. 

So I think, Mr. President, although this is evidently an immature 
proposition, not very well developed, it would be very well for us to 
allow the Secretary of the Navy to use $25,000 a year in the assistance 
of such organizations as may exist, or such as may hereafter exist, of 
this character, so as not only to build up organizations of this kind, 
but to add to the esprit de corps connected with it. 

As I reckon it, Mr. President, we have twenty-five maritime States 
out of forty-four. We have three on the Pacific Ocean, we have four 
on the Gulf of Mexico, and the rest are on the Atlantic Ocean and on 
the lakes. If there is a country on this earth that has need to take 
care of its waters surrounding it and to provide for defense upon those 
waters and in connection with the ports of the United States, this is 
the country; for while we area very compact body of people, and while 
our country is perfectly unified, without a single break anywhere be- 
tween the oceans on the east and the west, and the lakes on the north 
and the gulf on the south, yet we have an enormous coast line with a 
vast number of inlets, exposed to foreign invasion. 

We must remember another thing that I think Americans lose sight 
of, but which we never should lose sight of, and that is that the coast 
of the United States on the Atlantic and the Gulf is completely sur- 
rounded and environed with a line of occupied islands, every one of 
which has its special fortification and every one of which has some 
naval facilities, such as naval stores, a naval station, and the like, from 
which operations can be conducted against the United States. Now, 
will any man tell me why it is that the Governments of Great Britain, 
Germany, and Spain, to say nothing of the local governments oceupy- 
ing the various islands that surround our coast, have put magazines 
upon every one of those islands where there was any chance to place 
one to the advantage of their naval establishment? 

What are they looking to? They do not build these lines of for- 
tresses, these fortified harbors, these great storehouses for warlike 
naval stores, around our coast for the purpose of threatening Europe, 
or Africa, or Asia, or for the purpose of protecting themselves against 
any of those powers. But every dollar that has been expended and all 
the science that has been made available for naval defense and naval 
offense around the coast of the United States has been made not with 
reference to Canada, not with reference to Mexico, not with reference 
to the Central American States, but every one of these establishments 


| has reference tous and to our future policy. 


Well, it may do for us, Mr. President, to rely upon the magnanimity 
of these great nations for a hundred years to come, but I think if we 
had no better reliance than that we would be very apt to be a badly 
worsted people by the end of the next century. We have got to take 
eare of ourselves. The Quaker idea, that there is going to be no more 
war in the world or that there ought to be no more war in the world, 
has been exploded all through the history of mankind, and is not less 
likely to be exploded in the future than it has been in the past. The 
human family is a warlike establishment anyhow. 

Perhaps it may be justly said of the human family that the larger 
portion of its progress has originated in warfare; that the larger part 
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of its education has been developed in battles and in campaigns; that 
even the acquaintance of the people of the earth with each other has 
been more assisted by the march of armies than even by the newspaper 
press, take it back to the beginning. 

So we need not make any calculation that humanity in the time to 
come is going to be any better in respect to warfare than it has been in 
times past. Those terrible wars in which the Almighty Himself opened 
up the deserts that Jay between Egypt and the Promised Land, and in 
which sacrifices were made that have not been paralleled by any sub- 


sequent wars, I believe, where equal numbers were concerned—those 
wars had for their purpose evidently the transportation of enlightenment 
and civilization from the west towards the east. And see the fruit of 
it. We need not make anycalculations that our country is any better 
than any other country or that the world is any better now than it 
was a hundred years ago, or three hundred years ago, in respect to these 
warlike appliances. 

Really and traly, Mr. President, after a little pang of grief about a 
matter of that kind, nothing to-day would gratify the people of the 
United States more than to have a good cause of quarrel with some 
great power and go to work fighting. That is the truth aboutit. It 
is the inherent disposition in men. It belongs to the activities of man- 
kind that develop themselves in this warlike way; and there is con- 
nected with it an idea of heroism and glory which is all the time prompt- 
ing every generation of men that comes forward to desire that they shall 
engage sooner or later in some conflict of arms. There are very few 
spirited boys ten years of age in the United States to-day who do not 
look forward in their own minds and hearts to some time or other when 
they shall have a chance to follow to the rattle of the drum and the 
flutter of the flag and the blare of the trumpet. 

It is in us, it is in everybody, and we are legislating without refer- 
ence to actual conditions when we amuse ourselves with the thought 
that the people of the United States are in any particular protected 
against future wars or the troubles that may arise from them. So a 
man need not have any belligerent disposition charged to him, or any 
desire on his part of a peculiarkind to get hiscountry into strife, when 
he looks forward to things of this kind and prepares for them. 

Mr. President, there is notamong the young men of the United States 
to-day any prouderconception of a really noble character than is found in 
that spirit which prompts them to make sacrifices of a personal kind con- 
tinually to go into the ranks of our militia organizations. They take 
immense prideinit. I have witnessed drills in the city of Washington, 
where there was nothing to be determined except what company out 
of perhaps two or three hundred could march and maneuver with the 
greatest precision. I have witnessed occasions of that kind in the city 
of Washington where the whole nation might be said to have been in 
observation of the event. It excited the pride ofall the different sec- 
tions of the country, and the gentlemen who were concerned in these 
maneuvers, where they appeared upon the field to be acting more like 
automatons than anything else, were nevertheless inspired with a lofty 
feeling of patriotic devotion to their country, which found its expres- 
sion in these sacrifices. 

So I do notunderrate that idea. If I did, Mr. President, I would 
underrate a feelingamongthe peopie of the United States that deserves 
to be respected and which deserves also to be encouraged. 

So I do not understand, Mr, President, that there is anything very dan- 
gerousinthisamendment. Ithink wehad better try it, and let the Sec- 
retary of the Navy make his regulations for the expenditure of this 
little sum of $25,000, and then if we find that itis going to grow into some 
grand bureau of display we can repeal it. But such has not been the 
case heretofore with the militia. No man in the United States be- 
grudges to-day the amount of money that we appropriate for the en- 
couragement and support and arming of the militia of the country, 
unless he thinks the sum is too small. There is no one who thinks it 
is too large, and there is pressure continually brought from every State 
in the Union that we shali increase these appropriations, 

It is of a piece with the naval appropriations. As 1 have said be- 
fore, [ think I can understand perfectly well why there should be a 
militia feature to the Navy as well as an engineer corps or a corps of 
topographical engineers or pioneers, or any other part of a requisite in- 
formation and education to build up in the United States a really strong, 
permanent, sound militia, which is one of the very best protections 
of a republic, because every soldier in the United States is, after all, 
a voter, and he is a man who controls the destinies of this country— 
not with arms; he subordinates in his mind and heart the military to 
the civil feature, not only of the Government, but of his own nature 
and his own character. But no country can be stronger or safer than 
that country which relies upon an enlightened, honest, patriotic, and 
devoted militia for its protection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee as 
modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to make the point that this naval militia 
would be employed on vessels, practically, and thatthey would be the 
class of people living in the large cities who were engaged in handling 
machinery, engines, etc. Is my understanding of what he said cor- 
rect? 
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Mr. MORGAN, I think it is very likely that that class of people 
will compose the larger part of such a corps as this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then this provision is not necessary. This pro- 
vision in the bill is for arms for the naval militia. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has been modified, I understand. 

Mr. G)CKRELL. No; the words ‘‘equipment and’’ have been 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the understanding of the Chair 
that the words ‘‘equipment and’’ have been sticken out in line 12. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It now stands ‘‘for arms for naval militia of va- 
rious States.’’ If they are to be the class of men who understand the 
handling of machinery, engines, etc., what do you want to give them 
arms for? Why expend $25,000 for arms? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Missouri has had long military 
experience in the artillery, infantry, and other branches of the service. 
I will ask him if he would not have felt that he was doing soldiers 
great injustice if he took them into battle and had not taught them 
the use of small arms to protect themselves with under conditions of 
stress and distress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I always understood that artil- 
lerists were trained in the use of artillery, cannon, and that they relied 
upon that as their means of defense and offense. I have understood 
that on board vessels sometimes, some of those who were not actually 
engaged in handling the guns, were armed with weapons which would 
be suitable for resisting an attempt tu board the vessel. Butas we have 
not provided vessels for this naval militia to be trained on and as there 
is no provision made, I believe, for vessels to be stationed around the 
coasts for them to be placed upon and to be trained upon, I supposed 
this was to be a training on land. 

Mr. GORMAN, The vessels will come next year. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The vessels are to come next year, I understand. 
Then this is only the entering wedge. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is only the first step, the unseen, the un- 
noticed step, not attracting the attention of the great mass of taxpay- 
ers; and when it is taken then we are to be told next year that we are 
estopped from refusing to make the necessary appropriation; that we 
are already committed to building vessels for this naval militia to be 
practiced and trained and drilled upon. Now we are to arm them for 
training on land; but behind the screen is the appropriation to come 
next year for building vessels for training these men. 

Mr. President, the great mass of the people of the United States have 
no use on earth for a naval militia. They are the Government of this 
country; they are the people; they are able to defend themselves against 
the attacks of the combined nations of the earth without being taxed 
from year to year to support a band of naval militia and to expend 
thousands and millions of dollars for arms for this naval militia with 
which to make a display around the coast cities, and to expend millions 
of dollars in time to come for vessels for them to go out in the bays and 
in the ports and practice and drill upon, all to be done at the expense 
of the great mass of the people. Mr. President, I am totally opposed 
to any such provision. 

The militia, Mr. President, called into the service of the United 
States, are the class who have always fought the warsof this country, 
and fought them grandly, gloriously, and successfully. They come 
under the authority of the States; every officer, from colonel down, is 
commissioned by authority of the States; and now if we adopt this pro- 
vision, it will simply be astep toward increasing a standing force for 
the Navy upon the land, and then we must necessarily provide vessels 
for training and disciplining them upon. 

Mr. President, I must ask for the yeas and nays upon this amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr, President, I do not wish to detain the Senate, 
but I want to say a few words only. 

I have listened to the discussion of this subject by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] with pleasure, as I always listen to him with 
pleasure on any subject. It amounts tothis: He has given to us a very 
interesting statement in favor of the proper defense for the country. 
He has given us to understand what the glories of war are and how 
fond our young men are of it; and I suppose these are the reasons why 
we should make this appropriation in this bill. 

The practical question, patriotic and interesting as the sentiments of 
the Senator from Alabama were, was not, as I understood his remarks, 
met at all. If you are to go upon the idea of patriotism and love of 
glory, we are all on that side. If that is the ground upon which we 
are to vote for the appropriation, we will all vote for it. 

But, Mr. President, there is a practical side to the question, and it 
is well that it should be thought of now. Look at the clause as it 
stands after the two words ‘‘equipment and”’ are stricken out. It 
reads: 

Naval militia: For arms for naval militia of various States, under such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $25,000 

Now, what are these regulations to be “‘for arms for naval militia 
of various States?’’ Then what does the word ‘‘ regulations ’’ mean 
as to that? The language is ‘‘ under such regulations as the Secretary 
of the Navy may prescribe.’’ What is to be the militia of the Navy ? 
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Are they to be men employed in the exercise of the manual of arms? Mr. WARREN. 

















No, sir. 

Are they to be men exervised in artillery practice? Or are they to be Mr. COCKRELL, I vote ‘“‘nay.”’ 
men to be exercised in the management of ships, men who can navi- The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 15; as follows: 

te vessels and who can fight vessels at sea? YEAS<31 

If that is the meaning, then it involves, necessarily, vessels of war. | 4)),., Dolph ee Sundée 
If it does not mean that I do not see the need of it, because the mere | Allison, Evarts, McConnell, Stewart. 
furnishing of arms for the drilling of men in their use can be done | Blair, Frye, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
under the law as it now is and under the name of State militia. If it | Gh °rp" a ae atl 
is to get vessels it raises a new subject; it raises the question as to | Cuilom, ' Hawley, Pierce, Washburn, 
whether the States are to keep ships of war in time of peace. If the | Dawes, Higgins, Power, Wolcott. 
States are not to keep these ships, then they are to be furnished by the | ’'*°" Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Government for the training of seamen, navigators, sailors, and men NAYS—15. 
who can be employed in battle upon ships. If it does not mean that weal Coke, Gorman, Ransom, 
what is its use, of what service can it beto the country? If it means | Giiifie. ee es eee 
to prepare men for naval warfare, they must be prepared on ships. It | Cockrell, George, | Pugh, ; 
is not sufficient to say that they shall have muskets or rifles or can- ABSENT—42 
non and be employed in their manual and use upon land. Aldrich Eustis. " Mitehell Shoup 

I predict, Mr. President, that this is to lead to an abuse the extent Barbour, Farwell, Moody, ' Spooner, 
of which we can not now foresee. It comes here without the recom- | Blackburn, Faulkner, Paddock, Stanford, 
mendation of any Department of the Government, and if voted for will | Hlodsets — cree a 
be voted for with no clear and distinct understanding of what it means | Butler; Hearst, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
or what it proposes todo. I think it is a dangerous experiment, and —. ame, ms Pineh, eal dee ai 
I trust it may not be adopted. Casey, Kenna, Quay, Wilson of Mad, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of | Colquitt, MeMillan, Sanders, 
the amendment of the committee as modified, and on which the yeas | Pavis, McPherson, Sherman, 


and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PErrigRew]. I do not know how he 
would vote, and so I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY]. Ishall not vote unless it is necessary to make a 
quorum. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL], with whom I am generally paired, is de- 
tained from the Senate to-day by illness. I do not know how he would 
vote on this question, and therefore I am not at liberty to vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. Witson, of Iowa] is absent 
from the Chamber on accountof illness. He is paired with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. DAWES. My pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cor- 
QuiTt] is transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired generally with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]; but being assured that he would vote ‘‘yea’’ 
on this question, I will vote ‘‘yea,’’ I wish to state also that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina is detained from the Senate by sickness. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to in- 
quire whether the vote of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] has been recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. Having a general pair with him, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
Pasco]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted with- 
out observing that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR], with 
whom I am paired, is not in the Chamber. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis}. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]. 

Mr. REAGAN (after having voted in the negative). I desire to ask 
if the junior Senator from Oregon {Mr. MircHEL!] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. His vote is not recorded. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must therefore withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with him. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but if my vote is needed to make a 
quorum [ shall vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that no quorum 
has voted as yet. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I will cast my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN. I have a right to cast my vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM., I inquire if there is yet a quorum. The Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and I have a distinct understanding that 
either of us shall have the right to vote to make a quorum. If no 
quorum has voted, I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. If my vote is necessary to make a quorum I will 
vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. Carry]. I do not see him in the Chamber; but I presume there 
will be no objection on the part of his colleague to my voting. 


So the amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read to line 2% 
on page 9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to the first word in line 23, page 9. It 
seems to be a misprint. The clerks are at a loss as to what it means. 

Mr. HALE, The word should be ‘‘lanterns;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ signal 
lights, lanterns,’’ ete. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Intheabsenceof objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations 
for ‘‘ public works, navy yards, and stations,’’ on page 13, after line 
19, to insert: 


Coaling station, Port Royal, 8.C.: To continue the construction of a timber 
dry dock at the coaling station at Port Royal, S.C.,and for the work provided 
for by the naval appropriation act approved June 30, 1890, $150,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 25, at the end of page 13, to 
insert: 

Dry dock on the Columbia River or on Puget Sound: That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he hereby is, authorized to acquire for the sole purposes of a 
dry dock a tract of land not exceeding 100 acres in extent at such point on the 
Columbia River, or on Puget Sound, as he may select, and a sum not exceeding 
$25,000 to pay for said laud is hereby appropriated ; and the Secretary of the 
Navy is instructed to cause to be erected upon said land so selected, for naval 
and commercial purposes, a dry dock, to be not less than 600 feetin length, not 
less than 70 feet in width at bottom of entrance, and capable of admitting ves- 
sels drawing 30 feet of water ; the cost of said dry dock not to exceed $700,000, 
of which the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated for use during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, 

And the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, empowered and directed 
to purchase said real estate at such prices as he may deem reasonable; and 
where he is unable to purchase the same at such prices, or where the owners of 
any of said real estate may be unable for any reason to vest by voluntary con- 
veyance a complete and valid title to any part of said real estate hereinbefore 
described, then the same shall be acquired by condemnation, agreeably to the 
act of Congress of August 1, 1888, relative to such condemnations, and to the 
laws of the State of Washington or the State of Oregon for the condemnation of 
land for public uses in that State: Provided, That no money to be appropriatec 
for said dry dock shall be available until a valid title tothe land constituting 
the site of the same is vested in the United States, nor until the State of Wash- 
ington or the State of Oregon shall cede to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over said bodies or tracts of land during the time the United States should 
be or remain the owner thereof for all purposes except the administration of 
the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process thereon. 


Mr. ALLEN. I wish toamend by striking out all of the committee’s 
amendment and substituting what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from Washington offers an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment, which will be read. 


The SecrReTARY. And in lieu of the committee amendment it is 
proposed to insert: 


Dry dock on Puget Sound: That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to acquire for the purposes of a dry dock a tract of land not ex- 
ceeding 200 acres in extent on Puget Sound, at Port Orchard, in the county of 
Kitsap, State of Washington, at such point as he may select, and a sum not ex- 
ceeding $25,000 to pay for said land is hereby appropriated; and the Secretary 
of the Navy is instructed to cause to be erected upon said Jand so selected, for 
naval and commercial purposes, adry dock, to be not less than 600 feetin length, 
not less than 70 feet in width at bottom of entrance, and capable of admitting 
vessels drawing 30 feet of water; the cost of said dry dock not to exceed $700,000, 
of which the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated for use during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892. 

And the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, empowered and directed 
to purchase said tract of land at such price as he may deem reasonable; and 
where he is unable to purchase the same at such price, or where the owner or 
ownes of any of said tract of land may be unable forany reason to vest by vol- 
untary conveyance a complete and valid title to any part of said tract of land 
hereinbefore described, then the same shall be acquired by condemnation agre« 
ably to the act of Congress of August 1, 188s, relative to such condemnations 
and to the laws of the State of Washington for the condemnation of land for 
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public uses in that State: Provided, That no money to be appropriated for said 


dry dock shall be available until a valid title to the land constituting the site 
of the same is vested in the United States, nor until the State of Washington 
shal! cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction oversaid tract of land dur- 
ing the time the United States may be or remain the owner thereof for all pur- 
poses except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the serv- 
ice of any civil process thereon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Washington to the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand that this is proposed in lieu of 
the provision which was put in the bill by the Senate committee, mak- 
ing provision for the establishment of a dry dock somewhere on the 
Columbia River or Puget Sound. I should like to ask theSenator who 
has charge of the bill what dry docks there are on the Pacific coast 
which are subject to the uses of the Government or private individuals, 
and where located. 

Mr. HALE. At San Francisco, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This dry dock is intended to be a larger one 
than the one at San Francisco ? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not remember the dimensions of the San Fran- 
cisco dock. This is to be of the size that the Government is building 
at other places. It will be capable of receiving the largest ships and 
will be largely for the benefit not only of the Navy, but of the com- 
mercial marine, which is very extensive in those great waters. 

Mr, McPHERSON, Is it claimed by the committee that Puget 
Sound or the Columbia River is the place to locate this additional dry 
dock ? 

Mr. HALE. This whole matteroriginated in Congress last year. It 
had been considered before that time, but last year Congress provided 
that a commission should be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy 
to select a site either on the Columbia River or on PugetSound, and the 
committee selected a site at Port Orchard, near Puget Sound, lying 
near to the two cities of Seattle and Tacoma, and thereby confirmed a 
previousselection which had been made. This provision is putin here 
in order to carry out the law. It is not originated by the committee 
now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, But the law itself restricted the Department 
to the Columbia River and Puget Sound. 

Mr. HALE. To the two. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The question I raise is whether it would not 
be wiser to leave the exercise of thediscretion as to where itshould be 
located to the Department. There might be some other point on the 
Pacific coast at which it would be considered by the Department better 
to locate a dry dock of this kind, more convenient and more useful to 
the Government, than at this point. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think there was any question whatever that 
the dry dock should be put either on the Columbia River or Puget 
Sound. Nobody raised any question about any other locality. The 
commission which was appointed went to both places and examined 
them very thoroughly and decided upon Puget Sound. The Senator 
from Washington has offered an amendment, which has just been read, 
which he will, if called upon, explain, restoring the location to the 
place where the commission establishedit,in PugetSound. I am bound 
to say that I believe it should be in Puget Sound myself. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am free to say that I think great additional 
facilities are needed on the Pacific coast, not only for the accommoda- 
tion of naval ships, but also for the vast growing commerce of that part 
of the country, and some provision should be made certainly for taking 
ships out and repairing and cleaning them. But as to the exact pro- 
priety of limiting the discretion to so narrow a field on so extended a 
coast as that of the Pacific Slope it seems to me it might be unwise. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will see that if some day a dock is to be 
built the question of locality must be narrowed to one point. We have 
been through all that heretofore; it has been investigated by two 
boards and both have decided upon Puget Sound; and the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Washington narrows it to that in accord- 
ance with those recommendations, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether there have not been two commissions which investigated the 
subject. 

Mr. HALE. I said the commission appointed under the act of last 
year confirmed the report of a previous commission and had selected 
the same site. Wehave been over this for the last four years and the 
location has been established at Port Orchard in Puget Sound. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It was fixed by a board and then a review made 
by a statutory board, and a second decision made to locate it at Port 
. Orchard ? 

Mr. HALE. And the amendment of the Senator from Washington 
fixes that point. 

Mr. DOLPH. The board sent out fixed and selected a site for a 
naval station as well as a dry dock. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; that the committee do not in any degree as- 
sent to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I say the board appointed heretofore—— 

Mr. HALE. Not the last banat The whole object and scope of 
the last commission was the selection of a dry dock. The commission 
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has departed somewhat from the purpose that it was raised for and 
has gone into the question of a navy yard and naval station; but this 
proposition does not involve that; it excludes it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose asa matter of fact, in answer to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from New Jersey, there is no other harbor north 
of San Francisco that is suitable for a dry dock for large naval vessels 
except the mouth of the Columbia River and Puget Sound. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is no question about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will briefly say, in answer to the 
inquiries which have been made, that as far back as 1867 this matter 
was very specifically called to the attention of the Navy Department. 
The board of engineers of the Pacific coast, acting under the direction 
of the chief of engineers, made an examination in the waters lying 
north of San Francisco Hatbor. Asa result of their examination they 
reached the conclusion at that early day that a dry dock and naval 
station should be established upon Paget Sound. They recommended 
this as a matter not only necessary to the Navy, but to the growing 
mercantile marine. 

The examination in 1867 was somewhat superficial. In the year 
1870 the board of engineers of the Pacific coast again examined into 
the matter more thoroughly. Upon this examination they confirmed 
their previous judgment, and, among the many desirable harbors in 
Puget Sound, were as much inclined to Port Orchard, the place fixed 
in my proposed amendmeut, as any other. The choice at that time 
was more especially between Port Orchard and Lake Washington, to 
which a canal would have to be constructed in order to make itavail- 
able. As early as that they regarded the importance of this matter so 
great that they felt the Government should take action and should 
make a selection and reservation of lands for the purpose. 

The Navy Department as well as the Military Department, however, 
feeling that there was time in which to act, suggested it would be a 
wise policy for the Government by a proper enactment to appoint a 
commission to carefully examine all the waters north of the forty-sec- 
ond parallel, the boundary line between the State of California and the 
State of Oregon, and select a site for a navy yard and for dry docks. 

Pursuant to the recommendations that were made, a provision was 
inserted in the appropriation act of 1888 appointing a commission, who 
were charged with the duty of inquiring into a suitable location fora 
dry dock and navy yard on the Pacific coast waters from latitude 42 
northward, who were also charged to make their examinations with 
due regard to commercial and naval necessities. 

The Secretary of the Navy was intrusted with the appointment of the 
commission. He appointed one, consisting of three very competent 
naval officers, who went upon the ground, devoted much time and great 
research to the discharge of their duties, and bya system of exhaustive 
comparisons reached a conclusion that the proper location for this dry 
dock and navy yard, as it was then provided for, was upon Puget 
Sound, and that itshould be located at Port Orchard, the place desig- 
nated in my proposed amendment, This commission were unanimous 
in their conclusion, and I wish to read a single paragraph from that 
very able report. At page 20 of their report the commission say: 

Puget Sound is not among those waters of which it can be affirmed that the 
art of the engineer has solved the problem of absolutely excluding the entrance 
of an armed fleet. 

Port Orchard, on the contrary, admits the application to the utmost extent, 
and in the least expensive manner, of all the resources of the engineer. It is 
the citadel of Puget Sound, not to be reduced except by long and regular ap- 

roaches, even if the outer defenses be forced and the rest of the Sound in the 
ends ofanenemy. Suitably defended, it issafe, both from asudden dash and 
from distant bombardment by ee. Within its ample limits not only the 
navy yard, but all the merchant shipping of the sound can find asecure retreat 
while with two natural outlets, 10 miles apart and of ample depth, the ships of 
war can not be shut upasthey might by the injury of an artificial channel, 
but remain a constant threat to an enemy outside and a hinderance to any ex- 
tensive operations farther up the sound. 

But, while the military reasons for selecting this locality are so strong, the 
assumption, admitted for the moment, that the business considerations are all 
in favor of the other side, is not correct. In its business capacity a navy yard 
needs not only to be near centers of supply and labor and in easy communica- 
tion with them ; it requires also good anchorage off it, water deep, but not too 
deep, ample water frontage, and a sufficient ac of ground of slight eleva- 
tion above high-water mark, either level or of a light grade, to admit of the 
easy transportation of heavy masses and the inexpensive excavation of dry 
docks. If in the former conditions Port Orchard is somewhat inferior to the 
neighborhood of the sound cities, it is greatly and decisively superior in the 
fulfillment which it presents to the latter group of requirements; while in the 
character of the pe for supporting heavy buildings, in the healthfulness of 
the climate, and in the supply of good drinking water, the two localities are 
equally favored. 


Then they proceed to set forth the advantages of this location in a 
very clear and lucid manner. 

Mr. President, after the report of that commission was made it was 
thought by members of the Senate that perhaps this conclusion had not 
been arrived at with sufficient maturity of thought, or rather that the 
matter had been viewed too strongly from a naval standpoint, and at the 
suggestion of members of the Naval Committee an additional commis- 
sion was provided for. It was provided that the new commission, a) 
pointed at the last session of Congress, should be composed of others in 
addition to naval officers. It was suggested, and the provision became 
a law, that two competent civilians, one military officer, and two naval 
officers should constitute this board. They were charged with the duty 
of selecting a site for a dry dock simply, in the Northern Pacific waters 
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north of latitude 42, but the act of Congress again imposed the man- 
date of making the selection with due regard to the naval and commer- 
cial interests of the country. a 

This, Mr. President, was a very able board. The civilians placed 
upon it were men of national reputation. Hon. Richard W. Thomp- 
son, Ex-Secretary of the Navy, and Ex-Senator Platt of the State of 
New York were the civilians. A distinguished military officer and 
two highly competent naval officers were placed upon the commission. 
This board visited the localities, carefully examined all the different 
places, and unanimously reached the conclusion that Port Orchard, 
the place formerly selected, was the proper selection for the site of the 
dry dock. They not only were unanimous in their conclusion, but it 
seems to me they made a very careful, thorough, and statesmanlike 
report upon the subject, and confined themselves strictly and con- 
scientiously to the commission that Congress had imposed upon them, 
neither recommending nor even suggesting anything beyond the con- 
struction of the dry dock. As a result of their inquiries, reporting in 
favor of this position, they sum up the advantages of Port Orchard as 
follows: 

Advantages.—1,. Easy ingress or egress, by day or by night, anda channel free 
from natural obstructions. 

2. Perfect defensibility, through a moderately narrow channel, thatcan be 
made impregnable by submarine mines and inexpensive fortifications. 

3. Large areas of level and practicable ground. 

4. Extensive water front and sufficiently bold. 

5. A capacious harbor, with an even depth of from 5 to 7 fathoms. 

6. In Lake Kitsap, an abundantsupply of excellent fresh water, sufficient for 
all the requirements ofan extensive plant. 

7. Easy and convenient water communication with commercial centers. 

8, Proximity to the outer line of defenses of Puget’s Sound, from which it is 
distant but three or four hours’ steaming. 

9. Port of refuge for the commercial marine. 

The commissien, after having maturely considered the merits of the different 
localities visited, is of the opinion that no place in the Northwest possesses the 
advantages of Port Orchard, and does, therefore, unanimously recommend that 


the site known as Point Turner, in Port Orchard, be selected for a dry dock 
suitable for naval and commercial purposes, 


I will say also that in his last two annual reports the Secretary of the 
Navy has recommended the construction of such a dry dock in our 
northwestern waters. Upon the submission of the report of the com- 
mission to Congress a bill was introduced for the purchase of the site 
recommended by them at Port Orchard and the construction of a dry 
dock thereon such as is described in the proposed amendment to this 
bill, and after suggesting some amendments to make the dock as it is 
here described he closes his reply to the Naval Committee as follows: 

As there are no facilities for docking vessels in ports of the United States on 
the Pacific coast north of San Francisco, with the exception of a comparatively 
small dock at Portland, Oregon, and asthe site selected by the commission above 
mentioned possesses exceptional advantages, including an abundant and ac- 
cessible supply of timber and coal, the passage of the bill, with the amendment 
suggested, is urgently recommended as of great importance to the naval and 
commercial marine of the United States. 

Mr. President, I might say in addition to the selection of this specific 
locality that this commission also found that immediately upon its site 
were inexhaustible supplies of sand and gravel suitable and proper for 
the manufacture of the concrete out of which the docks should be con- 
structed. They also found that within 6 miles of the site was one of 
the most extensive lumber mills on Puget Sound, whereat lumber and 
all timber materials could easily be obtained. 

I pass that, however, and wish to call attention to the fact that the 
distance from Cape Flattery, the outlet of the Straits of Fuca, to San 
Francisco is nearly 900 miles; that in order to make repairs or to go in 
dry dock vessels from Puget Sound must make a round trip of nearly 
2,000 miles along one of the heaviest coasts, where the waters break at 
a depth of from 40 to 60 feet, thus practically shutting out the com- 
merce of Puget Sound from the advantages of the dry dock of San 
Francisco Harbor. The British Government directly across the line 
at Esquimalt have constructed a very extensive granite dry dock, upon 
which large sums of money have been expended. 

In addition to that I wish to urge the fact that Puget Sound to-day 
is the third or fourth district in the United States in its tonnage. I 
find in looking into the reports of last year the tonnage of Puget Sound is 
something over 4,000,000tons; that theentrancesand clearances reached 
about four thousand during the last year. Its waters are deep, and for 
that reason vessels of the deepest draught enter. The deepest-draught 
vessels that plow the sea come and go from the porta of Puget Sound. 

In view of these facts and of the great distance and of the great dis- 
advantage and of the immediate and pressing necessities for the con- 
struction of a dry dock, I most urgently press upon the Senate that 
this provision substantially as recommended, not only by the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Naval Committee, but by all these successive com- 
missions, may be adopted and selected by the Senate as the site of this 
dry dock, and the question finally settled by Congress. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, at the time the first board was pro- 
posed by the resolution offered by my colleague in the Senate, I pre- 
sented at some length, in as strong language as I could command, the 
advantages of the North Pacific coast; our great and extended coast- 
wise commerce; the importance of the transpacific commerce to us as 
a nation; the advantages of Puget Sound, with its vast forests and its 
extended navigable channels, its iron ore and other resources; and I 
dwelt at length upon the supposed adaptability of Lake Washington 
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or Lakes Washington and Union fora site for a naval station, at the 
same time not overlooking the advantages of the Columbia River and 
speaking for all the coast. But so strongly did I present the supposed 
advantages of Lakes Washington and Union that I was taken to task 
by people in other parts than Puget Sound and charged by my own 
constituents with having re in regard to Puget Sound than the 
Colambia River. 

The boards were appointed and have reported. I do not agree toall 
the conclusions of the boards. The Secretary of the Navy, according 
to the honorable Senator from Washington, has indicated his preference 
for Paget Sound. Ido not know how that is, because I have not ex- 
amined the reports, but the Committee on Appropriations having the 
whole matter before them have reported an amendment which leaves 
the Secretary of the Navy at liberty to locate this dry dock either upon 
Puget Sound or Columbia River, as he may see fit. Our friend from 
Washington is not willing that that discretion should be allowed him 
and that the Columbia River should be named in this connection. I 
should feel myself not properly representing the interests of my con- 
stituents if I were to sit heresilently and quietly and allow the amend- 
ment of the Senator to prevail. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. For what purpose was the commission raised ? 

Mr. DOLPH. To examine and report to Congress and the Depart- 
ments, 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
entirely? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, that does not necessarily follow. I would take 
advantage of their report. I would obtain all the information I could 
from their report, but as to their conclusions, based upon the informa- 
tion they furnish, I think it is the duty of Congress itself to judge. 
At least no harm would be done by allowing the Secretary of the 
Navy, having these reports before him, to exercise his judgment be- 
tween these two points when he comes to locate a dry dock. 

Now, let me present in a few words the claims of these two places. 
I do not consider that it is very material to inquire whether you can 
get sand and gravel within a mile of a proposed dry dock or whether 
you will have to transport it 5, 10, or 15 miles where you have water 
transportation. I do not consider it a very important fact that thero 
is a sawmill within 6 miles of the proposed location of a dry dock, 
If the dry dock was to be located at the mouth of the Columbia there 
would be a sawmill and an opportunity to obtain lumber for the pur- 
pose very much nearer than that. 

When we are proposing to invest something near a million dollars 
in a great Government work, the inquiry ought to be, first, what is the 
best location in the interest of commerce and in the interest of the 
Navy? Second, what is the best location, considered with reference to 
the depth of water, the means of approach to it, and the means ot 
defense or fortification? There ought also to be taken into consider- 
ation the question as to whether the location selected is on salt or fresh 
water and which is the most desirable for the location of a dry dock or 
naval station. 

The second commission, in regard to the mouth of the Columbia 
River—I have not the report of the first commission before me, and I 
do not care at this time to go into the details of the whole matter 
have reported as follows: 

Columbia River isthe only harbor on the Pacific coast, within the limits of 
inquiry, that presents any advantages for the location of a dry dock as contem 
plated in the act creating the commission. 

The soundings, as the mouth of the river is approached, are sufficiently regu 
lar to make it not a difficult matter for the navigator to ascertain his position, 
and in this respect navigation is much superior to the entrance at the Strait of 


Juan de Fuca, where the depth of water is great and the currents strong and 
irregular. 


said m 


Then you would propose to ignore their report 


We have one decided advantage at the mouth of the Columbia River. 
The depth of the water and the character of the bottom are such that 
it has a decided advantage over the approach to the Strait of Juan de 
Fuca, 

Let us see what else is said in regard to the Columbia River: 


The bar at the mouth has begun to feel the benefits of the jetty under con- 
struction. The main channel is now straight, its depth increased from 18 to 2 


feet at low Water, and, upon the completion of the work, it is reasonable to be 
lieve that the anticipations of the Government engineers will be reaiized, and 


A 
a depth of 30 feet obtained. 


Now, we have not only this better approach, better conditions for 
reaching the mouth of the river, but every prospect of there being 30 
feet of water obtained, making it a safer entrance than the entrance to 
the Strait of Juan de Fuca. The last report of the soundings over the 
bar showed a depth of 25 feet at ordinary low water and 32 feet at or- 
dinary high water and a straight channel. 

It is proposed to expend for the purpose of this dry dock $700,000. 
When $700,000 more is expended at the mouth of the river there will 
be a safe entrance of ample depth for the largest naval vessels afloat to 
enter the harbor. 

Now, whatelse? Will the Senator from Washington tell me how 
far Port Orchard is from Cape Flattery ? 

Mr. ALLEN. About 130 miles. 
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Mr. DOLPH. The proposed dry dock on Puget Sound at Port Or- 
chard is about 130 miles from the ocean, and I think the dry dock lo- 
eated at the mouth of the Columbia would be just inside of the bar far 
enough to be protected by the defensesat the mouth of theriver. Then, 
there is a distance of over 100 miles from the sea in reaching the dry 
dock in favor of the Columbia River. 

Another thing. The fortification at the mouth of the Columbia 
River fortifies the entire river, and will protect Astoria, Portland, and 
all the other towns along the river; and, if the dry dock was located 
upon the Columbia River, the fortification would protect it. 

An argument used in favor of the location of a dry dock at Port Or- 


chard is that you can fortify the channel.upon which it is located with- | 
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from Washington came into theSenate, and its appointment was strongly 
advocated by myself) has reported in favor of Puget Sound, and the 
second bend ban been appointed. Why? Because people who were 
living near the different sites on Puget Sound were not willing that 
this dry dock should go to Port Orchard and because Senators were 
embarrassed by the contention between the different points on Puget 
Sound and wanted the matter to be re-examined by another board. It 
is very strange, when those two boards have reported in favor of Puget 
Sound and when the Senator says the Secretary of the Navy has recom- 
mended an appropriation for a dry dock on Puget Sound, that he is not 
willing to allow that to stand after the committee has reported the 
amendment as it now is, giving the Secretary of the Navy the option 


out any very extraordinary expense; but that would not protect Port | of selecting between Puget Sound and the Columbia River. 


‘Townsend, or Seattle, or Tacoma, or Steilacoom, or Olympia. 

That entire fortification would have to be made for the protection of 
this dry dock, according to the proposition of the commission. I un- 
dertake to say that no such fortification ever ought to be contemplated. 
The entrance to Puget Sound ought to be fortified so as to protect 
everything upon the Sound. The fortifications ought to go to Point 
Wilson and Admiralty Head. near Port Townsend, the channel there 
being only about 4 miles broad, and be suflicient to protect the entire 
sound, 

Now, what about the water? We have heard a great deal about our 
fast cruisers and the great time they make upon trial trips, but it has 
come to be a matter of history that before these cruisers have been in 
salt water six months their speed is reduced by nearly one-half, and 
they have to be docked and cleaned and painted every ninety days in 
order to be kept in ruuning condition. In all the Paget Sound waters 
any iron or steel bottomed vessel will continue to foul. At the place 
where it is proposed to make the dry dock and naval station a vessel will 
foul precisely as much as if it were at sea. Along the entire shore of 
Puget Sound the teredo is found, and, as the Senator from Washington 
knows, at Seattle and Tacoma the piles are cut off in two or three years if 
not protected from the teredo, thus destroying the trestlework of all 
structures built of wood that extend into the sea. 

How is it with the Columbia River? Away out where the jetty is 
being constructed upon the bar, the volume of fresh water is so great 
that the teredo does not affect the piling or the wood at all. There 
then would be this advantage in the Columbia River. There would 
be fresh water and the bottoms of the vessels of iron and steel would 
begin to clean off the moment they got into the water, and they could 
lie there without their bottoms being corroded and eaten and destroyed, 
whereas in Puget Sound, as I said before, as I understand it, there can 
be no tendency to clean. 

All these things are in favor of the Columbia River. First, a better 
approach and better means for the mariner to ascertain, as he ap- 
proaches the mouth of the Columbia River, where he is and to reach 
the channel. Second, a dry dock located near the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River would be 100 miles nearer the ocean. Third, it will be 
protected, as it would be absolutely protected, by the fortifications 
necessary at the mouth of the Columbia River for the protection of the 
cities along that river. It would be in fresh water, which would have 
a tendency to clean the bottoms of the naval vessels the moment they 
entered it, and the structures erected by the Government would be 
tree from the destruction of the teredo. 

What is the objection made by this wonderfully wise commission? 
Portland, to which the largest vessels go now, is 122 miles from the 
sea, and they can not find land on the Columbia River suitable for a 
dry dock! Mr. President, that is the most preposterous thing I have 
ever heard in my life. If there are not a dozen places on each side of 
the river where suitable land can be found, Iam very much mistaken. 
I will undertake to go and point out a suitable site, if they wish it, 
right at, or near, the mouthof the river, I will undertake to find long 
stretches of land admirably adapted for that purpose. If that is not 
sufficient we will go up above Astoria, on the river, and find land on 
either side of the river sufficient for a dry dock, I happen to know 
something about the amount of land required for a dry dock, because 
I have had something to do with the construction, or attempted con- 
struction, of one, and caused, myself, borings to be made to ascertain 
the character of the soil, and drew the contract. 

Mr, President, we have heard a great deal about the tonnage of 
Puget Sound, and I have said a great about it in this body, and I am 
sorry to be forced to make the suggestion, but there never has been a 
time when the matter has been suggested that it has not been stated 
that Puget Sound is a great inland sea with a large shoreon each side, 
the northern side of which belongs to Great Britain, and on the southern 
side the shore belongs to the United States. Thereare lines of steam- 
boats that ply there daily and the same boat every day the year round 
is clearing for a foreign port and entering from a foreign port, and in 
that way it is true that the number of the departures and entries is 
very large as compared with some of the great leading ports of the 
Union. That is but a fair statement in that connection. I cited the 
figures, I think, not long ago. I do not believe that the amount of 
commerce carried on Puget Sound is very much greater than that car- 
ried on the Columbia River. 

One of these commissions (which was appointed before the Senator 


I can not afford to stand here silent and permit the Senator’s amend- 
ment to be made. It ought not to be made. Certainly the Secretary 
of the Navy can be trusted to do what is in the interest of commerce 
and in the interest of the Government in the matter. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, 1t seems to me that it was clearly 
the purpose of Congress when these two commissions were raised that 
they should have some authority, some power devolved upon them in 
connection with the lecation of this dry dock; otherwise the commission 
never would have been raised; and to me it seems entirely inconsistent 
and illogical at this time, after these two commissions have both re- 
ported in the same line, that the Congress which authorized the creation 
of those commissions should utterly ignore their reports. 

Tt seems to me, also, that it was wise and proper that both of these 
commissions should have been raised, because a commission, consti- 
tuted as both these commissions were constituted, for the very purpose 
of getting intelligent information and knowledge on the ground, could 
judge better as to the propriety of the location than any Secretary of 
the Navy living 3,000 miles from the place. Here is a commission 
made up of two naval officers of very high standing, two eminent citi- 
zens, and one army officer. Now, does it not stand to reason that those 
five gentlemen, going over the entire ground, looking at every spot, 
taking everything into consideration, from personal presence can judge 
better than any one can, wherever he may be located, and, certainly, 
any one man whose location is so far away from the point where this 
dry dock is to be placed ? 

I think, in the first instance, Congress was wise in raising the com- 
mission, and I think it would be very unwise at this time to ignore 
their report. 

So far as my own personal observation and knowledge go, I am 
entirely clear, and there is not a doubt in my mind, for I have been 
over all this country, that Puget Sound is the proper place for the loca- 
tion of this dry dock, and I do not imagine there is any especial point 
to the fact that the Committee on Appropriations reported this, be- 
cause, as I understand, it was not especially thought of; but after this 
report has been made by the commission I think it would be very un- 
wise to make any change or leave the question open further. I trust 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN. Briefly, in reply to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dotru], I wish to say that I do not desire to draw any partisan 
or any unfavorable contrast between the entrance of the Columbia 
River and that of Puget Sound; but the fact is, Mr. President, the Co- 
lumbia River has an entrance of 4,000 feet in width, while the Strait 
of Juan de Fuca has an entrance of 8 miles in width. At present, the 
Columbia River has a depth of 22 or 23 feet on its bar. 

Mr. DOLPH. Twenty-five feet. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will read what the engineers say upon the subject. 
It has an entrance, which has been made that by virtue of the large 
appropriations that have been expended, of 23 feet on the bar. You 
will note that this bill calls fora dry dock of 30 feetin depth. Let me 
read what the commission say upon the entrance to Columbia River: 

By the works now in progress for the improvement of the bar of the Columbia 
River the engineer officers expect to substitute, for the present indirect and vari- 
able channel, a new one that shall be straight and permanent, and maintain a 
constant depth of 30 feet at mean low water. The commission accepted this 
estimate to the same extent as the engineers; that is, as an expectation, not as 
a certainty. Aside, however, from u nty, the depth hoped for can 
not be considered sufficient, in view of the extraordinarily heavy seas which 
mark the Pacific coast of the United States from San Francisco north. It is 
well established, by the testimony of many wees witnesses, that the sea 
along this coast frequently breaks in from 40 to 60 feet. 

Despite the improvements, therefore, the sea ma. Soeupested in the future to 
break on or outside the Columbia bar, and war ships which nothing else could 
detain may be bar-bound at a time when the utmost expedition is required, a 
danger in military operations which should not be incurred when it can be 
avoided, as on the northwest coast itcan, If nothing better than 30 feet could be 
had, the effect would have to be made the mést of; but as far better hydro- 
graphic conditions, yieldin accessibility at all times tothe heavier ships, 
can be found a inadequate depth on the Columbia bar determined 


the commission to t entrance, and consequently al) positions within the 
river, as unsuitable for a navy yard. 


As I said Mr. President, the entrance to the Strait of Juan de Fuca 
is sume 8 or 9 miles in width and the depth from 200 to 600 feet, At 
no time and under no stress of weather is a vessel of largest size hindered 
in en the strait. ‘The Senator from Oregon calls attention to the 
tonnage of these respective districts. This commission, after having 
examined the subject, gives that of the Columbia River at 820,000 tons 
and that of Puget Sound 2,072,000 tons. 
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The very fact that the Senator from Oregon urges that the waters of 
Puget Sound are affected with the teredo, it seems to me, becomes an 
additional argument why the dry dock should be established in the w.i- 
ters where it is most needed. 

Now, here is a fact. The shipping of Columbia River has easy access 
to Puget Sound, but the converse of the proposition is not true, because 
there are constantly entering Puget Sound vessels of great draught, from 
27 to 30 feet. You at once see that such vessels are precluded from 

ing to the Columbia River. Then, again, you have the fact that the 

lumbia River-—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator undertake to say that there ever 
was a vessel that went to Puget Sound drawing 30 feet? If he does, I 
do not think the Senator is very well informed about the draught of the 
vessels engaged in the commerce of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say that the deepest vessels that navigate the seas 
enter Puget Sound, and I know the great tea ships from Japan and 
China, which are among the deepest-draught vessels in this age, go to 
the ports on Puget Sound. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but in addition such facts as these 
should be considered: Puget Sound has a shore line, including its 
islands and its estuaries, of 1,600 miles. It presents asurface of 2,000 
square miles of water. From the very northern extremity of this 
great inland sea to its southern extremity is one continuous seam of 
coal, and the only merchantable coal, I believe, discovered, or at least 
available, upon the Pacific coast within the limits of the United States. 

Not only that, but it has a timber growth that creates a commerce 
extending into all the ports of the world. Even in the infancy of this 
coal industry, which is the great economical one of the Pacific coast, 
the output of the coal mines of Washington was 1,350,000 tons last 
year. The lumber cut upon Paget Sound was 1,200,000,000 feet dur- 
ing the last year. There are some two or three transcontinental rail- 
roads directly communicating with Puget Sound. Its shipping indus- 
tries are swelling at an enormous, a permanent, and a healthful rate. 

I cite the following statement in support of this assertion: 

Subjoined the Post-Intelligencer gives the year’s record of imports and ex- 
ports of the Puget Sound district, compiled by this journal from the books of 
the customhouse, Port Townsend. It should be stated that many vessels ply- 
ing regularly between Puget Sound and California ports, in the lumber and 
coal trade, take out a license for one year, and are not required toenteror clear 


at the customhouse on each voyage. The statistics are from December 1, 1889, 
to November 30, 1890, one full year: 





| Entrances from foreign. | Clearances for foreign. 
| 












Months. | a ; ae 
Sumber | ; Number | 
| of vessels, | Tonnage. of venaate. Tonnage, 
— | ——| 
December, 1889 ......00....e00scee0: 100 75,526 | 116 | 91, 707 
January, 1890 .... 90 | 81,718 | 93 | 74, 362 
February, 1890... 79 | 66, 230 | 83 | 71.515 
March, 1899 ..... 93 74,159 97 | 79, 115 
April, 1890..... 1 89, 402 116 93, 338 
y, 1890 .. 139 105, 095 | 141 | 
June, 1890.. 137 111, 951 | 125 | 
July, 1890 ..... . 161 124, 873 | 146 | 
August, 1890....... ied 145 | 117, 812 | 146 | 
September, 1890...........0006 cess 140 | 109, 439 | 136 | 
ber, 1890 .... 140 | 105,179 140 | 
November, 1890........ pueenaeetenen 135 | 105, 066 149 
TOUAD es rseninnnne ne 1, 484 1, 156, 450 1,493 1,179, 499 


ee - meee 


Total ocean commerce. 


| Vessels. Tons, 


ENTRANCES, 
RGIS ciieectnnse-coaceriestcretonscccemed 


1,484 | 1,156, 450 
Coastwise 


637 | 729,823 








TFIID lakiiNickends Ubediiianchpecthsadletthdisahendulibinhwevteswensepwctontnsen lie deernweserce | i, 886,273 
CLEARANCES, | aie 

IT itll ih iilceaiecindnrxiantemeaglania tamer nbtneabihbseserdibuiecer-ebeenten 1,493 | 1,179,499 

Coastwise ... 642 | 734,316 
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eeeesccsess 1,913, 815 
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That is to say, that the total tonnage of vessels passing in and out of Puget 
Sound customs district for twelve months was 3,800,088 tons, 
Total tonnage 1890 .. Ghepciheaiin 
Total tonnage 1889 .............0+....cesee-++ 


evseeseesee 3, 800, 088 
ade 3, 095, 024 





Increase in ONE Vear .............000ceeeeee ieadidbdnvinnpstatesidlitidathessatns dieenvuntes . 705,064 


It should be borne in mind that, while the tonnage of Oregon is less 
than that of Puget Sound and not growing at so rapid a rate, it al- 
ready has the great advantage of being 225 miles nearer the large dry 
dock of Mare Island in California. I shall at all times be found co- 
operating with the Senator from Oregon for improvements for the Co- 
lumbia River; but in yiew of the generous treatment the mouth of 








that river has received in the way of appropriations in the river and 
harbor bills, and in view of the fact that not a dollar has thus been 
expended on Puget Sound, I think there should be no contention 
against this dry dock being located there, as recommended by both 
these commissions, 

Mr. GORMAN, Iam in thorough accord with the general propo- 
sition to give to the shipping interests of the Pacific coast north of San 
Francisco all the facilities which are necessary to aid in the develop- 
ment of that commerce, which is now, although very large, still in its 
infancy. As I understand, Congress has heretofore had in mind the 
proposition for establishing a dry dock to be used in the repair of ves- 
sels engaged in ordinary commerce and the repair of naval vessels as 
well. In the act of Congress approved on the 30th day of June, 1890, 
this provision was inserted: 

And the President be, and he hereby is, required to appoint a commission, 
composed of two competent naval officers, one competent army officer, and two 
competent persons from civil life, whose duty it shall be to select a suitable 
site, having due regard to commercial and naval interests, for a dry dock at 
some point on the Pacific Ocean, or the waters connected therewith, north of 
the parallel of latitude marking the northern boundary of California,including 
the waters of Puget Sound and also Lakes Union and Washington, in the 
State of Washington; and, having selected such site, shall, if upon private 
lands, estimate its value, and ascertain as nearly as practicable the cost for 
which it can be purchased or acquired; and of their proceedings and action 
make full and detailed report to the President; and the President shall trans- 
mit such report with his recommendations to Congress, 

Mr. President, this commission, being the second which had been 
appointed, submitted a report, to be found in Executive Document 24, 
Fifty-first Congress, second session. The commission, charged, as 
will be seen by the clause which I have read from the general appro- 
priation act, to select asite foradry dock to be used for commercial and 
naval purposes, were not content to comply with the requirements of 
the act of Congress, but, as the former commission had done, selected 
a site, as they openly declare, which was eligible and available for a 
great navy yard on the Pacific coast, which was something that Con- 
gress had never contemplated, as we already havea navy yard at Mare 
Island, in California, ample for the purposes of the Government. The 
commission say, as I will show in a moment, that the selection of 
this point on the sound was not because that was the proper and the 
only port for a dry dock for commercial purposes and for the repair of 
Government vessels, but that it was the one site which was necessary 
for a great naval station on the Pacific coast north of California, ex- 
ceeding, as I believe, their authority, and going beyond what Con- 
gress contemplated. I have no doubt the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. ALLEN], who has offered the amendment, has in view the recom- 
mendation of the commission for the purchase of property and the final 
establishment at that place—possibly a very good one—of a great navy 
yard, which I am not prepared to vote for at this time. 

The commission, it should be stated, consisted of Thomas O. Self- 
ridge, jr., captain and president, Mr. R. W. Thompson, Col. G. H. 
Mendell, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, Thomas C, Platt, 
and A. B. Wyckoff, lieutenant, United States Navy. They say on the 
second page of their report: 

After a careful consideration of the law creating the commission, in view of 
the fact that it is required to select a site with due regard to commercial and 
naval interests, it was the unanimous opinion of the commission that no site 
should be chosen that does not embrace the necessary requirements of a naval 
station. 

That was beyond the scope of the act of Congress which created the 
commission. After due deliberation, the idea of a naval establish- 
ment, to cost millions and millions of dollars, was excluded from their 
consideration; and yet the first or second sentence of their report is 
that they did not consider the question in any other view except the 
one of establishing a navy yard, and hence their selection of this point 
on Puget Sound. They then describe on pages 3 and 4 what occurred 
during their examination of the country bordering on the Columbia 
River and on the sound, and on page 5 they say: 

While the commercial importance of the Columbia River is such as to pre- 
sent strong claims for a dry dock, could a proper location be found, strategic- 
ally speaking, it is secure from attack, but a navy yard located upon its banks 
would not fulfill its functions as a base for our ships of war employed in de- 
fending the vastly more exposed position at Puget Sound, so much less easily 
defended. 

Showing that their rejection of the Columbia River project was based 
solely upon the fact that there was no point found upon that river which 
could be properly used, in their judgment, for a great naval station; 
but they say on page 5: 

While solely from a commercial point it might be difficult to decide between 
the naval claims of the Columbia River and Puget Sound for a Government 
dock, the conditions necessary for a successful defense of the latter are such as 
to leave no doubt in the mind of the commission that the proposed dock should 
be located on Puget Sound. 

It will be seen that, so far as the recommendations of the commission 
are concerned, they made the matter of commerce a secondary con- 
sideration. They were looking alone to the acquirement of a large 
amount of property at a point for their naval station. It may be that 
later on we shall require another great naval station, but I think that 
Congress is not prepared to enter upon that scheme at this time. We 
have more navy yards than we know what todo with. Two or three 
of them—three, I believe—are in active operation for the purposes of 
construction, and the remainder of them are maintained so as to make 
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fat places for some of the naval officers and for other purposes not nec- 
essary to the promotion of the interests of the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senatorallow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree with the Senator from Maryland that 
we have more navy yards than we need, but I should like to inquire 
of him whether he would be willing to have a dry dock located on 
Puget Sound or on the Columbia River at a place which would not be 
fit for a navy yard, and, if he would not, whether he would have any 
objection to having the commission report as to the feasibility of estab- 
lishing a navy yard at the site selected for the dry dock. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the mere location and construction of a dry 
dock has no direct connection with a navy yard. Congress has pro- 
vided for a great dry dock at Baltimore, where nobody thought of, 
thinks of, or will think of a navy yard being located. We have just 
established one in South Carolina, and there has been no thought of 
establishing a navy yard in connection with it, 

Mr. HALE. And no necessity for it. 

Mr. GORMAN. And no necessity whatever forit. Itisto give the 
opportunity for the repair of naval vessels, but the great motive was 
to give the opportunity for the repair of vessels engaged in commerce, 
and nine-tenths of the business of the dry docks is for private purposes. 

Mr. HALE. If theSenator from Maryland will allow me, the ques- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] indicated 
that he believed a dry dock for naval and commercial purposes should 
not be selected in any place that is not suitable fora navy yard. He 
asked the Senator from Maryland whether he would consent to the 
selection of a place for a dry dock that would not be suitable fora 
navy yard. I do not know what the Senator from Maryland would 
answer to that question, but I say very squarely that the question of 
the selection of a site for a navy yard, in my mind, would have noth- 
ing to do with the selection of a site for a dry dock. 

Mr. GORMAN. So I have stated. 

Mr. HALE. I can fancy a hundred places suitable for a dry dock 
that would not be suitable for a navy yard. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask the Senator from Maine, if a place on the Pacific 
coast can be selected where a dry dock may as well be as anywhere 
else and a navy yard as well as anywhere else, what is the reason it is 
not best to put them in the same place? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has reversed the position. The commis- 
sion in a gross and unwarranted way have assumed jurisdiction which 
they were never entitled to assume, and they ought to have had their 
commission revoked by the Secretary of the Navy for declaring that 
they would not consider the question of a dry dock except in connec- 
tion with a naval station or a navy yard. They make the wholething 
turn upon the selection of a navy yard, thereby assuming authority 
and powers that Congress did not devolve upon them nor the Secretary, 
for he had no right to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know anything about the commission, but it 
occurred to me, if there was one place there where both the Navy and 
the merchant marine could be accommodated with a navy yard and a 
dry dock in connection with each other, there would be quite a saving 
in adopting that location. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me for a 
moment ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like, if it is agreeable, to have the Sen- 
ator from Maine answer the question put to him by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

From the language read by the Senator from Maryland, I suppose it 
may be taken as true that the commission were, strictly, not authorized 
to consider the question of the location of a navy yard, but were lim- 
ited by the act of Congress to the selection of a site for a dry dock; so 
that they had no authority to extend their inquiry beyond the selec- 
tion fora dry dock. But they did, Mr. President. 

Whether their commission should have been revoked or not isa ques- 
tion which it is not necessary here todiscuss. Their judgmentand the 
reasons given in support of their conclusion are just as valid as if the 
selection of a navy yard had also been originally embraced in their 

wers and they had been charged with the duty of selecting it. They 

ave reported that there ought to be adry dock and a naval station at 
Port Orchard, as I understand. 

Mr. HALE. That was beyond their business. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose it was beyond their business. That is a 
question for Congress, Whether it is beyond their business or not is 
a purely technical matter. We are here to legislate in the public in- 
terests, and the question is, not whether the commission 
technically from their power, but whether their recommendation is 
one which, in the interest of the people, ought to be adopted. The 

uestion is whether there ought to be in the interests of the country a 
dry dock and a navy yard at Port Orchard. 

The question put by the Senator from New Hampshire is a proper 
one, and I know of no person in Congress ee eee 
than the Senator from Maine: if it is entirely p whether it 
is not proper or whether there is any objection to the dry dock and 
the navy yard being located together. 





I am obliged to the Senator from Maryland for yielding the floor to 
me. 

‘Mr. HALE. With the leave of the Senator from Maryland, I wish 
to say that, so far as I am concerned, I want to put this matter just 


right. Iam not opposing the amendment of the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. ALLEN]. I think this dry dock ought to be located on 
Puget Sound. I think if the location is left to the Secretary of the 
Navy, in view of what two commissions have already done, he will 
select Port Orchard. What I do say I enter in the form of a protest 
against what afterwards may be sought to be forced upon us, that is, 
the project of another great navy yard at Paget Sound at the instiga- 
tion of naval officers and naval authorities, who can never get too much. 
My complaint against this commission is not, as the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SpooNER] has put it, that they have considered the ques- 
tion of the public interests, but that they have departed from their 
authority, which was clearly limited. The act of last year, under which 
they were created and sent upon this work, prescribes in terms that: 

‘The President be, and he hereby is, required to appoint a commission, com- 
posed of two competent naval officers, one competent army officer, and two 
competent persons from civil life, whose duty it shall be to select a suitable site, 


having due regard to commercial and naval interests, for a dry dock at some 
point on the Pacific Ocean or the waters connected therewith. 


That is as clear a limitation of what they were sent there for as the 
English language can frame. Itwasto select a location for a dry dock 
for naval and commercial purposes, to be used by naval ships and com- 
mercial ships. 

It isas definite as it was possible to makeit. In thediscussion which 
took place at the time, it was declared that the purpose of the new 
commission was to revise the work of the former commission, which 
had reference to navy yards and naval stations, and select a site for 
a dry dock alone; and yet upon the heels of that, when Congress, which 
is greater than any commission that can be created—I give perhaps 
the estimate of the authority of Congress that obtains upon this floor, 
rather than the estimate that obtains among such commissions when I 
say that—-this commission, in defiance of its instruction and its war- 
rant from Congress, the moment it got together and its members sat 
face to face with the question of considering the site of a dry dock, 
declared: 


After a careful consideration of the law creating the commission, in view of 
the fact that it is required to select a site with due regard to commercial and 
naval interests, it was the unanimous opinion of the commission that po site 
should be chosen that does not embrace the necessary requirements of a naval 
station. 


They do not say that they will select the place for a dry dock and 
hope that it will join with it the qualifications of a site for a naval 
station, but they declare in the outset that they will not consider the 
question of selecting the site fora dry dock unless they can connect 
with it a site foranaval station. Their report in other places shows 
that they did not consider what they were sent there for, but they put 
into the fore front, subordinating the real purpose of their mission, the 
question of a naval station or a navy yard. 

What I say here now isin the way of protest against any argu- 
ment in the future from this amendment, in whatever form it may be 
adopted, that it shall lay the foundation for a great naval station or 
navy yard. We do not need any more navy yards. We have too 
many now. 

It is necessary, in order to give guidance to these commissions, which 
are appointed for specific purposes, and in order to give guidance to 
executive officers in the future, that Congress shall put itself squarely 
on the record that it is to establish not another navy yard, nota great 
naval establishment, but a dry dock, which is to be used for the com- 
mercial marine of that great body of water—Puget Sound—as well as 
for the Navy. 

It was well understood when this project was adopted by Congress at 
the last session that nine-tenths of the benefit of this appropriation and 
this enterprise would be given not to the Navy, but to the commercial 
marine in those waters, and therein, to my mind, it had its greatest 
merit, for, where one ship goes to the dry dock that belongs to the 
United States Navy, a hundred vessels will go that belong to the com- 
mercial marine of the Pacific coast, and that is the great reason why 
this is recommended. The commission never cared six cents about 
that. They went woolgathering after a site for a great navy yard. 
The Senate does not know, because it has not been brought out until 
now, that this commission, which defied Congress in this act and de- 
clared it would not consider the mandate imposed upon it, provided 
for purchasing 1,700 acres of land on Port Orchard in order to establish 
a great navy yard, involving millions and millions of dollars, when we 
have one great navy yard on the Pacific coast, which is all that we want 
there. 4 

I acknowledge that I become impatient when I see such a perform- 
ance as took place in that commission, utterly disregarding the man- 
date of Congress, and declaring in terms, although they were told to 
confine themselves to the selection of a site for a dry dock, that they 
would not consider it unless they considered the question of a great 
navy yard or naval station. I say, again, the Secretary of the Navy, 
when that report was brought in, would have been justified in sending 
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it back to the commission and directing them to strikeout that clause 
because they were departing on a quest that nobody had sent them on, 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maine does not state accurately 
the position which I took. I conceded that the commission departed 
from the letter of their power of attorney, so to speak. 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the Senator defended the 
commission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Notatall. Idid not contend, nor do I now, that 
they were there with a roving commission or that they had power 
technically to go beyond the selection of a site for a dry dock, but | 
Congress has power to provide for the establishment of a naval station 


without the intervention of any commission; and if, in the opinion of | 


Congress, the public interests would be thereby subserved, all | un- 
dertook to say was that if the reasons given by the commission for the 


establishment of a dry dock and naval station are sound reasons, if | 


they are sufficient to convince Congress or if they ought to convince 


Congress that that expenditure should be made, we ought to consider | 


the propositon upon its merits, disencumbered from any purpose to 
discipline the commission. 
Mr. HALE. Ido not understand that anybody is in favor of estab- 





lishing another great naval establishment or navy yard at that place. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington, so I will not take 
issue with him. 

Mr. HALE. I do not oppose that amendment. I think the dry 
dock ought to be located on Puget Sound, but the protest can not be 
entered too strongly against another great navy yard on that coast. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is admitted on all sides that the 
ccmmission exceeded their authority when they determined that their 
yenort should be based upon the proposition to establish a great navy 
yard. I will not trouble the Senate again with what has been read 
both by the Senator from Maine and myself, but let us see how the 
commission themselves state the case. On page 6 of their report they 
say: 

Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast, within the limits 


Jaane, that presentsany advantages for the location of a dry dock as con- 
templated in the act creating the commission. 


If the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] be correct, that, if 
the report of the commission is valuable, we ought to act upon it, then 
their recommendation within the line of their authority ought be con- 
trolling to a large extent upon our action. If it is intended, as it was 
intended in 1890, that we should simply establish a dry dock, then 
the commission say that the Columbia River is the one place on the 
coast north of California for such a dry dock. 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend will allow me, I have not contended 
that we ought to be governed by that report because it is a report made 
by certain gentlemen appointed to make an investigation. I said if 
the report commended itself to our judgment we ought not to disre- 
gard it because, forsooth, in making it they extended the investigation 
beyond the literal authority given them by the statute. 

Mr.GORMAN. Verygood. On the other hand, it does seem to me 
that it would be the height of unwisdom for Congress now in an ap- 
propriation bill to adopt the theory of a commission, which means but 
one thing, as to the construction of a navy yard, without having sufli- 
cient data to determine whether they have found the proper location 
for it. That has not been inquired into to an extent that would justily 
us in going on and expending millions of dollars in establishing a navy 
yard. 

All I desire is that we shall confine it to the one idea which was pre- 
sented when the commission was created; that is, a dry dock for com- 
mercial purposes and for the repair of naval vessels. ‘The commission 
say that Paget Sound is the best point when you take into considera- 
tion a naval establishment and a dry dock, but when they confine them- 
selves within the limits of the act of Congress creating them they say 
that the Columbia River is the best point for a dry dock. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator yield for a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have him define the distinction be- 
tween a dry dock and a navy yard. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that we dock this debate. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the line drawn between adry 
dock and a navy yard. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New York of course understands 
perfectly well the difference between a dry dock and a navy yard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator I donot understand that there 
is any difference. It is a mere question of capacity for supplies and 
work. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there any navy yard at Vancouver? 

Mr. HISCOCK. A navy yard or adry dock is for the repair of ships, 
and it may be large enough to build a ship or it may not be. Itisa 
question of dimensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. y 
dock in Colorado, but we can not well have anavy yard. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. We understand distinctly the object and purpose 
of a dry dock. 


The Senator from Maine said he was in favor of | 
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Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from New York think a dry dock is 
simply a small navy yard or that a navy yard is a large dry dock ? 

Mr. HISCOCK, I will say, in reply to the Senator from Maine, that 
& navy yard would be of very little consequence without a dry dock. 
Does the Senator agree with me on that? 

Ir. HALE. No, I donot. A great many navy yards do not have 
dry docks and a great many drv docks do not have navy yards. 
[ Laughter. ] ; : er 

Mr. HISCOCK. A great many of what you call dry docks may not 
have what you call navy yards; but, as I understand, it is purely a 
question of dimensions and capacity. 

Mr. HALE, 
state that, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Senator that I have. 

Mr. HALE, Was it a navy yard? 

Mr. HISCOCK., dry docks that were not navy yards 
and I have seen dry docks with a navy yard attached, if you please 
the extension of the work so as t ve large capacity for construction 
beyond repairs. I concede, as , a dry dock alone is purely for 
repairs; but when you extend it and call ita navy yard it is for con 
struction. 7% 

Mr. HALE. I have always supposed that a dry dock was attached 
to a navy yard; but I never heard of a navy yard being attached to a 
dry dock. 

Mr. BLAIR, Is there any water in these dry docks? Laughter. } 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire had better ask the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. GORMAN. I recognize that it is wise for Congress to treat 
with great liberality that distant section of ourcommon country. For 
one, I have no objection to makinga liberal appropriation for adrv dock 
that will be large enough to take in the largest vessel that floats. I 
think that young, growing community is possibly not in a condition 
financially to construct such a work itself. We havean appropriation 
in this bill for one at a pointin South Carolina, where the Government 
is constructing the entire work. 

I trust this will be the lastenterprise of the sort that the Government 
will enter upon in that way. I believe that where dry docks are con- 
structed for the joint purposes of commerce and the repair of naval 
vessels the proper plan to be adopted is to permit localities to join in 
the construction. We have one in Baltimore, for which Congress do- 
nated the land only, which was a part of the old military reserve at 
Fort McHenry. Gentlemenengaged in commercial pursuits and inter- 
ested in the welfare of thecity of Baltimore supplied all the money, ex- 
cept what would have been necessary to purchase the land; and the 
Government has the right to use the dry dock in preference to any body 
else for the repair of its war ships. It is maintained without any cost 
whatever to the Government. ; 

At the lower end of Chesapeake Bay, at Newport News, one of the 
greatest dry docks in the United States is being constructed by private 
enterprise without the slightest aid from the Government, and no cost 
follows tothe Government for the maintenance of it for all time tocome, 
although it has the use of it. With our small Navy we can afford to 
pay dockage or we can afford to encourage the building of dry docks 
tor the purpose of having them in readiness for the repairing of vessels 
when it becomes necessary. 

I believe, from what I have read in these reports and from what | 
know of the condition of this community upon the Pacific coast north 
of California, that possibly it would be a great hardshipif the Govern 

| ment did not step forward and construct the entire work and let it be 
used for commercial purposes, 

[ think no man to-day can fairly estimate what this dry dock is to 
cost if it is constructed on the sound. The estimate of the limit fixed 
in this bill is $700,000. It is yet a problem unsolved whether by any 

treatment of the timber you can use it in those waters and be protected 
| 
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If the Senator had ever seen a dry dock he would not 
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against the teredo. I think it is extremely doubtful. If it is finally 
to be constructed of stone or to be a masonry dock twice $700,000 will 
not probably cover the cost. I have no objection to going to that extent 
with the great commerce that is being developed, where you will have 
a population that will astonish the world, I believe, in the next twenty 
years on that great sheet of water. I have no doubt of that; but in 
view of the fact of this commission exceeding its authority, going out- 
side of it and stating frankly that they go outside of it, and have not 
performed the duties confided to them by the act of 1890—they may 
be right as to the location, of that I am not a proper judge, but I do 
say, taking into consideration their conduct in this matter, the responsi- 
bility of fixing the location where the dry dock is to be established 
ought to be placed upon one of the highest officers of the Government. 

It is said that the Secretary of the Navy 3,000 miles away can not 
attend to this duty. From what I know of the present Secretary of 
the Navy I believe he will perform his duty, and a trip to the Pacific 
Coast and a personal inspection by him would be the highest duty to 
the people of that coast and the people of the United States. I am 
prepared to trust his judgment. He will have before him not only 
this report, but the previous report and all the data and information 
that he can gather from that great Department. I want a high officer 
of the Government to go there and determine for himself what is the 
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proper location, and let him determine it after this debate and con- 
sideration, which I hope will be considered as a declaration again by 
Congress. 

What we have in mind and intend to do is to construct a dock for 
commercial purposes and for the repair of war vessels disconnected en- 
tirely from the project of a great naval establishment on the sound or 
on the coast north of California. Let that matter come up hereafter. 
I believe the time is not very far distant when we must meet the ques- 
tion of the armament of that whole coast, with naval vessels stationed 
there and guns of the largest caliber, and I shall be only too glad to 
vote for any proper appropriation looking to the proper protection of 
it; but for a navy yard at this time I am totally unprepared. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the Senator, in view of those contin- 
gencies which require us to have a great naval station there, would 
it not be better to allow the one now being constructed there on the 
opposite side of the strait or the international line, being suitable for 
use in that part of the world, to be completed, and then take posses- 
sion of it and avoid the construction of another? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not understand much about the science of 
war or what we may accomplish. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I can state to the Senator from New Hampshire from 
actual observation that there is no navy yard on the other side at what 
we call Esquimalt. There is a dock there partially completed, but 
there are none of the signs or indications of the great naval establish- 
ments that I myself supposed were there until I visited it. There is 
very little done there and very little likelihood of anything more being 
done. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a dry dock there with agood deal of moss 
on it. It isnot being used once in six months, 

Mr. HALE. Itis not being used atall. It is toosmall for modern 
purposes also. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a heavy squadron there, 

Mr. HALE, Two ships, when I was there. 

Mr. ALLISON. Eight when I was there. 

Mr. BLAIR. War ships? 

Mr. HALE. War ships. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ironclads? 

Mr. GORMAN. When this proposition first came in to purchase a 
tract of land of about 1,700 acres—I think I am correct in that-—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say that the Senator is correct in that state- 
ment. My amendment proposes to reduce the quantity of land to 200 
acres. I wish it distinctly understood that the effort of the delegation 
of the State of Washington is for the purpose of securing a dry dock, 
and it is that alone we are dealing with. We have nothing at this 
time to do with the question of a navy yard; we do not propose to 
moot that question, but to allow the future to take care of it when it 
arises, if it ever does. 

Mr. GORMAN. The proposition as presented originally of course 
followed the recommendation of the commission, and I have no doubt 
that the amendment that was offered originally was intended tosecure 
this immense body of land so as to finally turn it into a great naval 
establishment, what would occur unquestionably next year, and prob- 
ably will, with the 200 acres, which is four times as much as is con- 
tained in any navy yard, 

Mr. SQUIRE, Land is very cheap there. 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, land is very cheap there, as the Senator from 
Washington says; and I have no doubtthecitizensof Washington would 
gladly convey to the Government the fee simple for 2,000 acres to have 
a great naval establishment there. Thatis perfectly naturaland right. 

But, Mr. President, coming back to the proposition that I have 
stated once before—and then I shall have finished with this matter— 
I desire to aid the commerce of that coast. I want to give them every 
facility that it is possible to do within reasonable bounds; but with the 
reports before us, and with the knowledge of what has preceded, if this 
appropriation is made I desire to place the responsibilit sa the 
highest officer in the naval establishment to determine what location 
on the Pacific coast, north of California, is the one for a dry dock and 
a dry dock alone. 

Now, sir, with that view I can not vote for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Washington, and I must insist upon adhering to 
the amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, I shall vote for the arhendment of the Senator from Wash- 
ington, and I am sorry that he has reduced the quantity of land pro- 
posed to be purchased to 200 acres. 

The criticisms that have been expressed against this commission do 
not seem to me to have any warrant whatever in point of reason. If 
it is probable that at any future time the necessities of the Govern- 
ment will demand a navy yard upon the Pacific coast in the vicinity 
of Puget Sound, then it is certainly entirely unreasonable and without 
any kind of propriety to suggest that the commission charged with the 
location of this dock should put the Government to the expense of 
purchasing two different sites and constracting two different works 
when one would answer the purpose. 


— 


Then again this commission have furnished to Congress here the en- 
tire ground upon which to form a judgment, and if Congress can not 
see it it is the fault of the Senate, and not the fault of the commission. 
They have stated in plain te:ms that, if you are going to locate a dry 
dock where the greatest amount of commerce to-day may exist, the 
Columbia River within the terms of the act of Congress would be the 
proper place; but, if you are to locate a dry dock where the future com- 
merce of the country will be most convenienced and where the entire 
commerce of that coast will be the most convenienced, then Puget 
Sound should be selected, and they give a reason so plain that there 
is no excuse for these comments and criticisms upon the commission. 
They say that only one class of vessels can be accommodated in the en- 
trance into the Columbia River, while all the large transporting vessels 
engaged in commerce can enter into Puget Sound. 

Why, then, in the face of the report of this commission, with these 
facts stated which determine the whole question that the entrance to 
Puget Sound enables the whole commerce of the Pacific Ocean to en- 
ter there, do Senators say that the commission have exceeded their au- 
thority when they make the manifest proposition that if you are to 
locate a dry dock there it sould be located at a point where the Gov- 
ernment will in the future probably be required to establish some 
other work and incur some other expense? Is not that probable? 
Who does not know that 1,000 miles from the only navy yard now ex- 
isting upon the Pacific coast there is a necessity where there is agreat 
commerce for another public work for the construction or the repair of 
naval vessels? And when you consider the possibilities, if there is any 
possibility, that there may be hereafter any necessity for vessels of 
war in that portion of our possessions, it is manifest that the Govern- 
ment can not rely upon private enterprise to prepare itself for such ex- 
igencies as may arise. ‘Therefore it is eminently proper that at that 
extreme point of our possessions there should be a navy yard of con- 
struction as well as of repair; and, if so, it is the height of absurdity 
to put a dry dock at any other place, involving a double expense to 
the Government. 

So, in my judgment, the commission are perfectly vindicated, and 
the facts which they present to Congress for the determination of this 
question are plain and conclusive in their character, namely, that the 
entrance to Columbia River is from 21 to 25 feet, with the present ex- 
penditure of money; and that Puget Sound is capable of admitting any 
class of commerce that is en between the East and the West. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Washington; and if it had proposed to acquire 1,700 acres ot 
land where land is cheap, where it is certain to increase in price in the 
future, the Government would sustain no loss by having the opportu- 
nity of enlarging, if necessity demanded, the works at that place. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suppose that I shall go as far 
as the Senator from Maine whenever the time comes in opposing any 
premature attempt to construct a navy yard or establish a great naval 
station on Puget Sound. Whenever the proposition comes up to con- 
struct repair shops or shops for building modern ships at the naval 
station, at the dry dock, if you choose to callit only a dry dock, which 
is to be located on Puget Sound, I suppose I shall be against the prop- 
osition. Possibly Congress can not trust itself with that question, and 
therefore ought not now to establish a dry dock for fear that at some 
future time it will establish a naval station in connection with that 
dock or a navy yard in connection with that dock, which it does not 
need. But it has seemed to me that Congress may trust itself on that 
point and that we may go on and locate the site for this dock and con- 
struct the dock without thereby putting it out of our power to restrain 
ourselves so that we shall not establish a naval station or construct 
workshops there before we need them. 

It is not necessary, as it seems to me, in order to retain this self-con- 
trol of Congress that this commission should be chastised too severely 
by the Senator in charge of the bill. I do not find upon reading the 
report of the commission that it has subjected itself to the animadver- 
sion which has been cast — it by the Senator from Maine. The 
commission stated simply this, in view of the law which required it 
to locate a dry dock: 

After a careful consideration of the law creating the commission, in view of 
the fact that it is required to select a site with due regard to commercial and 
naval interests, it was the unanimous opinion of the commission that no site 
should be chosen that does not embrace the 
station. 

Now, that was the prudent utterance of a commission composed of 
a high officer of the Navy, a distinguished officer of the Corps of Engi- 
neers of the Army, a lieutenant in the Navy, and two distinguished 
civilians, Hon. R. W. Thompson, formerly Secretary of the Navy, and 
Hon. Thomas C. Platt, of New York. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me say right there that I think 
the civilian members had little, if anything, to do with the report or 
the results, They seem to have left early and come to the East. I 
only wish that they had stayed longer and had brought to bear their 
good sense and knowledge of business, so as to guide the report of the 
commission, as I have no doubt they would have done, in the direc- 
tion of the law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think that those two gentlemen undoubtedly 
contributed somewhat to the construction of the statute which they 
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were called upon to construe and for which they have been censured by 
the Senator from Maine. ; 

Mr. President, is aay fault to be found with the proposition which 
they lay down? They do not undertake to report unywhere that they 
think a navy yard ought to be established there. They simply say 
that there ought not to be a dry dock for commercial and naval pur- 
poses located at any place that is not fit for a naval station. Doesany- 
body dispute that proposition? 

Mr. HALE. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there any rational ground 


Mr. HALE. I certainly do not approve of that proposition. I do 
not think it is very wise. 





Mr. CHANDLER. I hope to hear from the Senator the description 


of a location of a dry dock for commercial and naval purposes at a place 
that is unfit for a navy yard and a naval station. I hope the Senator 
will give us that idea somewhere and put it upon the records of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The commission themselves have named a place where, 
excepting for the consideration of having a great navy yard, would be 
admirable for a dry dock, both for naval and commercial purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When I get through and the Senator reads the 
clause in which he thinks they say they have discovered a place that 
would be admirable for a dry dock for commercial and naval purposes 
which is not fit for a great navy yard, possibly the language of the re- 
port will not bear out the assertion which he now makes. But I sayif 
the Senator does make this contention it would be utterly absurd to 
locate a dry dock for commercial and naval purposes at a place that 
would not be fitted for a naval station and fora navy yard if Congress 
should at any time undertake to locate such navy yard and such naval 
station. 

Coming again to the report itself of the commission, with which I 
say no fault can be found, the commission on page 6 define what the 


conditions are which they think should govern in the selection of a 


site fora dry dock. lIask the Senatoragainif he has any fault to find 
with those conditions, because, if he has not, then those conditions re- 
quire the selection of a place at which Congress may at any time when 
it sees fit establish a navy yard and naval repair shops. 

SELECTION OF A DOCKYARD SITE. 

The selection of a location for a dry dock,with due cegard to commercial and 
naval purposes, involves, in the opinion of the commission, certain cardinal 
requisites that, as far as possible, should be secured. 

These are, principally, suitable strategic position, an easy egress and ingress, 
a perfect local defensibility, sufficient areas of level ground for docks and re- 
pair shops, ample water front, secure anchorage of moderate depth, conven- 
lence to centers of population, and railway facilities. 

They describe conditions that are appropriate to a dry dock; they 
describe conditions that are appropriate to a naval station; they de- 
scribe conditions that are appropriate to a navy yard; but they do not 
undertake to say anywhere within the pages of their report that, be- 
cause they think those conditions should exist, therefore Congress is 
bound to undertake the establishment there of a navy yard. 

I think that this subject having been put so fully by the two pre- 
vious commissions and a report having been made by this commission 
that Paget Sound should be selected instead of the Columbia River, 
it would be unwise for Congress to reopen the whole question and 
place upon the Secretary of the Navy the annoyance of traveling over 
this ground again. I think that Congress ought to decide that this 
dock should be located either on the Columbia River or on Puget Sound 
and not remit the question to the Secretary of the Navy; and I think 
that Congress ought to decide that it should be located upon Puget 
Sound. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Senator from Missouri pro- 
ceeds the Chair will lay before the Senate a message from the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 


KILLING OF GENERAL BARRUNDIA,. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith the correspondence called for by the resolution of the 
Senate of the 6th instant, relating to the conduct of Commander Reiter in con- 
nection with the arrest and killing of General Barrundia. 


BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXEcuTIvVE MAnsion, February 10, 1891. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and printed. 

Mr. HOAR. From which Department do the papers come ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message is from the President 
of the United States and emanates, the Chair understands, from the 
Secretary of State, giving the particulars called for in the resolution 
of the 6th instant. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it not relate really to the conduct of a naval 
officer in the discharge of his duty ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The papers seem to be from the 


Navy Department, not from the State Department, as the Chair first 
supposed. 
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Mr. HALE. I move that the message, with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and printed. 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 
MRS. ELIZABETH C. CUSTER. 
The bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer was 
read twice by its title. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


| dar, a bill of similar import being on the Calendar with a favorable 


report of the Senate committee. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DALLAS, TEX.—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the House of Representatives; which was read 
IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, February 10, 189! 
The President ofthe United States having returned to the House in which it 
originated the bill (H. R. 848) to authorize the construction of an addition to the 
public building in Dallas, Tex., with his objections thereto, the House pro- 
ceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the same, and 


Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 


Mr. SPOONER. Let the message of the President be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


he veto message will be read, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives 


I return without my approval the bill (H.R. No. 845) to authorize the con 
struction of an addition to the public building in Dallas, Tex 

The bill authorizes the construction of a wing or addition tothe present public 
building at a cost of $200,000. I find that the billas originally introduced by the 
member representing the Congressional district in which Dallas is situated fixed 
$100,000 as the limit of the proposed expenditure, and it was so reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds after conferring with the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury. A bill of the same tenor was introduced 
in the Senate by one of the Senators from that State fixing the same limit of 
expenditure. 

The public building at Dallas for which a first appropriation of $75,000 was 
made in 1882, subsequently increased to $125,000, was only completed in 1889, 
It is probably inadequate to the convenient transaction of business, chiefly in 
that part assigned to the Post-Office Department. The material and architec- 
tural style of any addition are fixed by the present building and its ground area 
by the available, unoccupied space, as no provision is made for buying addi- 

The present building is 85 by 56 feet, and Mr. John S. Witwer, the 
postmaster and the custodian of the building, writing to the Supervising Ar- 
chitect, advises that to meet the present and prospective needs of the Govern- 
ment an addition at least two-thirds as large as the present building should be 
provided. 

It will be seen from the following extract from a letter of the Supervising 
Architect to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, dated February 17, 1890, that a building larger than that suggested can 
be erected within the limit of $100,000, He says: “From computations made 
in this office based upon data received, it is found that an extension or wing 
about 40 feet by 85 feet in dimensions, three stories high with basement, giving 
3,400 square feet in addition to the 4,760 square feet of the first-floor area of the 
building, of fireproof construction, can be erected on the present site within the 
limit of cost proposed by said bill, namely, $100,000,” 

It may be possible that an expenditure of $325,000 for a public building at 
Dallas, if the questions of site, material, and architecture were a!l undeter- 
mined, could be defended, but under existing conditions I do not see how an 
appropriation of $200,000 can be justified, when one-half that sum is plainly 
adequate to such relief as the present site allows. 

The legislation for the erection of public buildings has not proceeded, so far 
as I can trace it, upon any general rules. Neither population nor the extent 
of the public business transacted has always indicated the points where public 
buildings should first be built or the cost of the structures. It can not be ex- 
pected that, in the absence of some general law, the committees of Congress 
having charge of such matters will proceed in their recommendations upon 
strict or equal lines, The billsare individual, and ifcomparisons are attempted 
the necessary element of probable future growth is made to cover all apparent 
inequalities. It will be admitted, I am sure, that only a public need should 
suggest the expenditure of the public money, and that, ifall such needs can not 
be at once supplied, the most general and urgent should have the preference 

J am not unfriendly to a liberal annual expenditure for the erection of public 
buildings, where the safe and convenient transaction of the public business 
demands it and thestate of the revenues will permit. It would be wiser, in my 
opinion, to build more and less costly houses, and to fix, by general law, the 
amount of the annual expenditure for this purpose, and some order of prefer- 
ence between the cities asking for public buildings. 

But in view of the pending legislation looking to a very large reduction of 
our revenues, and of the urgency and necessity of a large increase in our ex- 
penditures in certain directions, I am of the opinion that appropriations for the 
erection of public buildings and all kindred expenditures should be kept at the 
— until the effect of other probable legislation can be accurately meas- 
ured. 

The erection of a public building is largely a matter of local interest and con- 
venience, while expenditures for enlarged relief and recognition to the soldiers 
and sailors of the war for the preservation of the Union, or necessary coast de- 
fenses, and for the extension of our commerce with other American states are 
of universal interest and involve considerations, not of convenience, but of 
justice, honor, safety, and general prosperity. 


BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 29, 1890. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the bill and message be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the pen 
sion appropriation bill, returned from the other House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate theaction of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R.12227) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
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other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes. 


Mr. ALLISON. Unless some one asks that the action of the other 
House may be reported, I will state that they disagree to the Senate 
amendments, with one or two exceptions, and agree to one amendment 
with anamendment. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the bill, disagree to the amendment made on the part of the 
House to amendment numbered 4, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLIson, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives nonconcurring in the amendments of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and requesting 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 10881) to amend title 60, chapter 3, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 


DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WALKER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives relating to the death of my late colleague from 
Missouri in that body be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret of the death of Hon. 
James P. Walker, late a Representative from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended in order that the 
faithful public services, as well as the personal virtues and worth of the de- 
ceased, may be fittingly commemorated. 

Resolved, That as an additional tribute of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased ae House shall, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, stand 

ourned. 
Jesolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions offered by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. James I’. Walker, late a Representative from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the conclusion 
of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President,during my service in the Senate four 
members of Congress from the State of Missouri have been summoned 
by the messenger of death from their labors here to the labors of the 
life immortal. 

Senator Lewis V. Bogy died in 1877 whilst a member of this body. 
Hon. Alfred Lay, of Jefferson City, Mo., died whilst a Representative 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, and Hon. James N. Burnes, of St. Joseph, 
Mo., was stricken on the floor of the House of Representatives with 
paralysisand died during the Fiftieth Congress. Hon. James P. Walker, 
of Dexter, Mo., at 2 o’clock on Saturday evening, July 19, 1890, dur- 
ing the present Congress, died at his home in Missouri. To-day we 
turn from the rushing, pressing labors of this short session to pay our 
last sad tribute of respect, honor, and love to his memory. 

Mr. Waiker was born in Lauderdale County, in the State of Tennes- 
see, on March 14, 1851. His early opportanities for education were 
limited. He received excellent home instruction and for thirteen 
months attended the Boys’ College at Durhamville, Tenn., near his 
home; and although onetied to abandon school and the regular 
pursuit of his studies after his fourteenth year, he ever retained a great 
fondness for learning and for the acquisition of practical, useful infor- 
mation and literary attainments, and availed himself of every oppor- 
tunity for improvement during his life. At the age of fourteen he 
secured employment in acountry store in Tennessee, and, by close ap- 
plication and rigid economy, assisted in supporting his widowed mother 
and young sisters. 

In 1867 he removed with his mother and sisters to Kennett, in 
Dunklin County, Missouri, and soon thereafter became associated with 
his brother-in-law, Mr. W. 8. Suggs, in the dry-goods re py ar 
continued therein for nearly four years. In 1871 he located at 
Pleasant, in New Madrid County, and became the part owner of a large 
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wharf boat. By a floe of ice in the Mississippi River the boat was 
sunk and Le was left without any financial means or employment. 

With his mother and young sisters almost wholly dependent upon 
him for support he had ample grounds for despondency, and yet he 
never thought of it; and in this severe loss to him he exhibited that 
steadfast hopefulness and self-reliance—characteristics which enab]ed 
him always to look to the bright side of life and to see the silver lin- 
ing beneath every dark cloud, and to battle with and surmount every 
disappointment and reverse in life. 

Seeking opportunities to repair his losses he found employment as 
a carpenter and builder, and for some months worked with energy, 
method, and skill, when he was offered a position in the mercantile 
frm of Siesel Bros,, which he accepted and remained in the business 
for about two years. He was then sent, although only twenty-four 
years old, to Dexter, in Stoddard County, to help establish a branch 
house, which was successfully done. On May 12, 1875, he married 
Miss Eva M. Bragg, daughter of Capt. W. G. Bragg, of Kennett, Mo., 
a most estimable lady and devoted wife, who survives him. 

In the fall of 1876 he and Mr. W, F. Shelton entered upon the dry- 
goods business at Dexter and continued therein for six years, when 
they changed their business to that of buying and selling grain. He 
continued in this in connection with farming. 

He always took an active interest in political affairs; was a member 
of the State Democratic committee from his district and a delegate to 
the Cincinnati National Democratic Convention of 1880. In 1884 he 
was a candidate for the Democratic nomination for Representative in 
Congress and was defeated by Hon. William Dawson after a prolonged 
contest. . 

In 1886 he was again a candidate and received the nomination and 
was elected to the Fiftieth Congress. In 1888 he was renominated 
without opposition and elected to the Fifty-first Congress, 

At the time of the attack of his fatal illness he was in the midst of 
an exciting contest for renomination, and within the preceding six 
weeks had made three trips from Washington to his home and two 
trips to Washington in the excessively hot weather of that season, never 
stopping for rest. The labor, fatigue, and strain, mental and physical, 
were overexhausting and doubtless precipitated the fatal illness. 

On Monday morning, July 14, 1890, he expressed himself as being 
much fatigued, but cheerfully left his home for the canvass. 

He was attacked with a chill that evening, but continued his jour- 
ney that night, and becoming worse returned from New Madrid County 
to Malden and remained there till Thursday, hoping to recover. Not 
improving, he returned to Dexter, his home, on Thursday morning 
and went to bed. Physicians were summoned and everything that 
medical skill, and a devoted wife, and loving friends could do was 
done without avail. He could not realize that his illness was fatal, 
and, as long as conscious, was hopeful of recovery, but his hopefulness 
and strong will could not overcome the messenger of death, and he 
passed peacefully and quietly from his earthly life to the life immortal. 

I had known Mr. Walker personally and intimately for many years. 
He had been my constant personal and political friend, whom I loved 
and honored and in whose noble life and success I felt a lively per- 
sonal interest. The more I saw and knew of him, the more warmly 
IT loved and honored him for his many noble traits. I will not indulge 
in what might be construed to be fulsome adulation. I will speak of 
him as he actually was. He was in its truest and fullest sense a 
**born gentleman.”’ 

He wasconscientiously and thoroughly honest, honorable, and candid 
in all his dealings and transactions with his fellow-men, personally, 
financially, and politically. 

As a son he was tender, dutiful, and loving to his aged and now 
stricken mother, laboring and toiling, in adversity as well as prosperity, 
to support, comfort, and cheer her and his sisters. As a husband, he 
was most exemplary; faithful, loving, and tenderly devoted to his no- 
ble and worthy companion in life. 

In business life he was earnest, energetic, industrious, reliable, punc- 
tual, and always cheerful, hopeful, and pleasant. He met adversity 
with fortitude and hopefulness, never yielding to gloom or despondency, 
and by persistent and intelligent efforts and cheerful self-reliance over- 
came every obstacle and gained and held the unshaken confidence and 
trust of all who knew him and had business transactions with him. 

He was elected a Representative in Congress without having had any 
experience in legislative bodies. In the discharge of the responsible 
duties of a Representative in Congress, he manifested the same noble 
traits of character which had won for him the and confidence of 
the peopleof his district. He was punctual, laborious, and intelligentin 
disc ing his duties on committees and on the floor of the House, and 
justly won the respect and confidence of his associates. He was honest 
and incorruptible as a legislator, and no breath of suspicion ever tainted 
any act or word done or spoken by him in committee or in the House. 
He was faithful and devoted to the interests of all his constituents, of 
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after locating tly in Dexter, Mo., united in 1877 with the 
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He loved his church and gave liberally of his means for its support 
and its institutions, quietly and unostentatiously. 

He was emphatically and truly the architect of his own fortune, a 
self-made man. He was not ashamed or afraid to labor and toil man- 
ually as well as mentally, and intelligently appreciated the true dig- 
nity of labor and that all honest labor is honorable and praiseworthy. 

His life work and achievements are bright and encouraging illustra- 
tions to the struggling young men of our great country of the possible 
attainments before them. 


He has left to posterity a pattern to imitate and not an example to 
deter. F 

Mr. President, I ask permission to haveprinted with this last trib- 
ute to my dead friend some resolutions adopted by the citizens of his 
home town and an address delivered before the Congressional conven- 
tion for whose nomination he was contesting, by Hon. J. J. Russell, 
of Mississippi County, Missouri. 

CITIZENS’ MEETING. 

At a meeting of the citizens of Dexter, held at the Stoddard County Bank at 
2 o’clock MonGay afternoon, a committee appointed for that purpose presented 
the following in memoriam of Hon, James P. Walker, which was unanimously 
adopted : . 

IN MEMORIAM. 


Again amid the turmoils, the battles, and the contentions of life that sublime 
mystery—the mystery of the ages—grim death, passes over the land, his chilly 
breath is wafted upon the breeze, and our chief citizen receives the blighting 
touch and passes over into the unseen. And now, filled with awe at the awful 
majesty of death, we, the neighbors, friends, and fellow-citizens of James P. 
Walker, meet around his untimely grave and with genuine and unfeigned sor- 
row pluck a few flowers from his useful life to lay them at his tomb. 

The life of James P. Walker is a fit commentary on our Government and its 
possibilities in developing men. And in the purity of his character, in the de- 
termination of purpose, in his fidelity to every enerery trust,every friend, 
his example is commended to the youth of our land. 

Without the allurement of wealth or the training of the college, without 
friends in high places to lift him up, he rose by the strength of his own man- 
hood, the energy of his own purpose,and the moral rectitude of his own life to 
the highest political honors. Twice called to represent his people in the halls 
of Congress, he was still one of the people, loved and honored by them, ever 
faithful to the trust reposed in him. And it affords us double pleastire to say 
that in an age of venal and corrupt politics he ever kept his heart pure ard his 
hands clean, and the breath of suspicion never touched his fair name. 

But with all the political honors which he wore so worthily, he shone out 
still more nobly as a plain, honest citizen, a pure, devoted husband, a loving 
son, a faithful brother, and a sincere and earnest Christian. 

On behalf of the people of Stoddard County we extend to his stricken wife, 
his venerable mother, his loving friends, our warm-hearted sympathy. In all 
things he wasa man. May the recollection of his many virtues fall as a bene- 
diction upon grieving friends and sorrowing countrymen and may his exam- 
ple stimulate to higher efforts and nobler achievementsthe youth of our land. 

Asa further mark of our esteem we request that this memorial be published 
by the newspapers of this Congressional district and that a copy of same be 
presented to his wife and to his mother. 

Thus done at Dexter, Mo., July 21, 1890. 

D. B. GARRISON, 

©. L. KEATON, 

J. L. FORT, 

J. F. RANEY, 

J, L. SLAYDEN, 
Committee. 


MON. J. J. RUSSELL’S ADDRESS ON THE DEATH OF HON. JAMES P. WALKER, DE~ 
LIVERED AT THE POPLAR BLUFF CONGRESSIONAL CONVENTION, 


Mr. Chairman, it iseminently appropriate thatthis convention should pause 
before proceeding to its regular business, to pay a last tribute of respect tothe 
memory of one whose name it was expected would occupy a prominent place 
in its proceedings. 

The death-blow has been suddenly dealt to one whom we all loved and hon- 
ered; again the impressive warning has come to us that “‘in the midst of life 
we are in death.” 

There are many delegates on this floor who, were our lamented friend yet 
among the living and contesting for further political distinction, would to-day 
honor him and honor themselves by giving to him their loyal support. There 
are nineteen delegates occupying seats in this hall representing the county that 
he loved so much, instructed by a unanimous vote for him who has since that 
time been stricken down by the relentless hand of fate. The object of their 
commission is no more. He is not here to accept the support of these true and 
devoted friends. Butthey have requested me, in their behalf and in the name 
of all the people of Stoddard County (for they were all his friends), to express 
their sorrow. They come from the county and village of his home, where he 
now sleeps beneath the newly made mound. They realize that instead of re- 
turning home with the glad tidings of his nomination by this convention, as 
they had eset. they will return with sad and heavy hearts to mourn 
with his friends at home that are now under a cloud of gloom by reason of 
their loss and of the fresh recollections of the dark habiliments of the grave. 

How mysterious are the councils of death. We regard it as the natural end 
of a fully completed life. It is natural for the aged to pass away, like the full- 
blown leaf that has lived through spring and summer, and filled the period of 
its natural existence, and falls with the autumn blast; so the old naturally pass 
away to the realms ofthe dead. But, for the young, the ambitious and promis- 
ing, how sad, how strange, how unnatural. 

A fortnight ago he was in health, engaged in an exciting but honorable con- 
test with his distinguished political rivals, that he hoped would culminate in 
his triumphant nomination in thisconvention. But, instead, he now sleeps the 
peaceful sleep of the just, that knows no waking, and to his friends the mem- 
—= his worldly ambitions is now as the memory of a dream. 

© was inspired by an honorable ambition, supported by friends who were 
legion and true as the magnetic needle, and led on by the brightest anticipation 
of success. And be it said to his eternal praise among men that in his anxious 
contest he held his official duty to his people sacred aboveall else. When his 
associates in Con , who loved him, desired his presence to vote upon what 
is called the election billy but really a bill to stamp out the most vital principle 
of American independence and to destroy the sanctity of the bal!ot—the most 
dangerous law menacing the peace of the country and the time-honored con- 
stitutional rights of the people of the States ever attempted in the history of 
the ublic—Mr. Walker left his pe thathe might record his vote 
the passage of that bill, when, had he consulted his political ity, 


he would have turned his back upon duty to add to his prospects for further 
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Not only did this long trip in the midst of his canvass endanger his political 
future, but his physicians and friends believe the exposure incident to this long 
trip in the most exhausting heat of midsummer, added to his already physical 
fatigue and mental excitement, had much to do with his death, 

The life and career of Mr. Walker have been most remarkable instances of the 
high rewards that may be achieved by personal endeavor 

He was purely a self-made man. In his early boyhood !ife he came from 
Tennessee to this State with a widowed mother, whom he for years struggled 
with the affairs of the worldin hard, honest toilto support. He had nothing but 
his honest heartand brave hands upon which to depend for his future destiny 
He came to make for himself a home and friends, a bright name, andan honored 
grave among our people. He loved Missouri and looked hopefully to her fu- 
ture. He saw her unsurpassed soiland climate. He saw her unequaled nat- 





ural resources and advantages. He saw her broad rivers, capable of bearing 
upon their bosoms the commerce ofthe world, He saw her bright future, and 
came to cast his lot with ours in achieving her greatness, 

He made many friends and prospered well. He showed a fondness for poli- 
tics and always boldly took his stand on all public and political questions. He 
was a delegate to the national Democratie convention held at Cincinnati in 
1880 that nominated General Han x He also served at one time upon the 
State Democratic committee. In tl emorable contest in this district in 1884 


he was in both conventions the leading candidate, but was defeated, In the 
two following elections he was successful, and in the last he was nominated by 
acclamation. In Congress he has ever on faithful and true, and to show his 


great popularity with the people I need only to say that two years ago he re- 
ceived two hundred and thirty-nine more votes in this district, againstan able 
and honorable Republican opponent, than that typical, honest, and courageous 


Democratic leader, Grover Cleveland. 

Mr. Waiker was not great in classical learning, butin that which is more im- 
portant in this age, a practical business education, with fine natural sense and 
a cool, discriminating judgment. He was not a gifted orator, but he was a 
plain, fluent, and forcible speaker. 

He was a model husband, a kind and dutifulson. Nothing that we can say 
here of our friend can appease the anguish of his aged mother over the loss 
of her darling boy nor lessen the grief of that poor, sad, and bleeding heart that 
has lost in his death the object and ideal of its devotion. 

He was a consistent Christian man, whose character as a private citizen and 
as a publie officer was spotless. No suspicion of dishonesty nor rumor of dis- 
honor, no taint of corruption, either in his private or public life, ever rested 
upon his fair name. 


His life was gentle, and the elements 
So mixed in him that Natare might stand up 
And say to all the world, “ This was a man 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, Mr. Walker represented a district in 
the State of Missouri which extends along the border of the State in 
which I reside. For this reason and because some of his constituents 
were known to me I sought and made his acquaintance soon after he 
came here as a member of the Fiftieth Congress. 

The acquaintance that was thus begun soon ripened into friendship, 
which continued until the time of his death. I felt for him and for 
his success in the career upon which he was entering more than anor- 
dinary interest, because I had learned that in early life he had been 
thrown upon his own resources, that grave responsibilities devolved 
upon him in his youth, and that in every situation and under all con- 
ditions he had borne himself as only a true man can; that in the am- 
bitions of his life and in the contests in which he engaged for place 
and position he never either forgot the feelings or trampled upon the 
rights of others. 

He fought the battle of life alone; he sought aid from no man; he 
had the disposition to labor, the energy to persevere, the will to do 
and dare, and the determination to succeed, but only by fair and hon- 
orable methods. Without means, with a limited education, with a 
mother and sisters dependent upon him, he rose from an obscure posi- 
tion to a place in the Congress of the United States. 

Twice elected to that position, loved and honored by his people, in 
the midst of a contest for a third term the dread sum’nons came, and 
he passed from life to the dark chamber ofdeath. There is something 
peculiarly touching and sad in contemplating the death of one who is 
stricken down in the very meridian of his manhood, cutoff at thetime 
when the hopes are highest and the prospects brightest; and yet who 
can tell when it is best to go? who can say that death comes before the 
life is complete? It matters less when we die than the manner in 
which we live. We cling to life with greattenacity. ‘‘All thata man 
hath will he give for his life;’’ yet I imagine that there are times in 
the life of almost every man when he becomes weary of the contest; 
when he feels that it would be a relief tosink to rest; that he feels that 
he could better bear the ‘‘ills he knows not of’’ than face the difficul- 
ties, the disappointments, and the deferred and never-to-be-realized 
hopes that surround and confront him. But Death neither comes nor 
stays his hand at our bidding, but comes to all at last. 

When we stop to contemplate death, the ambitions and the animosi- 
ties that surround us, the contests for power and wealth, and the 
hopes and fears that go to make up our daily life appear infinitely 
small, trivial, and commonplace; and I imagine that, when the time 
shall: come for each of us, when all hope is gone, and we know the end 
is near, in looking back over the life we have lived, it will not be the 
wealth that we have accumulated, the victories over our foes or fellow- 
men, or the honors that we have gathered that will give us most pleas- 
ure or satisfaction, but the kind word or kind deed spoken or performed 
when kindness was most needed and least expected. 

If we have made the pathway of some wayworn, weary, and less for- 
tunate brother less steep and less diflicult; if there has been a time in 
our lives when we have sacrificed our dearest hopes and dearest wishes 
rather than inflict wrong or unhappiness upon others, these are the 
things that will illuminate the dark river and make the farther shore 
appear less to be dreaded, less to be feared. 
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In the life of him whose memory we honor to-day there is much to 
be admired, much to be commended, but it is not the record of his 
public life, not the record of the man in the Congress of the United 
States, thoroughly honorable and praiseworthy as that record was, that 
should receive the greatest praise, but that part of his life which should 
command the highest admiration is the record of the boy, struggling 
without complaint to support and defend the widowed mother and the 
helpless sister; the record of the man in his private life, honorable and 
upright, and so full of tenderness, of kindness, and generosity to all 
that he commanded tbe confidence and the respect of all. 

There were many men in Congress more distinguished than he, many 
whose names were known throughout the land, while it may be his 
was known to but few beyond the limits of the State in which he 
lived, and yet none were more true to their convictions of right, none 
more earnest in the discharge of public duty, none more faithful to 
those who trusted them. 

He sleeps to-day beneath the soil of the great State that he had made 
his home, within the limits of the district that he had served so well, 
surrounded by those who knew him best and loved him most. Let us 
hope that his life will be long remembered and that his good deeds 
will serve to incite others to the highest aims and most lofty purposes, 


[Mr. CARLISLE addressed the Senate. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in the presence of a fact so terrible 
as death misrepresentation and exaggeration should have no place. 
Death is a tragedy even to those for whom it hasno terror. It works 
the most momentous change within the scope of imagination, for it 
ends a human life, with all its joys, sorrows, hopes, fears, appetites, 
and passions. 

I shall speak of my dead friend asI knewhim. He was brave, hon- 
est, and devoted to duty. He was not brilliant nor imaginative, but 
of sound judgment and earnest convictions, devoted to the truth as he 
saw it, and the unfaltering opponent of wrong. 

In his public life he foliowed great principles, and was not ‘‘an im- 
portunate mendicant for popular applause.’ 

By reason of our personal friendship he often consulted with me as 
to matters affecting his district, and I remember that in our last inter- 
view, when he came back from his canvass to record his vote against 
the election bill, he told me that one of his opponents, a man of ability 
and influence, had announced himself for the subtreasury scheme, and 
he said, ‘‘ I have taken my position against it, but I think my action 
will defeat me for re-election.’’ Then, without ostentation, but calmly 
and modestly, he added: ‘‘ There is something, however, better than 
office, and that is self-respect. With my convictions! can not support 
the subtreasury bill, and no one shall think so.’’ He returned home 
to meet the battle raging against him, and fell like a soldier on the 
stricken field, his banner full high advanced and his face to the foe. 

He died in the flush of manhood, before age and disease had touched 
his nerves or chilled the warm currentin hisveins. His feet had barely 
touched that dividing line in life’s journey when the passions begin to 
cool and judgment asserts its highest functions. 

I once heard from eloquent lips, now hushed in death, that the ad- 
venturer in Central America, after climbing over range after range of 
voleanic hills, at last stands upon the dividing summit from which he 
can behold both oceans at once. Turning from the Caribbean Sea, its 
rippling waves and islands of tropical beauty, before him lies the dark, 
heaving Pacific, stretching away under the cloud of immensity to that 
fabled region where the dreams of the ancients had located the ‘‘ Isles 
of the Blessed.”’ 

May we not hope that the beatified spirit of him we mourn now be- 
holds, not a fabled Elysium, but that Heaven of his Christian faith, 
where ‘‘the flowers ever blossom, the beams ever shine? ”’ 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of the resolutions, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 11, 
1891, at 11 o’clocka. m. 


See Appendix. ] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 10, 1891. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

O, eternal God, pnce more the knell has sounded through the Cap- 
itol; again a desk has been draped in token that a member of this 
House has passed from the council board of the nation to stand at the 
bar of eternal judgment. Whilst our thoughts dwell affectionately on 
his youth, his gifts, his culture and kindly nature, and on the loss to 
his city and his Stateas well as the nation by the quenching of a bril- 
liant life and the early close of a career of such promise, our tenderest 
sympathies are with the wife and children smitten by this dreadful 
blow. We pray that Thou wilt be a husband to the widow and a 
father to the fatherless. 


Amid the excitements of public business and of private pursuits suf- 
fer us not to forget that by the path of life there sits the shadow feared 
by men, and with his pall waits to enwrap us and bear us where we 
can not see. Help us to put away anger, hatred, malice, all unchar- 
itableness, whatever lusts and passions hurt and kill the soul, that when 
our last hour shall come the spirit may pass to Thy right hand, where 
is fullness of joy, and to Thy presence, where are pleasures forever- 
more. We pray through Jesus Christ our Savior. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be approved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I caught the reading of 
the Journal correctly there is an error,- though I do not know that it 
is important. I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs [Mr. CuTrcHEON] to the fact that the agreement as 
to the consideration of the amendments which he desired to bring up 
yesterday was that this morning they should be considered in the 
House. I think this portion of the agreement is omitted. 

The SPEAKER. Consideration in the House had already com- 
menced. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
my agreement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The consideration of the amendments could not 
have commenced, because no one of them had been read. 

The SPEAKER. One of the amendments had been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not aware that any had been read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. At any rate, Mr. Speaker, 
the agreement was what I have stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair put it that way to the House, because 
that was the parliamentary situation, and he desired the House to un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply desired that no ad- 
vantage should be taken of the omission of that part of the understand- 
ing from the Journal, if there was such omission. 

The Journal was then approved. 


TENEDOR TEN EYCK,. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of a Senate bill to correct an error in a bill passed at the last 
session. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (8. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approved September 29, 1890, au- 
thorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the Army and place 
him on the retired list, 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved September 29, 1890, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to his 
former rank in the Army and to place him on tlre retired list of army officers,” 
be amended by adding after the word “ Infantry,’’ where the same occurs in 
the said act, the words “‘the retired list of the Army being increased in number 
to that extent.” 


Yes, sir; the House had begun their considera- 


I simply wanted to stand by 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
just read? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose there is some report accompanying the 


bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A House bill identical with this, reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Military Affairs, is now on the Calendar. 
The object of the bill is simply to correct a slight oversight in a bill 

at the last session. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection House bill No. 12676, corre- 
sponding in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

; SURETIES OF JAMES D, 

Mr. BRICKNER addressed the Chair. ; 

The SPEAKER. A bill of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BRICKNER ], which wasread yesterday, isnow pending before the House, 
and the question is on the third reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope a moment’s explanation of the measure will 
be made by the gentleman who reported it, showing some reason why 
these sureties should be released. 

Mr. ROGERS. [Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I do not know 
what this bill is, except that it is ‘‘ the bill of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin.”’ 

Mr. TRACEY. 

The SPEAKER. 


REY MERT. 


It is the unfinished business. 
It is a bill which was presented at the close of the 
session yesterday. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is it? 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the title. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2310) for the relief of M. A. Fulton, Silas Staples, and the other sure- 
ties upon the official bonc, of James D. Reymert, executed to the United States 
onthe 7th of February, 1860, as receiver of public moneys. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering this bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would it be in order to inquire what 
are the facts in this case ? 

The SPEAKER. Quite so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know what they are. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Speaker, in 1860 a bond was executed by 
some thirty-eight persons as sureties of James D. Reymert, receiyer of 
public moneys at Hudson, Wis. Subsequently the land office was re- 
moved from that place to St. Croix Falls, against the protest of the 
bondsmen. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What was the amount of the bond? 

Mr. BRICKNER. Two hundred thousand dollars; but the defi- 
ciency was only something like $2,460, amounting, with the increase, to 
$6,000. 

As I was about to say, this land office, contrary to the wishes of the 
bondsmen, was removed to a very insecure place, and there the safe 
of this officer was broken open and some $6,000 stolen by persons un- 
known. This officer made a trust deed of property that he owned to 
the Government, and the Government sold a portion of said property 
forsome $9,100. Three thousand and thirty-three dollars of thisamount 
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was paid in cash, and for the balance the Government took a mortgage, 


which for twenty years it neglected to collect, when the mortgage 
became worthless. The rest of the property that was heldin trust was 
allowed to be sold for taxes on account of the neglect of the Govern- 
ment. Now, under these circumstances, those bondsmen ask to be re- 
lieved. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has the bill been reported favorably 
by a committee ? 

Mr. BRICKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. As I understand, this money 
was stolen, and the thieves neglected to leave their cards. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. BRICKNER. Although thirty-one years have elapsed, the lia- 
bility of the bondsmen has not been released. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the amount now all told? 

Mr. BRICKNER. All to!d about $8,000. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 


sed. 

Mr. BRICKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. SELINA BESTOR AND OTHERS. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs. Selina 
estor, Orson H. Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration of 
the bill ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is there a report accompanying the 
bill? There should be at least some explanation. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I will state that the report is very short, and will 
explain fally the purpose of the bill. 
Mr. BYNUM. This is too important a measure to 
unanimous consent. I object. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
report be read; and I am sure the objection will then be withdrawn. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to the report being read, or a 
statement which will explain the bill. 
Mr. BYNUM. I object to the consideration of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


Mr. VANDEVER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1266) for an extension of the ap- 


propriation for the erection of a public building at Los Angeles, Cal. 
The bill was read at length. 


—- Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the regular order. 


Mr, BIGGS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that objection. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


MRS, ELIZABETH C, CUSTER 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order isa bill coming over 
under the operation of the previous question from last Friday’s even- 
ing session, and the Clerk will report the title, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair undersiands the previous question has 
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go through by 








I hope there will be no objection to Jetting the | 
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been ordered upon this bill, and that there are thirty minutes allowed 
for debate. Does any gentleman desire to debate the bill? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I do not desire to debate the bill unless soraething 
is said in opposition to it. I reserve the time 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to the bill. 
vote. 

Mr. QUINN. There can be no opposition to it. 

Mr. CHEADLE rose. 

The SPEAKER, 
heard ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
what bill is before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill was considered on last Friday evening 
and reported to the House with the recommendation that the previous 
question be considered as ordered, thirty minutes for debate, and that the 
bill be considered this morning immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. The Clerk will again report the title of the bill, if there be 
no objection. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not occupy the valuable time 
of the House in repeating my objections to this form of class legislation. 
I have already stated them on more than one occasion, and will only 
repeat one sentence, that no man can formulate an argument in law or 
in equity that can justify the action on the part of the Government in 
giving to a man who sacrificed his health, and who is wholly depend- 
ent, but $72 a month as the extreme limit of his pension, and at the 
same time grant $100 a month, or $2,000 a year, or $3,500 a year to the 
widow of a man who had died in defense of the Government, merely be- 
cause of the fact that her husband was an officer who held a high rank, 
and not an enlisted man who carried a musket in the Army. 

But, Mr. Speaker, to all general objections there must be necessarily 
exceptions; and there is such an exception in the case now before us 
that I shall not raise any question against the enactment of this meas- 
ure intolaw. We are all familiar with the tragic details of the death 
of her gallant husband. When he died, on the 25th of June, 1876, in 
the battle of the Little Big Horn, there died with him every man in 
his command. His widow sold the little country home she owned in 








Let us have a 


Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to be 
5 


Will the Chair kindly state 


| Michigan for the sum of $1,500, and has given that sum, together with 


every cent of pension she has received from the Government, and in 
addition thereto a part of the money she has been able toearn with her 


own hands and brain, in caring for and educating nine orphan children 


of the enlisted men who died with her husband in that dreadful battle. 

Mr. Speaker, I could not find it in my heart, as I am sure those who 
stand with me in opposition to this class of pension legislation can not 
find it in their hearts, to withhold this amount for the support of ‘one 
who has exhibited a trait of character so nearly divine that | commend 
it to the consideration of those who receive like pensions from this Gov- 
ernment. [Cries of ‘‘Good!’’ ‘‘Good!’’ and loud applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BELKNAP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Arkansas withdraws his objection to the bill which I presented—-— 

Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before moving thatthe House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole I will say that I promised to yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WickHAM ]} 








ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the report of the 
Military Committee is the pending question. The Senate amendments 
to the Army appropriation bill have been printed in the RecorpD, as 
agreed upon yesterday. The question is upon nonconcurrence in the 
Senate amendments, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the amendment in regard to the transportation of troops and 
property of the United States by certain railroads. The House pro- 
vision was that 50 per cent. of the usual rate should be paid. I un- 
derstand the Senate has amended it. The amendment to which I re- 
fer-is stated in the RecorpD as being found on pages 17 and 158 of the 
printed bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That isamendment numbered 20. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It isin regard to the transportation of troops and 
property of the United States by land-grant railroads. I ask the Clerk 
to report that amendment to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pages 17 and 18: Add the following: 

“ Provided further, That in expending the money appropriated by this acta 
railroad company which has not received aid in bonds of the United States 
and which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its rai! 
road on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road 


subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other 
Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may im- 
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pose restricting the charges for such Government transportation, having claims 
against the United States for transportation of any kind over such railroad, 
shal! only be paid out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision 
on the basis of such rate for the transportation of troops and munitions of war 
as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable under the foregoing 
provision, such rate not to exceed 70 per cent. of the compensation for such 
Government transportation as shall at the time be charged to and be paid by 
private parties to any such company for like and similar transportation; and 
the amount so fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full for all demands for 


such service 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] to what I understand to 
be the important changes made by the Senate to the provision as it 
passed the House. The words to which I call his attention first are— 

Which has not received aid in bonds of the United States. 

The object of this is to expressly exclude the Union Pacific Railroad 
system. The other important change made from the House proposi- 
tion is in striking out 50 per cent. in the compensation to be received 
from the United States for transportation of troops and supplies and 
inserting 70 per cent. Now, I hope that the House will not only un- 
derstand the effect of this change made by the Senate, but that the 
House will, by its vote, give the House conferees to understand that it 
expects them to adhere to the House provision. I do not think the 
exclusion should be made of the Union Pacificsystem to begin with. I 
am not asserting—for I am not prepared to make that assertion—that 
the proposition as it passed the House necessarily embraced the Union 
Pacific system. 

I am not prepared to say that, although the Senate seems to have 
thought it necessary to expressly exclude that system from the effect 
of the provision. If it did embrace the Union Pacific system, it cer- 
tainly was proper that it should do so. That system should not be 
excluded from its operation. That is the first change made by the 
Senate in the House provision to which I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTCHEON], but the most important 
is the other. 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN] is well aware 
that except the Union Pacific system and the railroads affected by 
this provision all the other land-grant railroads are receiving for Gov- 
ernment transportation only 50 per cent. of the usual rates charged 
private parties for similar transportation under the terms of their re- 
spective grants, except the class which receives nothing for Govern- 
ment transportation; and my friend is aware that allsuch corporations 
as the Illinois Central, the Hannibal and St. Jo, the Mobile and Ohio 
companies, with comparatively small grants of land, receive the 50 per 
cent. of compensation of the regular rates, while the class of roads em- 
bracing the Northern Pacific, which received the largest grants, in fact 
the most imperial grants ever made by this or any other government 
to a corporation, are to receive 70 per cent. instead of 50 per cent. 
Now, I ask a real expression, not a formal one, upon the part of the 
House on this matter as an instruction to the House conferees. And 
if the time was not pressing I would ask on this a yea-and-nay vote, 
that our conferees could be sustained by the vote of the House against 
making this extraordinary concession to these corporations, especially 
to the Northern Pacific corporation, which received a grant beyond 
anything known in the history of mankind, a grant which would 
build several railroads from Lake Superior to the Pacific Ocean. And 
I hope this provision will not under any circumstances be yielded to, 
for the reason that my friend from Michigan [Mr. CorcHEon] well 
knows, that ifthe rate is established at 70 per cent. it will remain 
there for many coming years in spite of fate. 

I would much prefer, and I have had some experience on this sub- 
ject and have been watching our legislation on these corporations for 
years, I would greatly prefer that the House conferees abandon this 
section entirely, for the present, rather than to have this concession 
made; for if it is fixed at 70 per cent., 30 per cent. less than other rail- 
road corporations receive, then it will not be reduced for many years 
tocome. If it is stricken out, I am certain that the rate of 50 per 
cent. as the extreme limitof compensation to these corporations will be 
adopted in the course of a very few years. These great corporations 
can not for any long period defeat reasonable legislation. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the motion is to nonconcur in this 
and all other amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is merely formal. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is formal. But I see no reason why we 
should not adhere to the action of the House takenon the former occa- 
sion. This makes a change, as the gentleman says, from 50 per cent. 
to 70 per cent, 

Mr. HOLMAN, And excludes the Union Pacific. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I said when this bill was pending, I see no 
reason why we should not apply to these roads the rule which the 
Supreme Court has applied to other roads receiving land grants; and 
unless the conferees on the part of the Senate can adduce strong and 
cogent reasons for making a middle rate between 50 and 100 per cent., 
I see no reason why we should not refer this back to the House for 
special instructions before agreeing to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHmon] and to the other conferees 





that the usage heretofore in this class of legislation has been that when 
the Senate placed such an amendment as this in a bill, after one, two, 
or three resistances by the House, in due ‘ime the House proceeded to 
back down; and in the way of endeavoring to stiffen the backbones 
of the conferees in this case I would call attention to the fact 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We will not back down without instructions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Instructions from whom ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Instructions from the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the understanding. The importance of it 
goes away beyond what I have mentioned, because it embraces the 
question of mail transportation and it affects many thousands of dol- 
lars. I would be moderate if I said that hundreds of thousands of 
dollats are affected by this provision, which is a provision necessarily 
connected with the question of railroad transportation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am much obliged tothe gentleman 
from Indiana for having so pertinently said what I would have said if 
I had known it. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The question is on nonconcurrence in the Senate 
amendments—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, hold on, please; I want to fin- 
ish my sentence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman from Kan- 
sas saying anything and supposed that he had finished his remarks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘‘The gentleman from Kansas’’ 
wishes to address both the Speaker and the House. I want to say that 
none of these Pacific roads are justly entitled to either 50 or 70 per 
cent. of their transportation charges, and Iam saying this by way of 
attempting to strengthen the backbone of these conferees. I say that 
every one of these companies has gone into a pool, under which they 
place the mail rates and any other charge precisely where they please, 
and I protest against this House permitting these conferees to back 
down from that amendment. For one, Mr. Speaker, I am willing to 
see that bill defeated before these scoundrels—I am speaking of these 
railroad companies [laughter ]—shall receive undue pay. Iamobliged 
to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon nonconcurring in the Senate 
amendments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments of the Senate were 
nonconcurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan also moves that a 
committee of conference be appointed on the part of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and subsequently Mr. CuTCHEON, Mr. 
OsBORNE, and Mr, WHEELER of Alabama were appointed. 





LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am instructnd by the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures to ask unanimous consent that that 
committee have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WickHAM], on 
behalf of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, asks unani- 
mous consent that that committee have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object tothat. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I hope my colleague will withdraw 
that objection, so that the public business may go on. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is not that a dilatory objection? 

Subsequently 

Mr. HOPKINS said: I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws his objec- 
tion to the request of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures for permission to sit during the sessions of the House. Is there 
further objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on the Judiciary have permission to sit during the 
sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohie asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee on the Judiciary be permitted to sit during 
the sessions of the House. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


COMPLETED SURVEYS OF THE ALTAMAHA RIVER, GEORGIA. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged 
report. I am instructed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to 
report back the following resolution and to recommend the passage of 
the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to the House of 
Representatives thu completed report of the survey of the Altahama River in 
the State of Georgia, including the maps of survey of said river. 

The resolution was adopted. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Ap- 

propriations I present a report on the bill (H. RK. 12227) making ap- 
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priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and ior other purposes. 
The Clerk read as follgws: 


The committee recommend nonconcurrence in amendments numbered 1, 3,5, 
and 6. 

They recommend concurrence in the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, 
with an amendment as follows: At the end of the matter proposed to be in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following words: “ On file in the Bureau 
of Pensions.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. 
Mr. DOCKERY. There is another amendment to be concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend nonconcurrence in amendment numbered 1, as 
follows: Page 1, line 16, after the word “separately,” insert: “ And provided 
further, That hereafter no pension shall be allowed or paid to any officer, non- 
commissioned officer,or private in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States, either on the active or retired list.’’ 

They recommend nonconcurrence in amendment numbered 3, which is as 
follows: On page 1, line 20, strike out all after “‘allowed”’ down to and includ- 
ing waliowed” on page 2,line 7,and insert “nora sum exceeding $,in any 
claim, under the act of June 27, 1890,and no compensation shall be paid in any 
such claim until allowance of the same; and no compensation shall be allowed 
for services rendered in securing the passage of any special act of Congress 
granting pension or an increase of pension in any case that has been presented 
to the Pension Office oris allowable under the general pension laws.” 

They recommend nonconcurrence in amendment numbered 5, as follows: 
Page, line 14, strike out *‘three” and insert “four.” 

Also, in amendment numbered 6: Page 3, after line 23, insert: 

“Smo, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to arrange the various agencies for the payment of pensions in three groups 
as he may think proper, and may from time totime change any agency from 
one group to another as he may deem convenient for the transaction of the 
public business. The first group shall make their quarterly payments of pen- 
sions on January 4, April 4, July 4, and October 4 of each year; the second 
group shall make their quarterly payments of pensions on February 4, May 4, 
August 4, and November 4 of each year; and the third group shall make their 
quarterly payments of pensions on March 4, June 4, September 4, and Decem- 
ber 4of each year. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby fully authorized to 
cause payments of pensions to be made for the fractional parts of quarters 
Seasons such change, so as to properly adjustall payments as herein provided. 
Section 47614 of the Revised Statutes is hereby so amended as to conform to the 
changes in the time of payments provided herein, and is made applicable 
thereto. The sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated to meet the expenses in- 
volved in carrying into effect the changes herein provided for. 

** Sec. 3. That the same power to administer oaths and take affidavits which, 
by virtue of section 4744 of the Revised Statutes, is conferred upon clerks de- 
tailed by the Commissiener of Pensions from his office to investigate sus- 

attempts at fraud on the Government through and by virtue of the pen- 
sion laws, and to aid in prosecuting any person so offending, shall be and is 
hereby extended to all special examiners or additional special examiners em- 
ployed under authority of Congress to aid in the same purpose.” 

The committee recommend concurrence in amendment numbered 2, which 
is as follows: Page 1, line 18, after ‘‘compensation,’’ insert ‘‘ under existing 
law, not exceeding $2.” 

Also in amendment numbered 4, with the following amendment: Atthe end 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 
words: “On filein the Bureau of Pensions;’’ so as to make the amendment 
read as follows : 

* Provided,howevgr, That the foregoing provisionsin relation to fees of agents 
or attorneys shall not apply to any case now pending where there is an exist- 
ing lawful contract on file in the Bureau of Pensions.’’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is the recommendation of the com- 
mittee to nonconcur? 

The SPEAKER. Itis to nonconcur in some of the amendments 
and to concur in others, as indicated by the Clerk in reading. 

The recommendations of the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. MORROW. I move that the House ask for a committee of con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
Morrow, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. SAYERS. 


FRANC E, BABBITT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 2434) granting a 
pension to Franc E. Babbitt, with an amendment of the Senate thereto, 
striking out all after the word ‘‘ infantry ’’ in the original bill and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws.’’ 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
ment and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TRANSFER OF OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED LIST. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (©. 2105) to trans- 
fer officers on the retired list of the Army from the limited list to the 
unlimited. os 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when officers who have been placed on the limited 
retired list as established by section 7, chapter 263, page 150, volume 20, United 
States Statutes at Large. shall have attained the age of sixty-four years they 
shall be transferred from said limited retired list tothe unlimited list of officers 
retired by operation of law because of having attained said age of sixty-four 
years. And the limited retired list shall hereafter consist of three hundred and 
fifty instead of four hundred, as now fixed by law: Provided, That officers who 
have been placed on the retired list by special authority of Congress shall not 
form part of the limited retired list established by this act. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
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The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bill of like import (IT. R. 13150) 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. ENLOE. .Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER, The Chair will be glad if the gentleman will with- 


hold his motion until the House disposes of the business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 
RODMAN M, PRICE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2276) for the re- 
lief of Rodman M. Price. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 


and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust, upon principles of equity 
and justice, the accounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States 
Navy,and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., crediting him with the sum 
paid overtoand receipted for by his successor, A. M. Van Nostrand, acting purser, 
January 14, 1850, and paid tosaid Rodman M. Price,or his heirs,out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any sum that may be found due 
him upon such adjustment. 





Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear an explanation 
of the bill, or, if no gentleman desires to explain it, let the report be 
read. 

Mr. McADOO. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. McADoo) was read, in part, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5733) 
for the relief of Rodman M. Price, having had the same under consideration, 
beg leave to submit the following report 

This case was before this committee in the last Congress, and a favorable re- 
port was made thereon. 

The facts are briefly as follows: Purser Rodman M. Price, United States 
Navy, was orderedand directed by the Secretary of the Navy in 1348 to procead 
to California, which territory had but recently been acquired by the United 
States, and in addition to his ordinary duties as a purser in the Navy was 
ordered to establish himself as fiscal agent of the United States in order to fa- 
cilitate Government disbursements on the Pacific coast. The recent discovery 
of gold on that coast and the disturbed monetary condition of affairs caused 
some anxiety on the part of the Government with respect to the finances of the 
United States, and it was deemed important to prevent the exportation of gold 
to England and to secure a means of exchange on New York or Washington 
This important duty was assigned to Purser Price under the following instruc 
tions from the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting the reading), 
the Secretary voluminous? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is informed that they are quite so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then [hope the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McApoo] will make a statement of them. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, the instructions of the Secretary of the 
Navy were that Mr. Price should act as the fiscal agent of the Govern 
ment as well as purser in the Navy. Of course it is known to the 
House that in those days communication with California was very dif- 
ficult. It wasa matter either of going around the Horn or making 
a toilsome journey across the great Western plains and mountains, and 
there was difficulty in getting moneys to meet obligations of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Moreover, it was a part of our policy at that time that we should 
have a financial agency upon the Pacific coast, so that we could pay 
our own bills without drawing upon London, as had been the custom, 
and Mr. Price was appointed to act as financial agent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What year was that? 

Mr. McADOO, Eighteen hundred and forty-eight. Let me say, 
for the benefit of gentlemen who do not understand the case, that in 
1848 Rodman M. Price was a purser in the United States Navy. He is 
honorably mentioned in the history of California for his services on that 
coast and for the part which he played in bringing that great State 
into the Union. He was, as I am now informed, amember of tlre first 
State constitutional convention. Subsequently he was elected governor 
of the State of New Jersey. He was a member of this House in the 
Thirty-seventh Congress, and he is a man of the very highest standing 
and character. 

Whilst he was a purser in the Navy and whilst the negotiations were 
going on for the purpose of getting California into the Union he was 
appointed to act as fiscal agent for the Government. 

He was allowed great discretion in the raising of money by discount- 
ing bills in order to pay the obligations of the Government. The rate 
of discount on the Pacific coast, as the report shows, was very high, as 
high a rate as 10 per cent. being demanded at that time. Mr. Van 
Nostrand had been designated by the Department as the successor of Mr. 
Price. Mr. Price turned over to his successor all of the papers and 
money in his possession. As there was difficulty in getting Govern- 
ment money, even at the high discount of 10 per cent., Mr. Price turned 
over of his own private funds $75,000 for the use of the Government, 
for which he received from Mr. Van Nostrand a receipt. 

The accountsof Mr. Van Nostrand withthe Government became in- 
volved. Mr. Price took his vouchers and his receipt for this money, 
and started back to the East. On his way, the vessel on wich he had 
taken passage on the Alabama River was burned, and many of those 
vouchers were destroyed. Mr. Price on his arrival at the seat of Gov 
ernment asked that he might have a clean settlement with the Govern 
ment and a repayment of this $75,000 of his own personal funds, which 
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he had handed over to Mr. Van Nostrand. The Navy Department set 
up the claim that Mr. Van Nostrand’s appointment was illegal; and for 
many years Mr. Price was unable to get any hearing upon his claim 
by the Department or to obtain any status in the Couft of Claims, be- 
cause of this allegation of the Government that Mr. Van Nostrand had 
been illegally appointed. 

After the lapse of many years a thorough search of the archives of 
the Department showed that Mr. Van Nostrand’s appointment was 
legal, and it was so acknowledged. Now, the accounts of Mr. Price 
with the Government were in an unsettled condition; and whilst he 
was governor of the State of New Jersey he was sued in the United 
States district court of that State for a settlement of all his accounts, 
This was in 1857. On that trial he was defended by Mr. Bradley, now 
one of the justices of the Supreme Court, whose letter in regard to this 
matter is incorporated in the report, 

The jury found that Mr. Price did not owe anything to the Govern- 
ment; that he had turned over all the money which he had received; 
and in a remarkable statement, signed by every member of the jury 
(the statement is included in this report), it is declared that although 
the Jaw was such that the jury could not allow him for the $75,000 
(Judge Bradley tried to get such an allowance made in the case) they 
were satisfied from the evidence that not only did Governor Price not 
owe the Government anything, but that his claim for the advance of 
the $75,000 from his personal funds was a just one. This trial took 
place when the facts were fresh, only six years after Mr. Price had 
paid over this money. 

As I have said, Judge Bradley had charge of the case of Mr. Price, 
which was very thoroughly tried before an impartial jury in the United 
States court. Justice Bradley has written a very strong and weighty 
letter appended to the report. He speaks as one of the lawyers who 
were present at the trial of the case and acquainted with all the facts, 
and he has no hesitation in saying, even from the shadow of the greatest 
court in our land, that he believes Mr. Price’s claim is a just one. 

The question has been asked in committee, and I presume may sug- 
guest itself here, why Mr. Price did not push this claim with more 
vigor. In the first place, as I have said, for many years there was an 
obstacle, founded upon the allegation on the part of the Government that 
Mr. Van Nostrand’s appointment was illegal. If Mr. Van Nostrand 
was not a legally accredited agent of the Government, if his appoint- 
ment was irregular or illegal, Mr. Price had paid over his money to a 
man who did not represent theGovernment. It was only after a great 
many years—very recently, in fact—that a search of the archives of the 
Department showed the appointment of Mr. Van Nostrand to have been 
legal. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the proof that Mr. Price turned over $75,- 
000 of his own funds for the use of the Government? I suppose that 
question is the real gist of this matter; therefore I want to know what 
is the proof. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Price, when he paid that money, had received 
from Mr. Van Nostrand a receipt stating that it was the personal funds 
of Mr. Price. That receipt Mr. Price lost in the burning of the steamer 
on the Alabama River. Now a most exhaustive search of the archives 
of the Treasury Department was necessary in order to find the accounts 
of Mr. Van Nostrand which he had rendered to the Government; and 
it was only during the last three or four years—during the incumbency 
of Mr. Shelly, who, as Fourth Auditor, represented the Navy Depart- 
ment at the Treasury—that the accounts of Mr. Van Nostrand were 
found. ‘They are incorporated in the report. Mr. Van Nostrand there 
says— 

Received from R. M. Price $75,000 in cash. 

Received from R. M. Price, late purser, $45,000 in cash. 


It is true no distinction is there made as to whether the $45,000 was 
Government money and the $75,000 personal funds, as would have been 
proved by the original receipt if Mr. Price had not lost it in the burn- 
ing of the steamer. But the jury who tried the case for the purpose 
of ascertaining to what extent Mr. Price was indebted to the Govern- 
ment, the trial having taken place in the United States court, all the 
facts being brought out, declared that only $45,000 had been paid over 
as Government money, and that Mr. Van Nostrand had receipted for 
an additional $75,000 which Mr. Price did not hold as Government 
funds at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then you rest the case, not on the evidence on file in 
connection with it, but upon an opinion expressed by the jury which 
tried the case in Trenton? 

Mr.McADOO, Oh,no; notatall. My friend is wrong in thatstate- 
ment. Hereis the point. Let me state it again. The question at is- 
sue in the case tried in the United States court was this: Has Rodman 
M. Price turned over to his successor all the Government moneys and 
other property he had in his possession when he was relieved by A. M. 
Van Nostrand, who was appointed purser in the United States Navy? 
That was the question at issue. 

Now, the Government only claimed at that time that Mr. Price had 
in his possession $45,000 of the Government money—$45,000, mark 
you—and the jury found that he had paid over the $45,000 of Gov- 
ernment money which he had in his possession. We are legally pre- 
cluded from inquiring as to the payment of the $75,000. It will be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


FEBRUARY 10, 


remembered, as I have already stated, that the receipts of Mr. Price 
were destroyed in this steamer. Then comes in the next best testi- 
mony, the archives of the Treasury, which show that Mr. Van Nos- 
trand received a receipt for $75,000 in addition to the $45,000 recog- 
nized as Government funds, when the jury and the Government never 
claimed that he owed the Government or had in his possession more 
than the $45,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then he received, as I understand it, from his suc- 
cessor a receipt, according to the archives, for $75,000 more than the 
Government had placed in the hands of Mr. Price? 

Mr. McADOO. That is the case exactly. Now, that $75,000 we 
claim was his private property. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Now, as to that $75,000 a single question. For 
that sum he held the personal receipt of his successor, and for the 
$45,000 he held a receipt in his official capacity ? 

Mr. McADOO. Thereceipts which Mr. Price received from Van Nos- 
trand were of a dual character. He had $45,000 of money which be- 
longed to the Government and which he turned over to Van Nostrand, 
who gave his receipt for that as Government money. In addition to 
that there were $75,000 belonging to Mr. Price himself individually, 
which he also turned over to Van Nostrand and took another receipt 
for that. Mr. Price, it will be remembered, was a man of some means, 
They were charging the Government 10 per cent. discount on bills of 
exchange, and you will find appended to the report a letter from a 
leading broker of San Francisco, who states that the discounts were 
too large and that the rate should be lowered. 

There were conditions then existing which made it necessary or de- 
sirable that our relations with the people in California should be of 
the best character. We were cementing the great State of California 
to the Union, and Mr. Price turned over to his successor the $75,000 
of his private funds, when he was going to Washington, to aid the Gov- 
ernment authorities in an emergency, taking his chance of getting it 
back from the Government, which was no chance at all if he had the 
receipt, and he did take a receipt for that sum asa personal fund, but, 
as I have shown and as the report specifies, both receipts were lost in 
the burning of the steamer. 

Now, that being the condition and these receipts not being accessi- 
ble, we turn to the next best evidence in support of the claim, which 
is, of course, what we find in the archives of the Government. We 
find the accountsfiled in the Treasury Department. It is true that 
there is no distinction made in the case between the sum of $75,000 
for which a receipt was given to Rodman M. Price and the $45.000 
received from him of Governmentfunds, But, in the trial of the case, 
the Government, knowing, of course, how much money was in the hands 
of Mr. Price at the time this transfer was made, only insisted that he 
had $45,000 in cash. So Van Nostrand, when he admits having re- 
ceived the $75,000, necessarily admits that it could not have been Gov- 
ernment money, because the Government did not have that amount of 
money in the hands of Mr. Price. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the jury so find. - 

Mr. McADOO. And the jury so find. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let meask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. You have answered it in part already, 
namely, that there was no difference in the two credits or receipts given 
by Van Nostrand for the two sums of $45,000 and $75,000. Now, is 
it nota little bit singular, if Van Nostrand received $45,000 of Govern- 
ment money from Mr. Price and then got from Price an additional 
sum of $75,000 from Price’s private funds, that Van Nostrand in the ac- 
count should have omitted to specify that a part of it was private funds? 

Mr. McADOO. I think not. Here is thesituation: My friend will 
understand that Van Nostrand knew that Price had $45,000 of Gov- 
ernment money. I presume that Van Nostrand had from the Depart- 
ment somewhat of a statement of the amounts that Price had in his 

ion. Now he got the $45,000 and receipted for it. At this 
time Price was a man of considerable means. He was ambitious, of 
course, and wanted to stand well with the Department; and the gentle- 
man will find—for the distinguished gentlemen here now representing 
California will remember—that at that time it was a critical period in 
the history of that State. It was then on the threshold of the Union. 

Mr. Price advanced the sum of $75,000 from his private funds to be 
used for Government p there and got a receipt from his suc- 
cessor for this amount in addition to the $45,000 of Government money. 
But it was unfortunate that the papers were lost, and that Mr. Van 
Nostrand in making up his account made it up as so much money re- 
ceived from Price, without specifying that this larger sum was private 


property. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will my colleague yield to me 
for a moment? 
Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I find on file the following re- 
ceipts: 
San Francisco, December 31, 1849. 


Received from Purser Rodman M. Price $45,000, for which I hold myself ac- 
countable to the Government of the United States. 
A. M. VAN NOSTRAND, 
Acting Purser of the San Francisco Station, 
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(Indorsed :) Respectfully referred to the Secretary of the Navy for his ap- 
roval. Fourth Auditor's Office, A.O. D., July 2, 1852. Declined: Will A. Gra- 


m. 
I certify that the above is a true copy of the original on file in this office. 
. C. M. SHELLEY, 
Fourth Auditor, Treasury Department. 
And again on January 14, 1850, the following: 
San FRANCISCO, January 14, 1850. 
Received from Rodman M. Price, purser United States Navy, $75,000, for which 
I hold myself responsible to the United States Treasury Department. 
A. M. VAN NOSTRAND, Acting Purser. 
Mr. McADOO. That seems stronger that even I had stated it. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. This is indorsed: 
(Indorsed:) Respectfully referred to the Secretary of the Navy for his ap- 
roval. Fourth Auditor's Office, A.O.D., July 2,1852. Declined: Will A. Gra- 
Teertify that the above is a true copy of the original on file in this office. 
Cc. M. SHELLEY, 
Fourth Auditor, Treasury Department. 
And the Department has also in its possession the account of Parser 
Van Nostrand, in which he charges himself with two items of $45,000 
and $75,000, as shown by the receipts 1 have quoted, showing that this 
money was put in the hands of the Government agent, and the result 
of the trial before the jury at Trenton was to establish the fact that 
this $75,000 was not the Government money. Thatis the whole of the 


case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Government got the money—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The Government got the money, 
the whole of it, and Van Nostrand is dead. 

Mr. BLOUNT. When did this mah die? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ido not know the date of his 
death. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
appropriation. 

r. McADOO. None at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It simply turns over to the 
proper adjusting officers of the Navy Department the accounts of Mr. 
Price, with authority to adjust and settle? 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
ation. 

Mr. McADOO. Gentlemen will see that this finding is signed by 
Mr. Shelley, Fourth Auditor. I may say, by the way, this bill was 
reported favorably in the House, after passing the Senate, in the last 
Congress, and was reported in former Congresses favorably, and the 
history of delay upon it is the same as the history of many claims. 
The gentleman will see that the finding of the Treasury Department 
is signed by Mr. Shelley. All of these years Mr. Price was endeavor- 
ing to get at this evidence, which was in the archives of the Treasury 
Department, as to the legality of the appointment of Mr. Van Nostrand, 
which was found by Mr. Shelley only a few years ago. This is the 
claim as I understand it. I have fully and clearly stated all the facts 
known to me, and sincerely trust that justice may now be dene to this 
venerable man. ; 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, a word in regard to this matter. I 
would like to advert to the circumstances under which this $75,000 was 
paidintothe hands of Mr. Van Nostrand by Mr. Price. It was in 1850, 
at a very critical period in regard to the history of California and its 
admission to the Union as a State. Theauthorities there found them- 
selves without means to meet current expenses. They wereinastate 
of absolute destitution; a long distance from the seat of government, 
without any means of negotiating exchange; and under these circum- 
stances, Mr. Price, who was about to turn his office over tu his succes- 
sor, having these means at his disposal, at the solicitation of the naval 
commander at the station, advanced this money and placed it in the 
hands of this man, and the Government has undoubtedly had the use 
of Rodman M. Price’s money, $75,000, from that day tothis. It was 
expended to relieve the necessities of the public service on the Pacific 
coast, and is as honest a claim as ever came before the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] whether this case has been re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; referred to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. McADOO. It was referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
not the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If it is in order I move that this bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with instructions 
to report a bill referring the claim to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McADOO. I hope that will not prevail. The facts in the case 
can not be clearer. No court in existence can find any additional fact 
outside of the facts which have been found, which are undoubtedly 
correct. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
have to take the Department records. 

Mr. McADOO. The facts in the case are stated in the report, and 
if they are not good there they are good nowhere. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. But, if the gentleman will notice, this 
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bill requires the Secretary of the Treasury to make this credit. It 
says: 





Phat the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to adjust, upon principles of equity and justice, the ac- 
counts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States Navy, and acting 
navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., crediting him with the sum paid over toand 
receipted for by his successor, A. M. Van Nostrand, acting purser, January 14, 
180, and pay to said Rodman M, Price, his heirs or assigns, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any sum that may be found due 
him upon such adjustment, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Heo has to prove that he paid it 
over, and, if he did pay it over, should he not have credit for it? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. O, yes; but here it is assumed by 
this bill that this $75,000, as ascertained by the jury trial, is to be 
credited by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
ernment official. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr, Speaker, I move the previous question. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on Claims, 


Mr. McADOO. 
Claims. 

‘the SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo]| 
moves the previous question. 

Che previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the motion to refer. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, What motion to refer? 

The SPEAKER. On the motion ofthe gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
ANDERSON ] to refer the bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with 
instructions to report a bill referring the matter to the Court of Claims, 

The motion was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the corresponding House bill (H. R. 5733) 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


If it was paid over to the Gov- 


It has been once considered by the Committee on 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] rises 
to a question of privilege. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DALLAS, TEX. 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report, 
which I send tothe Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
President's messsge vetoing the bill (11, R. 848) to authorize the construction 
of an addition to the publie building in Dallas, Tex., having duly considered 
the same, beg leave to report : 

hat in view of the great increase in the businessof the Dallas post office, the 
crowded condition of the offices of the courts and the internal-revenue district, 
the committee believe that the sum named in said bill, to wit, $200,000, is not in 
excess of the amount actually required for the construction of such additions 
to the present building as are necessary to meet the present and future needs of 
the public service, wherefore the committee recommend the passage of the bill 
notwithstanding the President's veto. 

The official reports of the Postmaster-General show the gross receipts of the 
Dallas post office : 


For the year ending June 30— 


BEBD...cccccce es poceucnednenmmecceve secseces ouovees . weniee ovecese Gb, 1400 Oa 
1886... 46, 860, 62 
1887.. 58, 981, 83 
1RS8... 68, 305, 26 
[eENas cincrenutscensevseeanéesentuasasocedsnetusccuavab ac cussonteeseen chooeutencesoor ceceasenncnetes 79, 404, 21 
a a tallies Riad a es manuintiasies iusanniasiiiedinmia . 100, 068, 24 





For the third quarter, ending September 30, 1890................ 
For the fourth quarter, ending December 31, 1890 






27,419. 15 
29, 429.17 


Making a total for the last six months of the year 1890.. 56,848. 3° 


The gross receipts for the year ending June 30, 1891, will probably amount to 
$120,000, 

The first act authorizing the construction of a public building at Dallas passed 
in July, 1882, and limited the cost of construction to $75,010. The foundation of 
the present building was for a $75,000 house. Subsequently, in March, 1885, an- 
other act passed, authorizing an appropriation of $25,000 additional, and in 
May, 1886, $25,000 more was allowed, making in the aggregate $125,000 

This building was not completed until 1889; in other words, it was in proc- 
ess of construction nearly seven years. It is not, therefore, surprising, when 
we consider the great lapse of time occupied in its construction and the expenses 
incident thereto, that the building when completed was wholly inadequate to 
meet the demands of the public service and furnish the room needed for the 
post office, the court and revenue offices. 

The circuit and district courts of the United States are held in this building. 
There are no adequate accommodations for the district attorney, clerk, and 
marshal (all of whom reside in the city and have their offices in this building), 
nor for the collector of internal revenue and his assistants 

The President bases his veto substantially upon the fact that the Supervising 
Architect recommended to the House committee an appropriation of $100,000 
only, and upon the statement of Mr. Witwer, the postmaster at Dallas, in a let- 
ter to the Supervising Architect, that $100,000 would be sufficient. 

It is evident that the Supervising Architect based his recommendation on Mr. 
Witwer’s letter. Atthe time Mr. Witwer wrote that letter he had been in office 
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as postmaster for a very short time, and evidently did not understand or antici- 
pate the needs of the public service. 

As an evidence of this fact the following letter from Mr. Witwer ismade a part 
of this report 


Usrrep Srates Post Orrics, 
Dalles, Tex., December 10, 1890. 


Sir: How about making an effort during this session for an appropriation for 
our post-office building? Having been postmaster for near fifteen months, have 
noted the rapid increase of business, and am better able to judge of the great 
necessity for more room than when I first took charge of the office. It is with 
great difficulty that we transact the business of this office in our present build- 
ing, and the Government should make an appropriation, I think, this session. 

Phe receipts of this office for the fiscal year 1889 were in round figures a little 
over $79,000; for the last fiscal year, 1890, a little over $100,000; and for the next fis- 
cal year I estimate at least $115,000, The amount of mail matter handled increases 
in pocpenien. To meet the future growth of the post-office business, as well as 
that of the United States court, revenuedepartments, etc., a $200,000 appropria- 
tion would not be too much; but if this can not be secured must take less. 
think you should at least seeure $150,000, and I feel the President would sign a 
bill for this amount after a full statement of facts. 

Hoping to hear from you, remain, respectfally, 
JOHN 8S. WITWER, Postmaster. 

Hon. Jo Annorr, 

Washington, D. U. 


The committee also insert here for the information of the House an interview 
with Mr. Witwer, published in the Dallas News: 

“A representative of the News visited the Federal building yesterday to se- 
cure naked facts about the difficulties under which the Government's business 
is being conducted. Postmaster Witwer, whose office is close to the Main- 
street entrance, was found at his desk busy as a beaver. 

* Pretty badly crowded in this building, Mr. Witwer?” 

‘*Orowded fails to express it. The building has been so cutgrown by the 
business of the Government that itis like putting a giant into a small boy's 
pantaloons. 

GROWTH OF BUSINESS. 


“To show the growth of business in the Dallas post office it is only necessary 
to present a comparative statement of the postal receipts for the last four fiscal 
years ending June 30. They were as follows: 1887, $58,981.83; 1883, $68,305.26; 
1889, $79,404.21; 1899, $100,082.17. The percentages of increase were as follows: 
1888, 19 per cent.; 1889, 18 per cent.; and 1890, 25 per cent, 


A BANK OF ITSELF. 


“ The increase of business in the money-order department has been enormous. 
That department now represents one hundred and eighty postoflices. In fact, 
the money handled in that department has increased 200 per cent. in the last 
four years, which has necessitated an increase of office room. In the last six 
months there was handled in this department $1,100,000, or more than a third 
of the amount handled in the Boston toffice. There is not an inch of space 
in the building in which to put needed furniture, while to conduct the business 
satisfactorily double the space now occupied is needed. The structure is only 
56 by 86 feet, and three stories. It contains the officesof the postoffice, Federal 
courts, internal revenne, United States marshal, andthe numerous small offices 
connected with those departments. 

‘It would be in the interest of the Government to at once expend from $150, - 
000 to $200,000 in enlarging this building. The location is the tin the city, 
and there is ample ground for enlarging the building. The postal business of 
this office being so much larger than that of any other in the State, both as to 
its receipts and its money-order department, it must indicate to the Government 
the necessity for largely increased facilities to meet the future demand of busi- 
ness. Why, the money-order department is a bank of itself, doing an annual 
business of $2,000,000, which business is constantly increasing. Of course the 
Government recognizes Dallas as a central point, or it would not concentrate 
its funds here.” 

Pursuing the same line of inquiry, Mr. Charlies H. Lednum, in se of the 
Federal court offices, was next called upon. His main office, which is on the 
second floor, is 16 by 18 feet, and contains the following articles of furniture : 
Two large table-desks, one table, one rollertop desk, two large upright file 
cases, two large blank cases, two combination wardrobe and file cases, one let- 
ter-press stand, a seal stand, a watercooler stand, two upright bookcases, and 
six chairs, The furniture is placed cornerwise to enable persons to walk through 
the room. Adjoining this is another room still more crowded; and then to 
complete the offices of the clerk of the court there is a crowded little room in 


the third story which has to be visited whenever there is occasion to consult 
the records. 


THE COURTS. 


WHAT MR. LEDNUM SAID. 


Mr. Lednum said: ‘There is nota room in the building that is adapted to 
the use of a grand jury. The grand-jury room is 12 by 18, and the grand jury 
consists of 23 men. In warm weather our grand-jury room is a reminder of the 
Black Hole of Caleutia.’’ 


IN THE GARRET AND THE CELLAR, 


Colonel Hearne, the internal-revenue collector, was next called upon as he 
was in the act of giving instructions to the gauger: ‘‘Of course,” hep ed 
“we have not halfroom enough. Nearlyall our a is in the garret and 
part of it, together with the old records, in the cellar, The rooms we are in 
are totally inadequate for the transaction of the Government’s business. The 
paveuninge of increase in this department last year over 1889 is 33}. Instead of 

1aving a room for each man, here is one 12 feet square in which are three offi- 
cials. Look atthatfurniture. Two large tables, two large cases, a washstand 
a waterstand, chairs, et®. Come into the office of the chief deputy, Mr. Grover.’ 
The chief deputy's office was so crowded that the collector could hardly pass 
through it without moving the tables out of place. Itis 12 by 14 feet,and con- 
tains three large blank cases, a bookrack, two very large desks, a division 
deputy’s desk, a letter-press stand, bookrack, chairs, and numerous small 
articles of office furniture. The stationery for immediate use in this office is 
stored in a small closet. The vault of this department is in the corridor, and 
when it becomes necessary to fill stamp orders the deputy has to leave the office 
and go quite a distance to find the vault. In fine, the little chinky stone house 
would never be suspected of being a Federal building were it not for the grand 
flag that floats over it. 

. zsenee is also made to House Report No. 217, which originally accompanied 
this bill. 

The committee further desire tosay that no one interested in the passage of 
this bill has made any complaint of the action of the President in vetoing the 
same; but,on the other hand, fully justify his action under the facts as sub- 
mitted tohim. The committee, however, believe that if the President had full 
understood the actual necessity that existed to provide for the present an 
future needs of the public service in Dallas the bill would have met with his 
approbation. 


, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, RELATING TO HOUSE 


BILL (ff. R, 848) TO AUTHORIZE THE CONSTRUCTION OF AN ADDITION TO THE 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN DALLAS, TEX. 


To the House of Representatives ; 


I return without my approval the bill (H. R.848) to autherize the construc- 
tion of an addition to the public building in Dallas, Tex. 

The bill authorizes the construction of a wing or addition to the present pub- 
lic building at a cost of $200,000. I find that the bill as originally introduced by 
the member representing the Congressional district in which Dallas is situated 
fixed $100,000 as the limit of the pr: ex diture; and it was so reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, after conferring with the 
Supervising Architect ofthe Treasury. A bill of the same tenor was introduced 
in the Senate by one of the Senators from that State fixing the same limit of 
expenditure. 

The public building at Dallas, for which a first appropriation of $75,000 was 
made in 1882, subsequently increased to $125,000, was only completed in 1889. 
It is probably inadequate now to the convenient transaction of business chiefly 
in that assigned to the Post-Office Department. The material and archi- 
tectural style of any addition are fixed by the present building, and its a 
area by the available, unoccupied space, as no provision is made for buying 
additional ground. The present building is 85 by 56 feet, and Mr. John S, Wit- 
wer, the postmaster and the custodian of the building, writing to the Super- 
vising Architect, advises that to meet the present and prospective needs of the 
Government an addition at least two-thirds as large as the present building 
should be provided. It will be seen from the following extract from a letter of 
the Supervising Architect to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, dated February 17, 1890, that a building larger than 
that suggested can be erected within the limit of $100,000. He says: 

“From computations made in this office based upon data received, it is found 
thatan extension or wing about 40 feet by 85 feet in dimensions, three stories 
high with basement, giving 3,400 square feet in addition to the 4,760 square feet 
of the first-floor area of the building, of fire-proof construction, can be erected 
on the present site within the limit of cost proposed by said bill, namely $100,- 
000.”” 


It may be possible that an expenditure of $325,000 for a public building at 
Dallas, if the questions of site, material, and architecture were all undeter- 
mined, could be defended, but under existing conditions I do not see how an 
appropriation of $200,000 is justified, when one-half of that sum is plainly ade- 
quate to such relief as the present site allows. 

The legislation for the erection of public buildings has not proceeded, so 
far as I can trace it, upon any general rules. Neither population nor the ex- 
tent of the public business transacted has always indicated the points where 
public buildings should first be built or the cost of the structures. It can not 
be expected that, in the absence of some general law, the committees of Con- 
gress having charge of such matters will proceed in their recommendations 
upon strict or equal lines. The bills are individual, and if comparisons are at- 
tempted the necessary element of probable future growth is made to cover all 
apparent inequalities. Lt will be admitted, Iam sure, that only a public need 
should suggest the expenditure of the public money, and that, if all such needs 
can not be at once supplied, the most general and urgent should have the pref- 
erence. 

1 am not unfriendly to a liberal annual expenditure for the erection of public 
buildings, where the safe and convenient transaction of the public business 
demands it and the state of the revenues will permit. It would be wiser, in my 
opinion, to build moreand Jess costly houses, and to fix, by general law, the 
amount of the annual expenditure for this purpose, and some order of prefer- 
ence between the cities asking for public buildings. 

But, in view of the pending legislation looking to a very large reduction of our 
revenues and of the ney and necessity of a large increase in our expendi- 
tures in certain directions, I am of the opinion that appropriations for the erec- 
tion of public buildings and all kindred expenditures should be kept at the mini- 
mum until the eftect of other —_ ation can be accurately measured. 

The erection of a public building is largely a matter of local interest and con- 
venience, while expenditures for enlarged relief and recognition to the soldiers 
and sailors of the war for the preservation of the Union, or necessary coast de- 
fenses, and for the extension of our commerce with other American States are 
of universal interest and involve considerations, not of convenience, but of 
justice; honor, safety, and general prosperity. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXgEcUTIVE Mansion, April 29, 1890. 


An act to authorize the emma of = addition to the public building in 
las, Tex. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to construct a wing or an addition to the public build- 
ing in the city of Dallas, in the State of Texas, on the lot of land now belong- 
ing to the Government of the United States, not to exceed in cost the sum of 
$200,000, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, eleva- 
torsand approaches, etc., and the Secretary of the Treasury may add another 
story ou old building, if he deems it necessary for the public service. 

THOMAS B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
LEVI P. MORTON, 
Vice President of the United States and President of the Senate. 


I certify that this act originated in the House of Representatives. 
Attest: 
EDWD. McPHERSON, Clerk, 


I will state to the House that in July, 1882, an act 


Mr. ABBOTT. 
— authorizing the construction of a public building in the city of 

allas, and authorizing an appropriation of $75,000. Subsequently, 
in 1886, $25,000 more was granted, and in 1887 an additional sum of 
$25,000 was granted, making a total of $125,000, 

The foundation for that building was laid in the beginning of 1883, 
and fora building to cost $75,000. It was in process of construction 
from the latter part of 1882 until 1889, when completed. During that 
time thesums of money, oratleasta very large proportion of the money, 
which had been authorized for the construction of thaf building had 
been consumed in ex 

The result was that when that building was completed, in 1889, it 
was wholly insufficient to accommodate the offices located there. The 
district and Federal courts of the United States are held in that build- 
ing; it is also the headquarters of the fourth internal-revenue district 
in the State of Texas, one of the largest collection districts in the State. 
There are some nine or ten persons employed in the revenue depart- 
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ment, some three or four of them having permanent oflices located 
there. 

Now, I wish to state that in the year 1880 the population of the 
city of Dallas was something less than 10,000 people. According to 
the late census, within the corporation limits of that city there are a 
few less than 40,000. However, it has very large surrounding sub- 
urbs, and heretofore, in making the former report for the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, those who lived in the suburbs of 
that city were embraced in the estimate of population. At any rate, 
all the suburbs have their postal facilities through the post office of 
the city of Dallas; and it is estimated from the school reports that 
there are not less than 65,000 people in the city and suburbs. 

In 1880 the gross 1 receipts of that office amounted to a little 
more than $27,000. In 1886 the receipts were $46,860 and some cents. 
There was an annual increase of postal receipts of more than $10,000 
in each and every year up to 1889, when the postal receipts amounted 
to something over $79,000. The postal receipts for the year ending 
June 30, 1890, amounted to $100,068, showing an increase Of more than 
$20,000 during that year. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is the gross receipts. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The gross receipts. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. HERMANN. Is there any other public building in that city ? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas if 
$125,000 have already been appropriated. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And in this bill it is proposed to appropriate $200, - 
000 more? 

Mr. ABBOTT. It is proposed to appropriate $200,000. 
**Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 
Mr. DINGLEY. 

tion of 40,000. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
dated ? 

Mr. ABBOTT. The circuit and district courts of the United States 
are held there. It isalso the headquarters of the Revenue Department 
and for the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think they ought to have it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House, on reconsidera- 
tion, pass the bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, has the veto message been read ? 

The SPEAKER. It was read at the time it came to the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement. 
When this bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds last session that committee had raised the sum recom- 
mended by the subcommittee, of which I wasa member, to the amount 
of $200,000, which was then more than the amount the subcommittee 
had recognized as being legitimate for the needs of the place. However, 
a later statement from the Post-Office Department came, showing the 
receipts are so much increased for the last year that there is now good 
reason for the passage of the bill and it is no violation of the rule laid 
down by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will thé House, on, reconsidera- 
tion, agree to pass the bill. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 69, not vot- 


i Cries of 
Making $325,000 in all for a city with a popula- 


And what offices are proposed to be accommo- 


ing 117; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 

Abbott, Cummings, Lawler, Richardson, 
Adams, Darlington, Lehlbach, Robertson, 
Alderson, Davidson, Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Andrew, Dibble, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Barnes, Dockery, Lewis, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dolliver Lind, Skinner, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, Lodge, Spinola, 
Bergen, Edmunds, Mansur, Springer, 
Bingham, Ellis, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, Fithian, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, Flick, McAdoo, Stockbridge, 
Boatner, Flower, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forman, McKenna, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Frank, McRae, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Geary, Milliken, Tayior, Ill. 
Brown, J. B. Geissenhainer, Mills, Tillman, 
Brunner, Goodnight, Montgomery, ‘Tracey, 
Buckalew, Greenhalge, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 

upn, Grosvenor, Morrow, Turner, Ga. 
Butterworth, Hare, Morse, Vandever, 

u Hatch, Mudd, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, W. I. Mutchler, Vaux, 
Caruth, Haynes, Norton, Walker, 
Caswell, Heard, Oates, Wallace, N. Y. 
Catchings, Henderson, IL. O’ Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Cheadle, Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Parrett, Whitelaw, 
Clements, Hermann, Peel, Wike, 
Clunie, Hooker, Perry, Wiley, 
Cobb, Hopkins, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Cogswell, Kelley, Pindar, Willcox, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, lowa Price, Williams, Ill. 
Crain, Kerr, Pa, Quackenbush, Wilson, Mo. 
Crisp, Lane, Quinn, Yoder, 
Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Randall, 
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NAYS—69 

Allen, Mich. De Lano, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Anderson, Kans, Evans, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Atkinson, Pa. Ewart, Moore, N. H. Stone, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Gest, O'Donnell, Struble, 
Baker, Grout, O' Neill, Pa, Sweet, 
Bayne, Hall, Osborne, Sweney, 
Beiknap Haugen, Payne, Thomas, 
Bowden Hill, Perkins, Thompson, 
Brewer Holman, Pickler, Townsend, Colo, 
Brosius, Kennedy, Ray, Wallace, Mass, 
Buchanan, N. J. Kinsey, Rife, Wickham, 
Burton, Knapp, Rowell, Williams, Ohio 
Caldwell Lacey Seranton, Wilson, Ky. 
Cannon, Laidlaw, Seull, Wilson, Wash, 
Cheatham, Langston, Sherman, Yardley. 
Clark, Wyo Laws, Simonds, 
Craig, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Culbertson, Pa. McCord, Smyser, 

NOT VOTING—117. 
Allen, Miss Covert, La Follette, Rey burn, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Lansing, Rockwell, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Lee, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Dalzell, Bfagner, Russell, 
Banks, Dargan, Maish, Sanford, 
Bartine, Dickerson, Mason, Sawyer, 
Belden, Dingley, McClammy, Seney, 
Biges, Dorsey, MecClellan, Shively, 
Bliss, Dunphy, MeDuftie, Smith, LiL 
Blount, Enloe, McKinley, Snider, 
Boothman, Farquhar, Miles, Spooner, 
Bantelle, Featherston, Miller, Stahlnecker, 
Brower Finley, Morey, Stewart, Ga, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Morgan, Stump, 
Browne, Va. Flood, Morrill, Tavlor, FE. B, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Rullock Funston, Nute, ravlor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Gear, O'Ferrall, Townsend, Pa, 
Campbell, Gibson, O'Neil, Mass, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Mass, Gifford, Outhwaite, rurner, N, Y. 
Carlton, Grimes, Owen, Ind, Waddill, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Paynter, Wade, 
Chipman, Harmer, Payson, Wheeler, Mich, 
Claney, Hays, EK. R. Penington, Whiting, 
Clark , Wis. Hemphill, Pierce, Whitthorne, 
Coleman, Henderson, Iowa’ Post Wilson, W. Va. 
Comstock, Hitt, Pugsley, Wright. 
Connell, Houk, Raines, 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Reed, lowa 
Cothran, Kilgore, Reilly, 


So the bill was passed. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until 


ther notice: 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MAGNER. 
Mr. T. M. BROWNE with Mr, REILLY. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. PENINGTON. 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. CoorER, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. RvuSSELL with Mr. DuNPHY. 


fur- 


Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr, BULLOCK. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. REED, of Iowa. 

Mr. BLiss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. ENLOor. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr, PIreERcE. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. BLouNT. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. GRIMEs. 

Mr. BRowNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CowLes. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SHIve.y. 

Mr. SANFORD and Mr. BiaGs were paired for the rest of this day. 

Mr. DALZELL and Mr. O’FERRALL were paired until the 12th in- 
stant. 

Mr. McDvuFFrik and Mr. BANKHEAD were paired for ten days. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from nay 
to yea, ‘ : 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

On this question the yeas are 141 and the nays are 69; and, two- 
thirds having voted in the affirmative, the bill is passed, notwithstand- 
ing the objections of the President. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ROANOKE, VA. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged mat- 
ter, a conference report. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to Senate bill 474, for the erection of a publie build- 
ing in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend ar 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Hous: 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fol!ows: Strike out the word 
“‘one hundred thousand” in line 11 and insert “seventy-five thousand,” and 
strike out all after the word “dollars”’ in line 11 to the end of the bill and in- 
sert: 

‘Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 


id do recommend to thei: 
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tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

**Proposals madein response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury,who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to said proposed sites. 

‘If, upon consideration of siid report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint 
a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer 
of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said 
proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements,maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

‘The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shal! not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses : Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

‘‘No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title tothe 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Virginia shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same,duringthe time the United States sball be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.’’ 

S. L. MILLIKEN, 
H. LEHLBACH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. 8. MORRILL, 
J. C. SPOONER, 
J. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


rhe effect of the report is to reduce the limit of cost to $75,000, in accordance 
withthe House amendment, to strike out the appropriation clause,and make 
the bill conform throughout to the House amendments. 


The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
ference report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 
T 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, ! rise toa question of privilege. I send 
to the Clerk’s desk a resolution addressed to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, calling upon him for information in regard to the expenditure of 
money in the improvement of the Zodlogical Park. 

The resolution was read (from page 1891 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the House 
of Representatives whether or not the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution 
have accepted the trust imposed by the actapproved April 20, 1890, entitled “‘An 
act for the organization, improvement, and maintenance of the National Zo- 
ological Park,’’ and to report by what legal authority the Treasury Department 
has paid out that portion of the appropriation made by said act which has been 
expended up to and including the 27th day of January, 1891; 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. What was the date of that resolution? 

Mr. ENLOE. It was introduced on the 27th day of January. It 
has been referred more than one week, so under the rules it presents a 
question of privilege. 1 desired this information and have been striv- 
ing for some time to getit, butso far I have been unsuccessfal. I intro- 
duced a resolution preceding this one, which was addressed to the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. That resolution was rvferred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. That 
committee met and decided to report the resolution back to the House, 
but the report has not yet been made to the House. I attempted to 
bring the matter up as a question of privilege on the 27th of January, 
but the Speaker held that it did not present a question of privilege. 
The chairman of the committee has not yet submitted the report. I 
know not why he has failed to present it to the House. I have no 
criticism to make upon him, but I have understood that the reason 
why the resolution hes not been presented and acted upon is that it 
has been supposed that I had some political object in view and that I 
sought to reflect upon some member of the opposite political party. 

I desire now to disclaim any such intention or purpose, either in the 
beginning or at any time in the prosecution of this inquiry. I will 
admit that Iam as much inclined to indulge in political discussion 
as some of my friends on the other side, but I am not altogether a poli- 
tician, and, like the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. BourEL.E], I some- 
times have a motive which may be called patriotic. This isan inquiry 
which has apatrioticpurpose. I want to know how this money which 
we collect from the people of this country is being spent and by what 
authority it has been expended. It was a very strange thing to me, 
in view of the statements made before the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department, that the resolution which the committee 
authorized to be reported to the House was not reported here and dis- 


posed of. 
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There was no attempt to impeach the integrity or the honesty of the 
gentleman who has so far administered the Zodlogical Park fund. The 
simple question presented and the one upon which I want inforniation 
is whether or not the appropriation made by the Government for that 
purpose has been or is being expended by any individual without due 
legal authority. 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution (and I understand it from his own statement before the 
committee) has been spending this money for the improvement of the 
Zodlogical Park without any authority from the Board of Regents; that 
he was governed by the authority and direction of the executive board ; 
and as evidence of that fact I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read an extract from the Washington Post of January 29, show- 
ing that the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution had not authorized 
one dollar of this money to be drawn from the Treasury and expended 
by anybody up to the time that this resolution was passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Theannual report of the executive committee, showing the expenditures for 
National Museum exchanges, Zoélogical Park, and Bureau of Ethnology, and 
giving a general statement of the finances of the institution, was submitted, 
The following resolution was adopted : 

Whereas by an act of Congress of April 30, 1890, the National Zoélogical Park 
is placed under the direction of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, the 
action of the executive committee, during the recess of the board, in authorizing 
the secretary of the institution to act for and in the name of the Regents in all 
matters pertaining to the National Zodlogical Park is hereby approved, and 
the Regents authorize and direct the secretary of the institution to sign in their 
name all requisitions on the United States Treasury for the money appropriated 
by Congress for the National Zodélogical Park, and to approve for payment by 


the disbursing officer of the Smithsonian Institution all bills for services and 
supplies for said park. 


Mr. ENLOE. Theresolution was adopted the 28th day of January, 
1891. The act vesting the trust in the Regents of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution was approved April 30, 1890. 

Mr, Speaker, when that resolution was adopted it was a confession 
of all that I have said about the disbursement of this fund. It wasan 
acknowledgment that prior to that time there had been no authority 
given to the secretary of that board to draw one dollar of this money 
from the Treasury and expend it in the improvement of the Zodlogical 
Park. Iam not so much interested in the Zodlogical Park from the 
standpoint of science as I am that whatever money is appropriated by 
Congress shall be properly expended and that the expenditures shall 
result in giving to the people of this city and to the people of this nation 
what Congress in making the appropriation intended they should have. 
I insist that a legally authorized person or personsshould have had the 
direction of the expenditure of this fund and should have been account- 
able to the people of this country for its expenditure. 

Iam told that this board has had more meetings than one, from 
which we might infer previous authority. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. RoGErs], in the discussion here the other day on the sundry 
civil bill, raised the question whether or not there had been any meet- 
ing of this board to accept this trust; and he called upon two members 
of the board for a statement—or rather they volunteered their state- 
ments on the floor of the House. One of them was the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoORTH], the other the distin- 
guished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. When these 
gentlemen velunteered to defend the Secretary and to state how many 
meetings this board had held, the gentleman from Ohio said—and I will 
read his language from the RecorD: 

If the gentleman will yield a moment I wish to say—and I believe my infor- 


mation is reliable—that there were two meetings of the board; and at the last 
one, held recently, every member of the board was present except myself. 


Mr. CANNON. I rise to a question of order; and it is that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee,in the absence of a resolution presenting a ques- 
tion of privilege, is not entitled to the floor. I make this point, not 
with the view of being discourteous toward the gentleman, but for the 
urpose of getting on with business. 

Mr. ENLOE. Do you mean there is an absence of any resolution—— 

Mr. CANNON. I know of nothing submitted —— 

Mr. ENLOE. The resolution which has been read at the desk was 
submitted on the 27th day of January last and has been lying over un- 
acted on and not reported. It was addressed to the head of a Depart- 
ment; and under the rules of the House it becomes a privileged matter 
within one week. 
Mr. CANNON. 
ilege is presented. 
The SPEAKER. There is a question of privilege involved, but the 
resolution is not now before the House; it is in charge of the commit- 
tee=——— 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. And the committee, under the rules, should have 
reported it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, they should. 

The SPEAKER. But no motion has been made to discharge the 
committee, which is the appropriate motion. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand, Mr. Speaker—and I am governed by 
what I have observed in my limited experience here—that where there 
is a failure of a committee to report back within one week a resolution 


I make the point of order that no question of priv- 
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addressed to the head of a Department, it becomes a privileged matter; 
and the motion has not heretofore been made to discharge the commit- 
tee and bring the resolution before the House. Yet I make that mo- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, if it is necessary to render this proceeding parlia- 
mentary. 

The SPEAKER. It is the impression of the Chair that that has 
been the custom wherever this has been recognized as a privileged 
question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will make the motion. I will not stop to discuss 
what the custom has been. I have brought up questions of this kind 
before; and this is the first time I have had to deal with that partic- 
ular phase of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the Digest 

Mr. ENLOE. I will be glad if the Chair will also have the rule 
read. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. May I ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question? 

Mr. ENLOE. When I get an opportunity to answer it—— 

Mr. GREENHALGE. I simply wished to ask whether my col- 
league from Massachusetts, General BANKS, is not the chairman of 
the committee to which this resolution was referred ? 

Mr. ENLOE. You are referring to another resolution which has 
been pocketed. Iam talking of one which is not dead, but alive. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. I wanted to suggest that it might be con- 
siderate to postpone action—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I am not discussing the resolution which went to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. . When I saw 
that the other resolution was pocketed, I addressed a resolution to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain on what authority this money 
had been paid out. That is the resolution I am talking about; and it 
did not go to the committee named by the gentleman, but to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Who is the chairman of that committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not know; I have not looked to see. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. The only question I wanted to ask was 
whether it was perfectly courteous to the chairman—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not talking about that resolution, but another 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to discharge a com mittee from the further consideration of a reso- 
lution of inquiry, not reported within one week from the date of its reference, 
is a privileged question. (Journal, 1, 47.) 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Rule XXII, clause 6. All resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Execu- 


tive Departments shall be reported to the House within one week after pres- 
entation. 





Mr. ENLOE. Then I make a motion to discharge that committee, 
if necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has spoken of a matter of custom 
having prevailed. Can the gentleman point out any other instance 
where the matter was treated otherwise ? 

Mr. ENLOE. If the Chair will excuse me, I am referring in this 
matter to some of my own personal experiences. If the Chair will 
agree that I shall furnish the authority hereafter, and not doas he did 
on another occasion recently, when I got up, in response to a request for 
certain authority, to furnish it to the Chair, when the Chair declined 
to receive it and declared the Houseadjourned; and when I announced 
my desire to submit the authority the Chair simply stated, ‘‘ The gen- 
tleman can have the whole Hall to himself.’’ Now, if the Chair will 
give me an opportunity hereafter, and not do as was then done —— 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is unable to pledge himself for the fu- 
ture. On that particular occasion the Chair thought it was justified 
when the gentleman was interrupting the declaration of the adjourn- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ihave no doubt that the Chair thought so; and I 
have no doubt the Chair thinks he is justified in doing a great many 
things in which I differ very materially with him. But it is not nec- 
essary to discuss that now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Therefore I do not care to stop at this time to fur- 
nish the authority, but will take pleasure in looking it up later. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman moves that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. ENLOE. And I have the floor on that motion. I want that 
understood. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam entitled to know. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman of course is entitled to all the infor- 
mation he can ibly get. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I am chairman of the commit- 
tee. 

The SPEAKER. But what is the gentleman’s motion? 
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Mr. ENLOE. To discharge the committee from the futher consider- 
ation of the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. What committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, to which it was referred by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Tennessee moves to discharge 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department from the 
further consideration of the resolution which has been read. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of procedure—as to the order of 
business-—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. And as such question it is not debatable. 

Mr. ENLOE,. But I am entitled to discuss my motion. 

The SPEAKER. But this motion relates to the order of business. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand what the motion is. 

The SPEAKER. And is not debatable, 

Mr. ENLOE. Butam I not entitled to the floor to control the time 
on my own motion? 

The SPEAKER. Ona debatable motion; but the Chair is of the 
impression that this is not a debatable motion, being a question of pro- 
cedure. 

Mr. ENLOE. After the Chair has decided that it is a privileged 
matter am I not entitled to be heard on the pending question ? 

The SPEAKER. All questions relating to the priority of business 
shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, well, that hasno more application here than the 
ten commandments would have to the proceedings of the House. 1 
am entitled to the floor on the motion, according to the custom which 
has always prevailed in the House. It has been decided to be a privi- 
leged question by the Chair, and in my personal right as a Represent- 
ative now I rise to address the Houseon the motion I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has suggested that the gentleman pre- 
sented a question of privilege, and that matter has been determined. 

Mr. ENLOE. The Chair thinks it is a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so; and the gentleman has made 
his motion. This is a privileged question, but is not a question ot 
privilege. There is quite a difference between them. It is a privi- 
leged question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then take it as a privileged question; I still am en- 
titled to the floor on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to have the question 
decided whether the committee shall be discharged or not. That, 
however, is a question of procedure to be decided without debate. 

Mr. ENLOE. ButIam entitled to the privilege of making a state- 
ment to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Not under the present motion. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam certainly entitled to make a statement before 
the question is taken on the passage. Otherwise the House would not 
be in possession of the information on which to found a conclusion for 
or against the motion. Now, I rise to make that statement. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has made his statement—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not finished. 

Mr. SPEAKER. And has submitted his motion. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not willing that the Chair or the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] should step in and say when I have finished 
my statement. If I have not finished itin one hour from the time it 
is decided to be a question of privilege, why then I must yield the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. But when the Chair decides that it is a question 
of privilege, then there is no necessity of making any further state- 
ment 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, yes, there is—on the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Because the object in making the 
statement has been accomplished. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, but the question is whether the House wishes 
to adopt the resolution, and whether it ought to be adopted, and cer- 
tainly I am entitled to the floor upon that proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. How could the House determine whether it wanted 
the information or not until thore was some discussion or debate upon it. 
We can not act intelligently unless we understand the reasons why the 
gentleman asks it and the propriety of the proceeding. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is no rule of this Con- 
gress which requires it to act intelligently. [Laughter.] That is the 
weakness of the suggestion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matter is not debatable. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair hold that a question of privilege is 
not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hold that a question of priv- 
ilege is not debatable. That matter has been decided 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair hold that a privileged question is not 
debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the question of priority of 
business is not debatable. 
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Mr. ENLOE. Well, but that is not the question. I have the floor 
on this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the question is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. And I move to lay that appeal on the table. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman from Illinois wants to economize 
time in that way, we will settle that. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr,Caswon] moves 
to lay the appeal on the table. Those in favor will say “‘ay.’’ 

Mr. ENLOE. I will see that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON | does not economize time by any such procedure. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. ENLOE) there were—ayes 87, noes 
66. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will address a parliamentary in- 
quiry to the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. Theayeshaveit. Isthe parliamentary inquiry in 
relation to this matter ? 

Mr. ENLOE. It relates to this procedure. I want to know of the 
Chair, if I make no contest upon that motion and it is decided to take 
up the resolution, then have I not the right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman certainly has the right to de- 
bate the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Dol have that as a matter of right, or does it depend 
upon the will of the majority here? 

The SPEAKER. The taking up of the resolution depends upon the 
vote of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know what my rights are in the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to answer any parliamentary 
inguiry, and has answered the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. If the Honse should not choose to discharge the 
committee, in that event of course the gentleman would not be entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE, Yes, I understand. Well, then, I demand the yeas 
and nays. : 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will be entirely frank with the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. ENLOE. And if I can not be heard now, I will try to find the 
opportunity later. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee how much 
time he wants. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not want more than twenty-five minutes, but I 
intend to finish this if it takes all summer. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
twenty-five minutes and that we have five minutes on this side, and 
then that we have a vote. 

Mr. ENLOE. Whyshould I not have the twenty-five minutes with- 
out the interposition of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will understand that we do not want 
to make any points of that kind. We want to get on with the public 
business. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman from Illinois will keep his seat -we 
will get on better. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I am in perfect good temper about this, and 
I ask the gentleman to treat the matter in the same way. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the appeal is laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. CANNON (to Mr. ENLoz). Take your twenty-five minutes and 
xO On. 

: The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to discharge the 
committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. We will have the yeas and nays on that, if it is nec- 
essary. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. We will have a division, Mr. Speaker. 

On a division, there were—ayes 71, noes 77. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr.CANNON,. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I can propose an adjustment that will be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I am doing this in pursuance of a request from your 
side of the House. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will not give unanimous consent for you, Mr. 
CANNON, during this session for anything. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] de- 
mands tellers. 

Pending the vote on the demand for tellers, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, before that is put, as we have 
a good deal of business on hand, I would like to inquire what will be 





satisfactory to my friends on the other side. I do not understand this 
tangle, and I think there ought to be a way out of it without consum- 
ing so much time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would say to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BuTrEr- 
WorRTH] that all I want is twenty or twenty-five minuteson myresolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope that will be granted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The committee that has had this matter in 
charge have not had a meeting and have not considered it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the genitle- 
man from Tennessee be allowed to proceed for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a 
statement. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman will have an opportunity to state 
any facts he wishes to. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I am chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. I have never re- 
ceived notice that that resolution was referred to that committee. If 
I had received notice or knowledge of it I should have called the com- 
mittee together and had it considered. My colleagues on the commit- 
tee will bear me out in the statement that we have not had any bills 
pending before that committee recently, and therefore we have not held 
regular meetings. We are perfectly willing to have a hearing upon 
this resolution, and hear anything that the gentleman from Tennessee 
or any other gentleman may desire to say about it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Tennessee may be 
heard for twenty-five minutes on the subject of the resolution. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws his objection. 
Is there further objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Now, the Chair would like to know in what condition the House in- 
tends the question to be when the gentleman from Tennessee has fin- 
ished, 

Mr. ENLOE. The resolution to be before the House for action, Mr. 
Speaker. I would like the Chair to state that. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the motion to dis- 
charge the committee. The gentleman from Tennessee has twenty-five 
minutes by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well. Mr. Speaker, letit be so understood. I 
think under the circumstances the first act I should perform is to make 
my most profound bow to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTEr- 
WORTH ] and the gentlemen on the other side for the priceless, because 
valueless, privilege of addressing this House under any circumstances. 
I recognize the fact, Mr. Speaker, that I am in the minority; but Iam 
not willing to rest under the popular idea, because Iam of the minor- 
ity, that I have no rights-here and that I am not to be permitted to 
discuss a question which affects the interests of the taxpayers of this 
country in a legitimate manner, 

I have stated here that the Regents of this Smithsonian Institution 
are charged with or have assumed charge of the expenditure of a 
amount of money for the improvement of the National Zoédlogical Park. 
I have alleged, and I repeat here, that the Secretary of that institution, 
withoutany authority of law, has gone to the Treasury Department and 
drawn money from the Treasury Department and expended it in that 
work without due authority of law. It is only a question of informa- 
tion which I present. I am trying to find out whether or not there has 
been authority given for this action, and I produce evidence to show 
that no such authority was ever given. 

I do not reflect upon Professor Langley, the Secretary of that board. 
I do not impeach his integrity. I do not doubt that he is a man of 
great learning; that he is a man of extensive scientific information; 
but I do object to the policy or propriety of havinga board constituted 
as this board is, and the Secretary of the board acting without respon- 
sibility to anybody, acting in violation of law, drawing money from 
the Treasury, and expending it without authority of law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say with reference to that improve- 
ment out there that the very next day after this Board of Regents had 
met and had approved the action of its Secretary, and had directed him 
to draw this fund from the Treasury (and itis the first authority he 
had to draw a dollar), there appeared in the Washington Post of this 
city what purported to be an answer to my inquiries, authorized by 
Professor Langley. I do not consider it an answer at all, because it 
failed to answer the very point of the inquiry. If it was desired or 
intended that the inquiry should be met in a full and frank manner 
why was the resolution addressed to the Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution smothered in the committee? If this money was paid out 
pursuant to law what objection is there to the publication of the facts ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I started to state, when I was interrupted, that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurreERwortTH], of the Board of Re- 
gents, when we were discussing the sundry civil bill, said he under- 
stood that there had been two meetings, and the gentleman from Ala- 
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bama [Mr. WHEELER] the same day said there had been three meet- 
ings. Professor Langley, if I remember correctly, stated before the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department that there had 
been no meeting prior to the 27th, and the reason why there had been 


no meeting was because some members of the board lived in distant | 


States and it was not convenient to have a meeting oftener than once 
a year. Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the fact 


that what I am trying to do is to get at facts which will justify a | and see that it is properly and well done, 


change of the administration of this park. : 

I want to take it out of the hands of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution and to put it into the hands of somebody who 
has more sympathy with the taxpayers of this District and more sym- 
pathy with the taxpayers of the country. This board, the present 
board, is made up as follows: 

MEMBERS OF THE INSTITUTION. 


Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States. 
Levi P. Morton, Vice President of the United States. 
Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the United States. 
James G. Blaine, Secretary of State. 

Redfield Proctor, Secretary of War. 

Benjamin F. Tracy, Secretary of the Navy. 

John Wanamaker, Postmaster General. 

W.H.H. Miller, Attorney General. 

Charles E. Mitchell, Commissioner of Patents. 


Then follow the Regents of the Institution, the gentlemen who are 
supposed to audit these accounts and pass upon the administration of 
this park. Who are they? 


Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the United States, chancellor. 
Levi P. Morton, Vice President of the United States. 

J. 8. Morrill, member of the Senate of the United States 

S. M. Cullom, member of the Senate of the United States. 

Randall Lee Gibson, member of the Senate of the United States 
Joseph Wheeler, member of the House of Representatives. 
Benjamin Butterworth, member of the House of Representatives. 
H. Cabot Ledge, member of the House of Kepresentatives. 
Henry Co pie citizen of Pennsylvania. (Bethlehem.) 

James C. x elling, citizen of Washington. 

M. C. Meigs, citizen of Washington. 

J. B. Angell, citizen of Michigan. (Ann Arbor.) 

Andrew D. White, citizen of New York. 


This is the .board fictitiously supposed to administer this trust. 
Their actual information is limited to what they find in a statement 
of expenditures not itemized or detailed so as to convey practical in- 
formation. They examine acolumn of figures, look at a skeleton map, 
guess at the sum total, and imagine the design of the work, and by a 
unanimous vote approve it. Here are two members of the House who 
are members of the board, one saying that three meetings were held 
and another saying that two meetings were held and both confessing 
that they were not present at either one—or at least my friend from 
Ohio confesses that he did not attend. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that this House should know whether or 
not there has been legal authority for the expenditure of this money; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury ought toanswer the question whether 
or not money has been paid out without meeting the requirements of 
the law. Is there any gentleman on the other side who objects to that, 
or who thinks that this is a political matter ? 

I am not trying to impeach a Republican orto stain the character of 
a political party, for I do not know politics in this, but I am trying to 
see that the expenditures of the public moneys are properly directed 
and that the object of this appropriation shall be attained under some 
competent authority. In addition to this Zodlogical Park we are to 
have the Rock Creek Park. That has been placed under the control 
of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, General Casey ; 
Colonel Roberts, the engineer of the District of Columbia, and three 
citizens to be appointed by the President of the United States. One of 
those appointed by the President is a distinguished citizen of the State 
of Ohio, General Boynton. The other two, I understand, are citizens 
of the District. They are very sure to exercise a wise supervision over 
that enterprise. ‘They are sure to pay some attention to the expendi- 
ture of the funds and to see that they are properly expended. 

Thetaxpayers of the District of Columbia are compelled by Congress 
against their will to pay one-half of the expense of this park. They 
should be protected by somebody, and not be left to the mercy of a Con- 
gressional, Senatorial, or Presidential committee, which does not know 
anything about propagating possums and coons oraboat the administra- 
tion ofa zodlogical park. I understand thatit was the intention to build 
houses there for the animals, of cedar logs, all of one size, but that was 
found alittle troublesome. They have built, I understand, a log house 
to put the buffaloes in, and now, after they have got it built, they are 
compelled to ceil it in order to protect the animals from the cold 
weather. 

I understand also there are houses to be built to protect the pos- 
sums and the coons and other animals now confined in our national 
menagerie. I would like to make a suggestion to these gentlemen based 
upon my knowledge of the habits of possums and coons, and that is, 
that if they can find afew hollow trees out there the animals will en- 
joy them better and will propagate a great deal faster than they will 
under the interference of the Government. [Laughter.] Besides, sir, 
this park might well furnish a very valuable and very much appreci- 
ated entertainment toa large class of citizens of the District Columbia, 


by providing a possum and coon hunting ground where they could go, 
in the old-fashioned way, at night, and hunt the possums and coons, 
{ Laughter. ] 

But, seriously, Mr. Speaker, if we are to have this park organized 
and established as Congress intended it, then let it be put under some 
competent administration; let it be put in the hands of some practical 
person or persons who will pay attention to what is being done there 
I say again that I think 
Professor Langley is a very learned man, a manof wonderful scientific 
attainments, but I do not believe italways follows that a man of great 
learning or great scientific attainments is the most capable man for ad- 
ministrative duties. If that were true, the President of the United 
States, with his great learning, would make a better head to this na- 
tion than he does. [Laughter.] I have never discovered that, with 
all his advantages and all his learning, he is an extraordinarily good 
administrative officer. 

Therefore. Mr. Speaker, I make again the point which I have made 
before, and the only one that I have desired to make; that is, that the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department should be 
discharged from the further consideration of the resolution, in order 
that we may get information as to whether or not this money has been 
expended in pursuance of law. 

| believe that the administration of this trust is improperly vested, 
and I am satisfied that a full investigation of the matter will demon- 


strate this fact. The facts can do no injustice to any honest man 
Then let us have the facts. 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BUCHANAN). The question recurs 


on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to discharge the Com 
miitee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department from the further 
consideration of this resolution and to consider it in the House. 

rhe question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. IL ask for a division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 55. 

Mr. ENLOE, I demand tellers, 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. ENLOE. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 79 


, hays 104, not vot- 
ing 146; as follows 


YEAS—79. 
Andrew, Covert, Kerr, Pa, Pierce 
Barnes, Cowles, Lane, Price, 
Barwic, Crisp, Lanham, Quinn, 
Blancherd, Oulberson, Tex. Lawler, Richardson, 
Bland, Dargan, Lee, Rogers, 
Boatner, Davidson, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dickerson, Lewis, Shively, 
Brookshire, Dockery, Maish, Spinola, 
Brown, J.B. Edmunds, Martin, Ind, Springer, 
Brunner, Ellis, Martin, Tex, Stahlnecker, 
Buckalew, Fithian, McClammy, Stewart, Tex, 
Bunn, Forman, McCreary, 


Stone, Mo. 
Forney, McRae, Stump, 
Geissenhainer, Mills, Tarsney, 
Grimes, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 


Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 


Caruth, Hare, Norton, Turner, Ga, 
Chipman, Hatch, Oates, Washington, 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Herbert, Peel, Wiley 
Cooper, Ind. Uolman, Perry, 

NAYS—104. 
Adams, Ewart, Miles, Seuh, 
Allen, Mich. Farquhar, Miller, Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans, Flick, Moffitt, Simonds, 
Arnold, Frank, Moore, N. H. Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, Pa. Funston, Morey, Smyser, 
Bartine, Gear, Morrow, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Gest, Morse, Stephenson, 
Belden, Greenhalge, Mudd Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Grosvenor, Nute, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Hall, O'Donnell, Stone, Pa 
Bowden, Haugen, ©’ Neill, Pa, Struble, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hays, E. R. Osborne, Sweet, 


Burton, Henderson, Ill. Owens, Ohio 


Taylor, Ill. 
Butterworth, Hill, Payne, 


Taylor, J. D. 


Caldwell, Hopkins, Perkins, Thomas, 
Candler, Mass, Kerr, lowa Peters, Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, Ketcham, Pickler, Turner, Kans. 
Cheadle, Knapp, Post, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Lacey, Quackenbush, Van Schaick, 
Coleman, Laidlaw, Raines, Wade, 
Connell, Langston, Randall, Wallace, Mass, 
Craig, Laws, Ray, Wallace, N. Y. 
Culbertson, Pa Lehlbach, Rife, Williams, Ohio 
Darlington, Lind, Rockwell, Wilson, Ky 
Dingley, Lodge, Rowell, Wilson, Wash. 
Dunnell, McComas, Scranton, Yardley, 

NOT VOTING —146. 
Abbott, Bergen, Brosius, Caswell, 
Alderson, Biggs, Brower, Catchings, 
Allen, Miss. Bingham, Browne, T. M Claney, 
Anderson, Miss. Bliss, Browne, Va Clark, Wis. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Blount, Buchanan, Va Clark, Wyo. 
Baker, Boothman, Bullock, Clarke, Ala. 
Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ky. Burrows, Clunie, 
Banks, Brewer, Carlton, Cogsweli, 
Bayne, Brickner, Carter, Comstock, 
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Cooper, Ohio Heard, Morrill, Stockdale, 
Cothran, Hemphill, Mutcebler, Stone, Ky. 
Crain, Henderson,Iowa Niedringhaus, Sweney, 
Cummings, Hermann, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, E. B. 
Cutcheon, Hitt, O' Neall, Ind. Taylor, Tenn, 
Daizell, Hooker, O’ Neil, Mass. Thompson, 

De Lano, Houk, Outhwaite, Townsend, Pa, 
Dibble, Kelley, Owen, Ind, ‘Tracey, 
Dolliver, Kennedy, Paynter, Tucker, 
Dorsey, Kilgore, Payson, Turner, N. Y. 
Dunphy, Kinsey, Penington, Vaux, 

Enloe, Ta Follette, Pindar, Waddill, 
Evans, Lansing, Pugsley, Walker, 
Featherston, Lester, Ga. Reed, lowa Wheeler, Ala. 
Finley, Magner, Reilly, Wheeler, Mich, 
Fitch, Mansur, Reyburn, Whitelaw, 
Flood, Mason, Robertson, Whiting, 
Flower, McAdoo, Rowland, Wickham, 
Fowler, McClellan, Rusk, Wike, 

Geary, McCord, Russell, Wilkinson, 
Gibson, McCormick, Sanford, Willeox, 
Gifford, McDuffie, Sawyer, Williams, Ill, 
Goodnight, McKenna, Seney, Wilson, Mo. 
Grout, McKinley, Skinner, Wilson, W. Va, 
Hansbrough, MeMillin, Smith, Il. Wright, 
Harmer, Milliken, Snider, Yoder. 

Hayes, W. I. Montgomery, Stewart, Ga. 

Haynes, Morgan, Stivers, 


So the motion of Mr. ENLOE to discharge the committee was re- 
jected. 

The following additional pairs were announced. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. FEATHERSTON with Mr, WHITELAW. 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. BLouNT. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr, STAHLNECKER were announced as paired on 
this vote. 

Mr. ENLOE, I understand I am paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
Hovuxk]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson], who presided yesterday when this bill was 
under consideration, the Speaker pro tempore will call to the chair the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. DINGLEy in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. An arrangement was made yesterday by 
which four hours were to be allowed for general debate, the two hours 
on the minority side to be controlled by my friend from Alabama [ Mr. 
FORNEY] and the two hours on this side by myself. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON ]. 


{[Mr. RICHARDSON addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of the consu- 


lar and diplomatic appropriation bill on this floor several geutlemen | 


have seen fit to denounce the conduct of Commander Keiter, of the 
United States Navy, in connection with the Barrundia affair, and to 
commend the Secretary of the Navy for his public reprimand of that 
officer. 

Commander Reiter is one of my oldest, warmest, and most familiar 
friends. He is at the same time a resident and citizen of the district 
that 1 have the honor to represent. For these reasons ! have been led 
carefully to investigate the merits of his case and to make myself fa- 
miliar with the facts and circumstances connected therewith. That 
investigation has led me to the conclusion that Commander Reiter’s 
public reprimand by the Secretary of the Navy was ulfra vires that 
official, was unwarranted and unjust, and it is my purpose to so con- 
vince the committee if I can. 

The case has a significance which, in my judgment, is wholly apart 
from any personal considerations. A naval officer has been degraded 
and disgraced by a public reprimand, without the intervention of a 
court-martial, and in time of peace. His case, therefore, is the case ot 
every naval officer in the service towhom reputation is dear. But 
more than that, higher than that, the question is one of national and 
international importance in that it involves the conduct of our naval 
officers with respect to foreign powers, which may form a precedent 
under like circumstances in the future. 

General .J. Martin Barrundia was a notorious Guatemalan who 
acted as secretary of war under Barrios. He was charged with the com- 


mission of the crime of murder and with the embezzlement of public 
funds, as well as with rebellion and high treason, and fled his country 
to Mexico. Upon the breaking out of the war between Guatemala and 
Salvador, with an armed following and as an enemy he invaded his 
native country, Guatemala. Unsuccessful in his attempts, he was 
compelled to recross the Mexican frontier, where he was arrested by 
the Mexican authorities, disarmed, and put in prison. He was sub- 
sequently released. The war between Guatemala, his native state, to 
which he owed allegiance, and Salvador still continued. He took a 
merchant steamer belonging to the Pacific Mail Steamship Line, the 
Acapulco by name, in the harbor of Acapulco, Mexico, bound for Sal- 
vadorian waters. 

This steamer stopped on her way at two Guatemalan ports, Cham- 
perico and San José. Of this fact Barrundia was aware when he be- 
came a passenger; and he was at that time, in the language of the 
minister of foreign affairs for Guatemala, in a letter addressed to our 
minister, Mr. Mizner, ‘‘ being prosecuted by the ordinary tribunals, 
with decree of formal arrest for common crimes, and besides ’’—I will 
read from his letter— 
while a fugitive from the Republic he has organized armed factions to disturb 
its internal tranquillity that require to be suppressed. 

You will observe that he voluntarily came within the jurisdiction of 
his own country at a time when he was charged with common crimes 
as well as with treason and rebellion. ‘‘Common crimes’’ is a term 
used in Guatemala to designate the kind of crimes that we call felonies 
as contradistinguished from political crimes. Such being the situa- 
tion, on the 28th day of August, 1890, Barrundia was killed on the 
merchant steamer Acapulco while in the harbor of San José by officers 
undertaking to arrest him, which officers he undertook to murder. At 
that time two United States ships of war, the Ranger and the Thetis, 
were lying in the roadstead. 

Commander Reiter was the senior naval officer in command. He in- 
terfered in no way with the arrest or attempted arrest except as I shall 
hereafter mention. On the 29thof August, the day after the killing of 
Barrundia, he wasdetached from his vessel, by orders from the Navy De- 
partment, without any reason being given at that time for the detach- 
ment. On the 3lst day of December, three months after the killing of 
Barrundia, the Secretary of the Navy addressed him a letter of censure. 
The next day and on the day after the substance of this letter appeared 
in the public prints of the country. It was not mailed to Commander 
Reiter until the 6th day of January of the present year. 

It was received by him on the 7th day of January, and contempora- 
neously with its receipt it appeared in full in the public prints. It is 
thus apparent that the letter was written not alone for Commander 
Reiter, but for the general public. In this letter the Secretary of the 
Navy, after alluding to the killing of Barrundia, says: 


In the opinion of the Department your conduct, upon your own showing, is 
deserving of unqualified censure. 


As the reason for this censure the Secretary goes on to describe a 
breach of duty on Commander Reiter’s part in two particulars. 

First, in that,when he was advised of the approach of Barrundia and his con- 
templated arrest, he did not at once put to sea so as to meet the steamer before 
she cast anchor in the port and warn the captain of his danger, and offer to his 
passenger, should he desire it, an asylum on board his ship. 


This constituted the first breach of duty. As to the second I read 
from the Secretary’s letter: 

Even after the arrival of the Acapulco in the port vour power of discretion- 
ary action was by no meanstaken away. There were in particular three points 
in which the existing situation imposed upon you as the senior naval officer 
present a positive duty, namely : 

1. To make a full investigation of the facts, to ascertain the sufficiency of the 
cha woo of the authority upon which the proposed removal of the pessenger 
was ba ° 
, ®&. To prevent by your presence, with such assistance as you might find nec- 
| essary, any proceedings on board the steamer calculated to endanger the safety 
of those on board. 

3. If upon examination it appeared that a seizure was to be attempted with- 
out proper warrant, or that the proceedings were merely in the nature of a pre- 
text to seoure the person of apolitical fugitive, to offer him, in accordance with 
| humane and well-established practice in the case of refugees whose lives are in 
danger, the hospitality of your own vessel. 

Following this the Secretary says: 

A United States officer does not ask of a foreign government permission to 
offer an asylum to any person on board an American vessel at sea who stands 
in need ofa refuge. An officer who so abdicates his authority and that of the 
nation he represents and surrenders it to others has a lesson to learn before he 
can safely be intrusted with the command of a ship of war. 


It is difficult for me to conceive that the Secretary of the Navy signed 
this letter, by whomsoever it may have been written. I donot stop to 
criticise its language and its tone. I do not stop to criticise its logic 
and its rhetoric. The character of both is precisely such as we would 
expect in a letter addressed not simply to an individual, but intended 
for general public consumption. 

But whatever its language and its tone, whatever its logic and its 
rhetoric, it became, by reason of its publication, an open public repri- 
mand of a naval officer of theretofore unquestioned courage and fidelity 
to duty throughout a long and honorable connection with the service, 
a stigma —_ hisname, and a blight upon his professional career. It 
takes from him his dearest possession and from his children their richest 
heritage. It is such a punishment as no power short of a court mar- 
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tial can administer in time of peace, and yet to Commander Reiter’s 
demand for a court martial he received a reply that his demand showed 
his ignorance of tae rules of naval discipline, and the court martial 
was refused. 

I put the query to you, Representatives of the American people, 
lovers of fair play, Can an honorable officer be thus degraded and 
disgraced by the mere ipse dizit of an official whose term of power be- 
gan yesterday, and, in the mutations of party fortune, may end to- 
morrow, and have no remedy or recourse? Because, if it be so, it is 
high time that we should have some new legislation on this subject. 
I do not deny the power of the Secretary of the Navy to detach a naval 
officer from his vessel. I do not deny his power to express disapproval 
of the officer’s conduct. I do deny his power to administer a public 
reprimand in time of peace. 

If Commander Reiter merits the reprimand of the Secretary’s letter 
he merits dismissal from the Navy. No man who has ‘“‘a lesson to 
learn’’ before he can properly command a ship of war has any right 
to remain in the Navyas a commander. But no man can be dismissed 
from the American Navy without the intervention of a court martial, 
and I submit that no naval Secretary can administer a punishment, 
the moral effect of which is dismissal, without the intervention of such 
a court martial. 

But I do not need to draw any fine distinctions with respect to this 
matter. I stand upon the bald, defiant proposition that the Secretary 
of the Navy exceeded his power when he wrote and published that 
letter to Commander Reiter. The Navy Department is not above the 
law. It is created by expressstatute. Itis regulated by rules, orders, 
and regulations which by statute, and not otherwise, it has the right to 
institute. 

The second-in number of the orders, regulations, and instructions 
of the Navy Department is in these words: 

The authority to punish offenses being strictly defined by law, no deviation 
from the limits prescribed will be tolerated, 

I put the query, then, What authority to punish offenses is defined 
by law? And to that I make answer, there are three authorities: 
First, commanders may punish inferior officers by private but never 
by public reprimand, and by suspension from duty for a limited time; 
second, punishments may be imposed on enlisted men by summary 
courts martial; and, third, on officers by general courts martial. No 
os is made for summary punishment by the Secretary of the 

avy, and no man under naval regulations can administer a public 
reprimand. The authority exists nowhere save ina court martial, and 
when the Secretary of the Navy undertook in this case to administer 
such punishment he simply exceeded his power and did a wrong that 
ealls for redress. 

Another provision of the Navy regulations, as to which I shall make 
no comment except the argument which I intend to submit following 
it, is: 

Superiorsof every e are forbidden to injure those under their command 
by tyrannical or capricious conduct or by abusive language. 

But suppose now that it be conceded, tor the purpose of the argu- 
ment, that the Secretary of the Navy did have power to administer 
this punishment, was it a proper punishment in thiscase?, Had Com- 
mander Reiter committed any censurable breach of duty? Had he 
committed any breach of duty of any kind? What were the circum- 
stances ? 


On the evening of August 27, 1890, the United States ships Ranger 
and Thetis lay in the roadstead of San José, off the coast of Guatemala, 
with fires banked. At half past 60’clock in the evening Commander 
Reiter received on board the Ranger a telegram from Mr. Mizner, the 
United States minister, as follows—and, mark you, this is the first com- 
munication that Commander Reiter had upon the subject. I read the 
telegram: 


General Barrundia is on the Acapulco. Guatemala alleges that he is hostile, 
and being in their waters they can arrest him. I think they have the right. 


Withia an hour after the receipt of that telegram the Acapulco was 
in port and under Guatemalan jurisdiction. The first cause assigned 
by the Secretary of the Navy for his censure of the commander is that 
he did not at once put to sea and offer asylum to General Barrundia. 

This, you will observe, is a concession, implied at least, of Guate- 
malan jurisdiction over the merchant steamer when within the port or 
the roadstead. The Secretary’s proposition then amounts to this: A 
naval officer, being advised that a friendly power proposes to arrest an 
alleged criminal, one of its own citizens, within its own jurisdiction, 
with the consent and advice of the United States minister, neglects his 
duty if he does not at once put to sea and defeat the Guatemalan Gov- 
ernment and the United States minister by rescuing the criminal sought 
to be arrested ! 

The case looks very much like a case of the Secretary of the Navy 
against the Secretary of State. 

The statement of the proposition seems to me to dispense with the 
necessity for any argument witb respect to it. 

To have put to sea in time to intercept Barrundia was a physical 
impossibility. It would have taken three hours to get up steam on 
the United States ship; and within less than an hour the merchant 
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be cited, that would justify acommander of the American Navy to play 
the knight-errant with his vessel on the high seas, seeking for some 
object in distress to relieve or some passenger on an American merchant 
boat who might need a refuge, but had not seen fit to ask it. 

But the best answer of all to the Secretary’s position is that to have 
complied with his rule of duty would have been a violation, first, of 
the general practice among the Spanish-American countries under like 
circumstances, and, second, a violation of well-recognized principles ot 
international law. For theestablishment of this first proposition I rely 
upon the distinguished Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine. Executive 
Document No, 51, second session, Fifty-first Congress, is entitled ‘‘ The 
Barrundia Case,’’ and is a response by the President and Secretary of 
State to a resolution of the House of Representatives calling for infor- 
mation with respect to this case. On page 36 of this document Mr 
Blaine cites from the French author, Calvo, in his work on international 
law, the following: 

To sum up, as regards merchant vessels, for all crimes or offenses committed 
by seamen, either on board or ashore, against foreigners, or in such a way asto 
disturb public order or to affect the interests of the country in whose watersthe 
vessel is at anchor, as well as for matters in which the parties interested ask of 
their own accord the aid and support of the local authorities, the police of the 
country have an absolute right to pursue the guilty party even on board of the 
vessel to which he belongs, if he has succeeded in taking refuge there, provided 


in this latter case they come to an understanding with the consul of the nation 
interested. (Calvo, Le Droit International, 4th ed., section 471.) 


This citation points out, amongst other things, that, where under 
certain circumstances the authorities of a port are desirous of securing 
the arrest of a party upon a foreign merchant vessel lying in that 
port, the proper mode of procedure is to consult the minister of the 
country of the vessel and obtain his consent, 

Mr. Blaine goes on to say: 

In ordinary cases of arrest of criminals under legal process such concurrent 
action or permission bas been the general practice among the Spanish-Ameri- 
can countries, and there are many recent instances in which it has been ob- 
served. Iam unaware of any reported case where the arrest was made or the 
demand enforced in the event of a refusal on the part of a representative of the 


nation to which the vessel belonged to act concurrently or to grant the permis- 
sion sought. 


Then, if you will turn to pages 38, 39, and 40 of this document, you 
will find that Mr. Blaine citesa number of cases where the authorities 
of a port, seeking the arrest of an alleged offender upon a vessel in 
port and then under its jurisdiction, have effected such arrests by first 
consulting the ministerof the country of the vessel and obtaining his con- 
sent. I donotstop to read these cases. One of them cited at length is 
the case of Leopoldo Olivella. Thenthere is the case of Emilio Nufiez, 
who in one particular was very much in the situation of Barrundia, 
because he was charged not only with political offenses but also with 
the commission of common crimes. 

But last of all, cited by Mr. Blaine, is the case to which the atten- 
tion of this House has already been directed—the case of Gomez, de- 
cided by Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State under the last Administration. 
And the case of Gomez, I say with all the confidence that I am capable 
of feeling, is precisely the case of Barrundia, except that Gomez was 
charged only as a political refugee, while Barrundia was charged with 
the crimes of murder and the embezzlement of public funds. 

The case of Gomez was the case of a Nicaraguan who, being a polit- 
ical refugee, took passage on a vessel in a port of Guatemala for a port 
in Costa Rica with the knowledge that this vessel on its course would 
come within the jurisdiction of Nicaragua, whose Government he had 
offended. The United States minister took it upon himself to say that 
under those circumstances the Nicaraguan Government had not a right 
to arrest Gomez while in the port of Nicaragua. Mr. Bayard, writing 
to Mr. Hall, the minister, said: 


DEPARTMENT OF STatr, Washington, March 12, 1885, 
Sir: I have to acknowledges the receipt of your No. 316, of the 10th ultimo, in 
which you inclose copies of the correspondence between the legation at Guate- 
mala and Mr. Leavitt, the United States consul at Managua, respecting the case 
of José Dolores Gomez, and request more definite instructions for such cases. 
It appears that Mr. Gomez, who is said to be a political fugitive from Nica- 
ragua, voluntarily took passage at San José de Guatemala for Punta Arenas, 
Costa Rica, on board the Pacific Mail steamship Honduras, with the knowledge 

that the vessel would enter en route the port of San Juan del Sur, Nicaracua. 


So it will be observed that thus far at least the Barrundia case and 
the Gomez case are on all fours. 

The Government of Nicaragua— 

Mr. Bayard continues— 


upon learning of this fact, ordered the commandant of the port of San Juan del 
Sur to arrest Gomez upon the arrival of the Honduras at that port. 
* : * * * ‘ 


It is clear that Mr. Gomez voluntarily entered the jurisdiction of a country 
whose laws he had violated. Under the circumstances it was plainly the duty 
of the captain of the Honduras to deliver him up to the local authorities upon 
their request. 

It may safely be affirmed that when a merchant vessel of one country visits 
the port of another for the purposes of trade it owes temporary allegiance and is 
amenable to the jurisdiction of that country, and is subject to the laws which 
govern the port it visits so long as it remains, unless it is otherwise provided 
by treaty. 

Any exemption or immunity from local jurisdiction must be derived from 
the consent of thatcountry. No such exemption is made in the treaty of com- 
merce and navigation concluded between this country and Nicaragua on the 
2ist day of June, 1867. 


The lawyer does not live who has sufficient ingenuity to distinguish 
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the Gomez case from the Barrundia case in principle and give a sensi- 
ble reason for the distinction. 

Now, you will observe this is the last promulgation of doctrine on 
this subject from the State Department of the United States. You 
will observe further that I am discussing the case, not of Mr. Mizner, 
but of Commander Reiter. Mr. Mizner may have been wrong, I ex- 
press no opinion upon that point, although I have a very decided one, 
but Commander Reiter was certainly right. What was the case pre- 
sented tohim? What did he ascertain the facts to be when he fol- 
lowed up that telegram received from Mr. Mizner? 

Why he found that a Guatemalan refugee within a Guatemalan port, 
under the jurisdiction of the Guatemalan flag, by and with the consent 
of the United States minister, was to be arrested; andif he had turned to 
his law books, if he had consulted what was before Mr. Blaine when 
he wrote this pamphlet, he would have found that what Calvo points 
out as the proper proceeding to be followed under such circumstances 
was the very proceeding which had been followed; and if he had turned 
to the records of the State Department he would have found that in a 
case precisely similar the United States Secretary of State had said 
that it was the clear and unquestioned right of the Government hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the steamer to make the arrest. 

So that thus far, at least, Commander Reiter certainly not only com- 
mitted no censurable fault, but actually carried out the law of the case 
and the instructions of the State Department. 

Now, I submit to you, as fair-minded men, that itis no justification 
of the Secretary of the Navy in his course to say that he may dissent 
with respect to the law. Ina case of dispute such as this, in a case 
where it seems to me there is no room fordispute, but conceding it to 
bea case of dispute, the adherenceofa naval officer to one proposition of 
law instead of to another, while it may be an error of judgment, can 
by no possibility be deemed a censurable breach of duty. 

Advancing now to my second proposition, I say that when Barrun- 
diacame within the Gautemalan port on a merchant vessel he became 
subject to Guatemalan jurisdiction and arrest, and if Commander Rei- 
ter had interfered he would have been guilty of a violation of inter- 
national law. 

Just at this point let me call your attention to the inconsistency of 
the Secretary of the Navy. He says, in the first place, that Commander 
Reiter should have put to sea, so as to offer the right of asylum to Bar- 
rundia outside of the jurisdiction. Thatis a concession that he could 
not offer the right of asylum inside of the jurisdiction, 

Then the second proposition of the Secretary is that, not having put 
to sea, he onght to have offered the right of asylum to Barrandia on 
the merchant vessel while in the Guatemalan port. But if he could 
do that, then he committed no breach of duty in declining to go to 
sea in the first instance; so that the first and last parts of the Secre- 
tary’s logic do not seem to hang well together. 

But I want to call your attention to a fact to which the Navy De- 
partment itself pays no attention. Barrundia’s legal status with re- 
spect to Guatemala was settled long before Commander Reiter had any 
sortof connection with thecase. Barrundia embarked on the merchant 
vessel with a fall knowledge that it would stop at two ports in the 
Guatemalan jurisdiction, namely, Champericoand San José. His legal 
status was fixed while the steamer was in Champerico, and, as I have 
said, before Commander Reiter ever heard of the matter at all. 

Recurring again to the executive document to which I have already 
referred, I will not stop to read these telegrams that go to make up the 
history of this case, but will in this connection try to state as briefly 
as possible the situation. 

The Guatemalan Government was advised in advance, of course, that 
Barrundia had embarked on the steamer Acapulco, and would come 
within their jurisdiction for the first time at Champerico, and if he 
should escape them there he would again come within their jurisdic- 
tion at San José. The consular agent of the Guatemalan Government 
addressed a telegram to the United States minister, which was received 
by the United States consul general, in the absence of the minister, 
asking that no interference should be had with the Guatemalan Gov- 
ernment in arresting Barrundia in the port of Champerico. 

The consul general replied, assenting to the right of arrest; and 
without going over the whole story, or to make a long story short, the 
captain of the steamer, Captain Pitts, requested that he be allowed to 
take his prisoner to San José, where he could have the personal super- 
vision of the United States minister. The captain of the steamer tel- 
egraphed as follows: 

The passenger, J. M. Barrundia, embarked at Acapulco witha direct ticket for 
Panama. Under these circumstances I would suggest asa guaranty for my 
ship and myself to hold the passenger on board until my oxsival at ; 
where I will place myself under the orders of the American minister. As you 


expect him this afternoon, please submit this to him, and give me an answer. 
W. G. PITTS. 


Not getting an answer he telegraphed again to the same effect, and 

he then received this answer from Minister Mizner: 
GUATEMALA, August 27, 1890. 

Lam in receipt of your telegram of this date on the subject of the proposed 

arrest of J. M. Barrundia, and think that Guatemala, like any other nation, has 

the right to arrest a person on a neutral ship in its own waters in time of war 

for any cause deemed an offense under international law. In this case it must 

be understood that life is not to be endangered or the person arrested 


foreign 
punished | pursuits, 


for any other offense than that specified in the letter of the Guatemalan Govern- 
ment addressed yesterday to Consul General Hosmer. If in your judgment 
the lives or pro y of innocent persons will be endangered by submitting to 
the arrest in mperico it would be better to bring the person to San José 
without altering his status and where protection can be had. 


Capt. W. M. Prrrs, 
Champerico, Guatemala, 


You will observe, therefore, that it was within the power of the 
Guatemalan Government to arrest Barrundia in the port of Champerico. 
The Acapulco was surrounded there by lighters filled with armed 
men. There were no United States gunboats there. And in pointof 
fact at that time a state of war actually existed between Guatemala 
and Salvador, and was noteven conditionally concluded until some forty- 
eight hours thereafter. Long before Commander Reiter, therefore, had 
anything todo with the case the United States minister, the Guatemalan 
Government, and the captain of the steamship had entered intoan agree- 
ment whereby Barrundia’s status—his lega) status—in the port of San 
José, whatever it might be under other circumstances, should be pre- 
cisely the same as it was in Champerico; and for Commander Reiter to 
have carried Barrundia beyond the jurisdiction of Guatemala would 
have been to violate the agreement already existing, and so far as we 
know would haveinterfered with the desires of Barrundia himself; be- 
cause one of the strangest things about this whole case is that Barrundia 
never asked for refuge, and when Commander Reiter, as I shall show 
you in a moment, undertook to see him he was refused an interview 
with him. 

Before leaving this proposition, then, that the legal status of this man 
in San José was as it was in Champerico, let me rehearse further inci- 
dents that took place so far as Commander Reiteris concerned. Upon 
the receipt of this telegram at half past 6 o’clock in the evening Com- 
mander Reiter went ashore and sent this telegram to Mr. Mizner: 

Barrundia expected in steamer. As peace is declared, I suggest that you ask 


Government to permit Thetis to take him to Acapulco, we acknowledging their 
municipal rights over steamer. Steamer Acapulco in sight, 


MIZNER. 


as she then was. 

To that Commander Reiter received a reply from the minister: 

This Government declines offer totake Barrundia away in Thetis. Havead- 
vised Captain Pitts to deliver him. 

Forthwith on receipt of that telegram Commander Reiter boarded 
the Acapulco and had a conversation with Captdin Pitts. Captain 
Pitts told him distinctly that he had put himself under the direction 
of the United States minister and proposed to do whatever he should 
say, declining Commander Reiter’s implied tender of interference. 

Commander Reiter then asked to see Barrundia, and the captain re- 
plied that Barrundia was in his stateroom and would see nobody. So 
that if Iam right this commander not only obeyed the law, but he 
went even farther than he was bound to do, and made a tender which 
was not accepted. 

Now, I affirm in the most absolute and positive terms that Guate- 
mala had a right to arrest Barrundia while on the Acapulco, either in 
Champerico Harbor or in San José Harbor or roadstead—harbor and 
roadstead are the same thing in law—and I say that that proposition of 
law is sustained by all the authorities I have been able to find upon 
the subject. The proposition is sustained by the text-books without 
a single exception. It is the law of the Supreme Court of the United 
States as witnessed by its decisions without a break. More than that, 
it is the law of the United States executive department, as it has been 
proclaimed by numerous distinguished Secretaries of State, represent- 
ing ail political parties and extending over a long period of our history. 

I say first it is the law of the text-books. I am not going to stop to 
read all the law on the subject, only specimen abstracts. I cite upon 
this suhject Pomeroy on International Law, sections 144, 145, 186, 
which I do not stop to read. Butlet mecall attention to Phillimore’s 
International Law, volume 1, chapter 351. And, mark you, confu- 
sion of thought will arise if it is not borne in mind that there isa 
wide difference between a man-of-war and a merchant vessel. A man- 
of-war is a part of thesoil of the country whose flag she carries, whether 
te eS Oe eee A merchant vessel is ab- 
solutely within the jurisdiction and the exclusive jurisdiction, for some 
purposes at least, of the territory in whose waters she lies. 

Phillimore says, in his International Law, second edition, page 405, 
chapter 351: 

With to merchant or private vessels the rule of law is that, 
except u the provisions of an express stipulatfon, such vessels have no ex- 
emption from the territorial jurisdiction of harbor or port, or, so to speak, 
territorial waters (mer li in which they lie. 

The doctrine is clearly expounded by the American Chief Justice 
Marshall, as follows: 


When private individuals of one nation spread themselves > another, 
as business or caprice may direct, mingling indiscriminately with the 


inhabit- 
ants of that other, or when merchant enter for the purpose of trade, it 
would be obviously inconvenient and to society, and would subject 


the laws to continued infraction, and Sri to n, if such 
individuals or merchants did not owe temporary and local allegiance and were 
notamenable to the jurisdiction of the country. Nor can the foreign sovereign 
have any motive for wishing such exemption. wey tl ag ae into 
countries are not employed by him, nor are they in national 





es 


ee 


eed 


ea aes 


1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2AG3 








Consequently there are powerful motives for not exempting persons of this 


description from the jurisdiction of the oma in which they are found, and 
no one motive for requiring it. The implied license, therefore, under which 
they enter, can never be construed to grant such exemption. 


Twiss, on Law of Nations in Time of Peace, page 229, says this: 


A ship of war has been termed an extension of the territory of the nation to 
which it belongs, not only when it is on the wide ocean, but when it is in a for- 
eign port. In this respect a ship of war resembles an army marching by con- 
sent through a neutral territory. Neither ships of war nor army so licensed 
fall under the jurisdiction of a Seweiet state. 

Private vessels, on the other hand, enter the ports of a foreign nation for the 
pur of trade under the implied protection of the sovereign of the place, but 
subject at the same time to the law of the territory. 

So complete is the authority of the lex loci over all persons and povpenty on 
board of private vessels, that if a vessel under the British mercantile flag were 
to enter the port of Charleston, having free negro sailors among her crew, the 
mercantile flag will not protect these sailors from the operation of the terri- 
torial law of the State of South Carolina which forbids a free negro to be at 
large within the limits of that State. 

It has thus frequently happened that negroes or persons of color, though free 
subjects of Her Britannic Majesty and duly entered on the muster roll of the 
crew of a British merchant vessel, have, on such vessel entering the port of 
Charleston, been taken out of her by the officers of the port under the authority 
of the local laws, and have been detained in custody until the vessel has cleared 
outward, when they have again been placed on board of the ship with permis- 
sion to leave the country. 


Creasy’s International Law, page 167, section 176, adopts the lan- 
guage of Phillimore, and says the rule thus stated} 


is fully established by the reasoning of the American Chief Justice Marshall 
ina very important case aeease Exchange), which is referred to by Sir R. 
Phillimore and other publicists as the leading case on the subject. 


Mr. ADAMS. What case is that? 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘The case of the schooner Exchange. 

I think, therefore, that the proposition as to the right of Guatemala 
toarrest Barrundia and take him from this merchant vessel within her 
jurisdiction is clearly established so far as the law of the text-books 
is concerned. : : 

And now I say that it is the law of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Theschooner Exchange vs. McFadden (7 Cranch) is a case in 
which the question was as to our jurisdiction over a foreign public ves- 
sel of war; and it was held, of course, that she was exempt from the 
territorial jurisdiction. But Chief Justice Marshall said: 

The jurisdiction of the nation within its own territory is necessarily exclu- 
sive and absolute. It is susceptible of no limitation not imposed by itself. Any 
restriction upon it deriving validity from an external source would imply a 
diminution of its sovereignty to the extent of the restriction, and an invest- 
ment of that sovereignty to the same extent in that power which could impose 
such restriction. 

In the case of the United States against Diekelman, reported in 92 
United States, page 525, a Prussian merchant vessel going into the 
port of New Orleans during the war suffered the loss of certain money, 
silver plate, and bullion, which General Butler seized as contraband of 
war. [Laughter.] Thecourt held that his decision as to what was con- 
traband of war was under the circumstances necessarily final. Chief 
Justice Waite went on to say: 

The merchant vessels of one country visiting the ports of another for the 
purposes of trade subject themselves to the laws which govern the port they 
visit so long as they remain, and this as wellin war asin peace, unless it is 
otherwise provided by treaty. 

And he cites with approval the case of the Exchange. 

In a recent case, reported in 120 United States,the Wildenhus case, 
two members of the crew ofa Belgian vessel lying in the harbor of New 
York became embroiled in a quarrel, and one killed the other. The 


authorities in New Jersey undertook to take jurisdiction of thealleged | 


murderer and control his trial and punishment. A writ of habeas 
corpus was obtained, and the point was made that by the law of na- 
tions the jurisdiction of Belgium was exclusiveas to those matters that 
related only to the internal peace of oneof her own ships; and further- 
more that this law had been ingrafted into the treaty existing between 
the United States and Belgium. 


The Supreme Courtof the United States held that the courts of New 
Jersey had jurisdiction. Chief Justice Waite said: 


It is part of the law of civilized nations that when a merchant vessel of one 
country enters the ports of another for the purpose of trade it subjects itself to 
the law of the place to which it goes, unless by treaty or otherwise the two 
countries have come to some different understanding or agreement; for, as 
was said by Chief Justice Marshall in the Exchange (7 Cranch), ‘it would be ob- 
viously inconvenient and dangerous to society, and would subject the la 
continual infraction, and the Government to degradation, ifsuch * 
merchants did not owe temporary and local allegiance, and were not amen- 
able to the jurisdiction of the country.” 

* * * 


wsto 
* ‘ 


* e * 


As the owner has voluntarily taken his vessel for his own private purposes to 
a place within the dominion of a government other than fis own and from 

ich he seeks protection during his stay, he owes that government such alle- 
— for the time being as is due for the protection to which he becomes en- 


I submit, therefore, that I have established my second proposition— 
that the right to arrest Barrundia under the circumstances was a right 
bs is recoghized by the law of the Supreme Court of the United 

‘tates. 

I now say, in the third place, that it is a right recognized by the 
executive policy of this Government. 

I invite your attention to only a few of the many authorities upon 
this subject to be found in the International Law Digest, prepared by 
Mr. Wharton, volume 1, second edition. 


| 
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On the 23d of January, 1849, Mr. Buchanan, then Secretary of State, 
writing to Mr. Jordan, lays down this doctrine 


he exclusive jurisdiction of a nation extends to the 


ports, harbors, bays, 
mouths of rivers, and adjacent parts of sea inclosed by h lands, and also to 
the distance of a marine league, or as tar as acannon shot Ww reach, from the 
shore along its coasts. Within these limits the sovereign of th 1iniland may 
arrest, by due process of law, alleged offenders on board of foreign merchant 
ships 


If this be law, it certainly furnishes a justification of the course of 
Commander Reiter, to say nothing of the course of Mr. Mizner. But I 
call your attention particularly now to a letter written by that dis 
tinguished Secretary of State Mr. Seward, addressed to Mr. Welles, 
Secretary of the Navy, which has relation to the duties of 
the United States Navy. 


This Government adheres to, rv 


an ollcer ol 


1izes, and insists upon the principle that 
the maritime jurisdiction of any nation covers a full marine league from its 
coast, and that acts of hostility or of authority within a marine league of any for 
eign country by naval officers of the | States are strict!y prohibited, and 


will bring upon such officer the displ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is that the case of the Florida? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; that is the casc where they were pursuing a 
blockade-runner. ‘ 

Mr. Buchanan, Secretary of State, in a letter to Mr, Wise, on Sep- 
tember 27, 1845, says: 

The jurisdiction of every independent nation over the merchant vessels of 
other nations, lying within its own harbors, is absolute and exclusive. Noth 
ing but its authority can justify aship of war belonging to another nation in 
seizing or detaining a vessel thus situated for any cause or pretext whatever. 
* * * There is no power on earth which would assert this principle with 
more determination and energy than the United States, and therefore there 


no power which ought more carefully to avoid any violation of it in their « 
duct towards other nations, 


Mr. Everett, Secretary of State, in writing to Mr. Ingersoll, our rep- 
resentative in Great Britain, on February 17, 1853, said: 

Merchant vessels in port are subject to the police law of the port, 

In 1876, Mr, Taft, Attorney-General, rendering an oflicial opinion, declared 
the law to be that “a merchant vessel except under some treaty stipulations 
has no exemption from the territorial jurisdiction of the 
is lying.” 


iwsure of this Government 


is 
n 


harbor in which she 


In 1876 a question arose as to the right of the Italian authorities to 
search an American merchant vessel in an Italian port for a person a! 
leged to have committed a crime. 

Mr. Fish, then Secretary of State, writing to Mr. 
of May 2, 1876, said: 

The right of the Italian authorities to search a [merchant] vessel in the 
ports for a person charged with crime is entire, unless it shall have been surr¢ 
dered by treaty, which was not the fact in this instance. Though the deserter 
did not prove to be amenable to the jurisdiction of the local authorities, as he 
was arrested by them at the instance ofthe British consul, they may have s 
posed that they were only discharging their duty in the matter. 


Marsh, under date 


uy 


All these declarations upon the part of our Secretaries of State are in 
strict accordance with, and furnish the authority for, the decision of Mr. 
Bayard, Secretary of State under the last Administration, in the Gomez 
ease, which I have already cited, 

At this point let me call the attention of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] to his error in supposing that there is any 
possible analogy between this case and the case of the Creole, The 
single principle that was upheld in the case of the Creole was that a 
merchant vessel, driven by stress of weather into a foreign port, or taken 
in as the Creole was, under a superior force, does not become subject 
to the rule of territorial jurisdiction. 

I do not stop now to recall to this House the fact that many gentle- 
men will remember that my distinguished friend, whom I do not see 
here to-uay, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirrr], who made such 
an eloquent speech the other day in defense of the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Secretary of State, made an equally eloquent speech 
upon the other side at the last session of Congress. 
what a versatile genius my friend is. 

If the general well-recognized rule of international law be as I have 
stated it, the question then suggests itself, is there one rule of law for 
our dealings with a great power and another one for our dealings 
with a weak one? Is there any gentleman in this House who does not 
believe that if Commander Reiter had exercised the judgment and dis- 
cretion that he did exercise in this case in-a port of Great Britain he 
would have merited encouragement and praise and not reprimand? 
Are our nayal officers to be observers of the law in transatlantic ports, 
and violaters of law on the South and Central American coasts? 

Is there one rule of law when we face the flag of poor little Guatemala, 
and another rule of law when we face the lion of St. George, or the lilies 
of France, or the lordly ensign of Imperial Germany? I say you nay. 
And if you answer me still yea, I then insist that an officer of the Navy 
who recognizes in a South American port rules of international law of 
universal application can be guilty of no breach of duty for not having 
violated them unless he has had instructions from his superior officer 
to violate them, and Commander Reiter had no such instructions. 

But it has been argued that Barrundia was a political retugee and 
therefore entitled to the right of asylum. To this I answer that he was 
not a mere political refugee. He stood charged, as I have already 
said—a matter so notorious that gentlemen might have learned it from 
the New York Tribune of the day after that on which he was killed— 
with the crimes of murder and embezzlement of public funds. But 


It shows precisely 
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even if he had been a political refugee, there is no rule of humanity 
or of Jaw which demanded that our representative should go in search 
of him to give him an asylum that he did not seek and, so far as we 
know, did not want. 

But finally and especially and conclusively, the practice of extra- 
territorial asylum is not sanctioned, and never has been, but is ex- 
pressly forbidden by American policy. I recurnowto Wharton. Be- 
fore I cite these authorities, however, it will, I assume, be understood 
that the principle of extraterritoriality with respect toa consulate and 
the principle of extraterritoriality with respect to a war vessel is pre- 
cisely the same. Both the consulate and the ship of war are American 
soil by a fiction of law. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McCREARY and several other gentlemen. I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman be allowed to continue and conclude his 
argument, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. DALZELL. In 1854 certain Peruvian offenders against their 
Government sought anasylum with the American consul in that coun- 
try. They were afforded asylum in his heuse. The Peruvian Govern- 
ment by force arrested them in the consulate, and asa result there was 
certain correspondence, our consul complaining, of course, that the 
American flag had been insulted and disgraced. Mr. Marcy, then Sec- 
retary of State, writing to Mr. Clay, on the 24th of January, said: 

Neither the law of nations nor the stipulations of our treaty with Peru recog- 
nize the right of consuls to afford protection to those who have rendered them- 
se! ves obnoxious to the authorities of the Government under which they dwell. 
* * © The subsequent course of the governor in sending to the consulate and 
arresting the insurgents can not be condemned by this Government, The na- 
tional flag was not insulted nor the national dignity affected by this proceed- 
ing. The former had been unwarrantably used. Under the treaty it would 
and should have protected the property of the consulate and the persons and 
property of American citizens, but in this case no such plea for its use can be 
presented, 

The Government of the United States would not permit such an abuse of a 
foreign flag by a foreign consul to be made with impunity, 

So, again, Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, writing to Mr. Wheeler, on 
May 11, 1855, declared: 

A consul of the United States in Nicaragua has no right as such, under the 
law of nations, to make his dwelling an asylum tor persons charged with crimes 
or offenses against that Government. 

Upon this same subject let me call attention to the letter of Mr. Fish, 
Secretary of State, to Mr. Bassett, dated June 4, 1875: 

Your dispatches numbered 364 and 365, etc., have been received, They relate 
to the recent disturbances at Port au Prince and to persons who have sought 
an asylum in the legation. It is regretted that you deemed yourself justified 
by an impulse of humanity tograntsuchan asylum. You have repeatedly been 
instructed that such a practice has no basis in public law, and, so far as this 
Government is concerned, is believed to be contrary to all sound policy. 

The course of the diplomatic representatives of other countries in receiving 
political refugees upon such occasions is not deemed sufficient to warrant this 
Government in sanctioning a similar step on the part of the representatives of 
the United States. Among other objectionsto granting such asylum, it may be 
remarked that that act obviously tends so far to incite conspiracies against gov- 
ernments that if persons charged with offenses can be sure of being screened 
in a foreign legation from arrest they will be much more apt to attempt the 
overthrow of authority than if such place of refuge were not open to them. 


That is very much in the tone of Mr. Mizner’s letter to Mr. Blaine, 
in which he claims that the course he pursued was in the interest of 
those insurrectionary Central and South American States. 

Mr. Fish again, in a letter to Mr. Cushing, under date of October 1, 
1875, says: 

The right of asylum, by which I now refer to the so-called right of a political 
refugee to immunity and protection within a foreign legation or consulate, is 
believed to have no good reason for its continuance, to be mischievous in its 
tendencies, and to tend to political disorder. 

These views have been Sooner expressed, and, while this Government is 
not able of itself to do away with the practice in foreign countries, it has not 
failed on appropriate occasions to deprecate its existence and to instruct its 
representatives to avoid committing this Government thereto, 

Upon a recent occasion, occurring in the Island of Hayti, where, as repre- 
sented to this Department, the asylum was forced upon the minister, the De- 
partment found it necessary to give a renewed and emphatic expression to 
these views. 


Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State, addressing Mr. Langston, 
our United States minister at Hayti, on the 15th of December, 1883, 
laid down the Government policy in this way: 


The views of this Government as to the right of asylum have long been well 
known. You will find them in the correspondence of this Department with 
your predecessor, Mr. Bassett. This Government is well aware that the prac- 
tice of extraterritorial asylum in Hayti has become so deeply established as to 
be practically recognized by whatever government may be in power, even to 
respecting the premises of a consulate as wellas a legation. This Government 
does not sanction the usage, and enjoins upon its representatives in Hayti the 
avoidance of all pretexts for its exercise. 


Now, without stopping to read no end of such declarations from our 
Secretaries of State, I want to call your attention to the most start- 
ling fact in connection with this whole matter. The printed instruc- 
tions of the State Department, handed, I have no doubt, by the State 
Department to Mr. Mizuer before he went to his post, expressly forbid 
the exercise by him as our representative of the right of asylum under 
such circumstances as we are considering. The personal instructions 
to our diplomatic ministers read in this way: 


In some countries where frequent insurrections occur and co uent insta- 
bility of government exists, the practice of extraterritorial lum become 
so firmly established that it is often invoked by unsuccessful insurgents and is 
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ractically recognized by the local government to the extent even of respect- 
ng the premises of a consulate in which such fugitive may take refuge. This 
Government does not sanction the usage, and enjoins upon its representatives 
in such countries the avoidance of all pretense for its exercise, 


The difference between the right of asylum which we turnish as of 
course to political refugees who voluntarily seek our shores and the 
right of asylum which depends for its exercise on the extraterritori- 
ality of our ships of war or our consulates is of course too obvious to 
need any elaboration from me. 

There is, then, nothing in the claim that this man was a political 
refugee and entitled to the right of asylum, even if it were a fact that 
he was only a political refugee, and not also a common criminal. 

If I have been successful, then, in my argument I have demonstrated, 
I think, that the public reprimand of Commander Reiter by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy was not only unauthorized in law, but was unwar- 
ranted and unjust; that the conduct of Commander Reiter was in con- 
sonance with the well-established rules of practice in such cases, was in 
consonance with the well-recognized principles of international law as 
laid down by the text-books, as laid down by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and as laid down by distinguished Secretaries of State 
throughout at least half a century of our history. 

How, then, account for the reprimand? Simply because the right 
of the matter and this worthy officer have been sacrificed to an unrea- 
soning and unreasonable public sentiment called into life by the tragic 
circumstances that attended upon the death of Barrundia. A false and 
deceptive appearance has been given to this whole affair in two ways— 
by calling Barrundia’s death an ‘‘ assassination,’’ and by the use of a 
good deal of cheap, and some of it very tawdry, rhetoric about the 
American flag. Why, sir, Barrundia’s death was not an assassination. 
He was killed by an officer of the law seeking to serve a legal warrant, 
acting in self-defense against a man who attempted his murder. 

It is impossible to clothe this matter with the garment of sentiment. 
It was no exceptional oruncommon occurrence. Itis what takes place 
every time when a criminal about to be arrested seeks to add to his 
other crimes the murder of the officer, and the officer, acting in self- 
defense, killshim. Read the account—lI will not stop toread it—how 
this man came out of his stateroom with two revolvers, one in each 
hand, fired at everybody that he saw, ran down one side of the boat 
and then down the other, then through the saloon, firing in every di- 
rection and at everybody he saw, and fell at last only when it was nec- 
essary that he should fall to save the lives of innocent persons. 

The killingof Barrundia can do the American flagno harm. Nearly 
forty years ago a distingushed Secretary of the Navy, writing to an 
equally distinguished commander in the Navy, used this language: 

The President desires that on all occasions and in all parts of the globe to be 
visited by the American Navy the rights and the property of American citizens 
should be watched over with vigilance and protected with energy, but he with 
no less earnestness enjoins it upon the officers of the Navy to exercise due cau- 
tion to avoid the slightest infraction of the laws of nations and scrupulously 


regard the rights of others. Respect the flag of other nations, and with the 
more pride you can demand respect for your own. 


Mr. Chairman, it never has been the function of our flag, it is not 
now its function, it never will be its function, to protect criminals, to 
defeat the administration of justice, to defy well-recognized principles 
of international law in the ports of any power, whether a great power 
or a weak and insignificant one. The glory of the American flag lies 
not alone in the act that it symbolizes the sovereignty of a powerful, 
prosperous, and progressive people, but it lies also in the further fact 
that through a hundred years of that people’s history, in sunshine 
and in storm, on land and on sea, it has stood always for law, order, and 
justice. anaes 

They who fear disgrace to their country’s flag to result from the 
failure of a United States officer to play the bully under the protection 
of its folds and in defiance of law fail utterly to appreciate wherein 
the true glory of a State consists, and would prove, in my judgment, 
not only poor, but dangerous, directors of American policy. They 
would sow the seed that some day or other should blossom into the 
crimson of a bloody war without honor to us, or ripen into the poi- 
sonons fruit of national humiliation and disgrace. [Long-continued 
applause. } 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield one hour to the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe]. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry to differ in any re- 
spect from my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. DALZELL], and espe- 
cially upon a question in which his personal feelings are very natu- 
rally and properly engaged, as they are in this instance for his friend 
Commander Reiter. I have no personal feelings myself one way or 
the other in discussing this question. I have never known Mr. Reiter 
or Mr. Mizner. 

When the news was telegraphed to this country that a man who had 
taken refuge on board an American ship had been shot down on the 
deck of that vessel by detectives acting under the authority of a United 
States minister and in the presence of two ships of war of the United 
States, I felt, and I believe most Americans felt, a shock of surprise and 
of indignation that such a bloody occurrence could have taken place 
under such circumstances. Atthesame time, in common, I think, with 
most American citizens, I was quite ready tosuspend judgmentin such 
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a matter until all of the facts in the case were laid before the American 
people. These facts, Mr. Chairman, are now before us. 

The argument in defense of the conduct of Commander Reiter has been 
stated to this House in one of the ablest speeches that it has ever been my 
fortune to hear; and I feel very strongly the difficulty that I labor under 
in attempting to answer such an admirable argument as that made by 
my friend from Pennsylvania. But I feel as an American citizen, and 
feel strongly, that the conduct of our representatives there—and Iam 
interested in it only as every American is interested in the representa- 
tives of the United States Government—is a subject fordeepregret. I 
think that the course they took was a mistaken course, and I propose 
before I sit down to give to the House the grounds on which I base that 
opinion, 

Piet me touch first on the method adopted by the Secretary of the 
Navy in dealing with the case of Commander Reiter. On the 8th of 
December, 1890, Commander Reiter wrote to the Secretary of the Navy 
stating that he believed the Department was dissatisfied with his 
conduct, and asked that he might be offered an opportunity of either 
explaining his action personally or before a court of inquiry. One 
of these alternatives was granted to him, namely, an explanation of 
his conduct personally. He came to Washington and made an expla- 
nation to the Secretary. He was then asked to submit what he had 
then said in writing, and he did so. 

This was his second report, and conveyed some very important facts 
which he had not stated in his first. Of course there was no need, I 
may say in passing, for any court of inquiry. A court of inquiry is 
simply for the purpose of ascertaining facts. The Department pro- 
ceeded in this case entirely upon the statement of Commander Reiter 
himself, and therefore there was no need, and could be no need, of a 
court of inquiry. 

The Secretary of the Navy represents the Wresident of the United 
States, who is the Commander-in-Chief both sver the Army and the 
Navy. 

I believe that nothing can be better settled in military law and prac- 
tice than the right of the Commander-in-Chief to reprimand or censure 
an officer by general order or by public letter, or in any other manner 
which he may deem for the best interest of the service. The mode 
adopted must lie and ought always to lie within the discretion of the 
Commander-in-Chief. If it does not, it would be impossible to maintain 
military discipline. The practice and the precedents in our Navy are 
beyond question, as can be readily shown. 

I hold in my hand statements of eight cases precisely similar to this 
one in which public reprimands were administered to officers of the 
Navy by Secretaries of the Navy where there had been neither a court- 
martial nor a court of inquiry. They range in date from the first one, 
on the 10th day of January, 1799, down toone which I findin the New 
York Herald, in which it appears, addressed to Commander Wildes, in 
November, 1883, The first one is written by Secretary Stoddert, the 
first Secretary of the Navy, and not only censures the captain of the 
ship, but says that the Secretary was commanded by the President to 
inform him that his services were no longer required. 

I will not detain the House by going over all these cases, but will 
publish them with my remarks. (See Appendix A.) Some occurred 
in time of war; some in time of peace. I will merely read one, or a 
part of one, from one of the ablest lawyers who has ever filled the posi- 
tion of Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Levi Woodbury, dated December 
15, 1831, addressed to Passed Midshipman George Hurst: 

Sie: I have received your letter of the 5th instant, and the report therein al- 
luded to, of your conduct in the case of Thomas Scipion, seaman. 

Although provocation existed in the conduct of this man, yet no [one] can be 
entirely Justified in such attacks on seamen placed under his protection, but 
must resort to the customary and lawful modes of punishments, when seamen 
forget what is due to themselves as men, what is due to their superiors, and 
what is due to the respectable service in which they are en ed. 

Your conduct, therefore, though heretofore commendable, must receive and 
does receive in this instance the censure of the Department. Hence this result 
is made public, and you are detached from the station and will be ordered on 
such duty and under such conditions as to give an opportunity for improved 
discipline over yourself and an appearance to the Department of your future 
usefulness as an officer. 

I have also here a number of general orders which I will also print 
with my remarks, simply calling attention to the last one, by Secretary 
Chandler, addressed to Commander Wildes. This letter of censure 
was dated November 2, and appeared in the Heraldof November 3, 1883, 
so that it must have been given to the press at the same time that it 
was mailed to the officer reprimanded. In fact, before any determina- 
tion was reached the letter was published in the newspapers as a pub- 
lie censure of his conduct as it then appeared to the Secretary otf the 
Navy. (See Appendix A VIII.) 

There is nothing novel, nothing peculiar, nothing illegal in the treat- 
ment of Commander Reiter. 
precedents that the Secretary was acting in accordance with well- 
established practice, in accordance with the habitof the Department, in 
accordance with the universal military custom, when as the representa- 
tive of the commander-in-chief he selected this mode of rebuking con- 
duct which he thought detrimental to the service on the part of a com- 
mander of a vessel of the United States Navy. 

This is plain beyond doubt. The only question to be considered is 
whether theSecretary was justified in his opinion of Commander Reiter. 
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I now come, therefore, to the case itself. I do not wish to weary the 
House, but I want to state the exact position of Barrundia and Com- 
mander Reiter on the day on which the shooting occurred. Barrundia, 
who had been a revolutionist, who, it is said in one of the dispatches, 
was charged with various crimes—that was the statement of the Guate- 
malan secretary of state—crimes neither specified nor described, went 
on board an American steamship at Acapulco for the purpose of going 
to Panama, and in that manner escaping from Guatemala, The Aca- 
pulco touched first at the Guatemalan port of Champerico. The letter 
of the secretary of state of Guatemala, if that was his position, Sefor 
Anguiano, to Mr. Hosmer, our consul there, says nothing about com- 
mon crimes, but speaks of Barrundia as an “ enemy of Guatemala,’’ a 
state of war at that time existing between Guatemala and Salvador. 

According to the letter of the Guatemalan minister, Barrundia when 
he reached Champerico was either contraband of war or a revolution- 
ist, a purely political offender. It is important to keep this fact in 
mind, because an attempt was made to shift the ground on which the 
seizure of Barrundia was sought and has since been justified. 

An effort then was made to arrest Barrundia at Champerico. The 
captain of the steamer refused to give him up, and, after a detention 
of twenty-four hours, proceeded to San José, the next Guatemalan 
port. The coast of Guatemala at that point is perfectly straight and 
presents a perfectly even line. There is no bay, no indentation, no 
port. There is merely an open anchorage off this small town of San 
José. At that point Commander Reiter, as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. DALZELL] has said, for the first time heard of Barruncia; 
and all he heard of him was the statement of the minister that the Giov- 
ernment of Guatemala alleged that Barrundia was hostile. Not onc 
word in that telegram about common crimes. If the gentleman from 
Pennsyivania [Mr, DALZELL] is correct in his statement that that was 
Commander Reiter’s knowledge at that time, then Reiter knew nothing 
except that Barrundia was an escaping revolutionist. Now, what ac- 
tion did he take? I have here his own statement, in which he says 
that the Acapulco was in sight, and in which he asked permission from 
the Guatemalan Government to take Barrundia on board the Thetis 
and carry him in safety to Acapulco. 

If he was a common criminal escaping from justice, why did Com- 
mander Reiter ask to take him to Acapulco and put him in a place 
of safety? Why did he ask permission of the Guatemalan Government 
at all? If Barrundia was a political refugee, he had, in my judgment, 
the right to extend to him the right of asylum, upon which | shall 
have something to sayin a moment. Butif Barrundia was a common 
criminal, and Commander [eiter knew it, if Barrundia was an offender 
against the common law of all nations, then he was asking the Guate- 
malan Government to allow him to take acommon criminal and carry 
him into safety in aport of Mexico. If he was not acommon criminal, 
if he was a refugee, then it was a case for him to decide for himself. 

It is impossible to hold both positions. Barrundia was either a com- 
mon criminal or he was not. If he wasacommon criminal, then Com- 
mander Reiter had no right to ask permission to take him on board an 
American man-of-war and carry him into safety. If he was not a 
common criminal, then he wasa political refugee. It is perfectly clear 
that when Commander Reiter asked for that permission he regarded 
Barrundia, as everybody regarded him, in the light of a political of- 
fender; for, if he looked upon him as a common criminal, then he was 
guilty of offering the protection of a United States ship to an offender 
against the common law of all nations. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Was that request made of the Government of Guatemala in 
writing, and if so will the gentleman please give it to us? 

Mr. LODGE. The telegram was sent to the United States minister 

Barrundia expected in steamer. As peace is declared, I suggest that you 


ask the Government to permit Thetis to take him to Acapulco, we acknowl- 
edging their municipal rights over the steamer. Steamer Acapulco in sight 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] laid great stress 
on the point that the Secretary of the Navy had suggested that Com- 
mander Reiter might have met the steamer before she came to an 
anchorage. If he had doubts about the case, or doubts about the 
jurisdiction, his obvious and proper course was to have done exactly 
that. He would have violated no jurisdiction. 

Surely we are not such slaves of technicality that an American naval 
commander can not stop an American passenger steamer in the open 
sea to make any inquiry or offer any suggestion hedesires. We violate 
nobody’s jurisdiction by deing that. If Reiter was in doubt about 
Barrundia’s character that was the obvious course to take. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZeLt] says it would 
have been knight errantry to have done it. Knight errantry was a 
part of chivalry. Surely we do not wish to discourage tie officers of 
the Army and Navy of the United States from chivalrous conduct to- 
ward those who are in danger or distress. [But Commander Reiter did 
nothing. He remained totally inactive. 

The next morning Commander Reiter went aboard the Acapulco to 
see Captain® Pitts. The report which he makes of that interview is a 
very interesting one, and I propose to read it to the House. It seems 
to me to demonstrate beyond a question the one fault which I find in 
the conduct of Commander Reiter, a disposition to shirk responsibility, 
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which is, I think, a very perilous disposition to be cultivated and ap- 
plauded in an officer of the Navy of the United States: 

On August 28— 

The report says— 
I went on board the Acapulcoto see Captain Pitts. Hetold meof thetelegrams 


he had received. Captain Pittssaid he had not received one, and that he would 
not surrender Barrundia without an order from the minister or myself. I told 


him | certainly would not give him any such order. Captain Pitts asked me 
on what grounds they claimed the right to arrest Barrundia, and stated that all 
the dispatches he had received from the United States minister said he thought 
they had the right to arrest him; that he, Pitts, thought heshould be more 
itive; that he had put himself under the minister's orders, and that he had ex- 
pected to hear from him when the train arrived. 


Now, this next sentence is very important, because there has been an 
implication that Commander Reiter did not want to interfere with the 
policy marked out by the United States minister: 


I told him I did not know, but I supposed the minister knew what he was 
about; that I was not subject to the orders of the United States minister, and if 
I were called upon it would be my duty to satisfy myself that the Government 
of Guatemala had a right to make the arrest. 


Commander Reiter knew exactly what the law and what custom re- 
quired. He knew that the action of the United States minister did 
not relieve him from one iota of responsibility. The report continues: 


Captain Pitts told me that the commandante had said he was going to ask 
me to send a guard on board when he made the arrest, to which I replied I 
would not send the guard on board at the request of the commandante. He 
then said, ‘ Suppose the commandante and I both ask you.” 

I said, ** When you ask me I will give you a reply.” 

He gave him absolutely no satisfaction whatever. He preserved 
steadily his position of complete inaction. 

Captain Pitts told me that Barrundia was going to New York via Panama, 
and that he would guaranty to carry him to Panama, putting him in irons, if 
necessary, to prevent his landing at Salvador. 

Just before leaving I asked to see Barrundia. Sapnete Pitts told me that Bar- 
rundia was in his stateroom and did not see any y. 

The next thing that happened appears in the first report. Com- 
mander Reiter was lying in this open roadstead, so near to the Amer- 
ican steamer that he could hear plainly the pistol shots, of which it is 
said some fifty or sixty were fired when Barrundia was killed. 

Let me auote his own words. Commander Reiter says: 

About 2 p. m. it was thought that a number of shots were heard on board the 
Acapulco. 

Still he made no movement, There was an American ship lying 
close by him. She was carrying a political refugee. There was a dis- 
turbance on board and much firing. The duty of our naval force in 
times of peace is of course to look after our commerce and our ships 
and to perform police duty on the seas. Commander Reiter heard this 
firing going on; yet heneverstirred. At 2.15 hesays the Guatemalan 
flag was hauled down from the Acapulco, where of course it had been 
hoisted at the fore because they were lying in a Guatemalan port, and 
the United States flag hoisted in its stead, which was a signal. 

There had been firing and then there was a signal. He did not 
move then. He said he supposed that the United States minister had 
come on board. 

Whether he connected the arrival of Minister Mizner with the firing 
of the pistols on board the ship or not does not appear. He stood by, 
doing absolutely nothing, although he knew that a murderous affray 
was in progress on board an American ship lying close beside him. 

At 2.30, when the gig came alongside, Lieutenant Bartlett told him 
that the commandant was on board the Acapulco, and that promis- 
cuous firing had been going on on board the ship, and that they de- 
sired protection. The United States flag, which had been at the fore, 
had been hoisted as a signal of distress. Then Commander Reiter 
ordered out some marines, and in his gig went on board the Acapulco. 
He found everything quiet, and no necessity for his protection. The 
commandante had departed and taken with him the body of Bar- 
rundia, killed on an American ship, under the American flag, in the 
presence of two American men-of-war. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me—— 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Willthegentlemanallow meright there? There 
is an impression among the people that this vessel was lyingat a wharf. 
Was she lying at a wharf or in the open bay? 

Mr. LODGE. She was lying in the open bay—in the open roadstead. 
There is not even an open bay. If you will look at the Coast Survey 
map you will see that the coast line is as straight as a ruler. The 
Acapulco was lying in an open anchorage off the coast. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I called the attention of the gentleman to that, 
because there is a report of a controversy with Germany concerning a 
similar affair, where a German vessel was lying at a wharf at Hoboken. 

Mr. LODGE. The commandant and his officers came off in boats to 
= Acapulco in full sight of the Ranger, and then the shooting took 
place. 

Mr. McADOO, If the gentleman will permit me, I would ask what 
effect the hauling down of the Guatemalan flag on the Acapulco and 
the hoisting of the American flag should have upon a naval officer. 

Mr. LODGE. I would Mr. Chairman, that when the Gua- 
temalan flag, which was at the fore, because the ship wa’ lying at a 
Guatemalan port, was hauled down and the American flag run up, the 
natural inference was that the vessel desired assistance from the Amer- 
ican man-of-war lying close beside her. 
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It was at half past 2 o’clock in the afternoon that this happened. 
The Ranger was near enough to hear pistol shots. Commander Reiter 
could see these boats going off totheship. It was perfectly possible to 
have seen and for him easily to have known whether the American 
minister had goneon board. He heard the firing. He saw the signal 
hoisted, but he concluded that it was not on account of the firing. Not 
at all. He concluded that it was on account of the arrival of the Amer- 
ican minister ! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 
for I know that he does not want to make any mistake. Does he be- 
lieve that hoisting the national flag on board of a vessel is regarded as 
a signal of distress in any country or under any circumstances? 

Mr. LODGE. Iimagine that it would depend upon the circum- 
stances. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask this because I do not want my friend to 
make a mistake. 

Mr. LODGE. It is Commander Reiter’s own statement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The inference would be—and a very natural and 
regular inference—that they hauled down the Guatemalan flagand ran 
up the American flag when the American minister came on board. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has been a naval officer, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. LODGE. As to what the inference would be I do not know, as 
I have not been in the Navy; but if there had been fifty shots fired on 
board anybody in the world would have known that there was aconflict 

nding. 

7. BOUTELLE. Iam not talking about the shots. 

Mr. LODGE. They had preceded the hauling down of the flag. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Was not that done before the shooting? 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. Commander Reiter’s own officers came 
to the ship and told him that his protection was wanted. Then and 
not till then did he move. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does my colleague suppose that any officer on 
board the Acapulco—the captain or any officer of the Acapulco—was 
ignorant of the regular and customary signal of distress if he desired 
to hoist it or display it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is it? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Union down or tied in a whip. 

Mr. LODGE. Whatever the international law involved here may 
be, I believe it is the duty of an American naval officer in a foreign port 
to protect and watch over the American commerce in that port. Itis 
a totally different thing from the question of whether Barrundia was 
entitled to an asylum or not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman from Maine state what the 
duty of Commander Reiter would be under the system of signals to be 
applied to American ships when a vessel desired his protection ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is well established by the national code. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be allowed to con- 
tinue. I should like to finish the argument I am trying to make. 

Mr. QUINN. I hope that the gentleman will be allowed to proceed 
without interruption. I do not think it is fair to the gentleman. 

Mr. LODGE. Such, then, were the circumstances under which Bar- 
rundia met his death. I think, asI said at the beginning, that it 
ought to be a painful idea to every American citizen that such a trans- 
action as that could occur on boardan American ship. I think it was 
a disgrace to have a man shot down in that way and under those cir- 
cumstances, by men acting under an order of the United States min- 
ister. It seems to me broadly stated to be utterly wrongand indefen- 
sible and something that no legal technicalities can excuse. But | 
have no desire on that account to avoid the question of law. 

As to the point of law involved, no one questions for one moment 
that this was water within the jurisdiction of Guatemala. Itis beyond 
argument. No one questions that it was the right of Guatemala to take 
a man against whom civil or criminal process was issued from an Ameri- 
can merchantship in that port. The only statement that was made of- 
ficially in regard to Barrundia being a common criminal was that alluded 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in the dispatch of Sefior An- 
— that he was being prosecuted for various other crimes not speci- 

ed or described. They alleged that he was hostile when they tried to 
arrest him at Champerico. 

When he reached San José peace had been declared, and the idea of 
seizing him as contraband of war was no longer tenable. But, asa 
matter of fact, Barrundia was arrested under the authority of the 
United States minister. It is stated by Mr. Mizner that the Guate- 
malan commandant told him that he had a civil warrant. There is 
no other evidence whatever to this point except this hearsay evidence. 
The account of Commander Reiter, the account of Captain Pitts, who 
was an eyewitness, speak of only one document being produced, and 
that document was from the American minister, advising Captain Pitts 
to give up Barrundia. 

Now, why was it that the Guatemalan Government took such pains 
to get the au’ of our minister? It was because wanted 
Barrundia as a revolutionist, asa political refugee. Noone would wish 
to make the United States flag cover a fugitive from justice. If he was 
the fugitive from justice that the gentleman from vania [Mr. 
DALZELL] describes, then Commander Reiter proposed to give tosuch 
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a fugitive the shelter of the American flag, which is exactly what the 
gentleman says the American flag ought never to be used for. The 
truth is, Barrundia was a political refugee, and as a matter of fact no 
one doubts it. It is easy enough to trump up a case and make charges 
against a man who has been engaged in unsuccessful revolution, and 
the vague statement of Anguiano is of no weight. Probably Barrundia 
was a man who had led a bad life. 

I dare say his character was none of the best, but when he came on 
the Acapulco into that port he came as a political refugee. I rest no 
argument whatever on the questionof jurisdiction. It is nota question 
of jurisdiction over a man escaping from a civil or criminal process. 
It is a question of the right of asylum. Now, was that man entitled 
to any asylam from Commander Reiter or from the American repre- 
sentative there? I think he was. I am quite familiar with the ex- 
tracts which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has 
read. 

I know that our Government has always taken the ground, in regard 
to our legations, that it did not desire to encourage giving asylum 
there, especially in countries subject to many revolutions, to persons 
engaged in insurrection. That is well established as a general policy 
of our Government, and yet, on that very point, in regard to the case 
of Hayti, which the gentleman cited, Mr. Cadwalader, Acting Secretary 
of State, writing on the 6th of August, 1875, says: 

The proposition as stated by that gentleman [Mr, Preston] would, it is con- 
ceived, involve not only an abandonment of the question of asylum, but prac- 
tically an assent to its violation. The United States can not consent to this. 
The proposition authorized through Mr. Bassett was based upon the principle of 
deferring to the dignity of Hayti by acknowledging her right to try the refugees, 
but also of maintaining the inviolability of the asylum so long as it should be 
generally tolerated. ' 

These extracts from Wharton all relate to the right of asylumina 
legation or consulate, and the distinction which they lay down pro- 
ceeds on the sound theory that consuls and diplomatic representatives 
should not involve themselves in any way in the internal feuds of a 
country to which they are accredited. Ifthe giving asylum was en- 
couraged at legations and consulates, interference from diplomatic 
representatives in the political concerns of other countries would also 
be encouraged, and yet even in these cases, as can be seen by the ex- 
tract which I have just read from Cadwalader’s dispatch, our Govern- 
ment was very sensitive and disposed to resent anything which would 
militate against the right to asylum when it had thus been extended. 

In one sense a ship of war stands in the same position as a legation 
oraconsulate. In another sense it occupies a very different position. 
There is no danger that the officers of a man-of-war, whose presence at 
a given point is of the most temporary kind, would meddle with the 
political affairs of other countries. Moreover, although the Govern- 
ment of the United States has wisely discouraged in its representatives 
promiscuous giving of asylum, the practice ofgiving asylum to political 
refugees has been uniformly preserved by this Government. 

In fact, this country has always been most jealous of the right of 
political asylum. Political offenses are never included in any of our 
extradition treaties. Why? Because to do so would be to abandon 
the right of giving asylum. This I believe to be a case which comes 
under that head, and I want to read to the House only two precedents 
in regard to it. 

During the French revolution Mr. Morris was our minister in Paris. 
In his Life there is recorded a statement which he made on the day 
when the Swiss Guards were murdered and when the mob was raging 
in the streets. A gentleman who went to the legation found Mr. 
Morris's house filled with people who had sought refuge there. He 
says: 

As I retired the minister took me aside and observed: “I have no doubt, sir, 
but there are persons on the watch who would find fault with my conduct as 
minister in receiving and protecting these people, but I call on you to witness 
the declaration which I now make, and that is that they were not invited to 
my house, but came of theirown accord; whether my house will be a protec- 


tion to them or to me God only knows, but I will not turn them out of it, let 
what will happen to me.”’ 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that has been the spirit of the United States 
from the last century to the present time in regard to the right of 
asylum. We have never refused asylum to political refugees. I should 
be sorry to think that the time had come when we were to begin. 

There is also the famous Koszta case. It is familiar to all of us, and 
I will not detain the committee by reading it. It was cited here not 
long ago in regard toanother question—that of citizenship. It was a 
far more doubtful case than that which presented itself to Commander 
Reiter, but Commander Ingraham did not hesitate. He threatened 
to destroy the Austrian vessel which was endeavoring to take away 
Martin Koszta, because he thought the man had probably some claim 
to American citizenship. He was a political refugee. His claim to 
eee ee ee Seem He had gone 
back rope. mmander Ingraham responsibility of 
tecting him and giving him that asylum which we have aa. 
a oe Will the —— allow me a moment? I do 

want terrupt him, unless he is willing to be interrupted. 

Mr. LODGE. I would prefer to proceed with my remarks. 

A Memeper. Commander was awarded a gold medal by 
Congress for doing what he did. 
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Mr. LODGE. Yes, sir. Koszta was arrested in Turkey, having 
escaped from his own country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the whole point here turns on the question 
whether Barrundia was sought for as a common criminal oras a polit- 
ical refugee. Even after all we know about it, the charges of crime 
can not be specifically stated beyond general allegations, which might 
easily be made in the heatof revolution. It wasa doubtful point, per- 
haps. On the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Com- 
mander Reiter knew only that the attempt was to be made to seize 
Barrundia in his capacity as a refugee; and he says he was not respon- 
sible to the minister. 

I think it was his duty to give asylum to this man, If he had been 
mistaken, diplomacy could have settled it afterward. He took the 
other course; he washed his hands of all responsibility; and Barrundia 
was killed on an American ship under the American flag. 

The English cases in regard to the right of asylum are very numer- 
ous. The most importantis the order of Viscount Palmerston, in 1849, 
when he said: 

A British man-of-war has always and everywhere been considered a sate 
place of refuge for persons of whatever country or party who have sought shel 
ter under the British flag. (Vide Appendix C LII.) 

British officers are directed by their regulations to give asylum to 
political fugitives, and the law in England is shown by the opinion of 
some of her greatest lawyers, which I give below. This man Barrun- 
dia had actually escaped. He did not come off in a boat or swim 
off and ask for asylum. He was not escaping from the hands of an 
officer. He was actually under the American flag when Commander 
Reiter first came in contact with him. He had gone on board an 
American ship, so far as we know, in good faith to come to this coun- 
try. He could not cross the boundary to get here. He went on board 
an American ship to get here. He came, in my judgment, as a polit- 
ical refugee. 

Now, as to the law in regard to political asylum, I will quote sim- 
ply one passage from Hall’s International Law: 

Hall’s International Law, third edition, 1890, pages 192 and 193, 
Says: 

Thus, to illustrate some of the foregoing doctrines, under the general rules 
of respect for the laws of a state it is wrong for a ship of war to harbor a crimi- 
nal or a person charged with nonpolitical crimes, If, however, such a person 
succeeds in getting on board, and is afforded refuge, he can not be taken out of 
the vessel. No entry can be made upon her for any purpose whatever. His 
surrender, which is required by due respect for the territorial law, must be ob- 
tained diplomatically, In like manner, if an offense is committed on board 
which takes effect externally, and the captain refuses to make reparation—if, 
for example, he were to refuse to give up or to punish a person who while 
within the vessel had shotanother person outside—application for redress must 
be made to the government to which the ship belongs. 

If, on the other hand, the captain of a vessel were to allow political refugees 
to maintain communication with the shore and to make the ship a focus of in 
trigue, or if he were to send a party of marines to arrest a deserter, an extreme 
case would arise, in which the imminence of danger in the one instance, and 
in the other the disregard of the sovereign rights of the state, would justify th: 
exceptional measure of —— The case is again different if a political 


refugee is granted simple hospitality. The right to protect him has been ac 
quired by custom. 


Hall goes on to say: 

He [the fugitive] should not be sought out or invited, but if he appears at the 
side of the ship and asks admittance, he need not be turned away. 

This refers to politieal fugitives escaping from the shore. They 
ought not to be sought out or invited. But the case is very different 
with a political fugitive who is in the territorial waters only by reason 
of the fact that he has taken passage in an American steamer in the 
territory of another state with a destination for another port in the 
territory of a third party. 

For the fullest statement of the right of asylum, see Ortolan, Di- 
plomatiede la Mer, volume1, chapter114, page 293. Ortolan even goes 
so far as to assert (page 304) thatif the merchant ship in question bas 
embarked the fugitives at sea or in the port of another country she is 
exempted from the local jurisdiction. Opinion generally may not, 
perhaps, go so far as Ortolan in this, but the right of asylum on board 
of public ships is indisputable. 

From the days of the Greeks, from the time when Themistocles took 
shelter by the hearthstone of Admetus, to the present time the right 
of asylum to a political refugee has been recognized and cherished by 
all great nations. It is cherished by the United States to-day. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made the point that we have 
taken this attitude because Guatemala is a small state. I dislike any 
argument which suggests cowardice in the United States. But this 
argument really lies the other way, Mr. Chairman. If one of the men 
who recently came to this country from Ireland—if Mr. O’Brien or 
‘Mr. Dillon had taken passage on an American steamer, which had been 
stopped at an English port and boarded by English detectives in the 
presence of an American man-of-war, under the authority of an Amer- 
ican minister in London, and those detectives had shot them down on 
the deck of that vessel, do you think the United States would have 
submitted to it? 

There are too many men of Irish blood in this country to have al- 
lowed such a thing to take place quietly. You would have heard a 
roar of ae from one end of the United States to the other. If 
the case been that of a political refugee from Germany such a thing 
would never have happened. It is because this man was the obscure 
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victim of a petty state that this thing has occurred. There is nobody 
who takes any particular interest in him. There is no body of Amer- 
ican voters who by community of race take an interest in his fate. He 
may have been a man of evil life; but when he met his death he was 
a political refugee and he was under the American flag. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the duty of a naval officer is to take 
the chance of error in defense of the flag, not to stand on legal tech- 
nicalities. I recur to what I read a moment ago, which illustrates 
better than anything I can say the chance which Ingraham took when 
he saved Koszta: 

I know, sir, I have taken a fearful responsibility upon myself by this act; 
but after Mr. Brown had informed me Koszta had taken the oath of allegiance 
to the United States and forsworn all allegiance to Austria, that he was an 
American citizen, and had been under the protection of a> Yenniion at Con- 
stantinople, I could not hesitate to believe he was fully entitled to protection. 

It was a case of life and death, for if Koszta had been taken to Trieste his fate 
was sealed; and could I have looked the American people in the face agzin if 
I had allowed a citizen to be executed and not used the power in my hands to 
protect him for fear of doing too much? * * * Should. my conduct be ap- 

roved by you, sir, it will be one of the proudest moments of my life that I 
nave saved this gallant man froma cruel and ignominious death. On the 
other hand, should the course I have pursued be disavowed, I must bow tothe 
decision. But, whatever may be the consequences to myself, I shall feel that I 
have done my best to — the honor of the flag, and not allow a citizen to 
be oppressed who claimed at my hands the protection of the flag.—House Ex- 
ecutive Document 91, first session Thirty-third Congress, page 4. 2 

Let me cite one other case which illustrates the spirit which should 
animate in my judgment every one of our naval officers. In 1872 the 
steamer Virginius was about to sail from Aspinwall. It was believed, 
and with good cause, that she was intended for an expedition against 
Cuba. A Spanish corvette, the Pizarro, was in port and threatened to 
destroy her if she attempted to sail. The United States ship Kansas 
was also there. Her commander, Edwin White, determined that an 
American ship flying the American fiag and cleared by the American 
consul should put to sea. He gave notice to the Spanish captain that 
force would be met by force. 

He loaded his guns, cleared his decks for action, and when the Vir- 
ginius started he slipped his cable and kept between the Virginius and 
the Pizarro until the superior speed of the former permitted her to es- 
cape. His report,which I append, gives a vivid account of the occur- 
rence. It is instinct with the spirit which ought to animate the offi- 
cers of the American Navy, a spirit which does not seek to bully any- 
body, but which does notshrink from responsibility, and which resolves 
all doubts in favor of the protection of the American flag. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is something wider than a question of inter- 
national law. It is a question of naval policy. Are we to say to our 
naval officers that they are always to doubt, like Lord Eldon? They 
must be prepared to meet responsibility. If they musterr, let them err 
on the side of the American flag and not against it. Weare precluded 
from asking any reparation from Guatemala, for the event occurred 
under the sanction of our naval officer and under the authority of the 
minister of the United States. 

No redress was possible, but I think our Government would have 
been greatly to blame if they had permitted this affair to go unnoticed. 
I care not to what party the Administration belongs. There should 
be no question of party in our dealings with other nations. But the 
Administration,in my opinion, would have beenderelictin their duties 
if they had not through the proper Department expressed their disap- 
proval of such conduct as that of Mr. Mizner and Commander Reiter. 

I believe, sir, that as a question of naval policy—no matter how men 
may differ as to the character of the man who ht the asylum—lI 
believe that an American naval officer should not fold his hands and 
stand by unmoved while a desperate affray goes on on board an Amer- 
ican ship,close by him. I believe that the right of political asylum is 
one of the most important rights a great nation can maintain. 

We have jealously maintained it in the past. We maintained it in 
regard to Kossuth; we maintained it in face of Austria; and we 
would maintain it to-day in the faceof England and Germany. If so, 
and no man doubts it, I say itis a shameful thing not to hold to it 
here, because the man who was killed was an obscure revolutionist 
and belonged to a petty South American state. [A ] 

I yield the remainder of the time to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER ]. 


























the naval service of the United Sta and Iam commanded by the President to 
inform you that your services are no longer required. 
Iam, sir, yours, etc., 
B. STODDERT. 
Capt. Isaac PHILLIPs, 
imore, 


BIL. 


SAmML. Hanson or Samt., Esq., Present: 


Whether the accountant of the Navy is or is not under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is a question altogether immaterial, and one which was not 
connected with my order to you to exhibit your books to him, and moreover it 
is a question which I should never allow myself to discuss with you, 

You were ordered to exhibit your books, which are public books, relate spe- 
cially to public accounts, and an examination of which has been represen to 
me by the accounting officer as essential to enable him to form a satisfactory 
judgment upon an account presented by you to him forsettlement, This order, 
in utter disregard of your oath of office and of your solemn duty, you have 
pointedly refused to obey. This act of disobedience and of disrespect towards 
the President of the United States and towards this Department renders your 
conduct no longer to be tolerated. Your appointment as purser in the Navy is 
therefore hereby revoked. 

P, HAMILTON. 


Navy DEeparTMENT, July 16, 1811. 


i C Il. 
; Navy DEPARTMENT, May 1, 1813. 
Sir: The inclosed letter for Mr. Grandison will terminate his services and 


Doantnty of any further inquiry into the charges against his persona! char- 
acter. 


Iam, very respectfully, etc., 


Commodore H. G. CAMPBELL, 
United States Navy, St. Mary's, Ga, 


W. JONES, 


Navy Department, May 1, 1813. 
Sim: Your irregular and extravagant conduct in the equipment of the ne a 
the purchase of which vessel by you was unauthorized, though subsequently 
sanctioned by this Department under the impression that she was a good and 
valuable vessel, fit for the service of the United States Navy, which a recent 
survey has not only proved her to be utterly unfit for,but that she is absolutely 
rotten and worthless after all the enormous sums that have been wasted upon 
her, together with your neglect to consult with and follow the orders of your 
superior, prove you utterly unfit for the station with which you have been 
honored. You are, therefore, dismissed the service of the United States. 
W. JONES. 
Mr, CHARLES GRANDISON, 
United States Navy, Savannah. 


Navy DepartTMEnt, December 15, 1831. 
Str: Your communication of the 6th instant, and the documents inclosed in 
it, have been duly received and considered. I send herewith a letter on the 
subject, addressed to Passed Midshipman Hurst, and request that you will be 
= to have it read in the presence of the officers of the yard and then de- 
ivered to him. 
I am, respectfally, 


Commodore JAMES BARRON, 
Commander Navy Yard, Philadelphia. 


D. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, December 15, 1831. 

Sir: I have received your letter of the 5th instant, and the report therein al- 
luded to, of your conduct in the case of Thomas Scipion, seaman, 

Although provocation existed in the conduct of this man, yet no [one] can be 
entirely justified in such attacks on seamen placed under his protection, but 
must resort to the customary and lawful modes of punishments, when seamen 
forget what is due to themselves as men, what is due to their superiors, and 
what is due to the respectable service in which they are engaged. 

Your conduct, therefore, though heretofore commendable, must receive, and 
does receive in this instance, the censure of the ent. Hence this result 
is made public, and you are detached from the station, and will be ordered on 
such duty and under such conditions as to give an opportunity for improved 
discipline over yourself, and an appeurance to the Department of your future 
usefvlness as an officer. 


I am, respectfully, 
Passed Midshipman Grorcs Hurst. 


EV. 
(General Order, No. 18.] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, July 25, 1863. 


LEVI WOODBURY. 


LEVI WOODBURY. 


States steamer Sonoma, recently returned from a 


ing wing terms : 

“That we have examined the engines of that ship, and find that extensive re- 
pa to put it ina seaworthy condition, and that both the con- 

ensers and are ina very bad state, which we believe to be due to a 

oan those ee Silat Geteecomal aaa eg - iri to 

chi . y and requiring n 
Short time te keep them in r condition. 

“That we find the boilers of the ship in a most deplorable state, many of 
the tubes Sana eneapey seewed upanda proportion so covered with scales 


onto shen puue want of attention.” 
The engincer Pe See. Sone ee is thus ht to the 
notice of the Department, was Acting First nt Enginer Henry E. Rhodes, 
who, for his culpable of duty, has been dismissed from the public serv- 
ice. In adopting this summary course, and in holding up the case of Mr. 
Rhodes as a warning to other engineers in the service, Benastennes 1s not 
influenced merely by the consideration of the damage done to the machinery 
of a new and valuable steamer. 
Upon and fidelity of this class of officers depend not only the 
safety of the public property, but that of the lives of the officers and crews of 
our steamships of war. Whenever, therefore, as in this case, the Department 
is satisfied that the senior engineer has been culpably inefficient in the dis- 
charge of his duties, 14 can have no hesitation as to the senses te be parened. 
Secretary of the Navy. 





Arprnpix A. 


PRECEDENTS SHOWING THE PRACTICE OF THE DEPARTMENT IN ADMINISTER- 
ING PUBLIC REPRIMAND OR CENSURE TO AN OFFICER WITHOUT COURT OF 
INQUIRY OR COURT-MARTIAL, 

I 


[Copy of letter sent by Benjamin Stoddert, Secretary of the Navy, January 10, 
1799, to Capt. Isaac Phillips, United States Navy, commanding the United 
ship Baltimore. | 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, January 10, 1799. 
Your narrative of the transaction with the British captain near Havana has 
been attentively considered, and with every disposition to make great allow- 

—_ oe —ee saan . which — = a , it 2 a. 

sible to find any excuse for some our conduct; among t 1 

sufficient to mention your tame Pabentiaton to the orders of the British lieu- 

tenant on board of your own ship. 
If you could not have resisted the oe pees of the command of your ship 
by that officer, a point not to be admi , surely might have contented 
ourself with ve submission, but vou descended andactuallyobeyed 
is order to have all hands called, and to give him a listof their names. Under 
circumstances so degrading it is improper that you should hold a commission in 
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F VIL 
[General Order, No. 8.] 
Navy Department, March 7, 1863. 


Acting Second Assistant Engineer William H. Manning, Acting Gunner R. L. 
Long, and Acting Third Assistant Engineer Jeremiah Weitzell, attached to the 
United States iron-clad steamer Essex, having been found to be in the possession 
of spirituous liquors on board that vessel, and also in a state of intoxication, 
on or about the 3ist of January last, are dismissed from the naval service, and 
will from this date cease to be regarded as officers of the Navy. 

By ageneral order of the Department, July 17, 1862, the attention of officers 
and others in the naval service was called to the act of Congress prohibiting 
the admission of distilled spirituous liquors on board of vessels of war except 
as medical stores, and due notice was given that the law would be rigidly en- 
forced on board all vessels of the Navy. 

Officers and others in the naval service are now admonished that flagrant 
violations of the law and general order referred to will not be considered as 
cases to be submitted to a court-martial, butas requiring summary action when- 
ever the fact is clearly established to the satisfaction of the Department. By 
this means alone can the law be _ enforced, and the crews of vessels of 
the Navy saved from the effects of pernicious examples on the part of their 
officers, 

GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


G VIL. 
(General Order, No. 31.} 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, March 22, 1864. 


Ensigns R.S. Chew and H. J. Blake having been reported to the Department 
for going below in their watch, without being regularly relieved, while on duty 
on cont the United States steam frigate Niagara (Commodore T. T. Craven, 
commanding, and Lieut, Commander Henry Erben, executive officer), their 
appointments to the grade of lieutenant, for which they were recently nomi- 
nated to the Senate and confirmed, have been suspended. 

For the same offense, the appointments of Acting Ensigns W. S. Dana, E. F. 
Harrington, W. B. Hoff, and C, Rathbone have been revoked, and they have 
been ordered to return to their studies at the Naval Academy at Newport, Rk. 
I.,as midshipmen. 

Acting Ensign R. C. Irvin, who was also attached to the Niagara, and was 

ilty of the offense of overstaying his leave, has been ordered tothe United 
steamer Glaucus (third rate), with directions that he shall not for six 
months, be permitted to go out of that vessel. 

The Department can not admit the plea of ignorance, or that of usage on 
board the vessels at the Naval Saaeeey on the part of these officers, who, 
however young. have been long enough in the service to aspire to and expect 

romotion. If they had no other source of information, they should have 

from the “ act for the better government of the Navy,” with which all 
pons in the service must be supposed to be familiar, that to “leave his sta- 
on before regularly relieved” is an offense which subjects the person guilty 
of it tothe punishment of death, It must, indeed, be obvious to the most or- 
dinary intel ce, that if an officer can not be trusted in his watch, he bas yet 
to learn the s it practical duties of his profession, and is unfitted fora sta- 
tion where the lives of others, as well as the honor of his country, may depend 
on his vigilance and fidelity. 

The lenient course which the De ent has adopted in this case has been 
induced by the consideration that although the severe punishment which a 
court-martial would adjudge might be more effectual as a warning, yet the 
young officers in fault may, with some reason, plead in extenuation of their of- 
fenses that they were not duly admonished, by those whose duty it was toim- 
press them with a proper sense of discipline, of the serious nature and inevi- 
table consequence of their misconduct. It is not probable that so many of them 
would have erred habitually on board the Niagara a from this cause, 

GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Vill. 
THE CASE OF COMMANDER WILDES. 

(Taken from the New York Herald of November 3, 1883, the letter of the Sec- 
retary having been written November 2, 1883, and given to the press on the 
same day.) 

Rebuke to Commander Wildes—His action in the Grecly expedition condemned, 

WasnuinGTon, November 2, 1883. 

The Secretary of the Navy to-day addressed a letter to Commander Frank 
Wildes, commanding the United States steamer Yantic, on the subject of the 
recent Greely relief expedition, of which the following is a copy: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, November 2, 1883. 

Str: The receipt of your letter of October 16 is acknowledged. In the present 

of the case the Department condemns: First, the agreement inclosed in 

your letter of June 25 between Lieutenant Garlington and yourself contem- 
separation of the Yantic and Proteus until August 25; second, your 

lure to oemeeey the Proteus from Disco Island after you had there re- 
joined i thi your unnecessary visit to Upernavik on July 25 to inquire 


of the authorities how the ice was probably moving between yourself 
and the ae six days of your delay at which point would have brought 
you to Littleton Island before the 


rty of the Proteus went south; and, fourth, 
your failure, when you found at Littleton Island that the demoralized party of 


the Proteus had gone southin search of the Swedish steamer Sofia at Cape York, 
Senin materials for a habitation, clothing, and some food for the forgotten 
y party. 


What action, if any, will be taken by the Departmeni has not yet been deter- 
Very respectfully, 


WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Commander Frank WILDgEs, ae — 


manding United States Steamer Yantic, Navy Yard, New York. 





APPENDIX B. 

COURTS OF INQUIRY AND COURTS-MARTIAL. 

1, Character of courts of inquiry (Winthrop’s Military Law, volume 1, 
731, footnote) : _ 
In the late case of W. B. Chester’s Owners vs. United States (19 Court of Claims, 
the court says: ‘A naval or military court of inquiry is not a judicial tribu- 
It is instituted solely for the purpose of investigation, as an assistance to 
President, the head of the Department, or the commanding officer, in de- 
termining whether or not any further ing, executive or judicial, ought 
be taken in relation to the subject-matter of the inquiry. There is no issue 

joined between parties, and its proceedings are not judicial.” 


SEEEE 
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2. In his letter of December 8, 1890, Commander Reiter asks the Secretary of 
the Navy “that I may be afforded an opportunity to explain my action to you 
personally or before a court of inquiry.”’ 

3. His request was granted by giving him a personal interview, a court of 
inquiry being unnecessary, as the Department was acting upon his own state- 
ment of fact. 

4. He never signified, either in his first lotter or afterwards, that he wanteda 
court of inquiry in addition to the interview until after the Department had 
passed upon his case, when he asked for a court-martial. 

5. As to whether a naval officer isentitled to demand a court-martial asa mat- 
ter of right, see section 121, Orders, Regulations, and Instructions for the Ad- 
ministration of Law and Justice in the Navy, 1870: 

“ No officer has the right to demand a court martial on himself or others, the 
granting of 4 trial resting solely in the discretion of the officer authorized to 
convene a court.”’ 

6. As to the force and authority of the above regulations, see Ex parte Reed, 
_ United States Reports, Supreme Court (10 Otto), page 22, where the court 
nolds : 

“The Secretary ofthe Navy is authorized to establish ‘regulations of the 
Navy,’ with the approval of the President,”’ (12 Statutes, 465; Revised Statutes, 
section 1547). Such “regulations for the administration of law and justice” 
were issued on the 15th of April, 1870 

“Such regulations have the force of law."’ 
80.) 

7. Astothe right to have a court of inquiry, see Winthrop’'s Military Law, 
volume 1, page 736, as follows: 

‘Discretion of convening official.—But the exercise of the authority, whether 
absolute or conditional, is discretionary. Neither the President nor a com- 
manding officer is obliged to order the court under any circumstances; the ques- 
tion whether or not a court shall be ordered in a particular case being one to be 
determined not merely by the wishes of the aggrieved party, but also and 
ngainly by such considerations of expediency or justice as may address them- 
selves to the superior. 

‘The word ‘demand,’ as employed in the article, does not imply a right on 
the part of the officer or soldier, but is to be construed as synonymous with 
requested or applied for. It is optional, therefore, with a commanding officer 
to refuse the application; but, in the event of such refusal, the party, if not 
satisfied, may appeal to higher authority, as in any other case of an official re- 
quest not granted by an immediate commander. Applications for courts of 
inquiry are in fact not unfrequently refused, on the ground that to order the 
same would be opposed to the interests of the service.” 





(Gratiot vs, United States,4 How., 


APPENDIX C, 
Authorities showing British doctrine as to asylum to be offered political ref- 
ugees. 
; 


(From the Queen's Regulationsand Admiralty Instructions of the British Navy 
chapter 10, section 4, paragraph 422, clause 2,]} 


During political disturbances or popular tumults refuge may be afforded to 
persons flying from imminent personal danger. In such cases care must be 
taken that the refugees do not carry en from Her Majesty's ships correspond- 
ence with their partisans, and the earliest opportunity must be taken to transfer 
them to some place of safety. 7 


{From the Report of the Royal Commission on Fugitive Slaves, 1876. } 
BY SIR R. PHILLIMORE, MR. M. BERNARD, AND SIR H. 8S, MAINE, 

That there is no unqualified obligation to assist or permit on board a ship of 
war the enforcement of the local law is assumed in the instructions which Hrit- 
ish naval officers receive with regard to political refugees, and has been as- 
sumed in the case where, before the issue of those instructions, the refusal to 
give up a refugee has been approved by the British Government. A polivical 
refugee may be an object of partisan rancor and passion, but he is also com- 
monly a criminal in the eye of the local law, the administration of which is in 
the hands of a government inimical to him, (Page 25.) 


CHIEF JUSTICE COCKBURN. 


True it is that since that time when that opinion was written a general un- 
derstanding prevails that political refugees should not be given up if they can 
sneceed in taking refuge on board aship of war of another nation. The revo- 
lutions and political changes which have been of everyday occurrence in the 
last half century and the proneness of the victorious party to take vengeance 
in hot blood on those over whom it has triumphed has led to the adoption of 
the generousand humane practice of receiving political refugees on board ships 
of war of this as well as other nations, (Page 36.) 


MR. H. C, ROTHERY, REGISTRAR OF ADMIRALTY COURT, 


I do not say that there are not cases where the commander of aship of war 
might not (as in the case of political refugees) properly refuse to comply with 
the demand, but theseare exceptional cases, for which the commander or the 
country he serves must take the responsibility; I am only speaking of the gen- 
eralrule, (Page 70.) m 


In 1849 the British admiralty consulted the foreign office touching the dis 
orders then prevailing at Naples. On the 4th of August in that year Mr, Ad- 
dington, the under secretary of state, replied as follows: 

“ Viscount Palmerston directs me to request that you will acquaint the board 
of admiralty that his lordship is of opinion that it would not be right to receive 
and harbor on board of a British ship of war any person flying from justice on 
a criminal charge or who was escaping from the sentence of a court of law. 
But a British man-of-war has alwaysand everywhere been considered a sufe 
place of refuge for persons of whatever country or party who have sought shel- 
ter under the British flag from persecution on account of their political con- 
duct or opinions; and this protection has been equally afforded, whether the 
refugee was escaping from the arbitrary acts of a monarchical government or 
from the lawless violence of a revolutionary committee.” 

These views, which were accepted at the time, appear subsequently, during 
the disorders in Sicily in 1860, to have been regarded by Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment as containing sound doctrine. And still later, in 1862, during the revolu- 
tion in Greece, Vice Admiral Sir William Martin issued to the otticers of Her 
Majesty’s ships in the Pirseus the following instructions: 

‘It is to be understood that your duty at this port is to be limited to the pro- 
tection of the lives and property of British subjects and to affording protection 
to any refugees whom you may be informed by Her Majesty’s minister would 
be in danger of their lives without such protection.” 





AprEnpDIx D. 
[Ortolan, Diplomatie de la Mer. } 
Chapter 14,—Fugiiives and deserters. 


The preceding chapter leads naturally toan examination of the rules of inter« 
national law which must be observed when ships find themselves in territorial 
waters or in the neighborhood of a foreign state, and when persons under crit- 


a 


oda 








2470 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 10, 





inal sentence or prosecution of one state or the other take refuge either from 
the shore to the ship or from the ship to the shore, 

When such persons present themselves and ask a refuge on board either 
ships of war or merchant ships, the captain or master has undoubtedly the right 
to refuse to receive them, 

If a naval captain, the question is always one of the interests of the public 
service, of justice, or proper procedure as between two states, or of national 
dignity or humanity. Itis by such considerations that he must be guided. As 
toa merchant captain, the question may have for him or for his owners, in addi- 
tion, a pecuniary interest or compensation to be gained or freight to be made by 
hisship; but, although his acts are only privateacts, the considerationsalready 
mentioned must not be lost sight of even by him. The naval captain or even 
the master of the merchant vessel should refuse to receive those who present 
themselves under these circumstances. ‘To them the questionis one of persons 
under sentence or prosecution for ordinary crimes in violation of universal 
morality, which are crimes in all countries; such persons, in short, as public 
treaties frequently designate underthe names of “criminals” or “ malefactors.” 
If ships of any state are made to serve as an asylum for such persons, itis a duty 
that nations should not place, in this respect, any obstacle to the course of 
justice of each other. Many treaties contain an express prohibition, imposed 
alike on naval captains and on masters of merchantmen, against receiving such 
persons, and this prohibition exists independently of treaties. 

If the question arises in reference to persons sentenced or prosecuted for light 
infractions of law or for crimes which are crimes only in that locality, as, for 
example, those which are made so by an imperfect civilization, or by a religious 
fanaticism; or, finally, if the question is one of political fugitives in domestic 
dissensions or civil wars, the welcome which they ask for may be more easily 
accorded them. Although there may never be an absolute obligation to re- 
ceive them, the honor of the flag, generosity, and the national spirit of human- 
ity of the people to which the ship of war belongs may impose a moral duty on 
the captain. It is for him to appreciate the circumstances, and this apprecia- 
tion demands that the sentiments of benevolence or generosity combine with 
those of justice and those which underlie the formalities which are due from one 
nation another. 





APPENDIX E. 


U. 8. 8. Kansas (Tarrp Rats), 
Aspinwal!, U.8. C., April 27, 1872. 

Sin: I have the honor to make the following report in relation to the de- 
parture of the steamer Virginius from this harbor, and the means which were 
taken by this vessel to enforce respect for the flag under which she sailed. 

On the morning of the 25th instant the mail steamer Rising Star arrived from 
New York, bringing no instructions from the Department of State to the United 
States consul, but informing him that a man-of-war had been senthere. Under 
the circumstances I advised him to withhold the Virginius papers until the 
arrival of said vessel of war. But this he declined, sayingthere was no cause 
whatever for her detention and that he had ship her crew that day and that 
her papers would be all ready at an early hour the next morning, 26th instant. 

1 therefore came on board ship, and as soon as night set in cleared ship for 
action and loaded battery. 

This I did under cover of darkness, for the reason that I thought it best to 
make no demonstrations which ——_ lead the commander of the Pizarro to 
believe they were being made with hostile intent, for the reason that they were 
precautionary measures merely, and I did not desire to do anything which he 
might construe as mere bravado. 

During the next morning, 26th instant, preparations for sea were clearly vis- 
ible on board the Virginius. Her motions were closely followed by the Pizarrc. 
Both vessels were getting up steam and their boats were hoisted. The large 
rifle pivot of the Pizarro mounted on the quarter deck was pointed upon the 
Virginius, as well as her two starboard broadside — 

I therefore sent the men quietly to quarters, making no display above the rail, 
neither showing the crew at the rifle 20-pounder on the forecast 


©, nor making 
a display of the marine on the p deck. Served out an ample supply 
of ammunition for small arms and 


ls and inspected carefully all arran 
ments for supplying powder and the guns. Made preparations for 
shipping and buoying the cable. This being done, I caused the men to leave 


their quarters, their belts, equipped, to be deposited at the guns ready for use 
at a moment's notice. 

At 11.30 the United States consul came on board, handing me a communica- 
tion, a copy of which I inclose, marked ‘‘A.”" He brought with him the papers 
of the Virginius, her register, nal crew list, shipping articles, certificates of 
discharge of original crew signed by consular officers of the United States, the 
discharge of her former captain, the intment of her present captain, an 
American citizen, born in the city of New York; the shipping articles of her 

resent crew, said crew shipped by the United States consul at this port; her 
bin of health, and the papers permitting her to clear as an American vessel. 

I then asked Mr. Perry, the consul, whether the manner of clearing the Virgin- 
ius differed in any respect from that which he was accustomed to pursue in the 
clearance of vessels concerning which there was noquestion. He informed me 
that he had cleared her in the ordinary manner. Having «atisfied myself that 
her papers as shown me were correct, I sent Master F. A. Howes, in whose 

»resence I had examined the papers, on board the steamer Virginius, who on 
fis return reported the papers in the possession of her captain. 

i then sentacommunication to the commander of the Pizarro—I inclosea copy, 
marked ** B'’—sending him a copy of the inclosed “a.” 

This communication, informing him in regard to the papers of the Virginius, 
I sent for the purpose of letting him clearly understand the condition of affairs, 
and that should he then fire upon the American flag he might the more fully 
appreciate the probable action of this ship, and in order also,should he carry 
out the plans indicated by the pointing of his guns and his movements in this 
port during the last few weeks, the responsibility might be the more certainly 
and strongly attached to the commander of the Pizarro and the nation he rep- 
resents. 

Furthermore, being on amicable relations with her commander, I conceived 
it to be a matter of courtesy to inform him myself certain things 
which I could not permit him to ascertain by force. 

At 1.56 p. m. the Virginius got under way. At the same moment we slipped 
our chain, and went to quarters and cast loose battery and sanded down ks 
fore and aft. The Virginius immediately took up position on our port bow, 
We steamed ahead so as to bring the Pizarro on our starboard quarter. In this 
relative position the three vessels proceeded to sea, the Virginius being about 
two cable lengths ahead and the Pizarro three cable lengths off te starboard 
quarter, 

The ene stood up the coast about NNE., a standing more 
to the northward, thus gradually diverging from the coast un 
4miles off During the first th uarters of an hour the Virginius gradu- 
ally dropped us, until we were from half to three-fourths of a mileastern. The 
Pizarro we dropped very rapidly, and it soon became evident that the Virginius 
was more than a match for her in tof 

At3,.30, or about an houranda after leaving port, the Vi ius slowed 
down as we lapped her. Captain Bowen, her commander, hailed me and said 
that he felt no apprehensions whatever; that so far he had carried only 9 
pounds of steam, and that he could look out forhimself, During this hourand 
a half we had not logged more than8 knots, and the Pizarro was about 3 miles 


astern. I continued in company with the Virginius foran hour longer, until 
— at which time, as nearly as I could judge, the Pizarro was about 5 miles 
rn. 

I went about, and on my return passed close aboard the Pizarro, so closely 
that I could recognize her commander without a glass. She was pitching very 
much, and from the volume of dense smoke which was constantly emitted from 
her two smokepi Iam of the opinion that her fires were being forced and 
thatshe was making all possible speed. When abreast of the Pizarro I looked 
at the Virginius; she was completely hull down, her paddle boxes just showing 
above the horizon. 

I reached our former anchorago about 6.30 and picked up the chain which 
we had slipped. 

In returning to this port without having convoyed the Virginius farther I 
was governed by these reasons: In the first place, the duty upon which this 
ship is ordered is of such a nature that were I to absent myself for any con- 
siderable length of time from this coast I should thereby seriously interfere 
with the plans of the Department. In the second place, I left her in what I con- 
sidered a position free from danger and because I believed that under the cir- 
cumstances the commander of the Pizarro will not molest her without further 
instructions from his Government. In the third place, I have information that 
the United States steamer Wyoming is ordered here, therefore permitting the 
Kansas to resume her duty in connection with the Nicaragua survey. 

The Pizarro is a paddle-wheel, dock-yard-built vesse] of about, as nearly as I 
can judge from her outside and a hasty glance on her deck when visiting her 
commander, 800 tons, old measurement. Her captain volunteered the informa- 
tion to me that she was 1,400 tons, Spanish measurement. She is brigantine 
rigged and carries six guns, all rifled. On her forecastle shecarriesa pivot gun 
about the size of one of our 60-pounder Parrotts. She carries four broadside guns, 
which I think are 32-pourtders, rifled. Her after-pivot has the appearance of 
a gun of the old pattern, somewhat similar to an army gun, and I should say it 
had been a 64-pounder, rifled. Her quarter deck is flush aft, so that this gun 
may be mancuvered with rapidity and can be fired from well forward of the 
beam on each side to right aft. 

1 beg to inform you that the usual visits of courtesy were exchanged between 
the twoships. I have never been on board the Virginius, nor have I bad any 
intercourse with any of her people, except with her captain on the quarter-deck 
of this ship, whither he was brought by the United States consul, and at the 
consulate where I met him by accident on the day previous to her sailing. 

I can not conclude this apa without expressing to you with what pride I 
looked upon the officers and men of this vessel as we steamed out of the harbor. 
As they stood on the sanded deck armed and equipped at their loaded guns, I 
could read determination in the faces of all. Every man would have done his 
duty should ane ment have taken place. I leave to those who believe in 
Dahlgren guns and American men-of-warsmen to conjecture what would have 
been the result. 

What may have been the plans of the Department and Government relative 
to the protection of the Virginius on her detention in this port I had no means 
of knowing. I found myself un ly called upon toact, and in so doing I 
have taken what I conceive to be the proper and only course. 

I trust that my actions may meet with your approval. 

I have the honor to be your obedient servant, 
EDWIN WHITE, 


Lieutenant Commander, Commanding U. 8. S. Kansas. 
Hon. GeorGce M. Ropgson, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


A. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Aspinwall, U. 8. C., April 26, 1872. 

Sir: The master of the American steamship Virginius having notified me that 
his vessel is ready for sea, I have the honor toinform you that ske will proceed 
to Puerto Cabello, Venezuela, according to the clearance I have given her; and, 
to avoid any question that may beventier arise res: ng the legality of her 
papers, I shall do myself the honor to visit the United States ship-of-war Kansas, 
under your command, and present said ae to you for examination before 
delivering the same to the master of the Virginius. 

In conclusion, I have only to add that eo having been made acquainted 
with the state of affairs existing between the American merchant ship Virgin- 
ius and the Spanish man-of-war Pizzaro through an official communication 
from Hon.S. A. re States minister resident of this Republic, dated 
Aspinwall, April 23,1872, [ am in hopes that you will, in cone therewith, 

rotect the Virginius from any interruption by the Pizarro during her voyage 
ence to Puerto Cabello or as far seaward as you may deem it advisable. 

I have the honor to subscribe myself, very res: y, your obedient serv- 


t, 
mE CHARLES ERASMUS PERRY, 
Lieut. Commander Epwin Wurrte, United States Consul. 
Commanding U. 8. 8S. Kansas. 


B. 


Unsrrep States STEAMER Kansas, 
Aspinwall, U.S.C., April 26, 1872. 

Sire: I understand that the American merchant steamer Virginius is about to 
proceed to a saa to inform you thatshe is provided with proper papers en- 
titling her to p' on her voyage. 

In a communication which I have received from the United States minister 
to Bogota I am ee rare eee eee ee are 
vided the United consul gave her proper papers of clearance. 

Under the circumstances, however, I can not conceive that she requires any 
protection from this vessel, for I feel assured that you wili have no desire to 


—_ her after I have given you this guaranty that she clears from here in 
ue form. 


Whatever may have been the previous history of the Virginius, I can not 
conceive it to be my province to investigate; it is sufficient for me to know that 
she is an American vessel, provided with proper papers from the consul of the 
United States. 

In this connection I have the honor to inclose a copy of a communication 
which I have just received from the United States consu 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
EDWIN WHITE, 


Lieutenant Commander, commanding U.S. 8. Kansas. 
The ComMMANDING OFFICER of the Spanish Corvette Pizarro. 


AprEnprx F. 
CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN COMMANDER REITER AND THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Unrrep States STEAMSHIP RANGER, 
San José de Guatemala, August 28, 1890. 


Sir: 
> . . ” . . . 
Aer 000 p. mis pemieetee, Se lnctnat, 5 quativall She Mihawing Wtagrem 
from United States : 


“General Barrundia ison the Acapulco, Guatemala alleges that he is hos- 
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tile, and being in their waters they can arrest him. I think that they have the 
right.’ 


As the Acapulco was at this time reported in sight, I immediately went on 
shore and sentthe following telegram to the United States minister : 

“ Barrundia expected in steamer. As is declared, I suggest that you 
ask Government to permit Thetis to take him to Acapulco, we acknowledging 
their municipal rights over steamer. Steamer Acapulco in sight."’ 

I also requested the commandant to suspend action until I received a reply to 
this telegram, which he declined to do, but went on board the steamer and re- 
turned without attempting the arrest of Bafrundia. 

This morning at 9.301 received the following telegram from United States 
Minister Mizner: 

“This Government declines offer to take Barrundia away in Thetis, Have 
advised Captain Pitts to deliver him.” 

At about 2 p. m. it was thought that a number of shots were heard on board 
the Acapulco, and at 2.15 the Guatemalan flag was hauled down from the 
fore and the United States hoisted in its stead, when I supposed the 
United States minister was on board. But at 2.30 when the whaleboat came 
alongside with Lieutenants Bartlett and Halsey, who had been visiting the 
Acapulco, Lieutenant Bartlett reported to me that the commandant was on 
board, and that promiscuous firing had been going on on board the ship, and 
that they desired protection, the United States flag at the fore having been 
hoisted to signify that desire. 

Limmediately left the ship in the gig to go alongside the Acapulco, and or- 
dered Lieutenant Harris to follow me at once with an armed party of marines 
in the whaleboat. On my arrival on the Acapulco I found all quiet and no ne- 
cessity for any protection, so that on arrival of Lieutenant Harris a few mo- 
ments afterwards I directed him to return to the Ranger. 

The following is, as near as I could determine from the statements of Captain 
Pitts and First Officer Brown of the Acapulco, the correct account of what oc- 
curred on board : 

The commandant came alongside with two boats and went on board the Ac- 
apulco with three or four detectives. 

Captain Pitts asked him if he had a letter for him. He replied that he had, 
and delivered itto him. They then went to the captain's room, where the let- 
ter was opened and read. 

It was from United States Minister Mizner, informing Captain Pitts that, if he 
were within the marine league of the shores of Guatemala and General Bar- 
rundia were on board, it was his duty under the law of nations to surrender 
him upon pee demand, 

Captain Pitts took the precaution to send his first officer to notify the cabin 
= to go below into the dining saloon, and the steerage passengers to 

eep forward. 

He then went with the commandant to the stateroom, on the hurricane 
deck, occupied by General Barrundia, where they found him standing up 
Sas cigarette. They remained outside, one standing on either side of 
the door. 

The captain informed General Barrundia of the letter received from the 
United States minister, and that he could not extend him any further protec- 
tion. The commandant then had some conversation with General Barrundia 
in Spanish, General Barrundia said ‘ Bueno,” and immediately reached for a 
revolver which was concealed under a mattress in the upper bunk, and fired 
two or three shots through the doorway between them. The captain and the 
commandant beat a hasty retreat aft, taking refuge in an unoccupied state- 
room. 

They were followed by Barrundia, firing wildly. He stopped and fired sev- 
- . ots into the stateroom where the captain and commandant were con- 
cealed. 

He then a) pened ran forward and crossed through the “social hall" to the 
starboard side, where he fired forward and aft, then crossed to the port side 
again and started forward, when he fell. 

The detectives, as near as I could determine, ran out of the “ social hall” and 
forward when Barrundia first commenced firing, but some time during the 
mélée returned and began discharging their revolvers at him, It was impossi- 
ble to ascertain definitely any details of the occurrence after this, but General 
Barrundia died where he fell, having been pierced by several bullets. 

His body was taken on shore by the commandant. 

* * . 


° e . . 


Iam, sir, very respectfully, 








GEO. C, REITER, 
Lieutenant Commander, United States Navy, commanding. 
Commodore F. M. Ramsry, U. 8. N., 
Chief of Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, Washington. 


‘ Prrrspuren, Pa., December 8, 1890. 


Sir: AsI was relieved from command of the Ranger after but one year’s serv- 
ice and have been informed that the Associated Press dispatches from Wash- 
ington, in announcing my recall, stated that it was on account of dissatisfaction 
of the Navy Department with my conduct in connection with the Barrundia 
affair, and in view of the fact that I have had no communication from the De- 
partment since my arrival home on the 25th November, I fear that the Depart- 


ment does not approve of my action while in command of the Ranger on the 
coast of Central America. 


I therefore respectfully request to be informed if such is the case, and, if so, 
that I may be afforded an opportunity to explain my action to you personally 
or before a court of inquiry. 


Referring to the press reports that I had refused protection on the occasion 
referred to, I beg to state that the report is not correct, and that I was not called 
upon for advice or intervention in any way. 


ully, 


GEO, ©, REITER, 


Commander, United States Nary. 
Hon. B. F. Tracy, Secretary of the Navy. 


Navy Department, Washington, December 12, 1890. 
Str: In reply to your letter of the 8th instant you are informed that the De- 
dissatisfied 


was with your course while in command of the U.S.S. 
on the coast of Central America. You are authorized to visit the De- 


partment and to make, personally, such explanation in regard to your actions 
as you may desire. 


Very respectfully, 

F. B. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 

Commander Grorce C. Rerrer, U.8.N., 
Pittsburgh 


Navy DerartTmEent, Washington, December 18, 1890. 
report of August 23 last, concerning the death of Gen- 
events connected therewith, the penastment deadese to 
the report you were verbally directed 
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to make concerning your visit to the Acapulco, in which you will add any other 
facts connected with the affair not yet reported by you, 
Very respectfully, 
J. R, SOLEY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
Commander GrorGe C. Rerrer, N.S. N., 
Piltsburgh, Pa 
PITTSBURGH, Pa., December 20, 1890, 

Sin: In obedience to your order of the 18th instant, I have the honor to sub- 
mit the following additional report concerning the death of General Barrundia 
and my visit to the Acapulco on the 28th of August last: 

On the receipt of the following telegram from the United States minister: “This 
Government declines offer to take Barrundia away in Thetis. Have advised 
Captain Pitts to deliver him,” at about 9.30 a.m. August 28 I went on board 
the Acapuleo to see Captain Pitts. I told him about the above telegram and 
asked him if he had heard from the minister. He said he had not, and that he 
would not surrender Barrundia without an order from the minister or myself. 
I told him I certainly would not give him any such order. 

Captain Pitts asked me on what grounds they claimed the right to arrest Har- 
rundia and stated that all the dispatches he had received from the United States 
minister said he thought they had aright toarrest him; that he (Pitts) thought 
he should be more positive; that he had put himself under his (the minister's) 
orders and that he expected to hear from him when the train arrived, I told 
him that I did not know, but I supposed the minister knew what he wasabout ; 
that I was not subject to the orders of the United States minister and if | were 
called upon it would be my duty to satisfy myself that the Government of Gua- 
temala had a right to make the arrest 

Captain Pitts told me that the commandant had said he was going to ask me 
to send a guard on board when he made the arrest, to which I replied that I 
would not send a guard on board at the request of the commandant, Hoe then 
said, ‘‘ Suppose the commandant and | bothask you?”’ Isaid, ‘When you ask 
me I will give youareply.” Captain Pitts told me that Barrundia was going 
to New York via Panama and that he would guaranty,to carry him to Panama, 
putting him in irons, if necessary, to prevent his landing inSalvador. Just be- 
fore leaving I asked to see Barrundia. Captain Pitts told me that Barrundia 
was in his stateroom and did not see anybody. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEO, C. REITER, Commander, U. &, N. 

Hon. B, F. Tracy, Seeretary of the Navy. 


NAVY DerArTMENT, Washington, December 31, 1890, 

Sir: Upon the receipt of your report of the 28th of August last, detailing the 
events connected with the shooting of General Barrundia, the Department, by 
an order of September 29, relieved you of your command. 

In an interview on the 15th of December a further statement was made by 
you verbally, which, in accordance with the Department's directions, you em- 
bodied in a written report dated December 20. 

The present communication is addressed to you in order that you may be 
fully acquainted with the grounds of the Department's action. 

Your reports show that on the 27th of August last you were lying with the 
Ranger and the Thetis off San José, aseaport of Guatemala, which has no har- 
bor, properly speaking, butonly an open roadstead. The Acapulco, an Amer 
ican passenger steamer, making regular trips from San Francisco to Panama, 
stopping at intermediate points in Mexico, Guatemala, and Salvador, including 
San José, was expected to arrive shortly, and actually did arrive towards the 
close of the day. At 6.30 p. m, of that day, the Acapulco being then in sight, 
but not yet having reached her anchorage, you received an intimation of the 
purposes of the Guatemalan Government from the United States minister, who 
informed you that the steamer had on board a passenger, General Barrundia, 
whom the territorial government regarded as a political enemy and as liable to 
arrest upon entering their waters. 

It does not appear that under these circumstances you took any steps to com- 
municate with the steamer,to inform yourself more fully of the facts, or to 
warn the captain of the risk his passenger was about toencounter. Instead of 
this, upon the receipt of the information contained in the minister's telegram 
you went on shore and telegraphed to the latter a suggestion that he should ask 
the Guatemalan Government to permit the Thetis to take General Barrundia 
back to Acapulco, from which place he had come. While you were thus occu- 
pied the steamer arrived in the port and came to anchor. 

While on shore you requested the local Guatemalan oflicer to suspend action 
until you received a reply to your telegram, which request he refused to com- 
ply with, going on board thesteamerand returning without, however, attempt- 
ing at this time to make any arrest. You did not accompany the Guatemalan 
officer on this visit, nor did you go on board the Acapulco or have any com- 
munication with her captain, either then or during the whole of the night. 

At 9.30a.m.on the following day you received a second telegram from the 
United States minister stating that the Guatemalan Government declined your 
offer to take General Barrundia away in the Thetis. Your first report does 
rot state that you had any interview with Captain Pitts during this morning, 
but, from your verbal statement made on 15th instant, and from your secon:t 
report, it appearsthat you went on board the Acapulco soon after receiving this 
second telegram and held an inconclusive conference with Captain Pitts. 

Although, according to your report, “at about 2p. m,. it was thoughtthata 
number of shots were beard on board the Acapulco,” your next appearance on 
the vessel was not until 2.30 p. m., after the death of General Barrundia, when 
Lieutenant Bartlett, who had been visiting the steamer, reported that firing 
had been taking place on board and that protection was desired. 

In the opinion of the Department, your conduct, upon your own showing, is 
deserving of unqualified censure, 

In your situation, in command of a force of public vessels of the United States 
in a territory which, if not at that moment at war, has recently been the scene 
of hostilities as well as of civil disturbance, it was your duty to watch with the 
most active solicitude over the interest of your country in that quarter, and 
especially its interests afloat. Frora the moment that the approach of the Aca- 
pulco, a steamer bearing the American flag, was known to you, you should have 
taken every step legally in pone power to give countenance and support to her 
captain and protection to all persons on board, especially when you knew that 
their safety was likely to be menaced. Instead of this, in your apparent en- 
deavor to escape responsibility, you remained so completely passive that, as 
far as events on board the Acapulco were concerned, you and your vessels 
might as well have been on the other side of the ocean. 

Whenever any passenger, whether American or foreigner, is received on 
board an American vessel, he comes under the American flag and is entitled 
to the protection and security of which that flag is the guaranty, At sea this 
inviolability has in the time of peace no exception or qualification, In foreign 

prts it is qualified only by the legal exercise of the territorial authority. 

Vhatever may have been the extent of this authority over a vessel anchored 
within the port,the American steamer, before she entered the port and after 
she left it, was as independent of such authority as your own ship or as the soi! 
of your own country. 

t was within your legitimate power, as it was your imperative duty, to exe- 
cute, by every means legally at your command, the guaranty of protection 
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which the United States gives to all vessels under its flag. Your ships were on 
the spot; you had full knowledge of General Barrundia’s approach; you were 
informed of the intention to seize him asa political offender. He was nota 


fugitive from the territory of Guatemala seeking to escape from the territorial 
jurisdiction. Neither was hea conspirator attempting to return to his countr 
to foment revolution. He was a passenger on board an American ship, which 
he had joined in Mexico, with a destination for Panama ; and he had thus, with- 
out your intervention aud outside of the local jurisdiction, obtained a place 
under the flag and protection of the United States. . 

In this situation you found him. His safety was threatened. Under these 
circumstances, it was your plain duty to proceed at once to meet the steamer, 
before she cast anchor in the port, to warn the captain of the danger, and to 
ofter to his passenger, should he desire it, an asylum on board your ship. Had 
you merely gone out toinform yourself personally of the facts, you would have 
learned that General Barrundia had taken passage from a port outside of Gua- 
temala; that he was proceeding likewise to a port outside of Guatemala; that 
he was at San José only because it lay in the route of the steamer, and that, so 
far from meditating a movement against Guatemalan sovereignty, he had no 
intention of entering, voluntarily, the Guatemalan territory. 

Had you learned these facts, of which you would undoubtedly have been ap- 
prised immediately upon reaching the steamer, it is impossible to suppose that 
you would have failed to offer the fugitive an asylum. Such an act could have 
violated no rights of the territorial government, for no rights over the person 
of the passenger would have yet vested ; while it would have maintained the 
implied pooutanet protection which the United States makes to all who in good 
faith embark under its flag. By es inactive, you neglected your ob- 
vious duties, and placed your Government in the position of renouncing those 
who had sheltered themselves under ite flag. 

Even after the arrival of the Acapulco in the port, your power of discretion- 
ary action was by no means takenaway. There were in particular three points 
in whichthe existing situation imposed upon you as the senior naval officer 
present a positive duty, namely: 

1. To make a full investigation of the facts, to ascertain the sufficiency of the 
charge and of the authority upon which the proposed removal of the passenger 
was based. 

2. To prevent by your presence, with such assistance as you might find nec- 
essary, any proceedings on board the steamer calculated to endanger the safety 
of those on board. 

8. If upon examination it appeared that a seizure was to be attempted with- 
out proper warrant or that the proceedings were merely in the nature of a pre- 
text to secure the person of a political fugitive, to offer him, in accordance with 
humane and well-established practice, in the case of refugees whose lives are 
in danger, the hospitality of your own vessel. 

In none of these particulars does it appear that you took any action. You 
stated to Captain Pitts, according to your second report: “If I were called 
upon, it would be my duty to satisfy myselfthat the Government of Guatemala 
had aright to make the arrest.’ To Captain Pitts’s question ee would 
send a guard on board the Acapulco, at the joint request of himself and the 
commandant, you made this extraordinary answer: *‘When you ask me I 
will give you a reply.” 

In both these cases it is evident that you ‘peo to do nothing unless some- 
body preferred a formal request or demand for your interposition; forgetting 
that in the circumstances then existing the most pressing demand for your in- 
tervention came from the situation itself,and that it was yourduty toact promptly 
and efficaciously without waiting for the invitation, request, or advice of any 
person whatever, 

That it was your deliberate intention to remain inactive, in the absence of 
formal applications, is further evidenced by your extraordinary delay in pro- 
ceeding on board the steamer on the afternoon of the 28th of August, when the 
sound of firing showed to you that an affray was taking place. Your first re- 
port says: 

“At about 2 p. m. it was thought that a number of shots were heard on board 
the Acapulco, and at 2.15 the Guatemalan flag was hauled down from the fore 
and the United States flag hoisted in its stead, when I supposed the United 
States minister was on board. But at 2.30 when the whaleboat came alongside 
with Lieutenants Bartlett and Halsey, who had been visiting the Acapulco, 
Lieutenant Bartlett reported to me that the commandant was on and 
that promiscuous firing had been going on on board the ship, and that they de- 
sired protection, the United States flag at the fore having been hoisted to sig- 
nify that desire. 

“I immediately left the ship in the gig to go alongside the Acapulco and or- 
dered Lieutenant Harris to follow me at once with an armed party of marines 
in the whaleboat, On my arrival on the Acapulco I found all quiet and no ne- 
cessity for any protection, so that on arrival of Lieutenant Harris a few mo- 
ments afterward I directed him to return to the 

It is believed that few cases have ever occurred in the history of the United 
States Navy where a commanding officer so completely abandoned the respon- 
sibilities of his position as, according to your own showing, you did upon this 
critical occasion. 

Fully aware, as you were on that afternoon, of the probable course of events, 
it does not appear that you took any steps to learn when and with what war- 
rant of authority the local officials were coming on board; and, if you had ac- 
tual knowledge of their arrival, the fact, mip n yma y you no concern and 
in no way influenced yourconduct. Even when you heard the fatal shots, which 
showed only too plainly what was taking place, you made no movement, but 
with a degree of apathy almost unparalleled, you waited for half an hour, until 
a formal request came for protection. 

Under these circumstances it is not surprising that upon your arrival on the 
steamer you found, as you state in your letter of that date to Mr. Mizner, that 
“the commandant had left with the body of Barrundia and that all was quiet.’’ 

It would seem that you had from the nning some intention, as indicated 
in your telegram to the United States minister, of receiving General Barrundia 
on board one of your ships, under the supposition, which turned out to be on! 
too well founded, that he would need your protection. But upon what princi- 
ple you submitted this as a question for the territorial government to decide, 
delaying fifteen critical hours until you could receive an answer, the Depart- 
ment is at loss to comprehend. A United States officer does not ask of a for- 
eign Government permission to offer an asylum to any person on board an 
American vessel at sea who stands in need of a refuge. An officer who so ab- 
dicates his authority and that of the nation he represents, and surrenders it 
te others, haz a lesson to learn before he can safely be intrusted with the com- 
mand of a ship of war. 

It is possible that in adopting this line of conduct you were to some extent 
influenced by the dispateh of the United States minister quoted in your letter. 
The Department fails to find in this dispatch any justification for your inaction. 
Even if the minister had distinctly advised you to remain a passive spectator, 
which was not the case, your responsibility as the officer in command afloat 
could not thereby be either inereased or diminished; and least of all on the 
open sea outside of the territory in which the minister was clothed with the rep- 
resentative character. In the performance of his duties under the law the re- 
sponsibility of a naval officer is complete, nor can anything but the orders of 
his superior shift the burden to another. 

That this familiar principle governing the relations of envoys and naval com- 
manders was well underst by you is shown clearly by your answer to Cap- 
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tain Pitts’s inquiry as to the unds of the minister’s opinion, quoted in your 
second report, as follows: “I told him that I did not know, but I su the 
minister knew what he was about; that I was not subject to the orders of the 
United States minister; and that if I were called —-* would be my duty to 
satisfy myself that the Government of Guatemala a right to make the ar- 
rest ” ' 


For the reasons herein stated, the Department has been constrained to relieve 
you of your command and to order your return to the United States. 


Very respectfully, 
B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 
Commander Groree C. REITER, 
United States Navy, Pittsburgh, Pa. 


PirrspurGena, PA., January 8, 1891. 


Srr: I have to acknowledge the receipt of the Department’s letter of the 3ist 
December, 1890. This letter was mailed in Washington, D. C., on the 6th day 
of January, and was received by me on the 7th. It was foreshadowed by the 
press of the United States on Jannary | and 2, and an extract from it containing 
the most severe censure of the Department appears in the press of the country 
to-day. The letter thus becomes tothe general public, unfamiliar with the true 
facts of the case, a severe *‘ public reprimand " to me, a punishment which can 
only be legally inflicted by sentence of a naval general court-martial. 

I was detached from command of the Ranger by the Department’s order of 
the 29th September, 1990, and this letter is the first written statement of the 
grounds of the Department’s action. Extracts from it having been given to 
the press for publication before I could possibly reply to it, 1 now content my- 
self by vy, declaring that when in command of the Ranger on the occasion 
in question I was in no way culpable, but discharged my whole duty ; that I 
had no desire nor did I endeavor to escape any responsibility attaching to my 
a and I do not now fear the most searching inquiry in regard to my ac- 
tion. . 

AsI regard your letter as unjust, undeserved, and unwarranted, I have to 
respectfully demand what is clearly my right, namely, a trial before a naval 


i pectfull 
s ully, 
GEO. C. REITER, 
Commander, United States Nauy. 
Hon, B. F. Tracy, Secretary of the Navy. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 14, 1891. 


Sir: our letter of the 8th instant, asking for atrial by court martial, has been 
received. 

You state that the Department's action in your case constitutes a public repri- 
mand, and that this is a punishment thatcan only be legally infli by sentence 
of a naval general court martial. Your statement shows that you are ignorant 
of the first principles of naval discipline. The assumption that the Secretary 
of the Navy can not pronounce a rebuke, public or private, upon an officer for 
a breach of discipline or a failure in the performance of duty, without obtaining 
thesanction of a court, is an unheard-of proposition. 

The Department impartially awards praise or blame to the officer who de- 
serves the one or the other, as occasion may arise ; and the practice is as old as 
the Department itself. Cases have occurred where the Department, without 
trial, has pronounced emphatic reprimand upon officers in general orders. 
The publicity that is given either to its commendation or its reproof isa mat- 
fine am own discretion, in the exercise of which it consults only the pub- 

ic inte 

You further state that a trial by court martial is pulp ed right. Your at- 
tention is called to section 121, Orders, ulations, and Instructions for the 
Administration of Law and Justice in the Navy, 1870, as follows: 

**No officer has the right to demand a court martial on himself or others, the 
granting of atrial resting solely in the discretion of the officer authorized to 
convene a court.” 

The question is also raised by implication in your letter whether the Depart- 
ment has committed an act of injustice in censuring you without an opportunity 
tobeheard. You were detached fromthe comunenl of the Ranger by an order of 
September 29. The Department's action in detaching you was in the exercise 


of its ordinary power of assigning the duties of Se Eee the best in- 
terests of the service, and it deemed that these interests cal for your de- 
tachment. 


After your return, on November 25, you wrote to the Department on Decem- 
ber 8, stating that you feared it did not approve of your action and asking that 
you might be afforded an opportunity to explain it to the Secretary personally 
or before a court of inquiry. On the 12th the Department replied as follows: 
“You are informed thatthe De nt was dissatisfied with your course while 
in command of the United steamship Ranger on the coast of Central 
America, and you are authorized to visit the Department and to make person- 
ally such explanation in segues to your actions as ye may desire.” 

On the 15th of December, in consequence of the ve-mentioned co nd- 
ence and for the purpose stated in your letter of request, namely, that you might 
be enabled to make a nal exp! , you had a personal interview with 
the Secretary of the seer. At this eee Pen were given the fullest oppor- 
tunity to make any statement that you desi bearing on the facts of the case. 
You were also distinctly informed of the eral ground of the Department's 
dissatisfaction. At the conclusion of the interview you were not only author- 
ized but directed to embody your statements in an additional report. 

Nocommunication being received from you, the Department on the 18th wrote 

ou a letter calling for your ey ag fe and directing you to include 


n it any facts not yet reported by you. is re dated December 20, was 
received on the 23d, and on the 3ist Departmentaddressed to you its full and 
final review of the case. 


Although you were informed on the 12th of December of the De ent’s 
dissatisfaction, and on the 15th of the grounds on which its dissatis nm was 
based, you made no request for a court martial until your letter of the 8th of 
January, after the Department had pronounced finally upon the case. 

The Department had, however, without any request from you, already con- 
sidered fully the question of bringing you to trial. Such a trial is necessary 
when the facts of a case can not be otherwise definitely ascertained or when 
the penalty which the circumstauces demand is hepead the scope of ordinary 
departmental powers. Neither of these reasons existed here, because the De- 
partment accepted and acted on your own statement of the facts, and its disci- 
plinary powers were sufficient to meet the case. 

The only object of a trial, in this case, would have been to obtain an expres- 
sion of the law applicable to the admiited fi and a definition of the duties 
of an officer in relation thereto, which express and definition, under the 
well-established principles governing the administration of naval discipline, 
us shown by numberiess ts, Department is of itself entirely com- 
nt to In determining questions of law arising u 

he ive the assistance of a . 
reached the Department has seen no reason to mod- 

ify it. with patience to yoursuccessive statements. It has given 
you every y to be heard before takingaction. It indicated to youthe 
grounds of its disapproval you sent in your final report. In visiting 
upon you its censure it has relied solely upon your own statement of the facts, 
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In its communication of the 3ist, condemning your conduct, it recited these 
facts, and your letter asking for a trial leaves them undisputed. 

You are therefore informed that it is not the intention of the Department to 
bring you to trial by court martial, and that itregards your case as having been 
finally disposed of. 

Very respectfully, 
B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 


Commander Grorce C, Rerrer, U.S. N., 

ittsburgh, Pa, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, how much time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire, even if I were 
able to do so, to add anything to what has been said, either as to the 
facts or the law in Commander Reiter’s case. There appears to be no 
dispute as to the one, while the other has been ably presented in the 
arguments just submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] and by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar]. 

This is an extraordinary controversy, both sides accepting the state- 
ment of facts made by the commander of the Thetis and Ranger. And 
the most remarkable thing about it is that anybody should maintain 
that the Secretary of the Navy is under obligation to call in a court 
martial to help him decide the duty of the Department upon an un- 
disputed state of facts. This is not a lawsuit about facts and rights. 
It is a question of naval administration. No court martial is compe- 
tent to advise, much less direct, the Secretary when he is called on to 
decide whether a given officer meets the requirements of a special sta- 
tion or is equal to the emergency of a grave duty. I have as much 
sympathy as anybody for the doctrine of fair play, but it is a doctrine 
which can not be invoked by a subordinate officer to discredit the ad- 
ministrative functions of the naval service. The very law of that serv- 
ice provides that— 

No officer has the right to demand a court-martial on himself or others, the 
granting of a trial resting solely in the discretion of the officer authorized to 
convene a court. 

Will any man say that the Secretary ought to remit to a court the 
responsibility of deciding upon the rights of the United States on a 
question like this? Such a course is not suggested by common sense, 
nor would it conform to the precedents in the history of the Navy. 
As my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] has so fully shown, 
the uninterrupted practice from the times of the first Secretary to the 
last has conceded to that office ample administrative power to decide 
such cases, to detach an officer from his station, to approve gallantry, 
to reprimand unsatisfactory behavior, and to publish the action of the 
Department. 

In this case, the question does not of necessity involve any moral 
turpitade or special act of official delinquency. The question here is 
whether this commander under all the circumstances exercised that pa- 
triotic intelligence needed then and there to protect the interests of the 
Government of the United States. If he did not, the order detaching 
him from that station is amply justified, and a court martial has no 
more to do with it than they have with the recommendations of the 
Secretary’s annual report. Iam constrained to believe that the Sec- 
retary’s judgment was right. 

For what purpose did this Government send two ships of war to 
the coast of Guatemala? For the express purpose of protecting Amer- 
ican interests there. That can not be questioned. It seems to me, sir, 
that among those interests, and chief among them, were the peace, the 
safety, the honor, of American merchant vessels carrying passengers 
along that coast; and it seems clear that one of the chief duties of the 
commander in charge of the two ships of war which this Government 
had sent to that coast was to see to it that the rights of the traveling 
publicshould be secure under our flag. 

This ship on which Barrundia sailed came to the anchorage at the 
port of San José. For hours the commander of two war ships lying 
within the sound of pistol shots from the Acapulco, by his own show- 
ing, did absolutely nothing whatever to protect the rights of the pas- 
en on board of that ship. He can not plead the miserable advice 
of the United States minister in excuse for his inactivity. The act of 
stupidity by which Mr. Mizner volunteered to furnish the warrant of 
his Government to a squad of harbor police to board an American 
steamer and kidnap a fugitive politician of Guatemala on a charge of 
“being hostile’ to that Government, did not for a moment mislead 
this American commander. He belongs with that company of delin- 
quents who knew their duty and were slow about doing it. Here is 
his own account of the transaction: 


At about 6.30 p. m. poetente , 27th instant, I received the followi 
— States ae Mizner: eo eee 

“General Barrundia is on the Acapulco. Guatemala alleges that he is hos- 
=e on being in their waters they can arrest him. I think that they have the 


As the Acapulco was at this time reported in sight, I immediately went on 
shore and sent the following telegram to the United States minister 3 

“Barrundia expected in steamer. As is declared, I suggest that you 
ask Government to —_ Thetis to take him to ey we acknowedging 
their municipal rights over steamer. Steamer A co in sight.” 

I also requested the commandant to suspend action until I received a reply 
to this ee, welch he declined to do, but went on board the steamer and 

attempting the arrest of Barrundia. 
This morning at 9.30 I received the following telegram from United States 


Governmentdeclines offer to take Bar 
ae = © take rundia away in Thetis, Have 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


-finally result in bloodshed, if not in assassination. Failing to do that 



































































































2473 


At about 2 p. m. it was thought that a number of shots were heard on board 
the Acapulco, and at 2.15 the Guatemalan flag was hauled down from the fore 
and the United States flag hoisted in its stead, when I supposed the United 
States minister was on board, But at 2.30, when the whaleboat came alongside 
with Lieutenants Bartlett and Halsey, who had been visiting the Acapulco, 
Lieutenant Bartlett reported to me that the commandant was on board, and 
that promiscuous firing had been going on on board the ship, and that they de- 
sired protection, the United States flag at the fore having been hoisted to sig- 
nify that desire. I immediately left the ship in the gig to go alongside the 
Acapulco, and ordered Lieutenant Harris to follow me at once with an armed 
party of marines in the whaleboat. On wy arrival on the Acapulco I found all 
quiet and no necessity for any protection, so that on arrival of Lieutenant Har- 
risa few moznents afterwards I directed him to return to the Ranger. 

By asingular oversight his original report gives no account of his sub- 
sequent performances before the firing on the Acapulco began. IHesup- 
pliesit inalater report. It isalmost photographic in its effect, and dis- 
plays that cheerful complacence, that conservative caution, that nerve- 
less system of delay, upon which the Navy Department relies to justify 
its action. He says: 

On the receipt of the following telegram from the United States minister : 
“This Government declines offer to take Barrundia away in Thetis. Have 
advised Captain Pitts to deliver him,” at about 9.30 a. m. September 28I went on 
board the Acapulco to see Captain Pitts, I told him about the above telegram 
and asked him if he had heard from the minister. He said he had not and that 
he would not surrender Barrundia without an order from the minister or my- 
self. I told him I certainly would not give him any such order, Captain Pitts 
asked me on what grounds they claimed the right to arrest Barrundia and 
stated that all the dispatches he had received from the United States minister 
said he thought a had aright to arrest him; that he (Pitts) thought he should 
be more positive; that he had put himself under his (the minister’s) orders and 
that he expected to hear from him when the train arrived. I told him that I 
did not know, but I supposed the minister knew what he wasabout; that | was 
not subject to the orders of the United States minister, and if I were called upon 
it would be my duty to satisfy myself that the Government of Guatemala had a 
right to make the arrest. 

Captain Pitts told me that the commandant had said he was poing to ask 
me to send a guard on board when he made the arrest, to which I replied that 
I would not senda guard on board at the request of the commandant. He 
then said, “Suppose the commandant and I both ask you?" I said, “When 
youask me I willgive youareply.” Captain Pitts told methat Barrundia was 
going to New York via Panama and that he would guaranty to carry him to 
Panama, putting him in irons, if necessary, to prevent his landing in Salvador, 
Just before leaving, I asked to see Barrundia. Captain Pitts told me that Bae- 
rundia was in his stateroom and did not see anybody. 

Here is a picture of languid interest and suppressed enthusiasm that 
would be discreditable in a yachting party, and when exhibited by a 
responsible officer of an American fleet provokes a mixture of indigna- 
tion and pity. He is inno position to revive the memory of Barrundia 
as a common fellow. Already he had offered him safe asylum in the 
Thetis subject to the consent of the Government of Guatemala. I in- 
sist that this comedy of an American minister and an American com- 
mander pleading with a petty Central American State for the privilege 
of saving the good repute of their own country is an adequate provo- 
cation for all that has happened either at the State or Navy Depart- 
ment at this Capital. 

What does Commander Reiter do? Absolutely nothing. He has 
banked the fires in his ships and moved a chair out in plain sight and 
hearing of the Acapulco. Though he hasseen and talked with Captain 
Pitts, he has established no signals with his ship, and he actually mis- 
took its call for help for the ceremonial of the minister’s visit and the 
firing of small arms on board fora diplomatic salute. If a helpless pa- 
ralysis like this is the ‘‘ protection of American interests ’’ had in con- 
templation when this Congress appropriates thirty millions in one 
year for the Navy, then I say we had better save our money and re- 
tire from the high seas. For my part, I think the affair at Champe- 
rico, where the gallant American sea captain saved his passenger, is 
more creditable than the horrible tragedy at San Jos¢, where the blood 
of a political refugee was poured out on the deck of an American mer- 
chantman within a stone’s throw of two of our ships of war. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania, my friend, Mr. DALZELL, 
says that the Secretary of the Navy shows the absurdity of the posi- 
tion he occupies by reprimanding Commander Reiter for not going into 
the open sea and offering General Barrundia an asylum on board his 
ship; and afterwards because he did not offer him an asylum on ship- 
board in the harbor. 

3ut, Mr. Chairman, the two propositions are perfectly consistent. 
Under such cireumstances the commander of a ship is supposed to be 
able to exercise a reasonable sagacity as to what course he shall pursue 
and what is best to be done, and the first suggestion to a man of suffi- 
cient understanding of his duty to be placed in charge of an American 
ship under such circumstances would have been to go out into the open 
sea and there, unincumbered by any conflict of jurisdiction, relieve the 
situation which he knew was liable to result in trouble, and which did 





he had still the opportunity and the right, as well as the solemn duty, 
in the protection of an American merchantman, to remove Barrundia 
to a place of safety and refuge. All of this could have been done with- 
out any violation of the law of nations and without traversing the 
rights of Guatemala over an American ship at San José. 

And so I say that the Secretary of the Navy exercised a sound dis- 
cretion in removing a commander who, in a difficult situation, failed 
to rise to the level of his opportunity or his duty, to comprehend the 
problem that he had in hand, or to secure to the ship and the flag of 
his Government that respect which their dignity ought to command 
throughout the world. 
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In dismissing the question we can profitably recall the eloquent 
words of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirt] 
on this floor the otherday. With him I trust the time may never come 
when passengers who are political fugitives on ships under our flag 
shall seek in vain from our ships of war that adequate and intelligent 
protection that is necessary to preserve the splendid traditions of the 
American Republic. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I had no intention of taking any 
part in this discussion, and I wish to say only a few words to avoid 
any misunderstanding that might arise from my silence in view of the 
connection of this case with that Department with whose affairs the 
committee of which I have honor tobe chairman is directly interested, 
and by reason of the participation of two of my committee colleagues 
in the debate. 

I have always entertained a different idea of the functions and rela- 
tions of the committees of the House of Representatives from that 
which has seemed to be prevalent during my experience here. It has 
never seemed to me that a primary or especial function of a committee 
of the House is to be the exponent of or sponsor for the administration 
of that Executive Department with which its relations are necessarily 
intimate; but, on the contrary, I have believed that the Executive De- 
partments are properly the exponents and administrators of the policy 
and legislation of Congress, which is primarily formulated by the Com- 
mittees of this House. 

Therefore, during my incumbency of the chairmanship of a commit- 
tee whose work in this Congress, now drawing to a close, has not, I 
trust, been unfruitfal of benefit to the naval service, I have held my- 
self and the committee to be responsible only for our influence upon 
legislative action, while regarding the Department as independently 
responsible for the details of administration. Hence, while the criti- 
cism made to-day by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat- 
ZELL] has been directed at the administrative action of the Secretary 
of the Navy, I have not felt it my duty to assume a perfunctory cham- 
pionship of the Department in a matter entirely outside of its relations 
with the House or its committees. 

As chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs I have conceived it 
to be my duty not only to observe all the courtesies due to the Execu- 
tive Department and to pay proper deference to the experience and 
judgment of its officers, but also to have due regard for the broader® 
interests of the Navy itself. And while I have always had and still 
entertain a very cordial esteem and high degres of respect for the pres- 
ent distinguished head of the Navy Department and believe the 
country is indebted to him for a remarkably energetic and successful 
administration of the public service under that Department, I regret 
that I am not able togive his action in the case of Commander Reiter 
the commendation of my judgment, and as the matter hascome before 
the House candor will not permit me to occupy a false position in re- 
gard to it. 

I have, therefore, risen simply to say that looking at the subject 
from my own point of view, influenced by such information as I have 
been able to obtain, in the light of experience in the Navy and other- 
wise, I should not have written the letters addressed by the Secre- 
tary to Commander Reiter, and if I had written them I would not 
have published them before their delivery. 

I will not discuss the legal aspect of the question as to the power of 
the Secretary of the Navy to administer a public reprimand to an offi- 
cer; but my opinion upon that point would not be entirely controlled 
by the fact that such power may have been sometimes assumed by such 
heads of Departments. I am very clearly of opinion that the whole 
text and spirit of the statutes for the conduct of the naval service are 
averse to the arbitrary exercise of authority to condemn or to punish, 
and the utmost caution in that regard is impressed upon commanders 
of vessels and fleets. 

The statutes also so explicitly provide for the trial of almost every 
conceivable offense against duty or discipline that the inference seems 
inevitable that they do not contemplate the substitution of any indi- 
vidual judgment for the deliberate conclusions of a court martial or 
court of inquiry. Indeed, so guarded is the law in this respect that 
the Commander-in-Chief is not given the power to dismiss an officer in 
time of peace, and the statute that authorizes the President to dismiss 
an officer in time of war distinctly reserves to such officer the right to 
demand trial by court martial, and if such a trial is not hadand the dis- 
missal affirmed by the court within a specified time, the action of the 
President becomes void and the officer is restored to his tion. 

This seems to me to afford the strongest possible evi that the 
spirit of the statutes is intended to afford officers with offenses 
the privileges of a fair trial. Indeed, I think it was intended that the 
right to trial by a court martial should be as sacred to an officer as the 
right of trial by jury is to the citizen. 

But aside from the question of the lawful power of the Secretary 
to administer the punishment of a public reprimand is the other very 
important question as to the advissbility and justice of its exercise in 
this case. I have not the honor of a personal acquaintance with Com- 
mander Reiter, although he entered the active service of his country 
early in the late war and very likely we have been engaged to- 
gether at some time in our endeavors to uphold the dignity and honor 
























































































of the flag. From all that I have learned of that officer I have reason 
to believe him to be an accomplished and gallant gentleman, who has 
conducted himself throughout thirty years of service with an ability 
and integrity that have met the approval of his superiors until the 
occurrence now under discussion, 
I certainly regard it as a very serious thing that a man who has de- 
voted himself to a profession in which he is called upon to offer his 
country not only his best service, but at any moment to offer his life 
in its behalf, should be liable to have his record tarnished or his career 
destroyed by the swift judgment of the headofa Department. Itseems 
to me a serious matter, if any administrative officer, temporarily con- 
nected with a branch of the military or naval service, under the spur 
of sudden public excitement, or any of the influences that swiftly ebb 
and flow in the stress of official and political life, can wipe out with a 
stroke of the pen the reputation which it may have been the pride and 
ambitionof a good officer to build up during long years of faithful pub- 
lic service. 
The very citation of the reprimands administered by other Secre- 
taries suggests the thought of how soon they passed out of relations 
with the naval service, while the officers thus summarily judged have 
been obliged to carry the weight of censure through the years of their 
performance of duty in the service to which their whole lives were de- 
voted. 
In regard to the territorial jurisdiction in the Barrundia case, I will 
only ask members to consider this question: If the British mail steamer 
Trent, instead of being boarded by Captain Wilkes on the high seas in 
1862, had steamed into New York Harbor with Mason and Slideli on 
board, do you think the United States Government would have hesi- 
tated about boarding her and arresting the Confederate emissaries or 
that the action of our authorities in such case would have been modi- 
fied by the presence of a British man-of-war in that harbor at the 
time? And if such a British warship should have interfered with the 
exercise of United States authority on board a British merchant ship 
in the East River of New York, how long do you think that interfer- 
ence would have been tolerated by the American Government or its 
ple? 

1 think of another case that even more strikingly illustrates the 
punctilious respect of our Government for the territorial jurisdiction of 
friendly nations: that of the capture of the Confederate cruiser Florida 
in the harbor of Bahia, Brazil, by the United States steamer Wachu- 
sett. That was an incident that occurred in the midst of the excite- 
ment of a great civil war in our own country, and its audacity and 
chivalrous daring recalled those traditions of Ingraham’s exploit and 
the other examples of Yankee pluck that have excited our admiration 
and sti our patriotic blood. Commander Napoleon Collins, of the 
Wachusett, had been for months chasing the rebel privateer Florida, 
that had been preying upon our commerce and rendering great aid to 
the efforts for the overthrow of our Government. 
That armed enemy of the United States having entered the port of 
Fahia, Captain Collins, with an impulse as brave as that of Ingra- 
ham, boarded her in the harbor and towed his prize to sea regardless 
of the guns of the Brazilian forts. But we all remember that this act, 
performed amid the stress of war, was instantly disavowed by our 
Government, that Captain Collins was deprived of his command, and 
a vessel of the United States Navy was sent to Bahia to fire a salute to 
the Brazilian flag as an apology and amende for the violation of its 
territorial jurisdiction. [Applause. } 
In conclusion I desire to say that I have little sympathy with the 
idea that the principal duty of the United States Government and its 
Navy is tosend its ships around the globe to hunt up the political con- 
spirators, revolutionists, anarchists, and nihilists of other countries in 
order to aid them in their attempts to overthrow established and orderly 
governments, or to protect them from the just punishment of crimes 
not only against friendly nations, but against humanity. Thatsort of 
business does not seem to me the most glorious to which we can devote 
the American flag. 
I am also constrained to remark that while we are so mortifyingly 
and have been so recently reminded of the inability or indisposition 
of the United States Government to guaranty to its own loyal citizens, 
living beneath its own flag, on its own soil, and rendering it due alle- 
giance, any protection in the exercise of their most sacred,inalienable, 
and constitutional rights,and even to protect them from political mur- 
der within sight of its own courthouses, I think we had better mod- 


erate the spread-eagleism and buncombe of the assumption that it is 
our duty to main asylums in all the harbors of the world for the 
itical and criminal of foreign lands and to extend the eager 


itality of this country to all the disorderly and ungovernable ele- 
ments of mankind. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
ForNEY] has yielded me an hour, and of that time I yield twenty 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Frrmran]. 
Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted to me for de- 
—oetaeaie sige ingot to bth 9 ihe ae oe meet 
American one Charles ’ 
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and sent broadcast all over the country, charging myself, Capt. John 
Codman, and Hon. David A. Wells with being emissaries of British 
interests. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope, Mr. Chairman, we will have order in the 
Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please cease conversation. _ 

Mr. FITHIAN. In my remarks upon the bill known as the ship- 
ping bill I took occasion to refer to this gentleman in this language: 

Before entering into a general discussion of this question, I desire to refer to 
a statement which has been made by a gentleman who is, perhaps, known to 
certain members of this Congress, and who has been here as a lobbyist to my 
personal knowledge from the beginning of this Congress to the present day. 

When I made that statement, Mr. Chairman, I knew that the facts 
would bear me out in making the statement. This gentleman from 
the beginning of this Congress up to the present time has been con- 
stantly in attendance upon the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries and here in the House advocating this bill. The gentleman 
seems to take offense at the charge that he isa ‘‘lobbyist,’’ and he 
says in this circular that I am ‘‘a British emissary.”’ 

I desire here upon the floor of this House to denounce that statement 
as a lie and the author as an unmitigated liar. I have endeavored as 
a member of the Committee on Merchant Marineand Fisheries to rep- 
resent what I believe to be in the interest of my constituents and the 
interests of the people of this whole country, and I claim that right, 
Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding my convictions might conflict with 
the views of this gentleman, who is secretary of the American Ship- 
ping League. And I desire to say further, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
my judgment that this organization known as the Shipping League is 
nothing more nor less than an organization of lobbyists for the purpose 
of passing through this Congress and through other Congresses this vi- 
cious legislation. 

Who is this eminent and self-sacrificing patriot, Charles Hill, that 
he has the right to call in question the acts of members of this House 
in the discharge of their duty? I see herein the circular that he has 
issued that he says he was once engaged in ‘‘an unholy cause,’’ but 
now the gentleman has repented of hissins. His sins have been washed 
out by the Republican party, and he has been taken into full fellow- 
ship, and he has become a lobbyist in the interest of legislation the 
history of which renders it at least questionable. 

He says: 

When we of the South fought out of the Union, upon our reunion we furled 
our banners and buried the past, and have voted and will vote for those who 
are true and loyal to American interests. 

I have been informed that this gentleman is one of that class of patri- 
ots who fought upon the principle that— 

He who fights and runs away 
May live to fight another day. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And he is here, 

Mr. FITHIAN. And heis here. [Laughter.] He is dancing at- 
tendance upon this Congress to lobby for this legislation. He has been 
spared to the country, but not for the country’s good. 

Farther on in his circular, commenting upon myspeech and upon my 
conduct, the gentleman says: 

Yet it istrue Mr, Frru1an comes from the State of Illinois. 


Yes, it is true I am from Illinois. Iam proud of that grand State. 
I am proud of Illinois, because it has produced such men as Douglas 
and Lincoln, William R. Morrison, and John M. Palmer. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And Dick Oglesby. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes; and Dick Oglesby and John A. Logan. But 
I thank God she has never disgraced herself by bringing forth such a 
monstrosity as this Charles Hill. A friend of mine has suggested that 
the next thing to the praise of a good man is the abuse of a bad man, 
and if he is right in his logic I feel very proud that I have called upon 
my head the abuse of this gentleman, the secretary of this American 
Shipping League. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know that all the members of this House 
are familiar with Mr. Hill. Ionly wish I were an artist so that I might 
draw a picture of this gentleman as he really is, with his Hyperion 
locks parted in the center of his Websterian head, with his Burnsides 
flowing, giving emphasis to the fact that he belongs to that peculiar 
race of people known as the Oscar Wilde dude, the genealogy of which 
is a cross between a manand a monkey. [ Laughter. ] 

Now, I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that all of this trouble has been 
occasioned by this gentleman because he took exception toa statement 
that I made in committee, and here on the floor of the Honse, that only 
2 per cent. of the British merchant marine received asubsidy from the 
British Government. He now comes out on this handbill of his and 
in the public newspapers and says that I was wrong in that statement 
and insinuates that I lied about it. Well, if I made a mistake about 
that I did not do so intentionally. 

As a member of the committee in the hearing, I put the question to 
Mr. Hill himself, to Captain Snow, and I believe to Mr. Cramp, and to 
the chairman of the committee himself. I put the question to them 
all as to what per cent. of the British merchant marine received a sub- 
sidy from the British Government, and from no one of these gentlemen 
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did I receive a contradiction of the statement of Captain Codman that 
only 2 per cent. received a subsidy. The statement which I made had 
been previously made by Captain Codman, and it was verified by Hon. 
David A. Wells. 

But, suppose the proportion is 16 per cent., the amount which Mr. 
Hill states in his circular, that only makes his case still weaker, If16 
per cent. of the British merchant marine is subsidized, it makes it still 
harder for the independent lines and the sailing ships that receive no 
subsidy to do business and make a profit in competition with the 16 per 
cent. of subsidized lines. 

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to say except that in my con- 
duct in this House and in my conduct before the committee I have 
represented what I believed to be the interests of the good people of 
my district and of the whole country. I was not sent here for the 
purpose of legislating in favor of a particular class or a particular in- 
terest. I was sent here to legislate for the people of the whole coun- 
try, and I believe that these measures, by which the people are to‘ be 
taxed in order to give to a class a bonusor gratuity out of the Treasury 
of the United States, are the most vutrageous class legislation that was 
ever proposed in Congress. I claim that this Congress has not therightto 
take from the Treasury the money that is paid in there by the taxation 
of the people, by the taxation of the men who hold the plow and who 
till the soil, and to turn it over to the interest that is represented by 
Mr. Hill, the principal part of which is owned by men like Gould and 
Thurber and Huntington and otherslikethem. I claim that Congress 
has no right to tax the people that I represent in order to put money 
into the pockets of those men or any other special class. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ilinois has fifteen minutes, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr, Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Dockery] to give me two minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I regret to say that all my time is allotted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then I ask unanimous consent to be heard for 
two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry} 
has the floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no objection to the gentleman getting 
unanimous consent. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York[ Mr. FARQUHAR] 
asks unanimous consent that he be permitted to speak for two minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I do not stand here as an apolo- 
gist for Mr. Charles Hill. The attack made on him this afternoon is 
not unexpected, because, having exhausted a certain book of arguments 
on the shipping bill, it seems as if some of the opponents of that bill 
now intend to resort to personalities. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I want to say to the gentleman that I did not com- 
mence it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have known Major Hill for some years. All 
the old citizens of Washington, among whom he was raised aad received 
his education, and among whom he now lives, know him well. His 
kinship is the best in this city. He was a brave soldier—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. On which side? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, OntheConfederate side. He was a staff officer 
of General Forrest. I have met on the battlefield those with whom 
he associated before the war and since the war, and I want to say here 
that in all his relationsof life Mr, Hill stands as high as any man would 
wish to, and any aspersion cast upon him and placed in a public record 
in this way is unfair to the man and unfair to the friends who know 
him. I have neverin my life, whether on the Shipping Committee or 
elsewhere, met a truer man than Maj. Charles 8S. Hill, and I repeat 
that noaspersions cast by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Firnran], 
or by Captain Codman, or by any one else can live against his name. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I ask unanimous consent for two minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I want toask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FArquiHAR] whether he indorses the attacks that Mr. 
Hill has made upon me through the public prints of the country, and 
upon David A. Wells, who is as honorable a man as Mr. Charles Hill, 
or the gentleman from New York, or any man in the United States to- 
day. 1 want toask the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
whether he indorses the statement of Mr. Hill regarding Capt. John 
Codman, another honorable man, living in the city of New York, a 
man the gentleman from New York is perhaps acquainted with. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say that the only attack made on this 
floor was made upon Major Hill by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FITHIAN. No attack was made upon him by myself on the 
floor of this House until he attacked me in the Washington Post,and then 
I retorted by way of defense, as I had a right to do. 

In that paper, before I had ever uttered a word on this question upon the 
floor of the House, he denounced me, along with Captain Codman and 
David A. Wells, as a ‘‘British emissary.’”’ I claim the right to come 
here and represent my constituents according to my views; and I shall 
do so without regard to the dictation of Charles 8. Hill, or any mem- 
ber of the Shipping League, or the gentleman from New York himself. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. In accordance with the wishes of a number of 
gentlemen, I suggest to my friend from Ohio in charge of this bill that, 
inasmuch as it is now 5 o’clock, he move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I suggest that a part of the time assigned 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLuMB, and Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN as the said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 4962) to 
authorize the Minnesota Boom Company to construct and operate booms 
for general debate might be occupied in discussion germane to the bill. | and other structures in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and to 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are several gentlemen on this side who de- | drive and sheer into such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in said 
sire to be heard on various subjects; and in view of the lateness of the | river; in which concurrence of the House was requested. 
hour I trust that the gentleman will not ask that the debate be con- 
tinued further this evening. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Much more time has been consumed in the 
general debate than we anticipated, because of the extension of time 
granted to the gentleman who discussed the Barrundiacase. It was the 
desire of the Committee on Appropriations to conclude the general de- 
bate to-night, if possible. This morning we lost two hours in what I 
think was—— 

A MremsBer. A miscellaneous matter. [Laughter. j 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; I accept the suggestion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I cau assure the gentleman that this side of the 
House desires to expedite the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, what time remains for the 
general debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and eighteen minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. On this side of the House we have used only forty- 
two minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think I can assure the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that nothing which may be said on this side of the 
House will be less germane to the bill under consideration than the 
two very handsome speeches made by gentlemen on his side this after- 
noon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Ohio does not desire to 
take the responsibility of moving that the committee now rise, I will 
make that motion myself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will not the gentleman from Ohio consent to allow 
me two hours on the monument? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will agree to help erect a monument to 
the gentleman. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DINGLEy reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriation for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Is it privileged against the motion to adjourn? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, the following business 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, informed the House that the President had ap- 
proved and signed acts and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 240) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the Washington High School; 

An act (H. R. 13453) to amend section 180 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

An act (H. R. 12500) making an apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress —s the several States under the Eleventh Census; 

An act (H. R. 12293) to grant a pension to Major General Franz 
Sigel; 

An act (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
Bartlett; 

An act (H. R. 608) making an appropriation for the construction of 
new buildings and the enlargement of the military post at Plattsburgh, 
N. Y.; 

An act (H. R. 4385) to appropriate the sum of $517.60 to George B. 
Kane & Co., in full payment of a balance due them for printer’s ink 
furnished by them to the Public Printer; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 234) to increase from 50 to 100 the number 
of copies of the eulogies on the late Samuel Sullivan Cox, to be deliv- 
ered to his widow; 

An act (H. R. 154) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Pueblo, in the State of Colorado; 

An act (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men of the Army; 

An act (H. R. 188) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Columbus, in the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 4559) to provide for the purchase of a public building 
at Rockford, in the State of Illinois. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found traly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8S. 337) granting a pension to Levi Danley; 

A bill (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsy Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 
A bill (8. Sest; granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliot; 


A bill tS 3251) granting an increase of on to Joseph C. Fosnot; 
was transacted by unanimous consent: A bill (S. 3258) granting a pension to Adeline L. Miller; 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. A bill (8. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Hinsdale; 
: A bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to Peter Zimmerman; 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin; 
To Mr. Burrows, indefinitely, on account of a death in his family. A bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick; 
To Mr. PENINGTON, until Saturday next, on account of important | 4 jj} (S. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell; , 
business. A bill (S. 4299) granting a pension to Nathan C. Moore; 
BEES Ce Se ee A bill S. 4474) to increase the on of Edward H. Leib; 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, announced A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services ’rendered 


that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of 
certain employés in the Government Printing Office, with an amend- 
ment, asked a conferance with the House on the bill and amendment, 
and had appointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GorMAN, 
as the said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, to the conference 
asked by the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. PLump, and 
Mr. GoRMAN as the said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 12227) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, disagreed to the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. Dawes, and 
Mr. GoRMAN as the said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 


in the war with Mexico; and 
A bill (8. 4814) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 


granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes. 
FRANC E. BABBITT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. 
Laws, and Mr. YODER as conferees on the part of the House upon the 
bill (H. R. 2433) granting a pension Franc E. Babbitt. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


At the request of Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, the bill (H. R. 
12687) to secure to the people the advantages accruing from the issue 
of circulating promissory notes by banks, to increase the volume of such 
notes, and to supervise and control banks by officers of the United 
States, was, by unanimous consent, ordered to be reprinted. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was than announced ; 
and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m. ) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2o0f Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
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the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED AND PAID UNDER THE ACT OF APRIL 4, 189. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list 
of claims against the United States allowed during the period from 
January 14, 1890, to June 30, 1890, and paid from the indefinite ap- 
propriation of the act of April 4, 1890—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, submitting additional estimates of deficiencies in appropri- 
ations for the support of the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 


UNITED STATES BUILDING AT ST. JOSEPH, MO. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- 
propriation of $600 for the United States post-office, etc., building at 
St. Joseph, Mo.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CLAIMS EXAMINED AND ALLOWED SINCE JANUARY 15, 1890. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list 
of claims arising under the actof July 4, 1864, examined and allowed 
since January 15, 1890—to the Committee on Claims. 


SACRAMENTO AND FEATHER RIVERS, CALIFORNIA, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report upon the future improvement of the 
Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following State memorials and 
resolutions were ted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Memorial of the senate of the State of New 
York, in reference to the joint resolution for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to examine into the facilities of the New York post office and re- 
port upon a plan, if deemed expedient, by which such postal facilities 
shall be ingreased—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolution of the house of representatives of Kan- 
sas, favoring irrigation—to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands in the United States. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8. 2764) to provide for allotment of lands in severalty to the 
Quapaw Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes therein 
named—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4945) for the establishment of a light and fog-signal sta- 
tion near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

A bill (S. 4962) to authorize the Minnesota Boom Company to con- 
struct and operate boomsand other structures in certain sloughs of the 
Mississippi River, and to drive and sheer into such booms logs, timber, 
and lumber found in said river—to the Committee on Commerce. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: 


Resolved by the House of resentatives (the Senate concurring therein), That the 
Committee on Public Printing of the Senate, with two members of the present 
House who are re-elected to the next Congress, to be sopetees by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, or any subcommittee of said special joint com- 
mittee, are nstructed to examine into the numbers printed of the various 
documents, reports, bills,and other papers published by order of Congress, or of 
either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, and to reporta bill in 
December next making such reductions in the numbers and cost of printing 
and such changes and reduction in the distribution of said publications as they 
me deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons therefor; and that the 
said committee is also instructed to investigate the printing and binding for 
the Executive its executed at the Government Printing Office and 
at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various Departments, and 
report a bill in December next making such reductions in expenses and im- 
posing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their 

refor; and said committee is further i to make any other 
in calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of the public print- 


ing, report the result thereof ; and the said committee is hereby authorized 
to em a her, tosummon and to examine experts and witnesses, 
and to call upon of Executive Departments and the Public Printer 


to 
for such information ing the preceding matters as they may desire, and 
ony, expenses Se y ee re >= be age mer al oresaid shall 
from contingen n e Senate upon vouchers a ed 
by the of the Committee on — 


Printing; 
to the Committee on Printing. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11869) amending sec- 
tion 1315 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to the 























panied by a report (No. 3747)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11585) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to place the name of Edwin H. Wetmore on the roll 
of Company I, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment, New York Vol- 
unteers, and to grant him an honorable discharge, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3748)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H.R. 3791) for the relief of William H. 
Quinn, accompanied by a report (No. 3749)—to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13470) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Lindsay Stout, reported in lieu thereof the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 13470) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Lindsay Stout, now pending before the House,together with all accom pany- 
ing papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of *‘ An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States,"’ approved March 3, 1887; 
which, accompanied by a report (No, 3750), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R.12589) for the relief of the legal representatives of Isaac 
Fisher, deceased, late of Shenandoah County, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 11290) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Avery, deceased, late of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 12590) for the relief of Casper Rinker, of Frederick 
County, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 12046) for the relief of William H,. Harrison, of Prince 
George County, Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 13045) for the relief of Mrs. R. J. Harrison, executrix 
of Richard J. Harrison, deceased, reported in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the following bills (H. R. 12589, 11290, 12590, 13046, and 13045) for 
the relief of Isaac Fisher, John Avery, Casper Rinker, W. H. Harrison, and 
Mrs. R. J. Harrison, executrix, together with all accompanying papers, be, and 
the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of 


“An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,”’ approved March 3, 1887; 


















































which, accompanied by a report (No. 3751), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13371) to provide for the in- 
spection of vessels carrying export cattle from the United States to 
foreign countries, and for other purposes, reported, as a substitute there- 
for, a bill (H. R. 13554) to provide for the safe transport and humane 
treatment of export cattle from the United States to foreign countries, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3752), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 405) for the relief of James 
A. Terrell, accompanied by a report (No. 3753)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4874) to establish a life-say- 
ing station at Brant Rock, in the town of Marshfield, Mass., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3754)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. RK. 12924) authorizing the 
Coos Bay, Roseburgh and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, 
in the county of Coos, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the 
Coal Bank Slough, in said State, reported, as a substitute therefor, « bill 
(H. R. 13555) authorizing the Coos Bay, Roseburgh and Eastern Railway 
and Navigation Company, in the county of Coos, State of Oregon, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Coal Bank Slough, in said State; which was 
read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3755), referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1483) for the relief of 
Robert Spaugh, accompanied by a report (No. 3756)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 6613) for the relief of Michael 
Dittlinger, accompanied by a report (No. 3757)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
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ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8542) making an | and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 


appropriation for establishing a first-order lighthouse and fog-si 
at Gray’s Harbor, Washington, accompanied by a report (No. 3758)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 13553) to authorize the building of 
a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2of Rule XXTI, the following change of reference was 
made: 

A bill (H. R. 9848) for the relief of Mrs. E.G.Carter—Committee on 
Claims discharged and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R, 13556) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Ann Colegrove—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13557) granting a pension to Catherine O’ Connor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 13558) for the benefit of Fountain 
Riddell, administrator of Nancy Pace, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 13559) to correct the military record 
of the said Levi Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 13560) granting a pension to John 
W. McFarland, of Whitley County, Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 13561) for the relief of Julius Aus- 
trian—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 13562) canceling the 
charge of desertion from the army record of Gabriel Miller, and grant- 
ing himan honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13563) granting a pension to Jesse 
R. K. Lamb, late a member of Company D, Seventh United States 
Infantry—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 13564) granting a pension to Julia 
A. Margrove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 13565) authorizing 
the payment of the pension of Edward 8. Smith, accrued at the date of 
his death, to his mother, Catharine Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 13566) granting a pension to 
Thomas Tucker, of Battery A, Fourth United States Artillery—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13567) to grant a pen- 
sion to Levi Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER: Resolution instructing the Judiciary Commit- 
tee to investigate the legal status of the land grant to the State of 
Louisiana by an act of Congress approved June 3, 1856, and to report 
to the House whether the same is now subject to forfeiture—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. Rrep, of Maine): Petition 
of certain naval officers of the United States that equal pay be given 
for relative rank and service as established by the law of procedure 
in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Richmond, Va. ; also, of the Chamber of Commerce of Petersburgh, Va.., 
in support of the tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Resolutionof Chamber of Commerce 
of Petersburgh, Va., asking passage of the tonnage bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CARLTON: Petition of L. A. Latimer, A. 8. 
and 30 others, citizens of Oglethorpe County, Georgia, asking 
for an appropriation of money for complete system of levees on the 
Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods 
and 7 navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

Also, petition of No. 1408, of Greene County, Georgia, for 
the same improvement—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama: Petition of R. N. Weston, John Me- 

ey, and 19 others, citizens of Monroe County, Alabama, asking 
Congress for appropriation of money for complete system of levees on 
Mississippi River Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods 
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ments of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolution of council at Armstrong, Pa., of Junior 
Order United American Mechanics; also, by thesame organization at 
New Alexandria, Pa.; also, by the same organization at Mendon, Pa., 
favoring restriction of foreign immigration—to the Select Committce 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition ofthe United Brotherhood of Carpen- 
ters and Joiners, of Pitkin, Colo.; also, of United Brotherhood or Car- 
penters of America, of Plymouth, Mass. ; also, of the Carpenters’ Union 
of Newburyport, Mass., favoring an amendment to the Constitution 
giving women the right of suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., asking Congress to appropriate for arid lands in Kan- 
sas—to the Select Committeee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the 
United States. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of W. H. Noyes and 30 others, citizens 
of Owatonna, Minn., asking Congress to give to States power to regu 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and butterine—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 142 citizens of Page and Taylor Counties, 
Iowa, asking the passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 37 citizens of Page County, Iowa, asking passage 
of a bill giving the State the right to control the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of J. T. Hoge, J. F. M. Thomas, and 20 
others, citizens of Cherokee, Ala.; also, of R. F. Griffin, F. M. Nabers, 
and 30 others, citizens of Etowah County, Alabama; also, of J. N. 
Farrow, J. E. Jackson, and 43 others, citizens of Cherokee County, 
Alabama; also, of J. P. Roden, Will G. Brown, and 6 others, citizens 
of Cullman County, Alabama, asking Congress for appropriation of 
money for complete system of levees on the Mississippi River from 
Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation— 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Affidavits in support of petition for an 
honorable discharge for Gabrielle Miller, of Knoxville, Iowa—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of Lodge No. 3406, Kansas, favoring 
the farmers’ antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of A. H. Little and 18 others, cit- 
izens of Benton County, Iowa; also, another petition from other citi- 
zens of the same county and State, in favor of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of John A. Harper, for payment o! 
bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. \ 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolution of the San Francisco Board of Trade, 
favoring the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Garfield Post, No. 25, Wichita, 
Kans., favoring equalization of bounties and pay of volunteers—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Resolution of Madison Mills Alliance, Ohio; 
also, of 66 citizens of Fayette County, Ohio, for passage of the anti- 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Wil- 
mington, Ohio, representing 1,300 members; by the same organization, 
of New Vienna, Ohio, representing 250 members; also, of Fairfield 
Quarterly Meeting, of Clinton and Highland Counties, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the bill to probibit the importation, exportation, and 
interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions adopted by the general assembly of the 
Producers’ Protective Association, protesting against the passage by 
Congress of any amendments to the interstate-commerce act—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution adopted by Claysville (Pa.) Council, No. 460, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics; also, by Star of Bethlehem 
Council, same organization, of Millsborough, Pa., favoring the restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Nat 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of practicing lawyers of the Up- 

Peninsula of Michigan, urging passage of House bill 7344, creat- 
a the northern judicial district of theState of Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. a E, TP ane ri: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of 
Kansas City, Mo., vor of an appropriation for irrigation pu — 
—a Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United 

tates. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Resolution of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., inrelation to of Western lands—to the Select Com- 
mittee on of Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. IN, of Missouri: Petition of C. Tenrim, John Neber- 
= Ben P. Jenkers, 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 11, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to the fact that 
certain changes suggested by the Lighthouse Board, in the wording 
of the general appropriations for the support of the lighthouse estab- 
lishment contained in thesundry civil appropriation bill, have not been 
observed, and urging that such changes in that bill be made; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt, 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. Laws, and 
Mr. YoDER managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Levi Danley; 

A bill (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsy Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 

A bill (8. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliot; 

A bill (S. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fosnot; 

A bill (S. 3258) granting a pension to Adeline L. Miller; 

A bill (S. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Hinsdale; 

A bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to Peter Zimmerman; 

A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin; 

A bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick; 

A bill (S. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell; 

A bill (S. 4299) granting a pension to Nathan C. Moore; 

A bill (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H. Leib; 

A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered 
in the war with Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 4814) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes. 

PETITIONS ANI) MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the Lithographers’ Associa- 
tion of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for certain amendments to the pend- 
ing copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio; the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal. ; the 
Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oregon; the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Diego, Cal. ; the Master Builders’ Association of Boston, Mass. ; 
the Business Men’s Association of Janesville, Wis.; the Board of Trade 
of Lincoln, Nebr., and the Board of Trade of Oregon City, Oregon, pray- 
ing for a revision of the census and statistical legislation, and for the 
establishment of a permanent Census Office; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of H. K. Webster & Co. and a 
large number of other citizens and business firms of Lawrence, Mass., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the following petitions, praying for the 

of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of W. C, Glenn, and 24 other citizens of Lawrence County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of West Millcreek Alliance, No. 30, of Erie, Pa. ; 

Petition of S, H. Willis and 12 other citizens of ErieCounty, Penn- 
sylvania; and 

Petition of Union Alliance, No. 76, of Lawrence County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of councils Nos, 31, 15, 39, 453, 
and 281 of the Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadel- 
phia, Bennett, Mattawanna, and Easton, in the State of Pennsylvania, 

raying for the passage of the immigration bill; which was ordered to 
e on the table. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 


for the of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to li 
coun ; order ie on 


Petition of 17 citizens of Benton County, Iowa; 
Petition of White Oaks Alliance, No. 1909, of Benton County, Iowa; 


and 
Petition of Standard Alliance, No. 1551, of Black Hawk County, 
Mr. CASEY presented Ea pellets of the board of county commission- 


ers of Pierce County, N Dakota, praying for the passage of H 
bill 248, providing that an appropriation be made to ouniies ood 


wheat for the sufferers from drought in certain localities in North Da 
kota; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fores- 
try. 
Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of members of Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Unions Nos. 41, 197, 73, 17, 216, 165, 20, 160, 46, 11, 
and 224 of the counties of Scott, Adams, Morgan, Calhoun, Stark, Pike, 
Cass, and Jo Daviess, in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage 
of the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the passage 
of the Conger compound-lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the State of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of District Assembly No. 253, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Washington County, Lilinois, and peti- 
tion of District Assembly No. 1495, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of St. Clair County, Illinois, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for legislation looking to the irrigation of lands in 
the Western States and Territories; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

He also presented the petition of Sunny Side Grange, No. 990, of 
De Kalb County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill and the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions adopted by the Commer- 
cial Club of Kansas City, Mo., February 3, 1891, declaring that the 
Commercial Club heartily indorses the project looking toward the ir- 
rigation of lands in Kansas and the Western States and Territories and 
believes that the Congress of the United States should be called upon 
to make an appropriation to meet experimental expenses of such plan 
of irrigation as may be deemed feasible. 

Without committing myself as a matter of course to the policy advo- 
cated in the resolutions, I simply desire to submit them, and I move 
that they be referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 
lamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No, 809, of Knox County, 
Missouri; 

Petition of Farmers and Laborer’ Union No. 16, of Dade County, 
Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 555, of Miller County, 
Missouri, 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented the following memorials, remon 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill, and praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No, 587 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Gentry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 2909 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Lewis County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 2002 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Daviess County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 11 members of Local Union No. 1697 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Barry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 49 members of Local Union No. 2897 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union,of Cedar County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 949 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Marion County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2505 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 2919 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Andrew County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 1716 of the Farmers 
and Laborers Union, of Atchison County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 35 members of Local Union No. 621 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 15 members of Local Union No. 3520 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Buchanan County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 10 members of Local Union No. 891 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Saline County, Missouri; 

_ Memorial of 47 members of Local Union No. 902 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of St. Clair County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 565 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 283 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Ralls County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 7 members of Local Union No. 1693 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pulaski County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 35 members of Local Union No. 767 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Nodaway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 861 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Ste. Genevieve County, Missouri. 
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Memorial of 45 members of Local Union No. 2929 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Nodaway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 30 members of Local Union No, 3024 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 3084 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Grundy County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 42 members of Local Union No. 643 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Randolph County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 10 members of Local Union No. 878 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Howard County, Missouri;, 

Memorial of 25 members of Local Union No. 96 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Ralls County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No, 1340 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pulaski County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 546 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 54 members of Local Union No. 373 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Ray County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 22 members of Local Union No. 1815 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Webster County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 11 members of Local Union No. 1773 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2011 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Perry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 3399 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Platte County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 2691 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 775 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pulaski County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 37 members of Local Union No. 256 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Montgomery County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 877 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Phelps County, Missouri; and 


Farmers 
Farmers 
Farmers 


Farmers 


Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 16 of the Farmers | 


and Laborers’ Union, of Dade County, Missouri. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Lincoln (Nebr.) Board 
of Trade, praying for a revision of the present census and statistical 
legislation, and the immediate provision for future enumerations, with 
a view to better service and greater efficiency; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the William L. Gilbert Clock 
Company and 62 other business firms representing the New York Jew- 
elers’ Board of Trade, and the petition of Messrs, Crouse & Brandage 
and G. M. Warner, of the city of Utica, N. Y., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr, PLATT presented a petition of the Dairymen Association of 
Connecticut, praying that the principle of the original-package law 
may be applied to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of the National Farmers’ Alliance at their eleventh annual 
convention, held at Omaha, Nebr., January 27-29, 1891; 

Petition of the members of the Leland Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1202, 
Iowa; and 

Petition of F. W. Thompson and 8 other citizens of Johnson County, 
Iowa. 

Mr, ALLISON presented the following petitions, praying for the en- 
actment of a law giving the several States authority to‘control the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all the com- 
pounds in imitation of butter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry: 

Petition of Fred Cold and a large number of othercitizens of Dysart, 
Iowa; and 

Petition of Louis Buesing, sr., and a large number of other citizens 
of Waverly, Iowa. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, praying for the passage of the bill providing for 
l-cent letter postage; which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of H. H. Bierman and 251 
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change on the subject of the free coinage of silver. It is a printed 
memorial, and I have no doubt that each Senator hasa copy of it. Ioffer 
it myself merely to say that it is an expression of sentiment of the sort 
therein set forth which aggravates the situation in regard to the cur- 
rency, and which tends to hopelessly divide the people, who are, or who 
ought to be, interested in a proper volume of circulating medium, and 
which would seem to commit the commercial interests of this country 
in favor of a contraction of the currency, to the aggravation of the con- 
dition of the debtor and in behalf of the creditor. 

I venture to say that if commercial bodies of that kind would take 











this subject up in some decent and fair way we should have a solution 
of it which would be for the interest of all the people of the United 
States, which now we do not get, because we only get an expression 
which is prompted by bankers and by people interested in what might 
be called dear money. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


| and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren; 

A bill (H. R. 13174) to grant a pension to Absalom M. Wolf, of 
Mier, Ind. ; 

A bill (H. R. 12902) to increase the pension of George W. Whitacre, 
of Huntington, Ind.; and 

A bill (H. R. 13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the bill (8. 4856) to increase the pen- 
sion of Ambrose B. Carlton, now on the Senate Calendar, having forits 
object the relief of the same party, and in the same terms with House 
bill 13111, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of William H. Keys, re- 


| ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2326) for the relief of Charles Squire Wood, of the city of New 
York, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and crews of the American 
whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank, 
of the State of Connecticut, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 5008) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to enable the city of Denver to purchase certain 
lands in Colorado for a cemetery,’ approved May 21, 1872,’’ reported 
it with an amendment to the preamble. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Fisheries, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3308) to open and set aside an order of the Court 
of Claims canceling a portion of a judgmentagainst the United States, 
remitted through mistake as to the facts in regard to the same by 
claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court of 
Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and 
equitable, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the letter of the Postmaster-General of December 9, 1890, 
relative to the purchase of certain Confederate records, to protect the 
United States against overpayments and frauds in connection with 
the claims of certain late mail contractors for and on account of serv- 
ices rendered to the United States during the years 1858, 1859, 1860, 
and 161, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on A riations, The pro- 
posed amendment and the accompanying report were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tobe printed. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the District appropriation bill ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ap and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3146) to insure preference in 
appointment, employment, and retention therein, in the public service 
of the United States, to veterans of the late war, reported it without 
recommendation. 
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Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3913) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Charlottesville, Va., reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, to 
report it with sundry amendments, and I give notice that to-morrow, 
at some suitable time, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

HON. B. F. RICE. 


Mr. TELLER. I am instructed by the Committtee on Privileges 
and Elections to report a resolution for the payment of Hon. B. F. Rice, 
late a Senator of this body from the State of Arkansas. Iask that the 
resolution be placed on the Calendar and the report printed. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and the resolution to be placed 
on the Calendar, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to the Hon, B. F. Rice, late a Senator from Arkansas, the 
amount due him as Senator in the Fortieth Congress from the 4th of March, 
1867, till he was paid, said payment to be made from the miscellaneous items 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


ANASTASIA ISLAND LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. RANSOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims to report a resolution which I send to the desk, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, requested 
to suspend all furtheraction in respect of admitting land claims under the laws 
of the United States on the island of Anastasig, Florida, during the present ses- 
sion of Congress, and until theexpiration of the next session of Congress, unless 
Congressional action on the subject shall have been taken meantime. 


Mr. SPOONER, What occasion is there for the passage of the reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. RANSOM. There has been, if I may be allowed to state it, a 
long and serious dispute in reference to the rightful title to the island 
of Anastasia, on the coast of Florida. That subject has been referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and it is now under consid- 
eration; but inthe judgmentof the committee they will not have time 
to consider it and get Congress to act on it immediately. The fear is 
that some action may be taken by the Interior Department which will 
give rise to further difficulty andembarrassment. This is a request, 
in accordance with many precedents of this body, to the Secretary of 
the Interior to suspend any action upon the matter for a reasonable 
time, until Congress can take action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it a concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; it is not a concurrent resolution; it is sim- 
ply a resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ought it not to be a concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Not necessarily; at least the committee is satisfied 
that a request of this kind from the Senate will have the desired effect. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senate of the United States has 
no authority toinstruct or to request an executive officer tosuspend the 
execution of duties imposed upon him by law. It is a vicious practice 
and it ought not to be indulged in. If there is to be a suspension at 
allit must bein thenatureofa statute. The law imposes a duty upon 
the executive officer with respect to these lands, and it is his duty to 
proceed. Of course if, in his judgment, he thivks he may suspend for 
@ time the final determination of a case which may be in controversy 
he has a right to do that; he has a right to do that without any in- 
struction from us, and that is as much as he can do. 

The practice to which the Senator has referred, which has grown 

up to some extent by inattention and neglect on the part of the Sen- 
ate, of passing resolutions of this kind, is certainly very bad. If the 
committee see fit to ask a suspension of matters in controversy it is 
ust as potent with the executive officers as if the Senate should do 
t. It was determined by a distinguished Attorney-General, Mr. 
Hoar, years ago that there was no authority for the suspension of 
statutes in this way. If anything of that kind is needed to bring to 
bear on the question that ought to be sufficient. I think the good 
sense of every Senator will see that the statutes can not be thus sus- 
pended or put in abeyance by a resolution of this body; and such a 
resolution ought not to pass, no matter from what committee it may 
co 


me. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I donot know what the precedents may 
be, but if this course of procedure ise ver desirable I think it would be in 
po 7 eye case. The committee have had the matter under consid- 

; it has been referred to a subcommittee of which I ama mem- 
ber; we have given it careful consideration, and but for the prolonged 
oer the Senate during the present session a conclusion would 
have reached by the committee before this time. 

The object of this resolation is to prevent a cloud upon the title to 
the lands claimed by the heirs of Jesse Fish, and to prevent the con- 
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fasion which may arise in case any action should be taken as to the 
disposition of any part of them by the Department before the Fish 
claim to the part of Anastasia Island in dispute has been disposed of. 
If there are precedents for this course I hope the resolution will be 
adopted, and that the Secretary of the Interior will, through the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, see that no further steps are taken 
with reference to the final disposition of the lands until the matter has 
been disposed of by Congress. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HALE. What is the resolution ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a resolution reported by the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to consent to anything that will take 
time, because I am very desirous of finishing the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. RANSOM. If it can not be disposed of in a very short time I 
shall not insist on it. 

Mr. HALE. I will not object. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will simply say that the idea of the committee in 
presenting the resolution in this form, and in accordance with the con- 
stant precedents of this body, was to relieve the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior from all embarrassment in the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
North Carolina, There are a great many Senators who agree with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]; I myself forone. So far as the 
Secretary has a discretion—and beyond that the Senator from North 
Carolina would not, of course, interfere with the matter— 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course not, 

Mr. HOAR. So far as he has a discretion the introduction of this 
resolution from the committee and having it pending in the Senate 
would be enough to induce him to exercise that discretion to the full- 
est extent, because of course the Secretary would have no other desire 
but that which the committee have. So I suggest to the Senator to 
let the resolution go over, and, instead of having it voted down, as it 
may be, to let it stand on the Calendar for his consideration hereafter. 

Mr. RANSOM. After the statement of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, though I should differ with him about the passage of the res- 
olution, I shall not insist on itthis morning, but willletit go over. I 
hope the Secretary of the Interior will take the same view of it that 
the Senator from Massachusetts does. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over, 


COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
ask leave of the Senate for that committee to sit during the sessions of 
the Senate for the remainder of this session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. _Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and leave is 
granted. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 5052) providing for the pur- 
chase of the premises known as 32 B street, northeast, Washington, D. 
C., for the use of the Senate; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5053) to incorporate the Mount Pleasant 
and Rock Creek Park Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 5054) to regulate the appointment of 
clerks for the United States district and circuit courts in the western 
district of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to Emily 
H. Worthen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5056) to provide for 
the removal of squatters from the grounds of Fort Myerand Arlington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 5057) to authorize the sale of 
timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Chippewa Indians 
of Lake Superior, in the State of Wisconsin, to regulate the purchase 


Wisconsin and Minnesota, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 5058) to incorporate the East and 
West Washington Traction Railway Company of District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 157) releasing 
the claim and interest of the United States toa certain lot in Detroit, 
Mich. ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. F 

Mr. CASEY introduced a joint resolution (S. Kk. 158) amendatory of 
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and supplementary to public resolution No. 3, approved December 9, 
1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VoornHEgEs) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CARLISLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANFORD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASES OF SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed 
to furnish the Senate with a list of all persons, firms, or associations from whom 
silver bullion has been offe , the date, amount, and price at which such offer 
was made, with a list of all persons, firms, or associations from whom silver 
bullion has been pu , with the date, amount offered, and price paid un- 
der the act of July 14, 1890. 

Second. The basis on which he estimates the market price of silver bullion 
purchased under said act. 

Third. What amount, where, and at what price, if any, he has purchased sil- 
ver bullion outside of the United States under said act. 


RAILROAD LAND-GRANT FORFEITURES., 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to send to the Senate 
copies of all regulations adopted by the ment of the Interior for carrying 
into effect the act of Congress, approved September 29, 1890, entitled ** An act 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur: of aiding in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for other purposes."’ And thathe willinclude therein 
any instructions of decisions touching the execution of said act that have been 
issued from the General Land Office to the local land ; 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS F. WATSON. 


Mr. CAMERON. I wish to give notice that on Tuesday next, at 4 
o'clock in the afternoon, I shall call up the resolutions commemora- 
tive of the life, character, and public services of my deceased colleague 
in the other House, Hon. Lewis F. Watson, for the purpose of sub- 
mitting remarks thereon. 

CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, at a comparatively early day in the 

first session of the Fiftieth Congress the House of Representatives 
a bill making appropriations for sundry private claims in re- 

spect to which the Court of Claims had found the facts in favor of the 

claimants. That bill was not reported during the Fiftieth 

At an early day during the first session of the present Congressa sim- 

ilar bill was passed by the House of eeeeener aes sent to the Sen- 

a oe referred papers to the ley, ttee on Claims, I beg to ask 

e chairman of thatcommittee when I may reasonably hope or ex 
that that bill will be reported so that the Senate can nner anit 
isa bill in which a very large number of Tennesseans are provided 
for, and therefore very much interested, who write to me in the ratio 
of about a dozen letters a day, and Iam anxious to know when the 


bill will cor f be reported. 
4 Mr. SPOONE I suppose I am as much responsible for the de- 
eat—— 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest the delay, instead of the defeat; I hope 
there is no defeat. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I suppose I am as much responsible for the 
delay, then, of the bill to which the Senator refers as anybody. The 
House of Representatives did a bill called the omnibus bill, which 
embraced a large number of items, cases which had been found favor- 
ably to claimants by the Court of Claims. Those were cases which 
had been referred to the Court of Claims under what is known as the 
Bowman act to find the facts and report them to Congress. The ac- 


tion of the court under the Bowman act constitutes in no sense an ad- 
judication. The findings are not accompanied by any judgment, and 
under the act of Congress they are only advisory. Perhaps they ought 
to be persuasive in their influence upon Congress, and I have so regarded 
them. 


I have stated before on the floor of the Senate that I had reason to 
think, I might almost say that I had reason to know, that during the 
last Administration the interests of the Government in the Court of 
Claims as to these cases were not faithfully represented and protected. 
I went myself, at great labor, as I thoughtit my duty to do, the bill 
being referred to me, through the testimony in some of these cases 
bearing upon the question of loyalty, which isa jurisdictional question 
required by the law to be determined by the court in imine, and in 
some of the cases which I examined it seemed to me absolutely clear 
that the finding of the Court of Claims was entirely unsupported by 
the testimony, and for one I was not willing to report in favor of those 
items. I could not with the other duties which devolved upon me as 
a member ofthe Senate and as a member of other committees, go through 
all the testimony in all the cases, and when I had found enough to dis- 
credit the findings of the court in a few cases I conceived it to be the 
duty of the committee not to report the bill until there had been a care- 
ful examination of the testimony in each case. 

Since this Congress has assembled the House of Representatives has 
passed another bill upon this subject which contains a provision calcu- 
Jated to protect the interests of the Government, and yet one to which 
I could not give my assent, and I think the committee joined me in that 
opinion. It gave practically to the Attorney-General, if he should see 
fit, upon a review of the testimony presented to the court, the power to 
set aside the finding of the court and to award a new trial. I prepared 
an amendment more favorable to the claimant, in my opinion, and less 
offensive altogether to the court, which provides that none of the claims 
contingently provided for by this bill shall be paid until one of two 
things happens, first, until the Attorney-General shall have filed with 
the Secretary of the Treasury a certificate that he has caused to be ex- 
amined the testimony presented in the given case before the court and 
such other pertinent testimony as he has at hand bearing upon the loy- 
alty of the claimant and the meritsof the case, that he finds no evidence 
to support, in his opinion, a motion for a new trial, and after that cer- 
tifieate is filed the Secretary of the Treasury is to make the payment. 

In the absence of such a certificate, there shall be filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a certified transcript of the proceedings of the 
Court of Claims, showing that they have denied the motion made by 
the Attorney-General for a new trial. The amendment, as I have 
drawn it, gives jurisdiction to the court to hear and determine the mo- 
tion for a new trial, I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that I 
presented that amendment to the committee this morning, having the 
approval of the Department of Justice, and it was adopted. 

T have been further delayed by a desire to puton the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives some other items of the same kind, 
which had been introduced by the Senator from Tennessee and others 
in the Senate, which I thought should stand upon the same basis and 
have the same chance that is given to the items in the bill as it came 
from the House. I have been authorized by the committee to report 
the bill, and I expect during the day to have it in shape to report to 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am glad to have the assurance that 
the Senator gives me. As to the various questions that may arise in 
respect to the amendment or the shape of the bill I withhold all sug- 
gestions of opinion until the bill is reported and I see it in its reported 
form. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROANOKE, VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. Thecommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 874) 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke 
County, Virginia, beg leave to present a report which has already been 
adopted in House of Representatives. I ask that the report may 
be acted upon at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as Ws: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to Senate bill 874, for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Vesiale, having met, after full 
and free soubovense have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 


ae nee ee 
t the te recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 


and to the same with an ent as follows: Strike out the words 
“one hundred thousand,” in line I1,and insert “ seventy-five thousand,” and 
— out all after the word “ dollars,” in line 11, to the end of the bill, and in- 
sort: 


“ Proposals for the sale of Jand suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the ne of said city of largest circula- 
ee ee ee ee ae specified in said advertisement 


for the opening of s. 

“Proposais made in to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury ,who shall then cause the said p a 
sites,and such others as he may think proper to to be examined in 
person by anagentof t who shall written report 
tosaid Secretary of the results of said n,and of his recommendation 
proposais and maps, plats, statements which shall have come into 
possession relating to said proposed 
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“If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint 
acommission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer 
of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said 
proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grantsuch hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

**No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shail be vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Virginia shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shal! be orjremain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

“The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.”’ 

J.S. MORRILL, 

J. C. SPOONER, 

J. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


S. L. MILLIKEN, 
H, LEHLBACH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 

A bill (S. 4397) to provide for the selection of a site for a military 
post at San Diego, Cal., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4620) to establish the record and pension office of the War 

rtment, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 4754) to amend act anthorizing Choctaw Coal and Railway 

Company to construct road through Indian Territory. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12782) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes. 


ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN WISCONSIN AND MINNESOTA. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
pending bill be informally laid aside and that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill 5000, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield for 
that purpose ? 

Mr. HALE. I yield on condition that the bill takes no time. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the bill leads to any debate, I will withdraw it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5000) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘ Min- 
nesota,’’ to insert ‘and the Superior Belt Line and Terminal Railway 
Company, a corporation existing under the laws of Wisconsin;’’ and, 
in line 7, before the word ‘‘hereby,’’ (v strike out ‘‘is’’ and insert 
“are;"? so as to read: 

That the Duluth, Red Wing and Southern Railroad Company, a corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the States of Wisconsin and Minne- 
sota, and the Belt Line and Terminal Railway Company, a co: tion 
existing under laws of Wisconsin, be, and are hereby, author to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge, and ee thereto, over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin at the most feasible point in the 


State of Wisconsin, in section 10 or 11, township 48 north, of range 15 west, 
point opposite in the State of Minnesota. - gents ee 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to section 9 the following: 


And provided, That if either of the corporations named in this act shall f 
the of eight months from the date hereof neglect, refuse, or fail to beanie 
operations hereunder, then the other party shall succeed to all the rights and 


privileges herein granted, and may proceed under the terms hereof to t 
and equip said olen. e oc 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF J. M. HIATT, DECEASED. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to 
me for the consideration of a bill. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). 
Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HALE. I yield for a moment to the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask for the present consideration of Cal- 
endar No. 2293, being Senate bill 4798. It is a bill that will oceupy 
no considerable time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4798) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, 
administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other pur- 
poses. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to A. J. Me- 
Creary, administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, survivor of J. M. 
Hiatt & Co., late traders for the Osage tribe of Indians, $3,380, in frill 
satisfaction of the demand of J. M. Hiatt against the Osage tribe of 
Indians. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This bill has twice passed the Senate and 
it has been again favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. It is just in every respect. I desire action on it now in order 
that it may go to the House of Representatives in time for that body 
to act, the committee there having also reported a hill similar to this 
for the payment of the amount. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P. DOWNING. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask for the present consideration of Senate bill 
4724. Itisa little bill for the reimbursement of a subtreasury clerk 
who paid upon aforged indorsement a Treasury draft amounting to 
$1,303, 28. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4724) for the relief of John P. Down- 
ing, first paying teller in the subtreasury at Boston, Mass. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments, in line 10, after the words ‘‘ Marine Corps,’’ to insert ‘* payable 
to the order of Maj. J. P. Houston, commanding United States ma- 
rines, Boston, Mass.,’’ and after the word ‘‘subordinate,’’ at the end 
of line 12, to strike out ‘‘of the said Goodloe’’ and insert ‘‘at the 
marine barracks at said Boston;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay John P. Downing, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $1,303.28, the said sum of money representing a 
loss incurred by him, without default or negligence on his part, in the payment 
of a check drawn by Maj. G. C. Goodloe, paymaster in the Marine Corps, pay 
able to the order of Maj. J. P. Houston, commanding United States marines, 
Boston, Mass., with indorsements thereon forged by a trusted subordinate at 
the marine barracks at said Boston; said loss having been made good to the 
Treasury of the United States through the assistant treasurer at Boston by the 
said John P. Downing. 


Does the 


Is there objection to the request 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FRANC E. BABBITT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid hefore the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives nonconcurring in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and accede to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motiou was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SAwyer, Mr. 
DAvis, and Mr, TURPIE were appointed. 


TRRIGATION INVESTIGATION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture; which was referred to the 
Special Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and or 
dered to be printed in the Recorn: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., February 10, 1891. 
The Senate of the United States : 


In pursuance of Senate resolution, adopted December 13, 1890, as follows 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and hereby is, directed to 
report to the Senate all information in his possession as to the progress made 
in the investigation for irrigation purposes of the regions lying between the 
ninety-seventh parallel west of Greenwich and the foothills of the Rocky Moun 
tains, as provided in the act of September 30, 1890, known as the deficiency ap- 
propriation act; and also to inform the Senate whether, in his opinion, under 
the limitations as to time, provided in said act, the said investigation can be 
carried out so as best to secure the information sought and with the greatest 
economy, and that he show by his report what amount of the money heretofore 
appropriated for this purpose has been expended in cach State and Territory 
in which expenditures have been made'’— 

I have the honor to forward herewith a progress report of the irrigation sur- 
vey, which, in connection with that submitted to the Senate on the 20th of Au- 
gust, 1890, brings down to date the information,so far as it has yet been com- 
piled, sought for by the Senate. 

Iam firmly of the opinion that the investigation provided for in the act of 
September 30, 1890, known as the deficiency appropriation act, can not be 
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brought to a successful end within the time fixed in said act. In this connec- 
tion, I respectfully call attention to the following paragraph of my last annual 
report to the President: 

The brief nay reports made to Congress of the artesian-wells inves- 
tigation resulted in the passage of the following provision of the general defi- 
ciency act, approved September 30, 1890. 

** ‘Irrigation investigations.—To enable the Secret of Agriculture to continue 
to completion his investigations forthe purpose of determining the extent and 
availability for irrigation of the underflow and artesian waters within the re- 
gion between the ninety-seventh degree of longitude and the eastern foothills 
of the Rocky Mountains, and to collect and publish information as to the best 
methods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, $40,000: Provided, That no part of 
said sum shall be expended unlessthe entire investigation, collection, and pub- 
lication contemplated herein, including the report thereon, can be fully and 
finally completed and finished before July 1, 1891, without any additional ex- 
pense, cost, or charge being incurred.’ 

‘The extraordinary nature of the above proviso made the formulation of 
plans for carrying out the investigations enjoined upon me under the acta 
matter of very serious difficulty. Indeed, a too literal adhesion to the lan- 
guage of the act, embarrassed as it is with this provision, would make it well- 
nigh impossible to undertake the work at all. Assuming, however, after due 
consideration, that the intention of Congress was that these investigations 
should be continued, I at once proceeded to organize an irrigation inquiry, and 
to prepare to carry on the work of artesian and underflow investigation as far 
along towards completion as was possible by the exercise of the utmost dili- 
gence within the period provided, At the same time I felt called upon to in- 
struct the gentlemen in charge that all reports must be completed and handed 
in on or before the 30th of April, 1891. The date at which the act was approved 
and the early period at which I am obliged to call in the reports necessarily 
curtail the time available for field service to a few weeks of field activity, and 
hence curtail the usefulness of this investigation.” 

Experience has confirmed me in the opinions then entertained with respect 
to the advisability of arbitrarily limiting the time to the Ist of July, 1891, within 
be ee the work should be completed and the report thereon should be pub- 

shed. 

With the greatest dil@ence compatible with thoroughness of preparations, 
arrangements for field work were not completed until the 20th of October, too 
late in the season to enter upon that part of the investigation which must be 
performed in the Dakotas, Montana, and Wyoming. This portion of our task 
can not be undertaken before the 15th of March, and to insure the publication 
of the results by the Ist of July the materials must be in the hands of the printer 
by the Ist of May, thus limiting us to the short — of six weeks for field 
studies and for tabulation and compilation of results. 

Our first efforts were directed to the States of Nebraska, Kansas, and Colo- 
rado; and the force was kept in this region until December, when, field work 
being no longer possible there, it was transferred to New Mexico, the Indian 
Territory, and Texas for the winter. Arrangements have been made to throw 
the entire force into the northern field as soon as the season is farenough ad- 
vanced; and we shal! submit our completed report in time for publication by 
the Ist of July, in the absence of further legislation extending the limit of 
time. I beg, however, most respectfully to repeat my opinion that it is inad- 
visable, in a work so broad and so essentially one of exploration and discovery, 
to limit the Department arbitrarily to the short time fixed in the original act. 

I append hereto a statement of the salaries paid from the appropriations for 
the irrigation, underflow, and artesian inquiry (acts of April 4, 1890,and Septem- 
ber 30, 1890), showing as far as possible the distribution of the expenditures 
amneng the States and Territories interested. 

have the honor to remain, very respectfully, 





J. M. RUSK, Secretary. 
Accompanying documents: A, progress report; B, list of employés. 
MINNESOTA BOOM COMPANY. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me for a 
moment to enable me to enter a motion to reconsider a vote. 

Mr. HALE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
yesterday passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 4962) to authorize 
the Minnesota Boom Company to construct and operate booms and 
other structures in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and to 
drive and sheer into such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in 
said river. I simply desire to have the motion to reconsider entered. 
I do not ask that it be disposed of at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will be en- 
tered. 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Powrr], 
but after that I must ask the Senate to proceed with the consideration 
of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. POWE I ask unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending that, the hour ot 12 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (H. R. 10881) toamend Title LX, chapter 3, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
may be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hearing no objection, the 
unfinished business will be informally laid aside for the consideration 
of the naval appropriation bill. 


FORT MAGINNIS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 4348, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. A bill (8. 4348) to provide for the of 
the abandoned Fort Maginnis military reservation, in Montana, under 
the homestead and mining laws, for educational and other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire tosay that I will let that bill go through, 
but the floor of the Senate will not be farmed out hereafter to Senators 
to take up private bills if I can prevent it. There are hundreds of 


bills upon the Calendar which we can readily and properly dispose of 
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if we take up the Calendar and consider it in itsorder. Itis not right 
that one Senator should be farming out the floor to different Senators 
to pass their special bills. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for taking that 
ground, and I hope he will insist upon it hereafter. It is difficult to 
resist the requests of Senators for the consideration of special bills, 
After this bill is disposed of I propose to goon with the appropriation 
bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘ Montana,’’ to insert 
“*the use of;’’ in the same line, after the word “‘section,’’ to strike out 
**six hundred and forty acres ’’ and insert ‘‘in square form;’’ in line 
7, after the word ‘‘ educational,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or other;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ purposes,’’ to insert ‘‘and to revert to the 
United States whenever such use shall cease; ’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Src. 2. That there be, and there is hereby, granted to the State of Montana 
the use of one section (in square form) of said reservation, to be selected so 
as to embrace all buildings or improvements constructed upon said reserva- 
tion for the use of said post, together with the water right belonging to and 
used by the same, to be used by said State for educational purposes, and to re- 
vert to the United States whenever such use shall cease. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause the lands embraced within the abandoned Fort Ma- 
ginnis military reservation in Montana to be regularly surveyed by an exten- 
sion of the public survey over the unsurveyed portions thereof. 

Sec, 2. That there be, and there is hereby, granted to the State of Montana 
the use of one section (in square form) of said reservation, to be selected so as 
to embrace all buildings or improvements constructed upon said reservation 
for the use of said post, ther with the water right belonging to and used by 
the same, to be used by said State for educational purposes, and to revert to the 
United States whenever such use shall cease, 

Sec. 3. That the remainder of said reservation, after the approval of the sur- 
vey thereof by the Secretary of the Interior, shall become a part of the public 
domain and subject to exploration, location, entry, and settlement under the 
mining, homes’ , and other land laws of the United States, and not other- 
wise: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall limit the operations of 
any grant of land heretofore made to the State of Montana for educational or 
other purposes, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear that part of the bill re- 
lating to the granting of the section of land readagain. This is the sec- 
ond or third bill which has been passed giving the State of Montana 
parts of military reservations in addition to the land it has been given 
under the general laws. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part of the bill referred to by 
the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2, That there be, and there is hereby, granted to the State of Montana 
the use of one section (in square form) of said reservation, to be selected so as 
to embrace all buildings or improvements constructed upon said reservation 
for the use of said post, together with the water right belonging to and used 
by the same, to be used by said State for educational purposes, and to revert 
to the United States whenever such use shall cease. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand Montana has received her share of 
lands for educational purposes, has she not ? 
Mr. POWER. She has some land. What are the other reservations 
the Senator refers to? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I refer to the Fort Ellis reservation for one. 
Mr. POWER. What other? 
Mr. COCKRELL, Ido not remember that there is any other, but 
the State of Montana got the greater of that reservation. 
Mr. POWER. No, sir; the State of Montana only got one section, 
and all that is given here is one section of land, 640 acres. 
Mr. SPOONER. I call the attention of the Senstor from Missouri 
to the fact that the bill does not grant the fee; it only grants the use. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The use of the lands is just as good as anything 
else, provided they use them. 
Mr. GORMAN and Mr. VEST. Let the bill be read again. 
The Chief Clerk again read the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 


Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator from Montana what 
is the of the last clause. Is it to remove all restrictions from 


grants he’ made? 
Mr. POWER. That was the clause that the Committee on Public 
Lands wished inserted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the last clause be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall limit the operations of any 
grant of land heretofore made to the State of Montana for educational or other 
purposes. 

Mr. POWER. ‘That is in the regular form. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, that isright. It means 
that nothing in the bill shall limit the conditions imposed upon grants 
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of land heretofore made for educational or other purposes in the Ter- 
ritory of Montana. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not remove any restriction. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is that this bill shall not be construed to impose 
additional restrictions upon any former grant. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; that is right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. And it does not diminish the amount of lands in 
any other grant. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not know anything about this bill, but I re- 
ceived this morning a protest, which Ido not happen to have with me, 
against the passage of this bill from people in Montana. I think the 
bill had better go over. 

Mr. POWER. I sayto the Senator that there is not one protest from 
any man in the hands of the Montana delegation. I was over at the 
reservation myself last fall and asked the people there if the bill suited 
them and they said itdid. I have not heard one word against it from 


any man. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall object to the consideration of this bill this 
morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland objects, 
and the regular order will be proceeded with. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. That amendment has been read, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, 1 regret exceedingly that I feel it my 
duty to detain the Senate a moment longer in the discussion of this 
amendment. I had indulged the hope that the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. ALLEN] would be contented with the advantage that tie 
proposed location for a dry dock upon Paget Sound appeared to have 
from the reports of the boards which have been appointed, one board 
to locate a naval station, and another board whose duty it was to lo- 
cate a dry dock, and that he would permit the committee’s amend- 
ment to be adopted and allow the Secretary of the Navy, with these 
reports before him and all the information they afford, to exercise his 
jadgmént when he came to apply the money to be appropriated by the 
amendment to the construction of the dry dock. It appears to me that 
the Senator from Washington can not have complete confidence in the 
advantages presented by the location upon Port Orchard or he would 
permit the committee amendment to be adopted. 

The condition of the proposed amendment is just this: The Commit- 
tee on ng err propose to leave to the Secretary of the Navy the 
power to determine between Columbia Riverand PugetSound. They 
do not propose to authorize him to make any expenditures in examining 
the different locations. ‘They submit to him substantially the reports 
of the previous boards, and say to him, ‘* Exercise your judgment now, 
with this information before you, as to where this dry dock shall be 
located.’’ 

Upon examination of the report of the last board I find it is not so 
conclusive in favor of Puget Sound as has been stated here. On the 
contrary, there is enough to be gleaned from the report to show that 
if that board had confined themselves to the duty which was imposed 
upon them by the act of Congress they should have decided in favor ot 
the Columbia River. 

After I had stated that the last soundings, according to the reports of 
the engineer in charge, showed that a depth of water of 25 feet at low 
tide had been obtained upon the bar of the Columbia River, the Sen- 
ator from Washington reiterated that the depth was from 2i to 23 feet, 
relying upon the re of the board sent out to locate adry dock. I 
state as a matter of fact that I have received and have somewhere, 
though I am not able to lay my hands upon it this morning, a copy of 
the official report of Major Handbury of the last soundings and surveys 
of the bar of the Columbia River, which shows that there was at the 
time of the survey 25 feet atlow water. Now this channel has between 
23 and 24 feet of water at low tide. The great steamships which ply 
between New York and Liverpool, as I understand. draw about as 
much water as any vessels afloat, unless it be some of the great war 
ships belonging to the naval powers of Europe. Those vessels have to 
lie off the bar frequently waiting for the tide. They usually draw, I 
think, from about 26 to 27 feet. 

There can be no doubt whatever that the Columbia River bar will 
have, after the completion and perhaps long before the completion of 
the jetty in course of construction there for the protection of the bar, 
30 feet of water at low tide. 

It is true, asstated by the Senator from Washington, that on account 
of the great swells caused by long-prevailing southwesterly winds upon 
the Pacific coast, a ves3el, to cross the bar of the Columbia River or to 
enter any other port = the Pacific, requires deeper water than it 
does to enter most of the harbors upon the Atlantic coast; but if the 
depth of the water is secured, and there is no question but that it will 

secured by the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia, a vessel 


z 





drawing 30 feet of water will be able to cross that bar at nearly high 
tide, and a vessel drawing from 25 to 27 feet can cross safely at halt 
tide. IfI desired to make the same suggestion in regard to the entrance 
of the Strait of Juan de Fuca, I could state what is a fact, that there 
have been as many wrecks off the mouth of the strait as there have 
ever been off the mouth of the Columbia River, There are at times 
at the entrance of the strait, as there are off the mouth of the Columbia 
River at times, fogs prevailing, thick weather, during which vessels 
are bound to lie off the entrance before they can enter, and no port on 
either coast is at all times free from such danger. 

In regard to the depth of water on the Columbia bar I read from a 
letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of En- 
gineers, inclosing a copy of reports respecting an examination of the 
mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, made in 1882, before the pres- 
ent improvement was commenced. The various charts of the mouth 
of the Columbia were issued as follows: 

1792. Vancouver, English navy. 

1839. Belcher’s. English navy 

1841, Wilkes’s, United States Navy 

1851. United States Coast Survey. Hydrography of 1850, 

1854. United States Coast Survey. Hydrography of 1852. 

1874, United States Coast Survey. Hydrography of 1868, 

1876, United States Engineer. 

1878. United States Engineer. 

1879. United States Engineer. 

1880, United States Engineer. 

18Sl. United States Engineer. 

The chart of 1792 shows a single deep, straight channel running west 
into the ocean and having a mean depth of 27 fegt. The charts of 1839 
and 1841 agree, and show a depth of 27 feet on the bar. In subse- 
quent years less water has been found. I do not believe there has 
ever been atime when there was less than 22 feet in some channel upon 
the bar, but it is quite possible that the channels have shifted from 
time to time and that the channel in use has shoaled to less than that, 
from 19 to 20 feet, or possibly 18 feet, while the deeper channel, when 
the survey of the bar came to be made, was found at some other point. 
Certain it is that vessels drawing 22 and 23 feet, and often 24 feet of 
water, and I think even more than that, have crossed the bar during 


all the past, and except in extreme low water in the Columbia and 


Willameite Rivers such vessels have crossed the bar and have reached 
Portland. They have not, however, been able to do so during the ex- 
treme low stage of the water in the river, but at such times have to be 
lightered. 

I desire to call attention again to what the commission say, and I do 
it in connection with the criticism which has been made upon their 
report, the fact that they undertook to connect the question of a dry 
dock for commercial and naval purposes with a naval station. I read 
first what they say in regard to the city of Portland: 

The city of Portland is the natural outlet of the valley of the Columbia and 
the fertile region about the Willamette Valley. It is not surprising, theréfore, 
to learn that its commerce the last year amounted to 820,017 tons, and its trade 
to a total bulk of $115,000,000, 

I call attention to those figures again. They report the tonnage of 
Portland at 820,017 tons, and the value of its trade $115,000,000, In 
addition to this I would state that the great steamships which ply be- 
tween Portland and San Francisco as regularly as the ferryboats ply 
betweeh Brooklyn and New York, having fixed hours of sailing and 
fixed hours of arrival, are owned and docked in Portland. They never 
go to Puget Sound. They would always be docked and repaired 
in San Francisco, even if there was a dock upon Puget Sound The 
steamships which go to the sound and to Alaska initiate their voy- 
age at San Francisco, call at Portland, and stop at the sound on their 
way. ‘They would never be docked and repaired, except in case of ac- 
cident, in a dock located upon Puget Sound. 

The steamships which ply between the ports on the sound and San 

Francisco are owned either in Portland or in San Francisco, and they 
would in all human probability be docked at San Francisco. 
The 820,017 tonnage of the Columbia River is principally foreign ton- 
nage. They are all ships engaged either in the foreign or the coast- 
wise trade. It doesnot include the small craft that ply upon the river 
and river steamboats. On the contrary, the tonnage of Paget Sound, 
of Port Townsend, is made up largely of steamboats which are made to 
navigate the sound and to trade between the different ports and towns 
upon the British Columbia side and the American side. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to interrupt 
him a moment ? 


Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state to the Senator from Oregon that on Paget 
Sound there are one hundred and sixty-two vessels engaged in the for- 
eign lumber commerce alone, and the lumber trade is but one of the 
items composing the large aggregate of our foreign trade, 

Mr. DOLPH. The most of those vessels are vessels that are built on 
the sound. Many of them are vessels that can be run upon the beach 
at high tide and repaired after the tide has receded, and many others 
can be hauled out upon ways by appliances for that purpose. I ad- 
mit that the foreign lumber trade of Puget Sound is perhaps greater 
than the lumber trade of the Columbia; but the number of vessels car- 
rying wheat which sail out of the Colambia River is at present, and 
has been for a long time past, considerably greater than those which 
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leave Puget Sound. .A large number of vessels are engaged in carry- 
ing the prodacts of the canneries on the Columbia River, and that 
product is very much greater than any similar product from Puget 
Sound. 

Now, let us see what the commission say about this matter. 
Senators to give attention to this report. The commission say: 

While the commercial importance of the Columbia River is such as to pre- 
sent strong claims for a dry dock, could a proper location be found, strategically 
speaking, it is secure from attack, buta navy yard located upon its banks would 
not fulfill its functions as a base for our ships of war employed in defending the 
vastly more exposed position at Puget Sound, so much less easily defended. 

Now, let us analyze that. They say that the Columbia River pre- 
sents ‘‘strong claims for a dry dock, could a proper location be found.”’ 
Anybody who knows anything about the Columbia River knows that 
sufficient land can be found on one or the other bank, either in Wash- 
ington or in Oregon, for a dry dock. Then the commission say ‘‘ it is 
secure from attack;’’ that is to say, the fortifications which would be 
provided for the protection of the towns on the river would incidentally 
protect thisdry dock. But they say it ‘* would not fulfill its functions 
as a base for our ships of war employed in defending the vastly more 
exposed position at Puget Sound, so much less easily defended.’’ 

What does the commission do? They assume that Puget Sound is 
going to be defended by a navy; that there will be special fortifications 
erected for the protection of this dry dock and fora navy yard, They 
assume that all the Navy for the defense of the Northwest coast shall 
be stationed on Puget Sound, and can not even take a day to sail down to 
the Columbia River toreach a drydock. They assume thatthe Govern- 
ment is going on to construct a great navy yard in the Northwest, and, 
after substantially admitting that the Columbia River for commercial 
reasons is the place for this dry dock, they couple their recommenda- 
tions of Puget Sound with their idea of what may be necessary for the 
defense of the sound, not having been charged with that subject, and 
on the supposition that this dry dock is to be connected with a great 
navy yard. 

This is not all they say. 
to this statement: 

While solely from a commercial point it might be difficult to decide between 
yo see claims of the Columbia River and Puget Sound for a Government 

eek— 
1 desire to read that again— 


While solely from a commercial point it might be difficult to decide between 
the naval claims of the Columbia River and Puget Sound for a Government 
dock, the conditions necessary for a successful defense of the latter are such as 
to leave no doubt in the mind of the commission that the proposed dock should 
be located on Puget Sound, 





I ask 


I desire to call the attention of Senators 


That is contradictory, and shows that this report was very loosely 
drawn. In one breath the commission say that a dry dock on the Co- 
lumbia River would be secure from attack, and in the next breath they 
say that while it might be difficult to decide between the two places, 
they decide in favor of Paget Sound on account of ‘‘the conditions 
necessary for a successful defense of the latter.’’ 

So it will be seen that the criticisms of the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] are correct, that this commission did not deterinine the 
best point to locate a dry dock independently of the question as to 
whether the Government would establish a navy yard or not, and with- 
out reference to other questions not included in their authority. 

While I am on my feet, I desire to say a word in response to what 
has been said as to the policy of the Government in regard to navy 
yards. I do not remember how many navy yards we have on the At- 
lantic coast, but we have numerous navy yards, and they have cost a 
great amount of money in the past. It costs a great deal of money to 
maintain them for repairs and to keep them in operation. 

We have on the Pacific coast, as I stated yesterday, over 1,600 miles 
of coast from the southern boundary of California to Cape Flattery. 
We have the great Puget Sound, which has been referred to here, with 
its numerous navigable channels and its commerce. We have in ad- 
dition to that the Territory of Alaska, estimated to have a coast line 
including indentations of 25,000 miles. We have a great and rapidly 
increasing foreign commerce. I think about five hundred vessels en- 
gaged in foreign commerce with the ports of the Pacific coast annually 
pass around Cape Horn. Thereare lines of steamships plying between 
San Francisco and the ports of China and Japan. There is a line of 
steamships projected between Portland and the same ports. Odur for- 
eign commerce on the Pacific coast to-day is possibly as great as the 
entire foreign commerce of the United States was in 1830. 

The navy yard at San Francisco is over 600 miles from the mouth 
of the Columbia and about 800 miles from Puget Sound. With all 
this great Northwest coast, with our interests in Alaska, with our ex- 
tended coastwise commerce and foreign commerce, with the fact in 
view that the territory of the Dominion of Canada extends to the Pa- 
cific coast and Great Britain has a commercial outlook upon the Pa- 
cilic coast and a naval station, I uadertake tosay that if we are to 
vide a navy for the defense of the country, if we are te go on ex Z 
millions in the construction of VP a naval station at some point in 
the Northwest is a necessity; and I desire to enter my protest against 
the proposition that it is not the intention of Congress to provide for 
such a naval station. 

Mr. President, I do not care to delay the disposition of this question 
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by further discussion, but it does seem to me that the objections to the 
amendment as reported from the committee are captious, that in view 
of what I have read from the report of this commission as to the claim 
of the Columbia River, leaving out of question the naval requirements 
for the defense of Puget Sound, or a naval station, and leaving out what 
they have stated as to the great tonnage and commerce of the Colum- 
bia River, it would be difficult to decide between them. I think that 
the committee was wise to say to the Secretary of the Navy, who has 
these reports before him, ‘‘ Exercise your own judgment now as to 
the point where this dry dock shall be located.’’ It appears to me 
that if the Senator from Washington had entire confidence in the supe- 
riority of the location at Port Orchard over a location upon the Colum- 
bia River he would be quite willing, with the advantage of these 
reports which he possesses, to permit the committee’s amendment to 
stand. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if we can have a vote upon this con- 
troversy which has arisen between the Senators from the Pacific coast 
at once and dispose of it I think we can go on and finish the bill very 
soon. If the controversy is to be maintained I shall ask to have the 
whole item struck out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Washington to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, a single word. I dislike to de- 
tain the Senate in discussing this amendment ov this appropriation 
bill, but I feel compelled to say something in support of the commit- 
tee’s amendment. I sincerely hope the amendment incorporated in 
the bill by the committee may remain as it is and that the substitute 
offered for the amendment, proposed by the Senator from Washington, 
may be voted down. I think it ought to be voted down for the reasons 
I shall state. 

In 1888, on my motion, a provision was inserted in the naval appro- 
priation bill, I think, raising a commission of three officers to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy. Their duties were defined in 
the following language: 

Whose duty it shall be to examine the coast north of the forty-second parallel 
of north latitude, in the State of Oregon and Territories of Washington and 
Alaska, and select a suitable site, having due regard to the commercial and 
naval necessities of that coast, for a navy yard and dry docks; and having se- 
lected such site, shall, if upon private lands, estimate its value and ascertain 
the price for which it can be purchased, and of their proceedings and action 
make full and detailed report to the Secretary of the Navy. 

That was a very different proposition from the one incorporated two 
years later in the naval appropriation bill. That provided for a site 
fora navy yard and docks. The commission was appointed, made 
their investigation, and submitted their report, recommending Port 
Orchard as the point on Puget Sound not merely for the docks but for 
a navy yard and docks. That report was transmitted to the Senate by 
the Secretary of the Navy with unfavorable comment, the Secretary 
saying in his report that he was not satisfied—that is the substance of 
it—with the finality of the conclusions reached by the commission. 

This led to a discussion of the question in the Senate, and in view of 
the fact that under the act of Congress of August 18, 1882, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy had been directed to close all the navy yards of this 
country, so far as construction and repair were concerned, save and ex- 
cept four, namely, the yards at Brooklyn, N. Y., at Norfolk, Va., at 
Portsmouth, N. H., and Mare Island, California, the two Houses of 
Congress determined that inasmuch as the present policy of the Gov- 
ernment was not only not to enter upon further construction of navy 
yards in thiscountry, but to abso)utely close all but four of those yards 
that were then yards of construction and repair, a different proposition 
should be inserted in the appropriation bill, and a new commission was 
raised and instructed to investigate north of the forty-second parallel, 
which includes the whole of the coast of Oregon, the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia, and all of Puget Sound, and even of Lake Washington, which 
is cut off from Puget Sound by land, with a view of selecting a site not 
for a navy yard, but fora dry dock. That was the authority conferred 
upon that commission—a very different authority, in view of the policy 
that had been entered upon by the Government in 1882 in closing the 
then existing navy yards of the country except four so far as construc- 
tion and repair are concerned, and a very different proposition from the 
one embodied in the act by which the first commission was raised. 

Now, then, Mr. President, this second commission, notwithstanding 
this vital change in the act of Congress raising the commission, not- 
withstanding they were only authorized and commissioned to select a 
site for a dry dock and not for a naval station or a navy yard, pro- 
ceeded to do what? Every word and every line of their report from 
beginning to end shows that they proceeded as though they had been 
authorized to proceed for the purpose of selecting a site fora great 
naval station, for a great navy yard, to cost millions of dollars, and not 
as though for a site for a dry dock only; and after investigat- 
ing the various ts on Puget Sound and visiting the Columbia River— 
although the whole of the commission never went to the Columbia 
River, as the report shows; one of the civilians at least never visited 
the Columbia River, never was at Astoria on the Columbia River with 
the commission, but returned to New York after having visited Paget 

Sound—recommended Port Orchard, on Puget Sound. 
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Therefore I say, Mr. President, as has been said before in this de- 
bate, that this commission exceeded their authority. They went be- 
yond the line of instruetions. Theydid more than they were required 
or authorized to do by the act that brought them into existence. They 
did not make investigations with a view solely to the selection of a proper 
site for a dry dock. They did in every investigation they made, as the 
report shows, investigate with a view of selecting a site that would bea 
proper one for a navy yard, a great naval station, and coming to a con- 
clusion, as they did finally, just as the former commission concluded, 
that the proper site perhaps, all things considered, for a great naval 
station on that coast was at this point, they selected it and reported 
in favor of it, not because that was not the best site for a dry dock on 
the Pacifig coast, not because that was the only site, or because the 
Coltmbia River did not present proper and ample facilities for a dry 
dock, but because in the judgment of the commission this particular 

was the best place of all the places examined for a great naval 
station, for the building of a great uavy yard, something that Congress 
under the existing policy will not enter upon, the policy that was 
abandoned in 1882 and in 1883, and has been adhered to ever since. 

I do not believe in the policy myself; I think itis wrong. I believe 
while we should encourage private parties in the building of ships there 
must be a balance wheel somewhere; the Government should have suf- 
ficient decks and yards in order to prevent combinations between pri- 
vate parties, as there are and never can be more than a few private per- 
sons, firms, or corporations engaged in the business of shipbuilding in 
this country. Therefore I have believed, and still believe, that in ad- 
dition to the one navy yard on the thousands of miles of the Pacitic 
coast there should be at least one more, and probably Puget Sound is 
the place for that navy yard. I think that in all probability it is, but 
when it comes to a dry dock, then I undertake to insist that, taking 
these reports altogether, leaving out certain conclusions to which the 
commission jumped, the Columbia River is the proper point, and not 
Puget Sound. Many advantages exist there that do not exist on Puget 
Sound, and one of the principal ones is the fact that there is fresh water 
there, and there is the absence of the teredo. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. The thought has occurred to me that if there is to be 
a dry dock and po navy yard the commercial interests and naval in- 
terests of the United States would be better served by some other loca- 
tion on Puget Sound than to putit upon some out-of-the-way channel, 
where the vessels would have to leave the port and go to the dock ex- 
pressly for the purpose. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ,I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. DOLPH. Why could it not be located near one of the great 
cities instead of compromising between the two, as this appears to have 
beeu done, and putting it in some out-of-the-way channel not in ordi- 
nary use for commerce between the two tosatisfy both places? It had 
better be at one place or down at Port Townsend. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no doubt of that whatever, and it only 
emphasizes the position I take, that this selection was made not with 
a view simply of a dry dock, but with a view of ultimately building 
up a great naval station there, which is all very well in its way and I 
should like to see it done, but I am speaking now of the authority un- 
der which the commission acted and of theaction that they have taken 
in pursuance of the authority conferred. It is as plain as the light of 
day that they have exceeded their authority, and have made the se- 
lection not with a view merely to selecting a proper place for a dry 


dock, but with the larger and :nore extended view of selecting a place | 


for a great naval station and navy yard. 

Now, that being so, I say the Committee on Appropriations has very 
properly inserted this amendment here, which does not undertake to 
determine that the dry dock shall be located on the Columbia River, 
neither does it undertake to say that it shall not be located on Puget 
Sound, neither does it undertake to say that itshall not be located at the 

i ) pw designated by the commission, but it simply provides 
that with all these reports before theSecretary of the Navy, with all the 
information that has been gathered upon this general subject, the lo- 
cation shal! be left to the determination of the Secretary of the 
Navy himself. That is the amendment and that is all there is of it. 
Now, it seems to me that our friends and neighbors from the State of 

should not object to that. They ought to be willing to 
submit case and leave it to the present Secretary of the Navy. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I hope this amendment of the committee 
will be sustained and that the amendment of the Senator from Wash- 
— [Mr. ALLEN] may be voted down. 

ot wishing to detain the Senate further, I will submit the matter to 
the Senate so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Washington read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pappock in the chair). The 
Chief Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Cu1er CLERK. Strike out the amendment of the committee, 
on page 14, and down to and including line 11, on page 15, and insert: 

Dry dock on Puget Sound : That the of the Navy be, hereby 
is, authorized to acquire for the purposes of a Seated abet 


ceeding 200 aeres in extenton Puget Sound, at Port Orehard,in the county of 
Kitsap, State of Washington, at such point as he may select, and a sum not ex- 
ceeding $25,000 to pay for said Jand is hereby appropriated; and the Secretary 
of the Navy is instructed to cause to be erected upon said land so seleeted, for 
naval and commercial purposes, a dry dock, to be not less than 600 feet in aah. 
not less than 70 feet in width at bottom of entrance, and capable of admitting 
vessels drawing 30 feet of water ; the cost of said dry dock not to exceed $700,000, 
of which the sum of $200,000 is Lereby appropriated for use during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892. 
And the Secretary of the Navy be——. 


Mr. HALE, If the Senator will allow me, the rest of the amend- 
ment is in form just like the committee amendment. The part which 
has been read is the only change. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does it propose to strike out? 

Mr. HALE. It proposes to strike out the alternative of the Colum- 
bia River and Puget Sound and to confine the location to Puget Sound. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And to one point in Puget Sound. 

Mr. HALE. And to one point in Puget Sound only, Port Orchard. 
The other parts of the amendmentare the same as the committee amend- 
ment, so that it only consumes time to readitall. That is the distinc- 
tion between the amendments. The committee amendment provides 
for the location, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, on 
Columbia River or Puget Sound. 

Mr. MITCHELL. At any point. 

Mr. HALE. At any point. The amendment of the Senator from 
Washington limits the proposed dry dock to Puget Sound and fixes it 
at Port Orchard. 

Mr. WASHBURN, 
commission. 

Mr. HALE. Asithas been stated in the debate, it is what twocom- 
missions recommend. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the committee amendment leave it to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Navy to make the location between the 
two places ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; to make the location between the two localities. 
That is the difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the amendment of the commit- 
tee, the Secretary of the Navy will have the power, for the purpose of 
establishing a dry dock pure and simple, to purchase a tract of land 
on either the Columbia River or on Puget Sound. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it is contined to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Not exceeding 100 acres? 

Mr. HALE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, the amendment of the Senator from Wash- 
ington proposes to confine the purchase to Puget Sound, and to include, 
I believe, 3,000 acres, 

Mr. HALE. ‘Two hundred acres. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The proposition before the committee was to 
purchase some 3,000 acres on Puget Sound. 

Mr. HALE. Seventeen hundred acres, but that is abandoned by 
everybody. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is only a step; and it shows what was an- 
ticipated. The first step is 200 acres, the next will be 1,500 acres more 
and the establishment at that place of a grand navy yard, I should 
like to ask the Senator how many navy yards we have now. 

Mr. HALE. There are altogether too many. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many in number? 

Mr. HALE. There are six yards on the Atlantic coast, one on the 
Gulf, and one on the Pacific coast; but it is perhaps proper to say in 
this connection that only two yards are kept maintained and equipped, 
where much money is spent, on the Atlantic coast, at New York and 
Norfolk, and the ordnance yard, which has become purely an ordnance 
establishment, in Washington, and the yard at Mare Island, in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So the only three navy yards practically in opera- 
tion to-day are one on the Pacific coast and two on the Atlantic; and 
the others are practically useless and a burden to the taxpayers of this 
country. 

Mr. HALE. I could hardly say that. They are used for repairs, 
but they are not great construction yards. There are only three great 
construction yards maintained in the country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And they are able to construct all we are ¢on- 
structing now? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, it does seem to me that there 
should be no question between the amendment of the Senator from 
Washington and the amendment of the committee. The amendment 
. the committee is right. Instead of extending we should restrict 
them. - 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senator in his remarks assumes that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington provides for a 
navy yard. Ido not understand anything of the kind; and I do not 
see why this discussion of the propriety of a navy yard in the future, 
either on the Pacific coast or Atlantic coast, whether we have too 
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dock. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is useless now to undertake to disguise behind 
a very thin screen the real object of this amendment. There is no 
doubt about it in the world. Here it is: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to acquire, for the purposes of a dry dock and other governmental uses. 

What are they? 

Mr. HALE. Those words that the Senator appears now to be quot- 
ing are not in the amendment offered by the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold the printed amendment in my hand and 
there they are in type. I do not know who put them there; but it 
purports to be an ‘‘ amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. ALLEN 
to the bill H. R, 12782,”’ 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is not offered in that form. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Then this only discloses the secrecy behind the 
screen more fully. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Missouri yield 
te the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state to the Senator from Missouri, as I 
have already stated, that the only object I have in view in this pro- 
posed amendment, the only thought that I entertain or that my col- 
league entertains in this measure is that these Northwestern waters 
shall have adry dock. The question of a navy yard is a question that 
I am utterly unacquainted with. It is a question that I have not had 
my attention called to in local interests from my State. It is a ques- 
tion that is not being mooted in my State just now. My object in this 
amendment is to secure the construction of a dry dock for the great 
commercial marine of the Northwestern Pacific waters. Whether there 
ever shall be need of a navy yard in the Northwest I do not know. 
Whether the provisions that have already been made upon the Pacific 
coast for navy-yard purposes are adequate, I have not examined and 
do not know. 

That is not a question which I have entertained. Thatis not aprop- 
osition that so far as I am concerned is in any manner commingled with 
this question, which I desire to present in the one naked form, for the 
one single purpose, and that alone, of procuring a much-needed want 
to the commercial marine of the United States on these Northwestern 
waters. 

We will deal with the question of a navy yard when it properly 
arises and in the light of the situation as it may then be. 

I frankly say to the Senator from Missouri I have no such object at 
this time and in this measure. I do not know of anyone who is in 
any manner directly interested in this bill having any such object. I 
do not feel that this measure should be prejudiced before this body on 
account of that claim being made against it. I stand now in this po- 
sition: I wish the Congress of the United States to secure the dry dock. 
I am perfectly willing to leave it to the judgment and the patriotism 
of a future Congress to determine what it should do in respect to navy 
yards, as to whether it will have one in those waters. 

Now, the reason why I have in my proposed amendment fixed upon 
this place is that under a former Administration the Secretary of the 
Navy was charged with the duty of appointing a commission to select 
a site for a navy yard and dry docks (as it was in the law of their ap- 
pointment provided) on the Pacific waters north of the forty-second 
parallel. The commission made certainly a very able and a very ex- 
haustive examination of the matter, and reached the conclusion that 
Port Orchard, in Puget Sound, was the place for such a navy yard and 
dry dock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this the report that I hold in my hand? 

Mr. ALLEN, No, sir; thatis not the report. That report preceded 
the one the Senator has one year. 

Coming here to the Senate of the United States, as I did a year ago, 
I found that report before the Senate, but I found in the Naval Com- 
mittee a feeling that that report, perhaps, had been made too strongly 
in the interests of a navy yard. was suggested to me very strongly 
by the members of the Naval Committee that it would be a wise prop- 
osition to have a new commission appointed, and that the commission 
should not consist exclusively of naval officers, but that competent 
civilians should be placed upon it, and a military officer also should 
be placed upon it. 

Acting upon their suggestions I proposed an amendment that a com- 
mission, consisting of two competent civilians, one military’and two 
naval officers, should be appointed to examine these same waters with 
a view of selecting a dry-dock site alone. 

That commission acted, and it made the report the Senator holds in 
his hand, reaching the conclusion, and they unanimously reached it, 
that this same place, Port Orchard, should be selected. Followi 
that report I prepared a bill for the purchase of all the land they 
recommended for a site and the constraction of a dry dock. That bill 
was reported favorably by the Naval Committee. The Secretary ot 
the Navy most strongly and urgently pressed the legislation himself, 
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taking the pains to say that he approved of the selection and that it 
was especially adapted to the purposes of a dry dock. 

Now, with all of this concurrence of judgment, the unanimous ver- 
dict of a commission of three naval officers, the unanimous conclusion 
of an eminent commission, a mixed commission of civilians and army 
and navy officers, with the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Navy, with this favorable report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and I may say, going back of that, as early as 1867 and 1870, with the 
concurring views of the board of engineers for the Pacific coast favor- 
ing this same place, it seemed to me that Congress had derived all the 
information it desired on a subject of this kind. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The question I desire to ask the Senator is this: 
Suppose a dry dock simply is to be constructed and nothing else, would 
not the Senator believe that there are a number of places on Puget 
Sound infinitely better adapted than, and which the people engaged 
in commerce on and around its waters would infinitely prefer to, the 
point at Port Orchard ? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will answer the Senator very frankly. There was 
a time when I myself would have thought some other place was pref- 
erable, but I am free to say that I think the location at Port Orchard 
is to-day as satisfactory to the people of Puget Sound as any place that 
can be had. I find no complaint; I find a general concurrence of 
opinion up and down Puget Sound throughout that this is a satisfac- 
tory location, and why should they not be satisfied with it? At least 
no objection or protest has come to me. It is but 12 miles away from 
so large a city as the city of Seattle. The waters are so deep, so abso- 
lutely tranquil and protected and secure, it is but the crossing of a 
broad river as it were. Any vessel can go there at any hour of the day 
or night in any time of the year without the slightest hinderance. It 
is but 30 miles from the growing and prosperous city of Tacoma, and 
with excellent water approach, and a railroad is in prospect, making 
it still more accessible. 

Mr. MITCHELL, If the Senator will allow me, is it not about 15 
miles by water from Seattle, and about 30 miles from Tacoma; and is 
it not a fact furthermore that Port Orchard has no railroad communi- 
cation whatever, and is on the west side of Puget Sound, away from 
commerce, away from the important cities, and all that? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say that from dock to dock, as I understand it, 
the distance from Seattle to Port Orchard is 13 or 14 miles, and from 
dock to dock the distance from Tacoma is about 30 miles; but you 
must remember that Paget Sound has 1,600 miles of shore line. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Nineteen hundred miles. 

Mr. ALLEN. My colleague says the sound has 1,900 miles of shore 
line. There is no State in the Union I think which has such an ex- 
tensive reach of water frontage as Puget Sound. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Counting both sides, you mean ? 

Mr. ALLEN. I say the frontage, the shore lines, taking its inlets 
and its islands. If I may be permitted J want to read one single par- 
agraph here upon that subject from Admiral Wilkes. He said, when 
he made the survey of Puget Sound in the year 1841, I think: 

Nothing can surpass the beauty of these waters and their safety. Not a 
shoal exists within the Strait of Juande Fuca, Admiralty Bay, or Hood's Canal 
that can in any way interrupt their navigation by a seventy-four gun ship. I 
venture nothing in saying that thero is no country in the world that esses 
waters equal to these. They cover an area of about 2,000 square in. The 
shores of all its inlets and bays are remarkably bold, so much so that a ship’s 
side would strike the shore before her keel would touch the ground, 

The country by which these waters are surrounded is remarkably salubrious, 
and affords every advantage for the accommodation of a vast commercial and 
military marine, with convenience for docks, and a great ne sites for towns 
and onan 6 ali times well supplied with water and capable of being well 7 
vided with everything by the surrounding country, which is well adapted for 
agriculture, etc. 

Now there is the situation; and while I can say to the Senator from 
Oregon that I sup any one of a dozen such bays might be selected 
upon Puget Sound, this particular location is within three hours of 
almost any point upon the Sound. Vessels coming and going in the 
main channel from the Straits of Fuca to the head of the sound pass 
within a very few miles of this site, and the fact is emphasized by all 
of these commissions that it is so absolutely secure that it is a wise 
thing to place the dry dock there and not make it an invitation to at- 
tack upon any one of the p towns along the shores of Puget 
Sound; that while making the selection it should be wisely made with 
reference to that fact as well as others; that there is no need of creat- 
ing the hazard of inviting exposure by placing a dry dock in one of the 
bays of one of those us towns to invite,in case the nation should 
be involved in naval troubles, a hostile fleet into a harbor to destroy 
the town in order to reach the dry dock; but they say that this harbor 
is so conveniently located to all of the harbors of Puget Sound thatit 
can be reached from the north and reached from the south. 

It has two entrances, one at the north and one at the south. It is 
available for all purposes. Once in it, it presents a body of water, 
both of these commissions say, the equal of which can be found on no 
continent. There is a bay 13 miles in length immediately off of this 
point, with the most convenient anchorage, whereas it is surrounded 
on both sides with bays affording an anchorage of from 5 to 7 fathoms. 
They say there is a combination of every advantage that could be de- 
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sired, and the mere inconvenience, if inconvenience it can be, of de- 
viating a few miles one way or the other in transit up or down Puget 
Sound is nothing; it is a mere nominal inconvenience. Practically 
this port stands near to every harbor and city and town upon the en- 
tire length of Puget Sound. 

Mr. President, it is because I yielded to this request for a second 
commission that this great improvement has been neglected. I waited 
one year in order that this additional information might be afforded. 
That year has rolled around, and this commission, composed as it was 
suggested it would be wise and politic that it should be composed, has 
gone over the ground and unanimously reached the conclusion that 
here is the place. It is the place in the interest of the commercial ma- 
rine; it is the place in the interest of the naval marine; it is the place 
of universal interest. 

Now I say, Con having obtained this information, having had 
the concurrent judgment ot these different boards at different times 
and under different circumstances, it does seem to me, if Congress ever 
was advised by commissions who report, it must have procured for some 
purpose its advice, and it is advised that Port Orchard is the place that 
should be selected for the location of this dry dock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to read these few lines 
from what the Secretary of the Navy says? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I feel very reluctant to consume time 
and I yield the floor. 

Mr. HALE, If the Senator yields, I see that the whole time of the 
Senate is to be taken up on this subject, and unless we can havea vote 
I shall move to lay the amendment tothe amendment on the table, and 
that puts it out of the way, if it is adopted, and then I shall move to 
lay the committee amendment on the table, and that takes the whole 
subject out of the bill, and we can go on with the bill proper. I give 
that notice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do not understand that I shall 
let the Senator from Maine take the floor from me. I yielded to the 
Senator from Washington, and I do not know by what right I can be 
taken from the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present incumbent of the chair 
was not here when that proceeding took place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot want to interrupt the facilitation of busi- 
ness, but I do want to take the floor on this subject for a minute or 


wo. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri has the floor. I did not 
propose to interfere with him; but unless we can have a vote I shall 
try to get it for the purpose I indicated. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I understand that. I just wanted to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that I am still in existence. 

TheSenator from Washington is very earnest in regard to the amend- 
ment and the action of this board. Now, I want to explain for justa 
few moments to the Senate this board that we hear so much about, 
that has selected Puget Sound. That board was appointed under the 
act of June 30, 1890, which act says: 

And the President be, and he hereby is, required to appoint a commission, 
composed of two competent naval officers, one competent army officer, andtwo 
competent persons from civil life, whose duty it shall be to select a suitable 
site, having due to commercial and naval interests, for a dry dock at 


some point on the ific Ocean, or the waters connected therewith, north of 
the parallel of latitude marking the northern boundary of California. 


It was for a dry dock and not fora navy yard. Now, they make 
their report on December 10, 1890, and what do they say ? 
After a careful consideration of the law creating the commission, in view of 
the fact that it is required to select a site with due regard to commercial and 
naval interests, it was the unanimous opinion of the commission that no site 
should be chosen that does not embrace the necessary requirements of a naval 


station. 

They quote the law and bid it defiance. ‘‘We are masters now that 
this question is in our hand, and we will disregard the will and power 
of Congress. 


We will not permit Congress to locate a dry dock unless 
it will connect with it a great naval station.”’ 


Mr. President, I quote a little further from this report: 


The narrow space between this range and the ocean, in consequence, devel- 
ops no rivers of any size; and the coast, bold and rocky, is almost devoid « ” 
harbors of importance. Such as exist are blocked with reefs, or shoals, or bars, 
which only vessels of moderate draught can cross in good weather. 

The Columbia River is the sole exception, but as it has had to clear its way 
through this broken country iis banks, as might be expected, are high and pre- 
—" and not likely to afford an area of level ground suitable for a naval 


“A naval site,’ a navy yard— 


excepting some low areas which have been reclaimed ; these are marshy and 
their soil too porous for large buildings without piling. 
They say in another place: 


While the commercial importance of the Columbia River is such as to present 
teas for a dry dock could a proper location be found, strategically 
it is secure from attack, but a navy yard— 


“A navy yard ’’— 
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located upon its banks would not fulfill its functions as a base for our ships of 
war employed in defending the vastly more exposed position at Puget Sound, 
so much less easily defended, 7 

They have no consideration for a dry dock alone, but they are solely 
intent upon establishing a great navy yard. 

Mr. President, they did once in awhile get their vision confined to 
a dry dock alone; they got their eyesight concentrated upon the point 
about which Congress was seeking information. We told them to look 
for a dry dock, and once in awhile, I say, they got their eyes and their 
attention concentrated upon and absorbed in that; and when they did 
that, what do they say? 

Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast, within the limits of 


inquiry, that presents any advantages for the location of a dry dock as contem- 
plated in the actcreating the commission. 


Mr.GRAY. On what page ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam reading from page 6. Thereitis. They 
had their eye and their attention concentrated upon the law of Con- 
gress plainly, and they say: 

Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast, within the limits of 
inquiry, that presents any advantages for the location of a dry dock as contem- 
plated in the act creating the commission, 

That was the extent oftheir authority and there is their recommen- 
dation. Butthey have grand ideas. They have visions of a magnifi- 
centnavalestablishment. They wantan immensearea ofland. They 
want a dry dock as an appendage to this great naval establishment, 
and therefore they recommend a site upon Puget Sound. 

Mr. President, are we to take a morsel of the bait that they are holding 
out with the expectation that the balance will not be thrust down into 
our mouths before we are through? Why, it is idle to talk about es- 
tablishing a dry dock on Puget Sound unless we expect to put a great 
navy yard there, for which we have no earthly use in the world. This 
is just one step. The commission tell you so. 

What have the Committee on Appropriations done? They haveacted 
wisely; they have acted judiciously; they have acted prudently. They 
have left to the Secretary of the Navy, a civilian, who has before him 
all these data, to select a site for a dry dock, and we limit it to a dry 
dock and only a dry dock—all that we need, Shall we trample upon 
the duties and the rights of the Secretary of the Navy and follow what ? 
The vagaries, the imaginations of this commission, not their honest 
recommendation when they once got their eyesight concentrated upon 
their duty. We do not say it shall be upon Columbia River; we do 
not say itshall be upon Puget Sound; but we say the Secretary of the 

Navy shall make the selection. He has all the data before him; he 
can weigh these things; he can select Puget Sound if it is the best place; 
he can select the Columbia River if it iswhatthis commission say it is. 

Why shall we deprive him of this right? Why shall we, upon the 
recommendation of this commission, and against their express declara- 
tion and recommendation whenever they have their eyes concentrated 
upon a dry dock alone, override them and take away the discretionary 
power of the Secretary to make this location and say that it shall go 
where this commission wanted it to go, not for the purpose of a dry 
dock, but for the establishment of a great naval station? 

I am willing to trust the Secretary of the Navy. I am willing to 
let the Secretary take these reports, examine them, and select a place 
for the dry dock. That iswhat we want now. That is all that is nec- 
essary. I think the Senators from Washington ought to be willing to 
trust the Secretary of the Navy also. If Puget Sound is what they 
claim {for it, if its superior advahtages are so overwhelming, then will 
not the Secretary selectit? Can they not trust the Secretary to make 
a wise and judicious selection? If they have all the advantages in 
their favor, why are they not willing that an honest and discreet Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall make this selection? 

Ah, Mr. President, it does not look to me as if they have confidence 
in what this commission pretend to say; but they realize in their 
hearts that back of this screen is this grand naval establishment, not 
adry dock. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Washington 
will not be agreed to, and that the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be sustained, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
a question before he takes his seat. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the Senator think it is any objection to 
the location of a dry dock that it is a good location also for a naval 
establishment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not necessarily. 
Mr. WASHBURN. ThenI would ask the Senator, furthermore, 
if the Secretary of the Navy should affirm the action of the commission 
and locate this dry dock at Port Orchard, as I have no doubt he ought 
to do, what is he going to do about all these naval performances whicl 
he has discussed so vigorously this morning? 
Mr, COCKRELL. What will he do about it? 
on whether he wants to do what these officers say. 
Mr. WASHBURN. No; I ask what do you propose to do about ‘it, 
~——n the Secretary of the Navy goes further? 

r. COCKRELL. I propose to let him select a site fora dry dock. 
I would leave him to select the place he thinks the proper one for a 
dry dock. I would leave the discretion to him, 


That will depend 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Let meask the Senator, further, if he propases 
to remit this question finally to the Secretary of the Navy, why this 
commission was ever raised ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was for the purpose of ascertaining a proper 
location for a-dry dock. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 

ported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And they ascertained the location for a dry dock 
on the Columbia River, I beg to say. Now, as they went beyond their 
jurisdiction, as they traveled outside the law, as they traveled outside 
the record and made a recommendation for a dry dock and a navy yard, 
we say we will leave the Secretary of the Navy to make the selection 
for the dry dock alone. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to what seems to me to be the fact, from a cursory examination of this 
report, that no point has been selected on the Columbia River for a 
dry dock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No particular point has been selected on the Co- 
lumbia River. If we were even to confine it to the Columbia River, 
necessarily we would have to leave it to the discretion of the Secretary 
to locate the particular spot. But, Mr. President, I ask the Senator 
from Minnesota and I ask the Senator from Washington why they are 
afraid to trust the Secretary if Puget Sound is so overwhelmingly more 
suitable than any other place? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Simply because Congress raised the commission 
for a specific purpose, that of selecting a location for this dry dock. 
It wasan able commission. They havedone their work well and thor- 
oughly, and I believe in following their recommendation, and not 
opening the question again for any Secretary of the Navy, or any Sec- 
retary of War, or anybody else who knows nothing of the subject from 
a thorough personal investigation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Minnesota is in favor of 
a dry dock on the Columbia River because that is the recommendation 
of this commission. I will read it. There is no mistaking it: 

Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast, within the limits of 
inquiry, that presents any advantages for the location of a dry dock as contem- 
plated by the act creating the commission. 

Thereit is. The Colambia River isthe only place. Let us, then, 
amend this amendment by inserting ‘‘the Columbia River’’ if we are 
going to be obedient and submissive to this commission. 

Bat, Mr, President, I am not willing to take the responsibility of 
deciding upon this commission’s report alone, seeing that they had 
traveled outside the record and beyond the limits of their authority 
and jurisdiction. Therefore I want the Secretary of the Navy to exer- 
cise his discretion for the particular place selected by the commission 
on the Colambia River. Then he would have to pick the point on the 
Columbia River where this dry dock should belocated. Therefore we 
leave it te-him. If he decides that Puget Sound is the place, then he 
makes that selection. But here you come in and undertake to confine 
the selection to one particular point that is not recommended fora dry 
dock alone, but for a dry dock as an annex to a great naval establish- 
ment, a great navy yard. 

As I said, I hope the amendment proposed by the committee will be 
adopted and that the amendment of the Senator from Washington will 
be rejected. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, it is always interesting to notice 
how often very: decent people, when they have no power or standing 
in a body to defend themselves, are pounded and mauled by everyone 
who has a chance. 

Now, let us look at what this commission did. I believe that three 
or four or five Senators selected from this body would have reported— 
I will not say reported—would have considered the question precisely 
as this commission did, and, taking into consideration the same facts, 
would have been controlled by the same reasons that they were. We 
find in the law which creates this commission this language: 

It is required to select a site with due regard to commercial and naval inter- 
ests. 

What do those words mean ? 

Mr. HALE. They mean a dock that shall be used by vessels of the 
commercial marine and the United States Navy. 

Mr. HISCOCK, The Senator from Maine has given his interpreta- 
tion of those words. I am frank to say that that is not my under- 
standing of them. 

Mr. HALE. I had considerable todo with the framing of the clause 
the Senator has read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, this may not perhaps be the first 
instance in which the idea pervading the mindof the author of a law 
is not appreciated or understood by a commission that may be created 
to act under the law. It is not an unusual thing that statutes fail to 
express clearly the intention of their framers. 

Mr. HALE. To what point of uncertainty does the Senator refer ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwilleome to that. Itis theintention, as I under- 
stand it, to build a dry dock, costing at least $700,000. 

Mr. HALE. Not more than that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, that is thelimit. I have no doubt that that 
limit will be reached, and | shall not be at all surprised if some time 
in the future Congress is asked to appropriate something more, 


And they have ascertained it, and have re- 
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I do not know, in the way in which the limitation is put upon it, 
whether it excludes it or not, but it may be possible that the equip- 
mentofthe dry dock may be beyond that, outside of thatlimit. I sup- 
pose in connection with a dry dock there must be storehouses and pos- 
sibly shops. Are they all contemplated in the limitation which is put 
upon the building of a dry dock, I ask the Senator from Maine ? 

Do Iunderstand the Senator to say that the entire amount found 
necessary in connection with the dry dock for the repair of ships, the 
whole outfit, is included in this limitation? That is the question I 
ask. Will he answer? 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator’s question ? 
moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question I asked the Senator from Maine is 
this: Whether the entire equipment, all the plant, the entire outfit 
necessary for the use of a dry dock to be employed in the repairing of 
ships, is all included within the limit of cost mentioned ? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not have the same idea that evidently 
the Senator from New York, that any large amount will be needed out- 
side of the bare dock itself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose a dry dock is to be used to repair ships, 
is it not? 

Mr. HALE. The great purpose of it, as the Senator from Washing- 
ton has explained, is to get a dock there for the commercial marine. 
That will be done by private parties, and they will erect their shops 
there, but the Government will not erect any shops. It is commercial. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; then I will discuss this upon the limi- 
tation of the appropriation of $700,000. 

I do not understand that it would be contemplated to build a dry 
dock on the Columbia River and at this point also; and I do suppose 
that if a navy yard is ever to be constructed in that part of the coun- 
try it would be desirable that it should be in connection with a dry 
dock and at the same point. 

The Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MrTcH ELL] believes that a great naval 
establishmentoughtto be builtthere. Thereareagreatmany other peo- 
ple who believe it, and it is noanswer to the suggestion that one should 
be built there to state the number of navy yards that exist upon the At- 
lantic coast. Very many of these have been closed. I have thought 
that, with the exception of one or two of them, they ought all to have 
been closed; and I regretted that at the last session of Congress steps 
were taken in the direction of opening some of them. I care not 
whether there be one or ten upon the Atlantic coast. That does not 
weigh against the suggestion that there should be another upon the Pa- 
cific coast. . 

This commission did what? Why, they took into consideration, 
under the clause which I have read, that they were toselect a site with 
‘*due regard to commercial and naval interests’’ in the location of a 
dry dock, 

Mr. HALE. For what? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the location of a dry dock. 

Mr. HALE. But for what? Why does the Senator stop with the 
words ‘‘due regard to commercial and naval interests ?’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. The pointisthis: that in theselection of a dry dock 
naval interests might require that it should be located ata point where 
a navy yard some time in the future might be located, having regard 
to the necessities of the Government. I do not think that is a forced 
construction of the language, either. I should have been very likely 
to give that same construction to the language if I had been upon this 
commission. ‘‘ Naval interests’’—what do they mean? The Senator 
has in his mind, I suppose, clearly what he meant at the time when 
that phrase was coined. 

I think under that act a commission would be very likely to say, if 
they found two places equally valuable, equally eligible for the location 
of adry dock, and one of them might be utilized in the future as a navy 
yard ifthe Government determines upon that, it would better be selected 
for the location of a dry dock; this reason might very properly be con- 
sidered and have weight to turn the scale; they should select a place 
where a navy yard might be located, the advantage of that point fora 
dry dock being equal. 

Mr. CULLOM. That ought not to hurt it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Illinois suggests that that ought 
not to hurt it. I agree with the Senator from Lilinois. I am inclined 
to think, from his making that observation, that if he had been upon 
this same commission and was considering the question of the location 
of a dry dock, and two places were presented to him, asI have re- 
marked, equally eligible, the fact that one of them might have con- 
nected with it at some time in the future, if found to be necessary, a 
naval station or a navy yard, it would have turned the scale in his 
indgment and he would have selected that place. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from New York allow me right 
there? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose a commission were authorized, as was 
this commission, to select a site for a dry dock alone, and not a site for 
a navy yard or a naval station, and there were two sites or more under 
observation and discussion, and they found one that had many advan- 
tages for a dry dock that the other did not have, and yet the other one 
which did not have these advantages did have the additional advantage 


I was engaged at the 
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being a good site for an extensive naval station. Does the Senator 
think, under the authority given, that the commission would be justi- 
fied in rejecting the site for a dry dock which bad all the advantages of 
adry dock except the simple one that it was not a very good place per- 
haps for a naval station, while the other site was deficient in a great 
many advan but did have the advantage of a naval station ? 

Mr. H K. Possibly not, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment fora ro- 
mark? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I made a suggestion a moment ago which the Sen- 
ator referred to. I simply desire to say now what I meant by the sug- 
gestion that I made then. As I understand it, the purpose of the bill 
is to locate a dry dock in the best place fora dry dock. What I meant 
by the suggestion was that if it happens to be a good place also for a 
navy yard, it ought not to be an objection toits location as a dry dock. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is precisely what I understood the Senator 
to mean. 

Mr. President, I have only this further to add in this connection, 
that in the discussion of this question by this commission it is impos- 
sible to glean from the report that there is any point upon the Colum- 
bia River more eligible for a dry dock than the place which they se- 
lected. I make this remark somewhat in response to the question 
that was asked me by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrTcHELL] and 
the remarks of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], called out 
by the statement of the commission— 

That the Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast within the 
limits of inquiry that presents any advantage for the location of a dry dock, as 
contemplated in the act creating the commission. 

The Senator from Missouri urged from that that they would select the 
Columbia River for the location of this dry dock if they only had in 
their minds the building of a dry dock. That conclusion should not 
be drawn from that clause of the report. They simply state that upon 
the Pacific coast this is the only point, and there is nothing here that 
indicates the making of a comparison of the advantages of some one 
point upon that river with the advantages of this place that they have 
selected upon the sound and away from the Pacific coast. There is 
nothing in their report that indicates that in any respect would the 
dry dock have advantages, if located upon the Columbia River, over 
one located at Port Orchard, a point away from the Pacific coast. 

Mr. President, I say very frankly that I have no objection to this 
question being disposed of by the Secretary of the Navy. I do not 
think it is very consequential whether the amendment of the Senator 
from Washington is adopted or whether the amendment proposed by 
the committee is adopted. What I have said has been more for the 
purpose of defending this commission against what seems to me the 
unjustifiable criticisms that have been made by Senators here in this 
discussion, 

I have only this to add, to repeat what I have already said, that if 
a commission had been selected from this body, their authority couched 
in the same to take into consideration ‘‘ naval interests,’’ in 
view of the fact that so an authority, so high an authority, so 
eminent an authority as the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MITCHELL | be- 
lieves that eventually a naval station should be established somewhere 
in that region, I believe that they would have given consideration to 
that fact; and, finding two places equally eligible fora dry dock and 
one of them better adapted to be made a naval station or a navy yard 
than the other in the future, they would have selected that, as this 
commission have frankly stated they did, and that they were influenced 
by that consideration. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that all this criticism of 
this commission has no proper foundation. A naval station is one 
thing, a navy yard is another, and a dry dock is a third. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. HALE. A naval station and a navy yard are synonymous 
terms. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no; not at all, 

Mr. HALE. Sometimes in a military sense it is called a naval sta- 
tion. Inany document pertaining to one of our established navy yards, 
where the Secretary of War or any naval officer is referring in a mili- 
tary sense to the navy yard, he always calls it a naval station. The 
Secretary’s referring to the location of squadrons and their re- 
porting at sucha navy yard always uses the words naval station. When 
we come to the use of the word geographically, and as we do here, we 
call them navy yards, I make this ex tion because I had occasion 
to call it up the other day in the Department, and the matter was 
looked up, and that was found to be the result. As the Secretary told 
me, they are interchangeable terms, one meaning the same as the other. 

Mr. CALL. I have no doubt, Mr. President, that the technical 
nomenclature is as stated by the Senator from Maine. Still the fact 
remains that there is a difference between a naval station and a navy 
yard and the of the two. 

Key West is a naval station, in ove sense of the word, but whether 
that technical word describes it or not, the fact is that it isa place 


where naval vessels congregate for purposes of convenience or for stra- 
tegic reasons. That is a naval station, a place where appointments are 
made and supplies placed for the convenience of this congregation or 
assembly of naval vessels. A navy yard is a place for the constraction 
of vessels and the repairs which may be incident thereto. A dry dock 
is manifestly a necessity for that place where vessels of war or naval 
vessels may come conveniently and where in the exigencies of the 
service they are required to be. 

Now, how is this in regard to Puget Sound? Is that a place where 
the naval vessels of the United States will in all probability be re- 
quired conveniently to assemble, where supplies of coal or other things 
should be provided for them ? 

Is the Columbia River a superior place for a naval station or the 
assembling of vessels, by whatever terms you may designate it, which 
may be required for the necessities of the service upon that coast? 
That is the idea. 

These commissioners were charged with the duty of selecting — 

A suitable site, having due regard to commercial and naval interests, for a 
dry dock at some point on the Pacific Ocean, or the waters connected there- 
with, north of the parallel of latitude marking the northern boundary of Cali- 
fornia, including the waters of Puget Sound, and also lakes Union and Wash- 
ington, in the State of Washington. 

Now, Mr. President, the selection of a site in respect to a naval sta- 
tion is quite as prominent a duty as the selection of a site in respect 
to commercial interests. The two are united. Take this great and 
magnificent sound with its connections, not dependent, as is the mouth 
of the Columbia River, upon the completion of the engineering im- 
provements there, which may or may not be a success, but having 
already a depth of water suflicient to accommodate the ships of the 
world, the largest ships engaged in commerce, and is there any ques- 
tion whatever that the duty imposed upon the commission to make that 
selection required them to select that point demanded by the naval in- 
terests for the assembling of naval vessels as well as for commercial inter- 
ests? Thiscommission said thatif they had toselecta site with regard 
tocommercialinterests alone it would bediflicult to distinguish between 
the Columbia River and Puget Sound, that they are about equal; but 
they took into consideration the fact that naval vessels may be upon 
that coast a thousand miles from California, from the ship yard at Mare 
Island, and that there should be a dry dock there for necessary re- 
pairs, What will you do with vessels assembling at a point, call it 
by what name you may, that has no convenience for repairs? Can 
they go ia and out of the Columbia River with equal facility as they 
can go in and out of Puget Sound? Is the probability that the com- 
merce of Puget Sound will increase to such proportions as to be greater 
than that of the Columbia River? Theseare the questions. Now this 
commission in that respect leave no kind of doubt as to what their 
judgment is. They say in their report, upon pages 6 and 7: 

The bar at the mouth has begun to feel the benefits of the jetty under con 
struction. The main channel is now straight, its depth increased from 18 to 23 
feet at low water, and, upon the completion of the work it is reasonable to be- 


lieve that the anticipations of the Government engineers will be realized, and 
a depth of 30 feet obtained. 


If there were a location on the Columbia as well adapted as the site finally 
selected by the commission upon Puget Sound, and a depth of 30 feet could be 
maintained on the bar, this feature of the entrance would not be regarded as 
an insuperable obstacle to the location of a dry dock for commercial purposes 
upon its banks. 

But after a careful inspection of the banks of the Columbia no location was 
found that could recommend itself to the commission. : 

Now, Mr. President, it has been assumed that these people selected 
this location with a view to the establishment of a navy yard; but they 
have said in express terms here that no location for a dry dock suitable 
for commercial purposes could be found: 

The shores of Young’s Bay, between Astoria and Point Adams, are probably 
best adapted for the purpose, but its channel is narrow and has a depth of but 
13 feet at low water. 

Tongue Point, on the south bank above Astoria, was recommended to the 
commission by citizens of Astoria and others. The harbor made by this point 
is shoal, and there is but a small strip of level land, too limited to admit of this 
location being taken into serious consideration. 

« * * a 


In fact, the topography of the banks of the Columbia River is very unfavorea- 
ble for the location of a naval station. 

Now, Mr. President, if the commerce of the Columbia River requires a 
dry dock, I, for one, should be glad to vote for it. But in respect of 
the location of adry dock, certainly that point where the naval vessels 
of the United States are most apt to be required for the defense of the 
coast is a determining proposition, the point where the commercial in- 
terests and the naval interests can be united. And for that this com- 
mission gives, to my mind, very satisfactory reasons. 

Mr. President, why is there all this hue and cry about a navy yard ? 
Why should there not be a navy yard, if necessary, upon the North 
Pacific or Northwest Pacific coast? Shall private enterprise be allowed 
to prevail altogether in providing for the defense of the country? Cer- 
tainly not. No person advances that proposition, that the defenses of 
the country shall be left to private enterprise of individuals. If we are 
to have naval interests there, does not every interest of economy de- 
mand that the construction of vessels should be at that remote point, 
and not in the East, and then have to pass around Cape Horn, with its 
10,000 miles of navigation ? 

I see nothing in this outcry against the navy yard where there is a 
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necessity for it; nothing in the probabilities that there may not be re- 
quired a Government work on Paget Sound or on the Columbia River 
or somewhere on the Northwest coast for that purpose. 

But in respect to this commission, Mr. President, I am not willing 
to sit here and hear them condemned when their report has plainly, 
clearly, and unequivocally given reasons for their selection in conform- 
ity with the power conferred upon them and the duty required of them 
to select a site, not for commercial purposes, but for a dry dock for 
commercial purposes and naval interests. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to address the 
Senate extensively on this subject. I simply desire to say that Iam 
in accord with what my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] has said, and it has 
not seemed to me to be necessary that there should be any further ar- 
gument. 

I desire, however, to call the attention of the Senate for a moment, 
and particularly the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL], toa matter of construction of this report. The Senator from 
Missouri has read the following sentence: 


Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast within the limits of 
inquiry that presents any advantages for the location of a dry dock as contem- 
plated by the act creating the commission. 


This seemed inconsistent with the final action of the commission in 
their report, and I took it up for the purpose of examining the reason 
for this statement. I find that this portion of the report is divided 
into two sections. One is headed in capitals, ‘‘ The coast from the 
_ forty-second parallel to the Strait of Juan de Fuca.’’ That is num- 
bered 1, and appears on page 6 of the report. I find on page 7 an- 
other section numbered 2, headed also in capitals, ‘‘ Puget Sound and 
adjacent waters.’’ I ask the Senate to observethat the sentence which 
was read by the Senator from Missouri relates to the coast from the 
forty-second parallel to the Straitof Juan de Fuca, and not to that por- 
tion of it called Puget Sound. In no other way can the language of 
the report be regarded as symmetrical. I believe that the sentence 
quoted by the Senator from Missouri relates solely to this portion of 
the coast, containing six harbors: Coos Bay, Umpqua River, Yaquina 
Bay, Columbia River, Willapah Harbor, and Gray’s Harbor. 

I simply submit that as a question of construction. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President, I hope we may have a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] has 
called my attention to the language which has been so often quoted 
here; and, on examination, I find that the commission have a heading, 
first, ‘‘The coast from the forty-second parallel to the Strait of Juan 
de Fuca,’’ and then, second, ‘‘ Puget Sound and adjacent waters.’’ Un- 
der the first heading is the sentence— 

Columbia River is the only harbor on the Pacific coast within the limits of 
inquiry that presentsany advantages for the location of a dry dock as contem- 
plated in the act creating the commission. 

Now the question arises what is within the limits of inquiry? I 
very naturally supposed, in reading the report, that it was the inquiry 
instituted by Congress and enjoined upon them. 

The Senator from Washington thinks it is the inquiry at the head- 
ing of this report, and that it is necessary that it should be restricted 
to that in order to make it consistent. That may be the interpreta- 
tion, and that may be what was intended by the commission. But 
certainly the language used would subject it to the understanding that 
“‘within the subject of inquiry ’’ was the inquiry imposed by Con- 
gress, But the Senator from Washington may be correct in his inter- 
pretation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to the fact that the act of Congress 
seems to have made the same distinction between the Pacific coast 
proper and the waters connected therewith that the commission have 
made in their report. This is the language of the act: 


And the President be, and he hereby is, required to appoint a commission, 
composed of two competent naval officers, one competent army officer, and two 
competent persons from civil life, whose duty it shall be to select a suitable site, 
having due regard to commercial and naval interests, for a dry dock at some 
point on the Pacific Ocean or— , 

In the disjunctive— 


the waters connected therewith, north of the parallel of latitude marking the 
northern boundary of California, including the waters of Puget Sound, and also 
Lakes Union and Washington, in the State of Washington. 

Keeping in mind the language of the act of Congress and looking at 
the report as it is divided, it is absolutely certain it seems to me, that 
where they use the expression, ‘‘ The Columbia River is the only har- 
bor on the Pacific coast,’’ they refer to the coast from the forty-second 
parallel to the Strait of Juan de Fuca, and that the Senator is not jus- 
tified in citing that part of their report as a statement upon the part 
of the commission that the only place they found on the Pacific coast, 
including Puget Sound, fit for a dry dock was at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River. I think that the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Washington [ Mr. Squire] is not only in harmony with the act of Con- 
gress, but it is in harmony with the report. 

I want to say, while Iam upon my feet, Mr. President, one thing in 
correction of what I submitted yesterday afternoon in a brief discussion 
of this subject. It seems to me that this commission did not at all 
travel, in the conclusion to which they came, out of the act of Congress 


which constituted their letter of attorney. They were authorized to 
select adry dock. They came to the conclusion that no point was fit 
for a dry dock, as they stated in their report, ‘‘ for commercial and naval 
purposes,’’ unless it was also fit for a naval station. The Senatorfrom 
Maine may disagree with their decision as to what is necessary to con- 
stitute an eligible site for a dry dock. He may be of opinion, and he 
may be right, that there may be found a place perfectly fit for a dry 
dock which would not be at all suitable for a naval station in addition. 
That isa difference of opinion. If this commission were of opinion, 
as they report they were, that no place there was fit for a dry dock for 
commercial and naval purposes unless it was also suitable for a naval 
station, they not only the right to take that into account in se- 
lecting a location for a dry dock, but it was their duty to do so. 

This commission was made up of able men, men whose patriotism 
would not be questioned for a moment—ex-Senator Platt, ex-Secretary 
of the Navy Thompson, Captain Selfridge, andothers. They went there 
under authority of Congress to select and report upon a place which 
they regarded as fit for a dry dock to serve commercial and naval pur- 
poses alike. If they thought that in that distant region, as they re- 
port, no place was suitable for a dry dock to subserve the interests of 
commerce and of the Navy, except one which would be fit also for a 
naval station, they may have committed an error of judgment; they 
may have taken into consideration the navy yard element erroneously, 
but it can not be said to be a departure from the authority given to 
them by Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me tell him just what that lan- 
guage means ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the Chair). Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The languageis not claimed to bedubious. The Pres- 
ident is authorized to appoint a commission, describing of whom it 
shall consist, ‘‘whose duty it shall be to select a suitable site, having 
due regard to the commercial and naval interests, for a dry dock ’’ at 
some point. Now, that was language of exclusion when it was framed, 
and I ought to know about that. Why wasit putin? There was no 
mystery about the situation either in the mind of the naval officers or 
of the Secretary at that time. 

One commission had been appointed. It had exhausted its author- 
ity, and had reported in favor of considering the location of a navy 
yard, and that proposition came before the committee. That proposi- 
tion had no friends; it would never get its nose above water; and the 
proposition was to strike it out entirely and leave it, because nobody 
wanted a navy yard. This report has not been made in the dark. This 
report was spread upon the public records, was printed, and brought 
to the committee. The committee proposed to leave it out entirely— 
to do nothing about it. 

Then the Senator from Washington declared that the purpose that 
was more sought for there than anything else was not a navy yard, 
but he said let the committee make a proposition that shall cover a 
dry dock and a dry dock alone, and the language was wrought out for 
that purpose as language of exclusion, to cause to entirely disappear 
from the consideration of the new commission the considerations that 
had affected the old commission. Why was it put in at all unless it 
was to exclude from the new commission every consideration of a navy 

ard? 
r Mr. HISCOCK. Why did you putin the other language, then, which 
is not language of exclusion? 

Mr. HALE, Because the dry dock was to be used both in the in- 
terest of the ships of the Navy and in the interest of the commercial 
marine. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But it does not state that; it says, ‘‘ having due 
regard to naval interests.’’ 

Mr. HALE. But that comes in between the words—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to this fact, 
not knowing the surroundings which he has stated, without any prej- 
udices in respect to this question either one way or the other. The 
distinguished Senator from Florida [Mr, CALL], the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], and my humble self, reading 
this language, differ with him entirely in respect to the construction 
to be put upon it. Then why might not the commission ? 

Mr. HALE. It was the duty of the commission to, I have no doubt 
that they did, possess themselves of the history of this matter. Here 
was a board that had considered the navy-yard proposition, and every- 
body rejected it. A new board was then created for an entirely dis- 
tinct purpose, and lan of exclusion was employed. It could not 
be made plainer by any use of the English language. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask him, 
assuming that his construction is the proper one, and that the inves- 
tigation of this commission was confined strictly to the location of a 
dry dock, and two points were found equally available for that pur- 
pose, or approximately so, the one of which would be available for a 
navy yard or a naval station as well, the otber of which would not be 
so available, in view of the fact that tho we need no additional 
navy yard now, neither the Senator from ine, nor I, nor anyone 
else can tell what the future necessities of the country may be, would 
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not every consideration of propriety prompt the selection of that site 
which was equally available for a dry dock and equally available fora 
naval station ? 

Mr. HALE. That might be so, but for the fact that Congress was 
considering a proposition that was to put its foot upon the considera- 
tion of a navy yard. Thatis the only reason why this provision is in 
here. If a navy yard was to be considered, which includes a dry dock 
and everything else, the old report wasample enough. That went into 
the whole question, and they considered the building up of a largees- 
tablishment, including dry docks and everything else, an entire navy 
yard. What Congress sought to do was to put that all away, to stamp 
it under foot, and confine it to a dry dock alone and nothing else. To 
me it is unaccountable that any gentlemen upon that commission, 
knowing the history of this matter as they must have known it, know- 
ing that they were going thereand following in the trail of a commission 
which Congress had rebuked by providing for a new commission for a 
new purpose, should have set out by declaring that they would not con- 
sider the question of the location of a dry dock unless they connected it 
with the location of a navy yard. 

I do not say that it implies any want of patriotism. The general 
tendency of military officers is to get more establishments. The ofli- 
cers of the Army and of the Navy want more navy yards. Civilians 
do not agree with them. I wish in this case that the two eminent -ci- 
vilians, whom we all know to be eminently practical men, who were 
members of that commission, had had more to do with this matter, 
had stayed there during all the proceedings, and had considered the sub- 
ject from the civilian side. But the army officers and the navy ofli- 
cers want more navy yards, and to them it was not a matter of much 
account that Congress had put under foot the navy-yard proposition, 
and was sending them out on an entirely new quest with the line of 
demarkation made as clear where they could travel as it seems to me 
possible for language to make it. Of course it might have been put in 
terms that they should not consider the question of a navy yard; but 
that was thought not to be needed. Wedonot put in negatives of that 
kind. But it was certainly intended to send the commission upon a 
dry-dock search and nothing else. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, the history of this precedent legis- 
lation I suppose is known to very few Senators. The attitude of the 
Committee on Appropriations upon the question of building up a navy 
yard there, I undertake to say, is new to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it is, but it ought to have been known to 
the members of the commission. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am notcertain that the members of the commis- 
sion ought to beheld chargeable with the attitude or views of the mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations upon this question, especially 
if it was not the subject of debate in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. But ought they not to have known the previous his- 
tory, that another board had been there and had marked out a site for 
a navy yard, and that Congress had then come in with this distinctive 
proposition? Is it possible that they could have embarked in their 
work without knowing that? 

Mr. SPOONER, The other commission, it seems from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Maine, had kept mainly, if not entirely, in 
mind only the establishment of a new navy yard; they had subordi- 
nated the question of the selection of a dry dock; they had devoted 
themselves entirely to considering the availability of a site for the es- 
tablishment ofa navy yard. Congress was not prepared at that time, 
and is not prepared to-day, to provide for a great naval estab- 
lishment on that coast, although I think the time will come, and it is 
not far distant, when the opinion of Congress upon that subject will 


_8o created by this additional legislation another commis- 
sion, and the act of Congress under which the commission was charged 
with that duty is its source of authority. The commission were to look 
to the act of to find their measure of power and the measure 
of their duty; it seems to me that, having in mind the act of Con- 
gress and even keeping in mind the history of the former board and the 
attitude of Congress in relation to the question of a naval establish- 
ment there, this commission did precisely what it hai a right to do, 
and traveled in no degree whatever outside of the authority which Con- 
gress had given them. They werecharged with the duty of ‘‘selecting 
a sites site, having due regard to the commercial and naval inter- 
es c. 

Mr. HALE. A site for what? 
Mr. SPOONER, ‘‘ Commercial and naval interests;’’ that is, upon 


a distant and im t coast of the United States, at a point far re- 
mote from any existing navy . Theexpression ‘‘ having due regard 
to the commercial and naval interests’’ is a broad one; it is a large 


one; and the Senator can not maintain the ition that if they 
found two sites, one adequate for a dry dock only, and the other equally 
eligible for a dry dock and in addition eligible fora naval station, they 
should not take that into account to govern them in their selection. 
That is what they did. The Senator may be right and they may be 
wrong; he may say that their judgment as to what is necessary to con- 
stitute on that coast and in that situation a fit location for a dry dock 
is not what his would be, or is not what the judgment of his committee 
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would be; but that is a mere difference of opinion as to the elements 
which enter into the question. 

As the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] said, and it isall ina 
nutshell, if the commission found a site suitable for adry dock merely, 
it is not against that site or its eligibility that it also combines the ad- 
vantages as a site for a naval station. They say: 

- After a careful consideration of the law creating the commission, in view of 
1e fact— 

You see here what was in the minds of the commission. You see 
here that their attention was attracted to the language of the act, that 
they were to select asite for a dry dock to subserve the commercial and 
naval interests of the United States in that important and remote re- 
gion— 

After a careful consideration of the law creating the commission, in view of 
the fact that it is required to select a site with due regard to commercial and 
naval interests, it was the unanimous opinion of the commission that no site 
should be chosen that does not embrace the necessary requirements of a naval 
station 

One sufficient in all respects for a dry dock, if that alone is to be con- 
structed, and also embracing the necessary facilities for a naval station. 

They were not confined to the coast. As I have stated, the act of 
Congress says distinctly that they are to select a site upon the waters 
of the Pacific Ocean or upon the waters connected therewith, includ- 
ing Puget Sound and Lake Washington. They examined the coast 
from the forty-second parallel, they say, to the Strait of Juan de Fuca, 
and they found but one place available for a dry dock, and that was 
the Columbia River. But they were not confined to that, They then 
went to the connecting waters, including Puget Sound, as they were 
expressly authorized by the act todo, and there they found a site which 
they say is suitable for a dry dock, and in addition to thatis suitable 
for a naval station. 

Now, this proposition is to locate and purchase the necessary ground 
at the point indicated by this commission for the construction of a dry 
dock, and the Government owning the land decided by the commission 
to be necessary, leaving it to the developments of the future to guide 
Congress in determining whether at that point it will or will not locate 
a naval station or a navy yard, if there be a distinction between the 
two. ; 

I have said this much, Mr. President, because yesterday afternoon I 
was led rather to fall into the line of debate which assumed that these 
commissioners had gone outside of their authority under the act of 
Congress; but, after a more careful examination of the act and their 
proceedings, I am convinced that they kept strictly and completely 
within their power, and within the discretion which a plain and clear 
construction of the act of Congress vested in them. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I appeal to Senators to consider the sit- 
uation in which we are placed with the important measures that ought 
to receive the attention of the Senate in the few days that remain, and 
not to needlessly prolong this debate. It has all been very instructive 
and some of it entertaining, but it seems to me that the Senate must be 
in possession at the present time ofall the facts in relation to this single 
amendment. It is not an essential amendment to the naval appropri- 
ation bill. It is only interesting to certain localities, and the two sites 
have been very ably presented here. 

I can do nothing more than to appeal to Senators to let the Senate 
take a vote now upon the proposition whether this dry dock shall be 
settled, as it is by this amendment of the Senator from Washington, 
or left, under certain restrictions, to the discretion of the Secretary, as 
provided by the amendment reported in the bill; but to go further and 
to advertise the charms of that coast, which all of us admit, and the 
merits of the particular localities, it seems to me now is consuming 
valuable time that might be better employed in the consideration of 
the business details of the bill. That is all that Ican say. Senators, 
as a matter of course, will follow their own judgment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mc. President, I have thought for some time that the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Maine would have been very 
well, when we have been discussing the powers of this board, as to 
whether they had exceeded their authority, and all that sort of thing, 
incidentally connected with the pending amendment. It is a com- 
paratively immaterial matter what the powers of the board were; it is a 
comparatively immaterial matter what the board have reported. The re- 
port is not binding upon Congress, There never was any understand- 
ing that the report should be adopted when it was made, that is, that 
the commission were to fix finally and conclusively so as to bind Con- 
gress and the Department as to the selection of a point for a dry dock 
or @ naval station. 

But what is the situation? A board was appointed to go to that 
coast and select a site for a naval station for the Northwest. They 
went and performed that duty. The Senators from Washington are 
not satisfied with it, although it was located upon Puget Sound. Ob- 
jections came to Congress as to the location from every point on the 
sound, and the Senator who has charge of the bill knows that while 
he heard a great many objections to the location, probably he did not 
hear anything in its favor at the time he was upon that coast when 
the selection was first made. 

a was modified, and Congress at the last session pro- 
vided for another board to locate a dry dock. They were embarrasse1 
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with the report of the previous commission, which contemplated a 
naval station, and they seem to have considered it as their duty in se- 
leeting a dry dock to select a location which would bea part of a greater 
scheme for a naval station, and they have recommended this same place, 
this out-of-the-way place, Port Orchard, which is a mere name. It is 
not a town, it is not a considerable settlement, it is not upon a channel 
that is used ordinarily for commerce on the sound, butis inconvenient 
for every place on the sound for commercial purposes. 

I tell the Senator from Washington that if the people of Washing- 
ton understood that this proposition was simply for a dry dock, there 
is not a town on the sound but would send its protest here against the 
location at Port Orchard. The amendment proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations would allow the Secretary of the Navy to locate 
it at Port Townsend, where vessels, as they come in from the Strait of 
Jaan de Fuca, would always find a dry dock available. Or he might 
locate it in the immediate vicinity —— 

Mr. ALLEN rose. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me proceed now that time seems to be so impor- 
tant. Or he might locate it in the immediate vicinity of Seattle, and 
I doubt not that every commercial interest there would be in favor of 
the location at that point. Or he might locate it near Tacoma, and 
everybody in Tacoma would be in favor of it. But certainly it would 
be very inconvenient to put it at some out-of-the-way place, where ves- 
sels would have to get up steam and weigh anchor in order to get there 
and take the benefit of it, instead of having it located at some one of 
the ports where they call and discharge freight and passengers. All 
the passenger boats call at the principal points I have named up and 
down the sound, 

i undertake to say, Mr. President, that, considered merely for com- 
mercial purposes, the board that was appointed never would have lo- 
cated it at Port Orchard, and there is not a commercial body on the 
coast that would favor Port Orchard as the location foradry dock. If 
it is the intention of Congress not to have a naval station, but to have 
a dry dock for commercial purposes and forthe benefit of naval vessels 
that may be docked and repaired there, thege is not a single thing really 
that can be said in favor of Port Orchard as a proper location. 

But whatis proposed by the Senator from Washington ? Thatthe Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall be left to choose between Puget Sound and the 
Columbia River? No. If the proposition weresimply that theappro- 
priation should be expended on Puget Sound it would not be so bad. 
But, selecting this one place, this out-of-the-way place, this place which 
may be very suitable for a great naval station and very inappropriate 
for adry dock, he insists that Congress shall take the responsibility of 
saying that this dry dock shall go to that particular point, notwith- 
standing theinterests of commerce would not be subserved by it, instead 
of leaving it to the Secretary of the Navy to say, if it goes upon Puget 
Sound, to what point it shall 

Sir, I have the interests of the commercial people on Paget Sound at 
heart, I have at heart the interests of the people of Port Townsend, 
Seattle, and Tacoma, and other points on the sound engaged in com- 
merce, when I say that I want the Secretary of the Navy to determine, 
if we are merely to constract a dry dock, at what pointit shall be located. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to say, in answer to the Senator 
from Oregon, that not one single word or syllabie have I had from any 
source within the State of Washington except that of acqui- 
escence in theselection made. Not one single objection me from 
any place, so far as I aminformed, and I feel that I have the authority to 
speak for the people of my State. They aresatisfied, and they are only 
hopeful that Congress will act upon the report of the commission and 
make this location and secure the dry dock. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, let us have a vote, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington. [Putting the question.] The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wasecalled). I havea general pair with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Barpour]. Ido not see him in the 
Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent on 
aceount of illness. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. PIERCE. I understand that the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
CARLISLE], with whom I am paired, would vote “‘yea’’ if here, and 
therefore 1 vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST. I am paired with the junior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLU .¥ If he were present, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should 
vote ‘ 

Mr. GORM AN. Has the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] re- 
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quested me to pair with him to-day on this question. 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
I see he has not voted, | withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). -Has more 
than a quorum voted? If so, I intend to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that a quorum 
has voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I withdraw my vote, announcing my pair 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] re- 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. Ishouid vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. The Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GoRMAN ] is paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SAN- 
DERS]. The Senator from Maryland and I have arranged to transfer 
pairs, so that he is at liberty to vote and I am at liberty to vote, the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] being paired under that 


If he were pres- 


I have a gen- 
As 


He is not recorded. 


arrangement with the Senator from Montana [Mr.SANDERS]. I vote 
“ec yea.’ . 
Mr. GORMAN. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 
Mr. HARRIS. I was going to suggest to the Senator from New 


York [Mr. Hiscock], who withdrew his vote, that he and I transfer 
our pairs; but I do not see him in his seat at this moment. 

Mr. DIXON. Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS } 
that we transfer our pairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island is paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]? 

Mr. DIXON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HARRIS. Very well, we will transfer our pairs and vote Ef 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—H. 
Aldrich, Casey, Hale, Squire, 
Allen, Chandler, Harris, Stewart, 
Bate, Coke, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Cullom, Manderson, Teller, 
Blackburn, Davis, Pasco, Vance, 
Blair, Dixon, Pierce, Washburn, 
Call, Edmunds, Power, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Farwell, Pugh, 
Oarey, Gray, Spooner, 
NAYS—12, 
Allison, Frye, Hawley, Reagan, 
Coekrell, e, MePherson, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Gorman, Mitchell, Turpie. 
ABSENT—42. 
Barbour, Gibson, Moody, Sherman, 
Hampton, Morgan, Shoup, 

Brown, Hearst, Morrill, Stanford, 
Butler, Higgins, Paddock, Vest, 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Payne, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hoar, — Walthall, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Platt, Warren 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, uay, Wilson of Md. 
Evarts, Kenna, nsom, 
Faulkner, McConnell, Sanders, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the at line 12, on 15. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 

appropriations for “‘new Naval Observatory,’’ on page 21, line 5, after 

ven word “ superintendent,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert “ fif- 
;”? and in line 6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ for Gov- 

poneleubaabpiael toolhouse $5,000; ’’ so as to read: 

For official residence of the superintendent, $15,000; for Government stable 
and toolhouse, $5,000; for grading, macadamizing, and guttering roads around 
new Naval Observatory building, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
in theappropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Provisions and Clothing,’’ on page 
23, line 14, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: 


And all gue hereafter purchased with moneys appropriated for any 
branch of naval establishment be pu , and issued for 
consumption or tne or use — to the provisions contained in the act making ap- 

rere June 30, 1890, in reference to sup- 
vues mann soustaes for and on 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
at the beginning of page 32, to insert: 


Sale of single-turreted monitor or monitors: The Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby authorized to sell one or more of the old single-turreted reecieee the 
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rice or prices to be paid for said monitor or monitors to be determined by 4 
rd of officers of the Navy appointed by the Secretary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sumed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iwas out of the Chamber when we just reached 
a point in the bill thatI desire to have amendefl. It is the clause with 
regard to the single-turreted monitor or monitors. I wish to offer an 
amendment in line 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has been adopted, 
but there will be no objection to the Senator’s amendment being treated 
as in order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, the vote can be regarded as reconsidered 
for the purpose of putting itin. 1 wish to confine the sale of these 
single-turreted monitors to one monitor. 

Mr. HALE. Thenthe Senatorcan strike out the words ‘‘or more.’’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. I propose to strike out the words ‘‘ or more,’’ 
and then make the remainder of the section conform also, in line 3 
striking out ‘‘or prices’’ and in line 4 the words ‘‘or monitors.’’ 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing that that shall be done. It can be done 
by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. So as to read—— 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for reading it. 
words ‘‘or more’’ and ‘‘ or prices. ’’ 

The SECRETARY. 
more;’’ in line 3, after the word “‘ prices,’’ strike out ‘“or prices;’’ 
and, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ monitor,’’ strike out ‘‘or monitors.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in tie appropriations for 
‘‘Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Naval Academy,’’ on page 
36, line 2, after the word ‘* making,’’ to strike out ‘‘appropriation’’ 
and insert ‘‘ appropriations for the naval service;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For continuing the grading and improvement of the property condemned un- 
der act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and the adjacent ground, and for the improvement of the water 
front thereof, $15,000, which sum shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
in the appropriations for ‘‘ Marine Corps,’’ on page 40, to strike out 
lines 8, 9, and 10, as follows: 

For purchase of one Gatling revolving gun complete and one Hotchkiss re- 
volving gun complete, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 1, before the word “‘alter- 
ations,’’ to strike out ‘“‘erection;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
game alterations and repair of marine barracks at Mare Island, California, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 5, to reduce the total 
amount of the appropriation for Marine Corps from ‘$950,530.42 to 
**$945, 530.42.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, and read to line 8, 
on 44. 

tr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the text of 
the bill, providing for the increase of the Navy. Would the Senator 
prefer that the committee’s amendments be first acted upon and then 
return to that part of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let the reading be first finished. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I reserve my right, then, to return to the para- 
graph just read. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senater’s right will be reserved. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the ing of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments of the 
committee? 

Mr. HALE. No, the committee has no further amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will then recognize the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ihave two or three amendments to offerfirst. I 
have one here to offer that I think the committee will have no objection 
to, which I think perhaps ought to come in on page 3 under the head of 
** Pay, miscellaneous.’’ I see no other place where it would come in 
better. I will send it to the desk and have it read. Let it come in at 
the end of line 7 on page 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 3, after line 7, insert: 

That when oy person in the United States Navy shall have served therein 


as an enlisted man or as an appointed petty officer, or both 
he by making application to the President, ann, on the retired list 
created, the rank or rating held by him at the date of retirement, 
and he shall thereafter receive 75 per cent. of the pay and allowances of the rank 
or rating upon which be was retired. 


The reading of the bill will be re- 


Strike out the 


- 
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Mr. ALLISON. That amendment is notin order, 
of order on it that it is legislation. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say that this proviso is contained in 
a bill which has already passed the Senate, I think, if not at this ses- 
sion of Congress at the last session. It is a matter which has been 
brought before the Senate, and I infer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey will 
address himself, if he please, to the point of order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam addressing myself to the point of order. 
I say it isa provision which has already passed the Senate in Senate 
bill 539. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis general legislation, notwithstanding. We can 
not insert in an appropriation bill whatever measure may have passed 
the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; 
subject to the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I have another amendment to offer, the 
reserved one, in the provision for the increase of the Navy, which I 
will send to the desk and have read, to come in on page 43. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Caier CLERK. On page 43, beginning with the word “‘ one,’’ 
in line 11, strike out all down to and including the words ‘‘ knots,’’ in 
line 15, in the following words: 

One protected cruiser of about 7,300 tons displacement, at a cost, exclusive of 


armament, not to exceed $2,750,000, tohave a maximum speed of not less than 
21 knots 
2 " 


And in lieu thereof insert: 


Three harbor-defense turtle-back monitors, each mounting two 13-inch breech- 
loading steel rifles and two 5-inch rapid-fire guns, protected by a deflective tur- 
ret; the vessels to be of such design as will venaerthems capable of great maneu- 
vering power, and not to exceed 3,000 tons displacement, with'a speed not less 
than 15 knots per hour, and drawing not more than L5 feet of water, at a cost, 
exclusive of armament, not to exceed $4,000,000, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERson ]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr, President, my amendment proposes to strike 
out the increase proposed in the bill and to substitute for it three of 
the monitor types for harbor-defense vessels, and the reason for it is 
given in the report of the Secretary of the Navy himself. If you will 
turn to the report of the Secretary of the Navy for 1890, on page 17, 
you will find that we already have seventeen cruisers either completed 
or in a condition approaching completion. We have quite as many of 
that class of vessels as are really needed by the Government until we 
secure something else in the shape of harbor-defense vessels or fighting 
ships. 

It will be noticed further, by reference to the report of which I speak, 
that we have only four or five monitor ships or harbor-defense vessels 
of any kind. Of the three battle ships appropriated for last year, I do 
not know that one has ever yet been contracted for. Therefore it will 
take three or four years before they will be completed. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate directly to this proposition, 
whether, with seventeen cruising ships now built or approaching com- 
pletion, we shall leave our coast and harbors entirely undefended and 
appropriate an additional sum of money for more cruising ships? It 
seems to me exceedingly unwise. By reference to the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, on page 37, it will be seen that he speaks of 
these seagoing battle ships, and he says in connection therewith: 

And with a suitable proportion of harbor-defense ships, cruisers, and gun- 


boats, would put the coasts of the United States in a position where they might 
be free from all anxiety as to the consequences of attack from abroad. 


Now, I turn to page 38 of his report, where he states, in language 
stronger and better than I can use, the condition of our harbors, un- 
defended as they are, and asks for some additional ships in the shape 
of harbor-defense vessels. He says: 


Whatever line of construction Congress should now deem it best to follow up, 
the Department would draw especial attention to the necessities of the most 
vulnerable points along the coast, with a view of providing, as far as possible, 
for the protection of the enormous interests at stake in those localities. The 
stretch of coast from Fortress Monroe to Boston contains four large cities, one 
of them a vast aggregation of cities, the storehouses of national wealth, which 
to-day is entirely accessibletoanenemy. The defense of these four commereial 
seaports is a problem of vital interest to the whole United States. The States 
of Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, Maryland, and Virginia are perhaps nearest to the danger, but a danger 
that threatens the coast and seaports of these States is a danger to the whole 
country. Any measure upon which these localities unite Congress could not 
fail to adopt. 

There is no other iastance in the world at the present time of so much wealth 
in so exposed a situation. To protect it requires a combination of guns afloat 
and gunson land. Especially at that angle made by the shores of New Eng- 
land and New Jersey, the junetion of internal and external! lines of communi- 
cation, where so much of the world’s commerce ce nters, should every reason- 
able precaution be taken to prevent the entrance of a hostile force. he pecu- 
liar configuration of Long Island Sound, with the harbors and bays affording 
shelter in its neighborhood, the whole forming a highly advantageous base of 
operations for a maritime assailant, is such that no enemy’s fleet should ever 
be allowed to gain an entrance therein. 


He states further: 


The harbor of New York at the present time is entirely defenseless. The 
forts at the Narrows would offer no obstruction to the entrance of afleet. Any 
vessel, whatever hersize or character, armed with the modern &inch guns— 


I make the point 
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which, be it remembered, are far from being the heaviest guns afloat—could 
lie out of range of the forts and destroy them, As for Long Island Sound, it has 
no forts worthy of the name, and the entrance to the East River by that route 
is as unobstructed as the Narrows 

Andsoon, I need not read further, except to give the idea of the 
Secretary. I shall call attention to one or two more points. He says 
further in his report: 

Both battle ships and harbor-defenders are still far too few in number to meet 
the urgent necessities of the situation, 

The type of ship which the Department would suggest for purely local pur- 
poses is an enlarged Puritan— 

Which is a monitor-type ship, and exactly the described ship which 
Iam asking to have incorporated in the bill, although that is a ship of 
some 6,000 tons displacement, The ships which I have proposed to 
build are 3,000 tons, and because of the following statement found in 
the Secretary’s report: 

It isaserious question, however, whether greater advantages would not be 
gained by distributing the guns in two vessels instead of one, 

Mr. President, I propose to discontinue for this year the building of 
any more cruising ships. As I said, the Secretary’s report tells us 
that we have already seventeen cruising ships, many of them completed, 
some in a state nearly approaching completion, and the money which 
I propose to appropriate for building the three harbor-defense ships is 
scarcely a million dollars in excess of that required for the building of 
a single cruiser. 

As I said yesterday, I have no desire to prevent the building of more 
cruising ships at a proper time, but it does seem to me, in view of this 
report of the Secretary of the Navy, stating as he does in graphic lan- 
guage the utterly defenseless condition of all our seaports, now to post- 
pone the building of ships suitable for the protection of our seaports is 
a mistake which almost approaches a crime. 

Ido not wish to delay the passage of the bill by the Senate, and 
therefore! shall not take any more time unless it is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. HALE. I did not make the point of order, for I saw the Sena- 
tor wanted to present certain considerations; but I now make the point 
of order that the amendment is an increase of appropriation, that it is 
a new item, and not reported by any standing committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not think that the point of order will lie 
against theamendment. I simply propose to strike out an appropriation 
which has already been reported by a committee and to substitute for 
it something else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the point 
of order on the amendment as proposed, to strike out and insert, is well 
taken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not understand the ruling of the Chair. 
Does he sustain the chairman of the committee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
matter proposed by the Senator from New Jersey to be inserted is ont 
of order, as not having been referred to a standing or select committee 
of the body beforeit was offered. So theSenator’s amendment to strike 
out and insert the matter out of order isitself out of order. Of course 
the Senator can move to strike out any matter in the text of the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not wish to strike out unless I can insert 
at the same time. I have no desire to prevent the building of acruiser 
if that be the desire of the Department and of the Senate to proceed 
in further addition to our naval force, but it seems to me to be the 
most unwise policy in the world to pursue that system in the absence 
of anythingin theshape of harbor-defense vessels. I shall not, however, 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are therefurther amendments tothe 
bill as in Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The motion of the Senator from New Jersey 
which has been ruled out on the point of order brings distinctly before 
the Senate the fact that the construction of harbor-defense vessels ot 
the monitor type is the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
as contained in his annual report, on page 37, and from that point on 
to the end of the report. The Secretary, as I understand the report, 
does not recommend the construction of the large protected cruiser 
which has been incorporated in the bill in the House of Represent- 
atives, and which is accepted by the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions; that is to say the other House has seen fit to construct an addi- 
tional protected cruiser of large size and great speed, at an ex ot 
$2,750,000, and has not seen fit to insert in the bill any provision for 
the construction of harbor-defense vessels such as the Secretary of the 
Navy describes and such as he recommends should be constructed. 

I regret, Mr. President, that the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey is not in order; and I regret that there is not incorpocuted 
in this bill some provision for harbor-defense vessels. The three bat- 
tle ships which were authorized at the last session of Congress are con- 
ceived by the Navy Department to be adapted not only to cruising at 
sea for attack upon an enemy’s fleet, but also as being useful as har- 
bor-defense vesse!s, and I think it may be granted that the conception 
of the Department is a wise one, 

I was opposed to the construction of eight of the vessels, but entirely 
content with the construction of three which were authorized at the 
last session and which are now undergoing construction. I think that 
farther construction in that direction should not proceed, but that we 
should, either at this session of Congress or at the next, begin the con- 
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struction of some purely harbor-defense ships, such as the Secretary of 
the Navy recommends at this session and such as the Senator from New 
Jersey favors the construction of. 

But such seems not to be the opinion of the House of Representatives 
and such seems not to be the opinion of the Senate committee at this 
time. At all events a proposition to build these harbor-defense vesse|s 
is not now in order, and therefore the judgment of the Senate can not 
be invoked upon the proposition. 

I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill as to the provision 
on page 44, which repeals the authority given under the act of March 
2, 1889, for the construction of an armored steel cruising monitor ot 
not less than 3,000 tons displacement, at a cost not exceeding $1,500, - 
000, exclusive of armament. I desire to be informed what that ship 
is, and I also wish the Senator to inform the Senate whether in esti- 
mating the amount of $16,000,000 now provided in the bill for the in- 
crease of the Navy there has been deducted this saving of $1,500,000, 
or whether appropriating the $16,607,000 for the increase of the Navy 
in the bill increases by the bill the total amount in all which in late 
years has been appropriated for ships, or whether there is to be credited 
upon that large amount this saving of $1,500,000. - 

Mr. HALE. While the surmise that rests in the mind of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, that the $16,000,000 appropriation should 
really be credited with $1,500,000 saved in not completing this ship, 
is correct, we really do not increase the $16,000, 000, taking it altogether, 
but that sum should be credited with $1,500,000 so saved. 

The ship that this bill strikes out was designed in rather a novel 
fashion, was known as the ‘‘Thomas’’ ship. It has been the despair 
of the Navy Department ever since it was offered. Nobody has been 
able to carry out the design on which it was first based, and nobody 
has ever ventured to go forward and spend any money upon it with 
the chance of its being an absolute failure. There is no blame rest- 
ing upon anybody with reference to it. The gentlemen who had her 
design in mind undoubtedly believed that she could be developed into 
a fine naval structure, but like a great many conceptions of the human 
mind applied to intricate subjects, when it was sought to build up 
something practical out of it, failure resulted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. The inventors or would-beinventors of naval vessels and Various 
contrivances which are to add to the offensive and defensive armament 
of the country are very apt to insist that the officers of the War and 
Navy Departments are unwilling to take cognizance of their inven- 
tions, are unwilling to do anything with them, are jealous of them, 
and are not disposed to accord to them fair treatment. I ask the Sen- 
ator in relation to this cruiser, for which $1,500,000 was appropriated, 
exclusive of armament, whether the officers of the Navy Department 
engaged in designing and constructing vessels were disposed to take 
the idea of this gentleman and from that construct a proper ship, if 
they could do so, or whether they showed unworthy jealousy of the 
wonderful invention of this civilian inventor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, my observation about such matters has 
been that the way of the inventor in seeking to get into one of the 
military departments of the Government with an invention of his own 
is rather a hard one. I think that the tendency is to look with dis- 
favor upon new projects that are suggested. I think perhaps it may 
be a natural tendency. There are so many things brought to the at- 
tention both of the War and the Navy Department by men who are 
cranks, who believe that they havea conception which covers grandeur 
and beauty and utility, when it possesses none of these qualities, and 
because so many of these things have no substantial basis, there is at 
first among the officers of both these establishments a feeling of preju- 
dice. I do not think that goes so far as to prevent any real invention 
getting due consideration in most cases. 

In the case particularly which the Senator from New Hampshire has 
asked about, the Navy Department gave it rather a welcome than other- 
wise. The bureau officers, the Secretary, and everybody who had any- 
thing to do with it always had more confidence in it, I am bound to 
say, than I had. After Congress had adopted it and had supplied the 
money to pay the bills for building it, a great deal of time and labor 
and effort was spent in the Navy Department in trying to work out 
the original designs of the gentleman who was at the bottom of it; but, 
notwithstanding they tried, they failed because it was not capable of 
being brought into good condition for a naval ship. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand the Senator to say that the 
bureau officers reluctantly gave up the ship, and they did not surren- 
der it and advise the repeal of the authority from any jealousy of this 
civilian inventor? 

Mr. HALE. Precisely the reverse of that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment to comein at the end of line 
2, on 46, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 46, at the end of line 2, it is proposed 
to insert: 

Provided, That no portion of the moneys appropriated for the use of the De- 
partment under this or any previous act shall be used for the purchase of, or 


ment for, armor or Ee steel, unless the same shall have been submitted to 
public competition by Department by advertisement. 


Mr. HALE. This amendment is not in any way necessary to ac- 
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complish the purpose sought by the Senator from Maryland. The ques- 
tion arose in committee before the bill was reported, and afterwards I 
examined carefully the old statutes in reference to advertising and in 
reference to materials. For two or three years we put upon every naval 
appropriation bill the distinctive provision that the material should be 
of American manufacture and we provided the methods of advertising 
and of making contracts; but by the act which was approved August 
3, 1886, all thissubject-matter was goneinto very thoroughly and funda- 
mentally, and provisions were made coyering the methods of making 
contracts, advertising, bidding, and for domestic materials. Since then 
every naval appropriation bill which has passed has referred to that 
act and has declared that the vessels should be constructed subject to 
the provisions of that act, as is done in this bill in reference to the great 
fast cruiser. 

And in the construction of said vessel all of the provisions of the act of August 
3, 1886, entitled ‘“‘An act to increase the naval establishment,’’ asto materials for 
said vessel, its engines, boilers,and machinery, the contract under which it is 
built, the notice of any proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, specifications 
therefor, and the method of executing said contract, shall be observed and fol- 
lowed. 

Since the act of 1886 every appropriation for new ships has contained 
that clause. Therefore, when we come to appropriate the money, as 
we do piecemeal from year to year, it is not necessary to insert any 
clause about the expenditure of the money. Every ship, in other 
words, which has been authorized, at the time of its authorization, was 
put under the provision of the act of August 3, 1886, and not the stroke 
of a hammer can be made, not a single pound of iron or of wood or of 
steel can be massed together in her construction, except under the pro- 
visions of that act. 
years, when it has made appropriations for ships already authorized, 
inserted the amendment suggested by the Senator from Maryland. I 
see,the object of the Senator, and it is one with which I am in entire 
sympathy, but if he will look at the act of August 3, 1886, he will see 
that what he desires is provided for. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from Maine, in 
charge of the bill, will permitthe amendmentto be adopted. Atall 
events it willdono harm. I think he states the intention of Con- 
gress very clearly, and that that would be a proper construction of the 
act of 1886 and every act since; but the fact is—and I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Maine—— 

Mr. HALE. I am listening to the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. My attention was called to the subject after the 
committee had acted upon the bill, and I was informed that the De- 
partment, at least in one case, assumed the right to make contracts 
for the purchase of the steel and other material which was necessary 
for the vessels being constructed, without public advertisement and 
withont any competition whatever. The contracts were made origi- 
naily after due advertisement. The bids were made, and of course 
the contract was awarded to the lowest bidder. 

The Secretary of the Navy, on pages 18 and 19 of his report, speaks 
of the failure of the Bethlehem establishment to furnish the steel 
within the time required by their contract, and he shows how the De- 
partment was embarrassed by that failure. Afterwards negotiations 
were entered into with another firm which had the facilities for man- 
ufacturing it, and, as I understand, contracts to a large extent were 
made with Carnegie & Co. for a supply of this material without giving 
the opportunity for competition to others. I think, from all I hear of 
that transaction, that probably the Government did not suffer and it 
may have been that it was necessary for the Secretary of the Navy to 
pursue the course he did at the time. I have great confidence in the 
present Secretary, as I had in his predecessor; but the rule that Con- 
gress intended to adopt was that there should be competition in all 
these cases. That is the only way in which the Government can pro- 
tect itself, and it is the proper business way. 

The constraction to which I have referred having been given to the 
statute by the executive officers, that the power does exist, and they 
having so acted, I think it is very wise and very proper that we shall 
again put a provision im this bill providing that in each case where 
steel for guns or for armor is required by the Department they shall 
advertise and give everybody an opportunity to bid. The legislation 
from 1883 to the present time has resulted in creating, I think, three, 
if not four, great establishments in this country which are now pre- 
pared to enter into competition for this character of work. The Beth- 
lehem works at the time of the passage of the acts of 1885 and 1886 
was the only one probably in the country that had a sufficient plant 
even to make a proposal with any possibility or probability of comply- 
ing with the contract; but others have grown up since. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question 
for information ? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator speaks of the Bethlehem works, 
with which, I understand, the Government has made a very large con- 
tract for iron or for gun metal ready to be bored for guns, so to speak. 
Before the full amount of guns would be delivered to the Government 
under this contract, which Iam told extends perhaps for a year or two 
in the future, would not the amendment of the Senator have the effect 
of annulling or abrogating or superseding—perhaps that would be the 
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better word—that contract, and would that be a proper thing to do 
under the circumstances ? 

Mr. GORMAN, No, I donot understand that the amendment will 
supersede any contract which has been made. Every contract which 
has been made by the Department has been made in conformity with 
the actof 1886, which requires competition and several other acts have 
the same provision, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
ships and guns ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Only to the steel used for the construction of ships 
and the steel for the manufacture of guns. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It covers both? 

Mr.GORMAN. It covers both and does not interfere with any con- 
tract which has been made. On page 18 of the last report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy he states, beginning on page 17, that 


1820, the co 


Does your amendment refer only to ships or to 


In January, upany 


That is, the Bethlehem company 


stated that they would be ready to begin manufacture within six months, and 
would be able to deliver from 1,500 to 2,000 tons this year; but this prospect 
ended, like previous ones, in disappointment. In July the company said 
While the estimate, as stated in our letter of January 25, 1890, as to the time 
of beginning manufacture, was at fault, we are still expecting to commence 
within the next two months the manufacture of certain armor, for which we 
have received drawings and which we understand is now urgently needed, 
namely: The bulk-head plates of the Maine, the conning tower of the Terror, 
and the conning-tower communications of the Texas. As to the amount of 
es ¢ * we ex 
pected to be able to produce a considerable amount of thick plates with our 
present appliances, and added to this, if the protective deck plating covered by 
exhibit U of our specifications were now needed by the Department, we could 
arrange to have a considerable portion of it rolied elsewhere and brought to our 
works for shaping, tempering, and fitting, and thus also in good part fulfill our 


| statement as to the amount we could deliver during the present year. 


We are fully aware, however, that the deliveries above referred to are of the 
nature of temporary expedients, and that the end so earnestly desired by all 
parties concerned, and of paramount importance, namely, the completion of our 
hammer plant and the regular deliveries of the hammered and tempered plates 
for side armor, has been and will be delayed beyond our expectations. 

As is always the case in undertakings of such magnitude, the causes of delay 
have been numerous, and, while no “unforeseen contingences"’ have arisen of 


| such a pronounced nature as to lead us at the time to formally draw the alten. 


tion of the Department thereto, there have been several causes of serious delay 
which were beyond our control. 


Then the Secretary proceeds to say: 
The date now fixed for the entire completion of the plant 
So as to enable them to make this steel— 


is July-September, 1891, nearly two years after the contract time. 


o on . “ * « e 
As early as July last it became evident that the first 300 tUas of armor required 


by the Bethlehem contract would not be delivered prior to October 1, 1891. 


This contract was made in conformity with law and the amend- 
ment I have offered does not affect it in the slightest degree. So they 
continue failing to deliver as provided by the contract. 

On page 19 of the report the Secretary says: 


It therefore became imperative for the Government to obtain the co-opera- 
tion of anotber manufacturer and secure, as in the case of the gun forgings, 
the creation of a second plant for the manufacture of armor in the United 
States. 

Accordingly negotiations were opened with Messrs. Carnegie, Phipps & Co., 
the largest steel manufacturers in the United States, if not in the world, with 
a view to the establishment of another plant, and an agreement has been con- 
cluded with this firm for the manufacture of 6,000 tons of armor, at the same 
price as in the contract of 1887 with Bethlehem, to be of all steel or nickel steel}, 
at the option of the Department. The contract binds the firm to begin the de- 
livery of armor in June next and to deliver 500 tons per month thereafter. 

If both companies deliver at the maximum rate cailed for by the contracta it 


| will require over two years from July, 1891, to complete the manufacture of the 


EEE EERE 


armor required for the ships now authorized, and some of them will be ready 
for it in advance of the time. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to make au inquiry ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator if he does not understand that 
this new contract with Carnegie, Phipps & Co. is in effect a mere sub- 
contract under the Bethlehem Company. It appears from the clause 
from which the Senator has read that the Bethlehem contract was for 
about 14,000 tons and that the contract with Carnegie, Phipps & Co. 
is to be 6,000 tons. Is not thata contract which reduces the amount 
of the Bethlehem contract and constitutes a new contract with Carne- 
gie, Phipps & Co. at the same price and on the same terms, so that it 
was not necessary for the Secretary, if the Bethlehem Company released 
6,000 tons and transferred the contract to Carnegie, Phipps & Co. at 
the same price, to enter into a new advertisement before engaging in 
this contract? 

Mr. GORMAN. I said when I began that I was not reflecting upon 
the Secretary of the Navy at all. I take it for granted that he acted 
for the best interests of the Government, and so far as I know and am 
informed I have no question that it was a proper transaction relating 
to the interests of the public service. Therefore I am not reflecting 
upon the Secretary. But what I do say is this 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether that would not 
be entirely legal and proper? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not. That is my judgment. I do not be- 
lieve that Congress intended to give to any officer of the Government 
authority to make such an arrangement, but, at the same time, I do not 
care to discuss that matter. All I want to do is to provide in the fu- 
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ture, whenever a contract is made under appropriations made in this 
bill or any bill which has preceded it, that it shall be open to compe- 
tition by the public. | This is the sound business principle which should 
govern that proposition, in my judgment. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s amendment goes a great deal further 
than that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am perfectly content to make it that. I do not 
desire to go beyond that. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want, and I do not think the Senator would 
want, to lock up the money that is absolutely needed for carrying out 
these contracts, no matter when it had been appropriated. The amend- 
ment as offered by the Senator reads: 

That no portion of the moneys appropriated for the use of the Department 
under this or any previous act 


Covering not only the present and the future, but the past— 


shal! be used for the purchase of, or payment for, armor or gun steel, unless the 
same shall have been submitted to public competition. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will modify it so as to say ‘‘shall be hereafter.’’ 
I have no objection to a modification of the amendment. 

I understand the Senator from Maine to agree with me in the gen- 
eral proposition that no contract should be made unless there is public 
competition. I agree that the Bethlehem Company and probably 
Messrs. Carnegie, Phipps & Co. are to-day better prepared than any 
other two firms in the United States to supply this material; but there 
are at least two others who, if not prepared to-day, will be prepared 
within a year to supply a large portion of this material. 

The only way in which this great Department can be administered 
to thesatisfaction of the people of the country is to follow out theplain 
requirement of the act of 1886 and every act which we have passed 
since, giving full opportunity to compete for this work. The processes 
by which the steel is made have been improved and our workmen are 
becoming more skilled, and it is a fact perfectly well understood that 
the prices which are paid under the original contract with the Bethle- 
hem Company would be considered high to-day. 

The only criticism which can be made upon the action of the De- 
partment in taking from the Bethlehem Works the 6,000 tons of steel 
that had been contracted for in 1885 and 1886, and transferring it to 
another establishment three years later at the same price, is that, if it 
had been open to competition, probably the Government could have 
secured the same material at less price. From all that I have heard 
of the transaction and from all I know of it, it is my belief that the 
Secretary of the Navy acted in perfectly good faith in that matter, 
and under the circumstances, taking into consideration his desire to 
complete these vessels, it was probably the best thing for the Govern- 
ment that could be done at that time; but I think, as a rule, it ought 
not to obtain hereafter. 

There is no reason why we should place in the hands of any Secre- 
tary of the Navy the power to dispose of or contract for ten or fifteen or 
twenty million dollars’ worth of material, if there be so much—it is a 
very large amount—and, in my judgment, it would be radically wrong 
to do it without giving the public an opportunity to make bids. 

That is all there is in the amendment, at least that is all 1 intended 
by it. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL8] has criticised the verbi- 
age of it and thinks it would cover contracts already made by the 
Navy Department. I have no desire to do that. 

Mr. HALE. I think I have put it in a form that will answer the 
purpose of the Senator. I suggest that the amendment read in this 
way: 

Provided, That nocontract for the expenditure of any portion of the moneys 
appropriated for the use of the Department, under this or any subsequent act, 
shal! be made until the subject-matter of the same shall have been submitted tu 
public competition by the Department by advertisement. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN ]} accepts the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] as a substitute. It will be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill: 

Provided, That no contract for the expenditure of any portion of the moneys 
appropriated for the use of the Department, under this or any subsequent act, 


shall be made until the subject-matter of the same shall have n submitted to 
public competition by the Department by advertisement. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as modified. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the amendment by adding at 
the close of it, ‘‘ in accordance with existing law.’’ 

Mr. HALE. That is better, because the details are given by exist- 
ing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
modify his amendment as suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Ido not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to amend the amendment of the Senator from Maryland by 
adding the words ‘‘in accordance with existing law.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr, HALE. That would cover the details of advertising as tohow 


= contracts should be made. All that is provided for by existing 
aw. 

Mr. GORMAN, I understand that; but would not that open the 
door again to the construction, which I have already said was placed 
by the Department upon existing law, to transfer a part of a contract 
from one establishment to another? 

Mr. HALE, No, Ithink thatthe advertising is the essential thing 
in the proposition, and that the proposals would have to be advertised 
any way. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The existing law states the manner of the ad- 
vertisement. Then, whatis the necessity of adding those words? They 
qualify the amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] is evidently in the right direction, 
but it can not attain the end of subjecting these contracts to competition 
except in a very small degree, if at all. There are only three or four 
great establishments in the country that are capable of doing this work 
and of putting in bids for it. The great mass of the American workmen 
can only enter upon this work through the contracts made by these 
great establishments. The great majority of skilled American work- 
men are excluded from any opportunity of combination and of contract- 
ing for this work; and in order that that might be open to them there is 
but one course that is possible to be pursued, and that is the establish- 
ment by the Government of the requisite plants in different sections of 
the country which might be leased upon terms imposed by the Govern- 
ment to combinations of skilled workmen who are competent to enter 
upon this work. 

The concentration of these great expenditures, of $16,000,000 in one 
locality, in the hands of a very small number of great capitalists, is an 
objection, and a serious objection, to this bill and to this method of 
constructing the Navy. For instance, in the Gulf of Mexico and all 
the States bordering upon the Gulf of Mexico there are skilled work- 
men, and they ought to have an opportunity of sharing the benefits of 
this great disbursement of the Federal Government for the construc- 
tion ofa navy. At Pensacola, with but a small expenditure, the navy 
yard might be fitted up and adapted to the construction of one or more 
of these vessels, and that is in close contiguity to the great iron prod- 
ucts of the State of Alabama, with watercapable, with a small expend- 
iture, of floating the largest ships. 

Why should not the Government, to enable this competition to be 
made, expend a small portion of its revenues in the construction of the 
necessary plant, which might be obtained and which might be open to 
lease to the workmen of the country, who would combine for the pur- 
pose of making this steel and constructing these vessels ? I can con 
ceive of no possible reason why that should not be done at Pensacola 
and why it should not be done at Puget Sound, at Mare Island, and 
wherever in the country there may be asuitable location. Why should 
not the Government extend its helping hand to enable the workmen 
of the country, who are capable of doing this work, to make their own 
combinations and obtain the use of the necessary plant? 

It is idle, Mr. President, to talk about competition when there are 
but three or fourestablishments in the country, which can easily com- 
bine to do this great work. Theeffect of this system is to concentrate 
the entire expenditures of the Government in the hands of few capi- 
talists and to exclude the men who do the work from all opportunity 
of participating in the advantages of the expenditure. Here is an ap- 
propriation of five or six million dollars applying to the objects which 
have been referred to and of $16,000,000 altogether in this bill. 

I see one appropriation here of $25,000 for the construction ofa plant 
at Portsmouth. With the exception of the customary expenditures, 
the entire amount for the making of this armor and the construction 
of these vessels passes of necessity into the hands of two or three great 
establishments in this country located in one particular section of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Floridais mistaken. The Beth- 
lehem Iron Works are located at Bethlehem, in Pennsylvania, the Car- 
negie Works are near Pittsburgh, at Johnstown, the South Boston Works 
are now in Kentucky and are getting their iron from Tennessee and 
Alabama. They will havea plant this year suitable for this work. 
We have another establishment in Baltimore, and there is still another 
onthe Pacific coast, and they produce very good armor at San Fran- 
cisco. So that there are five of these establishments scattered through- 
out the country. 

Mr. CALL. I think, with the exception of the one in San Francisco, 
which is comparatively insignificant, they are all concentrated in one 
immediate locality in Pennsylvania, except the South Boston estab- 
lishment, which owns a plant in Kentucky. So that, as I said, in the 
entire South and Southwest, the entire Pacific coast, and the entire 
country upon the lakes there is no opportunity whatever under this bill 
for skilled workmen to combine, and there never will be, unless the 
Government extends some assistance in p the navy yards, which 
would be ready, with a comparatively small expenditure, to do this 
work. 

Mr. GORMAN. In addition to what I have said, I may say that 
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the great steel industry in this country is located, in fact, in Chicago. 
It is a mere matter of transportation with this heavy material, and 
when the transportation facilities are completed by the enlargement of | 
the Erie Canal, or getting out through the Canadian canals, or the 
proposed canal down the Mississippi River, within two years Chicago 


will be the great center of this country for the manufacture of steel. 


dustry exists on the Pacific coast. Mr. Scott and his associates there 


The Senator will see, if he will reflect for a moment, that this in- | 


have built up a great enterprise, which is the wonder of the world and 


which has been able to manufacture and complete from stem to stern | of the Secretary of the Navy to cause those contracts to be modified so 
two or three magnificent vessels on the Bay of San Francisco, and 


when we come to the East we find establishments at Bethlehem and | already taken place, but also to grant further delay in order that nickel 
at Johnstown, Pa., at Baltimore, at Chicago, and also in the south- | : 


ern end of Kentucky, where they are using the material that is now 
being produced in Alabama, in Tennessee, and in Kentucky itself. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Maryland is well aware, I think, that 
a very small proportion of the money appropriated by this bill, if any, 
goes to the manufacture of steel or the construction of vessels in any 
shape at the works in California, and none of it will go to Chicag». 

Mr. GORMAN. Not now, but hereafter. 

Mr. CALL. And, asI said, at this time the entire appropriation 
contained in this bill is for the benefit (so far as any expenditure con- 
fers a benefit upon any establishment) of two or three establishments 


in this country. Suppose, however, there were ten or twelve here; | 
while the Government has these navy yards and a small expenditure | 


would prepare the necessary plant, why should we not adopt a policy 
which would enable the great body of the workmen to combine and 
contract for the construction of this work with plants furnished by the 
Government and for the use of which they should pay a reasonable 


consideration? Whyshould it be limited to three or four great estab- | 


lishments, making great profits out of this work and these appropria- 
tions of the Government? I think that there isa fault in that respect. 

So far as the States of Alabama and Florida and Georgia are con- 
cerned, so far as the Gulf States are concerned, there is no opportunity 
whatever for the workmen of those States to have any part in the do- 
ing of this work or any advantage from these expenditures. For my- 
self I am opposed to every policy which excludes the mass of the skilled 
American workmen from an opportunity of contracting upon fair and 
equal térms and which fails to furnish them the opportunity of doing 
the work required by the Government in combinations made by them- 
selves. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as the complaint made by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] is concerned, I suppose it is obviated by the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GorMAN ], to which 
there is noobjection, providing that in all future contracts there shall 
be competition, so thatany manufacturers of steel for armor, and, in- 
deed, any manufacturers of any war material provided for in this bill, 


competition. 
Before this subject passes from the consideration of the Senate, I 





wish to call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill [Mr. HALE] | 


and also of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] to the fact that, 
while the contract of the Bethlehem company has been a success so far 
as gun metal is concerned, it has not been a success so far as armor is 
concerned. The contracts for the gun metal have been completed, I 
believe, on the whole more rapidly than the contract contemplated, but 
the Secretary of the Navy says: 

As early as July last it became evident thatthe first 300 tonsof armor required 


by the Bethlehem contract would not be delivered prior to October 1, 1591, and | 


that even after that date deliveries would be so slow as to postpone for many 


years the completion of the ships then authorized, if Bethlehem remained the | 


sole reliance. 


So, the Secretary says, asubsidiary contract was made with Carnegie, 
Phipps & Co. for 6,000 tons of the 14,000 tons covered by the Bethle- 
hem contract, and theSecretary hopes in this way to expedite deliveries 
of armor. 

It is extremely important that the manufacturers of steel for military 
pe in this country should not suffer themselves to be so absorbed 

t 


e manufacture of the metal for guns as to overlook or to postpone | 


the subject of armor. 
The four double-turreted monitors, the Puritan, the Terror, the 
Monadnock, and the Amphitrite, have been many years under con- 


struction, and they are waiting to-day for this armor, and the armor is | 


not forthcoming; the Bethlehem company is in default, and what will 


become of the new contract with Carnegie, Phipps & Co. we are un- | 





able to say. I hope that the Secretary of the Navy will not overlook | 


the necessity of urging forward the preparation of the armor for these 
vessels, which it is more difficult to produce than it is to produce the gun 
metal. 
I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Maine to a bill 
that passed Congress on the 29th of September last, authorizing the 
of the Navy to purchase $1,000,000 worth of nickel. I did 
not have the fortune to be present in the Senate at thattime. If I 
had been here I should with cheerfulness have voted to give the Secre- 
tary the authority in his discretion to purchase that amount of nickel, 
but there is a clause in the act which I do not like. That clause is— 


That the of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase at his dis- 
cretion nickel ore or nickel matte to be used in the manufacture of nickel-steel 


armor plating for vessels already authorized or to be authorized to be con- 
| structed, and of armor-piercing projectiles, and for other naval purposes. 


Mr. President, I have had the fear that this appropriation fornickel 
after the experiments which were tried at Annapolis, and which cer- 
tainly show that armor plating consisting of steel with an admixture 
of nickel was superior to any metal which had yet been produced as 
armor for vessels, might result in delaying the completion of the armor 
already contracted for. In dealing with the contracts for armor for his 
vessels, which have already been delayed too much, was it the intention 


as not only to give to the contractors an excuse for the delay which has 


may be introduced into these 14,000 tons of armor, which there has 
been already so much delay in producing ? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a single in 


terposition ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Secretary of the Navy, when he appeared 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs, stated that it would not delay 
to any appreciable extent the delivery of the material for the construc- 
tion of the ships, and, further, that it would add nothing to the cost 
of the same, as the parties who were manufacturing the iron agreed to 
put in it the 5 per cent. of nickel, which was necessary in order to make 
the material of so much greater resisting power. Even if it should de- 
lay for a few days or a few weeks or a few months the completion of 
these ships, the extra resisting force got by the use of nickel plate, it 
seems to me, would be saflicient justification, if these tests are of any 
value whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from New Jersey know, or does 
the Senator from Maine know, whether or not it is the intention of the 
Secretary of the Navy as to all these 14,000 tons of metal armor for 
our ships to introduce into the manufacture of that metal nickel as an 
ingredient? If there is any information on that subject to be found 
in the report of the Secretary of the Navy, I did not see it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me a moment 
longer, I had supposed when the Secretary asked for authority to pur- 


| chase $1,000,000 worth of nickel for the purpose of manufacturing steel 


it was clearly the intention of the Department to use the material in 
the plating of all the ships which were under construction, and I under- 
stood there was to be no extra cost, or at least very littlo extra cost, to 
the Navy Department, and that no delay would be incurred. ‘To an- 
swer the Senator’s question directly, however, nickel was to be em- 
ployed in the manufacture of plating. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator, in supporting the bill for the 
purchase of $1,000,000 worth of nickel, did have in contemplation that 
the act should operate as an intimation to the Secretary that he would 


° ¢ , ll, | be expected to modify the contract for these 14,000 tons of armor so as to 
will have ample opportunity to compete and there will be open and [ree | 


introduce nickel into the whole metal ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes; but the contracting parties had agreed with 
the Secretary of the Navy prior to purchasing it that it would make no 
difference in the contracts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that and I am not objecting to 
the proceeding. Iam only calling the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that there is a contract for armor already seriously delayed, de- 
layed longer than it should be, and there is danger now, by the at- 
tempt to introduce nickel into the manufacture of the armor, that there 


| will continue to be delay, which, if there is any object in carrying 


forward with reasonable rapidity the completion of these ships, is 
likely to result in still greater injury. 

I am not undertaking to criticise the action of Congress; I am not 
undertaking to find fault with the Secretary of the Navy; but I am 
expressing the hope that there will not be much longer delay in the 
performance of these contracts for the construction of armor for these 
vessels. I am expressing the hope that the Secretary of the Navy will 
not allow these steel manufacturers to throw the wholestress and strain 
of their establishments upon the construction of gun metal, of which 
we are now getting plenty, and neglect to carry out the contracts which 
they have made with the United States for the construction of the ar- 
mor which these vessels now so much need. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Gor- 
MAN], as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I only wish to say a word in reply to the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL], who has intimated that, under the opera- 
tions of the various laws which have been passed since 1886, that sec- 
tion of our common country which he in part so ably represents is 
practically excluded from competition in the furnishing of material 
and in participating in the construction of a navy. 

Mr. President, in view of what is to come in the near future I feel 
it incumbent upon me to say at this time that I disagree entirely with 
the Senator from Florida. I believe that under a fair operation of the 
various acts which have been passed since 1886 no section of our coun- 
try will be more directly benefited than will the section south of us 
from here to the Gulf, and I do trust that either now or very soon, 
with another Congress, the sectional question or the party question 
will not enter into the consideration and determination of what we 
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shall do to buiid up our Navy. We had anangry controversy about it 
prior to 1885, when parties were divided and votes were cast simply 
because we belonged to one party or the other. 

It is due, however, to the party which is new in possession of every 
branch of this Government to say that in 1885, with the Democrats in 
possession of the Executive branch and one branch of Congress, and 
with the Senate adverse to the Senator from Florida and myself, there 
was not a single item framed or designed to exclude any part of our 
common country from a participation in this matter. This body then, 
while a Democratic Administration was in power, acted with liberal- 
ity, and the contracts made by a Democratic Secretary of the Navy 
were applauded by the people in every section of the country; and, so 
far as | have been able to observe, under the present administration of 
the Navy Department, the same broad policy has been followed by Sec- 
retary Tracy which was inaugurated by Secretary Whitney. 

In view of the further facts that this Congress has made provision for 
a dry dock on the coast of South Carolina and that we now have com- 
missions to ascertain at what proper point upon the Gulf we may con- 
struct another, and in view of the development which is going on in 
Alabama and Tennessee and Kentucky for the production of the steel 
itself, I believe that it will not be five years before that southern section 
of country will be able to produce steel for the armor of vessels and for 
guns equal to that which is produced at Bethlehem, and ata cost which 
will make competition almost impossible, as it is impossible now to 
compete with that section for the lower grades of iron and steel which 
are used in the ordinary rail. 

I trust, therefore, that what the Senator from Florida has said will 
not create any sentiment which will prevent us hereafter from treating 
this subject on the broad plane upon which it has been considered for 
the last six years. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, I of course did not intend to convey the 
idea that there had been any reflection or discrimination in this matter 
or any political or party feeling. I had in mind the economic condi- 
tion of the country in which the great aggregation of capital controlled 
absolutely these contracts and absorbed these expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, and in which a very limited number of the skilled workmen 
of this country can be employed or interested. 

Naturally in the history of the country these aggregations of capital 
have been in one particular locality, and are to-day in one particular 
locality, and as they are constituted and composed of so small a num- 
ber of people combination between them is not only possible, but is cer- 
tain and competition impossible. I spoke in reference to a change of 
that condition by which it is possible for the skilled workmen of this 
country to make their own combinations and engage in the work of 
producing the steel and all the material that is necessary, and engag- 
ing in the construction of these vessels. 

Why would it be impossible and why would it not be good policy for 
this Government to expend $100,000 in the equipment of the navy yard 
at Pensacola, which would probably be adequate for the purpose of con- 
structing any one of these vessels that might be needed? There, in im- 
mediate contact with the great product of iron in Alabama, why not es- 
tablish a plant in Alabama, subject to be leased to any combination of 
workmen upon proper terms, who would paya proper consideration to 
the Government and who might thus be induced or at least furnished 
with the opportunity of becoming competitors? 

It is not sufficient that the works in Kentucky may perhaps take 
some of the iron, the product of the mines in Alabama, but that every 
section of the country should have an equal opportunity. The skilled 
workmen, the people who do the work, should have the opportunity 
of making their own combinations and not be controlled absolutely by 
the great aggregations of money which are necessary to establish these 
plants in different localities. Give the people an opportunity, give the 
genius of this country in the persons of its workmen an opportunity to 
share in the great disbursements of the Government for these national 
purposes. 

While I voted for the amendment of the Senator from Maryland and 
it is in the right direction, competition will not be possible to any great 
extent in the construction of these vessels or in the manufacture of the 
steel, until the policies of the Government shall furnish some assist- 
ance, some aid to the workmen of this country who are destitute of 
the means to combine, to have the material, the instruments, the plants, 
which are necessary to make the iron and constract these vessels, 

This bill ought to contain in the interest of economy a provision 
establishing a plant at the navy yard at Pensacola for the construction 
of vessels. The best ore in the world is to be found in the island of 
Cuba, which is of easy access and can be transported cheaply and by 
combination with the iron of Alabama forms a product which is said 
upon the best authority to be superior to anything else, or at least 
equal to anything else, in the world. 

For these reasons, as I have repeatedly made the suggestion, I desire 
again to say that there can be no effective competition, no real compe- 
tition, for the construction of vessels and the making of the material 
necessary for them except by a system which shall enable the work- 
men of the country to combine and obtain the use of the necessary 
plants to answer the purpose. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I confess that I am somewhat 
in sympathy with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] with respect 
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to the rehabilitation, so to speak, and the improvement of the navy 
yard at Pensacola, or, if not at Pensacola, at some point on the Gulf 
of Mexico; for contemplating, and as I hope we shall succeed in hay- 
ing, a great interoceanic canal across the Isthmus in a very short time, 
through which the commerce of the world can pass, and inasmuch as 
the commerce from the southern part of our own country, in the im- 
mediate future, must be immense, it is right and proper that we should 
maintain on the Gulf of Mexicoan immense naval establishment, if not 
for the construction, certainly for the repair of ships. I see no reason 
why such a naval establishment should not be used at least for the re- 
pair and maintenance of naval ships, and not only naval ships, but 
also with accommodations for taking commercial ships out of the water. 
I have always been of the opinion, and my views have been concurred 
in very largely by former Secretaries of the Navy, that we were trying 
to maintain on the Atlantic seaboard too many naval establishments, 
We have one at Boston, one at Portsmouth, one at New London, and 
one at Philadelphia, which are practically useless. Noattemptshould 
be made to maintainthem. They ought to be abandoned and we ought 
to maintain four naval establishments, one at New York, one at Nor- 
folk, one on the Gulf of Mexico, and another at Mare Island, in Cali- 
fornia. That is all the naval establishments which the United States 
Government ought to undertake to maintain, and they ought to be 
maintained in such way as to prove of the highest efficiency. 
The policy of scattering our appropriations among seven or eight 
navy yards, which are practically useless and cost the Government 
millions of dollars every year without any corresponding benefit in re- 
turn, ought to be changed. It would be to the interest and the bene- 
fit of this Government to-day if it should turn over three or four of 
these naval establishments to the persons of whom the Senator from 
Florida speaks, combinations of laborers, if you please, or combina- 
tions of capital, giving them the plant outright. Perhaps in doing so 
the Government might secure competitors against the present mo- 
nopoly, so to speak, in shipbuilding in this country and secure the 
building of our ships at a much lower rate than is now required to be 
paid by reason of these combinations. 
Many of our navy yards are worse than useless. They are an ex- 
pense to the Government, for which it receives no adequate benefit in 
return. Some wise policy should be followed which would result in 
the abandonment of such of these establishments as are useless and 
unnecessary, and which would put usin the position of simply main- 
taining the larger and better works, which are absolutely necessary for 
the interests of the Government. 
Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, if we can pass the bill and let 
this debate proceed upon some other measure, we shall make some 
rogress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 1 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the passage 
of the bill by any extended remarks, but I do desire to present to the 
Senate and to the country the urgent necessity of some action such as 
I have indicated in the re-establishment of asuitable plant at the navy 
yard at Pensacola and q proper plant somewhere within the region of 
Alabama, which is now engaged in producing iron and steel for the 
construction and repair of vessels at Pensacola. 
There is but one harbor on the Gulf of Mexico in the vicinity of 
Alabama and Louisiana and Texas which by nature is adapted to the 
repair and construction of vessels, from the fact that it is of easy access, 
of ample capacity to receive them, of safe anchorage, of perfect protec- 
tion, and with a depth of water at a small expenditure equal to the 
draught of the greatest vessel in the world, and that is the port of Pen- 
sacola. More than three hundred years of experience in maritime 
affairs has given to that _— the approval in these respects of every 
naval commander and of every man conspicuous in maritime affairs 
connected with commerce in the Gulf of Mexico. 
When the construction of a canal is a matter of absolute certainty at 
Nicaragua or somewhere else—because there can be no question that 
the enterprise of this day will make an opening across the isthmus 
and establish communication with the Pacific Ocean—and when we 
see that the great Island of Cuba, with its inexhaustible fertility, is in 
a transition state and that some new conditions of intercourse are cer- 
tain to be established between the people of this country and that; 
when we see that the great maritime nations of the world are assert- 
ing power over the West Indies and establishing naval stations, and 
that the inevitable course of events looks to the placing of all those 
islands under the protection in some form of the United States, for us 
to go on with the idea of constructing a navy and making no kind of 
provision for the repair and construction of vessels upon the Gulf of 
Mexico, and I may say at the port of Pensacola, because nature las pro- 
vided that it can be done nowhere else—for us to pass bill after bill, 
appropriating in this bill $16,000,000, without the slightest reference to 
this great object of national policy and its immediate urgency, seems 
to me to beentirely without justification and without wisdom. 
As matters now stand you have no competition whatever for the con- 
struction of these ships and the steel and other material necessary for 
them, for which some $16,000,000 are appropriated, and, at least, five or 
six million dollars on this bill, and the money passes, as the Senator from 
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New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] says, intothe handsofamonopoly. I 
think we are entirely failing in our duty to the Government and the 
people if we do not make some provision in this bill to meet these con- 
ditions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask that the unfinished business may be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3,of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy- 


rights. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Connecticut to yield to me 
that I may call up House bill 6852, a private bill, which the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending measure may be informally laid aside 
in order that he may call up the bill named by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator from Missouri proceeds, I desire 
to state that I think there will be no opposition to the bill I wish to 
callup. The Senator himself reported it and he and I have been pressed 
a great many times to have it passed. It is the bill for the relief of 
North S. Storms. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it isa bill that ought to be passed, but itis 
notthe only such bill. The question is whether we are going to have 
Senators constantly asking unanimous consent for the consideration ot 
particular bills or whether we shall devote a few hours to the consid- 
eration of the unobjected House bills favorably reported which are on 
the Calendar. We can dispose of them all in an hour. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Connecticut to consent to 
the laying aside informally of the bill which has just been laid before 
the Senate for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. HALE. For the rest of the day. 

Mr. CULLOM. For the rest of the day. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I find myself in a very embarrassing 
position. I am, as the parlance goes, in charge of the copyright bill, 
and to-morrow we are told that we shall have another appropriation 
bill for consideration, and yet I realize that probably the copyright 
bill can not be disposed of to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. It isan unfortunate time in the evening to take up 
a bill of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT. It is, as the Senator has said, a very unfortunate time 
to resume the consideration of the bill, and I am inclined to yield to 
the suggestion that the Calendar shall be considered for the rest of the 
afternoon. I hope that Senators will agree to carry out the standing 
order for the evening, that the Calendar may be considered through 
the evening, or, at any rate, during the rest of the afternoon session, 
I am inclined to consent that the copyright bill may be laid aside in- 
formally and that the Calendar may be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent that the 
pending measure be laid aside informally and that the Calendar of un- 
objected cases be taken up? 

Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule VIII. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

NORTH 8. STORMS, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill to which I referred may be con- 

sidered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 

the Senator from Illinois ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (H, R. 6852) for the relief of North 
torms. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 

an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, authorized to re- 

vokeand set aside so much of Special Orders No. 27, War Department, Adjutant 


General's Office, Washington, January 18, 1865, as confirms so much of Special 
Orders No. 322, December 31, 1864, from Headquarters Department of Arkansas, 


as dismissed Second Lieut. N.S.Storms,Company E, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, | 


for inefficiency and worthlessness,and then to disapprove, revoke, and set 
aside so much of Special Orders No. 322, December 31, 1464, Headquarters De- 


irteenth Illinois Cavalry, for inefficiency and worthlessness, and to grantand 
cause to be issued tosaid North S. Storms a certificate of honorable muster out 
of the service as of the date of December 31, 1864. And said North S. Storms 
shall he entitled, by virtue of this act, to any pay or allowances subsequent to 
said 3ist day of December, 1864. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read ‘‘A bill for the relief of North 
S. Storms.” 

REVENUE ACT AND TREATY STIPULATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

The bill (S, 4668) in respect to certain treaty stipulations was an- 
nounced as first in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

The bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL FRANCIS MARION. 


The bill will be passed over, retain- 


The bill (S. 3923) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue 
of General Francis Marion was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to appropriate $50,000 for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of General Francis Marion within the limits of the 
city of Columbia, S. C., and for the proper preparation, grading, and 
inclosing of the lot and foundation upon which the statue shall be 
erected, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War or 
such officer as he may designate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

Mr. BLAIR, I wish the privilege of expressing my great gratifica- 
tion at the passage of a bill appropriating $50,000 for the erection of 
an equestrian statue of General Francis Marion at Columbia, 8. C., 
and I call the especial attention of the Senator from Missouri [{ Mr. 
COCKRELL | to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand we are proceeding with the Calendar 
in order. I should like unanimous consent to call up one of the In- 
dian bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object, Mr. President, to unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us proceed with the Calendar in order. 

HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

The bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot 
Springs, Ark., and for other purposes was considered as in Committee 
ot the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘exceeding,’’ tostrike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ inline 
7, after the word ‘‘ not,’’ to strike out ‘‘exceeding’’ and insert ‘‘ less 
than;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike.out 
‘*thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ and after the word ‘‘expense,’’ in 
line 25, to insert: 

Provided, That all water furnished to any hotel or family for other use than 


bathing shall be paid for at such reasonable price as shall be fixed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; 


So as to make the section read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and empowered to ex- 
ecute leases to the bathhouses and bathhouse sites on the permanent reserva- 
tion at Hot Springs, Ark., for periods not exceeding ten years, and atan annual 
rental of not less than $30 per tub for each tub used in any bathhouse. Said an- 
nual rentai shall be payable quarterly in advance at the office of the Govern. 
ment superintendent of said property, in Hot Springs, Ark.: Provided, Thatthe 
same rate for water rent shall be charged for the water to all parties receiving 
the same, whether on or off the permanent reservation: Provided, That after 
the Army and Navy Hospital bathhouse, the public bathhouse,the bathhouses 
which are now or may hereafter be authorized on the permanent reservation, 
the Arlington Hotel, and the bathhouses off the permanent reservation now 
authorized to be supplied with hot water, in the order herein named, if there 
shall still bea surplus of hot water the Secretary of the Interior may, in his dis- 
cretion and under such regulations as he may prescribe, cause hot water to 
be furnished to bathhouses, hotels, and families off the permanent reservation 


| Provided, That such bathhouses, hotels, and families shall cause all connections 
| for obtaining such hot water to be made at their ownexpense: Provided, That 


all water furnished to ary hotel or family for other use than bathing shall be 
paid for at such reasonable price as shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘ author- 
ized,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ and directed;’’ inline 3, after the word “‘lessees,’’ 


| to strike out ‘‘ and their assigns;’’ in line 4, before the word ‘‘ years,’’ 
es Arkansas, as dismissed Second Lieut. N.S. Storms, Company E, | 


to strike out “‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ not exceeding ten;’’ in line 5, 
before the word ‘‘annual,’’ to strike out ‘‘an’’ and insert ‘‘ such rea- 
”’ in the same line, afterthe word ‘‘rent,’’ to strike out “‘ of;”’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘not,’’ to strike out ‘‘ exceeding ”’ 
and insert ‘*‘ less than;’”’ and in line 6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to 
insert ‘‘as the Secretary of the Interior may fix;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to execute a 
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lease of the Arlington Hotel site at Hot Springs, Ark., to the present lessees for 
a period of not exceeding ten years, and at such reasonable annual ground 
rent, not less than $2,500, as the Secretary of the Interior may fix. 





The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN, In section 3, line 34,1 move to strike out the 
words ‘‘interested (as stockholder or otherwise) in’’ and insert ‘may 
control.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 34, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘interested (as stockholder or otherwise) in’’ and insert 
‘‘may control;’’ so as to read: 

It shall be expressly provided in all leases and grants of privilege for hot 
water that the bathhouse for which provision is made shall not be owned or 
controlled by any person, company, or corporation which may be the owner 
of or may control any other bathhouse on or near the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 
tion 3, line 47, after the word ‘‘ Interior,’’ to strike out the period and 
the remainder of the section, in the following words: 

At the expiration of any term of lease the same may be renewed by the les- 
see on such terms, as to rent and time, as may be agreed upon between the 
Secretary of the Interior and the lessee; and in case they do not agree upon 
the proper rent to be paid or length of lease, not exceeding twenty years, the 
same shall be determined in such way as the Secretary of the Interior shall 
direct and the President approve. 

And, beginning with a comma, to insert: 

And shall be required to be fireproof, as nearly as practicable. 

So as to read: 

All buildings to be erected on the reservation shall be on plans first approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and shail be required to be fire proof as nearly 
as practicable, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 4 of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. In order to make this section conform to the 
amendment made heretofore, I move to strike out in line 6, ‘‘ not, di- 
rectly or indirectly,’’ and after the word ‘‘interested,’’ in line 7, in- 
sert ‘‘or control;’’ and also, in the same line, to strike out ‘‘in any 
manner whatever in;’’ also, commencing in line 10, to strike out ‘‘ or 
whether he or they are members or stockholders in any corporation so 
interested ;’’ and, in line 12, to strike out ‘‘its members or any of them 
are members or stockholders,’’ and to insert ‘‘it is interested in.’’ 
Those amendments are necessary in order to make it conform to the 
amendment which has been made in line 34 of section 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hargis inthe chair). The Chief 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Cu1er CLERK. Page 5, section 4, line 6, strike out the words 
*‘not, directly or indirectly; ’’ in line 7, after the word “ interested,’ 
strike out the words ‘in any manner whatever in ’’ and insert ‘‘ or 
control; ’’ in lines 10 and 11, strike out the words ‘‘or whether he or 
they are members or stockholders in any corporation so interested ;’’ 
in lines 12 and 13, strike out the words ‘‘ its members or any of them 
are members or stockholders ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “it 
is interested in;’’ so as to read: 

May make due investigation to ascertain whether the person, persons, or 
corpotations applying for such lease or contract are interested or control any 
other bathhouse lease, interest, or privilege at or near Hot Springs, Arkansas, 
or whether he or they belong to any pool, combination, or association so inter- 
ested, or, if a corporation, whether it is interested in any other corporation or 
association interested in any other bathhouse lease, interest, or privilege as 
aforesaid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the word ‘‘in’’ ought to be in; 
so as to read: ‘‘interested in or control;’’ the word “‘in’’ ought not to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I agree to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be left in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment isso modified. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, at the 
end of section 4, to insert a new section, as follows: 


Sec, 5. That the consent of the United States is hereby given for the taxation, 
under the authority of the laws of the State of Arkansas applicable to the equal 
taxation of personal property in that State, as property of all structures 
and other property in private ownership on the Hot Springs reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 6. That no authority heretofore conferred upon the Secretary of the In- 
terior to collect the hot water upon said reservation shall be so construed as to 
require water to be collected where, in the judgment of the Secretary, such col- 
lection is not necessary for its proper distribution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior may direct the public sale of all 
unsold Government lots on the Hot Springs reservation, not now perma- 
nently reserved at the city of Hot Spri after having had the same rea 


praised, and also advertised as now required by law, and no lot shall be sold 
at less than the appraised price. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 





as in Committee of the Whole. If there be no further amendment in 
committee, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate requesta conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
puint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLuMp, Mr. 
TELLER, and Mr, BERRY were appointed. 


EMILE M. BLUM AND JAMES M, SEYMOUR, JR. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that Senate bill 3609, for the relief of Emile 
M. Blum, late commissioner general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late 
assistant commissioner, at the Barcelona Exposition, be recalled from 
the House of Representatives, in order to correct an error in the enroll- 
ment of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF LAWS OF NEBRASKA OVER OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 138) relating to the Territory of Okla- 
homa was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
extend the laws of the State of Nebraska, mentioned in section 11 of 
the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved May 2, 1890, and the provisions of the section relating thereto, 
until the Ist day of July, 1891, with the same force and effect to all 
intents and purposes as if those laws and provisions had been directed 
by the act to be of force until the last-mentioned day. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

FORT MAGINNIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The bill (8. 4348) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 
Maginnis military reservation in Montana, under the homestead and 
mining laws, for educational and other purposes, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. POWER. That bill was up this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was read and amended this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
is informed that the bill has been read, considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, the amendments of the Committee on Public Lands agreed 
to, and the bill reported to the Senate. The question is upon concur- 
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill Was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MONTANA LAND DISTRICTS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 4631) creating two additional land districts in the State 
of Montana. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is regularly in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are proceeding with the Calendar by unan- 
imous consent, and that is the next in order. 

The bill (S. 4631) creating two additional land districts in the State 
of Montana was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT LANDS IN SAN FRANCISCO, 


The bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain lands to the city and county of San Francisco and its grantees 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. That bill was reported adversely. I object to it. 

The PRESIDING GFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the courtesy of the Senate to consider by 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, Mr. President, we can not dothat. We are 
proceeding with the Calendar by unanimous consent, and every Sena- 
tor must take his chances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to indefinitely postpone House bill 7552. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVIGATION, DANGER NOTICES, AND BUOYAGE, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4716) to carry into 
effect the recommendation contained in divisions numbered 11 and 12 
of the report of the International Marine Conference, and for other 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amendment | purposes. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I see the Senator who reported that bill is not 
present. Let it be d over without losing its place. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 
REVENUE STEAMER THOMAS EWING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4612) for the rebuilding 
of the United States revenue steamer Thomas Ewing with an iron bull. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

PUBLIC-LAND SURVEYS IN WASHINGTON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4745) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved August 30, 1890, in reference to the survey- 
ing of public lands in the State of Washington. 

fr. GORMAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over—holding its place on the Calendar or otherwise ? 

Mr, GORMAN. Holding its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed without preju- 
dice. 

JULIUS A. KAISER. 


The bill (S. 2554) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the President 
to appoint Julius A. Kaiser upon the retired list of the Navy, in the 
grade of passed assistant engineer, as of the date he was entitled by law 
or navy regulations to examination for promotion from assistant en- 
gineer to that grade. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4598) to authorize Ok- 
lahoma City, in Oklahoma Territory, to issue bonds to provide a right 
of way for the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company through said city. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That onght to go off the Calendar. A House bill for 
the same purpose passed both Houses and was vetoed by the President. 
I move that it be postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, such will be the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. [I hope that will not be done at present. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw the motion, then, and let the bill lie 
over. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is a different bill in some particulars from the 
ove vetoed by the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. Is it to retain its place or go over without prejudice ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will retainits place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

COMMERCIAL STATISTICS. 


Mr. FRYE. ‘Two or three bills were passed over while I was out. 
The bill (8. 4716) to carry into effect the recommendation contained 
in divisions numbered 11 and 12 of the report of the International 
Marine Conference, and for other purposes may be passed over and 
retain its place on the Calendar. I shall not wish it passed in my ab- 
sence, as I think it needs amendment. House bill No. 12536 I should 
like to have acted upon now. 

The bill (H. R.1 ) to facilitate the collection of commercial sta- 
tistics required by sections 2 of the river and harbor appropriation acts 
of 1866 and 1867 was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That owners, agents, masters, and clerks of vessels arriving 
at or departing from localities where works of river and harbor improvement 
are carried on shall furnish, on application of the persons in local charge of the 
works, a comprehensive statement of vessels, ngers, freight, and tonnage. 

Sec. 2. That every person or persons offending inst the provisions of ‘this 
act shall, for each and every offense, be liable to a fine of $100 orimprisonment 
not exceeding two months, to be enforced in any district court in the United 
aaa within whose territorial jurisdiction such offense may have been com- 
mitted, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE STEAMER THOMAS EWING. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 4612. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was passed over once. 

Mr. FRYE. It was passed over simply because I happened to be out 
of the Chamber. There is no objection to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, I see; I was mistaken in the Order of Busi- 
ness, 

The bill (8. 4612) for the rebuilding of the United States revenue 
steamer Thomas Ewing with an iron hull was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $80,000 for the re- 
Cana under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, of the 
United 


tates revenue steamer Thomas Ewing, the same to be rebuilt 
with an iron hull. 


the constitution and laws of the State of Missouri, and in especial act under an 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM JEWELL COLLEGE, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1574) for the re- 
lief of William Jewell College, of Liberty, Clay County, Missouri. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that go over. The Senator reporting it is not 
present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not ask that the bill 
shall lie over. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I did not knowthe Senator from Mis- 
souri was watching it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to pay to the trustees of William Jewell Col- 
lege, of Liberty, Clay County, Missouri, $2,200 in compensation for 
the use and occupation of the college building while used by the United 
States Army, subsequent to September 16, 1861. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the report in that case 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoax in the chair). The report 
will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following report, submitted by 
Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, January 7, 1891 

Your committee have carefully examined the report and evidence presented 
to the House of Representatives, and have adopted the report of Mr, Tomas, 
from the Committee on War Claims, as fully stating the facts on which the r 
lief is asked. 

We recommend the passage of House bill 1574. 

[House Report No. 90, Fifty-firat Congress, first session. | 

Strike out the words “five thousand two hundred,” line 7, and insert “two 
thousand two hundred ;"’ strike out the words “and damages to,”’ line 8, and 
insertthe word “and” after the word “ use,’’ line 8, and insert the word “ of, 
line 8, afterthe word “ occupation."’ 

The bill proposes a compensation to the trustees of William Jewell College 
of Liberty, Clay County, Missouri, of $5,200 for the use, occupation, and dam- 
ages to the college building by United States troops during the war. Follow 
ing, however, in the line of well-established precedent, your committee have 
rejected all that part of the claim which provides for compensation to the trus- 
tees by reason of the damage to the building, and restrict the relief tothe rental 
for the use and occupation of the building. The use and occupation of the 
building is fully established by sworn testimony of Jesse E. Bryant, Dariu 
Gettings, Trigg T. Allen, and other citizens of standing and reliability, as also 
by the testimony of the president and secretary of the board of trustees; all of 
which is herewith submitted and made part of this report 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the Congress of the United Slates 
Your petitioner, the trustees of William Jewell College, respectfully repre 
sents: 
That it is an educational corporation, duly established and organized und 


by virtue of an act of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, approve 
February 27, 1849, entitled “Anact tochartera college inthe State of Missouri 

that tha hieane of your petitioner is in the city of Liberty, in the county of Clay 
in the State of Missourt; that on and before September :7, 1861, it was the owne: 
and in possession of a college campus, embracing some 6 or 8 acres, situate in 
said city of Liberty, and of a college edifice situate on said campus, and of a 
large number of books and apparatus, which books and apparatus were con- 
tained in said edifice. 

That said edifice had a front of about 127 feet north and south and a depth 
of about 70 feet east and west, was three stories in height, and had been con- 
structed prior to said September 17, 1861, at a cost of near $45,000, and was worth 
that sum at the date aforesaid. 

That at said last-mentioned date petitioner's said books, constituting its 
library, numbered about 4,000 volumes and was worth the sum of, perhaps, 
$6,000. 

That petitioner's apparatus, chemical, philosophical, etc., was at said date 
worth the sum of $4,000, 

That after the battle of Blue Mills, in snid county of Clay, on said September 
17, 1861, the commander of the Federal forces engaged in said battle, namely 
Lieut. Col, John Seott, of the Third Iowa Volunteers, requested of petitioner 
the use of said edifice as a hospital for the Federal soldiers who had been 
wounded in said battle. Whereupon, on said day it was yielded by petitioner 
to said officer for said purpose, and it was so used by the Federal authorities 
for said purpose during the period of about five weeks next thereafter. 

That the rental value of said edifice for said purpose for the period cf five 
weeks was justly worth the sum of $1,200, and that the damage done to said edi 
fice, books, and apparatus, by reason of such occupation, was justly the sum of 
$1,500, 

That in thesummer of 1862, and about the last of July or first of August, in 
said year, said campus and edifice was again oceupied and used by the Federal 
forces for quarters and other purposes for the period of about five weeks, which 
occupation was under the order of Col. William R, Penick, Fifth Cavalry, Mis- 
souri State Militia, who was then under the orders of the Federal general com- 
manding the department in which Missouri was embraced. 

That the rental value of said second use was fairly worth the sum of $1,000, 
and the damage to said edifice, books, and apparatus, amounted to the sum 
of $1,500. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays that the sum of $5,200 be paid petitioner as 
full compensation for said uses and damages, and that petitioner have al! 
appropriate relief in the premises. 

By order of the board of trustees of William Jewell College, 

JOHN B. NORVALL. 
President of the Board of Trustees William Jewell College, 
Attest: 
[SBAL.] G. L. BLACK, 
Secretary of the Board of Trustecs 


SraTe oF Missovurt, County of Clay, sct 


This afflant, Jesse E. Bryant, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: I am 
a citizen of Liberty, Clay County, Missouri, and have resided here conlipenady 
since the 26th day of September, 1849. Onand before September, 17, 186!, an‘! 
for many years after that date, | was a member of the board of trustees of Wi! 

liam Jewell College, an educational corporation the collegiate edifice of which 
is situate on an eminence in Liberty, Clay County, Missouri. This edifice is of 
brick, three stories high, each story about 15 feet in height, and isabout J 27 feet 
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in length. north and south, by about 70 feet in depth, east and west. On Sep- 
tember 17, 1861, it contained a library of four or five thousand volumes, as I 
suppose, and apparatus, chemical, astronomical, etc., worth about $4,000. 

On September 17, 1861, the battle of Blue Mills was fought in Clay County, Mis- 


souri, inthe Missouri Bottom, about 8 miles east of south from Liberty, between 
the Federal forces, commanded by Lieut. Col. John Scott, of the Third Iowa 
Volunteers, United States Army, and certain Confederate forces, commanded 
by Colonel Saunders and others. The particulars can in part be ascertained 
from Lieutenant Colonel Scott's report of the en ement to Brig. Gen, Samuel 
D. Sturgis, of date September 18, 1861. After the engagement there was no 
house in Liberty suitable in size and construction for a hospital for the Federal 
wounded, except the collegiate edifice aforesaid. At the time I had inm = 
session the keys of the said edifice, as well as the charge of the whole buil ing 


and property, under authority from said board of trustees. 

On the evening of the day of said battle, and after it was fought, an officer of 
Lieutenant Colonel Seott, said commander, and acting under his orders—whose 
name I can not now reca!l—applied to me for the use of said collegiate edifice 
for a hospital for the Federal soldiers of said command wounded in said battle 
numbering about seventy-five or eighty, for the reason that said wounded coul 
not otherwise be properly cared for. As requested by said officer, I unlocked 
the doors of the edifice, and the Federal wounded, to the number aforesaid, 
were placed in said edifice; its fine, pleasant situation and the | ness of its 
rooms offering every chance for attention to the wounded and their recovery. 

The use of the building for a hospital continued for about five weeks. Dur- 
ing that time much damage was done to the edifice, books, and apparatus. I 
should say the rental value of said edifice for hospital uses for the said period 
of about five weeks was very fairly worth $1,200. My estimate of the damage 
done by said occupation to the building, books, and apparatus, was all of 
$1,500, In the sumner of 1862, Col. William R. Penick, Fifth Cavalry, Missouri 
State militia, but acting under the command of the Federal general command- 
ing the department, which embraced the State of Missouri, was in command 
of the Federal forces at Liberty, Clay County, Missouri. 

About the last of July, 1862, or the first of August of said year, he desired the 
use of said edifice and the adjoining ground—some 6 or 8 acres—for the use of 
the Federal forces, and accordingly entered into them with a large part of his 
forces, the character of the ground and the size and location of the college edi- 
fice being especially adapted to use asa camp and barracks for troops. This 
occupation lasted about five or six weeks. The rental value of this occupation 
was worth $1,000, and the damage resulting to building, books, and apparatus 


amounted, in my opinion, to $1,500, 
JESSE E. BRYANT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notary public within 
and for the county of Clay, in the State of Missouri (commissioned and quali- 


fied foraterm expiring on the 12th day of January, 1891), this the 22d day of 
January, 1889, 


In testimony whereof,I, the said notary, have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my notarial seal, at office in said county of Clay, this January 22, 1889, 
(SEAL. ] D. C. ALLEN, Notary Public. 


We, the undersigned, citizens of Liberty, Clay County, Missouri, state that 
we were citizens of Liberty during the years 1861, 1862, and following; that we 
have read the foregoing affidavit made by Jesse E. Bryant; that we were per- 
sonally cognizant of the occupations of the collegiate edifice and grounds stated 
in said affidavit; that Mr. Bryant is a citizen fully entitled to credence: and in 


our opinion his estimates of the damages shown in said affidavit are just and 
correct. 


Witness our hands this January 22, 1839, 


DARIUS GITTINGS. 
TRIGG T. ALLEN, 
WM. A. MORTON, 

A. LIGHTBURNE. 

0. F, DOUGHERTY. 
WM. G. GARTH. 

B. R. MITCHELL, M.D. 


Before the reading of the report was concluded, 
Mr. CHANDLER said: I do not ask for the further reading of the 


eport. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further reading of the report will 
be omitted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire if this bill is subject to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is subject to objection. Does the 
Chair understand the Senator from New Hampshire to object ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, sir; I do not object. I only wanted to know if 
it was subject to objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It appears from the reading of the report that 
there has been eliminated from the claim everything in the shape of 
damage, and that this is the payment of a moderate sum for rental. 
That is the reason why I withdraw the call for the further reading of 
the report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. LOWRY. 


The bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $217.73 to 
James M. Lowry, the same being balance due him for services rendered 
as assistant marshal in the eleventh enumerator’s district of East Ten- 
nessee in taking the Eighth Census of the United States, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to hear the report in that case read 
or some little explanation as to why this claim has been so long neg- 
lected. 

Mr. BATE. There can be no objection to the bill. The report of 
the Committee on Claims shows that the $217 is money that he earned 
as enumerator years ago, and the reason is given in the report why it 
was not collected. It is due him, concededly so, and ought to have 
been paid many yearsago. Therecan not be any objection to the bill. 
It passed the House of Representatives and passed the committee with- 
out objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH G, UTTER. 
The bill (S. 4431) to remove the charge of desertion standing against 


the name of Joseph G. Utter was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to remove thecharge of desertion standing against 
the name of Joseph G. Utter, late a music boy, general service, United 
States Army, and to issue to him an honorable discharge, and directs 
that he shall be held to have been regularly mustered into Company 
F, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as of the date of such dis- 
charge, and that he be granted an honorable discharge therefrom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. TIDWELL. 


The bill (S. 4376) for the relief of William G. Tidwell was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve William G. 
Tidwell from the charge of desertion from Company E, Seventh Ili- 
nois Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN UTAH. 


The bill (S. 4811) to provide for the creation of a fourth judicial dis- 
trict in the Territory of Utah was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over. 

Mr. PLATT. Who objects to the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the bill had better go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

WILLIAM L, LENAN. 


The bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United States 
to grant an honorable discharge to William L. Lenau was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, authorized to re- 
voke Special Orders, numbered 496, War Department, Adjutant General’s Office, 
Washington, November 7, 1863, and Special Orders, numbered 122, Headquarters 
of the Army, Adjutant General’s Office, Washington, June 19, 1876, dismissing 
William L. Lenan, first lieutenant of Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, from the service of the United States for disobedience of 
orders and absence without leave under the name of William L, Lenan, and 
to accept the resignation of said William L. Lenan as first lieutenant of said 
company and regiment as of date May 2, 1863, and to cause to be issued to him 
a certificate of such acceptance of his resignation and of honorable discharge 
from the service as of said date. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to revoke the order of dismissal of William 
L. Lenan, first lieutenant Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, and to accept his resignation.”’ 


JOSEPH JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 1157) for the relief of Joseph Johnson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. : : 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Joseph Johnson, late a private of Com- 
ny I, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to 
ue to him an honorable discharge as of date August 5, 1865, and that said 
Johnson shall be entitled to receive from the accounting officers of the Trea- 
sury all pay and allowances which may have been due him on said date of dis- 
charge, excluding therefrom the time of his absence without leave. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


URS AMBROSE NUNLIST. 


The bill (H. R. 8042) to remove the charge of desertion against Urs 
Ambrose Nunlist was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 5, after the name ‘‘Nunlist,’’ to insert ‘‘alias’’ 
Urs Nunlist;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out: 

He is hereby restored to all rights as to pay and bounty and otherallowances 
to the same extent as if said charge of desertion had not been made: Provided, 
That this act shall not be construed to give to said Urs Nunlist any pay or al- 
lowance for any period of time subsequent to June 5, 1863, 

And insert: 

tute therefor discharged from further military servi J 1868, 
i! ie the spobede court of Hamilton County, Ohio, am ae 
corpus, sued out by his father because he was a minor under the age of cigh® 
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een years, and placed in the custody of his father, and issue to him a certificate 
of honorable discharge as of date June 5, 1863, by reason of such habeas corpus 
proceedings ; 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to remove from 
the records the charge of desertion against Urs Ambrose Nunlist, alias Urs 
Nunlist, Company C, One hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and substitute therefor “ discharged from further military service on June 5, 1863, 
by order of the probate court of Hamilton County, Ohio, on writ of habeas 
corpus sued out by his father because he was a minor under the age of eight- 
een years, and placed in the custody of his father," and issue to him a certificate 
of honorable discharge as of date June 5, 1863, by reason of such habeas corpus 
proceedings. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 4 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. . , 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 3023) to define the 
route of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad in the District of Columbia, 
and for other pu > 

Mr.GORMAN. Letthat bill go on the other Calendar. It can not 
be considered under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under Rule IX. 


MARKING OF VESSELS. 


The bill (H. R. 8588) to amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, pro- 
viding for the marking of vessels’ names at bow and stern, was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 2. The Guangitct every registered vessel shall be marked upon the stem 
and stern post, in English feet or decimeters, in either Arabic or Roman numer- 
als. The bottom of each numeral shall indicate the draught to that line. 

The owner, agent, or master of every ~areatod seagoing steam or sail ves- 
sel shall indicate the draught of water at which he shal! deem his vessel safe to 
be loaded for the trade she is engaged in, which limit as indicated shali be 
stated in the vessel's certificate of ins ion, and it shall be unlawful! for such 
vessel to be loaded deeper than stated in said certificate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the final voteis taken on the bill I should 
like to ask the Senator from Maine two questions: first, whether there 
is any penalty for the overloading of the shipif it is done in contraven- 
tion of the provision of the new section and, secondly, how the first 
section requiring the marking of the name alters existing law. 

Mr. FRYE. The existing law requires only one marking, on the 
stern. It has been found from experience that it is just as important 
to have it on the bow ason the stern. The penalty for overloading is 
ample in the fact that it would violatethe insurance policy. No man 
could recover under any policy if he did overload by the least. That 
is regarded as a sufficient penalty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will notice that the language of the 
section is that these names shall be distinctly visible. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not care to correct that, because it came from the | 
House in that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What test would be applied to determine that? 

Mr. FRYE. The size is named. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The size of the letters? 

Mr. FRYE. The size of the letters is named. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill toamend section 4178, 
Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels’ names at bow 
and stern; and also to proyide for marking the draft.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference on the bill 
and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frye, Mr. Cutr- 
Lom, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


HABEAS CORPUS PROCEEDINGS IN TERRITORIES, 


The bill (S. 4710) declaring null and void certain laws of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the su e courts and the respective judges thereof established in the 
Térritories of the United States,and the judges of other courts of the United 
States exercising jurisdiction in any of such Territories. shall, respectively, have 


exclusive ion to issue writs of habeas corpus in such respective Terri- 
tories, any law in any of such Territori¢s to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ceported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill regulating the juris- 
diction of courts in the Territories in habeas corpus proceedings.’’ 


GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 3870) to provide for the purchase of a site and erection 
of buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Districtof Columbia 
with an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ appropriated,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘one-half of said sum to be appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 


priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one-half 
of said sum to be appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 


for the purchase of asite and the erection or alteration and furnishing of build- 
ings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, said sum to be 
expended by the commissioners of the District of Columbia and to be imme- 


diately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read the 
third time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4827) to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,’’ approved February 20, 1880 

Mr. PLATT. That bill can not be considered now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

PURCHASE OF MALTBY HOUSE. 

The bill (S. 4805) to provide for the purchase of lots 14, 15, 16, 17, 
and part of 18, square 633, in the city of Washington, and the improve- 
ments thereon was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will goover. The Chair 
understands that all bills objected to retain their place on the Calen- 
dar unless it is expressly stated otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that is understood. 

Mr. VEST entered the Chamber. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the objection I made tothe bill. The 
Senator from Missouri is here now. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 14, after the word “‘ street,’’ to 
insert ‘‘about;’’ so as to read: 

Fronting on B street about 45 feet. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have a vote on the passage of the bil!, 
I want to vote against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was unable to ascertain from the reading of 
the bill—perhaps I was negligent—the purpose for which this purchase 
of land is made. Ifany Senator will make a statement I shall not call 
for the reading of the bill again. 

Mr. VEST. I can explain the matter very fully. This property is 
situated nearly opposite the Capitol, slightly varying from heing di- 
rectly opposite, and was built some two years ago for a hotel. There 
are one hundred rooms in the building. It is offered to the Government 
for $125,000, which is $5,000 advance upon the cost of the ground and 
the building in actual cash. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] and myself examined the building all over from the basement 
to the roof. It is one of the best constructed houses in the city of 
Washington. : 

It is admirably adapted to the purposes of the Government at this 
time. We are paying now—I had the official statement here the othe: 
day—eighty odd thousand dollars a year forrent. We can utilize this 
building for three or four boardsthat are now in session, conspicuously 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. We are now paying $11,000 a 
year rent for rooms occupied by that commission; and other boards and 
commissions can be accommodated there. The property is so located 
that it will advance in value, and it is advancing now. It is the West 
purchase the Government can possibly make, is better adapted for our 
purposes than any other, and the property is cheap. 

Mr. PADDOCK, This is a pretty important matter. 
better go over. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senatorwill not ask that it go over. It has 
been thoroughly investigated by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


The bill had 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Nebraska to object. @ 

Mr. CULLOM. He withdraws his objection, I think. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think it is too late to undertake the considera- 
tion of the bill now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will not inte an objection, 
and will let the Senate dispose of the bill. In addition to what the 
Senator from Missouri has said, I desire to state that the Committee 
on Rules, to which I have had the honor of belonging for a number of 
years and which has had control of the Senate end of the Capitol, 
have had a great many applications from various sources for additional 
rooms that we found it impossible to furnish. That committee, as well 
as the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri belongs, went through the Maltby building and the 
ground surrounding it, and my recollection is that we were unani- 
mously of the opinion that the Government should purchase that build- 
ing for purposes of storage and for purposes of furnishing rooms neces- 
sary to the Senate for various purposes. 

It would also furnish rooms for the various commissions and other 
things for which we are paying unreasonable rents at this time. The 
bill ought to pass, I am satisfied, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no objection to it, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the objec- 
tion to be withdrawn? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to hear from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, who has investigated this subject some- 
what. 

Mr. ALLISON. We had this question before us just at the close of 
the last session, and it was then suggested, as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee says, that the building was needed for the purposes of the Sen- 
ate. I think a portion of the building could be very well utilized for 
various purposes connected with the Senate. I concur fully with what 
has been so well said by the Senator from Missouri, that we are paying 
enormous rents here for different boards for which this building may 
be very well utilized. So I regard itas a very fair and proper purchase. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I withdraw my objection after the statement of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
bill. 


The bill was passed. 


The question is on the passage of the 


THE PORTLAND COMPANY. 


The bill (8S. 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar and was read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to object to the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will not do that. A similar bill 
passed at the Iast session, was vetoed by the President, and this bill 
is draughted to meet the objections of the President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes it an important bill. 
have a full Senate for it. 

Mr. FRYE. It has passed the Senate three or four times, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 
ro over. 

; Mr. FRYE. The bill will retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it is objected to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to its retaining its place on 
the Calendar. I wish to say to the Senator from Maine that the com- 
plications of the bill led me to object to it; the fact that it took so 
many clauses to obviate the objections to it. 

Mr. FRYE. 
made, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Maine that the Senate had an understanding a little while ago 
that all bills objected to shall retain their places on the Calendar un- 
less otherwise expressly ordered. 

Mr, PLATT. I movethe Senate adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senator will give way to me. I rose to 
ask unanimous consent for an evening session to-night for the consid- 
eration of private pension bills subject to obj 

Mr. VEST. We can not get a quorum to-night. 

Mr. GORMAN. We can not get a quorum. 

Mr. PLATT. If therecould be unanimous consent given that there 
shall be an evening session at which nothing but pension cases un- 
objected to shall be considered, I would not insist upon my motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it was the understanding of everybody that 
there would be no evening session to-day. 

Mr. VEST. We must have a quorum here to do business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate. 


We ought to 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion of the unfinished business, which will be stated. 
The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, 


3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to ts. 
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It was made to meet every objection that the President | J 


The Senate resumes the considera- 
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Mr. PLATT. Pending that order, I move that the Senate adjourn 
until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To meet at 11 is the standing order 
of the Senate, the Chair understands. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjou until to-morrow, Thursday, February 12, 1891, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 11, 1891. 


The House met atllo’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mivevury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1266) providing for an extension 
of appropriations for the erection of a public building at Los Angeles, 
Cal. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object until the report is read. 

Mr. MORROW. I hope the report will be read. 
tleman will not insist upon his objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to know on what ground this largeincrease 
is asked for? 

The SPEAKER. 
sired. 

Mr, HOLMAN, I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from California should not 
ask for so largeasumasthis. Theappropriation when originally made 
was supposed to be sufficient, and yet here isa vast increase. Of course 
I appreciate the fact that this is a growing town, but still I think $200, - 
000 increase ought to be ample. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Speaker, there are a great many bills of this 
character upon the Calendar that are of equal importance with and that 
come ahead of this in their order on the Calendar. I have a bill for 
the erection of a building in a city not quite as large as this, it is true, 
but it has a United States court, land office, and public offices gener- 
ally, which is ahead of this on the Calendar. Now, I do not see why 
this discrimination should exist in regard to bills of this character, and 
until some more just plan than the one heretofore pursued in giving 
recognition for this class of bills is adopted I must object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not object to the consideration of the bill if 
the gentleman will consent to an amendment reducing the amount. 

Mr. MORROW. Let the sense of the House be tested on the ques- 
tion of reduction. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman to ob- 
ject? 

P Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman from Wisconsin has ob- 


jected. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the legislative appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio takes 
precedence, if the gentleman desires to press it; but there are some 
matters on the table which the Chair would like to lay before the House. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I withhold the motion for that purpose. 


WAGES OF EMPLOY&S IN THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8046) to increase the wages of certain employés in the 
Government Printing Office. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. On this bill the Senate ask for a conference with 
the House on the d votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is not this bill subject to the point of order that 
it must have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the bill and determine 
the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. IfI mistake not the effect of the bill is to increase 
the salaries of officials in the Government Printing Office about one- 
half million dollars annually. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, on an examination, that the 
bill is not obnoxious to the point of order, and is before the House for 
consideration. 


I think the gen- 


The gentleman can have the report read if de- 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have just come in. I move 
that the House nonconcur in the amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the conference asked thereon. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend the Senate amendment. I 
believe that motion takes precedence. 

TheSPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment providing that the night work shall be limited to 
eight hours in twenty-four. ; 

Mr. CHEADLE. I trust that the gentleman from Iowa will with- 
draw that amendment and let this matter go to the conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from Iowa moves to concur in the Senate amendment with an 
amendment limiting the night hours to eight. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he let this matter go to the conference on the motion to nonconcur, 
and the committee will hear him on his amendment and endeavor to 
put the bill in proper shape. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire toask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know whether it is not true that this 
bill increases the salaries of the employés in the Printing Office about 
a half million dollars annually. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amendment, you mean ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I mean the bill itselfi—whether the effect of it is 
not to increase the salaries a half million annually in the Government 
Printing Office? I have been advised that such is the effect of the 
bill. I am asking for information, because I believe the statement 
made to me to be reliable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill is not now before the House-—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But I can state to the gentleman that his in- 
formation is not reliable, so far as my information extends, and I have 
the statement of a more practical man than myself in such matters, 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the increase? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It increasestheamount about $170,000 annually. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This bill was fully discussed before it passed 
the House; but it has been amended in the Senate, and my motion is 
tononconcur in that amendment inorder to reach some sort of an agree- 
ment on which the sense of the House can be tested. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman be kind enough 
to inform us as tothe difference between the two propositions, the House 
and Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not looked carefully into the matter 
for some time. The bill was considered a long time ago, and I am 
not prepared to give the gentleman the exact information. There are 
gentlemen here more familiar with thesubject thanI. The gentleman 
from New York can probably answer. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The effect of it isto give those employed on 
night work in the Government Printing Office simply 20 per cent. more 
than those employed on day work. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is correct. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And it is desired to limit it to eight 
hours a day. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They are already limited by law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the law now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Bat taat does not affect those engaged on what is 
known as “ piecework,’’ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes; they are limited just the same. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that they are not. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, The men who work by the piece on the Recorp 
are limited to eight hours a day the same as the others. I know that 
to be so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is shown to be so by the testimony of 
all the witnesses. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
RICHARDSON] to inform this House what will be the effect of this 
bill so far as the aggregate increase in expenditures is concerned if it 
should become a law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not do that at thismoment, I will en- 
one to obtain the information before the conference report is pre- 
sented, 

Mr. SAYERS. Can you approximate the amount? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS] 
will understand that additional pay for night work is allowed by Con- 
gress annually in the appropriation bill. You make an extra compen- 
sation almost every session of Co , I believe, indeed at every ses- 
sion of Congress, for extra work at night. Now, this bill is intended 
to supersede the necessity for that, and to provide by law for a regular 
rate to be paid for night work as well as for day work. 

Mr. SAYERS, What I want to know is this: I wish to get some 
information from the gentleman from Tennessee as to the probable cost 
per annum of this bill? 


And that is wages, not salary. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Which bill do you mean? 
Mr. SAYERS. The bill under consideration. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But there are two. One is the House bill, 
which is different from the Senate bill. 
Mr. SAYERS, Will the gentleman state the probable cost under 
the House bi!l and then the prohable cost under the Senate bill? 
Mr. RICHAKDSON. The gentleman from New York [Mr, Cum- 
MINGS] states that it would be somewhere about $170,000, but I am 
not prepared to say that, because I donot know. It will depend upon 
the number of employés and the changes in the Government Printing 
Office from time to time. I can not estimate it. In the amendment 
which the Senate has made the increase for the night force over the 
day force is 20 per cent. Now, my motion is to nonconcur in that 
amendment, in order that it may go to conference; and I will get the 
exact figures and bring them before the House, 
Mr, SAYERS. Yes, but then it will be too late. The bill will be 
forced through on a conference report, and we will know nothing about 
it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit to the gentleman that I will not un- 
dertake to put it through without giving the House all the figures which 
Ican obtain. When this bill was under consideration in the House this 
debate was had and the figures were fully considered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS], and they are now in the Recorp, 
almost the exact figures, as nearly at any rate as they can be approxi 
mated. Now, in the remarks made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cummines], as [ remember, when the bill was under considera- 
tion in the House this matter was very fully gone into, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. RICHARDSON] permit me to ask a question of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cumminas], whom I understand is familiar with the 
exact details of this bill? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] is an experton the subject,and I should be very glad to yield. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to know whether this ratio of 
20 per cent., which I understand applies to night work, applies also to 
day work. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. No, it does not. Itapplies to night work alone. 
In other words, it is considered that a man working eight hours at night 
is entitled to more money than a man who works eight hours by day- 
light. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then, in a nutshell, what is the differ- 
ence between the House proposition and the Senate proposition ? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. There is very little difference. Exactly what it 
is I do not know, because I have not seen the Senate amendment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. They want to investigate it in conference. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. The committee of conference will find out. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It seems to me somebody ought to 
know something about this thing before we get into conference. Is it 
not a fact that the House bill fixes the rate at say 60 cents a thousand 
ems, or whatever the sum is ? 
Mr. CHEADLE, They pay 50, and the 20 per cent. would give them 
60 cents instead of 50, for night work. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the increase proposed in the 
Senate amendment ? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I suppose the Senate amendment takes in the 
pressmen and others left out by the House bill. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In other words, the Senate bill will 
create a greater expenditure than the House bill? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir; but possibly not. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But you can not say how much. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Not exactly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, And if the House will nonconcur in the amend- 
ment, we can present it to-morrow morning or in a few days in such 
a shape as will meet the wishes of the House, or at least we can give 
the House full information in regard tothe matter. I hope, therefore, 
the House will nonconcur intheSenateamendment. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
“Vote !’’] 
' TheSPEAKER. The question is first upon the amendment pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the Senate amendment by adding: 

‘Provided, That the night employés shall be limitedto eight hours’ labor in 
twenty-four hours.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 


That is already the law, and I make the point 
of order on that. They are already limited now to eight hours. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order ought not to be made in that 
way, that it is already the law; because that would make the Chair 
the judge of the law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear the remark of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, If that was done it would make the Chair the 
judge as to what was the statute, and the gentleman probably would 
not like to do that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I certainly would not like to do that. 

TheSPEAKER. And the gentleman can fully understand the em- 
barrassment the Chair would feel if that were done. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. 
isting law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Would it be in order to have the bill and amend- 
ment read? They are short. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection at all to that; but I do 
object to concurring in the Senate amendment with an amendment 
until the matter is matured. 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman from Iowa is 
to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That being true, I hope very much that the 
House will not concur with the amendment, but will agree to the mo- 
tion to nonconcur, in order that the matter may be brought before the 
House in a little more intelligent manner. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa to concur with an amendment as reported. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendment, and agree to the conference as requested, 

The question was put; and the motion was agreed to. 


The point of order would be that it changes ex- 


BOARD FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF THE INTERESTS OF THE MER- 
CHANT MARINE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4627) to es- 
tablish a marine board for the advancement of the interests of the 
merchant marine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the Department of the Treasury a 
marine board, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The marine board shall consist of one of the Assistant Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury, who shall be ex oficio chairman ofthe board, to be designated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and the following-named officers, who shall be ex officio 
members: The chairman of the Lighthouse Board, the epee Inspector 
General of Steam Vessels, the Supervising Surgeon General of the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service, the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, the Com- 
missioner of Navigation, the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
the Chief Hydrographer of the Navy, Noneof the members of the board shall 
receive any additional ane by reason of any services performed under 
this act, butshall receive mileage atthe rateof8cents per mile when traveling 
under official orders. 

Sec. 2. That the marine board shall meet for the purpose of o ization 
within sixty days from the passage of this act, and thereafter it shall meet on 
the a of January, April, July,and October of each year, and at such 
other times as the Secretary of the Treasury shall direct, for joint consultation 
and recommendation to the Secretary of the Treasury for presentation by him 
to Congress of any changes in existing laws, or enactment of new ones thatin 
their judgment may be necessary for the protection of the interests of the Gov- 
ernment and the benefitand improvementofthe merchant marine ofthe United 
States, or for the relief of the merchant marine from any harsh or injurious 
laws operating to its detriment, and for the transaction of any other business 
that may properly come before it. 

The board shall, upon application, grant hearings relative toany of the above 
matters to any person of practical knowledge and experience in the building, 
repairing, and navigation of vessels, the authorized representatives of any or- 
ganized bodies connected therewith, and any other persons interested in the 
merchant marine, or receive their statements in writing, or may, upon itsown 
instance, take the examination of any such persons upon any of said matters. 

Sec. 3, That the said board shall have supervision of all laws affecting the 
merchant marine not assigned by law to any other branch or bureau of the 
Government, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall, 0 the recommenda- 
tion of the board, if he approve, assign to either of the bureaus or officers 
under the charge of either of the ex officio members of the board the execu- 
tion of any provisions of law relating to the merchant marine not otherwise 
assigned. The board shall collect all information and intelligence available 
affecting maritime interests, and from time to time shall publish for the benetit 
of the Government and of the merchant marine so much of same as shall 
be deemed useful; and all officers of the Government having in their possession 
at any time such information are hereby directed to furnish the same to the 
marine board when not incompatible with the public interests. The board 
shall also make an annual report of its operations to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for transmission to Congress. 

Sec. 4. That the board is hereby authorized to make all necessary regulations 
for its government and for the management of its affairs not inconsistent with 
law, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall furnish all necessary clerks, 
messengers, rooms for the meetings of the board, stationery, printing, and 
other things necessary for the use of the board, the expense thereof to be paid 
from any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 

»riated. 
, Sec. 6. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pealed, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I make the point of order upon that bill, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HERBERT. The first point is that it should receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HERBERT. There is a provision in the bill, if the gentleman 
from Indiana will allow me, as I caught it, which reads that mileage 
shall be allowed these different members. That is an appropriation, 
and then there are other points —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a direct appropriation made by this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Indiana will pardon me a 
moment 

Mr. HERBERT. The bill also provides that the secretary shall fur- 
nish this board with the necessary stationery and clerks and a place 
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for them to meet, but beyond all that it does provide there for mile- 


age 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire simply to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Alabama to the fact that the bill differs from the House bill 
as it comes from the Senate. It unnecessarily provides for an appro- 
priation. These, as a matter of fact, are simply officials already in the 
Treasury Department assigned to these duties; but this provision is 
made to bring them together, and provides no increase really of clerks. 

Mr. HERBERT. But mileage is provided there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, without really 
discussing the point of order, this bill is recommended by the Interna- 
tional Marine Conference, and is also recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasnry, to group under one head the several bureaus in the Treas- 
ury Department that now have charge of different matters connected 
with the merchant marine, for convenience and efficiency, without in- 
creasing the expenditures at all; and, in the judgment of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and of the American members of the International 
Marine Conference, it is extremely desirable to have this done. 

There can be in it nothing that will lead to extraordinary expendi- 
tures, unless the Secretary shall at some time or other, say, have the 
Commissioner of Navigation go to New York, for example, to collect 
particular information, which would cost a hundred or two hundred 
dollars. It seems to me, in view of the importance of the measure, 
and I know the gentleman feels an interest in it, that whatever point 
there may be with reference to the point of order it had better be with- 
drawn and let the bill be considered by the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall insist on the point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Secretary may now order anyone; there is 
nothing in that; and while it simply provides for the payment of that 
cost, it can be dropped out of the bill—— 

Mr. HERBERT. It is not outof the bill; itis in the bill; and I ask 
the Chair to rule on my point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman in a matter so important as 
this will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I certainly will not withdraw this point of order. 
This is simply another effort to establish another bureau for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the work of getting subsidies at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. HERBERT. This is the second bureau that has been proposed 
here during this session. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not even a bureau. 

Mr. HERBERT. And I hope the bill will not pass when it comes 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does thegentleman insist upon the point of order ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the last section is plainly sub- 
ject to the point of order; and the Chair sustains the point of order. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4620) to es- 
tablish the record and pension office of the War Department, and for 
other purposes. 

The bil! was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the record and pension division as now organized in 
the office of the Secretary of War shall hereafter be known,and is hereby es- 
tablished, as the record and pension office of the War Department, and the 
President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint the officer now in cha of said record and 
pension division to be a colonel inthe Armyand chief of said office, who shall, 
under the Secretary of War, have charge of the service and hospital records of 
the volunteer armies and the pension and other business of the War Depart- 
ment connected therewith; and all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby suspended for the purposes of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAysoN). The question is upon 
the third reading of the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is that measure properly before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a Senate bill taken from the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not subject to the point of order? It involves 
an appropriation. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is subject to the point of order that it makes 
an a 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical with the bill 
H. R. 12632, now upon the House Calendar, favorably reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It is the same, word for word, and I 
am instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs to ask that the 
Senate bill be considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What became of the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No point of order was made. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I stated to the Chair that it was subject to the 
point of order, and the point of order was reserved against it by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserved it. 


The question is on the third reading 
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Mr. McMILLIN. 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN] makes the point of order against this bill-—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itis subject to the point of order that it should 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that this bill does not direct anything to be done. It 
simply authorizes the President to do it, leaving the matter entirely 
discretionary with him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But things in the way of expenditure that are 
authorized to be done are generally done. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That does not necessarily follow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
to be the rule. The Chair understands the precedents to be all the 
other way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This changes existing law and requires an in- 
crease of appropriation, and therefore is obnoxious to the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But as against this character of bills 
the rule does not apply. A mere change of existing law does not make 
a bill subject to the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But this bill makes an appropriation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It makes noappropriation whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It involves an appropriation and expenditure of 
money, and hence is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It requires an appropriation to be made. 

Mr. SPINOLA. This is a proper bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Tennessee 
will not insist on the point of order. This bill is a very important one. 
It is the result of an investigation that was made by a Senate com- 
mittee, of which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] was 


I also stated that it was subject to the point of 


chairman. That committee examined into the operations of all the | 


different Departments, and this plan was suggested by the committee. 
It has been carried out ever since, and every gentleman in the House 
who has had any business with the pension records of the War Depart- 
ment will justify the statement that within the last twelve months 
letters referred to the War Department for information have been an- 
swered within one to three days, whereas formerly it took from one 
month to twelve months to get such letters answered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then what increase of efliciency is proposed by 
this bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Simply this—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. McMILLIN] please give his attention to the Chair for a moment ? 
The point made by the gentleman from Tennessee that this bill changes 
existing law and therefore is subject to the point of order can not be 
sustained. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman certainly suggested it, 
and the Chair thinks made it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggested that the bill involved an expenditure 
and was therefore subject to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
to say that it changed existing law —— 


Mr. McMILLIN. I stated incidentally that it changed existing law, | 


but my point of order was thatitinvolved anexpenditure. I of course 
know that a mere change of existing law does not make the bill ob- 
noxious to the rule. My point of order was based upon the other 
ground, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tally -—— 

Mr, McMILLIN. The Chair can be as incidental as I can, and has 
the same right. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair therefore remarks inciden- 
tally that the fact that the bill changes existing law can not be consid- 
ered as making it subject to the point of order. The only point of 
order that can be raised, in the judgment of the Chair, is that which 
arises under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, which provides that at this time Sen- 
ate bills may be considered by the Houseif they are substantially the 
same as House bills which have been favorably reported by a commit- 
tee of the House and which are not required to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
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Then the question arises whether, under the rule, this bill should | 


receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. Bills need 

be considered in Committee of the Whole only when they come within 

the terms of clause 3 of Rule XXIII, which provides that all motions 

ce involving a tax or charge upon the people must receive 
t 


consideration in Committee of the Whole; and, in the jud,- | 


ment of the Chair, basing that judgment upon his recollection of the 
almost uniform precedents, and particularly of decisions made by Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, unless the bill upon its face shows that it does involve an ex- 
penditure, it is not subject to the point of order. 


| Cal., and for other purposes. 
Thé Chair will therefore say, inciden- | 
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The Chair has specially in mind the following decisions made by Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE in the Forty-ninth Congress: 
[House Journal, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, May 17, 1884, page 1247.) 


On motion of Mr. Tucker, the House took up for consideration the bill of the 
House (H. R. 6034) to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of the 
State of Texas, and to attacha part of the Indian Territory to said districts, and 
for other purposes, reported from the Committee on the Judiciary on the 18th of 
March last, and referred to the House Calendar. 

The same having been read, 

Mr. John H. Rogers made the point of order that under clause 3, Rule XXUI, 
the said bill must receive its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

After debate on thesaid point of order, 

The Speaker overruledthe same, on the ground that under previous decisions 
it had been held that unless the bill expressly made an appropriation or di- 
rectly required one to be made, the rule quoted did not apply, the fact that ex- 
ecution of the law might involve an additional expenditure of money not being 
sufficient to carry the bill to the Committee of the Whole. 


First session 


April 24, 1886, page 1573. | 

Mr. Hepburn, by direction of the Committee on the Judiciary, called up tho 
bill of the House (H. R. 2929) toamend the act dividing the State of Missouri into 
two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and western districts thereof 
into divisions, establish district and circuit courts of the United States therein, 
and provide for the times and places for holding such courts, and for other pur 
poses, reported from said committee on the 9th of February last and referred 
to the House Calendar. 

The bill having been read, 

Mr. BLAND made the point of order that the said bill, under clanse 3 of Rale 
XXIII, must receive its first consideration in a Committee of the Whole 

After debate on the said point of order, 

The Speaker overruled the same, on the ground that it did not appear with 
certainty that an additional appropriation would be required to execute the 
law ifthe bill became one, TheSpeaker further held that when it does not ap- 
pear on the face of the bill that additional appropriations will be required, but 
the matter is one of argument or conjecture, the Chair could not decide that 
such necessarily would be the case. 

[Second session, December 13, 1886, pages 86, 87. | 

Mr. BARBOUR, under instructions from said committee, called up the bill of the 
House (H. R, 9125) to create a school board for the District of Columbia, and to 
prescribe its powers and duties, reported from said committee on the 2d of June 
last and referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. Horxrns made the point of order that the said bill must receive its first 
consideration in a Committee of the Whole. 

The Speaker overruled the point of order on the ground heretofore held, that 
unless the bill on its face made an appropriation or plainly required one to be 
made to execute its provisions, it was not subject to the requirement of clause 
3 of Rule XXIIT. 


In view of these rulings and the almost uniform practice in respect 
to bills of this character the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But does the Chair hold that the appointment of 
a colonel in the Army, with the expenditure which that requires, does 
not make a charge upon the Treasury? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill does not appoint a colonel in 
the Army. There is a proposition in the bill which merely authorizes 
a certain thing to be done, which may or may not be done. The Chair 
understands all the precedents to be in favorof the decision which the 
Chair has made. The question is upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The decision of the Chair is quite correct 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House bill (H. R. 12632) of like import was laid on the table, 


MILITARY POST AT SAN DIEGO, CAL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 4397) 


to provide for the selection of a site for a military post at San Diego, 


The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause an examination to be made for a suitable site for a mili- 
tary post and harbor defenses at or near the city of San Diego, in the State of 
California, and to report to Congress a particular description of the land required 
for such purposes and the amount of money for which the owners of such land 
will convey the same to the United States for the purposes aforesaid. He shall 
further report what in his opinion is the value of such land, and if the price 
asked for the same is reasonable. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ifouse bill No, 12211, corresponding in its provisions with the Sen 
ate bill just passed, was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GrosVENOR) laid before the House 
the bill (S. 4754) to amend the act authorizing the Choctaw Coal and 
Railway Company to construct a road through the Indian Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe provisions of an act approved February 18, 1888, 
authorizing the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct aud operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, shall be ex- 
tended for a period of two years, from February 18, 1892, so that said company 
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shall have until February 18, 1894, to build its railway, under the provisions of 
said act and the act amendatory thereof, approved February 13, 1889. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering this bill 
to a third reading. 

Mr. PEEL. The House committee has reported a bill identical in 
its provisions with this Senate bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that under 
the rule this bill must be first considered in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that this bill does 
not contemplate any expenditure on the part of the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. No expenditure whatever; it simply grants the 
right of way. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
parting with public property. 

Mr. PEEL. The bill does not involve an expenditure from the 
Treasury in any shape. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 75, noes 16. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, as the Chair isso prompt inits 
rulings, I suggest that a quorum is not present, and I would like to 
have that fact ascertained. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChairalwaysrules promptly. 
count of the House having been made. ] 
The ayes have it; and the bill is passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

House bill No. 12366, corresponding in its provisions with the Senate 
bill just passed, was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


But the granting of right of way is 


[The 
There is a quorum present. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYsoN in the chair, and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, There still remain one hour and eighteen min- 
utes of the time allotted for general debate on this bill. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. PEL]. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, it seems that the Southern country since 
the close of the civil war is never to be rid of continuous slanders in 
regard to the freedom of speech and the freedom of the ballot. The 
people of the county of Boone, located in my district of Arkansas, I 
know personally to be as law-abiding, as intelligent, and as respectable 
as any people in the world. At all timessince the war each and every 
man there has spoken his political sentiments freely, without any fear 
whatever, and has continued to vote as he pleased. Public discussion 
has always been pleasant and agreeable. 

But some time ago there was sent to the Globe-Democrat an article 
which I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk, showing that some 
unknown, cowardly scoundrel, having nothing but slander, I presume, 
to deal out to the people, has by some means had inserted in that paper, 
a journal of wide circulatien, this article, an article liable to do my 
section of the country more or less harm. I desire to have read from 
the Harrison Times, of Boone County, Arkansas, acopy of that article, 
with the proceedings of Republican citizens of the town of Harrison 
at a meeting which followed the publication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARKANSAS'S LEADING LIAR LET LOOSE—WHAT OUR LEADING REPUBLICANS 
THINK ABOUT IT. 


The blank amazement which spread itself over the countenances of our 
ple Wednesday last can easily be imagined upon the perasal of the following, 
which appeared iv the Globe-Democrat, reaching here on that day: 


“THE TORCH IN ARKANSAS, 
“(Special dispatch to the Globe-Democrat.] 
“Wasuinoron, D. C., January 18, 


“A correspondent is in receipt of details as to the burning of the North Ar- 
kansas Herald, a Republican newspaper published at Harrison, Ark., and ed- 
ited by Henry E.Sharpe. Because of its vigorous adv of Republicanism, 
the McKinley tariff, and the Federal election bill it had exceedingly 
unpopular among the Democratic regulators and free traders of the Bear State, 
It is charged that the office was seton fire by personsinimical tothe early 
yesterday morning. Flames were first discovered pouring up the side of 
the north wall of the building. Had they originated inside it would have been 
impossible for Edgar V. Sharpe and W.J. Rendall, who slept there,to escape. 
The correspondent’s informant is a resident of Harrison, and he has no hesita- 
tion in saying that political enemies of Editor Sharpe perpetrated the outrage. 
Continuing, he : 

“* The State fs still ruled by the kuklux, who operate insecret. Nolonger do 
they ride at nightto overawe the people or to drive out those whom they dis- 


like. They know that such tactics would ruin them. Their plans are laid with 
cunning. If a man isto be killed, he is either ambushed in an out-of-the-way 
place, called to the door and shot in the dark, or, if he can not be decoyed, a 
chosen agent of the kuklux picks a quarrel with him and kills him in self- 
defense. Among the kuklux society are professional and business men and 
wealthy landowners. Their plans are laid by lawyers, and are carried out by 
men who are “above suspicion.” All this is like a tale from the Arabian 
Nights, but the oligarchy of the South, knowing that it can not govern by 
legitimate methods, has adopted the secret system, not to tyrannize the negro 
alone, but the white men also. 

*** The Republicans live virtually undera reign of terrorin our midst. White 
men do not dare oppose the Democratic party, and they dare not tell each other 
the truth. When Mr. Sharpe's office was destroyed the Democratic papers 
hastened to say that the fire caught from a defective flue. Democratic friends 
warned Mr. Sharpe that he must not openly ascribe it to the kuklux or worse 
would follow. The mysterious awe in the countenances of these Democrats 
could only be understood by one acquainted with the circumstances. It wasas 
if they looked upon Mr. Sharpe as a “ Jonah’ who endangered the town. 
Since the war the Methodist Church at Harrison has been burned to the ground 
three times by the kuklux. It is well understood that it was destroyed be- 
cause its members were Republicans. Had it not been insured it would proba- 
bly be burned again.’ 

“Of course there was con siderable general indignation expressed at the im- 
pudence as well as the dam nable villainy of the article, but in open and vigor- 
ous denunciation of the lie our Republicans were permitted to take the floor, 
and right manfully have they exercised the privilege. In the afternoon they 
met at the United States land office and prepared the following, which was for- 
warded by return mail to the Globe-Democrat : 

‘***At ameeting of the Republicans of the town of Harrison, called to take into 
consideration an article published in the Globe-Democrat of January 19, 1891, 
charging the burning of the North Arkansas Herald at this place as an act of 
political incendiarism, etc., the following proceedings were had, to wit: 

‘A. L. Thompson was made chairman, D. W. Brandt, secretary, 

“*On motion, A. C. Phillips, H. J. Thorn, F. M. Sams, and Henry E. Sharpe were 
appointed todraught resolutions, who reported the following, which were unani- 
mously adopted : 

*** Resolved, That the origin of the burning is to us unknown, but the circum- 
stances surrounding said burning favor the theory of accident. 

‘** That while we regret the inability to defend the State of Arkansas from the 
imputations and general charges of political crime, we do most earnestly and 
emphatically deny their application to this section of the State, where we, as 
Republicans, july and openly declare our political sentiments and defend the 
principles of the party withens the fear of molestation or incurring the enmity of 
our Democratic Caldiera, who are sociably well disposed toward us. 

*** That we desire to express our sense of gratitude to J. R. Newman, proprietor 
of the Harrison Times, the oldest Democratic paper in North Arkansas, for his 
prompt and generous action by which he enabied the publication of the North 
Arkansas Herald to be continued by the use of his printing office.’ 

“A. L. THOMPSON, Chairman, 
“D. W. BRANDT, Secretary.” 


‘* Later ona Times reporter talked with afew of the leading Republicans, and 
this is the way they express themselves : 

“ L, Kirby, chairman of Boone County Republican Committee : 

***T have lived in Harrison nineteen years, twelve years of the time have been 
chairman of county organization,and I think I am fully qualified to say that 
the charges of this article against our people are thoroughly and absolutely 
false. ~The kuklux have never terrorized our people—never existed, that I 
know of, since I have been here—and you may rest assured that if there had 
been the slightest unfairness in elections here in all that time I should have 
known it, and would take pleasure in denouncing it. 

“*No, sir, we of North Arkansas have not been deprived of our rights in 
pelinent matters and express our sentiments oe as freely as our Democratic 
yrethren, As to the burning of the Herald office, it is generally understood to 
have been accidental, and it is well known that in the fire five dollars’ worth of 
property belonging to Democrats was destroyed for every one belonging to 

tepublicans. Put me strong as inst the lie and the liar.’ 

* H, J. Thorn, secretary county Republican committee : 

‘**T regard the article, whatever the motive of the writer may have been, as 
a grave error and a willful misrepresentation of the people in this part of the 
State. No such conditionexists. The article was conceived in sin and its fruits 
could only be envy and strife where liberality and friendship now prevail.’ 

“J. T. Penn, member of State Republican committee: 

“*While I deeply regret that I can not defend a few localities in our grand 
State of Arkansas from the misrepresentations contained in the article, yet I 
most emphatically deny that such a condition exists in Harrison, or in an 
locality in this entire section of the State; neither do I believe the fire which 
consumed the North Arkansas Herald was of political incendiary origin. I 
have lived in Harrison for fourteen years and must say that I have never seen 
a place where ora time when I felt deterred from freely ex ing my political 
views, which have always been Republican. I very much regret the publica- 
tion of the article, for it certainly does a great injustice to our people.’ 

“Henry E. Sharpe, editor of the North Arkansas Herald: 

“*While I can not doubt that the fire was incendiary, I have not been able to 
find the slightest clue to the perpetrator nor to the motive. It would be idle to 
deny that political ee is more intense here than in any Northern or 
Western State, and that as editor of a political paper I meet now and then with 
men who do not like my polities; but asI have several times stated in my own 

per I have received much kindness, social courtesy, and business aid at the 
onde of Democrats: and have no hesitation in saying that socially the great 
majority of our citizens are superior to political prejudice and incapable of un- 
lawful methods. It seems to me that the article in the Globe-Democrat is not 
intended to apply locally, but is a repetition of the oft-repeated charge against 
the State as a whole.’ 

**Charles M. Greene, register United States land office : 

“*T regard the article asa deliberately planned libel upon our section, as fool- 
ishly impolitie as it is totally untrue. The Republicans never have claimed 
that there has been either unfair elections or intimidation in this section. 
Whatever may be the case in other parts of the State we have pure methods 
and honorable citizenship here, and the man who states tothe contrary is either 


a fool or a knave —— both. Evidently the fire was accidental, whatever 
= theory, and Idon’ think there are three Republicans in the county who be- 
eve 


“F.S. Baker, receiver of the United States land office: 

“* Of course the fire was accidental; the idea that our Democrats would do 
such a thing is absurd, more especially when we consider that Democrats stand- 
ioe hiss te their party were much heaviest losers. The imputation that 


here would be lty even of wishing to intimidate ir b- 
liean friends and neighbors is the very essence of faisehood. No, the condition 
of affairs I regard 


here does not in any manner justify such a publication, and 
it as more of a slur on we Republicans anyone else.’"’ 

Mr. PEEL. Inconnection with what has just been read, I desire 
only to say that I am ly well acquainted with all those citizens 
who took part in that meeting of Republicans, there being among them 
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some of the most prominent menin the county. I know the property have the merit of being sincere and honest convictions, unbiased by the 


in questiou—I know all the people in that vicinity—and I can say from | abler arguments of others. 


I say this to meet a frequent charge that 


my personal knowledge that there is but one truth in the article sent | everything said against this bill emanates from one Mr, Codman, whose 


to the Globe-Democrat, and that is the statement that there was a fire. 
Of the loss resulting from that fire at least $10 fell upon Democratic 
shoulders where $1 fell upon Republican shoulders. 

Some unknown scoundrel wh») claims to be a resident of Harrison, 
but is too cowardly to give his name, saw proper to send that article to 
the Globe-Democrat for no other purpose than to keep up the slander- 
ous abuse of the Southern people and if possible to keep alive preju- 
dice in Northern minds against the Southern country. He knew well 
when he wrote the article that it was a falsehood. He knew well, tor 
he lives there in that community, that the people of both political par- 
ties are as free to express their sentiments as any people on earth, and 
that they continue to do so day after day. 

It will be noticed, too, that in the meeting of the Republican party 
there, denouncing asa falsehood thestatementsin thatarticle, Mr. Henry 
E. Sharpe, the editor of the Republican paper which was burned out, 
was one of the committee that draughted the resolutions. The chair- 
man of the meeting was a prominent Republican, the secretary was a 
prominent Republican, and in fact all of the prominent Republicans of 
Harrison took part in the meeting to their credit and honor; for they 
know that although it is a Democratic community there is very kindly 
feeling existing between the two parties, and that the Democrats, in- 
stead of suppressing the rights of the people who differ from them 
politically, will stand together to protect every right that an American 
citizen is entitled to possess in all parts of the country. 

I denounce the statement, therefore, as « falsehood and a slander 
against the people there. I have tried to find out here from the cor- 
respondent who wrote the article in question, but have been unable to 
do so. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. 
dix. ] ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iyield twenty-eight minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to say anything 
with regard to the shipping bill, but I have been so earnestly requested 
by citizens of our State, personal friends and gentlemen of the highest 
standing, and whose position towards this question is of the most dis- 
interested character, urging me to vote for it, that I think I owe it 
both to myself and to these gentlemen to state my reasons why I can 
not support this measure. 

In the first place, I want to say that I think it very unfortunate in- 
deed that any personal feeling should have crept into the discussion 
of this proposition. But we have seen of late an exhibition of great 
personal feeling with regard to it. I am not willing to say that it is 
confined to one side of the question or the other, but certain itis that the 
advocates of this bill, with a zeal that is not according to knowledge, 
and which is lacking in fairness and courtesy, have been very free in 
the charge that those of us who are opposed to it are not animated by 
a proper American spirit. 

I have seen within the last month in many of the periodicals de- 
voted to the discussion of this question very grave charges against the 
loyalty of those members of this House who can not conscientiously 
support the so-called shipping bill. They are charged with being Brit- 
ish mercenaries, with lack of devotion to the flag, with great deficiency 
in patriotism. Of course all these charges are perfectly absurd. For 
myself Ishould scorn toreply to an absurd charge of want of devotion to 
American interests, and no one who knows me will for a moment suc- 
pect me of beinga British mercenary. Now, I take it that it is unques- 
tioned that that portion of this membership of this House who are op- 
posed to the subsidy bill represent the overwhelming majority of the 
American people. 


So that when these gentlemen charge that the members who repre- 


See Appen- 


sent this majority are British mercenaries or hirelings and unpatriotic | 
they are making a charge against a large portion of our own people. If | 


ever the day comes in this Republic when patriotism is limited to a 
party, then popular government will have failed. There is no par- 
tisan limit to the patriotism of the American people. I would consider 
it treason to popular government tostand on this floor and charge that 
the vast number of my fellow-citizens who differ with me on partisan 
questions are not as patriotic, as American, as honest in their inten- 
tions and in their hearts as I am. 

Therefore, Mr, Chairman, I deny emphatically, not alone on behalf 
of members of this House who are opposed to this bill, but the Ameri- 
can people who are opposed to it, that we are lacking in any patriot- 
ism which its advocates have; and I think, Mr. Chairman, that this 
measure would have stood a much better chance in this House for a 
free and honorable discussion of its terms if these personal aspersions, 
if these severe charges, if this heated language which has been hurled 
against its ee had not found a place in the debate and in the 


current which so zealously advocate this measure. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I will give the reasons briefly why I can not 
vote for this bill. Whatever they may lack in originality or force they 





| shipping. 


writings, fortunately or unfortunately, I have never read, and whom 
personally I do not know. It is unnecessary waste of time on this 
floor to discuss the decadence of the American marine. That object 
lesson can be seen in every one of our great commercial ports. You 
can go down to-day and stand on the Battery of the great commercial 
metropolis of this New World—and indeed of the world, because to-day 
I believe that New York has outstripped London and 
commercial port of the universe—and you can see al! 
upon the seagoing vessels except the American flag 

be an unnecessary waste of time for me to discuss the decadence of the 
American marine. From the beginning of the civil war, more espe- 
cially, up to the present date the number of ships of the United States 
in the foreign trade has been declining. That is admitted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, many patriotic and public-spirited citizens, 
looking at this humiliating exhi ym of the decline of our shipping, 
are willing to take any remedy. (nd it is as trae in politics as it is 
in medicine, that when a patient is desperately sick, then comes the 
golden opportunity of the quack; and quack remedies in economic, 
sociological, and political diseases are as freely sold, boasted of, and 
hawked about the halls of legislation as quack medicines for physical 
ills are in the open market. An American citizen standing to-day, 
looking at the bay of New York, sees the ships going out with every 
flag in the world except our own, and he says, ‘‘ Why can we not have 
a restoration of the American marine? Is there any possible remedy, 
is there any sacrifice that we can make which will restore our flag to 
the ocean ?’’ 


is the largest 
10st every flag 
So that it will 


And the voice of the siren of subsidy responds: ‘‘Take the money 
out of the Treasury and build ships with a bounty, and then subsi- 
dize them, and they will carry the American flag.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, if the question is asked of me, ‘‘ Will bounties and sub- 
sidies restore the American shipping ?’’ I answer, ‘‘ Yes, if you can take 
enough money out of the Treasury under the name of bounty to build 
the vessels; if under the name of subsidy you will take large sums of 
money out of the same Treasury sufficient to sail them; if you will take 
enormoussums for these purposes and maintain them continuously, you 
can have anything, from a zodlogical garden to a merchant marine, if 
you will pay for it from the money that is paid by the taxpayers.”’ 
| Loud applause. ] 

Of course that will restore it until you cease your donations. Take 
the money from the taxpayers and subsidize them and you have the ships; 
but that is not a merchant marine in the sense it is used on this floor. 
A merchant marine conveys the idea of commerce on a healthy and nor- 
mal basis without subsidies paid out of the Treasury, and not a marine 
which, the moment you withdraw thestimulus of the patient, will relapse 
into a worse condition than formerly. The quackery of this matter is 
the same as in medicine. When the patient becomes exhausted and 
dissolution is threatened you inject a powerful stimulus, but you have 
not restored healthy blood to his veins. You bave given him no sub- 
stantial hold upon new life; but the moment you take from him the 
stimulus, why, he relapses and goes back to a weaker and more exhausted 
condition than that from which you rescued him for a moment. Soit 
will be with your subsidy. 

Now, in order to understand what remedy there’is, if there is a rem- 
edy, we should inquire what was the cause of the decadence of the 
American merchant marine. Why, gentlemen on this floor have told 
us that the capture of a certain number of vessels by the Confederate 
cruisers during the war was the cause of the decline in our merchant 
Why, Mr. Chairman, will gentlemen think of the full mean- 
ing of thatargument? Let them reflect on the vast quantities of prop- 
erty that were destroyed on land during the war. How long did it 
take this grand army of soldiery on both sides of the line, turning in 
a day into a grander army of industry, to replace the waste and de- 
struction of the war on land? 

Do you mean to tell me that the American people have not a mer- 
chant marine because of the loss of a number of vessels by this coun- 
try at the hands of a few Confederate vessels on the high seas, and that 
this people have not the genius, the ability and the industry, if they 
wish to do it, to replace within a decade that merchant marine upon 
those waters from which it was taken ? 

You charge that the warand the capture of ships by the Confederate 
cruisers destroyed the merchant marine, and do you not believe that 
the industry and genius of the American people could, had it been so 
minded, in a like period have rebuilt what had been lost? It is true 
that during that period the material of which ships were composed was 
changed from wood to iron; but will any American Representative in 
this House or out of it charge that our people, who have no equals in 
invention, in industry, and enterprise, and in mechanical construction, 
were unable within a decade to stand against the world and compete 
successfully with other nations in the change from wood to iron ? 

With these endowments of American industry and inventive genius, 
and that, too, in a land where the natural supplies of iron are unequaled 
in the world; where the iron is being taken in great blocks under the 
very sod out of the mountains of Alabama, Tennessee, and Virginia, not 
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to speak of the older mining regions; where vast mineral fields are being 
opened every day and where there are unlimited coal fields greater than 
any in the world, in such a land with those great natural storehouses 
and with this splendid ability, will anyone say our people were not able 
to meet the change from wood to iron and adaptthemselves to changed 
conditions in which nature and environment were still their allies ? 

It is charged on this side of the House that the change of the tariff 
and vicious navigation laws produced it and denied on the other side 
by the advocates of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, from the day when the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont passed what is known as the Morrill tariff bill as a war meas- 
ure to provide supplies for that colossal and tremendous struggle until 
this moment, that glorious flag which is now hung over your head, 
sir, has ceased to be a trading flag in the commercial ports of the world. 
You have written over that tlag, by that tariff law passed during the 
war and continued until in thisCongress you have made it prohibitory, 
as plainly as language can convey intelligence, that that flag does not 
represent a nation desiring foreign trade. 

You have emblazoned it with a declaration of commercial war against 
mankind, and now propose to subsidize ships to engage in a commerce 
upon which you have placed an embargo and wellnigh made unlaw- 
ful under general conditions. In every port where our free flag floats 
it speaks rational liberty for everybody and everything except the lib- 
erty to exchange products or engage in foreign trade. Your subsidized 
ship can have but one return cargo, the wretched forced immigrants, the 
discharged workmen, whose shops in the industrial hives of Europe 
you boast you have closed, and whocome here to underbid in the free- 
labor market the American workman whom you profess to serve. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the echoes of the speeches on this floor decry- 
ing foreign trade, inveighing against the foreign market and praising 
and lauding to the skies the home market, have scarcely died away, yet, 
while those echoes are ringing here of powerful invective against foreign 
markets and declarations against foreign trade, all absolute declara- 
tions of war against foreign commerce, we are asked to put our hands 
in the national Treasury to build vessels to carry nothing but the glory 
and the sentiment of the national flag. [Applause on the Democratic 
side, ] 

Mr. Chairman, it would be utterly impossible to carry out fully this 
scheme unless you are prepared to pay for building these vessels by a 
bounty like that which is paid by France or Italy, and more than France 
or Italy pays, because our friends will claim that our labor market is 
higher and the cost of living is higher, so that the cost of building the 
vessels must be increased, and then when you have your vessels built 
you must take the people’s money to keep them running; for with the 
declaration made in the last tariff act that you are at war commercially 
with the whole world, you can not otherwise maintain a commercial 
marine. 

Looking over the last volume of the reports of our consuls abroad, I 
am struck with the fact that there is no misunderstanding the inter- 
pretation put by other countries upon our tariff legislation. An Amer- 
ican cousul in France writes to the Department that the whole French 
press and people and the French ministry know that we have declared 
a war, if not as bloody, as brutal and barbaric, against commerce as any 
that was ever begun in the history of the world. And, Mr. Chairman, 
these rigorous and prohibitory commercial wars, although they have 
not the excitement of cannonading, the falling of heroic men, the way- 
ing of banners, and the dancing of plumes, are they notas cruel and in- 
human as those which are carried on amid all the excitements of phys- 
ical contest? And whilst we have this standing declaration of war, 
whilst we have said that we do not want foreign commerce, we are 
asked to build ships to engage in it! 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the most singular definition of commerce that I 
ever heard is that which has been givenin thisChamber, I under- 
stood that commerce was exchange between different nations; but we 
have been gravely told here by our friends on the other side that you 
can load your ship up with American manufactures or raw materials, 
run her down to Valparaiso, tie her up tothe dock, cry out her wares, and 
the natives will comedown, not with their goods toexchange, not with the 
free wool that would take the place of the wastes and shoddy in the 
clothing of American workingmen, but with their money bags, so that 
all that will be needed on the return voyage is a safe to bring back the 
gold and silver. (Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. Speaker, that may be a poetical idea of commerce, but such com- 
merce has never existed in the history of the world and it never will 
exist, The commerce you will get in South America or in any part of 
the world is the commerce of exchange. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McADOO. Notatthis moment; mytimeis too brief. I repeat, 
the only commerce which you can get in South America or elsewhere 
is the commerce of exchange. We are willing to exchange the manu- 
factures of New Jersey for the wool of South America, that it may go 
into the clothing of our people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

We are willing to take the raw products of this country which can 
not be raised in those lands and exchange them for the products which 
they raise there and which we need. But, Mr. Chairman, you will 
not get that commerce, the commerce of exchange, by a coercive and 
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unfair ‘‘reciprocity,’’ intended todelude the American people. What 
do you call the ‘‘ reciprocity’? by which you are going to re-establish 
American commerce with those countries? 

Is it that we shall go down to Cuba, or to Brazil, or to any South 
American country with our national ledger and daybook, and that we 
shall call them up and say: ‘‘ Last year we bought sixty millions of 
your rubber and your coffee, and you bought much less of our prod- 
ucts; it is true that wecould not buy that rubber and that coffee any- 
where else, because the world’s supply of them is limited and our people 
must have them; it is true that we were obliged to buy it, and we did 
buy it to the amount of sixty millions; and now you must eat our flour 
or our pork, or consume more hot buckwheat cakes here in the tropics, 
or we will—do what?—why tax our own people higher for the rubber 
and coffee they consume in order to make you more reciprocal in our 
mutual dealings?’’ That is your proposition, and you call that *‘ reci- 
procity,’’ a reciprocity which being forced by one nation will be forced 
by others. 

No, Mr. Chairman; you will not restore the American flag to the 
commercial marine by any so-called reciprocity of thatkind. So I say 
that this cry that American shipping was destroyed by the Confeder- 
ate cruisers, and that the tariff laws are not responsible for it, is untrue 
both in the charge and the denial. The tariff laws are mainly respon- 
sible for it. You can not keep your cake and eat it, too. You can not 
declare commercial war against the world, and then have a commerce 
in ships subsidized from the Treasury to bring nothing home with 
them and indeed take little out. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], who made one of the 
ablest speeches in defense of this bill that I have heard, says in answer 
to this, that the truth is our carrying trade and our commerce with 
foreign countries have increased in spite of the tariff. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not the carrying trade. The carrying trade has 
not increased. 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman holds that our commerce, our foreign 
trade, has increased; that there is a larger amount of foreign products 
coming into our ports than formerly. He points to the great growth 
of our shipping ports. But the Commissioner of Navigation, who is a 
zealot, if not a fanatic, in advocacy of this bill, answers the gentleman. 
He says what I have stated, that our flag is not recognized as a com- 
mercial flag; that the British Lloydsand the merchants of foreign coun- 
tries will not deal with our ships; that our flag, as I have stated and 
want to impress upon the House, is not recognized as a flag for foreign 
commerce; and that an American ship lying side by side with a Brit- 
ish ship in the harbor of San Francisco has to wait nearly twice as long 
to get a cargo, and has to meet the opposition of the British Lloyds’ 
underwriting. 

And the Commissioner of Navigation himself admits that the sub- 
sidy bill would not relieve us ‘rom these features of our situation. 
Among other things he says: 

American cargoes outward being of our own products, it might be thought 
our shipping should have held its own for their transportation, but such has 
been the will and power of the Lloyds it could not do so, even if other obstacles 
did not exist as they did. The bonded-warehouse system, established in 1846, 
in the course of time has thrown our import trade into the hands of foreign 
merchants, shipowners, and underwriters, and reduced the most of our mer- 
chants to shipp ng and commission business for foreign houses. 

This regression from an unwise law, together with the godsend of the Union 
war, has greatly aided the Lloyds in taking advantage of our unprotected con- 
dition, and driven our shipping out of export trade, leaving now only 9 per cent. 
of the total carriage outward, which is now nearly engrossed by setutgners in 
command of cheap capital and the control of European markets. ithout 
American importers and exporters and unbiased underwriting, as there used to 
be in the halcyon days gone by, there can be no future foreign carrying trade 
of preponderance for an American merchant marine. So feeble is our present 
power to share in the trade to or from Great Britain that little or no account is 
taken of our supply of suitable tonnage for this trade in any one of our own 
ports, 

Your subsidized ships would have to meet the same opposition from 
the Lloyds, the same difficulties of foreign exchange and underwrit- 
ing, and all the embargoes that now exist against an American ship. 
This is an answer to the gentleman from Maine when he asserts we are 
importing a great deal of matter which might come in American bot- 
toms. You can not get an increase of the merchant marine commen- 
surate with the increase of your foreign commerce under existing con- 
ditions unless by a differential rate of duty, by that old drastic but 
efficient remedy which your fathers applied to restore the merchant 
marine, and which those of us who believe in tariff reforn: would have, 
if it were possible in view of existing treaties to-enact it, that goods 
brought in American bottoms to our ports should have a certain amount 
of duty taken off But we have made treaties with every nation on 
the earth to the effect that where they allow certain free entries to our 
ships we will allow the same to them. So that this remedy is an im- 
practicable one. : 

Now, one of the main arguments of gentlemen who defend this bill 
is the example of Great Britain. We have had a bitter controversy on 
this floor as to whether Great Britain subsidizes her merchant marine. 
I do not think that is germane to this question. I assert to-day that 
there is no analogy between Great Britain and the United States in 
this matter; that you can draw no illustration from Great Britain that 
will affect the people of this Republic. I have heard it asserted on this 
side of the House that Great Britain does not subsidize her shipping, 
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but that she makes liberal and just payments for mail carriage by water. 
That she did formerly subsidize her shipping is strongly insisted upon. 

I have heard gentlemen on the other side dwell with great strenu- 
ousness and force upon the fact that Great Britain does subsidize lib- 
erally her shipping. For the purpose of this argument I do not care 
if Great Britain pays fifty billions a year by way of subsidies. Itshould 


not carry one iota of weight with this House; and why? Because there | 
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is no analogy between the position of Great Britain and the United | 


States. Whatis England? A patch of sods upon the bosom of the 
North Sea, with dependencies and colonies scattered in every quarter 


of the globe. She is under an absolute military necessity of intercom- 
munication under her own flag with India, with Australia, with Canada, 


and with every one of her colonies. 

What would be a wise policy for Englishmen would be a fatal one 
for Americans, because the positions of the two countries are not alike. 
If I were an Englishman and a member of their representative body, 
Tshould asa loyal citizen of Great Britain be willing as a military 
precaution, if nothing else, to tax my people to the highest point to 
maintain military and commercial communication by means of mail 
steamers with the dependencies of that great empire. 

But, sir, a people possessing the greater portion of a continent, with 
unlimited natural resources, with great railroads; a people who are a 
Jand people (and all mankind are naturally land people and only take 
to the sea by necessity), who have no dependencies scattered in remote 
parts of the world, who have no intervening ocean between this Capital 
and the vast, imperial dominion of the Republic—such being the posi- 
tion of our people and our country, it is idle, foolish, absurd, to attempt 
to draw an analogy between the position of Great Britain and that of 
the United States. [Applause. 

Great Britain has forced her people to the sea as the old eagle pushes 
the hesitating young ones out of the nest to hazard their lives in the 
upper air and find sustenance in other fields. With 39,000,000 and 
over of people upon those two comparatively small islands, with a sys- 
tem of land laws creating a monopoly in that upon which man lives, 
with a crowded and dense population, with land insuflicient to farnish 
those people with bread if every acre of it were planted with wheat, 
why, Mr. Chairman, it is the cruel law of necessity which makes the 
British man take to the water. He can not find subsistence upon his 
own land under his own flag. 

If the land laws there were made free, if land monopoly were struck 
down, if every Englishman could have his heritage as our people have 
had in the public domain, yet, sir, their population is so dense in com- 

rison with the area of the island that still the people of Great Brit- 
ain would be forced to take to the boats in order to find in other lands 
the bread they could not get at home. How different the position of 
the people of this Republic! Sixty-five millions of people covering the 
greater portion of a continent which is able to support 350,000,000 in 
peace, prosperity, and material happiness. 

There is no forced obligation here to go to the water. I have said 
already that men take to the boats and to the sea only under the stress 
of necessity. Manis not anamphibiousanimal. Manis neithera frog 
nor a fish. He isa land animal and looks to the land as his home. 
His instincts attach him to the land. At sea he is seeking the land. 
He gets his living from the land. The earth is his mother, and he 
clings to her breast until necessity drags him fromit. Our people, 
then, on this great continent, with its tremendous resources, varied pro- 
ductions and peoples, a world within itself, hardly as yet touched, with 
its boundless area of land and wholesome climate, have no necessity to 
take the taxes of the people and apply them to the creation of an 
American merchant marine, simply for the purpose of seeing the Amer- 
ican flag float at the foremast and benefiting a very limited class of 
people as against the rest of the population. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, after the war did we not rebuild our lost ves- 
sels and thus regain our prestige on the high seas as one of the great 
commercial powers? I will tell you, sir, the reason. It was because 
American capital and American enterprise was engaged in rebuilding 
the waste and destruction of the war on the land, and in developing 
the magnificent resources of an assured and perpetual Union. It was 
because American capital found a greater field in the railroads and the 
es mines, agricultural, manufacturing, and timber regions of the 

nited States than in building vessels. Hadourcountry been crowded 
with a teeming population as Great Britain, and our capital not found 
an outlet in the great railroads that span our continent, and the vast 
mines opened in the West, and the tremendous uprising of the giant 
of the South, it might have been employed in building Cunard lines 
instead of Northern, Southern, and Central Pacific Railroads. 

The real reason was that there was a better ontput of American labor 
and American capital on the ground and in our own country rather 
than in shipbuilding and shipowning. We are asked to adopt British 
laws and customs by the friends of this bill, while our condition is en- 
tirely different. There is no similarity between them. There is a 
sense of humor in the situation. If we do not adopt this British law 
we are enemies of our country, and if we pattern after other British 
laws we are still more pronounced enemies; such seems to be the ar- 
gument. 

Now, I have already stated, as fully and as cogently as I am capable 
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of doing, the fact that there is no analogy whatever between the condi- 
tion of Great Britain and that of the United States; and I repeat what 
I said at the outset, that it is absolutely of no consequence to us what- 


ever as to the subsidies which Great Britain may or may not pay to her 
shipping. 


Chere was a most significant question propounded to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] by my distinguished friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] when this debate was formerly on, Said the gentle- 
man from Missouri to the gentleman from Maine, if I recollectitaright, 

95 per cent. of the sailors on your American ships are foreigners.’’ 
“Yes, and,’’ says the gentleman from Maine, ‘‘we pay them Ameri- 
can wages.’’ ‘Then,’ says the gentleman from Missouri, in the most 
pertinent inquiry, ‘‘if you pay bigher wages on American ships, why 
do not American men become sailors? Why do not American men be- 
come sailors if American ships pay higher and better wages and their 
condition is better? ”’ 

It is, Mr. Chairman, because, as I said before, an American freeman 
who can get his living on the land by the side of his wife and his chil- 
dren will not go down into the unsanitary, forbidding, sometimes loath- 
some forecastle of the steamship or sailing ship in order to find a bare 
existence on the sea, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey ten min- 
utes additional, and in thattime I want to give, at this point, the na- 
tionality of the crew of the steamship City of Pekin. 

Mr. ROGERS, To what line does it belong ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is oneof the Pacific Mail Steamship Company’s 
vessels running to China, 

Che crew consists of 145 persons. Of the 145 persons on this steam 
ship there are 35 white officers and men, 36 Chinese firemen and coal- 
passers, 30 Chinese sailors, 36 Chinese waiters, stewards, cooks, etc., 
About 25 per cent. of the total crew, it will 
be observed, are white, and of this 25 per cent. only 8 are American 
citizens. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. And the owners of this line are the men whoare 
most prominently engaged in lobbying for this subsidy. 

Mr. BERGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
as to the nationality of all the crews engaged on the sea in American 
vessels, 

Mr. DOCKERY. About 95 per cent. of them are foreigners. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. BERGEN, I did notask that. 
are they not American citizens ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; as I have shown, ouly 8 persons of the 
25 per cent. of the crew of the vessel I have named are American cit- 
izens. 

Mr. BERGEN. That was only one vessel. 

Mr.DOCKERY. But the same proportion holds good as to the 
crews of all vessels engaged in the foreign trade, 

Mr. DINGLEY. My friend does not want to say that this refers to 
the crews of our merchant marine, but applies only to vessels engaged 
in the foreign trade? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
rying trade. 

Mr. BERGEN. Lunderstand that it does notapply to the coastwise 
trade of the United States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [yield now ten minutes additional to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are to embark upon this 
policy, we should understand just exactly what it means. We should 
understand exactly how much subsidy we will have to give. It is 
charged that England began by subsidizing her ships until they were 
built up, and then she gradually and is now gradually taking away 
from them, except by paying subventions for carrying the mails. 
France immediately entered as a competitor of England. She began 
by not only paying a subsidy on the running of the ship, but a bounty 
on the building of the ship. 

Italy pays a bounty and a subsidy, and all the nations of Europe to- 
day are engaged in the great scheme of subsidies and bounties, to the 
beggarment of their people and the begetting of hordes of penniless 
foreigners, stranded on the docks of New York, the combined effects 
of land monopoly, great military establishments, and subsidies for 
shipping. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
if this nation is going to commit itself to this, the most important 
measure before Congress, if jt is going to commit itself for twenty years 
to this policy of subsidy, then let us understand financially what it 
means. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DInGLEyY] has charged, and I am 
willing in this argument to admit it, that it is 35 per cent, more ex- 
pensive torun an American ship than a foreignone. It was proven be- 
fore a committee of this House that, owing to the high cost of living 
and the general rise in values by reason of our tariff laws, it costs 25 
per cent., at least, more to run an American ship than an English one; 
and the difference is greater when you come to Norway and Sweden 
and other countries in Europe, where the rates of wages are smaller 
and the mode of living is cheaper. Now, Mr. Chairman, if it cos(s some 
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25 to 40 per cent. less to run a foreign ship than an American ship and 
if the foreign ship is subsidized, as our friend say, then you have got 
to give a subsidy equal to the foreign subsidy plus the 40 per cent. dif- 
ference, a larger subsidy than any the world has yet given. [Applause 


on the Democratic side, | 

Why, I was talking to some of these gentlemen, excellent, patriotic 
men, interested, it is true, in this question, and they said tome, ‘‘ Look 
at that line over there, a Spanish line, which gets $4,000 of subsidy 
from Spain and Mexico for each trip.’’ I said to them, *‘How much 
less does it cost to run it than it does yourship?’’ Theysaid, ‘‘ Nearly 
40 per cent.’’ Then I said, ‘‘They get $4,000 for each trip more than 
your ship gets, and you pay 40 per cent. more for running your ship, 
and yet you only ask us to give you $2,500 bounty. It is too much 
for nothing and too little for anything.’’ [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

If this nation intends to compete with France, with a bounty and 
a subsidy; with Italy, witha bounty and a subsidy; with Great Britain, 
as we are told, with asubsidy; with Germany, with a military subsidy, 
and the cost of running all those lines less than ours, is it not common 
sense and common arithmetic that your subsidy has got to be 40 percent. 
higher than any subsidy known to civilization or else it is an utter 
failure ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Forty per cent. in addition 
to the subsidies paid by foreign nations. 

Mr. McADOO. Forty per cent. higher subsidy, to make up for the 
difference in cost of running, letalone building. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I can not conceive of a greater danger to a republican government than 
the doling out of subsidies from our representative body. I call the 
attention of distinguished gentlemen on the other side to this, that in 
most governments where they subsidize, in Europe, the disposition of 
these funds is bureaucratic. Lump sums are given in the discretion of 
the board of admiralty of England. They are paid out with a wide 
discretion. Youhave no executive branch of this Government to which 
Congress will be willing to give a lump sum, to use in its discretion. 
Therefore you propose that 356 members in the next Congress and in 
the succeeding ones shall sit here surrounded by a cordon of interested 
lobbyists and dole out or suspend the subsidies on which depends this 
stimulated American shipping. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if this was the purest body in the world—and 
I think it is, taking it all in all—you would leave it open to the grav- 
est suspicion, you would expose it to the vilest of contagions. With 
this vast shipping, which is to be built up according to the juggled 
figures of your Commissioner of Navigation, depending month by 
month and year by year on the liberality of these elected servants of 
the people, they would as surely as the power of gold is potent find a 
voice at the ballot-box in sending here, not the free representatives of 
the people, but the paid agents and suborned attorneys of the men who 
would reap the benefits of Treasury donations. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

What comparison, Mr. Chairman, can there be between German sub- 
sidy and subsidy in the United States? Germany makes a subsidy 
for her railroads and a subsidy for her steamships for naval purposes. 
But she is an autocratic, military government. The German railroads 
are subsidized asa military precaution. It is the line of promotion for 
the underpaid, noncommissioned officer in the German army to get a 
place on the government railroad; and the government railroads in 
Germany are run as the army is run, under military power. 

The German steamships that land at the docks in my Congressional 
district are subvened for the pur of war and every one of them so 
subsidized has been built under thesupervision of German naval officers 
and is under naval control. What can there be of analogy between a 
great representative body annually voting this subsidy, annually giving 
this beneficence, this sort of regnwm donum which I remember in my 
childhood the government in the old land used to a give to a certain class 
of preachers who prayed for the salvation of the queen; giving out your 
regnum donum every year, surrounded by the selfish beneficiaries of 
your reckless extravagance. What comparison, I say, can there be be- 
tween that and the imperial, autocratic, one-man power vested with a 
discretion to give it for a military necessity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, notalone will this subsidy not stimulate Ame-i- 
can commerce in my opinion, for I believe nothing will restore it but 
an honest method through normal causes, if it is to be restored at all. 
[Applause.] When you have got back to a condition with your tariff 
laws when foreign commerce will not, as it is now, be akin to smug- 
gling; when you admit free raw materials at least from other coun- 
tries; when you declare to the world that you are not engaged in war 
with the whole of mankind by your tariff; when you have improved 
your navigation laws; when you make this a great commercial coun- 
try; when you restore the commercial character of your flag, your flag 
will follow the trade which these liberal laws will promote, as the 
flag always follows commerce—not commerce the flag; but you will 
not be able to make your flag a potential one in international trade by 
taking millions of dollars out of the Treasury to pay interested ship- 
builders and shipowners. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, you may subsidize a hundred vessels leaving 
New York for foreign ports. Will that benefit the farmers of the West 
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by cheap carriage of freight? You can go down to-day to the Battery 
of that great city and look out on its splendid bay, and the ships 
which are gathered there are like the hacks around a railroad depot. 
With the subsidies of the Old World, one nation is pushing the other 
in the terrible struggle for maritime supremacy, while their people are 
ground into the dust by this infamous tax to support a favored class. 
They have crowded the seas with tramps and subsidized vessels from 
Land’s End to Australasia, from Hong Kong to Hoboken, until the har- 
bor of New York can not accommodate, under the management of its 
harbor masters, the vast number of ships standing there crying as it 
were for freight. 

You can go down to that Battery to-day and do almost what can be 
done at a railroad depot when you want a hack. You can whistle and 
havea hundred tramps and subsidized vessels fighting and cutting each 
other to carry the American farmer’s products the cheapest. ‘There 
never was a time in the history of the world when there were lower 
transatlantic and foreign rates than there are at this moment, and yet 
gentlemen gravely tell us that if we will subsidize American ships we 
will take the trade from those people and be able to give to the farm- 
ers of the West cheaper freight rates. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. McADOO. Why, Mr. Chairman, does not that argument defeat 
iteelf? How can gentlemen with any semblance of reason insist that 
you will cheapen to the farmers of the West the carrying of their raw 
materials to a foreign port by subsidizing American ships when the 
freights rates were never lower; when the competition never was 
greater; when these vessels, as I have said, stand from day to day beg- 
ging an opportunity to carry something. They are coming to our shores 
in ballast and are glad to go away with anything to pay running ex- 
penses. 

How are you by subsidies to control these rates? If you lower the 
rates would you not have toraise the subsidy? If your American ves- 
sels are going to enter that harbor and underbid the whole world in 
freight rates, would you not have to raise the subsidy to make it up? 
Would not the subsidy prove entirely inadequate, and would you not 
therefore have to either pay a higher subsidy or have the rates of freight 
raised ? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I spoke a moment ago as to the danger of this 
remedy, and this remedy was never more dangerous than now. Inthe 
bill files of this House there are subsidy measures in all forms. If this 
subsidy policy is pursued further you will have subsidized, salaried, 
or pensioned all the people of this land when you have this and 
kindred measures. How will the population of this land stand it? 
You have subsidized the manufacturers by a prohibitory tariff, and 
you claim you have substantially subsidized the laborers engaged in 
those manufactories, which they deny. You have subsidized directly 
the men who raise sugar cane in Louisiana. 

You now propose by this bill to directly subsidize the men who own 
ships, and incidentally the men who work on them. A powerful or- 
ganization in the great West is asking for a measure in the light of this 
legislation by which you shall subsidize Government pawnshops for 
the farmers of that region. If youpassthis bill in the interest of fail- 
ing shipping and you pass a measure creating a Government pawnshop 
in the interest of depressed agriculture, then there will be a hundred 
bills of the same character. There will be bills for the laborers and 
artisans wanting subsidies, until everybody will be subsidized in this 
great land; and then you will find yourselves, sir, in what condition ? 

You will have subsidized the manufacturers through your tariff; 
you will have subsidized your laborers through State ownership of 
private and corporate property; you will have subsidized your farmers 
through a Government loan and pawn shop; you will have subsidized 
your sugar-raisers in Louisiana; you will have subsidized all the peo- 
ple of this land that you have not salaried or pensioned [applause on 
the Democratic side], and there will be no one in this land, however 
humble his station or however exalted his condition, that will not be 
a recipient of Government bounty. All of those whose names are not 
found on the enormous pension and salary rolls of the Republic will 
be indirectly recipients of bounties. 

When that day arrives, Mr. Chairman, in the name of heaven who 
will pay for the bounties? [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 
You will then have in this land that Arcadian or idealistic country 
where no one needs to labor; where, like the fowls of the air, God will 
take care of us in some inscrutable and unknown way; where the rich 
and the poor will flourish like the lilies of the field, although they toil 
not, and I presume our statesman friends on the other side of this 
House and out of it who are advocating these measures will show that, 
by some miracle outstripping that of the loaves and fishes, the Almighty 
will rain a sort of manna of silver certificates into the Treasury of the 
United States to pay for all these things. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

It is either my good fortune or my misfortune that I shall not be a 
member of the next Congress, but I want to say to my Eastern friends 
here, many of whom will be in that House—I want to say to them if 
they will permit me, in no spirit of dogmatism or superior wisdom, 
that I can not conceive how an Eastern man can stand on this floor in 
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the Fifty-second Congress to oppose a subsidy to the farmers, either 
by loaning them‘money on their lands, or by making loans upon their 
hogs, or their wheat, or their other products, who in this Congress 
votes a direct subsidy to one interest in his own section. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

Ishould sink and I do sink many personal considerations in opposing 
this bill. Ihave been importuned by disinterested gentlemen in my 
section who have made, I trust, but a superficial examination of it to 
vote for this measure, but I should be lacking in patriotism, if in no 
higher virtue or wisdom, if I did not stand here to-day to warn gentle- 
men that when they have embarked upon this toboggan slide to de- 
struction and ruin the Eastern man will stultify himself who stands on 
this floor to cast a vote against the Farmers’ Alliance subtreasury plan. 
There will be no consistency in such a vote. You can not stop the 
progress of universal subsidy when you have once entered upon it, be- 
cause gentlemen will find ready arguments from your own words against 

ou. 

7 How could you stand on the floor of the next House, with the ad- 
vocates of the Western agricultural interests, depressed through the 
influence of bad legislation for a quarter of a century, pointing you to 
the statute book where you have taken the money of the farmer, which 
is sweat-stained and blood-stained, and paid it out to build up the co- 
lossal fortunes of these great steamship companies, and deny him a 
bonus from the Treasury to sustain the main pillar of the Republic, 
which is agriculture? [Applause on the Democratic side.] No, Mr. 
Chairman, I trust that our people will be wiser than to do anything of 
that sort. 

I trust that a halt will be called now, in order that those of us who 
do not believe in state socialism, who view with alarm the prevailing 
tendency to take the Government into a business partnership, may not 
see our worst fears come true. The motto of the Democratic party in 
this House I trust will be not so much to enact laws as to repeal them. 
It is the back track on this dangerous road that we want to take. For 
@ quarter of a century you have loaded the statute books with these 
vicious measures, until you have begotten in the minds of a multitude 
of honest people a demand that the Government shall step in and com- 
pete with the monsters you have created by Congressional action. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

We are not willing, those of us who believe in Jeffersonian princi- 
ples and in constitutional government, we are not willing to embark 
on the dangerous experiment of fighting the colossal trusts and com- 
binations of this land by making the Government an active partici- 
pant in competing with them. We are willing only that the Govern- 
ment shall be an umpire to see fair play between the great body of 
honest, rugged American manhood and those who would do them 
wrong. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And, if the voice of wis- 
dom prevails in Democratic councils, it will not be for the enactment 
of experimental laws looking toward state socialism; it will not be for 
enactments by which the Government may enter into active competition 
with the trusts and combinations, butits injunction will be: ‘‘Repeal! 
repeal! repeal! Take the load off the American people, and they will 
do the rest themselves.’’ [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, if my time had not been so limited, I should have 
endeavored to speak of other branches of this subject. The people of 
the eastern seaboard of the United States, whilst they may be misled 
in some small numbers by the demand for this Government bounty or 
subsidy, will in the end find that it is to their best interest that the 
Governmentshall not enter upon any such policy as this bill proposes, 
a policy which will not restore American shipping, but which will 
mislead vast multitudes of our people. I thank the gentlemen of the 
committee for their kind attention. [Prolonged applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 


APPENDIX. 


From letters of the Commissioner of Navigation, showing, from my 
point of view, the inutility of this bill, unless unparalleled subsidies 
are paid or we beget a foreign trade on natural lines: 


In this connection it may be instructive to examine inapractical way how far 
the bounty of 20 cents a ton (in place of 30) would go towards equalizing 
the poarest our sailing ships with those of foreign flags. There is now (or was 
on the 3d instant) inthe harbor of San Francisco, ‘ undercharter’’ and loading 
Se twenty-seven shipsof largetonnage. Ofthese, twenty-four are 

ign, twenty being British, three German, and one Norwegian. Only three 
are American ; so that fore flags prevail in the ratio of 9 to 1. 

The average foreign ship been thirty-five daysin port, the average Amer- 
ican on ‘ht days, or 37 per cent. longer time in waiting. Theaverage 
rate of freight to the fo: ship is £2 Os, 5d., but theaverage rate tothe Amer- 
ican ship isonly £1 16s, 3d., a difference in favor of the foreign ship of 11.51 per 
oer e German and Norwegian vessels have full as much advantage as the 


The American ships average a size of 1,878 tons and will carry 2,689.22 tons 
gross of n. Astheir rate of freight is $8.82 per ton, the average earning of 
each for the carriage of a cargo will be $23,719. Foreign ships of same size, get- 
ting 11.51 per cent. more freight money for the same load, would receive $2,730 
in excess of our ships. But there is one of our ships chartered by a British firm 
getting only £1 12s. 6d.,in contrast with British ships chartered by the same firm 
gett £2, a difference in favor of the British flag amounting to 24.6 per cent. 

e discrimination against our ships has often been much greater. (See my 


re; pages 99 to 104. 
eo of this Reubeduiition. existing to-day as for many years past, let us 
see how much bounty, as an offset, would be paid under the 20-cent provision 


of the bill now proposed on ships of 1,878 tons. The bounty would amount to 
$2,629, as against a discrimination of $2,730, so there would be a shortage of 3101 
on freight discrimination alone, and nothing for the longer time of waiting for 





charters, and greater expense of running American vessels. This is exactly tho 
Situation with the fleet loading grain at San Francisco to-da} 
ONE MORE ILLUSTRATIO 
Ont f March, 1886, a fleet ef 50 sail lay in San Francisco Harbor for 
cargoes to Europe, Of 30 American, 14 were chartered and 16 disengaged. Of 
19 British, 15 were chartered and only 4 were disengaged. The average Ameri 


can ship had been one hundred and seventy-seven days in port, and the average 
British ship only sixty days. The average American ship under charter had 
been one hundred and ninety days in port, and the average British ship under 
charter less than seventy-four days, the British excess of charter rate, un- 
usually low, only 7.74 per cent.; but look at the sacrifice of time 





Days. 

An American ship has to lie for a cargo...........+. 0 190 
Add average American voyage time ‘ileeanen e 125 
rime consumed on trip op toccevinneadeceses eoauncben s15 

An English ship gets cargo in oebccee seeces ‘ 74 
Her average sailing time is . ; seeaneies 131 
Time consumed on one trip os oni . 26 


Thus the Britisn ship, inferior in all respects to the American in the trade, 
but its flag preferred by British merchants, its risk minimized by British under- 
writers, sailing shorthanded, overloaded, and manned by underpaid sailors, has 
cast ‘‘ competition” to the dogs. 


‘* Control of trade ’’ (foreign), now declared substantially unlawful, 
is what we want, says the Commissioner, who mostsingularly advocates 
this bill. 


Hon, Joun M, FARQUHAR, 
Chairman of Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

Sir: I regret there is not at my command the time and all tho figures noeded 
for a full and perfect answer to your inquiries onthe economy of shipping, par- 
ticularly in regard to the proportionate expenses of manning and victualing 
our vessels in the foreign trade, and I desire to say the main thing lacking in 
building and running American ships is not cheapness and low wages, but the 
control of trade and regular employment. 

The time was when it was competition, but now it is preference—the prefer- 
ence of foreign merchants and alien underwriters—that controls the employ- 
ment of our ships. Foreigners control our carrying because the operation of 
our commercial treaties has enabled them to grasp and hold our commerce 
and to share among themselves the navigation that is rightfully American 
What we may think is American commerce, and should yield employment to 
our ships in the foreign trade, belongs to merchants and owners of foreign 
nations, and is preferably insured and protected by foreign underwriters and 
foreign flags, Without homeemployment no marine can last, 


The world at war with us, and we against the world so tar as foreign 
commerce is concerned. This from last number of consular reports; 
consul presumably in sympathy with present Administration 

REPORT BY COMMERCIAL AGENT LOOMIS, OF ST, ETIENNI 

A large portion of the French press is now engaged in an attempt to excite its 
readersinto a state of revengeful fury over the so-called injustice of the recently 
enacted tariff law of the United States. 

Fiery articles, pregnant with extravagant fancies concerning the methods 
and intentions of the Congress of the United States, have appeared in this dis- 
trict and elsewhere in France with so much frequency of late that the French 
people are beginning to think they have been most shamefully discriminated 
against by the Government of the United States, and a sentiment in favor of 
active commercial retaliation has undoubtedly crept into existence in all the 
industrial communities. 

From a recent number of a prominent French newspaper: 

The Americans are persuaded that it will be impossible for us to resort to re- 
prisals. They think that they can do whatever they like against us without 
having anything to fear, for it is easier forthem to do without the mannfac- 
tured European products than it isfor us to do without the mining and agricul- 
tural products of their country. 

It is very possible that they labor under a delusion, as, if we liked, we could 
retaliate and fire blow for blow, eye for eye, and tooth for tooth. 

English shipping, English greatness, English subsidies, English ex- 
ample—this the constant refrain of the friendsof this measure. Inthe 
Forty-ninth Congress Mr. Guenther, of Wisconsin, now consul at Mel- 
bourne under President Harrison, said when a similar bill was being 
discussed: 

What has England profited by thissystem? A few great merchants and great 
corporations have enriched themselves at the expense of the masses of the Eng- 
lish people. The people have been ground down; their wages have been re- 
duced more and more; and in order to keep up this system thousands upon 
thousands of precious human lives were sacrificed to the greed and the fiendish 
avarice of those merchant princes of England. 

Mr. BREWER. 
debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is ten minutes left, under the control of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockrry]. 

Mr. BREWER. How much on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. None. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fire). 

Mr. FITCH. Mr, Chairman, I rise to tender my personal thanks 
and those of others of us whose districts border on the bay of New 
York and on the Hudson River to my colleague from New Jersey [Mr. 
McApoo] who has just taken his seat. He has expressed for us, who 
have as much interest as any one in the future of American shipping, 
the ideas which many of us feel very deeply, and he has given the 
reasons certainly better than I can give them why it is impossible for 
many of us who live in the commercial city of New York to vote for 
this bill. 

We object to the bill, in the first place, because of its contents. It 


Mr. Chairman, how much time is left for general 
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is a bill designed to make rich a few individuals, but not to do what 
ought to be done to encourage the development of American shipping. 
We object also to the source from which it comes. 


Two arguments are urged on behalf of this bill. One is that Ameri- 
can commerce is destroyed and should be restored, the other is that we 

hould follow the example of England. 

If our commerce is destroyed it was destroyed by the men who bring 
this bill here. It is unfitting to trust to them the building up again 
of a commerce which they themselves broke down. They hold up to 
us the example of England. 

Since when have they advised us to follow thatexample? The young 
gentlemen who walked for Congress in New York City on the Repub- 
lican ticket last fall denounced that example and threw the charge of 
‘*English free trade’’ at every one of us. Why this sudden conver- 
sion and the following of English example? Simply in the interest of 
the ship and steamship owners, whose pockets will be made heavier 
by this kind of legislation. Every scheme which you bring in—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of whose ‘sudden conversion ’’ does the gentle- 
man speak? 

Mr. FITCH. That of gentlemen on the other side, including the 
gentleman from Maryland, who point to the example of England in re- 
gard to her commerce as one to be imitated by us. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman is an expert on sudden conver- 
sions; hence I asked my question. 

Mr. FITCH. ‘‘The gentleman’’ has never been converted. He 
came to this House elected over a Democratic protectionist, and he was 
elected because that protectionist had voted here against the Morrison 
bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Good!’ and applause on the Democratic side.] If 
the gentleman from Maryland is always as consistent on every question 
that he touches as the gentleman who now has the floor was in that 
respect, he willdo well. : 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman is mistaken in his facts now, as 
he was before. I succeeded in Congress a good Republican, a good pro- 
tectionist, not a Democrat, and the Democrat who succeeds me will 
give place to another good protectionist in 1892, 

Mr. FITCH. I did not allude to the gentleman from Maryland. I 
would like to say a word further: that the speeches which I made on 
my first election to Congress upon the tariff and the letter of acceptance 
which I wrote are identical with the speeches I made in 1888, when my 
district gave me twice my previous majority, and the speeches which 
I made in 1890, when it gave me four times and a half the majority I 
had received the first time. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let 


- the gentleman go to the people of bis district and get the same indorse- 


ment for his course here, and we will discuss the question further. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I can not, like the gentleman, change my politics 
so quickly, only to get the indorsement of my political opponents. I 
would rather be out of Congress than in it in that way. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from New York three 
minutes more, 

Mr, FITCH, 
ther. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a remarkable circumstance that whenever the 
gentlemen now in charge of the other side discover anything which 
looks to them like a bad state of business or anything which needs cor- 
rection, their only remedy is to vote an immense sum of money tosome 
friends of theirs in order to restore prosperity, That is what they pro- 
pose to doin this shipping bill. 

And this bill is not only objectionable in respect to where it comes 
from and in respect to its contents; it is objectionable in the deepest 
degree on account of the way in which it has been pushed. I give 
notice to gentlemen on both sides of the House that in the Fifty-second 
Congress, if this bill now passes, a committee will be asked to investi- 
gate the methods by which this bill has been pushed upon members 
who sitall around me. This is a matterof every man’s personal expe- 
rience; and I say to you, gentlemen, that that kind of work, that kind 
of influence, the methods which have been used in the advocacy of this 
bill—unstinted abuse and as lavish use, I believe, of other means as 
of abuse—will never succeed in getting many of us to vote for any 
measure, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Why does not the gentleman talk right out? 
Why dealin innuendo? Talk out likea man. Say what you know. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, FITCH. Iwas under the impression that I did say something. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, you did not. 

Mr. BLAND (addressing Mr. FARQUHAR). 
never get anything here. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You have no silver lobbyists here, of course; 
you are not backed up by a “‘lobby !”’ 

Mr. BLAND addressed to Mr. FARQUHAR a remark which, in the 
confusion, was inaudible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is not in order, 

Mr. BLAND. I am telling the truth, at any rate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in the two minutes remaining for 
general debate I wish to invite the attention of the very able gentie- 
man from Maine[Mr DiInGLEy] to the condition of the agriculturists 


I decline to earry on this personal discussion any far- 


Your lobbyists will 
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of his own State. In my opinion the gentleman’s support of the ship- 
ping bill now pending before Congress, is perhaps more potential and 
will do more in the direction of securing the success of that meas- 
ure than the support of any one other gentleman. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, believing that bill to be class legislation of the worst sort, I desire 
to call his attention to an official report just given to the public by the 
Associated Press from the labor commissioner of the State of Maine, Mr. 
Matthews, in which it appears that in that State there are 3,310 aban- 
doned farms, with a total acreage of 254,513, valued by the local assessors 
at $1,248,760. Now, in view of the condition of the farmers of Maine, 
I submit in all candor to the gentleman whether he ought at this time 
to press the bill which looks to the aggrandizement of great corpora- 
tions doing business in our ocean carrying trade. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Perhaps if my friend shouldsee those farms 
he would wonder that the people had not left them sooner. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Maine should reply to that 
suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is now closed by order of the 
House, and the Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs for amendment 
under the five-minute rule, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 

For expenses of compiling, preparing, and indexing the Congressional Direc- 
sory to be expended under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of reading a telegram which I have just received, and 
I read it especially for the benefit of the Committee on Rules of this 
House. I am sorry the Speaker has left the floor. He was here a 
short time ago. Still, it will go into the Recorp. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Call him in. 

Mr. HATCH. We havea bill on the Calendar known as a bill to 
prevent dealings in options, so far as those transactions are connected 
with farm products, That bill has been upon the Calendar, and been 
pending, for several months withont any prospect of its having the con- 
sideration which the House should have given to it months ago. 

In that connection I have just received this dispatch from St. Louis: 


Sr. Louts, Mo., February 11, 1891. 
Hon. W. H. Harcu: 


Indiana made ita felony yesterday to conduct bucket shops or deal in margins. 
Surely Congress should act now. 
JOHN WHITTAKER. 


I hope the Committee on Rules will receive the suggestion from the 
action of the State of Indiana and of every other State in the Union 
which has its Legislature in session, and allow an opportunity for legis- 
lation to make it a felony to deal in these farm products, so that such 
transactions may be permanently stopped. 

Mr. BROSIUS. To what State does the telegram which the gentle- 
man has just read refer? 

Mr. HATCH. To the State of Indiana. The Legislature of that 
State has just made it a felony to conduct bucket shops or deal in mar- 


ns. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. HATCH, Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there anything before the Committee on 
Agriculture, of which the gentleman is a member, proposing to consider 
dealing in options a felony or to punish it as a crime? 

Mr. HATCH. There is a bill, if the gentleman had listened to what 
I was saying, reported from the Committee on Agriculture several 
months ago, that if passed by the Congress of the United States will 
very effectually stop these transactions. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But does not it propose to allow these people 
to proceed simply by paying a tax? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, yes; but the license and the tax will stop the 
transactions. It does not make it a felony; but the effect will be to 
put astop, by the legislation of Congress, to such transactions in future. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I rise for the purpose of oppos- 
ing the amendment, and I promise the committee that what I shall 
say in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
shall have no more relation to the merits of the paragraph under con- 
sideration than what he has said. 

Mr. HATCH. As soon as the gentleman gets through with his 
speech against the amendment I propose to withdraw it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The right of petition is a sacred 
right, and should be held @8 such; and yet there are sometimes par- 
liamentary rules which compel us simply to put our petitions into a 
petition box, where they go to some pigeon hole around the Capitol 
and are never seen or heard of again. 

I have received a large number of petitions asking for the enactment 
of certain legislation in behalf of the Life-Saving Service, and I desire 
to have one of them read at the Clerk’s desk, a petition signed by a 
large number of the most influential people along the coast. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable the Congress of the United States : 


GENTLEMEN: wre, eo mnierianes. most apanl ask your favorable con- 
sideration of House bill No. 892, which was weeahly reported to the whole 
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House by the Committee on Commerce August 13, 1890, being a bill to amend 
and re-enact section 5of an aci entitled ‘‘An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service and to e1icourage the saving of life from shipwreck,’’ ap- 
proved May 4, 1882, so that said line shall read as follows: 

1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 5 of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving of 
life from shipwreck,’’ approved May 4, 1882, be amended and re-enacted so as to 
readas follows: ‘*Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to ap- 
point the several keepers of all stations and houses of refuge, and the compen- 
sation of such keepers so appointed shall be at the rate of $900 per annum, and 
the compensation of each surfman employed in the Life-Saving Service shall 
be at the rate of $75 per month during such time as said surfman may be actively 
employed.” 


The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. ADAMS. I renew it, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of saying 
that the feeling of the people along the Northern Lakes in reference to 
this particular branch of the Government service is identical with the 
feeling the gentleman from New Jersey says prevails along the Atlan- 
tic coast. And as the dangers of shipwreck on the lakes are at least 
equal to those on the coast, the number of voyages being greater, I 
believe that legislation of this character is generally demanded, not 
only on the seacoast, bat on the Northern Lakes. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Irenewit, Mr. Chairman. Out of great abundance 
of caution, while the attention of the House is being called to these 
various important matters which should have consideration in the 
waning hours of the Fifty-first Congress, I simply rise to state that 
there are certain other propositions pending which merit action and 
have not yet had it. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SprnoLa], 
for instance, has a bill pending for the construction of a monument in 
New York [laughter] and the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] and myself all have public-building 
bills from which we hope the attention of the House will not be al- 
together withdrawn by these other considerations. I now withdraw 
the formal amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I renew it. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will let us proceed. If we 
can get rid of the people who want to take time from the consideration 
of this bill we can get it passed some time or other. 

Mr. JOSEPH D.TAYLOR. Mr.Chairman, in order toshow the House 
what sortof bills have priority over the bill proposing to construct a 
monument to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SprnoLa ]—[laugh- 
ter]—and the public-building bills, I send to the Clerk’s desk to have 
read an extract showing the character of one of the bills which was 
passed yesterday, a bill providing for the relief of Rodman M. Price. 
A very eloquent eulogy was pronounced upon him yesterday and an 
elaborate report was made in favor of this bill. I ask now to haveread 
by the Clerk something further in regard to the loyalty of the gentle- 
man for whose benefit the bill was passed yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recently found letters in Fredericksburgh, Va., noticed editorially in Har- 
per’s Weekly of May 28, 1564, show that the South calculated confidently upon 
the defection of large masses of men atthe Norih. The Weekly, commenting 
on M. F. Maury’s letters, says: 

** How far Maury and his fellow-conspirators were justified in their hopes of 
seducing New Jersey into the rebellion may be gathered from the correspond- 
ence that took place in the spring of 1851 between Ex-Governor Price, of New 
Jersey, who was one of the representatives from that State in the peace con 

and L. W. Burnet, esq.,of Newark. Mr. Price,in answering the question, 
‘What ought New Jersey to do?” says: 

“*T believe the Southern confederation permanent. The proceeding has been 
taken with forethought and deliberation ; it is no hurried impulse, but an irrey- 
ocable act, based upon the sacred, as was supposed, ‘equality of the States;’ 
and in my opinion every slave State will in a short period of time be found 
united in one confederacy. * * * Before that event happens we can not 
act, however we may suffer in our material interests. Itis in that contingency, 
then, that I answer the second part of your question, ‘What position for New 
Jersey will best accord with her interests, honor, and patriotic instincts of her 

ple?’ I say emphatically she would go with the South from every wise, 
prudential, and patriotic reason.’ 

** Ex-Governor Price proceeds to say that he is confident the States of Pennsyl- 
vania and New York will choose also to cast their lot with the South, and after 
them the Western and Northwestern States.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn and the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
follows: ; 

Under Architect of the Capitol: One chief engineer, $1,700; two assistant en- 
ers, at $1,200 each; four conductors of the elevators, at$1,100 each, who shal! 
under the supervision and direction of the Architect of the Capitol; one 

laborer, $820; five firemen, at $900 each; one electrician, $1,200; one laborer. 
i one laborer to clean Statuary Hall aud watch statuary therein, $660; in 

. 480 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, said: Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to offer an amendment to go in after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 3, on 
page 13, to read as follows: 

Toso alter the room now occupied by the Sergeant-at-Arms as to fit it for 
the use of the Committee on Ways and Means as an additional room, and to 
fix some room, to be selected by the Architect, for the use of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, $300, 

I do not know that it will take that much, but my judgment is, Mr. 
Chairman, that this is an improvement that ought to be made, that 
the room of the Sergeant-at-Arms ought to be taken for the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. The committee needs those two rooms, The 
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one that it now has with the columns in it is not such a room as the 
committee ought to have, and if is the main entrance to that floor in 
the summer time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I doubt the wisdom of that, and I 
do it so strongly that for a minute I want to reserve the point of order 
on it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘There can be no point of 
order, because it is a matter thatis entirely within the province of Con- 
gress to arrange its own committeerooms. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely, but it is not within the power of the 
House, by an appropriation, to cut through the walls of this Capitol 
and change it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. 
Congress it was done by order of the Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, no. 
my friend. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink not. By order of the Speaker, the main 
entrance on that side was closed and a door cut through 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. By the authority of the 
Speaker and the Architect of the Capitol, the room was taken which is 
now used and converted into the room of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. CANNON. They may have done it, but that does not show that 
they had the authority. Thisis a proposition to take a room from the 
Sergeant-at-Armsand devote it to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and to cut through the partition. Now, I recollect that at one time 
the cutting of a door was contemplated from the Speaker’s room into 
the lobby on the west side. After very full consideration, according 
to my recollection, on the part of the late Speaker, Mr. CARLISLE, it was 
found necessary that there be legislative sanction for such changes in 
the Capitol. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But it appears that in the 
last session of Congress the Speaker of the House and the Architect and 
the Committes on Ways and Means, without any legislation, closed up 
the main eastern entrance and opened a way between the committee- 
room of the Ways and Means Committee and that entrance and turned 
it into a room, 

Mr. CANNON. 
lation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I agree with the gentleman 
that the action of the Speaker and the gentlemen of the majority does 
not by any means prove that it was according to law, but I think he 
will agree with me that it would be prima facie evidence of it; not con- 
clusive, but prima facie. 

But the fact is, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow me a mo- 
ment, that the committee needs this room. 

I have had the honor to serve on both the committees; the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropriations. I do 
not hesitate to say that it is a great facilitation of the business of both 
of these committees to have two rooms. It is impossible for them to 
transact their business without two rooms. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why not wait until the next Congress assembles and 
let it take care of the matter ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


cess. 


I have no objection to that, and think so 


Chairman, in the last 


[t was by an act of Congress, I will say to 


That does not show that it does not require legis- 


Congress is about to be in re- 
This will give nine months to make the changes. TheSergeant- 
at-Arms will be here, the Architect will be here, and they can select 
some room for the Sergeant-at-Arms that will be convenient. Thereare 
a number of rooms in the terraces that could very well be used. The 
Architect and the Sergeant-at-Arms and the officers of the House are 
here, and it could be better done and more wisely done than if Con- 
gress were in session and all the various views of various gentlemen 
were to be offered during the progress of the work. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish my friend would delay this until it 
can be looked into, so that we can see precisely what can be done. I 
agree with the gentleman that if it is necessary to make any ahanges 
they should be made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would be glad to let the 
amendment be considered as pending, with the privilege of going back 
to it when we have reached the end of the bill. 

The CHAJRMAN. Without objection that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire toask the gentleman from Ohio in charge 
of the bill to allow the committee to return to a preceding paragraph 
in regard to the Architect of the Capitol, in order to permit the follow- 
ing amendment to be offered: 

And the Architect is authorized toso alter the Hall of the House of Represent~ 
atives as to provide for the seating of 356 Members and 4 Delegates, and to con- 
nect the Hall with all the committeerooms by electric indicators, such as are 


used in the Senate end of the Capitol, such sum as may be necessary, not to ex- 
ceed $2,000, 


The next Congress will be here before we can do anything about the 
seats, and they must be altered before the next Congress meets. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The next Congress will not have it to do. 

Mr. BREWER. I object to going back. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. When the last increase was necessary, the 
increase was made in the seats without the necessity of such a provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can be put in the next bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the last word. 

I would iike to call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to what [am about tostate. I hope that if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky should prevail, to move the office of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, some provision shall be made as to the place where 
the Sergeant-at-Arms is to hold his office. I do not think this would 
be correct legislation in this House. I think that the members of this 
House onght to have something tosay about it, and that it will not be 
left absolutely to the discretion of the Architect of the Capitol and the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to select some place. They might fix on someof the 
committeerooms. They might fix on the room of the Committee on 
Lies Appropriations or they might go where it is very inconvenient for the 
members ot the House. Certainly the members of the House ought to 
have some knowledge as to where that transfer is to be made, and that 
should be indicated on the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is passed, and we will take it up 
afterwards. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman can examine 
the amendment in the RecorD and can so modify it as to suit his 
views. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is postponed without prejudice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clerks and messengers to committees : For clerk to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, $3,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; messenger, $1,000; clerk to Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, $3,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; messenger, $1,000; clerks to 
Committees on Agriculture,Claims, Commerce, District of Columbia, Elections, 
Foreign Affairs, Indian Affairs, Invalid Pensions, Irrigation of Arid Lands, Ju- 
diciary, Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, Public Lands, Rivers and Harbors, War 
Claims, Post Office and Post Roads,and Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
clerk to continue Digest of Claims under resolution of March 7, 1888, at §2, 000 
each; and for assistant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,200; in all, 
$50,400. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
word. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iask unanimous consent to make an amend- 
ment, which was omitted in the printing ofthe bill. Itis simply three 
words which have been omitted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, in line 13, after the word 
chant Marine and Fisheries."’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 
“ ‘There was no objection. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I move tostrike out the last word of the para- 
graph just read. I do so for the purposeof saying that when the claim 
ot Mr. Price was up for consideration on yesterday morning I moved 
to refer the measure to the Committee on Claims. The gentleman 
from New Jersey [ Mr. McAD0o] made the statement that that bill had 
been considered by the Committee on Claims. I understand that is a 
mistake. I think a bill involving old claims against the Government 
ought to have been considered by the committee of the House to which 
is intrusted theduty of looking after thoseold claims. When the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey made the statement that it had been consid- 
ered by the Committee on Claims I did not press the matter further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be considered 

* as withdrawn. 
: The Clerk read as follows: 

For thirty-seven clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Mr. Chairman, I move to transpose the 
amendment with reference to clerks to members to its place here; tak- 
ing it away from where it was inserted as an amendment to the pro- 
vision for clerks to Senators and put it in its place here. This is the 
right place for it, and the substitate is similar to that embodied in the 
other proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, after line 23 insert: 












































































caer 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


“ Judiciary,” insert the words “ Mer- 


; “ For clerks to Representatives and Delegates who are not chairmen of com- 
oy mittees, to be appointed by the Representatives and Delegates whom they are 
Pee} to serve, at the rate of $100 per Month each, during the session for the time actu- 


ally employed as such clerk, and upon the certificate of the Representative or 
Delegate by whom appointed to such actual employment, $193,900." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent for this amendment to be inserted in the place indicated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Those are not the same words. That is not the 
same amount of money as it was in theother. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This simply places it in another place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman, I shall have to object to this amend- 
ment if it is not in the same language. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, If there is any objection I withdraw it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Wait a moment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I simply ask to transpose it to its proper 
place in the bill. It is not precisely in the same language as the other 
amendment, because that provides for two salaries and was a jumble; 
and I have simply taken the purpose of the other resolution and em- 
bodied it in this resolution. 
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Mr. BIGGS. Will there be a yea and nay vote on it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There will bea yea and nay vote on it in 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to call attention to one fact that escaped 
me when this bill was being considered. I find that there is provided 
for ‘‘the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, one clerk at $2,000.”’ 
I desire to inquire of the gentleman, because I have no recollection 
upon the question myself, whether there was any authority of the House 
to make such a recommendation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It was put on the last appropriation bill, 
and, if my friend will remember, it was because of some special services 
that he had rendered in regard to this matter, and they could not pro- 
cure his services in that behalf fora less sum. On account af some 
scientific knowledge of which he was possessed it made the services of 
this party indispensable. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think myself that the committee is not entitled 
to an annual clerk, and suggest that the interests of the public service 
would be subserved by striking out that provision for this committee 
and inserting a like provision for the Committee on Accounts, where 
there is actual need for a clerk during the entire year. I therefore 
move to strike out the provision for an annual clerk for the Committee 
on the Irrigation of Arid Lands, which is purely an ornamental com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I can only say to my colleague in that be- 
half that this clerk was allowed after full and careful investigation at 
the last session. He was selected because of the valuable service he 
could render with reference to the matters over which that committee 
had jurisdiction and upon the ground that what he was doing and had 
to do would keep him busy during the recess of Congress. After that 
investigation this appropriation was made, and it was continued for 
the reasons that called it into existence. 

Mr.DOCKERY. Bat, Mr. Chairman, the conditions which obtained 
at the time the House authorized a clerk for this committee at $2,000 
a year have greatly changed. The whole policy of Congress in respect 
to the irrigation of arid lands has been reversed by the action of last 
session, and therefore this clerkship is necessarily ornamental. I move 
to strike out the provision. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it be ornamental, could 
not the gentleman spend the money that you give him here in a very 
pleasant way during the recess and be ready for service next Congress ? 
| Laughter. } 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If it be true, as my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. DocKERY] suggests, that this is simply a contribution to an ex- 
cellent citizen, I am quite sure that it ought to struck out; but my 
information is not in accord with that view. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course I do not wish to be understood as re- 
flecting upon this clerk. I make this motion because of thechange of 
policy on the part of the Government in regard to arid lands. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Are there any members of 
that committee who are members of the present Congress and could 
give us information on this subject? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORROW. My colleague [Mr. VANDEVER] is temporarily ab- 
sent from the floor, but I think I know enough about the subject to say 
that this committee is a very important one and should be continued, 
and that the services of this clerk are necessary; because, notwith- 
standing the suggestion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], 
I think there will be legislation on this subject of the arid lands. It 
may be a reversal of the policy that has obtained during this session, 
but I believe that there will be legislation on the subject by the next 
Congress. ‘The Farmers’ Alliance members that are coming here from 
the far West will see that there is irrigation of our arid lands. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But will this clerk be needed? 

Mr. MORROW. If my colleague [Mr. VANDEVER] were present, 
he could give definite information on the subject. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [have no information to enable me to say 
anything upon that point beyond what I have said, and if there are 
changed conditions as suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY ] I suppose the appropriation ought to go out. 

Mr. HATCH, Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the statement made 
by the gentleman in charge of the bill in regard to this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to makeasuggestion. This committee has 
not had any sessions this Congress or made any reports. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Indiana is very much mistaken. 
I think that committee has been in session as often as most of the com- 
mittees of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What reports have been made? 

Mr. HATCH. The committee have reported a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the nature of that bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Itis a bill in regard to the irrigation of the arid 


dands. 
Mr. MORROW (to Mr. Horma.). 
about Indian affairs? [Laughter. } 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Missouri [Mr, HatcH] asks 
me to repeat the statement which I made about thisclerk. I said that 
he had been appointed because he was a specialist in this line, skilled 


Did you think it was a bill 
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in the researches which were necessary for the proper determination of 
the questions over which the committee has jurisdiction. Whether 
his duties have ended and whether he has become simply ornamental, 
I do not know. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I have just come in, and I would 
like to know what the question is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] tostrike out the provision making 
the clerk of the Committee on Irrigation an annual clerk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My purpose being, I will say to the gentleman, 
to provide a session clerk for that committee instead of an annual clerk, 
and to provide an annual clerk for the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that among the 
select committees provided for by the rules there is one more impor- 
tant than the Select Committee on the Irrigation of Arid Lands of the 
United States. We have entered fully upon the investigation of that 
subject, and,as I heard the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] say 
a few moments ago, a very large amount of testimony has been taken 
by the committee, and a great amount of information disseminated 
through the country at large which is exceedingly valuable and which 
will necessarily be the basis of the judgment of any future Congress 
upon this important subject. You have got to take into account the 
fact that of the arid lands west of the one hundredth meridian there 
are probably 100,000,000 acres easily susceptible of irrigation, of recla- 
mation, and improvement, and there are multitudes of people now wait- 
ing for an opportunity to enter upon those lands and settle them. The 
committee have matured and reported a bill to this House; and their | 
report is about to be printed. 

The bill is a substitute for all other bills on that subject, and I think 
it is one that will command the approval of Congress when it is fairly | 
considered and understood. 
these arid lands, the location and segregation of reservoir and canal 
sites, to do all in that way that is necessary to be done, and then to 
transfer the entire subject to the States and Territories within which 
the landsare situated, leaving them to make the necessary arrangements | 
for the reclamation of those lands. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What has the gentleman to say with ref- 
erence to the utilization of the clerk of the committee during the year? 
I was asked about that before the gentleman came in and was unable 
to make any definite statement. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 
just arrived at a point in the investigation when the services of the 
clerk are absolutely essential to preserve, for the guidance of succeed- 
ing Congresses, the information that has been collected by the com- 
mittee. 

This clerk is very efficient and gives full satisfactiop in return for 
the salary paid him. This committee will become one of the impor- 
tant committees of this House. This clerk has the kind of experience 
necessary for the assistance of the committee in securing the success 
of this project. It is proper that the information which he can furnish 
should be utilized for the benefit of the committee and the country at 
large. 
committee during the recess of Congress. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. In connection with the statement of the gentleman | 





bill, I wish to say that the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. LANHAM] re- 


| 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN}, that this committee has not reported any | 


ported early in the session from that committee a bill upon one of the | 


most important matters pending before that committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the nature of the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Texas will inform the gentle- 
man from Indiana, if he will listen. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. The gentleman from Indiana seems to go around here 
getting more information about what clerks do not do than any gen- 
tleman I have ever known on this floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know the nature of the bill just 
mentioned by the gentleman and the nature of the report. 

Mr. LANHAM rose. 

Mr. HATCH. These poor clerks come here and do this work. If 
any setof gentlemen around this Capitol earn every dollar they get, it 
is the clerks to committees, and if the gentleman from Indiana wants 
to doa little cheese-paring he had better take off a part of his own sal- 

and let these clerks alone. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I believe there are four or five committees that ac- | 
tually need clerks. That is about the amount of the matter. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I think it is in order that the Secretary of the | 
Treasury be instructed to provide a drawer for a ‘‘ conscience fund.’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. As gentlemen assure us that this clerk is necessary 
in the interest of the public business, I will withdraw my proposition, 
thoughI have nodoubt about the correctness of my position. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3,500; and for hire of horses, feed, 
repair of wagon and harness, , or 80 much thereof as may be necessary; 
assistant doorkeeper, superintendent of document room, assistant superintend- 


ent of document room, and Department messen er. ne $2, 000 each ; two special 
employés, at $1,500 each; document file clerk, ; assistant document file 


It proposes to complete the surveys of | * 


As to that, I have this to say, that we have | 


I will add that there is plenty of business for him to do for the | 


en gaa 





clerk, $1,314; clerk to Doorkeeper, and janitor, at $1,200each; nine messengers, 
including the messenger to the reporters’ gallery, at $1,200 each; nine m« 

sengers, at $1,000 each; six laborers.at $720 each; two laborers in the wate: 
closet, at $720 each; three laborers, in« lo =e two in the cloak rooms, at §600 
each; female attendant in ladies’ retiring room, $720; superintendent of the 
folding room, $2,000; three clerks in th« . fe riding room, one at $1,800 and two at 
$1,200 each ; one foreman, $1,500; one messenger, $1,200; one folder in the seal 
ing room, $1,200; one page, $500; one laborer, $400; ten folders, at $900 each ; 


five folders, at $840 each 


: three folders, during the 
each, $1,470: 


fifteen folders, at $720 each ; 


session 


at $70 per month 


one night watchman, $900; onedriver, 
$600; fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, at $1,200 each; two chief pages 
Oh eo ems h; thirty three pages, boys not under twelve years of age, during the 


sessic 


n, including two riding pages, one telephone pes 8, 
at $2.50 per day, each, $ ; two messengers, du 
month each, $980; ten laborers, during the session, at § 
six laborers, known as cl 


an vd one tel legrap oh page 
the n, at $7 0 per 






th 






per ania ach, $4,2 


mak-room men, during the session 


, at HOV per rt aa 
each, $1,200each; hors i buggy for Department messenger, $250; in all, $129 
066.50, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend by striking out in lines 2 and3 
on page 16, the words ‘‘ during thesession.”’ The effect of this amend 
ment is to place upon the annual roll, instead of the session roll, the 
six laborers in the cloak room of this Hou At present they are upon 
the annual roll; the bill, as reported by the « mamittes, changes the 
existing law. 

Mr. BYNUM. Weare unable to understand what th itleman 
says. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read aga 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iunderstand the amendment now; and | 
objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN I ask that the Clerk read the amendme ) to 
show how the text will read if amended 

The Clerk read as follows 

Strike out the words “during the sessior »asto read ‘six labor rnown 

s cloak-room men, at $3 per month each, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio having charge of this 
bill thinks that is necessary, of course it ought not to be objected to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, The matter stands in just this way: There 
are certain persons employed about the House who up to last session 
were session employés at $50 amonth. Last session, on a motion made 
in Committee of the Whole, the words ‘‘during the session’’ were struck 


out, and these men were made annual employés at $50 a month. 
question is simply whether they are needed as ar 
as session employ¢s. 

The information of the committee 
ing the entire year, but only during + the session. They get extra pay 
for any time that they are employed after the session closes. Hence 
the bill as reported to the House provides that these men be paid 
*‘during the session,’’ treating them as session employés 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly 

Mr. HEARD. Is it not necessary that the Doorkeeper should em- 
ploy either these men or others in their place during a good part of 
the vacation? Iunderstand the Doorkeeper so reports in a letter which 
is in the hands of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thereare of course a number of employés 
abott the House who are paid for the entire year. The only question 
is as to the numberof such employés. Ifthey are all necessary during 
the entire year, then my information is incorrect. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not pretend to pass upon the question of how 
many of these laborers are necessary; but I do say I am quite sure it 
is the choice of this House that so far as we do need this labor these 
particular men should be employed. 
with all the members of the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no doubt on earth about that. 
Whatever force is needed ought to be provided; whateveris not needed 
is only provided in the exercise of an amiable disposition on our part. 
Let the letter to which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] has 
referred be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read in this connec- 
tion a letter from the Doorkeeper, showing the necessity for placing 
these men on the annual roll; and I desire also to say that in my judg- 
ment no better or more competent Doorkeeper has ever occupied the 
position than the present officer. I do not think he would make the 
statement unless he believed it to be true. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam absolutely sure of that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hot SE OF 


The 


inual employés or only 


3 that they are not needed dur- 


They are excellent men, popular 


REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STaT! 
Washington, D. C., Januar) 

By the last legislative appropriation law the cloak-room men were 
placed upon the annual roll, but in the legislative bill as reported this year the 
words * ‘during the session”’ are inserted 

The services of these men are actually needed 
charge of the corridors and committee rooms 
the Hall of the House. The men now perforn 
ployés and are dropped upon adjournment 

Very peamectialty, 


SIR 


during the recess in taking 
and in completely renovating 


ng these services are session em 


CHAS, W. ADAMS, Doorkeep 
The CHAIRMAN. The question 
of the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. BERGEN. I would like to know who takes charge of the co1 
ridors now ? 


is on agreeing to the amendment 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to answer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Theo Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They are all under the control of the Door- 
keeper; and these men, he suggests, are absolutely necessary as per- 
manent employés for the proper charge of the corridors and committee- 
rooms. If that is so, lam quite satisfied to have them retained in that 
condition. Until the last session I think they have never been so re- 
tained; but, of course, our country grows. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VAUX. And so do the appropriation bills, 

Mr. BLAND. We are all aware of the fact that the country grows, 
and especially the expenditures of Congress. I can well see why there 
was some reason or propriety in their retention as annual laborers dur- 
ing the last year or for that session of Congress. But thesame reason 
that prevailed then does not prevailnow. There was a short recess; 
the adjournment of the last Congress took place but a short time be- 
fore the meeting of the next session. But when this Congress goes 
outon the 4th of March we will probably have nine months within 
which these laborers are on the roll with nothing to do whatever. 

Mr. HATCH, Will my colleague allow me to suggest to him that 
I understand these employés are kept at work from the time Congress 
adjourns until it assembles in cleaning up, taking care of the com- 
wittee rooms, and.all of the other rooms in the Capitol, as well as the 
corridors about this building. I have been told that it will require 
the entire force and more to do that work. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want tosuggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
that the vouchers—— 

Mr. BLAND. It may be, of course, that this Congress after it leaves 
here will necessitate more cleaning up than any other Congress; but 
certainly if we have been able to get along so far during all the preced- 
ing Congresses, and up to this time, with a temporary force for this 
purpose, cleaning up the corridorsand committeerooms about the Capi- 
tol, I do not see why we may not continue the same plan for a little 
while longer and see how it works. 

There have been no complaints that the corridors and rooms have not 
been well taken care of heretofore, just as well as they have been dur- 
ing this Congress, and therefore I see no necessity for this change, un- 
less, as suggested by my colleague, that these, being popular laborers, 
ought to have an addition to their salaries, 

Mr. HEARD. Mr, Chairman, I do not intend that my colleague 
shall put me in any such position as that. Ido not propose to have 
him put any such language or reasoning in my mouth, for itseffect here 
or elsewhere. My position was this, that if the Doorkeeper needed ad- 
ditional labor, and on that conditiononly, I felt sure that the members 
of this House would prefer that his dra‘t for the needed labor should 
be from this force that we all know and like rather than to take up 
strangers in whom we feel no interest. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thatis it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I tried to give my friend from Missouri [ Mr, 
BLAND] some information when he occupied the floor as to cleaning 
the committeerooms and corridors, but he seemed to think that he was 
in the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures and did not need 
any furtherinformation, [Laughter. ] 

The cleaning has heretofore been paid for by vouchers from the Com- 
mitteeon Accounts. That practice, as I understand, has been dropped. 

I want to refer to another remark of my friend from Missouri. These 
men are certainly employed in duties about the building in vacation. 
The Doorkeeper says so, and I believe him. At all events they do 
more in the nine months of the vacation than any member of Congress 
on this floor and all draw pay for the year, and there is no question 
about it. [Laughterand applause. ] 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Accounts ought to be heard from 
to find out the cost of this. [Cries of “‘ Vote!’ ** Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I merely wish to ask unanimous consent 
that the proper change in the footings be made to correspond with the 
amendment adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that generally the Clerk be authorized to make 
changes in footings to correspond with the action of the committee 
during the progress of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, _ Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

At a former stage of this bill, when the matter of compensation for 
clerks for members of the liouse was under consideration, I had no 
opportunity to be heard, and as a yea-and-nay vote is to be had on 
that question when the bill is reported to the House, and as there will 


then be no opportunity for debate, I desire here and now to put my- 
self on record as in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WALTER I. HAyYEs]. 

The fact in a nutshell is this: The office of a member of Congress is 
a great business office, besides attending to his duties here, and he 
is asked to do more than one mortal man can do, and I can see no jus- 
tice in our voting clerks to the Senators and refusing to vote them to 
ourselves. 

In answer to the cry of “‘economy’’ that was raised against this 
proposition, there is no trouble in voting large salaries to officers of the 
World’s Fair and a hundred and one other sinecures, where little or 
no duty is required, and some gentlemen who raised this cry of ‘‘ econ- 
omy’’ are entirely willing to pour ont of the bunghole when they 
want to save at the spigot. 

In answer to the argument that the next Congress can settle the 
matter for themselves, I answer it never can be done in that way. 

Immediately the cry of a ‘‘ back-pay grab ’’ would be raised against 
it if attempted, and that objection can not be sustained against the 
present Congress legislating upon this matter for a future Congress, es- 
pecially in view of the fact that so many of the members of this Con- 
gress are not re-elected to the next. 

My constituents believe that the Government should furnish and pay 
a clerk to each member of Congress, and in confirmation of the same I 
desire to append to my remarks a quotation from two of the prominent 
newspapers of Boston, one Republican and the other Democratic. 


[From the Boston Traveller. ] 
CLERKS FOR CONGRESSMEN. 


While the bill which has been introduced in the national House of Repre- 
sentatives providing clerks for each member of the House undoubtedly meets 
with the personal approval of nearly every member, and while the country 
could not, with a proper understanding of the situation, object to the bill, it is, 
after all,a matter of doubt if it will pass. There are plenty of Congressmen 
who fear to give a vote which may be called in question by some ambitious 
rival at home, or bya constituency which can not understand why a Congress- 
man who is a poor man can not maintain two homes, pay heavy campaign ex- 
penses, run the errands of hundreds of constituents, attend to all the business 
of the House, and save money on a salary of $5,000 a year. 

There is, it must be admitted, a growing need for clerical assistance for the 
members of the House. The vast increase in the volume and importance of 
the business of the country is such that a proper regard for the interests of the 
people demands that their Representatives have time outside the actual sessions 
of the House for the examination of the various measures to be considered 
and for the performance of other duties that must be attended to in person. 
At the same time there is an increasing demand upon the members on the part 
of constituents to look after claims, pensions, land matters, patents, seeds, and 
various other matters. Relief should certainly be had from some source, and 
this bill does not add to the emoluments of members, but only provides for the 
employment of clerks where necessary at a salary not excecding $100 per 
month, The bill isin the interest of constituents rather than of members. 


[From the Boston Ilerald. } 
CLERKS FOR CONGRESSMEN, 

The proposition to give each member of Congress a clerk may strike some 
people on first view as an extravagant one, but none of those who know the 
needs of members of Congress will make this mistake. It is simply, in effect, 
to give the poor men, or the men of moderate means elected to Congress, the 
same advantages that the wealthy members have. The latter hire clerks and 
they pay for them out of their own pockets. The former can not afford to do 
this. Both need clerks equally. This is because the duties of a member of 
Congress, as now recognized, call for service which, withoat the aid of a clerk, 
ean not be rendered. Constituents exact an enormous amount of work at the 
Departments and otherwise. It is entirely reasonable that there should be the 
aid of clerks in accomplishing it. This added labor is one that the people im- 
pose. The people can afford to pay for it. It is equitable that they should do 
this. Therefore it ought to be done. 


I could hardly see the consistency of the position of my friend from 
California [Mr. Breas] in opposing this measure, since it is his good for- 
tune to be entitled to sufficient mileage at every session of Congress to 
more than pay a clerk, a privilege and remuneration which a majority 
of the members do not enjoy. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
follows: 


Forcontingent expenses of the Executive Office, including Senate therefor: 

as well as record books, telegrams, books for library, miscellaneons items, and 

—— and carpets for offices, care of office carriage, horses, and harness, 
9,000— 

Mr. PERKINS offered the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That clerks, copyists, and computers of the Census Offiee, who shall 
have passed the examination prescribed by the Census Bureau, and who haye 
served therein as clerks, copyists, or computers for a period of not less than six 
months, and who shall have obtained a certificate of proficiency from the Super- 
intendent of Census, shall be eligible to appointment in the classified depart- 
ment service of the Government, provided they served as Union soldiers dur- 
ing the late war and were honorably discharged from the military service of 
the Government; and,if at any time a vacancy shall occur in any of the De- 
partments of the Government, any clerk, copyist, or computer having such said 
certificate shall be entitled to a transfer thereto. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will make the point of order against that 
that it changes existing law. 

Mr. PERKINs and Mr. GRosVENOR addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will first be considered. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say thatas I understand 
the appropriation that is made for the Census Office is made in gross, 
and there is no classification by this legislative bill of the clerks em- 
ployed in that office. Hence I think, if this is in order at all, it is in 


Having read as 
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order here. As to the point of order, I desire to suggest that I hope 
my friend will not insist upon it. 

I think there should be provision made in this bill that the clerks 
who are employed in the Census Office and who have passed the com- 
petitive examination or the examination that is provided for in that 
office should be eligible to transfer to the several Departments of the 
Government service under the civil service-rules, and I have confined, 
this amendment to those who were Union soldiers during the late war 
and who have been honorably discharged from that service. I trust 
my friend from Ohio will not raise the point of order as against an 
amendment of that character. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The provision of the amendment clearly changes 
existing law and the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


For three commissioners, at $3,500 each; one chief examiner, $3,000; one sec- 
retary, $2,000: five clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; seven clerks of class 
2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; two clerks, at $900 each; 
one messenger; and one laborer; in all, $52,200. 

For necessary t:aveling expeases, including those of examiners acting under 


the direction of the commission, and for expenses of examinations and inves- | 


tigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $5,250— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH addressed 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman having the bill in charge [ Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH | is recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask that these items be passed without 
prejudice until the remainder of the bill has been read, because several 
gentlemen desire to make some observations, pertinent or impertinent, 
with regard to them. 

Mr. HOLMAN, With the understanding that all points of order are 
reserved. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my colleague and gentlemen 
who desire to speak upon this subject are satisfied with this arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It seems to me that it will be conducive to 
economy of time. I desire, however, to be heard upon the point of 
order that I want to make against this paragraph. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then at the close of the bill we will recur to 
this item and agree about the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 


sent that the consideration of this paragraph be postponed until the | 
remainder of the bill is disposed of in the committee, all points of or- | 


der being reserved upon it and all questions in connection with the de- 
bate upon it to be decided at that time. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Having read as follows: 


Office of chief clerk and superintendent: For chief clerk, including $300 as 
superintendent of Treasury building, $3,000; assistant superintendent of Treas- 
ury building, $2,100; one inspector of electric-light plants, gas, and fixtures for 
all public buildings under control of the Treasury Department, $1,900; four 
clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of class 4 as bookkeeper, $100; two 
clerks of class 3; thee clerks of class 2; three clerks of class 1; one clerk, at 
$1,000; one messenger; two assistant messengers; one storekeeper, $1,200; one 
telegraph operator, $1,200; three elevator conductors, at $720 each; one engi- 
neer, $1,400; one assistant engineer, $1,000; two assistant engineers, at $720 
each; one locksmith, $1,200; three firemen; five firemen, at $60) each; one 
coal-passer, 500; one captain of the watch, $1,400; two lieutenants of the watch, 
at $900 each; fifty-cight watchmen; six special watchmen, at $72) each; one 


foreman of laborers, $1,000; one skilled laborer, male, at $840; three skilled | 
laborers, male, at $720 each; twenty-six laborers; ten laborers, at $500 each; one | 


laborer, at $480; two laborers, at $360 each ; ninety charwomen; one foreman 
of cabinet shop, $1,500; one draughtsman, $1,200; eleven cabinetmakers, at 
$1,000 each; one cabinetmaker, $720; one carpenter, $1,000; one carpenter's 
helper, $660; for the Winder building: one engineer, $1,000; conductor of ele- 
vator, $720; one fireman; four watchmen; three laborers, one of whom,when 
necessary, shall assist and relieve the conductor of the elevator; one laborer, 
at $480; and six charwomenp ; in all, $167,680— 


Mr. CHEADLE offered the following amendment: 


In line 3, page 24, strike out the words “seven hundred and twenty ”’ and in- 
sert the words “ nine hundred.” 


So that it will read: 

Three elevator conductors, at $990 each. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Thatis subject to the point of order. The 
law fixes the salary. These men are appointed under a statute that 
fixes the salary. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order, being made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, will be sustained. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I think the only statute regulating 
the pay of these conductors is the appropriation bill. I do not think 
there is any act of Congress except the appropriation bill. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friendis right about that, but the place | 


is created by the appropriation bill and the salary fixed, and they are 
operating under it, and that has been beld-—— 
Mr. CHEADLE. The facts are simply these, Mr. Chairman, that 
these men have to work on an average two and a half hours per day 
than any other similar employés of the House. 
CHAIRMAN. That does not bear upon the point of order. 


Mr. CHEADLE. It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that if in an 





appropriation bill, without other authority of law, we have the right 
to fix the salary at $720, so we have in the same bill to fix it at $800 
or any other sum. 

That is the only law there is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Clause 2 of Rule XXI provides that ‘‘ nothing 
shall be in order as an amendment to an appropriation bill that changes 
| existing law,’’ and, laying aside entirely the question as to whether 
| there is any statute fixing a salary, the existing law certainly is a 
| salary of $720. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The question is whether or not that rule will ap- 
ply against an appropriation bill where there is other authority for the 
| 


salary except the appropriation bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| that way. 
The Clerk read as follow 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue: For Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
| nue, $6,000; one deputy commissioner, $3,200; one chemist, $2,500; one micros- 
| copist, $2,500; two heads of division, at $2,500 each; five heads of division, at 
| $2,250 each; one superintendent of stamp vault, $2,000; one stenographer, $1,- 
| 800; twenty-four clerks of class 4, twenty-four clerks of class 3, thirty four 
| clerks of class 2, twenty-four clerks of class 1; thirteen clerks, at $1,000 each ; 
forty clerks, at $900 each; two messengers, fourteen assistant messengers, and 
| thirteen laborers; in all, $261,590 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman,I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, which becomes necessary by reason of the bounty upon sugar, 
and is responsive to the requirements of the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment, with reference to ascertaining and paying the bounty provided 
for to those producing sugar. 
The Clerk read as follows 


The Chair suggests that the precedents are all 


Strike out all after line 11 on page 37 and insert in lieu thereof 

j “Six heads of division, at $2.20 each; one superintendent of stamp vault, 
| $2,000; one stenograper, $1,800; twenty-five clerks of class 4; twenty-five clerks 
| of class 3; thirty-five clerks of class 2; thirty-five clerks of class 1; fourteen 


clerks, at $1,000; forty-one clerks,at $900; taree messengers, fourteen assistant 


messengers, and thirteen laborers; in all, $272,580.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to this amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
order? Does that not change existing law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. It simply involves an increase 

of the clerical force of the Internal Revenue Bureau for the purpose of 
| ascertaining the amount of bounty due. 
| Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Is that not new legislation? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir: it is not new legislation. It is 
| simply anincrease of the force there. You increase the force there just 
the same as you give any number where an increased number of clerks 
becomes necessary by reason of an increase of the labor imposed upon 
a division. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is simply upon a new basis? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As my friend from Alabama suggests, it 
is simply upon a new basis, and not new clerks, but an increase 

Mr. ROGERS. 1 had indulged the hope, Mr. Chairman, that there 
would be no enlargement of the internal-revenue system of our coun- 
try; and I think a measure of this kind which increases the clerks or 
which makes a new bureau ought to require some explanation. Iam 
| not aware of any legislation that in any way extends the internal-rev- 

enue system. 
| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend has then forgotten the tariff bill, 
which provided for a bounty, as he will recollect, upon sugar; and it 
| devolves the duty of determining the amount due by investigating 
the grades of sugar and indicating what amount shall be paid to each 
| planter or producer of sugar in Louisiana, Vermont, or such other States 
as produce it. 
| Mr. ROGERS. Do I understand that is what this does? 
| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is just what it does. 
| Mr. ROGERS. I thought that the McKinley bill had curtailed the 
internal-revenue system, and that therefore you could create this new 
| bureau out of those officers whose duties had been dispensed with un- 
der that, bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. We have not given them one 
man or fraction of a man more than isabsolutely necessary to discharge 
the duties that devolve upon this burean. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wasnotspeaking aboutthat. Iwas asking whether 
the McKinley bill did not curtail the internal-revenue system to some 
extent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It did somewhat. But, whether it did or 
| not, it does not authorize us to make any reduction, nor to refuse to it 
the number of clerks estimated for. 

Mr. ROGERS. It does reduce the internal-revenue system in some 
respects ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If mg friend will get the bill and will read 
it, I will risk his statement as to what it does. 
| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask if it did not do away with the 
licenses for the sale of tobacco. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; but I will also say that it did not 
render the employment of a smaller force even possible. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Could not the men who have been attending 
to the licenses for the sale of tobacco be transferred by the Department 
and take charge of and investigate the sugar bounty? 








Mr. Chairman, is that not subject to a point of 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They could not, because it is an entirely 
different service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me to suggest that the only 
reduction made in the McKinley bill applies to the manufacturers ? 
They get the benefit of it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam not speaking of the result of that in the 
way of reduction. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They got the benefit of that reduction. 

Mr. GEAR. And they are selling tobacco to-day at 2 cents less 
than they did. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is the same machinery as they had before. 

Mr. GEAR. I state to the gentleman that the price is reduced to 
the consumer by 2 cents. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say to the gentleman that my own ex- 
yerience does not confirm the statement of the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. GEAR}, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is proper to say to the House that Com- 
missioner Mason was before the committee, and a careful inquiry was 
made as to the increased force that would be required, and in answer 
to a question propounded to him he said: 

For the present, at least, the new tariff law increases the duties of my office. 
We have to change all the stamps from the 8-cent tax down to 6 cents. If the 
rebate is allowed that will all have to be adjusted and the number of rebates 
named. In addition to that you have added to the duties of the bureau the as- 
certainment of the sugar bounty, which will increase very largely the duties 
of the bureau, so much so that Iam not sure that we will be able to get along 
with the present clerical force. But to-day I organized a new division for tak- 
ing charge of the sugar matter,and I may be able, possibly, to get along with 
the present force, but I am not sure that I shall be. 

We have provided for the division with reference to the sugar bounty. 
We have investigated the matter fully, and we were satisfied that he 
could not get along with any less force than he has estimated for and 
we have provided for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, under the provisions of the Mc- 
Kinley bill $165,000 is necessary for the payment of a ‘‘ collector, dep- 
uty collector, clerks,’’ etc. It will also be necessary to provide the 
sum of $36,000 for the employment of twelve inspectors, at a salary 
not exceeding $5 a day, making a total of $201,000. To this amount 
must be added $10,990 for the clerical force carried in the amendment 
now pending, offered by the gentleman from Ohio, making a total of 
$211,990 of additional cost to the taxpayers of the country imposed 
and required by the McKinley bill. 

In addition to the $211,990 of extra burden put upon the people of 
the United States, there is another item not included in this bill, about 
$25,000, which the Commissioner estimates will be necessary to execute 
the provisions of the McKinley bill in relation to the protection of an 
**infant industry’’ in Vermont and other parts of the country, the 
tapping of sugar treesat certain seasonsof the year. [Laughter.] That 
‘infant industry ’’ is not provided for in the billas it is now pre- 
sented, but the taxpayers will be required hereafter to contribute at 
least the amount named to foster that industry. So that the bill now 
carries $211,990 of additional burdens created by the McKinley bill. 
In addition to that I desire to call attention to another matter of se- 
rious moment to the taxpayers of the United States. 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the total permanent appro- 
priations for the ensuing fiscal year at $122,486,808. In that estimate 
he includes only $7,000,000 for the payment of the bounty to the 
sugar-growers of Louisiana and other parts of the United States. The 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue corrects that estimate in the sum 
of $3,000,000, as he declared in his testimony before the Committee on 
Appropriations that, instead of $7,000,000 being necessary to pay the 
bounty to the sugar-growers for the next fiscal year, $10,000,000 would be 
required. So that we haveatax upon the people, as estimated by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, of $10,000,000 for the sugar bounty, 
to which we must add the $211,990 for executing the provisions re- 
lating to sugar, and a further sum of $25,000 which will be necessary 
to pay the bounty on maple sugar when that industry demands its 
bounty under the terms of the McKinley bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. From what amount would you be able to sub- 
tract the ten millions? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Subtract? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, there is no provision whatever in 
the McKinley bill to ‘‘subtract’’ any burden of taxation which rests 
upon the people. The whole of that line of legislation contempl-tes 
laying additional burdens upon the taxpayers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the McKinley bill remove the sixty mil- 
lions of taxation on sugar? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave looked in vain through that bill for any 
‘‘subtraction’’ from the burdens of the people. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then you have not read the iron 
schedule. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I asked the gentleman from Missouri a question, 
but he did not seem to comprehend it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. PerhapsI did not. Will the gentleman restate it? 
Mr. DUNNELL. I ask the gentleman now howmuch do the e 

save on the item of sugar, from which to subtract the ten mil of 
which he speaks ? 


Mr. DOCKERY. I donot know what the result willbe. Thesugar 
tax last year, I believe, was $58,000,000. 

Mr. GEAR. Sixty-one millions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And it will be less than ten millions the coming 
year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the reduction on sugar, whatever it may be, 
is more than added to the cost of the manufactured goods made by the 
manufacturers of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of the Director of the Mint: For Director, $4,500; examiner, $2,500; com- 
puter, $2,500; assayer, $2,200; adjuster of accounts, $2,000; two clerks of class 
3; one clerk of class 2, who shall be a stenographer ; four clerks of class 1; one 
translator, $1,400; one clerk at $1,000; one copyist; one messenger; assistant 
in laboratory, $1,000; one assistant messenger ; in all, $28,960. 


Mr. MCKENNA. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 41,in lines 16 and 17, strike out “two clerks of class 3” and insert 
“one clerk of class 4, one clerk of class 3.” 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am informed it was the understanding 
in the committee that this change should be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


COLLECTING INTERNAL REVENUE. 


For salaries and expenses of collectors and deputy collectors, including ex- 
penses incident to enforcing the provisions of the act of August 2, 1886, entitled 
“An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manu- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,” $1,800,000: Pro- 
vided, That the number of deputy collectors and clerks employed in the col- 
lection of internal revenue shall not be increased, nor shall the salary of said 
officers and employés be increased beyond the salaries paid during the last 
fiscal year, exclusive of the number employed under the said act. 

For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of 
gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous expenses, $2,000,000. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move the amendment which I send to 
the desk, which becomes necessary to carry out the provisions of ex- 
isting laws. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 46, strike out from line 4 to line 15 inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“For salaries and expenses of collectors, deputy collectors, and clerks, in- 
cluding expenses of enforcing the act of August 2, 1886, taxing oleomargarine 
and the act of August 4, 1886, imposing upon the Government the expense of 
the inspection of tobacco exported, and the act of October 1, 1890, providing for 
the payment of a bounty on sugar and for the purchase of the necessary polari- 
scopes and other miscellaneous expenses connected with the ascertaining and 
——— of said bounty, $1,965,000: Provided, That the number of deputy col- 

ectors and clerks employed in the collection of internal revenues shall not be 

increased, nor shall the salary of said officers and employés be increased beyond 
the salaries paid during the past fiscai year; but this exception shall not apply 
to the number or salary of the deputy collectors or clerks employed in enforc- 
ing the provisions of the said act of October 1, 1890. 

** The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to employ not to exceed 
twelve inspectors ata salary not exceeding ® per day and necessary expenses, 
whose duty itshall be to inspect sugar upon which a bounty is required to be 
paid under the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to reduce the revenue and 
equalize dutieson imports and for other purposes,’ approved October 1, 1890, to 
aid in ascertaining the amount of bounty due thereon and to perform such other 
duties as may be required by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. And the 
sum of $36,000 is hereby appropriated for that purpose.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I only wish to state that under the item, on page 
46, ‘‘ For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and ex- 
penses of gaugers,’’ etc., there will be a deficiency. The amount here 
appropriated is inadequate by at least $100,000; and the next Con- 

will have to appropriate that amount which is not provided in 
this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri while he 
is on the floor how much revenue we derive from the tax on oleomar- 

rine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam advised by the clerk of our committee that 
the revenue from oleomargarine is about $2,000,000 annually. 

The amendment of Mr. BUTTERWORTH was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows under the heading ‘‘ Mint at Carson, 
Nev.:”’ 

For wages of workmen and adjusters, $30,000. 


Mr. Dockery and Mr. BARTINE addressed the Chair. 

Mr.DOCKERY. Perhaps the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. BARTINE] 
has the amendment which I intended to offer. 

Mr. BARTINE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7, on page 538, strike out “ thirty" and insert “sixty;" so thatthe clause 
will read, “‘for wages of workmen and adjusters, $60,000."’ 

Mr. BARTINE. I merely wish to say that this amendment is di- 
rectly in conformity with the recommendation and estimates of the 
Department; and I can see no reason why this mint should be discrim- 
inated against. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend that this mint has 
not been discriminated against, but provision is made for all the work 
that is done there, and as we think for more than is done there. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. 
an explanation ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly my friend has the floor to make 
such explanation as he deems proper. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is one of several items which are arbitrarily 
cut down, not for the purpose of reducing expenses, but for the pur- 

of presenting the appearance of reduction, whereas in fact there 
is no reduction, In other words, the $30,000 which has been elimi- 
nated from the amount which should be carried in this bill will be 
paid during the next fiscal year from the ‘‘silver-profit fund.’’ 

There is in fact no reduction; but, instead of carrying the amount 
openly on the face of the bill, so that it might be added to the aggregate 
and the taxpayers know exactly what the bill carries, it is proposed to 

y $30,000 of the expenses of this mint out of the “‘silver-profit fund.”’ 
Now, whatever reason may have obtained for the policy of concealing, 
as this bill did last year in this way, about $100,000 for the mainte- 
nance of the mints, that policy can not obtain and ought not to obtain 
for the next fiscal year, because under the silver legislation of the last 
session, which demonetized silver, the mints of the United States on the 
1st of July are to be closed; no further coinage of silver is to be made; 
and there will be no ‘‘silver-profit fund’’ after the 1st of July next, 
because no silver dollars will be coined. . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, Mr. Chairman, my honored friend 
knows that there is an ample fund to pay these expenses for years to 
come. It is only a question of how it shall be paid. The law author- 
izes the Director of the Mint, now, to defray the expenses of this coin- 
age and pay the items suggested by my friend on the right [Mr. 
BARTINE] out of the profit on the silver fund, which is ample for all 
purposes. Therefore, I do not know why my friend desires to change 
this provision of the law or why it is a matter of concern to him, if he 
gets all he wants in the bill, how he gets it. 

Mr. BARTINE. That is just the trouble. We do not get what is 
needed. Under the provision as it stands in the bill, it would not be 
possible to have coined a single dollar in gold at that mint. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. BARTINE. The committee are proceeding upon the theory 
that the coinage is to be absolutely stopped at that mint after the Ist 
of July, and it will be, if this provision is not changed; and, if that is 
not a discrimination against that particular mint, I must confess that 
I do not know the meaning of the word discrimination. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend is certainly in error. 
not necessitate the stoppage of coining there. 
can construe it to mean that. 

Mr. BARTINE. Why, in this way: the appropriation made here is 
simply to carry on the work and cover the expenses of the assay de- 
partment and the melting and refining department. What is stricken 
out is the money which is required to pay the expenses of coining. 
Hence no money can be coined there after the Ist of July. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the Director of the Mint is authorized 
to defray that expense out of the profit arising from the coinage. 

Mr. BARTINE. Only in reference tosilver. Thereply of my friend 
is specious rather than satisfactory and convincing. If, however, his 
position be a correct one, why not apply the same rule in regard to the 
other mints that you apply to this one? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is applied to all precisely alike, and I 
do not understand that the Director of the Mint makes any complaint. 

Mr. BARTINE. Well, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have heard no such complaint. 

Mr. BARTINE. The Director of the Mint complained to me and 
urged me to appear before the committee for the purpose of urging the 
making of the appropriation as recommended by the Department. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no such information. On the con- 
trary, after a full consideration of the matter, we believed that this was 
ample to cover all the coinage that was done there. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It will be a gross injustice tothis particular mint 
if the amendment is not adopted, and will practically close it up, be- 
cause there will be no coinage of the standard silver dollars after July 
1, and of course your silver-profit fund will not be available. 

Mr. BARTINE. Let me make these additional suggestions: This 
isasmall mint. It is true, it costs a little more to coin there than at 
any other mint in the United States. 

here are several reasons for this: First, because it is a small mint, 
and the percentage of cost is always greater to run a small institution 
than a large one. Then this mint is located in the very heart of 
what has been one of the t silver-producing regions in the United 
States; the rate of wages paid in the mining regions is high, perhaps 
higher than elsewhere in the country; and the General Government 
is compelled to comply with the labor conditions prevailing in that 
respect where the mint is located. 

The a rate of miners’ wages is $4 a day, and when a man is 
employed in the mint of the United States the general rate of wages 
prevailing in that region mustapply. Therefore, the expense isa little 
greater there than in other partsof thecountry. But that is no reason 
why it should be shut down by cutting off the appropriation. The bill 
pel ge ge from the committee cuts down the appropriation one-half 

thus closes the coining department of the mint. 


Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to make 


It does 
I do not know how he 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend understand that this pro- 
vision is not adequate to pay such men as may be needed for the public 
service there? 

Mr. BARTINE, I understand that not a dollar of this can be paid 
for coinage. Nota cent can be devoted to that purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I certainly do not understand the clause, 
then, as my friend does. 

Mr. BARTINE. That is the way the Director of the Mint under- 
stands it. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Nevada evidently misunderstands 
the ineaning of the Director of the Mint. There is no doubt about it 
that the ‘* wages of workmen and adjusters ’’ is available for the coin- 
age of gold. And I think my friend himself suggested that everybody 
understands the coinage of silver will cease after July1. Ithink, there 
fore, he must have misunderstood the Director of the Mint, because 
there is no doubt that this is available for that purpose. There is cer- 
tainly no question that it is available to coin gold. 

Mr. BARTINE. Ithink I am correct ia my position, and I say again 
there has evidently been a discrimination made against this mint for 
which I can see no reason, because in this case the estimate is for $60,- 
000, and you cut it down to $30,000. 
the case of any other mint. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me, instead of dis- 
criminating against this mint, during the last Administration an effort 
was made to wipe it out, and I had the honor to assist in helping to 
prevent that from being done. 

Mr. BARTINE. For all of which I am very much obliged, but that 
does not excuse my friend in the doing of a wrong thing now. 

Mr. CANNON. AndI want to say further that the estimate of $60,000 
was the total estimate for all the expenses, and the committee on investi- 


No such reduction is made in 


gation, understanding that the coinage of silver will practically cease 
on the Ist of July, thought the $30,000 was sufficient for the coinage of 


gold. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the nves 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by M: 
noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTINE. Now, I offer the following am 
say that it is in the same line 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will frst | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words, ‘‘twelve thousand five hundred dollars” 
“twenty-five thousand dollars; ’’ so that th 
and contingent expenses, $25,000." 

Mr. BARTINE. That is directly in the same line. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And itis not necessary and 
of the Mint will not say it is, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will say in addition to what the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. BARTINE] has said, that this proposition is on all fours 
with the other. The committee having adopted the other proposi- 
tion, this one necessarily follows. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Why should you want to increase the expenses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not increase them. The proposition of 
the gentleman from Ohio is to conceal the amount of expenditure. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is an appropriation to coin where 
there is little or nothing to coin, and we have appropriated $30,000 
for it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, 
this proposition. 


) 


DOcKEI there were—ayes 72, 


ndment, and I will 
» reported. 


and insert 


clause will read: ‘For incidental 


the Directo 


I wish to eall the gentleman’s attention to 
The bill passed in July last authorized the Secretary 


, of the Treasury to coin whatever money might be necessary out of the 





bullion purchased, to redeem the coin certificates issued, and I think 
the mint should be furnished with a sutiicient amount to coin the bul- 
lion in case the certificates should be presented, so that they could be 
redeemed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no doubt about that. It is only 
a question as to when we have made sufficient provision. I quite agree 
with my friend as to that, but when we have gone a mile I do not 
know that we should go twain without being asked. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you are asked to do so by the Director of the 
Mint. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If we have not abundant means to coin the 
silver, we are liable to have adraft upon the gold already coined, and 
take it out of the Treasury. Y 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Nevada. 

The question was taken. 

Pending the announcement of the vote Mr. BARTINE demanded a 
division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 54. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to know if any provision 
has been made for the mint at New Orleans. I have not heard any- 
thing read. 
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The CHAIRMAN. It has not yet been reached, It is just about | to amend by adding $20,000, which has been stricken out by the com- 


to be read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

Mint at Philadelphia: For salary of the superintendent, $4,500; for the as- 
sayer, meiter and refiner, coiner, and engraver, at $3,000 each; assistant assayer, 
assistant melter and refiner, and assistant coiner, at $2,000 each; cashier, $2,500; 
chief clerk, $2,280; bookkeeper, abstract clerk, and weigh cierk, at §2,000 each; 
cashier's clerk, warrant clerk, and register of deposits, at $1,700 each ; assistant 
weigh clerk and assayer’s computation clerk, at $1,600 each; in all, $41,550. 

For wages of workmen and adjusters, $293,000. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including new machinery and re- 
pairs, expenses annual assay commission (and purchases, not exceeding $300 in 
value, of specimen coins and ores for the cabinet of the mint), $80,000— 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman representing the Philadelphia district [Mr. O’ NEILL, 
of Pennsylvania] to the fact that there isa reduction of $20,000 in the 
estimates of the Department for the mint at Philadelphia, and the case 
is exactly on all fours with the case of the mint at Carson, Nev., 
which has just been passed upon by the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am very much 
obliged to the gentleman for the suggestion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentlemen interested are content that the 
reduction should be made, of course I have nothing to say. 

The CHAIRMAN, Isthereany action proposed? If not, the Clerk 
will proceed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move tostrike out the last word. 
The Committee on Appropriations have the estimates from the Treasury 
Department, and, as gentlemen know, they feel themselves bound by 
those estimates, and no effort I could make upon the floor would undo 
what the Committee on Appropriations have done. I should be very 
glad to have the $20,000 put in again—— 

Mr. CANNON. Iwant to say to my friend that it is quite enough 
now to pay the expense; but as my friend on the other side [Mr. 
DocKERY | is anxious to have some dress parade I suppose he would 
be glad to make this bill $500,000,000 more than it is, whether the 
money is used or not. I fancy I see my friend next year rising in his 
place and. calling the attention of the House and the country-—— 

Mr. ROGERS. It will bein fancy only that you willsee him. You 
will never see him in any other way. [Laughter. } 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will see him as much as you will. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not desire to unnecessarily increase expendi- 
tures, 

Mr. CANNON. He «ill call the attention of the country to the fact 
that there were large appropriations made by the last extravagant House, 
and that now, when ‘‘ the friends of the people’’ come in, the Simon 
Pure, economic Democracy, they have cut down the appropriations 
thirty, forty, or fifty millions. I suppose my friend would now be 
glad to pile them up mountain high with money that would not be ex- 
pended, that he might have the satisfaction of withholding unneces- 
sary appropriations next year. I say to my friend from Pennsylvania 
that the appropriations for Philadelphia do give quite sufficient for the 
public service. Now, if my friend wants more he can ask for it, 

Mr. VAUX. There will not be a dollar to pay. We will have spent 
the whole of it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsyivania. I did not yield for the gentleman 
tomakeaspeech. I ask if this is to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I was recognized and yielded. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
know but that I may differ with the idea of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but this House knows how libera! he is. 
The gentleman knows that when I go before his committee I can secure 
his help, and he will yield an increase over the estimate that we find 
in the Book of Estimates of the Treasury Department; but to come 
into this House, unless I knew that he was with me, would be of no 
use, My friend from Missouri is a pretty liberal man in his way, too. 
[ Laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. Yes, he is. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have no doubt $20,000 more 
could be expended to the advantage of the country and the Philadel- 
phia mint by the officers of that mint. The superintendent of that 
mint is a gentleman who is very conscientious in his conduct, and any 
amount of money which Congress in its liberality might be willing to 
award to that mint to be expended under him would be expended 
properly and would not be wasted. 

Mr. Chairman, while I am on the floor, as is suggested to me by my 
colleague from the Third Congressional district [Mr. Vaux], I think 
we might offer an amendment to purchase ground upon which to build 
a new mint for the United States in the city of Philadelphia. [Laugh- 
ter.] I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] would be 
willing to vote for it, would he not? I would offerit here in the form 
ofan amendment, but the Chair would rale it out of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I desire to ask the gentleman whether or 
not he desires the amount asked for in the estimates of the Director of 
the Mint and the Secretary of the Treasury, and if so, why he does not 
ask for it here. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, that is what I do desire— 
the amount estimated by the Director of the Mint—and I move here 


AO aE Re ape tate ng Rea ne 


mittee. [Laughter.] And I hope thechairman of the committe will 
agree to it and will not oppose it. I do not want him tocontinue this 
very economic idea. I want allowed every cent that is estimated for. 
Iam not thinking about what gentlemen who will control the majority of 
this House in the next Congress willdo. Let us take care of ourselves 
in this Congress, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, 

Mr. CANNON. So far as Pennsylvania and Philadelphia are con- 
cerned in the recommendations made from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, they are well taken care of. Before the contract was made un- 
der the legislation touching the removal of obstructions from the river 
near Philadelphia, the committee recommended an appropriation of 
many hundreds of thousands of dollars not strictly due. That was 
for the public service. That was to do something. The money was 
needed. This money is not needed. That is all. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
the chairman of the committee to go back and refer to what has been 
done. [Laughter.] Itisunpleasant. Itisdone. Llalwaysacceptthe 
inevitable, and that was one of the inevitables, with the assent of the 
chairman of the committee; and I thank the gentleman very much for 
his influence in having that appropriation made. It was made in pur- 
suance of law; and that gentleman knew very well that to-morrow, the 
12th day of this month, the bids would be opened and the contract 
made for carrying on that work; and long before the bill will get through 
the Senate the contract will be sealed and delivered and the Govern- 
ment bound by it. 

Now, sir, I propose that this $20,000, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Missouri, be added in addition to the sum appropriated by this 
bill. It should have been offered by the gentleman. As he isa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations and has been watching the 
bill with great care, I thought he*would perhaps have moved it; but 
I will relieve him from embarrassment and will propose that the $20,- 
000 be added. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out ‘' $293,000"’ and insert ‘* $313,000." 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VAUX. If ever there was an opportunity afforded members ot 
this House to witness an interesting spectacle it is shown in the de- 
meanor ot the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] when an 
appropriation bill is before this House in which Philadelphia is inter- 
ested, as in this case; for within the last five minutes the member from 
Philadelphia, who has charge of the matter on the other side, failed 
to notice that an appropriation was to be absolutely taken away from 
our city; and he was brought to his feet by the request of a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations to beg that the sum be appro- 
priated that was desired. 

Mr. STRUBLE. A request from a member on the Democratic side. 

Mr. VAUX. Fromamemberon the Democraticside. And I thank 
my Democratic colleague [Mr. DockERyY] for it, and say to my col- 
league from Philadelphia thatitis very becoming in him in rising to say 
that we would take anything we could get, and then turn around and 
address my distinguished friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, in a sort of spirit which indicated that that distin- 
guished gentleman was economical in the appropriation of the moneys 
of the people. 

Now, when you find two such conditions of things arising in one 
speech from my distinguished friend, I think that the House, out of 
commiseration for our quietude and our modesty in not asking all these 
appropriations, ought to go one step further and allow my colleague to 
put into this bill an amendment directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to sell the present mint of the United States in Philadelphia for 
the market value of the property and purchase ground on which to 
erect another mint out of that fund, without asking for any further 
appropriation from the Government, in order that we may have an op- 
portunity to do this immense mass of coining which is pro ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without regard to limit. (Laughter. 

Mr. VAUX. No, sir; not without regard to limit; limited to a dol- 
lar. Ido not believe in that doctrine. I would like to limit the com- 
mittee and limit the appropriations and limit the expenditures, but I 
can not get a chance to do so. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. How about limiting coinage? [Laughter.] 

Mr. VAUX. Well, I never like to have a stone thrown at me with- 
out throwing one back. What does the gentleman want about the 
coining ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Free coinage. 

Mr. VAUX. Well, why do you not get it? Why do you ask me? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Because you are on the committee, and you re- 
fuse to let us have an opportunity to vote upon it. 

Mr. VAUX. As long as I am attacked on that ground, Mr. Chair- 
man, I want to say that no gentleman in this House or elsewhere can 
charge the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures with any 
such disposition. 
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Mr. — Well, bring the bill out of committee, and we 
may pass it 
Mr. VAUX. Well, wait till you get this bill passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds the Chair desires 
to state that the Clerk was in error as to the point where this addi- 
tional $20,000 was to be inserted. 

Mr. VAUX. It is to be inserted though. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


= 55, line 7, strike out “eighty” and insert “one hundred,’ before the 
word “thousand. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will yield to my friend [Mr, O’ NEILL, of 
Pennsylvania] if he has farther observations to submit. 

Mr. VAUX. May I ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations if he will not put in the amendment which I suggested pro- 
viding for the sale of the present mint and the erection of a new one? 
It will not cost the Government a cent. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] 
seems to be running this bill and suggesting the amendments to it; so 
I think the gentleman had better appeal to him. 

Mr, VAUX. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in deference to the 
wishes of my colleague I withdraw my amendment adding $20,000 to 
the appropriation recommended in this bill, in the hope that we may 
move an amendment providing forselling the present mint and building 
anew.one. In other words, I am willing to let the larger proposition 
cover the smaller. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment ofthe gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. O’ NEILL] is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. DOCKERY. One moment. Mr. Chairman, is the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I desire to renew it. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, this mintat Philadelphia hasalready 
in past Congresses received extraordinary appropriations for its exten- 


[Laughter. ] 


[Laughter. ] 


sion and repair. My opinion is that the mints of this country ought | 


to beso located as to be contiguous to the mining districts of the country. 
I do not believe we ought to extend this mint at Philadelphia or make 
any farther appropriations for it. If we are to spend more money for 
mint purposes, let it be expended for a mint at St. Louis. 

A mint can be established there at a cost of $100,000. They already 
have a public building in which the assay office is located, a building 
with fall capacity for mint work, and the $80,000 proposed to be ex- 
pended on the mintat Philadelphia would establish a mint in St. Louis, 
where it would be adjacent to the regions where the gold and silver 
bullion of this country is produced. As it is now, the bullion has to 
be transported from the Western Territories to the East to be coined, 
and then the coin has to be retransported back into the great Missis- 
sippi Valley. Anda mint somewhere in the Mississippi Valley would 
save the cost of the transportation of the bullion and the transporta- 
tion of the coin back again. There would be a greatsaving to the bul- 
lion-owner and also a saving to the Government. 

Mr. FRANK. I hope my colleague will introduce an amendment | 
for the establishment of a mint at St. Louis. 

Mr. BLAND. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this whole 
paragraph. I repeat, if you are going to expend this money for mint 
purposes, let it be expended as I have suggested, where it can be used 
most economically for the benefit of the Government and of the people. 
And, above all, let it be done in a community that believes in free coin- 
age, not in Philadelphia, where all the forces are against it. I am op- 
posed tostrengthening the antisilver people of this country by furnishing 
them with mints, with establishments where silver-coining is carried 
on, when they stand here and by their voice and their votes, by their 
boards of trade and through all the influences which they can bring to 
bear, are doing everything they can against silver itself. 

Therefore, Isay, Mr. Chairman, I want that provision struck out, to be 
followed by a proposition to let this coinage be done where it ought to be 
done, among the people who believe in the circulation of silver, who be- 
lieve in silver coinage, and in a community where this coinage can be 
done more cheaply than in Philadelphia—where it will cost less for the 
transportation of the bullion and less for putting the money into circu- 
lation. I hope the paragraph wil] be struck out, and that we shall 
start upon a new policy in this matter so as to provide for the coinage of 
this metal where it is produced or in a community where it circulates, 
where the people want it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, of course I owe a debt of 
gratitude to my honored friend on the left [Mr. DockEry] for sug- 

ing to my equally worthy friend on the right [Mr. O’NeEIL1, of 
ennsylvania] that he had better amble to the front and ask $20,000 
more of appropriation where it is not needed. This appropriation 
covers contingent expenses, etc. The amount estimated for was $80,- 
000. It does not often occur that this House regards the uttermost of 
an estimate as being the amount absoluteiy required. Last year $80,- 
000 was appropriated, and there is no deficiency; and, so far from the 


If you will accept the amendment I believe he will. | 









$80,000 being required, I do not think it at all clear that a less sum 
would not be adequate. 

Tam glad that my friend from Pennsylvania withdrew the amend- 
ment. Before reporting these appropriations we make such investiga- 
tion asa prudent business man would make to ascertain what is re- 
quired. We understand perfectiy well that the head of each Depart- 
ment or bureau is besieged upon all hands by every employé and by 
every combination that can suggest the creation of a new place or the 
increase of salaries. We would probably do the same if we were in 
the same situation. Careful scrutiny is required on the part of the 
committee, representing the taxpayers of this country, to ascertain 
what is absolutely indispensable and to draw the line there. 

This we have attempted todo. We are obliged to study both sides 
of the ledger, not simply one side. The Government is not an elee- 
mosynary institution to provide money for conducting any bureau or 
Department beyond its actual requirements. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], as my honored colleague 
on the committee [Mr. CANNON] has said, will in the next Congress 
grow eloquent over the amount of our appropriations. Ishall listen to 
him with interest, if not with delight. 

A MEMBER. From Chicago? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Our investigation has left no doubt upon 
our minds that the appropriation in the bill is ample. If we are in 
this case to go to the full measure of the estimate we might as well do 
it in all cases. There is nothing in the administration of the Mint 
during the last year that suggests, or tends to suggest, that any in- 
crease beyond what we appropriated last year will be required. On 
the contrary, there is very good reason to suppose that a less sum would 
answer. I do not understand why my honored friend from Missouri 
insists upon taking charge of the honorable gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, who we had been led to suppose was equal to the task of taking 
care of the interests of Philadelphia without guidance, supervision, or 
suggestion. 

My friend from Philadelphia knows that we have heard patiently 
every suggestion from his city, and from every quarter of the Repub- 
lice, and have endeavored fairly and fully to meet the requirements of 
the public service. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Let me say to the gentleman that 
I have deferred to the gentleman from Missouri because he is a mem- 


} ber of the Appropriations Committee and because he has heard all the 


arguments on this subject before that committee from the heads of the 
bureaus. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to state the issue here, so 
that the Committee of the Whole can not misunderstand it. Thereis 
no issue as to the amount of the appropriation. The Director of the 
Mint stated before the Committee on Appropriations that $100,000 
would be necessary for this item for the Philadelphia mint. The dif- 
ference between the gentleman from Ohio and myself is this: I propose 
a specific, definite amount of $100,000, so that the taxpayers of the 
United States may know exactly what the expense is, whereas the 
gentleman from Ohio and the majority of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions propose to reduce the specific appropriation to $80,000 and to 
cover the $20,000 by an indefinite appropriation out of the ‘‘silver- 
profit fund.’’ Thatis the issue. It is a question of concealing (I use 
| the word in no offensive sense) the expenditure of $20,000 of the peo- 
| ple’ 8 money 

When this bill was reported there was $70,500 of appropriations for 
the mints of the United States concealed in exactly this way. ‘The is- 
sue between myself and the majority of this committee is that I insist 
that this $70,500 should be specifically stated on the face of the bill. 

One moment by way of reply to the observations of my very able 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. He proposes to strike out this 
entire paragraph, The only effect of that action, if his motion should 
prevail, would be to make an indefinite appropriation, which he can 
not control, of the entire $100,000. I agree with him that the center 
of political ‘and commercial power is fast moving to the Valley of the 
Mississippi and that our mints should be removed to the very center 
of that great valley. 

But that is not the issue here. There is no proposition, as my col- 
league knows, to erect a new mint. In that event I should stand side 
by ‘side with him in favoring St. Louis as the location of such a mint. 
But if he strikes out this paragraph the effect will be to authorize the 
Director of the Mint under existing law to use a hundred thousand 
dollars that will not be specified on the face of the bill. 

The whole contest there is one between specific appropriations on 
the one hand and concealed appropriations on the other. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I am not aware of the existence of 
any law that authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to use the silver- 
profit fund in the way indicated by my colleague. If he will point to 
the law I shall be under obligation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Director of the Mint so stated. I have not 
examined the law myself, but I understand that to be the fact. 

Mr. BLAND. That he has authority to use this fund—the silver- 
profit fund—for the purpose indicated in this paragraph? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes,sir. This bill was arbitrarily reduced $70,- 
500 on these various items, the Director of the Mint stating, and the 
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committee agreeing, that this expense would be paid, at least in part, 
out of the silver-profit fund. 

Mr. BLAND, Then why is the appropriation made at all? 

Mr, DOCKERY. Well, our friends were not willing to go to the 
extent of eliminating the entire appropriation, as that would have been 
too bald a proceeding. But they went as far as they could safely go 
without revealing their purpose. They have thus reduced the bill 
$70,500, which must be paid out of the silver-profit fund. I wonder 
myself at their moderation. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee in charge of this bill if there is any existing statute that would 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to use the silver-profit fund in 
payment of the items embodied by this paragraph. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He is authorized to use it, of course, to pay 
for coinage. 

Mr. BLAND. But I mean for incidental and contingent expenses, 
machinery and repairs, and so on ? 

Mr.BUTTERWORTH. Theyareincidentaltothecoinage, necessarily. 

Mr. BLAND. That is not my understanding of the law. I do not 
think that it has reference to this provision. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, of course, you can not coin without 
using the machinery of the mints for that purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But my colleague from Missouri will observe that, 
if $80,000 is appropriated for this purpose and the Director of the Mint 
can use $20,000 out of the silver-profit fand for the same purpose, he 
will have the full amount of the estimate, $100,000, whereas the bill 
only carries on its face $80,000, and there is an apparent saving of an 
expenditure of $20,000. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand, then, that if this paragraph should be 
stricken out the only remaining authority is the one allowing him to 
use the silver-profit fund for coinage, and, as I understand it, not to 
expend that money to procure new machinery or material. This para- 
graph relates exclusively to incidental and contingent expenses and 
machinery. I know that the silver-profit fund has been used for the 
purpose of coinage, but never, according to my idea or information, have 
they underaken to use that fund to extend the mint or to purchase new 
machinery. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Director of the Mint so stated to the com- 
mittee. Of course I do not know what the proper construction of the 
law is in that regard. Thatis the practice of the mint, however. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, there is no desire on the 
part of the committee or any of its members to conceal anything they 
do. There has been a law on the statute book for many years author- 
izing the fund arising from the coinage of silver, known as the silver- 
profit fund, to be used in defraying the expenses of coinage. It seemed 
to the committee in making these appropriations, inasmuch as there 
was a fund against which these expenditures could be drawn, that if 
they put the amount at $100,000, as my friend knows, it would not 
limit the power of the mint to use some of the other fund to increase 
the expenditures; and so far from putting it at $100,000 as my friend 
proposes, as a matter of fact, if he wants to carry out the idea he has 
suggested the appropriation should be $40,000 or $50,000. 

3ut the retrenchment is by reducing this fund, not by increasing it. 
Of course we do not thereby limit the authority of the Director to draw 
against the other fund. It was therefore in the line of economy to 
make smaller appropriations to purchase such things for the mint as 
might be required in the coinage. 

Why, Mr. Chairmain, the people of this country are not so easily 
misled or fooled on such a question. If men here would be less con- 
cerned about the mere matters of bookkeeping and have more concern 
about what ought to be approved of their consciences, we would have 
less trondle in getting on with the people. 

Now, this amount is used for no other purpose than to restrict ex- 
penditures and limit amounts otherwise used ; because, I repeat, the ap- 
propriation even of $100,000 in noWise limits and curtails the amount 
that may be used from the silver-coinage profit, It would not be in 
the line of economy. 

In other words, it would tend to authorize a broader sweep and a 
more lavish expenditure. Hence the committee inserted this; but my 
friend thought that, in arranging his figures to show what‘an extrava- 
gant body this had been, he would not be able to use that figure. He 
was able to use it, however, and did use it in his very able speech the 
other day; and it gives him a double advantage, let me suggest, for if 
he thinks it misleads people he can point that out, and he can not only 
attack us for a violation of a provision of the law, but for fraud in the 
effort to conceal it, if he thinks that exists. What I say is, and I 
again repeat, that the action of the committee is in the direction of 
economy and to prevent the extravagant use of the fund which the 
Director of the Mint is authorized to draw upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to strike out the paragraph. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania { Mr. O’ NerL.]) to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offered the amendment; but, if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania desires, I will withdraw it. 





RECORD—HOUSBE. FEBRUARY 11, 





The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
follows: 


Mint at San Francisco, Cal.: For salary of superintendent, $4,500; assayer, 
melter and refiner, and coiner, at $3,000 each; chief clerk and cashier, at $2,500 
each; bookkeeper, abstract clerk, weigh clerk, warrant clerk, assistantassayer, 
assistant melter and refiner, assistant coiner, and register of deposits, at $2,000 
each ; cashier’s clerk, $1,800; assayer’s computing clerk, assistant weigh clerk, 
and superintendent’s computing clerk, at $1,600 each ; in all, $41,100. 

For wages of workmen and adjusters, $170,000. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $40,000— 

Mr. McKENNA said: Mr. Chairman, I move to amend lines 20 and 
21 as follows. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘one hundred and seventy” and insert “one hundred and 
ninety; so that it will read : 

“For wages of workmen and adjusters, $190,000." 

Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment with the 
intention, if the inquiry is answered in a certain way, to push it, and 
to withdraw it if my inquiry is answered in another way. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERry] to say that the 
appropriation as it appeared on the face of the bill was inadequate, but 
that it would be helped out by the silver-profit fund. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is correct. 

Mr. MCKENNA. What!I wish to know is if that is the fact. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true undoubtedly, and I will say 
to my friend, in addition to that, that they spent less than we appropri- 
ate for; but, as issuggested, the silver profit-fund can be drawn against. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Then the sum stated in the bill is not a limitation 
beyond which we can not go. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish tomake astatement to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. McKenna], if he will allow me. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. An amendment was adopted by the House a few 
days since, almost unanimously, providing a sufficient amount out of 
the silver-profit fund to recoin the $19,000,000 of subsidiary coins in 
the Treasury. Now, I desire tosay to him that, in view of the fact that 
the coinage of silver dollars is to be suspended on the Ist of July, I 
think it will follow inevitably, if this amendment providing for the 
recoinage of $19,000,000 of subsidiary coins is agreed to by the Senate, 
that unless you increase this amount there will be a deficiency at the 
San Francisco mint during the next fiscal year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That very appropriation, let me say, pro- 
vides an indefinite amount to do the work to which my friend calls at- 
tention. 

Mr. McKENNA. I do not care whether the appropriation for the 
San Francisco mint comes concealed or comes displayed, so that it comes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the California idea. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is a very practieal suggestion. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If there is any doubt about it I think the House 
ought to resolve the doubt in favor of the mint and grant this extra 
appropriation. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. There isno trace of doubt about it, any more 
than there is about the fact that I am standing here on this floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH]} 
allow me a moment? 

The silver-profit fund is mortgaged under that amendment for the 
purpose of recoining the subsidiary coin. I asked the Director of the 
Mint, in view of the suspension of the coinage on the Ist of July, how 
much he would have of the silver-profit fund, and he stated that he 
would have about five or six hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. MCKENNA. The expense of coining this subsidiary silver is 
a prospective expense, as I understand you. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill has the House. 

Mr. McKENNA. It has not passed the Senate, and I assume, Mr. 
Chairman, that if it becomes a real expense, and this becomes a real or 
threatened deficiency, the committee can be trusted to take care of it 
in conference. The gentleman from Ohio nods his head in assent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCKENNA. And having absolute confidence in him I will 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thegentleman from Ohio will not be here next year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, my friend will be here. 

Mr. MCKENNA. And I will be here. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Territory of Alaska: For salary of governor, $3,000; judge, $3,000; attorney, 
marshal, and clerk, each; four commissioners, $1,000 each; six deputy 


m $750 each ; in all, $22,000. 
For nmtal and contingent ex of the Territory, stationery, lights, 


and fuel, to be expended under the direction of the governor, $2,000, 


Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word in order to make 
an inquiry. I want to ask some gentleman on the Committee on Ap- 
propriations under what head will be found an appropriation for the 
payment of the judge of the Indian Territory. 

Mr, DOCKERY. nee it comes in at the close of the bill. On 
page 105 provision is e for the salaries of the judges. 

Mr. ROGERS. That provides for the salaries of the sixty-five dis- 
trict judges of the United States. He is not a district judge. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is he not ineluded in that list? 


Having read as 


al 
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Mr. ROGERS. No. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Which judge do you refer to? 

Mr. ROGERS. He is on the same footing as a Territorial judge. 
Mr. FRANK. Is that the judge in Alaska? 

Mr. ROGERS. No. 

Mr. FRANK. Ithought you were talking about thejudge in Alaska, 


Mr. ROGERS. Heis not a district judge at all, and you make no 
provision forhim, The States have district judges, who preside over 
district courts; but this isa United States court. It is a court in the 
nature of a Territorial court, and not a district court. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. His position is unique. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is not only unique, but anomalous. I ask my 
friend from Ohio whether a separate provision is made for this judge. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He is estimated for in the estimates under the 
head of district judges. 

Mr. ROGERS. That does not make any provision for any judge of 
a Territorial court, and this man is not a district judge. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend thinks he is not so designated 
I will be glad to pass it for awhile and let him look it up. 

Mr. ROGERS. He is not a district judge, but his office is in the 
nature of a Territorial judge. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You might let the item be passed and 
look it up, and then we could return to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would say to my friend that I did not need to look 
it up. If the gentleman will but deliberate for a little while he will 
be able to know that there is no such thing as a district judge in the 
territory of the five civilized tribes, The court there is in the nature 
of a Territorial court, with jurisdiction precisely the same as that of a 
Territorial court. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman call attention to it 
when we reach it? That is provided for further on in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. It occurred to me that there was no better place 
than where the Territorial courts are provided for. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If no provision has been made wecan make 
provision; but I would like to be sure. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will suggest to my friend that I think this is the 
best place for it to be done. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment. Here is the act ‘‘ to estab- 
lish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

s.’? It creates a United States court. ‘‘A United States court is 
caer established whose jurisdiction shall extend over the Indian 
Territory, bounded as follows,’’ etc. And the judge ‘‘shall be ap- 
pointed for said court by the President of the United States by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall fill his office for 
the next ensuing four years or until his successor is appointed;’’ and 
he shall receive a certain salary. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the amount of the salary ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thirty-five hundred dollars per annum, 
**to be paid from the Treasury of the United States in like manneras 
the salary of judges of the United States district courts.’’ 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘In like manner.’’ That is all right. 

Mr. FORNEY. He is one of the sixty-five judges. 

Mr. FRANK. Yes; he is one of the sixty-five. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It fixes his salary, I find. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the amount of it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thirty-five hundred dollars, 

Mr. ROGERS. And ‘‘paid in like manner asthe district judges.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; ‘‘paid in like manner as the district 
judges.’’ 

Mr. ROGERS. It is probably the case, then, that in view of that 
act it will be covered by the appropriation as you have it made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Utah: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief justice and three as- 
sociate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,800, $16,400. 

Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that paragraph that it changes existing law. It is the paragraph re- 
lating to the salary of the governor and the salary of the secretary of 
the Territory of Utah. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 

Mr. DALZELL. The act fixing the salary of governors and secre- 
taries of Territories provides that— 


The annual salary of the governors of the several Territories shal! be $3,500; 
and the salary of the secretary shall be $2,500. 


Now, the provision of this paragraph is that the salary of the gov- 
ernor shall be $2,600 and that of the secretary $1,800. The Chair will 
observe that the language of this paragraph, taken in connection with 
the first paragraph of the bill, which really is a paragraph that applies 
to every paragraph in the bill, provides that “‘this shall be a payment 
in full of the salary,” and as a consequence this bill simply changes 
the salary of the governor of Utah from $3,506 to $2,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not catch what the gentleman 
said as to being in full of the salary. 

Mr. DALZELL. The first paragraph in the bill provides— 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of 


any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation 
for the service of the fiscal year, ete. ss 
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So that this bill, taking the first paragraph ind the paragraph to 
which I have called attention together,:hanges the salary from $3,500, 
as provided by law, to $2,600. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend al 

Mr. DALZELL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman wil! find that the 
plies to a great many oflicers mentioned in that bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihaveno doubtof that, buttha 
to this objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I would suggest that he make the point of 
order upon all of them. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that this 
is the only particular one I am interested in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was unable to hear what the gentle- 
man’s suggestion was. 

Mr. SAYERS. I only suggested that the gentleman from Peunsyl- 
vania raise the point of order on all the decreases of salaries that have 
been made. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the Chair understands the position I have 
taken without my saying anything further. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] will permit me he will observe that the change, if there is a 
change, of existing law occurred in the preceding paragraph, which he 
has attempted to read into the paragraph now under consideration. No 
point was made against that first paragraph at the time it was before 
the committeé and no point of order can be made against it now. Lf, as 
my friend would seem to assert, a gentleman can make the point of order 
against the first paragraph anywhere through the bill, then it is need- 
less to make it at all until we reach tho very last item. Now, the first 
paragraph provided—and I think it was subject tothe point of order— 
‘*that the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in fall 
compensation for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
for the objects hereinafter expressed.’’ 

As the Chair is aware, upon one or two occasions, perhaps upon every 
occasion heretofore except in the session immediately preceding this 
one, the point of order was made that that first paragraph changed ex- 
isting law, and I think it has invariably gone out when the point has 
been raised; but we have passed that paragraph now, and it is not 
competent to return toit. If the plan adopted by my very able and 
ingenious friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is good, he can 
make the point of order upon that paragraph at any time while the billis 
under discussion. Now, it is competent for the House to make any 
appropriation it pleases, That was held by the Chair the other day, 
and it has been held repeatedly that we may appropriate much or lit- 
tle. We may make an appropriation sufficient to satisfy the salary as 
fixed by statute, sufficient to discharge the obligation of the Govern- 
ment under existing law, or we may appropriate a less sam, and that 
is what is proposed here. 

I fully agree with my honored friend that it is not the way to legis- 
late, but for sixteen years we have been legislating on that line. In 
other words, the various salaries that have been reduced have been re- 
duced in appropriation bills. In the Forty-fourth Congress it pleased 
the House, and the Senate concurred, to reduce salaries all along the 
line, the Territorial offices as well as others, and we have since followed 
that well-marked precedent, whether wisely or not I need not now stop 
to discuss. But the point I make, Mr, Chairman, is that the gentle- 
man’s point of order was not made against the original paragraph, and 
that, that paragraph having been passed and agreed to by the commit- 
tee, it is now too late to carom on it by striking first an item further 
over in the bill. Also, I make the. point that it is competent for the 
House to appropriate either the full salary fixed by law or a less sum, 
as, in its wisdom, it may deem proper. ; 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the argument of my friend is in- 
genious—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the gentleman will permit a further sug- 
gestion, his proper remedy, it seems to me, is to move to strike out the 
amount reported in the bill and insert the amount allowed by law. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Chair will observe that the first paragraph of 
the bill, to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] says 
the point of order ought to have been made, is an incomplete para- 
graph. It is totally meaningless byitself. It says that the following 
sums shall be and they are hereby appropriated in full compensation, 
etc., but it appropriates nothing. It specifies nosums. That, there- 
fore, is only part of a paragraph, and is not by itself subject toa point 
of order. 

The paragraph to which I have called attention is the remaining por- 
tion of the first paragraph. The first paragraph provides that ‘‘ the 
following sums be and the same are hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensa- 
tion;’’ and then comesin the paragraph under consideration, ‘‘ for the 
salary of the governor of Utah, $2,600.’’ It may very well be that the 
House has been legislating this way for sixteen years, but the more 
reason why we should stop legislating this way, the more reason why, 
when a man is appointed to an office the salary of which under the 


low me to interrupt him? 
same objection ap- 
1S not an answer 


The Chair did not hear the suggestion of the 
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law is $3,500, the Congress of the United States should not undertake 
to make a contract for him to which he is not a party by saying, ‘‘Al- 
though you are entitled to $3,500, we propose to pay you in full with 
$2,600.’’ So that upon the merits, and also upon the technical points, 
I suggest to the Chair that this paragraph onght not to stand as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. This case is nota new one. The question has 
been raised frequently ever since the present occupant of thechair has 
been a member of this body. In the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills under the rule the practice has been in favor of consid- 
ering them by paragraphs. Each paragraph when presented must be 
disposed of by the Committee of the Whole as it shall determine, and 
when a paragraph shall have been passed it is not in order, and it 
never has been held to be in order, to return to it except upon a re- 
quest for unanimous consent. 

While the first paragraph was under consideration, if the point of 
order had been made against it because of its containing the provision 
that the appropriations provided in subsequent portions of the bill 
should be in full for the salaries provided for, it would have been proper, 
in the judgment of the Chair, and it has been the universal practice, 
to refer to any subsequent portion of the bill and show that the pro- 
vision made in it was less than the statutory requirement. But, the 
point of order not having been made when the first paragraph was under 
consideration, that paragraph stands as the judgment of the committee 
as to what the bill should contain, and it can not be returned to at any 
subsequent period except by unanimous consent. 

The paragraph under consideration provides a less compensation than 
is fixed by the statute; but, as the Chair has ruled on the sundry civil 
bill as well as upon this, an appropriation providing for’ payment of 
only a portion of a salary is in order under therules. The question of 
the legal rights of the officer is a question of judicial construction rather 
than of parliamentary law, and, in harmony with the rulings of differ- 
ent Chairmen of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
upon bills of this kind when like points of order have been made, the 
Chair decides as he has stated. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the Chair has misappre- 
hended a single point. Whilstit is not competent toreturn now to the 
first paragraph to make a point of order against any language it may 
contain, yet that paragraph attaches to each succeeding paragraph, 
and therefore, when any one wants to make a point of order against any 
succeeding paragraph, it must be read in connection with the first 
paragraph, and if, in that connection, it does change existing law, then 
it is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands—— 

Mr. DALZELL. The Chair will allow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear in the opinion that the 
paragraph under consideration must stand by itself. It makes an ap- 
propriation to be applied upon the salaries of these Territorial officers, 
It is clearly within the power of the Committee of the Whole or the 
House to make an appropriation for an amount less than the officer 
would be entitled to under the statutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move, then, to amend by striking out ‘‘ $2,600,”’ 
in lines 17 and 18, and inserting ‘‘$3,500,’’ and by strikingout ‘‘$1,800,”’ 
in line 20, and inserting ‘‘$2,500,”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendmentof the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that this amend- 
ment will not prevail. This is a question which, I think, has been 
brought to the attention of the House sitting as a Committee of the 
Whole at every session for the last fifteen or sixteen years. In 1874, 
as stated by the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], 
a reduction of salaries was made simply by refusing to appropriate the 
amounts provided by law. That reduction ran all along the line. 
There are now about one hundred cases in which the amount appro- 
priated is not as much as the law has fixed as the salary. 

Now, all the gentlemen who are holding at the present time these 
positions, the salaries of which as appropriated are less than the amounts 
fixed by law, took their offices knowing that the salaries as fixed by 
the original statute had been changed by appropriations from year to 
year. They took the positions knowing precisely what salaries they 
would receive. Now, after this long line of precedent it seems to me 
that in the last days of a Republican House of Representatives we ought 
not to refuse to follow that line of precedent. 

Let our friends on the other side who are to follow us in the con- 
trol of this House, who reduced these salaries originally and estab- 
lished this precedent, which I believed to be a ridiculous one in the 
first instance—let them reverse or modify this policy in the next Con- 
gress, as they see fit. But, so far as I am concerned, Iam opposed to 
any amendment of this kind, because every man who assumed the re- 
sponsibility of filling any of these offices did so knowing precisely the 
amount of pay he would receive for the services rendered. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In addition to what my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. BREWER] has said, I wish to remark that at the last 
session of Congress this matter was passed in review by the House, 
when we organized the Territory of Oklahoma. The salaries of the 
governor, the secretary, and other Territorial officers were fixed at that 
time with direct reference to the appropriations previously made for 
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officers of these other Territories. Besides, we have passed in this bill 
the other Territories, leaving the salaries at the amounts which have 
been appropriated for the last twelve or fifteen years. 

I do not want to be understood as asserting that my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is wrong in speaking of these salaries as low. 
I think they are inadequate. But it has been the practice of the House 
during all these years to appropriate these amounts; and, as I have 
stated, at the very last session Congress approved of this grade of sal- 
aries for these Territorial officers when it organized a new Terrritory, 
fixing the salaries at the same rates as had been appropriated in pre- 
vious bills for other Territorial officers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in the memorable Forty-fourth 
Congress, as I recollect, the salary and general-expense account of the 
Government was reduced about $30,000,000. Of the reductions of sal- 
aries made at that period two hundred and sixty-seven have been 
maintained up to the present time; that is to say, two hundred and 
sixty-seven oflicials of the Government are now receiving less salary 
than the amounts fixed by the statutes, the aggregate of the reduction 
being, I think, about $70,000. Now, it does seem to me that this is a 
very inopportune moment to undertake to increase salaries, although 
it may be that here and there injustice is done to some particular of- 
ficer. I think the amendment ought to be rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. DALZELL, it was 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Utah: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief justice and three as- 


sociate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,800; $16,400. 
For contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the governor, 


» 

For legislative expenses, namely: For printing, stationery, mileage of mem- 
bers, per diem of members and officers, clerk hire, messengers, porters, postage, 
fuel, lights, furniture, carpets, rent of legislative hall and committee rooms, 
by a miscellaneuus expenses, and contingent expenses of secretary’s office, 

For the salaries of the fivecommissionersappointed under an act entitled “An 
actto amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in reference 
to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882, at $5,000 each, 

000 


For the following expenses of the commission, namely: For traveling ex- 
penses, printing, stationery, clerk hire, and office rent, $8,500: Provided, That 
out of this sum the commission is hereby authorized to pay the Secretary of 
the Territory, who is its secretary and disbursing oes, a@ reasonable sum for 
such service, not exceeding $300, for the fiscal year 1 

For compensation of the officers of election, including contingent expenses, 


Mr. ROGERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the raph last read insert: 

‘Indian Territory: For salary of the United States judge, $3,500.” 

Mr..ROGERS,. I desire to call the attention of my friend from 
Ohio—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, is not that amendment subject to 
a point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS. This is simply to correct a matter to which I called 
attention a moment ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], 
as the Chair understands, reserves a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the amount of salary I reserve a point of 
order. I believe the salary as now fixed by law ‘is $3,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir, $3,500. 

I wish to call the attention of my friend from Ohio to this act which 
he read a moment ago, which provides that— 

A United States court is hereby established, whose jurisdiction shall extend 
over the Indian Territory, bounded as follows— 

I do not stop to read the boundaries— 

And a judge shall be appointed for said court by the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shal! hold his of- 
fice for the term of four years— 

I need not stop to state to my friend from Ohio that the district 
judges of the United States hold their offices by virtue of the Consti- 
tution, for life or good behavior— 

Or until his successor is appointed and qualified; and receive a salary of 
$3,500 per annum, to be id out of the Treasury of the United States in like 
manner as the salaries of judges of United States district courts, ete. 

The method by which they get their salaries is by reason of appro- 
priations made for that purpose by Congress, and the committee act- 
ing upon what I conceive to be an erroneous impression, as to the 
language of the estimates submitted, have made this appropriation in 
a manner contrary to the law providing for the payment of this official. 
They have incorporated this man as one of the sixty-five district judges 
of the United States. Unfortunately he is not a district judge, and 
technically and legally if this provision was adopted and the Depart- 
ment adhered tothe language of the law he would have no salary at 
all. But under the appropriation as it should be made, by virtue of 
the amendment I have ted, he would be paid as the district 
judges are paid and as the law contemplated he should be paid. 

So I suggest to my friend from Ohio that this amendment be allowed 
to come in and, when he reaches that part of the bill where provision 
is made for the district j that he strike out ‘“‘ sixty-five’ and in- 
sert ‘‘sixty-four,’’ and then he will have conformed the bill to the ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, if necessary, I am quite willing to 
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do that. I am quite sure, however, of one thing, and that is that | available or concentratable strength of the Army. I made the effort to 
he is drawing his salary with a commendable degree of regularity un- | procure the figures in time for thatdebate, but without success, I now 
der the law as it is now, and, if so, there is every reason to apprehend | have letters from the General and the Adjutant General of the Army 


that he will continue to doso. | which I[ desire to have printed in the Recorp, where they will be ac- 
Mr. ROGERS. But would it not be wiser for my friend to conform | cessible to allof the members, and which contain the information I 
the bill to the law ? sought. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The provision of the law is to the effect I wish now in the moment I shall occupy to call the attention of 
that he shall be paid the same as the district judges. the committee to a brief extract from the letter of General Schofield 
Mr. ROGERS. That he shall be paid from the United States Treas- | He says: 
ury “‘in like manner’? as the salaries of the district judges. In his estimate of the forces necessary at the commencement of the opera- 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That means by the same form of vouchers, | tious, General Miles had counted four regiments of infantry, to be mounted, in 

. addition to the entire cavalry force which it was thought possible to furnish 

ag ge sshiuie: nah isth ‘ati ' him; and if the disaffection had spread among the Sioux, as then anticipated, 
r. i 4 recisely; but where is the appropriation unless that 


his estimate would have been none too large. 


provision of law is followed ? A careful estimate made at the present time leads to the conciusion thatif the 
E> ERT, ' atl ‘ . so a emergency had required it about 422 cavalry, 1,956 infantry, and 1,251 artillery, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The appropriation is made in this item. mostly acting as infantry, might have been added to the forces under General 


Mr. ROGERS. But he not being a district judge, can not avail him- | Miles’s command; so that, if the hostile Indians near Pine Ridge had been so 
self of that item numerous as to require such action, it would have been possible to ee 
ieee . . . there a force amounting in enlisted strength to 1,818 cavalry, 3,106 infantry, anc 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the act brings him in the category, and | | 95) artillery: total. 6.175 
would be sufficient, I think, to warrant the payment of his salary out : 
of this appropriation. Pi aol le i elie : 
| showing the troops in each department, showing those available for 
aw eatin ee. ORS _ a 4 l pa ‘ g , 
Mr. hast arene The _ we A hee shall receive : I on duty, those on extra duty, those sick, and those present and absent from 
ner, om > oes not ey . ee ee ees , ; nk t rat | alleauses; and without taking further time of the committee I will ask 
. ae BUTTERWORTH = Tof feats ma inte Senaas ow a rte | that these be printed in the Recorp, so as to be available as a source of 
Bir. rs “se. es lave the law periectéd. | information to the House 
ae teat ue gran  Aae rere dete aban pe = The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the documents to 
RE ve ’ © Snecessary. | which the gentleman refers will be printed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment There was ne oblectice 
of base = tes a The papers referred to by Mr. CUTCHEON are as follows 
The Clerk cael as Satine r | ADJUTANT GENERAL'S Orricr, Washington, January 30, 1891. 


Sie: Linclose herewith atable showing the present distribution of troops by 


I havea very carefully prepared table, made by the Adjutant General, 


WAR DEPARTMENT. departments. I found it would take so long to compileit by posts thatit would ‘ 
Forcompensation of the Secretary of War, $8,000; Assistant Secretary, $4,500; | reach you in that form too late to be of service 
chief clerk, $2,750; disbursing clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 rhe number of troops that can be drawn from these departments with pru- 


each; two stenographers at $1,800 each; five clerks of class 4; six clerks of class | dencegor a temporary emergency of Indian outbreak like the recent one ofthe 
3, including one for the retired General of the Army, to be selected by him; nine | Sioux can only be estimated, as it would of course be dependent on the condi- 
clerks of class2; twenty-one clerks of class 1; seven clerks, at $1,000 each; four | tionsin the department on which a draft is made A suitable guard must be 


messengers; seven assistant messengers; eight laborers; carpenter, $1,000; fore- | left at all occupied stations to protect the United States property. A portion of 
man of laborers, $1,000; one hostler, $690; two hostlers, at $40 each; and one | the men are always unavailable, being on sick report, ete,, as will be seen by 
watchman, at $540; in ail, $103,150. the table inclosed. 
7 y . ie ed rhe smallest number that could properly be left in charge of a post, for in- 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


stance, like Fort Omaha, Nebraska, would be,say,twelve men asaguard, At 


word for the purpose of asking leave of the House to print in the RECORD | Fort Robinson, Nebraska, near the Pine Ridge agency, it would be imprudent, 
some statistics as to the strength of the Army; and certainly no more | except on the most urgent necessity, to take away any portion of the garrison, 


‘ow laa sn¢? | With these and other similar considerations in mind, and on consultation with 
proper place could be found than under the head of ** War Depar tment the Major General commanding the Army, I have given on this table an esti 
in this bill. mate of the number of men that could be drawn in emergency from each de- 

Pending the discussion of the Army appropriation bill, as well as | partment for an emergency entirely outside of that department. 


the Military Academy bill, the gentleman from Kentucky in front ot hin, a Corer. ae ee ee 









































me [ Mr. RRECKINRIDGE ] made certain inquiries in respect to the | Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 
Enlisted strength of the Army, by departments, etc. 
a ies tenement . 
\ Present. 
Numberofcom- ‘ 
panies. - PIP 
For duty. Extra Pah pecial Sick. In confinement Total. 
Departments, etc. - or Peeeninenereennyrwesepanenanel : 
eter ey. Vs > co hae 1a i hee tele s ae XK 
SISIaIS/ ELS a) S 1212 | SE SSS (21ele/3\/ 28 | 31412 
a|\ = aeifeinzis S ° s| * & © sieisaiSiaitisis = » . ° 
Oli<i|se iB) Oo} < _ & |O|</ = SB Ol 4 ia |B/O <i ale] oO < & 
Department of Arizona ......00-..ccceccceeeee| 19 |... 20/39| 835 |........ 634 | 1,469 (238 | 238 476 | 30 |......; 31 | 61 | 36 31 | 67 11 934 | 2.073 
Department of California... -| 2} 9} 8/19) 84) 29 310 689 | 26 | 75 30} 131 | 12 | 23) 12 | 47 4/4) 6/14 356 979 
Department of the Columbia.. 7| 2 15 | 24; 341 39 518 898 | 80 23 215 319 | 2D |......, 22 | 42 | 14 -| 17 | 3 773 | 1,290 
Department of Dakota........... 19 |... 41 | 60) 995 1,601 | 2,596 |114 }...... 208 | 422) 31 |....... 48 | 79 | AL |......| 2 | 36 1k 1,982 | 3,13 
Department of the Missouri. 23; 4) 22 | 49 (1,127 | 223) 790 | 2,140 |142 | 1! 151 4118!) 5 | 25 | 48 | 22 20 | 42 |1, 306 986 | 2.534 
Department of the Platte...... I Vistasens 41 | 59 | 875 |......... 1,590 | 2,465 j151 |...... 359 «510 «12 42 | 54 | 25 45 | 70 1,063 |......... 2,036 | 3,099 
Department of Texas......... «(| 10 1) 24/35) 452) 53/ 860 | 1,365 91} 4) 216 si 2\36 | 49/1 15/| 3/22/40)! 569 62 |1,134 | 1,765 
Division of the Atlantic......... * — 2\ 44 27 7 91 (1,347 |1,087 | 2,475 | 32 415 | 257 | 704 3 57 38 | 98 34 | 23 | 59 126 1,853 1,357 | 3,336 
Recruiting depots and Fort Sheridan.....'..... By jrvests isos TEP Frncndeses 684 919 | 57 148 5 23 59 | 82 ; 5 18 318 806 | 1,124 
Total .........0ceccerevscevescoeseeceseesesseess+s LOO | 60 [200 360 5,035 1,957 (8,024 |15,016 931 [528 1,923 3,382 160 87 313 560 130 41 206 377 6,256 2,713 9,464 19, 433 
=) Absent from all causes. Present and absent. Available in —s of 7 
gency. 
— ‘ - — 
. an a > a > S, 
Departments, ete, & } & | & j > é g Pe is 5 
Pigiai 3 2 = ¢ = 7 | a 5 3 
ion YS 2 2 z = 3 ot % & 3S 
Si¢/8/] « é < 5 e | & < & BS 
PORT OEROTS OE DINO cccsscsenes csr 0sencccccvesessees ces sonensens+sesvscescasecens svenseres| RID [einenceee | 1235 300 | 1,314 |... ceeee BM Ee SRST Nescccsconese|covese Pnnstaeiraibmai 
RORAMEEROS GE CAIIOEIIED ci vecceceresveccecesconctenesvevceses sos cenees ms 4 14; 12 30 130 511 368 | 1,009 63 222 223 508 
Department of the Columbia. sdibeaihs sathslape: tame biy | St 2) 55 88 | 486, 64 | 828 | 1,378 225 31 386 642 
tment of Dakota .......... Sela = 22 41.) 1,170 |...........| 2,004 | 3,174 408 , #00 1, 298 
Department of the Missouri... ‘ io i 66| 14 34 | 114} 1,375 253 | 1,020 | 2,648 664 130 iGO 1,196 
aan tse seuis Dalibabsedsbcs's Besdweres scvcesccecee veavenees BP Rieke 61 | SES 8 FB binntenese -| 2,097 | 3,313 138 ‘aa 795 1, 233 
Department of Texas......., $32/ 1| 46 79| 601 | 63 | 1,180 | 1,844 sheath 400 400 
Division of the Atlantic....... eas aiiisticiteeaitidiadiaepacth Silly weimeien: tania 7 96 | 89 193 | 134 1,949| 1,446) 3,529 75 | 1,008 | 777 \ 1,860 
Reeruiting depot and Fort Sheridan........ 1.0.0... ccs. secu seneeeeee | ee 169 A Bo BI Aectecsavew 1,075 | 1,449 OR ben 170 229 
MINI tl dices eosestaroseusucvsesenbsesssoonboastsonsocved sso vestes sosusasen ssa seotsvesssesceusenes} OAM |. 197 | GIB} 2,984) 6,900) 2,840 | 11,077 | 20,717 | 2,018] 1,991} 3,952 7, 360 











*“ Available in case of an emergency” is the number avai!able in case there is nothing bey ond the ordinary requirement in the ‘particular department, 
The total of these figures is the number available for an emergency not arising in any of the departments. 
N —Arsenals, West Point detachments, etc., and Indian scouts are not included in this table. 
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War Department, Washington, D. O., February 3, 1891. 
Srr: In connection with the letter dated the 30th ultimo from the Adjutant 
General communicating a table showing the strength of the Army by depart- 
ments, ete., which table shows the number of enlisted men available in case of 
emergency to be 7,360, I now have the honor to inclose a copy of a letter to me 
from General Schofield, dated the 30th ultimo, on the same subject. 
Very respectfully, 







and I trust that the present Congress may see the wisdom of adopting so mod- 
erate a measure of wise precaution. 
Very respectfully, 





J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major General, Commanding. 





To the Hon. Secretary or War. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, Iam very glad 
indeed that the gentleman has obtained that information and that it 
will bepublished. I desire to call the attention of the committee simply 
for a moment to the rather startling proposition that out of an army of 
25,000 enlisted men, which costs in round numbers $1,000,000 annually 
for each thousand, a little less than 6,250 can be concentrated at any 
given point for any emergency, anemergency so greatas the late threat- 
ened Indian war not really having resulted in the concentration of quite 
4,000 men, if I understood the statement correctly. 

In other words, under the belief that we have an available force of 
25,000 men, for which we pay a million of dollars in round numbers 
annually for each thousand, we have practically for an emergency less 
than 6,500 available men to be put into the field under arms. Now, 
it does seem to me, without criticising anybody, without claiming 
or knowing that anybody is in fault, or meaning to intimate that any- 
one is at fault, it does seem to me that this statement represents a con- 
dition of affairs which requires some more careful examination and 
some reformation. There ought not to be so large a proportion as 75 
per cent. of the soldierssupported by the nation who are not in a con- 
dition to be made available in an emergency. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not desire to occupy more time, but simply 
invoke the careful reading of these papers. I think they will be start- 
ling to members of this House as bearing on the question of our abso- 
lutely defenseless condition. There are one hundred and eight posts 
which must be garrisoned. There are large numbers of men sick at all 
times and more or less under confinement. There are heavy artillery 
detachments upon the seacoast which can not be withdrawn, and the 
resultant fact is that less than 7,000 men can be concentrated, in any 
emergency, at any given point in the United States. I will not take 
more time, but will withdraw the formal amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

In the office of the Inspector General: For one clerk of class 4; one clerk of 
class 3; two clerks of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one messenger; one assist- 
ant messenger; in all, $8,120, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH said: I offer the following amendment simply 
to make a correction of an item that got in by mistake. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 62, line 14, strike out the words “ one messenger.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is simply to strike out a provision fora 
messenger where the words were put in not by order of the commit- 
tee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

For stationery for the War riment and its bureaus and offices, $25,000. 

For rent of buildings for use of the War Department as follows: For medical 
dispensary, Surgeon-General’s Office, $1,000; for the Rebellion Record Office, 
$1,200; for Record and Pension Division, $2,400; in all, $4,600, 

Mr. BROSIUS said: I reserve the pointof order against the last para- 
graph. : 

Mr. MOFFITT. I offer the following amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 22,0n page 66, the following : 

** Provided, That in acquiring land for the enlargement of the military post 
at Plattsburgh, N. Y., as Provided for by the act Letrnee e approved February 
7, 1891, the Secretary of War is authorized to p: in accordance with sec- 
tions 4,5,and 6 of the act approved February 22, 1867, entitled ‘An act to es- 
tablish and protect national cemeteries ;’ but all costs and expenses incurred 
in procuring this site shall be paid by the citizens of New York furnishing such 
site, as provided in said actof February 7, 1890.”’ 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish the gentleman would withdraw that 
for the present and offer it later on. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. . With the understanding that it is to be re- 
turned to again, it might be done, but this coststhe Government noth- 
ing. 

Mr. CANNON. _ It does not properly belong on this bill. 

Mr. MOFFITT. That may be true, butitdoes not cost the Govern- 
ment one penny, and it is quite important that this provision should 
be enacted into law. 

Mr. CANNON. It can go on the general deficiency bill or the sun- 
dry civil bill. It is out of place on this bill, which is a personal bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The act passed here recently and approved by 
the President only a few days ago provides for the purchase of a site, 
to be donated by the people at Plattsburgh; but there is no provision 
by which the machinery of the Government can be utilized for the pur- 
pose of condemning the land. 

Mr. CANNON. There will be items on the deficiency bill where this 
will naturally come in, or it can come by way of amendment on the 
sundry civil bill in the Senate. It has no place on this bill. 







REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 








Hon. B, M. Curcngon, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, 










HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D.C. , January 30, 1391. 


Sim: At the commencement of therecent difficulty with the Sioux Nation, the 
President directed that Major Genera! Miles, who was in immediate command 
of the troops operating against the Sioux, should be given all the effective 
force of the Army which in the judgment of the Commanding Genera! could 
be spared from other parts of the country. After a personal consultation with 
General Miles and in view of his knowledge of the necessities of the service 
elsewhere, he indicated the troops which he desired under the circumstances 
to be sent tohim. All these weresent, except the Fifth Infantry in Texas, which 
was held in readiness to be sent if the necessity for its services should become 
apparent 

General Miles was thus given in the two departments (Dakota and Platte) 
under his command twelve regiments of infantry and nearly five regiments of 
cavalry, very nearly half of the entire infantry and cavalry of the Army, and 
such artillery forces as were needed for service in that kind of a campaign. 
Besides the forces necessary to preserve order and prevent an outbreak of In- 
dians in other portions of his own division, General Miles was able to concen- 
trate for his final operations to compel the surrender of the disaffected Sioux 
an infantry and cavalry force amounting in enlisted strength to 1,396 cavalry 
and 1,150 infantry, total 2,546, not including Indian scouts, This force proved 
adequate in view of the fact that preceding and very carefully directed opera- 
tions had resulted in the disarming and entire military contro! or effective neu- 
tralization of a very large majority of the Indians among whom the disaffec- 
tion wasspreading 

In his estimate of the forces necessary at the commencement of the opera- 
tions, General Miles had counted four regiments of infantry, to be mounted, 
in addition to the entire cavalry force which it was thought possible to furnish 
him; and, if the disaffection had spread among the Sioux as then anticipated, 
his estimate would have been none too large. 

A careful estimate made at the present time leads to the conclusion that if 
the emergency had required it about 422 cavalry, 1,956 infantry, and 1,25! arti!- 
lery, mostly acting as infantry, might have been added to the forces under 
General Miles’s command, so that, if the hostile Indians near Pine Ridge had 
been so numerous as to require such action, it would have been possible to 
concentrate there a force amounting in enlisted strength to 1,8]8 cavalry, 3,106 
infantry. and 1,251 artillery; total, 6,175. 

Therefore, about 6,000 men may be taken as the highest estimate that can be 
made of the troops that can be even temporarily withdrawn from the present 
skeleton Army for service in any emergency, without sacrificing interests of 
vital importance in the vastly extended territory now occupied by the troops. 
Or, if the circumstances were such as did not involve any question of trouble 
with Indians and such as to justify the withdrawal of all available troops from 
all departments of the country, it is estimated that about 7,300 enlisted men 
of all arms could be made available for concentration at any point where the 
emergency required. 

Notwithstanding that many stations formerly indispensable have recently 
been abandoned, there still remain about one hundred posts occupied by troops, 
and a few others ought to be occupied, while very few, if any, of those now oc- 
cupied can be abandoned in the near future. Under the existing limit it is not 
found practicable to maintain in a fit condition for actual service with their reg- 
iments more than 20,000 men. This, it will be seen, gives only an average of 
200 men for each Eee and many of nt em near the large tribes of Indians 
must have much larger garrisons, thus ucing the garrisons of other posts so 
low that very few troops can be drawn from them for special service. In other 
words, the present strength of the Army barely suffices for the ordinary police 
work which the troops are called upon to perform in maintaining order under 
ordinary circumstances among the several Indian tribes, and doing ordinary 
guard and police duty at the numerous sea coast and frontier stations. 

The Army as now organized is little more than a mere skeleton, barely suffi- 
cient for ordinary peace service, and totally insufficient to meet any emergency 
which might call for the prompt concentration of a considerable body of troops, 
It therefore seems manifest that a considerable increase in the enlisted strength 
of the Army is absolutely required, in order that a small nucleus of disciplined 
troops may be always available for any emergency which the Army may be 
called upon to meet. 

Troubles do not often come singly. Disaffection among the Indians of one 
tribe is generally accompanied by like disaffection among those of other tribes. 
A threat of foreign war may well occur at thesame time t Indian difficulties 
occupy the entire attention of the Army. In such a case there would be abso- 
lutely no troops available even as a nucleus for the Army to be raised to meet 
the emergency of a foreign war. 

Even now there is a widespread belief in the existence of a conspiracy among 
all the warlike tribes of Indians to make one final desperate effort to regain 
their liberty. Even though such an effort may seem improbable, the history 
of the world shows that it is by no means impossible, and the consequences that 
must necessarily follow from the execution of such a conspi to the people 
now scattered over the vast States and Territories of the West indicate that it 
is only a matter of ordinary prudence to guard against the possibility of the 
success of such a conspiracy. 

If the Indians can be kept under absolute control for a few years more, until 
the traditions of the past become comparatively obscure and until the young 
men of the present generation can be taught that there is something better for 
them in the world than to go to war inst their more powerful neighbors, 
the apprehension which is now so wihenseed may then entirely disappear, 
and the people may go on and develop their industries and the resources of 
that region of the country without fear of massacre. 

I beg leave to urge with all the earnestness justified ee interest in 
the public service that Congress now give the necessary increase in the effect- 
ive strength of the Army. to put the great interests of the le of the coun- 
7 beyond reasonable apprehension of so great danger as that indicated. 

have heretofore reported the results of careful computation of the forces ab- 
solutely necessary to garrison the seacoast fortifications, the construction of 
which has now been commenced. In my an increase of 5,000 men in 
the enlisted strength of the Army would the War Department to make 
reasonable provisions for the permanent garrisons of the important fortifica- 
tions of the seacoast and the northern frontier, and secure adequate contro! of 
the warlike Indian tribes. 

Surely an Army of 30,000 men is a very small one to perform so great a work, 
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Mr. MOFFITT. With that understanding I will withdraw the 
amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows 
That rooms shall be set apart, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in 


the building now occupied by the Signal Service Bureau, for the use and occu- 
tion of the Chief Signal Officerof the ‘Army and the officers and clerks under 


is direction. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I offer the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 66, after the word ‘“‘dollars,”’ in line 2i,add; “Office for Signal Bu- 
reau, including heating, lighting, and care, $2,000.”’ 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, in making up the estimate the Sec- | 
retary of War asked for $2,000 for the Signal Corps, and the committee | 
in reporting the bill omitted it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ifthe gentleman will yield for a moment | 
I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. FUNSTON. All right, then. | 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is simply to providea place for the Sig- 
nal Corps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, I move to correct the bill by striking out | 
the next section. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to correct the bill 
by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 66, and lines 1 and 2 on 
page 67, as the amendment just adopted takes the place of that para- 

raph. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Equipment: For chief clerk, $1,800; one clerk of class 2; one clerk 
of class 1; two copyists; oneassistant messenger, and one laborer; inall, $7,580. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committeerise. We 
have been over six hours here, and have made great progress with this 
bill. 

Mr. CANNON. 


I hope the committee will not rise. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, BLAND. Division. 

Mr. CANNON, I would suggest to the gentleman from Missouri, 
we can read this bill through in half an hour. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 55. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The noes have it, and the committee declines to | 
rise. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BREWER. I suggest to the gentleman that we finish this De- | 
partment, the Navy Department. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 
For pay of computers on piecework in preparing for publication the Amer- 
ican Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac, and improving the Tables of the Planets, | 

| 


$8,400. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment 
to lines 6and 7, by striking out ‘‘eightthousand,’’ and inserting ‘‘ nine 
thousand nine hundred.’’ The chairman of the committee having this | 
matter in charge will, when I call his attention to the estimates, see | 
that it was inadvertently placed at thesmaller figure. The estimates | 
on page 52 fix the amount at $9,900 for this purpose, and there is a | 
note under that estimate, as follows: 

The increase of $1,500 asked forin the appropriation for piecework is urg- 
ently required to advance the work, the aggregate sum of $1,487.43 having been 
returned to the Treasury from the ens for salaries during the last 
three fiseal years owing to vacancies in the corps of assistants. 

In other words, there have never been a sufficient number of assist- 
ants in this bureau to attend to this work-—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Then that is all I have to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For stationery, furniture, newspapers, plans, drawings, drawing materials, 
horses and wagons to be used only for official purposes, freight, expressage, 

e, and other absolutely necessary expenses of the Navy Department and 
ts various bureaus and officers, $15,009, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think we have reached a point 
where we can stop better than break in the midst of a Department. 
We have gone through the Navy Department and have now reached | 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, and had 
come to ne resolution thereon. 
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AMERICAN REGISTERS FOR THE STEAMERS MONTAUK AND MINEOLA. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Mivhigan, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
seut for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4520) to provide Ameri- 
can registers for the steamers Montauk and Mineola, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigat iereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamers Montauk and Mineola, pur- 
chased and wholly owned by American citizens and repaired by them, to be 
registered as vessels of the United States 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby 
directed to authorize 


on ist 


is,authorized and 
and direct the inspection of said vessel, steam boiler, 
steam pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
register and usual certificate issued to steam vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam boiler, steam pipes, and appurte- 
nances were not construed pursuant to the laws of the United States, and were 
not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be ap- 
plied in the inspection of said boiler, steam pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspe 

tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 


fact that said boiler, steam pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed 
pursuant to the requirements of t aws of the United States, and are of un 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
| said boiler, steam pipes, and appurtenances are to be found of sufficient strength 


and safety. 
The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 
Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. 
LAY TESTIMONY ON PENSION 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House adjourn, but yield 
to the gentleman, as he has a privileged report. 
Mr. MORRILL. I aminstructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to report back a resolution calling on the Secretary of the In- 


terior for information, with the recommendation that the resolution be 
adopted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I obje wt. 
CASES. 


Whereas it appears from numerous petitions and communications received 
from Grand Army posts and pensioners that proper consideration is not given 
to lay testimony, as is shown by the frequent calls for evidence by incompetent 
examiners from the Pension Office, whereby great injustice is done claimants 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pen 
sions report fully tothe House of Representatives what rules of evidence are 
recognized by the office which govern examiners in the adjudication of pension 
claims, and also that he state what is the force and effect given to lay testimony 
when unsupported by medical or record testimony. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move the adoption of the resolution. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was adopted. 
BARGE SEA BIRD, OF PERTH AMBOY, N. J. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13395) to provide an Amet 
ican register for the barge Sea Bird, of Perth Amboy, N. J. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, is not a motion to adjourn pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iunderstood the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Burrer- 
WORTH | to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that he yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is bereby authorized 
and directed to cause the wrecked barge Sea Bird, purchased and rebuilt by 
John Seully, a citizen of the United States, at the port of Perth Amboy, N. J., 
to be registered as a vessel of the United States under the name of the barge 
Canary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


i did make the motion, and yielded to the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr.SPRINGER,. I ask unanimous consent that we take upand pass 
the bill presented by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois might be just, but the gentleman who made the 
objection is not present. 

JOHN G. ROSE. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk (H. R. 2099}, fer the re- 
lief of Jehn G. Rose. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to'amend the records of the Navy Department so as to 
place the name of John G. Rose on the roll asan acting master’s mate from the 
time of his second enlistment, February 10, 1865, to the time of his dischnrge, 
January 13, 1868, and to cause an honorable discharge to be delivered to the said 


Rose as an acting master’s mate, to take the place of the discharge as seaman 
which he now holds, 
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Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officer of the Treasury Department be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and direvted to open and adjust the account of John G. 
Rose asan officer in the United States Navy, and to allow and pay to him the 
difference between the pay of seaman and an acting master’s mate from Febru- 
ary 10, 1865, to January 13, 1858, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this biil ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to correct the record of 
John G. Rose, who served as master’s mate, but was rated for part of 
the time as seaman. It was favorably reported in the Forty-ninth 
Congress and also in the Fiftieth. I believe thereport of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was unanimous in both Congresses. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was aceordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEHLBACH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved that the House adjourn, but imme- 
diately withdrew the motion. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and it was rejected. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER NEAR ALEXANDRIA, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk, being the bill (H. R. 
12839) to authorize the Rapides Bridge Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Red River at or near Alexandria, La. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the bill be dispensed with, as it is in 
the usual form. It has been unanimously reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce and is recommended by the War Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill had better be read. 

The bill was read in part. 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I do not 
ask for the further reading of the bill. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. ThenI ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fo)- 
lows: 

Page 2, line 8, strike out ‘‘ one-half mile” and insert ‘*2 miles.” 

Page 2, line 9, strike out “one-half mile” and insert “‘ 2 miles.” 

Page 2, line 10, strike out “topography of” and insert “high and low water 
lines upon.” 

Page 2, line 11, strike out “the shore lines at high and low water.” 

Page 2, line 12, strike out “and” and insert, after “ current,” the words “at 
all stages of the water, with.” 

Page 2, line 14, insert “ and the location of any other bridge or bridges, such 
maps to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of the 
proper location of said bridge.” 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentieman in 
charge of the bill what is the significance of the change from one-half 
mile to 2 miles. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendments just read are amendments 
which the War Department recommended to the bill as originally in- 
troduced, and they were adopted by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The original bill required the bridge com- 
pany to furnish to the War Department the course of the current, 
etc., for half a mile above and half a mile below the proposed bridge, 
and this change is to make them furnish it for 2 miles above and 
2 miles below. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the significance of the change in relation to 
high and low water mark ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is made for the same reason. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has it relation to the surveys and maps that are to be 
furnished to the War Department by the company ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Yes; the War Department, in order to prop- 
erly judge as to the place to locate the bridge, asked that the company 
should furnish further information in addition to what was provided 

ior in the bill as originally introduced. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the biil 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE AT SOUTH ST. PAUL, MINN, 


Mr. HALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present conSideration 
of the bill which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 13055) toamend 
an act for the construction of a bridge at South St. Paul, Minn. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, as it is undoubtedly in the ordi- 
nary form and-has been recommended by the War Department. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


Line 41, page 3, strike out “two years” and insert “one year.” 

Page 3, line 41, strike out “five” and insert ‘‘three;"’ so that the provision 
shall read: ** That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date of the approval of these amendments.”’ 


Mr. ADAMS. This is an amendatory act. What is the proposed 
change in the law ? 

Mr. HALL. There was a mistake in the bill as it passed at the last 
session. It provided that the bridge should begin on one side of the 
river and end on the same side, and we would like to have it go on 
both sides. [Laughter. ] 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (8. 874) for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt, 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Sawyer, Mr, DAVIs, and Mr. 
TURPIE as the said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 

R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, and for other 

purposes, with amendments, asked a conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. DoLPH, Mr. WASHBURN, 
and Mr. KENNA as said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 4610) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands in 
the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural fair and 
industrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4724) for the relief of John P. Downing, first paying teller 
in the subtreasury at Boston, Mass. ; : 

A bill (S. 4798) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 5000) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
St. Louis River, between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS IN THE CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. EVANS. As a privileged question, I ask consideration of a 
resolution reported back from the Committee on Military Affairs, call- 
ing upon the head of a Department for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, respectfully requested 
to furnish this House with a list of retired Army officers now in the civil service 
of the Government, showing retired rank of each officer, date of retirement, and 
date of employment in civil service, and, when practicable, the nature of such 
civil service and pay. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILWAY LINE THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a Senate bill which has been favorably reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of this House. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (S. 2675) to authorize the Kansas 
and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional lines 
of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pu 

Mr. PEEL (interrupting the reading of the bill). Mr. Speaker, I 
suggest it is hardly necessary toread this bill through. Itisin its usual 
form; it is like all other right-of-way bills. It has passed the Senate 
and has been unanimously reported by our committee. If there be no 
objection, I hope the further reading of the bil] will be dispensed with. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to confirm the statement of the gentleman 
from Arkansas that this bill contains every provision that is ordinarily 
contained in bills of this character. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist on the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN (before the reading of the bill wasconcluded). Mr. 
Speaker, I wanted to hear: the fourth section of this bill read, and it 
has been read. So far as I am concerned, I will not ask that the read- 
ing be continued further. I wish, however, to move an amendment 
to the fourth section. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with? The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the latter part of the fourth section be | 


again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That said railway company shall carry the mail at 
such prices as Congress may by law provide; and until such rate is fixed by 
law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by adding at the end of the sec- 
tion the words ‘‘and also the property and troops of the United States 
as Congress may provide.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill—— 

TheSPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 25. 

Mr. PEEL (before the count was concluded). Mr. Speaker, I am 
satisfied that there is no quorum now present. If satisfactory to other 
gentlemen, I would be glad to have the previous question ordered and 
the bill stand over until to-morrow morning, so that it may be acted 
on at that time by a quorum. I ask unanimous consent that the pre- 
vious question may be considered as ordered on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
done while the House is dividing? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, as the House is dividing 
and the absence of a quorum has not been developed, the vote upon 
the passage of the bill might, if there is no objection, be concluded to- 
morrow. Perhaps, instead of having the previous question ordered, 
it would be satisfactory to the gentleman from Arkansas to have it un- 
derstood by unanimous consent that the taking of the vote by a di- 
vision be continued to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the result, the following business was 
transacted by unanimous consent: 


Can that be 


I move that the House adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8.2105) to transfer officers on the retired list of the Army 
from the limited list to the unlimited; 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price; 

A bill (S. 2310) for the relief of M. A. Fulton, Silas Staples, and the 
other sureties upon the official bond of James D. Reymert, executed to 
the United States on the 7th of February, 1860, as receiver of public 
moneys; and 

A bill (S. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approved September 
29, 1890, authorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten Eyck to the 
Army and place him on the retired list. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced; 
and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


REPORTS OF THE INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State requesting an appro- 
priation of $15,000 for printing and distributing reports of the Inter- 
national American Conference—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS OF JUDGMENTS RENDERED AGAINST THE 

UNITED STATES. 
Letter from the Attorney-General, submitting a supplemental report 


of judgments rendered against the United States—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following State memorials and | 


resolutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of California, relative to the erecting of a gun plant at Benicia, Cal.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Kansas, asking Congress to pass laws to secure the settlement of inter- 
state irrigation questions, and for the appropriation of money by Con- 
= develop means of irrigation in aid of actual settlers of the arid 

of the West which were taken as agricultural lands—to the Select 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

Resoived by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), Thatthere 
be printed in pamphlet form with covers 15,000 extra copies of the reportof the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in support of Senate bill 4827, to amend an act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” of 
which 5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the House of Repre- 
sentatives; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10616) to regulate the man- 
agement of lumber rafts upon the Great Lakes and connecting waters, 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13569) to regulate the 
management of lumber rafts upon the connecting waters of the Great 
Lakes; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No, 3759), 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4906) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to cause an exploration and survey to be made of the interior of 
the Territory of Alaska, accompanied by a report (No. 3760)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HA'’CH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported with 
amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4155) to provide for the inspec- 
tion of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which 
are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for other purposes, accom- 
panied by a report in the nature of a substitute (No. 3761)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13152) authorizing certain home- 
stead settlers in the State of Iowa to make final proof, etc., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3762)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 1059) for the relief of Charles A. Pierson; 

A bill (H. R. 12371) for the relief of estate of Joseph Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 11937) for the relief of the estate of Jean Delille, late of 
Winn Parish, La., 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the foliowing bills (H. R. 1059, 12371, and 11937), for the relief of 
Charles A. Pierson, of Grant Parish, Louisiana, Joseph Martin, of Natchitoches 
Parish, and Jean Delille,of Winn Parish, Louisiana, together with all accom 
panying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act of Congress to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States, approved March 3, 1887 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 3763), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 5191) for the relief of Andrew Lutz; 

A bill (H. R. 12963) for the relief of James Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 12370) for the relief of the trustees of Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church, of Corinth, Miss.; and 

A bill (H. R. 9905) for the relief of Mary C. Shields, of Benton 
County, Mississippi, 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the following bills (IT. R. 5191, 12963, 12370, and 9906), forthe re- 
lief of Thomas P. Young, James Murphy, Cumberland Presbyterian Church, and 
Mary C, Shields, together with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States, approved March 3, 1887; 
which, accompanied by a report (No. 3764), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 12377) tor the relief of the estate of John Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 12378) for the relief of B. V. MeGriffin; 

A bill (H. R. 12486) for the relief of F.S. Casper; 

A bill (H. R. 12943) for the relief of Oliver F. Montgomery; 

A bill (H. R. 10148) for the relief of R. T. Cheek; 

A bill (H. R. 9657) for the relief of the estate of Louisa Harper: and 

A bill (H. R. 6869) for the relief of Melchisedec Robinson, of Benton 
County, Mississippi, 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 

Resolved, Thatthe following bills (H. R. 12377, 12378, 12486, 12943, 10148, 9657, and 
6869), for the relief of John Fisher, B. V. MeGriflin, A. Casper, Oliver F. Mont- 
gomery. R. T. Cheek, W. L. Harper, and Melchisedec Robinson, together with all 
accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby,referred to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act of Congress to provide for the bringing 
of suits against the Government of the United States, approved March 3, 1887; 
which, accompanied by a report (No. 3765), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 12350) for the relief of Timothy Meaher, administrator 
of J, M. Meaher; and 

A bill (H. R. 12351) for the relief of Timothy Meaher, administrator 
of J. M. Meaher, 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the following bills (H. R. 12350 and 12351) for the relief of 
Meaher & Meaher, of Mobile, Ala., together with all accompanying papers, 
be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provi- 
sions of the act of Congress to provide for the bringing of suits against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, approved March 3, 1887; 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 3766), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANDEVER, from the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands in the United States, reported with amendment the bill of the 
House (H. lt. 12210) to cede the arid lands to the States and Territories 
wherein they are situate, and to provide for irrigation and the protec- 
tion of forest lands and pasturage lands, and for other purposes, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3767)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STRUBLFE, from the Committee on the Territories, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13195) to enlarge the limits of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, to extend existing laws of said Territory over 
the lands of the Cherokee Outlet west of the ninety-sixth degree of 
longitude in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported, asa 
substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13572) to enlarge the limits of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, to extend existing laws of said Territory over 
the lands of the Cherokee Outlet west of the ninety-sixth degree of lon- 
gitude, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3768), referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, on the bill (H. R. 
5921) for the relief of J. B. Jones. (Report No. 3769). 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. MOREY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13568) to enable the 
Prescott and Arizona Central Railway Company of Arizona to extend 
its line of road to the city of Phoenix, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13570) authorizing asurvey 
of Wolf River in Indiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 13571) to authorize the Biloxi 
and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge over 
that portion of the Bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known 
as Back Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMPSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13573) to incorpo- 
rate the Mount Pleasant and Rock Creek Park Railway Company, of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

by Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13574) to provide for the erection 
of an extension to the Executive Mansion, in the city of Washington— 
40 the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 13582) to authorize the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad Company, of Virginia, and the Washington and Cum- 
berland Railroad Company, of Maryland, to extend their respective 
lines of road into and within the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A joint resolution (H, Res. 278) providing for the 
printing of the Agricultural Report for 1891—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

hy Mr. WHITELAW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 279) authorizing 
printing of eulogies on the late Honorable James P, Walker—to the 
Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
Ry Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 13575) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 13576) for the relief of the heirs 
of William H, Steele-—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 13577) granting a pension to 
Kate and Ethel B, Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
jy Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R, 13578) to permit James Madden to 
prosecute a claim in the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 13579) granting a pension to 
Nancy J. Oaks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. POST: A bill (H.R. 13580) granting a pension to Margaret 
Ann West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13581) granting a 
peusion to Mary E. Fisk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of citizens of Monroe County, New York; 
also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., and Columbus, Ohio, to 
regulate immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of J. H. Burton, W. D. Bashell, and 
16 others, citizens of Walker County, Alabama; also, of John A. Hodge, 
John T. Robertson, and 38 others, citizens of Tuscaloosa County, Ala- 
bama, asking Congress for appropriation of money for complete system 
of levees on Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disas- 
trous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements on the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. BANKS: Petition of the Arkwright Club, an association of 
cotton manufacturers for the New England States, consuming one-third 
of the cotton used in the country, with $100,000,000 capital and pay- 
rolls of $30,000,000 annually, earnestly protesting against the passage of 
the free-coinage silver bill passed by the Senate of the United States and 
against its adoption by the House of Representatives—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Nantucket (Mass. ) Village Improvement Asso- 
ciation, against the illegal, wanton encroachments made on the “ forests’’ 
of our country, leaving bare the ‘‘tops’’ and slopes of mountains, and 
praying that Congress will promote and press all measures that will 
protect American forests and improve our national parks, having in 
mind, especially, the Yosemite Park, the Yellowstone Park reserva- 
tion, and the Sequioa Groves of California—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BURTON: Papers in the case of Eunice M. Brown, in sup- 
port of her claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Mary Woodworth, widow of Ebenezer 8S. Wood- 
worth, in favor of removal of charge of desertion against her husband— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Laundrymen’s Association, in favor of 
the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition for the relief of Emily Leland, of War- 
ren County, Mississippi; also, of William White, of the same county 
and State—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Jane Cady and Sylvia Rose, daugh- 
ters of Milton Porter, late a soldier of the Revolutionary army, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of G. W. Wynn and 13 others, citizens of 
Clay County, Alabama; also, of Frank J. McNeel, 8. J. Jones, and 24 
others, citizens of Autauga County, Alabama, asking Congress for ap- 
propriation of money for complete system of levees on Mississippi River, 
from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve navi- 
gation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of Andrew Forsum and 28 others, cit- 
izens of Minnesota; also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 929, 
of Wilmington, Houston County, Minnesota, favoring the Butterworth 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of George W. Sloan, Company D, Eleventh 
Tennessee Cavalry, and accompanying papers, for muster—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolution of Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ Exchange 
against free coinage of silver —to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of L. C. Gardner, J. H. Woods, and 24 
others, citizens of Bradley, Ark.; also, of W. E. Duk, J. F. Duk, and 
17 others, citizens of Miller County, Arkansas, asking Congress for 
appropriation of money for complete levee system on the Mississippi 
River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve 
navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

ByMr. MORROW: Resolutions of, and letter from, the Board of Trade 
of San Francisco, Ca)., relative to the Nicaragua Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: Petition of Ella Myers and 320 others, 
citizens of Galveston, Ind., praying for the passage of the bill to pro- 
hibit the importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of al- 
coholic beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traftic. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Licking County, Ohio, for the 
passage of the arrears bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST : Petition of George A. Scherer and 19 others, citizens 
of Peoria, Ill., for the early passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill— 
te the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| 
. 
' 


Pee 





1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2539 





Also, papers in the case of Margaret Ann West, an army nurse—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of citizens of New York, rela- 
tive to the Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, 
against the bill for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition on claim of Joseph Windle, of Shenan- 
doah County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Catherine E. Sumner, of Pulaski County, 
Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John Chitwood, for pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. D. Govener, M. J. McCrery, and 7 others, citi- 
zens of Montgomery County, Arkansas, asking Congress for appropria- 
tion of money for complete system of levees on Mississippi River from 
Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation— 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
River. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of John Baumgartner and 41 others, citi- 
zens of Crawford County, Ohio; also, petition of Mifilin Alliance, No. 
292, of Wyandot County, Ohio, favoring House bill 5352, defining op- 
tions-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Buffalo(N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange, against pending free-coinage bill; also urging the repeal of 
the silver act of July 14, 1890—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition on claim of John W, Reeser, 
of Shenandoah County, Virginia; also, of Peter Myers, of the same 
county and State; also, of David Reedy, of the same county and State; 
also, of Walton Craig, of Mount Jackson, in the same county and State; 
also, of Samuel Good, of Rockingham County, Virginia; also, of Abra- 
ham Gasker, of the same county and State; also, of Thomas. Gallaha- 
horn, of Stafford County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of William Applegate and 
others, of Miami County, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
5353, defining options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 12, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following enrolled bills, which 
had previously received the signature of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives: 

A bill (8. 337) granting a pension to Levi Danley; 

A bill (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsy Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2529) granting a pension to Sarah J. Powers; 

A bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. E lliot; 

A bill (S. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fosnot; 

A bill (8. 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller; 

A bill (8. 3552) granting a pension to Mrs, Jane Hinsdale; 

A bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to Peter Zimmerman; 

A bill (8. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin; 

A bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick; 

A bill (8. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell; 

A bill (8. 4299) granting a pension to Nathan C. Moore; 

A bill (S. 4474) to increase the pension of Edward H, Leib; 

A bill (S. 4697) to pension Charles W. Geddes for services rendered 
in the war with Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 4814) to amend an act to forfeit certain Jands heretofore 
gvanted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes. 


1891. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT presented the credentials of HENry M. TELLER, 
chosen by the Legislature of Colorado a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with his concurrence, a let- 
ter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs recommending an appro- 
priation of $5,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate a 
certain agreement with the Navajo tribe of Indians in New Mexico and 
Arizona; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (S. 2228) for the relief of John W. Blake; 
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A bill (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; 

A bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs, Selina Bestor, Orson H. Bestor, 
and E, Francis Riggs; and 

A bill (S. 4484) for the relief of D. H 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2675) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to con- 
struct and operate additional lines of railway through the Indian Ter- 
and for other purposes, with an amendment in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate 

The message further announced that the House had pass 
lowing a in which it requested the concurrence of the 


. Mitchell. 
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A bill (H.R. 2099 for the relief of John G. Rose; 

A bill | i R. 12839) to authorize the Rapides Bridge Company, Lim- 
ited, to construct and maintain a bridge across Red River at or near 
Alexandria, La. ; 

A bill (H. R. 13055) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the con 
struction of a bridge at South St. Panl, Minn.;’’ and 


A bill (H. R. 13395) to provide an American register for the barge 
Sea Bird, of Perth Amboy, N. J. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message aiso announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 2105) to transfer officers on the retired list of the Army 


from the limited list to the unlimited; 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Kodman M. Price; 

A bill (S. 2310) for the relief of M. A. Fulton, Silas Staples, and the 
other sureties upon the official bond of James D. Reymert, executed to 


the United States on the 7th of February, 1860, as receiver of public 
moneys; and 
A bill (S. 4671) to amend the act of Congress approve 1 September 
29, 1890, authorizing the President to restore Tenedor Ten 5 yl < to the 
Army and place him on.the retired list. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of citizens of Bozeman, Mont., 


remonstrating against the passage of the bill granting to the State ot 
Montana the lands embraced within the limits of the Fort Ellis mili 
tary reservation, and urging that that tract be opened to settlement 
under the United States land laws; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of 21 citizens of Cannon Falls, Minn., 
and a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No, 746, of Cannon Falls, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of a law giving the several States authority to control the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds 
in imitation of butter; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of citizens of Barron County, 
Wisconsin, and a petition of the Du Lac Grange, No. 72, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Rock County, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange, praying for the repeal of the silver act of July 14, 1890, and 
remonstrating against the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ Ex- 


change, praying for the passage of the bankruptcy vill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 37 citizens of Iowa, 


praying for the passage of an act giving the several States control over 
the manufacture and gale of all imitations of butter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Elgin (Ill. ) Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of the Hiscock bill subjecting oleomargarine to 
the provisions of the laws of the several States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lower Wabash Lodge, 2283, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Illinois, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Petition of F. M. Lawback and 14 other citizens of Rawlins County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of Ed. Atkins and 26 other citizensof Graham County, Kan- 
Sas; 

Petition of H. Brack and 25 other citizens of Pioneer, Kans. ; 

Petition of I. L. Owens and 54 other citizens of Jefferson County, 
Kansas; 

Petition of W. H. Eaton and 17 other citizens of Gem, ‘Kans. ; 

Petition of G. H. Webster and 13 other citizens of Anness, Kans.; 

Petition of George Steele and 10 other citizens of Winfield, Kans. ; 

Petition of Thomas Ricord and 40 other citizens of Salem, Kans, ; 
and 
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Petition of M. G. Ham and 33 other citizens of Hiawatha, Kans. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of C, E, Udell & Co. and other busi- 
ness firms of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 564, of Osage County, 
Missouri; and 

Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 64, of Oregon County, 
Missouri. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the memorial of F, W. Jameson, John H. 
Bland, and other citizens of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the 
passage of House bill 11568, known as the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D. Lane; 

A bill (S. 4944) granting a pension to Maria 8. Whitney; 

A bill (8S. 5022) granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald; 

A bill (H. R. 12316) granting an increase of pension to Horace B. 
Seeley, captain Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York In- 
fantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
M. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R, 12457) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Polly; 

A bill (H. R. 12741) to increase the pension of Allen J. Maker; 

A bill (H. R. 13140) granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson; 

A bill (H. R. 11454) increasing pension of Erastus D. Butler, of Togus, 
Me. ; 

A bill (H. R. 13300) granting an increase of pension to John F. Whip- 
ple; 

A bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension to Sarah Hutchins; 

-A bill (H. R, 10874) to pension Mrs. Phoebe 8. Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 

A bill (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 

A bill (H. R. 13138) to pension Mary B. Peck, widow of Maj. James 
8. Peck; 

A bill (H. R. 13213) to pension Mrs. Adeline S. Wilbur; 

A bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to George James; 

A bill (H. R. 12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow 
of Everett W. Leighton, deceased, Company C, Thirteenth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 13074) granting a pension to Emma Southwick Brin- 
ton; 

A bill (H. R. 13329) granting a pension to Solomon Mayberry; 

A bill (H. R. 13298) granting a pension to Florence Petigrew Lith- 
grow, an army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13297) granting a pension to Martha A. Wood Farge- 
son, an army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13295) granting a pension to Caroline A. Burghardt; 

A bill (H. R. 10611) granting a pension to Mary Ellis; and 

A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act entitled “An act 
for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war 
and the war with Mexico,’’ approved March 2, 1889, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6340) for the relief of John Zedeker, reported it withoutamend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TheCommittee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9430) to remove the charge of desertion against 
George W. Hayner, upon examining the report made in the House of 
Representatives ascertained the fact that nearly all the evidence in 
support of the removal of the charge had never heen submitted to the 
Secretary of War. Your committee sent the papers to the Department 
and the charge of desertion was removed properly and the dischage 
granted. I therefore ask that the Committee on Military Affairs may 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The report was agreed to, 

Mr. CARLISLE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3454) for the relief of R. F, Balke, as Mellwood Dis- 
tillery Company No. 34, fifth district of Kentucky, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12531) granting a pension to Walter Scott; 
A bill (H. R, 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; 
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A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour; 

A bill (H. R. 13061) increasing the pension of Meridy Smith, a Rev- 
olutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 12608) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 
Hickey; 

A bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Ham- 
mer; and 

A bill (H. R. 13200) to increase the pension of William M. Boggs. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2487) authorizing the President to appoint Thomas 
L. Hartigan to the position of second lieutenant in the United States 
Army, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4035) for the relief of Augustus Boyd, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 19th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably and moved its reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to submit a report in obedience to a Senate resolution adepted 
the other day for some information concerning the Nicaragua Canal mat- 
ter, which I move be printed and laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8.4709) to incorporate the Pan-American Transpor- 
tation Company, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported four several 
amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back favorably an amendment intended to be proposed by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] to the bill (H. R. 13069) mak- 
ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. During the 
day‘I may submit a memorandum giving the reason for this report, to 
be referred, with the amendment, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed amendment will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, making an appropriation of $50,000 for a site and the es- 
tablishment of a proper light and fog signal at the mouth of the Coquille 
River on the Pacific Ocean. I move that the proposed amendment be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 98) authorizing payment of pay 
and allowances to minors who were disc from the Army of the 
United States after the close of the war of rebellion by special order 
secured by action of friends and before the date of general order mus- 
tering out their commands, reported adversely thereon; and the joint 
resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5208) granting an honorable discharge to David C. Clouse, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 11960) to relieve Patrick J. Bench, alias Patrick Mc- 
Bench, from the charge of desertion; and 

A bill (H. R, 9212) to relieve John J. Murphy from the charge of 
desertion. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Select Committee on Irrigation and Re- 
clamation of Arid Lands, reported an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed te. the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Healso, from the Committee on Commerce, reported seventeen amend- 
ments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which were referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PIER LIGHTS AT AHNAPEE, WIS. 


Mr. SAWYER. From the Committee on Commerce I — favor- 
ably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 4988) establishing a lighthouse 
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at Ahnapee, Wis. Asit is ashort bill, I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line 4, after 


the word ‘‘ establish,” to strike ou. the words ‘‘a lighthouse on the | 


pier ’”’ and insert ‘‘ pier lights;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 


— to establish pier lights at Ahnapee, Wis., at a cost not exceeding 
500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill establishing pier lights 
at Ahnapee, Wis.’’ 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 5059) granting a pension to | 


Henry Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5060) for the relief of C. C. 
McCoy; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 5061) to allow the Falls Church 


and Potomac Railway Company to construct and operate. a railroad | 


across the Government lands at Arlington, in the county of Alexandria, 
Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5062) to authorize the 
common council of the village of St. Joseph, Berrien County, Michigan, 
to construct, erect, and maintain a bridge across the St. Joseph River; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5063) authorizing the Coos 
Bay, Roseburgh and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, in the 
county of Coos, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Coal 
Bank Slough, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 5064) granting a pension to Gen- 
eral William H. Morris; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FARWELL (for Mr. DAyis) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to ee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. McCONNELL submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY RESERVATION IN OREGON, 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate a copy of the President’s order of June 8, 1866, reserving for miii- 
tary purposes 20 acres of the public domain at False Tillamook, in township 
8 north, range 11 west, in the State of Oregon, together with any information 


within the knowledge of the Departmentas to the exact location and boundaries ti Mr. BERRY. 
i 


ofsuch reservation. 
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REPORT OF DI3TRICT SANITARY ENGINEERS. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 700 additional copies of the report of the Board of Sanitary Engineers 
of the District of Columbia upon the sewerage of the District, for the official 
use of the commissiorers of the District of Columbia 

HON. GEORGE E. SPENCER. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution which I ask may be re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to the Hon. George E. Spencer, late a Senator from Alabama, 
the amount due him from the beginning of his term on the 4th of March, 1867, 
until he was paid, said payment to be made from the miscellaneous items of 
the contingent fund of the Senate 

Mr. INGALLS. That really ough to go to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it should. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will withhold that motion until 
the resolution is reported back from the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, in order that the law may be complied with, I shall make no 
objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. It ought to go to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections first to ascertain what the law is. The payment of Senators 
for portions of terms for which payment has not been made is a ques- 
tion that belongs to that committee, and not to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not differ with the Senator, but I believe 
the law requires that a resolution of this kind shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses, as the Senator well knows. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not this kind of a resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am informed that all resolutions making a 
charge upon the contingent fund are obliged to go to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. It was in order that the law might be com- 
plied with that I moved the reference to that committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As amember of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, I will state that my experience has been in accordance with the 
suggestions of the Senator from Kansas, that the committee properly 
having charge of the particular subject first considers the resolution, 
and then it is referred to our committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the opinion of the Senator 
from Kansas as to whether this resolution, if reported back from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, must or must not go, in com- 
pliance with law, to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. INGALLS. It then goes to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, because it then involves a charge on the contingent fund of the 
Senate; but the Committee on Contingent Expenses have no right to 
express an antecedent opinion as to the right of this man to have com- 
pensation. That isa question for the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I supposed it was a mere question of order as to 
which committee it should go to first, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 


| Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


| stituents had to it are removed. 





Mr. CHANDLER. That is satisfactory. 


MINNESOTA BOOM COMPANY. 


Mr. SPOONER. Yesterday I entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed with amendments the bill (i. R. 
4962) to authorize the Minnesota Boom Company to construct and 
operate booms and other structures in certain sloughs of the Missis 
sippi River, and to drive and sheer into such booms logs, timber, and 
lumber found in said river. I understand that by the amendments 
made to the bill in the Senate the objections which certain of my con- 
I therefore ask leave to withdraw the 
motion to reconsider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is withdrawn, 


and the bill stands passed. 


° 
HON, B. F. RICE. 


Mr. BERRY. There was a resolution reported yesterday from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, which I ask the Chair to lay 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution reported yesterday from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions by the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TEeELLer }. 
will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 


The resolution 


| and directed to pay to the Hon. B. F. Kice, late a Senator from Arkansas, the 


amount due him as Senator in the Fortieth Congress from the 4th of March, 
1867, till he was paid, said payment to be made from the miscellaneous items 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
on of the resolution. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas asks for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
ANASTASIA ISLAND LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. PASCO. Before the morning business is finally closed I wish 
to ask that the resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANSoM] may go over without prejudice. The proba- 
bility is that it will not be further pressed, but I should like to have 
it retain its present status. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
prejudice. 


The resolution will lie over without 


KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the ayrer#ment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 2675. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (8. 2675) to authorize the Kansas 
and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional lines 
of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 
which was, on page 5, line 27, after the word ‘“‘compensation,’’ to insert 
‘fand also shall carry the property and troops of the United States 
at such rates as Congress may provide.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2099) for the relief of John G. Rose was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 12839) to authorize the Rapides Bridge Company, Lim- 
ited, to construct and maintain a bridge across Red River at or near 
Alexandria, La. ; 

A bill (H. R. 13055) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the con- 
struction of a bridge at South St. Paul, Minn.;’’ and 

A bill (H.R. 13395) to provide an American register for the barge 
Sea Bird, of Perth Amboy, N. J. 

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN UTAH. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning business 
that order is closed, and the Calendar,under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senate will dome the honor to hear me for 
a moment, yesterday afternoon the bill (S. 4811) to provide for the crea- 
tion of a fourth judicial district in the Territory of Utah was passed 
over on the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 
The matter is not open to debate of course, but it is a measure of much 
importance, although very brief, and I ask that the Senate may take 
it up, as I see that the Senator from Maryland is here at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., Thatthe governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah be, and they are hereby, authorized to establish a fourth judicial dis- 
trict in said Territory, and to readjust the districts in said Territory in such 
manner as to best promote the convenient administration of justice therein. 

Seo, 2. That, as soon as may be after the execution of the power conferred by 
section 1 of thisact, thesupreme court of said Territory shall assign one judge 
to each of said districts anil shall have power from time to time to change such 
assignment and to provide for occasions of disability or absence in such cases 
according to the practice now authorized by law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WHALING SCHOONER FRANKLIN. 


Mr. SPOONER, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H.R. 2617) for the relief of Henry 
Clay and others, owners and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, 
of New Bedford, Mass. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to Henry Clay, of New Bedford, Mass., agent and managing owner of the 
whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, the sum of $3,500, that sum being 
the estimated loss to the owners, captain, and crew of the schooner Franklin 
in rescuing the passengers and crew, twenty-six persons, after they had aban- 
doned at sea the burning steamer Lorenzo D. Baker, of Boston, and conveying 
them safely to New Bedford, thereby causing the schooner to leave her cruising 
grounds and break up her voyage. 

Sec. 2. That one-third of the sum appropriated by this act shall be paid to 
the captain and crew of the Franklin, according to the estimated amount of 
what would have been their respective shares of the catch. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
10th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate com- 
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; and 

An act (S. 4937) granting to the Umatilla Irrigation Company a right 
of way through the Umatilla Indian reservation in the State of Ore- 
gon. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 11th in- 
stant, approved and signed the act (S. 139) for the relief of James H. 
Smith, late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn. 


MONTANA AND WYOMING 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate for the present consideration of Senate bill 3894. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and 
Wyoming Railroad Company a right of way through the Crow Indian 
reservation, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, in section 5, line 8, after the word ‘‘ provided,’’ to insert 
‘‘and that they will not build any part of their line or branches nearer 
to the line of the National Park than 1 mile;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Sec. 5. That said railroad company shall aceept this right of way upon the ex- 
press condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they will 
neither aid, assist, nor advise in any effort looking towards the changing or ex- 
tinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not attempt 
to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occupancy than is 
hereinbefore provided; and that they will not build any part of their line or 
branches nearer to the line of the National Park than1 mile: Provided, Thatany 


violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture 
of all the rights and privileges of said railroad company under this act. 


RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CurerCLerK. Insection 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘reserve,’’ 
it is proposed to strike outall down to and including the words ‘‘ Clark’s 
Fork,’’ in line 17, as follows: 

Also a branch line of railway to be constructed for a distance of 30 miles up 


the Rocky Fork, and commencing from the point where said Rocky Fork emp- 
ties into said Clark's Fork. 


And insert: 

Also a branch line to be constructed up Bear Creek to the western line of said 
reservation to the coal mines of the Montana Coal and Iron Company, being a 
distance of about 4 miles, commencing at the point where the said Bear Creek 
empties into the said Clark’s Fork. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish the Senator from Arkansas, who is in 
charge of the bill, would explain, for the information of those who are 
interested in the subject of the Yellowstone Park, at what point this 
proposed railroad strikes Clark’s Fork and how far it runs along that 
stream. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The road is to enter the Crow reserva- 
tion at the mouth of Clark’s Fork, as I understand, running southand 
going up Clark’s Fork. Asa matter of fact the maps indicate that it 
does not approach very near the line of the National Park; but, for 
greater safety, the Committee on Indian Affairs reported an amend- 
ment, which has just been adopted by the Senate, that no part of this 
road should go within a mile of the National Park. It does not touch 
the National Park at all, and I do not think the road will approach 
within several miles of it, from the best information I can get from the 
maps. 

The road goes up Clark’s Fork, and I think it leaves the Northern 
Pacific at the mouth of the Big Horn; but when it reaches the Crow res- 
ervation it goes on almost exactly the same line as one for which a right 
of way was granted two or three years ago across the Crow reservation. 
That company has given up its right and abandoned it, and another 
company proposes to build a road to reach these coal mines. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is one of its terminals Cooke City or does the 
road go through Cooke City? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not think it reaches Cooke City. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment ofthe 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am familiar with the country gener- 
ally through which this railroad runs, and it will not come on the pres- 
ent location named. in this bill within 2 or 3 miles of the present 
northern boundary of the Yellowstone Park. There is a bill pending in 
the other branch of Congress which involves the question of changing 
that northern boundary, and I am not clear whether the amendment 
should not be modified so as to meet any change that may be made, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no objection to that, though my 
impression is that the — change in the National Park will not 
affect this atall. If the ill to which my attention has been called is 
the only bill on the subject, then the road provided for in this bill will 
not touch the National Park if that bill shall be passed. But I have 
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no objection, for greater safety, that an amendment shall be inserted | of the proposed line of road should go within a mile of the line of the 
providing that the road shall not interfere with the proposed change | park. 
of location. This is a Senate bill, and it will have to go to the House Mr. HALE. Why not make it ‘‘S miles?” 
for action. Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. One mile is suflicient for the purpose. 
Mr. VEST. Therefore there is no harm done by fixing it right now. Mr. HALE. I think we can not do too much to protect and, per- 
To be plain about the matter, a proposition has been pending, made by | haps, isolate the park, and I do nos think that a railroad ought to be 
the friends of the Yellowstone Park, that, in order to obviate trouble | built within a mile of the park. I think ‘3 miles’’ would be better. 
in regard to proposed railroads in the northern part of the park, the Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The amendment provides that the road 
northern boundary of it should be made the Yellowstone River down | shall not go within a mile of the park, and I do not believe it will go 
to the mouth of Soda ButteCreek. If that proposition is accepted and | within 5 miles. Of course I can not say precisely as to that. 
that change should be made, I do not know what would be the effect Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to make an inquiry of the Sena- 
of this amendment. I suppose the meaning of the amendment is that | tor from Arkansas. I ask if it be the purpose of the committees hav- 
the railroad shall not go within 1 mile of the boundary that at any | ing charge of this subject and of Congressitself, to prevent all progress 
time exists. and enterprise of any kind in the vicinity of the Yellowstone Park ? 






















Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, If the Senator will permit me, this road | As everybody knows, it is a mountainous country and it is intersected 
is not located anywhere in the neighborhood of the proposed change of | by streams, along which railroads must necessarily pass to reach the 
boundary of which he now speaks. country beyond it and develop great mining industries, and I under- 


Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This road goes in the neighborhood of 
the northwestern corner of the park, 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think there is no question that this 
road will be outside of the park. 

Mr. VEST. I know it is outside now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The amendment as we adopted it is that 
the company shall not build any part of their line or branches nearer 
to the line of the National Park than 1 mile. 

Mr. VEST. It should read ‘‘as now or hereafter determined.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Wherever the line of the National Park 
is when they build their road they shall not go within a mile of it. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that itis necessary, but it will certainly 
make it beyond controversy if the words I have suggested should be in- 
serted. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should be glad if the Senator from Mis- 
souri would frame hisamendment.. Nobody can undertake to say what 
may be done by Congress years from now. There may be changes 
made which are not now in contemplation. I am sure, however, that 
the road proposed to be constructed will not interfere with any change 
in the park contemplated by any bill now pending in either branch of 
Congress. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to the bill. I know 
the purpose of it as it stands now. The only thing I want to guard 
against is any misconstruction or difficulty hereafter if the lines of the 
boundary of the Yellowstone Park should be changed, and, if the words 
should be inserted, ‘‘ the line of the Yellowstone Park as now or here- 
after established,’’ that would obviate all difficulty. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not see how Congress can undertake 
to say about where the lines may be. Congress may change the north- 
ern boundary line of the National Park to the northern line of Mon- 
‘tana. 

Mr. VEST. If{understand that; but that is hardly probable. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Of course it is not. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the words suggested by the Senator 
from Missouri would apply to the National Park as hereafter estab- 
lished at the time the railroad shall be constructed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This covers that proposition exactly, be- 
cause the amendment adopted by the Senate just now provides that 
the company shall not build any of their line or branches nearer than 
1 mile to the boundary line of the National Park, and, wherever the 
line of the National Park may be at the time this railroad is built, it 
can not approach within 1 mile of that line. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the language applying to the proximity of 
the railroad to the park read, so that the Senate may understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment which has been adopted 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And that they will not build any pont of their line or branches nearer to the 
line of the National Park than 1 mile. 

Mr. HALE. I was not in the Senate when the bili was taken up 
and therefore I did not hear the reading of it. I inquire whether the 
line of the road is clearly defined. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; every place is described. It ; : s 0 
goes up Clark’s Fork, and a short branch goes up Rocky Fork 4 miles, | bate I will yield for that purpose, but if there is to be any further de- 

Mr. HALE, Does the Senator himself actually know how near any | bate upon it I shall feel that I ought to insist on going on with the 
part of this road will go to the National Park? I do not mean the copyright bill. 


stand that country is full of them. 

If I am correctly informed the Yellowstone Park is about 80 miles 
square, in a mountainous country, and here stands the Congress of the 
United States to say, purely as a matter of sentiment, that no railroad 
company shall be permitted to occupy the only routes by which rail- 
roads can be constructed to go into the country beyond that National 
Park. If that be the intention of the committees of Congress and ot 
Congress itself, it seems to me that they are sacrificing great industries 
for pure sentiment. 

Moreover, I am informed that the curiosities within the park are not 
very much scattered, and many railroads can be built which would 
not interfere in any sense with the privacy of the park. So far as I 
am concerned, I will not consent to adopt a principle of this kind on 
this or any other bill. We ought not to undertake to say that a rail- 
road shall not be constructed through some of the valleys in that coun- 
try when it can never be built in any other place. ‘The Senator from 
Maine [ Mr. HALE] proposes that no railroad company shall be allowed 
to construct its line within 3 miles of the border of the park. That 
proposition simply means that you can not and will not build the road 
because the 3-mile limit may take you on top of some high mountain 
which no railroad can climb. 

I hope that neither this Congress nor any other Congress will ever 
stand in the way of progress and enterprise which finds it necessary to 
pass through the park on the way to develop some great enterprise on 
the other side. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The railroad company is perfectly will- 
ing to have the provision in the bill that it shall not approach within 
a mile of the National Park. There are members of this body, and | 
am one of the number, who do not think that railroads ought to be 
built in the park; but that question is not involved here and now. 
When the time comes to determine whether or not we shall give any 
railroad company the right to build a line of road in the park, I shall 
be ready to discuss it with the Senator from New Jersey, but that ques- 
tion is not involved in this bill, and I do not propose to enter into the 
discussion now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, it 
becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be laid aside informally so that we may take a vote 
on the bill which has been pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas, that the unfinished business be laid aside in- 
formally for the consideration of the bill which has been pending ? 

Mr. PLATT. If the bill should lead to further debate I must ob- 
ject. Ifa vote can be had without further debate I have no objection 
to the vote being taken. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume we can get a vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
is entitled to the floor. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iunderstood the Senator had yielded to take a vote 
on the bill without debate. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifa vote can be taken on the bill without further de- 


provision that limits it to the distance of a mile, but actually in con- Mr. REAGAN. I do not wish to debate the bill, but I do not wish 

templation, as the road is defined and laid out, how near does any part | it to go by as if everybody approved what has been said in relation to 

of it go to the park? it. I should prefer voting for a bill to repeal all laws establishing the 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. According to the best maps I can find, | Yellowstone Park than for any measure which tends to protect it. It 

and I have examined them carefully, I do not think there will be an | entailsa great and a continual expense upon the country. 

inch of the road within 5 miles of the Park. Before this question Mr. VEST. I object to this debate if only one side is to be heard. 

came up efforts had been made to get railroads into the Yellowstone Mr. PLATT. I must insist on going on with the regular order if 

Park, but the committees of both Houses have been very careful that | there is to be debate. 

no railroad shall get a right to go inside of the park, and for the pur- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should likea vote. 

pose of making sure, so that there can be no mistake about it, the com- Mr. VEST. If an attack is to be made upon the park and nobody 

mittee directed that the amendment should go in the bill that no part | on the other side is to be allowed to speak on it, I shall object. 
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Mr. PLATT. The bill is evidently going to lead to debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think not. I ask the Senator to allow 
the question to be put. If there is objection, of course the bill must 
go over, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas |Mr. JoNEs]? The Chair hears none. The 
question now is on the amendment propdsed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10881) toamend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the pending amendment may be stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The pending amendment, which was 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], will pow be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 31, after the word ‘‘hereby,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ prohibited ’’ and insert ‘‘ sub- 
ject to the duties provided by law;’’ soas to read: 

During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving,chromo, or 
lithograph cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or editions 
thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set, engravings. nega- 
tives, or drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States shall 
be, and itis hereby, subject to the duties provided by law, except in the cases 
specitied in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, manifestly that amendment is not 
drawn in a way to accomplish the object intended even by the mover 
of it. To adopt that amendment would be to adopt a very palpable 
piece of nonsense, because it is not framed in a way which would carry 
out the idea of the mover of the amendment. 

I wish to say one word, if I can have the attention of the Senate, 
and it does seem very hard, Mr. President, when a measure of im- 
portance is taken up, that there should be so much confusion in the 
Senate that no one can be heard or can understand what is in progress. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to sug- 
gest to him that the pending amendment was offered by the Senator 
irom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whois at this time necessarily absent from 
the Senate? That Senator from Ohio gave notice of quitea number of 
other amendments of a kindred character with a view of harmonizing 
other parts of the bill with the pending amendment, if it should be 
adopted. Would it not be proper to let this bill be informally laid aside 
for to-day? By to-morrow that Senator will probably be in his seat. 
I hardly think it proper for us to proceed with this amendment in his 
absence, when we have every reason to believe that he will be here to- 
morrow and know that he is now necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr, PLATT. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Senator from 
Tennessee certainly puts me, in charge of the bill, in a very delicate 
and embarrassing situation. I wish to state that situation. 

Since the 3d day of December last I have labored to the best of my 
ability to get consideration for the copyright bill, and now in the regu- 
lar course of business it is before the Senate. Of course no one regrets 
more than I do that the Senator who has offered the pending amend- 
ment is called away from the Senate by what the whole nation regards 
asa great sorrow and calamity; but if I consent to lay this bill aside 
now it is probable that it will be gone for the rest of the session. 
Manifestly the Senator from Ohio can not be here to-morrow or next 
day, and laying the bill aside now I fear is equivalent to having no ac- 
tion upon it at this session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Connecticut 
that by unanimous consent his bill remain the unfinished business, 
and the moment the Senator from Ohio returns that it have the right 
of way. Idonot want to prejudice the bill, but I do not think we ought 
to proceed with it in the absence of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE, I think it was the expectation last night that the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, in charge of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB], would be taken up this morning; but the Senator from Kan- 
sas informs me that he consented, under the circumstances, that the 
copyright bill might come up. Under the conditions which have been 
developed by thesuggestion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Harris] 
as to the absence of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHeRMAN], who had 
an important amendment pending and others that he wished to offer, 
it seems to me the copyright bill should be laid aside temporarily. The 
Senator from Kansas tells me that he is ready to go on with the District 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Kansas is ready to go on I will 
yield. 

" Mr. HALE. He so stated to me a moment ago. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Indian depredations bill is next, as I under- 

stand, in the order of business which has been determined upon, and 
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should have consideration now if the copyright bill is laid aside; but, 
if the Senator from Kansas is ready to proceed with the appropriation 
bill, I shall be entirely content to let that bill be considered and pro- 
ceeded with until it is concluded, which I suppose will not be very long. 

Mr. PLATT. I scarcely finished the statement which I was mak- 
ing in respect to this matter, and until the Senator from Kansas, who 
has charge of the District appropriation bill, comes in, I will proceed 
with what I desire to say. I understand he has been sent for. 

I do not think, however sorrowful and embarrassing the situation may 
be, that a bil! ought to be postponed simply because a Senator who has 
proposed an amendment is called away from the Senate; but, under 
the circumstances, if the Senator from Kansas is ready to go on with 
the District appropriation bill, as that bill has by the rule of the Senate 
precedence, I will consent that the copyright bill may be laid aside in- 
formally and that he may proceed with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am ready to proceed with that bill. I yielded to 
the Senator in order to accommodate myself to his convenience yesterday. 
. Mr. PLATT. Certainly, and I am very much obliged to the Senator 

or it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness may he informally laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 12729, being the District appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. The understanding is that the copyright bill is to be 
informally laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To be informally laid aside and to re- 
main the unfinished business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to understand this matter a little 
more definitely. I inquire of the Senator from Connecticut if the ar- 
rangement which he understands has been made reaches beyond to- 
day, because if the Senator from Ohio, who is absent under very pain- 
ful, very distressing circumstances, as we know and all feel, shall not 
return for two or three days, I should not like to have the Indian dep- 
redation claims bill deferred in order to await seemingly impossible 
action on the copyright bill. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. As an inquiry is made of me, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL] will permit me I will say in reply that I do 
not think we can determine that matter now. The appropriation bill, 
as I understand, by the rules of the Senate and by common consent, 
has the right of way whenever it is ready and will go on until its con- 
sideration is completed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was exactly the point that I wanted to make, 
that there is no displacing of business. The appropriation bill comes 
in in its own right and when it is concluded it leaves the business just 
where it was when it came into the arena. 

Mr. PLATT. That is my understanding. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thatis exactly my understanding; but that is not 
my point atall. My point is that when the appropriation bill shall 
have been coneluded, if the same condition of things exists, does the 
Senator from Connecticut expect to hold the Senate to the consideration 
of the copyright bill indefinitely and to the prejudice of the Indian 
depredation and the other important bills following it? 

Mr. PLATT. I think when the District appropriation bil! is con- 
cluded I shall insist on going on with the copyright bill. 


AMERICAN WHALING VESSELS, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator who has the appropriation bill in 
charge to yield to me to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10267, which was reported yesterday morning by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If it occasions any debate 
I shall withdraw it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the own- 
ers and crews of the American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, 
Daniel Webster, and Europa. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the owners (through their legal representatives) 
of each of the vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and 
Europa—$19, 861.27 tothe owners of the vessel Midas, $21,527.95 to 
the owners of the vessel Daniel Webster, $23,611.20 to the owners of 
the vessel Lagoda, $26,111.32 to the owners of the vessel Progress, and 
$33,889.16 to the owners of the vessel Europa, in full compensation for 
losses sustained and services rendered by them in abandoning their 
business of whale-catching and in rescuing nine hundred seamen in the 
Arctic Seas. / 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

REPORTER FOR DISTRICT SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask unanimous consent, by the courtesy of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. I stated yesterday thatI intended, if 
possible, to break up the practice of one Senator getting a bill up and 
then farming out the floor to various other Senators to pass their special 
bills. Weall have bills upon the Calendar in which we feel an interest. 
If we go to the Calendar a short time each day and consider it we can 
get rid of it. Ishall object when a bill is under consideration to lay- 
ing it aside. 
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Mr. EVARTS. Perhaps the Senator will allow me to state my re- | 
quest before he objects. I was just on the point, while the Calendar | 
was being proceeded with, of calling up this bill, to which I believe 
there is no opposition and which is of someinterest to the courts here, 
when the unfinished business was laid before the Senate. Under this 
situation the Senator from Kansas has been so courteous as to place | 
me in the same position I would have been in at the moment that the | 
order of the consideration of the Calendar was interrupted. The num- | 
ber of the bill on the Calendar is 1837, which is not below the order 
of business already reached, having been laid aside during my absence 
or for some other reason. Butif the Senator insists on his objec- 
tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that is a bill which has been passed over it 
may be called up. I withdraw the objection to its present considera- 
tion; but I notify Senators that I shall object to bills being taken up 
out of their order. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from New York? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 845) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a reporter for the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read at 
length and the amendments reported by the Committee on the Judi- 
eiary have been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the District appropriation bill be now 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may be dis- 

nsed with and that it may be read for amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suppose the Senator desires the bill to be regu- 
larly reac. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course, and the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thatorder will be pursued, in the absence 
of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
appropriations ‘‘ for salaries and contingent expenses,’’ in section 1, on 
page &, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at the end of line 2, to strike out— 

For arranging and indexing old records, completion of same, $1,500, 


Mr. GORMAN. I trast the Senatorin charge of the bill will explain 
why the committee propose to strike out that item. 

Mr. PLUMB. Because the committee had no information whatever 
as to the necessity for it, and we thought it would be advisable to be 
informed hefore consenting to an item which is entirely new and about 
which we had no information. 

Mr. GORMAN. Wasthere not an appropriation made for indexing 
the old records? I understand they are in a very bai condition. 

Mr. PLUMB. There was no appropriation made heretofore for this 
pu . This is something entirely new. 

Mr. GORMAN. I supposed there was an appropriation a year ago 
for this purpose. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I know what the Senator has in mind. We 
have been for some years providing for the bringing together of the 
lists of delinquent taxes of the District in one volume or in a series of 
volumes, so that there may be ready reference to them. This is not 
that work. I think thatis what the Senator may have in mind. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. I understand that the old records of the Dis- 
trict government when the elective franchise existed here and under 
the board of public works were without any index whatever. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely. 

Mr. GORMAN. And that this was a provision for indexing them, 
because they are practically of no use as they now stand. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will observe that this is under the engi- 
neer commissioner, and consequently it can not relate, except in a very 


Mr. GORMAN. A few days ago, in the examination of another mat- 
ter in relation to the purchase of a site for a Government Printing Of- 
fice, the question came up as to the sufficiency of the foundation to be 
had for a building and the character of the soil adjacent to as well as 
that upon the lot which had been selected, and, to my utter amaze- 
ment, one of the gentlemen connected with the engineer department 
of the District said it was impossible, in the present condition of affairs, 


| 
remote way, to the work the Senator has in mind. 
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to furnish the committee the surveys and plats which were made when 
the sewers were constructed, which was the very thing we wanted to 
ascertain. We were informed that there was no way of obtaining the 
information without going into back rooms and into old cupboards and 


| looking up all the papers in the engineer department from the time of 


the old board of public works. ‘Therefore we were deprived of that 
information, and it is a matter of very great importance to the Gov- 
ernment that proper indexes should be made. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other thing that should be stated, if the 
Senator will pardon me, in that same connection. The experience we 
have had in this business of getting a work started and then letting it 
drag along for a number or years because we did not thoroughly un- 
derstand itsometimes, or because ina little spasm of economy we chose 
to make a small appropriation to be extended over a number of years, 
has taught us the wisdom of makinga single appropriation and having 
the entire work completed. 

The Senator need not have any concern about the disposition of the 
conference committee to have this thing done on any fair showing of 
the necessity for it; and, not only that, but, if $1,500 will only start 
the work and $5,000 will complete it, it is important that the whole 
$5,000 should be appropriated in order to meet such a case as the Sen- 
ator suggests. We have had a great many illustrations of the lack of 
economy in making small annual appropriations to be paid during a 
series of years, when by a larger appropriation we should probably save 
half the nmount and the work would be completed in twelve months, 

Mr. GORMAN. Thestatement of the Senator from Kansas contents 
me. If his view is to obtain further information so as to have proper 
action in a committee of conference, I have nothing further to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, line 4, on page 3, to 
reduce the total amount of the appropriation for salaries in the exec- 
utive office of the District from ‘*$44,578’’ to ‘*$43,078.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘allowed,’’ to insert ‘‘on what account;’’ so as to read: 


And provided further, That the sum total of the accounts so allowed shall not 
exe ed in amount $20,000, and that the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia shall report to the next Congress the amounts so allowed, on what ac 


count, and to whom. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 16, on page 5. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to ask a question respecting the pro- 
visions on page 3, resettling the account of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, What is the necessity for it? What is meant 
by ‘‘ expenses incurred in good faith?’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That would, perhaps, under ordinary circumstances, 
indicate a pretty wide latitude. The facts are these: Under the ad- 
ministration of the commissioners of the District prior to 1878—I think 
the commissioners were Messrs. Twining, Dent, and Morgan—a theory 
prevailed in regard to the authority of the commissioners which war- 
ranted them in using discretion in making certain payments. 

For instance, one item I recall now. I have not seen the accounts 
for a number of years; but the matter became a subject of very exten- 
sive investigation by the subcommittee of the Committee on Appro- 
priations having charge of the District appropriation bill. We found 
an item of $1,000 which had been paid for the expenses of a firemen’s 
convention which had been held. It is something more or less com- 
mon to municipalities to have the firemen of various parts of the coun- 
try assemble at some central point for the purpose of exhibition and 
drill, etc.; and itis, I think, now and always has been the habit of 
municipalities to make donations for an expense of that kind. A thou- 
sand dollars was paid by these commissioners for that purpose. 

In addition to that, the commissioners established a rule, or at all 
events they had a practice more or less universal, to pay policemen for 
a period of time in which they were absent sick, not to extend, say, 
overa month. Then they had another practice of paying to policemen 
and firemen little additional sums in cases where they had rendered 
extraordinary service or wiere they had incurred disability in the line 
of duty. 

These accounts, of which items like these form a part, were sus- 
pended to the amount of about $50,000. After an examination of 
them the committee arrived at the conclusion that they all of them 
practically ought to be allowed, and that if there were any items which 
ought to be charged to the commissioners as a misuse of the public 
money they were sosmall as not to be worth taking into account. 

So, on one of the appropriation bills about four or five years ago a 
provision was inserted which it was supposed would be sufficient to 
enable the accounting officers to discharge these various accounts and 
settle up the claims of the Government against the commissioners. 
But when the Comptroller of the Treasury came to the adjustment of 
the accounts he felt that the authority was not sufficiently ample, and 
about $20,000 now remain unsettled, suspended against these persons 
and their bondsmen. 
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Nobody doubts the entirely good faith of the expenditures and that 
they were in the line of a very careful, economical administration of 
municipal affairs, but they were beyond the authority of the commis- 
sioners, because it has been held that they are United States officers 
and not municipal officers, and consequently have no discretion what- 
ever. 

The item was inserted in the bill by the other House; and bearing in 
mind the view which had been taken by the committee and also by 
the Senate in the adoption of the amendment I have spoken of a few 
years ago, the committee concluded to allow it to remain. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to strike out from line 6 to line 25, on page 
3 of the bill, being the provision which makes an allowance for these 
extraordinary expenditures of the commissioners of the District. It 
would seem to me that under the circumstances related by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas it would be more appropriate to bring in a separate 
bill for the relief of the commissioners, if there were circumstances that 
appeal to the equitable consideration of Congress, rather than to put 
this provision in an appropriation bill. The matter could then be con- 
sidered upon its own merits without complication with the ordinary 
expenses of government. 

I do not presume to criticise the matter further than may be justi- 
fied by the factsstated by the Senator from Kansas; but it would seem 
to be quite an extraordinary thing if the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia were allowed to pay out of the public fund without any 
authority from Congress the expenses of holding such conventions as 
they saw proper in the city of Washington, whether there might be some 
incidental benefits arising therefrom or not. If they have seen proper 
to go beyond their authority as officers of the Goverament and provide 
for excursions and things of that sort, it seems to me that if there were 
any circumstances to appeal to Congress for relief they should be pre- 
sented,the matter separately reported and judged according to its own 
merits, and that an appropriation bill for the necessary support of gov- 
ernment ought not to be encumbered with relief measures of that kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me suggest to the Senator that it would conduce 
more to the convenience of the clerks, would be a more orderly way to 
do business, and according to the universal practice, to let the committee 
amendments first be disposed of, and then the bill, of course, will be 
open to amendment in all its parts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 20, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘one clerk and draughtsman, at $1,200;”’ 
in line 25, after the word ‘‘clerk,’’ to strike out ‘‘and messenger;’’ on 
page 6, line 1, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘one messenger, 
$480,’’ and in line 2, afler the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ seventeen 
thousand three hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighteen thousand nine hundred 
and eighty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For assessor's office: For one assessor, $3,000; two assistant assessors, at $1,600 
each ; one special assessment clerk, $1,700 ; one clerk, at $1,200; one clerk and 
draughtsman, at $1,200; three clerks, at $1,000 each; one clerk, in charge of 
records, $1,000; one license clerk, $1,200; one inspector of licenses, $1,200; one 
assistant or clerk, $900; one clerk, $900; one messenger, $480; in all, $18,980. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, line 8, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

To enable the assessor to continue to prepare and complete, within the fiscal 
year 1892, a book showing all existing arrears of taxes on real property due the 
District of Columbia, including the payment of necessary clerical force, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, to strike out the 
clause from line 9 to line 12, inclusive, as follows: 

For the purpose of defraying the expenses of the assessment of real property 
in the District of Columbia, as provided by the act of March 3, 1883, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, after line 12, to 
insert: 

For three assistant assessors, at $2,500 per annum each, who shall, under the 
direction of the assessor of the District of Columbia, make the assessment of 
real property in said District and perform such other dutiesas are now uired 
of the twelve assessors under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, after line 19, to in- 
sert: 

For the purpose of defraying the expenses connected with the assessment of 
1892, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, in 
the appropriations for “‘auditor’s office,’’ in section 1, on page 7, line 
17, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,’’ to insert ‘‘ $1,500;’’ so.as to make the 
clause read: 


For one disbursing clerk, who shall be authorized to pay laborers and em- 
ployés of the District of Columbia, $1,500,and such ents may be made with 
moneys advanced to him by the commissioners in their 
rolls or other vouchers audited and approved by the auditor of the 
Columbia, and certified by the commissioners as now required by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in thesame clause, on page 8, line 13, after 
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the word ‘‘approval,’’ to strike out ‘‘one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars; ’’ so as to make the additional proviso read: 

Provided further, That his accounts shall be audited by the auditor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who shall promptly forward the same to the commissioners 
for their approval. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘for attorney’s 
office,’ in section 1, on page 8, line 20, to increase the appropriation 
for compensation of ‘‘ one attorney ’’ from $4,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 8, line 21, to 
increase the appropriation for the compensation of ‘‘one assistant at- 
torney ’’ from $2,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 9, line 3, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriation ‘‘ for attorney’s office ”’ 
from $11,200 to $13,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The nextamendment was, 
in section 1, page 10, line 25, after the word ‘‘employés,”’ to insert 
‘*temporarily,’’ and on page 11, line 6, after the word ‘ works,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘and for the time actually engaged thereon;’’ so as to niake the 
clause read: 


That overseers, inspectors, and other employés temporarily required in con- 
nection with sewer, street,.or road work, or the construction and repair of 
buildings and bridges, or any work authorized by appropriations, and all ex- 
penses incidental to or necessary for the proper execution of said work, shall be 
paid from and equitably charged against the sums appropriated for said works 
and for the time actually engaged thereon; and the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, in their annual report to Congress, shall report the number of such over- 
seers,inspectors, and other employésand their work, andthe sums paid to each 
and out of what appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ permit work,’’ 
in section 1, page 11, line 20, after the word ‘ works,” to strike out 
‘twenty-five ’’ and insert “‘fifty;’’ soas to make the clause read: 

For the paving and curbing of the roadway of any street in the District of 
Columbia, ordered by the District commissioners, upon payment in advance 
by the owners of abutting paw of one-half the estimated cost of said work, 
$50,000: Provided, That sai vement shall join, abut upon, or connect with 
some existing pavement, and that the work so done shall be complete for the 
entire width of roadway, and shall in length be at least one square, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ improvements 
and repairs,’’ in section 1, on page 12, to strike out from line 2 to line 23, 
inclusive, in the following words: 


For work on sundry streets and avenues named in Appendix ‘‘ Nn,” Book o 
Estimates, for the fiscal year 1892, $367,200, and to be expended in the discretion 
of the commissioners upon streetsand avenues specified in the schedules named 
in said appendix, and upon streets and avenues hereinafter named, and in the 
aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, namely : 

Georgetown schedule, $33,100; 

Northwest section schedule, including Riggs place, from Sixteenth to Seven- 
teenth streets, between Rand S streets; construction of a circle in the open 
space at the junction of Connecticut avenue and 8 street with Florida avenue, 
$141,400; 

Soutwest section schedule, $44,600; 

Southeast section schedule, $61,200; 

Northeast section schedule, including New York avenue from North Capitol 


street to Florida avenue, $86,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 12, line 24, before the 
word ‘‘that,’’ to strike out ‘‘ provided;’’ in line 25, before the word 
**laid,”’ to insert “hereafter required to be,’’ and at the end of the 
same clause, on page 3, line 13, to strike out ‘‘And provided further;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


That hereafter when new sidewalks or curbing are hereafter required to be 
laid on streets being improved, one-half the total cost shall be assessed against 
abutting property, in like manner and under the law governing in the case of 
compulsory permit work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 13, line 4, after the 
word ‘‘avenue,’’ to strike out, ‘‘ now under contract for improvement 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, under’’ and insert ‘*‘ re- 
quired to be improved under the District appropriation;”’ in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘ money,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ except Third street, northeast, 
from H to L streets, are hereby added to the present schedule, and 
shall take precedence of any street or avenue in said schedule ”’ and in- 
sert “shall be so improved during the fiscal year 1892, and the amount 
of money necessary therefor is hereby appropriated, not to exceed the 
sum of $367,200;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


That any street or avenue required to be improved under the District appro- 
riation act approved August 6, 1890, which may not be improved by reaso:: of 
Tack of money shall beso improved during the fiscal year 1892, and the amount 


Ser money necessary herevy appropriated, not to exceed the sum of 
200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 14, line 6, after the word 
‘* dollars,’ to insert ‘‘and of this sum not to exceed $4,000 may be 
used for the purchase of horses, cars, carts, or the hire of the same, to 
be used by and inmates of the Washington Asylum in said 
work of grading;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Grading streets, alleys, and roads: For grading streets, alleys, and roads not 
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otherwise provided for, at a price not to exceed 10 cents per cubic yard, $20,000; 
and of this sum not to exceed $4,000 may be used for the purchase of horses, 
ears, carts, or the hire of the samve,to be used by prisoners and inmates of the 
Washington Asylum in said work: of grading. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 14, line 12, before the 


word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘thirty- | 


five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Repairs to pavements: For repairs to concrete payements with the same or 
other not inferior material, $135,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for sewers,’’ in | 


section 1, page 15, line 20, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for suburban 
sewers’’ from $58,390 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 16, line 1, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘one;’ 
make the clause read: 

For condemnation of rights of way for the construction, maintenance, and re- 
pairs of public sewers, $1,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for streets, in sec- 


tion 1, page 16, line 12, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out | 


‘*fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For paving Brightwood avenue with granite blocks, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 16, after line 14, to in- 
sert: 

For paving Clifton street from Fourteenth street extended eastward, with 
asphalt, $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 16, line 20, after the 
words ‘*Florida avenue to,’’ to strike out ‘‘Superior’’ and insert 
**north side of Morris;’’ in line 21, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Provided, That’’ and insert ‘‘ but before said sum or any part 
thereof shall be expended; ’’ in line 23, after the word ‘‘limits,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ binds ’’ and insert ‘‘ shall bind;’’ and in line 3, page 17, 
before the word ‘‘ within,’’ to insert ‘‘existing;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

To grade Sixteenth street, northwest, extended from Florida avenue to north 
side of Morris street, $17,000; but before said sum or any part thereof shall be 
expended every owner of property abutting on this street within said limits 
shall bind himself, his heirs, grantees, and successors in estate therein forever, 
never to allow any building or obstruction to be erected within the lines in- 


closed between the building lines of Sixteenth street, northwest, extended, on 
the same lines as now existing within the boundary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, page 17, after line 3,to insert: | 


| 
For graveling, where graded, the street connecting Columbia road with Con- 
necticut avenue extended, and thence along Connecticut avenue extended to- | 


wards the District lines, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 17, after line 13, tostrike 
out: 

To pave Maple avenue from the present pavement to Le Droit avenue, $12,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Thenext amendment was, in section 1, page 17, after line 15, to strike 
out: 


For graveling Bunker Hill road from Queen’s Chapel road to District line, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 17, line 18, after the 
word ‘‘regulating,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Rock Creek Church road ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ Illinois avenue;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For grading and regulating Lllinois avenue, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, in section 1, page 18, line 2, to increase | 
the total amount of the appropriations for repairs of streets, avenues, | 


and alleys from $96,000 to $101,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 18, line 5, after the word 
“alleys,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘seven,’’ and in line 6, after 


the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘“‘including the amount of the award of | 
the jury in the condemnation of lots for the opening of T street between | 


Lincoln avenue and Second street, east;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys: For condemnation of streets, 
roads, and alleys, $7,000, including the amount of the award of the jury in the 
condemnation of lots for the opening of T street between Lincoln avenue and 
Second street, east. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 11, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Sprinkling, sw ,and cleaning: For sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning 
streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, $125,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, page 18, after line 12, to 
insert: 





For the following employés heretofore employed under authority of and paid 
from general appropriations for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets, 
avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, namely : Forone superintendent, $1,800; 
one assistant superintendent, who sball also be clerk, $1,600; one assistant 
superintendent, $1,300; one street inspector, $1,300; two inspectors of alleys, at 
| $900 each, $1,800; in all, $7,800. 
} 
| 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 19, line 3, after the word 


"49 


ems,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eighteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty ;’’ soas to make 


the clause read 


For the parking commission: For contingent expenses, including laborers 
eart hire, trees, tree xes, tree stakes, tree straps, planting and care of trees on 
city and suburban streets, whitewashing, care of parks, and miscellaneous items 
$20,000, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriation ‘‘ for lighting,’’ in 
section 1, on page 19, line 8, after the words ‘‘one hundred and,”’ to 
| strike out ‘‘forty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-eight,’’ and in line 10, be- 








| fore the words ‘‘ per annum,’’ to strike out ‘'$21.50’’ and insert 

‘$20; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

i Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and 
cleaning lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys,and for purchasing and 
erecting new lamp posts, painting lamp posts and lanterns, and repiacing 

| lamps and lamp posts damaged or unfit for service, $138,000: Provided, ‘That no 
more than $20 per annum for each street lamp shall be paid for gas or oil, ligh 
ing, extinruishing, repairing, and cleaning, under any expenditure provided 


for in this act; and said lamps shall burn not less than three thousand hours 
perannum 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, line 4, after the 
word ‘‘ service,’’ to insert: 

Andalsoincluding extensions of the service on Fourteenth street, northwest, 
from H street to Florida avenue, Seventh street, west, from B street, north, to 
Water street, and Water street from Seventh to P street, south, and First street, 
west, from Pennsylvania avenue to B street, southeast, thence on said B street 
to Second street, east, thence on Pennsylvania avenue, southeast, to Elevent 
street east. 





In line 10, to strike out ‘‘42”’ and insert ‘'59;’’ in line 12, after th« 
word ‘‘paid,’’ toinsert ‘‘ under an annual contract;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


For electric lighting, including necessary expenses of inspection, on one or 
more of the principal streetsin the cities of Washington and Georgetown, main 
taining existing service, and also including extensions of the service on Four 
teenth street, northwest, from H street toFloridaavenue, Seventh street, weet, 
from B street, north, to Water street, and Water street from Seventh to P street 
south, and First street, west, from Pennsylv.nia avenue to B street, southeast, 
thence on said B street to Second street, east, thence on Pennsylvania avenue, 
southeast, to Eleventh street, east, $59,500: Provided, That no more than 55 cents 
per night shall be paid under an annual contract for any electric are light burn 
ing every night from sunset to sunrise and operated wholly by means of under 
ground wires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether that is an increase or a reduction in the expenditures for 
street lighting. 

Mr. PLUMB. At55centsitisa reduction of about 10 per cent., that 
is, from 60 to 55 cents. Of course if it goes down under the annual 
contract to 50 cents it would be that much additional reduction, and 
that no doubt would be the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it extends electric lighting into various 
| other portions of the city ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. The Senator will recall that the superintend- 
ent of police stated that the addition of each one of these lights would 
| be the equivalent of the employment of a policeman, relieving the 
service to that extent. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I wanted the Senator to explain. 
Mr. PLUMB. The explanation is thatin that section venial offenses 
| are committed, and the illumination that comes from the employment 
of the are lights will powerfully tend to prevent them. 

Mr. INGALLS. I observe in lines 11, 12, and 13 it is provided 

That no more than 55 cents per night shall be paid underan annual contract 
| for any electric are light burning every night from sunset to sunrise. 





I should like to ascertain from my colleague, the Senator having 
| charge of this bill, whether contracts have been made for the illumina 
| tion of the city all night, from sunset to sunrise. 
| Mr. PLUMB. That is my understanding. 

Mr. INGALLS. If not, such contracts ought to be made, for hitherto 
the illumination of the city seems to have been conducted by the cal 
| endar, and whenever by the almanac it appeared that there ought to 
| be a moon in the sky the lights bave been extinguished without re- 
| spect to the condition of the atmosphere, whether cloudy or otherwise. 

So it often happens that a large part of the city is in entire darkness 
simply on account of the fact that the illumination is conducted by the 
almanac. 
| I would add further that even on nights when the moon shines at 
| meridian splendor one half the city is in darkness anyway, and the 
system that has been pursued here of not lighting the gas lamps or 
| turning on the are lights when by the almanac there is a moon in the 
sky is in my judgment a great mistake. I think that the contracts 
for the illumination of this city ought to be for every night in the year, 
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from sunset to sunrise. 





If that has not been done, certainly there 
ought to be provision made by which it shall be done, 


Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator will perceive that is required to be done 
in regard to electriclighting. As to the gaslight, that has been limited 
by the provisions of the statute, requiring a certain number of hours of 
lighting to be done during the year. The Senator will observe that 
that has been increased by this bill from two thousand six hundred 
hours, which it formerly was, to three thousand hours, 

Mr. INGALLS. Where is that provision ? 

Mr. PLUMB, It is on the preceding page. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Sothat hereafter a considerable portion of that which 
my colleague complains of very properly will be relieved against. It 
ought to be still more, but it was thought possible to stop at three 
thousand hours for this rear, at all events. 

Mr. INGALLS, The bill increases the time four hundred hours per 
annum. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; it was two thousand six hundred and is now 
made three thousand. That will make, the Senator will see, quite a 
considerable addition tothe period in which lighting can be carried on 
under the contract. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, page 20, line 19, after the word ‘‘Georgetown,’’ to strike out 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall not be an- 
thorized to make any contract for electric lighting, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this paragraph, forany longer period than one year: Provided further, 
That the com missioners of the District of Columbia shall investigate, ascertain, 
and report to the first session of the Fifty-second Congress what deductions may 
be made for electric lighting by means of arc lamps and what prices should be 
paid for incandescent lamps under annual, five-year, and ten-year contracts, 
and that they be authorized to invite proposals for supplying said lights at re- 
duced rates, and in this they are not limited to any one system, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby au- 
thorized, in their diseretion, to enter into contract for electric are lights, which 
shall fulfill the conditions above specified, for a period of three years from July 
1, 1891, at a price not to exceed 50 cents per lamp per night. " 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, on 
page 23, in the appropriation for teachers of publie schools, section 1, 
$ page 23, line 6, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘two thou- 
sand ’’ and insert ‘‘one thousand eight hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For eleven, at $1,800 each. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that that amendment may be passed over 
until the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], who has charge of the 
bill, is present. I do not think he intends to insist on that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be informally passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 23, line 9, after the word 
“thousand ’’ to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For nine, at $1,400 each. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that that amendment be also passed over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over in- 
formally. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, page 24, line 15, to re- 
duce the total appropriation for ‘‘public schools’’ from $578,800 to 
$575,700. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will be passed over to await action on the 
preceding amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; I ask that that amendment be passed over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, page 26, line 18, after 
the word ‘‘buildings,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert “‘fifteen;”’ 
60 as to make the clause read: 

For furniture for new school buildings, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the amendments on page 23 be 
now taken up. 

: The VICE PRESIDENT. 
23 will be stated. 

The Cuirr CLERK. On page 23, line 6, before the word “‘ dollars,” 
strike out ‘‘two thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ one thousand eight hundred; ”’ 
80 as to read: 

For eleven, at $1,800 each. 


Mr. PLUMB. The original sum, $2,000, will be reinstated; and 
that amendment shorld not be agreed to. I should like to have the 
other amendment on that page remain unconsidered for the present. 
In the course of the examination by the committee I certainly under- 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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stood, as I think the other members of the subcommittee understood, 
the superintendent of public schools to say that these eleven teachers 
are now receiving salaries all the way from $1,200 to $1,600 each. We 
thought that the increase was too large, and therefore inserted $1,800 with 
a view of farther inquiry and also to manifest our indisposition towards 
such @ large increase as that statement would seem to imply. But 
evidently he was referring to some other part of these items. I have 
become entirely satisfied that the persons who are embraced in lines 6 
and 7 are receiving $2,000 a year, and it was not at all the purpose of 
the committee to cut down any salary. 

The Senate will observe that this is the first time in which this bill 
has contained an enumeration of teachers by classes, but there were 
general designations calculated to produce the same result; and in some 
cases there have been minor increases, to which no objection was taken. 
Probably before the bill is concluded the superintendent will be in the 
building, and I shall then be able to ascertain to exactly what part of 
these items his statement did refer, with a view to a possible further 
correction. So, while I ask that the amendment in lines 6 and 7 be 
not concurred in, at the same time I ask that the other amendment, in 
line 9, may go over until the consideration of the other amendments has 
been concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee in line 6, on page 23. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, page 26, line 24, after 
the word ‘‘ grades,’’ to insert ‘‘ who are not already supplied with the 
same;’’ on page 27, line 1, after the word ‘‘supplies,’’ to strike out 
‘*sixteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 2, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
to strike out— 

Together with so much of the unexpended balance, not exceeding $35,000, of 
the appropriations made for the colored high-school building by the District of 
Columbia apprepriation acts for the fiscal years 1890 and 1891 is hereby reap- 
propriated and made available for this purpose for the fiscal year 1892 ; 

£0 as to make the clause read: 

For text-books and school supplies for use of the pupils of the first six grades 
who are notalready supplied with the same, and for the necessary expenses 
of the purchase, distribution, and preservation of said text-booksand supplies, 
$10,000: Provided, That the distribution of the text-books and schoo! supplies 
herein provided for shall be made, giving preference first to the children of the 
lower of the said six grades. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 27, to strike out from 
line 13 to line 16, inclusive, the following words: 


And the commissioners are hereby directed to inquire into and report to the 
next session of Congress upon the expediency of publishing the text books re- 
quired in the public schools at the public expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 27, after line 23, to in- 
sert: 

For one eight-room building and site in third division, $35,000. 

The amendmert was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 28, at the top of the page, 
to insert: 

For one eight-room building on site now owned by the District of Columbia 
at Mount Pleasant, $27,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 


For one high-school building on site now owned by the District of Columbia 
on Capitol Hill, $75,000. 


Mr. PLUMB. Afteraconsultation with the superintendent of schools 
on yesterday, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ high school” and insert 
“*grammar sehool.’’ According to the statements of the superintendent 
that is a better term as applicable to the character of the instruction 
which will be supplied by means of this building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, in line 4. 

I want to say in the same connection in behaif of the committee 
that we have attempted at all times to restrain what seems fo be a 
disposition toward high-school teaching as compared with teaching in 
the lower grades and to as widely as possible extend the facilities of 
the schools of the District of Columbia to those who were specially 
interested in primary education. To some extent that tendency has 
been arrested, because of the position which has been taken by the 
committee fortified by the action of the Senate; and the facilities for 
primary education in this city have been relatively very largely in- 
creased during the last five or six years. 

From astatement made by the superintendent it seems as though 
some of these high-school buildings,socalled,are really grammar schools, 
and that the use of the term ‘‘ high school ’’ conveys an impression as 
to the character of instruction imparted there which is not in accord- 
ance with the fact. I think therefore the term ‘‘ grammar school ”’ is 
more appropriate, and not only that, but is calculated to prevent the 
prevalence of the idea that we do more for the children of people who 
are perhaps better able to send them to school and who are interested 
in a higher class of education than the great mass of the people in this 
District, more unquestionably the colored people, are calculated at the 
present time to make use of or to obtain at all events. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, in line 


4, on page 28, te strike out *‘high school’’ and insert ‘‘ grammar | 


school.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, page 28, line 6, after the word ‘‘division,’’ to strike out 
** thirty-two ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five; ’’ soas tomake the clause read: 

For one eight-room building and site in sixth division, $35,000; and authority 
is hereby granted to sell and convey the school building and site on the south 
side of Columbia road, near Sixteenth street extended, the proceeds of such sale 
to be covered into the Treasury to the credit of the United States and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, respectively, in equal parts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill to line 3, on page 
29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a duplication of the word 
“three ’’ before ‘‘hundred’’ in the third line, on page 29. 

Mr. PLUMB. That should go out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
in section 1, page 29, line 9, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘four hundred and eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ five hundred and forty;”’ in 
line 14, before the word ‘‘sergeants,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ thirty-one;’’ in line 15, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’ to insert 
*fand ten;’’ in line 17, after the words ‘‘ hundred and,’’ strike out 
‘* sixty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ and on page 30, line 6, after 
the words ‘‘ four hundred and,”’ strike out “‘ fifty-seven thousand seven 
hundred and forty’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-eight thousand nine hun- 
dred and twenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For Metropolitan police: For one major and superintendent, $3,300; one cap- 
tain, $1,800; two lieutenants, inspectors, at $1,500 each; one chief clerk, who 
shall also be property clerk, $1,800; one clerk, $1,500; one clerk, $900; four sur- 

ons for police and fire departments, at $40 each; for additional compensa- 
tion for twelve privates detailed for special service in the detection and preven- 
tion of crime, $2,880, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; nine lieutenants, 
at $1,320 each; thirty-one sergeants, at $1,140 each; two hundred and ten pri- 
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vates, class 1, at $900 each; one hundred and seventy-five privates, class 2, at | 


$1,080 each; twenty station-keepers, at $720 each; nine laborers, at $480 each ; 
one messenger, $700; one messenger, $500; one major and superintendent, 
mounted, $240; one captain, mounted, $240 ; thirty-eight lieutenants, sergeants, 
and privates, mounted, at $240 each, $9,120 ; one van-driver, $360; one ambulance- 
driver, $480; two assistant ambulance-drivers, at $300 each; ten drivers of 
patrol wagons, at $360 each; three police matrons, at $600 each ; in all, $478,920, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed, and continued the reading to line 21, on 
page 31. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word ‘‘dollars’’ should be added 
after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 21. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The addition will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, page 33, line 6, after the word ‘‘purposes,’’ to strike out the 
following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That pending the action by Congress upon the report of 
the board appointed to consider the location, arrangement, and operation of 
electric wires in the District of Columbia, pursuant to the act approved August 
6, 1890, the commissioners of the said District shall not permit the construction of 
any conduit or subway for electrical purposes in any street or avenue of the 


city of Washington or Georgetown ; and any and all unused permits for con- 
structing the said conduits are hereby revoked. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 33, line 17, under 
the appropriation for ‘‘ Health department,’’ after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in line 18, after the 
word ‘‘sanitary,’’ to insert ‘‘and food;’’ in line 19, after the word 
“‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three food-inspectors, at $1,200 each;’’ in line 
21, after the word ‘‘one,’’ to strike out ‘‘clerk’’ and insert ‘‘ chief 
clerk, who shall act as deputy to the health officer,’’ and on page 34, 
line 7, after the words ‘‘in all,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty thousand eight 
hundred ’’ and insert “‘ fifty-two thousand;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Health department: For one health officer, $3,000; ten sanitary and food in- 

rs, at $1.200each; one inspector of marine products, $1,200; for one chief 

erk, who shall act as deputy to the health officer, $1,800; one clerk, $1,400; two 

clerks, at $1,200 each; one clerk, $1,000; one messenger, $40; one poundmaster, 

$1,200; laborers, not exceeding $40 per month, $1,920; one ambulance-driver, 
$480; rent, $1,120; collection and removal of garbage, $24,000; in all, $52,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page °4, after line 8, to in- 
sert: 

For the enforcement of the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent 
the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of Columbia,” approved 
December 20, 1890, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 35, line 15, after the 
word “‘committed,’’ to insert ‘‘or sought to be committed;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Writs of lunacy: To defray the expenses attending the execution of writs de 


lunatico inquirendo and commitments made thereunder, in all cases of indigent 
insane persons committed, or sought to be committed, to the Government Hos- 
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| word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ three ;’’ 
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pital for the Insane by order of the executive authority of the District of Co- 
lumbia under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1877, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was in section 1, page 36, line 20, after the 
word ‘‘oversee,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ on page 37, 
line 2, to strike out ‘‘two female keepers at workhouse at $300 each,’’ 
and insert ‘‘one female keeper at workhouse, $300; one female keeper 
at workhouse, $180,’’ and in line 9, after word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘nine hundred and ninety-five ’’ and insert ‘‘seven hundred and 
seventy-five;’’? so as to make the clause read: 

For Washington Asylum: Fot one intendant, $1,200; one matron, $600; one 
visiting physician, $1,080; one resident physician, $480; one clerk, $600; one 
baker, $420; one overseer, $800; five overseers, at $600 each ; one engineer, $600; 
one assistant engineer, $3550; one second assistant engineer, $300; five watch- 
men, at $365 each; one blacksmith, $300; one hostler and ambulance-driver, 
$240; one female keeper at workhouse, $300; one female keeper at workhouse, 
$18); three cooks at $120 each ; two cooks at $0 each; one trained nurse, 420; 
five nurses, at %0each ; one tailor, $300; in all, $13,775. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 38, line 12, after the 
word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘three foremen of workshops, at $660 
each,’’ and insert ‘‘superintendent of chair shop, at $660,’’ and in line 
23, atter the words ‘‘in all,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen thousand two 
hundred and fifty-two’? and insert ‘‘ twelve thousand nine hundred 
and thirty-two;’’ so as to made the clause read : 

For Reform School: For onesuperintendent, $1,500; assistant superintendent, 
$900; teachers and assistant teachers, $3,500; matron of school, $600; three ma 
trons of families, at $180 each; superintendent of chair shop, $660; farmer, M8 
engineer, $396; one assistant engineer, $300; baker, cook, shoemaker, and tailor 
at $300 each; one laundress, $180; two dining-room servants, seamstress, and 
chambermaid, at $l44each ; florist, $360; watchmen, not exceeding five in num- 
ber, $1,140; secretary and treasurer of board of trustees, $600; in all, $12,932, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 40, line 5, afterthe word 
** charities,’’ to insert ‘‘ at the rate of $3,000 per annum,”’ and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘or so much thereof as may be 
necessary ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For superintendent of charities, at the rate of $3,000 per annu OOK 
much thereof as may be necessary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, page 41, line 5, after the word ‘‘hospital,’’ to strike out 
‘*seven’’ and insert ‘“‘ ten;’’ so as to make the clause read 

For the Children’s Hospital, $10,000 

The amendment was agreed to.- 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 41, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘Asylum,’’ to strike out ‘seven thousand’’ and insert ‘‘six 
thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For St. Ann's Infant Asylug, $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 43, line 15, after the 
word ‘‘ maintenance,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘six:’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 








For the Washington Hospital for Foundlings, for maintenance, $6,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 41, line 17, after the word 
‘*maintenance,’’ to insert ‘and repairs,’’ and in line 17, before the 
so as to 
make the clause read: 

For Association for Works of Mercy, for maintenance and repairs, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 42, line 5, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary ; 
and all disbursements for this object, beginning with the current fiscal 
year, shall be accounted for through the Department of the Interior;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


For expenses attending the instruction of deaf and dumb persons admitted 
to the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb from the District of Colum- 
bia, under section 4864 of the Revised Statutes, $10,500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary ; and all disbursements for this object, beginning with the 
current fiscal year, shall be accounted fur through the Department of the In- 
terior. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Kansas, 
who is in charge of the bill, aboutthisitemat the topof page42. What 
deaf and dumb persons are entitled to be instructed in the institution ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The persons who are there described are not local 
people in the ordinary sense of the term; they are such persons as the 
Secretary of the Interior may designate as proper persons on account 
of their misfortunes, of course; and they do not go there obviously on 
account of their citizenship in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN. They go there from other parts of the country ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, from other parts of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask whether they are selected under reg- 
ulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Intericr. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; practically, The Secretary, in the exercise of 
his discretion, I believe, says that a person who belongs to one of these 
unfortunate classes, who is here from any other portion of the country, 
shall be assigned there, and the Government pays for his care and treat- 
ment, 
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Mr. MORGAN. The language of the bill is ‘‘ for expenses attend- 
ing the instruction.’’ Does that include board and clothing? 

Mr. PLUMB, Everything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, in section 1, page 42, line 13, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


The qnestion is on agreeing to the 


l'o enable the Secretary of the Interior to provide for the education of feeble- 
minded children belonging to the District of Golumbia as provided for in the 
act approved June 16, 1880, $3,400, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next'amendment was, on page 42, line 15, after the word “ care,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and repair, ’’ and in line 16, tostrike out ‘‘ twelve thousand 
seven hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand;’’ so as to make the 
clause read 

Militia of the District of Columbia: For rent, fuel, light, and care and repair 
of armories, $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 42, to strike out lines 
21 and 22, in the following words: 


For expenses of paradesand inspections, including music and horses for same, 
S200 
$ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 42, line 24, after the 
word *‘ equipments,’’ to insert “‘and contingent expenses;’’ so as to 
make the clause read 

For cleaning and repairing uniforms, arms, and equipments, and contingent 
expenses, $150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 42, to strike out line 
25, in the following words: 

For repairs of armories, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 43, line 4, to strike out 
the words ‘‘annual encampment for six days’’ and insert “ drills, 
parades, and instruction;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For expenditures for camp grounds, and for expenses of drills, parades, and 
instruction, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 43, line6, after the word 
‘*For,’’ to strike out ‘“‘repairs ofroads,’’ and in line 7, after the word 
*‘range,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven hundred and fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ two 
hundred and sixty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For clearing and mowing grounds, and completing rifle range, $265. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 43, to strike out from 
line 9 to line 19, inclusive, as follows: 

For repairs of buildings, $500, 

For building ice house and stable sheds, $600, 

For purchase of mess furniture, $250. 

For hire of cooks, waiters, and laborers, $909. 

For ice, vegetables, and other subsistence supplies, $300. 

For hire of horses, $1,200, 

For music, $750, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 43, after line 19, to in- 
sert: 

For expenses of drills and parades, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in line 22, after the word ‘ transportation,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and incidental expenses of rifle practice on the rifle range ;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For transportation and incidental expenses of rifle practice on the rifle range, 
$500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 43, line 24, after the 
words ‘* purchase of,"’ to strike out “‘ water carts and,’’ and in the same 
line, after the word “‘ barrels,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred ”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘one hundred and four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase of water barrels, $104 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 44, line 2, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to insert: 


And no contract shall be made or liability incurred under appropriations for 
the militia of the District of Columbia beyond the sums herein approp’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 45, line 1, in the appro- 
priations for ‘‘ water department,”’’ after the words ‘* one hundred and,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’? and insert ‘‘ twenty ;’’ in line 13, after the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred,’’ and in line 14 after the word 
**thonsand,’’ to strike out “‘one hundred and fifty-six’ and insert 
‘*six hundred and twenty-six ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For distribution branch: For one superintendent, at $1,600; one draughts- 
man, at $1,500; one foreman, at $1,200; one clerk, at $1,000; one time-keeper, at 





$800; one assistant foreman, at $900; one tapper and machinist,at $900; one assist- 
ant tapper at $600; four engineers,at $1,100 each; one extra engineer for such times 
as may be actually necessary, at $3 per day, not to exceed $540; one blacksmith, 
at $720; two plumbers, at $750each; two assistant machinists, at $750 each; one 
property-keeper, at $600; six firemen, at $730 each; two flushers, at $540each ; 
one driver, at $480; one watchman, at $480; one hogtler, at $480; one calker, at 
$730; and three laborers, at $500 each; and for not to exceed at any time two 
inspectors on manufacture of cast-iron pipe, at a maximum rate of $4.50 per day 
for such periods as their services may be actually necessary, $1,500, to be imme 
diately available; in all, $40,626. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment at the top of page 45 escaped my at- 
tention. That should not have been agreed to. It was a mistake. 
The sum should be $750, the sum heretofore appropriated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will be reconsidered, if there 
be no objection. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 45, line 1, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
the committee report to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as 
to read : 


One blacksmith, at $720. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. The total in line 15 should be changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total will be changed by the 
clerks so as to suit the other figures. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 46, after line 15, to insert 
the following as an additional section: 

Sec.2. That the amount charged against the revenues applicable to the ex- 
penses Some on the government of the District of Columbia, for the water 
supply ofsaid District, provided for by the deficiency 4 ye act maupoved 
March 2, 1889, is hereby credited to said District,and hereafter it shall be the 
duty of the commissioners of the District of Columbia to include in theirannual 
estimates for the expenses of the water department an estimate to be made by 
the Treasurer of the United States of theamount necessary to refund, in twenty- 
five annual installments, said sum as aforesaid credited to the District of Co- 
lumbia, with interest on said amount at the rate of 3 per cent, per annum, com- 
puted annually on the principal sum remaining unpaid. And the provision ef 
the “Act for the organization, improvement, and maintenance of the National 
Zodlogical Park,”’ approved April 30,1890, which requires that one-half of the 
sums therein appropriated shall be paid out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, is hereby repealed, and whateveramounts have been paid out of said 


revenues for this purpose shall be repaid and credited to said District on the 
books of the Treasury. 


Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, it is proper to say, in regard to this 
amendment, two things: First, the expense of putting in the water 
pipes, which became necessary after the failure of the tunnel, in the 
work of supplying the city with water, was charged against the cur- 
rent revenues of the District. When in the contemplation of Congress 
it became necessary to increase the water supply of the District, it was 
provided that the expenditure should be made in the construction of a 
tunnel, and that the sums expended in the construction of that tunnel 
should be charged against the water revenues of the District in certain 
installments and bearing a certain rate of interest. The watersystem 
of the District of Columbia takes care of itself. It not only pays its 
current expenses and expenses for repairs, but also pays for extensions; 
and there is no doubt that it will continue to do so, although the price 
charged here for water is probably less than in any other city of the 
United States. 

When it was found that the tunnel was not going to answer the pur- 
pose, provision was made in the deficiency appropriation bill for the 
laying down of certain large pipes, under the direction of General Casey, 
Chief of Engineers, in the outer periphery of the city, which would an- 
swer the purpose of supplying water. But by inadvertence, as I am 
bound to believe, the charge for putting in those pipes was made against 
the current revenues of the District, whereas it ought to have been 
made against the water revenues of the District, as other sums have 
been heretofore. Of course, that made a double burden, and a totally 
improper burden, upon the general taxpayers. 

Mr. SPOONER. How was it charged ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It was charged nst the current revenues. Every 
one who is familiar with municipal affairs will realize that when it be- 
comes necessary to put in permanent improvements, like water works 
and things of that sort, there is no municipality that bears the burden 
of the construction of the plant that is destined to be used for an in- 
definite period out of revenues derived from current taxation. This 
is provided for, as a rule, in all municipalities by some sort of debt, 
that is, by bonds or certificates or something of that kind, by which 
the burden of it is carried over and distributed through a number of 
years. 

So, this improvement being necessary and having to be made, it 
either ought tohave been charged against the water revenues, the same 
as the expenses of the tunnel were, or else it ought to have been pro- 
vided for in some other way which would have taken it off from the 
annual expenses of the District of Columbia. It becomes necessary 
this year, if affairs are to be properly carried on, that this shall be 
charged back; and it is doubly proper for the reason I have stated, 
that it was improperly charged against the current revenues instead of 
being charged against the revenues of the water department. 

When it comes to the Zodlogical Park, there is involved a matter 
which has been the subject of discussion in both Houses of Congress, 
and which has sooner or later to be met. It seemed to the committee 
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entirely improper that the District should be charged with the ex- | 
pense of maintaining the Zodlogical Garden or any part of it. It isin 
no sense a municipal expenditure. Whatever idea Congress may have 
about a Zodlogical Park can not at any time be subjected to the ques- 
tion even incidentally as to what revenues the District of Columbia 
has for the purpose of carrying on its municipal expenses, and there- | 
fore have something left over which might be applied to the gardens. | 

It can be readily seen, of course, that the park itself might fail to | 
answer the purposes for which it was intended or to be of any conse- | 
quence, if we were to be all the time limited, in the acquisition of speci- 
mens and in the incurring of expenses, to funds which might be derived 
from taxing this District rather than to the ability of the Treasury to 
meet charges of this kind. 

But it is unjust that this expenditure should be put upon the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, because the District has no interest in it that is not 
common to all the people of the United States. Congress may think, 
guided by the views of the head of the Smithsonian Institution or some- 
body else, that we ought to get some expensive specimen, a zebra, or 
a rhinoceros, or an elephant, or hippopotamus, or something of that 
kind from a great distance, in which the interest of science ani the 
spread of general intelligence are involved, but not questions relating 
to this immediate locality. 

I have thought it wise to make this statement in order that, if the 
Senate should adopt this amendment, the whole subject with reference 
to the controversy, which may or may not ensue, but which will be 
liable to ensue with another legislative body, may be put upon a | 
proper and rational basis. 

As to the park which has been provided for, to be located. imme- 
diately north of the Zoélogical Garden, that is a different thing. Pro- 
vision has been made for the payment of one-half of the expense of the 
land for that park out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, and 
nodoubt in time, when it comes to be improved and policed and taken 
care of from year to year, Congress will allot a proper proportion of 
the expenses of that park to the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
because that park comes within the proper statement of a municipal 
purpose. But the Zodlogical Garden is an entirely and wholly differ- 
ent thing. 

While I say now, as I have heretofore said, that I think the arrange- 
ment to-day between the District of Columbia and the Government of 
the United States with reference to the payment of the expenses of the 
District is too liberal to the District, yet 1am unwilling to disturb it 
in this indirect way, and I think it is very important that we shall not 
do so, because if we are ever to take up that question again withaview 
of establishing a new relation we should not want to be embarrassed 
by such a consideration as the expenditure of a part of the money of 
the District for zodlogical purposes, which would necessarily be in- 
volved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 12, to insert the fol- 
lowing as an additional section: 

Sec. 3, That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money inthe Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,750,000, or so much thereof as may be 

uired, to redeem the bonds of the District of Columbia falling due July 1, 

, said sum to be drawn from the Treasury only upon the requisition of the 
Treasurer of the United States, and applied to the redemption of the bonds as 
aforesaid, and for no other purpos® whatsoever. The Treasurer of the United 


States shall, at the close of the fiscal year 1892, and at the close of each fiscal 
year thereafter, add interest to said sum, computed at the rate of 3 





r cent. 
— annum upon the sum remaining unpaid,and shall pay into the Treasury 
he sums provided forthe sinking funds for the fanded debt until the full amount 


oo sum appropriated, with interest thereon as aforesaid, shall have been 
paid. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas for 
information, because I know very little about District affairs, whether 
any partof the sum required to discharge these bonds is to be paid out 
of the funds of the District of Columbia or whether it is all to be paid 
out of the funds of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is paid just as the expenses of the District are 

id: one-half out of the general funds of the Treasury and one-half 

the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr, CARLISLE. This section does not say so. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator will see that the latter part of it 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ihave not readit;Ionly heard it read at the desk. 

Mr. PLUMB. The first clause provides for the payment of the debt 
out of any money in the Treasury. The last clause is as follows: 


The Treasurer of the United States shall, at the close of the fiscal year 1892 
and at the close of each fiscal year thereafter, add interest to said sum, com- 
puted at the rate of3 per cent. per annum upon the sum remaining unpaid, and 
shall pay into the Treasury the sums provided for the sinking funds for the 
funded debt until the full amount of the sum appropriated, with interest thereon 


as aforesaid, shall have been paid. 

There is a general provision of law which creates a sinking fund in 
this District. That sinking fund is made up of a certain percentage of 
the revenues of the District, to which is added an equal amount from 
the revenues of the General Government. From time to time during 
the operation of that law this fund has been applied to the redemption 
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of the debt, as it became due, and to the purchase of it in anticipation 


of its maturity. That fund is now exhausted; that is to say, there is 
I now applicable to the payment of the debt which matures on the 
Ist day of next July, amounting to about $2,750,000; but that sinking 

l still goes on, and will refund to the United States in the next six 
years this sum of $2,750,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I understand that the sinking fund is com- 
posed of moneys to be paid in, one-half by the United States and one 
half by the District of Columbia? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, it has a certain ratio to the revenues of the Dis- 
trict. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


amendment of the committee 


The question is on agreeing to the 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and coneluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I wanted to say one other thing about 
this matter, as justifying the action of the committee. 

It seemed to the committee that unless this provision was put on 
here the debt maturing next July would not be provided for. This 
debt is, in a sense, a debt of the United States, and the default, there- 
fore, would be the default of the United States. The Treasurer of the 
United States recommended the issue of new bonds to draw not over 4 
per cent. interest, in order to take up this debt, but in the alternative 
recommended the adoption of the plan which is represented by this 
amendment. 

At the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions when this matter came up, I interviewed the then Secretary ot 
the Treasury, who stated that it would be unwise, in his judgment, 
to provide for the issue of so small an amountof bonds; that it would 
be uncertain; that they would have to mature at an early period, or 
at a succession of early periods, and that it could not be told what 
prices they would bring, and the subject would be attended with a good 
deal of annoyance, and soon. He also said it would be decidedly bet- 
ter that the money should be paid out of the Treasury and reimbursed 
to the Treasury by the sinking fund with the addition of this sum of 
3 per cent. on the principal. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator tell me what was the origin of 
this debt? 

Mr. PLUMB. Itispart of the improvement debt issued some twenty- 
five years ago. Some of it now draws 6 per cent. interest 
7 per cent.; the larger portion of it 6 per cent. interest. 

I was requested by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
after the consideration of the bill by the committee, to offer anamend 
ment, which I now submit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the fact that there are two or three committee 
amendments that have been passed over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill offer the amendment now, and then we can 
go back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Kansas will be reported. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would like toask the Senator from Kansas a ques- 
tion, but I will wait until the amendment is read 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asks the Senator 
Kansas where the amendment is to be inserted. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is to come in at the close of section 3. 

The Cuter CLERK. Add to section 3: 


and some 


The amendment of the Senator from 


from 


That the rate of interest to be collected of any person owing arrearages of gen- 
eral taxes prior to July 1, 1889, on assessments for special improvements, in 
cluding the laying of water mains, now due to, and the liens for which are held 
by, the District of Columbia shall be 6 per cent. per annum in lieu of the rate 
and penalties now fixed by law all accrued costs: Provided, That this provision 
shall apply only to taxesand assessments paid on or before the 30th day of June, 
1891: Provided, That as to al] taxed costs and charges unpaid on said date there 
shall be added a penalty of 10 per cent., to be calculated on all sums due, 

Mr. PLATT. Is the word ‘‘on’”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘All accrued costs. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The word ‘‘and’”’ is omitted. 

Mr. PLATT. I call the attention of the Senator to the phraseology 
as read by the Chief Clerk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word ‘‘and’’ is stricken out, 
but it would appear that it should be retained. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know but that that is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word ‘‘and’’ will be inserted, 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
knows what the present penalty is for which 6 per cent. is substituted? 

Mr. PLUMB. The present rate of interest is 10 per cent. Then 
there have been from time to time costs added to that. This is prac- 
tically the law as it now stands with reference to a class of these taxes, 
But there are special taxes in arrears for sewers, etc., not provided for, 
and the commissioners ask that that be inserted, except that part in 
regard to the penalty to be added on the 30th day of June, if not paid 
then, which is my own suggestion, not theirs. I propose that 10 per 
cent. penalty be added at that time as an inducement to pay prior to that 
date. There are several hundred thousand dollars of taxes in arrears 
in this District. 


or ‘‘all’’ before 
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‘*aecrued costs’’? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand that thisamendment makes 
a reduction of interest from 10 per cent. to 6 per cent. up to a certain 
point of time, and then a reimposition of 10 per cent. ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, a reimposition on all that was originally due, 
and added to that a penalty of 10 per cent. for nonpayment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Kansas, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, In regard to section 3, on page 47, I wish toask the 
Senator who has charge of the bill how long it will take the District 
of Columbia to repay this money to the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Treasurer estimates six years. 

Mr. DANIEL. At 3 per cent. interest? 

Mr. PLUMB. At 3 per cent. interest. Mr. President, I will ask 
the Senate to go back to page 12, to the word ‘‘ Provided,’ in line 24. 
That word was stricken out. The word ‘‘hereafter’’ following the 
word ‘*That’’ should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out ‘‘hereafter,’’ afterthe word ‘‘That,’’ 
in line 24, page 12; so as to read: 

That when new sidewalks or curbing are hereafter required to be laid, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, On page 16, after line 12, I move to insert: 

That the appropriation of $10,000 for grading and regulating Brightwood 
avenue from Rock Creek Chureh road to the District line may be expended 
on the east side of said avenue if the proportionate amount of land required to 
be donated under said appropriation is donated on the said side, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the fact that on page 23 there was an amend- 
ment of the committee passed over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that that amendment may be agreed to. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. On page23, line 9, before the word ‘* hundred,”’ 
the committee report to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ and insert the 
word *‘ four,’’ in the items for teachers in public schools; soas toread: 


For nine, at $1,400 each, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
24 will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 24, line 15, the committee report to 
change the total of the appropriations for teachers from $578,800 to 
$575,700. 

Mr. PLUMB. Two hundred dollars more will have to be added to 
the total. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
and the amendment agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, Then, at the bottom of page 28, I move to insert what 
I think was in contemplation by the committee, but was overlooked: 


The amendment passed over on page 


The figures will be made to conform 


That all sums herein appropriated for the erection of schoolhouses and im” 
provementof country roads shall be immediately available. 

What results is this: I presume this bill will be passed and approved 
before the 4th of March, yet it will not take effect until the 1st day of 
July. The accounting officers of the Treasury Department hold that 
advertisements for work under it can not be made until after that date. 
That occasions the loss of nearly all the working season before the im- 
provements of the character which are provided for in this bill can be 
undertaken. 

In regard to the country roads it is stated that by reason of this fact 
the expenditure of the money is attended with a great deal less of good 
results than usual; and, in regard to school buildings, it takes an even 
twelvemonth from the time a building is contracted for before it is 
ready for occupation, as a rule, This amendment, if adopted, will 
give to the District theschool facilities provided for in the bill at least six 
months earlier than they would otherwise get them and besides will en- 
able the buildings to be constructed mainly during warm weather, when 
the construction can be carried on to much better advantage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Before submitting the amendment 
the Chair will call the attention of the Senate to the only amendment 
of the committee that has not been passed upon, on page 25, line 10. 
The amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the item for janitors and care of buildings 
and grounds, page 25, line 10, after the words “ Peabody building,” 
strike out the words ‘‘ and annex.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kansas will be submitted to the Senate. The amendment 
will be read. 

The Curr CLERK. At the bottom of page 28 insert the following: 


That all sums herein pene for the erection of schoolhouses and im- 
provement of county roads shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments to be 
offered to the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 
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Mr. CALL. I move toinsert under the head of ‘‘charities,’’ and 
after the paragraph relative to St. Rose Industrial School, the words: 
For the Hospital for the Incurable, $3,000, 


I understand that this has been recommended by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, and I am informed that the papers show- 
ing that fact have been left with some Senator here. I willstate that 
this is a most deserving charity and that this hospital is the only 
place, I am informed, in the District of Columbia where a person af- 
flicted with an incurable disease may be taken care of with some de- 
gree of comfort. 

It is acharity which has attracted the attention of some of the chari- 
table ladies of the Districtof Columbia, who have liberally contributed 
from their private means for its maintenance for several years. I am 
informed that there are now some fifteen or twenty destitute persons 
afflicted with absolutely incurable and fatal diseases who are depend- 
ent upon this charity entirely for their support. These ladies have 
purchased or leased—I think probably leased—a building in the sub- 
urbs of the city, and the entire expense of maintaining this institution 
falls upon private contributions. 

I am also informed by them that there are quite a number of persons 
the relief and care of whom are beyond their means. I believe that 
there are now in this District many persons who have incurable and 
fatal diseases and who are in great destitution. I therefore ask that the 
committee will consent that the amendment may be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 41, after line 9, insert the following: 

For the Hospital for the Incurable, $3,000. 


Mr. PLUMB. There is no doubt in my mind about the merits of 
that institution and about the active and effective philantbropy of the 
ladies who have it in charge. The Senate put on at the last session, 
on the motion of the committee, a provision similar to the one now pro- 
posed, but it did not meet with favor in conference, on the part of the 
House conferees, and consequently it was lost. 

The Senator from Florida is, of course, aware of the theory upon 
which the committee has proceeded with reference to matters of charity 
this year as well as last year. There hasbeen more or less of feeling that 
we were proceeding in the dark in regard to any appropriations made 
for charitable purposes; that we were doing too much in some direc- 
tions and not enough in others; and, lacking in knowledge upon this 
subject, and not even finding anybody else better equipped, the com- 
mittee determined last year to provide, so far as they could, fer an in- 
spector or superintendent of charities of the District of Columbia, with 
a view of determining just what ought to be done, seeing what we were 
now doing, the necessities of the situation, and what more, if anything, 
was necessary in order to meet that situation. 

Of course there is something to be said in favor of the proposition 
which the Senator advances, for these incurables are objects of special 
sympathy, and should not beallowed to languish for proper care or with 
only such care as may be supplied by private contributions. 

I do not_care, Mr. President, to oppose the amendment, so far as 
that is concerned, but simply desire to state the ground upon which 
the committee declined this year to insert it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I understand that this has been sub- 
mitted to the commissioners of the District. I have notseen the paper, 
but I have been so informed by the ladies and that the paper is in the 
hands of some Senator here. 

There is no doubt in regard to the existence of this charity, and none 
whatever in reference to the fact that it is superintended by the ladies 
of the city of the highest character and the greatest liberality, for I 
have been to the institution myself, and have seen the poor, miserable 
inmates there taken care of and comfortably provided for. There is 
no doubt that it is an object of great interest to the charitable people 
here. 

But, Mr. President, while there has been provision, and I think 
proper provision, in this bill for the charities of this District, there is 
not a single one of them that is moredeserving than this one, and none 
which appeals more earnestly to the sympathies of every person, for I 
understand that these people are in a state of absolute destitution. 
Some of them have had the good fortune in their lives to be comfort- 
ably provided for, but after all their relatives had passed away they 
have been left in absolute want, without any institution whatever, ex- 
cept the poorhouse, where they could be even furnished with a shelter. 

In the poorhouse there is no provision made for their wants, for their 
diseases, for their comfort. Some of these people are paralytics, al- 
most incapable of uttering a singlesound, with no power over or use of 
their limbs. I do not think thereis a Senator who, if he were to visit 
this institution, would not be disposed to provide liberally for it. 

As I said before, some of the leading ladies of the city are concerned 
in this. It is not proper that I should mention them by name here, 
but I think the fact is known to many of the Senators that this is true. 
I hope that this appropriation will be made without any objection on 
the part of anyone. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I suppose no one here is di 
to resist reasonable appropriations of public money to be properly dis- 
tributed forcharitable purposes in the District of Columbia, over which 
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the United States has jurisdiction. But it seems to me sometimes that 
we are extending this system a little too far. It is the duty of the 


several States to provide for the maintenance of their own poor, the in- | 


sane, the blind, the idiotic, etc., and the very furthest extent of the 
duty of the United States Government in connection with the people 
of the District of Columbia is to provide for the maintenance of these 
classes of people who are residents in the District. 


ultimately we shall have in the District a large proportion of the in- 
sane, the idiotic, the paupers, and the blind who ought to be sup- 
ported by the several States to which they belong. Every time that 
we go a step beyond the extension of this system to persons who act- 
ually live here—— 

Mr. CALL. This applies to people who live here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 1 do not understand itso. I do not understand 
that there is any such limitation in the amendment, or that any of the 
appropriations we are now making for the support and assistance of 
these charitable institutions have any such limitation put upon them. 
The consequence is, as everyone here personally knows, that people are 
absolutely invited into the District of Columbia to take their places in 
these institutions which are supported at the expense of the people of 
‘the District and the Government of the United States. 

I will go as far as any one to support charitable institutions in the 
city and the District into which the people of the District shall be 
received, just as other cities and counties and political subdivisions 
throughout the United States provide for the support and maintenance 
of their own poor and their own unfortunate citizens. But I certainly 
do not think it is good policy to enter upon a system which would in- 
vite people from everywhere in the United States to come to the city 
of Washington and fill this District up, as it were, or at Jeast toa large 
extent, with this unfortunate class of people, who ought to be distrib- 
uted throughout the country in the various States, counties, and cities 
where their homes are; and I would oppose any proposition that would 
have the effect to bring them here in the way I have suggested. 

This is a new appropriation entirely, as I understand, for the benelit 
of an institution which has not yet received any aid from the Govern- 
ment. That aid has not been extended, I suppose, because it was 
known, or at least believed, that the institutions already in existence 
in the District were sufficient to support and take care of this untor- 
tunate class of people. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, it is certainly ungracious to op- 
pose any particular appropriation for a specified charity. This appro- 
priation, proposed by the National Home for Incurables, undoubtedly 
would be helpful and beneficent to the class of unfortunates designed 
to be helped; but I am compelled to agree with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky in suggesting that this amendment ought not to be adopted at 
this time. 

There are many charitable institutions within the District which I 
think might well be helped by the General Government. I know of 
several. I have knowledge of a charity connected with All Souls’ 
Church in this city, where the women of that religious organization 
have a colored kindergarten at the Miner building in this city, where 
they take charge during the day of colored infants. That charity 
struggles along with meager contributions from private hands, and yet 
it is doing an importantand noble work. It has not come to Congress 
for aid. It might as well come as some of the charitable organizations 
which are already provided for in this bill. 

I have had knowledge of other similar charities, and I have been 
asked to urge the Committee on Appropriations to take note of some of 
these charities, and grant them assistance from the moneys of the pub- 
lic; but I have refrained from doing it, as the Senator in charge of the 
bill well knows. I have refrained from doing so because I have felt 
that there was danger that the list of annual appropriations for private 
benevolent associations in this District would become too widely ex- 
tended. So I have been content to leave the subject to the good judg- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, and neither to oppose any 
of the allowances which they have been willing to make nor to move 
to add others to their list; and there, I think, it ought to be left. 

I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill whether there 
have not been many charities called to the attention of the committee— 
not this one alone, of which the Senator from Florida now speaks, but 
others—to which the committee have not proposed to make donations; 
and I should like to ask of him what the general rule of the commit- 
tee has been in making up this list of appropriations for charitable as- 
sociations within the District. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think there were three charities that were specially 
pressed upon the attention of the committee at this session that have 
not been provided for in the bill, of which the Home for the Incura- 
bles covered by the amendment of the Senator from Florida is one. It 
is pretty hard to say what system has been adopted in regard to chari- 
ties in this District. I should not like to enter into that in any great 
detail. Appropriations get on the bill under one pretext or another, 
“only for this year,’’ ‘‘only give us a building,’’ and so on, and they 
manage to stay there. This thing has gone on to such an extent that, 
as I said a moment ago, the committee were led to doubt very seriously 


If we are to go | 
further than that, if we are year after year to appropriate money to | 
various charitable institutions, old and new, the result will be that | 
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| of private individuals. 
| a good many people were drawn into the purview of these charitable 
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whether they were doing the best they ought to do for the charities, 
whether they were providing for all those that ought to be provided 
for, and whether, as suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, they were 
not providing for some people who ought not to be provided for here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desiretoask the Senator whether, if this amend- 
ment is adopted, there will be any sort of governmental supervision 
over the expenditure of the money, and whether it is not better policy 
to confine these appropriations to those institutions in the management 
of which the Government has some agency and some power. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think probably that would be very well. Undoubt- 
edly there ought to be supervision, and that supervision is provided 
for to a certain extent already by law. On the other hand, it has 
seemed wise to leave the matter as far as possible to the philanthropy 
But it hasseemed from time to time as though 


institutions who did not really need to be there, not only because they 
were not always proper objects of charity, but many of them belonged 
somewhere else. 

But for the purpose of settling this question and taking it out of the 
range of private solicitation, which is so dangerous a guide when we 
come to the expenditure of public money, the committee last year 
determined to have this whole subject of charities undergo an investiga- 
tion from an impartial and intelligent source. Therefore they pro- 
vided for a superintendent of charities, not designing thereby neces- 
sarily to create a permanent office, but to enable the President to name 
some one, gifted and experienced, who could come here into the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and see what was going on, see what was necessary 
to be done, and then tell us what plan we ought to operate upon, in 
order that we might fairly and justly settle our own responsibility and 
duty in this matter. 

Pending the decision to be arrived at, pending this investigation, the 
committee determined that it would not suggest the establishment of 
any new charity or the appropriation of any money for any additional 
charity, but would run the risk of letting something more or less meri- 
torious go by for the time being rather than run the other and greater 
risk of entering upon an expenditure which, judging by the experience 
we have hitherto had, once entered upon, would always be continued. 

As I said a moment ayo, there is no doubt that the ladies who are 
in charge of the work spoken of by the Senator from Florida are in- 
telligent and philanthropic in the last degree. They are doing a work 
which is creditable to them, just as the laidies whom the Senator from 
New Hampshire spoke of a moment ago are doing work creditable to 
them. 

No doubt we have had great benefit in many, if not in nearly all, of 
these institutions by the association of men and women who are be- 
nevolently and philanthropically inclined, in connection with what the 
Government is doing. But it has got to that point where no one, not 
even the commissioners themselves, pretend to know whether the work 
that is being done is the precise work that ought to be done or not. 
They do not pretend to know that some of these institutions are not 
overlapping the functions of others. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator how many of 
the seVenteen institutions for which appropriations are made in this 
bill have any such governmental supervision as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky inquires about? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink none of them has any governmental super- 
vision, in the strict sense of the term. Allof them are subject by law 
tu visitation by the commissioners of the District or under their direc- 
tion; that is tosay, they have a right to inquire, they have a right to 
go and inspect them, and all that sort of thing, and they do that to 
some extent, as they make mention of them in a brief wayin their re 
port. But at the same time they say that they have not time to do 
that work as it ought tobe done. They can not makecomparisons be 
tween the functions of the several institutions so as to see whetlier one 
is trenching upon the prerogatives of another, or is going into the field 
of another, or whether anyone is doing only the work which it ought 
to do as a local institution. 

I say, however. I have no doubt that there isa large amount of very 
effective charitable work being done here by the good people of the Dis- 
trict which it is especially useful to cultivate, to have in association 
with the operations of the Government; and the only question is, having 
agreed upon a plan of operations which embraces the entire supervision 
of this whole subject by a commissioner of charities, whether we shall 


| enter upon new expenditures until that plan shall have been developed. 


Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow meto makeaninguiry? I 
have an impression that heretofore in these bills the hospital known 
as the Garfield Hospital has always had an appropriation. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is contained in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; it has never beeninthis bill. There are two charities which have 
been treated as under national protection. One is Providence Hospital, 
situated on Cipitol Hill, a Catholic institution, which has had an ap- 
propriation of $15,000 a year ever since I have known anything about 
appropriations, and I think has had it ever since the war. Along with 
that—-perhaps I mightsay tosome extent in competition with it—came 
up, after the death of President Garfield, the institution about which 
the Senator from Illinois inquires, the Garfield Hospital. It is a Prot- 
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estant institution; I have no doubt that both of them are carried on 
upon very much the same general plan. 

The Garfield Hospital had the benefit of a donation to begin with 
of a large amount of property, a valuable tract of land lying west of 
the State, War, and Navy Department building, which had belonged 
to some institution whose functions had practically ceased, and Con- 
gress authorized the transfer to the Garfield Hospital. That gave it a 
good start of some $50,000 or $60,000. It had, besides, the benefit of 
the widest possible solicitation from those who were attracted by the 
name and wanted todo something in memory of the late President Gar- 
field. It has had, besides, the active co-operation of a number of ladies 
who are very well known, of national reputation, sincere and earnest 
people. It has had also an appropriation out of the Treasury, I thirfk, 
of $10,000 a year until last year or the year before, when we gave it 
$15,000, putting it on the same footing with Providence Hospital; and 
it is safe to say that it will never get less. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether the 
superintendent of charities has been already appointed, and, if so, 
from what section of the country he has been selected. 

Mr.PLUMB. The superintendent of charities was appointed by 
the President of the United States some time ago, and I think he has 
been confirmed. I know the report was made from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia some days ago. He was appointed from the 
State of Nebraska. I donot recall his name. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The name is Warner. 

Mr. PLUMB. Having had occasion to makeinquiry, in view of the 
interest which I took in the subject before, I learned that he had 
had experience as & post graduate of the Johns Hopkins University, 
of Baltimore; that succeeding that, he had been employed in connec- 
tion with the charities of that city, which are said to have exceptional 
value. I know nothing further about that, except that the President 
took time enough, at all events, to get agood man, and if he has not 
got the best man in the United States it iseither because he could not 
be had or for some reason still more unfortunate. 

Mr. CALL. Mz. President, I do not think the objections which 
bave been made to this amendment will stand the test of reasonable 
and intelligent examination. 

This District is placed under the charge of Congress. Congress is re- 
sponsible for its good government and for such legislation as will effect 
all the ends that are required for the government of a community in 
accordance with our modern ideas, To say thatitis probable that peo- 
ple will come from the States and wil! become the subjects of charity 
is, of course, manifest; and if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Car- 
LISLE | desires to eliminate from the bill every charity which may be 
administered so as to benefit citizens of States who may be required to 
be here, when afflicted, let him make that movement. That has noth- 
ing to do with this case. If he wishes to say that the Government in 
its administration here shall confer no benefit except upon those who 
have been residents here for a term of years, that is a proposition that 
has nothing to do with this. 

All these charities, Mr. President, may be subjected to govern- 
mental supervision or visitation or restriction. The question is simply 
this: Is it true that there are in this community destitute persons af- 
flicted with incurable and fatal diseases for whom no provision has 
been made? Will any Senator say that he will object to some poor, 
helpless, afilicted person, who is beyond the reach of human cure, hav- 
ing some public assistance, when that person is absolutely destitute? 
Why, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will not say that. 
Where is the institution—he is bound to point it out, if he objects 
to this amendment—where is the institution where such a person can 
be taken care of? Is it the poorhouse, which is provided for the poor 
who are well, and not specially for those who are afflicted with incur- 
able disease? Where is the hospital in all this list of charities where 
such persons may be cared for with comfort until death shall end their 
suffering ? 

You have the testimony of ladies of high character, who have freely 
given their money and their time to the relief of those poor people, to 
the truth of this statement; you have the recommendation of the com- 
missioners of the District; you have the statement of Senators on this 
floor that there are now some fifteen or twenty persons taken charge 
of by these ladies and that their means are inadequate to care even for 
them, much less to aid the great number of others who are uncared for. 

Now, Mr. President, what are the hospitals and asylums of charity 
provided for in this bill? There is no one who hassaid that this is not 
the proper thing todo. There is no one who kas said that the persons 
who have established this charity have the means tocontinueit. There 
is no one who denies the proposition that there are numbers of these 
people not taken care of who are in great need. 

Why, the fact that we may invite, by a beneficent system of charity, 
people to come here has nothing to do with this amendment. If you 
wish to prevent that, say they shall not come. They céme in the or- 
dinary course of business. If you think that persons will come here 
simply to be taken care of introduce legislation to prevent it. Thatis 
no objection to the charityitself. That isno reason why the obligation 
of charity does not rest upon us. 

Isay, Mr. President, that you can not extend these charities too far. 
Wherever we find an object of charity in this District it is incumbent 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 








FEBRUARY 12, 





upon every Senator and upon Congress to provide for it to the best of 
our ability, to the best of the national ability. Is there any doubt 
that the Government of the United States, the people of the United 
States, are able to take care of the proper objects of charity in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? Why the very suggestion, Mr. President, that we 
can extend these charities too far is in itself contradicted by the prin- 
ciples upon which we must legislate and by all this long list of chari- 
ties supported by the Government. You may give charity to unde- 
serving objects, but you can not extend charity too far as long as there 
is a proper object of charity, and one that is deserving, to be found in the 
District. 

This bill starts out with an appropriation of $3,000 per annum for 
superintendent of charities. Is that as deserving an object as these 
poor people who are dying from want and disease? No one could 
doubt that there is no degree of comparison in the merits of these two 
appropriations. 

What are your commissioners doing; what are these people who are 
engaged in this work of private beneficence doing, that they can not 
have superintendence of these charities, instead of bringing from a dis- 
tance a person and giving him a salary of $3,000? [J am not objecting 
to having a commissioner of charities, if you see fit to have one, nor to 
the merits of the person. But I say that as between supporting this 
individual and these poor, dying people there is no degree of com- 
parison. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield? 

Mr. CALL. I do. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator is referring to the recent appointment 
of superintendent of charities and corrections for the District of Colum- 
bia, as I understand? 

Mr. CALL. Yes.. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The appointee having been brought from a great 
distance, etc. 

Mr. CALL. That is what I referred to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thatgentleman, whose name is Warner, was born 
and reared in my State. Heisa comparatively youngman. Hegrad- 
uated at the university of our State, then took at the Johns Hopkins 
University a regular scientific course, and afterwards remained one 
year as post graduate, aslam informed. He is aman of unusual tech- 
nical knowledge and singular qualifications for this most important 
service. He has written some of the ablest papers that have been writ- 
ten upon this most important and interesting subject. He was not 
known either to my colleague or to myself before this appointment was 
made. Wewereinterrogated by the President as to his fitness and quali- 
fications, the Presideat saying to us that the most eminent men in the 
country connected with the National Association of Charities and Cor- 
rections had presented his name to him. He was not himself candi- 
date or applicant for the position, did not desire it, at first declined it 
peremptorily, and even declined a second very earnest request on our 
part, when it wasagain tendered tohim. Finally he partially accepted 
the position, but with very great reluctance and with certain limitations 
as to his actions finally. There is no person in the United States, per- 
haps, better qualified for that position, in view of the testimony that 
is presented to us from all these sources, than thisman. He is at pres- 
ent one of the most accomplished and learned professors in our State 
university, which ranks among the strongest in the West, and as I 
understand it his disinclination to accept this position has arisen from 
his desire to remain in his present useful and honorable relationship 
with that institution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have not said a word about this per- 
son, nor has the statement of theSenator any relevance to the case. He 
may be the best man possible. I have nothing to say in regard to that. 
But I say this, that if there be destitute persons afflicted with an in- 
curable and fatal disease, persons who are destitute and dying in the 
District of Columbia, it is the duty of Congress to make the best pro- 
vision that can be made for their relief and for the care of them dur- 
ing their lives. I say that is a charity which no community, no civ- 
ilized people, can deny. 

Now, is it true that there are such persons in the District? You 
have the evidence of the commissioners of the District of Columbia; 
you have the evidence of many ef the most respectable people in this 
city, you have the testimony of Senators upon this floor, and you have 
the statements of these charitable ladies that their private means are 
inadequate to accomplish this object. 

Now, what are the charities provided for? Why does not the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] move to strike them all out of 
the bill? Persons may come from the States here and receive the ben- 
efitsof all these charities. For myself, I desire the people of the States 
who have business here to have the benefit of such charities as the 
Government provides, and, if they die here orif they become afilicted 
here, I think they have a right to be relieved. The only question is, 
is it a deserving charity or not? 

Now, what are the charities that are provided for? 
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the temporary home for soldiers and sailors, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, District of Columbia; Young Woman’s Christian Home, $1,000; 
Hope and Help Mission, $1,000; Washington Night Lodging-House 
Association, $400; for the support and maintenance of the Columbia 
Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, $20,000; for the Women’s 
Christian Association, $4,000; for the National Association for Desti- 
tute Colored Women and Children, $10,000; for colored foundlings, 
$2,000; Children’s Hospital, $10,000; St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, $6,500; 
St. Rose Industrial School, $2,500; National Homeopathic Hospital As- 
sociation, of Washington, D. C., $6,000; Association for Worksof Mercy, 
$3,000; Washington Hospital for Foundlings, $6,000; Church Orphan- 
age Association of St. John’s Parish, $2,000; National Temperance 
Home, $2,000; House of the Good Shepherd, $3,000. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that these are all proper and deserv- 
ing charities; but who will say that a poor, afflicted, dying person, dy- 
ing with an incurable disease, shall have no place prepared where he 
can be the subject of charity, nothing except the poorhouse? That is 
the fact; and because it is true that in the whole list of these charities 


that class of people are unprovided for these ladies have formed this | 


association, they have leased the house. They came to the last Con- 
gress, and the Senate inserted in the bill a provision of $2,500 for them. 
They are here again. They state the fact that they are unable from 
the means that they have accumulated to ta!:e care of these people, and 
that there are applicants whom they are utterly unable to provide for 
who can be found right here in this community. 

It seems to me that noone should object upon the ground that these 
charities may be extended too far, upon the ground that there should 
be Government supervision, upon the ground that the people from the 
States may come here. These are the points that have been made, and 
the only ones. 

It is said that we must wait until this commissioner of charity has 
adjusted these charities. Why? What reason can be given for that? 
What is the testimony? Here are these people now suffering, dying. 
It is a question of doubt whether the ladies who have established this 
home can maintain this institution where these people are now cared 
for, some fifteen of them, I understand, incurably afflicted, paralytics, 
utterly helpless. Here is the testimony. Why wait? What reasons 
can be given? The commissioners of the District of Columbia recom- 
mend it. I have been to the hospital; I have seen it myself; and I 
know these people are there; half a dozen Senators know it, and I 
understand that papers were left here with some Senators. So, Mr. 
President, there is nothing in these objections. 

If you want to have Government supervision insert it in the bill. 
The Senator from Kentucky can draw an amendment to accomplish 
that object, to which I suppose every one will agree. 

If the bill is defective in those respects amend it; provide for the 
supervision. If any of the parties are undeserving, if anaged, afilicted, 
and destitute person incurably diseased has no right to public charity 
and to comfortable provision then oppose it upon that ground. But 
surely there is nothing in these provisions. The fact that we may ex- 
tend these charities to undeserving peopleis one thing. The question 
is, are we doing it now in this Congress and upon this bill? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Since I objected to this amendment the Senator 
from Kansas, who has this bill in charge, has stated an additional! and, 
in my judgment, a conclusive reason why we shouli not attempt now 
to extend or to multiply these appropriations to provide charitable insti- 
tutions in this District. The fact that Congress has already provided 
for the appointment of, and the President has appointed, a superin- 
tendent of charities for this District, at a salary of $3,000 a year, whose 
duty it will be to investigate this whole subject and make his report 
from time to time to Congress, is a fact which ought, it seems to me, 


ficial information from that source. 

I have not said that this institution proposes to extend charity to any 
undeserving or unworthy subject. I know nothing whatever about it 
except what has been stated by the Senator from Florida, and that is 
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Mr. CALL. None whatever. gS 
Mr. CARLISLE. Now that is a purely charitable institution, | 
admit. But the point I make is that until we receive a report from the 


superintendent of charities, whose appointment has already been made, 
we ought not to extend these appropriations. 

The Senator from Florida seems to discuss this subject as if the Goy- 
ernment of the United States were Jefraying out of the public Treas- 
ury all the expenses of these institutions so far as Congress may make 
appropriation for them; whereas, as a matter of fact, the property- 
holders of the District of Columbia are required by law to contribute 
out of their earnings one-half of thissum. I submit to the Senator 
from Florida whether he thinks it is fair and just to the people of this 
city that the charitable institutions of the District of Columbia shall 
be crowded with inmates from Maryland and Virginia and Pennsylva 
nia and other States lying within convenient distance of this city, who 
are to be supported at their expense in large part. If the Government 


| of the United States proposes to establish some great national asylum 
| here in which the blind, the lunatics, the idiots, and the poor of the 


whole country shall be received and maintained, that is a different 
question, an entirely different question. 

I should be opposed to that much more perhaps than I am opposed 
to this; but Congress certainly has no right to make appropriations of 
money here one-half of which is to be paid by the taxpayers of the 
District of Columbia unless it confines the beneficiaries of this institu 
tion to the residents of the District of Columbia. Ido not mean, a 
the Senator from Florida seems to have supposed, that a person s! 
have been for acertain length of time a resident here. If he is here 
and is afflicted, that would be sufficient; but I protest against the ap 
propriation of public money and the imposition of expense upon the 
people of this District to support this class of people who come here fo1 
the express purpose of being supported simply because these institu 
tions, by reason of the munificence of the Government, are perhaps 
more comfortable places, in which they can receive better treatment 
than they could at their own homes. 

Let us wait, then, until the superintendent of charities has made his 
ofticial investigation and his official report, and if we then find that the 
charitable institutions in the city and District are not sufficient for the 
accommodation of these residents, let us make proper and suitable pro 
vision in a proper way for their enlargement or for their increase, with 
a provision which will include some kind of governmental supervision 
over the expenditure of the money, some kind of government control in 
the management of the institutions themselves. 

Let us not make this city and District a Mecca toward which the 
faces of the unfortunate classes of people all over the United States will 
be turned; but let us confine it, as institutions are confined in other 
cities of the United States, to the residents, either permanent or tem 
porary, of the city and the District itself. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky is discu 
ing propositions which are not involved in this amendment, and which 
have no kind of connection with it, amy more than the North Pole has 
with the South Pole. The question whether there should be Govern- 
ment supervision is one thing and a totally distinct thing from the ques- 
tion whether a person now dying, destitute, with incurable disease 
should have some provision made for him. Those two things are en- 
tirely separate, and the Senator from Kentucky can not by any process 


should 


| of reasoning mix the two together, and he can not defend his retusal of 


charity to this dying and aftlicted person by saying that there ought to 
be Government supervision. If it is true for that it is true for every 
charity provided for in this bill. If it is true that, because we havea 


commissioner of charities appointed who has not yet made any report, 
| we ought not to make any appropriation, then the Senator ought to 
to cause us to pause in these appropriations until we receive some of- | 


that this will be a sort of refuge for persons afflieted with incurable | 


diseases. To what extent they may be afilicted at the time they are, 
received into this institution isnot known. What their pecuniary cir- 
cumstances may be is not known. 


move to strike out every charitable appropriation in the bill. It 1 
lates just as much to other institutions and more, because they receive 
much larger amounts. But it is not trne, and can not be defended in 
reason. Suppose we have all the evidence that is here, and conclusive, 
to form a judgment, what more can the superintendent of charities 
give to us? 

Are we to abandon our own judgments upon exclusive testimony— 





that is the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky—because a single 


No statement has been made by | 


the Senator and no evidence produced to the Senate to show that this | 
institution will receive only those who are indigent and not able to | 


care for themselves, - 
Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, unques- 


tute. He says ‘‘To what extent?’’ ‘‘Incurable’’ is the extent; per- 
sons who are afflicted with incurable disease and are destitute. 


commissioner of charities shall tell us ‘‘ You shall notdoas your judg 
ment requires you upon complete and perfect evidence?’’ 
Mr. CARLISLE, I want to get the report of the facts as to the num 


| ber of institutions, the use of funds, and all other facts necessary to 
| enable Congress to form its own judgment. 
tionably that is the foundation of the charity, persons who are desti- | 


Now, I wish the Senator from Kentucky, if he will pardon me, to | 
meet the proposition. This is a charity for indigent, destitute people | 
who are afflicted with incurable and faial disease. Of course that does | 


not mean slight disease; that means fatal disease, disease that is hurry- 
ing them on to a premature death. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That means,then, as I suppose from the Senator’s 
statement, that this is a purely charitable institution; that no inmates 
are received except those who are unable to support themselves, and 
therefore the institution will receive no income whatever from them. 


Mr. CALL, When we have a report of the facts from other peop 
what more can his report add. That is all there is in it 

Mr. President, that proposition will not do. If there is a deficiency 
of testimony here to show that there are such people in this District, 
if there is a want ef testimony to show whether or not some provision 
has been made for them, that might be an objection, but when the tes- 
timony is full and abundant that can be no objection 

If the fact is true that we are making a Mecca here, that has noth- 
ing to do with providing charities for the people who are here. As | 
said, let the Senator from Kentucky intreduce his amendment and pro- 
hibit people coming here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida a 


| 
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question. Has he any evidence to show that persons are now excluded 
from any of the other charitable institutions in this city beeause they 
are afilicted with incurable diseases? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly; here is your bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My question is whether the Senator can furnish 
any evidence to show that any of the charitable institutions, any hos- 
pital in this city, excludes a person from it because that person is 
afflicted with an incurable disease ? 

Mr, CALL. 
is the law of the country. 
That is your appropriation. That is your Providence Hospital. That 
is all your institutions. This very bill requires that it should be so. 
There is no doubt about that. 

Then, Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky must introduce his 
amendment. He says that the people of the District pay half. Well, 
they are part of the United States. Unquestionably they do. They 
ought to pay their reasonable share of the general taxation because 
they are in the United States. The half may be right and it may be 
wrong, but it has nothing to do with this question. 

If it is wrong it ought to be adjusted. That is anotherthing. Byt 
they are subject to taxation, and Congress is simply the authority that 
distributes the proceeds of the taxation levied here according to its 
judgment, The question is whether it is a proper thing for Congress 
to provide somewhere in some bill for that class of persons who are des- 
titute and afflicted with incurable disease, with fatal disease, whose 
lives are being hurried to a conclusion in pain and agony and want. 

Now, I say this upon the authority of the ladies who have investi- 
gated the subject, and who have been moved by the fact that there was 
no provision to be found for these people to organize and incorporate, 
and from their privaie means relieve, so far as their means extended, 
the number of persons which their accommodations were adequate for. 
They have been here soliciting from time to time, and have brought 
here, I understand, the approval and recommendation of the commis- 
sioners, and have left it with some Senator here. That is the testimony. 

Mr. President, all that I can say is that these objections relate to 
every charitable appropriation in this bill; and there is no one of them 
that is so deserving as this, and not one that appeals so strongly to 
every intelligent and just consideration of the Senate. It isa singular 
objection which the Senator from Kentucky makes, that we may make 
the laws and the appropriations so just and wise and liberal in this Dis- 
trict that the people from all the States will come here to live. If we 
can make a model government we should do so, and set the States an 
example of right. There is but little danger of making it too good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], which 
will be reported. 

The SecrTary. On page 41, after line 9, insert: 

For the Hospital for the Incurables, $3,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if there is any provision in the bill now making the appropriations 
for the improvement of the suburban streets outside of the limits of the 
city proper and within the District available immediately. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senate hasalready adopted an amendment pro- 
viding that the appropriations for school buildings and for the country 
roads should be immediately available. 

There is a verbal amendment that ought to be made on page 17. 
The word “ lines,’ in line 6, on that page, should be “‘line,’’ so as to 
read, ‘‘the District line.’’ I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

’ The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I wish to ask for a separate vote on the amend- 
ment agreed to on motion of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the other amendments will be 
submitted, if there be no objection. Shall the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole, with the exception of the one named, be 
eoncurred in? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reserved amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. After line 9, on page 41, insert: 

For the Hospital for the Incurables, $3,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The Chair is in doubt. 

@ Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoLquitTt]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who is detained from 
the Chamber to-day by illness, If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


Certainly; the law prevents them from doingit. That | 
They have a right to temporary treatment. | I would vote “ nay.’’ 


| BROWN]. 





Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. 
Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 

Mr. GEORGE. 


IT am paired with my 


I am paired with the Senator from 


He has not voted. 
I am paired with thatSenator. If he were present, 


Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Mr. PADDOCK (after haying voted in the affirmative). I should 
liketoinquire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. EustTIs] is recorded ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has a quorum voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ifa quorum has not voted, I vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. On the statement of the friends of the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], with whom I am paired, as to his posi- 
tion in respect to this matter, I will renew my vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Bar 
BOUR]. 

Mr. DAWES. I vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEorGE], but I understand he would vote ‘* nay ’’ on this prop- 
osition, and therefore I will vote the same way. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bate, McConnell, Pugh, Walthall. 
Call, MeMillan, Squire, Warren, 
Carey, McPherson, Stockbridge, Washburn, 
Casey, Paddock, Teller, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Pasco, Vance, 
Faulkner, Pierce, Vest, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Coke, Hampton, Reagan, 
Allison, Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Berry, Dixon, Hoar, Shoup, 
Blair, Edmunds, Morgan, Ss ner, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, urpie. 
Carlisle, Gray, Plumb, 
Chandler, Hale, Power, 

ABSENT—40. 

Allen, Dolph, Higgins, Platt, 
Barbour, Eustis, Ingalls, Quay, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Brown, George, Kenna, Sherman, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Colquitt, Harris, Moody, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 


So the Senate refused to concur in the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was 
very anxious to offer some amendments tothe bill. Ido not see him in 
his seat. I sup he has concluded not to offer them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; he does, I know. He was called out of the 
Chamber for a moment. 

This is an important bill, and while waiting for the Senator from 
Virginia I think the Senator from Kansas in charge of the bill ought 
to give us ageneral statement of what this bill carries, the amount appro- 
priated, and the condition in which it leaves the finances of the District, 
and particularly as to the necessity of striking out the provisions for the 
improvement of the streets of the city. There has been a good deal of 
inquiry about it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
we are not quite through with the consideration of the amendments that 
have been suggested. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to 
the Senator from Virginia ? J 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move tostrike out the words beginning with ‘‘Pro- 
vided,’’ in line 6, page 3, down to and including line 25. I will briefly 
state my reasons for moving this amendment. 

This proviso I move to strike out is in the following words: 

Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and di- 
rected to re-examine the accounts of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia accruing since July, 1878, and prior to March 6, 1883, and credit the same 
with all such d rsements and ee made in good faith and hereto- 
fore suspended or disallowed in settlement of the same wherein it shall satis- 
factorily appear that the money was paid to employés of the District prior to 
their discharge, or for goods sold and delivered, work and labor done, mate- 
rials furnished or services rendered to the District in accordance with contracts 
and agreements made in good faith on behalf of the District, and also to adjust 


and settle equitably said accopnts, allowing all payments made in settlement 
of claims against the District and for expenses incurred in good faith on ac- 
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count of the District: And provided further, That the sum total of the accounts 
so allowed shall not exceed in amount $20,000, and that the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia shall report to the next Congress the amounts so allowed, 
on what account, andto whom. 

Mr. President, it appears upon the very face of the text of this por- 
tion of the bill which I have read that these items of account that the 
bill as it stands would allow have already been disallowed in the set- 
tlement of the commissioners of the District, and they must, of course, 
have been illegal charges upon the Treasury. 

Now, Congress is the only supervisory body to the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia; their transactions and expenditures are 
charges upon the people of the District and upon the people of the 
United States; and it does not seem to me that it is wise or just to the 
taxpayers to allow illegal items to be credited to public officers unless 
it at least should appear in each case that the irregularity occurred 
under such circumstances and under such peculiar conditions as to 
make it just to the taxpayers to make the item a charge upon them. 

The language is a little vague in saying that the accounting officers 
are to consider whether these charges were made in good faith. What 
constitutes good faith in that regard would perhaps bea little difficult 
to determine, and the accounting officers of the Treasury are not judi- 
cial officers, who can hear testimony pro and con and consider matters 
of intent, as it would seem to me. If Congress is to be appealed to as 
a high court of equity to administer justice between man and man ac- 
cording to the peculiar conditions of a particular case, it seems to me 
that those circumstances and conditions should be set forth to Congress 
in an application for relief; that a report should be made detailing 
them; and that then this body should pass upon the case according to 
its merit; but if we legislate upon this matter as it stands, it seems to 
me that we must legislate in the dark. I am not aware of any report 
that shows the itemsof these transactions or lays them before us in such 
manner that each of us upon his conscience as a judge can say what 
would be right as between the Government and the officer. 

It is with no disposition to criticise the administration of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or to intimate any opinion adverse to its public officers 
that I express these sentiments. Itis merely to indicate what would 
seem to me the appropriate manner of administration, for it does not 
appear to me to be proper that in an appropriation bill to provide for 
the necessary expenditures of government its text should be encum- 
bered with a rather vague measure of relief. 

Mr. PLUMB. There isof course force in the suggestion of the Sen 
ator from Virginia that this matter might with great propriety be made 
the subject of a special bill, and there is undoubtedly a tendency, which 
it is well to correct, on occasions at all events, to put matters of this 
kind, which ought to be the subject of specific legislation, upon appro- 
priation bills; but this was put on in another body, and it got that 
sanction at least, and inasmuch as it is not in any way improper, but 
on the contrary is a very proper exercise of power on the part of Con- 
gress, it seemed to me wise to let it stay just where it is. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would the Senator be interrupted if I should ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I would not. 

Mr. DANIEL. What would be the meaning and application of 
“good faith’’? That they were simply honest and did not intend to 
make peculation out of the Government? 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely, in connection with the other words, which 
the Senator, I think, has overlooked. ‘This is ‘‘for goods sold and de- 
livered, work and labor done, materia!s furnished or services rendered 
to the District in accordance with contracts and agreements made in 
good faith.’ That is to say, the District has had whatever it con- 
tracted to have, and the commissioners acted in good fuith within what 
they believed to be the purview of their proper authority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from Kansas 
whether there is any statement from the commissioners of the items 
and particulars of what this twenty-thousand-dollar account, in round 
numbers, is composed of. If we had such a statement we could all 
more or less readily see whether it was for so much furniture for a Dis- 
trict office, or whether it was for horse hire for driving somewhere, or 
whatever. Has the committee any detailed information as to what 
composes this thing that is to be wound up by this general provision ? 

Mr. PLUMB.. When this subject was up before, while the bill was 
in Committee of the Whole, I made a statement, which I will go over 
again with some more particularity. 

About five years ago, I think it was, this matter became the subject 
of consideration by the Committee on Appropriations. The then First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, Mr. Lawrence, had suspended accounts 
of the District commissioners (I think the three commissioners were 
Major Twining, deceased, the engineer commissioner, and Messrs. Mor- 
gan and Dent) to an amount of about $50,000. The Comptroller sent 
to us astatement of the accounts which he had disallowed. They were 
@ very considerable number, and they involved, as I remember now, 
nearly all of them, the exercise of adiscretion which, so far as the com- 
mittee could determine, had not been unwisely exercised, provided the 
discretion existed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, really for the public service? 








Mr. PLUMB. Really for the pubiic service. Up to that time, as 
it seemed, the District commissioners had proceeded upon the theory 
that they were municipal officers, and that as such they had some such 
discretion as was exercised under the laws of the several States by 
officers presiding over municipalities similar to the city of Washing- 
ton. They had made certain allowances, for instance, to policemen 
for time when they were absent sick—one, two, three, or five days, I 
think; probably there was no case where there was as much as thirty 
days allowed. They had established a rule that where a policeman 
was prevented from performing service by reason of sickness and so 
on he should have pay up to a certain point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there anything in the law that would stop his 
salary if he was sick? 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose really under the law, as it was construed 
by the Comptroller, they ought to have stopped the salary the mo- 
ment the duty ceased, there being no provision for relief in case of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I wanted to get at, whether, the 
law saying policemen should have a thousand dollars a year, the fact 
that a policeman was sick would not stop his pay unless the commis- 
sioners chose affirmatively ‘1 some way to interfere. 

Mr. PLUMB. Their a-sounts were disallowed because it transpired 
that they had paid some such sum. There were a few small items for 
school supplies, as I now remember, and for services to teachers, in 
which the vouchers were informal or were lacking, which amounted 
toasmall number. They had paid a sum for interest due on what 
was known as the Linthicum debt, perhaps $25,000, out of the con- 
tingent fund, and that was disallowed. They paid a thousand dollars 
to aid in a firemen’s exhibition here, that is, the assemblage oi fire- 
men of the United States, according to the plan which has prevailed 
more or less in other municipalities in the United States, and so on, 
None of the items were large. They had in one or two cases of small 
amounts spent money tor the improvement of streets adjoining the 
tracks of the railroads, where it was held that the obligation was upon 
the railroad company; but that was a very small part 
member—only a few hundred dollars. 

The subcommittee went over that matter with a great deal of care, 
and as a result they put in an appropriation bill—I can not recall now, 
but I have it here somewhere—a provision which they thought would 
enable the Comptroller to settle these accounts according to the plan 
which is practically expressed in the proposition now pending. But 
when the Comptroller came to construe the law he said it was not broad 
enough, and the result is he went over and screened out all but about 
$20,000 of these accounts, giving them credit for them and leaving the 
balance to be settled thereafter. 

That is the condition now. I went over them myself, and while I 
should a great deal rather this matter had appeared somewhere else, 
there was no item in it, so far as I could observe, that had not been 
expended in perfect good faith, for which the District had, except in 
minor instances, received value according to the ordinary acceptation 
of that term as applicable to the transaction of public affairs. The 
difficulty, itseemed, had grown out of the assumption of the commis- 
sioners of a discretion which the Comptroller decided they did not have. 
In other words, he decided that they were United States officers and 
not municipal officers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator turn to the law under which 
the settlements were made, and see what it lacked ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I can find it. It was in 1886. 
siou in the appropriation act of that year reads as follows: 

And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
credit the accounts of the ex-commissioners of the District of Columbia accru- 
ing since 1878 with all such disbursements and experditures, made in good 
faith, heretofore disallowed in the settlement of the same, wherein it shall sat- 
isfactorily appear that the money was paid for goods sold and delivered, work 
and labor done, materials furnished, or services rendered to the District in ac- 
cordance with contracts and agreements made in good faith on behalf of the 


District, and also to adjust and settle equitably said accounts, allowing all pay- 
ments made for expenses incurred in good faith for the benefit of the District. 


-l can not re- 


The provi- 


I do not see why that is not just about as broad as the provision con- 
tained in this bill. But, as I was saying to the Senator from lowa 
who sits in front of me [Mr. ALLISON ], one of the commissioners had 
urged me to interest myself in behalf of the incorporation of a provi- 
sion still broader than that, and I had said to him that I thought that 
was broad enough. Feeling someof the doubtstbat have been ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Virginia about the propriety of going into 
that sort of thing, and yet having no doubt, as I have not this mo- 
ment, that every single dollar of that money spent was honestly spent 
and spent in such a way that the District ought to pay it rather than 
they, I still would not accede to his request to further legislate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should say that all the difference is that the 


pending provision requires the accounting oflicers to go over it again. @& 


Mr. PLUMB. That is the way it seems to me, except there are 
rather more words in the last provision than in the former one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, if the Senator will pardon me, that the 
real legal effect of this (for the language is almost identical, and in sub- 
stance it is identical) is to authorize or require the accounting officers 
to review what had been done under the former act and to allow as 
much more of the $20,000 as they thought they would on a reccusid- 
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eration of what had already been rejected under the former law; and 
if that is it, I should think it was of very doubtful propriety on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely; but the Senator will remember that we 
found it here; we did not put it on. All I want te say about it is, I 
do not care about it at all, except that I have no doubt in my own 
mind (and I think that is concurred in by the memhkers of the sub- 
committee unanimously), after an ample inspection of the accounts 
sent down by the then First Comptroller of the Treasury, Mr. Law- 
rence, with minor exceptions, amounting to a very small sum, one or 
two hundred dollars perhaps, everything ought to be allowed in the 
settlement of their acccunts, putting it upon an equitable basis; and 
that was the opinion of the Comptroller himself, whosent down one of 
his subordinates to say as much to us, and afterward repeated it to 
one or more members of the committee in person. I think that if he 
himself had been charged with the final duty of settling these accounts 
he would have allowed them all, or all with trifling exceptions; but 
before that accounting was concluded there was a change in the office, 
and there is where I think the trouble arose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is really a new trial. 

Mr. PLUMB. No doubt that is really the effectof it; for the pres- 
ent Comptroller to consider whether what he regards as good faith is a 
little different from what was regarded as good faith by his predecessor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis what it comes to. 

Mr. PLUMB. And that is all there is about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, the Senator from Maryland | Mr. GorMAN], 
who is not present, asked me a question which is entirely proper, 
and one the answer to which involves the exercise of a fair duty on my 
part as having charge of this bill, and that was as to the relation be- 
tween the expenditures provided for in this bill and the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 

The estimated revenue of the District for the coming fiscal year, 
not including the 50 per cent. which is paid by the United States, is, 
in round numbers, $5,270,000. The appropriations carried by this bill 
are about $5,550,000. That would involve a small deficiency if that 
were the entire statement, but, as I said when the proper amendment 
was under consideration, the committee have provided for crediting 
the District of Columbia with one-half of the $575,000 appropriated in 
1889 out of the general revenues of the District for the purpose of mak- 
ing additions to the water supply; and it would perhaps be as well 
to restate that case. 

In 1882 Congress undertook to provide for increasing the water supply 
of the District of Columbia, and provided for what has since been known 
as the Hoxie-Lydecker tunnel, a tunnel which cost about $2,000,000, 
and which was to be paid for, as it was paid for, out of the Treasury 
of the United States, and required to be charged against the revenues 
arising from the system of water supply of the District in twenty-five 
equal annual installments, with interest computed upon them, upon 
the principal sam and each sum remaining due from period to period 
at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, 

Three years ago it becam.2 evident that the tunnel, then alleged to 
have been completed, was not completed in contemplation of law, and 
it became necessary, as was believed, to provide some other means of 
immediately increasing the water supply of the District. 

The Senator from Vermont who sits in front of me [Mr. EpMunps] 
was the chairman of a joint committee authorized by law to investi- 
gate that subject of the tunnel, its efficiency for the purpose for which 
it was designed, and alternatively to provide some other means of 
increasing the water supply if the tunnel should prove ineffective for 
the purpose. As the result, and after a consultation with skilled en- 
gineers from different parts of the country, the committee made up its 
mind, I think, that the tunnel was not adequate for the purpose for 
which it was constructed, and that something must necessarily and 
immediately be done to bring the result that the tunnel was expected 
to bring. 

As the result of that investigation there was inserted in the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill that year a provision requiring the expend- 
iture of the sum of $575,000, of which I have spoken, for the purpose 
of putting in the outer periphery of the city of Washington, along the 
margin of the amphitheater of hills with which it is surrounded, a line 
of water pipes some 4 or 5 feet in diameter, which, according to the 
judgment of the committee (which I think has been amply justified 
by the results), would be sufficient to furnish for the present and the 
immediate future that water supply which the tunnel had failed to 
furnish. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask a question? 

® Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr, PLATT. Who has paid the money, so far as it has been paid, 
which was expended in the construction of the tunnel which was aban- 
doned ? 

Mr. PLUMB. That was paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, and the installments provided forin the original act of 1882 have 
been promptly met since that time out of the water revenues of the 
District of Columbia. 
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Mr. PLATT. It has been paid half and half, in fact. 

Mr. PLUMB. Half and half, just as the other expenses of the Dis- 
trict are. 

Mr. HARRIS. While it is not material to any issue now pending, 
will the Senator inform me if he has any figures before him as to how 
much money was expended in the construction of the tunnel or conduit 
so far as it was constructed ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. About $2,000,000, in round numbers. 

Mr. PLUMB. About $2,000,000, in round numbers, is my recollec- 
tion; but little short of that. 

Mr. GORMAN. The District paid but one-half, I understand ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The District paid one-half and the Government one- 
half. The Senator will find on the last page but one of the bill, on 
page 42 of the original bill, two items of appropriation which are re- 
sponsive to that obligation created by the act of 1882. They are: 

For interest on account of increasing the water suppiy, as provided in the act 
of July 15, 1882, $30,499.43. 

For sinking tund on account of increase of water supply, under act of July 
15, 1882, $53,507.77. 

These items have been contained in all the District appropriation 
bills since the time when the money was actually expended. 

Mr. GORMAN. This tunnel was begun under the act of Congress 
and abandoned. It has been of no earthly use to the District up to 
this time. It was abandoned under the operation of an act of Congress 
a year or twoago. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansasif it 
is a fair adjustment for Congress to make, having ordered the construc- 
tion of the tunnel under the officers of the Army who were notskilled 
in that class of work, and who made a great blunder, to go on with it 
until you expended $2,000,000, and then by an act of Congress, with- 
out consulting the people of the District of course in any way, abandon 
the whole enterprise, and yet make these people pay one-half the cost? 
Now that seeins to me, if the Senator will permit me a moment, a very 
great hardship on these people when you have because of that been 
compelled, I understand in this bill, to stop all improvements on the 
streets and the property owned by citizens of the District of Columbia. 
I should like to have the Senator make a statement in regard to it, and 
whether he thinks we are dealing with these people justly in that mat- 
ter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator from Kansas will allow me, I should 
be glad to be permitted to say a word in this connection, as I was con- 
nected with the committee that made the investigations and made 
the report which was acted upon and gave the city the water. 

Going into the tunnel business was a very unfortunate transaction 
undoubtedly, but if the constitution of the government of the District 
of Columbia is right at all, then Congress was the governing power, 
and exercising that legislative governing power according to the best 
lights it had, just as the Legislature ofa Stateor the common council of 
a city or the supervisors of a county would do, it turned out that pub- 
lic enterprise, which it was hoped and expected would be of advantage 
to the public, and which asit wenton of course necessarily cost money, 
and which was a failure. 

Now, then, the failure is chargeable to the same fund naturally and 
ordinarily, the loss that was contributed to do it, and if the fault was 
that the people of the District did not have a representation in Congress 
or in the District government or in the Army of the United States, 
then it was not the fault of the failure of the procedure which entitles 
them to consideration or redress, but it isthe fault of the fundamental 
organization of the government of this District. 

I do not think there is any such fault. The government of the Dis- 
trict we have tried in all ways; I mean, first, a municipality, which 
got to running the people in debt so enormously, with very little re- 
sults, that Congress interfered and set up a Territorial government, as 
yeu may call it, a legislative assembly, with powers almost equal to 
those that a State has anywhere. 

That went on for a few years, and the debts and accumulations of 
responsibilities of the District ran up so fast and so badly, that after 
a most careful investigation by a select committee, of which I remem- 
ber my friend from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] was one, and Judge Thur- 
man, of Ohio, then a Senator, was another, reported to abolish that 
thing. We tried that, and it would not work, and the people were 
swamped on both the former experiments. Then we came to this, 
that Congress took the government into its own hands as regards law- 
making, and put the administration of the law into such officers as 
Congress chose to appoint, just as the Constitution of the United States 
provides shall be done. Now, it has happened that while Congress 

ys half of all the expenses of the District, which no State in any 
tate capital does or thinks of doing—— 

Mr.GORMAN. The Government owns more than one-half the prop- 
erty in the District. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that the Government owns more 
than one-half of the value of the property in the District in any sense 
of political economy. It owns this Capitol; it owns the White House; 
it owns the various Departments that have been built up; buton prin- 
ciples of such political and economical economy as I have been taught 
(and I am sure my friend from Maryland will agree with me about 
that) the value of property depends upon the income that can be got 
out of it when you bring it down to its last and finest point, what it 
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is worth for use. Here is a great city, which has a more or Jess great 
business, and whose inhabitants are very largely, it is true, composed 
of people who come here because they are not forced to, but want to 
get employment in the Government service, and so on, at higher rates 
than they can get at home, and the business of the Government and 
of the city goes on. 


Now, the Government being intrusted to a legislative authority, and 
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that legislative authority having imputed to a legislative executive | 


service the making of a street, or a tunnel, or a road, or a water pipe, 


or whatever, and that agent turns out to have made a mistake, to say | 


that either one party or the other should bear the whole expense of 
that misfortune it appears to me is an error. 
ernment of the United States is doing more for this city than any State 
does for its capital in respect of taxing the whole people of the United 
States to keep it up and make it goon, as I am glad they do. A\l- 
though at first I was not of that opinicn, I am satisfied it is the wise 
thing for a capital to do it. I do not think that the people, the tax- 
payers of this District—and I am oneof them—have anyright to clain 
that in justice or morals Congress is bound to make good the loss occa- 
sioned by an unfortunate mistake of the engineers. 

I thank my friend from Kansas for allowing me to say that. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
a wide field. But the committee thought that in any event, whatever 
might be said about the responsibility of the Government for the mis- 


I think that the Gov- | 


The question of the Senator from Maryland opens up | 


carriage of that tunnel, it was not proper to charge against the general | 


taxpayers any of the expenses of increasing the water supply of the 
District when, according to the fact and according to all the previous 
experience, the revenues of that branch of the Government were ample 
to provide not only for current expenses, but for proper extensions, in- 
cluding the tunnel and this line of pipes of which I have spoken. 
Whether it should be paid at once or whether it ought to be paid in 
installments is another question, but there certainly can be no doubt 
of the fact that it ought not to be charged against the current revenues, 
against the general taxpayer. 

The water takers ought to pay it. The water tax is sufficiently in 
excess of theannual current expenses to enable the payment to be made. 
The taxis low anyhow. All the other expenses of the extension have 
been borne out of these revenues, although they have sometimes been 
anticipated in the manner of which I have spoken by payment out of 
the Treasury, to be repaid as from time to time they accumulate. 

Now, one other thing, as long as this subject is up about that tunnel. 
Of course, if the Government of the United States is to guaranty that, 
it will run this District more econoniically than any other municipality 
in the country is run, and that it will stand bondsman for the integrity 
and for the judgment of all men who are employed in the District in 
and about its affairs, we have got what might be called an army con- 
tract; but I will venture tosay, if I may do so withontany egotism, that 
during the period of time in which I have known anything about the 
transaction of the purely municipal affairs of the District of Columbia 


| they have nothing to do with the performance of theirfunctions. Tl 
| District commissioners are United States officers. 
| they make mistakes. 
| made against them. 


| tively and improperly done. Itw 


| no voice, no control, no 
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all constructed at the expenseof the Government. In the lightof such 
opinions as the best engineers of the Army gave in 1882 the extension 
of the conduit was authorized, and in the shape it went from the Sen- 
ate the expenses were to be borne by the Government of the United 
States for that extension; but whenthe reservoir was established south 
of the Soldiers’ Home by act of Congress, that work was required to 
be done under the charge and control of an army engineer. 

Mr. PLATT. Did the commissioners have any power over it? 

Mr. HARRIS. None whatever. The army engineer, Lieutenant 
Hoxie, whose plan to a considerable extent it was, was in charge of it 
up to a given time (I do not remember the date); and up to the time 
when he was removed by the act of the Government from the charge 
of that work and sent elsewhere, and another engineer officer of the 
Army put in charge of it, there has been no complaint thatI have ever 
heard—I do not think any will be made—-that the work was not a per- 
fect success; but after Hoxie was removed and another army enginee 
was put in charge of the work | have been informed, and I think th« 
report of the committee show » fact, that the work was very defe 
is declared a failure, and then aban 
doned. It was the act of Congress that required the work to be done; 
it was the officer of the Government of the United 
vised and controlled it, and something less than $2,000,000 wer 
pended upon it, and then it was the act of the Government that aban 
doned it and adopted a new system, involving a cost of about $600,000. 

I do not see the justice in the act of the Government now demand 
ing that the taxpayers of the District of Columbiashall pay their on 
half of the loss sustained by reason of these various acts of the Gov 
ernment itself in respect to which the taxpayers of the District had 
power to direct or to stop the work. It is un 
just, in my opinion, and I shall favor nosuch policy. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the control which the taxpayers ot 
the District had over the army engineers is just the same, no more, 
no less, than that which they the District commissioners. 
They are not consulted about the appointment of the commissioners 


States who super 


have over 


Luc 

I have no doubt that 
Some very serious charges of that nature ar 
If the Government is responsible for the mistak« 
which the army engineers made, if they did make one in regard to the 
tunnel, then the Government is equally responsible for the mist 


LACS 


| of every official who now exercises authority under the appropriation 


they have been carried on with greater economy and integrity than is | 


usually experienced in municipalities otherwise governed. 
Yet I have often felt, and I do feel now, as though we ought to fur- 
nish at the capital of the country an experiment of municipal govern- 


ment based upon universal suffrage which would be, if we can make | 


it so, the best possible example of what the suffrage will do. Solam 


perfectly willing to let the government of the District be run in that | be worth less in a commercial sense than it would have been if it had 


way, and have at timescontemplated the introduction of a bill for that 
purpose in order that we may get back to the republican idea of govern- 


ment in this District for the purpose of seeing what would result and | 
for the purpose of furnishing possibly, as I said, the best example of 


what free suffrage would bring. 


government off our hands and run it, to credit them with the entire 
amount of that tunnel. I will venture to say that if they undertook 
it, by the time they ranthe government three or four yearsthey would 
be willing to take us back, tunnel and all. Ido not see any reason 
why, as the Senator from Vermont has well said and has better said 
than I could say, the government of the District by Congress should 
be expected to be exempt from all the human frailties and infirmities 
which attach to government elsewhere. 

Now, the committee did one other thing for the purpose 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to suggest, 
in view of the fact that the original conduit, the entire water-works 
system up to 1882 (if that be the date at which this extension was 
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acts or other acts in relation to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I wish tosubmita su 
gestion in connection with his last remark, which was that neither the 
people of the District nor the civilian commissioners of the District nor 
the engineer commissioner of the District: have any voice whatever as to 
the length of time the engineer officer is detailed ascommissioner; but 
the President, or rather the Chiefof Engineers (it is done in the name o! 
the President), removes him at will, and assigns another and another 
officer at will, as the District engineer who controls this particular class 
of work. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is nota subject that I think need be given fur 
ther discussion; at least I do not care to further discuss it myself. 
The tunnel is not necessarily an entire failure. I understand that 
General Casey says it can be made very good useof, althoughit might 


been constructed as originally intended. The Senatorfrom New Hamp- 


shire [Mr. BLAtR] desires to know how it could be used. General 


| Casey suggested (and I think that suggestion had very great consid- 


| eration in other quarters) that it could be used for submerged wate: 


| 


| jeal Park. 


omonge ; cf b | pipes; 
I should now be willing for one to vote, if the people will take this 


that water pipes could be inserted in it in such a way as to b 
of great use and make the tunnel worth a good deal more than i 
be—well, worth more than nothing. 

When we come to another item in this bill we find that the commit- 
tee has provided for the repayment out of the Treasury of the sum 
charged against the District last year for the maintenance of the Zodlog- 
The appropriation act of last year provided for this purpose 
about $90,000, of which one-half was charged against the revenues of 


t would 


| the District and the other half against those of the General Government 


authorized), had been constructed by the Government of the United | 
States, the people of the District not having been taxed at a]l in its 


construction, the bill which passed the Senate——- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, they were taxed 


in respect of a water fund for the works inside the cities of Washing- 
ten and Georgetown. 


Mr. HARRIS. Inside the city for the purpose of distribution, but 


not in bringing the water into the city. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the 14 miles up the Potomac were paid for 
by the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. The entire conduit, the dam across the Potomac at 
the Great Falls, the reservoir, and the mains that brought the water 
from the distributing reservoir west of Georgetown into the city were 


I made a statement to the Senate some time ago on this point during 
the absence of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN ], and I re 
peat now that the committee thought that the Zodlogical Park ought 


| not be dependent upon the question whether the District had available 


Di 


revenues or not for its maintenance. On the other hand, 


it was pot 
fair to charge to the people of the District a matter like this, in which 
they only have the same interest the other people of the United States 


have. 


Therefore we have provided here that that money charged against 


| the District last year shall be credited to their finances, and with these * 


| two items the amount appropriated | 
| able resources, about $100,000. 


yy this bill will be, less the avail- 
That is to say, if the anticipations in 
regard to the revenues are realized and all the money appropriated by 
this bill shall finally be found in it when it becomes a law, there will 
be in the neighborhood of $100,000 over and above what is nece 
for the purpose. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from Kansas mean to convey tho 
idea that there will be $100,000 surplus after providing for the improve- 
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ment of streets, or were the appropriations for the improvement of 
streets stricken out? 

Mr. PLUMB. They were stricken out in one place, but they are in- 
cluded, as the Senator will see, in the paragraph which follows. The 
whole amount is transferred from one place to another of $367,000 and 
something. 

Mr. GORMAN. What I want to get at is the fact. Iask the Sen- 
ator whether it is correct that the improvements provided for in the 
bill of last year will require the funds which have been raised this 
year? 

Mr. PLUMB. I now see what the Senator’s point is. There will 
not be money enough within about $200,000; that is to say, taking the 
revenues of the District and taking the addition to them of which I 
have spoken, they will not be sufficient to finish last year’s schedules 
for street improvements and to comply with the requirements of this 
bill in regard to street improvements by about $200,000. 

The Senator will remember the view taken of this matter in the com- 
mittee. It was thought that last year’s schedules ought in substance 
to be provided for, and therefore the schedules of this year were 
stricken out, and a general provision adopted to the effect that last 
year’s schedule should be first paid out of any money which might be 
available for street improvements this year. Of course if the House 
of Representatives yields to us on these points in regard to the trans- 
fer of the funds there will be enough from last year’s schedule and 
something for this year’s schedule. If the House should not do that, 
then itis proper to say that there will not be money enough by more 
than $150,000 to complete last year’s schedule, and I think probably 
something like $200, 000. 

That brings up a very interesting question in regard to the future 
finances of this District. Under the old form of government one-third 
of the expenses of improving streets were assessed against the abutting 
property, right and left. When the formof government was changed, 
it was found that the streets which had been improved had got into 
such bad condition that they needed to be replaced, and in order to 
avoid the seeming injustice of putting additional taxes upon the abut- 
ting property-owners for the replacement of these ineffective and bad 
pavements, it was provided that improvements of this kind should be 
paid out of the general appropriation, but it apparently was not in- 
tended that that rule of paving streets out of the general revenues 
should be made universal and always applicable. 

Until this bill was framed I do not think there has been any appro- 
priation bill since that period of time which has not provided for the 
replacement of cartain portions of what were called, in the common 
vernacular, the Shepherd pavements. They have all been replaced. 
The bill of last year, the year before, and perhaps the bill of the year 
before that contained very considerable appropriations for the improve- 
ment of new streets, that is, streets which had not been paved or im- 
proved under the old form of government. 

Three or four years ago what was called the permit system was adopted 
in reference to pavements, sewers, alleys, and various things of that kind, 
under the operation of which $165,000 was appropriated last year and 
the same amount is applied in this bill, of which the Government is 
to pay one half of the improvements and the other half is to be paid 
by the persons who own the abutting property. It is called the permit 
system, but the operation is sometimes carried on in opposition to the 
will of the lot-owners. Generally speaking, however, it is the result 
of an arrangement between the lot-owner and the District commis- 
sioners, whereby the lot-owner pays one-half of the cost of the im- 
provement, and the improvement is made by the Districtitself, under 
its own machivery, and one-half then is paid out of the permit fund. 
Last year there was inserted a similar provision in regard to streets, 
appropriating $50,000 more for the purpose of inviting the lot-owners 
of this District tocontribute in the same proportion for the improve- 
ment of streets as they had theretofore done under the permit system 
for sidewalksand for sewers and alleys and things of that sort, and that 
money was spent. 

I seems to me plain that we shall either have to secure a consider- 
able addition to the revenues of the District in the shape of new taxa- 
tion, or that we shall have to go back to the plan prevailing before the 
change of government, whereby some portion, at least, of the expenses 
of these improvements shall be assessed against the abatting property. 
In my State, and I think the same is true in nearly or quite all the 
States, the entire expense of street improvements is assessed against 
the abutting property. I do not know of any exception to that rule 
unless that which is furnished by the city of Washington. Whilst I 
perhaps might not venture at this time to recommend that the expenses 
be assessed on the abutting property in view of the plan so long ob- 
served of paying the entire expense out of the Treasury, still, something 
will have to be done which will relieve the general fund from the great 
expense put upon it. My own belief is that it will be found necessary 
and equitable, on the whole, to assess one-half the expense of future 
street improvements upon the property abutting on the same, 

Mr. GORMAN. I sought the information from the Senator from 
Kansas, who is in charge of this bill, because I believe the provision we 
have heretofore made is a very great hardship on the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and they should be relieved of it. 












I had the honor to serve on the subcommittee with the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who was the chairman, in the 
consideration of the question of the construction of the tunnel bringing 
the water from the reservoir near Georgetown to the reservoir near the 
Soldiers’ Home. I will not go over the grounds stated by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EpMUNDs], but I subscribe to all the Senator from Tennessee has said. 
That mistake cost $2,000,000, which is chargeable to the selection of 
the officers who controlled that work and the abandonment of it by the 
action of Congress. There it lies, half or two-thirds completed, and it 
will require, in all probability, the expenditure of but a small amount 
of money to have it utilized either for a tunnel or for the laying of water 
mains through it. 

Pending the investigation of the committee, and I think before any 
action was taken by Congress, it was determined, without reference to 
the views of the District commissioners, who come in contact with the 
people here, that we would make a large expenditure for water pipes— 
Ido not know but that it amounted to five, six, or seven hundred 
thousand dollars—and abandon this work in which the people of the 
District had a million dollars of their money invested. In the mean 
time we have gone on with the appropriations for the improvement of 
the streets, the District paying one-half of the cost of these plans for 
increasing the supply of water, the tunnel, and the pipes, and, as the 
Senator from Kansas has said, it has left the District in such a financial 
condition that it has been impossible to carry out the ordinary street 
improvements provided for in the act of last year, and the taxes of this 
year, 1891, if collected, will be all consumed and will be $100,000 
short of the amount required to provide for improvements ordered by 
Congress last year, leaving every item named in this bill unprovided for. 

I say that is nota proper way to conduct the affairs of this District. 
We all know that there are numerous streets which ought to be re- 
paired, and improvements which are going ov in the new additions to 
the city which ought to be provided for. They can not be provided 
for without increasing the taxation or relieving the people of the Dis- 
trict of the unjust burden created by Congress, without of course any 
consultation with them and without their even having a voice in the 
matter through their commissioners, appointed by the President of the 
United States, and the action of inefficient officers who were selected by 
the War Department or by the President of the United States. 

We have, I know, the usnal complaints as to improvements made 
in the different sections of the city. I hold in my hand a statement, 
which I will not trouble the Senate to read, from residents of the 
northeastern section of the city—the old complaint, it is trne—that 
there has been great discrimination and that probably nine-tenths of 
the money appropriated has been expended in the northwestern sec- 
tion of the city. As thecase now stands there will not be a dollar of 
money to provide forthe improvements which are contemplated in this 
bill until the taxes are paid in 1892, and, as the Senator from Kansas 
says, even then we shall be $100,000 short, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, unless we succeed in having the amendment of the Senate 

to relieving the District from the Zodlogical Park tax. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say to the Senator in the same connection 
that last year the Senate, on motion of the committee of which he is 
a member as wellas myself, provided for the repayment to the District 
of $100,000, the sum paid for the land embraced in the Zodlogical 
Park, which I think ought to be in this bill. In other words, as I be- 
lieve the annual expenses of the Zodlogical Park ought to be paid by 
the General Government, and sol think the land covered by that park 
ought to be paid for by the Government. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no provision in the bill for that purpose, 
I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no provision for that purpose. That would 
just about make the two ends meet against the contingencies about 
which we have been speaking. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator in charge of the bill will pre- 
pare an amendment to that effect before the bill leaves the Senate and 
let us vote upon it. I supposed that provision had been made for the 
purchase of the land as well as the expenditures of the park. The 
park, as a matter of course, is a national affair. It was gotten up 
originally, as I understand, by gentlemen connected with the Smith- 
sonian Institution. Itis their affair. They collected here a lot of an- 
imals and curiosities of various sorts which they wanted this park for, 
and I am informed—it is true not officially—that selected spots are be- 
ing laid off and disposed of by the professors of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution for magnificent residences for themselves, and a large part of 
it is to be utilized as a private park. 

Mr. DAWES. They are to be surrounded by wild animals. 

Mr. GORMAN. They are to be surrounded by wild animals, as 
they ought to be, in my judgment. I trast the Senator from Kansas 
will amend his amendment to section 2 of this bill and make provision 
for the Government reimbursing the $100,000 to the District. I think 
that is an act of simple justice. 

Mr. DAWES. I always thought the distinction between the Zo- 
dlogical Park and the other park was that the Zodlogical Park was in- 
tended to be a national affair, or that one of them was to bea national 
affair and the other a District affair, one of them being charged to the 
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United States and the other to the people of the District and the United 
States. 

. Mr. GORMAN, I do not refer to the great park which was provided 
for, but the Zodlogical Park, which belongs exclusively to the United 
States, and which originated with the officers of the United States; as 
I have said. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is right in that distinction. 

Mr. GORMAN. I had no reference to the other park. I think the 
citizens of this District can well afford to pay one-half the cost of that 
park, not only for the land, but for its maintenance, and I believe they 
are perfectly ready and willing to do it; but the Zodlogical Park was 
inaugurated by gentlemen connected with the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. AsI said some time ago, wild animals are to be collected there, 
and at the same time it is to be a sort of summer resort for the gentle- 
men connected with that institution. I have no objection to it, but I 
think the Government ought to pay for the maintenance of the park 
and pay for the land as well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. The Senator from 
Maryland is making some very interesting remarks, as I infer by hear- 
ing a sentence or two occasionally, but there is so much confusion that 
we can only hear a small portion of what he says. I should like to 
hear it all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will please come to order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think I have finished what I desire to say about 
the bill. I do trust, however, the Senator in charge of it will, as he 
is prepared to do so I have no doubt, offer an amendment covering the 
amount paid by the District of Columbia for the Zodlogical Park and 
directing its reimbursement from the Treasury of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the third reading of 
the bill. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. GORMAN, Does the Senator from Kansas intend to offer the 
amendment ? 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator knows that the member of a committee 
in charge of a bill has certain responsibilities, but they are somewhat 
circumscribed. I think the Senator himself ought to offer an amend- 
mentif he desires to have it adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no amendment prepared. I supposed the 
Senator had. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave asked the clerk of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to prepare an amendment and the Senator will have it ina 
few moments. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will take great pleasure in offering it. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in thechair). Theques- 
tion is on the third reading of the bill. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Maryland is going to propose an amendment as soon 
as it can be prepared. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment is being prepared by the clerk of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, CULLOM. There seemed to be a cessation of hostilities. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What are we waiting for? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill be read 
a third time? But the Senator from Maryland desires to propose an 
amendment, which is being prepared. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask leave to call up a bill while that is be- 
ing done? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Kansas will yield 
to the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there will be no objection to the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. PLUMB. I do. 


ABRAM F. M’CURDY. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 2472, being House bill 4806. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. A bill (H.R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. 
McCurdy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It authorizes the Secretary of War to issue and grant an honor- 
able discharge from the Army of the United States to Abram I’. Mc- 
Curdy, late a major in the Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, which dis- 
charge shall bear date as of May 30, 1864, and with the rank of major, 
notwithstanding his dismissal from the service by virtue of the pro- 
ceedings and sentence of a general court-martial promulgated in Gen- 
eral Orders, No. 98, May 30, 1864, from headquarters Department of 
the Cumberland; but no pay or allowances shall be paid by reason of 
such honorable dicharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend ment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBANY AND ASTORIA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent, while the Senator is 
waiting for his amendment, to call up Order of Business 2506. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 4737) to authorize the Albany and 
Astoria Railroad Company to construct one or more bridges across the 


Willamette River, in the State of Oregon, and to establish them as post 
roads, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is tnere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 


That the Albany and Astoria Railroad Company, a corporation created and 
authorized under and by virtue of the general laws of the State of Oregon, its 
successors and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Willamette River at a place suitable to commerce and not 
interfering with navigation, ata point ator near the city of Albany, in the State 
of Oregon, and to lay on or over said bridge a track or tracks for the more per- 
fect connection of any railroad or railroads now or hereafter constructed to said 
river on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite said point, under the lim- 
itations and conditions hereinafter provided. Said bridge shall not interfere 
with the free navigation of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from 
any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river by 
reason of the construction of said bridge, the cause may be tried before the cir- 
cuit court of the United States in and for any district in whose jurisdiction any 
portion of said obstruction or bridge may be. Said bridge shall be constructed 
to provide for the passage of railroad trains, and, at the option of the said com- 
pany or corporation, its successors and assigns, for the safe and convenient pas 
sage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot passengers for such 
reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed from time to time and approved by the 
Secretary of War. 

Sec, 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the op- 
tion of the company building the same, be built asa drawbridge or with un 
broken and continuous spans: Provided, That if said bridge shal) be made of 
unbroken and continuous spans, every span over the water way buiween the 
shore lines of the river at a bank-full stage shall give a clear headroom of not 
less than 40 feet above extreme high-water mark as known in the locality; 
also, that there shall be placed over the main channel of the river at least one 
span that shall give a clear water way available for navigation of not less than 
275 feet: And provided further, That if any bridge built under the provisions of 
this act shall be constructed as a drawbridge, the same shall be provided with 
two or more dra‘¢ openings, each having not less than 150 feet clear channel way, 
and in addition to said draw openings one or more fixed spans, each having 
not less than 200 feet clear channel way, and every partof the superstructure of 
said bridge shall give a clear headroom of not less than (0 feet above extreme 
known high-water mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so located as to af- 
ford the greatest possible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw open- 
ing shall, if practicable, be located next or near shore: Provided, also, That if 
the physical characteristics of the locality so require, and the interests of nav- 
igation be not injured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans or the number of 
the draw openings may be reduced: Provided, also, That for any two adjacent 
draw openings of 200 feet each one draw opening of 300 feet may be substi- 
tuted, if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, the interests of navigation be 
not injured thereby. 

Sec. 3. That all draw spans authorized by this act shall be operated by steam 
or other reliable power, and shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal 
for the passage of boats, except when trains are passing over said span or spans, 
but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in opening said draw after the pas- 
sage of trains; and also, that in casethe o, ning of adraw is delayed by reason 
of the passing of a train after thesignal has been given from a boat ready to pass 
through, the draw shall be opened for the passage of such boat before another 
train is allowed to pass over the said span or spans; nor shal! there be any un- 
necessary delay in the passage of trains over the bridge. 

Src, 4. That all piers shall be built parallel with the current of the river at 
that stage of water which is most important for navigation, and the bridge itself 
shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles thereto, and that riprapping 
or other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the required 
water way shall not be permitted, and alsothat piers which will produce cross 
currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed; and if after 
construction of any piers or accessory works they are found to produce the 
above-mentioned effects, or if any riprapping or other protection prohibited by 
this section is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, or at the expense of the company or per- 
sons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 

Src. 5, That the approachesto said bridge shall be so designed and constructed 
as not to interfere with the free discharge of said river in seasons of flood; and 
any encroachment on the high-water cross-section by piers, solid embankments, 
or otherwise which will result in unduly accelerating the high-water current 
at the site of the bridge shall not be allowed. 

Sec. 6. That any corporation, company, or persons owning, controlling, or 
operating the bridge built underthe authority of thisact shall buildand maintain 
at all times,as accessory works to such bridge, such booms, piers, dikes, guard 
fences, and similar devices as may be necessary toinsure atall timesa permanent 
channel forasufficient distance above and below the bridge site, and for the guid- 
ing of rafts, steamboats, and other water crafts safely under or through said 
bridge; and if at any time after the construction of the said bridge and its ac- 
cessory works the approaches to draw openings, channel spans, or raft passages 
in said bridge are found to be dangerous or difficult of access by any important 
class of river traffic, the Secretary of War may, upon the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, order the corporation, company, or 
persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge to construct under his 
direction and to maintain such additional sheer booms, dikes, and other devices 
as will obviate the difficulty mentioned, which additional sheer booms, dikes, 
and other devices shall be built and maintained at their own expense by said 
company or persons; and that said company or personsshal! maintain, at their 
own expense, from sunset to sunrise, throughout the season of navigation, such 
lights and other signals on said bridge as may be required by the Lighthouse 
Board for the security of navigation. 

Sec. 7. That the bridge authorized to be constructed by this act shall be lo- 
cated and built underand subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object said corporation shall submit for hisexamination a designand drawings 
of the bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works, and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving, for a space of at least two miles above and one mile below the pro- 
posed location, the high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, the 
direction and strength of the currents at all stages of the water, with the sound- 
ings, accurately showing the bed of the stream and the location of any other 
bridge or bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary 
of War to judge of the proper location of said bridge; and shall furnish such 
other information as may be required for a fulland satisfactory understanding 
of the subject, and the construction of the proposed bridge shall not be com- 
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meneced until the location and plans thereof are approved by the Secretary of 
War 

Spc. &. Thatany bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall be built 
under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, and no changes or altera- 
tions in plans shall be made during construction of said bridge or after its com- 
pletion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions of this act 
and are authorized by the Secretary of War. That such alteration and changes 
as may be required by the Secretary of War in said bridge soas to rve free 
and convenient navigation shall be made under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, at their own expense, by the company or personsowhing, controlling, 
or opetating said bridge. That during original construction or in carrying out 
any authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navigable channel shall be 
preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the water way of the river 
shal! not be obstructed to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary, and 
such lights and buoys shall be kept on all cofferdams, piles, etc.,as may be 


necessary for the security of navigation. 

Sec. 9. That ail railroad companies desiring the useof the bridge authorized 
by this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to 
the passage of railway trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches 
thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridge, and the several railroad companies, or 
any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to 
be paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary 
of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties; and equal 
privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and tele- 
phone companies. 

Suc. 10, That the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this 
act, and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful structure and shall be 
recognized and known as a post route, over which also no higher charges shall 
be made for the transportation of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war 
of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the ——— of said 
mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and public highways leading 
to said bridge; and the United States shall have the right of way for postal, 
telegraph, and telephone purposes over said bridge. 

Sec. 11. That this actshall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date of approval thereof. 

Sec, 12, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved ; and the right to require the entire removal of the a constructed 
under the provisions of this act, at the expense of the owners thereof, when- 
ever Congress shal! decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly 
reserved, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMERBS. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING CFFICER. The regular order being demanded, 
the question is, Shall the amendments to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill be engrossed and the bill read the third time? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator to give way to me a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of the appropriation bill. We can 
then go to the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senate to consider Order of Business 
2321, being Senate joint resolution 146. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the joint resolution will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLerRk. A joint resolution (S. R. 146) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to suspend for a period of 
one year from March 29, 1891, the enforcement of the provisions of an 
act approved March 2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 4488 
and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on 
steamers.’’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that that joint resolution may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects, and the joint resolution will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12729) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 47 I move to strike out the word ‘‘is,’’ 
in line 9, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 47, line 9, in the amendment already 
agreed to, it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘is’’ and insert the 
following : 

And also the provision of the District of Colambia appropriation act approved 





~ March 2, 1889, which requires that one-half of the sum of $200,000 appropriated 


thereby for the establishment of said park are—— 


Mr.COCKRELL. Letus know what will be the effect of that Aamend- 
ment. Let the text be read as it will stand if amended. 

The Carer CLERK. It is proposed toamend the amendment already 
agreed to so as to read : 


And the provision of the “Act for the organization, improvement, and main- 
tenance of the National Zodlogical Park,” approved April 30, which re- 
quires that one-half of the sums therein appropriated shall be paid out of the 
revenues ofthe District of Columbia, and also the provisions of the District of 
Columbia appropriation act approved March 2, 1889, which requires that one- 
half of the sum of $200,000 appropriated thereby for the esta ment of said 
park are hereby repealed, ana whatever amounts have been paid out of said 
revenues for this purpose shall be repaid and credited to District on the 
books of the Treasury. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. That matter was fully discussed at the last ses- 
sion. It was voted down then and I hopeit will be voted down again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is, Shall the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 7881) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
copyrights. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, itis now nearly half past 4 o’clock. 
There are a very large number of cases upon the Calendar which ought 
to be disposed of, and it will take but a short time to dispose of a large 
number of them and save agreat many Senators from importunity and 
save Senators asking unanimous consent to call up and pass bills, as 
my good friend from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] has been doing for a day 
or two and other Senators likewise. 

Mr. CULLOM. The last time I made the request was purely in the 
interest of economy of time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that is the reason I acquiesced in it so cor- 
dially. It was simply utilizing time which otherwise would have 
been wasted. I think under the circumstances, it being almost abso- 
lutely certain that the copyright bill can not be disposed of this even- 
ing and that it will come up as the unfinished business in the morn- 
ing, I must urge upon the Senator from Connecticut that he allow that 
bill to be informally laid aside, and that we devote the time until the 
hour of adjournment to the consideration of unobjected cases on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Why not House bills favorably reported? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. By that means we shall accomplish something. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senate can well see that {am in an awkward, 
not to say embarrassing, position, having charge of the copyright bill. 
There are other measures which are dependent upon it and are await- 
ing its consideration and conclusion. I have a feeling that it is not 
fair to those who are to have the next right of way, as the saying is, 
for me to delay the consideration of the copyright bill. Thereare mat- 
ters of great importance pressing upon the Senate, and I feel that I 
ought to hold the copyright bill before the Senate, if those Senators 
who are interested in the measures to come after it desire me to do so. 
For instance, there are the Indian depredations bill, the pure-food bill, 
the Nicaragua canal bill, and some other measures which have been 
agreed to by both sides as an order of business. I am not exactly my 
own master in the matter of granting or withholding my assent to this 
request. 

1 will say that, if it is entirely satisfactory to the Senators who have 
in charge the bills which are to follow the copyright bill, it will be 
satisfactory to me to lay this bill aside informally, but [ suggest that 
we might have some understanding as to when a vote can be reached 
on the copyright bill on the next day we shall be in session. I donot 
think the copyright bill is one which ought to consume a great deal 
of thetime of the Senate, and I do not think any one does. If we can 
have an understanding that on the next day when we are in session, 
at a certain hour in the day, we can close the debate on the copyright 
bill, I think I should be facilitating the business of the session if I 
allowed the Calendar to be taken up this afternoon, I inquire of the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Maryland if that arrange- 
ment can be made ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not answer, for I have not been taking an 
active part in the discussion of that bill. I will leave the answer to 
the Senator. from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] or some other Senator 
who is more familiar with it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no connection with the copyright bill other- 
wise than as an advocate of the general principle involved in it and 
a supporter of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN}, who is now absent. That amendment, it will be remem- 
bered by the Senate, proposes to so amend the bill as to permit the im- 
portation, subject to duty, of course, of all books, prints, lithographs, 
chromos, etc.; in other words, it proposes to strike out the prohibitory 
clause in the bill as it stands, I have announced on the floor of the 
Senate that I should vote for that amendment. Of course I am not in 
charge of it. 

I wish to say in this connection that so far as I am personally con- 
cerned I should be willing to so modify that amendment as to make 
the prohibition apply only to those books which are first composed and 
published in this country, and in that respect make it substantially 
what the English law is, so that there would be reciprocity between 
the two countries in that The English law, as I understand 
it, is substantially that the importation into England or any of its colo- 
nies or dependencies of books which were first composed and published 





1891. 








in England or within its jurisdiction is prohibited. The bill asitnow 
stands prohibits the importation of all books, whether they were first 
composed and published in this country or elsewhere. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio would admit the importation 
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of all books, whether they were first composed and published in this | 


country or elsewhere. Between these two propositions personally | 
would be willing to take what is substantially the English law on the 
subject. 

I desire to say further that, not being in charge of the matter, I 
should not like to move to modify the amendment offered by theSen- 
ator from Ohio in his absence, and should prefer, inasmuch as I have 
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not my amendment could be regarded as an amendment to that amend 
ment 
\I 
yak 


PLATT. Since the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ] 
objects to laying aside the bill this afternoon, of course I can not con- 
senttoit. Dol understand the Senator to object to laying the bill 
aside this afternoon in order to proceed with the Calendar 

Mr. PADDOCK. Idoso object 


Mr. HOAR. I should like tomake one suggestion. I am not sure 


| that it will meet with any more favor than the one which has been 


announced on the floor that I would support it and inasmuch as he is | 
not here to manage it, that it should be postponed until he can be pres- | 


ent. 

Mr. PLATT. It is very unlikely that the Senator from Ohio will be 
here for several days to come, and I do not believe, if he could be ap- 
pealed to, that he would ask to have any delay on account of his ab- 


sence, especially with the close of the session now only two weeks off. | 
I think we ought to proceed with the copyright bill; but I suggest | 


that we have an understanding that on the next day when the Senate 
is in session, at 4 o’clock in the afternoon, we shall proceed to vote on 
the copyright bill. It seems to me that would give plenty of time for 
discussion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I gave notice when the bill first came up of my in- 
tention to offer an amendment, which I have not yet kad an opportu- 


nity to offer, because I could not get the floor; but I still desire to offer | 


the amendment, and if agreeable I will suggest it now. 

Mr. PLATT. That is perfectly agreeable. I do not wish to make 
any proposition or to ask any consent which is not agreeable. I think 
one day until 4 o’clock in the afternoon would be considered ample 
time, in view of the pressure of business upon the Senate, to dispose of 
the copyright bill. I will ask for an understanding of that kind. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is a reasonable request. The Senator 


from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] can in the mean time have his amendment | 


printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. To makesure of sucha result as the Senator from 
Connecticut indicates, that the Senate vote to-morrow afternoon at 4 
o’clock, I think he should proceed with this bill at once; otherwise we 
can not reach a conclusion at that time in my judgment. 


There isa | 


} would insure 





made, but I ask the Senator from Connecticut and other Senators who 
have spoken whether it would not be practicable to get an order of 
the Senate that at a certain hour, say at 4 o’clock to-morrow, or the 
next day when we have the copyright bill under consideration, debate 
shall proceed under the five or ten minute rule? ‘That, I think, 
substantial progress towards the termination of it. The 
Senator from Nebraska would probably be willing, with that under 
standing, to give the remainder of this afternoon to the consideration 
of the Calendar. I ask the Chair to put the question for unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that from and after 4 o’clock on the 
next day on which the Senate shall be in session the debate upon the 
pending bill and amendments shall be limited to five minutes to each 
Senator, 

Mr. HOAR. Ten minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
there objection ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I object 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
ceed with his bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I shall be very glad to proceed with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 31, after the word ‘‘hereby,’’ 


Ten minutes to each Senator Is 


Objection is interposed. 
I hope the Senator from Connecticut will now pro 


| itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ prohibited’’ and insert ‘‘ subject to the 


good deal to be said, I think, in favor of the right of those who are in- | 


terested in the important bills which are to follow the copyright bill 
in the order of business determined upon. That bill should not be 


permitted to drag along with the uncertainties hinging upon the ab- | 


sence of the Senator from Ohio. 
which may properly be considered other than the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Ohio. Then, why not proceed now to the consid- 
eration of such amendments and advance this bill as rapidly as it may 
be possible to do so to-night with the hope that to-morrow evening its 
consideration may be concluded and the final vote reached. 

I certainly can not consent myself, nor do I think it to be in the in- 
terest of those of our friends who have other bills on the Calendar, 
that the order which has been predetermined shall be disturbed and 
broken in upon here in the middle of the afternoon, or a little later, 
to bring forward bills, some of which probably may require as much 


I understand there are amendments | 


time for consideration as the bill I have in charge, which follows next | 


in order and which has an equity that ought to be observed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut to ask unanimous consent to the suggestion he 
made? 

I did. 


Mr. PLATT. 
Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will not press that suggestion. 


It may be possible, if we commence early to-morrow, that we may get | 


through with the bill before 4 o’clock, but I hardly think it would be 
just to those who have views to submit and perhaps amendments to 


offer at this stage in the proceeding to conclude the matter by such an | 


understanding. 


I have also an amendment which I wish to offer to the bill, which | 


I think ought to be adopted. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 

has given notice of an amendment, of the purport of which I am not as 

—— and I may offer an amendment by way of a substitute for 
e bill. 

Mr. REAGAN, I now present the amendment which I intend to 

pose, I propose to amend, in section 3, on page 3, beginning in line 

, by striking out all after the word ‘‘same’’ down to and including 


same amendment an amendment on page 5, in section 4, which relates 
to the same subject, by striking out, in lines 26 and 27, the words 
S _— from type set within the limits of the United States.”’ 
object of the amendment touching these two parts of the bill is 
to test the question of whether it is to be a clean bill for an interna- 
tional copyright or a bill to secure protection to printers in the United 
States. It raises that question, and, if acted upon in one way, it would 
age supersede the necessity of acting upon the amendment which 
already been proposed. I simply give notice now that I shall ask 
to have action taken upon that amendment whenever it is in order. I 
believe there is a pending amendment, but I do not know whether or 


| 








duties provided by law;’’ so as to read 
Shall be, and it is hereby, subject to the duties provided by law 


Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Connecticut does not desire 
to detain the Senate now with a discussion of this subject, I appeal to 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADpocK]. His bill is behind this 
in the order agreed upon, and that order will be observed. I shall 
very heartily assist him in taking up his bill and disposing of it as 
rapidly as we can, but if we proceed with the bill at this late hour, in 
my judgment, when we adjourn we shall be no nearer to the conclu 
sion of it than if we had not taken it up. I think we shall lose time, 
and time is now valuable. I believe if we go to the Calendar of unob- 
jected cases it will materially facilitate the general transaction of 
business and result in good. I hope the Senator will yield, so that we 
may go to the Calendar of unobjected cases and dispose of them as rap- 
idly as possible. 

Mr. PADDOCK, There seems to be an incorrect impression. Cer- 
tainly I did not interpose the least objection. My distinguished friend 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], as I understood, interposed the last ob- 


| jection to the order of business proposed by the Senator from Connec- 


ticut [Mr. Pratr]. That objection having been interposed, that was 
the end of the matter as I understood, and then I exhorted my friend 
from Connecticut to proceed with his bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator will allow me to say that I did not 


| object to the order closing the debate in the future, but I did object 


to limiting the debate to five minutes. I thought that was premature. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As far as I am concerned, I am ready to agree to 
anything that is satisfactory to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to ask unanimous consent that the 
pending bill be laid aside informally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Remaining the unfinished business, and that we 
proceed to the Calendar of unobjected cases. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say that I shall call up the copyright bill 


| immediately after the routine business to-morrow morning if the re- 


| quest of the Senator from Missouri is acceded to. 
the word ‘‘ permitted,’’ in line 46, and I shonld like to embrace in the | 


Mr.HOAR. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he has any idea that 
the copyright bill can not be finished in another day ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. My judgment is that it can be finished in a day. 
I have no doubt about that, but I do not know what Senators are go- 
ing to discuss it on either side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT. If I may be permitted to say one word more—I know, 
of course, that the debate proceeds by unanimous consent—I think all 
Senators recognize the fact that there are many very important meas- 
ures which the Senate ought to consider before the close of the session, 
and, in order to do so, debate must be as short as it can practically be 
made upon each measure. I trust that nobody will speak upon a meas- 
ure for the sake of elaboration, and feel a good deal of confidence that 
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when we take up the copyright bill to-morrow morning we can dispose 
of it during to-morrow’s session. 


Mr COCKRELL. It strikes me it can be done very easily. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri { Mr,Cock- 
RELL] asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the pending bill be 
informally laid aside, remaining the unfinished business, and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will report 
the first bill on the Calendar after the last call under Rule VIII. 


THE PORTLAND COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company was an- 
nounced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed its consideration. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read at length and 
there are no amendments reported by the committee. 

The bill proposes to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
inquire into and determine how much the steam machinery built for 
the United States double-enders Agawam and Pontoosuc by the Port- 
land Company, under its contract with the Navy Department, neces- 
sarily cost the contractor over and above the contraet price and allow- 
ances for extra work, and to enter judgment in their favor for the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FERNANDINA, FLA. 

The bill (S. 2678) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Fernandina, in the State of Florida, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be enectel thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States customhouse, post office, and other Government 
offices, in the city of Fernandina and State of Florida, the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his reeommenda- 
tion thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the orig- 
inal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary,he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
Teeasery shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling aa. 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall"be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Florida shall have ceded to the United States exciusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Fernandina, in the State of Florida.’’ 


CLAIM OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


The bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of uylkill, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under allot- 
ments made by soldiers from said county during the late rebellion, by 
virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and pro- 
tecting public property,’’ approved July 22, 1861, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that the county of Schuylkill, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, during the late rebellion advanced money upon allotments 
made by soldiers from that county then in the service of the United 


States to the families of soldiers and to others, under and by virtue of 
section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the em- 
ployment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting pub- 
lic property,’’ approved July 22, 1861, and the orders and regulations 
of the Secretary of War; and the county claims that the whole sum so 
advanced by it has not heretofore been refunded to it by the United 
States. The bill therefore directs the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to audit the claim of the county of Schuylkill, and when 
audited to pay to it such portion of the sum advanced upon allotments 
by the county as the accounting officers may ascertain has not hereto- 
fore been refunded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


EZRA 8S. HAVENS. 


The bill (S. 4288) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay to Ezra S. Havens, late captain of Company G, Eight- 
eenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowances 
of a captain of infantry in the late volunteer service from the 11th 
day of March, 1862, to the 2d day of February, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SETTLERS ON IOWA LANDS. 


The bill (S. 4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the 
State of Iowa was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 10, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to insert ‘‘if found en- 
titled to enter the same;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., Thatall actual settlers upon the lands heretofore relinquished 
by the State of lowa to the United States because theretofore erroneously con- 
veyed to said State on account of the grant for the Sioux City and St. Paul Rail- 
road, and restored to the public domain and opened tosettlementand entry under 
the decision and order of the Secretary of the Interior dated July 26, 1887, shall, 
if found entitled to enter the same, be allowed, when making final proof, for the 
time they have already actually resided upon and cultivated the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and théamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARTHA E, FLESSCHERT. 


The bill (S. 2551) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Martha Elizabeth Flesschert, née Stevenson, of St. 
Louis, Mo., $212.50, for services rendered by her as hospital matron 
in and for the One hundred and thirtieth and One hundred and seven- 
teenth Regiments of Illinois Volunteers for seventeen months, from 
October, 1862, to March, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMERS, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 146) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in his discretion, to suspend for the period of one year from March 
29, 1891, the enforcement of the provisions of an act approved March 
2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers, was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let that go over, retaining its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, retaining its 


lace. 
3 Mr. CHANDLER. Isit the understanding that all the bills objected 
to retain their on the Calendar ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That depends on the objector. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN SAN FRANCISCO, CAL, 


The bill (S. 4770) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site for a building for a post office, courthouse, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal., and to commence the construction thereof, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publi¢ Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘“‘in- 
creased,’’ to strike out “‘to two million’ and insert ‘‘ four hundred 
and fifty thousand;’’ after the word ‘‘said,”’ at the end of line 8, to 
strike out ‘‘two million dollars ’’ and insert ‘‘amount;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

That the amount heretofore fixed as a limit of the cost for the purchase ofa 
site for a building for a post office, courthouse, and other offices by the United 

Sees = San Francisco, Cal., Pea po Gaveee Semvenaed 
nan iain after such purchess shall be used for commencing the construc: 
tion of the building above mentioned. 

The amendments wers agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 


were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 








1891. 





CORRECTION OF ERROR IN TARIFF ACT. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of punctuation 
in the tariff act of 1890 was announced as next in order. 
Mr. VEST. Let that joint resolution go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the joint resolu- 
tion goes over. 
Mr. VEST. I wish it to be noted that I ask that the joint resolu- 


tion may be passed over without prejudice, so that it may retain its 
place on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
over without prejudice, 


NORFOLK AND WESTERN AND WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAIL- 
ROADS, 


The bill (S. 4411) to authorize the Washington and Western Railroad 
Company, of Virginia, to extend its line into and within the District 
of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] desires to propose an amendment 
to the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the bill may be considered now. It isa very 
important bill to the District of Columbia. The Senator from Mary- 
land will be in before the reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suggest that we take up the next bill until the 
Senator from Maryland comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be informally passed over and the next bill will be stated. 


CITIZEN BAND OF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, ETC. 


The bill (S. 4305) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the 
Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians and the Absentee Shawnee 
Indians, and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, to add a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That whenever any of the lands acquired by the agrfaement in this act 
ratified and confirmed shall, by operation of law or proclamation of the Presi- 


dent of the United States, be open to settlement, they shall be disposed of to 
actual settlers only, under the provisions of the homestead laws, except section 


The joint resolution will be passed 


2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which shall not apply: Pro- | as its board of directors may deem expedient and proper for the purposes of the 


vided, however, That each settler, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of said homestead laws, shall, before receiving a patent for his homestead, pay 
to the United States for the land so taken by him, in addition to the fees pro- 
vided by law, the sum of $1.25 for each acre thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHO INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 4890) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Chey- 
enne and Arapaho tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and to 
make appropriations for carrying the same into effect was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Arkansas has an important amend- 
ment which he desires to propose to this bill and he has left the Sen- 
ate Chamber, not expecting that it would come up. I ask that it may 
be passed over without prejudice. 
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warehouses within the cities of Georgetown and Washington on the route 
herein authorized for its use, with authority to construct and maintain single 
or double track railwayson the said route through, along, and oversaid streets, 
avenues, and reservation, with sidings, turnouts, turntables, switches, and such 
other structuresas may be necessary to the delivery of cars to warehouses and 
stations along said route,and to connect with and transfer its cars over any 
lines of railroad connecting with its lines: Provided, That no more than two 
tracks shall be laid along Water street .n Georgetown by this or any other cor- 
poration, And the roads and tracks and bridges hereby authorized to be con- 
structed shall be a public highway,and may be used by any person or corpora- 
tion for the transportation of passengers and for the delivery and receiving of 
freight upon the payment of a reasonable compensation therefor to the owners 
of the road; and in case of dispute arising in regard thereto the same shall be 
summarily determined by the supreme court of the District of Columbia upon 
petition and answer: Provided, That the bridge to cross the Potomac River, con- 
necting this extension withthe main line of said Norfolk and Western Railroad 
ata practicable point above the Aqueduct or Free bridge, shall be so constructed 
as to cause the least obstruction to the navigation of the river, upon plans to be 
approved by the Secretary of War, and so that its abutments on the north side 
of Potomac River and the construction of the proposed extension at any point 
shall not injure or obstruct the use of the canal or of the towpath of the Chesa 
peake Canal: Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be so construed 
as to authorize said company to acquire, occupy, or use any portion of the 
water way, berme bank, towpath, or slope of the bank sustaining the said tow- 
path, or the lands covered by such slope. 

Sec. 2. That the said Norfolk and Western Railroad Company be, and is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to connect its line and tracks with the tracks 
of any other connecting railroad company which now enters or is constructed 
within, or which may hereafter enter, the District of Columbia, with the right 
to use the tracks of any such railroad upon such terms as to compensation and 
upon such conditions as to the use of said tracks as may be agreed upon be 
tween the said companies; and in case of dispute arising as to such compensa 
tion and conditions of use the same shall be summarily determined by the su 
preme court of the District of Columbia, upon petition and answer, and the use 
of said road shall not be interrupted by the pendency of such proceedings. 

Sec. 3. That the said company shall have power to construct and operate 
their said extension upon, across, or over such of the streets and avenues of 
said city as are upon its said route: Provided, however, That good, substantial, 
and effective gatesand fences shall be placed along its said route, or across said 
streets or avenues, wherever the same may be required for the protecticn of 
the public in the judgment of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 


} as to which the company shall have due and sufficient notice, 


j 


| 


Sec, 4. That if the corporation can not agree with the owner for the purchase 
of the land that may be required for its right of way, and for, the construction, 
enlargement, or repair ofits works, and for its stations and depot facilities, the 
right of condemnation hereinbefore provided for shall be exercised pursuant 
to the provisions of chapter 18 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Colum- 
bia, relating to railroad companies, so far as the same may be applicable thereto. 

Sec.5. That the said railroad company shall have power and authority to 
borrow money, and to issue and sell its bonds from time to time for such sums 


| company, the aggregate amount thereof not to exceed the cost of rights of way 


| and construction, and may secure the payment of its bonds by mort; 


rages or 


| deeds of trust upon all or any portion of its property, real or personal, its con- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On thesuggestion of the Senator from | 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs], if there be no objection, the bill will be 


informally passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


NORFOLK AND WESTERN AND WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAIL- 
ROADS, 


Mr. DANIEL. I now ask that Senate biil 4411, which was passed 
over informally, may be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4411) to authorize the Washington 
and Western Railroad Company, of Virginia, to extend its line intoand 
within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
to the bill, which I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 


Thatthe Norfolk and Western Railroad Company, a body corporate under 
the laws of the State of Virginia, be, and they are hereby, authorized and em- 
powered to extend their railroad into and within the District of Columbia, be- 
ginning for the said extension at the terminus of the main line of the said rail- 
road on the Virginia side of the Potomac River and crossing said river by a 
suitable bridge to the east side or bank of said river, and thence following the 
same in an eastwardly direction, and by way of Water street in Georgetown, 
to Rock Creek, and crossing said creek by a suitable bridge, and thence to the 
terminus of the line in Washington City, which shall be westof Twenty-sixth 
street west, and between Pennsylvania avenue and Virginia avenue, and to be 
80 located as not toobstruct the public use of K street and the bridge now cross- 

Rock Creek at Water street, at or near which point said company shall erect 
maintain suitable passenger and freight stations, with the right also to 
acquire by purchase or condemnation, as hereinafter provided, such pieces or 
parcels of land as may be by said corporation required for its stations and 


XXIT—16) 


| same upon the terms and conditions as 
| act to its own terminal point as hereinbefore provided 


tracts, privileges, and franchises acquired under this act 

Sec. 6, That the construction of the extension of the road hereby authorized 
shall begin within two years after the approval of this act and be completed 
within three years from said date. 

Sec.7. That Congress shall have power to regulate the manner and speed of 
running the cars of said railroad within the corporate limits of Washington and 
Georgetown. 

Sec. 8. That where the line of the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company, 
or the route thereof as herein authorized, shall coincide with or occupy any 
portion or portions of the route or right of way of any other railroad or trans- 
portation company orcorporation holding from Congress a charteror authority 
to construct a line of railroad, and such company or corporation bas not, pur- 
suant to such authority, actually graded its roadbed and laid its tracks along 
and over the whole of the said portion or portions of its said route, ready for 
the efficient operation of its line of railroad before the Ist day of March, 1892, 
then and in that event the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company is hereby 
authorized to acquire, in the manner hereinbefore provided, the said portion 6r 
portions of the said route or right of way, to grade its roadbed, and Jay tracks 
along and over the same, and to occupy the same for the operation of its line 
of railroad as hereinbefore provided; but should the said company or corpo- 
ration before the said date complete, in a substantial manner, the grading of 
their roadbed and the laying of their lines of tracks ready for the eflicient trans 
portation of steam railroad passenger and freight cars,then the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad Company, from the point where their tracks shall so coincide 
or connect with the tracks of the said company or corporation, shall use the 
provided in the second section of this 
Provided, however, That 
nothing in this section contained shall be so construed as to authorize the said 
railroad company to acquire or occupy any portion of the property rights or 
rights of way of the said Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company excluded by 
the proviso to section | of this act without the consent of the 
pany, its successors or assigns. 

Sec.9. That the right is hereby granted to the Washington and Cumberland 
Railroad Company, a body corporate duly chartered, created, and existing under 
and by virtue of the laws of the State of Maryland, to construct and operate its 
railroad under the provisions of its said charter from the point where the road 
of said company reaches the boundary line of the District of Columbia, along or 
adjacent to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal and across Rock Creek, and thence 
to a terminus to be designated by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
west of Twenty-sixth street: Provided, That the route authorized by this section 
shall be distinct from and not conflict with or occupy the route of the Norfolk 
and Western Railroad as provided for in section 1 of this act; and shall have 
the right to acquire within the said District the title held and enjoyed by the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company in and to all its properties and water and 
other rightslying and being in the said District of Columbia, by purchase, lease, 
or condemnation (in manner and form as is provided by said charter and acts 
of the General Assembly of the State of Maryland for the acquisition of the prop- 
erty and waterand other rights of the said canal company lying and beinginthe 
State of Maryland); and said corporation is also hereby empowered to acquire 
within the District of Columbia such other lands, rights, and rightof way as may 
be necessary for the construction and operation of said road, and depot facilities, 
by purchase, lease, or condemnation: Provided, That in exercising the right of 
condemnation thesaid corporation shal! proceed under the provisions of chapter 
18 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Columbia, relating to railroad com 
panies, so far asthesame may beapplicable thereto, And the roads, tracks, and 
bridges hereby authorized to be constructed shal! bea public highway, and may 
be used by any person or corporation for the transportation.o!f passengers and 
for the delivery and receiving of freight upon the payment of a reasonable com- 
pensation therefor to the owners of the road; and in case of a dispute arising 
in regard thereto the same shall be summarily determined by the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, upon petition and answer, 


said canal com- 
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Sec. 10. That the said Washington and Cumberland Railroad Company shall 
aubmit to the commissioners of the said District a map and description of the 
line of said portion of the road of said company contemplated by this act to be 
bulit, showing in detail the manner in which said road is to be constructed, and 
if the said lines and plans areapproved by the commissioners of said District, 
then the said company may proceed to construct the said road and to acquire 
the said other lands, rights, and right of way hereinbefore provided for, but 
nototherwise. But nothing in this actshall be so construed as to prevent the 
alteration of such plans, with the approval of the commissioners of said Dis- 
trict; and Congress hereby reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 


act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this seems to be quite a large thing, 
and I do not understand much aboutit. I should like the Senator to 
state just what is proposed by the bill. I at first thought it was a 
short railroad, but it seems to be a transcontinental affair, with one 
end in this city and the other extending to the West and the South- 
west, and it may be quite an institution. I should like to know to 
what extent it takes up this city and whether it has anything to do 
with the old controversy with the Baltimore and Potomac and the 
other railroad here? 

Mr. GORMAN. It does not interfere at all with them. 

Mr. BLAIR. But will itlead to another controversy like that which 
we have had with the other railroads here? 

Mr.GORMAN. Notatall. It comes in at Georgetown, and there 
is no interference. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does it come in on the general surface of the District 
or glide along the banks of the Potomac ? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the banks of the Potomac. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not come into this city ? 

Mr. GORMAN. It comes in at Rock Creek, west of Twenty-sixth 
street north west. 

Mr. BLAIR. What connection does it make here in the city ? 

Mr. GORMAN. None whatever. 

Mr. BLAIR. - Does it form a connection with other lines ? 

Mr. GORMAN, It forms a connection with Southern roads and 
Western roads, 

Mr. BLAIR. At what point—Alexandria? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, across the river. 

Mr. DAWES. Where does it come into the District ? 

Mr. GORMAN. West of Twenty-sixth street, opposite Rock Creek, 
in the western part of the District. 

Mr. DAWES. It would not be likely to stop anywhere. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill reported, of course, had the consideration of 
the committee. Had the bill which is offered as an amendment by 
the Senator from Maryland any consideration by any one except the 
Senator from Maryland himself? 

Mr. GORMAN. The committee considered both of them. The 
amendment simply combines two bills. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can assure the Senator that it went through 
the subcommittee and the whole Committee of the District of Columbia 
and met with their approval. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Maryland be kind enongh to 
state the object of the amendment in a few words? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is for the admission of two railroads from the 
west, coming down the bank of the Potomacright through Georgetown 
to Rock Creek. It provides that all the railroads which may enter the 
city in that direction may use the tracks of these two roads. 

Mr. DAWES. It has no connection with the contemplated new en- 
trance of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company ? 

Mr. GORMAN. None whatever. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill says the road is not to come east of 
Twenty-sixth street. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Nor- 
folk and Western Railroad Company, of Virginia, and the Washington 
and Cumberland Railroad Company, of Maryland, to extend their re- 
spective lines of road into and within the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. ’’ 

METROPOLITAN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate may 
consider at this time Senate bill 4119, which was passed over in my ab- 
sence. It is a very short bill, of only a page and a half. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4119) granting the right of way to the 


Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through the property of the 
United States in Montgomery County, 


Maryland. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with amendments, in line 6, before the word I ate 9 to — out 
“Washington City ’’ and insert ‘* receiving;”’ after the word 

‘ditional’ width as it may require 


“grade,*’ to insert ‘‘and such ad 








for slopes of cuttings and embankments;’’ in line 12, after the word 
‘‘location,’’ to insert ‘‘and plans; ”’ in line 14, afterthe word ‘‘war,’’ 
to insert ‘‘ before the commencement of any work on said grounds, 
and the work of construction and the operating of said road shall be 
subject to such regulations as he may preseribe;’’ and at the end of the 
bill to add, ‘* which are to terminate at the pleasure of the Secretary 
of War, in case of persistent neglect by said company, or by its suc- 
cessors, to comply with the regulations aforesaid;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company is here- 
by authorized to construct its road across the grounds of the United States, 
forming a part of the grounds of the receiving reservoir, in Montgomery County, 
in the State of Maryland, north of the northeast boundary line of the District of 
Columbia, and for that purpose said company is hereby granted a width of 60 
feet, at grade, and such additional width as it may require for slopes of cuttings 
and embankments, across said grounds for its right of way through the grounds 
aforesaid: Provided, That the location and plans of said road through said 
grounds shall be approved by the Secretary of War before the commencement 
of any work on said grounds, and the work of construction and the operating 
of said road shall be subject to such regulations as he may prescribe; and the 
damages for the use and occupation of the right of way herein granted shall be 
fixed by a board of three army officers appointed by the Secretary of War, and 


the payment of said damages so fixed shall be acondition precedent to the ex- 
ercise of the rights by this act granted, which are to terminate at the pleasure 
of the Secretary of War, in case of persistent neglect by said company, or by its 
successors, to comply with the regulations aforesaid. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ask to have the report of the commit- 
tee read, but I ask the Senator from West Virginia to state whether 


or not the bill as amended is opposed by the authorities of the War 


Department. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire that every amendment which has been made was suggested by 


the Seeretary of War on the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers 
of the Army, to whom it was referred. As soon as it received the 
the bill, the committee referred it to the Secretary of War, and he 
transmitted it to Colonel Elliot, in charge of the receiving reservoir, 
and it is approved by Colonel Elliot and by the Secretary of War 
with the amendments which have been adopted by the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HENRY SISSON. 
The bill (S. 4791) granting a pension to Henry Sisson was announced 


as next in order. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
PETER LYLE, DECEASED. 
The bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased, was considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to pay, out of the proper appropriation for payment of invalid 
pensions, to Vincent P. Donnelly, administrator of Peter Lyle, de- 


ceased, $3,724. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH December 29, 1890, to 
amend the rules of the Senate relative to closing debate was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope no one will object to the passage of that resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the resolution goes 
over. 


Mr. COCKRELL. We did not object on this side. 


MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 

The bill (S. 1736) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the bill goes over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may just as well go to the Calendar under 
Rule IX, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over 
to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose I have no right to move to take the bill up 
according to the rule under which the Senate is now acting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator has 
such a right under Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say very frankly to theSenator from New Hamp- 
shire if he wants to the balance of this session in discussing 
that bill he can de it, I am not going to let it pass» There never 


[Langhter.]j 


Mr. COCKRELL. This bill proposes to granta pension toa drunken 





debauchee who has been about the Senate Chamber exhibiting herself 
before the world 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is notin order. he Senator 
from Missouri has objected to the consideration of the bill, and unless 
@ motion is made to proceed to its consideration the bill has gone over. 
The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


JOSEPHINE S. HANSEL. 


The bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine Hansel was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion rolls the name of Josephine 8. Hansel (formerly Wilson), 
widow of James Wilson, late of Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at $12 a month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY C. HOFFMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow 
of General William Hoffman, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ tostrikeout ‘‘ thirty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension rollthe name of Mary ©. Hoffman, 
of Rock Island, UL, widow of General William Hoffman, who served in the 
Black Hawk war, the Florida war, the Mexican, the Indian frontier war, and 


in the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension atthe rate of $50 per 
month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. ARMSTRONG. 

The bill (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary FE. Armstrong 
was considered as inCommitteeof the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the nameof Mary E. Armstrong, widow of John Fogle, 
late sergeant of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GALLAGHER. 

The bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of John Gallagher, who, under the name of John 
Gunner, served five years as a soldier in the Florida war in Company I, 
Third Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay him $12 per month. 


The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GENERAL ISAAC F. QUINBY. 

The bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to General 
Isaac F. Quinby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one 
hundred’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations ofthe pension laws, the names of Isaac . Quinby, late a brevet 
major general in the Army ofthe United States, at the rate of $72 
said pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK B. SELLS, 

The bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
— roll the name of Frederick B. Sells, late of Company E, One 

undred and forty-eighth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA M, C. RICHARDS. 

The bill. (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Maria M. C. Richards, of Unionville,Conn., 
and to grant her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GENERAL NATHANIEL PRENTISS BANKS. 

The bill (H. R..13060) to grant pension to General Nathaniel Pren- 
tiss Banks: was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension rolls the name of Nathaniel Prentiss Banks, of 
Waltham, Mass:, late major general of volunteers, at $100 per month. 





per month; 
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Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the bill by making the amount of 
pension $200 a month. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
and insert ‘‘two;’’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


The amendment will be stated. 
In line 6 it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ one 
so as to read, ‘‘at the rate of $200 a month.”’ 

I hope there will be no amendment made to the 


” 


Mr. DAWES. 
ment, 

Mr. COCKRELL I 
case, and I do not think w 
» bill. 


Mr. DAWES. The} 


spicuous, an 1 


I wish the Senator would not object to this amend- 


+} 


vill 


have acted lil 
go beyond the amo 


' r 
nk the House 


erally in this 
ought to int named in 
: career of General BANKS has been con- 
country in the field justify not only 
the bill, but the amount named in 
Che general’s health was ab 
3 years of service in the Army 
| duties in civil life as well as he 
laboring under all these difficulties. I think the Government 
of the United States ought to be a little more liberal t | 


his se 


rvices to his 
the pension which is proposed by 
the amendment which I have offered. 

solutely shattered and ruined during hi 
He has been able to discharge offici 
might, 


ian to give only 
$100 a month for his pension. I hope the Senate will adopt the amend 
ment and let it go into conlerence. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We can pass the bill as it stands; otherwise the 
bill will be objected to. The Senator can take it either way he choose 


I think the amount provided by the House is liberal enough, and Gen- 
eral BANKS is now drawing a 
the House of Representatives. 
is a very handsome reward. 
Mr. DAWES. 
ment. 


salary of $5,000 a year as a member of 
We all reeognize his services, and this 


The Senator knows there is no force in that state- 
While it is literally true just at this moment, the Senator 
knows that General BANKS’Ss position as a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will soon cease. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know that. 

Mr. DAWES. I regret exceedingly that the Senator from M 
opposes the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I regret exceedingly that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts presses the amendment when there is no possibility of its 
being acted upon. I will not say what the condition of the Senate is 
at present, but itis not right that contested measures should be pressed 
at this time. It is unseemly, in my judgment. 

Mr. DAWES. I would say more but for the fact that the Senator 
from Missouri is not able to restrain his feelings and insists not only 
upon opposition in the ordinary way to this amendment, but in such 
a way that surprises those who know his usual good nature 
vote of the Senate on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not press that amendment at 
this time. He knows how I allowed a most worthy case to be slan- 
dered in open Senate rather than to put a stop to the good progress in 
reference to other meritorious cases. I hope the Senator will imitate 
my patience for the sake ot the general cause, 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave done nothing as yet to stop the progress of 
the Senate. I only ask for a vote upon the amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Dawes]. [Putting 
the question.] The ‘‘ayes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Lask for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators in favor of 
will please rise and stand until they are counted. 

Mr.SAWYER. Ithink the Senator from Massachusetts had better 
let the amendment go. I hope he will not press it at this time 

Mr. BLAIR. I think General BANKS would say ‘‘stop it.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. [hope the Senate will understand that it is not I 
who has stopped this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, it is not you 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order when the Sen- 
ate is dividing. 3 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
the amendment, as I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware of it. 

Mr. DAWES. Isimply asked a wete of the Senate. I did not call 
for a division and [ should not have called for a division if the Chair 
had decided the other way, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator knows as well as he knows 
thing —— 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri seems to be so impatient 
about this matter as to be willing to stop the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Massachusetts that while the Senate is dividing no debate is in 
order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Would an objection to the further consideration, of 
the bill be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. DAWES. 


sour 


laska 


the amendment 


has withdrawn 


auy- 


It would, 
I withdraw the amendment. 











2564 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FRBRUARY 12, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
bill is still as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY POTTER. 

The bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Nancy Potter, widow of Uriah Potter, late surgeon 
of the board of enrollment for the Eighteenth Congressional district 
of New York, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIAS D, THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of Elias D. Thompson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Elias 
D. Thompson, of Company F, First Louisiana Volunteers in the Mexi- 
crn war, a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARGARET WALKER. 


The bill (H.R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs. Margaret Walker, late an army nurse, 
and pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

Mr. DANIEL. Linquire of theSenator from New Hampshire whether 
the policy indicated by this bill of pensioning army nurses has been 
established ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Quite generally so, and the Senate has passed a gen- 
eral bill pensioning army nurses. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why, then, are individual bills pressed ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Because the general bill did not pass the House of 
Representatives, 

Mr. SAWYER. The general bill which passed the Senate did not 
pass the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not believe in pensioning civilians. I onl 
wish to have an opportunity to vote against the passage of this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. KENDRICK. 


The bill (H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at $12 per month, the name of Martha A. Kendrick, 
widow of Lafayette Kendrick, who was killed November 20, 1863, 
while in the service of the United States and acting as a member of 
Company D, Second Arkansas Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, wees to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET CONSTABLE. 


The bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Margaret Constable, widow of Capt. David 
C. Constable, late of the Revenue-Marine Service of the United States, 
who was wounded in action on the James River in 1862, at $30 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE BOSWELL MOORE BRISTOR, 


The bill (H. R, 6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore 
Bristor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Jane Boswell Moore Bristor, a 
field-hospital nurse during the late war, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELENDER JOHNSTON, 

The bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a pension to Elender Johnston was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the nameof Elender Johnston, widow of Joseph Johnston, 
ensign of the company of Capt. J. W. Redding, in the regiment com- 
manded by Col. Alexander Russel, in the Black Hawk war, in May, 
1832, and pay her a pension of $i2° per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY WILLIAMS, 

The bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mary Williams, widow of Curtiss Williams, late a soldier in 
the Black Hawk war, in the company of Capt. George B, Willis, For- 
tieth Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division, Illinois soldiers, on the 
pension rolls, at $12 per month, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
pension roll the name of Mrs. G. W. Griffith, of Fayette County, 





MARY 8S. WHEELER. 


The bill (H. R. 12386) granting a pension to Mary S. Wheeler was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to 
the pension roll the name of MaryS. Wheeler, widow of Ambrose M. 
Burleson, late private of Company I, Fourth Regiment Michigan Cav- 
alry, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA JANE SAUNDERS. 


The bill (H. R. 12118) granting a persion to Eliza Jane Saunders 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eliza Jane Saunders, stepmother of 
Philip N. Saunders and Jay Saunders, late privates in Company I, 
Twentiéth Michigan Volunteers, as if she was the mother of said Philip 
N. Saunders and Jay Saunders, and place her name on the rolls as a 


dependent mother. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE FALK. 
The bill (H. R. 12478) granting a pension to Jane Falk was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Jane Falk, of Cloverdale, Mich., widow of 


Burt D. Van Horn, late of Thirteenth Michigan Battery Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MATILDA KENT. 
The bill (H. R. 9948) granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the nameof Mrs. Matilda Kent, of Walton County, Georgia, 


whose husband was a private soldier in Captain Mann’s company in 


the Florida Indian war of 1818, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY B, FLOYD. 

The bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls Mrs. Mary B. Floyd, of Newton County, Georgia, 
widow of John B. Floyd, late a captainof « company of Georgia troops 
in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. G. W. GRIFFITH. 
The bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith was 
to place on the 


Georgia, widow of G. W. Griffith, a private in the Creek Indian war 


of 1836, and who was a member of Capt. James Sanford’s company, 
Georgia troops. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. LYDIA N. ATKINSON. 

The bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkinson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mrs.~Lydia N. Atkinson, of Fulton 
County, Georgia, whose husband, W. D. Atkinson, was a private sol- 
dier in Capt. W. C. Dawson’s company in the Creek Indian war of 
1836, and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COPLIN M’KELVEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6686) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Coplin McKelvey, late a private in Captain 
Cheny’s company of Tennessee Volunteers in the Florida war, at $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. ROBINSON. 

The bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of William M. Robinson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of William M. Robinson, late of Company F, of Mounted Riflemen 
Regiment Regulars United States Army, war with Mexico, on the pen- 
sion rolls, at $24 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COL. BENJAMIN C. SHAW. 

The bill (S. 4915) granting pone to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw was 
considered as in Committee of Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension roll the name of Benjamin C. Shaw, late lieutenant colonel of 
the Sixty-eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers in the war of 1861, 


‘ 
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1891. 





and pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

H. W. GOODNIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 5546) granting a pension to H. W. Goodnight was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Henry W. Goodnight, late a private in Com- 
pany H of the Seventy-second Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RORERT HALL. 

The bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of Robert Hall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension now allowed to Robert Hall, of Shelbyville, Mo., late a sol- 
dier in the Mexican war, under certificate numbered 982, and pay him 
$20 per month. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN FLORIDA. 

The bill (S. 685) to define the divisions of northern district of Florida 
and to provide for holding the district and circuit courts therein, and 
for other pur was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. That bill is adversely reported. I think it had 
better be passed over. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 


JURISDICTION OF POLICE COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 4513) to define the jurisdiction of the police court of 
the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill had better be passed over with- 
out prejudice. The Senator who reported it [Mr. WriLson, of Iowa] 
is not here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

JOHN M. WRIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. Wright, of Audrain 
County, Missouri, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Wright, of 
Audrain County, in the State of Missouri, and to pay him a pension 
of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONTGOMERY GEIGER. 

The bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger was con- 
sidered us in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Montgomery Geiger, of the county of Lincoln 
and State of Missouri, a private in Company B, of Powell’s Battalion, 
Mexican war, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A, UNDERWOOD. 

The bill (H. R, 2537) to increase the pension of James A, Under- 
wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of James A, Underwood, late of Company B, 
Eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM L, HORN. 

The bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of William L. Horn, late a private Company 
H, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, in the Mexican war, at $20 
per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now drawing as such 
Mexican veteran. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURA J. HAYDON, 


The bill (H. R. 12347) granting a pension to Laura J. Haydon, for- 
merly Burke, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ae on the pension roll the name of Laura J. Haydon, of 

isville, Ky., and to pay her a pension of $12 a month, she having 
been an army nurse during the civil war. 

The bill was reported to the Sehate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. ORR. 


The bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of James H. Orr, late of Company E, Seventh Ken- 
tacky Cavalry, and subsequently of Company F, Fortieth Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry. 
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2565 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 





to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILEY R. REEVES. 

The bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the nameof Wiley R. Reeves, of New Albany, Ind., 
late a private in the Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry 
in the war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MRS. LETITIA STAENGLEN. 

The bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs. Letitia Staenglen was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Mrs. Letitia Staenglen, widow of Gustave Adolph 


Staenglen, late a private in Company G, Ninth United States Iniantry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. CHAMBERLAIN. 
The bill (S. 4942) granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain was 
It proposes to place on 


now receiving or of that to which she is entitled under existing laws. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WINEMAH RIDDELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell was considered as 
It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Winemah Riddell and to pay her during life $25 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT SHIPS ON SIMMON’S REEF, 

The joint resolution (S, R. 145) to apply appropriation for lighthouse 
on Simmon’s Reef in payment for three lightships in lieu thereof was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to apply $60,000, 
heretofore appropriated, by act of Congress of March 2, 1889, for the 
building of a lighthouse on Simmon’s Reef, in Lake Michigan, unde: 
the direction of the Lighthouse Board, for the purchase of three light- 
ships of suitable pattern, to be stationed, respectively, at or near Sim- 
mon’s Reef, Gray's Reef, and White Shoal, in Lake Michigan. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


PHILIP C, JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6559) to provide for the issue of the commission of 
Philip C. Johnson as a rear admiral in the United States Navy was 


announced as next in order. 


Mr. CHANDLER, That bill may be passed over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over without prejudice, 

JOHN M’GREGOR. 

The bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of John McGregor, son of Murdock McGregor, late a private in Seventh 
Battery of Indiana Light Artillery Volunteers, who was killed in the 
battle of Stone River on December 31, 1862, upon the pension rolls, at 
$18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA TORRENCE. 

The bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Martha Torrence, of Hortonville post of- 
fice, Ind., widow of George W. Camp, late a private in Company H, 
Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SETTLEMENT OF MILITARY CLAIMS, 
The bill (S. 3896) regulating settlement of military claims was an- 
nounced as next in order, 
Mr. CHANDLER, Let thet bill go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without preju- 
dice. 
WILLIAM DUNN. 


The bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn was ¢on- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of William Dunn, late of Company I, Second 
United States Artillery. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONATHAN 8. BRINK. 
The bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension rol] the name of Jonathan 8S. Brink, dependent father of John 
Brink, late of Company K, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
war of 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HUGH M’HUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 2512) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Mc- 
Hugh was considene 4 as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
grant an increase of pension to Hugh McHugh, late second lieutenant 
of Company I, Eighty-fifth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and 
to pay him $30 per mouth. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

E. PATTON, 

The bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to E. Patton, of Benedict, 
Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of E. Patton, late a private in Com- 
pany E, Sixteenth Regiment Llinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without Sa ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and 


OWNERS OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN FORKIGN TRADE. 


The bill (S. 4820) to amend the law relating to the residence abroad 
of the owners of American vessels in the foreign trade was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend section 4142 of 
the Revised Statutes so as to read: 


That hereafter it shall be lawful for all citizens en ed in the foreign trade, 
but residing abroad, to own vessels built in the United States and have them 
registered as vessels of the United States, their home port to be one of those in 
any State out of which said vessels, or any of them, may trade; and the own- 
er’s place of residence abroad, as an absentee citizen, must be noted in the reg- 
ister. Itshallalso be lawful for citizens of foreign countries, connected ia busi- 
ness with citizens of the United States owning vessels in the foreign trade, to 
own in each of such vessels not exceeding one-quarter share, the names and 
residences of such owners to appear on the register. But in all cases of such 
ownership the active management in the United States must be devolved on a 
home owner, and the home owners shall be held to entire responsibility in all 
cases involving the same. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tive, and passed. 
PORT OF DELIVERY AT DES MOINES, IOWA. 

The bill (S. 4816) establishing a of delivery at Des Moines, Iowa, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS W. HOUTS. 

‘The bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of Thomas W. Houts was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President to 
remit the unexecuted portion of the sentence of court-martial in the 
case of Thomas W. Houts, late major Seventh Cavalry, Missouri State 
Militia, and to cause him to be honorably mustered out of the volun- 
teer service of the United States as of the date of the sentence of the 
court-martial; but he shall not in consequence of the passage of this 
act be entitled to have or receive back pay or allowance. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

MICHAEL FLAHERTY. 

The bill (H. R. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Michael Flaherty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to remove the charge of desertion from the service record 
of Michael Flaherty, late a private in Company H, Ninety-first Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable discharge 
as of the date of July 3, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened and, on motion of Mr. ALLISON (at 
5 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.\, the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, February 13, 1891, at 11 o'clock a m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of February, 1891. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 


James H. Reed, of Pennsylvania, to be United States district judge 
for the western district of Pennsylvania, vice Marcus W. Acheson, re- 


signed. 


James H. Beatty, of Idaho, to be United States district judge for 
the district of Idaho, as provided by act approved July 3, 1890. 


RESTORATION TO THE ARMY. 


George Stoneman, late colonel United States Army, retired, to be 
colonel of infantry, to rank from February 9, 1891. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Corps of Engineers. 

Second Lieut. E. Eveleth Winslow, to be second lieutenant, to rank 
from June 12, 1889, instead of from July 2, 1889. 

Second Lieut. Albert M. D’Armit, to be second lieutenant, to rank 
from June 12, 1889, instead of from October 5, 1889. 

Second Lieut. Clement A. F. Flagler, to be second lieutenant, to 
rank from June 12, 1889, instead of from April 1, 1890. 

Second Lieut. Chesler Harding, to be second lieutenant, to rank 
from June 12, 1889, instead of from August 12, 1890. 


Artillery. 


Second Lieut. George Le R. Irwin, Third Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant of artillery, to rank from February 11, 1890, instead of from 
July 28, 1890. 

Under the provisions of the act approved May 17, 1886, the above- 
named officers were commissioned additional second lieutenants, with 
rank as such from the dates of their graduation. In accordance with 
the practice prior to the act of October 1, 1890, they were commis- 
sioned anew as second lieutenants from time to time to fill vacancies, 
and with later dates of rank corresponding with the dates the vacan- 
cies occurred. 

The act of October 1, 1890, provides that all officers shall be commis- 
sioned in the corps er arms of the service (and not in particular regi- 
ments) with a view to their assignment to vacancies, and that the pro- 
motionsof second lieutenants be made throughout the arm of the service 
instead of regimentally as before. There are now six additional second 
lieutenants of the Corps of Engineers, two of them graduates of the class 
of 1889 and four graduates of the class of 1890, and sixteen additional 
lieutenants of artillery, all ranking from dates of their graduation. 

These twenty-two additional second lieutenants must now be assigned 
to vacancies in the engineers and artillery, respectively, as vacancies 
happen, with their present dates of rank. 

This would place those in the Engineer Corps for promotion ahead 
of the four second lieutenants in that corps herein nominated for new 
dates of rank, and those in the artillery ahead of Second Lieutenant 
Irwin, unless these are given earlier dates of rank than they now hold. 

In justice to them they should bé placed in a position to receive pro- 
motion before those additional lieutenants who entered the service later 
and with lower relative rank. 

The annexed table shows the status of the lieutenants concerned: 


Table showing status of the additional second lieutenants in the Engineer 
Corps and the artillery arm (February 10, 1891). 


Date of 
Relative; graduation 
rank on | and appoint- 


Date 
ppointed 


Names. eee lieu- 


gradua- | ment as addi- 
Genal eocend tenantto fill 
lieutenants. 


tion. vacancies, 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Charles C, Rogers, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 27th January, 1891, vice Lieut. John Downes, retired. 

Ensign Harry S. Chase, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from 27th 
January, 1891, vice Lieut. Charles C. Rogers, junior grade, promoted. 

Ensign John Hood, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy, 
from the 5th December, 1890, vice Ensign J. H. Fillmore, found phys- 
ically disqualified for promotion and transferred to the retired list. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Laura E. Edwards, to be postmaster at Truckee, in the county of 
Nevada and State of California, in the place of Wyatt C. Durno, re- 
moved. 

Wilbur W. Smith, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of David Tucker, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Selleck Y. St. John, to be postmaster at New Canaan, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Lucius M. Mon- 
roe, whose commission expires February 27, 1891. 

Charles P. Bascom, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois, in the place of John M. McConihe, whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Henry L. Scrogin, to be postmaster at Chenoa, in the county of Mc- 
Lean and State of Lllinois, in the place of Sylvanus 8S. Chapman, whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Howard L. Taylor, to be postmaster at Wenona, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois, in the place of Reginald F. Beecher, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. : 

Solomon B. Humbert, to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa, in the place of Nathaniel H. Du Foe, 
whose commission expires March 3, 1891. 

Elias A. Wasser, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of Craw- 
ford and State of Kansas, in the place of John H. Cushenberry, whose 
commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Henry N. Paine, to be postmaster at Eastport, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Maine, in the place of Frank McGraw, deceased. 

William T. Smart, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county of 
Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of Charles Walker, whose 
commission expires February 26, 1891. 

James P. Harter, to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maryland, in the place of William P. Lane, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Frederick E. Fowle, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick E. 
Fowle, whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

William Hilton, to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county of Es- 
sex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William Hilton, whose 
commission expires March 3, 1891. 

Arthar C. Longley, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetis, in the place of William W. Fish, 
resigned. 

Benjamin W. Mayo, to be postmaster at Tarner’s Falls, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Benjamin W. 
Mayo, whose commission expires March 3, 1891. 

William F. Merritt, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Caleb Holbrook, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

George H. Tarleton, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James F’. Lynch, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Charles E. Walker, to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick A. Cur- 
rier, whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

John A. Woodbury, to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
ident from and after January 1, 1891. 

Charles A. Wilson, to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of Oak- 
land and State of Michigan, in the place of Howard M. Church, whose 
commission expires March 3, 1891. 

George E. Newall, to be postmaster at Flint, in the county of Gen- 
esee and State of Michigan, in the place of William W. Joyner, whose 
commission expires March 3, 1891. 

Henry L. Simons, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of 
McLeod and State of Minnesota, in the place of John H. Dorsey, re- 
moved. 

Christopher Hostetter, to be postmaster at Central City, in the county 
of Merrick and State of Nebraska, in the place of Newton R. Per- 
singer, resigned. 

H. Wells, to be postmaster at Schuyler, in the county of Col- 
fax and State of Nebraska, in the place of Levi C. Smith, whose com- 
misssion expires February 22, 1891. 

Anton J. , to be postmaster ai West Point, in the county 
of Cuming and State of Nebraska, in the place of Mary O’Sullivan, 
removed; Christian Rupp, who was nominated to the Senate on the 





11th of December, 1890, having declined the office, and his nomina- 
tion having been withdrawn. 

William B. Coggeshall, to be postmaster at Summit, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of Bridget Lane, whose 
commission expired January 29, 1891. 

Augustus W. Condit, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Waldo B. Tichenor, 
whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 

Charles L. Hubbs, to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1891. 

George C. Deming, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H. Black, 
whose commission expires February 28, 1891. 

Adam J. Bleser, to be postmaster at Millbank, in the county of 
Grant and State of South Dakota, in the place of George C. Middle- 
brook, whose commission expires February 14, 1891. 

William H. Deal, to be postmaster at Cleburne, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Texas, in the place of Sylvester N. Clark, whose 
commission expires February 14, 1891. 

Frank H. Pierce, to be postmaster at Laredo,in the county of Webb 
and State of Texas, in the place of Dalziel H. Randolph, whose com- 
mission expires February 14, 1891. 

Griffith Davis, to be postmaster at Seattle, in the county of King 
and State of Washington, in the place of Albert M. Brooks, resigned 

Stephen L. Stillman, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York, in the place of John H. Mealey, 
whose commission expires February 23, 1891. 


st 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn by the President February 12, 1891. 


Christian Rupp, to be postmaster at West Point, in the State of 


Nebraska. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1891. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF CHARITIES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Amos G. Warner, of Nebraska, to be superintendent of charities for 

the District of Columbia. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

George R. Wright, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Prescott. 

John L. Waller, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States at Tam- 
atave. 

APPOINTMENT IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


John M. Eager, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


Ordnance Department, 


Lieut. Col. Alfred Mordecai, to be colonel. 
Maj. William A. Marye, to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Cullen Bryant, to be major. 


Cavalry. 


First Lieut. Francis H. Hardie, Third Cavalry, to be captain of cav- 
alry. 

First Lieut. George K. Hunter, Third Cavalry, to be captain of cav- 
alry. 

Second Lieut. William 8. Scott, First Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 
of cavalry. 

Second Lieut. Daniel L. Tate, First Cavalry, to be first lieutenant of 
cavalry. 

Second Lieut. George W. Goode, First Cavalry, to be first lieutenant 
of cavalry. 

Artillery. 


First Lieut. Samuel R. Jones, regimental quartermaster, Fourth 
Artillery, to be captain of artillery. 


Infantry. 


Lieut. Col. Richard F. O’ Beirne, Fifteenth Infantry, to be colonel 
of infantry. 

Maj. Samuel Ovenshine, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieutenant 
colonel of infantry. 

Capt. James Henton, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major of infan- 


try. 
First Lieut. Calvin D. Cowles, Twenty-third Infantry, to be cap- 
tain of infantry. 

















Second Lieut. John Cotter, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first lientenant 
of infantry. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin Alvord, Twentieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. William H. Sage, Fifth Infantry, to be first lienten- 
ant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. George H. Patten, Twenty-second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant of infantry. 

Second Lieut. Magnus O. Hollis, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant of infantry. 

POSTMASTER, 


Henry C, Sanders, to be postmaster at Claremont, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of New Hampshire. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THuRsDAY, February 12, 1891. 


‘The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MiLsury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the first thing in order is the 
vote on the Senate bill coming over from last night. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order is the bill on which the 
House was dividing last evening, and by unanimous consent it was 
agreed that the division should be renewed this morning immediately 
aiter the reading of the Journal, The Clerk willreport the title of the 
bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2675) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to con- 
struct and operate additional lines of railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish the attention of my friend from Arkansas 
before the vote is taken. The amendment! offered and which was ac- 
cepted on last evening is not entirely perfect; and I ask unanimous 
consent to substitute in lieu of it what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 4: 
“And also shall carry the property and troops of the United States at such 
prices as Congress may provide.” 


Mr. PEEL. I have no objection whatever to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is offered as a substitute for the amendment 
adopted last evening? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment just read be substituted for that adopted by 
the House on yesterday. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. ' 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the legislative bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes the gentleman, pending that mo- 
tion, would allow some recognitions for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am quite willing to withdraw it for that 
purpose, but our experience, Mr. Speaker, has been in the past that 
these other things have taken up about two hours; and when this is 
through, which I think will not take very long, the rest of the after- 
noofi can be devoted to recognitions. There were some dozen or more 
recognitions last night. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair has sensibly felt the relief thereof. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will withdraw his 
motion, as I am quite anxious to get a recognition so as to secure the 
passage of the Hot Springs bill. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would advise the 
not to be moved by that suggestion. [Laughter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I withdraw the motion for the present. 


JOHN W. BLAKE. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (8S. 2228) for the relief of John W. e. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to John W. Blake, of the city of Indianapolis, State of 
Indiana, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
pay and allowances of a captain of infantry in the volunteer service from the 
23d day of June, 1861, to the 2Ist day of July, 1861, less any amounts paid him 
during said term, which shall be in full payment of all ms which the said 
John W. Biake may have against the Government of the United States for back 
pay. 


ntleman from Ohio 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentlemau from Indiana state whether 
this bill allows the soldier or officer a greater compensation than is al- 
lowed to privates? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Notatall. The facts are very briefly as follows: 
This gentleman was captain of a company in the Tenth Indiana Volun- 
teers in the three-month service, and on being appointed a staff officer 
on the staff of General Rosecrans he resigned his commission, not fore- 
seeing that the result would be the loss of pay after the date of his 
resignation, as he would be dropped from the rolls, and there were no 
staff rolls of the staff officers of General Rosecrans on file in the Pay- 
master’s Office. When he went to draw his pay, therefore, at the end of 
the service, he found that he could only draw it up to the 23d of June, 
and this is simply to pay the officer the amount to which he was en- 
titled for the rank he held and for actual service rendered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was ; 

Mr. CHEADLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


T. A. KENDIG. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of the bill (8. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig and 
pass the same. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be © a ete., That ee —_ hn nea ¥ ont the perme is naoke apene- 

n ne n u no 
Fieciee a Ken - qurviviag ‘gastaer of the ‘pemmenlie of A. Kendig 
and J. C,. McManus, for one month's extra pay on mail routes numbered 8166 
and 8167, on which the service of carrying the mail was discontinued by order 
of the Postmaster-General on May 31, 1861, which sum of $3,538.59 was allowed 
for payment by order of the Postmaster-General, dated the 1st day of December, 
1879; and that the sum so appropriated be made immediately available. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be glad if the gentleman from Arkansas 
would give some explanation or statement as to the character of* this 
claim. I thought claims of this character had all been settled. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will state to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the matter is very brief, involving only a question 
of fact. 

As stated by the House committee in the report accompanying the 
bill and also by the Senate committee—the Senate committee having 
reported the bill favorably and it having passed the Senate and being re- 

rted unanimously by the House committee—thisservice was rendered 

y the party in question and the pay was not collected. It is therefore 
simply a question of fact, and the Department itself admits that this 
month’s extra pay when the route was discontinued had not been paid 
to the party. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This, I believe, is one of the post routes in Ar- 
kansas? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; there is no question 
as to the amount being due. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why was it not paid? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There was no money out of 
which to pay it at the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has always been admitted that this additional 
month’s pay, when the service on a route is discontinued, is to be paid 
to the contractor by the De ent, These payments were not made 
in 1861, many of them, on account of the then condition of the coun- 
try and the fact that many of the post offices on which the drafts were 
drawn could not be available for the payment of the drafts. 
My friend will find in this case that drafts were issued, no doubt, 
but not collected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman from Indi- 
ana will notice the report of the House committee he will find they 
state ‘‘that the amount claimed as well as the liability of the Gov- 
ernment is admitted by the Post-Office Department;’’ and there is no 
question as to the integrity and propriety of the claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there a statement of the drafts issued on the dif- 
ferent offices covering the claim ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not know as to that. I 
know the report states that the amount is due and never has been paid. 
It is an honest debt and should be paid. 
oa Is there objection to the present consideration of 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
read read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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D. H, MITCHELL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 

ation of the bill (S. 4484). I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the bill 

both Houses at the last session of Congress and failed to re- 

ceive the President’s signature because he had not time to examine it 
in the last hours of the session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to D. H, Mitchell,out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $9,270.83, in full satisfaction for 
7,416.67 bushels of corn delivered to the assistant quartermaster at Fort Harker, 


Kansas, during the months of November and December, in the year 1868, and 
during the months of January, February, March, and April, in the year 1869. 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. SELINA BESTOR ET AL. 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the tollowing bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs. 
Selina Bestor, Orson H. Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Selina Bestor, Orson H. Bestor, and E. Fran- 
eis Riggs, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $21,230.67, the same being the amount that was improperly turned over 
to the United States Treasury or to the disbursing officers of the United States 


Navy by the aforesaid parties in settlement of a deficiency in the money ac- 
; y 


count of Assistant Paymaster Jacob D. Doyle, United States Navy, who at the 
time the deficiency occurred was insane, and that said sum be distributed as fol- 
lows: To Mrs. Selina Bestor, the sum of $14,230.67; to Orson H. Bestor, the sum 
of $4,000; and to E. Francis Riggs, the sum of $3,000, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think there should be some explanation of this 


bill, and I ask for the reading of the report. 


Mr. MANSUR. There is no objection to the report being read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2639) for the relief 
of Mrs. Selina Bestor, Orson i. Bestor, and E, Francis Riggs, have had the same 


under consideration and leave to report as follows: 

In the year 1886 Jacob D. yle, an assistant paymaster in the United States 
Navy, was the paymaster of the U. S. S. Iroquois of the Pacific squadron. The 
clerk to the paymaster of the U.S. S. Lroquois was John G. Myers, nominated 
to be such by the paymaster, but made so by the approval of the then Secretary 
of the Navy. as shown by the records of the Navy Department, without which 
——— yers could not have been the paymaster’s clerk on said vessel. 

yers was appointed in February, 1885, and on June 25, 1886, some fifteen 
months after he had, through the action of the Secretary of the Navy, become, 
in accordance with law, a sworn officer of the United States Navy, deserted, 
and has never been heard from since. At the date of Myers’s desertion, and 
for some time prior thereto, Assistant Paymaster Doyle was mentally irrespon- 
sible, which fact is also shown by the official records of the Navy Department. 

Upon Myers’s desertion an examination of the safe was made, and it was 
found that the public funds were poyer as well as a large amount of money 
which belon to the enlisted men of the ship and had been deposited in the 
safe for security. An investigation was hwd, and it clearly appears therefrom 
that at the time this money was stolen by Myers Assistant Paymaster Doyle 
was mentally irresponsible, and therefore unable to properly perform duty. 
Since then Assistant Paymaster Doyle has, after a thorough examination by a 
regularly constituted board of medical surgeons of the Navy, been placed upon 
the retired list of the Navy on account of such mental infirmity. 

In the opinion of your committee Assistant Paymaster Doyle was not morally, 
ew or legally responsible for the clerk’s theft, nor does your committee 
think that his sureties were. As has been stated, the clerk, Myers, was made 
Doyle's clerk by the action of the Secretary of the Navy, and, the vessel being 
in foreign waters, he could be discharged or dismissed, not by the paymaster, 
but only through the action of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The money so stolen by the dishonest clerk amounted to more than the bond of 
the paymaster, the bond being for $10,000, while the total sum paid into the Treas- 
ury by the beneficiaries named in this bill on account of and for the paymaster 
was $21,230.67. These beneficiaries were, with one possible exception, inno way 
bound to make good the deficiency created by Myers, as with the aforesaid ex- 
ception they were not on the paymaster’s bond. Their action wastaken through 
friendship for Doyle. One of these beneficiaries was on thesaid bond, butonly 
in a small sum. rtain it is that Assistant Paymaster Doyle’s sureties could 
not have been compelled to make good the losses sustained by the Government 
on account of the thieving of one of its ownsworn and duly constituted officers 
other than the paymaster himself, when, through an existing disability arising 
in the line of duty, the paymaster was mentally incapacitated and unable to 

‘orm duty. 

That the disability did exist and did arise in the line of duty is proven by the 
fact eee being subsequently and lawfully placed upon the retired 
list of the Navy on accountthereof. In view of the facts attendant upon Myers’s 
theft, the mental infirmity of the paymaster, and, as your committee believes, 
the utter inability the Government would have met with in attempting, under 
the circumstances, to hold the paymaster’s sureties responsible for Myers’s steal- 
ings, your committee can but conclude that restitution and reimbursement 
should be made to these beneficiaries as provided for in said bill, and therefore 
its passage is recommended. 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


clerk Myers. Thereis no indication from that report that he was prose- 
cuted or convicted of the crime, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 





Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Mr. Speaker, there is one fact omitted from the 
statement in the report as to the evidence of this embezzlement by the 


2569 


Mr.MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, hedeserted immediately and has never 
been arrested, in spite of every eftort of the Federal Government to 
hunt himup, They have tried in different countries and followed dif- 
ferent clews, and have never come across him. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The only possible ground on which this bill can 
be justified -— 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will 
permit me, I can make a short statement of the facts of this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I was saying, Mr. Chairman, the only ground 
on which this bill can be justified is that the clerk charged with the 
embezzlement was not appointed by the paymaster, but, on the con- 
trary, was appointed by the Secretaryof the Navy. That seems to be 
a very strange state of things. It is stated that the appointment was 
made by the Secretary of the Navy and that no bond was required of 
the clerk. 

Mr. MANSUR. The facts are these: Under the rules and regula- 
tions the paymaster can name a person who may act as his clerk, but 
the clerk can not act until his appointment is approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 

Mr. HOLMAN, But who makes the selection? 

Mr. MANSUR. When once appointed he can not be removed ex- 
cept by the Secretary of the Navy, and hence itis, even if the pay- 
master finds anything that would throw suspicion on the clerk, it is 
beyond his power to remove him until he shall have tirst complained 
to the Secretary of the Navy. 

I desire further in this connection to make a short statement of the 
facts, more full, perhaps, than that given in the report. ‘This pay- 
master, Mr. Doyle, was serving in the Mediterranean. He became 
afflicted mentally, and that affliction grew on him and existed at the 
time of the theft, so as to render him absolutely incompetent to per- 
form the duties, all of which devolved on thisclerk. While he was in 
that condition the clerk embezzled $21,000 and immediately deserted, 
and has never been heard of since. The malady of Mr, Doyle con- 
tinued, and while in that condition he was examined by a medical 
board, and he has been retired from the service and put on the retired 
list. 

Now, in addition to that, the bond was only $10,000. Itis a peculiar 
bond, not joint and several, butseveral only. Only one of the sureties 
furnished any of the money, and he $2,500 only. When the defalca- 
tion was first discovered the friends of Mr. Doyle telegraphed to his 
relatives here in the city of thedefalcation. They believed that it was 
Mr. Doyle’s defalcation, and forthe sakeof the family honor his mother 
and relatives raised this money by selling their property and cabled 
the money to him. They afterward discovered that the belief upon 
which they acted in sending the money was wholly incorrect; that it 
was not his defaleation and that they were not liable to pay the money. 
Therefore, the Government having no right to recover as against these 
persons and the money being paid under a misapprehension and there 
being but one of the sureties from whom any recovery could be had, 


and he only to the extent of $2,500, the Senate took the view that it 


would be a great injustice to compel these people to suffer by reason 


of this sacrifice which they had made to save the honor of this pay- 
master, when in reality his honor was not at all affected. 


A full investigation by the Navy Department showed the fact as I 
have stated it, that he was not responsible for the loss of this money, 


that he could not help it, and that he was in such a condition at the 


time that no action on his part could have prevented it. Under these 


ciffumstances it seems wholly unjust to keep this money of these peo- 


ple, who raised it under this misapprehension of the fact, when they 
were not liable. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. MANSUR. The amount is stated in the report. 

Mr. COBB. Do you propose to release the surety too ? 

Mr. MANSUR. We propose simply to return this money to the 
parties who paid it under this misapprehension. 

Mr. COBB. Did not one of the sureties pay part of this money ? 

Mr. BYNUM. One surety did. 

Mr. COBB. One surety paid part of the money. 

Mr. MANSUR. Possibly, $2,500. 

Mr. COBB. Are you releasing him, too, 2nd paying him back the 
money which he paid ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know nothing more about the matter than has 
been suggested. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By- 
NUM] objected yestemlay when the bill was up, and‘he has made an 
investigation of the record since and says it ought to be paid. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not subscribe to the doctrine that 
this clerk was an official of the Government. Ido not think the equity 
of this case rests upon that theory. This paymaster was not at fault 
for the loss of these funds. At the time the clerk who was in charge 
of the safe and had charge of the money deserted he had two days’ 
leave of absence, he escaped to some of the Central and South Ameri- 
can countries and has never been seen since. After he disappeared an 
examination was made, and the safe was found tobe empty. The pay- 
master was then detached from duty and ordered to report and settle. 
There was a vacancy and he was in the line of promotion. 


How much does it amount to? 
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In order to save his standing, his relatives, without knowing his 
mental condition, sacrificed their property and paid the money. He 
was ordered up for examination, sent before a board, and it was dis- 
covered that he was insane and had been for some time prior, prob- 
ably, though I am not certain at the timeof the loss of the fands; and 
instead of being promoted he was placed upon the retired list on fur- 


lough pay, I believe, $600 a year. His insanity is probably of a per- 
manent character. These parties were not responsible, but unques- 
tionably paid this money under the belief that he would receive the 
promotion. They did it to protect him, and did not know of hismen- 
tal condition. Now, I think that that is the equity in the case; and 
the money ought to be refunded. The penalty of the bond was only 


$10,000 
. ‘ . . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[ After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. Payson in the chair). 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropria- 
tion bills, and amendments are in order on the paragraph which was 
last read before the rising of the committee on the last legislative day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, during the general debate on this bill a great deal 
has been said about matters not strictly involved in the appropriations. 
I have been very much entertained by the ingenuity with which gen- 
tlemen have obtained the floor and discussed the subject of subsidy of 
our merchant marine. I desire this morning to contribute to the cur- 
rent literature by the insertion of very forcible upon acur- 
reut matter of American politics, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read as a part of my speech, fully indorsing the sentiment, and 
I specially call the attention of my friends on the other side to the en- 
tire proceedings of the meeting, including the letter and the resolu- 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLEVELAND ON SILVER—UTTERANCES WHICH LEAVE NO DOUBT AS TO HIS CON- 

VICTIONS—HE IS OPPOSED TO FREE OCOINAGE—THE EX-PRESIDENT'S VIEWS 

HAVE UNDERGONE NO CHANGE—LETTER READ AT A NEW YORK MEETING— 


THE SENATE BILL CHARACTERIZED AS “A DANGEROUS AND RECKLESS” PIECE 
OF LEGISLATION—EX-SECRETARY FAIRCHILD PREDICTS RUIN SHOULD IT BR- 


COME LAW, 
New York, February 11. 


le attended the mass meeting 

at Cooper Union to-night to oppose the silver bill, in ———— to a call of the 
Reform Club. Charles 8. Pairehild, aGometary 
Mr. 2. Ellery Anderson, president of the Refers clus for of fhe 
meeting, and he was elected by acclamation. 

Mr. Fairchild spoke areneiy and interestingly against the passage of the bill 
for free coinage of silver, giving manifold reasons why it should not become a 
law. Hedeclared that the value of silver could not be increased as and 


Between six hundred and seven hundred 


wee ruin and privation following in the wake of the passage tho diver 
vill. 

A committee of ten members of the Reform Club will be nted by Mr. 
Anderson to go to Washington and the of the silver bill. 

The mention of Grover Cleveland’s name was the Leen prolonged burst 


of applause, and when the secretary had finished reading his letterthe applause 
was deafening. The Ex-President wrote as follows : 


“816 Maprson Avenvs, February 10, 1891. 
“—. ELLery ANDERSON, Esq.: 


“My DearSinr: I have this afternoon received your note invii puatnatiend 
to-morrow evening a meeting called for the purpose of voicing 
of the business men of our city to ‘‘the of silver in a United 
States,."’ I shall not be able to attend and address themeeting, as 
but I am glad that the business interests of New York are at Iasi to be oa 
on the subject. It surely can not be necessary for me to makea formal expres- 
sion of my agreement with those who heliewe that the greatest perils would be 
initiated by the adoption of the scheme embraced in the measure now pending 
in Solens for an unlimited coinage of silver at our mints. If we have de- 
velo an unexpected ity for the yey ne 
ume of the currency even if we have demonstrated the usefulness of 
such an increase, these conditions fall far short of insuring us against disaster 
ifin the present situation 4 enter upon the dangerous and reckless experi- 
ment — , unlimited, and independent silver coinage. 


Yours, very truly, 
_“GROVER CLEVELAND.” 
‘These resolutions were 


passed unanimously 
“ Resolved, That the ae requirement of a ane metallic currency is that its 


value shall be 
te equality of value between 4124 grains of standard silver 
and sub aralos of a in the bil oe free of silver, 
oeenes in fact, is con by the record of the market of silver 
me gee. and can not be sustained against the financial policy 


bullion 
of all Sirilinea 
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** Resolved, That the free coinage of silver, on the basis of equality ~ value 
at the ratio stated, in our judgment, will cause a premium on gold and its im- 
mediate banishment from circulation, and will debase the value of our dollar 
to the bullion value of the silver it contains. 

** Resolved, saaaee peeaeee debasement of our currency is dishonest. It 
will impair private and public credit; it will confuse and hamper our commer- 

cial relations with gold-payi countries; it will curtail legitimate business ; it 
will violate the obli ffestines of existing contracts and disastrously affect many 
industries; it will fall with peculiar severity on the depositors in savings banks 
and trust companies re those holding life-insurance and mutual-benefit pol- 
icies; it will lessen the purchasing power of the money in which are paid the 
earnings of laborers and of the salaried classes. It will ~~~ no one except 
temporarily the owners of silver or of silver mines, w y secure an en- 
hanced pr for their product and properties, and ‘the holders of gold or of 
gold values at financial centers, who would be enabled to discharge their obli- 
re in the debased currency and retain the advantage of the premium on 
7 Resolved, That we shall oppose with all the means at our command the 
pending bill or any one which favors the free coinage of silver without the co- 
operation of nations.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent simply to say that I 
have placed this very statesmanlike document in the permanent rec- 
ords of the country, to the end that in the coming campaign it shall 
be available under the frank of gentlemen who are coming to the next 
Congress to be used in disseminating information throughout the coun- 
‘try. 

I wish I had time to yield to my friend in front of me, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FLowrr]. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. SPINOLA, 
ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

During the reading of the first paragraph, under the head of ‘‘ De- 
partment of the Interior,”’ 

Mr. DINGLEY said: Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized I will 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLowER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. I yield my time to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BLanp]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


General Land Office: For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
$5,000; one Assistant Commissioner, to be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall be authorized to to sign such 
letters, papers, and documents and to perform such other duties as may be di- 


rected by the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in 


absence of 
that onan or in mae of a! in == office of ce $3,500 ; —{ 
cler| 250 ; two law clerks, at $2,200 each ; three inspectors surveyors gene: 
and land offices, at $2,000 each ; recorder, $2,000; three principal clerks, 
at $2,000 each ; e ht chiefsof divisions, at $2. $2.000each ; two law examiners, at $2,000 
each; ten pri examiners of land claims and contests, at 000 each ; 
thirty-two clerks of class 4; sixty-two clerks of class 3; sevénty-two clerks of 
class 2; sevent eight clerks of class 1; fifty-six clerks, at $1,000 each ; and fifty- 


copyists ; wo ; nine ‘assistant messe! rs; tw 3 
3a cadena aenthe in all, $546,250. —— ee 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this paragraph by 
out the words ‘‘two hundred and fifty,’’ in lines 2and 3, and 
inserting “five hundred.’ 
Mr. DOCKERY. What amendment does the gentleman propose? 
Mr. PAYSON. I move to strike out the words ‘‘two hundred and 
oe. ”? in lines 2 and 3, on page 79, and insert “‘five hundred.”’ 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to say but a single word. This amendment 
increases the salary of the chief clerk of the General Land Office $250 
per year, and makes the office of the same grade and dignity as its 
ort von the chief clerk of the Patent Office, the salary of which office 


is $2,500. 

Mr. Chairman, a very large experience with the duties of 
this bureau and the thereof by the present incumbent of 
ee ee ee which I take especial 
pleasure in asserting, that these duties deserve this increase of salary 
as applied to the position itself, but ea by the gentleman who 
now so ably in every sense of the word, this important position 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that m own opinion is indorsed by all who 
have personal knowledge of the of the business, and I venture 
the hope that my amendment may be promptly adopted and by a 


vote. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Grosvenor in the chair). The question 
ee amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi- 


The question was put, and the amendment was agreed to. 
a ERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

I notice that the from Missouri [ Mr. 
pavahenee tak Iam sorry he was not here a minute ago 
to hear read the recent letter from the late distinguished Democratic 
President of the United States against the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Lender. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. On the question of free coinage of silver. I, 
however, wish to add thut I called attention during last summer, and 
perhaps two 


I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
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from renominating him as the candidate for the Presidency by a unan- 
imous voteat St. Louis. 

I, however, wish to add, Mr. Chairman, that I dissent from the 
views expressed by the late President. I do not believe that any dan- 
ger would result to this country from the free coinage of silver if the 
silver is coined at the proper value; and I think that the greatdanger to 
be apprehended from the bill before the committee at the present time 
was suggested in the last speech of the late distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury,in which he said that the greatest danger arose from put- 
ting the printing presses in operation, so that we would by the issue 
of coin certificates have the capacity of the mints ina short time mort- 
gaged for the next twenty years in order to coin silver sufficient to re- 
deem the certificates issued, bringing us inevitably to the silver stand- 
ard and resulting in a great contraction of the currency. 

I notice that the late President does not say a word against that fea- 
ture of the bill, and yet by the bill before the committee Democratic 
precedents are set aside by the proposed creation of a vast volume of 
paper promises, thus setting aside the well-established principle of Dem- 
ocratic policy which prevailed in the early days of the country and 
which our friends on the other side seem now perfectly willing to aban- 
don. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam very sorry indeed that my good friend from Iowa 
has taken the position he has taken here. I thought he was in favor 
of free coinage. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman says he is. but he is like the Indian 
called ‘‘ Young-man-afraid-of-his-horses;’’ he never votes that way. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have never had an opportunity to vote that 
way. Iwas in the last Congress for two years, but the gentleman 
never got his bill out the committee so we could vote on it. 

Mr. BLAND. Thegentleman hada very good opportunity the other 
day, but he failed to come to time. Mr. Chairman, I have another 
regret to express. I had great hopes that Mr. Cleveland would change 
his notions upon this question. I still think there is room for a con- 
version, or I did think so until the gentleman from Iowa speke; but 
now that the Ex-President has been confirmed in his views by so dis- 
tinguished an expert in financial matters and so great a statesman as 
the gentleman from Iowa I do not see how the Ex-President can ever 
change. I regret it exceedingly. [Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Indian Office: For the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,009; Assistant Com- 
missioner, who shall also perform the duties of chief clerk, $3,000; financial 
clerk, $2,000; chief of division, $2,000; principal bookkeeper, $1,800; five clerks 
of class 4, one of whom shall have charge of the educational division; eight 
clerks of class 3; one draughtsman, $1,600; one stenographer, $1,600; ten clerks 
of class 2; eighteen clerks of class 1; nine clerks, at $1,000 each; twelve copy- 
ists; one messenger; two assistant messengers; one laborer; one female skilled 
laborer, $840; one messenger boy, $360; and two charwomen; in all, $97,820, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The great silver statesman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] has just remarked that there is ‘‘ room ’’ for the conver- 
sion of the late President of the United States. I wish the gentleman 
would frankly auswer the question whether he thinks there is any 
hope for that conversion. 

Mr. BLAND. I would answer the gentleman’s question if I could 
hear it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 89, line 16, strike out “eight” and insert “nine;”" line 19, strike out 
“ten” and insert “eleven ’’ and strike out “ eighteen " and insert “ nineteen; "’ 


line 22, strike out “skilled laborer ’’ and insert ‘‘ messenger," and in lines 24and 
25, strike out ‘* $97,820"’ and insert ‘“* $102,020.” 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This amendment simply provides for an in- 
creased number of clerks in the Indian Office. We have heard from 
every tribe on the continent and their allies this side of the mountains, 
and this is in to the demand. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call the attention of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill to the fact that he does not give to the Indian Office all the 
clerical assistance that the office thinks it needs and that, in my judg- 
ment, it does need. I see that his amendment remedies in part the 
embarrassment complained of by the office, bet still it does not give 
the required assistance. My friend knows that the work of that office 
has greatly increased during the last two years; that the correspondence 
is very much /arger thas it used to be; and he knows also that during 
all this perio. there has been no increase in the clerical force. I under- 
stand that <o-day the Government is suffering financial loss because 

tions for contracts can not be considered for want of sufficient 
. I hope the gentleman will change his amendment so as to give 
the force required. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The committee are satisfied from their in- 
vestigation that the increase allowed here is adequate. My friend knows 
that there is not one case out of ten thousand in which the full increase 
asked for is allowed, because there is always a selvage edge, there is 
always an estimate which covers all possible contingencies and goes 

the actual requirementsof theservice. Weare satisfied thatin 
case we have met the requirements of the situation. 


I offer the amendment which I send tothe 
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Mr. ENLOE. I will ask the gentleman whether this is a proposition 
for the creation of an additional number of oftices. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. It is anincreasein the number 
of clerks in the Indian Office, with a view to the dispatch of the busi- 
ness coming before that bureau. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is not that an increase in the namberof 
we not creating these new offices ’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘These are clerks in the classified service. 
They are in no sense new officers, according to the legal! 
that term. 

Mr. ENLOE, If the work of the Indian Office has been increased, 
is the increase due to the fact that recently the Army has succeeded in 
decreasing the number of Indians? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I donot know aboutthat. I do not think 
the work in the office ought to have increased. If the work increases 
as the number of Indians decreases, then, when we find the tribescon- 
taining each only one Indian, this bureau will be considerably ex- 
tended. [Laughter.] ’ 

Mr. ENLOE. That is myidea. I understood my friend from Ohio 
to say that the committee had heard from all the tribes, and that what 
they had heard was the cause of the increased work in the office and 
the proposed increase of force 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course a disturbance upon the frontier 
involves an investigation of the cause ofthe disturbance and the adjust 
mentof the matter, and therefore necessarily involves extra work. That 
must be obvious to my friend. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I make the point of order against the amend 
ment that itchanges existing law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In the first place, the point comes too tate, 
and, in the second place, the amendment does not change existing law 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It is not too late to make the point of order 
when you make it as soon as you get the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH 
taken place. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Irose to make a point of order when the 
gentleman offered his amendment; but, owing to the confusion in the 
Hall, I was unable to obtain the attention of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that, in accordance with the 
section of the statute under which the clerks are appointed, the num 
ber of clerks is fixed by the legislation annually provided. 

The point of order is therefore overruled, without reference to the 
time when it was made. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Weil, I will not take an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. BurreR Wworts |. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the amendment so that the word 
‘*eight,’’ at the end of line 15, shall be changed to ‘‘ten’’ instead of 
‘*nine,’’ as proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, and that the word 
‘*ten,’’ in line 19, shall be changed to ‘‘ thirteen ’’ instead of ‘‘eleven,’’ 
as proposed by the gentleman. In support of my amendment I desire 
to have read a communication addressed to the gentleman from Ohio 
from the Indian Office. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


offices? Are 


signification of 


Oh, yes; it is too late after discussion has 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
January 10, 1891. 

My Dear Str: Complying with your verbal request, I have the honor to sub- 
mit to you the following statement regarding the necessity of increased clerical 
force in this office: 

The work of the office is steadily increasing, as is evidenced by the fact that 
there was received in the office for the year ending December 31, 1888, 31,899 com 
munications, which wentto the general files for consideration. Forthe year end- 
ing December 31, 1889, the number was 37,445, while the number received for that 
ending December 31, 1890, was 40,615. This shows an increase of about 25 per 
cent. in the number of communications received. Meantime there 
no increase in the number of clerks. 

The work of the office has become so heavy that it is simply impossible to 
properly transact it with the force now employed. Unless additional clerical 
force is provided the business of this important bureau must seriously suffer and 
the gravest consequences nay result. I wish to state with all the emphasis pos- 
sible that additional clerical force is imperative. 

On page 57, H. R. Ex. Doc. No.5, estimates of appropriations, is a statement of 
the increase called for in this office. It will be noticed that the list involves a 
comparatively small amount of money. It should be remembered that this 
office disburses nearly $7,000,000 a year and deals with matters of the gravest 
importance, including at the present time the weighty questions growing out 
of the condition of the Sioux Indians. 

The honorable the Secretary of the Interior in his report, page 50, calls atten- 
tion to this serious matter and earnestly recommends the increase asked for 

I would not presume to ask your attention to this matter did I not feel that 
it is of vital importance to this bureau and a matter of public concern. 

I beg to ask your attention to the fact that 1 asked foran increase of force last 
session in vain, and as a consequence of the failure to receive it, not only has 
the work of the office suffered severely, but so have the workers. It is an act 
of cruelty to exact of faithful public servants an amount of work which they 
can not perform. 

I beg leave, therefore, most earnestly to ask as a matter of justice to the work- 
ers, of economy in the expenditure in the public funds, and of efficiency in the 
transaction of public business, that this modest request of the Indian Office be 
granted. 

If for any reason = are pted to change the number of clerks asked for, 
be kind enough to double it, but do not, I beg of you, decrease it, for I have not 
asked for the number that ought to be granted. 
Very respectfully, 


has been 


T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
Hon. BexJAMIn BUTTERWORTH, 
House of Representatives. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask what number of additional clerks it 


is proposed to authorize. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We propose to allow three additional clerks; 


the proposition here is to double that number. Now, the truth is that 


we make an increase here far beyond the average increases in other 


bureaus ; and for the work to be performed—the legitimate work of 


that bureau—the force is ampleand adequate. Of course, if the bureau 
is to be runas an institution for corresponding with everybody through- 
out the country who wishes to write about the condition of the Indians, 
and correspondence about philanthropic endeavors, we shall have toin- 
crease very largely the numberof clerksand also furnish a printing office. 
But for the discharge of the duties properly devolving on this bureau 
we have found the force to be adequate. There is nodisposition on the 
part ofthe Comnfittee on Appropriations to reduce the force or to fail in 
the slightest degree to allow the number of clerks that is required ; 
but we felt we were not justified in going beyond that. 

I will say to my honored friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINs] that 
we have given this matter fair and full consideration. So far as con- 
cerns the letter which has been read, if we should publish the letters 
that we receive in regard to each appropriation bill, with suggestions 
that the Government must perish unless we allow largely increased force 
in various Departments, those letters would fill a volume and bring us 
to tears. But we find by actual experiment that the force we allow is 
ample. If my honored friend had had occasion to investigate these 
matters he would have found that we can not make our allowances 
with direct reference to the aggressiveness of the importunity; if we 
did, we would have to erect additional buildings to provide for the 
clerks in the various Departments, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have of- 
fered proposes au increase of force in this division to the extent of only 
five additional clerks. The work of this office during recent years has 
grown wonderfully; yet in all that time there has been no increase of 
clerical assistance, Every Indian reservation that is broken up, every 
allotment that is made, every new treaty thatis negotiated, every new 
Indian school that is established, every new compromise that is made, 
involves additional work in the Indian Office; aad it is said by many 
that the recent outbreak in Dakota resulted largely because the Indian 
Office, in consequeuce of a lack of force, was not able to respond with 
alacrity to the demands made upon it by the Indians. 

I know that last fall there were contracts pending in the Indian Office 
that could not be considered because the office had not the necessary 
force to arrange, classify, investigate, and act upon them promptly. 
Thus the Government lost in a single month infinitely more than it 
would cost to furnish these five clerks for a year. I hope that no ob- 
jection will be made to thisamendment, because I am thoroughly con- 
vinced, after investigation, that this additional force is necessary; that 
in adopting the amendment we are not giving one clerk in excess of the 
actual demands of that office. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time, after 
a service of eight years on this committee, that I have ever heard the 
suggestion that a war had been precipitated by reason of our failure to 
furnish a sufficient clerical force. 

Mr. PICKLER. That has been exactly the trouble. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The trouble is that the committee of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perkins] did not appropriate enough 
money to feed these Indians on the frontier; that they have had either 
meat that was not fit to eat or not enough of it, because we did not 
make a sufficient appropriation to buy beeves. It is well known to 
every intelligent man in this country that, not by reason of insufli- 
ciency of clerks, but because of insufficiency of food for the Indians 
they have been compelled to fight in order to live; and, in fighting, a 
great many of them 4 died. 

Why, sir, I repeat if the business of the Indian Bureau increases as 
the number of the Indians diminish, in a short time we will be over- 
whelmed by a bureau of unwieldy size, as we approach an extermina- 
tion of the Indian tribes. If my honored friend from Kansas will 
labor as hard to feed the Indians and to provide for them bodily as we 
do to take care of the evidence that it is done well, I will risk the re- 
sult so far as any Indian insurrection among the tribes is concerned 
for the future. And, as suggested by my friend who sits near me, 
there are now almost as many clerks in that bureau as there are In- 
dians. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I feel some little hesitation about 
interfering in any manner in the family row which appears to be go- 
ing on on the other side in regard to the Indian question; but I think 
my friend from Ohio who is usually so liberal and generous about such 
matters is probably overlooking a very important fact in connection 
with the Indian Bureau. 

Only a few years ago we embarked upon a new policy in reference to 
the treatment of the Indians, and that is the attempt to make them 


citizens, to make them self-sustaining, by the allotment to them of 


lands in severalty. That system is, in my judgment, the very wisest 
policy that can be pursued in regard to the Indian service, and in car- 
rying out the policy thus inaugurated we have established in the In- 
dian Bureau a class of business which is somewhat assimilated to the 
Land Office in the Interior Department. 





I hold in my hand the report of the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs 
for the year 1890; and the report covering this provision relating to 
the allotment of lands in severalty on the various reservations com- 
prises six pages of the report. I shall content myself for the purpose 
of this discussion with referring very briefly to a few items from this 
report, 

The Commissioner states that since the date of the last annual report, 
or the report for 1889, 1,341 patents had been issued to the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton Indians on the Lake Traverse reservation, in North 
and South Dakota; that on the Yankton reservation, in South Dakota, 
the number of Indians who took allotments was 1,484; the Winnebago 
Indians, 952; to the Grande Ronde reservation, in Oregon, the num- 
ber of allotments is 269; on the Eastern Shawnee reservation, 72; on the 
Papago or San Xavier reservation, 291; to the Confederated Peoria 
tribe and the Western Miami tribe, 65; 41 patents to the Indians on 
the Lac du Flambeau reservation; on the Lac Court d’Oreilles reser- 
vation 46 patents have been granted; 26 to the Kickapoo Indians; on 
the Absentee Shawnee and Citizen Pottawatomie reservation, in Okla- 
homa, about 2,000; on the Oneida reservation, 1,700; Devil’s Lake res- 
ervation, 800; on the Crow reservation, in Montana, about 600; 750 on 
the Quapaw reservation; 801 on the Jicarilla Apache reservation; and 
so on through a long list of Indian tribes. 

I need not stop to read them all; but this work has been going on 
for several years, and during that whole time, when all of these allot- 
ments have been made and the patents issued, involving a great in- 
crease in the clerical work of the Indian Office, there has not been, I 
believe, a solitary increase. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not one. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend to say that I 
have given this matter that attention which would enable me to say 
how much the increase should be in this bureau. But to adivision or 
a bureau which issues, as this has issued, several thousand land pat- 
ents, with but one chief and two clerks, I do not think a slight in- 
crease could be considered as very much out of the way. Manifestly 
there is a great deal of work being done there; and so I think my friend 
from Kansas iu his amendment asks but a very moderate increase in- 
deed, in view of the labor involved. 

If we are to carry out the great policy of allotting the lands on the 
different reservations among the Indians in severalty, which, I repeat, 
I believe to be the wisest and best policy, if wisely administered and 
safely guarded, that the Government has ever entered upon with re- 
gard to the treatment of the Indians, there should be no hitch in the 
proceedings by reason of any inadequacy in the clerical force necessary 
to do the work. It is to this policy, Mr. Chairman, that we must look 
for the elevating of the Indian, for the civilizing of him, inculcating 
in hin the love of home and family, teaching him how to take care of 
himself, a policy which is manifestly different from the former policy 
of the Government, which by pauperizing the Indian, by generously 
supporting him at the public vo left him in his savage state, and 
unfitted to become a citizen. If there is a branch of the Indian serv- 
ice that ought to have the sympathy and active support of the Gov- 
ernment it is that new policy which is to make of the Indian a citi- 
zen, which fixes him upon 160 acres of his own land, and teaches him 
the love of home and family. 

So I think, if my friend from Ohio will take a more broad and liberal 
view of this great policy on which we have embarked, he will see the 
necessity ef building up in this bureau of the Government a division, 
if you may call it so, or force, which will enable them to deal promptly 
and efficiently with the allotment system, enabling these people to get 
their patents promptly. Such asystem will do more good in the di- 
rection of improving the condition of the Indians than perhaps any 


other system on which we could embark, by teaching them the need 


of being self-su and building up for themselves homes and 
inculeating habits of industry and love of family. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend at this time to give 


any attention to the insinuation of my friend from Ohio that the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs was derelict in its duty in reporting or mak- 
ing appropriations for the Indian service during thelast session of Con- 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did not suggest that they were, but the 
reports are that the appropriations are insufficient. 

Mr. PERKINS. ow that is claimed, and I will give attention 
to that at the proper time, but not in connection with this bill; and I 
desire to reiterate what I suggested a moment ago, that this additional 
force is made necessary for the reasons I suggested, and the reasons so 
well emphasized by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. ae. AsI 
suggested, every tional treaty that is negotiated with the Indians, 
every additional allotment that is made, every reservation that is 
broken up, every new school that is established, every one of these 
enterprises calculated to advance and promote the good of the Indian, 
necessarily imposes additional work upon the Indian Office. 

The allotment bill, under which the reservations of the country are 
being broken up and Indians given lands in severalty and taught to 
cultivate them and to contribute totheir own support and make them 
dependent upon their own efforts—that bill did not become a law until 
1887, and since that time this great work has been done, And yet in 
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all this time the force in that office has not been increased. I did not 
mean to suggest to my friend that the Indian war was precipitated be- 
cause of a lack of clerical force in the Indian Office, but I did mean to 
say, and repeat, that the want of a proper force in the Indian Office to 
consider the contracts that were pending there tended to embarrass 
the office in its work and in furnishing to the Indians the supplies that | 
it was necessary to furnish for their good, and that fact contributed in 
no small degree to the war or difficulty that existed in the Dakotas. 
Hence, I repeat again that, as a matter of economy, to say nothing 
of other considerations, we ought to have given this office the moderate 
increase that is asked for and recommended, not only by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, but by the Secretary of the Interior, and I 

ape that my amendment will prevail. 
fr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be heard for a moment in 





answer to the suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS]. 
Referring to the matter of the troubles on the frontier and:the causes 
thereof, I desire to invite the attention of the committee to a complaint 
that was made during the last session of this Congress by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Morgan. It will be remembered that 
Congress was dilatory at the last session in the passage of the Indian 
appropriation bill, and so great was the delay in the passage of that great 
bill that the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs deemed it due to that office to 
present a communication to Congress and thus relieve himself of any 
responsibility that might result from the failure to pass that bill in 
time. I read thisletter at the last session when the Indian appropria- 
tion bill was being considered. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs complained then of the delay ot 
Congress in the passage of that bill and stated that because of the de- 
lay it would be impossible to make the usual contract in time to secure 
supplies for the Indians. I apprehend that upon a close investigation 
of this whole question it will be found that at least a part of the re- 
sponsibility for the troubles on the Indian frontier resulted from the 


delay in the passage of the Indian appropriation bill in the last session. 
I ask the Clerk to read the letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, August 8, 1890. 

Srr: On the 2d of June last I had the honor to address you acommunication, 
copy herewith, in which attention was called to the fact that the failure of 
Co to pass the Indian appropriation bill would seriously embarrass this 
office in mone, Be Indians for the next fiscal year. Since that time more 
than two months have passed and the bill has not yet becomea law. The fact 
that Congress extended the a a of last year, first for thirty and then 
for fourteen days, has relieved this office only in a very slight degree. May 
23, bids for supplying the Indian service with subsistence, clothing, agricul- 
tural implements, etc., were opened by me in New York and awards were 
made to the lowest and best bidders. Under the law each bidder has to deposit 
with his bid a certified check for 5 per cent. of the value of the articles bid for. 
Those whose bids have been rejected have had their checks returned, but the 
checks of those receiving awards have been held by me since May 23, and must 
be held until contracts and bonds have been executed, but none can be executed 
until the appropriation bills have passed Congress ‘and becomea law. The 
amount of certified checks held by me since May 23, and still in my possession, 
is over $300,000, 

But while this may be considered a hardship to those persons who have re- 
ceived awards, it is nothing when compared with the difficulties this office has 
been laboring "under since the Ist of July in order to relieve the immediate 
wants of the Indians for food and the more serious causes which will! result 
during the winter on account of nondelivery of clothing, blankets, and other 
articles for — contracts must be made, and which must be manufactured, 
inspected, and ghiepet to the distant agencies i in Montana, Idaho, Washington, 
etc., before the co eather setsin. The treaty with the Sioux requires that 
their a ere | be delivered to them “at the agency house on the reserv ation 

on or before the Ist day of August of each year, for thirty years,”’ 
ion which it is impossible to comply with. 

‘ince the Ist of July, in order to keep the Indians from actual want, beef and 
flour amounting to over $115,000 have had to be purchased in open market at the 
lowest obtainable rates, but these rates were, in many instances, considerably 
higher than contract rates ; and, asthe amounts to be appropriated have already 
been fixed, these higher prices Will necessitate a reduction in the quantities to 
be purchased, and may result in short rations for the Indians. 

As inamenample of the loss this delay of the passage of the Indian appropriation 
bill entails to the Government, I would state that one of the bids Rr beef re- 
ceived and accepted by me was for 1,000,000 pounds at $2.62, ‘ delivery to be made 
in na st,” but the delay in the passage of the Indian bill will prevent the deliv- 

the beef. The next lowest bidder is at $2. 74, and the contract must = 
made with this bidder at a loss to the Indians, on this one transaction, of $1,2( 
ully ask that a copy of this communication be transmitted to the 
Pretanee of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, with 
the request that early action, looking toward the final passage of the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, be taken, 
Very respectfully, 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
The Hon. Secretary oF Tur INTERIOR. 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to add one word in favor 
of this amendment and to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that by the legislation in the last Congress we transferred substantially 
one-sixth of the area of the State of Minnesota from the General Land 
Office to the Indian Department, namely, the whole of the Chippewa 
reservation. In the same manner we transferred one-third of the area 
of the two Dakotas from the General Land Office to the Indian Depart- 
ment. These lands, and the entries, as well as the allotments, will 
have, toa large extent, to be considered by the Indian Office in the first 
instance, whereas under the old system, as has been very well stated by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Rogers], it was all done in the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 

. When in connection with this you consider the thousands of claims 
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pending in the Indian Department, growing out of the Indian depre- 
dation claims, I say it is evident to every member of this committee 
| that this additional clerical force is needed. Every man who has had 
occasion to transact business or to correspond with the Indian Depart- 
ment knows that with the utmost diligence on the part of the Com- 
| maiasloner it is impossible to get an answer to a letter in less than ten 
And I say that no default, no negligence, no laziness, and no 
| shiftlessness is chargeable to the clerks of that Department. They are 
as diligent there and the clerks are as industrious as in any of the bu- 
reaus, and more so. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add one single word, and 
that is this: I have had some correspondence with reference to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas, and these letters 
and this correspondence, which I have on my desk, confirm all that he 
has said. I believe the amendment giving additional clerks for this 
bureau should pass. It is a just and proper amendment, and ought to 
be adopted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true. The Indian Bureau has 
written all over the country to parties who have written to members 
of Congress. That kind of testimony is easily procured. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and the 
Chair announced that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 

Mr. PERKINS. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BuTTERWORTH and 
were appointed to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the amendment pro 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 























































30, noes 71 
Mr. PERKINS 


ayes 64, noes 93. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. FRANK having taken the 
chair as Speaker protempore, a message from the Senate,by Mr. McCook, 
its Secretary, announced that theSenate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 8588) to amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, providing for the 
marking of vessels’ names at bow and stern, with amendments, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Frye, Mr. CULLoM, and Mr. GORMAN as the said confer- 
ees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot Springs, Ark., and 
for other purposes, with amendments, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. PLuMp, 
Mr. TELLER, and Mr. BERRY as the said conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also requested the return to the Senate of the bill (S. 
3909) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner general, and 
James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner to the Barcelona 
Exposition, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry; and 

A bill (H. R. 12536) to facilitate the collection of commercial statis- 
tics required by sections 2 of the river and harbor appropriation acts of 
1866 and 1867. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 8042) to remove the charge of desertion against Urs 
Ambrose Nunlist; 

A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North Storms; 

A bill H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United States to 
grant an honorable discharge to William L. Lenan; and 

A bill (H. R. 1157) for the relief of Joseph Johnson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 138) relating to the Territory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (S. 2554) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser; 

A bill (S. 3870) to provide for the purchase of a site and erection of 
buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3923) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue of 
General Francis Marion; 

A bill (S. 4348) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 
Maginnis military reservation in Montana, under the homestead and 
mining laws, for educational and other purposes; 
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A bill (S. 4376) for the relief of William G. Tidwell; 

A bil] (S. 4431) to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
the name of Joseph G. Utter; 

A bill (S. 4612) for the rebuilding of the United Statesrevenue steamer 
Thomas Ewing with an iron hull; 

A bill (8S. 4631) creating two additional land districts in the State ot 
Montana; 

A bill (S. 4710) regulating the jurisdiction of courts in the Territories 
in habeas corpus proceedings; and 

A bill (8S. 4805) to provide for the purchase of lots 14, 15, 16, 17, and 
part of 18, square 633, in the city of Washington, and the improvement 
thereon. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILI. 

The committee resumed its session (Mr. PAyson in the chair). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for special examiners or other persons employed in the Bu- 
reau of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of making special investigations per- 
taining to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses for subsistence, not exceeding $3 per 
day,and for actual and necessary expenses for transportation and assistance, 
$215,000: Provided, That five special examiners, or clerks detailed and acting as 
supervising examiners, and special examiners or clerks detailed as such, notex- 
ceeding three in number, with headquarters in the District of Columbia, may 
be allowed, in addition to their salaries and in lieu of per diem and all expenses 
for subsistence,a sum not exceeding $900 each per annum: Provided further, 


That the salary and such allowance to each shall in no case exceed $2,400 per 
annum, 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 82, strike out, beginning with the word “provided,” in line 15, all 
down toand including the words “ per annum,” in line 2L. Then strike out 
from lines 21 and 22 the word “further” after the word “ provided,” in line 21, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to say a word in ex- 
planation of the amendment. Under Commissioner of Pensions Black 
there were twenty-one special examiners employed at various points in 
this country in connection with the work of the Pension Bureau. Dur- 
ing his administration the number was reduced from twenty-one to 
five. These special examiners were brought here to the city of Wash- 
ington and employed at work in the bureau itself. 

During the time these examiners were employed in the field they 
received, in addition to their annual salaries, an allowance for sub- 
subsistence and traveling expenses. That amount is by this proviso 
proposed to be voted to those individuals, although located here in the 
city of Washington. The amendment proposes to strike out, there- 
fore, the provision of $4,500 for the subsistence of these gentlemen 
acting as clerks in the Pension Office, and which puts them: upen an 
entirely different footing from other clerks there employed, for which 
I can see no good reason. 

Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, and Mr. Burrerwortn addressed the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana will withhold 
his remarks until this matter is disposed of the Chair will recognize 
him. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would say to my friend 
that this provision was put in here in order to avoid an unjust discrim- 
ination between the specialexaminers. As the law isnow administered, 
as we are advised, gentlemen are detailed for special work and allowed 
a per diem of $3, when they are not away from their homes, bnt 
are here, incurring no additional expense. It was to correct that which 
seemed ab least to be an abuse,and which, I think, without using strong 
language, if not called an abuse is a very gross indiscretion, to allow a 
special examiner $3 a day extra for subsistence here, while staying at 
his regular boarding house at his regular place of employment. Now, 
it is in order to prevent that which ought not to be tolerated that this 
provision is inserted. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But let me call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Ohio to the fact that this provision for subsistence, by the 
terms of the bill itself, isin addition to their salary. I can see no 
good reason, therefore, for the addition of $900 te the salaries already 
existing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, There are acertain number to supervise 
the work ofa particularcharacter. The addition is madeto cover their 
expenses when employed in that work, and also to correct the abuse I 
have suggested; so I do not think my friend’s amendment: onght. to 
prevail. 

, Mr. DOCKERY. As TI understand, this provision has: been carried 
in the bill as itis now for a number of years. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Very true; but, as I understand, until very 
recent years these men were employed in the field, and notim: Wash- 
ington. ‘That was @ proper allowance for subsistencewhen in the field; 
but the propriety of it ceases when they are employed here and living 
at their regular boarding houses. 

Mr. BERGEN. | would like toask the gentleman from Ohioaques- 
tion, if he will give me his attention. I would like:toknow why these 
yentlemen whe are detailed as special examiners are drawing a salary, 


and when they are required to live here in Washington. why that salary 


should be increased by the addition of $3 a day? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I can only say to my friend that this pro- 
vision relates to gentlemen charged with special duties, and, as the gen- 
tleman is aware, there are clerks of classes 1, 2, 3, and 4 whose salaries 
are specified; and here, as they have special duties and responsibili- 
ties attached, requiring a larger experience and greater ability, a pro- 
vision is made for a salary to meet the conditions. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? I move 
to strike out the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman a 
question. . 

Mr. MORRILL rose. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I can explain this very easily. These men 
actually travel, and this is for traveling expenses when they go out of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Let meask the gentleman aquestion. Have 
they not been in the District of Columbia now for a little more than 
three years? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; it is necessary to have them in the District 
of Columbia se that they can be ready to be sent ont at any time they 
are needed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That is an entirely different service. 

Mr. MORRILL. They get their actual traveling expenses and not 
exceeding $900 a year. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But that is provided in the beginning of 
line 8. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that the further effect of this proviso 
is to limit the number of examiners that can bedetailed for duty in the 
District of Columbia and to prevent what might be considered an abuse 
in theadministration of the oflice. 

Mr.CHEADLE. Does the gentleman think thatthe servicedemands 
five special examiners in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am not familiar with the requirements.of the 
service here. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This only provides that their headquarters 
shall be here; they may be sent, and they are-sent, to different parts 
of the country, and the provision is that the expense shall in no case 
exceed $900. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Icanunderstand readily thatif thestatement made 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Morrii.], the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, is correct that these men are employed 
as special examiners with headquarters in this city, this appropriation 
is entirely proper. But if they are not employed in the work of special 
examination, then the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. StocKBRIDGE] ought to prevail, because the gentlemen in charge 
of this bill will remember that special examiners are not necessarily 
fourth-class clerks; their salary is $1,400 per year and they are allowed 
$3 per diem for expenses, in addition to which they are paid their actual 
traveling expenses. If they are on duty as examiners the bill 
ought to remain as it stands, but if they are on duty here in the office 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, then the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland ought to prevail. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend that they are on 
duty and that these are special experts in the matter of examining cases 
which require ability and experience. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 21, after the words * annum,” insert: “but no such allowance for 
expenses for subsistence be made where the duties are performed in the 
District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, on page 81, beginning on 
line 20, I move to strike out the words ‘‘one superintendent of build- 
ings, $1,400.’’ 

I presume, Mr. Chairman, that this provision is made upon the sup- 
position that no other means is provided by which the superintendent 


Clerk’s desk and ask to have read in my time. 
The affidavit was read, as follows: 


Seventeenth Volunteers, and that he inthe war 
of the rebellion for and three months: that by reason of d 1 
and injuries contracted in said service he is, and has been for many years, un- 
able to manual labor; that:his wife, Kate Huff, has been employed as 
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the mail sacks; that the mail wagons, with drivers and help, under supervi- 
sion of the colored man who is special messenger to said Raum, were engaged in 
handling said potatoes; that said colored man had a small account book and 
as each sack of potatoes was weighed and set aside he took the weight and saw 
that the name of the employé who purchased the potatoes was attached to the 
purchase; that afliant subscribed for 3} bushels of said potatoes, and the same 
were delivered to him in one of the mail wagons of the Department, during 
office hours, by one of the employés thereof; that affiant’s said wife was em- 
ployed in that branch of labor over which said King had supervision ; that all 
ofsaid potatoes were sold and delivered from said office, and that the labor and 
teams employed therein were employed during office hours. Affiant further 
says that said King has hauled in Government wagons, from said office, and 
stored in his woodhouse, yard, and premises, large stores of lumber, boards, and 
wood, for which, as affiant is informed, he has never paid anything to the Goy- 
ernment, and, as affiant believes, without any warrant of law. 
JOSEPH A. HUFF. 
District or Cotumstra, City of Washington: 
Sworn to andsubseribed before me, this 12th day of February, 1891. 
[SEAL. } JOHN H. ROGERS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this is a little in advance 
of the subtreasury scheme of storing produce in Government buildings, 


but it serves to illustrate the thrift and enterprise which characterize 
[I scarcely hope to | 


the present administration of the Pension Oflice. 
get the consent of the committee to take into consideration the profits 
of these peculations and enterprises in fixing the compensation of this 
officer, but I do hope to impress upon the House the plane, the level, 
upon which this Administration is conducting the Pension Bureau. I 
understand that in the District of Columbia the law requires that when 
anyone desires to set up a huckster’s stand or to have a stall in the 
market place to vend produce he must pay fer and obtain some kind of 
a license or permit so to do, and in behalf of the honest men who are 
selling potatoes under a license in the city of Washington I protest 
against this competition from the Pension Office. 

Mr. Chairman, twenty-five years have elapsed since the close of the 
war and the Government has shown a disposition to deal liberally with 
those who bore the brunt of battle; but there was a class of men who 
followed in the wake of our armies, speculating upon the necessities 
of the men. It was hoped that when the armies were disbanded the 
sutler’s occupation was gone, and no one, I believe, has been brave 
enough to propose any legislation in his behalf. But here we find him 
cosily ensconced in the Pension Office on a salary of $1,400. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is it not time to clean out these stables? Is 
not the present administration of this great bureau a disgrace to our 
Government? How long will you, how long will the people suffer 
these thrifty, huckstering methods to prevail here? I call attention to 
these things in the hope, which I have not yet abandoned, that this 
branch of the public service will yet be reorganized and be conducted 
upon a decent and orderly basis. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word. 
Of course this amendment is not aimed at the improvement of this 
bill, and my friend from Indiana [Mr. Coorrr] wil! hardly insist 
upon the passage of his amendment. Still I ought to say this much. 
I do not know anything about the circumstances to which the gentle- 
man who makes this affidavit calls attention. I do not know whether 
the gentleman there named brought a blooded mare from Illinois, and 
I am noé concerned to know. It seems to me that that might have 
been done with perfect propriety. I do not know, either, whether he 
brought potatoes here; I do not know whether Mr. Hobbs bought any 
or whether he paid for what he did buy. ~ 

But it seems to me, sir, that upon an occasion of this kind, in the 
discussion of an appropriation bill, an assault of this character ought 
not to be made without some notice at least to the parties whose con- 
duet is called in question, in order that they might make such defense 
or correction or set out such extenuating circumstances as they might 
desire to present. While the statement made here is not of great con- 
sequence, yet as it goes out to the world it suggests that the Pension 
Office has been converted into a stall for a peddler, and all that kind 
of thing, which is clearly an error; and I submit to my friend that if 
a suggestion of this kind was to be made of record the attention of those 
who are to be affected by itshould have been called to it, in order that 
some friend upon the floor might state the facts. That would seem to 
be only just. In other words, wherever a man is struck he ought to 
be able to turn and square himself and strike back if he can. There- 
fore I think my friend has been unjust in the manner of presenting the 
substance of his criticism. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 81, by 
striking out the word “ five” and inserting the word ‘‘three.’’ This 
is an amendment proposing to reduce the compensation of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions from five thousand to three thousand dollars a 
year. In explanation of the amendment I want to say—— 

Mr. BREWER. I makethe point of order against that amend ment. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is too late. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan rose immediately 
upon the statement of the amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I certainly have a right, Mr. Chairman, to make a 
motion to reduce the salary of an officer. I do not think there is any- 
thing in the rule to prevent that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that a proposition re- 





| his decision upon his own rec 


ducing the salary below the statutory amount is in order, and the point 
of order is overruled. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. There is one matter to which I think the Chair has 
not had his attention called. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Chair has not had his attention called to the 
fact that this bill in the first section provides 


That the followin 


¢ sums be,and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation 
for the service of the tiseal year ending June 30, 1892, for the ob 3 hereinafter 
expressed, 


Mr. BREWER. The Chair ruled on that yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. This question was very fally argued yesterday, 
and the Chair decided against the question of order then raised, basing 
lection of the precedents, supported by 
the statement of Mr. Smith, the Journal Clerk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But in a case where the bill provides that the ap- 
propriation shall be ‘*in full compensation”? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair was advised by the 
to the precedents. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will proceed. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is now out of the 
way I will proceed. I think if there is to be any punishment for mal- 
administration of the Pension Office the proper place to begin is at the 
head of it. In the last Congress, when [ introduced certain resolutions 
attacking the character of the present administration of the Pension 
Office, I announced that there was ‘‘something rotten’ in the Pen- 
sion Office. I did not know until this morning that it was probably 
rotten potatoes in the Pension Office. [Laughter.] But it is evident 
that there is something wrong, that there is foundation for the charge 
that the Pension Office is a huckstering and trading shop. 

Charges have been made here repeatedly as to the use of the family 
influence to control business there; charges have been made as to the 
use of official powers and prestige for the purpose of giving a market 
value to certain worthless securities; and that matter has been under 
alleged investigation. There have been various charges brought here 
by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cooper] and myself showing th> 
abuse of his office by the Commissioner. The resolutions have been 
sent to the Committee on Rules. Has the Committee on Rules at 
tempted or pretended toauthorize an honest investigation? Any man 
who has taken up that order from the Committee on Rules, which was 
adopted in the House, can see that it was intended to be a net so con- 
structed as tocatch only a certain kind otf fish. It was never intended 
that this office should be investigated. 

There has been a pretense of investigation; but anybody who has 
read the proceedings of that committee as published in the daily news 
papers knows that there has been no investigation of this oflice, no ef- 
fort to get at the facts which have characterized its administration. I 
say, therefore, that, if the gentleman from Indiana believes he has war- 
rant and authority for offering this affidavit here, he did right to bring 
it in and let it become a part of the disgraceful chapter in the history 
of the Pension Office which this administration has furnished. 

I want to say, furthermore, Mr. Chairman, that this office is one of 
the most important in the Government. The gentleman who is at the 
head of it has a force of over two thousand employés, more than two 
regiments, at hiscommand. It is his duty to have examined and to 
pass upon hundreds and thousands of the claims of the soldiers of this 
country; and I do not think they desire that the Pension Office, which 
has been set apart for them and their interests, should be converted 
into a brokerage shop, with the Government wagon used, as in this 
instance, in the delivery of the commodities dealt in. 

The gentleman from [ndianaassures me that he can show that these 
charges are weli authenticated. Whether they be true or not, all of 
these charges alleging various shady transactions ought to be investi- 
gated, and they will be investigated by the next Congress. I think 
the very best thing that could be done for the good of that office and 
for the interests of the taxpayers of this country would be to take 
away from this man the control of the vast interests and the immense 
amount of money which are involved. A gentleman mixed up in so 
many queer transactions as the evidence tends to show he has been 
is not fit to preside over a department which handles so much of the 
people’s money and which passes upon so many important interests. 

Congress has been liberal in making provision for the soldiers. I 
thought it had passed legislation here that would be sufficient to meet 
every demand that any honestsoldier of this country could make; but 
it seems that what we have done is not suflicient. The Congressional 
mill is still grinding. Everybody whohasa pension wants it increased ; 
and then there is, as an attachment to that bureau, the board of pen- 
sion appeals, which is constantly breaking down the barriers which the 
law has set up to protect the taxpayers and the honest claimants. 

There is something radically wrong about the administration of this 
Pension Office, and the man who is responsible for it ought to be held 
to accountability. If this Administration will not hold him account- 
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An amendment of this kind is certainly a change 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLor] 
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able the people of this country will hold the Administration account- 
able, and there will come a day—lI hope to live to be here to see it— 
when we shall go to the very bottom of this and other rottenness in 
the Pension Office and ascertain what has been done by this Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. It has been impossible under the methods of the 
late investigation to learn anything about it. 

I do not care to submit at this time any further remarks. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I submit to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that this appropriation bill is not the one upon which the 
question of the manner of conducting the Pension Office, under the 
present Administration, is to be decided. A committee for the pur- 
pose of making an investigation of that office was appointed by the 
House. The committee has had its hearingsand taken testimony. A 
report, I am told, has been submitted by the majority of the commit- 
tee. I do not know its contents, I have never seen it, but I under- 
stand that it is to be printed, together with the evidence taken before 
the committee, and submitted to the House for final action. 

Speaking for the Republican party in this connection, I only want 
to say this, that it is now, as it has ever been, the policy of the lead- 
ers of that party to court the most searching, painstaking, and careful 
investigation into their methods of procedure in every department of 
the Government. And I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that, in the light of the tremendous defalcations of Democratic 
officials throughout the country, north, south, east, and west, and one 
in this House itself, it does not come well from him to speak of the 
mismanagement of the Republican Administration in one of its bureaus 
in this city 

Mr. ENLOE (interrupting). The gentleman does not think that the 
charges of Democratic defalcations throughout the country will cover 
up the testimony as to horses and potatoes and other shady transac- 
tions in the Pension Office. 

Mr. CHEADLE (continuing). Especially when that question will 
come before this House for its consideration at some time during the 
present session of Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. For a single question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Only one. J want to ask,if the gentleman thinks the 
House intended that there should bea full, fair, and complete investi- 
gation for the purpose of vindicating this man from the charges alleged 
against him, why it was that the doors were not thrown open to the 
introduction of the fullest testimony upon all of these points. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Speaking for myself and for the people I have the 
honor to represent, I want to say that they demand, as I demand, that 
there shall be a thorough and complete examination into the modes of 
procedure in the Pension Office; and if, when we have heard the evi- 
dence presented, the man who is at the head of that department stands 
convicted of wrongdoing in any manner, I, for myself, shall be willing 
to give my vote, if it is to be decided in this Congress, in accordance 
with the facts and evidence elicited, and shall not cast my vote influ- 
enced by any considerations simply because the head of the depart- 
ment agrees with me on political principles, no matter who is hurt. 

But, speaking for the President of the United States, I am satisfied 
that noman knows better than my colleague from Indiana [ Mr. Cooper] 
that in every relation of life no man has ever been able to stand in his 
presence and say that he was not a clean, upright, honest man, and 
that in his official life he has at all times demanded the highest order 
of fidelity in the administration of the public trusts committed to the 
keeping of those he has appointed to office. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask one more question before the 
gentleman from Indiana takes his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has been recog- 
nized, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the discussion will be limited. I 
want to move, if I may be recognized for that purpose, to limit debate. 

Mr. PERKINS. I only want a few moments. 

Mr BUTTERWORTH. Very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire as one member of this body 
to enter my protest against the unkind and, what I believe to be, the 
untrue accusations and insinuations which have been indulged in this 
morning as against the present honorable Commissioner of Pensions. 
My judgment is that no more faithful, no more efficient, no more 
honest or capable Commissioner ever presided over the duties of the 
office than the present incumbent. Those of us who have had occasion 
to look after hundreds of cases in that office where the gentleman from 
Tennessee has had oceasion to look after one, know that what I am 
suggesting in regard to the management of the office is absolutely true. 
More cases have been considered and adjudicated, and with more 
liberality and with aclearer conception of the rights of applicants than 
during the administration of any former Commissioner in the same 
length of time; and I do not say thisin any spirit of unfriendliness or 
complaint towards others who have presided over the department. 

I have nothing to say unkindly of those preceding the present occu- 
pant of that important office. But I believe the present missioner 
to be an honest man, a painstaking, conscientious, capable officer, and 
in my judgment the only fault to be found with him is that he isa 
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gentleman and was a Union soldier. I therefore protest against the 
accusations indulged in against him, which in my judgment have no 
shadow or foundation in truth to rest upon. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that all de- 
bate be limited to one minute on this paragraph. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want four minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well; I will make it four, and give 
it all to the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
side. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves that all debate 
be limited to four minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield three minutes to my friend from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ithankthe gentleman for his courtesy. I wantsimply 
to reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas[ Mr. PERKINS] 
in so far as they apply tome. I do not want it understood that I am 
undertaking to persecute a public official because I think he is a gen- 
tleman or because I think he is an honest man, and if the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] means to say that is my objection to him 
I will say that it is an objection I have never urged against the gentle- 
man from Kansas. I do not intend to be put in the attitude of pursu- 
ing a man from any personal motives or because I object to his having 
been a Union soldier. That is not true. 

But Iam asking that this investigation be broadened, and have asked 
it repeatedly in uhis Congress, because there were charges brought here 
reflecting upon his personal and official character, and which it seemed 
to me were charges demanding investigation; and, if I had been in the 
place of the honorable man and the gentleman which the gentleman 
from Kansas says the Commissioner of Pensions is, I should have come 
to Congress and demanded a most thorough and complete investigation. 
I would have had a vindication worth something or I would have had 
none at all. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CooPER]. 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. I want to say to my friends on the other 
side who object to having attention called to these facts here that there 
is a fact of history that they ought to know before they jump hastily to 
the conclusion that the charges made are without foundation. In the 
second session of the Forty-seventh Congress charges were preferred 
against this gentleman when he was Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
and they were, by Speaker Keifer, referred to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department. Thatinvestigation never was 
made, nor, so far as I can learn, was any attention paid to the charges 
by that committee. And the history not only of that effort at investi- 
gation but of the investigation which has been had up to this time 
justifies me, I think, in what I have said. Everyone knows that this 
last investigation was confined toa very narrow scope. I believe it jus- 
tifies me and every other Representative in endeavoring, with all the 
power that is possible, to throw all the light that comes to us upon the 
conduct of this bureau. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, there is a time and a place 
for everything under the sun. I do not think this is the time or the 
place or the occasion either toassaultor todefendapublicofficial. There 
is a provision for doing that. There is a provision for considering the 
manner in which the Commissioner of Pensions discharges his duties. 
I have known him for twenty years, If there is any flaw in his char- 
acter, if there has been dereliction in the manner of the discharge of 
any public duty on his part, I am not aware of it, and I have great 
pleasure in bearing that testimony for him. If itis made to appear be- 
fore this House or the country that he has been guilty of misfeasance 
or malfeasance in office, he undoubtedly will be dealt with as his of- 
fenses shall deserve; but we can neither establish the truth of an asser- 
tion nor successfully deny it here on an occasion of this kind, and it is 
unjust to the official and unjust to the House to precipitate a matter of 
this sort upon our consideration at such a time as this. 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] if he will assist me in endeavoring to get the investi- 
gation opened up. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; I will always assist my friend. 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will make an appointment to meet 
you immediately after the adjournment of the House. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, All right. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 
Mr. ENLOE. I withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further amendments on this para- 
the Clerk will read. * 
e Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 


United States Patent Office: For the Commissioner of the Patent Office, 


000; Assistant Commissioner, whoshall orm such duties pertaining to the 
po of Commissioner as may be Sue by the Commissioner, 23.000; 


No; I object to that. Let there be two ona 


Will not one do? 
I want to be heard in reply to the gentleman from 


* 
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chief clerk, $2,500; two law clerks, at $2,000 each; three examiners-in-chief, at 
$3,000 each; examiner of interferences, $2,500; thirty-two principal examiners, 
$2,500 each; thirty-four first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each; thirty-eight 
second assistant examiners, at $1,600 each; forty-three third assistant examin- 
ers, at $1,400 each; fifty-two fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each; finan- 
cial clerk, $2,0.0, who shall give bonds in such amount as the Secretary of the 
Interior may determine; librarian, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 
three assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; five clerks of class 4, one of 
whom shall act as application clerk ; one machinist, $1,600; six clerks of class 3, 
one of whom shall be translator of languages; fourteen clerks of class 2; fifty 
clerks of class 1; one skilled laborer, $1,200; three skilled draughtsmen, at 
$1,200 each; four draughtsmen, at $1,000 each; one messenger and property clerk, 
$1,0.0; twenty-five rmanent clerks, at $1,000 each ; five model attendants, at 
$1,000 each; ten model attendants, at $800 each; sixty copyists, five of whom 
may be copyists of drawings; seventy-six copyists, at $720 each; three messen- 

rs; twenty assistant messengers; forty-five laborers, at $600 each; forty-five 
Ghee at each; fifteen messenger boys, at $360 each ; in all, $693,490— 

Mr. DocKERY and Mr. WASHINGTON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri on the committee 
[Mr. DockERY] is recognized. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 


Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman has a point of order I will yield 


to him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want to make my point of order on the in- 
crease in the salary of the chief clerk of $250. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will say to my friend that that is fixed by law, 
and there is no increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined that question, and the 
salary is fixed by the statute. The prior appropriation was for a less 
amount that the statutory requirement, and this is not achange of ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It is an increase over the last appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the question and is ot 
the opinion that an increase in an appropriation for an amount not ex- 
ceeding the statutory limit of a salary is not a change of existing law. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It has been held heretofore that the preced- 
ing appropriation bill is existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Notas against an existing statute. So far as 
these decisions have gone, if the present occupant of the chair is cor- 
rectly advised, the former appropriation has been held to be existing 
law where there was no general statute covering the subject; but in 
this particular case there isa general statute, namely, the statute 
which organized the Patent Office. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. As I understand it, we had the same ques- 
tion up last year, on the attempt to raise the salaries of examiners and 
assistant examiners and other officials in the Patent Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was a different question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The salaries had been fixed by statute sev- 
eral years previous and cut down about twelve years ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined this question and is 
satisfied that there is no change of existing law. Indeed, this appro- 
priation is in accordance with existing law, and the point of order will 
have to be overruled. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then I make the additional point of order— 
and I will see whether the Chair will overrule that—that this section 
increases the clerical force of the Patent Office by fifteen and increases 
the salaries $23,800, and that is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON ] turn to the statute on the subject? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The number is not arbitrarily fixed by stat- 
ute, but the last appropriation bill fixed the number of employ¢s, and 
this is a change because it is an increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that not only the rule 
but the practice is well settled that the simple increase of a clerical 
force in a Department, of a character authorized in the statute, is not 
such a change of existing law as to make a provision obnoxious to a 
pointoforder. If thatis the only phase of it, the Chair will overrule it. 

Mr. DOCKERY., I movetostrike out the last word, for the purpose 
of inviting the attention of the committee to the remarkable increase 
proposed in the number of officials in the Patent Office. I especially 
ask the attention of the Republican side of the House to the question, 
because upon them must devolve the responsibility for the increase if 
itis made, amounting as it does, in round numbers, to $25,700. There 
is an increase in the salary of the chief clerk from $2,250 to $2,500. 
Two law clerks are provided instead of one, 32 instead of 30 principal 
examiners, 34 assistant examiners instead of 32, 38 second assistant ex- 
aminers instead of 36, 43 third assistant examiners instead of 41, 52 
fourth assistant examiners instead of 50, 5 clerks of class 4 instead of 4, 
6 clerks of class 3 instead of 5, 14 clerks of class 2 instead of 12. 

In other words, as I stated at the outset, there is a net increase in the 
salary account of the Patent Office of $25,700. 

In the line of the same suggestion I call attention to the fact that at 
the last session we increased the salaries of the 30 principal examiners 
from $2,400 to $2,500. Inthe Forty-fourth Congress the salaries of the 
30 examiners were reduced from $2,500 to $2,400, and re- 

that amount until last session, when they were increased to 
$2,500. Now, following that increase in the salaries of the 30 principal 
examiners, an increase of the clerical force is proposed, aggregating $25, - 
700. re ee is discharged when I invite the attention of the other 
side of the House to the cuntemplated increase. 


XXII——162 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Read. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
| out the fifteen additional clerks that are called for in that section of 
the bill, aggregating in amount $23,500, 

The CHAIRMAN, On what page ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. On page 83. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will thegentleman indicate the line, so that the 
Clerks may keep the record ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON, In line 16, strike out ‘‘thirty-two’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty;’’ in line 17, strike out ‘‘ thirty-four’’ and insert ‘* thirty- 
two; in line 18 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have to reduce his amend- 
ment to writing. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, in supportof that amendment, 
I want to say that I have been unable to see wherein the work of the 
Patent Office has increased to such an alarming extent that there should 
be an addition of fifteen high-priced clerks to look into models, specifi- 
cations, and plans that are filed there for the purpose of obtaining pat- 
ents. The expenses are altogether out of proportion to the benefits to 
be derived. The people are to pay all these expenditures, and we 
should not add thus largely to the expenditures of the Government, 
They must come out of the taxpayers, and I suggest it for the consid- 


eration of this, as well as the other side of the House. I shall insist 
a vote upon my amendment. 


} 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is entirely mistaken when he states that this comes out of the tax-pay- 
ers. This institution is self-supporting and has a fund to its credit. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. On that point I hold that the revenue derived 
from the fees for granting patents gathered by the Commissioner of 
Patents from those who file their applications in his office is just as 
much a part of the revenueof the Government asanything that comes 
to the Treasury of the Government through the customhouse or through 
the payment of the taxeson whisky and tobacco collected through the 
internal-revenue offices either in Tennessee, Kentucky, or any other 
State in the Union where those products are manufactured or grown. 

The gentleman from New Jersey makes a false assumption when he 
states that the fees derived by allowing patents are not a partof the rev- 
enues of the Government and that they do not come out of the taxpay- 
ers. When a patent is granted to an applicant he is more than reim- 
bursed in his sales by those who buy his patented article. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely so. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Whenever the patent is granted, whether it 
be a patent churn-dasher, a farm gate, asewing machine, or any piece 
of complicated machinery, the patentee adds to the cost of his ma- 
chinery, of course, a sufficient amount to cover the fees that he has 
paid, and it is made good to him in the sale of the articles to the con- 
sumer. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Thegentleman has changed his 
base. He said that it was paid by the taxpayers. 

Mr. WALKER. ILask to have the amendment read. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to let thesec- 
tion go over until I can prepare the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not want to go past tlie section with- 
out action, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move to strike out these fifteen additional 
clerks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must reduce his amendment to 
writing in order that the record may be kept intelligently. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, It can easily be fixed, because they are all 
given in the report of the committee, on page 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rules of the House require that every 
amendment must be reduced to writing and read at the Clerk’s desk, 
and thatis the only orderly method of proceeding. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in reference to this 
matter of clerks in the Patent Office, that the question is whether 
these clerks are needed. That is the only question. The fact of this 
addition to the clerks in the Patent Office and the additional expense 
ought not to be considered. I want to say that I believe most of the 
people, the wage-workers and the taxpayers of this country, are honor- 
able. They are not mean nor small. They want the number in all 
the offices in Washington and everywhere else that is necessary to do 
the public business, and they will always vote that proper salaries be 
paid. 

If there is any one thing more than another that the plain people of 
this country will vote quicker than anything else it isenough help and 
fair pay, and all the talk that we hear against propositions of that 
kind is either uttered for political effect or comes from persons who do 
not earn their bread in the sweat of their brows. In all the legisla- 
tive assemblies, and conventions, and other political bodies of which I 
have been a member, I have always found that the wage-workers were 
the men who were most liberal both as to the number of officers 
who should be employed and the salaries that should be paid. 

Mr. KERR, ofIowa. I donotagree with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts who has just taken his seat. Ido not think that the common 
people of this country are worrying over the increase of any man’s sal- 
ary. I know they will not enter into a quarrel with the gentleman 
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when he proposes to increase somebody’s salary. I think they are in 
favor of fair compensation for the services performed; but I do not think 
that the force in any of the Departments ought to be increased unless 
there is an absolute necessity for more help; and, as to the salaries, 
there is no necessity for increasing them while there are at least five 


applicants for every position there is to be filled and when the salaries 
are a great deai more than are being received by men of common aver- 
age intelligence throughout the country, men who, if they had equal 
opportunities, would prove to be of equal ability with those who are 
performing the work. 
TheCHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read. 


The question is upon the amendment, which the 


The amendment was read, as follows 
Line 16, strike out “ thirty-two” and insert “ thirty.” 
Line 17, strike out ‘ thirty-four” and insert “ thirty-two,"’ 


Line 18, strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight" and insert “ thirty-six." 
Line 20, strike out * forty-three”’ and insert ‘‘ forty-one.”’ 
Line 21, strike out “ fifty-two” and insert “ fifty.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr, WASHINGTON. I move to strike out the last word. I wish 
simply to call attention to the fact that we have not heard one word 
from the gentleman in charge of this bill or from anybody else show- 
ing the necessity for this increase of force in the Patent Office. I main- 
tain that neither the report of the Commissioner nor any other public 
document shows any necessity whatever for it. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the committee reported 
this increase. It is not all the increase that was asked for, and if it 
had not been asked for the committee certainly would never have re- 
ported it. 

I want to say to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] 
that I am thoroughly familiar with the needs of the Patent Office 
and that I think even a larger increase could be well utilized. If he 
will reflect a moment he will remember that the people who pay for 
this work ask that it shall be dispatched promptly, in order that its 
value may not be reduced by gross delays such as have at times oc- 
curred from want of adequate force. It is a business which the men 
who pay for it want to have disposed of with as little delay as possible, 
and if I have been complained of, denounced, sworn at, and prayed for 
in any behalf, it is because I have not worked harder to secure an ade- 
quate force to dispatch the business of the office. The business of the 
Patent Office swells and increases constantly. 

The evidences of its growth are seen in every field, in every house, 
and in every shop in the civilized world. All that isasked is that the 
force shall be adequate to dispatch the business with something like 
promptness. They are cramped down there and working at a great 
disadvantage, as the committee well know, and in this bill we not 
only do not give all the increase that is asked, but I do not think we 
give all that is necessary. I am quite sure that if my friend from 
‘Tennessee had made the careful investigation of the matter which we 
have made he would not have offered this amendment, for I am very 
familiar with the Patent Office, and I am as certain that this force is 
needed as I am that we all require food to support life. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Are there not more clerks there now than 
have space to work ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; besides, I wish to say I intend to offer 
an amendment tomove the Land Department into another place. My 
friend from Tennessee is right in saying that the room is inadequate, 
but that applies rather to the room for storing the things that are in- 
dispensable to the business of the Patent Office. Now, if the men for 
whom the work is done and for whose benefit this increase is asked 
did not pay for the doing of it there would be force in the suggestion 
that we were putting extra burdens upon the taxpayers, but I am sure 
that a full investigation would satisfy my friend from Tennessee that 
the proposed increase is r, and I am not certain that he, in his 
business judgment, would not favor a further increase. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Asa member of the Committeeon Patents both in 
this and the last Congress and as one who has tried to the best of his 
ability to do the special duty assigned to him as a member of the com- 
mittee, to gather facts and make suggestions to his fellow-members on 
this floor who have not been assigned to duty upon that committee, I 
do not hesitate to say that this increase of force is not needed. Nor do 
[ hesitate to say that I believe it is simply designed to make places for 
members here or other gentlemen to fill with their favorites. Why, 
sir, there wasaninerease of eleven clerks given to the Patent Office at the 
last session of Congress, and although there had been about fourthousand 
applications for patents more than were ever made before in one year 
the Commissioner says in his report that he is nearer up with the work 
of the office than has been the case in many years. 

The clerks are in one another’s way now. The truth is, as I believe, 
after twelve years of careful observation and investigation, that nearly 
half the clerical force in all the Departments at Washington could be 
dispensed with to the advantage of the public service. 

it is said that the patentees will pay for the additional expense of 
providing these twenty or more clerks. But that is notthe fact, as the 
cost of a patent paid to the Government is, as remarked by the gentle- 
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man from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON ], a tax toall intents and pur- 
poses, as much so as a license to make and sell tobacco, whisky, or any- 
thing else. Besides, sir, it isa well-known fact that no patent is worth 
the paper on which it is written until it has stood the tests of the courts 
as to its novelty and utility; and one of the heaviest expenses of the 
judicial system of the United States arises from the time occupied by our 
courts in decisions upon the priority of claims for patents, so that the 
pretended surplus in the Treasury on accountof the Patent Office is all 
‘*bosh.’’ Itcosts not only every cent that the patentees pay tothe Gov- 
ernment, but more money out of the general Treasury to adjudicate 
patents and to determine their validity. 

Why, sir, our patent system, based on examination in the Patent 
Office as to novelty and utility, is but a farce at best. The United 
States take the lead of the world in inventions and discoveries, but 

this is not on account of our examination system of granting patents 
as contradistinguished to the registration system. I reassert that no 
patent is worth a cent until it has stood the test of the courts, as the 
judiciary, not the Patent Office, is the tribunal before which the merits 
of patents must at last be decided. It would be wisdom for the United 
States toabandon her present useless, cumbersome, expensive, and vicious 
‘‘examination’’ method of issuing patents and go back to the old simple 
“‘registration’’ plan that we once had and which is still in vogue abroad. 
Our ‘‘examination’’ system is such a failure, such a humbug, such an 
expensive delusion, and offers such a premium for fraud that I predict 
the time is coming—the sooner the better—when somebody, an expert 
committee perhaps, will have to do for our overcrowded Patent Office 
what the priest and barber did for Don Quixote’s library, purge it with 
fire. No better use could be made of a vast quantity of so-called pat- 
ent records, but which are mere rubbish, than to take them out to Ju- 
diciary Square and make a bonfire. 

What has made our patent system superior to any other in the world 
is the seventeen years’ monopoly that we grant a patentee; that is the 
greatest argument in favor of protection that any man in this country 
or elsewhere can advance. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A single word in response to my friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. The statement that this propo- 
sition looks to providing places will appear to the gentleman himself 
gratuitous when he reflects that nobody can get an appointment in the 
Patent Office except after a rigid civil-service examination, in which 
the gentleman’s own constituents stand an equal chance with those of 
every other member on this floor. 

As to the suggestion in regard to the whole institution being a fail- 
ure, the testimony of the best writers and thinkers in every nation on 
earth is against my learned friend. Every nation of the world is pay. 
ing tribute to the patent system of America. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What other nation has the examination system, 
such as ours? Name one. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They are adopting itinevery nation, Tho 
trouble is that in England upon simply paying your guinea you get a 
patent, and it is not valuable. That is the trouble in some other 
countries; but now other nations are adopting oursystem. Every day 
we are laboring to make that system perfect; to keep in the service 
skilled men whose ability and experience may facilitate the proper 
determination of questions of novelty and utility. 

The United States does lead the world and she has led the world 
because her inventors have been protected and because this House has 
from time to time had the good sense to provide the working machinery 
to dispatch business as it ought to be dispatched. My honored friend 
knows that when he and I began service here years agothe business of 
that bureau was two or three years behind, so that its administration 
became a mere mockery of justice. The appeal came up from inventors 
all over the land saying, ‘‘You are transacting our business and we 
are paying for it; provide the proper machinery; the office is not cost- 
ing the taxpayers a penny; we build the mill, we are furnishing the 
miller; in God’s name let us get our grist before our families starve.’’ 

Now, we have investigated this matter very fully and very fairly. I 
am somewhat familiar with the patent system, because I have had oc- 
casion to investigate it with care. If I had deemed it possible for the 
oftice to get on with one clerk less than we have provided I should have 
voted against any additional allowance. But I am sure that no smaller 
force than we here propose can adequately discharge the duties incum- 
bent upon this bureau. I say‘this as 1 am accountable to my con- 
science, to my constituents, and to the country, basing the statement 
upon a knowledge that is very thorough in regard to the wants of that 
bureau. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON, 
it was rejec 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall be authorized to make 
contracts therefor, $100,000, 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to offer an amendment ~ four,” in line 6; so that it will read: ‘‘ And for the clerks in his office, $5,000 
to which I understand there is no objection. Saree. : an : ” 
Phe Clerk read the amendment, as follows: Mr. SW EE Mr. Chairman, by referring to lines 16 and 17 on the 
Add to the wis Sunt cand the felewing : | Same page, immediately following this provision for Idaho, you will 
“And certitled copies of such drawings and specifications may be furnished observe that Montana is given $10,000 for clerks in the office of the 
| 





by the peepeenss of er ey to gonene applying oe upon parane surveyor general. I called the atteation of the chairman of the com- 
ae rates for uncertified eopies and 25 cents additional for each certill- | 1 ittee to this matter, and he stated that it had been fully considered 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no objection to that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For rent of buildings for the Department of the Interior, namely: For the 
Bureau of Education, $4,000; Geological Survey, $10,000; Indian Office, $5,500; 
General Land Office, $2,000; in all, $21,500. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, on page 89, the word “two,” in line 12, and insert “sixteen; and 
strike out ‘ twenty-one” and insert “ thirty-five” in the same line, 


Mr. HOLMAN. How will it then read? 
The Clerk read as follows: 
General Land Office, $16,000; in all, $35,000. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


in the committee. 

It was perhaps my duty to appear before the committee and state 
the facts relative to our own State. But as I am a stranger to the 
business here, and not acquainted with the practice in regard to such 
matters, I neglected to do so until the bill had been reported to the 
House. Iam compelled, therefore, to call it up in this manner and 
ask to have the correction made by way of amendment. 

There are 10,000 people living in my State on unsurveyed land who 
are improving their homes constantly and have been seeking for years 
past to get titles tothem. Notonly have they been unable to get titles, 
but the State is deprived of the taxation which would arise from the 
land if the question of title was settled. 

Now, I assure the House that $2,000 for clerk hire in the office of the 
surveyor general there is notsuflicient for the service contemplated for 
the ensuing year. It is intended, no doubt, to go on with the work 
under the additional appropriation for surveys in our State, and then 
For surveyor general of California, $2,750; and for the clerks in his office, | let the next Congress appropriate for a deficiency,as was done in the case 
$13,750; in all, $16,500. of Montana. I hope the committee, however, will agree to this amend- 

Mr. McKENNA. I move an amendment to this paragraph by strik- | ment and obviate that necessity. The only question is whether or not 
ing out the words ‘“‘twenty-seven hundred and fifty ’’ and inserting | theseclerks shall be paid as they do the work or whether the next Con- 
**three thousand five hundred.’’ gress shall be called upon to supply the deficiency of $5,000 which will 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey). The Clerk will | necessarily be created. Task a vote on the amendment. 
report the amendment of the gentleman from California. The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

The Clerk read as follows: SWEET) there were—ayes 24, noes 43. 

Amend by striking out, in lines 4 and 5, page 90, the words “‘two thousand So the amendment was rejected. 

| 


seven hundred and fifty" and inserting the words “three thousand tive hun- The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
dred follows: 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the same case to which the gentle- 
man called attention before, in which the salaries were reduced in the 
-fourth Congress, and they have stood soever since. Thestatute 
allowed the sum suggested by my friend; butit is simply in line 

with the economy that prevailed then and triumphed and swept through 
the country and still has its approval, I believe. The matter has been 
up in every Congress since. 

Mr. McKENNA. Then it istimethatthe correction should be made. 

The — general eae oa = a says that theamount | pont. 
is not equate to compensate him for the duties of the office, and | Mr. HERMANN. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman in 
vicakae mementos” Imovethe amendment and hopeit will | charge of the bill , 7 7 | 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. If I may be permitted, Mr. Chairman, I Sir ye wor yg Does the gentleman from Missouri make the 
would like to ask whether or not, in view of the increased appropria- Mr. DOCKERY. Ido, if there is any avenue under the law through 
tion for surveys of the public land, it would not be better to allow the | which to make it. I am not certain whether this salary is fixed by 
clerk hire in the office of the surveyor general of Arizona, as well 25 | statute or not, but, if it is not, then this is a proposed change of exist- 
. ae” and Western States, tobe made larger, in order ing law. I desire to reserve all points of order that possibly can be re- 

; a served. 
I pa arn Bing ay een cere ietoee = eee Mr. BIGGS. This only makes the salary equal to what it isin most 
sag ; 16 ClETKS | of the other States. 

his office was read, desiring to call the attention of the chairmanto| fr, HERMANN. [ask the gentleman from Missouri to withhold 
the matter for ——> of offering an amendment, when the para- | his point of order until he hears the statement I haveto make. I be- 
graph relating to California was read and my friend from California | jieve that in the goodness of his heart he will not make the point if he 
rose to offer his amendment. I wanted to ask that the clerk hire in | ynderstands the condition of affairs with regard to the surveyorgeneral 
i, BUTTERWORTH” We lave alnsedy’ pecs = ie eevisien of Oregon. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman particularly 


to the unjust discrimination which exists so far as my own State is 
but I will say to my friend that this is a matter which was fully con- z= , Torri ot 
i Li ’ concerned. The surveyor general of the Territory of Arizona receives 
a in the it onc ic 7 NS 5 gene € € ye rece 


. a salary of $2,500; the surveyor general of California, $2,750, and I 
The Commissioner’s Office was heard, the Secretary of the Interior, | yoted . eee eee ago for <4 eee anon t to $3, 000. 
and it was thought after a full investigation of the matter by the com- 


For surveyor general of Oregon, 22,000, and for the clerks in his office, $3,000; 
in all, $5,000, 


Mr. HERMANN offered the following amendment 


Amend by inserting after the word “thousand,” in line 19, page 92, the words 
“five hundred,’ making the salary of the surveyor general of Oregon, $2,500 


Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill—— 
Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve the point of order against that amend 


7 . : The surveyor general of the State of Colorado receives $2,500; thesur- 
mittee that the amount of the appropriation made in the bill was ample. veyor general of Idaho, $2,500; the surveyor general of Montana, $2,500; 
pon ee ig that were made seemed to meet the requirements | ¢) surveyor general of New Mexico, $2,500; the surveyor general of 

a A the Territory of Utah, $2,500; the surveyor general of Washington, 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But was not that on the basis of $30,000 | ¢9 500: the surveyor general of Wyoming, $2,500, and the surveyor 
priation instead of $400,000? s , 


Reid . reneral of Oregon, $2,000. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the committee that there Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit in all candor to the distinguished gen- 
is an amendment pending, preposed by the gentleman from California. | tjeman from Missouri [| Mr. Dockery ], and especially to the gentleman 
Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I hope the attention of the com- | who has charge of this bill [Mr. Burrerwortn], that while this sal- 
Soren pete Eleubeaeedte. ‘ aaah to the ary may have been proper some three or four years ago, especially when 


- , the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Randall, now departed, who 
amendment—between my friends from Arizona and Ohio. was then in charge of this bill, so strenuously objected to an increase, 
Mr. CANNON. What is th dment? loshin agree | 
we 7 e amendment: the same objections do not apply at thistime. At that timethe rates 
The amendment of Mr. McK d Pp'y 
° PEMERS OF Er. MCKENNA was again read. for surveys were so small that it was impossible to get that vast area 
Th ndment was rejected y i 
The Clerk aaa ie aioe , of our country surveyed, but now the rates have been increased and 
. are much more liberal. 
wan surveyor general of Idaho, $2,500; and for the‘clerks in his office, $2,000; There are 20,000,000 acres of the public land remaining unsurveyed 
For rent of office for the surveyor general, fuel, books, stationery, pay of mes- and the contracts which are being sent in to the Interior Department will 
senger, and other incidental expenses, $1,500. in the course of a very few months absorb every dollar of the $20,000 
Mr. SWEET. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. - which have been appropriated for the public surveys in my State. I 
The Clerk read as follows: can say to the gentleman from personal knowledge of the situation 
lines 5 and 6, 91, by inserting the word “five” in place of the there, as well as from official communication with that office, that at 


word “two,” in line 5, by inserting the word “seven’’ in place of the word | the present time every man in the oflice is kept busily employed from 
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morning to night. Grave responsibilities are imposed on the surveyor 
general of the State, and he is employed from one end of the year to 
the other. 

He is compelled to reside with his family in a city where, as in all 
cities, living is rather expensive, house rents, etc., high, and I submit 
to the gentleman that he should hardly ask an officer occupying that 
high and distingaished position, with grave responsibilities imposed 
upon him, to livethereat a salary of $2,000 a year, andespecially when 
the law gives to New Mexico, Utah, and to States where the surveys 
are so much less in amount than in my own State, a sum equaling that 
which I now ask for the surveyor general of Oregon. In connection 
with that I desire to say that for many years and at the present time 
the salary fixed by the Revised Statutes of the United States is $2,500 
a year, but in the appropriations for the last few years Congress has 
voted him only $2,000. I ask that in this exceptional case the gentle- 
man will be kind enough to exercise his good judgment in this matter 
according to the facts and will allow this amendment to prevail. I 
submit to him in all candor whether it is just as the matter now exists. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If this were a personal matter between my 
honored friend and myself, we would settle it in a very few minutes. 
We would pay the odd amount between us; but where I am represent- 
ing the committee in this matter, as the gentleman will see, I can not 
consistently do what I might otherwise be inclined to do. Congress 
has for fourteen or fifteen years adhered to a certain line of policy. This 
is not the place to correct any mistake that may have been made here- 
tofore in the matter of salary. I am in no wise prepared to say that a 
higher salary would not be justified; but-without the authority of the 
committee 1 would hardly be able to recommend an amendment which 
they refused to favorably consider. - 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, I will call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
the salary was formerly $2,500 a year in Oregon and at several other 
points. In someof the States it was $3,000. As longago as 1875 this 
reduction was made in all these surveyor general’s salaries, and it never 
has been increased. If this increase of $500 is given, there should be 
an increase of $500 all along the line, notably in North and South Da- 
kota, where the salaries are $2,000; and the others preceding, where 
the salary is $2,500, should also be increased $500. We have already 
passed many of them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the very question to which I was 
calling attention, that this was the settled policy of this House and 
had been for sixteen years, Each Congresshas adhered to the schedule 
of salaries fixed; and I do not think that we can depart from it. Be- 
sides, my friend will be a member of the next House, where larger 
liberality may be displayed and in which a kindly feeling concerning 
his State may exhibit itself. I think it would be a palpable injustice 
to the other officers to make this change. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will my friend permit me to say this in regard 
to the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois? Since the 
time he mentioned the demand for public surveys has increased in con- 
sequence of the legislation of this Congress which liberalizes the rates 
to be paid to surveyors, and has also enabled surveys to be made now 
which could not have been made upto that time. By reason of this 
liberality of Congress the work has increased, and consequently there 
should be an increase of the salary. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest that if the point of 
order is withdrawn gentlemen may proceed to discuss the merits. The 
Chair desires now to know whether the point of order is insisted upon 
and upon what ground it is interposed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will have to insist upon the point of order. I 
agree with the gentleman from Ohio that this is an important matter. 


The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman please state the point of 
order? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that it changes exist- 


ing law. 

Mr. HERMANN. In answer, Mr. Chairman, to that proposition 
that it is in violation of existing law, permit me to state that there is 
in the Revised Statutes to-day a provision fixing the salary of the sur- 
veyor general of Oregon at $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any dispute as to that? 

Mr. HERMANN. Gentlemen will not dispute that. 

Mr. FORNEY. There is no dispute about that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In that view the point of order is evidently not 
well taken; so we must go to the merits of the case, and upon that I 
wish to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order is withdrawn, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear what the gentleman 
from Missouri said, 

Mr. DOCKERY, I desire to withdraw the point of order, in view of 
the statement made by the gentleman from Oregon. . 

Mr. CANNON. I just want to say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Oregon, that this surveyor general in Oregon has not one-half the work 
to do that the surveyors general of South and North Dakota have. 


They are paid $2,000. And I want to say, again, that, while there are 
surveyors general to be found in all these States, the whole work could 
be consolidated and put under one officer at $3,000, and I think at 
very great profit, and then he would not be greatly burdened. 

These are not onerous places. I would further say that, if you enter 
upon the line of restoring salaries that were reduced in 1875 and 1876, 
then you want to go all along the line and restore in over a hundred 
instances. You want to restore the salaries of the Auditors, who only 
get $3,600, while the statute gives them $4,000; and I can find every- 
where along the line instances where the restoration is much more 
strongly demanded from the standpoint of equity and the needs of the 
public service than the surveyors general. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, permit me to state that there is 
no analogy whatever in the illustration made by the gentleman from 
Illinois with the case which is now before the House, nor is there any 
analogy between the surveyor general of the State of Oregon and the 
surveyor general in Dakota. There they have wide-sweeping, open 
plains, stretching as far as the eye can see, while in my State there are 
immense forests, mountains, deep cafions, and gorges, which make it 
almost impossible for the surveyor general to make a contract. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the surveyor general does not cross the moun- 
tains nor traverse the plains. It is the contracting surveyor who does 
that. 

Mr. HERMANN. I am speaking of the difficulties which surround 
the survey of these lands at the present time. By recent legislation 
the rates have been made more liberal for making surveys over these 
extensive mountain ranges, and there will be more surveys required to 
be made, in accordance with the demands of settlers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does that increase the work of the surveyor 
general or does it not only increase the work of his clerks? 

Mr. HERMANN. It increases his responsibilities. By the recent 
liberal legislation in regard to the survey rates, Mr. Chairman, the 
surveys in that country will be permitted to progress. In former 
years it was impossible for the surveyor general to let out any contracts 
whatever at the then existing rates. So that now, I will say again, 
the surveyor general has all that he can possibly do, and I submit to 
gentlemen whether it is just that they shall ask him to perform his 
onerous duties at $2,000a year, while the surveyors general of New 
Mexico and certain States I might mention have but one-half and 
sometimes one-third of the duties he is now performing, and yet they 
receive $500 more than the surveyor general in my State. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me right there-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate upon the pend- 
ing amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thegentleman need not travel to Oregon or Wash- 
ington to find inequalities in the salaries paid to public officials. If 
he will go to the doorways leading to this Hall he will find a man on 
one side of a door drawing a salary of $1,000 a year while the official 
on the other side receives $1,200 or $1,400, those different salaries being 
paid for exactly similar service. The trouble with the gentleman’s 
argument is this, and it is the same that attends all the arguments that 
have been adduced since we began the consideration of the bill. It is 
that every proposition to equalize salaries involves an equalization 
up instead of down. Now, as the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Can- 
NON! well stated, the salaries of these surveyors general were reduced 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, and they have been continued from that 
time down to the present at the amounts then fixed, and, whatever 
may be done by gentlemen upon the other side of the aisle, I hope that 
gentlemen on this side will present a solid front against this consistent 
and persistent demand for an increase of the salaries of public officials. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope the gentlemen on that side the aisle will 
do what is right, as I know they generally desire todo. I hope they 
will act justly in view of the facts of this case. The question pre- 
sented is simply whether this officer is entitled to $2,500 salary in 
view of the duties and the t responsibilities imposed upon him 
by law, and ally in view of the condition of affairs I have de- 
scribed or whether he is entitled to only the smaller amount. I have 
submitted the facts to the committee. Gentlemen are now familiar 
with the situation, and I ask them to determine this question in view 
of the facts and the law. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HERMANN; and 


| the Chairinan declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. HERMANN. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 46. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor general of Wyoming, $2,500; and for the clerks in his office $3,- 
000; in all, $500. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 20, strike out the word “three” and insert “nine,” and, in line 21 
strike out the word “five” and insert the word “eleven ;"’ so that it will read 
“ For the clerks in his office, $9,000; in all, $11,500.” 

Mr, CLARK, of Wyoming. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, in sup- 
port of the amendment which I have offered, that it is strictly in ac- 
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cord, as I believe and understand, with the estimate made by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 

If Iam mistaken in that I wish to be corrected, but I believe that 
the estimate of the Commissioner is that $9,000 is necessary to properly 
perform the clerical work of the office of the surveyor general of Wy- 
oming. I see by a letter from the surveyor general, and also by a note 
attached to the estimate of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, that the appropriation for the present fiscal year, ending next 
June, will be insufficient, by some $3,500, to carry on the work that 
is now in the office on past surveys or that will be brought into the 
office before the end of June. 

The estimate of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 
$9,000 for the coming year is based upon the estimate of four to one, 
that is, upon the calculation that 25 per cent. of the appropriation is 
required for the clerical work. Asstated by the gentleman from Idaho, 
the only question is whether this work shall be paid for so that it may 
be properly carried on or whether thesurveys shall be made under the 
general appropriation for surveys and thé work be left lying in the 
surveyor general’s office without an appropriation to get it out and to 
get the patentsissued. I believe this amendment ought to be adopted. 
I hope it will be. I know that if the gentlemen of this committee 
could understand the condition of affairs with reference to the surveys 
there it would be adopted. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] called my attention sev- 
eral days ago in the committee room to the fact that so many millions 
of acres of Wyoming lands had been surveyed, and took the ground 
that there was sufficient of such lands for all the immigration going in 
there. He was correct as to the amount of the surveyed lands, but I 
call his attention to the fact that those figures include a tract of land 
40 miles wide and 450 miles in length along a land-grant railroad 
where the land is of such a character that a jack rabbit would starve 
todeath upon it. Our people want the lands outside of the land grants, 
which can be had for $1.25, instead of $2.50 an acre, and where some- 
thing may be raised when they are settled upon. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend that there is only 
$20,000 allotted to the survey, and the returus of plats made pursuant 
to the appropriation will not be in until late in the season. We have 
investigated the question as he desired that we should do, and we are 
satisfied that we have recommended an appropriation quite equal to 
the demand of the service there. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CLARK, of 
Wyoming; and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, CLARK, of Wyoming. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 37. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent of topographer’s office, $1,500; for rent of a suitable building or 
buildings for the use of the money-order office of the Post-Office Department, 
$8,000; for rent of building for use of the money-order division of the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, $9,000; for rent of a suitable 
building for the storage of post-office supplies, $4,000; in all, $22,500. 

Mr. HATCH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 6, on page 100, strike out ‘‘ nine”. and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘eleven,” 
so as to read: 


‘*Money-order division of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
partment, $11,000."’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will only say in regard to this amend- 
ment that when it was found necessary to secure a building for this 
purpose the Postmaster-General, as we are advised, made an arrange- 
ment with the proprietor of this building-—— 

Mr. HATCH. Unless the gentleman from Ohio is willing to accept 
this amendment I desire to make a statement insupport of it. I had 
hoped the gentleman would accept the amendment without any con- 
troversy. 

Mr. UTTERWORTH. Well, Iam acting under the instructions 
of the committee. It was understood from the Postmaster-General 
that he had arranged for renting this property for $9,000 a year. We 
had no information of any increase and no authority to make an in- 


crease. 

Mr. HATCH. The Government is to take possession of this build- 
ing under a contract between the Postmaster-General and the owner 
of the building. I will state that the building is owned by a very 

rominent and honorable citizen of St. Louis, Mo., Mr. Adolphus 
usch. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Government is not in possession of the 
building now. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The Post-Office Department made a contract for the 
building at a rental of $9,000 during the remainder of this fiscal year. 
There was not space enough in the building for the purposes required, 
and the Postmaster-General induced the owner to puta very expensive 
addition to it, an additional story or two, under a contract to pay 
$11,000 rental for it after the close of this fiscal year. The chief clerk 
of the Post-Office Department stated the contract in these words: 


The contract was made for the remainder of the fiscal year. Of course the 


——— can not make a contract further than theyear. After this year we 
have it from year to C indefinitely, with this proviso, thatthe rent for 
the next fiscal year should be $11,000, in the event that Congress appropriated 


somuch. If Congress failed to appropriate, the rental was to be $9,000, but at 
the expiration of the fiscal year we should beserved with notice to quit. 


And now the Government, having obtained possession of the building 
under a contract for a nominal rent of $9,000, for a few months wants 
to take advantage of the law and occupy the building as tenant until 
the owner shall force it to vacate by a notice to quit, when the Govern- 
ment can retain possession for one year longer, paying only $9,000. It 
looks to me like a ‘‘ confidence game’’ on the part of the Government 
of the United States toward a citizen. 

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr.CANNON. The Government has not yet possession of this build- 
ing; and unless there is a prospect that it can have possession of it at 
a rent not exceeding $9,000 a year, which the proprietor substantially 
agreed to take, I am in favor of the Government never taking posses- 
sion of it. 

Mr. FORNEY. The proprietor will take $9,000; do not be uneasy 
about that. 


Mr. HATCH. I wish to say on behalf of the owner of this build- 
ing that he will not take $9,000 except for the time he agreed to doso, 
because the Government contracted to pay $11,000—contracted so far 
as the Postmaster-General could make the contract—after the end of 
this fiscal year. The Government is simply taking advantage of the 
position which it occupies. Iam satisfied there is not a gentleman on 
that committee who, if he were acting for himself, would hesitate for 
one moment about carrying out that contract in good faith, made by 
the Postmaster-General as stated to the Committee on Appropriations 
by the chief clerk of the Post-Office Department. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FRANK. Mr, Chairman, this is a very simple matter; and I 
wish to add only one or two observations to those made by my col- 
league [Mr. HaAtcH]. Itseems to me that in the conduct of the busi- 
ness of these Executive Departments the same methods, the same prin- 
ciples of business, should be followed that apply in the conduct of other 
business. It became necessary on the part of the Government to have 
an additional building connected with the Vost-Office Department. 
The owner of this property, then unimproved, submitted it to the 
Postmaster-General. A building was contracted for at a rental of $9,- 
000 per annum. The understanding with the Postmaster-General 
was that a building of a certain character, havinga certain area, should 
be constructed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. According to my understanding—I may be 
in error—these changes to which the other gentleman from Missouri 
has called attention and of which you are nowspeaking were considered 
before the contract for the rental of the building at $9,000 was made. 

Mr. FRANK. Notatall. 


Mr. HATCH. Will mycolleague yield that I may read on this point 


the statement of Mr. Cooley, the chief clerk of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment? 


Mr. FRANK. I yield to my colleague for one moment for that pur- 
Ose. 


Mr. HATCH. Here is the statement that the chief clerk makes in 
regard to the contract for renting this building: 


The CHAIRMAN, You propose to increase the amount of the rent for the adadl- 
tional building for the use of the money-order division of the Sixth Auditor's 
Office from $9,000 to $11,000 perannum. The Postmaster-General wrote tothe 
committee that a contract could be made for the rental of this building at $9,000 
perannum. Why this proposed increase? 

Mr. CooLey. The agreement was that at the expiration of the year the price 
was to be $11,000 in case Congress should appropriate for it. In case Congress 
did not appropriate, the rental wasto be $9,000, but the Department, in thatevent, 
was to receive notice to quit at the beginning of the next fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. So that, if we appropriate now $9,000 for the fiscal year under 
contract, you will have still one fiscal year with their option of giving you no- 
tice to quit at the end of that time? 

Mr, Coo.Ley. Yes, sir, 

The CHAIRMAN. We have authorized the construction of a building eight 
stories high in connection with the new city post office. It seems to me that 
the erection of that building may afford you quarters after next year. 

Mr. Cootey. The rental of that building at $1/,000 isthe cheapest the Depart- 
ment has anywhere in the Government service. It is in the neighborhood of 
25 cents a square foot. The Department is paying over 40 cents for some of its 
buildings now. 

Mr. Forney. I want to understand about that contract. 

Mr. Cootry. The contract was made for the remainder of this fiscal year. Of 
course the Department can not make a contract further than the year. After 
this year we could have it from year to year indefinitely, with this proviso, that 
the rent for the next fiscal year should be $11,000, in the event that Congress ap- 
oropriated so much. If Congress failed to appropriate,the rental was to be 
$5,000, but at the expiration of the fiscal year we should be served with notice to 

uit. 

’ The CuarrMan. Now, the question is whether you will give them $11,000 for 
this year, or only pay them $9,000 under the contract and trust to luck. 

Mr, Cootey. The extra inducement to the Department in making this con- 
tract was that an additional story was put to the building. The Postmaster- 
General said that the building would not be large enough and another story 
would give us 36,000 feet. The owner said thatthat would be done, but wanted 
this extra rental. 

The CHarrRMAyY, Are there not business rooms on the first floor? 

Mr. Coo.ry. No, sir; we take the whole building. 

The CHAIRMAN, So faras I am concerned I will risk their getting another 
tenant. 

Mr. Forney. If we appropriate $9,000 we will have it until July J,and will 
then be subject to notice to quit? 

Mr. CooLey. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrRMAN, How long before do they have to give the notice? 

Mr. Coo.ry. There is notime given. They must notify us to get out, 
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Mr. Forney. I am for appropriating $9,000 and taking the risk. 

The CuainmAys. You also propose that the amount for printing the Postal 
Guide be raised from $18,200 to $29,000? 

Mr. FRANK. Let me say further that this building was to he ofa 
certain character, a certain height. In order to secure more room for 
the public business the Postmaster General so far as he could 
agree, that if these additional stories should be placed on the building 
the rental of $11,000 should be paid from the end of this fiscal year, 
June 30, 1891, until June 30, 1892. I believe I am stating what the 
recordevidence sustains. Now, Mr. Chairman, if this rental isnot paid 
and these officials desire to occupy this building they can not do it un- 
der this agreement if Mr. Adolphus Busch, the owner of the building, 
declines to consent to it. 

Now, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations says that if 
this building is not completed very soon—and the delay, I may state, 
was occasioned by a change made on the request of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral himself—he is not for renting itatall. I undertake to say that 
it will rent for offices for more than is required of the Department. 

But in justice to the Postmaster General, who isan exemplar in busi- 
ness methods and who saw an opportunity of getting a building at a 
reasonable rete contiguous to the main building, this amendment ought 
to be adopted, as well as in fairness to the man who owns the building, 
he being a citizen of my own city. 

Mr, PETERS. Mr. Chairman, asingle word in respect to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri now pending. 

All the Postmaster General had the power to doin the premises was 
of course, if he bid that much, to say to this party, the owner of the 
building, that after the expiration of the present fiscal year he would 
recommend to the Government to give him $11,000 rental for the build- 
ing provided the sixth story was placeduponit. Thatisall the power 
the Postmaster.General had. I do not say that he even did that much 
or made that proposition. I am rather inclined to think that he did 
not even go that far and say he would recommend the payment of 
$11,000. 

Mr. FRANK. Well, the printed testimony shows it. 

Mr. PETERS. But the fact is that all of this matter was talked 
over before the Postmaster General and the owner of the building en- 
tered into any contract in regard to paying $9,000 for it. 

Now, there is another fact connected with this matter that should 
not be lost sight of. There is some doubt whether the building can be 
made available for the Post-Office Department or not, and I am like 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I believe it will not 
be economy on the part of the Government to take the building, even 
as it is, unless it can be obtained for the sum of $9,000. Andso faras 
the statement is concerned that the Government ever asked for the in- 
crease of the size of this building or its extension, even at the rental 
of $9,000, such is not the fact. These men went on and put on the 
sixth story themselves, with the full understanding, which had already 
been agreed upon between them and the Government, that they were 
to be paid on the building at the rate of $9,000 for rent; and the most 
that can be said is that the Postmaster General may have stated that 
he would recommend the allowance of $11,000 thereafter. I say again, 
as a member of this House, that if these gentlemen can get $11,000 for 
that building for offices the Government does not want it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is op agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Thequestion wastaken; and on adivision there were—ayes 35, noes 66. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Hatcnu and Mr. BurrERWORTH were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, 
noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For salaries of the sixty-five district Judges of the United States, $235,500. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which is to transpose the item introduced by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rocrers] yesterday and adopted by the committee for 


the payment of the judge of the Indian Territory and give it its proper 
place in the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, page 105, strike out “ 
22 strike out‘ 
sand." 

Add, after line 23, ‘for salary of the judge of the United States court in the 
Indian Territory, $3,500." 

The amendment was a 

Mr. FRANK. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend lines 21, 22, and 23, page 105, by striking out the same and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘ for salaries of the sixty-four district jadges of the United States, 
$5,000 each, $320,000, 

Mr. DINGLEY. That, I believe, is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It.is subject to the point of order, and I 
will have to make it. While I am in full sympathy with what my 
friend proposes—— 


‘sixty-five”’ and insert “sixty-four.” In line 
* thirty “five thousand five hundred” and insert “thirty-two thou- 


Mr. FRANK. Of course, if the pointof order is made, I understand 
that the amendment can not be considered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am in sympathy with the amendment, 
but am compelled to interpose the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This completes the consideration of this bill, 
except the paragraph ing to the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And on that, Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want, if my friend from Tennessee will 
indulge me a moment, to make a suggestion in reference to an amend- 
ment which has already been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state, in order that the 
matter may not be overlooked by the gentleman in charge of the bill, 
that there was also passed over without prejudice an amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]'as to 
occupancy by the Ways and Means Committee of the room now oc- 
cupied by the t-at-Arms. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think that was indefinitely postponed. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; it wassimply postponed without detriment 
to the gentleman’s right, and that will also be reserved. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before the amendment the gentleman from 
Tennessee desires to offer is read I would like, if my friend from In- 
diana would permit me, to transpose the amendment adopted by the 
House in reference to clerks to members and put it in its proper place 
and in proper language. Of course a yea-and-nay vote will be taken 
upon it in the House, and this is simply to change the verbiage of it 
and put it where it properly belongs. It will neither find more nor 
less favor by being put iuto its right place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ take it for granted that there will be a yea-and- 
nay vote. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And with that understanding I will not object to 
the change of phraseology. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the change of the 
position in the amendment will be agreed upon, and it will be inserted 
in its proper place. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as agreed 
upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert on page 13, after line 23, * for clerks to Representatives and Delegates, 
whoare not chairmen to committees, to be appointed by the Representatives 
and Delegates whom they are to serve, at the rate of $100 per month each, dur- 
ing the session, for the time actually employed as such elerks,and upon the 
certificate of the Representative or Delegate by whom appointed of such actual 
employment, $193,900."’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Asthis proposition is substantially the same as 


that which has been acted upon, with the understanding that there 
shall be a yea-and-nay vote in the House I shall not object. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is that the understanding ? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 


Mr ENLOE. I wish to move, in the way of a formal amendment at 
this point, to strike out the last ‘section read, and I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read a statement furnished me by a citizen and taxpayer in 
the District of Columbia with regard to the management of the Zoé- 
logical Park. I simply wish it to go into the Kecorp. I will state 
that it is addressed to the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, but it was handed to me with the request that it should 
be put in the Recorp. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February LU, 1891. 

Dear Sim: Asa citizen and —— < this District I have both the legal 
and ee to ask how the money appropriated 
“ for the o mprovement, and maintenance ofthe National og- 
ical Park” $s being ex} e abel. Tam in possession of certain facts which are to 
my mind sufficient evidence to warrant the belief that the funds have not been 
used for the purposes for which they were appropriated, and have been used to 


the injury of the interests of the citizens of the District of Columbia, the 
= in ing T SS nation in the Zoo. 


of the ease are plain and easily proven, by personal knowledge on 
m rt by written documents and letters,and by witnesses whose names I am 
my pat urnish. 


Mr. Cannow, who reported the bill from the Committee on App iations, did 
so with the statement that “thisappropriation ought to be made, if at all, early 
in the season, so that it can be utilized at the beginn ng of thespring, so as to care 


for theanimalsalready in inpossession.”’ Asafurther yee why it was desirable 
and even necessary that the bill should be passed in haste, it was claimed by 
Professor , Seeretary of the Smithsonian ian Institution, in a letter dated 
February 18, , that ‘the collection of es oe — at the Smithsonian 
Institution is suffering for the ——_—_ uarters which can be 
for them in Zo06 rk before the ae we he ene winter, 

fthe —— can be oa Goes more than half of this year’s work- 


a ve 
the recite and forthe tm et 


presentations made Seaemieatigaabts teeseine- 
i ekadaainee ae ean 
nds at the earliest 


Professor 
should remain where they were and where they are the 








1891. 





The principa! work that has been done in the ~r (the building of the out- 
side fence and a horse barn) was unauthorized by the act of Congress. The 
fences — for were ‘‘for the custody of ae and were specified in 
the est tes. What had been left undone,in carrying out the intention of 
Congress anpeten the development of the park, and what had been done 
Tr to law, may be seen in the following extracts from information fur- 
nished by the park “management” (S. P. Langley) to the Evening Star of Oc- 
tober 18, 1890: ** Very little that is determinate been decided upon as yet,’’ 

final © is rapidly taking shape;" * * * “already the park 
has been fenced all around, save where it includes the portion of a cemetery 
near the east bank of Rock Creek, The association that owns this burying 
ground is removing the bodies as rapidly as possible, and as soon as this has 
been accom the fence will be completed. It is of plain oak palings, 
with three rows of barbed wire above to keep the small boys from climbing 
over. 

“The principal entrance to be used for the present will be on the east side of 
the park, at or near where the Quarry road enters, a bridge with rough ma- 
sonry piers and arches of logs laid ni with the stream providing a pas- 
sage across the creek. {This is the bridge, it is alleged, that can not stand alone 
without supports. I have seen the sketch of it; it is very pictui esque, looks 
like a section of corduroy road held down by two log towers in the form of a 
Boston baked-bean pot.) Probably the Quarry road will be continued into the 
park, and the roundabout course that it is proposed it shall take is being laid 
out tentatively with stakes, so that it can be seen how it is likely to appear. 
The people of this city may get to the park in future by the Fourteenth street 
car line if, as seems probable, that road builds a bob-tailed branch along Kene- 
saw avenue, which leads almost up to the proposed Quarry-road gate. It is not 
desirable to have many gates, because that would imply numerous thorough- 
fares, and it is jcularly desired that the shy animals shall be able to find re- 
treats. Aportion of the park which lies toward the south end, pretty well shut 
off from all the rest by the great bend of Rock Creek at that point, is to be set 
aside from public use altogether. 

Here scientific experiments of many sorts will be conducted, possibly even 
extending to psychical matters. Up to the present time no attention worth 
mentioning has been paid to studying the minds of the animals below man in 
the seale of creation. Immediately north of the administrative reservation is 
the great space, at some elevation, and separated from the secluded part by the 
bend of Rock Creek, toward which it slopes gently downward, where the efforts 
of the park management are to be altogether expended forthe present. At 
present the management is obliged to restrict its operations to a comparatively 
small area, because Con has given it only $92,000 so far to spend. 

There was no a priation e (nor asked for) for the horse and cow barn 
that has been built at the Holt house. The barns provided for were “shelter 
barns,”’ for the custody of animals, and are specified in the estimates. That 
horse barn was built without the authority of Congress for its cost, and the 
barns for which Congress voted money have not been built, and the animals 
at the Smithsonian are still suffering for them. 

The bill approved April 30, 1890, makes a specific appropriation of $2,000 “for 

rs to the Holt mansion to make the same suitable for occupancy, and for 
office furniture.” Mr, Langley sent immediately for Mr. Ralph Emerson, an 
architect of Boston, to come here (paying his traveling expenses) and make 
plans for the repairs. I have seen his plans, specifications, and estimates of 
cost, amounting to about $6,000, On inquiry of the officers in charge, why plans 
were designed, entailing an expense so far in excess of the sum appropriated, 
answer was made that the east wing of the building was to be used asa summer 
residence by Professor Langley. 

On the 8th of November 1890, I visited the Zoo; went all through the Holt 
mansion, saw bath-tub and other fixtures which plainly indicated asequestra- 
tion for residential “purpose,” and from the carpenters at work learned that 
the rooms were being fitted up fora residence for Professor Langley, and that 
he was hard to please, they having to put the floor down a second time before 
he was suited. 

In the ConGrEsstonaL Recorp, February 6, 1891, Mr. CANNoN was reported 
as saying: “But on page 28 of the report submitted by the Secretary (Mis. Doc. 
39, second session, Fifty-first Congress) there is a complete schedule of all the 
expenditures, covering a page and a half, and as I glance my eye hastily over 
it the largest item I notice is about $500, and thatis for pay-roll services.”’ 

A careful examination of the list shows that the “largest item”’ for “ pay- 
roll services”’ is $1,384.50; and that from July 1, to November 30, 1890, the “ pay- 
roll services "’ amounted to $9,787.02, and ‘‘ services” to $869.85, making a total 
of $10,656.87. 

We, the District taxpayers, wish the lights turned on, that we may see what 
services have been rendered for one-half of that sum. I think I see a Boston 
architect and a landscape gardener walking off with a goodly portion of it. 
ao not the names of Ralph Emmerson and Fred. Law Olmstead appear 
on this list, with the amounts paid them? I find several other items of interest 
on this list. ““S. P. Langley, travel,” $246.99. This sum covers half of the ex- 

of a two months’ trip to Europe; the other half, with strict impartiality 
following a notable example) he charged to the National Museum. Another 
item, spruce and pine trees, $41. Finding ascore or more of men digging holes 
in the park, lasked what they were doing. The reply was that Professor Lang- 
ley had bought several carloads of evergreen trees in Baltimore, to be planted 
there “ to keep the ple from — into the park.” From an officer of the 
k I ascertained tthe tree-plant ng was designed to screen from view of 
Holt house the electric cars and the “unsightly bridge’? the company 
were building across Rock Creek. If the reservation of a “ distinct area of some 
10 or 15 acres"’ is desired by Professor Langley for “ purposes requiring seclu- 
sion,” the citizens of the District will cheerfully donate their half of the Ly- 
decker tunnel, 


As to the $10,000 asked “‘ for the maintenance of a small astrophysical obsery- 
atory and laboratory, to be situated in the National Zodlogical Park,” before 
this thing is allo to settle down there or anywhere else in the United States 
Lask that the cloud resting on the title to the $5,000 “ Kidder bequest” be re- 
moved, This is half of the sum referred to by Professor Langley in the Book of 
ee 8: “by private subscription $10,000 are now at the disposition of the In- 

on. 


The peculiar neni employed in regard toa codicil to Dr. Kidder’s will, 
in the annual report of 8. P. Langley, June 30, 1890, incited in my mind a desire 
for an of knowledge on this subject. I wenttothe City Hall and made 
the following extracts from the will: 

“ARTICLE LI. I give and bequeath to the Smithsonian Institution, at Washing- 
ton, $10,000, to be invested in the same manner as the Smithsonian bequest, and 
the income thereof to be divided into two equal parts, and applied annually as 
scholarships, for the maintenance of deserving and promising students in any 
department of ethnological or biological study, excluding the study of the 
physical sciences and mathematics, under the following conditions: 

First. The income of this fund shall be under the control of the Secretary 
ofthe Smithsonian Institution, who shall annually, prior to the Ist day of June, 
appoint the two beneficiaries for the year following that date. 

Second. The same person shall not be nominated or appointed to one of 
these scholarships for more than three years. 

“Third. At least one of the holders of these scholarships shall pursue his 
studiesin the city of Washington and in connection with the National Museum. 

“On the 9th day of April, 1889, came Camillus George Kidder and Washburn 
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Maynard and made oath on the Holy Evangels of Almighty God that they do 
not know of any will or codicil of Jerome Henry Kidder, late of said District, 
other than the aforegoing instrument of writing, and that they received the 
same from the National Safe Deposit Company of the District of Columbia, 
where it had been deposited for safe-keeping by the testator, and said Jerome 
Henry Kidder died on or about the 8th day of April 1889. 

“WASHBURN MAYNARD. 

“Cc, G. KIDDER. 





“Sworn and subscribed before me. 
* DORSEY CLAGGRETT, 


ls for the District of Columbia,” 


On the 12th day of April, 1889, Matilda F, Kidder, one of the subscribing wit- 
nesses, appeared before the supreme court of the District of Columbia and 
made oath “ that she did see the testator therein named sign the will; that he 
published, pronounced, and declared the same to be his last will and testa- 
ment,’ 

Applying the rule that governsin the case of lighthouses, [ would respectfully 
ask to which class this astrophysical observatory would be assigned, the indis- 
pensable, the necessary, or the desirable only? 

May 6, 1890, a requisition signed by S. P. Langley, Secretary of the Smith 
sonian Institution, was presented at the Treasury, but was not honored. When 
the requisition was retured to Secretary Langley, with the statement of the 
Treasury officials that the law requiring the money to be drawn on the requi- 
sition of the Regents had not been complied with, he “snatched the paper from 
the hands of the clerk, slapped it down on the desk, seized a pen, and wrote 
above his name, ‘ By order of the Regents.’ (I give the language which was 
used in describing the scene to me soon after its occurrence.) 

For a great astronomer and flying-machine inventor this may be the proper 
way to transact public business, but fora politician or one of the oi roAAos it 
would be rank corruption and fraud. At that time, the Regents had not met, 
nor accepted the trust. They had not authorized the Secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institution to act for them, nor toestablish the park, nordraw any money, 
nor expend it on the park, nor to do anything in the matter. What he has 
done has been entirely on his own motion, and without any authority from the 
Regents, till January 28,1891. He positively refused to call a meeting of the 
Regents, knowing well that there is always a quorum of the board in town 
when Congress is in session. 

Having a knowledge that the Zoo funds were being diverted from the pur- 
poses to which they were assigned by law, I first attempted through a friend 
to communicate the facts to one of the executive committee, but he refused to 
heara word, I went to a Senator Regent, He said he was too busy, but very 
politely listened to me for two or three minutes, then said it was not worth 
my while to attempt to tell him about the matter, for he “ never could remem- 
ber anything anybody told him,” but he would look into the matter. 

I next sought an interview with a Representative Regent. Iasked him had 
there been a meeting of the Regents since the Ist of May (knowing posi- 
tively there had been none). His reply was ‘‘No.” During a ten-minute in- 
terview I gave him a pretty full account of Professor Langley’s unlawful acts 
in the management of the park and distinctly charged that he had used its 
funds without due warrant of law and for purposes not authorized by Congress. 
A week later thissame Regent said during a debate on the sundry civil bill that 
there had been “about three’ meetings of the board, and “I was present at 
all of them,” and further remarked, “I have never heard a suggestion that the 
expenditure of a single dollar has been injudicious,”’ 

This experience with Regents convinces me that the best interests of the 
park would be subserved by placing its management in the hands of persons 
whose time is not so fully occupied that they can not givesome personal super 
vision at least of its accounts. 

I must not fail to call your attention to another matter,the employment by 8.P. 
Langley of a lobbyist paid with Government money, $125 per month, from the 
funds of the National Museum. After Mr. ENLog’s resolution of inquiry was 
introduced, he made himself very conspicuous about the House, boasting, as ! 
am credibly informed, that he was backed by the chairman of the Senate Ap- 
propriations Committee and could prevent the resolution from being called up 
and could stifle an investigation. 

I claim that it is not only my right and privilege, but my duty also, to lay 
these matters before Congress and ask the District Committee to look after our 
interests, 

Very respectfully, 


“Regist fw 


M. E. MANN, 
Hon, CHAtTRMAN COMMITTER ON Disrrict oF CoLUMBIA, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ENLOE. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that I will call the 
attention of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to this communication. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, we have now reached the 
item in the bill which relates to the Civil Service Commission, and i 
want to arrange about the time that gentlemen desire in which to 
bear witness, pro and con, as to that phase of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first place, I make the point of order 
against that paragraph that it is not in order on this bill in the form 
in which it appears; and, if that point should be decided in favor of 
my proposition, why I do not know that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions would feel inclined to reinstate any appropriation in the bill for 
that purpose. Therefore I think we had better have this point of order 
disposed of first. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That it changes existing law. 

Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the Chair simply to the 
point of order. Ishall present it as though it were a matter of no im- 
portance whether the appropriation ought to be made or ought not to be 
made. I do not desire to commingle an argument upon the question 
of order with the question of the propriety of the appropriations, 
which I desire to make later on. I call the attention of the Chair to 
the Revised Statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order first ? 

Mr. GROSVERNOR. My point of order is that it changes existing 
law and is new legislation upon an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What part of it? 

Mr. GROSVERNOR, All of it following the words “ one chief ex- 


What is the point? that it changes existing 


Will the gentleman please state his point of 
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aminer, $3,000,”’ in line 6, page 21. I call the attention of the Chair 
to this section of the statute: 

The clerks in the Department shall be divided into four classes, distinguished 
as the first, second, third, and fourth classes. 

Sec. 164. No clerk shall be appointed in any Department in either of the four 
classes designated until he has been examined and found qualified by a board 
of three examiners, to consist of the chief of the bureau or office in which 
such clerk is to be appointed, and two other clerks, to be selected by the head 
of the Department, 


That is the original statute, and it stands so far as the designation 
of the classes of clerks is concerned. 

Then section 167 provides for the classification and pay of the vari- 
ous grades of clerks. I next call the attention of the Chair to the re- 
port of the Civil Service Commission, page 12, and to briefly state the 
substance and effect of the report to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Chairman: 

Sec. 3. That said commission is authorized to employ a chief examiner, a part 


of whose duty it shall be, under its direction, to act with the examining boards, 
so far as practicable, whether at Washington or elsewhere, and to secure accu- 


racy, uniformity, and justice in all their proceedings, which shall be at all times 
open to him. The chief examiner shall be entitled to receive a salary at the 
rate of $3,000 a year, and he shall be paid his necessary traveling expenses in- 
curred in the discharge of his duty. The commission shall have a secretary, to 
be appointed by the President, who shall receive a salary of $1,600 per annum. 

It may, when necessary,employ a stenographer and a messenger, who shall 
be paid, when employed, the former at the rate of $1,600 a year and the latter 
at the rate of 8600a year. The commission shall, at Washington, and in one or 
more places in each State and Territory where examinations are to take place, 
designate and select a suitable number of persons, not less than three, in the 
official service of the United States, residing in said State or Territory, after 
consulting the Department or office in which such persons serve, to be mem- 
bers of the board of examiners,and may at any time substitute any other per- 
son in om service living in such State or Territory in the place of any one so 
selected. 


That is the law under which the Civil Service Commission is now 
organized. Under the appropriation bill of a year ago that bill was 
partly violated, and the appropriation bill provided for not only the 
chief examiner and the secretary which the law authorized, but it 
proceeded to allow two clerks of class 4, two clerks of class 3, three 
clerks of class 2, three clerks of class 1, three clerks at $1,000 each, two 
clerks at $900 each, and one messengerand one laborer; in all, $36,000. 

Now, my point of order, Mr. Chairman, is in the first place that the 
law under which this Civil Service Commission is operating is the law 
which I have read out of the report of the Civil Service Commission 
itself, and that if there has been a change from that, either in the for- 
mer appropriation bill or in the present appropriation bill, it isa change 
of the statute and obnoxious to the point of order which I have made. 
1 do not think it necessary for me to discuss the question whether the 
former appropriation bill, of a year ago, is existing law. I presume 
that its operation was to appropriate money for the payment of a certain 
number of clerks. 

But, if I am wrong about that, I call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that either the original law is existing law or else the appro- 
priation bill of one year ago is existing law, and it is unimportant to 
me which is right and which is wrong; although I have no doubt that 
the organic law, that which one of the distinguished commissioners, 
as I will show you later on, if I should come to the argument upon 
the main question, calls the ‘‘constitution’’ of the Civil Service Com- 
mission, limits the number of theiremployés to one special examiner 
and one secretary, and then such other persons, already in the employ- 
ment of the United States Government, as may be selected temporarily, 
for the temporary purpose, from the various Departments into which 
the applicant is to go. 

Now, I show the Chair the understanding which the Civil Service 
Commission has, or the alleged understanding which it hason that sub- 
ject. I will read the letter in which I assume this change of existing 
law is admitted: 

Unitep States Crvit Servicr ComMMIssion. 
Washington, D.C., 11, 190, 

Dear Str: Referring to the personal interview which I had with the sub- 
committee of the Appropriations Committee, of which you are chairman, I 
huve the honor to say that the following statement shows the number of clerks 


now on detail with this commission as examiners, the Department from which 
detailed, and the grade of each, namely : 








Salary. 
Treasury Department, Secretary's Office, one actuary, ......cesscceceseereeeee $2, 250 
‘Treasury Department, Second Auditor's Office, one clerk of class 3.......... 1,600 
Treasury Department, Third Auditor's Office, oneclerk of class 2............. 1, 400 
War Department, Record and Pension Division, one clerk of class 1......... 1,200 
War Department, Adjutant General's Office, one clerk of class 1............... , 200 
Post-Office Department, Second Assistant Postmaster General's Office, 

OU Or Ie Danii 0 anise, watcineneasonecencecnnsinvonsnnsngh évetnineee 1,600 
Post-Oftice Department, railway mail service, one clerk...... . 1,500 
Interior Department, Bureau of Pensions, two clerks of class 2.... -. 2,800 
Navy Department, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, one clerk of 

Total number dotailed, ten,....... ........6.s000- seers recerenee snsees meceesesees scence £4,600 


Very respectfully, 
CHAS. LYMAN, President. 
Hon. BexJamMixn BUTTERWORTH, 
Chairm in of the Subcommittee of the rein Committces 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


It was under that application that this change in the law was made. 
The CHAIRMAN, During prior years, can the gentleman from Ohio 
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state whether there is any provision by statute which authorized a de- 
tail of clerks from any Department, especially the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for the use of the Civil Service Commission ? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Notany. I have read that which they call the 
organic law, which is in their report, on page 12, section 3: 

The commission shall, at Washington and one or more placesin each State or 
Territory where examinations are to take place, designate and select a suitable 
number of persons, not less than three, in the official service of the United 
States, residing in the said State or Territory—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is as tothose persons who are appointed in 
the State itself and are classed as examiners. The query. the Chair 
desires to make of the gentleman is whether there is any authority for 
the designation of clerks as such. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not that I know of, but I want to make the 
matter clearer. The claim will be made on the other side that these 
clerks provided for in this bill are to take the places of the examiners pro- 
vided for in the law itself, and that by some other name they might 
undertake to designate them. 

The CHAIRMAN. By_what authority does the gentleman assume 
that? The presumption would be that they would be performing the 
ordinary clerical duties. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Well, if they are, my point of order is made be- 
yond the possibility of a doubt. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me; I think it appears 
sufliciently in the report of the committee. The fact is, certain per- 
sons were detailed as examiners from the various Departments under 
the civil-service law to the Civil Service Commission. Now the Civil 
Service Commission—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To act in what capacity? 

Mr. CANNON. To act in the capacity of examiners. Now, the 
Civil Service Commission comes here, as is shown by the report of the 
committee and by the hearings, and asks that they be dropped from 
the Departments and appropriated for as they appear in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. By what authority? 

Mr. CANNON. Without any authority. And TI call the attention 
of the Chair to the fact, if the gentleman from Ohio has not done so, 
that the law creating the Civil Service Commission provides what offi- 
cers there shall be and what clerks there shall be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have done that. 

Mr. CANNON. You have read that; and the Chair will find that 
there is no authority anywhere in any statute that provides that they 
may make these appointments. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear any member of the com- 
mittee who desires to submit views in opposition to this point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to present the report from the 
committee asa complement to my speech; and that is all I have tosay. 

Under the head of ‘* Civil Service Commission”? the report on this 
bill has the folllowing: 

An increase is made of ten clerks, with salaries aggregating $15,800, as follows: 

Three clerks of class 4, three clerks of class 3, and four clerks of class 2. 

The above force is & fically provided for as a substitute for ten clerks with 
salaries aggregating $14,600 now detailed to and employed in the commission 
from the several Departments of the Government, as shown by the letter from 
the commission printed in the appendix, herewith. Except the clerk in the rail- 
way mail service, all of the positions mentioned in said letter are omitted in the 
provisions of the bill for the respective offices named therein. 

That is all I have to say. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman one question now as 


to his point of order. I was out when he made it. DoI understand 
this point of order is made against all the clerks not provided in the 
organic law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is it. 

The CHAIRMAN. And as to the secretary, whose compensation is 
fixed at $2,000 instead of $1,600, 


Mr. CANNON, I would like the gentleman to make an additional 
point of order against the increase in the clerical force. Ido not know 
whether the Chair has had that called to his attention. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was all included by my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is included in the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
as between the bill of a year ago and the present bill there is an in- 
crease of three clerks of class 4, three clerks of class 3, and four clerks 
of class 2, making in all ten additional clerks. 

Now, just briefly, ly of order is that the original law is the 
only law by which a clerical force of any character, employés of any 
character or officers of any character are furnished to the Civil Service 
Commission; and that any change of the law is obnoxious to the point 
of order which I have made; that the appropriation bill of one year ago 
is not the existing law for that pu , and, if it is the existing law, 
this is a change of existing law, therefore is out of order. 

So that my point of order lies to all of this item except the salary of 
three commissioners, one chief examiner and one secretary, and it lies 
as to him so far as $400 of his pay is concerned. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I rise to speak to the point of order, 
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The CHAIRMAN. In opposition to it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, this point of order is not 
well taken. It has been frequently made upon this same item and 
overruled. Year after year increases in the number of clerks assigned 
to this service have been made, the same objections have been urged, 
and the point has been overruled. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR] overlooks the language of this provision, The history 
of the transaction is that ten men, in four or five Departments, clerks 
of different classes, have been assigned and detailed from those Depart- 
ments to this service to act as examiners under the Civil Service Com- 
mission, with the salaries and compensation of clerks. 

The CHAIRMAN. By what authority? 

Mr. McCOMAS. By the authority of the statute itself, section 3 of 
the civil-service law and sections 167 and 169 of the Revised Statutes, 
as I will ntly show the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to say 
that these clerks have been detailed to perform clerical duties. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, sir. I say that they are clerks of various 
classes with the compensation allowed to clerks of those classes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Detailed for what purpose? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Detailed to act as examiners. Now, the law 

s-_— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is familiar with that section. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I know the Chair is, but I ask his attention now 
to the language. The lawsays that the commission shall at Washing- 
ton designate and select a suitable number of persons, and the commis- 
sion selected ten. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not only three, however. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; the law does not say that. It saysasuitable 
number of persons, notless than three. That is the ground error of my 
friend. If the law had said not more that three there would be some 
force in his argument, but it says not less than three, and they have 
taken ten astheirnumber and have selected them underthe law. Now, 
these clerks selected for this purpose must be what? They must be 
persons taken after consulting the heads of the Departments. What 
else? They must be persons in the official service of the United States, 
as these persons are. They are clerks of various classes and they are 
personsin the official service of the United States. They may be taken 
at any time and in any number, some persons in place of others, some 

ns in addition to others. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman answer an inquiry by the 
Chair? Thereareagreat many propositions which do not require elabo- 
ration and the elaboration of which only tends to cloud the subject. 
The employés provided for in the bill and as to whom the point of order 
is made are not persons assigned to perform the duty of examiners; they 
are persons assigned to perform ordinary clerical services. Does the 
gentleman from Maryland understand that? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that they are clerks now in the De- 
partment. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that they perform clerical duties. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And that they have been doing ordinary clerical 
duty. This provision does notincrease any salary or add to the num- 
ber of officials. It simply details clerks who hold these official places 
under the Government to serve as members of boards of examiners, and 
this oe is drawn in contemplation of that law. Section 167 of 
the Revised Statutes, which is familiar to the Chair, fixes the class of 
— who may be appropriated for, and section 169 provides that each 

of a Department is authorized to employ in his Department such 
a number of clerks of the several classes recognized by the law, such 
messengers and so on, at such rates of compensation respectively as 
may be a iated for by Congress from year to year. 

Mr. CANNON. The Civil Service Commission is not a department. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You are notappropriating for them under that 
statute, because that provides that theyshall be appropriated for in the 
Departments. That is my point; that you are not appropriating for 
them in the Departments, and that there is no law to authorize an ap- 
propriation for them in the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I submit, Mr, Chairman, that there is the second 
error of the gentleman from Ohio. He says that the statute provides 
that they must be appropriated for in the Departments. That is not 
so. The law is that each head of a Department is authorized ‘‘ to em- 
ploy’’ just such a number of clerks at such compensation as Congress 
may appropriate for. We have here the unlimited power to appro- 
priate in this bill, or in any appropriation bill relating to any branch 
of the Government service, for any number of clerks, provided the 
compensation is the same that is fixed in this classification, and when 
we have so appropriated then the head of a Department may employ 
them and the warrant will go for their payment; but without that he 
ean not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that section 169 of 
the Revised Statutes applies to the president of the Civil Service Com- 
mission ? 


Mr. McCOMAS. I claim that clerks of these classes-— 
The CHAIRMAN. That does notanswerthe question. The Chair 
asks a specific question. The gentleman quotes section 169, ‘‘ Each 


head of a Department,” etc. Now, does the gentleman claim that 
that section applies to the president of the Civil Service Commission ? 

Mr. McCOMAS, I claim that,and I claim more. I claimthat while, 
under the statute, the president of the Civil Service Commission is not 
the head of an executive department, yet, in the general construction 
of the appropriation, he is sufficiently a head to have the service when 
the appropriation is made. 

But, even if it were not so, these men who are detailed from the De- 
partments, when we appropriate for them for the performance of this 
service under the civil-service law—when they are appropriated for in 
this bill and detailed under the law from the several Departments, 
they are persons properly and legally employed. The policy of their 
employment in this manner is not in question here, It is simply @ 
question of the power of Congress to appropriate, and I say that it can 
appropriate for any number of these clerks. 

The policy of their appointment is not the question—simply the 
power of Congress to appropriate; and itcan appropriate for any num- 
ber ofclerks, There is no law thatsaysit can not. We do itinevery 
appropriation bill every year, adding clerks here and clerks there; and 
the law says that these clerks may be detailed by the heads of Depart- 
ments as they have been detailed. If this appropriation had gone on 
to make these specifically employés of the Civil Service Commission, 
the inquiry of the Chair would have had, I submit, very much more 
force than it has under existing circumstances, It does not matter 
where you put these clerks. Let me read to show the different De- 
partments from which these officers may be taken: 

Treasury Department, Second Auditor's office, one clerk of class 3. 
Treasury Department, Third Auditor's office, one clerk of class 2. 
War Department, record and pension division, one clerk of class 1. 

War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office,one clerk of class 1. 


Post-Office Department, Second Assistant Postmaster-General’s Office, one 
clerk of class 3 


Post-Office Department, Railway Mail Service, one clerk. 
Interior Department, Bureau of Pensions, two clerks of class 2. 
Navy Department, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, one clerk of class 3. 


We have those men so employed—so on the rolls or rosters of those 
Departments under their respective heads, and we here appropriate 
for these various classes now performing thisduty. We simply desig- 
nate them here in this part of the bill, where it is in order to do so, 
as it isin any bill of this character under the power of Congress to 
appropriate, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this objection might be good if gentlemen were 
attempting to convince the head of a Department that certain men 
were not authorized in his Department; but it is not good as addressed 
to the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole sitting on an appro- 
priation bill, when under sections 167 and 169 of the Revised Statutes, 
to which I have just referred, the absolute power over the number and 
compensation of these clerks and other employé¢s is given to Congress, 
and this authority is nowhere embraced so broadly in the power of 
appropriation by Congress as it is here. 

Whatever number of clerks we may appropriate for, at whatever 
compensation, that number with that compensation shall be employed. 
On this subject Congress is a law to itself. Upon the number of these 
clerks no point of order can be made; we might provide for one hun- 
dred if wechose. The misapprehension of the gentleman from Ohio 
has arisen in the first place from supposing the law said ‘‘not more 
than three,’’ when it says ‘‘not less than three;’’ and in the second 
place from believing that, simply because the Civil Service Commission 
has no direct allotment of clerks, the broad power which enables them 
to take the men detailed when appropriated for, is not covered amply 
by the law under which they act. This has been done Congress after 
Congress, and the question has been decided time after time. The 
Chair would depart from the precedents of the last eight years on this 
very question if he should now sustain a point of order which has 
been overruled so often upon this same appropriation bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I have listened very attentively to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR], and I 
think his point of order is that this appropriation is a change of exist- 
ing law. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that a provision in an appropria- 
tion bill, which is itself an appropriation and nothing but an appropri- 
ation, can not be a change of existing law within the meaning of the 
rule. Of course, ina large and popular sense a proposition that »o much 
money be appropriated to a certain purpose is a provision of law; but 
it is not such within the meaning of the rule, 

What this part of the rules relating to changes of existing law refers 
to is such a provision as Mr. Sumner, when Senator, had put on an 
appropriation bill, providing that parties to causes in the Federal courts 
should be competent witnesses. That provision was made a part of 
the statute law of this country between two lines of an appropriation 
bill. It is such permanent provisions of law—not necessarily appro- 
priations—that clause 2 of the rule refers to. But so far as regards the 
question whether a particular appropriation is in order or not or 
whether an appropriation can be made for a particular purpose or not, 
that is provided for in another part of the rule; and when you turn to 
that part of the rule you find that it is not enough to exclude an ap- 
propriation that there is no previous law authorizing it, but anyone 
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making a point of order against it must go further and show that it is 
not in continuation of ‘‘a publie work or object already in progress.’’ 

If the work which these clerks are to do is work that has been done 
year after year by some agency of the Government, paid for out of the 
‘Treasury, then this isan appropriation (whether previously authorized 
by law or not) for a ‘‘ public work or object already in progress.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to add a single word to what my 
honorable friends have said in opposition to the point of order made by 
my colleague [Mr. Grosv ENOR}. His point is that we have no right 
to increase the clerical force employed by the Civil Service Commission, 

Practically the point begins there and ends there; and the reason, as 
he states it, is that this Civil Service Commission is not a department. 

I insist that for all the purposes of an appropriation this is a depart- 
ment of the Government, in the sense of the term as contemplated by 
the rule; and I say this, in addition to the position taken by my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], that this work for which the appropriation 
is made is a work already begun and to be provided for by the law. 
But this is a department ip the sense that we are authorized to pro- 
vide the force necessary to carry out the law. That we do in the ap- 
propriation ill pending. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the law? ‘There is no law defining 
what a department of the Government is, so far as appropriations to 
enable the law to be carried out are concerned. If there is, it has not 
been cited, and I want my friend from Ohio to point it out. 

In other words, the several bureaus of the Government, the Fish 
Commission, the National Museum, the Agricultural Department, so 
called now—which was formerly a bureau—the Department of Labor 
and others—these were not Departments in the sense in which we 
use that term in speaking of the several Executive Departments of the 
Government. The Department of Labor is spoken of as a department 
and the Department of Agriculture; but I repeat that they are not 
Departments in the sense in which we ordinarily use thatterm. This 
Civil Service Commission is oneof the bureaus of the Government, just 
as they are, and was established to execute a given law. The Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, as my friend from Massachusetts near 
me suggests, is another instance of the same kind, in which we in- 
crease the foree and the appropriation necessary to carry out the law, 
in order to afford them the means to discharge the duties devolved 
upon them by the statutes creating the commission. 

Now, this House in regard to the Civil Service Commission, by the 
statutes which we have passed in connection with it, in no wise limits 
this force any more than it does the force of the Department of Labor 
or the Department of the National Museum or the Agricultural De- 
partment, orany other bureau of the Government. A force at thetime 
deemed suflicient is provided for; and then it is competent for Con- 
gress, in order to carry out and into effect the law, to increase or de- 
crease the force. ‘There is no doubt about that. We can not decrease 
the force if we can not increase it; and nobody questions our right to 
decrease, where it is deemed advisable or necessary. 

I desire to call attention to one thing in this connection that has a 
direct bearing upon the point of order raised; that is to say, that we 
may increase the force is as well settled as that we may make an ap- 
propriation at all, It has not been disputed that we may increase 
where an increase is needed. It has never entered into the heart of 
man to conceive that we can not appropriate for the De ent of 
Labor and the several other bureaus of the Government where, in the 
execution of the law, such increases may be necessary, although they 
are not Executive Departments ofthe Government. They are creatures 
of the law, charged with the execution of certain duties, and it is our 
duty to appropriate the money and provide the force necessary to carry 
into effect the law. 

I hold it to be beyond all question that we may increase the num- 
ber of employés of the Civil Service Commission, just as we may in- 
crease the number of employés in any other bureau of the Govern- 
mext. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio must suspend; there 
is so much noise on the floor that it is impossible to hear what is being 
said. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam glad the Chair has called attention 
to the matter, although I am helping te make the noise, and, while I 
do not want the exclusive privilege, still I would like to have an op- 
portunity of making myself heard. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to makeall the noise 
that is being made now, and the Chair will endeavor to protect him 
in his right. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that, not only 
because it is not provided against in the law, but because it is abso- 
lutely necessary in the carrying out and into effect of the law, we may 
inerease the force in the Civil Service Commission, the number of 
clerks. What follows? We may drop them from the other bureaus if 
we want to, and increase the number in the commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. By operation of this bill to place them in cus- 
tody of the commission ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
decrease in the other. 


Yes; we simply increase in one bureau and 
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Now, we do not name them as examiners, because the law creating 
the commission says that the commission may make their selection 
from the force of clerks in the several bureaus and Departments of the 
Government. While they are in the service, therefore, in any burean, 
they are subject to selection by the commission; and if they are in the 
service of the commission they may be applied to the work of examin- 
ing. So that we are clearly within the law and the spirit of the law 
aswell. We have reduced the number in one place, we have increased 
it in the commission. Whether they will put them to examining we 
do not know or care, although we have a strong suspicion that they 
will. The law authorizes them to select as they please, and they will 
select in any other bureau if they have not a sufficient number in the 
commission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payson). TheChairisready to rule on this 
question. 

The act of Congress providing for the organization of the Civil Service 
Commission provides, in section 3, as has been read by the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. GROSVENOR}, a8 well as the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas], that the commission— 

Shall, at Washington and in one or more places in each State and Territory 
whereexaminations are to take place, designate and select a suitable number 
of persons, not less than three, in the official service of the United States, resid- 
ing in said State or Territory, after consulting the head of the Department— 

That clause seems to have been overlooked in the reading of the sec- 
tion— 
after consulting the head of the Department or office in which said person 
serves, to be members of the board of examiners, etc. 

Now, it is conceded that this paragraph in this appropriation bill 
will practically put under control of the Civil Service Commission the 
entire clerical force necessary to conduct its business and perform its 
operations, so that the Civil Service Commission will be free from in- 
terference or control of any other department of theGovernment. That 
is conceded in the argument on the point of order, and will be the 
practical effect of the retention and adoption of this paragraph. 

The question is whether this provision in this appropriation bill, with 
this purpose and result in view, is such a change of existing law as 
renders the proposition in the pending bill obnoxious to the point of 
order. 

Now, it will be observed, first, that the Civil Service Commission is 
not a Department, as understood in our Government, nor canit be un- 
derstood in anysuch way when construing the statutes to which atten- 
tion has been called. 

Section 169, to which reference has been made in the argument, pro- 
vides that each ‘‘head of a Department’’ is authorized to employ in 
his Department such number of clerks of the several classes as are recog- 
nized by law, etc. 

Most assuredly this can not be held to apply to the Civil Service 
Commission or any of these subordinate bodies which have been created 
by special acts of Congress for specific pu It is printed asa 
proper noun in the Statutes and is intended to apply, as must be con- 
ceded, in the judgment of the Chair, to the great Departments of the 
Government, such as the Treasury Department, the War Department, 
the Post-Office Department, and so on down. 

This commission is a board and a beard enly. It has only limited 
powers and limited authority, and its clerical force is provided for in 
the statute creating it, as suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GRUSVENOR|—the commission themselves, a secretary, a messenger, 
and one other employé, nothing more. The force for it was 
carefully specified by the act creating it and was very limited. What- 
ever other force was necessary for the performance of its business the 

organic act provided should be selected by the Civil Service Commission 
from different Departments, but only after consulting the head of the 
Department, forobvious reasons—thata skilled forceshould be supplied 
by the jojnt acts of selecting by the commission and ap by the 
Departments, respectively. So that the power on the part of the Civil 
Service Commission, in the judgment of the Chair, to select such agents 
or clerks and examiners as it needs, in its judgment, to carry out its 
business beyond those specifically provided for in the act of Congress, 
can only be done by conference with, and approval by, the head of a 
Department from which the clerical force is selected. 

It seems to the Chair to be perfectly clear; and it is nothing against 
the argument, in the judgment or opinion of the Chair, that in the last 

appropriation bill another provision was made for a number of clerks 
as to the service of last year. 

The point of order is sustained as to the secretary, because his salary 
is raised to $2,000, which is $400 in excess of the statutory requirement, 
and as to all the clerks and employés named except the subordinates 
specially provided for in the organic act. Outside of those, the other 
provisions will be stricken from the bill on the point of order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would this question: Does the 
Chair desire to be understood as saying that it is not competent in an 
appropriation bill to increase the clerical force of the Civil Service Com- 
mission ? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of that opinion as to any 
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clerical force outside of those named in the act, but the Chair would 
suggest that of course it will be perfectly proper, if the Chair may make 
that suggestion, to provide additional force in any of the other Depart- 
ments, and then the selections may be made from them under the 
statute, which would be in conformity with the law governing the 
Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. AllI desire to say is that I wish to enter 
a dissenting opinion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, when thegentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH ] rose I supposed that he was about to take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. Inasmuch as he has not done so I de- 
sire to take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question was taken. 

The Chair is in doubt and will appoint as tellers the gentleman from 
Ohio . GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Comas]. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. I desireto know whether this question of appeal is debatable. 
If it is debatable I want to address the committee for a few moments. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Too late! ’’] 

Mr. CANNON. The committee is dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be debatable if anyone had indicated 
a desire to debate it, but the committee had proceeded to divide. 


of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 
Mr. DOCKERY. Parliamentary inquiry. As I understand the 
ruling of the Chair under the statute, the effect of striking that provi- 
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to them in the construction, if that can be done. Here is a law that is 
perfectly plain. No lawyer for a minute, it strikes me, can put any 
other construction upon it than that which has been put upon it by 
the distinguished Chairman of this committee. 

The organic act under which this commission was constructed gave to 
them absolutely, without consulting anybody else, a secretary, a chief 
examiner, a stenographer when necessary, a laborer, etc. Then it pro- 
vides that they may make requisition upon the Departments, after con- 
sultation with the heads of those Departments, for clerks to be detailed 
as examiners, to be carried upon the rolls of the other Departments and 
paid as members of the other Departments, and simply sent to the Civil 
Service Commission on special duty when needed, not to be there all the 
time. Let me say to the gentleman whe has undertaken to pile wp here 
an additional cost of not less than $10,000 in the cost of running this 
department that he wholly misunderstands the purpose of this statute. 

This original statute never intended that these clerks should be con- 
stantly on duty in the Civil Service Bureau. It stands exactly upon 
the same footing as the temporary employment of clerks in New York 
or Albany or Parkersburgh or Denver. Clerks are detailed from the 
post oflices of Cincinnati or Columbus or Indianapolis, and they are 
simply sent, before these examinations, to operate as a part of the ex- 
amination board temporarily, it may be for a day or a week, but they 
are officers of the post oflice at Indianapolis or Cincinnati all the time. 

So they come here to Washington and the law says to them, ‘‘ When- 





| ever you want an examiner you may go to the Secretary of the Treas 
Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. There wasnotimegiven, [Cries | 


ury or the head of any other Department and you may ask for the 
detail of a man,’’ the presumption being that he will be wanted for one 
week, or for one month, or some other limited time. But here it is 
proposed to load down the appropriations of the Government with the 


sion from the bill is to prohibit any further appointments in the public | permanent salaries of these clerks under the head of ‘‘Civil Service 


service. 

The CHAIRMAN, Notatall. The Chair will state the question 
that is submitted to the committee. An appeal is pending against the 
ruling of the Chair and the Chair will recognize the gentleman for de- 
bate. 

Mr. HEARD. I make the point of order that there is so much con- 
fusion that we can not hear anything. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The committeewillbe inorder. The Chair will 
reeognize the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Ordinarily, Mr. Chairman, [ 
should not take exception to the ruling of the Chair; but if that rul- 
ing is sustained, I believe that a severe blow is struck at one of the 
best bureaus of the Government. The proposition made by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is simply an appropriation for clerksof vari- 
ous classes. There is no law, no phrase, nosentence, no paragraph in 
that appropriation that changes existing law by a single iota. 

The Chair acts on the presumption that the appropriation contem- 
plates a change in the law; and inadvertently a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has so stated; but when that member re- 
fleets he will find that the appropriation does not make any change 
whatever in existing law. There it stands, simple, direct, and unmis- 
takable. The appropriation is for clerks that may be used anywhere 
in this d t. The appropriation does not itself say how they 
shall be used by the Civil Service Commission. This House heretofore 
has acted precisely upon this theory under this language, and never be- 
— has the House taken the ground that it was a change of existing 
I believe that the Chair has made a grave mistake and that we 
ought not to sustain his decision. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, | hope the time is coming when 
this committee will decide parliamentary law regardless of its effect 
upon any peculiar notion a member may have about the propriety or 
nonpropriety of a eae ge which a point of order has been raised. 
I am surprised to hear gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
Moore} say that a blow has been struck at the civil-service law. 

The Civil Service Commission, above all the commissions in this Gov- 
ernment, ought to be a law-abiding commission. It ought to obey 
technically and strictly every law on the statute books, and in admin- 
istering the appropriations for that commission there is a very simple 
and avery easy way to doit. Let me tell this committee exactly what 
the meat of this cocoanut is. It has no more eifect whatever 
= the successful and lawful operation of this law than the dotting 

an ‘‘i’’ in the organic act. Nobody has taken away from them the 
right to have clerks and examiners. We have simply said this is the 
law of their construction. The organic law under which they are 
formed ides exactly what clerks, what officers, and what messen- 
gers laborers they shall have; and as to the others it provides how 
they shall getthem. That is all there is of it. 

Now, they have become restless and dissatisfied, and desire that this 
whole body of clerks shall be put absolutely under their jurisdiction; 
and therefore the innovation sought for in these appropriation bills— 
net only this one, but former ones. 

Now, there isa rule of construction which I wish the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [ Mr. Moorr] understood better than he appears 
from his remarks. All partsof a law must have force and effect given 
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Commission.’’ That is a plain change of law, and Iam amazed that 
anybody who says he isa lawyer or who alleges that he ever saw a 
law book will undertake to say that the original statute contemplated 
the building up of a great bureau here under the head of ‘‘ Civil Serv- 
ice Commission.’’ 

Under this provision these employés could not be paid anywhere else. 
There is to be established a pay roll in the office of the Civil Service 
Commission, and the only question which we are trying to decide here, 
as members of the House of Representatives, with an intelligent rec- 
ognition of our obligation to the law, is whether this proposition does 
change the law, which simply said that the Civil Service Commission 
might borrow for a temporary purpose, fora temporary period, an exam- 
iner or examiners. We are to decide whether that was the purpose, 
whether it was intended that this should be the nucleus of a great bu- 
reau, which in the long run would become like the Indian Bureau or 
any other of the great bureaus of the Government. 

Does any gentleman here undertake to tell me that he does not be- 
lieve it was the original intention of this statute that this assignment 
should be merely temporary? I understand that a number of the ex- 
aminers here in the city of Washington do not do service for the Civil 
Service Commission more than a few weeks in the year, and they are 
carried upon the rolls of the other Departments where they belong and 
where their principal labor is done, and they are paid on the rolls of 
those Departments. Nobody is attempting in this way to strike any 
blow at the Civil Service Commission. We are simply trying, ina 
weak way, to uphold the statute laws of this country and to get rid of 
this aggressive tendency to build up enormous bureaus. 

My distinguished friend from Ohio [ Mr. BuTTERWORTH } talks about 
this being a Department, and yet the very statute which he cites in 
support of his view speaks of the Civil Service Commissioners consult- 
ing with the heads of Departments. Is there any head to the ‘‘ Depart- 
ment’’ of the Civil Service Commission? Whois the head of that com- 
mission ? 

A Member. It is hydra-headed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Someone suggests that it is hydra-headed. I 
will discuss that by and by. 

Mr. ROGERS. They do not need any “ head’? in the Civil Service 
Commission. [Laughter. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg that my friend from Arkansas will not 
bring in anything that will offend or shock my sensibilities on this sub- 
ject. [Laughter. ] 

This is the law of the land, and it is hardly worth while for the Re- 
publican majority of the House to make a rule, and then, for mere 
convenience and because it happens to stand in our way, to brush 
aside that rule, and, when the point of order is raised and the Chair 
decides properly upon it, to overrule his decision simply because the 
law that we have made gets in the way of our wishes in this respect. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Civil Service Commission has got in your 
way. Thatis the trouble. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TRACEY. It appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that the ruling of 
the Chair in this case is a very extraordinary one in the light of what 
has been the practice in past Congresses and in the first session of this 
Congress. If I recollect aright, it has been the custom to add to the 
number of clerks of the Civil Service Commission in the general appro- 
priation bills for several years past, and at each session when this bill 
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has come before the committee a point of order has been raised simi- 
lar to the one raised to-day, and in each case it has been overruled. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman from New York state when 
that was done? 

Mr. TRACEY, One year ago and two years ago. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who made the point of order and who ruled 
upon it? I have watched the record on this subject very closely, andI 
do not recollect any such point of order as this being made, but the 
RECORD will show. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, the gentleman’s recollection may not be as 
good asmine, All I have to say is that I do recollect that this question 
was raised on several occasions, and that in each case an addition was 
made to the force of the Civil Service Commission. The Chairman, in 
his ruling, has stated that, while the commission may not succeed in 
getting these clerks appointed directly, it can be done indirectly. I 
do not believe it is the rule of the House of Representatives to hold 
that a matter can be done indirectly which can not be done directly. 
All through this bill you will find appropriations made for increases ot 
force. I look upon this action on the part of the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GRosvENOR] simply as an effort to cripple the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and I think it is very unfair to raise the point of order in this 
connection, when the practice has been, for at least three sessions ot 
Congress, to increase the force appropriately to the increase of the serv- 
ice required by the commission. 

Mr. CANNON. I think my friend’s criticism of the gentleman from 
Ohio is not well taken. The law creating the Civil Service Commission 
provides that a force of examiners, not less than three (it may be thirty 
or any number that is needed), shall be detailed of persons in the official 
service of the United States, with the consent of the headsof the several 
Departments. The very object was to get skilled men in the public 
service and to have practical examinations; and whatever number may 
be necessary to comply with the law—ten, twenty, thirty, or forty—can 
be detailed from the various Departments—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not that apply only to examiners, not clerks? 

Mr. CANNON, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; these officers are 
employed in both capacities. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, it seems to me very extraordinary that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations should bring into this 
House o bill framed for the purpose of carrying on the operations of the 
Government and then here on the floor try to cripple one of the de- 
partments for which it provides. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me to say that in the 
committee I was not in harmony with the proposition to place this 
force under the Civil-Service Commission, and thereby nullify and re- 
peal pro tanto the civil-service law. But a majority of the committee 
favored that proposition and reported it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, I will ask the gentleman whether this has not 
been done on three successive appropriation bills of this kind. 

Mr. CANNON. Nothing of the kind. 

Mr. TRACEY, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it has been done. 

Mr. CANNON, This increase of clerks—I believe it is either nine 
or ten—is an increase beyond anything that has ever been given here- 
tofore. Now the point of order is made; and it applies to the whole 
force of clerks appropriated for in this bill and not authorized by law; 
and when these clerks go out, instead of the Civil Service Commission 
being crippled, the commission will turn round and notify the several 
Departments ‘‘ We want ten clerks’’ or ‘‘We want twenty clerks,” 
and they will be detailed from those Departments, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the Civil Service Commission authority to ask 
for any officers except examiners ? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; but the gentleman from Maine will see at 
once that ‘‘examiner’’ is a pretty large term. An examiner is a man 
who examines, or a man who sends out blanks, or a man who marks 
the examination after it has been made, or a man who makes the cer- 
tification; and when I have mentioned those four matters I would be 
glad if any one would inform me what other duties an officer of the 
Civil Service Commission can perform. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Have not clerks begn included in previous appro- 
priation bills? 

Mr. CANNON. The point of order was not made, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to ask the chairman of our 
committee [Mr, CANNON], as an experienced legislator, this question: 
Has it ever been held during his knowledge of legislation here that it 
was not competent for the House to increase the clerical force of any 
bureau or Department—the Smithsonian Institution, for instance ? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to that I will say it has been held here- 
tofore that this increase of clerks upon an appropriation bill can only 
be made in the Departments; and the term ‘‘ department ’’ in this con- 
nection meansoneof the Executive Departments. I willsay very frankly 
that, as to the Fish Commission, the Smithsonian Institution, and va- 
rious offices not constituting properly speaking a Department, it is fre- 
quently the case that a point of order is notmade. But whenever the 
point of order has been made against the increasing of clerks in this 
way outside of a Department it has, to the best of my recollection, been 
uniformly sustained. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I willsay tomy coll e that never within 
my recollection since I have been connected with the preparation of 
these appropriation bills has there been a suggestion of want of au- 
thority in this House to provide the clerical force necessary in any bu- 
reau of the Government tocarry out the law and to discharge the du- 
ties devolving upon such bureau. 

Mr. CANNON. There is hardly a bureau in the Government that 
is not included in some one of the seven great Departments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Fish Commission is not. 

Mr. CANNON. The Fish Commission is not; the Smithsonian In- 
stitution is not; the Civil Service Commission is not. Therefore when 
you turn to section 169 of the Revised Statutes the officers of those bu- 
reaus are not covered by that section, because it provides only for the 
increase of clerical force in the Departments. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A rule is construed in the light of uniform 
practice. It has become the common law of the House (and the ruies 
are to be construed with reference to it) that these several bureaus, 
although not technically designated departments, are to be regarded 
as such for the purpose of making appropriations for the clerical force 
to discharge the duties devolving upon them. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. There is no chance 
for the common law to operate as against an absolute statutory pro- 
vision. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But there is no definition as to what a 
department is. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes, there is—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I look upon this effort on the part 
of these gentlemen, an effort which appears to be assisted by the gen- 
tleman presiding in the committee, simply as an attempt to carry out 
the policy we have seen followed by this Administration, to represent 
to the people that they are supporting the policy of inaugurating a re- 
form in the civil service of this country, while at the same time they 
are making every possible effort to cripple it in an underhand way. 

When this bill was before the committee a year ago I took occasion 
to call the attention of the House and the country to the fact that the 
President of the United States, in accepting the nomination for the Pres- 
idency, went so far as to state that the appointments not only should 
be made under the civil-service law, but that the civil service itself 
should be lived up to and that in all cases the spirit of the law should 
be carried out thoroughly; the capacity of the man for the position he 
was called upon to fill should be considered in the appointment or re- 
tention in office rather than any other question. And about that time 
I had an illustration, in my district, of the manner in which this Ad- 
ministration carried out the professions made before the election. There 
I found that the Superintendent of the railway mail service had taken 
upon himself to remove two railway mail clerks and to appoint in their 
stead two individuals without taking them from the eligible list. 

I waited on this gentleman and asked for an explanation, and he 
told me that he was justified by the law in acting in that manner. I 
appealed from his decision to the Civil Service Commission, and the 
commission sent one of its members to the city of Albany to investi- 
gate the case. This gentleman reported to the commission that the 
men appointed had not been appointed under the existing law and the 
commission notified the Auditor of the Treasury Department that he 
should not pay their salaries. Notwithstanding this fact, the super- 
intendent of the railway mail service defied the Civil Service Com- 
mission and defied the law of the land. 1 then took my appeal to the 
President of the United States, and the President referred it to the 
Attorney-General, who decided that the Civil Service Commission was 
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right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman that 
he should confine himself to the question under debate. 

Mr. TRACEY. I will endeavor to do so, Mr. Chairman, simply fin- 
ishing this one sentence. 

The President of the United States sustained the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and the superintendent of the railway mail service, it might 
have been expected, would be reproved, if not removed from his office, 
for bis violation of the law. 

But was he reproved? He was taken from the office he held and 
appointed Second Assistant Postmaster-General of the United States. 
I want to call the attention of gentlemen and of this country who 
are so much interested in the civil-service question to the fact that they 
went off in a body from Grover Cleveland and voted for General Har- 
rison on the professions he made. Now, I want to call their attention 
to the way in which those professions have been carried out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels constrained to insist that the 
gentleman should confine himself to the question before the House, 
which is the a from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, the point of order has been made on 
this Republican side of the House against this provision of the bill 
with a design to cripple the Civil Service Commission and in the face of 
the fact that ° three different sessions a bill of this kind has 
appropriating money to increase the clerical force of the com . 
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Gentlemen are now called on to sustain vhe decision of the Chair ia 
favor of practically destroying the power of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion. 

I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not yield the time. 

Mr. LODGE was recognized 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from New York—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled 
to the floor. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to an 
authority —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemar will be in order. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I am not out of order, for I was not say- 
ing anything. [Laughter. ] 

Ny ee The gentleman from Ohio has been saying a 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from New York called on me 
for an authority, and I have it here. I supposed he was desirous of 
seeing it; but I see he was quick to take his seat when he was likely 
to be met by an unanswerable argument. 

+ TRACEY. The Chairman directed me to sit down. 
ter. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, one of the points made in this dis- 
cussion was that the original law required that the heads of the De- 
partments should beconsulted, and that this section was an alteration 
of the law because it took from the heads of Departments that consul- 
tation. There is not a single word in this section which contravenes 
or alters that section. There is nothing in it that prevents their con- 
sulting the heads of the Departments in regard to the appointment of 
the clerks, There are ten new clerks here authorized who are now 
detailed from the Departments, transferred from the rolls of the other 
Departments to the rolls of the Civil Service Commission. 

I say the point of order does not go simply to that class. It goes 
to the entire force, which has been appropriated for by bill after bill. 
Itstrikes out the entire working force of the commission, and the ruling 
of the Chair amounts to saying that the Committee on Appropriations 
and this House have not the power to supply such number of clerks as 
may be necessary for carrying out the work of any commission. This 
commission does not come under the head of an Executive Department. 
It is like the Interstate Commerce Commission; it is like the Depart- 
mentof Labor. It is independent and responsible only to the Presi- 
dent. 

Tunis House has the same power to deal with it as it has to deal with 
any other department of the Government for which it has occasion to 
make appropriations, and the point of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR ], leveled at the ten additional clerks, the only new feature 
in this clause, strikes out the entire working force of the commission; 
and I simply want to have that understood, that through a point of or- 
der, instead of makinga direct motion to strike out the appropriation, 
this is an indirect effort to destroy the commission under the cover of a 
point of order. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, let me say in answer to my col- 
league, who says that the lines of this bill have nothing to do with 
conferring with the heads of Departments, that the whole burden of 
the argument of the commission before the committee was that they 
wanted to be divorced from consulting with the heads of Departments; 
that they did not like the men detailed by the different Departments 
for service; and the whole burden of their song was for this new legis- 
lation, which should change the organic law that created them; and 
the whole purpose of these lines in the bill is to divorce the commis- 
sion from consultation with heads of Departments and from the par- 
ticular officers now detailed by the different Departments. There, Mr. 
Chairman, is where the point of order lies; not against the increase of 
the force, but against the divorcement of this commission from their 
duty to consult with the heads of Departments and to take the par- 
ticular officers detailed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to make any 
further speech, but, in response to the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
McComas] and the very earnest statement by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TRACEY] that this point was made a year ago and overruled, 
I want to read the Recorp, and it will be discovered that a printed 
REcorD is a deal more reliable than an unprinted memory. 
[Laughter.] Hereis what took place upon this subject, and it is all that 
took place and it is all that has taken place during the lust six years 
in this House. I am also told by older members than myself that this 
question never was raised before anywhere. I can testify that it has 
not been raised during six years of my time. This is what took place: 


[ Laugh- 


Mr. Cummines. Mr. Chairman, I make the oe of order upon that provision, 
The CHatrMan. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. Cumminas, | raise the point of order that this proposition is out of place 


in the executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and that poi 
I desire to be heard for a few calbeien, = ae point 
Mr. Burrer 


worts. I didnot hear what the point of order of the gentleman is. 
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Mr. Cum™ines, Mr. Chairman, my point of order is that this appropriation 
is out of place in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

This commission is neither judicial nor executive, and it is certainly not leg- 
islative. Its real scope is to examine and certify eligibles to minor official 
positions. Isay itisnotjudicial, It can make nodecree and it can enforce none, 
Judicially it can determine no issues whatever, It can not even summon or 
swear a witness, 


Mr. Burrerworts., If my friend from New York will indulge me, this isa 


bill providing for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and “ for other purposes,” 


Mr. CANNON, But that would spoil my friend's speech. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BoTTeERWoRTH. I only wanted to cal! his attention to the fact. 
Mr. Cumminas, It does not come in under the head of “other purposes,”’ 


either, There seems to be no purpose whatever init, I say judicially it can 
determine no issue whatever, 


This was when we had under consideration the particular item which 
we have now, only that it has grown to more than double the size ina 
year. And then the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGs] fin- 
ished up with a characteristic, eloquent, very humorous, delightful, 
and entertaining speech, and that is all there was of it and all there 
ever was of it, and the question is made here to-day for the first time. 

Mr, McCOMAS. That is only one year. Go back of that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I will go back as far as the gentleman wishes, 

Mr. BREWER. We have not time for that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. ‘This was a year ago, when the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] had charge of the bill, and no other point of 
order was made; but we went right on. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It seems that nobody has ever been brave 
enough to assail this before. I want to say to my friend that he will 
observe that the ‘‘other purposes’’ mentioned in the bill are of very 
great significance, for that phrase covers every species of appropriation 
necessary to carry the law into effect. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I understand the Chair has made a ruling on thé 
point of order, sustaining it. If that decision is sustained, as in my 
judgment it should be, it is directly within the line of the law and the 
rules governing this House. Now, sir, the gentlemen who have taken 
sides against the decision of the Chair state as a reason that if the 
Chair is sustained it will cripple the Civil Service Commission, I hope 
to God, sir, it may [laughter], and when I make that declaration I 
voice the sentiment of nine-tenths of the members of this House, if 
they would have the honesty to express themselves. If we could tear 
aside the mask which covers them on this issue, there would not be 
ten men on the floor of this House who, inimy judgment, would be in 
favor of continuing the Civil Service Commission as it now exists. 
But, sir, there is a time coming, and it is only two years off, when a 
Democratic President will take charge of this issue, when, in my hum- 
ble judgment, each Department will be made the judge of the capacity 
and the qualifications of its own employés. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the gentleman mean to say that three 
hundred and ten members of this House are arrant hypocrites? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They have hid themselves behind a cloak of hy- 
pocrisy upon this question, and [ mean it for that side of the House as 
well as for thisside. You can notin private conversation find ten gen- 
tlemen, as I have said, who are in favor of this civil service; and, if the 
ruling of the Chair that they shall not have these ten additional clerks 
appointed to that bureau be sustained, so much the better for the public 
service. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They are not additional clerks. 

Mr. SPINOLA. They are made permanent clerks. They are now 
only ‘‘chance men,’’ probably put there through the influence of mem- 
bers of this House, and you will find that gentlemen have their friends 
there. They weresimply supernumeraries, but if this bill be passed they 
will get permanent appointments. Perhaps my friend from Maryland 
{Mr. McComas] has got one ortwothere. If the ruling of the Chair is 
not to be sustained they would get permanent places. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not one. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Notone! Well, then, you have been left out in 
the cold for once. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I generally am. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I always thought you were very energetic and far- 
reaching when any pap was to be given out. [Great laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, Mr. Chairman, I thought I had one minute 


et. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I was going to say that the pay which is proposed 
to be given to these ten supernumeraries will almost build the monu- 
ment that I have been pleading for here. [Renewed laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will be very glad to see a 
vote taken upon the appeal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to be heard before that is done. 

Mr. CANNON, Allright. Ishould not havesaid a word had it not 
been for the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
LopGE], who announced with that emphatic voice he has and with that 
shake of the head we all admire, and with great emphasis, that if this 
point of order be sustained the Civil Service Commission is gone forever. 
I felt a good deal like trembling. I felt a good deal of alarm and 
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a good deal panic-stricken when he made that remark. 
plain a tale shall put that down.”’ 

The law that organizes that commission and puts life within it says 
there shall be three commissioners, a secretary, a stenographer, a mes- 
sepger; and then it says that the necessary examiners shall be detailed 
from the various Departments, after consultation with the heads thereof; 
whether it may be three or, if necessary, it may be three hundred and 
fifty skilled men in the public service. This commission, after it has 
lived under that law through these years, comes here through the gen- 
tlemen who propose to change that law by legislation on an appropri- 
ation bill, which is prohibited under the rules, and asks us to give a 
force of ten additional men, to be placed under the commission by its 
appointment and not as provided for in the Jaw organizing it. 

I believe in living by the law, and, that being the law, I deny that 
an observance of the law will in fact or that it is intended to cripple 
this commission. It is intended toenforce the law and give that com- 
mission competent examiners, detailed as the law provides. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WALKER. I desire toask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER. Is not this an effort on the part of the commission 
to be relieved from the civil-service law so far as itself is concerned? 

Mr. CANNON. It is an effort to be relieved from the operation of 
the law on the statute book. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question, as it seems 
to have been very thoroughly debated. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I would be glad to be heard for four or five min- 
utes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinoisa 
auestion. I would like to know the practical effect of this matter, be- 
cause we all want to understand the facts. I would like to know 
whether or no the phrase ‘‘ board of examiners for the examination of 
applicants,’’ and not a board of clerks, was intended in the original 
law to cover persons who are performing duties as clerks? 

Mr. CANNON, Precisely; and that is what they have always done, 
clerical duty as examiners. As I explained a moment ago, it includes 
the sending of blanks, receiving of applications, the conduct of exam- 
inations, the marking of the examinations after they have been made, 
and the certification of the candidates when they are called for by the 
Departments. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
correctly. 
different. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, it seems to me, if the gentleman will allow 
me, that the duty of a clerk is very different from the duty of an ex- 
aminer, and it is hardly proper to say that the one includes the other. 
Now, three examiners, when they are appointed under the act, after 
consultation with the heads of the Departments, are to perform their 
duties at different points and different places. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. * 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are applications for examinations at differ- 
ent places. Now, it seems to me that the duty of these examiners is | 
very different from the duty of a clerk, who remains in the office to 
attend to purely clerical duties. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, We are 
not instructed by this colloquy which is going on between the gentle- 
man from Maine and the gentleman from Illinois. Letthe gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who is entitled to the floor, go on with 
his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, in the original act constituting 
the Civil Service Commission there are two classes of officers recog- 
nized: one isthe board of examiners and another is clerks, to say noth- 
ing of subordinate officials. The only new thing in this paragraph 
against which the point of orderis made istheincreaseof clerks. There 
is not one word said about examiners in the paragraph to which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] makes the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the letter of the president of the com- 
mission say that he wants them for that purpose? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam talking about the language of the bill and 
the law as it will be if this is enacted into law, and not about outside 
discassions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then is there any law to authorize the detail 
of clerks for that purpose? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The original law, as I have said, provided for 
examiners to be obtained in a certain way, that is, by consultation 
with the heads of Departments and the detail of men to act as exam- 
iners. It did not provide for the detail of “‘clerks,’’ but by its own 
terms it provided for one or two clerks, or perhaps three, for the com- 
mission. Now, thechangethat ishere proposed is to increase the num- 
ber of clerks to ten. There is not a solitary word of change proposed 
with reference to the examiners, either as to their number or the mode 
of their selection. 

Mr, COGSWELL. 


**See how 


The gentleman from Illinois is not stating it 
The duties of the clerks and of the examiuers are altogether 
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they might have an examining board of their own, and not have to rely 
upon the detail of clerks from the Departments ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam discussing this matter as it stands in the 
bill and as it willstand in the lawif the bill becomes law. Ifitiscom- 
petent for this commission, instead of consulting with the heads of Depurt- 
ments and asking a detail of clerks or of examiners—if itis competent, 
after this is enacted into law, to designate these clerks without con- 
sulting the heads of Departments, that raises a question of law to be 
decided whenever the issue is made. This is the plain proposition 
here, to increase the ‘‘ clerks ’’ of the commission to tep, without one 
word being said in relation to examiners, and the language read by 
the Chairman in relation to the selection of the examiners by detail 
after consultation with the heads of Departments has nothing whatever 
to do with the number of clerks. 

Is it not competent, and has it not been done in every legislative bill 
since the Interstate Commerce Commission and the Fish Commission and 
the other independent bureaus were established, to make an increase 
of their clerical force year after year? This very bill provides for an 
increase of the clerical force in the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and in the Bureau of Labor. Those are not ‘‘ Departments ’’ in the 
technical sense, but they are branches of the public service, and al- 
though the original laws constituting the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and the Bureau of Labor and the Fish Commission undoubt- 
edly provided for acertain number of clerks for the first year, whatever 
number was at that time deemed necessary, yet, year after year, as the 
increased work required it, the number of clerks has been increased, 
and nobody has ever made the point that it was not competent to give 
a greater or less number of clerks in these bureaus, just as we do in 
other departments of the public service, and that is all that is proposed 
by this paragraph. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr.CLEMENTS. Inamoment. As the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] has well suggested, the title of the bill that we are 
now considering shows that it is intended to provide for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial departments of the Government, ‘‘and for 
other purposes,’’ and this is oneof the purposes. And it should be re- 
membered that, while this bill proposes to give ten additional clerks to 
the Civil Service Commission, it also strikes off ten clerks from other 
Departments, so that really there is not an increase of even a solitary 
clerk. 

The bill simply provides for ten additional clerks for this commis- 
sion and takes away a like number from the Departments. Whether 
it will be competent for the commission after this bill is enacted into 
law to conduct its examination through these clerks or whether it 
will have to go back and ask a detail of examiners after consulting the 
heads of Departments, is a question to be determined when it is raised, 
but the pending ——— simply deals only with clerks. 

Mr. TRACEY. wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
CLEMENTS], who has been for many years a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, whether the universal custom in this House has not 
been to make a distinction between officers and clerks. My recollec- 
tion is that, whenever in past years a point of order has been made on 
account of the authorization of a new official, it has been sustained; 
but, when there has been a proposition for an additional clerk or a num- 
ber of additional clerks in any bureau or Department, it has been con- 
sidered in order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that it 
has always been considered in order upon the bill providing for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government to in- 
crease or diminish the number of clerks. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Inwhat Department have you reduced the num- 
ber of clerks? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Clerks to the number often have been taken 
from the different Departments of the Government. I have not the 
official data before me to show how many have been taken from one 
Department and how many from another, but I do know the fact that 
ten clerks have been taken in this way from the several Departments 
of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that you have put more clerks 
into every one of the Departments were there before? 


Mr. CLEMENTS, It may be that for other purposes clerks in the 
Departments have been increased; still these ten have been taken out 
of those ments. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Have you changed the existing law by cutting 
down the number of clerks in any one Department? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. When we provide a sufficient force to carry on 
the work of any Department, either by diminishing or increasing the 
number of we are carrying out the law and not changing it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I wish you would tell me in what Depart- 
ment you have reduced the number of clerks. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. AsI have said, I can not at this moment point 
out from what Department each one of these clerks has been taken; 
but it is not denied that, in to the number of clerks added 
to the Civil Service Commission, the same number have been stricken 
out in different places in other ts. This is simply a ques- 














Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I realize the fact that the com- 
mittee is impatient for a vote, and will therefore be very brief. I have 
to say that I do not stand here as an advocate of civil-service reform as 
now provided by law. At this moment, however, I do not care to 
discuss the merits or demerits of the system; but I do insist that the 
law shall be preserved in its integrity so long as it remains upon the 
statute book and that ample provision shall be made for its enforce- 
ment, regardless of our views as to its wisdom or unwisdon. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no mistake as to the issue presented by the 
gentleman from Ohio, and I desire that the country should know that 
this point of order is raised by an eminent leader of the Republican 
party, a party which in its last national platform professed ardent de- 
votion to the cause of civil-service reform. 

The language of that platform is as follows: 

The reform of the civil service, auspiciously begun under the Republican 
administration, should be completed by the further extension of the reform 
system, al y lished by law, to all the grades of the service to which 
itisapplicable. The spirit and purpose of the reform should be observed in 
all executive es. and all laws at variance with the object of existing 

ation should be repealed, to the end that the dangers to free insti- 


tutions which lurk in the power of official patronage may be wisely and effectu- 
ally avoided. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is very good reading. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is good reading, and I trust that its spirit will 
be exemplified by the gentleman from Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the Republican party on this floor not only declines any ‘‘ further ex- 
tension of the reform system’’ as demanded by their platform, but as- 
saults not only the proposed transfer of examiners, but the entire 
paragraph of the bill as well. -The proposition strikes down every 
provision authorizing a clerical force for the commission. 

Mr. Chairman, the issue is thus clearly made. It is a question 
whether or not the civil-service system shall be provided with an ad- 
equate force, as the law plainly commands. If there was a manly, 
straightforward proposition offered to repeal the law I might be in- 
clined to support it. Ican not, however, speak definitely upon that 

t. 


I opposed the civil-service law at the time of its adoption; but this 
proposition is, in my judgment, indefensible, as it proposes to accom- 
plish by indirection that which the rales forbid and which that side of 
the House dare not do by a direct vote. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question. Did I understand him to say that the effect of the point of 
order is to strike out tie entire paragraph from line 4 to line 11, on 

21? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iso understand. 

Mr. ROGERS. On the contrary, I understand that the point of or- 
der does not reach or pretend to reach the whole paragraph. I ask 
that the portion of the paragraph to which the point of order applies be 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad to have it read, for if [amin error 
I wish to know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri isin error. The 


Clerk will read the portion of the paragraph against which the point 
of order is made. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

One secretary, $2,000; five clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; seven clerks 
of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each ; twoclerks, at $900 
each; one messenger, and one laborer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My statement was not seriously at fault. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to state that the reason given 
by the Chair in sustaining the point of order as to the item, ‘‘ one sec- 
retary, $2,000,’’ is that, while the organic act creating the commission 
provides for a secretary, it fixes the compensation at $1,600, while this 
is an increase of the salary to $2,000, which is a change of existing 
law, under the point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another question that 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri, for he is on the Appropri- 
ations Committee, and we do not want the House to be misled by any 
misunderstanding in regard to this matter. I desire toask the gentle- 
man whether or not under the organic act by which the commission 
was created the clerks are not to be taken from the various Depart- 
ments after consultation with the heads of the Departments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that is true as to the examiners, but not 
as to the clerks. I 2m not, however, sure that I am correct. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It applies to the clerks also. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘Then, that being the case, where do the new clerks 
— in this paragraph of the bill, against which the point of or- 

is made, come from ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are ten clerks eliminated from the other 
Departments; but I can not state without consultation with the clerk 
of the committee from what Departments they come. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is not the question. I am not asking about 
the clerks eliminated from other Departments; but the point of order 
has been made against the clerks proposed to be allowed to the Civil 
Service Commission under this paragraph of the bill, if it becomes a 
law. Now, where do they come from? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They would be appointed. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Appointed by whom and from where ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose they would be appointed by the Civil 
Service Commission. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And under the law. 

Mr. ROGERS, Then you have here an absolute confession that the 
purpose and object of the provision jis to change existing law; because 
by the organic law the clerks were to be selected by the commission 
‘‘after consultation with the heads of Departments.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no such provision in the law. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then if there is no provision in the law there is no 
provision authorizing these clerks at all and it is an effort to provide 
for the appointment of clerks where there is no law authorizing it. 
The organic act provided that these examiners should be selected after 
a consultation with the heads of Departments; but now you propose to 
equip this commission with a full force of clerks without any law, and 
embark upon the organization of a new department, and go on year 
after year increasing its powers and its force, when the organic law au- 
thorizes and warrants nothing of the kind. 

i think that confessedly by their own testimony and by theic own 
argument the Chair is entirely right and should be sustained. [Cries 
of ‘Vote!’ ‘* Vote!) 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, since the Civil Service Commis- 
sion was created, by the act passed in 1483, it has been found neces- 
sary in order to carry out the provisions of the law from time to time 
to ask for additional clerical help. The commission came before the 
various Appropriation Committees of every Congress and have always 
obtained a sufficient number of clerks to do theclerical work. These 
men do not act altogether in the capacity of examiners, mostly doing 
the routine work of the commission. In addition to those provided 
forin the former appropriation bills, details were always made from 
various Departments to act as examiners. 

It has been found necessary, in order to make the service more effi- 
cient, to ask for additional clerks. This the commission has done, and 
their request has been approved by the present Appropriation Commit- 
tee. They have agreed that the force should be increased to the num- 
ber of ten additional clerks, The Appropriation Committee felt that 
the public service required this additional force in order to carry out 
the spirit and intent of the law. 

The law creating the commission provides that the commission should 
do certain work, and for the performance of that work the employ- 
ment of clerks is necessary. Although I respect highly the opinion of 
the Chair, I say that the House has a right to appropriate for clerks to 
carry out work ordered by law; and if this point of order should 
be sustained by the committee. it will cripple the Civil Service Com- 
mission and it will be a blow at it indirectly. Itis an unfriendly blow 
at the commission. The point of order has been made bya gentieman 
who is adverse to the Civil Service Commission and who is in favor of 
striking out the whole provision creating the commission from our stat- 
ute books. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that the House owes it to itself tostand by the 
Committee on Appropriations. Congress by law has ordered certain 
work to be done by the Civil Service Commission, and itis but just and 
proper that it should provide for the necessary clerical foree. If this 
House wishes to abolish the commission and have the appointments 
in the various Departments of the Government made as they have here- 
tofore been—that is, inaugurating again the spoils system—ample time 
will be given when a bill is reported to this House by the Civil Service 
Committee. One probably will be reported shortly, and when under 
consideration, if the House chooses, it can by amendment wipe out the 
whole commission. Until that is done, I hope that no indirect steps 
to accomplish this will succeed. While the commission is in existence 
let us provide the appropriate machinery to carry out the law, and not 
undertake to cripple it in this manner. 

Mr. HOOKER. Are we not going to take a vote on the appeal? 
We have debated it for two hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is inthepower of thecommittee. The Chair 
has no discretion about it. ‘The Chair has recognized an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and in the committee the Chair knows no 
power to place any restriction upon this debate upon the appeal. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam glad to know that the Chair is powerless for 
the first time during this Congress. I will take advantage of that as 
soon as the gentleman who is recognized has finished what he has to 


say. 

Mir. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I will take but a moment of the 
time of the committee. I took this appeal because, after a service of 
eight years in this House and six years on this committee, this is 
the first time that such a ruling has been made. 1 say that with all 
deference to the Chair. I say therulingiswrong. Take the very first 
item. The Chair rules that the item ‘‘ one secretary, $2,000 ’’ must po 
out of the bill because, he says, the organic law fixes the salary of the 
secretary at $1,600. In that case the Chair has no right to change ex- 
isting law by ruling out thesecretary entirely. He would havea right 
to rule out the excess of $400. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland think, as a 
matter of parliamentary procedure, that it would be in the power of 
the Chair to make an amendment to the bill? 
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Mr. McCOMAS. I say that the Chair has no right, in defiance of ex- 
isting law, to strike out a provision in this bill which provides for a 
secretary, for that is an officer provided for by existing law. That is 
my point. I say the Chair could simply say this was out of order as 
to the excess of salary; and the Chair has no right to abolish the office 
upon a point of order when the office is provided for by existing law. 

Further than that, there have been increases in the number of em- 
ployés year after year. Here are twenty-seven employés against whom 
the point of order is made, They are clerks. I care not for this word 
‘‘examiners.’’ It matters notat allin thisdiscussion. I submit that 
the Chair has gone outside the bill and taken the argument and state- 
ment of members of this House; but the Chair, in ruling on the mat- 
ter, is compelled to rule simply upon the clerks of certain classes under 
this provision of the bill, a bill for the three great branches of the Gov- 
ernment, and for ‘‘ other purposes.’’ Now, Mr, Chairman, these clerks 
in this bill are provided for by law. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I cannot jastnow. Mr.Chairman, year after year 
additions have been made. One clerk has been added one year, three 
one year, four another, five another year, as the thing grew, and we do 
that in every Department in that way. The Chair has said something 
aboutexaminers. There is not a word in this clause about examiners. 
This provision is prepared by the Committee on Appropriations in ac- 
cordance with law, under the power of this House to appropriate under 
the law. None of the extraneous matter which has been brought in 
during the argument and assumed by the Chair should now be im- 
ported into a decision on this point of order. 

I maintain now, as before, that we have a right to do this thing. 
This point of order strikes ont twenty-seven employés and leaves this 
commission absolutely powerless, broken, and destroyed, in defiance of 
the custom of this Congress for years past. Hence the rales of every 
House, Republican and Democratic; hence the rulings of every Chairman 
made upon similar propositions; and I submit that this House should 
stand by its own power to legislate and appointclerks. The authority is 
given in sections 167 and 169, which give the direct power to Congress 
to appropriate and fix the number and class of these clerks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not often tax the patience of the House, 
but I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of this House to stand by 
that legislative power. Every page of this bill and of the bills we 
have passed and the bills we will pass contains the same provision, 
and the Chair has stricken sixteen employés out of this bill who stand 
under the current appropriation bill, the current law for the present 
year, and not in defiance of existing law. The Chair has ruled them 
out although they are provided for by the existing law of the current 
year. I submit it is wrong, and I appeal to all men who believe in 
maintaining the power of this House—-I say it earnestly and with def- 
erence—to rectify the Chair and vindicate the right of the House to 
appropriate according to our usage. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just one word. I think the House will give 
me attention just fora moment. This point of order was made by 
myself. I have been assailed here in every direction, and especially 
has it beenstated by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH } 
that I have done this to strike a blow at the Civil Service Commission. 
Now, the gentleman from Maryland says that he has had six or eight 
years of experience and that we are destroying the Civil Service Com- 
mission by sustaining the point of order. 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise to a question of order. There are other gen- 
tlemen here who desire to be heard, and I submit the point that the 
gentleman from Ohio ought not to take the floor more than once while 
other gentlemen are demanding recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained if other 
gentlemen desire to be heard. 

Mr.GROSVENOR, I want to add one remark by saying—-- [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. COGSWELL. We will give the gentleman time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I simply wanted to say to tle gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] that if the Chair is sustained he can draught 
this bill according to law. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’} 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the Chair give us tellers or is 
he simply powerless to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is absolutely powerless in the matter. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, one of the officers of this Civil 
Service Commission by law hasa salary of afixed amoupt. This propo- 
sition before the House, on which the Chair has ruled, provides for 
him an increased compensation. Therefore, it is obnoxious to the rule, 
and the decision of the Chair on that point is unquestionably t. 

Again, it is proposed that this Civil Service Commission, w isa 

lural body, shall make appointments of certain subordinate officers. 
hat can not be done under the Constitution of the United States. It 
provides: 

Congress may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they 


think proper, in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of De- 
partments. 


And yet by this proposition you are toestablish a plural body, mak- 
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ing certain appointments of subordinate officers. It must always be 
the ‘‘one-man power,’’ unless it be where a court of justice can act 
with reference to the officials it needs. 

Now, sir, I pass to a third point, which is conclusive notwithstand- 
ing all that has been said. ‘There is in the Revised Statutes a pro- 
vision that the members of the Cabinet or the heads of Departments 
may select or appoint clerks. They can not pay them. Therefore, it 
is necessary from time to time for Congress to appropriate money; but 
we have never in appropriation bills provided for their appointment. 
That is already provided for by general law, and we simply provide 
money with which the heads of Departments may pay their employés. 

Now, sir, this proposition, instead of being that of appropriating 
money for appointments, already made by virtue of general law, pro- 
vides that such appointments be made by this commission. 

A MemsBer. It does not say so in the bill. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes, it does. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. By the Civil Service Commission—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me one word ? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have only taken that from the remarks that 
have been made. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It only provides for the gross number, without 
saying one word about how they shall be appointed. 

Mr. COGSWELL. It contemplates that they shall be appointed by 
the commission. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It provides they shall be appointed; and they 
are to be appointed by three men. 

Mr. FORNEY. The President must appoint. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It is conclusive-that the general law authorizes 
the manner in which these appointments for which appropriations are 
made shall be made, and because they are on former appropriation bills 
does not make it general law, and the general law does not provide for 
the appointment of these additional clerks; therefore the Chair is un- 
questionably right. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] will please take their 
places as tellers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the Chair state the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the tellers take their places the Chair 
will state the question. 

The tellers took their places. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of this committee? 

The committee divided: and the tellers reported 119 in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the further count be dispensed 
with and that the Chair be sustained by acclamation. 

Mr. ROGERS. The decision was so clearly right that I second the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. While it is very gratifying to the Chair, it is 
hardly in order. 

The negative vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this vote the ayes are 119, the noes 30, and 
the decision of the Chair stands as the judgment of the committee on 
the question of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow 
me to offer an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a matter of consent to agreement as 
to the time for debate on this paragraph pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order was the only question 

ndi 
eM r. GROSVENOR. I agree with the Chair that that was the only 
question that was pending, but there was a suggestion as to the limit 
of time for debate on this paragraph. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But before that was decided the gentleman from 
Ohio made the point of order; and, the point of order being made, of 
course nothing else was in order until that matter should be concluded; 
and no arrangement was come to as to the limitation for debate. Now, 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] has risen and addressed 
the Chair and is , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Mississippi allow me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. KER. Iwill allow the gentleman from Kentucky to offer 
his amendment and will speak to that amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have an amendment which 
we poe and by unanimous consent it was to be taken up at the 
conclusion of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have an amendment to the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized to 
offer his amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. His amendment applies to another part of the 

n 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to state what the amend- 
ment is until it can be reported. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is an amendment that I 
have prepared and is to come in on page 13, in line 3. It is the 
amendment which I offered on yesterday, and which by unanimous 
consent was to remain pending. I want to say to the committee that 
I have changed its form in accordance with suggestions of several gen- 
tlemen; and now I ask leave to offer that amendment in lieu of the 
amendment offered by me on yesterday. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to 
offer his amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer my amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky to offer 
his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to call the attention of the Chair to a ques- 
tion of order. I desire to move an amendment to the text of the sec- 
tion in regard to the Civil Service Commission, and if I allow it to pass 
without offering it, then, as the section will have been passed, it will 
be out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] was a matter that was pending, and was passed over 
yesterday without prejudice, to be called up whenever the gentleman 
from Kentucky should desire. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was to be called up when 
the reading of the bill was concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was to be called up when the consideration 
of the bill was concluded. At that time the Chair stated that there 
were two matters remaining to be considered in the committee. One 
was the paragrah relating to the Civil Service Commission and the 
other was the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
which was passed without prejudice. The gentleman was out of his 
seat at that time, and by unanimous consent it was agreed that when 
the gentleman from Kentucky should appear in the Hall he should 
be recognized for the purpose of offering his amendment. 

The Chair desires to state that the consideration of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will 
not prejudice the right of any member to offer such amendments or to 
take such steps as are regular under the rules with reference to the 
paragraph relating to the Civil Service Commission. The question 
now is on the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, which is 
subject to all parliamentary objections. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 3, page 13, after the word “doilars,”’ insert the following: ‘‘Tocuta 
doorway between the room of the Committee on Ways and Means and that of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, and to fit up the latter as an additional room for the 
Committee on Ways and Means, $300; and the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds of this Congress shall designate a room for the use of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms.,”’ 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imake the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that that 
is new legislation. It certainly is not in pursuance of any existing law. 
we SPRINGER (to Mr. HOLMAN). It is against the rules of the 

ouse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is suggested to me that it is against the rules of 
the House, but I do not think that is a good point. I do think, how- 
ever, that it is subject to the 7 of order, for the reason that it isa 
new legislative enactment and makes an appropriation in order to carry 
that enactment into effect. No such power exists now, and it is pro- 
posed to confer the power by the pending proposition. Itis clearly sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have but two suggestions 
to make in reply to the gentleman from Indiana on the point of or- 
der. The first, that the point of order comes too late, in view of the fact 
that the amendment was offered yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that so far as the time is 
concerned the point of order is in time, because the amendment is 
practically a new one in some of its features, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then, my second suggestion 
is that this amendment does not change any law. The Congress has 
and must necessarily have for its own convenience and the transaction 
of its business continuous power over its own building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is certainly no law now authorizing it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, during the early part of the day 
there was presented by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] a 
letter which has been read here, and which will therefore constitute a 
part of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD, which will be published in the 
morning. That letter refers to a very grave question now pending in 
this House, and which has been decided by the Senate of the United 
States in favor of a measure which is referred to in that letter and de- 
cided with the approbation of many of the greatest statesmen in the 
other branch of the National Legislature. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I for one, while I claim in this regard to speak 
for myself and for no one else, am not disposed to permit that letter to be 
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published and to become a part of the public records of this country 
without saying something in reference to the subject to which it re- 
Jates, even though I may express alone the sentiment of the people 


whom I represent. Ihave very great deference for the views ofdistin- | 
I have very great deference for the distinguished 


guished statesmen. 
men who, in the other branch ofthe National Legislature, have declared 
that the judgment of the American people as expressed on many occa- 
sions, and more recently in the late election, is unalterably and deter- 
minately fixed in favor of the free coinage of silver. [Applause,] And 
though the business men of the great metropolitan city of New York 
may have metand resolved that it would disturb the business interests 
of the country, they ought to pause for a moment and remember that 
in that great metropolitan city, built on the peninsula bounded by the 
Hudson River on one side and the East River on the other, with the 
great bay of entrance at the point—they ought to remember, | say, 
that in that metropolitan city not one brick would have been piled 
upon another had not the great agricultural interests of the country 
sown the earth in due season, and reaped its fruits in due season, and 
borne them to the seaboard in order that commerce might have some- 
thing to deal with. [Applause.] Commerce is sometimes said to be 
a monarch, but she would be a queen without a subject to obey her 
if Agriculture, the handmaiden of Commerce, did not bring her prod- 
ucts to that port to be sent coastwise and foreignwise in that great 
ocean trade in which we were once the second power in the world, but 
in which, under present Radical rule, we have been reduced to a fifth- 
rate power. 

It must be remembered, sir, that while business men may meet and 
speak their sentiments there is a power behind the throne of business 
men, behind the banks, behind the gold men and behind the silver 
men: the powerof the people of this country, who have declared in un- 
mistakable terms that they are in favor of the reissuance of the silver 
dollar, the dollar of the fathers, the first unit of value on the continent 
of America. [ Applause. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, that is the sentiment of the Ameri- 
can people, which has been expressed uot in opposition to any class, but 
in vindication of the great unit of value which constituted the basis of 
the commerce and the business interests of the country belore gold was 
discovered in America. Therefore, it can not be said that those of us 
who may be in favor of the free coinage of silver and the bimetallic 
currency of this country are in favor of displacing anything that has a 
superior value to silver, because, as I have said, silver constituted the 
original unit of value and gold was an afterdiscovery. 

Mr. MORSE. Wampum and beads antedate silver as money, gen- 
eral. 

Mr. HOOKER. The people of this country have risen in protest 
against the outrage which was perpetrated in the Congress of the United 
States when silver was demonetized by a provision of the Revised Stat- 
utes, passed in bulk, without cutting the tape strings that bound it. 
Silver was demonetized by fraud so flagrant that the President did not 
know it; members of this House and of the Senate did not know it. 
In this way silver was demonetized, and the judgment of the country 
is that this which was the original unit of value shall again have the 
authority of law. 


Mr. Chairman, while I would not call in question the opinion of 


men who differ with me, I want to say that no man in this country 
who has held a position so distinguished, no man in this country who 
has the ambition to hold the highest position within the gift of the 
American people, no man of any party, whether Democratic or Repub- 
lican, can lay down the law to the great masses of this country. Pap. 
plause. ] 

Mr. MORSE. Good-by, Mr. Cleveland ! 

Mr. HOOKER. Therefore, in reference to this publication which 
has been to-day made a part of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD, I want 
to say for myself, and I believe for the people whom I have the honor 
in part to represent here, that we want the free coinage of both metals 
and we want the certificates issued upon deposits of gold or silver in the 
Treasury of the United States to be what they were designed to be 
by that great statesman, that noble man, that magnificent patriot, 
that splendid student of finance and of the tariff question, who has 
recently passed from our midst, a man who sat with distinguished 
honor in this House, and then, going to the Senate of the United States, 
took his place in that great forum of debate side by side with the great- 
est men that have served there. 

We want these certificates to be certificates of coin, without reference 
to the question whether the coin that backs and supports them is gold 
or silver. That was the sentiment and the thought of the great James 
B. Beck, of Kentucky, the master financier of the time in which he 
lived and of the era when he spokeon this subject in the Senate of the 
United States. [Applause.] Mr. Beck, on the 13th day of March, 
1888, said: 

Mr. President, I repeat that the bill which I introduced, and which was voted 
for by five out of the eleven members of the Finance Committee, to issue coin 
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certificates instead of gold and silver certificates, is the first great step for this 
Congress to take in order to ase the two metals in proper relation. Wh 
should you have a silver certificate and a gold certificate except that the 
ing bankers of the country do not want to acknowledge that silver is equal to 
gold? Therefore, they want their own certificates in gold and let others who 
are as subsidiary to them as they claim silver is to gold take silver certificates, 
so that a bue and cry can be raised whenever they choose tosuggest that silver 
is to be merely a token metal and shall not have equal rights with their gald. 
This country will never assume the proper relation to itsown money and its 
own coined metals until it does away with all discrimination between them. 
The national banks are forced to admit that they are failures now in furnishing 
curreacy for the use of the people. The country knows it. The whole system 
was wrong in principle from the beginning, and was gotten up for the purpose 
of making money for afew rich men. It worked well for a time in the way of 
safe and uniform circulation, but it never was run in the interest of the country. 


I say, therefore, that whatever may be the opinion of any one indi- 
vidual, whether he has occupied an eminent position in the past or ex- 
pects to occupy it in the future, whatever may be the opinion of any 
one man, whether he sits upon the Republican side of the Chamber or 
on the Democratic side—no one man, whether he be a Republican or 
whether he be a Democrat, has a right to speak for the great laboring 
interests of this country, who stand back of and behind constitutions 
and laws and whose spirit and temper give effect to whatever virtue 
laws may have in them. 

Therefore it is that the great producing people of this country, 
whether they be the men that sow the seed in the soiland watch while 
the sunshine and showers of heaven make the delicate spear of grass 
appear above the earth, and wait with patience till the time when the 
delicate silk gives promise of the coming grain, and the golden tassels 
waving amid autumn winds bring to the husbandman’s ear music more 
delightfal than that which fell from A®olian harps of old when the in- 
sensate stones and trees clapped their hands for joy [applause], or 
whether they be the manufacturers of these great products who bring 
them into use for mankind—it is the great producing interest of this 
country, I say, whose voice is to be obeyed on this question; and side 
by side with that interest come the miners who dig the gold and the 
silver out of the earth; and side by side with them come the great artif- 
icers of the world, who, whether in the looms of the North or in any 
other shape of manufacturing and mechanism, render useful the great 
products of the world’s labor. 

These people stand behind this demand that we shall have a remon- 
etization of silver; that we shall have the double standard, and so 
mingle these two metals by the certificates coming from the Treasury 
and representing them that they shall be redeemable in coin without 
reference to the question whether it be gold or silver coin. And there 
is no power in any party, whether one man undertakes to represent it 
or whether it be a community of men, that can override the final de- 
cision, the ultimate judgment of the American people, , that the crime 
against the laborers of the United States in the demonetization of sil- 
ver shall be atoned for by the absolute and uxqualified authorization 
of free coinage. [Applause, ] 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to have the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Hooker], to whom I have listened with great pleasure, 
as I always do, say whether he isin favor of Mr. Cleveland as the nom- 
inee for the next Presidency. 

Mr. HOOKER. In answer to the gentleman I will remark that I 
do not think that there lives any man on the continent of America who 
will ever be the candidate of the Democratic party for the Presidency 
of the United States if he is opposed to the free coinage of silver. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very oppor- 
tune time to put in the REcoRD a statement which in my view will 
contribute something to the public judgment on this question of coin- 
age. The impression would seem to be prevalent in the minds of some 
gentlemen, from the remarks we have just heard, that the cotnage of 
silver in this country had been discontinued by the act of 1873. The 
fact of the matter is, Mr. Chairman, that instead of being discontinued 
the coinage has not even been decreased, but, on the contrary, there 
has been a large increase. We have had three times as much silver 
coined in this country since the year 1873 and made a legal tender as 
we had ever coined previously in our entire history. 

The total silver coinage of the Government from the beginning of our 
history tothe first of the last vear is $584,543,628,20; while the amount 
coined since 1873 is more than three-fourths of the entire sum of our 
coinage for the whole period of our history up to this time, or $437,- 
161,610.90. Or, to make the comparison clearer, we had coined prior 
to 1873 only $147,382,017.30 against more than $437,000,000 coined 
since thatdate. Soitis not fair to state that we have not had extensive 
coinage, and even a more extensive coinage, of silver since the time 
mentioned by the gentleman from Mississippi than we ever had be- 
fore in our history. 

But let me give you some of the details of our coinage since the date 
mentioned, and before that date, for the purpose of comparison. We 
have had since 1873 a coinage of 34,740,924 trade dollars, and the total 
coinage in our whole history of trade dollars was but $35,965,924, show- 
ing that we have coined since 1873 within about $1,000,000 as much 
as was coined in our entire history. Wehave had since 1873 a coinage | State— 


of 350,038,000 of the standard silver dollars and only $357,969,239 in 
our whole history, showing that nearly all of it was coined since 1873. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, before the year 1873 we had only 
about 8,000,000 standard silver dollars coined, while since that time 
we have had $350,000,000 and over. We have had coined since 1873 
$22,287,277 in half dollars and $16,825,134.50 in quarters, while in 
our entire history up to the time I have mentioned we had only $122,- 
828,540 in half dollars coined and about $38,000,000 in quarters. We 
have also had coined over $13,270,000 in dimes since 1873, against 
about $22,000,000 in our entire history. 

These figures, showing the aggregate of our currency since we be- 
gan coining and the proportion of silver coined since 1873, I have pre- 
sented simply for the purpose of correcting the impression sought to be 
conveyed by the gentleman who occupied the floor this afternoon, that 
there has been any contraction of the currency since 1873 on account 
of a failure to coin silver in this country. Under the law we passed 
last session we also provide for the coinage of $60,000,000a year, which 
is more than we had coined, previous to 1873, ina quarter of a century. 

I believe in the coinage of both metals myself, but I believe in the 
coinage on the basis of the value of the article coined. Ido not be- 
lieve in an unlimited issue of paper money in violation of the tradi- 
tions and principles that have controlled all parties in our history until 
a very recent period. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
legislative appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and crews of the American whal- 
ing vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa. 

The message also announced that the Senate has passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 845) to provide for the appointment of a reporter for the 
supreme court of the District of Colambia; 

A bill (S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and Wyoming Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way through the Crow Indian reservation, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4724) for the relief of John P. Downing, first paying teller 
in the subtreasury at Boston, Mass. ; 

A bill (8. 4811) to provide for the erection of a fourth judicial dis- 
trict in the Territory of Utah; and 

A bill (S. 4988) establishing pier lights at Ahnapee, Wis. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, the Speaker laid before the 
House the request of the Senate for the return of the bill (S. 3609) for 
the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner general, and James M. 
Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner, at the Barcelona Exposi- 
tion. 

The request of the Senate was agreed to. 

The resuli, of the vote on the motion toadjourn was then announced: 
and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 
journed. 


I move that the committee now rise. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
CLALLAM COUNTY, IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that the 
act donating to Clallam County, in the State of Washington, for public 
buildings, the proceeds of the sale of certain lands, be amended in ac- 
cordance with certain recommendations of the Lighthouse Board—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

TREATY WITH THE NAVAJO TRIBE. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs in reference 
to the modification of the existing treaty with the Navajo tribe—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was presented 


and referred 
By Mr. PICKLER: . Joint resolution, ee. 
— S—. eee 
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RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. McRAE: 


Resolved, That Rule XXIV, clause 2, be amended by striking out in the last 
paragraph the following words: “and not required to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole;”’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
rinted of the thirteenth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
or the year 1890 16,000 extra copies; of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 
for the use of the Bureau of Statistics; 


to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CASWELL: ° 

Resolved, Thaton Thursday the 19th day of February instant, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, it shall be in order to take up and consider 
Senate bill No. 172, known asthe direct-tax refunding bill, and at 4 o'clock p. mn. 


of that day the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
pending amendments; 


to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. THOMAS: 


Resolved, That Rule XX VI, clause 2,be amended by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

** Provided, That at such evening session whenever the foregoing business has 
been ns eee with and disposed of or when the same shall not be called up, it 
shall be in order to call in their order bills on the Private Calendar not objected to 
by five members, and it shall be in order to debate each bill taken up for ten 
minutes, five in favor of and five against, when the vote shall be taken on lay- 
ing said bill aside for report to the House ;”’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13384) for the 
relief of Patrick J. Murphy, accompanied by a report (No. 3770)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11504) for 
the erection of a new customhouse in the city of New York, and for 
other purposes, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13584) 
for the erection of a new customhouse in the city of New York, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3771), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on tie state 
of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with an amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1357) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Annap- 
olis, Md., accompanied by a report (No. 3772)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13190) to provide Ameri- 
ean registers for the steamers Foxhall and S. Oteri, of New Orleans, 
La., accompanied by a report (No. 3773)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13372) to incorporate 
the Pacific Cable Company, and for other purposes, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3774)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 

ted favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13582) to authorize the 
orfolk and Western Railroad Company, of Virginia, and the Wash- 
ington and Cumberland Railroad Company, of Maryland, to extend 
their respective lines of road into and within the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 3775)—to the 
House Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
on the bill (H. R. 595) to authorize the use of the north pier at Buffalo, 
N. Y., for commercial purposes. (Report No. 3776.) 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H.R. 13583) to set apart a tract of land in 
Arizona for an Indian school and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 13585) for increasing the number of 
consular clerks and for their promotion and compensation—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13586) in amendment of 
the various acts relative to immigration and the importation of aliens 
under contract or agreement to perform labor—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H, R. 13599) to punish intruders 
in either of the five civilized tribes—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, 


CHANGE REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 13040) granting an increase of pension to John S. Far- 
ling—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12758) for the reliefof John Kelly—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 


OF 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13587) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Ellis P. Phipps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 13588) granting an increase of 
pension to Betty Taylor Dandridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 13589) granting pension to Lydia 
B. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 13590) for the relief of Henry M. 
Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13591) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Capt. Samuel H. Chapman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 13592) to pension John Wagnon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Abill (H. R. 13593) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Susan E. Barry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. It, 13594) for the relief of 
Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13595) for the relief of Mrs. Emma 
G. C. Abbott—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 13596) for the relief of Jacob Tay- 
lor, late Company B, Powell’s Battalion, war with Mexico—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE (by request): A bill (H. R, 13597) for the relief of 
estate of James Warr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 13598) for the relief of the widow 
and heirs of Martin A. Barnett, deceased —to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Remonstrance of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange, against free coinage of silver-——to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of J. C. Smith, J. 
S. Smith, and 26 others, citizens of Monroe County, Arkansas, asking 
Congress for appropriation of money for complete system of levees on 
Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent destructive floods and 
to improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of W. R. Sweet, G. L. Ray- 
well, and 38 others, citizens of Rabun County, Georgia; also, petition 
of M. S. Paden and 12 others, citizens of Cherokee County, Georgia; 
also, of A. S. King, J. F. Garsen, and 8 others, citizens of the same 
county and State, asking Congress for appropriation of money for com- 
plete system of levees on Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to 
prevent disastrous floods and improve navigation—to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition of the American Sabbath Union, of 
New Orleans, La., signed by Rev. B. M. Palmer, D. D., Rev. Thomas 
R. Markham, D. D., Rev. Henry M. Smith, D. D., Judge R. H. Marr, 
and Richard H. Brown, asking for a national Sunday-rest law and 
against needless Sunday work in the Government’s mail and military 
service and interstate commerce—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Thomas H. Canfield and many 
citizens of Minnesota, praying for passage of an act giving the several 
States power to control sale and manufacture of oleomargarine and 
butterine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Kecksburg, Westmoreland 
County; also, resolutions of Mechanicsburgh Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics; also, petition of citizensof Westmoreland 
County; also, of other citizens of the same county, Pennsylvania, for 
the passage of Lodge immigration bill—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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ty Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Charlevoix County, Mich- 
igan, for farther legislation to prevent the transmission of immoral pub- 
lications through the United States mails—to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of Buffalo, N. Y., in op- 
position to free coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of American Defense Association, 
Sam Harper Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics; also, 
of same organization of Philadelphia; also, of same organization at 
Pittsburgh, for restriction of immigration—to the Select Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ Exchange, against 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. DICKERSON; Petition of Mrs, Fanny Bostwick—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, against the pending free-coinage bill—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. / 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of the Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, 
against free coinage and in favor of repeal of the silver bill passed July 
14, 1890—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GROUT: Letter of Lucinda Gould, Northfield, Vt., asking 
for passage of bill giving her a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of Capt. S. H. Chapman, of Sixth United 
States Infantry, in Florida war, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war, 
and Fifth Iowa Infantry, late war, asking inerease of pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Memorial of the Chickasaws for the passage of an 
act to punish intruders in the Chickasaw, Choctaw, Cherokee, Creek, 
and Seminole Nations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of E. Douer, R. 8. Warner, and 20 others, 
citizens of Kingsbury County, South Dakota; also, of W. C. Logan, 
Robert W. Brown, and 38 others, citizens of Meade County, South Da- 
kota, asking Congress for appropriation of money for complete system 
of levees on Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf,to prevent disas- 
trous floods and improve navigation; also, petition of O. J. Byre, E. 
E. Crickson, and 24 others, citizens of Lincoln County, South Dakota, 
for the same improvement—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

Also, petition of 14 citizens of Yankton County, South Dakota, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, 
and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

Also, petition of 37 citizens of Spink County; also, of 16 citizens of 
Hand County; also, of 18 citizens of Charles Mix County; also, of 12 
citizens of Hand County; also, of 27 citizens of Codington County; also, 
of 23 citizens of Jerauld County; also, resolutionsof Jewell Farmers’ Al- 
liance; also, of Armour Alliance; also, of Union County Alliance; also, 
of Walworth County Alliance; also, of Hanson County Alliance; also, 
of Wheaton Alliance, Hand County; also, of White Alliance, Marshall 
County; also, of Union Alliance of Brown County; also, of Hawkeye 
Alliance, No. 496; also, of Greenleaf Alliance, Hand County; also, of 
Bryant Alliance, No. 610; also, petition of 12 citizens of Hamlin 
County; also, of 37 citizens of Armour; also, of 11 citizensof Walworth 
County; also, of 14citizens of Grant County; also, of 24 citizens of Ed- 
munds County; also, of 14 citizens of Hanson County; also, of 16 citi- 
zens of Marshall County; also, of 19 citizens of Wheaton, Hand County, 
all of South Dakota, and all asking for the speedy passage of the op- 
tion bill, being House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions adopted by the directors of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, I1l., for the passage of the bill to prohibit the adul- 
teration of food and malt liquors—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Fall River, 
Mass., in behalf of construction of a harbor of refuge at Lynnhaven 
Bay, Va. ; also, resolutions of the Board of Tradeof New Bedford, Mass., 
for the same improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of E. J. Byers, H. G. McCalla, 
and 28 others, citizens of Lineoln County, Tennessee, asking Congress 
for appropriation of money for complete system of leveés on Mississippi 
River irom Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods and improve 
navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Resolutions of the Commercial Club 
of Kansas City, Mo., indorsing the project looking towards the irriya- 
tion of lands in Kansas and the Western States and Territories—to the 
Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Keiseraville Grange, No. 508, Patrons 
of Husbandry, in favor of Senate bill 3911, for suppression of traffic in 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Golden City Council, of Bradford County, Pennsylva- 
nia, in favor of passage of bill restricting immigration —to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
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SENATE. 


Frimpay, February 13, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, * 


Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of District Assemblies Nos. 3198, 
1752, 2218, 1498, and 1653, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- food 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Paradise Lodge, No. 4832, of Jersey 
County, Illinois, and a petition of citizens of Jersey and Shelby Coun- 
ties, Illinois, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Loyal Council, No. 15, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Du Quoin, Il., praying for the passage 
of the bill to restrict immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Shelby County, Illinois, 
praying for the passage of House bill 5353, prohibiting dealing in options 
and futures; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He ee presented a petition of citizens of the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the removal of ‘the charge of desertion standing against the 
military record of James W. Neely; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition or the Elgin (Il.) Board of 
Trade, praying for the passage of a bill to subject oleomargarine to the 
provisions of the laws of the several States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the following petitions, praving for 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of W. Allsop and 24 other citizens of Chase County, Ne- 
braska; 

Resolutions of Banner Alliance, No. 554, of Custer County, Nebraska; 

Resolutions of Lincoln Farmers’ Suballiance, of Lincoln Precinct, 
Chase County, Nebraska; - 

Resolutions of Centennial Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1071, of Adams 
County, Nebraska; and 

Petition of G. F. Oversurf and 11 other citizens of Clay County, Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of J. C. Sullivan, A. Watts, Mrs. 
F. £. Hooker, and 36 other citizens of Orange City, Fla., praying for 
the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, and 
interstate transportation of aléoholic beverages; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of sandry business men of 
Meridian, Miss., praying for the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of bank officers and the president of 
the Cotton Exchange of Vicksburg, Miss., remonstrating against the 

of the Torrey bankruptcy bill on the ground that it will dis- 
turb confidence, create complications, unduly increase the jurisdiction 
of the Federal courts, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Washington Council, No. 5, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wheeling, W. Va. ; a peti- 
tion of Mountain City Council, No. 14, Junior Order Cnitea American 
Mechanics, of Grafton, W. Va., and a petition of 60 citizens of Glen 
Easton, W. Va., members of Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
praying for the of the bill reported by the Senate Committee on 
Immigration to restrict immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of a large number of citizens ot 
Conway, Franklin County, Massachusetts, praying that the interstate- 
commerce law may be applied to oleomargarine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TELLER presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 

of the Conger Jard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Burke Potter and 14 other citizens of El Paso County, 
Colorado; and 

Petition of Peyton Alliance, No. 28, of El Paso County, Colorado. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of officers and members of the 
Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1678, of Texas County, Missouri, 
and a petition of citizens of Missouri, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Ira D. Eggleston and 11 
other citizens of Caledonia County, Vermont, praying for the 

of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of Columbia Center Alli- 
ance, No. 43, of Van Buren County, Michigan, and a petition of citi- 
zens of Van Buren County, Michigan, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Northwestern Furniture Manu- 
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facturers’ Association of Muskegon, Mich., and a petition of sundry 
manufacturing companies of Muskegon, Mich., praying for the passage 
of the Torrey kruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the memorial D. H. Barthelow and 8 
other citizens of South Dakota, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill-which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of W. A. Green and 14 other citizens of Hanson County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of J. P. Kersey and 33 other citizens of Union County, South 
Dakota; 

Petition of E. A. Hammill and 25 other citizens of Hance County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of C. R. Walworth and 13 other citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota; and 
. Petition of H. A. Wilcox and 12 other citizens of Clark County, 
South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of House bill 5353, defining ‘‘ options ’’ and ‘‘ futures;’’ which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

Petition of C. R. Walworth and 12 other citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota; 

Petition of E. A. Hammill and 25 other citizens of Hance County, 
South Dakota; and 

Petition of J. P. Kersey and 28 other citizens of Union County, South 
Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of South Dakota, favoring the free coinage of silver; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of South 
Dakota, favoring the passage of a bill providing an appropriation to 
furnish seed grain to settlers upon Government lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Northampton 
County, North Carolina, praying for the passage of a pure-food bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the following petitions, praying for the 
restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a money metal with 
the same rights of coinage and legal tender as is now accorded to gold; 
which were ordered to lie on the table: . 

Petition” of Grange No. 108, Patrons of Husbandry, of Columbia 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 271, Patrons of Husbandry, of Chester 
County, Pennsylvania; ; ; 

Petition of Grange No. 297, Patrons of Husbandry, of Centre County 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 959, Patrofis of Husbandry, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 368, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 566, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bucks County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 963 Patrons of Husbandry,of Bucks County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 418, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 330, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 530, Patrons of Husbandry, of Dauphin 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 434, Patrons of Husbandry, of Union County, 
Pennsy]vania; . 

Petition of Grange No, 277, Patrons of Husbandry, of Northumber- 
land County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 934, Patrons of Husbandry, of Somerset 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 55, Patrons of Husbandry, of Erie County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 926, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wyoming 
County, Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of Grange No. 771, Patrons of Husbandry, of Mifflin County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of councils of the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics Nos.442, 237, 323, 18, and 481 of Pittsburgh, 
Ursina, Rural Valley, Leisenring, and Leesburgh, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of the Senate bill to restrict immi- 
gration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented petitions of Granges Nos. 50, 352, 896, and 688, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Bucks, Huntingdon, and Mifflin Counties, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the free coinage of silver; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Pomona Grange, No, 7, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Birchardville, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill sub- 
j oleomargarine to the provisions of the laws of the several States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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He also presented petitions of councils Nos. 397, 313, 12, 460, 223, 


~~ 


276, 396, 68, 462, 476, 453, 475, 244, and 618, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Mount Jackson, Beaver, Allegheny, Claysville, 
New Alexandria, Mendon, Pittsburgh, Slatington, Brush Valley, Smith- 
port, Mahoningtown, Scalp Level, Natrona, and Olney, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the Senate bill restricting im- 
migration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 


of Idaho, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 


Mr. MORGAN. [ask that the memorial be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read. 
The memorial was read, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, Idaho, 

I, A.J, Pinkham, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
annexed is a full, true, and complete transeript of house joint memorial, No. 3, 
which was filed in this office the ith day of February, A. D. 1891, and admitted 
to record, 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the greatseal 
of the State, at Boisé City, the capital of Idaho, this 6th day of February, A. D. 
1891. 

[Sk AL. ] A. J. PINKHAM, Secretary of Idaho, 


Ilouse joint memorial No. 3. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialists, the first Legislature of the State of Idaho, would most 
respectfully represent: That the State of Idaho lies wholly within the arid do- 
main and that agriculture is dependent upon irrigation. The reclamation and 
settlement of the agricultural lands must be accomplished, therefore, under 
different conditions from those confronting the pioneers in the humid portions 
of this country. The present land system isthe outgrowth of the experience of 
the humid districts and is wholly unsuited to the conditions which prevail in 
this State, and, as a result, interposes serious obstacles to the rapid and pros- 
perous utilization of our agricultural resources and the making of homes by 
those who are ready and willing to take part in reclaiming the desert. 

Your memorialists would also respectfally represent that the most effective 
remedy f r these evils and the measure which promises the most beneficial re- 
sults, not only to this State, but to the whole country, would be for Congress + 
to donate to this State all the agricultural and grazing lands within its borders, 
under such restrictions as would safely and perpetually secure their utilization 
by actual settlers and cultivators of the lands donated, and would respectfully 
offer the following as among the reasons for asking for such control and as jus- 
tifying such donation: 

That the reclamation of the agricultural lands imposes upon the settlers en- 
gaged in the work, and upon the State government, obligations and expense 
not incurred in the humid portions of the country. Not only must ditches be 
constructed and the lands be prepared for the application of water before there 
is any return to the farmer, but with the multiplication of these works it be- 
comes necessary for the State to exercise a supervision over them, in order that 
those entitled to the use of the public waters may receive it, 
such supervision is of necessity heavy 

In Idaho there are two thousand ditches diverting the waters of over five » 
hundred streams. The examination of these claims, the determination of the 
priority, and the subsequent division of the waters among the various claim- 
ants give rise to problems which require both ability and experience on the 
part of those charged with their solution and require the employment by the 
State of a large number of officers. 

Thus far the Territory has borne the entire expense of the investigation of 
our agricultural resources and of the supervision of our public waters, and by 
the action of Congress granting the State the ownership of all the waters within 
its borders, the expense and responsibility of such supervision must continue 
to be borne. The efficiency of this supervision is greatly impaired by the ina- 
bility of the State to assist in any way in the reclamation and settlement of the 
dexirable lands or to restrict the diversion of water on the less desirable. In 
this connection, it must be remembered that the lands susceptible of irrigation 
are largely in excess of the water to serve them and that agricuitural values 
inhere in the water rather than in the land. 

Such selection should therefore be made as will secure the use of the water 
on the besé lands, since they vary greatly in value and the quantity of water 
required) With no supervision the water may be so diverted that the quantity 
required for irrigation of 1 acre would suffice for the reclamation of 2, 3, or 4 
acres of land in more favorable locations; but so long as this matter is left 
wholly to individual ability and inclination, so long will the public interest be 
lost sight of and wasteful and improper diversions be made. 

Our experience during the past five years has shown the evils growing out of 
the control of the land being under one authority and the water under an- 
other. If the late Territory of Idaho could during the past ten years have con- 
trolled the disposal of the irrigable lands within its borders, it could, while 
disposing of it to actual settlers only, have afforded such protection to canal com- 
panies as would have given our agriculture four times its present importance 
and more than doubled our population. 

The most extensive and valuable bodies of irrigable Jands in the State, those 
bordering our principal rivers, more particularly the Snake River, are un- 
touched because the experience in constructing canals and the time required 
for their completion places the work beyond the reach of individual enterprise 
and effort, and the general land laws have made colony or corporate enter- 
prises too hazardous to be undertaken. 

The local government could do nothing to aid the work, both from lack of 
means and want of proper control. Another evil of the present condition of 
affairs is the tendency toward a separation of water rights and land titles. If 
the State controlled the lands, it would be possible to connect water rights with 
land titles of all irrigable lands. That this is desirable is admitted by all fa- 
miliar with the subject. Itis both an aid in preventing monopolies in water by 
companies and securing its more economical use by farmers. 

The importance of the pastoral interests in this State makes it desirable that 
provision be made for the utilization of the grazing lands in connection with 
contiguous irrigable areas. The lands comprise a large part of territorial ex- 
tent. They can never be made the self-supporting habitation of man, but fur- 
nish a valuable complement to the lands reclaimed, the first furnishing the 
summer’s and the latter the winter's food supply. None of the present land 
laws make adequate provision for securing possession or management of these 
lands, and some further legislation is needed to meet the requirements of our 

rospective developmentand increased population. We believe, however, that 

t is impossible for Congress to pass a general law which will operate with equal 
justice and success on the arid belt asa whole. The conditions differ in differ- 
ent sections, as do our water laws. Idaho differs from Utah, and Arizona from 
Montana and Wyoming. The people of each section are the best calculated to 
determine the system best suited to their needs, and should be given the means 
of carrying it into effect. 
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The results already achieved are a sufficient guaranty of what can be ac- 
complished under more favorable conditions. Under the Territorial laws, 
$10,000,000 was invested in irrigation works, and over 1,000,000 acres of land were 


reclaimed there by. 


Not only has the value of the land been enhanced thereb y 


from ten to one hundred fold, but its productive capacity has been correspon 
ingly augmented, Such results are of interest and valne to the whole nation 
and, we believe, entitle the State to generous re ition. 

The provisions of the State constitution require the inauguration of the 
most systematic and complete supervision of the: public waters yet undertaken 
by any Commonwealth in this country. It is only, however, by uniting the 


controlof both water and land under one authority that our ir tion system 


can have the fullest measure of stability and success, We believe that the 
control of this subject can wisely and safely be intrusted to the State, since the 
practical knowledge of irrigation in this country is almost wholly confined to 
those engaged in the work. By endowing the State with means and placing 
upon it the responsibility for the development of our resources, a great impulse 
will be given to the diffusion of intelligence on the subject and to local pride 
in the character of our irrigation works. It will put the solution of this prob- 
lem in the hands of the people best informed and most interested in its success, 
Passed the house of representatives on January 27, 1891 


F, A. FENN, Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate on January 31, 1891. 
JOHN 8. GRAY, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 


[Indorsed. } 


Orrice or Curer CierKk, House of Representatives, ss: 

I de hereby certify that the within house joint memorial, No.3, originated in 
the house of representatives of the first session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho 


CHAS. H. REED, Chéef Clerk. 
Secreriry’s Orrice, Boisé City, Idaho. 

Filed this 4th day of February, 1591 
A. J, PINKHAM, Secretary. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Idaho if he 
has a bill to carry into effect the resolutions of the Legislature of Idaho. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I will state to the Senator that we have just 
received the memorial and have not yet had time to prepare a bill, but 
we shall prepare one to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will prepare a bill and offer it 
in the Senate. I approve entirely the policy indicated in the memorial. 
I have for a number of years contended that the States in the arid re- 
gion ought to have a separate land policy and that the only way to get at 
it properly was to let them have the public lands and dispose of them 
according to their best judgment for the purpose of increasing the pro- 
ductive area in those parts of the country. I trust that the Senator 
will bring in his bill and that we may have as early consideration of it 
as possible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. DOLPH presented a resolution of the Astoria (Oregon) Chamber 
of Commerce, in tavor of the passage of the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in relation to the construction of the Nic- 
aragua Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legislature of Oregon, urging 
the passage of measures now before Congress involving national aid to 
American shipping and commercial interests; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legislature of Oregon, favoring 
the early completion of the Nicaragua Canal as contemplated by the 
bill reported by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of R. P. Fisher and 13 other citizens of Decatur, Brown 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of Almer Hegler and 10 other citizens of Wayne Township, 
Fayette County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Mantua Alliance, No. 548, of Ohio; 

Petition of C, J. Moore and 7 other citizens of Mantua, Portage 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of M. R. Smalley and 37 other citizens of Ashland County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Danford Hare and 31 other citizens of Marion County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Frazeysburgh, No. 393, Ohio; 

Petition of L. M. Bancroft and 28 other citizens of Nelson, Portage 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Madison Mills Alliance, No. 459, of Madison Mills, 
Ohio; 

Petition of John Salmon and 65 other citizens of Fayette County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of A. R. Skidmore and 28 other citizens of Darke County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Frank Dryer and 29 other citizens of Indian Hill, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Butchers’ Protective Association, No. 20, of Akron, 
Ohio; 

Petition of David Branton and 66 other citizens of Breckville, Cuy- 
ahoga County, Ohio; 

Petition of H. Clay Smith and 39 other citizens of Mifflin Township, 

Wyandot County, Ohio; 

Petition of William Keltering and 39 other citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio; 


Petition of John Lutz and 40 other citizens of Chatfield, Crawford 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Subordinate Alliance No. 421, of the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance of Ohio; 

Petition of W. G. Applegate and 22 other citizens of Miami County, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Legion Farmers’ Alliance, No, 399, of Ohio; 

Petition of Walter E. Roberts and 47 other citizens, members of Al- 
liance No. 482, of Scott Township, Adams County, Ohio; 

Petition of 8. C. Bates and 14 other citizens of New Germany, 
Greene County, Ohio; 

Petition of G. C. Lightner and 49 other citizens of Muskingum 
County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Twin Oak Alliance, No. 313, 
Ohio; 

Resolutions of Scott Township Alliance, No. 
Adams County, Ohio; 

Resolutions of Nelson Farmers’ Alliance, No. 5 
age County, Ohio; 

a of Mifilin Center Alliance, No. 292, of Wyandot County, 
1io 

Petition of J. N. House and 23 other citizens of Helmes County, 
Ohio; and 

Resolutions of Richland Township Farmers’ Alliance, No, 294, of 
Holmes County, Ohio. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following petitions, praying for the 
— passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Kesolutions of Lodge No. 3406 of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of Kansas; 

Petition of J. W. Young and 10 other citizens of Glenwood Lodge of 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Coffey County, Kansas; 

Resolutions of Lodge No. 2381 of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, of Hall’s Summit, Coffey County, Kansas; 

Petition of Jacob F. Hoffsis and 47 other citizens of Red Run Alli- 
ance, Crawford County, Kansas; 

Petition of Amherst Alliance, No. 322, of Kansas; 

K Petition of George W. Brattour and other citizens of Russell County, 
ansas: 

Petition of Charles S, Wyckoff and other citizens of Russell County, 
Kansas; and 

Petition of citizens of Runnymede, Harper County (Seventh Congres- 
sional district), Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1981, of 
Smith County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Sedgwick County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 117, of 
Labette, Kans.; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1687, of 
Phillips County, Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following memorials, remonstrating against 
26a of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Memorial of William D. Vogt and 18 other citizens of Kansas; and 

Memorial of A. Engstrom and 8 other citizens of 

Mr. PLUMB also presented the memorial of the Producers’ Protect- 
ive Association of Bradford, Pa., remonstrating against certain amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce act, in regard to the pooling of freights, 
etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain em- 
ployés in the Government Printing Office, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. RusseE_L, Mr. STrveRs, and Mr. RicHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United ‘States 
to grant an honorable di to William L. Lenau; 

A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North Storms; 

A bill (H. R. 8042) to remove the charge of desertion against Urs Am- 
brose ae 

A bill. (H. R. 8588) to amend section 4178 Revised Statutes, provid- 


of Shelby County, 
480, of Tranquillity, 


79, of Nelson, Port- 


325, of 


ing for of vessels’ names at bow and stern; and 
A bill (H. R. ) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, 
and for other purposes. 


also announced that the House had pg hngere (S. 
4798) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate of 

















REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler, 
rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12525) granting a pension to Caroline J. Craft, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4694) to amend the act 

proved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to levy an assessment of 
the real estate in the District of Columbia in the year 1891, and every 
third year thereafter, for the purposes of taxation,’’ and for other pur- 
poses, to report it favorably with an amendment striking out all after 
the enacting clause and substituting House bill 12755, with a recom- 
mendation that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10526) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Ezra 
Abbott, late of Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7342) relating to junk-dealers, deal- 
ers in second-hand personal property, and pawnbrokers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment, the committee 
adopting the House report on the bill. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Colambia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5007) authorizing the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Railway Company or the Potomac and Piedmont Railway 
Company to acquire and use property for railway purposes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

thereon. 

Mr, INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9955) dedicating part of lots 14 and 
15, in square 812, as a public alley, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, to report it with amendments, which I ask 
may be printed. I give notice that I shall call the bill up, probably 
to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar and the amendments printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4557) to incorporate the National 
Conservatory of Music of America, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself February 12, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported 
it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5034) to render available funds now appropriated 
and to be appropriated for the completion of the equestrian statue of 
General Winfield Scott Hancock, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6170) directing the issuance of an honorable dis- 
charge to David L. Lockerby, late of Company A, Ninety-sixth New 
York Volunteers, reported it with anamendment, and submitted a re- 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known as the “‘ Bowman act,’’ reported it with amendments. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to Au- 


dit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON] on the 4th instant, to report it without amendment, 
and I ask for its t consideration. 
The VICE P DENT. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to sit during the 
of forthe purpose of the various bills befo 
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full committee or through subcommittees to have power to employ a ste- 
nographer and to take testimony on oath concerning any alleged abuses or ex- 
travagance in management, and to have power to send for persons and papers, 
the expenses of said committee incurred in pursuance of this resolution to be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
eration of the resolution ? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does that come from a committee ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It comes from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 











Is there objection to the present consid- 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. 1 am instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoAR]j on the 27th ultimo, to report it with an amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read,as follows 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be authorized 
to continue its investigations with all of the duties and ppwers authorized by 
the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of July 31, L888, Decem- 
ber 6, 188%, December 4, 1889, and of September 23, 1890, during the coming recess 
and report to the next session of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be stated, 

The Cuigr CLERK. 
the words: 


The amendment of the committee will 
Amend the resolution by adding at the close 


The expense of such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator oblige the Senate by stating what 
committee the resolution relates to? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The Select; Committee on Relations with 
Canada. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam glad that committee is to be continued, in the 
interest of geographical knowledge. The last I heard about the com- 
mittee it was in a railroad accident down on the northern border of 
Mexico. The first impulse I had was to send them a map of the 
United States and Canada in order that they might know where Can- 
ada is without indulging in this somewhat expensive and circuitous 
search. Having got that knowledge, as I presume they have, and it 
probably will be emphasized by reason of this railroad accident, in 
which it seems fortunately nobody was hurt, I hope that now they 
will agree to goimmediately to the Canadian borderand find out, what 
is of so great importance and what has been searched for so long by 
political and other philosophers, our relations with the people of the 
Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. HALE. I want to express my regret that the chairman of the 
committee is not present, for I am entirely confident if he were he 
would be able to answer the Senator from Kansas in the same active 
spirit that possesses him this morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report with an amendment the 
resolution snbmitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn ] on 
the 22d ultimo, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the additional sum of $150 is appropriated, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate, to pay for additional maps and prints to ac- 
company the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the maritime 
eanal of Nicaragua. 

The amendment of the committee was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in 
the fourth line, to insert ‘‘85 cents;’’ so as to read ‘“* $150.85.’’ 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 5065) concerning the duration 
of insurance companies in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 5066) to punish intruders on the 
lands of the Chickasaws, Choctaws, Cherokees, Creeks, and Seminoles; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 


Affairs. 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5067) to restore Harry 
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Reade to his rank in the Army, etc.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (8. 5068) granting a pension to Lydia 
B. Gray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5069) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Ripley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5070) to in- 
corporate the National Guaranty, Loan, and Development Company 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 5071) for the relief of William 
A. Cowles; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 5072) to authorize the 
building of a bridge at Van Buren, Ark., across the Arkansas River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ' 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (8S. 5073) for the relief of Zachariah 
Blackburn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tions. 

He also introductd a bill (S. 5074) for the relief of Elisha C. Rogers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5075) for the relief of Robert A. Rhodes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 5076) granting a pension to Mrs. 
L. H. Huisington, formerly Miss Lauretta H. Cutler; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 159) authorizing 

trig. Gen. Thomas L. Casey, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 

to accept from the President of the French Republic a diploma con- 
ferring the decoration of officer of the National Order of the Legion 
of Honor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be eee 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, known as the ‘‘ Bowman act;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CASEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. PAYNE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case ofthe claim of George H. Hume be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate. 


CARLISLE INDIAN TRAINING SCHOOL. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, requested: 

1. To make to the Senate a statement of the estimated value, at the time of 
transfer, of the Government buildings and lands that have been transferred by 
the War Department to the Interior Department for Indian school purposes at 
Carlisle, Pa.; of the cost of any new buildings that may have been erected at the 
Carlisle Indian Training School since its establishment; and also of the cost of 
any additional lands that may have been purchased by the Government or by 
any person for the uses of the said school since its establishment, and by what 
authority, from whom, and at what prices such lands were purchased. 

2. To send to the Senate a listofthe names of all the Indians who have entered 
the said school as pupils since the date of its establishment, and to give, in con- 
nection with each of said names, a statement of the following facts: The age, 
sex, and tribe of the pupil; the date at which the pupil enteced the school, and, 
if he has Jeft it, the date at which and the reason why he left; what educational 
advantages the pupi! had before he entered the school, and by whom and where 
they were furnished to him; the work, profession, or business in which he has 
been engaged since he left the school, and where he is now; the cost to the Gov- 
ernment, per annum, of the maintenance and education of the pupil while at 


the school, and whether he was permitted or compelled to do work outside the 
school under what is known as The outing —, and, if so, by whom he was 
thus employed, for how long a period, and how much he earned during such 
employment. 
3. To make to the Senate a statement of the amount of money that has been 
expended annually in the transportation of pupils to and from the school, and 
of the amount that been expended in paying the expenses of the employés 
of the school, or others, who have as escorts of said pupils while going to 
and returning from the school. Also, a statement of the amountof money (if 
any) that has been contributed by persons or ae denominations for the 
benefit and uses of the school, and of the names of the contributors, the amount 
contributed by each, and for what pu such contributions were used. 
Also, a statement of the amount and value of the productions of the school 
lands, and to what uses they have been put. Also, a statement of the several 
kinds of articles and goods that have been manufactured at the school, the 
quantities and the va)ue thereof, and the uses to which they bave been put. 


SUPPLEMENT TO CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Nebraska 
in regard to the additional part of the Congressional Directory that 
was ordered to be printed. When will the supplement that was to con- 
tain certain information be ready ? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think ina very short time. We have been 
waiting on the movements of the Census Office, but the information is 
now, I think, nearly all in hand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam having applications forit. It was ordered 
printed some time ago, and I did not know what was the matter that 
it had not been printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was a change in the resolution, as the 
Senator will probably remember, making it simply a Senate resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatchange will facilitate matters very greatly, 
and I think in a few days we shall have the matter in hand so as to 
print it. 

OSAGE RESERVATION LANDS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 4976. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CierK. A bill (S. 4976) to confirm certain entries made 
upon the Osage trust and diminished reserve land, and for other pur- 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say in regard to that bill that it simply 
rectifies the trouble which has grown out of the fact that the Interior 
Department has changed its rulings on the subject of the qualifications 
of persons entitled to enter lands upon the Osage reservation. It will 
make plain what there is now very serious trouble about. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of the bill named 
by him. 

"The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 3, after the word ‘‘entries,’’ to insert ‘‘of land to 
which at the time there were no adverse claims;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where second entries of Jand to which at 
the time there were no adverse claims have been made upon said lands, and 
the law complied with as to residence and improvement, said entries be, and 
the same are hereby, confirmed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

The preamble was agreed to. 


SALE OF FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION TO INDIANS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 4894, which is a bill to make it unlawful to 
sell arms and ammunition to Indians upon Indian reservations under 
the charge of an agent. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4894) to prevent the sale of firearms 
and ammunition to Indians. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. e first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘loan,’’ to insert ‘‘exchange, barter;’’ in line 4, after the word 
‘*Indians,’’ to insert ‘‘ in charge of an agent or living on an Indian reser- 
vation;’’ in line 5, after the word ‘‘loading,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ firearms’’ 
and insert ‘‘ firearm;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to insert ‘‘ or 
shall introduce any such firearms or ammunition therefor upon any 
Indian reservation;’’ in line 10, after the words ‘‘ more than,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘six months’’ and insert ‘‘ one year;’’ and in line 11, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ and the burden of proof that such Indian 
is not in charge of an Indian agent or not living on an Indian reserva- 
tion shall be upon the accused person;’’ so as to make the section read: 
Ladian of Tgdiagete change of unsgeeh or living on on tation tecrvation, ony 
breech-loading orany ammunition for same, or shall introduce any 








1891. 








such firearms or ammunition therefor upon anyIndian reservation,shall be guilty 
ofa misdemeanor, and, being thereof convicted, shall be punished by impris- 
onment for not more than one year, and by a fine not exceeding $500; and 
the burden of proof that such Indian is not in charge of an Indian agent or not 
living on an Indian reservation shall be upon the accused person. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Sec.2. That it shall be a defense for a defendant in any prosecution under 
the preceding section to show that the Indian or Indians to whom such fire- 
arms or ammunition shall have been given, loaned, or sold had at the time of 


— sale severed his tribal relations and had adopted the habits of civilized 
le. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to disarm 
all Indians who are under the a of an Indian agent; and any Indian 
under charge of an agent found ing arms without special permission in 
writing from the agent in charge of the reservation to which said Indian be- 
longs shall be subject to such penalties and punishment as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. There is one clause in the bill which I should like to 
have explained. Of course it is very difficult, with all the confusion 
in the Chamber, to catch the real intent and meaning of a bill as it is 
being read at the desk, but there was something about penalties to be 
provided by the Secretary of the Interior which I did not fully catch as 
the bill was read and I should like to have that clause read again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment which has heen adopted 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2 as agreed to, as follows: 


Src.2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to disarm 
all Indians who are under the supervision of an Indian agent, and any Indian 
under charge of an agent found bearing arms without special permission in 
writing from the agent in charge of the reservation in which said Indian be- 
longs shall be subject to such penalties and punishment as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. PLATT. Does that mean that the Secretary may order an In- 
dian to be hung or shot ? 

Several SENATORS. Ofcourse. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand this bill has been reported by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and I should like to have him 
explain that provision. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was reported by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON ]. 

Mr. PLATT. Seriously, Mr. President, there ought to be some mod- 
ification of the bill in the respect to which I have referred. It would 
be a very strange spectacle for the Senate of the United States to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to provide any punishment that 
he chooses to be inflicted upon an Indian who is found with arms in 
his possession. I had nothing to do with the reporting of the bill and 
I did not report it; but I presume, as it comes from the Indian Com- 
mittee, I have, without careful consideration, assented to the bill be- 
ing reported. I suggest, however, to the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON ], who reported the bill, or to the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that there ought to be some limitation upon 
the power of the Secretary of the Interior to provide punishment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole will be considered as concurred in, if there be no objec- 
tion? 

Mr..PLATT. No, Mr. President; I want a vote on the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that if there is anything serious in- 
volved in this amendment the bill had better be laid aside until it can 
be examined and so amended as to be satisfactory to the Senate. If, 
as the Senator indicates, the bill provides that the Secretary of the In- 
terior may inflict any kind of punishment he sees proper, I think it 
had better be limited in some way, and I call upon the Senator from 
South Dakota, who has charge of the bill, to give his attention to the 

tion made by the Senator from Connecticut and modify the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose, in the first place, no Indian can be 
deprived of his life, liberty, or property without due process of law, 
and, in the second place, I suppose the Secretary of the Interior would 
impose those penalties usual in such cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then why not amend it by inserting the word 
‘usual ?’’ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course there are certain restraints or certain 
penalties, such as the withholding of rations and the favor of the Gov- 
ernment, which are imposed now by the Secretary of the Interior where 
Indians commit offenses on reservations. I should not object to some 
such amendment to the section as has been suggested. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota that he 
consent to have the bill laid aside until the Senator from Nebraska, 
who reported it, Gomes into the Senate. I supposed that it had the 
approbation of the Senator from Connecticut, who is an able as well 
as an industrious member of that committee, or he certainly would not 
have consented to its being reported. 

Mr. PLATT. This is a bill of such importance that it can be taken 
up and perfected at any time. I think the bill had better lie on the 
table for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be informally laid aside, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT RICHMOND, KY. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of House bill 8628. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (I. R. 8628) for the erection of a public 
building at Richmond, Ky. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr, SPOONER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
indefinitely postponed the bill (S. 3775) to amend the charter of the 
Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia, for the purpose of moving that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
named by him was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. INGALLS. It had better be done by unanimous consent, the 
time for reconsideration having expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objectien to the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed? The Chair 
hears none, and the vate will be regarded as having been reconsidered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the 
bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner gen- 
eral, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner, to the 
Barcelona Exposition. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3770) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia. 

EMILE M. BLUM AND JAMES M. SEYMOUR, JR. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill 
which has just been returned from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the bill before the Sen- 
ate. 

The Secretary. A bill (8. 5609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, 
late commissioner general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant 
commissioner, to the Barcelona Exposition. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was 
ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. In line 7 of the engrossed copy, after the word ‘‘ex- 
position,’’ I move to insert the word ‘‘ not;’’ so as to read: 

Interests at such exposition not heretofore allowed by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. 

This word ‘‘not’’ was in the bill as passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the omission here was simply a clerical error. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask that the unfinished business may be now laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. SHERMAN, in 
section 3, line 31, after the word ‘* hereby,’’ to strike out ‘‘ prohibited”’ 
and insert ‘‘ subject to the duties provided by law;’’ so as to read: 

Shall be, and it is hereby, subject to the duties provided by law. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I regret even for a moment to occupy 
the time of the Senatein calling attention to this bill and to what seems 
to me to be the great importance of its passage. 

I think that both those who are in favor of an internation?| copy- 
right bill and those who are opposed to such a bill have already come 
to recognize the fact that this bill has been imperiled by the amend- 
ment which has already been made to it, as I suggested would be the 
case when that amendment was under consideration. They will also 
recognize the fact that further amendments to the bill will imperil and 
probably defeat its favorable disposition at this session of Congress. 

I desire very greatly to obtain the passage of an international copy- 
right bill, and, ifthere were no other reason why I should resist amend- 
ments to this bill, I think I should be fully justified, considering the 
importance of the measure and the almost impossibility of obtaining 
consideration for the amendment in the other branch of Congress at 
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this session, in appealing to the Senate to pass the bill without farther 
amendment. 

As to the importance of the bill I simply wish to make a few sug- 
gestions. I do not wish to elaborate. I wish to state what I have to 
say in the briefest, in the most succinct, and the most emphatic way 
[can. I hear sotto voce a suggestion that this bill is going to make 
people pay more for books. I will try to treat that point before I 
conclude what I have to say. 

A copyright granted to an author or an artist is, I insist, funda- 
mentally right and just, because that is theonly way in which aman’s 
property in what his brain, his imagination, or his genius has fash- 
ioned can be protected. ‘The justice and moral right of a copyright 
law have been recognized by every civilized nation on earth and by this 
nation since 1790. At the firstsession of Congressa copyright law was 
passed which contained just as strong a nonimportation clause as it 
was possible to frame, and every civilized nation has done the same 
thing. Every civilized nation has coupled with this privilege to the 
author, the artist, the designer, or whomever, a clause prohibiting im- 
portation of the work from other countries. Why? Because that is 
of the fundamental essence of copyright. 

It seems to me that Senators misapprehend entirely what acopyright 
is. Let me read from the first act which was ever passed by Congress 
in 1790, to be found in the first volume of the Statutes at Large, page 
124. Section 1 provided: 

That from and after the passage of this act the author and authors of any map, 
chart, book, or books already printed within these United States, being a citi- 
zen or citizens thereof or resident within the same, his or their executors, ad- 
ministrators, or assigns, who hath or have not transferred to any other person 
the copyright of such map, chart, book, or books,share or shares thereof; and 
any other person or persons, being a citizen or citizens of these United States or 
residents therein, his or their executors, administrators, or assigns, who hath or 


have purchased or legally acquired the copyright of any such map, chart, book, 
or books in order to print, reprint, publish, or vend the same shall have— 


What?— 
the sole right and liberty of printing, reprinting, publishing, and vending such 
map, chart, book, or books for the term of fourteen years from the recording the 
title thereof in the clerk’s ofice as is hereinafter directed. 

Copyright is the sole rightto print, to publish, and to vend the book, 
the map, the chart, the work of art, the engraving, the lithograph, 
which the author or the artist has produced by his genius, his intel- 
lect, his labor, or his research. If that exclusive right of publishing 
and vending is not given to him, it is no copyright and it is no pro- 
tectioa. That is the only way in which his property can he recog- 
nized. 

What was the prohibition against importing? Section 2 of the act 
of 1790 provided: 

Thatif any other person or persons, from and after the recording the title of 
any map, chart, book or books, and publishing the same as aforesaid, and within 
the times limited and granted by this act, shall print, reprint, publish, or im- 
port, or cause to be printed, reprinted, a or imported from any foreign 
kingdom or state any copy or copies of such map, chart, book, or books with- 
out the consent of the author or pooguncar thereof first had and obtained in 
writing, signed in the presence of two or more credible witnesses, or, knowing 
the same to be so printed, reprinted, or imported,shall publish,sell, orexpose to 
sale, or cause to be published, sold, or exposed to sale, any copy of such map, 
chart, book, or books, without such consent first hadand obtained in writin 
as aforesaid, then such offender or offenders shall forfeit all and every copy an 
copies of such map, chart, book, or books, and all and every sheet and chaste 
being part of the same, or either of them,to the author or proprietor of such map, 
chart, book, or books, who shall forthwith destroy thesame. And every such 
offender and offenders shal! also forfeit and pay the sum of 50 cents for every 
sheet which shall be found in his or their possession. 

The fundamental idea of a copyright is the exclusive right to vend, 
and the prohibition against importation from a foreign nation is a neces- 
sary condition to the enjoyment of that right. It is the right to vend 
within the country where the copyright is granted that gives value to 
the work of the author. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that not practically the statute now in relation 
to copyright in this country ? 

Mr. PLATT. It is, but the amendment which is proposed strikes a 
blow at the existing copyright statutes of this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if I do 
not disturb him on this point. We are legislating respecting foreign 
authors? 

Mr. PLATT. No; we are not, 
foreign and our own authors. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; respecting foreigners and our own citi- 
zens. Does the Senator think acopyrightshould be put upon a stronger 
ground than the right of patent as respects foreigners ? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Supposea foreign inventor shall register his patent 
in the United States and grant its use to special persons, does the Sen- 
ator think that we should prohibit the importation of all the articles 
involved in that invention ? 

Mr. PLATT. If the product is patented, yes. That is the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have never done so. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the law if it is the process which is violated. 
If a machine is patented here and then patented abroad, the owner of 
the foreign patent can not introduce that machine into this country. 
There is no question about that. If the machine makes articles which 
go upon the market, the prohibition against selling those articles does 
not extend beyond the first seller. The patentee can control the first 
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seller, but when the article has gone on the market, I agree that he 
can not control the subsequent sale of it. But if the product is pat- 
ented, then the product is protected against use or importation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to illustrate what I mean, because I think 
this is an important matter, and we ought to understand it. 

Mr. Bessemer invented a process for the manufacture of steel. That 
process was patented in England, and of course could only be used there 
under their patent laws. That process was also patented here, and its 
use was, under terms agreed upon, whatever they were, given to cer- 
tain gentlemen in this country, and nobody else in the United States 
could make Bessemer steel. Would it be proper for us under those cir- 
cumstances to say because they have this patented process Bessemer 
steel shall not be imported into the United States? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has it not, in fact, been imported during all the 
time? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was in fact imported, and that is the case with 
every foreign patented process in this country now. These things are 
imported, as I understand, under the tariff laws of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Where the process alone is patented and the sale of 
articles made by the patented process has been made by the consent of 
the patentee, I agree that the articles are the subjects of sale every- 
where; but where the product of the process is patented they are not, 
and the patentee can control it. 

When the Senator interrupted me—I do not complain of the inter- 
ruption, but I was going upon a line of thought which I had marked 
out in my mind, not intending to take much time—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not interrupt the Senator again, and I 
should not have interrupted him if he had not read a statute which I 
desired to have explained. 

Mr. PLATT. I was saying that the very essence of copyright is the 
privilege of controlling the market. That is the only way in which it 
can be reached; it is the only way in which the right can be vindi- 
cated; itis the only way in which a man’s property in the work of 
his brain, or his imagination, or his genius, can be vindicated. I am 
sorry to say that I apprehend a good dealof this contention arises from 
the lack of a desire to protect a man in that species of property; and I 
am afraid the idea so prevalent and so increasing in the country in 
these days that property rights generally are not so very sacred has to 
some extent affected the consideration of this subject. 

Of course the right is exclusive. It is exclusive in this country un- 
der our laws, and it is exclusive in every country which has copyright 
of any kind, national or international. The man who has a copyright 
in England, and also in Germany, can not import his books from Ger- 
many into England or his engravings from Germany into England, 
unless he be the proprietor in England of the copyright, nor can the 
English proprieter of the copyright export his books, his engravings, 
er whatever the subject of his copyright, intoGermany unless he is the 
proprietor of the copyright in both countries. 

There, of course, the consent of the proprietor is not required; but, 
without the consent of the proprietor of the copyright, whether he be 
the publisher himself or whether the person to whom the author has 
transferred his right is the publisher, exportation and importation are 
prohibited. The right is exclusive and it must be. It isin the essen- 
tial nature and characteristic of the property that it should be thus pro- 
tected. Why should not a man’s property in his work be protected ? 
Why should anybody want to import from a foreign country a-work 
when the United States has given to the person in this country its sole 
market for the work ? 

Mr. President, I insist that geographical divisions ought not in any 
way to affect the question of copyright. Having once laid the founda- 
tion that it rests upon the essential and inherent right of a man to be 
protected in his property, it does not make any difference whether 
the owner of it is an American or a foreigner. If the author or the 
artist in this country, being an American citizen, is entitled to be pro- 
tected in the reproduction of his work in this country, there is nothing 
in the fact that a sea divides us from another country which would war- 
rant us in saying that our country should have a right to appropriate 
the work of the foreign author or the foreign artist. It is appropria- 
tion that people are after when they seek to limit copyright toa single 
country and to the citizens of a single country. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr, PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. As I understand the object of this bill I entirely agree 
with it, and I believe I agree with the grounds upon which the Senator 
from Connecticut is advocating it; but I should like to ask the Senator, 
inasmuch as the object of the bill is to protect the author of a work in 
his intellectual property, so to speak, if it would make any difference 
in the attaining of that confessed object whether the book that he had 
produced was printed in this country or imported from abroad? Take 
the instance of an English author who has availed himself of the pro- 
visions of this bill in this country and has made his contract with the 
publisher here, and also, it is presumed, has made his contract with 
the publisher abroad. As the object is to protect him, how can he be 
affected whether the book is made and sold here or whether the English 
copyrighted book is imported here? His property is alike protected in 
either case. 
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Mr. PLATT. There is one answer to that, which may not be acom- 
answer, and that is, that he will be shut up under that idea in 

the sale of the copyright to the same purchaser on this side and on the 
other side of the water, in this country and in the other country. If 
he sells to one purchaser publisher in this country and to another pur- 
chaser publisher in another country, neither of them will give him as 
much for his copyright as he could otherwise obtain. That is very 
apparent. The publisher to whom he may offer his copyright in this 
country, if there is the liberty of importing books from abroad into 
this country, is not going to give him as much for his copyright, or 
probably not buy it atall, as if he could have the control of the market. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe objectis to protect the author in this country in 
his intellectual property—and that is done under the theory of this 
bill, which, I take it, may be considered as a widening of the bounds 
of the republic of letters—why would not that protection obtain and 
be as available to him, if we can consider that the bounds of this re- 
public, for the purpose of this copyright, take in England, France, and 
whatever other countries may enter into this agreement, putting him 
in precisely the same position as if he were a citizen of America and 
lived in the country whose boundaries for that purpose, to wit, the 
boundaries of the republic of letters, have been enlarged to this in- 
creased area? 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator, on refiection, would hardly want 
to limit the author of a book or an engraving or anything of that sort 
to sell it to a man who should have the publication of it in the whole 
world, and not give him the liberty of selling it toa person in another 
country to publish within that country. At any rate, the world has 
not yet come to the idea of copyright that the author shall give to one 
man in the world the exclusive right of publishing it in the whole 
world; and until it does come to that exalted idea of copyright, full 
justice can not be done the author in any way, except by allowing him 
to sell in each country where a copyright law prevails the right to sup- 
ply that country. 

I agree that if he sells to the same person for both countries, he 
might obtain a fair price for bis copyright; but it shuts him up to that; 
it puts him at the mercy of the man who proposes to buy a copyright 
for both countries. If he is not at liberty to sell it to another person 
in a foreign country and to supply that country, then he is hampered 
in his negotiations and loses a share of his protection. The question 
which the Senator asked me I do not think depends entirely on the 
rights of authors, and I shall come to the rights of other persons, which 
I think ought to be considered, before I get through with what I have 
to say. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a word on this point. I think the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] would transfer 
the business of book printing entirely to Germany, unless it was copy- 
righted in Germany as well as in the United States and Great Britain, 
for they can print books in Germany for less than half the cost here; 
that is to say, the printers there work for less than half of what our 
printers work for; and therefore, in my judgment, the amendment 
would transfer the book-making business entirely to Berlin. 

Mr. PLATT. I was saying when I was interrupted that it seemed 
to me there should be no distinction between men of letters and artists 
on account of the geographical division of the earth in which they 
happen to live. We allow men to immigrate to this country. We 
think perhaps that it should be restricted now, but only when im- 
migration is harmfal to our own interests, when paupers, men of bad 
character, ignorant, not understanding our principles, come here. That 
is the only sense in which anybody would seek to limit immigration. 
We throw open our doors to the people of all countries who are im- 
bued with the spirit of liberty and love our institutions. We ask 
them to come here. 

Now, why should we not desire to have the great works of the gifted 
and great, of the men of lettersandthe men ofgenius? Why should we 
not desire those works to have the same footing and the same protec- 
tion in this country that they bave in other countries? Whatis there 
in the fact that a maa isan Englishman, ora Frenchman, or a German, 
which makes it right for the people of the United States to appropriate 
the result of hislabors? That is the question I want answered in this 
Senate. Ido not want to apply any harsh word toit, but there is an 
idea of fundamental right and justice which has been too long neglected 
by this country in this matter, and I want to say right here that if this 
bill fails it will be such a shock to the moral sentimentof the thought- 
ful e of this country as it has not received in a good while. 

There is no reason why the works of Huxley, Darwin, Tennyson, 
or the works of a German author or a French author should be, to use 
a word which I do not mean to usein an offensive sense, pirated in this 
country. Theright to reproduce their ovyn works belongs to Huxley, Dar- 
win, Spencer, Mill, and Tennyson. The moral right to produce their 
works here belongs tothem. When it is taken away from them, whether 
on the plea of the cheap books or anything else, it is an appropriation 
of property which ought to be held as sacred here in the United States 
as anywhere else. ‘That is the foundation on which this bill rests. It 
is not designed merely to protect foreigners. Senators mistake when 
they suppose the object of this bill is to give foreigners rights in this 


country. I say the foreign author ought to have the same right in this 
country that our own citizens enjoy in the protection of his property. 

The fundamental object of this bill is to do justice both to our own 
authors and to foreign authors, to do justice to all men who are the 
owners of intellectual property. Why should not George Bancroft, of 
blessed memory, why should not Lowell, why should not Longfellow, 
why should not every American author and artist have a right to take 
his property to England, France, or Germany and have it protected 
there? What right has the Englishman to appropriate the property 
of Bancroft, or Lowell, or Longfellow, or any other author or artist in 
this country? It is wrong. I contend that this matter shall be de- 
cided on the general broad lines of right and wrong, and if it is so de 
cided this bill will pass. 

If those considerations have no longer any weight in the Senate of 
the United States, then it is possible that somebody who wants to get 
cheap books, no matter whether the author is paid for them or not; it 
is possible that somebody who has conceived the idea that this subject 
is in some way connected with the tariff question, will vote against this 
bill, and it will be defeated; but everwhere, except in those circles 
where the idea of the sacredness of property and property rights has 
become weakened by anarchisin or socialism, there will be a sense of 
national disgrace if this bill shall fail. 

I want to say a word here about the lax notions which are prevail- 
ingaboutthe rightsof property. Peoplesee theacquisition of property 
in large amounts and they jump to the conclusion that some man whom 
they call a millionaire has not acquired his property by direct and hon 
est methods, and the result is that they have no repect for that man’s 
property any more than they have for the gambler’s. But they do not 
draw the line between property honestly acquired and property which 
has been acquired dishonestly. They do not draw the line between 
property for which a good fair equivalent has been given and property 
for which an honest and fair equivalent has not been given. So there 
has arisen in this country a tendency which if not checked will bring 
us to ruin sooner than is generally supposed—a sentiment not to regard 
the rights of property honestly acquired. 

Of all the property which is the subject of acquisition, literary and 
intellectual and artistic property is the most honestly acquired. A 
man who has devoted his life to letters, a man who ‘his devoted his 
life to art, who has been its slave and its devotee, is as honestly pos- 
sessed of the property which he produces in that way as any man in 
the United States is honestly possessed of any property. 

I wish to touch right here on the idea that a copyright is a monopoly. 
It is not a monopoly in the strict sense, or in the legal sense, or in the 
right sense of that word. It is rather a property right. The right of 
a man to publish his book and to control the publication of his book, 
to publish his engraving and to control the publication of his engrav- 
ing, to reproduce and control the reproduction of his painting, is a 
right, and a right of property, just as, when my friend from Michigan 
breeds a fine horse, that horse is his property, and no other man can 
use it; he has a right to control the use of it. 

It is not in the sense in which the term is used a monopoly. It is 
the right to use one’s property. A man buys a house, He alone has 
the right to use it. He has aright to say who shall use it; he hasa 
right to rent it to a tenant, and no other man shall set kis foot in it; 
no other man can come to it; it is his castle; he may kill the man who 
ruthlessly tries to enter it. And yet nobody calls him a monopolist. 
This copyright issimply protecting men in their property rights. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me ask the Senator, has nota man his right to 
his property forever? If copyright be recognized in the Constitution 
as a property right, how is it that Congress is only authorized to pro- 
tect it for a limited time? 

Mr. PLATT. That modification exists with regard to very many 
kinds of property. In many of the States of the Union a lease can 
not be made for more than ninety-nine years. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is property, however. 

Mr. PLATT. The right of the author to publish his book, his prop- 
erty, is not the only kind of property upon which limitations as to 
perpetuities are placed. We have placed upon our laws of inheritance, 
upon our laws of descent, various limitations which have not existed 
in other countries 

Mr. President, having disposed of this monopoly argument, I de- 
sire to touch for a moment on the cheap-book argument. The first 
thing I say inanswer to that is this: If itis insisted that books and en- 
gravings, and lithographs and photographs, must be cheaper, whether 
they are stolen or not, then I say no man has a right to set up a cry 
for cheap books. No man has a right to put up the cry for cheap books 
if that cheapness depends upon appropriation without consent of the 
owner, any more than he has cheap horses if to insure that cheapness 
the rights of the owner are in any way to be interfered with or limited 
or restricted. You can have everything cheap if you appropriate it 
without the consent of the owner; there is no trouble about that. 
There is no species of property in the world which you can not cheapen 
by appropriation. Sometimes I think that the moral sense of the 
community is entirely dulied on this subject. 

I want to refer fora moment to the argument which is made by those 
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who favored the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] with regard to the lithographs to show the unblushing ground 
upon which it is put, It is in their own argument: 

Besides this, it may be stated that in the absence of an international copyright 
law, as at present, the American lithographer is at liberty to copy or to use as 
a basis for a design any existing foreign print. 

Think of it, Mr. President, that that argument in favor of its amend- 
ment should be seriously placed before the Senate of the United States, 
that in the absence of an international copyright we have a right to 
appropriate anything that belongs to a foreigner in the way of prints 
or other copyright property. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is not the same true of the foreign lithographer ? 
Has he not a right to copy the plate of an American artist? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly, in the absence of an international copyright 
a foreigner may copy the book, the lithograph, the engraving, the pho- 
tograph, or the work of art, whatever it may be, of an American citi- 
zen; and it is because that is a violation of the inherent principle of 
right and wrong that I seek to make away with the distinctions which 
have been run in this protection on account of geographical limits. 

But I want to say one word more. I want to meet the argument 
that it will make books dearer; and the people are entitled to cheap 
books no matter how they get them, on the low plane as well as the 
high plane. I have no respect for the argument which says that a man in 
Connecticut or in California has a right to have a cheap edition of Mr. 
Huxley’s books when Mr. Huxley is not paid for the publication of those 
books and is not consulted with regard to it. I have no respect for 
that argument. Right wrongs no map; and, if right and justice are 
eternal, it is an argument along a very low plane which says that 
we must have cheap books at whatever cost. 

But I want to tell the Senators who are using that argument before 
the Senate that the effect of this proposed law will not be to enhance 
the price of books. The universal testimony of all people who have 
thoroughly studied and considered this question is that it will not in- 
crease the price of books. It will, on the other hand, make the best 
editions of books cheaper, and it will not in my judgmentenhance the 
price of the poorest and cheapest published kind of literature. 

The argument that it will make good books dearer rests upon two 
assumptions, neither of which can be sustained. The firstis that the 
publisher is a shark; that he has no regard for the community with 
which he deals; that he has no regard for the rights of authors; that 
he is simply desiring to get the most money he can at the least expense 
and without regard to the rights of other people. 

Mr. President, I apprehend there is no difference between publishers 
and other business men in this respect. Publishers have certainly not 
had a remarkable course of prosperity in this country as compared with 
other businesses. But no matter, I will dismiss that portion of the ar- 
gument upon which the proposition that booksare to be made dearer rests; 
you have got to assume another thing, and that is that a publisher is 
a fool, in order to believe that the best books will be made dearer. A 
publisher is like everybody else. The author may be his own pub- 
lisher, as Mr. Spencer was in England, as Mr. Clemens is in this coun- 
try, as Peter Parley in the remote years al ways was, as very many other 
authors are, and artists as well. He may be his own publisher. 

But suppose he sells to another person the exclusive right to reproduce 
the book, is not that person going to be governed by the ordinary rules 
of trade? Is he not affected by the same considerations that every 
other man is in trade, that he is most successful in his business who 
reaches the largest and widest markets? Does he not advertise to get 
an extended market? Why have the publishers of Harper’s Magazine 
and the Century Magazine reduced their price from 50 cents to 35 
cents a copy, improving all the while the quality of their work? That 
they may reach the millions. There is not a publisher in the United 
States any more than there is a dry-goods man in the United States 
who does not know that the way to make money is to put his books or 
his wares at so low a price that he will get a large trade. 

It is idle to say that, having the exclusive right to publish a book, 
the publisher will desire to publish just as few copies as he can and 
get just as large profits as he can on those few copies. He wants to ex- 
tend his trade; he wants to get a reputation throughout the country; 
he wants to reach all sections of the country and all peoples of the 
country. The idea that he would put a book ata price that would ex- 
clude the poor from getting it seems to me the most ridiculous argu- 
ment that can possibly be presented. 

And right along in the line of this argument comes the proposed 
royalty scheme. Now, I want to say with regard to the royalty idea, 
in the first place, it rests upon the tendency of which I have spoken 
notto respect the rights of property. Ifa man hasintellectual property 
shall the Government prescribe for him what he shall get for it, a 
hard and fast rule that heshall get 10 per cent. on the cost of it, no more 
and noless? You do not do that with regard to any other property in 
the United States. You put no limit on what a man shall sell his 
property for or what a purchaser shall give in the buying of his prop- 
erty. 

It is unconstitutional, it is certainly against the spirit of the Con- 
stitution; for the spirit of the Constitution is that a man shall have 
the exclusive right to publish and to vend, and anything that falls be- 
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low that falls below conferring upon him his constitutional right, the 
right which the fathers and framers of the Constitution intended that 
he should have, the right which in all these hundred years, in all the 
diversity of opinion that bas prevailed in this country, has not been 
questioned or challenged until this idea of in some way cutting off a 
man’s right to his property has come into vogue. 

There is one other fatal objection to this royalty plan, and that is that 
under it an author never would get anything for his work. If every- 
body is to have the right of publication, how much is a publisher 
going to give to an author for the right to publish his book? Is he 
going to take it from him atall? Is he going to enter into the pub- 
lication of it and undertake the work when every other person in the 
United States has the same right at the same price paid to the au- 
thor to doit? What object is it to any book publisher, to any pub- 
lisher of an engraving, to attempt to publish a work, to enter into all 
the expense of the publication of the work, to purchase the materials, 
employ the men, obtain the cuts, have the type set up, and all that is 
done, if every other man pursuing the same business in the United 
States may immediately put that same book or other copyright article 
on the market in competition with him? The result would be that 
he would not undertake it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator mean to argue from that that the 
book would not be sold at all? 

Mr. PLATT. I mean toargue from that that the author would not 
write and the artist would not engrave. I mean to argue from it that 
it would take away all the stimulus to exertion, all the inducement to 
exertion; that it would take the life out of what literature we have 
and out of what art we have. 

Mr. President, I have said all I desire to say in a general way upon 
the subject of copyright, national and international. I believe it is 
just, I believe it is beneficial. I believe this Congress can not be en- 
gaged in any work nobler, orgrander, or more beneficial, or more calcu- 
lated to develop this nation than to protect its literature and its art, 
and to so act and to so legislate that its literature and its art shall be 
protected wherever the sun shines, in other countries as well as in this 
country. I believe by that means you will build up a literature, a 
standard of thought, a standard of intellectual effort, that you will 
build up astandard of art in this country, which will elevate our whole 
people. 

What is this country for? Is it for the mere matter of getting things 
cheap for the people? Is thatall there is for Government in these days 
to think of ? Has it come to this, that all the wheels of Government 
must be turned to get things cheap for the people at the expense of 
the property and the rights of others if need be? Is not the Govern- 
ment to build up, is it not to develop, is it not to make a higher and 
nobler race of our people, and how can we reach that any better than 
by protecting, by stimulating, by encouraging intellectual effort and 
artistic effort? 

I want to tell Senators that the brain of our people is the true and 
I might say the only source of our national wealth. It is what our 
people think. When they think on a higher plane they are the richer. 
The higher the plane of intellectual development the higher the plane 
of literary development, and the higher the plane of artistic develop- 
ment the richer are our people with a wealth that is not evanescent, 
but a wealth that endures, and a wealth that endures not only in this 
world, but is the only wealth that a man can take out of it. 

That is the kind of wealth we want to secure in this country, the 
wealth that a man can carry across the dark river with him, the wealth 
that he does not have to leave behind when he approaches that river, 
but that he takes with him to enjoy as wealth through all eternity. 
And yet Senators seem tothink thatall the Governmentis for is to try 
to get something cheap, no matter whether the rights of property are 
respected or not. 

Now, I want to turn my attention for a moment critically to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHeRMAn]. 

First, however, I will say a word about the clause in our copyright 
law as proposed by the bill which favors the persons who produce books 
in this country, the men who set the type and perform the labor. I 
see no injustice, whatever—on the other hand, I see great justice—in 
confining to this country the production of works which are to be sold in 
this country, exclusively sold in this country, and from the very nature 
of them must be exclusively sold in this country. Certainly where 
nobody is harmed by it, where no injustice is done by it, where the 
property of no man is harmed by it, there can be no injustice in it. 

There are then as regards a book three classes of persons who are in- 
terested in the kind of copyright law which shall be passed, whether 
national or international, and especially international. One class are 
the authors, the producers of the work in the first instance, they who 
have put their individuality into writing, they who have put the God- 
given thought on the white paper in written characters, they who have 
impressed their souls upon their work. 

Now, everybody says that we want to protect the authors. If we 
could only protect the authors without doing anything for the pub- 
lishers, and without doing anything for the workmen of this country, 
we would all be in favor of aninternational copyrightlaw. It is beau- 
tiful, it is pathetic, it is touching and pathetic, this sympathy which 
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the Senate has with authors. ‘‘Oh, yes, we will protect these authors I want to say one thing more. All the countries that have inter- 
and these artists. We have the greatest love for them. We want to | national copyright (and all countries on the earth except the United 
help build up, we want to help encourage their work in this country | States that call themselves civilized countries have international copy- 
and in the world; but it is the publishers that we want to get after. | right) prohibitimportations made without the consent of the proprietor 
It is the workmen who are engaged in producing the book which the | of the copyright. You can not import into England the Tauchnitz 
author has written whom we do not want to aid.”’ | edition, printed in Germany in English type. That is prevented; and 

Mr. President, the author can not always publish himself. The au- | it is prevented in the case of every book. You go to England—it is 
thor is usually in the commencement of his career poor, and too often | within the experience of Senators here—and if you have in your car- 
poor at the end of his career. He struggles. He is of necessity com- | petbag a book of an English author which has been published without 
pelled to transfer the right of publishing to somebody who has capital, | copyright in this country you know you have got to leave it before you 
just as the inventor must transfer to the manufacturer. It is poorand | land. You have got to throw it overboard, and you do it, or if you do 
cold comfort to the author and the inventor to say, ‘‘We have the | not and are caught with it you are subject to a penalty and a fine. 
greatest sympathy with you, but we do not propose to help anybody Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
but you. If you transfer your property we will no longer protect it. | there? I may have misunderstood the Senator. Do I understand him 
If you transfer to anybody else the right to make your invention, to | to say that under the law of Great Britain a German work which was 
publish your book, to reproduce your engraving, to engrave your paint- | first composed in Germany or France and afterwards copyrighted in 
ing, there shal! be no more protection for you.’’ That strikes at the | England could not be imported into England ? 


whole principle of the thing. That argament will not do. Mr. PLATT. I do—not without the consent of the English copy- 
You must look alike to the rights of the author and to the rights of | right owner. 

the man to whom the author may transfer his rights. Then there is an- Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to see that law. 

other class of people whom you may well care for, and that is the peo- Mr. PLATT. This is the English law. 


ple who tor the author and the publisher produce the work, be it book, XVII. And be it enacied, That after the passing ofthis actit shall not be lawful 

or engraving, or lithograph, or chromo, if they can be protected, if they for any person, not being the proprietor of the copyright or some person author- 

ean be aided without in any way interfering with the right of the author ized by him, toimport into any part ofthe United Kingdom, orintoany other part 
Se 


: . * ae . of the British: domains, for sale or hire, any printed book first com posed or writ- 
to control the reproduction of his work. There is the distinction I make | ten or printed and published in any part of the said United Kingdom, wherein 


in regard to the amendment of the Senator from Maine. there shall be copyright, and reprinted in any country or place whatsoever out 
I take first the production of a book. What harm is there, this be- | °f the British domains. nae 
ing reciprocal, if we say that when the foreign author copyrights in Mr. CARLISLE. I agree that is the law of Great Britain, but that 


this country his book shall be printed here, and when if an American | is not the law as stated by the Senator from Connecticut. That pro- 

copyrights in a foreign country his book shall be printed there? The | bibits simply the importation of works which were first composed and 

labor of both countries is sustained, and no harm is done to the work | published in Great Britain or its colonies or dependencies. 

in the case of a book. A man’s thought is just as well reproduced Mr. PLATT. I do not know why that should limit the matter. 

whether one man sets the typeoranother. The quality of the thought, Mr. CARLISLE. There is very great reason for it, 

the moral, the intellectual effect of his work or the artistic effect or Mr. PLATT. Ido not know why that should limit the matter. 

the dramatic effect of his work is not in any sense injured if we re- | It would simply result in this, that it would compel the foreigner in 

quire the printing to be done in this country; and so we may well | order to protect himself in this market to first publish his book here, 

provide for the great army of printers who have so developed and | and then he could protect himself in hisown market, What difference 

brought to a state of high perfection the art of printing in this country. | would that make? Why should he not be protected here although 
Why not? We harm the printers of no othercountry. We simply | he has simultaneously almost published in another country? Now, 

make an equitable arrangement, that if a foreign work is to be circu- | this proposed act provides that he shall— 

lated here it is to be printed and bound here. You might as well say Not later than the day of the publication thereof in this or any foreign coun- 

when you make a navy that it is not the right thing to do to require try deliver _ office of the Librarian the copies of his work in order to ob- 

that it shall not be made of American materials. What is that done |" °O?7"#™* on 

for? Is it to build upa navy solely? It is to build the industries of This very bill provides, if it passes as it was intended, that before 

the country; and it is on this same principle that when we provide for he can copyright in this country he must set up his book in this coun- 

the exclusive right to produce a thing in this country we couple with | 'Y> and he must copyright it on the day or before the day of publica- 

it, and properly couple with it, a provision that the work shall be done eS aomaee ia te on 

; ; i ; ARN. . ALC y aii 8 S atte on to tne 

aur sae but one limitation to that, and I thought that limita- fact, I ae a think he read coe - the English law which an- 

tion was violated in the case of the amendment of the Senator from ees hyde my eet gem ae = ed ion 

Maine. When to require all the work to be done in this country will | (°° ' a en ree oe ee 

detract from the enite of the work we should not require it to be Kentucky will listen ; ; ev 

done here. Then I do not think we should go so far as that, Thatis | ,,{iions, after the passing of thia act, print of cause to be printed, either for 

the only limitation I would put upon it. I believe the amendment of | sale or exportation, any book in which there shall be subsisting copyright— 

the Senator from Maine does that, although I do not want to discuss That applies to all books copyrighted in England— 

that amendnient, it having been adopted. I believe there is an analogy without the consent in writing of the proprietor thereof, or shall import for 

between the working printers and the lithographers, but ! do not be- | sale or hire any such book so having been unlawfully printed from parts be- 

lieve it is a complete analogy for the reasons that I have given. yond the sea, or, knowing such book to have been so unlawfully printed 
You do not change the character in the author’s work, you do not He shall be liable, etc. 

change the character of the work of him who writes a book when you Mr. CARLISLE. That has no relation whatever to importation. 

let anybody print it. You do necessarily change the character of an Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; it is expressly importation. 

engraving when you allow anybody to make a plate from which that Mr. CARLISLE. It relates to exportation. 

engraving may be reproduced; and more than that, when you make it Mr. HOAR. No, if he shall ‘“‘import’’ ‘‘ from parts beyond the 

necessary that somebody else shall, away from the supervision of the | sea’’ ‘‘for sale’’ such books in violation of the copyright. That is the 

artist himself, make the plate from which that engraving is to be re- | phrase. 


produced. That is a wide distinction. Mr. CARLISLE. I will state what that means if the Senator from: 
Now I come to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEr- | Connecticut will allow me. 
MAN], and I want to say that itis a blow atour own copyright. Sena- Mr. PLATT. Would it not be just as convenient for the Senator to 


tors treat this bill as if it were a bill to give a foreigner a copyright in | do it after I conclude? 
this country. That is not this billatall. The bill which is here is Mr, CARLISLE. Certainly. Itrelates to books unlawfully printed 
our old copyright law, so amended, indeed, that it shall make no dis- | in England. 
tinction between our citizens and the citizens of other countries as to Mr. HOAR. No, it relates to books printed beyond the sea. 
whom copyright shall be given. I said when I started out that the Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the present law of the United States 
nonimportation clause is in our law. It has been in our law since | which gives a copyright to a man (and which it is proposed to amend 
1790. The direct effect of this amendment is to allow the works of an | only in the way of allowing the citizen of a foreign country to have 
American who obtains an American copyright only to be published in | the sdme rights in copyright thatthe citizens of our own country have 
any other country and be brought to this country on paying duty. | here, and with the expectation that we shall obtain for our citizens 
That is its direct effect. | the same rights in other countries which citizens of other countries 
Now, Mr. President, as I said, the pending amendment is a direct | have in copyright there) provides, as I already read in an earlier part 
blow at our copyright system. The very essential feature of a copy- | of my argument, that the author, etc., shall have the liberty of print- 
right system is the nonimportation of the works from any other coun- | ing, reprinting, publishing, completing, copying, executing, and vend 
try. Why? lecause copyright is an exclusive right in this country. | ing the same. That is the very first thing in our copyright. 
But I might just as well say that if a man sold the subscription right I want to call attention tothis once more. The copyright law gives 
for a book in the State of Ohio you could protect that right and allow | to the author the sole liberty of printing, reprinting, publishing, com- 
people to come in there from Maryland and Pennsylvania and solicit | pleting, copying, executing, finishing, and vending the same in the 
subscriptions. United States. Now, how can you give somebody else a right to im- 
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port and vend the same without violating not only the spirit but the 
essence of our copyright law? The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio Mr. SHERMAN] refers to our copyright law. What 
more? Iam speaking now of our American copyright law, the very 
essential characteristic of which is the exclusive market as against any- 
body in the world who does not have the consent of the proprietor of 
the copyright. Seetion 4964 of the Revised Statutes, our present law, 
provides that 

Sec, 4964. Every person who, after the recording of the title of any book, as 
provided by this chapter, shall, within the term limited, and without the con- 
sentofthe proprietor of the copyright first obtained in writing, signed in pres- 
ence of two or more witnesses, print, publish, or import, or, knowing the same 
to beso printed, published, or imported, shall sell or expose tosale any copy of 
such book, shall forfeit every copy thereof to such proprietor, and shall also 
forfeit and pay such damages as may be recovered ina civilaction by such pro- 
prietor in any court of competent jurisdiction. 


Senators speak as if this were some new principle in the copyright 
Jaw. The very essence of it is that people can not import the books 
from other countries. Otherwise there would be no right given to the 
author in this market. If any man without the consent of the pro- 
prietor of the copyright can import the book, or whatever the article 
is, from other countries, then there is no copyright here; it becomes 
valueless; the life is taken out of it; the vital principle is taken out 
of it, 

How would this argument have sounded if it had been addressed to 
the first Congress of the United States that passed the first copyright 
law? Suppose some Senator there, when this language had been under 
consideration, copyright having been given to an American, had said 
that it shall be lawful to import said book for which this copyright is 
given subject to the duties? There has been nochange. The fact 
that you propose to put a foreigner on the same footing as an American 
citizen in this respect and obtain for the American citizens in another 
country the same right as the foreigner in that country makes no dif- 
ference in the princip!e. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question for 
information? If the United States passes an act requiring the for- 
eigner to publish his book here simultaneously with the foreign pub- 
lication in order to get an American copyright, will that entitle an Amer- 
ican in other countries te a copyright, and will it require the Ameri- 
can to publish his work contemporaneously there in order to have the 
same right? Will it subject the American to the necessity of publish- 
ing his work abroad in order to get a copyright there? 

Mr. PLATT. That depends upon how literally other countries may 
follow the provisions of this bill inorder to establish a reciprocity in the 
matter. 

Mr. DANIEL. If that be true, then it would be subjecting our 
American authors to the necessity of publishing their works abroad in 
order to get the foreign market. 

Mr. PLATT. I agree that if we insist upon the work of a foreign 
author that is copyrighted in this country being published here we 
ought also to submit to the work of an American citizen, when it is 
copyrighted abroad, being published in that country. I agree to that. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would not that curtail the privileges that American 
authors now have? 

Mr. PLATT. I think not. The American authors as a great whole 
have no privileges in foreign countries. 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘Their books may be imported without paying any 
tariff. They can be bought from the publisher who had bought the 
copyright in America, and they may be imported into England with- 
out paying any tariff. The author gets that benefit now. 

Mr. PLATT. As I understand the law about Americans obtaining 
copyright abroad it is this. If an American goes abroad and takes up 
his residence abroad he ean have the copyright in a foreign country. 
But what value is that to the great mass of authors in this country ? 
What value is it toa poorand struggling author in Virginiato say that, 
if he chooses, if he has money enough and friends enough to go to 
Canada and reside there he can get a copyright in Canada, or to the 
author in San Francisco to say that when he has composed, when he 
has written a work, if he will eross the continent and go to London 
and reside there he can get a copyright there? 

Mr. GRAY. How long must he reside there? 

Mr. PLATT. Thereisasupposition that in some instances there has 
been what the boys used to call ‘“‘ whipping the devil around the 
stump,’’ and copyright given when the residence has been very slight 
indeed. But the law provides for the actual residence, and I under- 
stand that authors who have obtained foreign copyrights in this way 
have got into trouble, more or less, with regard to the question of 
their residence. If they attempt to enforce the copyright there the 
question of residence always comes up in court, and if merely a nomi- 
nal residence and not an actual residence, they lose their copyright. 

I was referring to section 4964 of our present law, sania 
importation of books which have American copyright prohib- 
its the sale of them when copyrighted; which prohibits the importation 
of musical compositions, maps, charts, prints, cuts, engravings, etc., 
when they are copyrighted in America; which prohibits the sale of 
them when imported from any other country and estabkishes penalties 
for it. 
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Mr. President, I have taken a great deal more time than I desired 
to take in this matter; but I felt that the importance of this question 
is so great, I felt that the misapprehension which existed in reference 
to it is so great, I felt that the prejudice which has been raised against 
it is so great, that I should be unjust to what I believe to be a great 
principle, that I should be unjust to what I believe to be deserving 
people if I did not at some length set forth the claims for international 
copyright. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I willofferthe amendment of which 
I gave notice yesterday to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr, PLATT. Can that be offered as an amendment to the amend- 
ment? It is on another subject, I understand. 

Mr. REAGAN. The amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio 
is to strike out the prohibition of importation of books in line 31 of sec- 
tion 3. The first part of the amendment which I offer embraces and 
covers that, but it goes beyond it. 

Mr. PLATT. It strikes out also that part which was inserted by 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryk] the other day. 

Mr. REAGAN. Itcovers that, but it embraces more. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, as I understand the 
situation, the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas is not 
an amendment to the one proposed by the Senator from Ohio, but is a 
proposition to strike out the part of the bill te which the other amend- 
ment is pending, and | suppose it is in order. 

The Senator from Ohio moves to strike out certain words and insert 
certain other words. Pending that, the Senator from Texas moves to 
strike out the entire clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAtrin the chair). Itis theim- 
pression of the Chair that the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
would be first in order, inasmuch as it isa perfection of the text, which 
the Senator from Texas proposes to strike out in tofo. Although the 
Senator from Texas may, therefore, proceed in the discussion of his 
amendment, it is not just at this moment in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Presiding Officer will hear me one moment, 
in line 31 of section 3 the Senator from Ohio proposes to strike out 
the word ‘‘probibited,’’? where it occurs in the clause— 

And itis hereby, prohibited except in the cases specified in section 2505 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and except in the case, etc. 

It is the prohibition of the importation of books which is contained 
in the proviso. Now, the proviso itself, commencing on line 23, page 
3, section 3, of the bill is in the following words: 

Provided, That in the case of a book the two copies of the same required to be 
delivered or deposited as above shal! be printed from type set within the limits 
of the United States, or from plates made therefrom. During the existence of 
such copyright the importation into the United States of any book so copy- 
righted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any plates of the same not made 
from type set within the limits of the U nited States, shall be, and it is hereby, 
prohibited, except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of 

the United States, and except in the case of persons purchasing for use and not 
for sale, who import not more than two copies of such book at any one time, in 
each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of the poopy right. signed 
in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with importation; 
And provided, That any publisher of a newspaper or magazine may, without 
such consent, import for ite own use but not for sale not more than two copies 
of any newspaper or magazine published in a foreign country: Provided never- 
theless, That in the case of books in foreign languages, of which only transla- 
tions in English ns of the sume, the prohibition of importation shall apply only 
to the translations of the same, and the importation of the books in the original 
language shall be permitted 

It will be seen that my amendment simply enlarges the provisions 
of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio upon the same subject. 
Of course I shall not, if the Chair takes a different view, make any 
contention over it; but my understanding is that an amendment to an 
amendment may limit the amendment proposed to be amended or it 
may enlarge the amendment proposed to be amended, and if that be 
the rule, as I understand from the books and from practice that it is, 
then the amendment which I offer is in order. I do not care to say 
more, except that this is an enlargement of a previous amendment, 
and that I may enlarge it or I may diminish it by an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would say that it is his 
impression that inasmuch as there is a proposition still further toamend 
the matter which the Senator from Texas desires to strike out asa 
whole, action upon that proposition, which is the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio, is first in order, because should the Senate see fit 
to adopt that amendment or otherwise amend the matter 
to be stricken out it might then be that it would be in such form that 
the motion of the Seuator from Texas to amend would not be needed. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is perfectly in order for the Senator from Texas 
to move his amendment at this time, but the Chair is perfectly right 
in holding that the question must be taken first upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohie, which proposes to amend and perfect that 
part of the bill which the amendment of the Senator from Texas pro- 
poses to strike out, The Senator’s amendment may be pending; it is 
perfectly in order to offer it; but the question must be first put on the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is part of the amendment which I propose, 
and I propose ia the same amendment to embrace some lines on page 
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5, to which I shall call attention. My attention this morning nan! 


called to the fact that I had not quite embraced enough in that part on 
page 5, and I will reread whatI propose to embrace in the amendment. 
I propose tostrike outalso, beginning in line 26 of section 4, the words: 

Printed from type set within the limits of the United States, in accordance 
with the provisions of this act and by the deposit of two copies of such other 
articles made or produced in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator desires that to be con- 
sidered as part of the same amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that it be considered as part of the same 
amendment, because that covers identically the same subject, and it is 
intended to present squarely to the Senate the question whether we 
are to have an international copyright law or a supplement to a pro- 
tective tariff. That is what is intended to be brought out. 


Mr. President, I stated in a few observations which I made when | 


this question first came up as to the effect that a copyright law would 
have upon the cost of literature in this country, that unquestionably 


a legitimate international copyright law would increase the cost of | 


publications. But I stated at the same time that the question arose 
whether to protect our people against that increased expense we should 
deny to authors the benefit of securing to them the limited use of their 
books or inventions. While I recognize that a legitimate copyright 
law would increase the cost of literature, I so strongly believe that 
authors ought to have the benefit fora limited period of their own 
works that I would support a legitimate international copyright law. 
This bill provides for that, and then it provides (I used the phrase ‘‘ pro- 
tective tariff,’’ and I will repeatit, a protective tariff for publishers and 
printers, The effect of that would be to largely increase the cost of 
literature, and the effect of it would be to place a restriction upon pub- 
lications, a tax upon knowledge, I do not feel prepared to join that. 





I desire to secure the adoption of my amendment because it takes | 


out all about protecting any particular class of people except authors. 
It isa remarkable fact that in the vast number of publications, peti- 
tions, remonstrances, and memorials, and every sort of document that 
has come to us upon this subject, they discuss the question of the rights 
of printers and publishers and not the rights of authors; and the ar- 
gument here turns largely, not upon the question of the rights of au- 
thors, but on the question whether we shall give additional protection 
to publishers over the 25 per cent. to which they are entitled by our 
tariff legislation, and the additional cost growing out of the putting in 
operation of our tariff legislation and of transportation and handling, 
which it is estimated would add about 15 per cent. So practically, 
under existing law, the publishers of this country, as against the pub- 
lishers of other countries, have a protection of about 40 per cent. Can 
they not publish successfully with 40 per cent. advantage ? 

But the old ery is raised that labor is cheaper in foreign countries 
than it is here.. Mr. President, it is not a question of manual labor 
atall. A single thought will show that it is not a question of manual 
labor. The art of printing is one of mechanism. It has been carried 
to the highest degree of perfection in this country, as well as in other 
countries. A printing press on which publications are printed eats no 
more and drinks no more in this country than in England, Germany, 
or France. So it is not a question of manual labor. It is not a ques- 
tion of cheap labor. It is machinery; and practically our everyday 
knowledge and experience show us that publications are now cheaper 
in this country than in anyother country onearth. Books are cheaper, 
magazines and newspapers are cheaper here than in any other country 
on theearth, not because manual labor is cheaper, but because of the 
perfected machines for printing, which enable the skilled labor of this 
country to produce these publications. 
ought to estop the argument that labor is dearer in this country than 
all others as a reason for giving more than 40 per cent. protection 
against publications which are imported into this country 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] insists that the passage 
of this bill would not increase the cost of publications. If it would 
not increase the cost of publications why put it in the bill? If it is 
not intended to exclude publications coming from foreign countries 
why putitin here? What additional protection does it give if it will 
not increase the cost of publications? The argument is one that an- 
swers itself, Mr. President. 

I did not rise for the purpose of discussing this measure generally, 
and do not intend to occupy the attention of the Senate for the pur- 
pose of doing so. I leave it to others who have studied the subject 


more and understand it better than I do to discuss a number of other | 


features in the bill. I simply present these amendments in order to 
ask the judgment of the Senate as to whether we will have an inter- 
national copyright bill for the protection of authors or a bill to give 
additional protection to printers and publishers who now have a pro- 
tection of 40 per cent. on their work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SuerMAn]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to present more than 
one feature of the bill, and d will call the attention of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], who, I understand, is going to discuss 
the bill extensively, to the last paragraph in the bill. 


I yill premise by saying that the leading purpose of the bill is to 


| 


I say that now, because it | 
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give copyright to foreign authors, to say nothing about men who are 
engravers, photographers, and artists. It is granted here upon the 
conditions, first, that the foreign country shall give to the American 
people the same privileges that it accords to its own citizens; second, 
that the foreign country shall give to American authors the same priv- 
ileges, or substantially the same privileges, that are mentioned in this 
proposed act as being granted to foreign authors; and the third is that 
there may be an international agreement which provides for reciprocity 
in the grant of copyright, an international agreement, which, of course, 
this measure would execute in the manner and form provided herein. 
A copyright thus granted toa foreign citizen and depending upon 
the conditions brings the foreign author in competition with the 
American publisher; that is to say, in the absence of any such copy- 
right the American publisher can freely take the productions of the 
foreign author and print them in the United States without charge, 
let, or hindrance. So that creates a controversy, of course, personal 
in its nature, and material and valuable also in its characteristics, be- 
tween a foreign author and an American publisher. That controversy 
r of right, depending upon the con 


se 


involves the decision of a matt 


struction of law. The final clause in the bill is as follows 

rhe existence of eitherof these conditions shall be determined by the opin- 
ion « e Attorney-General of the United States, whenever an occa n for 
such a determination arises, 


Now, the Congress of the United States has no power to confer upon 
the Attorney-General of the United States the final decision of a ques- 
tion of right in a controversy arising between a citizen of the United 
States and any foreign power. It is a question of judicial authority, 
which must be exercised in conformity with the judicial establishment 
of the country. 

I expected that when this subject should be brought in here we 
would encounter just the difficulty that is presented in that last clause 
of the bill, and that it would be practically insurmountable, and it is. 


| That is the reason why, desiring, as I do very earnestly, that there 


should be mutual copyright engagements and arrangements between 
ourselves and all the civilized and literary peoples of the world, I have 
always believed that it is utterly impossible to do anything of this kind 
effectually otherwise than by conventions and treaties. Parallel legis- 
lation, responsive legislation, is totally inadequate, and will prove to 


| be totally inadequate, to accomplish this end 


If the committee, however, think that they can induce Great Britain, 
or Germany, or France, or any other foreign power or people to grant 
to our citizens copyright upon conditions similar to those that are pre- 
scribed in this bill as being granted to citizens of their country,if they 
think that can be accomplished they will facilitate this bill by putting 
in some other machinery than that for the ascertainment of these rights. 
For instance, when a man comes into the United States, we will say 
from Great Britain (that Government having passed a law corresponding 
in character with this), with his demand for a copyright, and he under 
takes to file it in the proper place, the office of the Librarian of Congress 
or elsewhere, then make the provision of law so that after he gives no- 
tice of his intention thus to proceed the person who is disposed to con- 
trovert with him a right of this kind shall have the power to take him 
into court upon a petition, and have the court determine, after a hear- 
ing, whether he is entitled to the benefit of the protection of this law 
in the United States as against an American publisher. Then we should 
be apt to get at it in the proper way. But the Attorney General of 
the United States, not having at his command any means for a hearing, 
must act in a summary and ex parfe manner upon this matter, and the 
Constitution does not give us authority to confer upon him any such 
jurisdiction. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator explain how it differs from the com- 


| mon case of providing that a law shall take effect, giving certain rights, 








| when the President of the United States shall certify that so and so has 


happened abroad, in the way of giving equal rights, or otherwise ? 

Mr. MORGAN. There might be a privilege that we might extend 
to the President of the United States or an agency, I will say, by his 
proclamation as Chief Executive of the United States, to declare that 
the law was in force in that foreign country, and to declare what the 
law of that foreign country is. He might do it by a proclamation ex- 
tending to all citizens, and his proclamation would carry with it such 
a degree of verity as that it would enforce upon the courts themselves 


| the duty of considering that to be the state of the law in the foreign 


country. But when the privateopinion of the Attorney General (or of 
any official, make it as broad or as strong as you please) upon the con- 
troversy between the foreign citizen and the American citizen super- 
venes there is a want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. HOAR. I agree, if the Senator will pardon me, that the Sen- 
ator’s point is a very grave one, and it is a very singular arrangement. 
But I should like to have the Senator consider whether that was not 
intended, or would not be construed, to be a certificate by the Attorney 
General which would be a general aflirmance of the fact for all man- 
kind. For illustration, the Secretary of War certifies that the con- 
ditions in regard to the erection of a bridge have been performed. 
Then the bridge becomes a public highway and post road, and the 
right, so far as it affects navigation, if it is over a navigable river, is 
fixed in the company. ‘That is not a judicial determination of a pri- 
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vate right; itisthe fact. The Attorney General’s certificate is the fact, 
and from that fact certain public and lawful consequences flow. 

Then there is the other case, usually the President, which I suppose 
might be lodged in the Secretary of State, declaring that a foreign law 
has done certain things for this country; and when the reciprocal law 
goes into effect I should think this might_be construed possibly as an 
awkward and an inexact way of stating exactly that. 

Mr. PLATT. It could not mean anything more than that. 

Mr. HOAR. If it means anything more than that, or is unconstitu- 
tional, as the Senator from Connecticut suggests, it is simply stricken 
out of the bill, and the courts will ascertain the factin their own way. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think that the proper way is for the courts to as- 
certain facts in controversy between individuals. Butif it be the fact 
that the President of the United States might by proclamation declare 
what, in his opinion, is the state of the law upon copyright, for in- 
stance, in Great Britain, conceding that to be true, there are some im- 
portant reasons, connected with what I might call the political organi- 
zation of the Governmentof the United States, which make it necessary 
that he should do so; and I draw my analogy trom this case to estab- 
lish the proposition I now advance: A treaty of the United States 
with Great Britain may be negotiated and signed by the President and 
the corresponding signers of the other government; it may be sub- 
mitted to the Senate of the United States and here ratified; but until 
by the proclamation of the President of the United States that treaty 
is notified to the world as being a part of the law of the land, it is not 
a part of the law of the land. 

It requires that executive act on the part of the President of the 
United States to declare that treaty to be, after due ratification and 
the exchange of ratifications, a part of the supreme law of the land. 
His power in that case, of course, is a very clear one, but a part of it 
is positive ordination, and another part of it is inferential. But, at 
all events, there is no doubt that the President of the United States 
can give the effect and operation of supreme law toa treaty negotiated 
with a foreign power after it has been ratified by the Senate, and that 
he could not by his proclamation, in the absence of some such consti- 
tutional provision, notify the people of the United States as to what 
the state of the law was in a foreign country unless he had the right 
under the Constitution to participate in some act which would give 
him the authority to declare that that was the supreme law. 

So I take it that when a power of that kind is found existing in the 
Government of the United States, granting, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, that the power does exist, it must be exercised by the President, 
and not by the Attorney General. This is taking from the President 
of the United States, if he has such authority, a portion of his power 
as President and confiding it into the hands of a subordinate agent of 
the judicial department of the Government. That iswhatI meant to 
say. I merely wanted to call attention to it, so that other gentlemen 
who wish to debate this question may notice the point, if there is any- 
thing in it. 

Mr. PLATT. Just one word, Mr. President, in reply to what the 
Senator from Alabama has suggested. I agree that that clause which 
he refers to as the last one in the bill isanawkward one. I wish that 
the matter had been better defined; but I do notthink that it is an oc- 
casion for amendment or for defeating the bill. If it be supposed that 
the attempt has been made by Congress to take away any rights be- 
longing to the courts the clause would be taken as surplusage. If it 
should not be taken away, it would be futile, that part of the law be- 
ing taken as surplusage, and the courts would still be open, as before, 
for the determination of questions which might arise as to whether the 
conditions exist which put the act in force. 

If it is intended merely as a matter of proclamation, I do not know 
why that may not be as well done by the Attorney-General as by the 
Secretary of State. The determination of a fact may be delegated, I 
suppose, either to the President or to any of the heads of Departments. 
It might have been better to have delegated it to the President, but 
in so far as the ascertainment of a fact is concerned, it may be dele- 
gated to the President or to the head of a Department. If it means 
anything more than that, and is attempting to take away any power 
from the courts, of course it can have no effect. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, a copyright bill, as I understand the 
measure, is a bill that entitles an author or a designer to the copies of his 
production, at least in so far as to prohibit their reproduction and sale 
by any other person except by his consent. The Congress of the United 
States, acting under the authority of the Constitution, specifically given, 
has long since passed an act which gives to American authors this right 
in respect to their works; and there is a very pervading, indeed, I 
might say a general, sentiment that the like privilege should be ex- 
tended to foreign authors. 

The strength of that sentiment in this country rests, as I conceive, 
first, upon the recognition of an equitable claim, on the part of those 
who have produced literary or artistic works which are useful and ben- 
eficial to mankind, to reap the fruits of their labors, and, from a sort of 
comity between nations, to extend to the citizens of other countries 
such rights as those countries extend to their citizens. 

In the second place, Mr. President, it rests upon the belief and judg- 
ment that if we extend to foreigners liberality in our own country it 
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will induce the extension of a reciprocal libera ity to our own authors 
in other lands. 

OUR INTEREST TO SECURE FOREIGN AUTHORS THE FRUITS OF THEIR LABOR, 

In these sentiments, Mr. President, I most fully coincide. I am 
heartily in favor of a copyright law that will give to American au- 
thors the fruits of their labors; and, in that spirit of comity and liberal- 
ity which should exist among nations, I believe it is to the best in- 
terests of our country to extend to foreign authors some such simila: 
privilege in order to induce good fellowship amongst nations, and in 
order to recognize a sort of universal equity. 

NOT OUR INTEREST KOR THE INTEREST OF AUTHORS TO CREATE PUBLISHING 
MONOPOLIES, 

But, Mr. President, I am not in favor of taking the name of copy- 
right and of invoking the considerations of conscience and comity 
which arise under it to create such monopolies in those works which 
are beneficial to mankind as will enable those who may control their 
production and sale so to monopolize the market as to make learning 
and knowledge a luxury reserved for the few and to deny them as the 
right and the necessity of the many. 

Mr. President, the name of a poor author is invoked, as I conceive, 
by those who have compounded this bill, in order that under his name 
the ear and conscience of the country may be attracted and that others 
may make spoil of his works. 

I can not coincide, Mr. President, in the theories which have been 
so ably and amply set forth by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] in advocacy of this bill. 

NO COMMON-LAW PROPERTY RIGHT OF AN AUTHOR TO PREVENT REDUPLICA- 
TIONS OF HIS WORKS RECOGNIZED HERE, 

However it maybe in England, we have never recognized in this 
country that an author or designer has a common-law property right 
in the copies and reproductions of his work or device. The common 
law is not an element of Federal jurisprudence, except derivatively 
from each State as to itself. And, Mr. President, this very bill itself 
denies the existence of any such common-law property right, and ut- 
terly refuses to confer it. If the Senator from Connecticut be correct 
in his assertion that an author or designer has a property right in the 
copies and reproductions of his work, then this bill is a complete non 
sequitur, for it denies to him the right to sell a single volume of that 
work or a single facsimile thereof in all this country. 

It he has that right by natural law which the Senator avers him to 
possess, what right has the Senator from Connecticut to impose upon 
him the condition that he shall have the work printed in a particular 
way in order to exercise it? If that is a clear, natural, and posses- 
sory right, it is the Senator from Connecticut and those who have pre- 
pared this bill who have waylaid the author on his way to its enjoy- 
ment and demanded of him that he pay for the right to exercise that 
which he claims is the gift of nature. 

THIS BILL AND THE THEORIES OF ITS CHAMPIONS ARE IN CONTRADICTION OF 
EACH OTHER. 

Mr. President, the theory upon which the bill is presented to this 
body and the bill itself are in complete contradiction of each other, 
and we must therefore look beyond the addresses of those who favor 
it to accertain what may be the true equity in the matter and the true 
ground for our favorable consideration. 

THE CONSTITUTION NEGATIVES THE EXISTENCE OF PROPERTY IN COPYRIGHT 
AS A NATURAL OR COMMON-LAW RIGHT, 

Mr. President, if this be a natural right which an author or designer 
possesses to control all copies and reproductions of his work, then the 
Constitution of the United States is profoundly in error, and those 
who framed it, although supposed to have about as comprehensive and 
clear a conception of natural rights as any statesmen who ever lived, 
have been singularly unhappy in dealing with this subject. We find 
in the Constitution, Mr. President, that Congress is given power, 
among other things— 

To promote the progress of science and useful arts— 

How ?— 
by securing for limited times to authors and inventors the exclusive rights 
to their respective writings and discoveries. 

Very plainly there is a negative pregnant in this phrase of the Con- 
stitution. If there wasa natural right of property recognized by the 
Constitution of the country in the reproduction of the authors’ works, 
it was not necessary for the Constitution to say a word upon the subject 
except those general phrases with which it has protected the recognized 
property of all our citizens and in opening the jurisdiction of the courts 
for the protection of those rights which existed. 

Not only, Mr. President, is there this implication of denial of the 
natural right of authors in the Constitution itself, but there is an ex- 
press denial of it in limiting the right of Congress to protect this en- 
joyment except for a limited period. 

RIGHT OF PROPERTY IN A PRODUCT OF THE BRAIN DOES NOT EXTEND TO COPIES 
MADE BY OTHERS. 

rty, Mr. President, isa thing whigh has its origin in possession. 

Undoubtedly the author or inventor has a property right in his manu- 

script and in the machine or device which he has produced by his 

genius; and so far the right to his invention or his work is a property 


‘ 
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right in the physical matter upon which he has wreaked his thought. for in this act; or when such foreign state or nation is a party to an interna- 


But a the physical structure of his invention or work is not 
the thing which it is sought to secure by a copyright. That is secure 
now. ‘There is not anation under the sun, nor a State or municipality, 
that has not ample and thorough provision to provect the possessory 
right of a producer in the identical article which he himself has pro- 
duced. 

But if that producer shall publish it to the world and expose it to 
public view the copyright comes in, not to protect him in the identi- 
cal thing which he has produced, but to protect him from its redupli- 
cation by others. This reduplication and imitation of his work by 
others is not a property right either of him who makes the reduplica- 
tion or of the person who possesses the orginal], and it can only be made 
a property right by law, attaching to the privilege of reproduction a 
certain element of property right, and that is what this law undertakes 
to do. 


THE EQUITY OF THE AUTHOR NOT A RIGHT OF PROPERTY. 


Having then, as I conceive, an accurate conception of how the land 
lies, when we approach this subject the question is presented to our 
minds whether or not we shall go forward and protect foreign authors 
in America in the reproduction of their works for use and enjoyment 
by our people. We should not forget in approaching this subject that, 
while the foreign author is introduced to us with a certain equitable 
claim to our attention and consideration, one that is recognized by en- 
lightened mankind as a matter of comity between nations, it is not as 


the demandant of a right that he approaches us, but simply as one who | 


introduces for our consideration an equitable claim for recognition. 
OUR FIRST DUTY IS TO OUR OWN CONSTITUENTS. 


In granting that claim, which I am free to say I think should be 
granted under certain conditions, we should not forget the standpoint 
from which we meet tbe author when he thus approaches us. Our 
standpoint is that of the guardian of the rights and interests of the 
American people. We are in no sense the representa ives or the serv- 
ants of foreign authors, and while citizens of the United States, those 
whoare our principals, would doubtless desire that we should deal with 


them with liberality, they will not cease to remember that it isas tir | 


representatives and as the guardians of their rights that we are te «al 

with the foreign author; and that the first consideration upon our minds 

should be how we:shall protect our own with just regard to others. 

IN RECIPROCAL ARRANGEMENTS THE CONSIDERATION WE GIVE LARGER 
THAT WE WILL HEREAFTER RECEIVE. 

Mr. President, we should also remember that if we have a reciprocal 
arrangement by which American authors are given in other lands the 
like privileges which foreign authors are given here, nevertheless in 
making those reciprocal arrangements our country will give rather a 
larger consideration than it will itself receive. We are now over 60,- 
000,000 of people. The intellect of Americais the most active and pro- 
ductive intellect in the world. Our country is yet in its infancy, and 
while it is a fact that it has not such a literaturé as some of the older 
nations possess, that fact is doubtless attributable not to any lack of 
genins on the part of American citizens, or to any lack of mental activ- 
ity and energy, but rather to the fact that our people have been so 
stimulated into business pursuits and adventures by the vast oppor- 
tunivies which our country affords, that they have not yet bent their 
minds so sedately to the tasks of the pen and the closet as more settled 
nations have done. But when we contemplate the fature, it is quite 
plain to anyone who has a just and proper prevision of it, that Amer- 
ica ere many years will be a land of letters and a land of arts on a plane 
as high as she now occupies as a land of freedom and a land of arms, 
and our literary productions will find a much larger market in our own 
land than any corresponding market which any foreign nation upon 
the earth can give to us. 

It is already the Greater Britain, the largest land of the English- 
speaking race on which the sun shines, and in swapping the American 
market for literary productions, or for any of the produce of the brain, 


THAN 


for any other single market in the world, we will be giving somewhat 
more than we shall receive, and the consideration on our side will be 


one that will be constantly increasing. 
WE SHOULD NOT CRIPPLE AMERICAN AUTHORS ABROAD. 


Therefore, if we grant to foreign authors exclusive privileges here, 
we should at least take care that the reciprocal privileges which are 
granted in return should not be such as to subject the American pro- 
ducer of any work te conditions which may cripple him in other mar- 
kets of the world. We will ere long produce more producers of excel- 
lent brain work than any other land. Foreign nations will be more in 
need of our productions than we of theirs; and it isour business to see 
to it that no detriment befalls our own. 

WE INVITE THE RECIPROCITY OF RETALIATION BY THIS BILL, 

Mr. President, I turn to the last section of this bill, section 13, and 
it provides: 

Sec. 13. That this act shall only apply to a citizen of a foreign state or nation 
when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States of 
America the benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis as its own citi- 


zens; or when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United 
States of America copyright privileges substantially similar to those provided 
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tional agreement which provides for reciprocity in the grant of copyright, by 
the terms of which agreement the United States of America may at its pleasure 
become a party to such agreement. 


Mr. President, consider for a moment the second condition here em- 
bodied: 


Or when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States of 


America copyright privileges substantially similar to those provided for in this 
act 


Amongst the conditions which are incorporated in this bill as prece- 
dent to the right of a foreigner to acquire a copyright here are these: 


No person shall be entitled to a copyright unless he shall, on or before the day 
of publication in this or any foreign country, deliver at the office of the Libra- 
rian of Congress, ordeposit in the mail within the United States, addressed to 
the Librarian of Congress, at Washington, D. C., a printed copy of the title of 
the book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, print, 
photegraph, or chromo, or a description of the painting, drawing, statue, statu- 
ary, or a model or design for a work of the fine arts for which he desires a copy- 
right, nor unless he shall also, not later than the day of the publication thereot 
in this or any foreign country, deliver at the office of the Librarian of Congress, 
at Washington, D, C., or deposit in the mail within the United States, addressed 
tothe Librarian of Congress, at Washington, D. C., two copes of such copy- 
right book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving,chromo,cut, 
print, or photograph, or in case of a painting, drawing, statue, statuary, model, 
or design for a work of the fine arts,a photograph of same: Provided, That in 
the case of a book the two copies of the same required to be delivered or depos- 
ited as above shall be printed from type set within the limits of the United 
States, or from plates made therefrom. 


Mr. President, as the text of this bill stands, the foreign author who, 
according to the theory of the Senator from Connecticut, has a natural 
right in America to maintain ownership of all copies of his work, in so 
| far that no other shall reproduce or sell them, is subjected to the ne- 
cessity, before he shall even publish that work in his native land, of 
having it set up and printed here and of furnishing two copies to the 
Library in Washingtop. Now, if the plan of reciprocity which is set 
forth in this bill is pursued, will not other nations, who are invited to 
do so by the United States of America, immediately accept the sug- 
| gestion and provide that no American author’s work shall be sold or 
circulated in England, or in France, or in Germany, or in Australia, or 
in Canada until that American author, before he publishes it here, has 
gone there and caused two copies of his work to be furnished to their 
| government and set up by their own printers and artists. 

The American author is our constituent, and not the foreign one. 
If weare thus to solicit and invite the world to shut out American pub- 
lications in other lands, we may well hesitate before we grant to a for- 
eigner, who is not our constituent, who is nota taxpayer of this land, 
a right which is to be maintained by such harsh conditions to our own. 

Mr. President, it will not be many years—the time is already ap- 
proaching—when American works will be eagerly sought in every land 
under the sun. Our literature is already a body of work in science 
and in letters which is sought for by students in their libraries, in their 
universities and offices, all over the universe, and that number is in- 
creasing every day that the sun goes around. I donot feel, as a friend 
of American authors and as a friend of letters, like inviting other 
nations of the earth to impose conditions against their works which 
may deny them an easy entrance into any land in which they are de- 
sired. 








BETTER NO BILL THAN A BAD BILL. 


Furthermure, I do not like the attitude which the friends of this bill, 
as it stands, have occupied in addressing the country and the Senate 
in intimating that they do not want this bill to be amended in any 
particular, and in saying that, if they do not get the bill in this shape, 
it may go. 

Mr. PLATT. 
ment as that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The appeal which I have made to the Senate is to 
pass the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, not because 
it is perfect or might not be improved if we had the time and the onpor- 
tunity, but because I think we shall not get any bill unless we take 
the bill as it came from the other House, and thatit is better to have a 
bill, even though it might need some paring or correction hereafter. 
That is the only appeal which I have made to the Senate, and I think 


Oh, Mr. President, I think there is no such senti- 


Does the Senator from Virginia yield 











































no appeal has been made by those who are interested in copyright out- 
side the Senate that has any more significance than that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was not alluding so much to any remarks of the 
Senator from Connecticrt as I was to the appeals which I have seen 
made in the public press, although I did understand the Senator from 
Connecticut in a milder and more courteous way to intimate the same 
opinion. 

Mr. PLATT. I did not intend it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Inanswertothatsugyestion, the reply, itseems tome, 
is obvious. We have more than a hundred years of history behind us, 
in which we have gotten along pretty well without any sach bill as 
this in operation. We have felt no bereavement by lack of it. I hope 


we have all time before us; and if this bill is not perfected at this ses- 
sion by reason of the short time allowed for its discussion, the discus- 
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sion will nevertheless be an enlightening one, and there is no reason 
why it should not be passed at the next session. 

Ifit were done when 't is done, then 't were well 

it were done quickly 
But if when it is done ’t were badly done, then better it were not 
done. WhatI desire to see done is the embodiment in a clean-cut 
bill of that equitable claim of the producer of a beneficial work to en- 


joy its fruits without havingso many parasites upon him that the poor 


author is almost lost sight of in the discussion ; and the contention 
arises notover him, but over those who have attempted to ride upon 
his back into public consideration. 

TRYING TO PLEASE EVERYBODY. 

[am very much afraid that the authors of this country and the for- 
eign authors, if they shall aceept any such bill as this as a fair copy- 
right bill, will find themselves very much in the condition of the man 
in the fable who tried to please everybody and who wound up by pleas- 
ing nobody. We are told in the fable of the man who started to town 
leading a very small donkey. The first crowd he came to derided him 
because he did not ride. So he got up and rode. The next crowd de- 
rided him because so large a man was on so smalladonkey. He got 
down and led again. The next crowd derided him for leading, and 
suggested that so large a man ought in fact to have pity enough to 
carry the donkey in his arms. In order to please them he took it up 
in his arms, and in this shape the twodonkeys tumbled over the bridge 
together. The poor author in this case, as posed by his pretended 
friends, has tried to please everybody. The publishers first took hold 
of him and said, ‘‘ Now, we are very much in favor of the natural right 
of copyright. The country is treating you very badly, because it does 
not recognize you and protect youin the productof your work.’’ ‘*That 
is so,’’ says the modest author, appreciating sympathy. ‘‘ Now, then,’’ 
says the publisher, ‘‘ you just provide that we shall havea monopoly 
in the publication of your work and we will go in partnership with 
you.’”’ ‘‘Allright,’’ says the author, glad to fina so powerful a friend, 
and to please the publisher he goes in with him. ‘* Hold on, there,’’ 
says the lithographer, when he has traveled a little further carrying the 
publisher on his back, ‘‘ you must take me up, too;’’ and he takes the 
lithographer up, and the poor author is ready to take anybody up, be- 
cause in certain quarters it seems that he can not find friends unless 
he gives them a free ride for their friendship. 

THE RIGHT TO IMPORT FOREIGN COPYRIGHTED WORKS SHOULD BE GIVEN. 

It is openly confessed and declared in the speeches of Senators who 
stand here as the ostensible champions of authorsand of letters that the 
bill will be killed and that they do not care anything for it unless the 
publishers of this country and the various producers of the foreign 
author’s works shali have the first profits out of his production. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] commented on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the effect that 
an American citizen should have the privilege of importing a foreign 
author’s copyrighted work after paying the tariff upon it. 

That amendment is as follows: 


During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, chart, dramaticor musical composition, engraving, chromo, 
or lithograph, cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or edi- 
tions thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set, engravings, 
negatives, or drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States, 
shall be, and they are hereby, subject to the duties provided by Jaw, except in 
the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United b 


The Senator from Connecticut urges that it is offered in hostility to 
the idea of giving the foreigner a copyright in this country or an 
American a copyright abroad. Why, Mr. President, how is this 
amendment in hostility to copyright when it proposes to give copy- 
right to disassociate it from all exacting conditions? 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, what I said this morn- 
ing was that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio was 
in derogation of the American copyright. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was just goingon toquote that. ‘‘Thisamendment 
if adopted, ’’ said the Senator from Connecticut, ‘‘ would kill copyright 
in this couutry by any foreign author, and consequently would kill the 
American copyright abroad.’’ How is the amendment going to kill 
American copyright abroad when it does not, like this bill as itstands, 
suggest the necessity of the American having twocopies printed abroad 
before he can get his book in such shape as to be copyrighted abroad ? 

THE ENGLISH STATUTE AS TO IMPORTATIONS. 

I think the Senator from Connecticut is entirely mistaken as to the 
construction of the British statute which has been referred to, and as 
I have it before me I will read it. Section 15 of the statutes of the 
fifth and sixth years of Victoria, passed by Parliament on the Ist of 
July, 1842, is as follows: 


And be it enacted, That if any person shal), in any part of the British domin- 
ions, after the passing of this act, print or cause to be printed, either for sale or 
exportation, any book in which there shall be subsisting copyright, without 
the consent in writing of the proprietor thereof, or shall import for sale or bire 
any such book so having been unlawfully printed from parts beyond the sea, 
or, knowing such book to have been so unlawfully printed or im , shall 
aell, publish, or expose to sale or hire, or cause to be sold, or exposed 
to sale or hire, or shall have in his possession, for sale or hire, any such book so 
unlawfully printed or imported, without such consent as aforesaid, such of- 
fender shall be liable to a special action on the case at the suit of the proprietor 
of such copyright. 
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That applies, as I understand it, to importations of works not copy- 
righted, and not to those which have been duly copyrighted. That is 
my understanding of that statute; but, be that as it may, how can it 
hurt the owner of the foreign copyright to allow the importation of 
his work after it has been copyrighted ? 

It is not the importation of his uncopyrighted work; it is not the 
sale of his uncopyrighted work; it is the importation and sale of that 
work which has become enhanced in value by the copyright attached 
toit. Itecan not injure him; but if it does injure him to allow the 
American to import the foreigner’s work already copyrighted abroad, 
it is no affair of ours to interfere in his interest only. The right to 
import the foreign work, on payment of the tariff tax, is the privilege 
of the American citizen. And if the exercise of our privileges should 
incidentally damage anyone else, when it does not deprive him of any 
right of property, or any equitable consideration, why, we are not his 
guardians, and it is simply an incident of nature which can not be 
avoided. : 

It damages a man if he is keeping a hotel upon astage road to have 
a railroad built that destroys the stage custom; but that damage is a 
remote matter, an incident of progress and civilization, which the law 
can not protect against, even where it is the citizen of our own country 
who is keeping the hostelry; and if by the mere enjoymentof our priv- 
ileges as Americans to purchase a thing in the market, without inter- 
posing a monopoly to enhance the price, the foreigner is going to be 
injured, I say so much the worse for the foreigner, and Iam unwilling 
to make it so much the worse for us. 


HARDSHIP IMPOSED BY THE BILL ON AUTHORS. 


There is a hardship, as I concede, against the foreign author in some 
of the conditions of the bill. In order to entitle him to the enjoyment 
of what the Senator from Connecticut says is his natural right ‘‘he shall, 
on or before the date of publication in this or any foreign country, de- 
liver to the office of the Librarian’’ here two copies which are printed 
here. In other words, underthe guise of doing justice to the foreigner 
and offering him a liberal hand we have prohibited him, before we 
will permit him to enjoy what the Senator said is a natural right, from 
even publishing his work in his own land and in his own tongue and 
selling it to his own people by a copyright which we will never recog- 
nize here, and have demanded that he shall first come here and pay 
tribute to us by depositing two cdpies printed in our own country. 

Mr. President, these appeals about natural rights, these addresses to 
conscience, these attempts to criticise gentlemen because they are not 
willing to accede everything which the framers of this bill demand, 
are inerely invoked in order to extort tribute from those whom they 
pretend to defend, and they are not made to protect authors in what 
it is asserted so bravely are their natural rights and privileges. 

Mr. President, I shall at the proper moment offer as an amendment 
to this bill to insert in line 5 of section 3 the words ‘‘ within six 
months’’ in substitution for the words ‘‘the day of the publication,’’ 
in order to extend the privileges of the foreign author, hoping thereby 
to induce other nations to be equally liberal to our own. 

If this bill should become a law the foreign author who wishes to 
enjoy the fruits of his own labor in bis own country and to gather 
somewhat of them also in this country must go to the expense of hav- 
ing a double production of his work. He must have it printed in his 
own land in order to get the copyright: there, and on or before the day 
he has it printed in his own land he must have it printed here. How 
does that burden which is thus heaped upon him consist with the 
Senator’s proclamation of natural right and appeals to conscience? 


AN AUTHOR'S VIEWS OF THIS BILL. 


I beg leave to read some words from a distinguished American au- 
thor, which I find in the New York Times, upon this subject. Mr. 
Moncure D. Conway, a gentleman who has illustrated American litera- 
ture by works published abroad and works published here,and who is 
an accompli scholar, as he is an eminent gentleman, says in his 
communication : 

To the editor of the New York Times: 


Now that international copyright is likely again to come before Congress, 
permit me to invoke your aid to prevent a serious wrong to authors threat- 
ened by the bill itself unless it differs from that offered Jast year. 

The provision no foreign author shall enjoy copyright unless his work ~ 
be published here simultaneously with its publication in his own country is a 
virtual incorporation of piracy. What pengesty is subjected to alterna- 
tives of compulsory sale, at a given moment, or loss? The clause is of little 
importance to famous men, whose weakest productions command the publish- 
er’s purse; butthe young and as yet unknown author, who most needs money, 

if compelled to sell his new work without help from its reception in 
his own country. 

Charles Darwin put the labors of more than twenty years, and a proportion- 
ate amount of money, into his “ of Species,”’ which has influenced the 
world, He was unknown to the lie before the publication of that work, 
and it is doubtful if any publisher in America would have paid him even a pit- 
tance forit before its impression in England was felt in this country. I might 
cite hundreds, literally, of similarexamples. 

This demand for simultaneous ieation isalso unfair to the American au- 
thor. It legalizes the piracy of all foreign books which American publishers 
have declined to pay for, or have offe so little for that their authors will not 

the bie to them blishers to return 

, to be published 

would arenes be 

fair payments for foreign 
“corners,” raising their price on a pretext of authors’ compensa- 
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tions nevermade. The American market will be stocked with unpaidand un- 
derpaid productions with which the American author will be unable as now 
to compete. And at the same time we shall be deprived of the satisfaction of 
branding as piracy that which would be established as copyright law. 

This provision, which marred the last copyright, is so unjust and so fraught 
with evil consequences to American authors; it is also such a sarrender of 
the essential principle of literary property, that it is doubtful whether Ameri- 
can literature would not suffer more by the success than the defeat of any 
measure containing it. May we not hope that some friend of honesty in Con- 
gress will insist that the new bill shallallow the foreign author a year at least to 
utilize any success he may have obtained by publication in his own country 

MONCURE D. CONWAY. 

Those of us who are not willing to take this bill just as it emanated 
from the hands of the committee are told that we are not the friends 
of honesty and not the friends of authors, while the very persons who 
make that censure upon their opponents are committing piracy upon 
the foreign author in taking from him property which they declare is 
his own. They will not even permit him to sell his own work in his 
own land or enjoy any right whatever in all America, and they will 
not recognize him as not the fit subject of the spoil of any publisher 
in the United States who chooses to make money and to reap where 
he has sown, unless on the very day, or before he shall publish his 
work to his own people, he shall have appeared here and paid us trib. 
ute. It seems to me absurd for gentlemen who make that argument 
to believe for a moment that they can impose upon the credulity of the 
country and make it believe that they are acting as the friends of au- 
thors and the friends of letters. 


MONOPOLY DEMANDED BY PUBLISHERS. 

The remarks made a few days since by the Senator from New York 
(Mr. Evarts] when this amendment of the Senator from Ohio was 
offered evince the animus of its opponents. That Senator said: 

Whoever is opposed to foreign copyright will vote for the amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, for that destroys the foreign copyright. 

It is inscrutable to me, it is beyond comprehension, that a gentle- 
man should say that we destroy a foreign copyright because we vote 
for an amendment toa bill allowing an American citizen to import a 
copyrighted work. No, Mr. President, we do not injure the copyright. 
We give the author the panoply of law, which is all he is entitled to 
under any equitable consideration that can be adduced in his favor, but 
we say to those publishers who want to monopolize him, to feed upon 
his work and upon the people who consume it, ‘‘ You shall not ride 
upon his back into our markets and levy tribute upon the whole people.’’ 

His opportunity— 

Says the Senator from New York— 


to make a contract here is destroyed if the publisher making the contract has 
no monopoly. 


The Senator from New York does not mince his words. He flies his 
flag boldly and openly and honestly. He is in favor of monopoly here 
and of allowing that monopoly to feed upon our own people and in- 
crease the price of books in order that the foreigner in other lands may 
fatten by it. 

Mr. EVARTS. AJII meant to say was that if we pretend to make 
it a monopoly we should make it a monopoly. A copyright is a mo- 
nopoly, and if we refuse to grant and protect copyrights there will be 
no monopoly. 


NO DUTY IN CONGRESS TO LEGISLATE TO MAKE FOREIGNERS RICH OUT OF OUR | 


POCKETS. 


Mr. DANIEL. A copyright isa monopoly tothe copyright holder, 
but itis not a monoply to the publisher; and the Senator from New 
York, although he stands with those who are pleading for the rights 
of authors, stands also with those who say in effect, ‘‘Oh, well, we 
care nothing for the rights of authors unless they will first pay trib- 
ute to the publishers.”’ 
pay him higher prices for his work than it may fairly and freely com- 
mand in the market. He has no equity to constrain Congress to pass 
laws to build him up and construct contracts for his benefit, but only 
an equity to keep other people from feeding on him, not an equity to 
be allowed to feed on them. 

We are willing to give the author that right ‘‘for a limited time,”’ 
and thus carry out the Constitution of our country, so that there may 
be a republic of letters, in which the comity of learning is distributed 
all over the world; but if the author is unwilling to rely upon those 
equitable considerations which address themselves to the equitable 


chancellor and chooses to put himself down merely upon the footing | 


of a combine with others who want to fatten upon the people, then he 
must take his place with the companions of his own selection and be 
dealt with accordingly. If he can not get rich unless we may make 
others rich, in order that he may divide with them, then he does not 
belong to that generous republic of letters which welcomes freedom 
and comity all over the world, but he has joined the despotism of let- 
ters to levy tribute upon a free people. 


CHEAP BOOKS A FPUBLIC BOON. 
The Senator from Connecticut is just as candid as the Senator from 
New York. When we reply that we can not consent that other mo- 


nopolies shall march under the flag of literary men, he scoffs at the idea 
that there is anything in cheap literature, and maintains the doctrine 


The author has no equity to make the people | 
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hat it is the duty of Congress to make books dearer in order that au 
hors shall grow rich. 

Mr. President, the American people are our constituents, and the 
cheaper their literature is, from the alphabet to the Bible, from the 
Constitution to the speiling book, the better for every little child and 
every poor man and woman in this country. Are we not buying 
schoolbooks, and did we not yesterday make an appropriation of $10,- 
000 to buy schoolbooks to put into the hands of the ignorant, and shall 
we to-day, by another enactment, pass a law to make those things 
come dearer to everybody who wants to use them? 

The whole policy of this country, indicated in its public schools, in 
its literary institutions, and throughout all its literary associations, is 
to make education cheap and to say to all ‘‘Come and drink of the 
waters of knowledge freely;’’ and yet the Senator from Connecticut, in 
the name of the authors of this land, of that liberal and cultured race 
who most appreciate the benefit of letters since they have chosen it as 
a vocation, tells us that all this thing about cheap literature is to be 
derided; that we are to pass here a bill to make literature dearin order 
to do justice to foreign authors who are prohibited by law from acquir- 
ing a single inch of American soil, who do not pay a single dollar of 
tax, and whose very works may be works written in derision of our 
free institutions. I am willing to be fair to them; but we should first 
he just to ourselves. 

THE BILL 

Mr. President, there is no mistaking the fact that this bill does not 
represent the authors of this country, except in so far as they have 
been compelled to get down upon their knees to those who are extort- 
ing and exacting from them. 

The petitions which have been signed, the letters which have been 
written by eminent men all over this country, from Aldrich and 
Beecher, Collyer and Cooke, Cleveland, Parkman, and Bancroft, none 
of them that I have seen were written in behalf of those monopolies 
which the Senator from New York and the Senator from Connecticut 
stand here tochampion. They are written simply in recognition of 
the equitable claim of authors and in advocacy of international copy- 
right. 

And yet, Mr. President, they are presented and scattered far and 
wide, and published here in order to stir the conscience of the people; 
and when the Congress of the United States is ready to grant that which 
they ask, we are told by the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator 
from New York that they care so little about it that they will killthe 
bill if you do not allow these monopolists to get on their backs and 
ride up to the Patent Office and get the first spoil of these literary pro- 
ductions., 


NOT IN THE INTEREST OF AUTHORS, 


A BASTILE, NOT A REPUBLIC, OF LETTERS BSTABLISHED 

Mr. President, I think this bill isan insult to theenlightened thought 
of the literary producers of the world, It is a bastile of letters which 
is here constructed, and nota republic. It is an appeal to liberality 
to allow tyranny ; an appeal to conscience to make extortion ; an ap- 
peal to generosity for paltry gain. Well might authors adopt, after its 
passage, the motto of the Review, ‘‘Parva lileras meditamur avena,”’ 

I have a report before me and I shall read an extract from the testi- 
mony taken in the House. 

‘*Why do the printers favor this bill?"’ 

Meaning the publishers, as I suppose—was asked by a member of 
Congress of Mr. Kennedy, who was on the stand. 

“Tor several reasons” — 

Responded this gentleman. 

“The first and principal reason is the selfish one. 
tion that has not selfishness for its inotive force.’ 

‘*The selfish one,’’ not for the author, not for learning, not for the 
enlightenment of mankind, not for knowledge, but that others should 
ride upon the back of the author, who is to be putin front. I readan 
other extract from an unknown author. There is no name attached 
to the paper that I have before me to give dignity or weight to it, but 
there is force in what this writer says: 

We were thinking— 

Says this writer 
of the poor foreign author whose “rights’’ demanded redress. But the bill 
itself has opened the eyes ofsome ofus. And then the reading of the report of 
the hearing before the Senate committee in 1888 is enough, of itself, if fully 
considered, to show the animus of the bill. Ina pamphlet of more than fifty 
pages in which that report is printed not a half page is given to the foreign 
author. 

Forty-odd of these pages given up to a presentation of the various 
considerations of profit which others will make out of foreign authors 
when they have introduced him into that free and beautiful comity of 
American recognition of natural rights and conscience and half a page 
given to him! and that is just about in the proportion that the profits 
will be divided if we shall turn the foreign authors and American au 
thors over to the tender mercies of any such gain-seeking friends. 

HOW LITERATURE DEAR, 

Now, here, Mr. President, is a practical illustration, which I take 
from this pamphlet, of how this matter will work. This anonymous 
writer says: 

The Messrs. Black, of Edinburgh, publishers of the Encyclopzedia Britannica, 


How rare is the human ac- 
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have taken from our country more than $6,000,000, which they have distributed 
among British artisans, after reserving some millions for their own use. And 
this would have continued for the space of forty-two years, had this “omnibus 
bill,”’ yclept “ copyright,”’ been in operation at the time they began that pub- 
a per anal the six m Ilions wou!d have run intothe scores, perhaps hundreds 
. ‘a ascend in our markets at $9 per volume, and, as said in the circular which 
so much offends you, would have never beena penny less had the pees law 
been in operation fifteen years ago. The “royalty” plan would have given 
all just compensation, while at the same time it could not have allowed the 
British publisher to contro! the printing press of this country to the immense 
damage of the American people. 

American enterprise, rightly or wrongly, gave the American people that 
great work at % per volume, a price at which “ British snobbery” will never 
permit the English people to secure the work, and now American inventive 
genius, by the newly devised methods which are working such wonders in the 
production of cheap books for the people, has given it to us, the American peo- 
ple, at $1 per volume! 

And the very gentlemen who are publishing the work at this price are not 
on'ty willing to pay a royalty to the foreign publisher, but are in favor of the 
Sew law, as one of their number has shown by bis articles in the Chicago 

ribune, 

Mr. President, just observe how this bill will operate. Quite truly 
and accurately did the Senator from New York say that it was monep- 
oly that was wanted. For the very purpose of boosting the price of just 
such books as are in the American market has it been devised here 
that the foreign publisher must publish the book simultaneously here, 
in type set up here. As the Jaw stood hitherto, and stands now, the 
Encyclopedia Britannica can be reproduced by the photolithographic 
process, so that the accumu.ated stores of learning of all the ages of the 
world, brought together by the most skillful literary men of the world, 
may be scattered all over this land for $1 per volume. 

Butif this bill passes, and the book must be set up herein type, and the 
benefit of the photolithographic process and stereotype is denied to the 
American people, these volumes and similar volumes which are going to- 
day into the humblest homes of our land becomeatonce only luxuries of 
the rich, and go back to five, and six, and seven, and eight dollars a 
volume. This is not for the benefit of the authors, but for the benefit of 
those publishers who have waylaid the author on his way toenlighten 
America, and who havedemanded with one hand a tribute from him, and 
with the other hand a tribute from the whole American people. In- 
stead of a few millions of dollars which the people of America have 
paid and are now paying for the enjoyment of this great benefaction in 
having literature and learning spread broadcast over the land, the poor 
who are in need of it would be compelled to go down upon their knees 
and pay tribute of a double, a triple, and a quadruple, and a quintuple 
price to these extortioners and usurers of letters, who say that they are 
greatly offended by the dullness of the conscience of the American 
people ! 

A MASQUERADE OF AUTHORS FOR THE BENEFIT OF PUBLISHERS. 

Mr. President, the American people are not dull in conscience; they 
are not dull in intelligence either, and they can clearly perceive that 
as this bill stands to-day it is a mere masquerade in the name of learn- 
ing for the purpose of exacting unaccustomed tribute from those hum- 
ble votaries of learning who are straggling for the acquirement of 
knowledge. 

I shall ask to amend the bill before we vote upon it by an amend- 
ment giving the foreign author a reasonable time to get his work here. 
1 hope that the thirteenth clause will be stricken out entirely, and 
that the American Congress will not be put in the attitude of suggest- 
ing to foreign nations a reciprocity of tribute upon authors. I shall 
also ask to amend it by inserting, after the amendment which was 
offered by the Senator from Maine, which puts the lithographer upon 
the same footing as the printer, the words— 

Or shall be otherwise and in some form produced by processes executed in 
the United States. 

If a book is printed abroad, it seems to me that any reproduction of 
it in the United States should be a sufficient compliance, without re- 
quiring that author to go to the great expense of having it set up in 
type on both sides of the Atlantic. 

NOT IN THE INTEREST OF LABOR. 

Mr. President, we are told that the typesetters and the printers want 
this measure. I should be very glad to do anything for that worthy 
class of our laboring population, but it is not to the interest of that 
class of our laboring population or of any class of our laboring popu- 
lation to go to work to try to feed upon and devour another class. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood the Senator a little while ago to speak 
of them as parasites. 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, sir, I think their friends are presenting them 
here in that attitude. Does not the Senator perceive that that is the 
attitude in which he is presenting them here’ 

Mr. PLATT. No, I do not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, itseems to me that any man who be- 
lieves that the right of authorship is a natural right, and who then says 
to that author that he shall not exercise that right in this country 
unless he will pay this tribute, is setting up a lot of parasites to ride 
upon that author’s back. It so seems to me—and my reply would be 
to the printers and to the lithographers and to all others that the ne- 
cessity is to give your children cheap books and the children of your co- 
laborers in all the workshops and on all the farms of this land and in 
all the places of toil—that cheap edacation is a greater benefaction to 
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you and to the industrial classes of every land than the little tribute 
which one class may wring out of another. 

If you do put the printers in there is no reason why you should not 
put the lithographers in. The great publishers may not be as much 
interested to put the lithographers in as they are the printers, but, Mr. 
President, there is no difference in the claim of one or the other. 

PRINTERS PROTECTED BY THE TARIFF. 

We have protected our printers as far as the policy of protection has 
been approved by the United States as properly applicable to them by 
putting the levy of a tax upon the introduction of foreign work. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him why every- 
one who labers in the production of an American book or a book to be 
circulated in America should not be protected equally with every other 
person; in other words, why the question should not be one of kind 
and not of degree? 

Mr. DANIEL. I think that is perfectly plain. Ido not see why 
every person in the United States who labors in the production of a 
book is not entitled to just as much protection, or at least to the ex- 
ercise of the principle of protection respecting him, as any other one. 
What is also very obscure to me is, I do not see why the great myriad who 
want these books to read, the myriad of school children and of schol- 
ars who are seeking knowledge, who want them, are not as much en- 
titled to protection as those who producethem. I think equality before 
the law is the great broad American principle which is the common 
platform for usall. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him why there 
should not be given a preference to men who labor by their hands in 
view of the fact that that labor is more essential to actual support as a 
rule than that of the head, as against that of authors and other persons 
similarly equipped? In other words, ought we not to consider major- 
ities, large numbers, and the men who labor in order that they may live, 
rather than the men who labor in order that they may have luxuries? 

Mr. DANIEL, I think that is the beneficent, Christian, repub- 
lican, democratic principle which ought to find entrance intoevery kind 
heart and into every enlightened brain. I agree that those who are 
more needy deserve more of the recognition of thelaw than those who 
are powerful, and who are enabled by the agencies of wealth and influ- 
ence and position to defend themselves, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to sugyest that Con- 
gress passed an act during the last session which was supposed by its 
friends to afford ample protection to the persons engaged in the publi- 
cation of books and in the production of lithographs, photographs, 
chromos, engravings, etc., and that act will not be disturbed in the 
least by the passage of this act with a nonimportation clause in it? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have already suggested the fact 
that American printers, American publishers, American book producers, 
American artists, whatever might be the art they exercise upon literary 
work, had all been protected in theappropriate act where such considera- 
tions were pertinent. What I mean when I say that there are parasites 
upon this bill is to refer to those great publishers of the United States 
who, wishing to get a monopoly, have come here to Congress to say to 
the representatives of the American people that they will not consent 
that authors shall have what is recognized by all as equitable considera- 
tion unless they will confide themselves to their hands and let them 
wring out of them whatever they may or will. 

LITHOGRAPHERS AND PRINTERS ON THE SAME FOOTING, 


For these considerations, Mr. President, I hope that the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine may be retained as part of the bill, so that 
the lithographersand the printers may stand upon the same footing, for 
there is as much claim for the one as the other; but I should prefer that 
the printers and lithographers and all others should simply look for 
such protection as may seem fitting for them to those laws in which 
that subject is appropriate, and that the copyright law should stand 
upon its own merits, disassociated from those who are seeking to make 
spoil of the author and not to benefit him. 

If this bill can be putin aclean, clear-cut shape, soas to create comity 
between foreign countries and our own, so as to stimulate foreign litera- 
ture by that enlightened recognition of authors in all countries which 
international copyright conduces to, then I shall cheerfully vote for it; 
but in this shape itis against my judgment, and I believe that the only 
effect of it would be to enhance the price of learning to the American 
people and to make fortunes for a few rich publishers. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I can not take much time to answer 
the Senator from Virginia, but as I remember his argument it may be 
said to have three salient points. One is that an author has no natural 
right in his production or the production of his work; second, that Mon- 
cure D. Conway does not agree that in order to obtain copyright there 
should be simultaneous or practically simultaneous publication; and, 
third, that the printers or members of the Typographical Union are 
parasites. I desire to answer in a word these three salient points of 
his argument. In the first place, it might be enough to quote Daniel 
Webster, who said: 


The right of an author to the production of his mind is acknowledged =r. 
where. It isa prevailing feeling, and none can doubt it, that a man’s book 
his book—his property. 


Or to qnote Drone—— 
‘ 
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Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him now? 
Mr. PLATT. No; I should rather the Senator would not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Or to quote Drone: 


The principle is as old as the property itself,that what a man creates by his 
own labor out of his own materials is his own to enjoy to the exclusion of all 
others. 

Or to quote Henry Clay, in his report on international copyright, 
where he says: 


That authors and inventors have, according to the practice among civilized 
nations, a property in the respective productions of their genius is incontest- 
able, and that this property should be protected as effectually as any other prop- 
erty is by law follows as a legitimate consequence. 

The courts of England held distinctly in some great cases that an 
author had a common-law right to the reproduction of his work prior 
to the statute of Queen Anne in 1710, which first gave statutory pro- 
tection to literary property; but the court held, by a divided court, 
that that statute took away the common-law right; that it limited it. 
It has been declared over and over again by the highest court of law 
in England that the author had a common-law right in the result of 
his intellectual labor before the passage of the English statute. It 
has not been decided, I understand, that he had no such common-law 
right in the United States before the adoption of the Constitution. 
The Supreme Court did decide in the case of Wheaton vs, Peters, in 8 
Peters’s Report, two points: First, that the United States as a nation 
had no common law, which is everywhere recognized as good law; sec- 
ond, that as to Pennsylvania, from whence the case arose, there was 
no proof that the common law of England had been adopted. That 
was all that the court decided. Mr. Drone, in his book on copyright, 
Says: 

The doctrine is now well settled in this country that a complete property in 
unpublished works is secured by the common law. This was admitted by the 
Supreme Court in Wheaton vs. Peters. It has since been repeatedly affirmed 
by the same tribunal, by the circuit court of the United States, and by every 
State court in which the question has been raised. If the common law thus 

revails in the United States with reference to unpublished productions, there 
no principle, independently of the statute, by which it can be held not to pre- 
vail in the case of published works. 

But the Senator says if he has a natural right he has an unlimited, 
perpetual right. Now that does not follow. The Constitution might 
well place limitations upon the perpetual right, and the statute which 
was enacted in pursuance of the Constitution might well place limita- 
tion on the perpetual right. The Senator seems to have mistaken a 
natural right for a perpetual right. 

Now, with regard to Mr. Moncure D. Conway, who thinks that the 
copyright should be granted here although there had been a publica- 
tion six monthsabroad. I believe that Mr. Conway is the only Ameri- 
can author who holds that opinion. 

I hold in my hand a memorial of American authors, with facsimiles 
of their signatures, and it will be found to contain not the name of 
every American author of celebrity, but it is so thoroughly represent- 
ative that I think the conclusion must be drawn that all the authors 
in the United States, with the single exception of Mr. Conway, find no 
fault with that clause; and although Mr. Conway may be a most esti- 
mable gentleman and author, I do not think his opinion should out- 
weigh that of all the other authors in the United States who have given 
the matter very careful consideration. If the Senator from Virginia 
will take the report of Mr. StMoNDs in the House of Representatives, 
he will find on page 15 the petition of Southern authors, and if he 
will turn over to page 16 he will find some six or eight authors who 
_— a celebrity in his own State of Virginia petitioning for 

is bill. 

Now a word about printers, who are called parasites. A state- 
ment of Mr. Kennedy was read; and who is Mr. Kennedy? Mr. Ken- 
nedy represents all of the typographical unions in the United States 
in this matter. The International Typographical Union met at Den- 
ver, Colo., and gave a careful and thorough consideration to what is 
known as the Chace-Breckinridge bill, substantially the same bill that 
is now before the Senate, and they unanimously adopted it. Mr. Ken- 
nedy represented them before the committee in the other House. He 
represented a membership of 40,000 in round numbers, and all that the 
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Senator quoted from him was one sentence that I shall read. Mr. 
Oates asked him, ‘‘ Why do the printers favor this bill?’’ Mr. Xen- | 
nedy replied: 

For several reasons. The first and principal reason is the selfish one. How 


rare is the human action that has not selfishness for its motive force. 


But what Mr. Kennedy said further in reply extends over five or 
six pages of the hearing, and it is not fair to Mr. Kennedy to quote 
just that one little sentence from it. He goes into the whole subject. 
He shows that the authors are not to suffer from it; that books are 
not to be made dearer from it. Mr. SrewArt, of Vermont, asked Mr. 
Kennedy the following question: 


oe the posed law have the effect of increasing the cost of literature to 


e 
b NEDY. I think not, sir. Asyou know, we have had a domestic copy- 
right law for many years, and we have not heard that the American people are 
under exorbitant prices charged for American books. Edward 
y’s Looking Backward, a book that is having a phenomenal run, hav- 

ing passed its two hundred and seventieth thousand in a little over two years, 


EERE 
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and which is destined, probably, to have a larger sale than any other book of 
the nineteenth century, can be had of any newsdealer for 50 cents, and National- 
ist clubs are furnishing it to the people for 25 cents per copy. Thene prices are 
certainly not exorbitant for so excellent a book. 

Competition among the publishers to meet with public favor and patronage 
will be an efficient check to exorbi/ant prices forbooks. The American people 
are accustomed to cheap literature, and they will continue to haveit. If they 
can not have it in the shape of books, they can have it in the daily and weekly 
newspaper and the monthly magazine. The publishers must cater to this state 
ot things. Itis obviously to their interest to encourae the people in book-read- 
ing and book-buying, and exorbitant prices for books would not be a step in 
that direction And it is no doubt true that any publisher, for various reasons, 
would prefer to have large sales and small profits to the reverse of that, 





Mr. Kennedy there puts the whole matter in a nutshell, and any- 
body familiar with the course of trade, with the rules of trade and with 
the lines of -trade, and, if you please, with the selfishness of trade, can 
not for a moment suppose that this bill and this publishing clause in 
America would make books dearer. 

I can not take time to go further into the matter, 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut one or two 
questions about the meaning of the bill. As I understand the first sec- 
tion, any author, inventor, designer, proprietor, etc., or the executors, 
administrators, or assigns of any such person, shall, upon complying 
with the provisions of this chapter, have the sole liberty of printing, 
reprinting, republishing, completing, copying, executing, finishing, and 
vending the same. Then in the next section it is provided that ‘‘the 
author, inventor, or designer, if he be still living, or his widow or chil 
dren if he be dead, shall have the same exclusive right continued for 
the further term of fourteen years’’ upon complying with certain con- 
ditions. 

Now, is it to be understood that this applies to existing productions 
which may be reproduced in other editions, so that an author who may 
have published a work in his youth and has now reached his old age 
can attach all the conditions of this bill to his production which has 
become a part of the common stock of literature, and that during the 
survival of the executors and administrators and assigns the same 
monopoly may be continued, and then during the life of his widow 
and children, or, upon their application, for fourteen years in addition 
to all this? If so, I would ask the Senator what is to be the effect of 
this bill upon the existing standard literature of the country and, as 
far as the bill is adopted by others, of the world’ It seems to me it 
is going to give a copyright monopoly not for seventeen years of a pat- 
ent, but it may be for more than a century, How is that? 

Mr. PLATT. The sections to which the Senator refers are the 
present sections of the United States statutes simply amended so as to 
strike out the limitations which apply to American citizens. Nothing 
else has been done to the present law as it exists, except to so amend 
it as to extend it to everybody, whether citizens of the United States 
or not; in other words, the word ‘‘citizen’’ is struck out of the stat- 
ute as it now exists. In other respects, in the respects which the 
Senator speaks of, it is the same provision that is in our law, and that 
has always been construed to be that, having ran twenty-eight years, 
the copyright might be extended upon application of the author, or, if 
dead, upon application of his executor or administrator, for another 
fourteen years. That is all. 

Mr. BLAIR. That applies to an American author who has had the 
right of copyright hitherto, but now comes in this bill and by its lan- 
guage it includes foreign authors as well. lt gives this right to for- 
eign authors, whose literature now abounds in this country, no matter 
when the work was produced. Foreign authors have not been included 
in the statutes heretofore in existence. This is to be a new statute, 
and it includes foreign authors and confers upon them privileges of 
perpetuity or at least of a century in the possession of copyright of 
books that have been circulating without any copyright in our coun- 
try it may be for a great many years. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator misapprehends entirely the pro- 
visions of the bill. I think it does not affect any book which has al- 
ready been published in England, and that no book which has already 
been published in England can obtain a copyright under the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the language is very clear. The bill says any 
author, inventor, designer, or proprietor, etc., complying with the pro- 
visions of this chapter, shall have the sole liberty of printing, reprint- 
ing, publishing, completing, copying, etc. The right of reprinting, of 
reproduction, must apply to new editions. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will turn to page 3 (and that is what 
the Senator from Virginia was complaining of ) he will find that in or 
der to obtain any copyright the author must, not later than the day of 
publication thereof in this or any foreign country, deposit copyright 
books. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this copyright applies by the first section to the 
reprinting, to new editions, to any new form in which the old matter 
may be reproduced or reprinted; and, if I comprehend this bill, gives 
to the foreign author, no matter if he be still living, no matter if his 
book was produced fifty or seventy-five years ago, or to his executors, 
administrators, or assigns, and to his wife and children if they are sur- 
viving, the right for fourteen years to come into America, establish 
their copyright, thus obtaining for the foreign author and his descend- 
ants privileges which nobody ever thought under any copyright of con- 
ceding to the citizens of the country that had enacted the law. 
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It seems to me very clear from the reading of these twe sections that 
this is correct, and I find nothing whatever in the third section upon, 
the third page, or in any part of the section, or in the bill, that inter- 
feres with this enormeus and extraordinary privilege which is thus 
conferred upon the foreign auther, and it must apply te the great mass 
of literature abounding in our country which has come to us from 
abroad. 

There is another point to which I want to call attention, and that is 
in the proviso on the third page, in section 3: 

During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United 
States of any book so copyrighted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any 
plates of the same not made from type set within the limits of the United 
States, shall be, and it is hereby, prohibited, except, etc. 

I have no recent information about it, but I have always understood 
that American authors have sometimes exercised the privilege of going 
abroad; that when American publishers were not found to be ready to 
do them justice in the publication of their works they have employed 
publishers in other countries and have produced their books there, 
which have been subject to our tariff duties when imported into the 
United States, and thus have found the American market; that it is 
the right of American authors to introduce works from abroad and im- 
port them into the United States subject to the tariff duties and sell 
them within the limits of their country. Now, I understand, and I 
ask the Senator if I am correct, that this measure takes away that right 
of the American author to have his book reproduced abroad and then 
be subject to the tariff duties when it is sold in the market of his own 
country. ‘The foreign and American author are much intermingled; 
the language is broad and inclusive; it takes in all authors irrespective 
of their nativity or citizenship. If I am wrong in that construction 
of the bill I shall be glad if the Senator will indicate it. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator is entirely wrong as to the first 
point. Now, will he repeat the second question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is whether, under the provisions of this bill, the 
selection by an American author of a publisher abroad to publish his 
book, when he can not find one satisfactorily at home, deprives him of 
the right of publishing it at home. 

Mr. PLATT. As to existing contracts? 

Mr, BLAIR. Notatall. Iam not raising a question as to vested 
rights, but I speak of the broad application of the law in the future. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido understand—— 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That no American author can have his book printed 
abroad ? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido understand that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam correct in regard to that? 

Mr. PLATT. Iso understand, 

Mr. CARLISLE. He can have it printed abroad—— 

Mr. BLAIR. But he can not have it reimported? 

Mr. CARLISLE. When he wantsto have it copyrighted in his own 
country he must have it set up in type here, and no part of any edi- 
tion he has had printed abroad can ever be imported. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course there is nothing to prevent his having a 
book printed abroad, but it can not be imported. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is, he loses the Ameriean market, the right which 
he now has. . 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I wish very briefly to reply to cer- 
tain comments by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] upon my 
remarks. 

The Senator, concerning the natural-property right of an author or 
designer in the copies of his work, cited Mr. Webster. I find the lan- 
guage used by Mr. Webster in a case which he argued in the Supreme 
Court, reported in 8 Peters, 653, in the case of Wheaton and Donald- 
son vs. Peters and Gray, in which he said: 

The right of an author to the production of his mind is acknowledged every- 
where. It is a prevailing feeling, and none can doubt that a man’s book is his 
property. It may be true that it is property which requires extraordinary 
legislative protection and also limitation. Be it so. 

I think the quotation of the Senator from Connecticut was rather 
unfortunate in this case, as it is taken from an argument of Mr. Web- 
ster in a case which he argued in the Supreme Court, and which he 
lost by the overruling of the views now presented by the Senator from 
Connecticut, The court very clearly defined what was the author's | 
property right and privilege, and replied to Mr. Webster’s argument, 
overruling it in language found in the opinion delivered by Mr. Jus- | 
tice McLean. 

Justice McLean said: 


That an author at common law has a property in his manuscriptand may ob- 
tain redress against anyone who deprives him of it, or by improperly obtaining 
a copy endeavors to realize a profit by its publication, can not be doubted; but 
this is a very different right from that which asserts a perpetual and exclusive 

roperty in the future publication of the work after the author shall have pub- 
fished it to the world. 

The highest tribunal of this country heard from the lips of the great 
Webster the very language which has just been used in debate by the 
Senator from Connecticut, and, declaring that he was incorrect in that 
statement of the rights of authors, if he meant what the Senator from 
Connecticut construes him to have meant, the court defined the au- 
thors’ rights just as we do who oppese the views of the Senator from 
Connecticut. 
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I think that Senator is equally unfortunate in quoting the memorial 
of American anthors in support of any such bill as that which he has 
presented. I have seen that memorial before, and I have it before me 
now. In the memorial itself, and in the addendum thereto which was 
made by one of the most distinguished American men of letters, the 
late George Bancroft, there is not asingle idea or intimation of an idea 
which sustains the peculiar views which the champions of this bill 
have presented in their arguments and which is contained in its text 
They say: 

The undersigned American citizens, who earn their living in whole or in part 
by their pen, and who are put at disadvantage in their own country by the pub- 
lication of foreign books without payment to the author, so that Ame n 
books are undersold in the American market, to the detriment of American lit- 
erature, urge the passage by Congress of an international copyright law which 
will protect the rights of authors and will enable American writers toask from 
foreign nations the justice we shall then no longer deny on our own part. 

There is no appeal there for a prohibition upon the rights of an Amer- 
can author to import his own work, noris there any appeal for the mo- 
nopolies of those publishers who have attempted to make themselves 
the parasites of this bill. Mr. Bancroft, in the conclusion of this me- 
morial, presents his own views tersely as follows: 

The undersigned, an American citizen, urges the passage by Congress of an 
international eopyright law which will protect the rights of authors and will 
enable American writers to ask the same act of justice from foreign nations. 

Wellsaid. Ishould have no hesitation, if my name added any weight 
to such a memorial, te address and sign it and present it to the Amer- 
ican Congress. But there is no response to this memorial for the pro- 
tection ef American authors in a bill which requires an American au- 
thor, if its scheme of reciprocity is carried out, to go to a foreign land 
and have two copies of books presented there and printed before he can 
acquire a copyright in the country in which his book is printed. There 
is nothing in this memorial even tosuggest the idea that the American 
authors who have appealed to Congress desire that publishers and others 
should become the custodian of their works and be placed in such a 
position as to take them at a disadvantage and compel them to get down 
on their knees to them before uttering their works to the world that 
desires them. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, President, I know of no more ungracious task 
than to oppose this copyright bill. It requires some considerable de- 
gree of courage for a Representative or a Senator to stand up in his place 
and object to what is apparently and upon the surface so fair, and so 
reasonable, and so desirable a thing as is claimed to be aimed at in this 
bill, the encouragement of literature by the providing for the pecuni- 
ary interests of the author. Ido not know, sir, that I should have had 
the temerity to oppose this bill upon principle if it had not been that, 
in the course of debate, as well by the confessions of speakers as by the 
tacit confessions made in voting, I thought I discovered an old acquaint- 
ance. 

I thought I felt the hair of my friends protected Esau, although the 
voice was that of free-trade Jacob; and, being emboldened by that 
recognition of old acquaintance, I take it upon myself to expose myself 
and my fortunes, and like the lady in the play, when sheleft the room 
where the other ladies were, she said: ‘* Ladies, I bid you good-by 
and leave my character with you.’’ [Laughter.} I am therefore 
encouraged, I say, to expose myself to the combined hostility, if it be 
that anything I should say or do would be thought of sufficient im- 
portance to justify the action of that hostility towards me—to the 
combined influence of the authors of the literature of the two leading 
nations of civilization, by standing up for the purpose of objecting to 
any further or other restrictions upon the universal diffusion of knowl- 
edge than the necessary and normal expense of procuring it always 
imposes. 

I had rather, Mr. President, be the means of placing a cheap book— 
I mean by cheap book, a book printed, published, and sold cheaply— 
in the hands of one poor, ambitious boy, which might stimulate him 
to great exertions in life than to puta million dollars in the ts 
of the rs, or any other publishing house, by this copyright bill. 
I had rather be the means of furnishing a cheap literature that would 
solace the Sunday afternoon or the fireside of the workingman than 
to acquire for myself all the praises that all the authors of all our lit- 
eratare could heap upon me. 

Mr. President, there ean be no greater benefit conferred upon man- 
kind than the inerease of their knowledge; and increase of knowledge 
is increase of power; increase of power is increase of their civilization; 
and increase of their civilization is an inerease of their happiness. I 
am opposed to anything that adds to the difficulties of obtaining this 
knowledge for the common people of my country. 

Why, Mr. President, the great blind poet Milton wrote a treatise, a 
plea in behalf of the liberty of unlicensed printing some hundred years 
ago, and he used, among other eloquentexpressions, these remarkable 
words: 

Give me the liberty to know, to utter, and to argue freely according to con- 


science, above all liberties. 
* * > a * * * 
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h. Let her and Falshood grapple; who ever knew Truth put to the 

wors ina free and open encounter? er confuting is the best and surest sup- 

ing. He who hears what praying there is he light and clearer know- 

Ease to be sent down among us would think of other matters to be constituted 

beyond the discipline of Geneva, fram’d and fabric’t already to our hands. Yet 

when the new light which we beg for shines in upon us, there be who envy and 
oppose, if it come not first in at their caseme nts, 

What a collusion is this, when as we are exhorted by the wise man to use 
diligence, to seek for wisdom as for hidd’n treasures early and late, that another 
order shall enjoyn us to know nothing but by statute! When a man hath bin 
labouring the hardest labour in the deep mines of knowledge, hath furnisht out 
his findings in all their equi . drawn forth his reasons as it were a battell 
raung’d, scatter’d and de Cated all objections in his way, calls out hisadversary 
into the plain, offers him theadvantage of wind and sun, if he please, only that 
he may try the matter by dint of argument, for his opponents then to sculk, to 
lay ambushments, to keep a narrow bridge of licencing where the challenger 
should , though it be valour anough in shouldiership, is but weakness and 
cowardise in the wars of Truth. 

For who knows not that Truth is strong next to the Almighty? She needs 
no policies, no stratagems nor licensings to make her victorious; ‘hose are the 
shifts and the defenses that error uses against her power. Give her but room 
and do not bind her when she sleeps, for then she speaks not true, as the old 
Proteus did, who spake oracles only when he was caught and bound; but then 
rather she turns herself into all shapes except her own, and perhaps tunes her 
voice according to the time, as Micaiah did before Ahab, until she be i 


adjured 
into her own likeness 


Those words, Mr, President, were used by the great poet in behalf 
of the freedom of unlicensed printing; but every sentence there set 
forth by that immortal man applies with equal force, with equal truth, 
to any hindrance or obstruction upon any method of obtaining know!l- 
edge in ourcountry andour time. The law which requires the printer 
of a book to take out a license for the privilege of doing so before he 
can utter his thoughts at allissimplyan extreme form of thelaw, which 
here requires that but one man shall publish any book, that all men 
shall buy from him alone and at his own price. 

It is wrong, the whole of it. It is at best astigma upon the fame of 
the men of genius of our race who are to be found in the shining ranks 
of authorship. The great men of other professions seek not to patent 
or exclude from the widest use their great thoughts. 

The great men in medical science are ashamed to undertake to make 
monopoly of any of the discoveries that they have made for the benefit 
ofsuffering humanity, and that profession excommunicates any of its 
members asunworthy who do undertake to make money by theexclusive 
use of a discovery of that kind. The great men of science seek not to 
patent or exclude the world from the use of their great discoveries. 
‘Lhey are only too glad and too happy if mankind recognizes them. 

Even a domestic copyright is something that I am very loath and un- 
willing to submit to. It isa remnant, areminder of medizval monop- 
oly, which is utterly opposed to the genius of the present age in which 
we live. It was the conception of times of ignorance, and tyranny, and 
despotism. It is utterly opposed to the broad and free spirit of the 
land and the age in which we live. 

Now, sir, this copyright bill, it seems to me, is nothing else than an 
attempt to extend the doctrine of protection extraterritorially, beyond 
the jurisdiction of the laws of the United States. If it was intended 
alone for the benefit of the authors, then, sir, no reasonable man would 
have objection to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHrr- 
MAN], which permitted, or which would permit, the importation from 
abroad of publications which had been copyrighted abroad and copy- 
righted here. It could make no difference to him. 

I think the argument of the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] 
upon that point was absolutely conclusive and unanswerable. The 
author makes terms with his publishers in both worlds, and when he 
has copyrighted in America as well as in Europe he has received all he 
has aright to receive. And to say that although his work is copy- 
righted in England and in America, yet*the production under that 
copyright shall not be imported here, can not be said to be for the au- 
thor’s benefit, but is for the benefit of the publisher in America. 

They say, and they dwell a great deal upon it, that it is not honest 
to appropriate without compensation the work of other men’s brains. 
Neither is it honest, Mr. President, to appropriate the work of other 
men’shands; and when the men who are pleading for honesty, and who 
come forward with these loud-mouthed professions against the dishon- 
esty of publishing a work the author of which has not been paid, go 
still further and say that the poor man who is to read that book shall 
not be itted to read it at 50 cents, for which price he could buy it 
abroad, but shall be compelled to pay the American publisher $1, it is 
quite as dishonest as the appropriation of another man’s brains. 

The whole scheme is quite as dishonest as was ever manifested by 
any publishers for publishing unauthorized books. For myself, if I 
had my way about it—perhaps it is well enough for some people that 
I do not have my way in all things—I would repeal the tariff duty 
that is now upon literature to the shame of our country, and I would 
allow all knowledge that could benefit the people of this country to 
come in freely, and I should invite it to come, and I should be but too 
happy if that offer was accepted in amanner universal, so that all, from 

t to the least in our land, would be abundantly supplied 
with literature. That, itseems to me, should be the course of the Ameri- 
can Senate. 

How any man who believes that the diffusion of knowledge is desir- 
able, that the publication of books and the reading and distribution 
of books are matters that ought to engage our attention, could vote 
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against the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN 
giving the benefitof acopyright in Europe and America and absolutely 
forbidding the importation of any books whatsoever from one country 
to the other, is something that I can not understand to be consistent. 
Why, Mr. President, what are the grievances of authors, anyhow ? 
I have before me this morning’s copy of the New York Sun, whose 
editor, I suppose, it will be admitted, is very high authority in mat- 
ters pertaining to literature. Perhaps we have no better or higher in 
America, certainly among American editors. Mr. Dana says that there 
were published last year (1890) 4,559 books in America, of which about 
one-third were of fiction, about one-third were religious and theological 
(because he properly, without intending it perhaps, drew a distinction 
between religion and theology; religion, a great English author said, 
comes from God; theology generally comes from the other individual) 
| laughter ]—one-third fiction, one-third religious and theological, and 
one-third philosophical, | phical, historical, andsoon. Hesaysalso 
that one-half of the novels, the fiction that is read in America, are from 
American authors and about one-half from foreign authors, and that by 
no possibility of copyright, under no circumstances, could the character 
of novels, of the fiction that is produced in either country, be stimulated 
or improved by copyrights. As to the number that might be spawned 
upon credulous humanity, I suppose all will agree with him and with 
me that it is not desirable to increase. 


He says 

Chis is the department of our literature which suffers most from the absence 
of international copyright, if we are to believe the strenuous advocates of that 
measure. The books by American authors most likely to be reprinted in Eng 
l ls, Comparatively few of 





i v our works in any other literary field 
are wanted for pul ation there. Yet iad that the production of domest 
fiction es on ata rapid rate without the stimulus of international copyrigh 
In quality, too, itis as high as it would be if it could obtain both American and 
foreign copyright, for already it is as high as it is able to get. 
« « « . . 

Neither can the Amer 1 nov t make much, ifany, more money 

if the new law passes. Ifit puts up the price of English reprints, how is he go 


i to gain by such a result” yuuy fiction of domestic produc 


Peo, will 
i y will only buy it because 


tion simply because th 


re ste as much rh 
they prefer it to the forei 


If novels are dear fe 





y r, wer of them will be read 
in book form, whether they are English or American The competition be 
tween the two will not be leasened and the taste which prefers the foreign ar 
ticle willremain. An English copyright also is not likely to be of much practi 
cal advantage to our novelists whose stories a 1 demand on the other side of 
the water. By arranging for priority of p ication in London they alread) 
get about as good terms as they could hope to get under acopyright law. 


Now, Mr. President, when this thing is simmered down it will be 
be found to be simply in the interest of the publishers of America, 
That isthe whole sum and substance of it. The result of it will 
that we are to lessen the means of knowledge for our people, and we 
are to increase the difficulties of obtaining it. We are to starve men 
tally the millions and millions of our countrymen for the benefit of a 
few publishers in America who could be counted on the fingers of both 
hands. That is the aim of this bill, and nothing else. I am opposed 
to itin prin«‘ple out and out. Ishall vote for every amendment in 
the hope of making it better, and I shall vote finally against the bill 
and the amendments in the hope of consigning it to that ignominy and 
obscurity which every effort to deprive the people of knowledge so well 
deserves. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from Ohio 
who offered this amendment is not here himself to take charge of it. 
But in his absence I desire to say a very few words. The amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio is to strike out the word “ prohib- 
ited,’’ in line 21, section 3, page 4, and insert the words ‘‘ permitted, 
subject to the duties imposed by law;’’ so as to provide that, instead 
of an absolute prohibition on the importation of these copyrighted 
books, they shall continue to be imported hereafter as heretofore upon 
the payment of duties. That part of the section which relates to this 
subject, as it stands, reads as follows 


be 


Provided, That in the case of a book the two copies of the same required to 
be delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from type set within the 
limits of the United States or from plates made therefrom. During the exist- 
ence of such copyright the importation into the United States of any book so 
copyrighted, orany edition or editions thereof, or any plates of the same not 
made from type set within the limits of the United States, shall be, and it is 
hereby, prohibited, except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Re 
Statutes ofthe United States; and except in the case of persons purchasing for 
use and not for sale, who import not more than two copies of such book atans 
one time, in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of the 
eopyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with ea 
im portation. 

And-I desire at this point to call the attention of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to part of the language which I have 


just 
read, and to ask him what hisinterpretation of it The la 


nguage 18 


Except in the cases specified in section 
United States. 


205 of t R | Statutes of the 

Mr. PLATT rose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me state my question. Section 2505 of the 
Revised Statutes is the section which contains the tariff schedule. 

Mr. PLATT. The free list relating to books. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The free list not only relating to books, but to 
all other articles. Now, that section 2505 permits the importation free 
of duty of certain books, prints, engravings, etc., for certain purposes 
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and by certain persons. But that section, as we all know, has been 
superseded by an act passed at the lastsession of Congress, which in some 
respects changes the law, either by diminishing or by increasing the 
number and character of the articles to be admitted free of duty. So 
that the effect of this bill, if passed, will be vo change the law which 
was passed at the Jast session of Congress in regard to these matters; 
because as the bill now stands, having been amended upon the motion 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], it will prohibit the importa- 
tion of lithographs of all kinds or for any purpose—chromos, engray- 
ings, prints, cuts, etc.—no matter for whom they may be imported or 
for what purpose they may be imported; whereas the act passed at the 
last session of Congress permits the free importation of these articles 
by certain persons and for certain purposes, differing in some respects 
from section 2505 of the Revised Statutes. 

This, however, is comparatively a small matter; but I have no doubt 
it was an oversight and that the framers of this bill intended to per- 
mit the importation of all those articles which are now admitted free 
of duty under the statute of the United States, If so, the bill does not 
accomplish their purpose. The bill has been amended, as I said, upon 
the motion of the Senator from Maine, as follows: 


In section 3, line 23, after the word “book,” insert ‘‘map, chart, dramatic or 


musical com position, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph;” 
60 as to read 


* Provided, That in the case of a book, map, chart, dramatic or musical com- 
position, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, the two 
copies of the same required to be delivered or deposited as above shall be 
printed from typeset within the limits of the United States or from plates made 
therefrom.” 

I do not know exactly what that means. Perhaps the Senator from 
Maine can explain it. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘‘ Plates made therefrom;’’ that is, from type. 

Mr. PLATT. Stereotype plates. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Perhaps that is what it means, but I do not see 
its application to photographs, etc. 

Again, it is proposed to insert in section 3, line 26, after the word 
‘*therefrom,’’ the words “‘ or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or draw- 
ings on stone made within the limits of the United States, or from 
transfers made therefrom;’’ so as to read: 

The two copies of the same required to be delivered or deposited as above 


shall be printed from type set within the limits of the United States or from 
plates made therefrom— 


This is plain enough as to books and other printed matter— 


or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawing on stone made within the limits 
of the United States, or from transfers made therefrom. 


And again: 
During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, or 
lithograph, cut, print. or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or editions 


thereof, orany plates of the same not made from type set within the limits of 
the United States, shall be, and it is hereby, prohibited, etc. 


And again: 

And except in the case of persons purchasing for use and not for sale, who 
import not more than two copies of such book, map, chart, dramatic or musical 
composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph at any 
one time, in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of the 
copyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with each 
importation. 

The effect of these amendments is, in the first place, that no person, 
whether he be an American author or inventor or designer, or a for- 
eign author or inventor or designer, can procure a copyright for his 
literary work or for his work of art unless he has the type set, in the 
case of a literary work, or the plates made,in case of engravings, etc., 
in the United States; in the second place, that all this character of 
work, literary works and works of art, is excluded from importation 
into the United States, except in the limited numbers prescribed by 
the bill and with the written consent of the owner of the copyright in 
this country, given in the presence of witnesses. 

This is a change of the law as it now stands with regard to the pro- 
curement of a copyright. In the statute passed in 1790, one hundred 
years ago, to which the Senator from Connecticut called the attention 
of the Senate in his remarks this morning, there is no provision that 
the author shall be denied a copyright unless he has the type of his 
work first set in this country or unless it is printed or produced from 
plates made in this country, and the resultof that has been that if the 
American author desires to sell his book, if be can not make proper 
terms with the publisher here, he can send his work abroad and have it 
set up in type and can import the plates and printthem and procure an 
American copyright; but if this bill passes in its present form, with 
this prohibition against the procurement of a copyright and the pro- 
hibition against the importation when first published and produced 
abroad, the American author would be denied the privileges which he 
now has. 

He must have his work first set up in type here to procure a copy- 
right here. After it has been copyrighted here or if he goes abroad 
and has it published ahroad because he can procure better terms for 
publication there than he can at home, he never can import into this 
country or sell in this country a single copy of his own work, except 
the two copies which are allowed to be imported and published with 
the written consent of the publisher who owns the copyright in this 
country. 
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Why should we deny these privileges to the American author? The 
authors have not asked forthem. The pur of a copyright bill, as 
I understand, is to secureand protect the right of the author, inventor, 
or designer of a literary work or a work of art, and these provisions in 
regard to publishers and printers have no proper place in such a bill. 

I am not going into the discussion of the question whether or not 
the author, inventor, or designer of such works has a natural right of 
property in them. It is sufficient to say that he has at least an arti- 
ficial right, which has been recognized by every civilized nation in the 
world, with certain limitations, of course, the United States among 
them, and that it was the intention of the framers of the Constitution 
that it should be recognized and protected here. But why shall we 
deny to these American authors the right which they now have, to have 
their books copyrighted in their own country, no matter where the 
type was set? and why shall we deny the right to the people of the 
United States to import into this country, for sale and for use, books 
which have been copyrighted here and in England and in other coun- 
tries as well? 

It is said this must be done for the protection of the publishers and 
printers. Why, Mr. President, I had occasion the other day to show 
that this very Congress has a law extending to the publishers 
and printers of the country all the protection which the friends of that 
law supposed was necessary for them, a measure of protection larger 
than they ever had during the history of this country until compara- 
tively a few yeareago, and not one jot or tittle of that- protection will 
be taken away from them by the passage of this bill, without the non- 
importation clause in it. 

If this bill be passed with the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
incorporated in it, all the publishers, all the printers, all the engrav- 
ers, all the lithographers, all the photographers, and others engaged in 
the production of these works in the United States will continue to 
enjoy exactly the same measure of protection that they now enjoy and 
have been enjoying for many years, and no reason has been given, so 
far as I have heard, why a prohibition against the importation of these 
articles is any more necessary when you have international copyright 
than it is when you have no international copyright. 

In my judgment, itis not sogreat; but, certainly, there is no greater 
reason for absolutely prohibiting the importation of these works with 
au international copyright statute upon your books than there was 
without such a law upon your books, and no one would ever have 
dreamed of introducing into this Congress a measure to prohibit abso- 
lutely the importation of those works, except in connection with this 
bill. It seems, as the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has well 
said, that the publishers and others have simply taken advantage of 
the great desire upon the part of the authors of the United States and 
the well-known disposition of the Congress of the United States to grant 
international copyright, to fasten themselves on to it and get the bene- 
fit of this prohibition or defeat the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask a question 
or make a suggestion in this connection? 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator desires to ask a question, of course 
I have no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do it for the reason that I started out the other 
day disposed to favor the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN], but further investigation of the question and of the bill 
makes prominent in my mind the fact that we do not know that in- 
ternational copyright will be established with all the nations of the 
world. 

Now, if we adopt the Sherman amendment, does it not have the ef- 
fect to absolutely repeal the present copyright law so far as the Amer- 
ican author is concerned aad authorize the importation of his books 
into this country from any country which has not adopted the interna- 
tional copyright, or in which he has not copyrighted his book, and al- 
low its introduction into this country at an ad valorem duty of 25 per 
cent.? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think, if the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] were adopted and no other provision were 
made on the subject, the result which the Senator from New York sug- 
gests might follow; but my idea would be that, if the Senate adopts 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, then we should 
prohibit the importation of unauthorized prints of these books; that 
is to say, if there is any country in the world which does not allow the 
American to copyright his book there and the work of an American 
author is printed there without his autherity, prohibit the importation 
of that unauthorized print into the United States, just as England does 
now. That is a very easy matter to meet. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idoubt nota provision might be made broad enough 
to cover that, and yet it seems to me that it would be somewhat in- 
volved and it would be against the whole theory and plan on which 
this bill is constructed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I concede that if the amendment was adopted as 
it stands and no further provision made on the subject—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Unless there is a farther provision inserted in the 
bill, the effect of it would be to practically repeal the present protec- 
tion which the author has in this country, that is, the exclusive sale. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would if left in that form without any addi- 


. 








1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2617 





tional provision to prohibit the importation of unauthorized reprints 
or reproductions of these works of art. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the Senator to use the word ‘‘un- 
authorized.’’ In the first place, it would authorize the importation 
from all countries that did not enter into this international copyright 
arrangement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would be unauthorized in every country ex- 
cept those in which the international copyright prevailed, unless the 
author himself should give consent to somebody in another country to | 
reprint his work. They having recognized his right to his work, he 
might himself allow it to be printed in some country, which did not 
grant an international copyright to him, and that would not be pro- 
hibited. 


|} posed and published abroad, 





Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand that he would have any control 
over the question of the reprint in any foreign country unless it came 
in under the provisions of the law? 

Mr. CARLISLE. He would not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Therefore, in any country that should decline to 
make this international arrangement, however obscure it might be or 
in which he thought it was not worth while to be at the expense of 
copyrighting his work, from that country his book could be imported 
into this country, discharged from the copyright laws of this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Of course he woald have no legal control over the 
reprinting or reproduction of his work in any foreign country which 
did not by its law secure that right to him; but I suppose the Senator 
from New York is aware of the fact—at least I believe it to be a fact— 
that notwithstanding we have no international copyright law in the 
United States, many American publishers doin fact make arrange- 
ments with English or other authors for the publication of their works 
in this country, and pay them something for it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose that is true. If the provision of the 
Sherman amendment were only made to apply to the works of foreign 
authors, and imposed this condition upon them, I could seegreat force 
in the provision; but when it is obvious that it applies to American 
authors and practically repeals the present copyright law in respect to 
American authors, then it seems to me that the arrangement is vicious, 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would do no particular harm with the addi- 
tional provision which I have suggested. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The Senator will pardon me for interrupting him. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not object to the interruption. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It was simply for the purpose of bringing out this 

int clear in the discussion. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me, as he 
has been interrupted, I wish to suggest another feature of the Sherman 
amendment. Commencing at the bottom of page 3, I understand if the 
Sherman amendment should be adopted it would read in this way: 

Is hereby permitted, subject to duty, except in the cases specified in section 
2505 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I called the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
that when he offered the amendment, and my recollection is that his 
statement was that, if his amendmentshould be adopted, it would be fol- 
lowed by others to change the phraseology of the bill. 

This section as it stands permits the importation of not more than 
two copies of any newspaper or magazine with the consent of the pub- 
lisher of the newspaper or magazine. That would certainly work a 
great hardship. If an entire periodical or newspaper is copyrighted, 
then it might be very proper to place it upon the same footing as a 
book, whatever footing the book shall be placed upon, but it frequently 
happens that a singlearticle ina magazine ora single article in a news- 
paper is copyrighted; a piece of poetry or a disquisition upon some 
subject may be protected by a copyright and published in a magazine 
or a periodical or a newspaper, no other part of which is copyrighted, 
and yet the copyrighting of one single article in that newspaper or 
magazine would prevent its importation into the United States and its 
sale here under this bill. 

The Senator from Ohio proposes to permit the importation of all 
these articles subject to the duty prescribed by law, which I think is 
right. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has proposed tostrike 
out the entire part of the paragraph which relates to this subject and 
to the subject of printing the book from type set up within the United 
States. If the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio shall 
be defeated and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas 
shall be defeated, I propose, then, to offer this amendment, which I 
have written somewhat hastily at my desk and will read: 


During the existence of such copyright it shall not be lawful for any person, 
not being a proprietor of the copyright or some person authorized by him, to 
import into any part of the United States, for sale or hire, any book, map, chart, 
dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, print, lithograph, or photo- 

h, or negative thereof, or painting, drawing, chromo, statue or statuary, 
which was first composed and published, or invented, designed, and made in 
the United States, and any such article imported for sale or hire in violation of 
this act shall be liable to seizure and forfeiture. 


That would simply prohibit, as our law now does, the importation 
into the United States of any literary work or work of art which was 
produced by an American author or artist. Of course this all refers 


to copyright and nothing else, and it would leave the people of the | ing their claims at this time. 
United States to procure from abroad, if they desired to do so, any | from Ohio, crude and incomplete, by the confession of all the Senators 


copy of an edition of a work published there which they might think 
superior to an edition published here. ‘t would therefore protect the 
American author, if he derives any protection from such a provision, 
absolutely in the markets of his own country and leave the people as 
free as they are now to import from abroad books which were first com- 
If those amendments are rejected I shall 
offer this as a compromise of the conflicting views on this subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN, On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I received a dispatch from the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] just now. I desire to inquire whether any Senator on the 
other side is paired with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PLATT. He isusually paired with his colleague [Mr. PAYNE. | 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand, if the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio is voted down, the Senator from Kentucky pro 
poses to offer an amendment as a compromise on this subject. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Texas [Mr, REAGAN] has one 
which has precedence over mine and which must be first disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, with the leave of the Senate, I wish to 
utter three or four sentences before the vote is taken. 

‘There are some measures, especially towards the close of the short 
session, which are best promoted, even by their most earnest support- 
ers, by abstinence from speech. I have taken a very deep interest in 
this copyright bill. I have not spoken upon it for the reason which | 


| have stated, and also because the argumerts in its favor, both on the 


general principles of the bill and in opposition to hostile or fatal amend- 
ments to it, have been so amply and admirably stated, especially by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts]. 

| suppose there is no class of property which can be conceived of 
which is so absolutely on every just theory worthy of protection by law 
as the property of a man in his writing, in his composition, or bis in 
vention, the property of the author or the inventor. There are social- 
istic theories which, with great show of reason, deny the rightfulness 
in the property of real estate, which existed before the birth of any in- 
dividual man and will exist long after he has left the earth. There are 
socialistic theories which claim that it is not reasonable for any man to 
be permitted to engross by his own skill large amounts of capital, either 
personal or real. ‘There are socialistic theories which deny the right- 
fulness of the descent of property, personal or real; but there is none, 
so faras I know, founded on any reason which can be deemed even plausi 
ble, which denies to a man a reasonable and adequate protection in the 
product of his own brain. 

Mr. President, authors, foreign or domestic, are never men who at- 
tain, under the most liberal system of protection, large property. The 
best-paid author that has ever lived has never amassed from his works 
more than what the wealthy men of our country would treat as a very 
modest or moderate competence; and at the same time, unless we ex- 
cept the great heroes who, in the time of national danger, saved the 
state from destruction, or the great constructive statesmen who, on rare 
occasions in human history, founded nations and framed constitutions, 
authors are the greatest benefactors of mankind. There isno man who 
can read, there is no man whose mind is open to anything that is ele- 
vating or noble, even if he be ignorant of reading and writing, who has 
not derived the chief solace and comfort and support and stimulation 
of everything that is best in his intellectual and moral nature from 
what has come to him directly or indirectly from books. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that a nation which denies to a man 
because he happens to be born in a foreign country this property in the 
creation of his own brain on the plea that its own people would like 
to get books a little cheaper or for nothing, has no right to claim any 
superiority in dignity among nations over the old piratical nations 
that we read of in the opening chapters of Thucydides, who got their 
living from preying upon the shipsand the ships’ crews who were driven 
upon their coast by stress of weather in thestormsof winter. I speak 
only for myself, but I can conceive nothing baser for a great and free 
nation than to plunder, or to permit its people or citizens to plunder, 
authors of the result of their own genius and the creation of their own 
brains on the plea that they want cheap books for their people. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I give my support to this bill, and I oppose 
every amendment to it because, when this bill is in a condition ap- 
proaching a final vote in this House, having passed through the other 
alter a struggle of more than a generation on the part of these people, 
every amendment which is adopted constitutes a serious danger and 
makes it likely that they may be remanded to another generation of 
labor and effort and argument in this matter. If there be anything, 
as I incline to think there may be, in which this bill has not made 
proper provision to put lithographers and engravers or any other class 
of laborers or artists in a position of like advantage with the printers 
of books and publishers of books, that amendment will go through 
the two Houses of Congress very easily at another Congress. I do not 
think the persons interested ought to endanger this measure by press- 
I think the amendment of the Senator 
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who have supported it, and needing a great deal to be added to it, if it 
be adopted, in order to make it just and reasonable, ought te be rejected 
for that reason. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theroll will becalled on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when Mr. BLopGert’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Birope@rrr] is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Cuanpier]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when Mr. BUTLER’S name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. BuTLER] is detained from the Senate by illness. He is 
ordinarily paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], 
but by an arrangement that pair has been transferred to the absent 
Senator from Ohio [| Mr. SHERMAN ]. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called.) On this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. McConNEL1 ]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 1am released from my 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co_qurtt] on this vote. I 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam generally paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. On this bill I am in- 
formed by him that if here he would vote as I do, and I am author- 
ized to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. My colleague [Mr. 
KENNA] is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Woxtcorr], 
We have arranged to transfer those pairs and the Senator from Col- 
orado and I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ecstrs]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN ]. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was a pair announced with the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON }. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I did announce that my colleague [Mr. BUTLER] 
was paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], but subse- 
quently I was informed that the other Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] 
was paired with him. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If hewere here, Ishould 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when hisname wascalled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrLson ]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. My colleague [Mr. VooRHERS] is necessarily absent. 
He is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. If 
my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my vote. I recall now that I am 
paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs}. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My colleague [ Mr. TELLER] is absent on account 
of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gis- 
son]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DOLPH. Having been out of the Senate for a short time early 
this morning I arranged a pair with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GorMAN]. I do not see himin the Chamber. If he has not voted 
or no pair has been announced with him, I will withdraw my vote for 
fear that he may be relying upon that arrangement. 

Mr. POWER (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the vote of 
the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr, CArEy] recorded ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. POWER. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand from the Senater from South Caro- 
lina | Mr. HAMPTON | that his colleague [Mr. BUTLER] is absent and 
unpaired, and if here would vote “ nay.’’ I therefore transfer to him 
my pair with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 withdraw my 
vote, as I promised to pair with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Strw- 
ART]. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN], If he were here, he would vote “nay” and I should 
vote “* yea.” 


The vote was announced-——yeas 25, nays 24: as follows: 
YEAS—3S. 

Allen, Faullkner, Mitchell, Reagan, 
Allison, George, Morgan, Squire, 
Bate, Hale, Paseo, Vance, 
Berry, Harris, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Carlisle, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Cake, Jonesof Arkansas, Pugh, 
Daniel, McPherson, Ransom, 
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NAYS—24. 

Blair, Evarts, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Frye, Hoar, —— 
Davis, Gray, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Ham . Morrill, Tarpie, 
Dixon, Hawley, Pieree, Washburn, 
Edmunds, Higgins, Platt, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—=39. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Kenna, Spooner, 
Barbour, Cockrell, McConnell, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Delph, Moody, Teller, 
Brown, Rustis, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Butler, Farwell, Payne, Walthal!, 
Call, Gibson, Power, Warren, 
Cameron, Gorman, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carey, Hearst, Sanders, Wilson of Md. 
Casey, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DANIEL. I present a conference report on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington aud Arlington 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The repert will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as 1ollows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House of ee to the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate 
the Washington and Arlington ilway Company of the District of Columbia, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to reeommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate reeede from its disagreement to the House of Representatives 
amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, and 7 and agree to thesame. 

That the Senate recede from itsdisagreement to House amendment numbered 
6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“Provided, That the entire issue of stock and bondsshall notexceed the actual 
cost of constructing and equipping the road, including the bridge: And pro- 
vided also, That the total amount of bonds issued shall not exceed double the 
amount of the paid-up stock; and every certificate of stock issued shall show 
the amount paid on same.”’ 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment num- 
bered 8, and agree to the same with the following amendment: 

“Tf, in the course of the construction of said railway or at any time thereafter, 
it shall be deemed by the Secretary of War necessary, for the better protection 
of such waier pipes, fixtures, or apparatus, or for other water pipes, fixtures, or 
apparatus that may be laid or applied, to raise or otherwise fix or adjust any 
avenue, street, road, alley, or public place containing or to contain such pipes, 
or to otherwise adjust the same so as a absolute security for all such 
pipes and apparatus existing or to be laid or arranged at any point or points on 
or contiguous to the line of said railway, such changes in grade and otherwise 
or works as shall be deemed necessary by the Secretary of War shall be made, 
done, and performed by and at the expense of said railway company and its 
successors and —n to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War; and the re- 
mainder of width of any avenue, street, alley, road, or other public place, at all 
such points or places, shall be raised, adjusted, repaved, and put in condition 
safe for all such pipes and apparatus and in a manner satisfactory to the Secre- 
tary of War and in conformity to any order of the Secretary of War in the mat- 
ter and at the expense of said company and its successors and assigns. Any 
structure work in, or change in the condition of, any such avenue, street, road, 
alley, or public place not made in conformity with the provisions in this act 


contained shall be unlawful.”’ 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
JNO. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
P. 8. POST, 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. This is an important matter, and some of us desire to 
examine it. Itis utterly impossible to tell what is in the bill from the 
reading of the report, and I ask that it may be printed so that we may 
have an opportunity to examine it to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered, in theabsence of ob- 

jection. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES. I present the report of the committee of conference 
on the fortifications appropriation bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.12499) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 

rocurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
——— met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 7, and 8. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 5, 9, 12, and 13, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: 'Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 


amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert 


the following : - 

omy) to at Fort Monroe, Virginia: For obtaining water for the gar- 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from itsd t tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: At the end of the amended h insert the following: 

- That nocontract for thoenpenditent ofune of the money 


Provided, 
herein previded or that may be hereatter provided for purchase of stee! 
shall be made until the same shall have been submitted to public competition 
by the Department by advertisement."’ 
ee 
Amendment n 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 10,and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “£150,000;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Ame! ent numbered ll: That the House recede from its d‘sagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered LI, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, insert the following: 

‘‘And one acdditional member shall be added to said Board of Ordnance and 
Fortifieations who shall be a civilian and not an ex-oflicer of the regular Army 
or Navy, and he shall be nominated by the President, and by and with the ad- 
viee and consent of the Senate appointed, and shall be paid a salary of $5,000 per 
annum and actual traveling expenses when traveling on duty: Provided, That 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications shail make an annual report to Con- 
gress, through the Secretary of War, on the first Monday in December in each 
year, showing the general operations of the board,and shall give a detailed 
statement of all contracts, allotments, and expenditures made by the board. 
the first of these reports to cover these subjeci-matters from the beginning of 
the operations by the board until the first report which they shall make 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES, 
P. B, PLUMB, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part o/ 
M. S. BREWER, 

BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


S 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an importantreport. I hope the Senator 
from Massachusetts will allow it to go over and be printed, as it is privi- 
leged all the time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objection. 


It will be so ordered, in the absence of 


IRRIGATION INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. CASEY. On the day before yesterday a communication was 
laid before the Senate from the Secretary of Agriculture in response to 
a resolution calling for information in regard to the irrigation bill. I 
move that the usual number of copies of that communication be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEATH OF ADMIRAL PORTER. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I ask that the messaye from the Presi- 
dentof the United States in regard tothe death of Admiral Porter may 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senale and House of Representatives: 


The Admiral of the Navy, David Dixon Porter, died at his residence in the 
eity of Washington this morning, at 8.15 o’clock, in the seventy-eighth year of 
his age. He entered the raval service asa midshipman February 2, 1829, and 
had been sinee continuously in service, having been made Admiral August 15, 
1870. He was the son of Commodore David Porter, one of the greatest of our 
naval commanders, His service during the civil war was conspicuously bril- 
liant and successful, and his death ends avery high and honorable career. His 
countrymen will sineerely mourn his loss, while they cherish with grateful 
pride the memory of his deeds. Tooflicers of the Navy his life will continue to 
yield inspiration and encouragement. 


BENJ. HARRISON 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Febrwary 13, 1891. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, while the American people have 
been anxiously looking each day and hour for information, whetber of 
death or of life, from the bedside of the suddenly stricken General of 
the Army, their attention has been for the moment drawn away from 
the dying condition of the Admiral of the Navy who has been linger- 
ing for months upon the bed of sickness and has now peacefully passed 
from earth. 

The career of Admiral David Dixon Porter has been romantic, patri- 
otic, and in the highest degree honorable. 

He was born in Chester, Pa., on the 8th of June, 1813, and entered 
the Navy when less than sixteen years of age, on the 2d day of Feb- 
ruary, 1829. He has served sixty-two years in the Navy and was on 
the active list at the time of his death. He was promoted to be rear 
admiral July 4, 1863, was made Vice Admiral July 31, 1866, and suc- 
ceeded Admiral Farragut as Admiral on the 15th day of August, 1870. 
Five succeeding generations of the family of Porter have served in the 
American Navy. Admiral Porter served very creditably during the 
Mexican war. [ will say nothing concerning his services during the 
late war, except briefly that he received the thanks of Congress when 
a commander on the 7th of February, 1863, for the capture of Arkan- 
sas Post, was again thanked on the 19th of Apri], 1864, when a rear 
admiral, for the part he took in the opening of the Mississippi River, 
and a third time, as rear admiral, on the 24th of January, 1865, for his 
services at the capture of Fort Fisher: 

In such a reeord as that of Admiral Porter the survivors in his fam- 
ily may well rejoice, while hiscountrymen may justly boast of bis high 
achievements. 

Mr. President, it would not be appropriate for me to now long detain 
the Senate to speak of the traits and the merits of the naval chieftain 
who has this day left us. My acquaintance with him began after the 
close of the war, during times of peaceful administration. It was in- 
timate for several years, marred by no differences, strengthened by the 
course of all its events. I feel his death as a personal loss and I wish 
to pay a sincere tribute to his capacity and worth. 

His distinguishing traits of character, I think, were courage and per- 
sistency. Faults he had doubtless, but they did not abate in the least 
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his bravery or hisenergy. Hewasnevera conservative, but always in 
favor of doing something. Action, action, constant action, was his 
motto, and to this he owed the marvelous success of his life and his 
elevation to be so deservedly the head of the American Navy. 

Patriotism was with hima passion. Courage and love of country 
were indeed his birthright. With such a father as Capt. David Porter, 
of the famous Essex, he could not be otherwise than an intense, fight- 
ing American, and the deeds of these two renowned officers constitute 
2 marvelous chapter inour navalannals. Their memories will always 
old a high place in the affections of a grateful people, whose valor they 
lustrated and whose Government they loved 1 periled 
heir lives to preserve. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, the Senate and the country hear 
with profound sorrow of the death of David D. Porter. He held at 
the time of his death the highest and most responsible position ever 
reached in the naval establishment of the United States. The grade 

Admiral in the Navy was specially created by Congress, a grade 
higher than all others; and by the universal consent and approval of 
his brother officers, after the death of Farragut, David D. Porter was 
selected as Admiral. To be thus selected from the number of those 
who had greatly distinguished themselves as naval officers was a high 
tribute to the genius, the courage, and the ; i 
leader whom the country mourns to-day 

In addition to the reputation he gained for the great public services 
rendered to his country in the days of her trial and danger, he was es- 
teemed and much beloved in his capacity as a private citizen. HH: 
was a model husband and father. He was progressive in all things 
relating to the prosperity of the country and to the welfare of the Cap- 
ital of the nation. He was a man of enlarged sympathies and gene: 
ous charities, as many an officer and private in the Navy, and many 
® poor, needy person in this city, will be glad to bear testimony. 

Mr. President, history in making up its final and impartial judg 
ment, will inscribe in letters of living light the achievements of David 
D. Porter both as naval officer and a citizen. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I did not have the privileg 
sonal acquaintance with Admiral Porter, but I take great pleasure in 
saying that his name will stand as an example of fidelity, of bravery, 
and of naval skill, which has po superior in all the annals of the his 
tory of the Government, and one which will thread the shining meshes 
of the flag as representing in the highest degree those qualities which 
have made the American Navy conspicuous in the annals of the country. 

I wish to express in these few words my belief that the name 
Porter is one which will for all time to come stand as an exemplar of 
bravery and patriotism. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, all the history of the English-speaking 
people has been illustrated by the exploits of great commanders who 
have fought upon the seas. In the annalsof Great Britain there have 
been no names which have awakened popular enthusiasm like thos 
of the great naval chieftains who fought England’s battles against her 
foes upon the great deep. It is doubtful whether the England of the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries was ever electrified by the deeds of 
any of her great commanders—Wellington, the highest of all, upon 
the land—as she was by the victories of Nelson; aud the names of her 
great admirals are set high in her lists of glory—Nelson himself, and 
Jervis and Rodney and Collingwood—— 

Mr. PLUMB. And Drake. 

Mr. HALE. Not to go back to that far period which is suggested 
by the utterance of the Senator from Kansas—the times of Drake and 
Frobisher and Hawkins, who won the greatest of sea fights with little 
ships not larger than the coasting schooners of to-day. 

This pride in the Navy and this interest in conflicts fought upon the 
waters was brought to America by our ancestors, and our people have 
shown it in every crisis when war has come upon our horizon. 
so in the American Revolution 
war with Great Britain. 

The pictures covering the first half of the present century, that will 
be found in the houses of the American people, of the great men who in 
war have maintained the flag, show to us the faces of Perry and Mac 
Donough and Hull and Bainbridge and Decatur and the elder Porter, 
and in that tremendous conflict which raged in this country, covering 
the years of what we call the civil war, while the commands of the 
naval officers were small as compared with those of the generals who 
fought upon that land, yet every American heart beat responsive to 
the glorious deeds performed in our Navy under the great captains who 
led it. 

Mr. President, they are now nearly all gone—fI'arragut, Dupont, 
Rowan, Foote, Dahlgren, Winslow, and others, not to name those who 
areliving. Admiral Porter among these men ranked as of the highest. 
No difficulty ever appalled him; no consultation in which Porter was 
engaged ever had but one result, and that was to fight a battle. His 
resources were amazing; his courage was of the very highest order; 
and where he led victory followed. 

I think, Mr. President, that Admiral Porter was almost the only 
survivor of those who held independent commands during the wat 
upon the sea, Rear Admiral Worden being the.only other who comes 
now tomy mind. We have not seen the Admiral much of late, but 
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those of us who knew him well in the years past never failed to be im- 
pressed by him. We shall miss that alert, earnest, communicative 
presence; we shall miss the reminiscent faculty which Admiral Porter 
to a great extent possessed, and, missing him and calling up his well- 





earned fame, we can wish that the glory which was his may be emu- 
lated and won by worthy successors in the American Navy. 

Mr. President, in token of our appreciation of the character of him 
who has gone, of the loss which the country has sustained, and of our 
deep sympathy with those who are nearest and most bereaved, I move 


that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Maine, 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 14, 1891, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 13, 1891. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 


H. MiLeurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 
The Chair desires to present the following changes 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W- 


The SPEAKER. 
of reference: 

The bill (H. R. 13188) to pay employés of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment additional compensation for extra service, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. That isso reported by the 
committee to which it was referred. 

Also, the bill (H. Rt. 10395) subjecting oleomargarine to the provi- 
sions of the laws of the United States should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Without objection, these changes of reference will be made. 

There was no objection. 

VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY BONDS. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 1424) and pass the same. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like some explanation of 
that. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I wish simply to make a statement, so that the 
gentleman from Kansas or any other gentleman may understand it. 
The last Congress provided for the distribution of the principal of this 
fund. There accrued a certain amount of interest. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much is the fund. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The fund was distributed by the last Congress. 
This is simply the distribution of the accrued interest on that fund. 
The money is in the hands of the Secretary of State. The late Presi- 
dent, the present President, the Secretaries of State, under the last Ad- 
ministration and this, have recommended that this accrued interest be 
distributed as the principal was. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
aid ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
furnished, 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER, 
the regular order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
on that. 


By whom was this accrued interest 
The accrued interest was on the bonds that were 


I demand the regular order. 
The gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. OweNs] demands 


Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not insist 


CUSTOMS DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the C hair lays 
before the House the following House bill with Senate amendments, in 
which a conference is asked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, and for other 
purposes, 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I ask that the Honse agree to the conference. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
asks that the House disagree to the amendments and agree to a con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARKING OF VESSELS’ NAMES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 

with Senate amendments: 


A bill (HL. R. 8588) to amend section 4178 of the Revised Statutes, providing 
for the marking of vessels’ names at bow and stern, 
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The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries I feel that these amendments ought to 
be concurred in without any conference. The amendment of the Senate 
simply provides for the marking of a vessel’s draught on the stem and 
stern posts of registered vessels—that is, vessels in the foreign trade. 
It does not affect the coastwise trade or the lake trade. It also provides 
that they shall adopt an arbitrary line as to loading, which is exactly 
as asked for by the marine conference in session in this city a year ago. 
This is an arbitrary line of loading, very much the same as the Plimsoll 
line in the English trade; and after consultation with the members of 
the committee I find they are of the opinion that instead of asking a 
conference we ought to agree to the Senate amendment. The amend- 
ment is the same as occurs in another bill which has been agreed upon 
already. 

The amendments of the Senate were agreed to. 


LEASES ON HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 7736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot Springs, 
Ark., and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that bill 
lie on the Speaker’s table until the committee can examine the amend- 
ments. It may be that no conference is necessary 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois | (Mr. PAYSON ] asks 
unanimous consent that the bill lie upon the Speaker’s table, to be 
called up by the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. As I under- 
stand it, that does not affect the status of the bill, and it can be laid 
before the House at any time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE. I rise to move that the House resolve itself into Com’ 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that for a mo 
ment. I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OwENs] is wil. 
ling to withdraw his demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has not been customary to in- 
terrupt the order of business when once entered upon. 

Mr. ENLOE. There is no order of business except the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PERKINS. The business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ENLOE. The business on the Speaker’s table does not come 
in except as to private bills on the Speaker’s table. They would be in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the disposition of business on 
the Speaker’s table is the first thing in order; but the House may de- 
sire to go into the consideration of private bills on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have delayed making the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the appropria- 
tion bills, because I understood it was desired that the business on the 
Speaker’s table should be disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio, who has a motion touch- 
ing an appropriation bill, sees proper to make it, it seems to me that 
it is a privileged motion and isin order under the rules at any time 
after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that the House has acted upon 
that idea; and the Chair hopes that the business on the Speaker’s table 
may he allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I am quite content, and have delayed my 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the suggestion of the 
Speaker. 

Mr. ENLOE, I desire to know of the Chair if he thinks that when 
a motion is made on Friday morning, which is provided for under the 
rules, any other business is in order on Friday except bills of a private 
character. Of course the House can determine whether it will go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the gentleman’s motion is in 
order after the unfinished business has been disposed of. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will ask the Chairif he holds that bills of a public 
character coming over from the Senate and remaining on the Speaker’s 
table are unfinished business. Is that what the Chair means by ‘‘un- 
finished business? ’’ 

TheSPEAKER. No, they arenotall unfinished business; but there 
is other business on the Speaker’s table. 

- Mr. ENLOE. Is there any unfinished business now before the 
ouse? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is there any on the Speaker’s table? 


. 
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The SPEAKER. There is no unfinished business on the Speaker's 
table. 

Mr. ENLOE. There is not? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, there being no unfinished business before the 
House this motion is in order, and I make the motion. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. A motion to adjourn would be in order. 


URS AMBROSE NUNLIST. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8042) to remove | 


the charge of desertion against Urs Ambrose Nunlist with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, eic., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed 
to remove from the revords the charge of desertion against Urs Ambrose Nun- 
list, Company C, «/ne hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and he 
is hereby restored to all rights as to pay and bounty and other allow: ances to 
the same extent as ifsaid charze of desertion had not been made: Provided, 
That this act shall not be construed to give to said Urs Ambrose Nunlist any pay 
or allowance for any period of time subsequent to June 5, 1863. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

Line 5, after *‘ Nunlist,” insert ‘‘alias, Urs Nunlist.”’ 

Live 6, strike out all after “‘and’’ down to and including “ sixty-three,” line 
12, and insert: “Substitute therefor ‘discharged from further military service on 
June 5, 1863, by order of the probate court of Hamilton Vounty, Ohio, on writ of 
habeas corpus, sued out by his father because he was a minor under eighteen 

ears, and placed in the custody of his father,’ and issue to him a certificate of 
. norable discharge as of date June 5, 1863, by reason of such habeas corpus pro- 

ceedings.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The question was put, and the amendments were concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If there is no other business on the Speak- 
er’s table I desire to make the motion togointo Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] that the Chair thinks under both rules of the 
House private bills will have to be taken from the Speaker's table alone, 
provided the gentleman makes the objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the objection for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the House and to see whether this isto be private-billday, If 
not, we can then proceed with the appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will present private bills. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a priv- 
ileged motion. [After apause. ] One moment. Ihave no objection to 
concluding the business on the Speaker’s table, but I understand that 
certain bills which are now upon the Speaker’s table can not be con- 
sidered over the objection of the gentleman from Tennessee; and if he 
urges that objection I desire to make the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration cf the appropriation bills. 

Mr. ENLOE. I had not made the objection, but I had made the 
motion, which is a motion that I think I am entitled to have disposed 
of by the House, that we go into Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. if the House rejects that motion, then the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio had better be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair hopes he will have the attention of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. The Chair desires to say that the rules of 
the House provide that on Friday private business shall be transacted 
unless dispensed with by the House. It is also provided that the mo- 
tion may be in order after unfinished business to go into Committee of 
the Whole. Unfinished business in the regular order comes after the 
business on the Speaker’s table. Construing the two rules together, 
it would seem that the business on the Speaker’s table which can be 
disposed of must be private bills, unless objected to. 

The Chair has been in the habitof recognizing a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in preference to private bills, because it de- 
cides the same question, although it presents it ina ‘different form. 
The Chair has been in the habit of recognizing a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in preference, because the motion by a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations can be made at any time after 
the reading of the Journal. The Chair thinks, therefore, that this mo- 
tion is entitled to be first received, and inasmuch as the decision of the 
House-can be had upon one motion as well as on the other the Chair 
sees no objection to that method of proceeding. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I will antagonize that motion for the purpose 
of endeavoring to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. As a matter of course that is entirely in the dis- 
position of the House in whatever form it chooses, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio present his motion 
as against the business on the Speaker’s table? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. On what bills? 

The SPEAKER. Private bills. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not desire to antagonize the disposi- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table, but I do not want to lose the 
opportunity to make my motion. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. BurrERWorRTH] after the business on the Speaker’s table is dis- 
posed of. 





NORTH STORMS 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6852) for the 
relief of North Storms, with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
| amendment be concurred in. 
| rhe motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
| the Senate amendment was concurred in; aud also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 








lL move that the Senate 





WILLIAM L. LENAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill ( 
thorizing the President of the United States to grant an honorable dis 
charge to William L. Lenau, with an amendment of theSenate thereto. 

The Senate amendment was rea |. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House 
of the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider 
omendment wasagreed to; 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


H. R. 2526) an- 


concur in the amendment 


the vote by which the Senate 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


CUSTOMS DISTRICT 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
order for a conference on the bill (H. R. 9602) to establish the 
district of Tennessee be reconsidered and vacated. I make this motion 
in order that my colleague [| Mr. WASHINGTON], who introduced the 
bill and who was absent when the committee of conference wis ordered, 
may make a motion which he desires to make in relation to the bill. 

The request of Mr. MCMILLIN was agreed to, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHINGTON moved to reconsider 
Senate amendment was concurred in; 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OF TENNESSEE, 


that the 
customs 


| 
Fk 
| 
| 
| House coneur 
the vote by which the 

and also moved that the motion 


JOSEPH JOHNSON, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (iH. R. 1157) for 
the relief of Joseph Johnson with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, [ would like to know what the report 
in that case is. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. What change does the Senate amendment make? 

TheSPEAKER. If the gentleman desires it the bill can be read, 
and then the amendments. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that the bill and amendments be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES B. STIVERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill | 
relief of Charles B. Stivers. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, this is one of that class of bills that 
are required to be considered in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. LANHAM. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, I ask that the bill may remain on the Speaker’s 
table without prejudice. 

Mr. COBB. Does that require unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is that the bill as to which 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] made the point of 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, a resolution passed both Houses at 
the last session which was intended to effect the same purpose as this 
bill. That resolution went tothe President and he vetoed it because he 
feared that the object of the legislation could not be carried out. There- 
upon this bill was presented in both Houses. It passed the Senate 
and has been reported in the House. ‘lhe case is a meritorious one. 
This man was dismissed from the Army without trial and was rein- 
stated by order of the President and went upon the retired list. Sub- 
sequently it was decided in the Court of Claims that he was on the re- 
tired list improperly, and therefere he was dropped. He was on the 
retired list until withina year. I hope that the bill will be considered 
and passed, 


S. 4472) for the 


The question is on the third 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Has he been drawing retired pay from 1864 to 
within a year of this time? 

Mr. OSBORNE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much back retired pay will this bill give 
him ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. I do not think it will give him more than a year’s 


pay. He has had the pay up to within, at most, two years of this 
time, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has there been a bill reported from the House 
committee for the same purpose? 


Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir; and it is on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the report on that bill read. 

The report on House bill 12294, for the relief of Charles B, Stivers 
(by Mr. OsBoRNE), was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
12294) for the relief of Charlier B. Stivers, having considered the same, report: 
That a House resolution, 39, having the same object in view as this bill, passed 
both Senate and House at the first session of the present Congress and was re- 
turned by the President of the United States with the following communica- 
tion 

To the House of Representatives 

‘T return herewith, without my approval, the joint resolution (H. Res, No. 39) 
declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles B, Stivers, of the United States Army, 
legal and valid, and that he is entitled, as such officer, to his pay. 

“Captain Stivers was dismissed the service summarily by order of the Presi- 
dent on July 15, 1863. A subsequent examination into the causes leading to 
this action seems to have s&tisfied the President that an injustice had been done 
to the officer, and on the llth day of August, 1863, an order was issued fevok- 
ing the order of dismissal and restoring Captain Stivers to duty as an officer of 
the Army. On December 30, 1864, by a proper order from the War Department, 
after examination, Captain Stivers was placed upon the retired list of the Army. 

**The Supreme Court has decided, in the case of The United States vs. Corsor., 
114 United States Reports, 619: 

“ First. That at the time of the issuance of the order of dismissal the Presi- 
dent had authority, under the law, to summarily dismiss an officer, and that 
the effect of such an order was absolutely to separate the officer from the serv- 
lce 

“Second. That, having been thus separated from the service, he could not be 
restored except by nomination to the Senate and its advice and consent to the 
appointment 

‘Mr, Garland, as Attorney-General, gave an opinion to the Secretary of War 
in the case of Captain Stivers, based upon the decision of the Supreme Court to 
which | have referred, holding that Captain Stivers was not an officer on the 
retired list of the Army. The present Attorney-General, with whom I have 
conferred, takes the same view of thelaw. Indeed, the decision of the Supreme 
Court to which I have referred is so exactly in point that there can be nodoubt 
as to the law of the case. It is undoubtedly competent for Congress, by act or 
joint resolution, to authorize the President, by and with the advice of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint Captain Stivers to be a captain in the Army of the United States 
and to place him upon the retired list. It is also perfectly competent, by suit- 
able legislation, for Congress to give to this officer the pay of his grade during 
the interval of time when he was improperly carried upon the Army lists. 

** But the joint resolution which I herewith return does not attempt to deal with 
the case in that way. It undertakes to declare that the retirement of Captain 
Stivers was legal and valid, and that he always has been and is entitled to his 
pay as such officer. Ido not think this is a competent method of giving the re- 
lief intended. The retirement, under the law as it then existed, was not legal 
and valid, as the highest judicial tribunal under the Constitution has declared, 
for the reason that Captain Stivers was not then an officer on the active list. That 
being so, it follows of course that he was not entitled to draw the pay of an office 
he did not hold, 

‘The relief should have taken the form usual in such cases, which is to au- 
thorize the appointment of the officer to a place made for him on the retired list. 

“ BENJ. HARRISON. 

‘Executive Mansion, September 30, 1890." 

The present bill is introduced for the purpose of correcting the errors pointed 
out by the President's message to the former bill. 

Your committee now submit the former repoy and adopt the same as express- 
ing their views on the merits of the present bill: 

{House Report No. 2363, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 

Mr. Osnorne, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany H. Res, 39): 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House resolution 
89, declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of the United States 
Army, valid, and that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pay, have duly 
considered the same and submit the following report. 

Capt. Charles B. Stivers was dismissed the service by order of the President of 
the United States, July 14, 1863. It was almost immediately ascertained that 
the supposed ground of his dismissal was without foundation in fact, and the 
President, on the llth of August, 1863, revoked his former order and restored 
Cavtain Stivers to his former rank and duty. December 30, 1864, Captain Stivers 
was retired pursuant tothe recommendation of a retiring board, and continued 
to draw his pay as such retired officer until a recent date. It has been ascer- 
tained by decision in the Court of Claims, that while in 1863 the President had 
power to summarily dismiss an officer, he had not the power to revoke such 
order of dismissal, even when improvidently made. 

rhe bill in this case seeks to cure the defect in the authority of the President 
restoring Captain Stivers and will simply continue him on the roll of retired 
officers with the same rank and pay as though the act of the President had been 
remular, 

Your committee attach hereto the report of the Secretary of War and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


War Department, Washington, April 7, 1890. 
Sin: I return herewith House resolution No. 39, “declaring the retirement 
of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is en- 
titled as such retired officer to his par referred to this Departmenton the 27th 
ultimo, and invite your attention to the inclosed copy ofthe report ofthe Acting 
Adjutant General, dated the 29th ultimo, as also to the copies of the orders rela- 
tive to the dismissal of Captain Stivers, together with copies of the orders and 
correspondence referred to in that report. 
The letter to you from Hon. Eppa Hunton, attorney at law in this city on the 
subject of this resolution is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. B. M. Curenroy, 


Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, 
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Wark DeparRTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 29, 1890 
Statement of the military service of Charles B. Stivers, of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office: 


Cadet at the United States Military Academy, from July 1, 1852, to July 1, 1856; 
second lieutenant Seventh Infantry, July 1, 1856; first lieutenant, April 20, 1561 ; 
captain, September 9, 1861; dismissed, July 14, 1863. 

Reinstated, August 11, 1863; retired, December 30,1864; regimental quarter 
master April 1, 1860, to September 9, 1861. 

He joined his regiment December 21, 1836, and served with it in Texas to 
March, 1858; in Utah to September, 1958; in New Mexico to May, 1863; sum- 
marily dismissed July 14, 1863. Reinstated by revocation of order of dismissal, 
and rejoined regiment October, 1863, and served with it in New Mexico to April 
17, 1864; on recruiting service to October, 1864; on sick leave to December 30, 
1864, when he was retired for disability. 

On mustering and disbursing duty from January 19 to August 12, 1865. On 
duty as professor of military science and tactics at the Western Military Insti- 
tute near Dayton, Ohio, from December 31, 1865, to March, 1869, 

CHAUNCEY McKEEVER, 
Acting Adjutant General, 


[Special Orders, No. 313.] 


War DerartTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 15, 1863. 

. * * * . > 7 
6. By direction of the President, Capt. C. B. Stivers, Seventh United States 
Infantry, is hereby dismissed the service of the United States, for disobedience 
of orders and absence without leave, to date July 14, 1863. 

. 7 = * . . . 
By order of the Secretary of War : 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


[Special Orders, No. 356.) 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 11, 1863. 
> . * * o - 

21. So much of Special Orders, No. 313, July 15, 1863, from this office, as dis- 
missed Capt. Charles B. Stivers, Seventh United States Infantry, from the serv- 
ice of the United States for disobedience of orders and absence without leave, 
is hereby revoked. 3 7 
By order of the Secretary of War: 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


[Special Orders, No. 474.] 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 30, 1864. 


* * . 7 * * 7 


57. Capt. C, B. Stivers, Seventh United States Infantry, having been found by 
a board of examination to be physically incompetent to discharge the duties of 
his office, and the finding having been approved by the President, his name 
will be placed upon the list of retired officers of that class in which the disa- 
bility results from long and faithful service, or some injury incident thereto. 


By order of the Secretary of War: 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


War Department, Washington, October 29, 1885. 


Sin: L have the honor to request your opinion as to the legal status, in re- 
spect to their right to hold appointments and to draw pay as officers of the 
Army, on the retired list, of the following-named persons: 


* 


Charlies B. Stivers, now borne on the Army Register as captain, retired. 
*. 7 * * . 


The facts in relation to each of these officers, upon which my request for your 
opinion is based, are as follows. p . 

Capt. Charles B. Stivers, then of the Seventh Infantry, was summarily dis- 
missed July 15, 1863, and restored to his ition by the revocation of the order 
of dismissal August 11, 1863. Copies of the orders of dismissal and revocation, 
issued in the name of the President, are herewith. The dismissal was revoked 
on the ground that the actual facts, as subsequently ascertained, did not justify 
so severe a punishment. Captain Stivers returned to the position from which 
dismissed (the vacancy not having been filled meantime) and continued to 
serve in that position until December 30, 1864, when, upon the finding of a re- 
tiring board, he was retired from active service under the provisions of the act 
of August 3, 1861. 

. 7. + * * > * 

None of the officers hereinbefore named were (assuming that they were legally 
separated from the Army for a time) restored to the Army by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, and on this fact rests the doubt whether they, 
or such of them as were legally out of the service, were legally restored to, or 
now | iy hold, their present recognized positions as officers of the Army on 
the red list. 

This question arises in view of the recent decisions of the Court of Claims in 
the cases of Benjamin P. Runkle, John H. McBilair, and Charles P. Miller, 
which I am informed have been recently taken to the Supreme Court. 

An early hearing before that tribunal of these appeals is desirable for the rea- 
son that the officers above named are on the pay rolls of the Army. 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
WM. ©. ENDICOTT, Secretary of War. 

Hon, A. H, GARLAND. 


Aitorney-General, Washington, D. C 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, December 3, 1888. 


Sir: In response to your uest, made some time ago, for an opinion as to 
the right of certain persons to! borneon the retired list of the Army, namely : 
* 


Charles B. Stivers, as captain, retired, * * * Inow have the honor to sub- 

mit the following : 
. * 7. > > + cm 

The case of Capt. Charles B. Stivers isas follows: 

While holding a commission as captain in the Seventh Infantry he was sum- 
marily dismissed the service by direction of the President, to date July 14, 1863, 
per ial Orders, No. 313, issued from the War Department, dated Wasbing- 
ton, July 15, 1863. Of this order he was notified, as appears by a letter from 
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him to the Adjutant-General dated at Rouse’s Point, N.Y., July 28, 1863,wherein 
he writes: 
“ T have been dismissed the service for not joining my regiment. 


My health 
has been so feeble that I could not do so. 


I respectfully ask that my case be re- 


considered, and that, ifconsistent with the interests of the service, I may be rein- | 


stated to my former rank.”’ 

Afterwards, on reconsideration of his case, the order of dismissal was revoked 
by Special Orders, No. 356, issued from the War Department, dated Washington, 
August 11,1863. Thereupon Captain Stivers returned to the position from which 
he was dismissed (the vacancy not having been filled in the mean time), and 
continued to serve in that position until December 30, 1864, when, upon the find 
ing ofa retiring board, he was retired from active service under the provisions 
of the act of August 3, 1861. 

At the time of the dismissal of Captain Stivers, as aboy 
invested with power to summarily dismiss from service a commissioned officer 
ofthe Army. This power (if not already possessed by him) was given by sec- 
tion 17 of the act of July 17, 1862, chapter 200. 

In the case of the United States vs. Corson (114 U.S. Rep., 619) the effect of an 
order of dismissal by the President, issued while clothed with that power, and 
also the effect of its subsequent revocation by him, were considered by the 
Supreme Court. 

There an officer holding a commission as captain and assistant quartermaster 
of volunteers was, by order of the President, dated March 27, 1865, summarily 
dismissed the service. On June 9, 1865, an order was issued by the President 
revoking the order of dismissal and restoring him to his former position in the 
service. Between the date of dismissal, March 27, 1865, and the date of revocation, 
June 9, 1865, it does not appear that the vacancy was filled by another appoint- 
ment. By an order issued from the War Department under date of June 19, 
1865, he was assigned to duty as division quartermaster of the First Division, 
First Army Corps, with the temporary rank of major in the Quartermaster’s De- 
as under the act of July 4, 1864, and served in that position until Octo- 

»er 7, 1865, when he was honorably mustered out of the service of the United 
States. 

The court held that the effect of the order of March 27, 1865, dismissing the 
officer from the service, was to sever his relations with the Army; that hence- 
forward, and until in some lawful way again appointed, he was disconnected 
from that branch of the public service as completely as if he had never been an 
officer of the Army; oa tab he could not regain his position and become en- 
titled to its emoluments by means of a subsequent order revoking the order of 
dismissal and restoring him to the position. 

This decision of the Supreme Court is clearly applicable to the case of Cap- 
tain Stivers, and must be regarded as conclusive of it. According to the doc- 
trine there laid down the order of July 15, 1863, dismissing that officer from 
service, created a vacancy which could not otherwise be filled than by an ap 
pointment with the advice and consent of the Senate (97 U.S., supra); and con- 
sequently the subsequent order of August 11, 1863, revoking that order, was in- 
effectual to restore him to his former position in the Army, although it had in 
the mean time remained vacant. 

It follows that when afterwards Captain Stivers was put upon the retired list 
he was not a commissioned officer of the Army.and for that reason was not 
eligible to a place on that list. The finding of the retiring board (upon which 
he was placed there) that he was incapacitated for active service was not con- 
clusive of the question of his eligibility, the jurisdiction of the board being lim- 
ited to the determination of “ the facts as to the nature and occasion of the dis- 
ability” of the officer,and not including within its scope the validity or inva 
lidity of his commission. 

I am therefore of the opinion that Captain Stivers is not < 


ut.tied to be borne 
on the retired listof the Army. 
* * . 


* 
I am, sir, very respectfully, 


A. H. GARLAND, Attorney-General. 
The Sscrerary or WAR. 


DECEMBER 6, 1888, 

Sin; The case of C. B. Stivers, now on the retired list as captain, was some 
time ago referred by this Department to the Attorney-General for his opinion as 
to whether said Stivers is properly on the retired list and entitled to pay 

The Attorney-General informed me this morning that he had returned the 
papers to you with his opinion. _ 

Yom the attorney for Captain Stivers, and respectfully ask to be heard on the 
case if the opinion of the Attorney-General is adverse to Captain Stivers. 
advise me. 

Your obedient servant, 


Please 


EPPA HUNTON, 
37 Corcoran Building, City. 
Hon, W. C. Expicort, 
Secretary of War. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, December 13, 1888. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt. . your letter of the 6th in- 
stant, requesting to be heard if the opinion of the Attornc: “eneral on the ques- 
tion whether Capt. Charles B, Stivers is properly on the retired list of the-Army 
is adverse to Captain Stivers. 

In reply and in accordance with my promise to you,I inclose an extract from 
so much of my letter of October 29, 1585, as requests an opinion of the Attorney- 
General in regard to the legal status of Captain Stivers, and also an extract from 
so much of the opinion of the Attorney-General dated December 3, 1883, as re- 
lates to Captain Stivers. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War 
Hon. Erra Hunton, 
37 Corcoran Building, Washington, D. C. 


War DRPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 18, 1889. 
Sir: Referring to my letter of the 13th ultimo on thesubject, I beg now to in- 
form you that the Department does not feel at liberty to longer delay action on 
the opinion of the Attorney-General in the case of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, 
United States Army, retired,and that unless reason is shown to the contrary, 
I shall be pooeeere shortly to act in conformity with that opinion. 
Very respectfully, 
7 an WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Erra Huyros, 
87 Corcoran Building, Washington, D. C. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 22, 1889, 
Sir: Referring to yom letter of the 16th instant in regard to the case of Capt. 
Charies B. Stivers, United States Army, retired, I have the honor to inform you 


, the President was | 
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that further action by the Department in this case shall be deferred until C 
gress shall have had time to take action in the matter 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant 
k. C. DRUM, ; 
i il ‘ 
( Bui Hi Dy, ¢ 

( of indorsems < letter from the chairman, Com ee on Military Af 

airs, House of Representatives, dated the 2 1 ultimo, t 1itting House 

eso »n 39, joint resolution declaring retirement of Capt. C. B. Stivers valid 

ind that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pa 

First indorsement 
ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFK Var 2 oO 
Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War, inclosing a statement of the 


military services of Capt. Char 
inviting attention to the indors« 
Hunton’s letter of the 26th insta 
to in that indorsement herewith 

No objection whatever is known t 
cure to Captain Stivers his present position of 
Army in case there is any danger of his losing that posit It grosted, 
however, that if the dismissal of Captain Stivers in 1863 was valid it legally put 
him out of the Army, and that a person not in the Army can be made an officer 
therein in one way only, namely, by appointment of the President, with the 
consent of the Senate. 


es B. Stivers, United States Army, retired, and 
rent of this officer of the 28th i: yn M 


this case, and the p ed 


slant ul 


ting spers reter 


» the enactment of any law which shall se 
captain on the retired list of thx 


ion is su 


Cc, McKEEVER 
Acling 


idjutant Gen 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the point I make is that thisis a bill 
that must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. There is a clause at the end of the bill to which 
the attention of the Chair was not at first directed, which provides 
that it shall be a full discharge from all liabilities for any sums paid to 
or received by him to said date— 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the report shows that he has already re- 
ceived twenty and odd years of pay. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the report is part 
of the matter to be considered, but it is very evident . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I rely upon the bill alone Che 
shows that he has received pay to which he and it 
the liability for that. 

The SPEAKER. The bill remits liability, and 
the Chair sustains the point of order. 


bill 


lf 
mit 


itse 
is entitled re 


upon that ground 


ESTATE 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 4798) for the re- 
lief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, de 
ceased, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows 


HIATT. 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay to said A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate 
of said J. M. Hiatt, survivor of said J. M, Hiatt & Co., late traders for the Osage 
tribe of Indians, out of any money in the Treasury accruing to said tribe of In 
dians by act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, the balance of said ac« 
namely, the sum of $8,580, in full satisfaction of said demand against th 
Osage tribe of Indians, on said credit extended to them as aforesaid 


Mr. PERKINS. A House bill identically the same with this has 
been favorably reported unanimously from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. A bill similar to this has twice passed both Houses of Con 
yress——— 


Mr. McMILLIN. I 


ount 
said 


reserve a point of order upon the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill takes nothing whatever from the public 
Treasury. It provides that this payment be made from the fund be- 
longing to the Osage Indians. I have in my desk a statement from the 
chief certifying the correctness of the claim. 

As I was about to say, the bill has twice passed both Houses of Con 
gress unanimously, but each time so late in the session a 
consideration at the hands of the President. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will my 
payment is for? 

Mr. PERKINS. For goods sold to the Osage Indians by this man 
Hiatt, now deceased, who was then a trader. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In view of the gentleman’s statement, I with- 
draw the point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill has been unanimously recommended by 
the House committee on three different occasions. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. in the absence of objection, the House bill (H. R. 
12289) corresponding in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed 
will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

WAGES OF EMPLOYBS IN THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RussELi, Mr. 
Stivers, and Mr. RICHARDSON as conferees on the part of the House 


upon the bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain emploeyés in 
the Government Printing Office. 


3not to obtain 


colleague state what this 
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WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON BRAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. I rise to make a privileged report, the report of a 
committee of conference, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3770) to incorpo- 
rate the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House of Representatives 
amendments numbered |, 2,3,4,5,and 7 and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to House amendment numbered 
6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“Provided, That the entire issue of stock and bonds shall not exceed the actual 
cost of constructing and equipping the road, including the bridge: And pro- 
vided also, That the total amount of bonds issued shall not exceed double the 
amount of the paid-up stock; and every certificate of stock issued shall show 
the amount paid on same.”’ 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment num- 
bered 8, and agree to the same with the following amendment: 

“If,in the course of construction of said railway or at any time thereafter, it 
shall be deemed by the Secretary of War necessary, for the better protection of 
such water pipes, fixtures, or apparatus, or for other water pipes, fixtures, or ap- 
paratus that may be laid or applied,to raise or otherwise fix or adjust any 
avenue, street, road, alley, or public place containing or to contain such pipes, 
or to otherwise adjust the same so as Lo produce absolute security for all such 
pipes and apparatus existing or to be laid or arranged atany point or points on 
or contiguous to the line of said railway, such changes in grade and otherwise 
or works as shall be deemed necessary by the Secretary of War shall be made, 
done, and performed by and at the expense of said railway company and its 
successors and assigns, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War; and the re- 
mainder of width of any avenue, street, alley, road, or other public place, at 
all such points or places, shal! be raised, adjusted, repaved, and put in con- 
dition sate for all such pipes and apparatus and in a manner satisfactory to 
the Secretary of War and S conformity to any order of the Secretary of War 
in the matter and at the expense of said company and its successors and as- 
signs. Anystructure, work in, or change in the condition of any such avenue, 
street, road, alley, or public place not made in conformity with the provisions 
in this act contained shall be unlawful,”’ 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
P. 8. POST, 

JOHN T. HEARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 

JNO. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement of the House conferees was read: 


STATEMENT TO ACCOMPANY CONFERENCE REPORT ON SENATE BILL 3770. 

The Senate recedes from it disagreement to House amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5,and 7, and from Nos.6 and 8 as proposed to be amended. 

lIiouse amendment No. 6 proposed to limit the extent to which the railroad 
company might issue bonds to 50 cents on the dollar of stock paid up. The 
limit to which stock migbt be issued being fixed in the bill at $300,000, the said 
amendment if adopted would fix the limit onthe entire issue of stock and bonds 
for the construction and equipment of the road at a sum believed to be inade- 
quate for the purpose, and the amendment proposed by the conferees to said 
amendment is that the entire issue of stock and bonds shall not exceed the ac- 
tual cost of constructing and equipping the road, at least one-third of which 
shall be paid-up stock, and that every certificate of stock shall show theamount 
paid thereon. 

The Senate agrees to House amendment No. 8, striking out certain lines in the 
fifteenth section of the bill, but the conferees on part of both bodies agree to 
amend saidamend ment by inserting in lieu of the lines sostricken outan amend- 
ment suggested by the Secretary of War as being necessary for the protection 
of the Government and the public in the preservation and use of the streets and 
roads over which the railroad is proposed to be run, and is wholly for the benefit 
of the public by putting proper restrictions on said company in the use of such 
roadway. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like the gentleman in charge 
of this report [Mr. HEARD] to state just what difference is made in 
the bill by these amendments. Some amendments are referred to in 
the report by numbers; and from the reading nobody can tell anything 
about them. 

Mr. HEARD. I thought I had made the statement as read per- 
fectly clear; but it seems Ihave not. The effect of this report is that 
the Senate agrees to all the House amendments except two. Amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7 are agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What do those amendments provide ? 
How can we tell from the mere numbers ? 

Mr. HEARD. Those amendments embrace limitations which the 
House put upon the company for the good, as it was believed, of the 
public, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What limitations? 

Mr. HEARD. They were explained to the House at the time and 
the amendments were unanimously accepted. The gentleman and I 
disenssed them in the House; and upon the explanation made by me 
then they were adopted without objection. The work of the House 
in that respect has been approved by the Senate, 

Amendment numbered 6, which has been modified in conference, is 
explained in the statement. By the amendment as modified the com- 
pany is limited as to the amount of stock and bonds which it may issue 
to the actual cost of constructing and equipping the road; and, there- 
fore, every investor in the bonds is secured in his investment by the 
requirement that $1.50 shall be paid in to the road by the stockholders 
for every dollar that may be issued in bonds. This furnishes an ample 


guaranty to investors, while it enables the company to go on with the 


construction of their road. 












The last amendment has been put in at the suggestion of the Secre- 
tary of War for the protection of the public in the use of the road over 
which the railroad is to run. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of conference 
was to. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 
committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 


titles: 


A bill (H. R. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 


of Michael Flaherty; 


A bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 


Lyle, deceased; 


A bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of Thomas W. Houts; 
A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy; 
A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officer of the 


Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under allotments 


made by soldiers {rom said county during the late rebellion, by Virtue 


of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the 
employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting 
public property,’’ approved July 22, 1861; 


A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of William M. Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell; 

A bill (H. R. 2512) granting an increase of pension to Hugh McHugh; 

A bill (H. R. 2537) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 

A bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink; 

A bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R. 5546) granting pension to H. W. Goodnight; 

A bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable; 

A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bristor; 

A bill (H. R. 6686) tor the relief of Coplin McKelvey; 

A bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to E. Patton, of Benedict, Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells; 

A bill (H. 8. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 

A bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9948) granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent; 

A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine 8S. Hansel, late 
Wilson; 

A bill (H, R. 10873) to increase the pension of Robert Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of Elias D. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs. Letitia Staenglen; 

A bill (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger; 

A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. Wright, of Audrain 
County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R, 12118) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders; 

A bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a pension to Elender Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 12347) granting a pension to Laura J. Hayden, for- 
merly Burke; 

A bill (H. R. 12386) granting a pension to Mary S. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 12478) granting a pension to Jane Falk; 

A bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to General Isaac 
F. Quinby; 

A bill (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary E. Armstrong; and 

A bill (H. R. 13060) to grant a pension to General Nathaniel Prentiss 
Banks, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 12729) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow 
of General William Hoffman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and a 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2551) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert; 

A bill (S. 2678) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Fernandina, in the State of Florida; 
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A bill (S. 4288) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 

A bill (S. ro to ratify and confirm ‘certain agreements with the 
Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians and the Absentee Shawnee In- 
dians, and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect; 

A bill (8S. 4737) to authorize the Albany and Astoria Railroad Com- 
pany to construct one or more bridges across the Willamette River, in 
the State of Oregon, and to establish them as post roads; 

A bill (S. 4746) for the relief of the settlers upon certain lands in the 
State of Iowa; 

A bill (S. 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company; 

A bill (S. 4770) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site for a building for a post office, courthouse, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal., and to commence the construction thereof; 

A bill (S. 4816) establishing a port of delivery at Des Moines, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 4820) to amend the law relating to the residence abroad 
of the owners of American vessels in the foreign trade; 

A bill (8. 4915) granting a pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw; 

A bill (S. 4942) granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain; 

A bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves; 
and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 145) to apply the appropriation for lighthouse 
on Simmon’s Reef in payment for three light-ships in lieu thereof. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Payson in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the matter pending when 
the committee rose last evening was the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in regard to the mak- 
ing of a change in the office of the Sergeant-at- Arms so as to provide more 
room for the Ways and Means Committee. I do not think the com- 
mittee needs more room; but, whether it does or not, the Sergeant-at- 
Arms prefers that this matter be laid over until the next Congress. 
Besides, the next House might desire some arrangement other than that 
which it is proposed now to provide. I do not see why this matter 
should not be laid over, and I hope my friend from Kentucky will 
consent to that. Certainly whatever may be necessary to be done in 


this matter when the Fifty-second Congress meets, the House can do | 


without any trouble or inconvenience. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The idea I had, Mr. Chair- 
man, was that you never can make an improvement of that character 
during a session of Congress. I saw it tried in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress about the Committee on Appropriations, when it failed, and the 
arrangement had to be made at the close of the Congress, when gentle- 
men ceased to be members of the various committees and the change 
contemplated in the committeerooms did not interfere with their per- 
sonal convenience. 

The next Congress will bean exceedingly new Congress. A great 
many members of this Congress will not be members of it, and many 
persons who have not heretofore been in Congress will occupy the com- 
mitteerooms and this Hall when it assernbles. I thought, therefore, 
that the change, which I believed was for the convenience of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, should be made during the interim. I be- 
lieved that it was needed by the Committee on Ways and Means. I 


had served on the committee myself and was satisfied that the addi- | 
Talso thought that it would have been better | 


tional space was needed. 
and more comfortable in the House itself if this entrance on the east 
side could have been thrown open during the summer months at least. 

But I have no feeling about the matter, and, following the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio in charge of the bill, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph under consideration “ that re- | 


lating to the Civil Service Commission. 
Mr, SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to that er 
Mr. McCOMAS. I rose for the purpose of offering an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 21, after the words “chief examiner, $3,000,’ 
of the paragraph and insert: 

**One secretary, $2,000; two clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; threeclerks | 
of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks at $1,000 each ; 
each, and one laborer; in all $36,400.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. On that I make the point of order—— 
Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman—— 


’ strike out the remainder 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio has risen to submit a 


point of order and will state it. 
XXII-——165 


two clerks at $900 | 





Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the tof order that the amendment 


porn 


offered by the gentleman from Maryland is not admissible, because it 
changes existing law. 
Mr. McCOMAS. I ought to be allowed to state before any point of 


| order issubmitted that the language of the at 
language of the current law. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maryland would not have 
a right under the rules of the House to indulge in any statement as to 
the character of an amendment or to debate it pending a question of 
| order raised against it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam not debating the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, But the statement the gentleman has just made 
is debate under the rule. The gentleman from Ohio has submitted a 
point of order and is entitled to the floor upon it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will spend but a moment or two on the ques- 
tion of order, which involves just this question and no more: Is an ap- 
propriation for the year 1890, making provision for the support of cer- 
tain clerks, the existing law in 1891 upon the same subject? That is 
ali there is of this. 

There ought to be no difficulty in deciding the question, and it will 
not be necessary to spend any time in arguing it to the Chair, in view 
of the fact that the Chair has had long experience, much longer ex- 
perience in the House of Representatives and of its rules than I have. 
If an appropriation of to-day is made in violation of law, and if it be 
to-day obnoxious to the point of order that it changes existing law— 
the point of order which I have made against the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland—the only question is, if no point of order 
were made against such a provision and the appropriation was passed 
in violation of law, whether a year from now that appropriation so 
passed has become the established law of the land, and may be cited 
| asa precedent for making the same appropriation again when the point 
of order is raised against it. In other words, the question involves ex- 
actly this point— 


nendment is precisely the 


1 





| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to ask my honored colleague a ques- 
| tion. 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me complete my statement. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A question directly in the line of the gentle- 
man’s statement, in order that he may pour ‘‘ daylight into our dark 
places.’’ I wish to ask him ifa statute in force is the existing law or 
not. 

Mr. GROSV ENOR. 
itself provides. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But is that which has passed both Houses 

of Congress, which has received the approval of the President, the ex- 
| isting law ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it be a statute making an appropriation ex- 
piring on the 30th of June, the question is whether that law or that 
statute has not reached its end on the 30th day of June, that being the 
limit of the appropriation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But I am asking one question and you are 
answering 4 question I did not ask, you will observe. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam answering the question we are discussing 
here. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, but my friend has not answered the 
| question, and I think he will agree with me that the appropriation of 
the last year is the existing law, and that appropriation provided for 
these additional clerks. If there was any law before it which is in 
conflict with it, that statute changed, altered, repealed, or amended 
the law to that extent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend is a lawyer, and I must have the 
privilege of asking just this question: If that be so and that lawisin 
force, what is the use of the law you are seeking now to pass? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We are making an appropriation to pay 
the men now in the service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So was that an appropriation. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I send to the Clerk’s desk an extract from the de- 
bate of two years ago on this appropriation bill. I call the attention of 
the Chair and the House to the fact that two years ago, on this very prop- 
osition, the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSON | moved to increase 
the number of clerks reported for the Civil Service Commission in this 
bill by the Committee on Appropriations. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLounT] was, I think, at that time in the chair, and the point 
| of order was made by the gentleman from Indiana { Mr. HOLMAN | against 
| this increase of three clerks for this commission, ‘The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], then a member and now chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, absolutely riddled the speech he made yester- 
day. Everything he said yesterday is answered by everything he said 

two years ago. Asa part of my remarks I will have read the por- 
| tion of the RecorD which I have marked, being the language of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who is now chairman of the 
| Committee on Appropriations. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Cannoyw, I hope the Chair willallow me amoment. This whole matter 
| of increasing or decreasing the clerks in the various Departments and offices 
of the Government is regulated by the practice of the House under the direc- 
tion of section 167 of the Revised Statutes. After creating the Departments, 
etc., it is as follows: 


It depends altogether on what the existing law 
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“The annual salaries of clerks and employés in the Departments, whose com- 
pensation is not otherwise prescribed, shall be as follows : 
“First, To clerks of the fourth class, $1,800. 

*“seoond, To clerks of the third class, $1,690. 

‘Third. To clerks of the second class, $1,400. 

“Fourth. To clerks of the first class, $1,200. 

“ Fifth. To the women employed in duties of aclerica! character, subordinate 
to those assigned to clerks of the first class, including copyists and counters, 
or temporarily employed to perform the duties of a clerk, i. 

Then it provides what the salaries of watchmen, messengers, and assistant 
messengers shall be. 

Now, this section of the Revised Statutes does not fix the number of clerks, 
of messengers, of copyists, or of watchmen; it simply provides for the salaries 
of all the force that may befound necessary, in greater or less number, to be em- 
ployed in the various Departments, bureaus, and offices of the Government. 
Subsequent sections of the Kevised Statutes do createa Secretary of the Treasury, 
whose salary shall be so much, and only one; a Postmaster-General, whose 
salary shall be so much, and only one; and so with a great many of the officers 
al) through the various Departments and bureaus, giving them an organization, 
with heads and assistants; for instance, the Attorney-General, with Assistant 
Attorneys-General, and so on, giving a complete roster. But when it comes to 
the merely clerical assistantsin the Departanente, to the mere watchmen, to the 
mere messengers, to the mere copyiste, the number required necessarily varies 
from one year to another as the exigencies of the public service may vary. 

The law fixes the salaries of the clerks of the different classes and the sala- 
ries of different classes of the employés, but it nowhere fixesthe number; and 
always since the enactment of this statute, upon the consideration of appropria- 
tion bills, it has been held to be in order, according to the exigencies of the 
public service, in the sound discretion of Congress, under the operations of 
Rule X XI, to increase or diminish the number of watchmen, the number of 
messengers, the number of clerks, the number of any of the employés in the 
various Departmevte and offices of the Government. And, Mr. Chairman, that 
is this motion, to give three additional clerical assistants, namely, one of class 
&, one of class 2, and one of class 1 in this particular office. Therefore I do not 
think it is subject to the point of order. A fair construction of the section of 
the statutes to which I have called the attention of the Chair, together with the 
uniform practice under thisclause of the statute, the Chaircan see at once from 
necessity makes this motion in order. 


Mr. MCCOMAS. I call the attention of the House and of the Chair 
to that precedent of two years ago. I also call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to it. That was an 
amendment to add three clerks of the different classes to the Civil 
Service Commission. It was an amendment moved upon this floor. 
Upon the point of order the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
argued that the amendment was thoroughly in order, and the Chair- 
man ruled that it was in order and the House passed it. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I have offered an amendment which does not go as far as 
the ruling of the Chair then. The Chairman yesterday made a ruling 
which overruled the decision of the Chairman of two years ago, which 
does not go as faras the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON ] went in 
that argument. 

My position is that the current appropriation law is the existing law, 
certainly in the absence of a specific differing statute. And there is no 
statute which prevents the continued employment of clerks now ope- 
rating and in employment in that Department as clerks, and the power 
of Congress to fix the number of them as they are in the current law is 
unquestioned. As was said by the Chairman then making the ruling, 
otherwise you would starve this branch of the public service. It is the 
only way you can supply it, and if you strike down the current law in 
detiance of precedents the Departments have only one means now of 
being supplied with clerks, which is by means of theCivil Service Com- 
mission and their machinery. Strike down that, and the clerks can 
not be supplied except under the civil-service law. Strike out this 
clause, and the law ean not be operative, and you paralyze every de- 
partment of the Government. No House ever could stand such a rul- 
ing as that. This country could not submit to such procedure, and I 
hope that no Chairman will rule that current law for clerks already 
employed is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word. I have not 
examined the amendment or the remarks that I had the honor to make 
one year or two years or ten years ago. The gentleman from Mary- 
land seems to have done so. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. They speak for themselves. 

Mr. CANNON. I may have been incorrect then or may have been 
correct. I do not know, not having examined the remarks. I do not 
know that at that time I fully examined the question. After all said 
and done, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] congratulates 
himself that my position then and my position yesterday were not har- 
™mon1ous. 

Mr. McCOMAS,. They are not, are they? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, possibly not. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Possibly! 

Mr. CANNON. But I donot know that it makes the slightest dif- 
ference in the world whether they are harmoniousor not. I have always, 
Mr. Chairman, had trouble enough to meet the questions as they rise 
in the present, without watching what my record may have been through 
eighteen years of the past. The man who watches his through 
eighteen years upon every point of order upon appropriation bills, and 
does nothing in the present for fear that he might, could, or should 
have said something different in the past, will not have much time for 
the present business. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. And he would not learn much. 

Mr. CANNON. One further remark—— 

The CHAIRMAN. As this argument is addressed to the Chair the 
gentleman need not pursue that branch of it, unless he chooses to 
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do so, for, in the judgment of the Chair, the remarks of the gentleman 
uttered two years ago are in direct harmony with the argument of the 
gentleman yesterday and the decison of the Chair on yesterday. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am glad the Chair has been able to reconcile the 
statements of the gentleman. He seems to have been unable to do so 
himself. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave beenso frequently charged with being confused 
in these running debates upon appropriations and other bills by seem- 
ingly antagonistic positions, that I judged the gentleman from Mary- 
land, according to hisstatement, had examined the remarks and thought 
that he had me in chancery; but I am perfectly willing tobe there. I 
have no doubt that I have crossed and recrossed myself a dozen times 
in the eighteen years touching these debates. Yesterday, after the 
fullest and freest discussion, the Chair ruled, and upon an appeal the 
House, three or four to one, sustained the Chair, and that decision set- 
tles the parliamentary usage touching the matter and is worth ten 
thousand of my declarations in former Congresses. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A single moment. 

Mr. McCOMAS, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] said 
he has not read the paper. That was his argument in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] providing 
to add three clerks of classes 2, 3, and 4, and the Chair ruled that it 
was in order, and the Chairman ruled on yesterday that it was not. I 
leave those two statements so that you can see whether they are not 
in opposition to each other. 

Mr, CANNON. But suppose that is true, how does it affect the 
judgment of three out of four of this committee yesterday? How does 
that affect the law organizing the Civil Service Commission, which 
marks out what its roster shall be? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a single word. 

I do not criticise my friend from Illinois for not being consistent. I 
remember a great lawyer named Hardin, of Kentucky, arguing a case 
in chancery in one part of the circuit. He got a decree in his favor. 
Some 75 miles away, in another part of the circuit, he appeared before 
the same judge on the other side of thesame proposition, The judge 
said to him, ‘* Brother Hardin, were you not before me on this point 
in another part of this circuit about thirty days ago?’’ ‘“‘ Yes, sir, if 
your honor please,’’ replied Hardin, ‘‘I was.’’ ‘‘ Well,’’ said the judge, 
«did you not take the other side of this proposition then?’’ ‘‘ Yes,’’ 
said Hardin, ‘“‘but a man can learn a heap of law in thirty days.”’ 
{ Laughter. ] 

My friend was undoubtedly rightayearago. He is not right to-day. 
The question decided yesterday and the question presented to the com- 
mittee now are notidentical. They are not the same atall. Now, it 
will take a very brave man, and my colleague from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] is the only one I think who will attempt it—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not so much alone as you thought I was 


“yesterday. You had better come down out of the heavensand stay on 


the earth awhile. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no doubt that my friend will linger 
near the earth through the lapse of ages after he changes his form. 
[Laughter.] However that may be, I say to my colleague and to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON] that the 
question yesterday and the question to-day are two questions which are 
not identical. Yesterday the proposition was as to whether we could 
go beyond existing law, as to whether we should provide for clerks not 
now provided for in existing law. Now, if there is any man in this 
House who revolves about the point of sanity that will say that existing 
lfw does not provide for the number of clerks covered by the amend- 
ment of my colleague on the committee [Mr. McComas], I want him 
to rise and say so. 

There is a statute [exhibiting the appropriation bill of last year] 
which says so many clerks, mentioning them and appropriating for 
them. Now, if it was true that the organic law limited the number 
will any lawyer, or any layman, either, say after this became law that 
that number of clerks was not authorized by law? Thatis a brilliant 

ion. In other words, one year ago we enacted that statute 
which provided for so many clerks in the Civil Service Commission. 
Is that current law or is it notcurrent law? If that is not currentlaw, 
what is currentlaw? If that isin conflict with the previous statute, 
did it or did it not repeal and modify the previous statute in order to 
give this one force ? 

If that is not sound law, we had betier quit reading the books and 
burn them. Was that current law, authorizing the number of clerks 
provided for in the amendment of my honorable friend from Mary- 
land? Now, what did we seek to do yesterday? Not to provide for 
that number, but we sone’ to go beyond that and provide for ten 
more; and my honored colleague said in oe go beyond the 
current law. He ea yesterday was current law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did question it, and my argument is here in 
print. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then you are further off than I supposed. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Well, not se much as you seem to think. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I donot think that my friend will insist 
that this is not current law. 











1891. 





Mr. GROSVENOR. I was cut off from giving a further explanation Mr. CANNON, My friend and I can not have any desire to confuse 
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of what I meant by that. I proposed to show that it was not existing | 


law. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [understand my friend perfectly. He meant | 


that we appropriated for another year. What has that got to do with 
it? The rule that I hold in my hand provides 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 





® permanent law. 
law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Bat you are trying to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, we tried to, and you knocked us out 
on that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You are trying it now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. These clerks arein the service 
and are recognized as being in the service and that law is as perma- 
nent as the everlasting hills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you do not want anything more. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We are making appropriations for clerks 
already provided for, and we are not to-day trying to provide for any 
others. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Thenif you makean appropriation one year for 
aman not entitled to receive any salary, that entitles him to a salary 
through all time. That is your argument. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not only did we appropriate for the num- 
ber of clerks provided for, not only did we provide in the opening 
clause of the act that they should receive the amount appropriated in 
full compensation, but we added this clause providing that every act 
and part of act inconsistent with this is hereby repealed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then how much of the civil-service law was 
thereby repealed? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not any of it except in so far as it limited 
or modified the number of clerks that might be employed; but this 
act, for which my friend voted with the rest of us, provided that the 
number of clerks should be increased, and it was increased, and that 
is the current law to-day. I will read the rule, so that there may not 
be any misapprehension about it: 

2, Noappropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing 
law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

What existing law does this change? The merest tyro within the 
sound of my voice knows—— 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. There are no tyros here. [Lauglter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No. I withdraw that slip of the tongue. 
[Laughter.] It is apparent, and must be to everyone here, that when 
this statute went into effect it modified to that extent the other —— 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me a suggestion ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. This appropriation bill does provide for the current 
year for certain clerks that were not provided for in the organic act; 
pro tanto it conflicts with or is in addition to the organic law; but the 
bill which is now pending provides for the public service for the com- 
ing year, and not for this year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, it does not appoint a clerk. My 
friend must see that. He knows it does not. The appropriation bill 
provides money to pay clerks and only designates those that are al- 
ready in the service. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me just at that point, I 
think it may have been held heretofore in Committee of the Whole that 
an appropriation law for the current year answered the purpose of an 
authorizing law for a coming year, but I doubt whether that was sound 
as a parliamentary principle, because the law for the current fiscal year 
expires with the last day of June next, and the law for the coming 
year begins to operate at that time, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam astonished at my friend. We inthe 
first place provide for an increase of the force, and, then, at the end 
of the act we provide for the repeal of any law or part of law incon- 
sistent with this. I am absolutely sure that my friend will not argue 
that these clerks are not properly in that Department. Or, if he does 
say so, he will undertake to sustain a proposition which is very far 
from correct. 

Now, I want to emphasize it in the ear of the chairman that to say 
that this is not current law is to defy every rule of common sense. I 
have no patience with that kind of argument. It does not rise to the 
dignity of an argument to say that this act does not amount to current 
law. There is nobody here who will insist that these men are not law- 
fally in the service. If they are lawfully in the service, it is under 
this statute and none other, and the statute has never been repealed, 
but we do repeal everything in conflict with it. Now, we come here 
and offer the House what is provided. by the current law, not a man 
beyond it, not a nickel beyond it, and we are told gravely that this is 
not the current law. It is unrepealed, the Department is operating 


under it, but it is not current law! 





Oh, no; we are not appointing clerks now. | 
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each other 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. CANNON, 


No; I do not think we could. 


Perhaps we could not. This law does provide for 
| 1 
| certain clerks for this year. 
Suppose there is no appropriation made for those rks for the next 
year; they drop out on the 30th of June next. 


My proposition is that an appropriation bill | 
in providing for clerks for the current year is not existing law except | 
as to the number and appropriation that it carries, and that it is not | 
If it is existing law, then we do not want any other | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. BI 


'TERWORTH. 
Mr. CANNON, Yes, 


Do they 


sir; they do. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask my fric - 

Mr. CANNON. Wait a moment until I finish my itement 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is in error t ( 

Mr. CANNON. Take the Civil Service Commissioners themselves. 
They are provided for by the organic law; the offices are created; and 
if we should drop out the appropriation for those commissioners they 


could go to the Court of Clair 500 each 


are 


id recover their salaries of $3 
perannum., The appropriations for the salaries of these clerks 
found in the annual ypriation bill, not in the organic law. 

Again, the bill which the gentleman has reported provides for six 
Auditors of the Treasury Department, at in full com- 
pensation’’ for their services; yet the statutory salary is $4,000, It 
would be in order to move to increase the appropriation in this bill for 
those oflicers from $3,600 to $4,000, because the appropriation act for 
the current year provides for this year only. For the coming year, in 
the absence of legislation, the organic law would control, so that it 
would be in order, as I have said, to move to appropriate $4,000 for 
these salaries instead of $3,600, notwithstanding the appropriation law 
for the current year appropriates only $3,600. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no fault to find with the argument 
of my friend except that it does not prove anything in thiscase. There 
is no doubt we can appropriate a less sum than the law provides, | 
never insisted that we could not. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to me one moment for a suggestion ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. I wanted to suggest to the gentleman having this ap 
propriation bill in charge that the chairman of the Committee of th: 
Whole is certainly very competent to pass upon these questions of o1 
der, and in the interest of the public business I appeal to the 
man from Ohio and others to let us have a decision without further 
debate. These discussions are very able and interesting, but there are 
other matters which we want to reach. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I do not think this q 
made clearer than it has been. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payson). The question presented by this 
point of order is, in the judgment of the Chair, substantially the 
same in principle as that which was presented yesterday and decided 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH rose. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that the Chair has n 
the exclusive right to the floor temporarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has taken occasion to at the 
RECORD this morning and review the opinion which he delivered yes 
terday on this question, and he sees no reason for changing the views 
then presented. 

It may not be improper, however, to add that the act of Congress pro- 
viding for the organization and defining the duties of the Civil Service 
Commission is a general statute of the United States, and it is existing 
law to-day. In the judgment of the Chair, the error into which gen 
tlemen who combat this point of order have fallen is in assuming that 
an appropriation bill for the current year—that is, the legislative ap- 
propriation bill of 1890, providing for the salaries of Government em 
ployés for the fiscal year 1591—is necessarily existing law for the vear 
1892. It will be remembered that the bill under consideration is a 
general appropriation bill providing for the future, providing for the 
different Departments for the fiscal year 1892, and in determining the 
point of order, which is that the provision under consideration involves 
a change of ‘‘existing law,’’ the question to be determined by the 
Chair is, what is existing law upon this subject for the time that this 
bill is to operate ? 

Now, it is perfectly clear to the Chair—he may be mistaken, but has 
no doubt upon the point whatever—that existing law for the fiscal year 
1892 as to the Civil Service Commission, its powers, its duties, and its 
clerks, is the general statute of the United States to which reference 
has been frequently made, except in so far as it may have been modi- 
fied by subsequent acts of Congress. 

Now, in looking at the power of the commission and determining 
the clerical force to which it is entitled by general law, there can be no 
question that in the judgment of Congress the only clerical force to 
which this commission was entitled, unless otherwise provided by law, 
is the officers therein named, namely, a secretary at a salary of $1,600, 
a stenographer, and a messenger. Al! other clerical force, no matter 
what may be its character, no matter what may be the services to be 
performed, must, under the organic act, be provided by a detail from 
the other Departments of the Government after conference with the 
heads of those Departments and their approval of the selection. 

It is said that theamendment proposed by the gentleman from Mary- 
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land is an exact transcript of the appropriation bill for the current 
year. It is only necessary, in the judgment of the Chair, to say that 
the appropriation act referred to is existing law for this year, and as 


such can not be interfered with except by direct repeal; but it is ex- 
isting law for the fiscal year 1591 only. For the fiscal year 1892 there 
is no existing law except the general statutes of the United States, 
which, in the judgment of the Chair, limit the clerical force of this 


commission to the officers named therein, and this amendment proposes 
to increase that and so change it. The point of order is therefore sus- 
tained. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. With great respect for the present occupant 
of the chair, I must appeal from his decision. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 
Yes, I will. 

The CHAIRMAN. From the decision just made by the Chair the 
gentleman from Ohio appeals; and the question is, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ [The ques- 
tion was put.] The ayes seem to have it, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. As this is a matter about which there might be 
some question, the Chair will appoint tellers. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BurreERWwoRTH] and the other gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] will please act in that capacity. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 36. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope my friend from Illinois will now in- 
troduce a proposition to repeal the civil-service law. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois | Mr.CANNoN ] sends 
to the desk an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

After the word “ dollars,” in lines 5 and 6, on page 21, insert ‘‘one secretary, 
$1,600; one stenographer, $1,600; and one messenger, $600, 

Mr. CANNON. That, Mr. Chairman, is the exact force now pro- 
vided by law, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk suggests to the Chair that the mes- 
senger is already provided for in the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, No, I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if so, let that be stricken from the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to be heard on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill as it stands 
now under the decision of the Chair includes provision for one messen- 
ger. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then, Mr, Chairman, let that part of the amend- 
ment be stricken out, and it will provide for the secretary and ste- 
nographer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from IUinois, which will be reported in its modified 
form. 

The amendment of Mr. CANNON was again read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, it was understood 
that we were to have some debate on this civil-service feature of the 
bill, and we may as well have it on this amendment as on anything 
¢|lse— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course my friend from Illinois, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, knows perfectly well 
the purpose and object of his amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, I know this much—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Inamoment. The gentleman knows per- 
fectly well that this is intended to strangle the Civil Service Commis- 
810n. 

Mr. COGSWELL. When they get what the organic act authorizes ? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I hope I will be heard, after the gentleman 
from Ohio gets through, on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will be 
heard. He knows perfectly well, as chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations of this House, that he is by this amendment reducing 
the force absolutely necessary to conduct the business of that office to 
one-third or one-fifth of what it is now. He knows that he advocated 
the motion in the last Congress to increase the force of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission with direct reference to having it equal to the demands 
of the public service; and therefore the present amendment is in pur- 
pose, as it is in obvious intent, utterly antagonistic to what he now 
proposes in that it reduces the force in the Civil Service Bureau so as 
to render it wholly inadequate for any purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois would be idle mockery and a mere delusion. It is like giving an 
empty plate to astarving man. [Laughter.] He, from his position 
on this floor, recognizing the fact a year ago that unless there was an 
increase of the force in the Civil Service Commission the administra- 
tion of this department or bureau would be absolutely paralyzed, 
that it would not meet the requirements of the public service, himself 
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urged and carried an increase of the force, and now I would say, if I 
had not a lovable disposition, that under the pretense of observing the 
rules of the House he advocates that which if adopted strikes down, 
and if the gentleman has any intent in the matter it must be to strike 
down, the Civil Service Commission. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not strike off a single man. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. On the pretense that it is made to carry 
out the law, the amount is known to be utterly inadequate. To make 
the appropriation in the form proposed is the sheerest mockery. When 
they come asking for bread they are given a stone. It has a strong 
flavor of hypocritical pretense, since it affects to do that which it 
neither does nor is seriously intended todo. And yet there is an as- 
sumption that it is fairly responsive to the demands of the Republican 
party as expressed in our national conventions. 

When we had the tariff bill up here and you were gleaning through 
every harvest field, not to reward those who had sown or those who 
garnered, my friend was actively concerned about the national Repub- 
lican platform, that our action here should conform to its requirements. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How was it with my colleague ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But wait; what is the condition to-day ? 
In the face of his own conduct a year ago, in the face of his effort to 
give effect and vitality to the platforms of the Republican party, he here 
moves an appropriation which but emphasizes a desire to paralyze the 
operative machinery of the burean it is ostensibly to cherish. 

Sir, we can not fool the people of this country if we try. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

I do not know whether the gentleman’s constituents are in favor of 
civil-service reform or not, but almost every State in this Union, Demo- 
cratic and Republican, and every national convention have declared 
to the people whom they represented that they were in favor of en- 
forcing this law. Now, let us repeal it like men if we do notlike it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. I should like to 
know under what rule this debate is proceeding. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will suspend a moment so that we may 
arrange some time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to inquire whether we are un- 
der the five-minute rule, and, if not, how much time gentlemen are 
entitled to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We will have plenty of time. 

Mr. CANNON (to Mr. BurTrERWORTH). You are masquerading and 
misrepresenting the record of your colleagues. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am merely holding your record before 
your face, and I would, if I could, hang it between Orion and the Ple- 
iades, so that everybody could read it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Sergeant-at-Arms will 
separate these gentlemen. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hopes that everybody will be in order. 
Debate at present is proceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will ask the gentleman how much time 
is wanted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. But- 
TERWORTH } if we can not arrange some time upon the entire subject of 
civil service, and then let these amendnients be voted for at the end of 
the debate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; I am quite content. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. We can not hear what 
is going on. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the House by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, who also announced that the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed acts oi the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 10862) farther to prevent counterfeiting or manufacture 
of dies, tools, or other implements used in counterfeiting and provid- 
ing penalties therefor, and providing for the issue of secret warrants iu 
certain cases; 

An act (H. R. 8589) to amend sections 4783 and 5486 of the Revised 
Statutes; 

An act (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; 

An act (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Michael Meskell; 

An act (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of Arizona; 

An act (H. R. 5102) for the relief of Barton P. Spencer; 

An act (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson; 

An act (H. R. men for the relief of William Karger; 

An act (H. R, 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax; 

An act (H. R. 9595) for the relief of William L. Hurst, of Wolfe 
County, Kentucky; 

An act (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to Ellen E. Truex; 

An act (H. R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

An act (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 

An act (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to e Hayes; 
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An act (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell; 

An act (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 

An act (H. R. 4246) granting a pension to Bridget Lynch; 

An act (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley; 

An act (H. R. 4513) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burnett; 

An act (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young; 

An act (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting; 

An act (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to John Pickard; 

An act (H. R, 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan; 

An act (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley; 

An act (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendeubel and 
Apollonia Hassendeubel ; 

An act (H. R. 11530) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins; 


Mr. SAWYER. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend by making the time three 
hours. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer an amendment that all debate on this para- 
graph and all amendments be limited to sixty minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A parliamentaryinquiry. Was 
not general debate upon this bill limited by the House ? 

The CHAIRMAN, No; it was limited in the committee, with an 
exception as to the item relating to the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to makea statement 
to the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 





An act (H. R. 4013) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. Je- GROSVENOR] and other gentlemen to give their attention. Will gen- 
rome; tlemen kindly allow the Chair to put the question? Objection is made 
An act (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C. | to further debate. A motion and two amendments thereto are pend- 
Griswold; ing, and the gentleman from Ohio must know that this debate can only 
An act (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle; be proceeded with by unanimous consent and that when objection is 
An act (H. R. 9582) to grant a pension toSimon J. Fought; and made no further debate is in order. 
. rm ow (H. R. 7789) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary A. Mce- Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not proceeding withdebate. I was mak- 
ulloch, 


ing a statement, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | 


The CHAIRMAN, No statement is in order against objection. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced | Mr. GROSV ENOR, Certainly not, if the Chair insists upon having 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 8628) for | a vote when we can just as well have an understanding about it, I 
the erection of a public building at Richmond, Ky. was going to make a proposition to the gentleman—— 

The messagealso announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- The CHAIRMA N. he question is upon the amendment proposed 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2675) to authorize | by the gentleman from I1linois {[ Mr, SPRINGER], which is to limit de- 
the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate ad- bate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto to three hours. 
ditional lines of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that it is not in 
purposes. | order to fix any other limit than that established by the five-minute 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the | Te. : sc eats, ali 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

A bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner Mr.CANNON. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. My amend- 
general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner, to | ™e™t was for sixty minutes. ae , 
the Barcelona Exposition; and TheCHAIRMAN,. Butthe gentleman from Illinois{Mr. Sprincer] 

A bill (8. 4976) to confirm certain entries made upon the Osage trust | ™°‘ ed an amendment to the amendment. 
and diminished reserve lands, and for other purposes. Mr. CANNON. I hope that will be voted down. 

| 








Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I suggest that you make it sixty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’’?] The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois to limit the debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto to three hours. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that he was 
in doubt. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 93. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I ask fortellers. [Cries of ‘* Regu- 
lar order!’?] ; 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope we will not take more than a reasonable 
time on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please resume their seats and 
cease conversation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My colleague has suggested, and I think 
the suggestion is a good one, that the time to be devoted to the discus- 
Seerreeins triode endl tote of ciel ontios: PWJins tino tees or M r. Re 1G ERS. I make the point that that isdilatory. [ Laughter. | 
league suggest? Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wouldsuggest to the gentleman in charge of the appointed to act as tellers. ; 
bill that we would like a little time reserved to this side of the House. I he ae again divided; and the tellers reported—yeas 114, 
I do not know that we will want to enter the debate, but we desire | ian z - . —— ; : ee 
to have it understood that some time is reserved. I he ¢ HAIRMAN. Che amendment of the gentleman from [llinois 

Mr. CANNON. You ought not to have over a half hour’s debate for | (Mr. SPRINGER] is agreed to, and the question is upon the motion of 
that. [Cries of ‘Oh, no!’] | the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWOR rH] as amended by the 

TheCHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman propose? oe, of the es oo Illinois ey sig eee |. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I pro a limit of thr S. | 1e question was taken; and the motion of Mr, BUTTERWORTH as 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, o Now, gentlemen, Pinan this stage of | amended bean agreed to. : 
the session, with this question decided, with gentlemen responsible | Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry. Would it be in order to 
for their records, with time pressing, that we will go on with the busi- | = ? Tlasahiee] that I be allowed to control the time on this 
ness that the country is interested in; and I do hope and I appeal to | S!¢e” AUgnter. 
the gentleman from Ohio that he ought not to fix this time ie eneeed The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order. 
thirty minutes on aside. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] Several Members. I object. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. I want twenty minutes myself. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The arrangement was that the time should 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen say, ‘‘ Oh, no!”’ be equally divided between those who favor and those who oppose the 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will compromise with my friend and | amendment, to be controlled by the—— 
move that the time be limited to two hours and a half. Mr. CANNON. The arrangement is that we are proceeding under 

Mr. ANDREW. On each side? | the five-minute rule. That is the size of it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; an hour and a quarter on each side. | Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, it is not. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Iam satisfied with that. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

| 
| 








A parliamentary inquiry. 
The motion which was passed included the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that one half of the time is to be controlled by the 
friends of the civil service and the other half by those opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sent to the Reporters’ desk to 
ascertain what the motion was. 


Mr. CANNON. Iam not satisfied. 

The CHAIRMAN. This must be arranged by unanimous consent, 
and the Chair will submit that it is not subject to debate. 

Mr. BREWER. I wish to say that I shall object to any further de- 
bate—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman withbold his objection until | Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
the request is submitted? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurreEr- The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 
WORTH | asks unanimous consent to limit debate to two hoursand a| Mr. DINGLEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 


half, an hour and a quarter on each side. The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will please suspend until gen- 
Several members objected. tlemen at his right have determined such questions as they are dis- 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I move that the debate on this prop- | cussing. ° 

osition be limited to two hours and a half, the time to be equally Mr. DINGLEY. My inquiry is this: The committee have deter- 


divided. mined to limit debate upon the pending paragraph and all amendments 
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thereto to three hours. My inquiry is whether or not the debate 
must not proceed under the five-minute rule, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated in answer to the parliamen- 
tary inguiry of the gentleman from Kentucky that there was con- 
flict of opinion as regarded the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BurreRWwortTH], and the Chair bas sent for the Reporter’s notes, 
to see what that motion was, and that will control. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A further inquiry. Can any other motion be made 
after that rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will determine that when the notes 
come, 

Mr. HEARD. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEARD, Thereisso mach confusion in the Hall that nothing can 
be heard, and those of us who are on thisside of the House did not hear 
a word that was said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr, DinGLry]. 
I insist that business be suspended until we have some sort of order in 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have a suggestion I desire to make to the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would prefer not to have any parlia- 
mentary questions propounded until this matter is determined. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I desire to say to the Chair that the question 
will not be decided fairly by those notes, whatever they may be, be- 
cause of the existence of an agreement made in the committee several 
days ago when this item of the appropriation bill was reached, that 
ought to be carried out in good faith here; in other words, that the 
general debate on this head should be had then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio is as 
follows: 

I move that debate on this proposition be limited to two hours and a half, the 
time to be equally divided, 

That was the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio, modified 
by the adoption by the committee of the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] extending that time to three 
hours; and therefore tke Chair holds that debate is in the nature of 
general debate on this paragraph, the time to be equally divided; and 
the Chair will recognize for the first hour the gentleman from Illinois 
| Mr. CANNON] in support of his amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the Chair commits 
himself to that, I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. The time 
to be equally divided between whom ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will determine that as occasion shall 
arise 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Between Democrats and Re- 
publicans ? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the pending question, whatever that may 
develop. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Being a nonpartisan question—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In connection with what the 
Chairman has stated as to the character of this debate, whether it 
shall be general or under the five-minute rule, I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that on a previous occasion, in connec- 
tion with general debate, I asked whether the motion then just agreed 
to must not be considered as modified by the original motion in the 
committee. Iread from page 2541 of the Recornp, The Chair will re- 
member that I made a parliamentary inquiry as to the status of the 
general debate some time ago. But I read from the page I have re- 
ferred to: 

The Cuarnmay. Unanimous consent is asked that the first reading of the bill 
be dispensed with and that general debate be limited to not exceeding two 
hours upon either side, the time upon the Republican side to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. yo and the time on the other side 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,. Forngy]. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. he first reading of the bill is dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. But there was another ctatement—the Chair 
does not remember at what period of the consideration of this bill it 
occurred—wherein it was agreed that the paragraph relating to the 
Civil Service Commission should be postponed ty the end of the bill 
without prejudice to any right as to debate, ameadment, or questions 
of order which it was intimated would be prese™'«] by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GRosvVENOR] and by the gentlemar from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN]}. The Chairis distinct in his recollection that at some period 
that was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And that was not the whole of it, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Was that done by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so understood. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not recollect any submission 
of that question to the committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that thegentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] and myself both objected to any 
change or modification of the rule under which we were ac and 
that there was no modification of the five-minute rule intended by the 
consent which was given that when we had finished the bill we might 
return to that paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk calls the attention of the Chair to a 
suggestion whigh was made at the time by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvznor] in connection with this understanding, which was 
that when this point should be reached he desired at least forty-five 
minutes for himself, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And that was agreed to by unanimousconsent 
and has been understood all the way through. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis alsoa matter of contemporaneous observa- 
tion by members of the committee that general debate was what was 
in view, among other things, in the agreement for the postponement 
of this part of the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is it understood that the discussion which is about 
to take place will be considered as nonpartisan? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, Thatis not a parliamentary inquiry. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I only desire at this time to say a 
word ortwo. Congress, as it had authority to do, passed a general law 
creating a Civil Service Commission, declared what the salaries of the 
commissioners should be, provided that the commission should have a 
secretary at $1,600 a year, a stenographer at $1,600, and a messenger 
at $600. Then the organic act goes on to provide that not less than 
three persons in the official service of the United States in the District 
of Columbia shall be detailed from the Departments to act as exami- 
ners. Then it provides that at various points throughout the country 
or at any and all points like details shall be made from persons in the 
official service to act as examiners, A reason for that was that it was 
impossible when the commission was created to tell how many em- 
ploy¢s would be needed. That was the first reason. 

A second reason was that whatever employés should be needed to 
examine candidates for the civil service of the United States ought to 
be chosen from the employés in the official service of the Government 
who had purpose. Under that law there can be and will be, ifyouallow 
the law to operate (and if this Congress does not interfere it will oper- 
ate), three hundred or three thousand or any other number of persons 
in the official service of the Government detailed for service in and 
under the Civil Service Commission, as the necessities of the public 
service connected therewith may demand. The law is plenary. It 
covers the whole case, and this commission is the only commission or 
bureau in this Government where there may be any number of em- 
ployés, without limit, detailed from time to time as the necessities of 
the service may require. That is the law to-day. 

Now, the gentleman from Obio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH] and other gen- 
tlemen, not satisfied with the law,want to give a clerical force and a 
force of examiners under the appointment, direction, and control of the 
Civil Service Commission, independent of the Departments, independ- 
ent of everybody. It may be that that would be a wise thing to do. 
I do not know. In my opinion it is not a wise thing to do until Con- 
gress so legislates, being convinced of its wisdom. 

Now, I have stated the whole case. These clerks having gone out 
of the bill wpon a point of order, I moved to insert the secretary and 
the stenographer, as provided for in the organic law, leaving that law to 
operate to furnish three or three hundred or three thousand clerks 
by detail from the various Departments of the Government service, as 
may be required by the commission. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ButrERWorRtTu], in his forcible and 
classical manner, proceeds to wax hot in his wrath and to say that an 
observance, in good faith, of the law touching the Civil Service Com- 
mission means the destruction of the commission. I do not agree 
with him. But, even if he was correct, neither the Civil Service Com- 
mission nor any other commission or department has a right to live in 
the United States except as it draws the breath of life through the law 
of the land. Then the gentleman from Ohio proceeds to turn upon 
my poor, humble self and to arraign me as being opposed to the Civil 
Service Commission, and in his classical style he proposes to take this 

oor a mine and hang it up ‘‘ between Orion and the Pleiades.’’ 

ter. 

Well, I hardly think there is enough of it to hang. [Laughter. ] 
But I will not refer further to that, because weall know that although 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrerwortn], with his 
genius and force, comes in here at times like a whirlwind, when it is 
over and done and the wind has passed by and the voleano has sub- 
sided and the still small voice has a chance to be heard, his heart is as 
good as anybody’s in the whole length and breadth of the country and 
he does not mean half of what he says. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman does not mean to mislead 
the committee, I am sure. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. The detail and theincrease which the gen- 
tleman suggests is provided for in the original law to exami- 
ners, and not to clerks. But we are dealing now with clerks, as my 
friend will observe. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, my friend is not ingenuous when he makes 
that remark. He says there is a difference between clerks and exam- 
iners, I say there is no difference. ‘‘Examiner’’ is a larger term, 
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An “‘examiner’’ means aclerk, and more too. These very clerks that 
the gentleman sought to put into the bill and that were stricken out 


on a point of order, detailed from the Departments, have been acting 
as clerks and examiners in the Civil Service Commission for long months, 
if not years. 


When you detail an examiner, you detail a man to make examina- 
tions; and that includes all things incident to the examination. It 
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means the sending outof blanks; it means the examining of candidates; | 


it means the marking of the examinations and the fixingof the rating; | 


it means the certifying of the candidate when called for. All this is 
included in the duties which may be assigned to this man called ‘‘ ex- 
aminer.’’ This is the practical operation of the law. 

One word further. The gentleman from Ohio has seen fit to arraign 
me as unfriendly to the Civil Service Commission. He had no right 
to do so. 


service in the United States, I can state them tohiminaword. There 


are but two systems that approach from their respective standpoints | 


perfection. One is the American system—complete responsibility from 
time to time, and complete power to the party in power, with no per- 
manent officeholding class; the other is the English system, under 
which a person enters the service when he is quite young, at a very 
small salary, and as the years roll round and he proves efficient the 
salary is gradually increased until he arrives at the age of sixty-two, 
at which ripe age, not having attained the salary that our appointees 
commence with, he goes upon the retired list for the remainder of his life 
at half pay. Thatisthe Englishsystem. Itisnotsoexpensiveas ours. 
It however makes an officeholding class, trained for the public service, 
working at small salaries. The letter-carrier commences at $150 a 
year, or its equivalent, and if he continues in theservice till the age of 
sixty-two never gets more than $900, and at that age he retires on half 
pay. This system gives a pretty good, a pretty effective service; but 
it creates an officeholding class. I do not know but that in the full- 
ness of time, as we grow from 60,000,000 people to 300,000,000, we 
may come to that system. I think the country would not be willing 
to adopt that system now. 

We have this Civil Service Commission. Recognizing the faults that 
existed in the civil service of the country, Congress passed a general 
law to try the experiment of a new method of appointment of certain 
classes of employés. Some gentlemen believe it works badly; some 
gentlemen believe it works well. I think in many instances it has 
worked well, and in some instances it has worked ill. It is not per- 
fect. Iam notin love with it. Yet I have no desire to embarrass it. 
I am willing to try the experiment until it shal] ripen into a success 
by repeated amendment and improvement, or until in the fullness of 
time it has been demonstrated to be a delusion. 

1 want to say in the interest of this experiment, in the interest of 
the Civil Service Commission, in the interest of the law, that I am in 
harmony with the point of order which has been made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, for the reason that the existing law isample, and covers 
all clerical service and every kind of service that this commission can 
legitimately exercise or that Congress intended it should exercise when 
it made the law. 

Gentlemen say the law does not go far enough. The commission 
comes and says, ‘‘ We do not like the law; we do not want to ask the 
heads of the various Departments to detail trained men to act as ex- 
aminers; we want to make these appointments ourselves.’’ 

My judgment is that it is not wise to give the commission the power 
to appoint these examiners. Hence, in obedience to the law until it 
is changed, and in the interest of the Civil Service Commission, I ask, 
apd so far as my voice may go I demand, that the law be complied 
with. A commission of this or any other kind that reaches outside of 
the organic law which gives it life, and seeks to broaden its work in 
spite of the law or in the teeth of the law or without law, is not doing 
itself justice or the public service credit. 

I have thought it meet and proper that I should say this much. 
The gentleman from Ohio hassaid that last year I made or assented to 
a motion to increase the clercial force of this commission by the addi- 
tion of three officers. Very likely I did. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think it was in the preceding Congress, 

Mr. CANNON. 
so. A man who is upon the Committee on Appropriations and has to 
investigate and make recommendations for between two hundred and 
three hundred million dollars of appropriation annually, running into 
every branch of the publicservice, can not always exhaust every ques- 
tion. If anyonethinks hecan do so, heis mistaken. The bare state- 
ment of the proposition is sufficient. 

The gentleman can not frighten me by saying that the Republican 
platform, as well I believe as the Democratic platform, has demanded 
a civil service something like unto this. I meet my legislative duties 


If he is curious to know what are my views about the civil | 


ve 
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The gentleman may renew his polite and, I presume it will be, forci- 
ble attack; but after all, unless he has, along with the sound, the de- 
structive ammunition that takes life, he will not terrifyme. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have always been willing—I will not say always willing, but 
I have always been obliged—to take the consequences of my action as 
a Representative; and it isright Ishould. And I suppose for the brief 
time of life yet left me I will continue in the same way. 


Now, I regret, Mr. Chairman, that this debate was extended to three 


| hours. I think it ought not to have been over fifteen minutes. 

\ MemBerR. You have talked longer than that yourself. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, I have talked much longer than I would have 

| talked if the time had not been fixed. But here we are now on the 

| 13th day of February ir of the great appropriation bills not yet 
passed through the House, and other important matters pending, mat- 

ters of public concern before us 

| Mr. BLAND. The silver bill, for instance. 

| Mr, CANNON. And in that view I think that the three hours de 


| the complaints of the commission. 


bate on this proposition could ha 
where. 

Now, I will reserve the remainder of my time and use itor yield it, 
or do neither, as may be indicated as the debate progr May I 
ask how much time I have occupied ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consume 

Mr. LIND. Before the gentleman from Illinois 
permit a question ? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether any provision has been made for extra clerks 
to be detailed by the Departments at the instance of the committee 


» been much better applied else 


1 sixteen minutes. 


down will he 


| for the Civil Service Commission ? 


Mr. CANNON, 
public service. 

Mr. LIND. But let me ask 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill answer the gentleman's question. I will say 
to my friend from Minnesota, measuring my words, that there are, in 
my opinion, and I think I am not mistaken, in the Departments of 
this Government and in the public service of the country throughout 
the length and breadth of the land, an abundance of men to carry on 
the public service who could be spared or detailed to do every particle 
of work that can be done or is needed to be done in the 
Commission and in all branches of the public service. 

Mr. LIND. Now, iet meask one more question and I will conclude 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. LIND. Whether the committee has investigated as to what ex- 
perience the Civil Service Commission has had in the past in securing 
these details from the Departments ? 

Mr. CANNON, Ido not understand that there has been any difii- 
culty. Ifany Department or head of a Department refuses to execute 
the law the remedy is plain. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me? 
investigated that very question; perhaps the 
was not present? 

Mr. CANNON. Very possibly; and I am very willing to be 
rected if I am wrong. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The committee investigated this matter and heard 
It was stated that under the oper- 
ation of the law inefficient clerks were frequently detailed from the De- 
partments for the duties of the commission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you ask the Department about that? 

Mr. CANNON. One atatime, and I will try to answer all the ques 
tions. 

Let me say to the gentleman that, on the contrary, the majority of 
| the Committee on Appropriations recommended an appropriation of 
| clerks just equal to the number of those who had been detailed for 


Oh, taere has been the usual provision made for the 


Civil Service 


The committee 
gentleman from Illinois 


cor- 


| examiners, and Mr, Commissioner Roosevelt said that they were mag- 


nificent clerks, as a rule, with the exception of one or two, who had 





Possibly in the preceding Congress I may have done | 


| not yet been fully tried. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They spoke of the difficulties they had had in the 
past. 

Mr. CANNON. And you do not want to enlarge that number when 
you sought to make this appropriation. 

But the gentleman speaks of difficulties in the past. We are now 
dealing with the present, not with the Grover Cleveland Administra- 
| tion, but with the Administration of President Harrison, who carries 
| out the law. The gentleman must not forget the difference. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We appreciate the difference. 
| 


Mr. CANNON. And now, Mr. Chairman, I will reservy 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend from Illinois will permit me, 
he confuses the clerks and the examiners. My friend from Minnesota 


as they arise; and the gentleman can not lay his hands upon a line or asked the question as to what the experience of the committee had 
a letter of that platform touching the civil service that I have not con- | been in reference to the transfer of clerks. The law provides for cer- 


formed to. 

Iam willing to give this Civil Service Commission a fair trial. 
willing to vote what the law gives it. 
that it may have all the employés, whether three or three thousand, 
that the organic law contemplates. 


Tam | 
Iam willing to continue it, so | 


tain examiners—— 

Mr. LIND. I meant both. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, the law provides for certain exam- 
iners—— 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, who has the floor? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor, and 
is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, this is the third time that I have replied to 
the gentleman from Ohio that he is not dealing with his usual candor 
when he plays upon the words examiners and clerks. An examiner 
is a clerk, and something more. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; butitdoes not follow that every 
clerk is an examiner. 

Mr. CANNON. I say again that an examiner is all that a clerk is 
and something more; the greater includes the less. 

Now I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire only to take 
a moment at this time. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Before the gentleman from Illinois coneludes I 
should like to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has yielded the 
floor, and the gentleman from Ohio is entitled to it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a 
question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I vield to the gentleman for a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. This comes out of the time of the gentleman 
from Ohio. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment, Mr. Chairman. I want to say to 
the gentleman from Illinois who has taken the floor on this side of the 
House, although he does not seem to stand as I doon this question by 
any means, that I should be glad if he would yield me some time in 
this debate, which I think I am entitled to under the distinct agree- 
ment that I was to have forty-five minutes, 

Mr. CANNON, For the present I have reserved the remainder of 
my time; but I will be glad to do what I can to accommodate the gen- 
tleman, although on fixing time for debate I think he was not quite 
in harmony with myself. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I voted with you, in harmony with your views, 
and tried to get the Chair to agree to your proposition. 

Mr. CANNON, Iam certainly not going to treat the gentleman 
with any discourtesy. I would rather illtreat myself. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I only desire a moment at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen in the aisles will please take their 
seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I only want a brief time 
now. In the first place, I desire to say to my colleague upon the com- 
wittee [Mr. CANNON] that there is not the slightest desire upon my 
part todo him any injustice, but I can not prevent him doing himself 
injustice. I can abstain from doing him an injustice, but if he insists 
upon doing himself an injustice he must answer to himself and his 
constituents and those whom he is expected to serve here. 

Now, the point is, in regard to his consistency, that whereas in the 
Fiftieth Congress, when our friends upon the other side were seeking 
to impair the efficiency of this service and there was a suggestion that 
the force ought to be reduced, or rather that it ought not to be in- 
creased, my, friend took the floor and showed that no point of order 
could possibly lie against an amendment to increase this force; and not 
only that, Mr. Chairman, but he demonstrated it to the satisfaction of 
this House, for they followed his lead and that of the honorable gen- 
tlemen upon the other side in increasing the force to meet the require- 
ment of the public service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend certainly knows, because the evi- 
dence of members of the Civil Service Commission left no doubt about 
it, that the work has increased, and not decreased. I complain of my 
honored friend for this, that while he affects—I will not say affects— 
while he says he is satisfied to give the civil-service system a fair trial, 
he yet withholds the means absolutely necessary to do that thing. 
*' He takes my life who takes away the means by which I live.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. I know the gentleman does not want to be unjust. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir; not if I know it. 

Mr. CANNON. On the contrary, I leave the law to operate, which 
gives him a thousand men if necessary. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Where is the law? 

Mr. CANNON, The organic law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, my friend; it is strange that it has 
taken him two years to discover that the organic law provided macbin- 
ery adequate to running the Civil Service Commission. He did not 
think so two years ago. He did not thinksoa yearago. If the force 
was not adequate then it is not adequate now, when the work has 
greatly increased. As my friend showed clearly then, the force was 
not sufficient. 

Now, what I complain of is (to repeat), that while he says he is 
friendly to this system, yet he refuses to do the only thing which is an 
evidence of friendship; but on the contrary has joined hands with 
the enemies of the system. He says, ‘I want that system fairly and 
thoroughly tried,”’ and. yet he renders it absolutely impossible to do 
it, by withholding the means which he has said over and over again 
are absolutely indispensable to do what he himself proposed. Now, 
we both belong to the same church, and weare nonresistants; but my 
friend will remember an old Quaker friend of ours who desired to ‘‘ re- 
move ’’ an enemy, to wit, to take his life, 
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Said Thomas, ‘‘ I will not strike thee, nor kick thee; but I will hold 
thee under the water for about fifteen minutes.’’ 

And when that enemy was taken out of the water, ‘‘ the subsequent 
proceedings interested him no more.’’ So, I say to my honored friend, 
if we withhold the means absolutely indispensible to carry on the 
work of the Civil Service Commission, it is in vain that we say we are 
friendly to it. It is in vain to say that we are responding fairly to 
the requirements of the Republican national platform, when we with- 
hold the means to carry out the law which we have assured the people 
we steadfastly believe in. Now, my friend says that Iam not frank 
in my statement touching the clerks. Why, he says an examiner is a 
clerk. That is true, but it does not follow eq ually that a clerk is an 
examiner. They need clerks for service there, and men whocan dis- 
charge duties as clerks, who would in nowise be equal to the emer- 
gency of conducting an examination. Hence, although an examiner 
is or may be a clerk, a clerk is not always an examiner, nor can he be, 
and there is the rock on which my honored colleague [MRk. CANNON } 
stumbles. That is the trouble with him. 

This institution requires, as we ascertained after the most careful ex- 
amination, some ten or twelve or fifteen clerks beyond those provided 
for in the organic law; and this House, nay not this House, but the 
Congress of the United States, provided by law for that increase, and to 
that extent modified the organic law, because the clerks were appointed. 
I am aware that we can drop them out. I am aware that we can stop 
the engine by withholding wood and coal and water; but what I sug- 
gest is that if we are to do so, we should do it in a fair and frank way. 

Now, let me call the attention of the House to the provision of the 
statute to which my friend has referred as to the details that may be 
made. They may be clerks, but they have to have the qualifications 
of examiners and are detailed as examiners. My friend says we trans- 
fer clerks. You may transfer clerks for examiners, but you can not 
transfer clerks for other things, because the law authorizes no such 
thing. And my friend sticks to the organic Jaw, mark you—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Are there nota number of gentlemen who have 
been clerks transferred now to clerical departments in the commission? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is very possible they may—— | 

Mr. GROSVENOR, And violated the law itself? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Itis possible, because they may transfer a 
clerk on consultation and use the clerk for an examiner. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But they are not allowed to do so, and we 
are not to presume that it is true that this Civil Service Commission 
will violate the law. That is a violent presumption. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask my colleague if it is not within his per- 
sonal knowledge that they are doing so? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; I do not know that they are. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Are they not using these men as clerks? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all. We did this, and I can give 
the reasons for what wedid. We did not disturb the clerks they already 
had; we did not change the law or the statute at all. I mean that we 
did not interfere with the clerks which the commission found neces- 
sary toemploy. Thatnumber was léft. But they have detailed from 
the several Departments a certain number of clerks as examiners, se- 
lected as examiners, and acting as examiners. 

Mr. MCKENNA. How many? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘Ten. 

And the Civil Service Commission said this, and I think wisely and 
sensibly: ‘‘If we are to run this institution satisfactorily, the men who 
are detailed to take charge of and manage its machinery should be 
under our control.’’ That was reasonable, that was sensible and busi- 
nesslike, and therefore I say to the House and to the committee that 
we dropped out these clerks from the several bureaus where they are 
employed and increased the clerical force of the commission by that 
number. It did not put another man into the service. It keeps them 
where they are constantly employed, aud makes them amenable to 
those who supervise the duties that they are called upon to perform. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In each Department? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The point of order was made against that 
by my colleague [Mr, GRosVENOR], and it was held that that violated 
existing law by increasing the number, to wit, by ten; but we did not 
increase the number of clerks atall. I mean that it does not change 
existing law, which has already provided for that number. So the 
whole question turns upon whether we intend or not to destroy this 
bureau of civil service. At this time I am not going to say whether 
we should or not; but the point I made with my distinguished col- 
league, in whose fairness I have always had confidence (and this is 
the first time I have known him to take a tion which I thought 
he could not defend, and I think he can not defend the position he has 
assumed here); the point I made was that he should not by indirection 
do what he protested against when the majority was on the other, side 
of this aisle. 

I have the book before me, and I have before me his earnest protest 
and ment, which is the same argument that I am making now. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And which he made better than you. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. : 
minedoes not seemto,someway. He there protested against refusing to 
the Civil Service Commission the force that was indispensable to con- 
duct its business. 1 stood by his side under his leadership, and on the 
Democratic side there was a feeling friendly to giving this civil service 
a fair trial. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
paragraph. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And now my friend [Mr. CANNON] leads 
the attack. by taking away the machinery which he said was indispen- 
sable to give this institution a fair trial. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? I 
know he wants to be fair. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is making a desperate effort to be fair. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There are persons who can not do that after 
a desperate effort. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the gentleman if the motion the 
gentleman has referred to was not a motion to strike out the entire 

graph? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Therefore, the gentleman from Illinois was con- 
sistent in opposing it. 

Mr. CANNON. That included the commission itself. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, well, my colleague is very ingenious. 
The gentleman from Illinois needs no prompting in this matter. He 
discussed the whole matter as to the power of the House to make these 
changes and increase the force just as was proposed in the item pre- 
sented in the bill, except that a motion to make the increase was offered 
in committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend aliow me? I do not know what I 
said on that occasion, and more than that I donot care what I said on 
that occasion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. More’sthe pity. Of course there area cer- 
tain class of men who never change their views. The point that I sub- 
mit to the gentleman is that the facts havenot changed. The require- 


And there was a motion to strike out the whole 


ments of the civil service have not changed except to be of greatercon- | 


uence and demand a larger force, so thatif he is not concerned about 
g consistent Iam sorry for him. He ought to be consistent, be- 
cause he was right before; he is wrong now. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. You say the facts have never changed. Is it not 
true at the time that the gentleman from Illinois made the remarks 
that no point of order was made as to the paragraph as to the clerks? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have just attempted to answerthat. He 
argued the whole question, and he stated the point soclearly in argu- 


ing the question that it was competent to make the increase that the 


increase was made. 

Now, he can not come in and say, ‘‘I was not thinking about that 
when I made the argument.’’ What did he make it for? Wasita 
mere rhetorical exercise? He went through the whole question ot 
whether it was competent for the House, on an appropriation bill, to 
make an increase which was shown to be absolutely necessary to the 
conduct of the business of the Civil Service Commission. Iam not go- 
ing to discuss now the question whether we were wise in establishing 
this Civil Service Commission. I do insist that, in the presence of the 
American people who are looking on, and in the presence of the pro- 
testations that we have made that we were solicitous about this Civil 
Service Commission and that we wanted to protect it and to give it a 
fair trial, it is important that this House, which is supposed to deal 
candidly with the interests of the people, should not, while affecting 
to protect this institution, strike it down with a blow delivered by 
stealth. 

There is not a man on this floor who knows anything about this 
conimission but knows that the number of clerks and officials provided 
in the organic law is utterly inadequate. Why, the force proposed is 
worse than a mockery. We strike out fifteen clerks which we have 
found to beindispensable. Why? Simply because we kuow that it 
will destroy the commission; and then when we stand upon the stump 
in Illinois and Ohio and some civil-service reformer rises up—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; they are not there. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, then I may observe one thing, that 
Republican delegates were sent to Chicago in 1888 and in 1884 and 
in 1880, and to Cincinnati in 1876, and if they are not in favor of civil- 
service reform there never was such aggregation of consummate hypo- 
crites and scoundrels assembled under the sun. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] For, as representing the Republican 
party of the nation, they voted to a man to uphold and cherish the 
civil-service system. But my colleague knows very well that, as dele- 
gates to the national Republican convention, we were not betraying 
nor misrepresenting the people when we voted to uphold the civil-serv- 
ice law. Does my friend pretend to say that he, as a member of the 
national convention—if he was a member—was betraying his constitu- 








| 











Yes, better than I can, for it carried, and | ents or misrepreseating them when he voted for the civil-service plank 


in the platform ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
mission then. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. When the question is whether we shall 
strike down this commission I insist that we shall do it, if we do itat, 
all, in a direct and manly way. If the Republican party has any his- 
tory of which it may be proud—and it has a history that is glorious— 
it is because it has met every question squarely and fairly, and this is 
the first time upon the floor of this House since I have beena member 
when we have attempted to destroy one of our own bantlings simply 
by witholding from it, insidiously, the nourishment which is absolutely 
necessary to sustain its life. 


I had never heard of this Civil Service Com- 


Mr. Chairman, I may have something further to say as to the merits 
of the system, but I desire at this time only to call the attention of my 
friend [Mr. CANNON] and of the House to what seems to me to be an 
inconsistency in his position. What time have I left,.Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has consumed eighteen minutes, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR was recognized. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrer- 
WORTH | sits down will he permit a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes,if my colleague [ Mr. GrosvENoR] will 
permitme. Massachusettsalsoseems tohave gone wrong! [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COGSWELL. I want to ask the gentleman if he claims that 
the legitimate advocacy of civil-service reform requires any member of 
this House to violate parliamentary rules? That is my question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Oh, no; and no conscience ought to be here 
that would permit us to violate law and strike down sacred institu- 
tions under the pretense of observing parliamentary rules. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I wish to ask my colleague a question. 
Knowing my colleague to be so frank and free in his statements, I wish 
to ask him whether, in his judgment, the civil-service-reform plank in 
the platform of both parties was not a sop to the Mugwump whale of 
the East. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, it isa sop that I notice everybody 
swallowed with great alacrity, and they have never thrown it up yet. 

Mr. McKENNA. It appears to be making some of them pretty sick, 
though. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Mr, Chairman, it is unfortunate that the mem- 
bers of this House who desire to uphold, develop, and make as near 
perfect as human wisdom can make perfect a true system of civil- 
service reform in this country can not have an opportunity to express 
their views to Congress and the country except as they filch that op- 
portunity, so to speak, upon the passage of an appropriation bill. 

For six years I have stood here occupying exactly,the position which 
I now occupy, and on this floor and outside of this Hall I have been 
misrepresented, wholly and utterly, because it has become necessary on 
several occasions for gentlemen to take the exact position that my dis- 
tinguished and greatly beloved colleague from Ohio [Mr. Burrrr- 
WORTH | has taken, that every man who criticises the administration 
of the civil-service law is an enemy of civil-service reform and an 
enemy to the platform of the Republican party. 

It is of no avail that I turn upon those gentlemen and say—and I 
especially desire that my friend who has just taken his seat shall hear 
this—it is of no avail that I turn upon them and say that that Repub- 
lican platform contains a great many propositions besides that relating 
to civil-service reform, and that some of those propositions have not 
always sat with a controlling weight upon the consciences of certain 
members of the Republican party on this floor. [Laughter. ] 

The Republican party at Chicago adopted acivil-service-reform plank, 
and I myself, as a member of the committee on platform of the Ohio 
Republican convention, have over and over again reported similar prop- 
ositions as the cardinal doctrine of the Republican party. I stand by 
that platform to-day with just as much zeal as I did in 1876; I have 
stood by it in every year from that time to the present. 

It is the misfortune of the present civil-service organization of the 


| Government that whenever they have been criticised, whenever an 


honest attempt has been made to better their condition and place this 
law upon a footing before the American people where it can be upheld 
and developed, there has been, not a fair argument in favor of the 
proposition, but an outcry that the advocate of that reform of a reform 
was a ‘‘spoilsman ’’—a man in favor of the ‘‘ old spoils system.’’ 

The charge is hurled in our faces that we want toabandon the merit 
system and go back to the ‘‘ old spoils system.’’ Observing the devel- 
opment of this question, I have noticed that it is not uncommon to dis- 
cover that gentlemen occupy a sort of dual position on this subject. 
They are Dr. Jekylls on this floor in magnificent array; but if you go 
to the Departments of the Government you will find the Mr. Hydes 
there; and, to your utter amazement, when you come back to the floor 
of this House you discover that Dr. Jekyli has got here ahead of you. 
[Laughter.] You find that the man who on this floor is advocating 
the merit system and the abolition of official patronage is the same man 
who around the Departments is crying out for the patronage of the 
Government. 

I am not a spoilsman. 


” 


I am not opposed to the civil-service re- 
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form contemplated in the resolutions of the Chicago convention. I 
want to rescue that platform from the charlatan that has gotten hold 
of it and brought it down to the position it now occupies before the 
American people—a position that is to-day condemned by 95 per cent. 
of the voters of the Republican party of the United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the gentleman proposed any bill here to ac- 
complish the reform he speaks of? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you mean whether I have personally done 
80° 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; 1 ask you that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I do not consider myself the great leader 
of a reform like that. Iam glad the gentleman has called my atten- 
tion to a matter which I intended to speak of much earlier. 

I wanted to apologize for having made these remarks upon an ap- 
propriation bill. But bill after bill has been introduced into this 
House—I do not know how many, a great number of them—on this 
subject. 

In regard to one of them at least I had something to do with the 
preparation of it. ‘Those bills have gone to the tomb of the Capulets, 
and they are there yet; and they will be there until the Gabriel’s 
trumpet of popular condemnation shall shake the cerements of the 
tomb and bring them forth in some future Congress. There they are; 
they have been refused a report. We have a Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice Reform. I do not propose to criticise that committee; but they 
have not reported back a single bill, so far as I know, looking to any 
change or modification in the civil-service law. 

Mr. BIGGS. Here is a bill on thatsubject introduced in December, 
1889. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend from California [Mr. Bracs] calls 
my attention to a bill of that character introduced in December, 1889; 


and it is sleeping ‘‘the sleep that knows no breaking’’ on the files of 


that committee. 
direct way. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor, and the gentlemen who stand with me 
on this floor, so far as I know, are in favor, of the principles of civil- 
service reform. I would not abandon the idea of merit as a test for 
official appointment; and I think that my record on this subject will 
favorably bear examination side by side with that of my distinguished 
friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. I do not believe I have rec- 
ommended one man for public office where he has recommended one 
hundred and fifty. Ido not believe I have ever secured the appoint- 
ment of one man where he has secured the appointment of one hun- 
dred. And I venture to say that the men whom I have recommended 
will stand fairly well by the side of his nominees. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman’s.modesty now does not comport 
with his activity heretofore. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the only contest I ever had with my friend 
was when I found that an appointee of mine, or rather an officeholder 
from my Congressional district, a most valuable man, and one who has 
been long in office, was occupying a little position up here in which he 
was making something like $200 or $300 a year for a sort of extra as- 
assignment; and that my friend from Maryland was trying to oust him 
from that place in the Treasury Department and push in one of his 
constituents. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have no doubt he was much the better man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think my man was; at least they so decided 
inthe Department. [{ Laughter. ] 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, I would insist that this system of 
civil service should go on step by step until the civil service of the Gov- 
ernment shall be raised to the highest possible development. I would 
put appointment and promotion upon the ground of merit, and I would 
not remove clerks in the Departments because of their being Democrats 
or Republicans. Is there anything left of genuine civil-service reform 
better than that or in addition to that except this commission, which 
is undertaking here to build itself up on the ruins of the statute laws 
of their own country ? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, last night I had a conversation with a gentle- 
man which illustrates the aggressions of this commission. My friend 
from Ohio talks about upholding the commission, giving it life, giving 
it sustenance. Was he opposed to the original law providing for its 
organization? Has he ever introduced during his long and splendid 
service here a bill to change that organic law? Oris he wi to 
come here year by year and reach out to build up by a sort of accretion, 
a sort of riparian growth, a great organization in the country that we 
do not want, for the reasons I have tried to point out? 

I had a conversation last night with a distinguished gentleman whom 
you all know by name at least, who told me that under the Adminj 
tration of Mr. Buchanan he was the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
Whether his position was called by that name or not I do not know; 
but he was the head of the Indian Bareau, occupying the place now 
occupied by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. And he told me that 
when he went into that office the entire force of the bureau consisted 
of himself and one chief clerk; and thatafter he went into the bureau 
he secured the services of anotherclerk. And he told me, what I think 
was a slight exaggeration, that there were ten Indians in this country at 
that time to where there is but one to-day. 


So we are driven to discuss this question in this in- 
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That is the way these Departments grow. They begin to disregard 
the law upon an appropriation bill, and come to their height and depth 
of accumulating a great bureau, by continued appropriations in that 
manner on the annual appropriation bills, through which—the same 
means we have seen attempted here—they assume to get rid of the law 
and control the appointments in the civil service of the Government. 

A MEMBER. How many clerks are there in the Indian Office now? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not answer exactly. But the number is 
very large. 

Mr. PERKINS. Fifty-four. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Fifty-four, I aminformed; and there are about 
267,000 Indians, all told. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is our objection to the Civil Service Com- 
mission? I have no attack to make upon its members; it would be 
idle, it would be the cry of the boy who has stubbed his toe, for any 
member of the commission or any of its friends to claim that our at- 
titude in this matter has anything to do with the personality of any 
member of the commission. I do not know but one of them even by 
sight, and I am happy to say that I have not seen him very often. 
[ Laughter. ] 

I know just this much about it, and I do not propose to discuss that 
question very far. I know there is here on the files of this Congress a 
report on the commission by their friends, a report that in very strong 
language, very strong language indeed, condemns the operation of that 
commission and calls by name one of the commissioners, strongly con- 
demning his official acts. Whether the committee has made a proper 
report or not I shall not undertake to discuss until the time comes for 
its hearing, and as I shall not be a memberof the next Congress, or the 
next and the other succeeding Congresses, until Gabriel blows his horn 
there will probably be no chance for anybody to discuss that report. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. LEHLBACH. If the gentleman will permit me a moment, I 
wish to state that the report of the committee did not condemn the 
action of the commission. It reflects on one member of the commis- 
slon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what I said precisely. But you might 
just as well have gone out and thrown your report to the breeze as to 
put it in the pigeonholes of Congress. The report is there, unacted 
upon, and yet this gentleman goes on proceeding in the same line, un- 
hampered by any restrictions or suggestions of this committee, and gaily 
and cheerfully joining in criticisia of others, not even sparing the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. LIND. Is that the fault of the commission ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. There is legislation on the Calendar now which 
deals with these matters, and as soon astthe committee is able to ob- 
tain recognition from the Chair, and if the House will give leave to do 
so, the resolution will be pressed, and the gentleman will have ample 
opportunity to present any objections to it that may suggest themselves 
to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, [ understand that, Mr. Chairman; but if 
members of this House could live until that report is called up for ac- 
tion here why Gabriel’s trumpet would be an obsolete piece of furni- 
ture. [Laughter and applause. ] 

But what is it that we are in favor of; what are the practical under- 
lying principles of the civil-service reform? First, that no man shall 
be appointed to a subordinate office under this Government who is not 
fi by character and by education, who is not endowed with those 
qualifications that render him fit for the occupation and for the office 
to be held under the Government, and that he has been thus ap- 
pointed he shall not be removed from his office simply because he hap- 
pens to belong to this or to that political party. 

Now, is there anything else, my friend, in your civil-service reform? 
You who carried the banner of civil-service reform to the extent that 
you have driven from the ranks of the Republican party the young men 
of the Eastern States, until, under the effulgent rays of that banner, 
you have seen State after State and district after district coming up in 
the next Congress represented by Democrats instead of civil-service Re- 
publicans, is there anything else that is the underlying principle of 
civil-service reform. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentieman not take that as an evidence of 
the working of the civil-service reform throughout the country ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend and I differ very materially on this 
peint. I think it was agreat misfortune tothe country. I think that 
notwithstanding the fact that there comes from these States the sons 
of distinguished Republicans coming up here as Democratic Represent- 
atives, so that ‘‘one woe doth tread u another’s heel, so fast they 
follow ’’—the men of the Andrew family, the Hoar family, 
and other distinguished families of New England are coming up here 
as young Democrats, because among other reasons they are excluded 
from all participation in the Government. I think it is a great mis- 
fortune. 

I have said once, and I have said twice, that no party in this Gov- | 
ernment could ever be elected twice in succession to the control of the 
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Government that undertakes to make questions of this character a con- 
dition precedent to a good standing in any party, be it Republican or 
Democratic. That is what I have said and what I maintain. 

What more do you ask than the two propositions which I have laid 
down? If you say there is anything else, I know not whatitis. If 
that be all; then I say to gentlemen on the other side we are not unlike, 
we are not dissimilar in our views, except in the mere matter of the 
administration of the principle, the mode of procedure to enforce it, 
That is all. So my friends on the other side say we make it as a con- 
dition as to the mere matter of the administration of the principle. 

That is all. They say, ‘‘ We makcit as a sine qua non of your sound- 
ness upon this question that you shall agree that a commission of three 
men, clothed with great power by the law which created them, and 
whose demand for greater power must al ways be met by unquestioned 
concession, is the true development of civil-service reform, and if you 
are not in favor of that, then you are a heretic and a spoilsman, and a 
man who wants to plunder the Treasury and abandon the system.”’ 

What do we ask? We ask that this principle, which is the only 
principle worth having, the principle of the Republican platform, be 
carried intoeffect. Doesthe gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. McComas], 
who annually at this point reads to us the Chicago platform—does he 
undertake to say that that platform resolved in favor of any special 
form of administration of the civil-service law? He certainly can not 
say that. It is simply that we are in favor of the underlying princi- 
ples necessary and indispensable to the administration of the Govern- 
ment upon the idea of civil-service reform. 

What do we ask? AndI am going to give you an illustration of 
the aggressive tendency of this commission, and show you how utterly 
inconsistent with the real principles of civil-service reform they stand 
in the actual attitude that they have occupied before the public. We 
say that the service of the Government ought to have the best men in 
the country, men not only of good morals and character, but men of 
unqualified efficiency; and when that is accomplished, the whole thing 
is accomplished. I differ with the fair men on the other side of this 
question only as to the matter of how we shall attain that result. 

We have in this city a Bureau of the Census. [t is a very significant 
fact that when that bureau was established, notwithstanding the Civil 
Service Commission was in full blast here, nobody, so far as I know, 
made an attempt toplace the Census Bureau under the xgis of the civil- 
service law. They understood that it was necessary to build up a bu- 
reau rapidly, of efficient men of the very highest character, the most 
efficient who could be obtained in the country; and when that was the 
need of the hour, they did not suggest the Civil Service Commission, 
and they refused whatever application may have been made, refused to 
put it under the Civil Service Commission. 

Now, what have we got? I say that to-day the most efficient bureau 
of the Government, a bureau which has astonished the world by its 
efficiency and accuracy and completeness of executive action, is the 
Census Bureau of the Eleventh Census of the UnitedStates. How did 
these young men become membersof it? Through exactly thesystem 
which we argue for, the bureau system of civil-service reform, that oc- 
cupies a plane just below the domination of the Executive of the Gov- 
ernment, and does not undertake to criticise the Administration of the 
President of the United States, and does not undertake to say who shall 
hold office and who shall not. 

The young men and the young women assigned to that bureau were 
selected primarily by members of Congress, by Senators, by governors, 
by men of distinguished character at home, and they were sent here 
for their peculiar fitness for the work that they were wanted for. They 
had to prove as a preliminary step that they were men and women of 
good moral character, Then they were examined as to their general 

owledge of events, of general affairs, so that there should be no igno- 
ramuses in the Department. 

Mr. GEAR. And as to their fitness. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And then they were examined upon the ques- 
tion which we say is the paramount one, as to their especial fitness for 
the duties to which they were assigned. We said, it is not necessary 
that they shall be examined upon the telescope, upon trigonometry 
and algebra, if they are merely to be messengers in that office; but if 
they are to be clerks, computers, or what not, they must have educa- 
tion enough to understand what they are called upon to do, and they 
must be efficient and proficient in the particular business for which 
they are wanted. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR ] 
mean to say to this House that a person examined to be a clerk or mes- 
senger by the Civil Service Commission is examined in trigonometry 
and algebra? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not suppose he is. 

Mr. GEAR. But some of the questions he is asked, as to what were 
the diffieulties between the colonies and Great Britain, etc., are nearly 
as much out of place. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Doesthegentleman know what the questions are ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will give you some of the questions, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 
tleman do that. 
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Now, this bureau demonstrated to the country that the true applica 
tion of the doctrine of civil-service reform was to have an examination 
in each Department. That is what we want, an examination for the 
special purpose that the clerk is wanted for. Now, what has happened? 
A great many of these young men are reaching the end of their term. 
One of them to my certain knowledge, from my own district, has been 
promoted four times, although he has occupied his position there less 
than a year; and never once promoted upon my recommendation or 
suggestion. He has simply worked his way up until he has become 
absolutely efficient, and is a man of pure morals, of high character, and 
great efficiency. He took the civil-service examination and was certi- 
fied as eligible. 

Now, what happened? We come here to Congress and ask Congress 
to say that this immutable law of this commission may be bended just 
enough so that these young men and young women, soldiers, and 
soldiers’ widows and children who have shown this proficiency in that 
Department and have shown that they have rendered valuable service 
to the Government may be transferred upon a certificate of the head of 
that bureau to some other Department of the Government. 

And what did this Civil Service Commission do? All in a body, as 
did the jewelers of Ephesus when they said that an attack had been 
made on the goddess Diana, they all rushed together, This commis- 
sion rushed to the Committee on the Eleventh Census and protested 
that their ‘occupation would be gone’’ if those who were to go into 
the clerical service of the Government were to be ‘‘O K’d’’ by any 
one except the Civil Service Commission. Thatisa sample of the way 
that this bureau wants to dominate the political power of this Govern- 
ment and to dominate the political patronage of this Government. 
They are unwilling that thereshall be any young men who shall come 
up to greatness and glory in America who do not come up through 
the channel that they have dictated and laid down. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that the system is not popular to-day. I say 
that it operates asa chill upon the political and patriotic feelings of 
the people of this country in this matter. Why should it be as it is 
now? The system which I ask involvessimply that the heads of these 
great Departments, the members of the President’s Cabinet, and the 
chiefs of the great bureaus shall be permitted to send before a board 
young men, applicants for position, and let them make the examination 
just as strict as the wants and demands of the bureau require. 

Would not the end of that system achieve all that the most radiant 
imagination of even George William Curtis, the head of the great or- 
ganization to which one of the members of this commission belongs, 
and which only a few weeks ago thundered its denunciations upon the 
the head of the President of the United States, while that same com- 
missioner holds his place under that same President who was denounced 
for having violated the civil-service law—would we not in that way 
achieve all that the most radiant imagination of any civil-service re- 
former desires in this country? What is there objectionble in leaving 
it to the heads of the Departments? 

Nobody attacks the policies of the Democratic platforms more bit- 
terly than Ido. There is not aspot on them that is not full of wounds 
and bruises and political putrefying sores from the crowns of their heads 
to the soles of their feet [laughter]; and yet we have gone through a 
Democratic Administration of four years, and I challenge any man on 
the other side of the House to say that there was a head of a Depart- 
ment or a chief of a great bureau who was a dishonest man, or who 
was not a patriotic, country-loving man, The heads of these Depart- 
ments are as anxious as Mr. Curtis or any of his satellites, or any of 
the ‘‘ Miss Nancys’’ of American politics, to have honest government. 

Would any civil-service reformer arrogate to himselfall the patriotism 
and wisdom of this Government? Are we not allinterested in having 
good government? These men who are at the head of Departments want 
to make their Departments great. They want to make their bureaus 





popular. They want to make their administration successful. They 
want to contribute to the glory and honoroftheircountry. Why should 


they be compelled to take the figures of an anonymous clerk, vouched for 
by a commission that utterly and contemptuously defies public senti- 
ment, and pursues every man who differs in opinion from them, for 
the men who are to aid them, to stand by them, either to the building 
up or destruction of their bureaus and the government. 

Is there any Republican here orany Democrat here who doubts that 
thegreat chiefs of our Departments to-day and the headsof our bureaus, 
if it was left to them to designate the men to be sent before the Civil 
Service, Commission, would select good men. Who is more interested 
in the success of the administration of the affairs of the country than 
the heads of those Departments to-day ? 

The law, it is said, is not enforced. Iam not going to enter upon 
that channel, lIremember only a few days ago reading a letter ina 
newspaper giving the views of the Civil Service Commission in con- 
demnation of the administration of the President through the Post- 
Office Department. 

Mr. Harrison has survived the condemnation of the Civil Service 
Commission, and is living to-day, and quite a factor in American poli- 
tics. It may be that he rebuked those gentlemen for what they did; 


Tn your time I should be glad to have the gen- | it may be thathe did not; I have nothing to say about that; but I wish 


to insert in my remarks a few choice extracts from current literature 
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of what he did upon that memorable occasion. I have no authority to 
speak for the President. I have never spoken of ‘‘civil service’ to 
him or he to me. I stand here to say that Benjamin Harrison has en- 
forced the civil-service law wherever, from its incongruity, and misap- 
prehension, and misfit of public sentiment a judicialadministration of 
it could possibly be enforced, as he has all other laws of the country, 
and for aught I know he is as anxious to push it forward to ultimate 
results of greatness as any civil-service reformer in this country or as 
anybody else that I know of. 

I have seen a letter, dated only two days ago, which shows a sample 
of what this Civil Service Commission does through one of its branches 
in Cambridge, Mass., which seeks to assault and capture the Indian 
Department and chain that to its chariot wheels. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time ofthe gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAn- 
NON ] yield to me some further time? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield what further time the gentleman desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are about to assault the Indian Depart- 
ment; and they want to hold examinations to see what the qualities 
of the farmers on the Indian reservations are and the fellows who guard 
the wagon trains and drive the transportation of Indian supplies out 
to the reservations. 

They want to examine the clerks of the agents appointed by the 
Indian Department; and Mr. Harrison has very truthfully and very 
briefly said that he does not know of any special delinquency in the 
Indian Department; and while there are troubles there they had not 
shown good reason why it should be transferred to the Civil Service 
Commission; and forthwith come the Civil Service Commission to say 
that if they had had control out there there would have been no war. 
[Laughter.] Sweet peace and all that would have continued. The 
savage Sioux would have bowed to the song of civil-service reform. 

There is a flood down in the Tennessee River to-day doing a great 
deal of damage to property, and Iam looking for an application to- 
morrow from the Civil Service Commission to examine the fellows who 
allowed that water to run. [Laughter.] There was no difference of 
opinion in the Republican party in this country upon this question of 
civil-service administration of the Government until the civil-service 
burean undertook to arrogate to itself the prerogative of the Execu- 
tive. 

Mr. Clesirmap, I have only a word or two more to say. Thesystem 
which I advocate preserves all the valuable elements of civil-service re- 
form, and at the same time it keeps the Government away from the 
building up of a bureau that has shown itself to be aggressive, un- 
reasonable, disposed to have controversies and conflicts with everybody, 
inconsiderate of other people’s opinions, determined to grasp power 
which was never given to it. And itis for these elements in its admin- 
istration that the people of the country almost unanimously everywhere 


"are opposed to it. 


Mr. PICKLER. Let meask the gentleman whether under the system 
he proposes provision would be made for Union soldiers who are 
qualified for a great many of these offices, but who are unable to pass 
the examinations under the present civil-service system and are there- 
fore debarred from appointment ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Most certainly. If I had time I could read 
here numberless letters received from old soldiers throughout the coun- 
try who are referring just as vigorously as the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BuTTERWORTH | has done to the platform of the Republican party, 
that part of it which undertakes to say that there shall be a just dis- 
crimination made in favor of the Union soldiers, and pointing out in 
eloquent language that by the operation of this civil-service bureau 
they are substantially excluded from all participation in the adminis- 
tration of the Government. 

Only yesterday I received a letter from a gentleman who says that 
he and seven brothers served in the regiments of five States, that they 
are able-bodied men, able to do a great deal of the work that the Gov- 
ernment requires to have done, but that not one of them can get access 
to a public position because of the tyranny of this Civil Service Com- 
™m1ssi0n. 

Now, in conclusion, I say to our friends who oppose the position which 
we have taken, be more considerate of other people’s patriotism and 
judgment. Place just as high an estimate upon your own as you see 
fit, gentlemen, but recollect that you occupy a position where you are 
required to commend your views to the American people. You have 
had a surprise or two lately which must open your eyes to the fact that 
mere arrogance, mere criticism, mere assaults upon other people, is not 
an argument which will win before the House of Representatives, nor 
will it win before the American people. 

I stand to-day in favor of a civil-service reform that shall be “‘ run” 
within the control of the bureaus of this Government, and I look for- 
ward to the time when the American people will brush away this ar- 
rogant, this assuming commission, and then the principles of civil-serv- 
ice reform which have ingrafted themselves upon the judgment of the 
American people will find full development, and then the opportunity 
for the young men of this country who have been driven out of the Re- 
publican party to retake their position in that grand old party, assured 
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that their efforts, their patriotism, and their sacrifices will be recog- 
nized by the only party that ultimately can carry the civil service to 
the reform that it requires. [Applause on the Republican side and 
laughter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes]. : 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] to say this morning that the action of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole would not necessarily embarrass the operations of 
the Civil Service Commission. It seems to me that it would not only 
embarrass but destroy. The action upon the point of order has pre- 
cisely this effect. It takes away not only the ten clerks who are now 
detailed from the rolls of certain Departments to act as examiners, and 
whom this bill proposes to transfer to the commission, but it also takes 
away seventeen other clerks who never were detailed from any De- 
partment, but were given to the commission by Congress for the gen- 
eral purpose of its business. All alike are taken away. 

The answer to this is that the commission can have as may clerks 
detailed as they want. But they can not have the clerks detailed un- 
less they exist, and clerks for this purpose do not exist in any other 
Department. If the seventeen clerks that the commission has already 
are not appropriated for somewhere they can not be detailed. If the 
ten clerks in addition that it was proposed to give the commission are 
not appropriated for somewhere else, and they are not in this bill, they 
can not be detailed. Now, there is an immense deal of clerical work 
inthecommission. Five hundred and more letters have to be answered 
everyday. Without that commission, until the law of 1883 is repealed, 
you can not fill the offices of the Government. 

The moment the registers are exhausted, as they soon will be if no ap- 
propriation be made, all the business of appointment comes to a stand- 
still because you refuse the necessary clerical assistance. Everyone 
who is listening to me knows that neither party would take the re- 
sponsibility of repealing the civil-service law. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Please do not speak for the Democratic party. 

Mr. LODGE. On a yea-and-nay vote the hostility to civil-service 
reform would exhibit the same courage which is exhibited annually 
when the House comes to vote on the question of providing clerks for 
themselves. [Laughter.] Gentlemen do not dare to repeal the law, 
so they go around and attempt, under a point of order, to cripple its 
operations, and not only to cripple the operations of the civil-service 
law, but to make it impossible to carry it out. 

It has always been a very favorite proceeding in these debates—and I 
have observed it now for three years—to indulge in talk about ‘‘ hypo- 
crisy.”’ It is avery easy charge tomake. But there are agood many 
kinds of hypocrisy. Weare told on high authority that ‘‘ hypocrisy is 
the tribute that vice pays to virtue.’’ But there is another kind of 
hypocrisy, the tribute which timid souls feel called upon at times to pay 
to vice. Every man in his experience has known good and well-be- 
haved boys who thought it manly and fine to be considered rather tough, 
rather hard. They did not want to be thought too good and well be- 
haved; sothey made themselves out a good deal more wicked than they 
really were. 

I have observed this same thing in the House of Representatives in 
reference to civil-service reform. I never heard an intelligent man in 
this House or in the Senate speak of the work of distributing patronage 
which was forced upon him by existing circumstances as anything else 
than an annoyance and a trouble, a constant source of embarrassment 
and political weakness. Butsome gentlemen seem to feel that it sounds 
a little better to take ground against a system which would relieve 
them in thisrespect. Theyseem to apprehend that they may be called 
‘*Miss Nancys,’’ that they may be considered sentimental. They want 
to be thought rough and manly; and they fancy it is a g thing to 
stand up and say, ‘‘Oh! this civil-service reform is a humbug, and 
only Miss Nancies and dudes have anything to do with it.’’ The atti- 
tude of some of these gentlemen reminds me irresistibly of the famous 
Major Bagstock. ‘‘Tough is Joey B——; tough and devilish sly.’’ 
[ Laughter. ] 

Again as to this matter of hypocrisy. It isconstantly charged here, 
as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNoR] charged upon the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], ‘‘ Why, you have been to the 
Departments to get offices for your constituents.’’ Ofcourse, every man 
who belongs to the party in power is forced by the existing system to 
do this very thing. There is a great body of messengers, laborers, and 
other officers who are not under the civil-service law; and weare all of 
us foreed, if our constituents are to have an opportunity to get any of 
those offices, to do our best. as Representatives to aid them in getting 
them. Thereis no other way fora man to get his application before the 
Departments, but it is a degrading necessity. It is one of the principal 
objections I have to this system. 

When tatives do that it is perfectly idle to call their con- 
duct “hypocrisy.’”’ It is part of asystem. It has no more todo with 
the reform of the civil service than a question of Indian — or a 
question of dredging the Mississippi River. The question of civil-serv- 
ice reform is how by law will take the offices out of politics, how 
by law you will e men who are chosen to the t duty of 


governing this country from the petty and degrading of running 
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about begging for offices in this Department and in that? Thisis what 
true civil-service reform consists in. 

Now, I have listened to my friend from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] with 
a great deal of attention. 1 was anxious to find out exactly what the 
matter was ; and also what system he proposed to substitute for the ex- 
isting system. I think I have found out whatthe matteris. The pres- 
ent commission, we are told, is too aggessive. It has been a familiar 
sport in this House to make these speeches in regard to civil-service re- 
form and to assail the commission ; but it has never been part of the 

me to have the commission or any one of the commissioners answer 
Back and make defense against these assaults. 

One of the present commissioners did that when he was atttacked 
here. I think he was very sensible to do it; but it was inconsiderate 
of the feelings of the gentlemen engaged in theannual practice of assail- 
ing civil-service reform. He was not put there, according to the idea 
of the gentlemen who attacked him, to resent attack. He was put 
there simply to be madea text for speeches in regard to the ‘‘ humbug 
of civil-service reform ’’ and to receive attacks in silence. 

Now, as I say, I have tried to follow the course of the argument of 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR], and I have found it not very 
easy todo so. In my efforts todo this, indeed, I have been reminded of 
the well-known lines of Emerson entitled ‘‘Brahma.’’ They have an 
obscurity in the first part, which is particularly applicable: 

If the red slayer think he slays, 
And if the slain think he is slain, 


They know not well my subtle ways; 
I keep and pass, and turn again. 


Now, I will just quote from the printed REcorpD to show some of the 
difficulties which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR ] has found 
in the civil service. He stated in his speech last year— 


I will vote not only to strike out this appropriation, but I will vote to repeal 
the whole law. 


He then went before the committee; and in his testimony of August 
23, 1890, page 97, he said: 

I do not want to repeal the civil-service law ; and I never said so. 

[ Laughter. ] 

In his testimony at the same time he said: 

Rufus P. Putnam, fraudulently credited to Washington County, Ohio, never 


lived in Washington County, Ohio, nor in my Congressional district; nor in 
Ohio so far as I know. 


Then an inconsiderate person goes to work and digs up out of the 
files of Commissioner Morgan’s office a letter from the gentleman from 
Ohio dated February 5, 1890, which says: 


Mr, Rufus P. Putnam is a legal resident of my district, and has relatives liv- 
ing there now. 


The gentleman from Ohio in his speech said: 


I have not been informed of one applicant who has found a place in the classi- 
fied service from my district. 


And in his testimony on August 23, found on page 98 of the report, 
he says: 


That the eight men (whose names were furnished him as being appointed 
from his district) all live in my district as now constituted. 


So, I say the gentleman from Ohio was disturbed by the aggressions 
of the Civil Service Commission. 

He says he has only seen one of them, and had not seen him fre- 
quently. But on one occasion, at least, it was by his own invitation, 
for ie wrote to Mr. Roosevelt the following letter. He said: 


I have for some weeks sought an opportunity to appear before the committee 
to refer briefly to a statement made by youin which you impugned the char- 


acter of the statement made by me in the House of Representatives in regard 


to the administration of the civil-service law. I respectfully request that you 
will be present. 


In accordance with that request Mr. Roosevelt was present. They 
had a discussion which went on for a little while and then Mr. Gros- 
VENOR said, as appears from the record of the testimony: 

A Congressman making a speech on the floor of the House of Representa- 


tives is perhaps ina little different position from a witness testifying under ex- 
amination. 


[ Laughter. ] 


There I had the right to give my judgment about this matter under the Con- 
stitution of the United States and not have it called in question for that rea- 
son. 

I must go up to the House now. 


(Laughter. } 


And, Mr. Chairman, he went up to the House and left Mr. Roose- 
velt, and was not pleased with the interview, as he said there. But 
he returned to the committee after Mr, Roosevelt had gone to North 
Dakota, and was 2,000 miles away, and then said: 

Mystatementin the House of Representatives has been shamefully and crim- 


y resented by Mr. Roosevelt, who says I said there had been no 
~~ appointments in my district, I never said any such thing, and he knew 


Here is what Mr. Roosevelt did say: 


General Grosvenor says he does not know of oneapplicant who has found a 
place in the classified service from his Congressional district. 
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And here is what the gentleman from Ohio actually said in the House: 





oo 


{[Mr. Grosvenor’s speech, April 22.—Recorp, 3897. } 


Ihave not been informed of one (applicant) who has found a place in the 
classified service from my Congressional district. * * So faras [ know not 
one clerical position has been assigned to my Congressional district, 

Now, I might go on with these parallel columns, for I have some more 
here, but it will only serve to illustrate what the real difficulty has 
been. The trouble has been that this commission has been aggressive. 
It has taken hold of the matter with which it was intrusted in earnest, 
It has administered the law. The two gentlemen appointed by General 
Harrison, Governor Thompson and Mr. Roosevelt, have administered the 
law without fear or favor, and in a nonpartisan manner. They have 
tried to make it practical. They have simplified the examinations, 
They have gone to work and filled up the quotas of the States, some- 
thing never done before. 

To-day, Mr. Chairman, for the first time since the organization of 
the Civil Service Commission, the quotas of the States are equal, ac- 
cording to their population. When the civil-service law was passed 
the District had over 600 people in less than half the Departments, and 
great States like California did not have a half dozen. These quotas 
to-day are equal. They have filled them up, especially from the South- 
ern and Southwestern States, 

Mr. CRAIN, Filled them with Republicans. 

Mr. LODGE. They have not filled them with Republicans; for as 
a matter of fact the majority of appointments from those States are 
Democrats. At least two-thirds are Democrats, and I am glad of it. 
Iam glad of it, Mr. Chairman, because the charge has been always 
made that this law was administered under Republican Administra- 
tions for Republicans and under Democratic Administrations for Demo- 
crats. It has been determined in that regard that there is no charac- 
ter of partisan politics influencing its actions, and that there is an hon- 
est way to administer it, 

Mr. COGSWELL. How could the Democrats get two-thirds then? 

Mr. LODGE. Because the bulk of the population in those States 
votes the Democratic ticket. In the North the proportion is even more 
heavily the other way and for thesame reason. Inthe Southern quotas 
to which the law has applied in this manner let me say also that there 
are some young men, colored men and Kepublicans, graduates of the 
different universities, who have secured appointments that they never 
could have secured in any other way. They have got them on their 
own merits under this law, when otherwise it would have been im- 
possible for them to receive appointments, because they had no political 
backing. This has given them a fair chance. Now, it is a fact that 
the law has been administered in that way and that it has been made 
active and efficient. 

It is because the law has been enforced, not because they have failed 
to enforce it, that all this trouble has arisen. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the great body of the people of this 
country want to see the routine offices properly filled and administered, 
and they care very little for the party politicsof the men who fill them, 
They want to have a good service, and thatisallthey want. Thissys- 
tem can no doubt be improved. But it can not be improved by mak- 


ing what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosSVENOR]| suggests, a sys- - 


tem of pass examinations by the heads of Departments. It is a mere 
blind to talk about the heads of the Departments being allowed to se- 
lect men. Ifthe heads of Departments selected Government clerks 
it would be an admirable system. 

The heads of bureaus and Departments want to have a good admin- 
istration, but they do not make the appointments, and every man 
who listens to me knows that they do not, under that system. We 
make them and Senators make them. In other words, men make them 
who have no responsibility for the conduct of the business of the office. 
That is where the mischief is. A pass examination amounts to noth- 
ing; it isa mere blind. I will print with my remarks something in 
regard to the Census Office, showing that the’ places there were filled 
on the grounds of politics (Appendix A). They were not filled on the 
sole ground of selecting the best men, and there was nothing but a 
pass examination offered. 

The gentleman has alluded to some of the young men of my State 
who have gone into the Democratic party. Let me say to him that he 
utterly misapprehends the road by which they traveled. Perhaps it 
was in a larger measure differences on the tariff than anything else; 
but these men whom he cited here, my friend Mr. ANDREW, my 


friend Sherman Hoar, and others, did not leave the Republican 


party because they thought it favored too ardently the present system 
of civil-service reform. If they wereactuated by any impulses in that 
way of civil-service reform, and I know many who were, they were 
actuated by hostility to just the doctrines that have been preached by 
the gentieman from Ohio on this floor here, which have cost us hun- 
dreds of votes in Massachusetts and in New York as well. You may 
make light of it if you will. It has cost us hundreds of votes of 
thoughtful, intelligent young men, who, whether they are right or 
wrong, do not believe in the spoils system. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes more to the gentle- 
man. 
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Mr. LODGE. They are not ‘‘ Miss Nancys’”’ or ‘‘dudes.’’ They 
are intelligent, patriotic men, who are not in politics tcz a job, or for 
what they can get out of it, and who see in civil-service reform as at 
present aiministered what is honest and what is best. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the only party creed that I look to when I am 
seeking to find out what my party believes, is in the national conven- 
tion of my party. I take no man’s word for it on this floor or else- 
where. I go to the platform of the party. I find there a declaration 
for civil-service reform of the broadest kind. If we are to strike it 
down here, we are hypocrites tenfold over. 

No attacks by points of order will save us from the responsibility. 
You can not blind the eyes of the people by points of order. They 
know what the issue is just as well as we do, and they have no sym- 
pathy, in my judgment, with this attempt to turn back the wheels of 
progress and civilization. I belong to the Republican party because I 
believe in its principles. If it turns from being a collection of prin- 
ciples to being a collection of offices and office-seekers, it offers very few 
attractions to me. I stand by it because I believe in its doctrines, and 
when you get a party down to the idea that it can exist only by the 
distribution of offices, I do not know how it may be with other parties, 
but you can not make the Republican party succeed, still less exist, on 
apy such basis. [ Applause. } 





APPENDIX A. 


Ustrrep Srates Crvit Service ComMissron, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1891. 


Hon. Herman S. LEHLBACH, 
Chairman Civil Service Committee, House of Representatives: 


Iam here to answer the statements of the Hon. Robert P. Porter, Superin- 
tendent of the Census, made before your committee on September 9 last. 

Were Mr. Porter's statements made by some private individual or some pub- 
lic officer in an obseure position I should not think it necessary to notice them, 
but Mr. Porter's ability is acknowledged by all, and his position as the head of 
the Census Bureau gives weight to whatever he says. Accordingly I welcome 
the chance to join issue squarely with him as regards his comments on the 
merit system of making governmental appointments. 

Mr. Porter's remarks show that he appeared before your committee favoring 
the old patronage system of making appointments and advocating its reintro- 
duction into the departmental service at Washington (page 124 of your report). 
His advocacy of a system of noncompetitive or pass examinations does not 
change his position in the least, for pancemgntesce examinations serve only 
as a cloak to hide the nakedness of the spoils system. Pass examinations or 
noncompetitive examinations are absolutely useless as checks upon patronage 
appointments. They prevent the most incompetent men from being appointed 
to office, but they do not secure the appointment of the most com: nt, and 
they afford ne check whatever upon political appointments. It is idle to talk 
of the actual noncompetitive examinations being fair, for the unfairness and 
favoritism come in in the choosing of the men who shall heallowed to try them. 

Mr. Porter frankly avows his preference for a over @ nonpartisan 
service, stating, on page 124 of the report, that he believes that there is no harm 
in looking into the polities of the individual to be appointed, and that he is in 
favor of it provided it does not interfere with the efficiency of the clerks. He 
adds that the majority of those recommended to him for appointmentare Re- 
publicans, and that there has been a distinct leaning to Republicans; but that 
to *‘a reasonable extent” his Democratic friends have also had appointments 
given them. It is hardly necessary to point out that a service is not rendered 
one whit the less political in character use favored individuals of the oppo- 
site party happen to have influence with the appointing power. Ifthe appoint- 
ments were divided evenly among the politicians of the two parties, they would 
remain just as much political appointments as ever. 

The object of a nonpartisan service is to get the appointments out of politics. 
To distribute them among the politicians of two parties i of confining 
them to the politicians of one does not alter the case in the least, leaving the 
method quite as objectionable as it ever was. In the worst daysof the spoils 
system influential politicians of the party in opposition could occasionally get 
their adherents appointed to clerkships; and many a intments were also 
made through favoritism of a nonpolitical character. r. Porter says that he 
often appoints men for ‘‘ my Democratic friends.” Any head of a bureau under 
the spoils system fs willing at times to oblige in this way his intimates in the 
party opposed to him. Patronage has always been used in patr offices to 
subsidize and placate leading apne of the opposite party with a view to 
procuring legislation, notably in the matters of appropriation. 

Mr. Porter makes some remarks about the system in vogue in England, 
which I do not feel called upon to discuss. Mr. Porter is himself a native of 
England and is presumably better acquainted with at least certain of the po- 
litical methods in vogue there than I am, but inasmuch as I approach the sub- 
ject of civil-service reform purely from the American standpoint I donot think 
it needful to discuss the attitude of England in the matter at all. 

Mr. Porter is to be thanked for having furnished usa most effective argu- 
ment for applying the merit system, including com tive examinations, to 
promotion within as well as admission to the cl service. He shows 
(page 122) how qoometiacans made under the patronage system. Hisstatement 
is in brief that he does not give promotion to any man unfit for it; but that he 
does promote any one who is both fit and is also able to procure the personal 
intercession of a Senator or Member of Congress. 

In other words, in making a promotion Mr. Porter takes into account both a 
man’s fitness and also the strength of his political backing. We hold that his 
fitness alone should be considered. Doubtless the practice Mr. Porter follows 
of allowing political or personal favoritism and influence to be the causes 
which procure a man a promotion is rife in most Dapestments eplier the pat- 
ronage system; and Mr, Porter's own account of his own method offers abun- 
dant reasons why all promotions should be made under the supervision of the 
Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. Porter says: “Iam myself in favor of examinations, and think the re- 
sults of our experience will undoubtedly sustain the efforts which were made in 
that direction, though I am not in favor exactly a of barnacieism. 
The greatest danger is the system of ent ci a Po 
that danger is becoming greater, and is being fitted to certain and shut- 
ting out the common people from these exam - 

These two sentences seem a little involved, but apparently Mr. Porter is re- 
ferring to the examinations as conducted by this commission when he dwells 
on the “danger,” whieh is becoming, as he asserts, . If this is so his 
fears are not onty quae, but are a little We do not make per- 
manent civil-service appointments. On the contrary, we hold that men should 
be retained in the service only so long as they perform good work, and should 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 





be removed the moment they cease to perform good work. As for Mr. Porter's 
assertion or implication that our examinationgshut out the commog people, it 
simply has no foundation in fact whatever. Clerks must know how to read, 
write, and cipher. Locenemeie var epeeniaations test them in reading, writing, 
and ciphering. I think that if Mr. Porter will make some inquiry into the 
education of those whom he calls the common people in the land of his adop- 
tion, he will find that the great majority of Americans do know how to read 
write, and cipher. 

_ Instead of our examinations shutting out the common people, it is the exam- 
inations held by Mr. Porter, and all examinations similar in kind, which shut 
them out. His examinations are strictly limited to the small class which can 
obtain political or personal influence or backing, whereas ours are open to all 
American citizens without the least regard to whether they are or not adher- 
ents of influential party politicians. Mr. Portersays that he objects to barnacle- 
ism. Sodoesthiscommission. Under any system people who have been faithful 
clerks will sometimes be retained in office by the sympathy of the appointing 
power after they have become too old to perform their duties well; but many 
more are retained under systems of political appointments, because party in- 
fluence is then added to sympathy in bringing about the retention of incom- 
petent employés. Almost all of the men now in the Departments who do not 
do their full work,as reported by the Congressional committee last year, were 
appointed before the civil-service law went into effect. 

Mr. Porter states that he believes in a short term of service, and thinks that 
four years ‘‘is long enough for these chiefs of division, and long enough for 
good, efficient service."’ (Page 125.) But he also says (page 121) that “of the 
thirty chiefs of division and specialists that we employ there are now twenty- 
five who were old census people,” and adds that “ the Census Office should be 
made permanent and those men should be kept here, They are always finding 
outsomething to save the Government money.’’ Mr. Porter’s practice is, there- 
fore, evidently inconsistent with his preaching, and his preaching inconsistent 
with itself. In one sentence he says that the chiefs of division should be em- 
ployed only four years, and in another that they should be employed perma- 
nently; and he alludes with pride to the fact that five-sixths of his own chiefs 
were chosen from among veteran public servants, 

In other words, though Mr. Porter in theory occupies the rather singular posi- 
tion of being both for and against the retention for over four years of public 
servants who do their work well, yet in practice he evidently recognizes the 
fact—it seems to me almost a self-evident fact—that a man who is capable of 
doing good work for the public at allis more capable after than before having 
had four years’ experience. 

Mr. Porter himself, on 120, seems to completely give away his case and 
to furnish an unanswerable argument in favor of the whole system which he is 
opposing. He states that he believes in a system of examinations, and in com- 
paring the clerks of the Tenth and the Eleventh Censuses he states that the 
examinations bring in a better class of employés; and he furthersays, ‘I think 
my experience is, as the head of the bureau, that those who pass the best ex- 
aminations, as a rule, make the best clerks.” 

This is precisely the assumption upon which the Civil Service Commission 
acts. We throw open the examinations to all comers and certify for appoint- 
ment these who pass best. Mr. Porter throws open the examinations only to 
those who can get sufficient political or personal influence as a Sy 
and then appoints them whether they pass il! or well so long as y at 
all. It istherefore certain, on Mr. Porter’s own statement, that the clerks sup- 
plied by the Civil Service Commission must be better than the clerks supplied 
according to his methods. 

Yet Mr. Porter advocates the employment of his methods in the different De- 
partments; that is, the erection of separate bureaus in each nt to ex- 
amine those applicants who might be able to gain sufficient po influence 
to be allowed toenterthe examinations. He therefore advocatesa return tothe 
old spoils system in its worst form, although he has, in the sentence above quoted, 
shown that the system of examinations which he indorses will notasa rule give 
such good clerks as the system now used by the Civil Service Commission. The 
Congressmen who introduce bills to provide for these departmental pass-exam- 
inations are of course merely trying to reintroduce the spoils system into the 
departmental service. 

Mr. Porter comments unfavorably upon some of the applicants who came be- 
fore him after having passed the examinations of the Civil Service Commission. 
He uses the following words: ‘‘ We found the civil-service people would not do 
for us atall. They were persons who were bad in arithmetic. They were per- 
sons sent by the Civil Service Commission who had passed what they called 
the limited examination, but they would not do for us. We would not accept 
copyists, but we would accept those who had passed the clerkship examina- 
tions. The copyists we were obliged to re-examine, and I think twenty-five 
who passed the civil-service examination failed with us, * * * It is evident 
that they do not examine licants thoroughly.” 

In making this last asse m Mr. Porter has simply stated, of course entirely 
unintentionally, what is not the fact. We do examine applicants thoroughly, 
and the least investigation of our examinations would haveconvineed Mr. Por- 
ter of this fact, and would have prevented him from making so absolutely base- 
less a statement. The trouble with Mr. Porteris that he has, doubtless through 

norance of our examinations, an examination meant for applicants de- 
sirous of performing one set of duties and thoughtlessly used it as a test for 
applicants desirous of performing an entirely different set of duties. We ex- 
amine copyists principally in reference to spelling, penmanship, and copying. 
Mr. Porter says that he desired ly persons who were good in arithmetic, 
and he paid much more heed to this than to anything else. 

Surely a moment's consideration ought to have shown him that this being 
the case it was useless to attempt to take his men from our copyist list, and 
unreasonable to comment unfavorably on aset of examinations desigued to test 
fitness for the position of copyist because it did not also test fitmess for the 
position of computer, which it was not meant to test in the least. Besides, it 
must be seuepebanndl that Mr. Porter took the worst copyists from orr lists. 
Any man who stood at the head of our list asa copyist could get an appointment 
in the departmental service, and of course would not take an appointment in 
the Census Bureau. It was only those who stood too low down to appoint- 
ments through the commission who were willing to accept an tment un- 
der Mr, Porter. 

Ia other words, the appointments made through the commission were of those 
standing highest on the lists,without mans tofavoritism. The appointments 
made by Mr. Porter were of those standing lower or lowest on the lists, who, 
by means voritism, had obtained the promise of an appointment at the 

As 


ee ae 
test espec oroughness. 

The chairman of the committee in one of his questions to Mr. Porter speaks 
of ho nembepet ciate en Be BS the Civil Service Commission. Asa 
matter of fact during year 1890 the total number of men eligibles entered on 
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the clerk and copyist lists of the commission was 1,158, of whom 667 have been 
ee Mr. Porter has few eligibles on his lists who are not appointed, for 
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It is therefore evident that last year we did not have enough eligibles from 
most of the States, and that there were not a dozen from which we had too 

































very good reason that he does not examinethem until they Lavegmaty many. The only trouble arises from the fact that some States send in very 
been appointed, subject only to passing the examination. Theappointment in | many applicants for examination and others very few. Under the law we ar« 
reality comes first; the examination second. If the number of people who bave | required to hold twoexaminationseach year inevery State. It would be much 
applied to Mr. Porter for places was compared with the number of eligibles on | b if we were permitted to hold examinations only in those States which at 
our lists I have not the slightest doubt that the showing would be many times | th e were behindhand in their appointments, This would result in no in- 
worse for the Census Bureau than for the Civil Service Commission. : 1s to any State, and would bring about the constant correspondence of the 
Mr. Porter himself says “the burden ofmy work would have been nothing if | lists of eligibles and the lists of a) We ought always to have ample 
Thad not been troubled so much by the District people.” In other words, the | lists to put before the appointing officers 1 this way can the best material 
burden of Mr. Porter’s work would have been nothingif he had not been so | be secured 
much troubled by office-seekers, Or, again, the burden of Mr. Porter’sworkin | The quotas of the States are now very nearly rit o rst 
taking the census was nothing compared to the burden of the work put upon | i ss to ha the kep rath ‘ y ex ‘ tables 
him by those who brought pressure to bear upon him to turn it into a political | s! tl tal n ber of ointment th 
machine, or to use it as a means for supporting people who desired to get work | | he ex sha to 1 ea s : : i id the 
through influential friends. Had Mr, Porter's examinations been really con- | num! st had I D f ¢ abia has ha ents 
dueted on the merit system, as are tle examinations of the commiission, he | for tw ars nine ts ‘ ally ts 
would have been relieved of every particle of this pressure. He would have candidates apy ' ) I \ in 
had thisentire burden removed from his shoulders, and would have been al- | applicant 
lowed to devote all of his time solely to the duties which he was appointed to | 
perform. ;s d t 
Mr. Porter says that as many people filed application for appointment with | : ent S ’ we D t of ( 
him from the District of Columbia as from all the rest of the country put to- | / S l 1sts Of 
gether. The spoils system, it seems, favors the District of Columbia and the 
States near by at the expense of the States farther off. Our system, on the con- wees 
trary, does complete justice to each and all of the States, near or far. ‘ Sg 
Mr. Porter admits that he has made bis examinations chiefly upon the recom 
mendation of members of the party in power, and states that to a considerable SS 
extent ‘‘he haseliminated the nonpolitical feature of civil-service reform from == 
the appointments,” This is of course simply a statement that the Census Bu , i 
reau has been used not only as an agency to take the census for the benefit of States and Territori 
the entire people of the country, but also, as far as appointments were con- | 
cerned, as a political engine for the benefit of the party in power. | ' a 
My own belief is that as a matter of self-protection, any officer holding a high - : 
public trust ought to prefer to put it out of the power of his opponents to say 3 o : 
that he has administered that trust for partisan purposes. If an office is used o| A 
wholly and solely for the benefit of the entire people without regard to party, 
it is impossible to accuse it of having been maladministered in the interest of a 
party. | Alabama 78 ‘ { 
Whenever an office is used both in the interest of the people and in the inter- Alaska 1 1} o 
est of a party the inevitable effect is to provoke accusations that the interests | Arizona i 2 
of the public have been subordinated to the interests of the party. Arkansas ‘4 "i 3 
A word as to the alleged excessive number of eligibles on our lists. The out- | California 45 5 
cry raised over this alleged excessive number is in most cases simple claptrap. | Colorado eee ! il i 
Taken as a whole, the number is not excessive at all. To have a competitive | Connecticut........ t 0 
examination we must have applicants to compete; and the appointing officer | Delaware be 12 9 ; 
hasto have before him at least three names from which to choose, according to | Di»trict of Columbia..,.. aie 74 10 64 i 
the decision of the Attorney-General. The applicants with the highest aver- | Florida............... o L5 I 1 
ages usually make the best clerks. We ought, in order to secure the best | Georgia “2 ; eS oH ») O 
results, to have about three times as many eligibles on our lists as there are | Idaho ..... a tetitensdvensh 1 2 2 ; 
appointments to be made; whereas actuaily, taking all our liststogether, we only | Lilinois.. aileel “ ; Si 167 180 L3 
have about two and a half times as many. On many lists we never have asur- | Indiana . mn peovonees ‘ io il ° 5 
plusage of eligibles. On a few, as those for female clerks and copyists, there is | Indian T............. ’ ! ! 0 
a surplusage simply because so many women will enter our examinations, al- | Iowa ......... 4 { ll 
though warned that the chance of appointmentis small. But even whilethere | Kansas...... 60 : 
is a surplusage the evils sup to arise therefrom are wholly imaginary, | Kentucky envaceccccepeones -osscces - 92 06 i 
Last year we had barely enough eligibles even for men clerks and copyists, as | Louisiana cere spownen panne 60 55 5 
the following lists show : ON EE f 8 : 
= he a a Maryland ......... 71 a) 16 
| Total men clerks Massachusetts., sdedvintandan l L 104 
} ew Michigan... 2.020000: ‘ an 92 ) ; 
| and copyists— a ee ak, Shoes 4 4 2 
pe : — | Mississippi oY oO . 
i | 
States and Territories. Entered | Appointed | MisSOurl............ceeeeeescercreeeereneneesenses 116 12; 
on i from Montana........... 3 2 I 
registers| registers Nebrasika.........-.+++ 28 26 2 
| in 1800. | in 1890, Nevada...... ; a l t 3 
i NE IED cpcepsseccsbens nevesceescowenwnestenes 20 20: 0 - 
“ee oat, an = =< T ~~ r a New Jersey 65 65 l 
Alabama............. sill dala tiacichdaadhs bibcastnhiien siielindptisanausdanies 40 | g5 | New Mexico ot . l 
Pe insccseressvscocssecccseses 1| 1 | New York ce 280 207 17 
IN inindin es sucsncvosninnvndgatectnubndibasinvenstonclmyssvercnotesens 15 | 5 | North Carolina ........+.-.00r0- sh = I 
California i 5 9 | North Dakota..... svssiegnenvecsdnicage one ; 8/ 0 . 
Colorado... 5 | Ohio od 172 187 1s 
Tk incticieincet Gravectnate: tnetelicbtdatianever 2009 — g | Uregon...... soveocse oun LO | coves) enneenns : 
North and South Dakota.................:cessceeees eee ll | 1 bape me “7 ao - ! 
LOGS ISABNG ,.....0. ‘ , 
oa cosen 00 serssesereneee mond : serene | South Carolina 63 ae 5 
Georgia... a 41 3y | South Dakotar............sreseeeeeenee: 7 ) 2 
Idaho .. . <a Tennessee 93 90 B js 
Tilinois. te 40 “34 | Texas...... coo cctevnesenoesbessesececese vecesee ‘ 93 9. ) i 
ae 54 | © BF ORD ccc cccccccccccnccconsncsseneniingssosccess cetmedinaned 4 ed { 
| 24 | 19 | Vermont ......-.-r vet 20 19 l 
$ 55 | > | Virginia............ ocoecosiocatian co vedeuosennaneps 92 8 i 
26 | °3 | Washington... ......... tupapes sovenen cons 5 1 l 
58 98 | West V DE LUNI 0. senees severe cree corer cesceeteeenenes 35 5 1 
ot “a Wisconsin 73 77 4 
oeeene epeverenccssccesescsssontes coeceees: eo « Wyoming ...... 2 I i 
papeeaseteusneeenennnsecsoessn00eeneessestoennlenbanesnsbaneneses cecesesctened 23 } > oie ———— ~ — 
s =| Total 2, 928 2,92 129 129 
2 20 2 
~ 35 | — oes 
13 | 8 | hese lists show that with four or five exceptions the correspondence between 
51 | o> | the share each State is entitled to and the share it has actually had is very close 
pooeng al “< | indeed. Most even of the little inequality that existe is accounted for by the 
= ~ | fact that under the law preference-claiming veterans are entitled to certification 
; | 1 | from any State, whether it is in order of certification or not. It must also b« 
18 1 | remembered that the relative positions of the States vary from month to month 
30 | 24 with each bateh of appointments, Thus eight months ago lowa had received 
19 | “4 | exactly its share, while Georgia wasbehind. Nowthe reverse istrue; buta year 
3 | > | hence lowa will probably again beeven. Moreover, there is no sectional inequal 
° 4 ity ; each section furnishes States that are ahead and States that are behind. 
. i li | Itisinteresting to compare the above results, arrived at under our system, 
29 - ve — — the old patronage system, as shown by the following 
7 | table; next page. 
: : The sums total of appointments in these two sets of tables are approximately 
> equal, and therefore it is easy to see at a glance how well the quetas of the States 
3B 5 are filled under the reformed system as compared with what was the ease under 
= = the old yn ——— With one exception every State has had 90 per cent 
| or over of ite proper re of the appointments made under the civil-service 
= i = law, while under the old system, as shown in the above tables, tiiere were a 
: dozen Btates each of which had received bat 50 per cent. or less of its proper 
37 5 | share. Even under the new system the District of Columbia has an excess, but 
tied dibeiishaiaaibiidlsae tittianen inch schesuiaiingeiestowemmennencces 1,168 | 667 unter the old system this excess was nearly tenfold greater. Under the old sys- 


tem the Gulfand Pacifiv ~~ States were treated with especial injustice; under 
ev 


the new these States stand el with the rest. 
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Statement showing the number of clerks, copyists, ete., in the employ of the following 
Departments in each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia at the time the 


civil-service act of January 16, 1883, went into effect. (The figues for the other 
Departments are not at hand.) 


Departments. 
States and Territories. ; — 
lee | Treas- 
Ss 
tate. ury. 


| 
War. |Navy. | Total. 


Alabama... 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California. .. 

Colorado..... 

Connecticut. 

Dakota 

SII. inntameusneunietitnenep samaniieniaieeial 
District of Columbia. ............ 
Florida. . ooerennsoonstuata 
Georgia. ........... 

IIIA in dnentrs pecciampammiagnedin 
een 

Indiana 


wwak-s 
. : : 


Kentucky ion 
Louisiana..............+. 

ENGIN: cbubehensvebaccensnsewees 
Maryland 

Massachusetts : 
ON RAREST ESA 
Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 


me 


eSBSI8aSSBBE: oak 
pBba SB BOSE eo SRS a ssaaSVSSSSSNSGSES BS Soe SEUSS 


a® 


Ati cnsitinsencctsintiindiceaubiiinen seniecinel 

ok | Rae 

New Jersey 

New Mexico...........+++: 

New York ........... epee coennsees 

North Carolina............. ss. sion 

SST EUSURID, «.. snesetunniticmapssainaeeesianiaens mite 
PUREED BAORIIG, « cocsce cnesesconnsyineqtnentiens eta aeseiusonee 
South Carolina 

Tennessee. ...............- 

Texas. 

MOE csonictens enentscentnbenntes 4s 

Vermont 

| REE Se 

Washington 

West Virginia. 

NIT citpienbantannegneneasaidunbetch ean 
SUITE ociunende sapece snensnaneesanes domnGehdnedinubananlccanitieend 


“ s on 
chtabeSargeH Rae 


iE noe on ee bo | 1,914 | 1, 905 | 102 | 3,371 


The following table shows how the States stood on January 1 as to the com- 
parative number of appointments they bad received and as to the chances of 
appointment they had from them. Those standing at the head of the list are 
the ones furthest behind, from which therefore there is the most chance of ap- 
pointment. From the twenty-five States coming lest on the list there is little 
pronase that there will be any applicants appointed during 1891 except from 
the special and supplementary registers. 


List showing the positions of States and Territories in their order certification 
on January 1, 1891 (the Bleventh Census being now used as a basis). 


. Nevada. 18, Utah. 35. New Hampshire. 
2. California. 19. Nebraska. . Alabama. 
3%. Iowa. 20. Kentucky. 37. Rhode Island. 
. Ohio. 21. Connecticut, . Vermont. 
. Washington. 22. West Virginia. . South Carolina. 
. Wisconsin. 23. Florida. . Louisiana. 
. Missouri. 24. North Dakota. . Virginia. 
. Oregon. 25. Massachusetts. Oklahoma. 
9. Minois, 26. North Carolina, . Wyoming. 
10, Pennsylvania. 27. Maine. . Idaho. 
ll. Arkansas. 28. South Dakota. . Colorado. 
12. Minnesota. 29. New Mexico. 
13. Michigan. 30. Kansas. . 
14. New York, 81. Georgia. 48. 
15. Indiana. 32. Mississippi. 49. 
16. New Jersey. 33. Tennessee, 50. Alaska. 
17. Texas. 34. Montana. 51. District of Columbia. 


During 1891 there will be many clerk and copyist appointments made from 
the eligible lists of the States standing highest on the ilet ; probably each of the 
first twenty-five or twenty-six will at some time in 1891 be in line for certifica- 
tion, and many among the first twenty willhave repeated calls made upon their 
clerk and copyist registers. 

Among these twenty-six States, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Indiana, Michigan, Ne- 
braska, West Virginia, and North Carolina have enough high-c eligibles on 
their registers to satisfy any probable calls for the ensuing year, though of 
course new applicants of very high standing will have a chance of a pointment 
even from these States. There is a chance fora high-grade aork or copyist 
from North Dakota, 

Massachusetts, Kentucky, New York, Connecticut, and Florida have plenty 
of eligibles of high gnc on the registers for women; but they need moreh 
grade eligibles on their registers for men clerks and co’ , most of the eligi- 
bles on these lists at present having low averages. Th nois has but one man 
copyist on its register, and needs others very much. Minn Iowa, Wis- 
consin, New Jersey, Texas, and Missouri stand in urgent need of high 
eligibles on the + for men clerks and copyists; the need for cop be- 

Men from any of these States who 


Arizona. 


ing even greater than the need for clerks, 
nae copyist examination at high average stand a good chance of appoint- 
ment, 

The chances are still better for Nevada, Utah, California, Oregon, Washing- 
ton, and Arkansas. Not one of these States has a full register of eligibles, 
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whether of clerks or copyists, men or women; any candidates from them of 
either sex who pass at a good grade either the clerk or the copyist examination 
have excelient chances of appointment. The chance is best for high-grade 
men copyists, and almost as for men clerks. I desire tocall particular at- 
tention to the need of more eligibles from the Pacific coast States and Arkansas; 
a almost the only States which do not have enough women on their 
registers. 

It thus aqpense that there is now a special need of high-grade men eligibles 
on the clerk, and more especially on the copyist, —— of eleven States and 
one Territory. The following are their names an 
earliest examinations to be held in them : 

Utah: Salt Lake City, June 5. 

California: San Francisco, June 1. 

Nevada: Carson ae ee 24. 
ons: Portland, May 26; Roseburgh, May 28. 

Washington: Spokane Falls, May 21; Seattle, May 23. 

Arkansas: Texarkana, March 6; Little Rock, March 21; Fort Smith, March 24. 

Texas: Houston, February 24; San Antonio, February 26; Dallas, March 4. 

Missouri: Springfield, March 26; Kansas City, March 28; Moberly, April 1; 
St. Louis, April 3. 

lowa: Des Moines, Agee ee: Davenport, Ae 23. 

Minnesota: St. Paul, May 7; Duluth, May 9. 

Wisconsin: Milwaukee, April 9; Madison, April 11; Stevens Point, May 5. 

New Jersey: Trenton, May 5. (Applicants cantry in New York on May 7, or 
Philadelphia on March 10.) 

I wish that the newspapers in these various States would copy the statements 
given above both as to the dates and places where the next examinations are 
to be held, and as to the good chances of applicants from those States who stand 
high on the clerk and copyist registers. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask my colleague to yield for a moment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This comes out of the time of the brethren 
on the other side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio five minutes. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]}. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to say that whether I 
failed in my defense of the Secretary of the Navy or not, my observa- 
tions on the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] have evidently 
been a perfect success as I can see by the admirable temper in which 
he is now discussing this matter. Idid not misrepresent him. I made 
no attack upon him. What I did was simply te read his own words 
from the testimony, from his speech, and from his letter. 

I read them without comment. I made no remarks; I made no 
reference to him whatever personally; and whatever of falsehood there 
is in it, it is in his own statement and not in mine, for I have made 
none. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? Did you read to the House the letter of Hon. Douglas 
Putnam and Mr. Alderman stating that I was right in my original 
statement? Did you read that? 

Mr. LODGE. I read your letter to the commissioner. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there any difference in the expression of a 
falsehood and the suppression of the truth ? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. But you claim that the reading of your let- 
ter was a misrepresentation made by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Asa member of the committee which has made 
an investigation of certain charges against the Civil Service Commis- 
sion in the execution of the law I have had occasion to examine it and 
ascertain itsoperation. The result of thatinvestigation is the conviction 
in my mind that the opposition to the law comes not because of its 
nonenforcement or because it has not had the effect of preventing polit- 
ical appointments, but it has been enforced and has had that effect. 

I amalso satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that the Civil Service Commission 
has executed the law fairly and impartially without partisan bias, and 
that this is the cause of the ‘‘kick’’ against the commission. Now, 
the question is not whether the law is a law or a bad law, but it 
is whether it ought to be executed and whether the commission is try- 
ing to execute it. If anyone will take the trouble to look into the law 
he will find that poli appointments are almost impossible under it. 

It requires examinations of all applicants for appointment in the 
service shall be made; that when calls are made by a Department for 
clerks or for officials to fill any place in the classified service the 
three candidates who stand highest on the list of those eligible for ap- 
pointment shall be certified for appointment; and it is only in the 
Department itself, in the appointing power, that any favoritism at all 
is possible, because the commission is bound to certify the highest 
names. The fault, Mr. Chairman, in the law is not it fails to 
provide against political a, but that political dismissals 
may be made by the officers ng the appointing power on discov- 
ering that the men they have appointed are politically obnoxious to 
them. 

It has come under my own observation several times that perfectly 

, 


the places and dates of the 








1891. 





competent men who have been appointed under the provisions of the 
law in a straightforward manner and against whom no charges were 
made have been dismissed simply because of their political opinions, 
and upon their making application to the head of the Department for 
the réasons of their dismissal the only explanation given has been that 
they were dismissed ‘‘for the good of the service.’’ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But that was not the fault of the commission. 

Mr. BOATNER. That was not the fault of the commission. The 
commission can not be held blamable forthat, Andif the constituents 
of gentlemen have not been able to obtain appointments under this 
law it results from one of two causes: either the quotas of their States 
or districts were full and there were no vacancies or else their con- 
stituents stood such poor examinations that they could not be certified 
for appointment. These are the only causes for which anybody could 
fail to obtain a certification for appointment, and the statements made 
about _—— in the execution of the law, about the unreasonable- 
ness of the questions, about the failure of the commission to execute 
the law properly and impartially, are, in my judgment, based upon 
no facts whatever. 

I have never been apprised of any such facts, and in the investiga- 
tion before the committee there no facts have been proved calculated 
to cast any suspicion upon the fair dealing of the present Civil Service 
Commission. And, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that while I, asa 
Democrat, have believed and still believe in the doctrine that ‘‘ to the 
victors belong the spoils,’’ I do not believe that these departmental 
offices, where men work for smali salaries for their daily bread, fall 
properly under the definition of ‘‘spoils.’’ I believe that these de- 
partmental positions should be divorced from politics, and that this 
Civil Service Commission should be sustained in what, in my judg- 
ment, is an honest and nonpartisan execution of the law as they find 
it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Under the 
Cleveland Administration I heard it charged time and again, as I have 
heard it charged dozens of times under this Administration, that when 
candidates are certified up for appointment the appointing powers al- 
ways find out the man is of their own politics and appoint him. 

Mr. BOATNER. I am glad the gentleman asks that question. I 
will reply by asking him another. If the commission certify the name 
as the law requires them to do, and the appointing officer violates the 
law which he has sworn to —— and refuses to appoint a man be- 
cause of his politics, whose fault is that, the fault of the appointing 
officer or the fault of the commission? The objection which the gen- 
tleman suggests goes to the violation of the spirit of the law by officers 
having the power of removal, and for which the commission ought not 
to be held responsible. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this wrong to the Civil Service 
Commission and this covert scheme to break the pledge of the Repub- 
lican y to sustain this reform shall not succeed until I have ob- 
tai one square vote on the merits, in spite of the adverse rulings of 
the Chair on points of order. I give notice that at the close of this 
debate I will offer or ask another gentleman to offer an amendment 
a priating $36,400, being the total of the salaries of the civil-service 

erks stricken out on the points of order. We will thus defeat the 
Chair and give the House a final chance to stand by the Civil Service 
Commission, to foster it or to starve it, whichever the House may de- 
cide, 

This is the eighth annual attack on the civil-service law. I hope it 
will survive this as it has survivedall prior attacks. The civil-service 
system was inaugurated by the Republican President Arthur. It ex- 
isted in spite of unfriendly guardianship during four years of Demo- 
cratic rnle under President Cleveland. It withstood the severe test of 
another change of party administration and is better administered than 
ever before under President Harrison. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] and those with him 
who want to stamp out this law and starve out this commission ought 
frankly to avow their purpose, because the purpose is made very plain 
by their action yesterday and to-day in this House. 

The Cabinet and heads of bureaus, withexceptions steadily growing 
fewer, have approved the law under Arthur, Cleveland, and Harrison. 
The able and sagacious Secretary of the Treasury, whose loss the coun- 
try will long deplore, concluded his last message to Congress with his 
strongest approval of the law. 

President Harrison, the wise and true friend of this law, has given 
to the country the best Civil Service Commission the country ever had. 
It has the confidence of the country. Its real head is Commissioner 
Roosevelt—brilliant, able, enthusiastic, and versatile, one of the man- 
liest of men, a Republican loyal and true, a public-spirited citizen 
of limitless courage and stainless honor. Under his lead the law is 
rigidly and impartially enforced. 

To still further improve its administration the commission ask and 
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in this bill we had provided that the ten clerks from different Depart- 


ments detailed as examiners under the commission be permanently 
allotted to it. 
their dead wood on the commission. 
ought not to be called away. 
clerks. 1 


The Departments ought not to be tempted to unload 
The clerks when experienced 
The commission should control its own 
But this improvement has been stricken out by the Chair- 
man’s ruling. 

Gentlemen who say, as does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], that they do not assail this system and yet would take away 
from it the fifteen clerks that it now has, who would deny in this way 
the facilities of competitive examination to the poor and deserving 


young men and young women trained in our public schools all over this 


land—these gentlemen, who seek to deny to this commission the clerks 
that we propose to provide for the purpose of getting through with 


these examinations, coolly tell the country that they are the friends of 
civil-service reform. 


Sir, it is an elementary axiom of law that men must be presumed to 


intend the necessary and natural consequences of their own acts; and 


I have a right to presume that it is the destruction of this Republican 


law that the gentleman from Ohio seeks by making the assault that 
he has made here yesterday and to-day upon this system. 
must be to starve the commission, to break down this system, tu de- 
feat this reform. 


The object 


I said a moment ago that the rapid changes from Republican to 
Democratic and from Democratic to Republican administration again 


have severely tried this new law. 


The same changes have hurt the spoils system still more. 
The Federal patronage has grown so vast that a President who gives 


reasonable hearing to the thousands who ought to be heard before he 
disposes of the offices whereto his discretion ought to be applied has 
now very little time left for the executive duties, for the public poli- 
cies requiring his time. 
Thisfield must be constantly narrowed, not broadened. 
spoils system, applied to 62,000,000 of people and hundreds of thou- 
sands of offices, has grown unwieldy. 


The President has little time to be President. 
Therefore, the 


It will not work satisfactorily. It has grown to be a burden too 


grievous to be borne by any party having principles worth fighting for. 


It was this system which murdered Garfield, which weighed down the 
wise Administration of Arthur. It helped the Democracy without 
offices to win a victory for Cleveland. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. If it does not divert me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I simply wish to ask what officer under the 
classified service has been appointed by the President within the last 
fifty years. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What office included in the classified service 
has been a Presidential appointment within the last fifty years? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That question is a quibble—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not a quibble. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman knows very well that members of 
Congress wanting a man appointed to an-oflice would be tempted now 
and then to go to the President and ask him to request the Secretary 
or some other head of a Department to appoint that man, their candi- 
date. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How did you find it out? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I might know it myself from observing the gentle- 
man from Maine and the gentleman from Ohio —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I deny that absolutely. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I deny it. 

Mr. McCOMAS, It is well understood that the gentleman from 
Maine, the gentleman from Ohio, or anybody else wanting a particu- 
lar man appointed might be tempted to go, not only to the official hav- 
ing immediate charge of the matter, but to the President over the man 
in charge, and ask him to use his influence directly to bring about the 
appointment. That is human nature. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When you are done I shall have something to 


say. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It was this scramblé system which murdered Gar- 
field. The harmonious Republican hosts when unfettered by patron- 
age triumphed over Cleveland when burdened with the discords and 
jealousies surely following the distribution of tens of thousands of of- 
fices among myriads of applicants, and mainly from that cause you 
were broken down, and the united and concordant hosts of the Repub- 
lican party swept on to victory in 1883. 

Mr. ROGERS. In “‘ blocks of five.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not in “blocks of five,’’ but in spite of infamous 
murders in Arkansas as well. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is an ‘‘old chestnut.’’ 

Mr. McCOMAS. The )hlood about which the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas jests may be called an ‘‘old chestnut’’ in Arkansas; but the 
freemen of this Union who believe in a fair count of an honest ballot 
do not call it ‘‘chestnuts.’’ [ Applause. } 

Mr. ROGERS. You tried it in November and went down in the 
cyclone. 
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Mr. McCOMAS. 
kansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. 

Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. 
were not in if. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
afraid. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, the gentleman did not venture to make the 
campaign. I tried it--—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I was not a candidate for the nomination. 
last December a year ago. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I was in the field with the indorsement of my 
party at all events; but the gentleman was not. 

Mr, ROGERS. But your party did not indorse you in the election. 
The gentleman went down with the indorsement of his party. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But, Mr. Chairman, I need not pursue this per- 
sonal colloquy with the gentleman from Arkansas any longer. The 
chestnuts will grow leaves and fruit yet, even in Arkansas, and the 
moral sentiment of my country may yet be heard on these bitter fruits, 
the bloody chestnuts gathered in the fall of 1888 in Arkansas, where 
John M. Clayton was murdered. 

I will now return to the subject under discussion, the question of civil- 
service reform. In 1888 we came into power here with asplendid vote 
of over 5,000,000 or more of men for the President who now honors 
the White House by his courage, his integrity, his firmness of will, and 
his wise adhesion to the pledges of the party which elected him. When 
the last election came on we had had two years of the offices, and we 
fell short 1,000,000 votes out of 5,000,000 before. 

We did not cast for members of Congress and have counted quite 
4,000,000 votes. One outof five of the voters was apathetic and discon- 
tented. Was not that the kind of *‘chill’’ the gentleman from Ohio 
speaks of ? What kept from the elections one man out of five? Was 
it notin part the effect of the scramble for office which chilled some of 
the people and left us to stem the discord and dissatisfaction and jealousy 
which it engendered? But, whatever it was, one man out of five re- 
mained at home. 

The offices did not add to, but subtracted from, the grand total of 
Republican forces. The strife over offieesdistorted the perturbed vision 
of citizens who in calmer spirit and with clearer vision will yet ap- 
prove the brave and wise measures of this House of Representatives. 

Has not this recent history shown the contrast between the old sys- 
tem and the new? Has it not commended the new and discredited the 
old system ? 

Mr. Chairman, I have observed in the late conflict a new party with- 
out patronage or offices and without power of organization, the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, whose members, as I understand, pay dues for the priv- 
ilege of belonging to that organization, instead of demanding rewards. 
I have observed them with more than oriental devotion stand by the 
subtreasury and other schemes, on which they insist and believe; and 
that gives to me a new reason for the conviction that it is not offices, 
but ideas which give success toa party. It is not patronage, but it is 
convictions; and seeingas I do that the offices have hurt even the Dem- 
ocratic party in the Presidential campaign, knowing that the offices 
have lately proved a burden to the Republican party, I want to see it 
rally by enthusiasm for its principles, and not by the delusive hope of 
public spoils. 

There is another thing I want, as an American citizen, to help in my 
way, before I leave this body and go to my own home as a private citi- 
zen. I want to say to the members of this House (I speak now as a 
member of this House talking to members) I want the members of 
this House who come after us to have a better opportunity than we 
have to-day for the discharge of the public business. I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that it was John Morley who said that life in the English 
Parliament was idleness without rest, labor without result, work with- 
out reward. 

It is still more true here of life on this floor. You have voted clerks 
for members. Clerks to members is not half so good a remedy as re- 
lief from office broker agein the time to come, when members of Con- 
gress shall have only legislating for the people to attend to, and be able 
to give all the time during a session to the performance of that duty. 
Press forward a reform like this, and let the time come when tive 
influence and executive power are absolutely divorced, the one from the 
other, keep them apart, and the Representative on the floor will not 
be awed by power or swayed by hope of patronage when he is here de- 
claring the convictions of the people. 

I want that time to come, and I will do all I can by my vote, and 
have during eight years done all I could by my vote and my voice, to 
bring about that time. I have, on this subject at least, acted with the 
courage of my convictions, and I shall so act until the brief time of my 
service here has expired. I havefound what these gentlemen will find 
more and more, that the working people of the country begin to un- 
derstand the benefits of this system. They begin to believe it comes 
home to their sons and their daughters who, by competition of merit, 
win the little places under the Government as well as do the friends 


And the gentleman himself went down, in Ar- 


No, I did not, 

Then perhaps he was afraid to make the effort. 
And that is not true. 

It is true that you did not venture the race. You 


I was not in the race; but it is not true that I was 


I retired 
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of members of Congress and of Senators, and that it is thus working 
for the benefit of the people. 

Therefore, instead of risking the chance of letting this reform {fall 
back, I will, by every effort I can make, help to sustain and perpetuate 
this reform. It has been injured by some of its indiscreet friends. It 
has been hurt more by them perhaps than by the annual assaults of its 
enemies, Theircharges grow more and more stale by repetition, and do 
little harm; but I little thought that members of the Republican party 
would stand here opposed to this system. 

When, under Mr, Cleveland as President, in two Democratic Con- 
gresses, once on my motion, this side stood up and increased this force, 
and once on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON ] theystood up and increased this force, I little thought that a Re- 
publican Congress would lack the courage to stand by its own party 
pledges. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] says we said 
we would stand by the reform, but not by this particularreform. The 
wording of the very pledge of the platform to which he alludes con- 
founds him when it says: 

We will not fail to keep our pledge because they (the Democrats) have bro- 
ken theirs or because their candidate has broken his, and therefore repeat 
our declaration of 1884, to wit, the reform of the civil service, auspiciously 


begun under the Republican Administration, should be completed by the fur- 
ther extension of the reform system already established by law. 


It was to this very reform that we are pledged. Any departure from 
it, any defeat of it, is a breach of our faith and our party’s honor, and 
any trickery or evasive effort tosmother it is the meanest way of being 
false to our pledge to the people, of neglecting the right of the working 
people of the country to have a competition of merit for place in pub- 
lic office, with equal chance for poor and powerful alike, in fair exam- 
inations. 

I hope this Republican House will yet adopt the amendment I will 
offer, or ask another to offer, avoiding the ruling of the Chair, by ap- 
propriating in a lump sum the thirty-odd thousand dollars required to 
pay the clerks of the Civil Service Commission now employed. 

I have voted for every other pledge of our party, I have stood up by 
them in season and out of season in this Congress, and I stand by this 
as I have stood by the rest, and will until the last hour of this Con- 

ress. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

ied ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has occupied twenty-four minutes 
and has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield that time tothe gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. CANNON. We are ready for a vote upon our side. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If no gentlemen desire to offer any further 
observations on this side, I yield two minutes to my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. DocKERY ]. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I would like ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio yields two minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it must be apparent to the coun- 
try that the opposition of many of our friends on the other side to 
the paragraph providing a clerical force for the Civil Service Commis- 
sion is the result of hostility to the civil-service system and a settled 
purpose to destroy the commission by denying the necessary appropri- 
ation. I do not claim any familiarity with the methods of the com- 
mission in respect to many questions, but as a Democrat and speaking 
to Democrats, especially those from Southern States, I feel constrained 
to say that the present commission, in my opinion, has made an hon- 
est effort to execute the civil-service law upon a nonpartisan basis. 

My observation upon this point fully confirms the views so well ex- 
pressed a moment ago by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boat- 
NER], and in further verification I ask permission to incorporate in my 
remarks extracts from the statement of Civil Service Commissioner 
Roosevelt, in a recent hearing before the Committee on Appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have leave to print without 
objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The statement of Mr. Roosevelt is as follows: 


Mr. Roosrevext. I would like to make one statementon the line of Mr. Dock- 
ERY’s question. Mr. DockERry’s question was by implication as to whether Dem- 
ocrats were removed and Repu ns were gotten in through new examina- 
tions. Undoubtedly it has been very difficult for the commission to e 
to apply for these examinations who are not in sym with the Adminis- 
tration. The commission has been able to take a course of action in the South- 
ern States that enables me to state that in a series of examinations throughout 
the Gulf and South Atlantic States the bulk of those who got in by appointment 
were in politics to the party in power. 

Mr. SAYERS. How did you find it out? Why do you inquire into the politics 
of anybody? 

Mr. Roosrvett. I will tell you. Af its first session, this Congress passed a 

the nt of some six hundred additional clerks, mainly 

reau. was during last July. TheSouthern were 

then behind in their quotas. We had Sieieatey Sn Gens seoues men 
the Southern The ity was 


How much time have I occu- 


from States to come in to these examinations. diffi 
sacs after cee of eet a — many do — 
lieve they can an appoin even pass an > 
an Administration with which they are not in mecty. We therefore held 
a special series of examinations throughout the thern States. Previous! 
we met in the rooms of the com if a dozen correspondents of Southern 
newspapers, and also asked the Southern members of Congress, Republicans and 
‘ 
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Democrats, to assist us in the way of advertising the fact throughout their dis- 
tricts. 

I got up an interview of about a column and a half, which was published in 
at Globe-Democrat, the Memphis Avalanche and Appeal, the New 
Orleans Picayune and Times-Democrat, the Charleston News and Courier, the 
Knoxville Gazette, and other papers, explaining the fact that the Southern 
States were behind in their quotas ; that of these new appointments somewhere 
in the neighborhood of two or three hundred would come from the Southern 
States; that we would certify from those States first; that we would guaranty 
that no attention would be paid to politics in the examination, marking, or cer- 
tification, and that while we could give no guaranty as to the action of the ap- 

inting officer we were satisfied that he would pay no attention to politics, 
he appointing officer can reject two men out of every five, so thas we were 
able to say that of all those passing highest from the South we could guaranty 
the appointment of three-fifths of them, which would leave room for compara- 
tively little political discrimination. 

We have had more applicants from the South thun came in during the pre- 
ceding four years. We found that. of those passing highest, instead of three- 
fifths being appointed, nearly nine-tenths wero appointed ; that is tosay, of the 
two hundred and sixty ng highest,two hundred and thirty-odd were ap- 
pointed. Weare required by law to make no inquiry into the polities of an 
applicant or an eligible. There is no prohibition after the men are in against 
trying to find out if the appointments have been made without regard to poli- 
tics. The correspondent of the New Orleans Picayune, Mr. Matthews, who is 
anephew of Senator Gibson, was in my office. He had taken a great interest in 


thismatter. Louisiana had beon the lowest State on the register, and now she 
= eng the highest. She has bad thirty appointments during the past 
x months, 


Those thirty supelstos were chosen from the thirty-three highest on the 
register, and all the highest ones were taken. That included, I should say, 
four or five colored people. It included one man who was a resident of Louisi- 
ana, but who hac been born in the North. The others were all natives and 
borninthe South. I spoketo Mr. Matthews about the polities of the applicants, 


wre to hia that I ho: some Democrats had been appointed, He said, 
“1 know tuem almost all, and the great bulk of them are Democrats, All of 
them that I know are Democrats.”’ 


As to South Carolina, we have means of knowing, simply because Governor 
Thempson, in looking over the register, recognized in many cases the families 
of the men as being Democratic families; and while the appointees might not 
in every case have the same politics the chances were that that was true in nine- 
teen cases outof twenty. We have a young man in our office named Bunn,who 
was appoloted under the civil-service rules. We do not know his politics, but 
we accidentally learned a few months ago that he isa nephew of Congressman 
Buwn,and we suppose he isa Democrat. Heshowed mea North Carolina paper 
containing & protest against so many Democrats from the State having been ap- 
pointed through our examinations. It gave the names of these. 


Mr. Sayuns. Do you, therefore, come to the conclusion that the great bulk of 


your recent appointments from the South have been Democrats ? 

Mr. Roosever. a sir. 

Mr. Sayers. I will tell you what I know. I know that four out of five of your 
appointments in the railway mail service in Texas are Hepublican. 
no question about that. 

Mr. Roosevect. I am speaking about the departmental clerks. 
a word about the railway mail service. 

os CLEMENTS, My observation is entirely in accord with what Mr. Rocsc- 
velt says. 

Mr. EVELT, Itis true as to Mississippi, Alabama, Louisiana, and South 
Carolina, and also as to Georgia (from what Mr. Crisp tells us about Georgia). 

Mr. Cannoy, In filling vacancies from Illinois, Montana, Washington, or 
New York, in reference to those five hundred or six hundred appointments in 
the Pension Bureau, have you pursued the same cours» that you pursued in 
reference to the Southern States? 

Mr. Roosevett (with emphasis). No; it was not necessary, because the quo- 
tas of the Northern States were upand they had their full share of appointments. 
We pursued the policy of advertising in the States which were behind in their 
quotas so as to bring them uplevel. Instead ofsitting still we tried actively to 
enforce the law. e do not have to emphasize the fact that Republicans can 
came forward for appointment under a Republican administration. We do 
have to emphasize the fact that Democrats have the same rights; that the sys- 
tem is nonpolitical. Ifthe Administration were Demoeratic I should lay stress 
on the fact that Republicans could apply. 

Under the present Administration we lay the emphasis on the other end of 
the tilt and ask Democrats to come forward. We particularly state in these re- 
ports and in interviews that we ask people tocome forward without regard to 
politics, whether Republicans, Democrats, Greenbackers, Prohibitionists, Farm- 
mers’ Alliance men, or Mugwumps. We had the correspondents of these vari- 
ous Southern notified—most of them Democratic papers, not all, as there 
was a New Or $s Republican correspondent there and an East Tennessee cor- 
respondent. The Congressmen were simply asked, for the purpose of getting 
the fact known in their districta, where the local newspapers had no represent- 
atives here in Washington. In quite a number of the districts the local papers 
had no representatives here. 

Mr. Cannon, Were there nota portion of these clerks appointed in the Pen- 
sion Office from the Northern States ? 
pe RoosEVELT. About three hundred of them were from the Northern 

2s. 

Mr, Cannon, There are some Democrats in the Northern States, I believe. 

Mr, Rooseve.t. There are. 

Mr, Cannon, Was this extraordinary attempt to advertise in the Southern 
States resorted to in the Northern States to reach Northern Democrats, Green- 
backers, and erent 

Mr. Roosgve.t. We held no special examinations in the Northern States. 
There was no such necessity as there was in the South to make these special 
advertisements; but I have again and again, in interviews and in speeches and 
addresses like that before the Chicago Civil Service Association, before the In- 
dianapolis Civil Service Association, and before the Civil Service Association 
of Boston, dwelt upon the fact that we wanted Democrats and Republicans alike 
to come forward. 

Mr. Canyoy. Dol understand that in filling those places no examinations 
were held in any of the Northern States? 

Mr. Roosrve.t. No extra examinations were held, because we had ample 

isters from all the Northern States. 
r. Canroy. Lam asking whether any examinations were held? 

Mr. Rooseve tT. Certainly. 

Mr. Cannon. Were examinations held in the Northern States and the north- 
ern tier of the Southern States after this act was passed increasing this force; 
and were some of those certified and appointed? 

Mr. Roosrvetr. Yes. Regularexaminations were held in the Northern States. 
We had ample fromthe Northern States, but notfromthe South. And 

the Southern 8 were entitled to their fair quotas, and that was our reason 
holding special examinations in the South. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH (toMr. Cannon). 
to say anything further, let us have the time. 


There is 


I do not say 


Now, if you do not want 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








2643 


lan really 


Mr. CANNON. 
wants it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Turn about is fair play, and if there areany 
other gentlemen who desire to address the committee I think they 
ought to have the opportunity to do so 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to my friend; but will first yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGcers] for five minutes 

Mr. SPINOLA, I would like to have some time befor 
closes. 

Mr. CANNON. IfI can cut off 
tleman have some time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then cut off somebody. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of making reply 
to some observations made by the distinguished gentleman—the tran- 
sient gentleman—from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. Some reflections 
are made upon my State, and I want to make a single observation in 
regard to what is shown by the Congressional Directory. I represent 
a Congressional district upon which there has never been the slightest 
suspicion in any Presidential or Congressional election since 1872, when 
Powell Clayton issued a fraudulent certificate to John Edwards as a 
member of Congress and Thomas H. Bowles afterwards brought his 
contest to this House, and the House cf Representatives—a Republican 
House—put Edwards out and seated Bowles. 

From that day to this there has never been a suspicion of any char- 
acter retlecting upon the Congressional elections in the district I have 
had the honor to represent for eight years. I have the honor to repre- 
sent a district also which at every successive election for four elections 
has greatly increased their majority for myself. The returns of the 
last race I made show that I received 20,448 votes against 14,933 for a 
Republican. They said he was a Republican; I do not know what he 
was. I notice that the gentleman from Maryland received in that elec- 
tion 19,056 votes against 17,422 for a Democrat; so that I polled more 
Democratic votes than he polled Republican votes, and my opponent, 
whose politics nobody ever knew, polled nearly as much as the oppo- 
sition polled against the gentleman from Maryland. 

Having said that much, I have one further observation to make, He 
said I retired through fear. No one for a moment has ever before had 
the temerity to say that, in print or otherwise, with one exception, so 
far as I know, and his name I will not call, on the principle of d 
minimis non curat lex, [Laughter]. 

I have in my hand, sir, the action that was taken by the conven- 
tion in my district, and for the purposeof putting iton the permanent 
record I will read it: 


i will divide the time if the gentlen 


this matter 


somebody I wili try to let the gen- 


By eonsent of the convention, Col. J. W 
was adopted unanimously by a rising vote. 

The resolution, which is very complimentary to Judge RoGers 
Congressman, is as follows: 

‘“*‘Whereas Hon. J. H. RoGrrs has represented this district 
House of Congress for the last eight years; and 

“Whereas he has made a faithful servant of the people, coming fully up to 
the Jeffersonian standard, honesty and qualification; and 

“Whereas he has always been ready to defend the 
against the scurrilous attacks "— 


House offered a resolution which 


the retiring 


in the lower: 


fair name of the State 


I suppose that is meant to apply to the gentleman from Maryland 
{laughter ]— 
made by corrupt and unscrupulous politicians: Therefore, 

* Be it resolved by the delegates of the Fourth Congressional district in convention 
assembled, That in Hon. Jons H. Roerxs the Fourth Congressional district has 
had an earnest, zealous, and able advoeate for the people's rights, and that in 


his retirement from the public service he carries with him the lasting good-will 
and gratitude of the Democracy of the district,” 


Mr. McCOMAS. 

Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Whatabout thestolen returns at the last election? 

Mr. ROGERS. That just exemplifies the fact that even in Maryland 
may be found a gentleman with the same qualities that emanated in 
Pecksniffian New England, going about grieving themselves to death 
about other men’s sins on the assumption that they have none of their 
own. 

What business have you to do with that? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Just as much as the gentleman has to speak of 
the returns from my district. 

Mr. ROGERS. That was a State election. 

Mr. McCOMAS, And you have just shown that your are meddling 
yourself with my district. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thatshows the gentleman’s ignorance. There never 
was a ballot box stolen nor any charge of one being stolen in the Con- 
gressional or district election. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Was that not in your district ? 

Mr. ROGERS. That alluded to a State election. We have aright 
to local self-government and we expect to maintain it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does the gentleman mean to say that in Arkansas 
they have an alternate right to steal every two years and except in the 
elections for Congress? [ Laughter. } 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘That only shows the appropriateness of the words 
in these resolutions: 


The scurrilous attacks made by corrupt and unscrupulous politicians, 


{ Laughter. ] 


Does the gentleman’s district include Little Rock ? 
It does. 
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Mr. McCOMAS. I can stand such charges, whether they are made 
either in print or orally here on the floor from scurvy politicians. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes; I have this observation to make. There are 
agreat many things that the gentleman can stand; and sometimes he 
does not stand to tell the truth. 

Mr, TRACEY. That ought not to be said. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, when the gentleman charges upon the floor 
of the House that I retired for fear, what does he base that upon? 
[After a pause.] The gentleman does not answer. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I donot know. I was not present. The gentle- 
man offering these resolutions has encouraged my inference. As I 
stated, my inference was that he was afraid to make the contest. It 
looks to me, since he has read these resolutions, that it is the old story 
that the other fellow got the nomination and the gentleman now on 
the floor only got the resolutions. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, that suggests a question of ethics. 
The man who asserts a fact without knowing it to be true stands exactly 
in the same attitude as the man who asserts a fact knowing it not to 
be true. There is no difference in moralsor in ethics. There are some 
other observations that I wanted to make, but I have not the time. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to my colleague from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire simply to call the committee’s attention 
to the real question that is pending before this body. 

Mr. Chairman, we have had a little over three hours’ general de- 
bate. Ihave listened attentively to each speaker who has addressed this 
body, and I confess that had it not been for the fact that I had heard read 
theamendment which has been sent to the Chair I would not have known 
what the question is that is before the committee and upon which we 
shall ultimately be called to vote. Now, I do not understand that the 
personnel of this commission is involved in this question at all. 

No one who is acquainted with the gentlemen who preside over the 
Civil Service Commission would impugn their integrity or their intel- 
ligence, and I can join with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boat- 
NR] in saying that I believe the administration of the commission has 
been nonpartisan, nonpartisan from the standpoint of a certain class 
ot Republicans who believe in extending to their political opponents 
more than they reserve for their friends. That has been done by the 
Civil Service Commission during this Administration. As has been 
stated upon this floor, when the bill which authorized the selection of 
several hundred clerks for the Pension Office and the other Depart- 
ments became a law, and when applications did not come in sufficient 
numbers from the Southern States, these commissioners advertised in 
Southern papers to notify the people of that section that under the ap- 
portionment of these clerks they were entitled to a certain representa- 
tion in the Departments, and asked for candidates to come up and be 
examined. 

I state this not by way of criticism of the commission, but to show 
that under President Harrison’s Administration there certainly has 
been no leaning towards Republicans to the exclusion of Democrats. 

Neither, Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the real issue before 
this body is the consistency or lack of consistency of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations on legislation relating to this 
branch of the public service. The gentleman who has charge of this 
bill devoted the principal part of his argument to the question whether 
my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] at some previous session of 
Congress had advocated a line of policy which he repudiates to-day. 
I do not care, for the purpose of determining my vote, whether Mr. Can- 
NON was right one year ago or two years ago. 

The question that was presented under the motion made by thegen- 
tleman from Ohio was as to whether this Appropriation Committee, un- 
der the leadership of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoORTH], 
proposed to violate the law of the land by giving this commission aset 
of clerks not authorized by law. The Chair ruled that the Appropri- 
ations Committee had taken an unwarranted position, and that decision 
of the Chair was sustained by the committee after a fair and full dis- 
cussion of the subject. Wher that part of the bill was stricken out by 
the decision of the Chair in the manner I have indicated, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] moved, in accordance with the law, 
to restore to this commission certain employés that were struck out 
under the general motion made by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gros- 
VENOR}. 

Now, I am in favor of that motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 
Iam in favor of it because I believe that the commission should have 
just what the law provides. But I would hold this commission to the 
same responsibility to which I would hold any other Department or 
bureau of the Government. Ido not believe that legislation should 
be ingrafted upon these appropriation bills. If such a proposition 
came from any other Department, I should oppose it as strongly as I 
do coming from the Civil Service Commission, and IL repudiate the insin- 
uation, whether made by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
or by any other gentleman, that in opposing a matter of this kind I 

-am standing in opposition to a fair and an honorable administration 
of the civil-service law. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, CoasSwk11], who is a mem- 
ber of this committee, stated here that a member of the Civil Service 
Commission asked the committee to violate the law and give them a cler- 
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ical force that isnot warranted inlaw. Mr. Chairman, such actionshould 
be condemned in this House and should be condemned by the public. 
If the commission have not a clerical force sufficient to properly dis- 
charge the duties imposed upon them—and I believe they have not— 
they should ask for additional legislation on that subject, but they 
should not come to this body and ask for something that is not war- 
ranted in law. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. BouTELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, for nearly eight years since I have 
been a member of this House, the discussions of this civil-service-re- 
form system have been characterized on the part of the advocates of 
the present law by an arrogance and intolerance that I have not observed 
in any other discussions in this body. It has seemed to me, as I have 
listened to the impassioned eloquence of some of our friends upon this 
subject, that they were very much more interested in denouncing their 
brethren as wicked than in vindicating their cause as righteous. 

I have heard infinitely more eulogy employed in the arraignment of 
members, the casting of imputations and aspersions upon the motives 
and principles of members of this body who do not accept the views of 
other gentlemen as infallible, than I have heard devoted to a calm or 
logical demonstration of the beneficial operations of the civil-service law. 
That is what induced me to interrupt my friend from Maryland [ Mr. 
McComas] a little while ago. When he said, inreply tothe gentleman 
from Ohio, that members of Congress would go to the President to get 
him to induce a Cabinet officer to appoint somebody to a clerkship, I 
asked him how he found it out, and he said he found it out in the same 
way thatI did. But the mistake my friend made was in not knowing 
that Iam not a *‘ civil-service reformer ’’ of the approved brand, so that 
I never have found it out. 

Now, I have met my friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas] at the 
Departments, and I have occasionally, or more than occasionally, met 
other gentlemen whom I knew to be very prominently identified with 
the advocacy of this reform in the immediate vicinity of those so-called 
‘*dispensatories’’ of patronage, and on almost every one of those occa- 
sions my presumption was that my presence at the Department was in 
connection with the public business, and that their presence was in con- 
nection with ‘‘civil-service reform.’’ [Laughter.] The record will 
show whether that is so or not. 

I state it as my firm conviction and belief that the men who in this 
Congress and in previous Congresses have been the most violent in their 
denunciations of ‘‘spoilsmen’’ and ‘‘ office-hunters ’’ have been gener- 
ally more assiduousand successful than others in their efforts to secure 
that sort of spoils. [Laughter.] I do not state this in a reckless or 
flippant way; I state it on the basis of a firm conviction of its absolute 
verity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen make a confession at bar in 
their very arguments. A number of them on this floor have started 
out by assuming that some one is going to attack them for not practic- 
ing what they preach, and they admit at the outset that they may 
have been considerably active in securing patronage in the ‘‘unclassi- 
fied service.’? Now, what is this civil-service reform for? Primarily 
and above all other considerations it was advocated for the purpose 
of divorcing the civil service from connection with or influence by 
members of Congress; and my advice to gentlemen, if they are pecul- 
iarly desirous of reforming the civil service by securing its absolute 
divorce from Congressional influence,is that the best contribution they 
can make to such reforms is to set an example in their own persons 
and see that they do not themselves practice what they so vociferously 
condemn on general principles and when practiced for the supposed 
advantage of somebody else. 

Mr. McCOMAS. io not do it by law? 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [ask a little more time. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. McCOMAS. May I ask the gentleman from Mainea question ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have but two minutes and am unable to yield. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to be personal. I always try to 
avoid anything of that kind, although these gentlemen have been very 
personal in regard to all of us who have presumed to differ with them 
in the slightest degree. They have denounced every man who has ven- 
tured, however modestly, shrinkingly, or amiably, to entertain any 
shadow of doubt as to whether every detail of this law contains all the 
sacredness of Holy Writ or all the immutability of the edicts of the 
Medes and Persians. 

But I wish to say that since I have been a member of this House my 
attention has been directed to alleged systematic and wholesale at- 
tempts to secure appointments to public employment in this city by 
gentlemen who do not hesitate to get up on this floor at any moment 
and hold myself and others here up to public ridicule, arraigning us as 
seekers for ‘‘ patronage’’ and ‘‘spoils.’’ I am perfectly willing that 
gentlemen should apply any test they like to my record in that behalf. 
My constituents do not demand—and if they did demand it they would 
have to find somebody else to carry out their behests—but they do not 
demand or desire that I go about from bureau to bureau and from De- 
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partment to Department, cooling my heels in the anterooms of Gov- 
ernment officials, in order to hunt up loopholes in the reform system 
through which to squeeze office-seekers, or to study the tricks of the 
trade by which the much-vaunted law may be evaded in the search for 
places which are aoe by the people at large to be absolutely un- 
obtainable except through the regular operations of the civil-service 
system. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ao GREENHALGE]. 

Mr. GREENHALGE, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that this discus- 
sion has taken so wide a range and I am sorry it should have so much 
of a personal nature about it. But in order to show the perfectly good 
feeling which I have I will say that I admit as sufficient the apology 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers], except the little ill- 
natured remark about New England, a thing so frequent, however, 
that we may pass it without further notice. I also accept the vindi- 
cation of my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]; and I will state that 
anything under his hand I would believe under any circumstances. 
And I do not mean tosay for a moment that I join or believe in asper- 
sions made upon the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTrELLE]. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is not a personal matter. This is a question of 
voting appropriations for the maintenance of the Civil Service Com- 
mission and the work done under its direction. For niore that seven 
years this commission has been organized. It was organized under an 
act of Congress, a part of the supreme law of the land; and the question 
is whether you will maintain the supreme Jaw of the land ot whether 
you will cover it with the venomous darts of parliamentary objections 
and in that way kill it. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is not a political question, and I was glad that 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] rose in his place and 
gave his testimony as a member of the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. He has been present at the hearings of that committee; 
he knows that the aspersions on the committee are not well founded. 
We have had important investigations to conduct. Those investiga- 
tions have been conducted thoroughly, fairly, impartially, without 
any taint of partisan spirit, so faras I know. One report of that com- 
mittee is upon the Calendarto-day. It is not a privileged question; 
but that committee whenever it shall have an opportunity to call it 
up, will not shirk any responsibility. Ido not care who flings out 
any imputation of that sort; I resent it and say it has no basis in truth. 

Mr. Chairman, there isone crime which has not been charged against 
this commission, and this is very singular. When in one of the inves- 
tigations charges were called for, everything was put into the indict- 
ment that the wrath and rancor of more than seven years could fur- 
nish. Yet this charge was forgotten—the charge of which I admit the 
commission is guilty—the charge of efficiency; and that is the whole 
story of the opposition here to-day. 

It would be unreasonable to expect, Mr. Chairman, that the annual 
appropriation should go through without the annual attack; but our 
party and the party on the other side have declared in favor of this 
principle, and I believe in standing to a declaration whether it wins 
or loses. 

I respect even the utterances of Ex-President Cleveland. They show 
courage, whether those utterances are in favor of free trade, in favor of 
civil-service reform, or againstfree coinage. For God’s sake, let us have 
some men in this Republic who have the courage of their convictions. 
If it be true that a majority of this House, a majority of the Repub- 
lican side or a majority of the Democratic side, desire to wipe this law 
from the statute books, let it be done in manly fashion, and let those 
who do it take the responsibility. Do not let them rise to some merely 
eee punctilio. The peoplecare nothing about that. Weare 

ere as to things of substance, not after matters of form. 
THE CIVIL SERVICE—APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS BY MERIT, NOT BY FAVOR— 

THE SYSTEM SHOULD BE EXTENDED TO THE ENTIRE SUBORDINATE SERVICE. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. The competitive or merit sys- 
tem has now been on trial for nearly eight years. This is not a long 
period for a great reform to become established, especially when we 
consider that the abuses to be remedied had become intrenched in 
party policy and party action for more than fifty years. In view of 
the results achieved the commission may well declare that ‘‘ The merit 
system is long passed the experimental stage.’’ The classified service 
now embraces thirty thousand employés, divided between four de- 
partments, as follows: Departmental, customs, postal, railway mail. 

About three thousand of the eight thousand employés in the Depart- 
ments in this city reached their positions through the civil service. 
Complaints against this system have nearly ceased. It is no longer a 
mark of wit to deride it. It is no longer an evidence of intelligence 
to denounce it. The relief to Senators and Representatives has been 
so immeasurable as to be universally acknowledged. Something of 
the old system still lingers in the corridors of the Capitol, but it is only 
@ remnant and a reminder of the once powerful and universal abuse. 
The civil service has become competent, clean, and devoid of scandal. 
The work performed is superior to that rendered at any previous stage 
in our history. 
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So strong has the system become that outside influence has now lit- 
tle connection with either appointments or promotions in the Depart- 
ments. This is proved by the fact that resignations and removals in 
these Departments under the three Administrations that have admin- 
istered the law only range from 7 to 8 per cent. of the whole number 
of appointments. No doubt some favoritism still exists, but there is 
no evidence that the clerk or employé conspicuously deserving promo- 
tion fails to receive it. 

The reform, for obvious reasons, has made less satisfactory progress 
in the postal service. 

In New York, Boston, and Chicago the merit system has been put 
in faithful execution. In Philadelphia and Baltimore the large num- 
ber of removals shows that the practices of the old spoils system still 
prevail. When 92 per cent. of removals are made at Philadelphia 
against 16 percent. at Boston in the same time it is useless to go fur- 
ther to discover a gross abuseof the law. The commission has exposed 
and published the abuse, and that very publicity has largely improved 
the service. 

A comparison of the classified and unclassified postal service shows 
the great advantage possessed by the merit system. In fourteen of the 
large postal offices the percentage ranges from 3 to 28 in the classified 
service. In the unclassified service the range is from 46 to 90 per cent. 
That the stability and efficiency of the service are greatly promoted by 
the honest administration of the law is signally illustrated by the facts 
brought out in an investigation of the post oftice at Troy, N. Y. 

A change of 70 per cent. in the force in this office suggested that 
something was wrong. An investigation was ordered, and was made 
by Commissioners Roosevelt and Thompson. The presumption was 
violent that so many removals must have been made for political rea- 
sons. The investigation was thorough and impartial. The postmaster 
and dismissed employés confronted each other, and in all but three or four 
cases it clearly appeared that the removals were made for cause, such 
as ‘‘drunkenness, insolence, gross neglect of duty, or the loss of mail 
matter.’’ It was ascertained that the postmaster found the office in a 
very demoralized condition, both in the personnel and order of the oftice. 
The explanation of this extraordinary condition of things was found 
in the fact that the office had only been classified just before the change 
of Administration, and hardly any of the employ¢s had come in through 
the civil service. ; 

The quotas of States are now nearly even. Under the old system 
the city of Washington and the adjoining States had a much larger 
number in proportion to their population than the remote States. The 
disproportion has now for the first time been substantially removed. 
A recent act of Congress requires all applicants to obtain certificates 
of residence from an officer of the county to which they claim to be- 
long, and the certificate must be under official seal. Justly the com- 
mission remarks that *‘this condition of things in the classified service 
offers the most striking contrast to what obtains in the unclassified 
service, where it is said thatover one-half the appointments come from 
the District of Columbia and the States immediately adjoining. In 
other words, under the civil-service law each State gets its proper share 
of representation in the service of the Government, while under the 
old patronage system the District of Columbia and two or three States 
get very much more than their shares, and all the other States and 
Territories very much less, ’’ 

We are sometimes told that the eligible lists are crowded, and the 
public was recently informed that there are enough eligibles on the 
lists to supply the Departments for the next twenty-five years. The 
commissioners declare these statements Jo be utterly untrue. In the 
Departments the eligible lists will not furnish a supply for a longer 
period than eight months on the average. With a wise forethought 
the commission give ample notice to every applicant of his or her 
chances of appointment. Very few wait for a longer period than a 
year, and many not longer than three orsix months. An instance will 
illustrate the working of the system: 

A young man, a native of Portsmouth, in my State, found himself 
one day in Little Rock, Ark., with no friends, little money, and noth- 
ing todo. Oneday he saw anitem in the local newspaper, announcing 
that a civil-service examination would be held on a given date. He 
concluded to take that examination. That was on the 2lst of March, 
1889. On the 16th of the following August he received official notice 
that a place awaited him inone of the Departments of this city. He 
made his way to Washington, entered on his duties, and isnow employ- 
ing his Jeisure time in studying a profession. Thisinstance is but one 
of hundreds of others of similar character that have come in with the 
merit system. 

Take another instance: A frail young girl in the great State of Texas, 
smitten with adversity by the death of her father, a distinguished law- 
yer in that State, took the civil-service examination at Austin, passed 
to the eligible list, and was soon informed that a place awaited her in 
Washington. She came to this city where she had neither friend nor 
acqygintance. By chance I learned herstory, and then I learned that 
she was the granddaughter of one of the noblest and most eminent 
women that New England has produced. These are but types of hun- 
dreds and thousands of instances that prove the infinite superiority of 
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the merit over the spoils system, and for the first time in our history 
opens the civil service of this great Government on fair and equal terms 
to the entire American youth, regardless of sex, race, color, or previous 
condition. 

The commission has been subjected to considerable censure for the 
character of some of the questions asked in the examinations. The 
mistakes in this direction have been flippantly exaggerated. The prac- 
tical character of the questions is now admitted by all who have taken 
the trouble to examine the subject. A copyist, for instance, is ex- 
amined upon four subjects, namely, penmanship, spelling, simple arith- 
metic, and copying. A clerk’s examination, besides these subjects, in- 
cludes grammar and letter-writing. 

The additional probationary test of six months is working with en- 
tire satisfaction. The selections for the probationary tests are made 
from those highest on the eligible lists. It is a fact, remarkably at- 
testing the efficiency of the competitive examinations, that only about 
one in fifty on the probationary lists fails of permanent appointment. 

Believing that this reform has brought only beneficent results to the 
Government and the people, it may be well to consider the question 
of its further extension. There can be no doubt that all the public 
Departments in Washington should be brought within the control of 
the system. Especially should no such anomaly again be permitted 
as the creation of a great bureau like the Census Bureau, organized on 
the old system of Congressional interference and influence. It has 
only served to throw distrust on a work that onght to have the in- 
stant confidence of all parties and all men. The exemption of this 
bureau from the civil-service system was illogical, inconsistent, and 
unnecessary. It compelled Senators and Congressmen to solicit ap- 
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pointments from a subordinate, though brilliant, executive officer of | 


the Government, alike degrading to them and in no sense elevating to 
him. It robbed both parties of valuable time, subjected both to dis- 
agreeable annoyances, and produced results not a whit better than 
would have come through acompetitive system wholly freed from Con- 
gressional influence. 

The competitive or merit system should be extended to every branch 
of the subordinate service of the Government. There should be no ex- 
ceptions or exemptions. Wherever a clerk, artisan, or laborer is em- 
ployed in the departmental, customs, postal, or railway mail service 
the avenue to that place should be by merit, not by favor. Every citi- 
zen of this Republic has an egualright with every other citizen to serve 
his country in any Department of the Government for which he is 
qualified. By all means should those bureaus of festering patronage 
and demoralization, the navy yards, be placed upon the merit sys- 
tem. 

When all this is accomplished then let the Executive of this coun- 
try summon sutlicient courage to declare once for all that hereafter no 
Senator or Congressman shall be called to determine the appointment 
of postmasters, and that they shall be indicated by the free su 
of the legal voters within the delivery of the office. To say that the 
chief postal officer of any city of this country can not as safely and 
readily be selected by popular vote as the chief executive officer of 
that city is utterly wanting in logic and common sense. The one 
proposition is on all fours with the other. 

Too long, too long altogether, the American Representative has been 
made the victim of a degrading and unconstitutional practice. As I 
pointed out a year ago, this system has no warrant whatever in the 
Constitution. It never was dreamed of by the framers of our fanda- 
mental law, and inthe debates that took place in Philadelphia and the 
States over that instrument no hint appears that Congressmen should 
have any connection with the patronage. They never did have such 
connection until the wise and patriotic men who framed the Constitu- 
tion had paid the debt of nature and handed over the Government to 
a race of men whose measure of statesmanship was found in the prin- 
ciple, borrowed from barbarian and barbarous contests, that ‘‘to the 
victors belong the spoils.”’ 

Under the influence of that maxim great States and small have been 
brought within the control of men whose chief merits were a low cun- 
ning, a reckless audacity, and a disposition to use the vast patronage 
within their grasp to elevate themselves to the highest positions in the 
State and nation. Powerless to succeed to these places on any superi- 
ority of character and intelligence of their own, they have ‘* vaulted 
into the saddle’’ and displaced men who might have been both cred- 
itable and useful to the State and country. 

I desire for myself to bear unqualified testimony to the high char- 
acter and efficiency of the Civil Service Commission. Although the 
salaries allowed the commissioners and the clerical force assigned the 
bureau are on a scale of unusual parsimony, to be found nowhere else 
in the Government, no greater industry, intelligence, and intrepidity 
are displayed in any branch of the service than in this. The salaries 
paid the commissioners are not commensurate with the character and 
importance of their office, and that Congress which will raise the com- 
pensation from $3,500 to $5,000 will perform an act demanded aiike 
by justice and wisdom. 

Let us hope that recent events have foreshadowed the result that the 
days of the patronage system and the patronage statesman are num- 


FEBRUARY 13, 





bered, never toreturn. It isalready displaced in one-third of the Gov- 
ernment by a system that is based on fair play, and which is inherently 
and wholly American because it recognizes the principle that merit, 
not favor, should govern in a Republic of equals. 

Let me recall, in conclusion, the message which John Bright, that firm 
and white-souled friend of free institutions, sent across the Atlantic sev- 
enteen years ago touching this system. Writing to Mr. Dorman B. 
Eaton, he said. 

Your proposed reform is a great undertaking. I hope the good sense of your 


people will enable you to complete it. All the friends of your country in other 
nations will congratulate you on your success. 


The following table shows the full operation of the law since its en- 
actment in 1883: 
CLASSIFIED CIVIL SERVICE. 


Table showing, for all branches of the classified service, the number cxamined, 
the number who failed, and the per cent. of failures; the number who 
passed, the number appointed, and the per cent. of those that passed who 
were appointed during the several periods covered by the reports of the 
commission. 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, if it were not for certain remarks 
made by members on the floor of this House and certain criticisms 


which I think reflect, or might be considered as reflections, on the 
action of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, of which I 
have the honor to be chairman, I should not have sought xa opportunity 


of saying anything 
waited until the question 


creas it is 
by prominent journals 


1 
and 


ly and 
throughout 
service is being extensively evaded by the Civil Service Commissioners ; 


y before the House. 
On January 27, 1890, the House passed the following resolution: 


country 


on the civil-service law at this time, but would have 


Supesteliy anand by persons of responsibility and 


the law pertaining to the 
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Whereas charges of partiality shown by said commissioners in making selec- 
tions for appointments have caused uneasiness in the minds of many, and to 
such an extent that new legislation as to the manner of making appointments 
is advocated; and 

Whereas it is deemed expedient that the acts and doings and practical work- 
ings of the said Civil Service Commission and the results thereof, and also the 
practical workings and results generally of the present law relating tothe civil 
service,should be thoroughly investigated : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service is 
hereby authorized and directed to investigate said charges, and to examine and 
report the practical workings of the system, and to report the evidence and the 
conclusions thereon to the House, and that said committee is hereby authorized 
to send for and examine persons, books,and papers, and administer oaths to 
witnesses, and to employ a stenographer, the expenses of said investigation to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Pursuant to this resolution the committee immediately went into 
a full investigation of the subject-matter. We examined, first, the 
charges affecting the personal action of the present and former com- 
missioners, and, second, the workings of the civil-service law. 

I do not believe that any of the gentlemen who are now so violently 
assailing the Civil Service Commission and the law which created it 
would have the boldness to assert that the principle that it was in- 
tended to carry out is not beneficial and unassailable, for they would 
certainly antagonize the sentiment of the general public. The law 
was enacted for this purpose: that in all Departments where clerical 
help is required every citizen of the United States should have the 
right to make application for such a position; that he should be ad- 


mitted to an examination, competitive in its character; that if he | 
passed this examination, standing first on the list, his name must be | 


certified to the appointing officer having need of a clerk, and that he 
should be appointed and placed on trial for six months’ probation; and 
that should he prove himself adapted to the position after such proba- 
tion his appointment would be made permanent. All this is done or 
should be done according to the intent of the law without the politics 
of the applicant being taken into consideration and without the neces- 
sity of resorting to either political or personal influence. 


In justice to many of the gentlemen who are opposing the Civil Serv- | 
ice Commission I willsay that I believe they are in favor of the appoint- | 


ment only of competent persons and those who have so proven them- 
selves after an examination: but they do not believe in, or rather have 
no confidence in the commission or the methods which have b 
adopted by it. 

Under the law the Civil Service Commission has formulated certain 
rules. It is but just and proper to state here that in all cases these 
rules are subject to the approval of the Chief Executive, the President 
of the United States, All rules now in existence are those which have 
virtually been made by the Presidents of the United States who have 
occupied the position since the creation of the law, Presidents Arthur, 
Cleveland, and Harrison. The rules having thus been made by the 
Presidents, who are responsible for their own creations, the only duty 
of the commission remains to faithfully carry them out. 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, having examined the 
charges made against the commission and also having investigated the 
workings of the law, completed the first branch of the investigation on 
June 13, 1890, and presented a report to this House. Much as has 
been said by certain newspapers throughout the country who are op- 
posed to anything which savors of civil-service reform, about your com- 
mittee shielding the commission, the fact remains that the committee 
have acted impartially, and where censure in their judgment has been 
found necessary they have not hesitated to bestow it. 

There is a resolution on the Calendar accompanying the report, which, 
if adopted by this House, will call the attention of the President, who 
can make and unmake a civil-service commissioner, to the fact that 
the official conduct of Commissioner Lyman has been characterized by 
laxity of discipline in the administration of the affairs of the commis- 
sion, and is therefore censurable. If the House adopts this resolution 
can apy one doubt what the result will be as far as the future official 
life of Mr. Lyman is concerned? Your committee will endeavor to 
have the resolution passed, and every member of the House knows why 
they have not been able to call it up for consideration. 

In this connection I want to say at this point that Commissioners 
Roosevelt and Thompson have acted during the whole period of their 


service as members of the Civil Service Commission in so zealous and | 


faithful a manner as to make them worthy of the praise of the coun- 


try. The only fault that is found by some persons with them is that | 
they at all times have endeavored, regardless of all influence brought | 


to bear upon them, to carry out both the letter and the spirit of the law. 
The committee were so convinced of this that they did not hesitate to 
give these commissioners their unqualified approbation. 

I shall not now go into the discussion of the investigation. I hope 
that the committee will obtain time to consider the resolution, and we 
shall then be able to answer any criticism made, I wish tosay, how- 


ever, that the report, which can be obtained by any member, sets forth 
the opinion of the committee in this case. 

The second branch of the investigation—the workings of the civil- 
service law—has also occupied the attention of the committee. 
have gone into this matter as fully as we considered necessary. 


have 
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our committee calling for a change in the present law, mary of them fox 
its entire repeal. We deemed it wise, before any action was taken, to 
make a careful investigation. We have gone as far as we think is 
necessary, and a subcommittee is now preparing a bill, which, if ap- 
proved by the full committee, will be reported to the House. 

[ think there can be an improvement in the present law. 
remember that this Jaw has been in existence only since 188 
creation was called for by the popular demand that t! 
system, which would be a disgrace to any civilized nation, should be 
done away with. No reasonable man could expect that this new law 
would work to perfection at once and that the abuses which have ex 
isted for many years could be done away with at one fell swoop. 

Anyone carefully looking this matter over must to the con 
clusion that the law has been, on the whole, faithfully executed; that 
the examinations which have been made have provided the Govern 
ment with an efficient corps of clerks, and that whenever the law 
been evaded, as no doubt it has been, the case has been exceptional, 
and has not been done by the Civil Service Commissioners. State- 
ments have been made by members on the floor of the House regard 
ing the dismissal of men from the public service. They have claimed 
that removals are being made the same as they always were under the 
spoils régime, and that the civil-service law furnishes no check and 


We must 
3; thatits 
1e rotten spoils 
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| creates no fear in the mind of the chief who desires to get rid of a clerk 


of opposite politics. 

It might be interesting to those who make such statements to know 
that during the first year of President Harrison’s Administration 92 
per cent. of those appointed under President Cleveland have been re 
Only 8 per cent. have resigned or become 
separated from the service. The same can be said of the Cleveland 
Administration. These are facts which can be verified by investigation 


and show the just and sincere execution of the civil-service law in the 
public service. 
There area number of bills before the Committee on Reform in the 


Civil Service which are in favor of departmental examinations similar 
to those which have been adopted in the present Census Office. I hav« 
the highest respect for Mr. Porter, the Superintendent the Censu 


who, without being compelled by law, established a board of exa 
iners in the Census Office and compelled every applicant for a posit 
therein, no matter how much political backing he or she might hav: 
to pass an examination. If the applicant failed to secure the regula 
passing percentage, no political influence has induced Mr. Porter to 
recommend such applicant. For this he deserves the greatest praise 

That the appointments in the Census Office were not made through 
the Civil Service Commission as in the Departments was perhaps justi- 
fiable, for the reason that a large force had to be created in a short 
space of time. A large percentage of the clerks received only tempo 
rary employment, making it undesirable to call applicants from di 
tant States. The fact remains, however, that all the appointments, o1 
a greater part of them, as was admitted by Mr. Porter himself, and as 
is doubtlessly well known by every member of this House, were made 
through the political influence of Members or Senators. 

I do not want to be understood fora single moment as reflecting 
on the Census Office. I believe its Superintendent has done excel 
lently well. I believe further that the temporary service which was 
required and the large force of clerks which it was necessary to create, 
almost instantaneously, made it impossible to be doneinany other way 
and the Superintendent deserves great praise for insisting on exami 
nations. Nevertheless, that he has a more efficient force than would 
have been supplied by the Civil Service Commission, if it had been p: 
sible to supply it, I utterly and most emphatically deny. Mr. Porte: 
himself admitted that he had such confidence in the examinations ot 
the commission that he took without hesitation and without further 
examination anyone who had passed the clerkship examination, and in 
no case did the applicant prove unsatisfactory. 

Another objection to that method of appointmentis that the sections 
of the country would not be equally represented, and anyone looking 


| over the appointments of the Census Olfice will be convinced of this. 


It would bea difficult matter for one from the great educated masses to 
procure a place in the public service unless he belonged to the select 
few who boast a political pull, which small company would come 
from favored sections only. The civil-service law deals justly with 
every State, while Mr. Porter’s own statement that as many persons 
applied at the Census Office for appointment from the District of Co 
lumbia as from all the rest of the country shows how such a system as 
is in vogue at the Census Office would favor the District and neighbor- 
ing States. 

In this connection I would like to show by tables furnished ourcom 
mittee the difference between the number of appointments in the classi 
fied departmental service and their apportionment to the States, Ter- 
ritories, and the District of Columbia during the period from July 6 
1883, to December 31, 1890, on the basis of the Tenth Census, and the 
number of clerks, ete., in the employ of the State, Treasury, War, and 
Navy Departments in each State, Territory, and the District of Colum 
bia at the time the civil-service act of January 16, 1883, went into 
operation. 








“er 
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Statement showing appointments in the classified departmental service and 
their apportionment to the States, Territories, and the District of Colum- . 
bia during the period from July 16, 1883, to December 31, 1890, on the 
the basis of the Tenth Ce nSUs, 

Be | SS8s 
i aa , c = 
| = | eofs 
| 225 | s-t%3 
States and Territories | o=a ay Re | 
Bscn | ore 2 | 
[e"8| $258 | y Pes 
S28 | e°aar| a S 
| Bee) a26S| 2] 8 | ¢ 
i< wn my ~ 

SII 1sittencnesee cnnien teneaeanneiininibineisniietaianl 78 | en 

Alaska snee ecounepenetiemntb>onasinitandinaiibamaien ] ean aie 

ATIZODB ... 0.006 pocenggobeurebeuioes eoneunimasecabinaas 4) 

Arkansas ..........+. -_ 44 aaa 

California ............00+. 45 

SITIO ccoventeenasenseneeninesenscumane exe 18 | 

CONNESCCCUL,........ crececsrerseceeres 36 eae 

Delaware . 12 stalin 

District of Columbia 74 | 

QQ) 15 

Georgia 90 | 

Idaho .... 4 

illinois 167 é - 

Indiana .........-.. 110 | 

Indian T. 1 vente 

lowa ..... S4 

Kansas 60 

Kentuck y....ccccce.ccecsees 92 | 

Louisiana 60 

Maine seavenssosseoues 36 | § 

Maryland . soceveces 71 | eon: 

Massachusetts............ a meen 101 | 

SUNIIIED -JctrtitenmateiibincinetanetothitpmetiiaiialiansS 92 : 

Minnesota ......... apeameastdte» sucsegtnenesaneanehabie 44 § 

M iSSi1SSIP Pl .......ccecerecceeees 69 

DORRIT cccsesccectetenine suecenedbiaaelenaahtniciditisitidiations 116 

DE OMEATIB 100 cccceeveccece . ibeundaughnedehetebereecenaiieidtin 3} 

Nebraska | 28 queces 

Nevada 1 t 

New Hampshire ........... 20 | 

New Jersey 65 1 

New Mexico 6 l 

New York puotplecqienn codnaennensioeresounéniboesooses 280 | 17 

North Carolina ......... 81 1 

SRE RPE ic, nanernensevhandesnemesakeennamiannbererneines 3 

Ohio ° 600000000 cosece cocces Gosccegsoneseesocoosce cenees 172 | 15 

QPEOMOR 000000 100 ccccce covccs cccccevecgosoeece 5 2 

Pennsylvania ..... 233 17 

i Bl 17 *s 

South Carolina. | 63 

South Dakota... | 7 ~ 

POUR IBRIRO. 0.000 cccccvcee cecocscoccoccsevessnsces | 93 a 

Texas 93 

ee | 4 

Vermont..... 20 

| PPE TT ep | 92 m 

Washington ..... ...cccccecsssecese ses 5 

West Virginia............... 00000. 35 

We CRIED os crew ecscsnsnecternbanetorngiotsieperacieiagebiinial 73 - 

WY POMBE. cxccsnee ceoresncosnennenocse ceevesnebnenvennceannsees 2 

Total.... 2,928 | 
Statement showing the number of clerks, copyists, etc., in the employ of the 
following Departments in each State, Territory, and the District of Co- 
lumbia at the time the civil-service act of January 16, 1883, went into ef- 
fect. (The figures for the other Departments are not at hand.) 


Departments, 


States and Territories, 















j 

War. Navy. | Total. 

| i 

Alabama 37 
Arizona 1 
Arkansas 18 
California. 23 
Colorado ll 
Connecticut. : 49 
alia nt nae neenneinbmnnteiniieds nctpediaiiiedlial leas 4 
eR. i ee | ve 6 
District of Columbia. i 19] 630 
PME TI Ase mene cpescvesscenccsveccnccqcenneenevnccosccssneccnociecestoni } woccncentes 17 
SOOT dsccenrentctesseeesennecbovens cetera cetnecarenccieesel enccestes i a . 39 
DENG... nan netics coccovesnsnaneseencerceeseesescnene oa i ! wiad 2 
Illinois. ..... | 108 58 | 1 168 
Indiana,,.........++ 74 45 1 122 
TINO sctacinnsnintiinbastine nl 53 | 39 1 93 
ERR wal 2 19 3 45 
BE OMERORY. .....000000seerersvcnenecerevasosnonnssuacinn 31 | 4 1 46 
RURIIRERIIRD. . xo ccccteesececunsaunoseouineinbeiianans aula a 1} 20 A 2 27 
STII vthncnaneces cecccetid Catpnnets achanendeiinenaiaiienl 1 59 | 23 2 85 
Maryland.. ncconmse pponencansuemnbines . 1 7 | 67 u 136 
SEINIIGRED, sovreseréovcnnneneine tncbonnemial | 1 70 | 46 3 120 
ia icine cneusoccnevestoe sal 53 | 29 1 83 
Minneasota.................. ll 81 18 1 50 
Mississippi ......... _ 22 | 8 |. . 30 
Missouri cisvenenees uibnanate nen 28 | 22 |.. 50 
Nebraska .......60. «..... ees 10 | 5. 15 
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Statement showing the number of clerks, copyists, etc.—Continued. 


Departments, 
States and Territories. 





] 
Treas- War. | Navy.’ Total. 


State. ury. 



















OIIIII, . ssniaihshieiemeaininatasnhiil nmadieiteiaiiniaeastaces set 2 5 
New Hampshire... oon j 33 besepepentt 50 
New Jersey .. 45 25 6 79 
New Mexico. 3 a Seeundent 4 
New York ....... . 208 70 | 9 396 
North Carolina 28 ) 32 
ee 135 67 | 1 204 
Oregon............ 3 > | 6 
Pennsylvania. .. 74 142 | I2 29 
Rhode Island .... 9 _)_ ae 15 
South Carolina... 24 ) | 37 
Tennessee. ...... 43 
Texas....... 29 
Utah .....00 1 
Vermont... 42 
Virginia.......... 91 
Washington ... 4 
West Virginia. 40 
Wisconsin....... ee ek 59 
ODI occevctey ssxsne sccniciienvesheannascnnastiphitinsctpinansttial $ 

TOE cansersgucnvtenenemsorieapueepseniqus ented 50 | 1,914 | 1,805/ 102/ 3,371 


These tables fully show that since the creation of the Civil Service 
Commission all parts of the country have been represented in the de- 
partmental service; and there isno doubt that in a few years the equali- 
zation will be complete. 

Complaint has often been made that the commission invites for ex- 
amination unreasonably, and that there is always an excessive num- 
ber of eligibles on the lists. That this is not true is fully shown by the 
testimony taken before your committee. The following statement by 
Commissioner Roosevelt before your committee completely answers 
these complaints. He says (pages 151 and 152 of the testimony before 
the Civil Service Committee on the workings of the system): 


One word more as to the alleged excessive number of eligibles on our lists. 
The outcry raised over this alleged excessive number is in most cases simple 
claptrap. Taken as a whole, the number is not excessive at all. To havea 
competitive examination we must have applicants to compete, and the appoint- 
ing officer has to have before him at least three names from which to choose, 
according to the decision of the Attorney-General. The applicants with the 
highest averages usually make the best clerks, We ought, in order to secure 
the best results, to have about three times as many eligibles on our lists as 
there are appointments to be made, whereas actually, taking all our lists to- 
gether, we only have about two and a half times as many. 

Mr. DARGAN. Does not the law require three to be presented? 

Mr. Roosevecr. Yes, sir. On many lists we never have a surplusage of eli- 
gibles. On a few, asthose for female clerks and copyists, there is a surplusage 
simply because so many women will enter our examinations, although warned 
that the chance of appointment is small. But even while there is a surplusage 
the evils supposed to arise therefrom are wholly imaginary. Last year we had 
barely enough eligibles even for men clerks and copyists, as the following lists 
show: 


Total men clerks 
and copyists— 





States and Territories. Entered | Appointed 
on | from 
registers| registers 
in 1890. | in 1890, 














Alabamia.........000+ wrrcreecsecesersssenenees eeces conenevoancoeetescee eoccneseens 40 | 35 
Arizona.... .| 1 | 1 
Arkansas.. oa 15 | 13 
rae wl 5 9 

sbscanecenon qnnnannsousnGoestqubdie csenmncopscnavevnsseneneteeesesce . 5 | viemaeliain 
Connecticut... cee sai .| 13 2 
North and South Dakota.. enipepave Sl ll 1 
4 1 

41 37 

D ‘Tenblovitdedeootees 

40 34 

54 22 

24 19 

55 12 

36 28 

58 28 

apne 7 5 

89 45 

23 2 

ps) 20 

40 26 

35 31 

oxses 13 8 

51 22 

2 2 

5 3 

1 1 

18 1 

30 24 

19 4 

od 3 2 

. 17 14 

sennooceeoones ,evaneessees eave 1 1 

North Carolinas ......ccocsccossssccscsessvesccccsessevenoseonssnestevenes eovceeens 29 20 


¢ 








1891. 











Total men clerks 
and copyists— 


States and Territories, Entered 









Appointed 
on rom 

registers registers 

} in 1890, in 1890. 
OTOGON...+s0000- veceerer serene senees eee 1 1 
sD on ieudianmiousimountteaetnns 6 6 
South Carolina. 33 | os, 
New York...... re ania iecliladlstal saencionhadenteeiulionnss, ciktetniniaatiesseentne 80 | 55 
Sn eieReliisadanhentnescesecontnssecsecéeess sesne+teeces toutes coenes sonnce esecee 91 | 30 
"TORBOBBRD cccceccccescccccsscccccccsessoccccescecesecsesesces cecnsnscceee coves coeces 47 37 
TEXAS ........ id 35 35 
II inctinenersntees suns ccenntsesenssee cooees evsens eseeue suntan eecebenesooncseees 37 5 
Se ateygneveces ; 1, 158 667 





Before I close I desire to say one word on the questions which appli- 
cants have to answer and which have been so misrepresented in the 
anti-civil-service-reform press of the country. This misrepresentation 
is often made in a spirit of fun as samples of witticism, but very often 
in aspirit of pure malice to throw discredit on the system. 
it may be done through ignorance of what the questions are. 

I wish to append to these remarks samples of questions suchas have 
been used in the examinations for different places in the public service, 
and a careful inspection of them will at once show to every candid 
person the absurdity of the charges so often made that the questions 
are not in line with the duties which are required of the applicant. I 


will use for this purpose examination papers for the Post-Office De- 
rtment. 


Mr. Chairman, I am not here to defend the Civil Service Commission | 
I felt | 


in all charges and accusations that have been made against it. 
it my duty, however, to speak of such things as came under my per- 
sonal observation during the investigation in which our committee was 
engaged. 


It is quite natural that the curses of the disappointed office-seekers, 


Very often 
j 
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especially of the incompetent kind, should be heaped upon the com- | 


mission. A political worker comes to his member of Congress and de- 
mands recognition by being placed in the publicservice. The mem- 
ber shakes his head, says he is willing to do all he can for him, but is 
unable to procure him a position because he has not passed a civil-serv- 
ice examination. He is perhaps urged by the applicant to call on the 
Civil Service Commission and see whether an arrangement can not be 
made. This he knows is useless, contrary to law, and he flatly refuses. 
The applicant, who may bea political worker of some influence, goes 
home thinking the member of Congress does not wish to do anything 
for him and makes things decidedly unpleasant. The member hears 
of it and he in turn feels impelled to curse the commission, and I ap- 
prehend that this is a reason why many of these violent assaults have 
been made on the floor of this House. In many cases, after a person 
has been examined and before the applicant has obtained the result of 
the examination from the Civil Service Commission, he appeals to the 
member of his district to intercede in order that he may be certified. 
Now, every Member of Congress and every Senator knows that it 
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Iner will pronounce the name of the State and instruct the candidate to write 


the proper abbreviation therefor. 


1, Alabama. 6. Delaware. 1. Arizona 6. Mississippi. 

2. Arkansas, 7. Florida. 2. Kentucky. 7. Nebraska. 

3. California, 8. Georgia. 3. Louisiana, 8. New Hampshire, 
4. Connecticut, 9. Indiana, 4. Maine. 9 Pennsylvania, 
5. Colorado. 10. Illinois. 5. Minnesota, 10, Rhode Island, 


First subject—Dictation exercise in spelling for the 2d exercise, first subject. 


To the 


; examiner—This sheet is intended to furnish a supply for two exam- 
Inations 


Only twenty words are to be given for one exercise The examiner 
will pronounce distinctly each word and give its definition. The competitor 
will be required to write only the word, and not its detinition 


1, Availableness, The quality of being 1, Systematic. Methodical proceed 
available. ing according to system or regu- 

2, Semi-annual, Half-yearly lar method. 

3. Accurately In an accurate man- 2. Thoughtfully. Inathoughtful man- 
ner. ner. 

4. Mercantile. Pertaining to mer- Unsealing. Breaking or removing 
chants or the business of mer a seal 


chants i. Preparing. Makingready; putting 


5. Punctuation. The act or art of in a state for use. 
punctuating Enterprise. That which is under- 
6. Steerage. The hinder part of a taken or attempted to be done; an 
vessel undertaking 
7. Supervise. To oversee or superin- 6. League. A combination or union of 
tend. two or more parties. 
8. Umbrella. A shade carried in the 7. Necessity. The quality of being 
hand to shelter a person from the necessary; want. 
rain or sun, 8 Omission. The act of leaving out; 
9. Vicinity. Nearness or proximity ; that which is omitted, 
not remote. 9. Precision. 'The quality of being pre- 
10. Weary. Tired or fatigued. cise; accuracy. 
ll. Facility. The quality of being | 10. Advertising. Giving notice; In 
easily performed; ease in per- forming or apprising 


formance, 1, Scene. 


1 A show, exhibition, or view. 
. Official. Pertaining to an office or | 12. 
l 


2. Assistant. One who aids another. 
3. Superintendent. One who has the 
oversight and charge of some- 
thing 


public trust, 
. Aggregate, A sum, mass, or assem- 
blage of particulars 


l4, Importance. The quality of being | 14, Séeretary. A person employed to 
important. write letters, records, or the like, 
15. Incompetency. The quality of be 15. Copyist. A copier or a transcriber 
ing incompetent. 16. Misecount. An erroneous counting 
16. Noticeable. Capable of being ob- or numbering. 
served or noticed. 17. Erroneous, Wrong; containing er- 
17. Mailable. Usually admitted, or ror 
proper to be admitted, into the | 18, Ilegible. Incapable of being read, 
mail. or not easily read, 
18. Poisonous, Having the quality of | 19. Readable. Capable of being read, 
poison. or legible 
19. Readiness. The state or quality of | 20, Steady. Fixed; firm; not waver- 
being ready. ing. 


20. Correctly. In a correct manner. 


Instruction to the examiner forthe fourth subject—Description of persons 
As the person selected for description will not always be known to the mem- 
bers of the board ordinarily charged with the marking of the papers, it will be 
necessary to have this subject marked by some one who isacquainted with the 
person selected? The examiner or examiners who are present conducting the 
examination will therefore mark this subject at the time of the examination 
and while the person selected for description is still beforethem. The mark 
will be based upon the standard of 100 for perfect description. One of the ex- 
aminers or some person permanently connected with the office where the ex- 
amination is held should be selected for the description, as it may be necessary 


| in some cases to verify the correctness of the marking. 


is impossible for him to find out the standing of an applicant before it | 


is made public by notice to the applicant himself. So much are Mem- 
bers and Senators convinced that personal and political] influence have no 
weight with the commission that of all Departments in Washington 
this is perhaps the only one which is seldom honored by their presence. 
lt is avery effective tribute to the fairness and integrity of the com- 
mission. 

I feel confident that when the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


Service shall have formulated their bill it will show that as far as the | 


The person selected should walk slowly twice back and forth in front of the 
competitors, then stand for a few moments facing the class, then fora moment 
with his back to the class and then leave the room and remain out until all the 
members of the class have completed the description. Not more than fifteen 
minutes will be allowed to any competitor to complete the description; at the 
end of which time the sheet should be promptly taken up by the examiner in 
charge. All of the members of the class must commence the description at the 


| same time and describe the same person, but must not commence until he has 


majority of that committee is concerned no backward steps will be | 
taken, and that the merit system—giving to each citizen the right of | 


application, the right of examination, and the right of having his 
case considered on his own personal merits, with the assurance that 
in the competition the political or personal influence which other ap- 
plicants may have will not be used to his detriment—will not only be 
upheld, but strengthened. Further, that it will be made impossible 
to remove any person as long as the duties of the position to which he 
was appointed are faithfully performed. 

Mr. Chairman, I predict that the time will never come again when 
the old spoils system, with its corruption and its demoralizing in- 


fluence on any Department, will be tolerated. Civil-service reform | 


has come to stay. 


APPENDIX. 
[Series No.1. April, 1889.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Departmental service— Inspector examination (special)— Post-Office Department, 
First subject—Dictation exercise in eeagetatiens for the Ist exercise, first sub- 
jee 
To the examiner.—This sheet is intended to furnish a supply for two exam- 
inations. Only ten names of States will be given for one exercise. The exam- 





left the room. 


Series No.1. April, 1889. Sheet 1. 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


Departmental service—Inspector examination (special)—Post-Office Department, 


Examination number: — 


First subject— Orthography. 


N. B. 


} ~—Capitals should be used only where required by the rules of orthogra- 
phy. 


Ist exercise: Write, in the spaces below, the abbreviations for the names which 
will be given by the examiner. 





——— 4 —--—--——_ 7 ——-- ——— _ 
2 —__—_—_- 5 ~—-—— 8 ——_—_—_—___— 10 ———_____ 
© eet eee 


2d exercise: Spelling, as dictated 
in the blank spaces below. 


6 


by the examiner—the words to be written 























—— 11 —---—_—— 16 ——_—_—____ 
2 — 7 2. —_— —. 17 ———_—____ 
3 — 8 ae 13 ——_—__—— 18 —______ 
4 - 9 ae 1) + 19 = 
5 — Wy —— —— 15 —-— 20 ——_—_—_— 


(N. B.—The competitor will not write in the form below.) 
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Board of examiners’ report of marks—(Inspector examination). 
Wasurxeton, D.C., —, 188—. 
board of examiners on the accompanying examination 








Marks by tral 


papers 


the cen 


Products of 








‘ oe Relative! averages 
Sutgotts Averages. | weights. multiplied by 
| weights, 
—— — 
First—Orthography : 1 
Second—Penmanship...........++++++ 1 
Third—Copying. cenintenininitecapibtiemtaiiamiien i 1 
Fourth—Description of persons 1 
Fifth—Writing letters and reports. 2 
Sixth—Arithmetic, . sevcongeasocescesset eoveece sees | 1 a 
Seventh—Elements of bookkeeping and 
accounts......... a | i 
Righth—United States geography, Gov- 
ernment, Postal Laws and Regulations...|..................00+! 2 ee a 
| 
Total 10 } 


General average...... : ; Se | 


I certify that the above marks and averages are those made by the central 
board of cxamlners. 


—— ——,, Seeretary. 


Series No.1, April, 1889. Sheet 2. | 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE 
ital service—Inapector examination ‘special)—Post-Ofice Department 


COMMISSION, 
Departm 
Examination number: ——. 

Second subject—Penmanship. 


N.B.—The mark on penmanship will be determined by legibility, neatness, 
and general appearance, and by correctness and uniformity in the formation of 
words, letters, and punctuation marks in the second exercise of the third sub- 
ject—writing from plain copy—and in the exercise of the fourth subject—letter 
writing 

Third subject —Copying. 
ist exercise—Writing from dictation. 


N. B.—Speliing, use of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be taken into consideration in marking the exercises of this subject. 

Penmanship will be determined by the competitor's handwriting in exercise 
2 of this subject, and in the fourth subject—letter writing—but will not be con- 
sidered in marking other subjects of this examination. 

One of the examiners will dictate an exercise of not less than ten lines so dis- 
tinctly that all the persons being examined can hear him. The passage will 
first be read for information and then be dictated in phrases of five or six words 
at the rate of from fifteen to twenty-five words per minute, If from any cause 
the competitor miss a word, he should not pause, but leave a blank space and 
zo on withthe next words he hears. Three minutes will be allowed after the 
dictation for punctuation and correction. 





[Series No.1. April, 1889. Sheet 3.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Departmental service—Inspector examination (special) — Post-Ofice Depariment. 
Examination number: —. 
Third subject—Copying—Continued. 
2d exercise— Writing from plain copy. 
N. B.—Spelling, use of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be taken into consideration in marking the exercises of this subject. 
Penmanship will be determined by the competitor’s handwriting in exercise 
2 of this subject and in the exerelse of the fourth subject—letter-writing—but 
will not be considered in marking other subjects of this examination. 
Copy the following precisely : 
If, when requisition is made for certification from any register of eligibles of 
a customs district or of a post-office, or from a departmental supplementary or 
special register of eligibles, there are thereon the names of eligibles who have 
claim of preference under section 17é@ of the Revised Statutes, all of them, if 
they do not exceed three in number, shall be certified, If the requisition is for 
certification from the copyist or the clerk register, the names of all the prefer- 
ence claimants who are then eligible shall be listed together in the order of 


their grades, the name of the preference-claiming eligible who has the highest 
grade being placed at the top of the list. 





[Series No. 1. April, 1889, Sheet 4.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
ntal service—Inspector examination (special)—Post-Ofice Department. 
Examination number: —. 
Fourth subject— Description of persons, 


rhe examiner in charge will point out the person to be described, in accord- 
ance with instructions given him on the sheet containing the dictation exer- 
cises for abbreviations and spelling. 

N. B.—This exercise is designed to test the competitor's ability to describe 
accurately persons with whom he has nointimate acquaintance. 

Some person will be pointed out to you for description. Notice him carefully, 
and then write a telegram to the United States marshal at Baltimore, notifying 
him that A B will arrive on some train to be designated, and that a warrant is 
out for his arrest on charge of embezzling postal funds. Describe the person 
designated with such fullness and accuracy as to enable the marshal to identify 
him as he leaves the train, Use this sheet for the purpose. Make dispatch as 
brief as possible. Use your examination number and not your name for the 
signature to the telegram. Only fifteen minutes will be allowed for writing 
this description. . 


Departme 


(Series No.1. April, 1889. Sheet 5.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


Departmental service—Inspector examination (special)—Post-Ofice Department, 
Examination number: —. 
Fifth subject—Writing letters and reports. 
N.B 


This exercise is designed chiefly to test the competitor’s skill in 
simple English composition, knowledge of the rules of punctuation, conception 
of the proper form of a letter or report, and skill in treating the subject. 
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| In marking the letter, its errors in form and address, in spelling, capitals, 
punctuation, syntax and style, andits adherence to the subject will be consid- 
ered. The handwriting in this exercise will help to determine the rating on 
“‘penmanship,’”’ which is the second subject, but will not be taken into consid- 
eration in ascertaining the “marks” of the letter. 

ist exercise. Inspectors are frequently required to assist in securing the lease 
of premises for use as post offices. Write a brief letter in the space below sub- 
mitting proposals of John Smith to lease a building for that use at B—— 
Describe the building, give information as to its location, conveniences, advan- 
tages, size, materials of which constructed, dimensions of rooms offered for 
post-office uses, rate of rental, description by lots, metes, or bounds, etc., full 
name of lessor, and statement as tothe reasonableness of the rental, so that the 
Department can be fully advised and can draw a lease describing the premises 
accurately. 

The competitor must avoid allusion to his political or religious opinions or 
affiliations. The letter must contain not less than 125 words, must be addressed 
as follows: “To the Chief of Post-Office Inspectors, Washington, D. C.,” and 
must be dated at the place where the examination is held. The examination 


number, and not the name of the competitor, must be used fora signature to 
the letter 


[“eries No. 1. 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Departmental service —Inspector examination (apecial)—Post-Ofice Department. 


Examination number: —. 
Fifth subject—Writing letters und reports—Continued. 

N. B.—This exercise is designed chiefly to test the competitor's skill in simple 
English composition, knowledge of the rules of punctuation, conception of the 
proper form of a letter or report, and skill in treating the subject. 

In marking the letter, its errors in form and address, in spelling, capitals, 
punctuation, syntax, and style, and its adherence to the subject will be consid- 
e The handwriting in this exercise will help to determine the rating on 
“*penmanship,”’ which is the second subject, but will not be taken into consid- 
eration in ascertaining the ‘‘ marks" of the letter. 

A blank sheet will be furnished for the letter. 

2d exercise. “‘The Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
investigate all claims of postmasters for the loss of money-order funds, postage 
stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, and postal cards belonging 
to the United States in the hands of such postmasters, resulting from burglary , 
fire, or other unavoidable casualty, and if he shall determine that such loss re- 
sulted from no fault or negligence on the part of such postmasters, to pay to 
such postmasters or credit them with the amount so ascertained to have been 
lost or destroyed, and also to credit postmasters with the amount of any remit- 
tance of money-order funds made by them, in compliance with the instructions 
of the Postmaster-General, which shall have been lost or stolen while in transit 
by mail from the office of the remitting postmaster to the office designated as 
his depository: Provided, That no claim exceeding the sum of $2, shall be 
paid or credited until after the facts shall have been ascertained by the Post- 
master-General and reported to Congress, together with his recommendation 
thereon. and an appropriation made therefor: And provided further, That this 
act shall not embrace any claim for losses as aforesaid which accrued more 
than fifteen years prior to its passage ; and all such claims must be presented to 
the Postmaster-General within six months after the taking effect of this act; 
and no claim for losses which may hereafter accrue shall be allowed unless 
presented within three months from the time the loss accrued.” 

The following outline of facts is stated : 

On January 15, 1885, the t-office at , county of , State of 
, was entered by burglars. The postmaster reports that the burglars broke 
ite oe office in the night-time and took from the safe and carried away the 
‘ollowing : 


Postal funds, that is, moneys derived from sale of stamps, stamped en- 


April, 1889. Sheet 6.] 



















EN EE TS I Fl 
Money-order funds, that is, moneys in the postmaster’s hands received 

from and payable for money-orders, of which he must keep separate 

account...........0.0. peccecsecccosece coquvevecunsevbenpesusrsscoscoceose eceseecese snceonsesccesevescscosos 112.40 
Stamps ........ wunpainents 46.50 
Stamped envelopes.... 16. 40 
News r wrappers 4.60 
PORE GEIS =wrccescccccericccsssntnesancenseee <ecpennncenesinsanecqnepapeneceavensnasce nsoanenseounsees geaes 2.50 

None of these articles or funds were recovered, and the postmaster claims 
credit for the same in his account with the Department. The facts appear that 


the property was in a safe; the burglars entered the building (which was un- 
occupied) by prying open a shutter, cutting or breaking the glass in the win- 
dow, to enable them to remove a fastener by which the window was fastened ; 
that they drilled a hole in the safe and blew m the door with powder, and 
mando os escape with the contentsabovedescribed. The claim was presented 
in due time. 

Please make in the form of a lettera brief report of these facts, 2s an inspector, 
and make such recommendation as you deem proper, giving your reasons for 
the disallowance or allowance of the claim, and, if you favor the allowance of 
any part of it, state the amount. Note carefully what the law allows credit 


for and what it does not. 
The competitor must avoid allusion to his pa or religious opinions or 
han 125 words, must be addressed 


affiliations. The letter must contain not less 
as follows: “To the Chief of Post-Office Inspectors, Washington, D. C.,”" and 
must be dated at the place where the examination is held. © examination 


number, and not the name of the conpetitor, must be used for a signature to 
the letter. 


{Series No.1. April, 1889. Sheet 7.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Departmental service—Inspector examination (special)—Post-Ofice Department. 
Examination number: —. 
Sixth subject— Arithmetic. 


Question 1. Express the following in figures, using such monetary signs as 
may be necessary : 

Ninety-six million seven hundred and six dollars, six cents and two mills. 

Question 2. Express the following in words : 

(a) MCCCXCTH, 

(b) $530,763,120. 167. 

Question 3. Multiply 540,101 by 10.95, and divide the product by .365. 

Give work in full. 

Question 4. Add the following numbers. 


72,7564 


63,429} 
173,287 
5, 
677 


Subtract from their sum 193,540. 


aa 


ee 


Give work in full, 
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! 
Question 5. The revenues of a post office in 1684 were $1,260. In 1985 they | Over $60 and not exceeding $70 : wie cece . 3 cents 
were $1,146.60; what was the per cent. of decrease? | Over $70 and not exceeding $80......... v0 
Give work in full, | Over $80 and not exceeding $100 ............ccccceceecesses i 
Question 6. The following stock of postage stamps, stamped envelopes, etc., | lexercise. Drawa promissory note for $325, payable in two years f t 
was found on hand at the Clinton, Nebr., post office, at close of a quarter | of not ith interest at ¢ pe mk <amlin aan : 
29 sheets 1-c. stamps) | . 
25 ot, 7” 100 stamps to cach sheet } : ‘ 
es! oa f i Series N ‘ 
- @ “ “ arasiaatin tani . 
= os a so ‘ ; { ITED rATi 
38 boxes 1-c. postal cards, 500 cards in each box ; ; 
12 “* newspaper wrappers, 250 in each box, at $11 per thousand i <.5m ition number: — 
12 “ stamped envelopes, 500 in each box, and 368 envelopes (part of box Eighth subject—Geography, Government, and P Laws 1 Regulations 
at $21.80 per thousand. | Queatio » eatienth Siesta ened dee diitadi: wile meats off { atlantis 
State the total value of this stock, giving the work in full oltkoavell = - ORIN SE PRES BONS are eames 
Series No.l. April,1889. Sheet 8.] ‘ c 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Departmental service— Inspector examination (special)—Post-Ofice Department | : 
Examination number: —. | Louisville 
| Omaha 
Sixth subject—Arithmetic—Continued. | Detroit 
Question 7. An inspector found that the postmaster at ——— had,on the 5th | Little Rock 
day of July, 1881, unlawfully paid $467.50 to one A B, out of the moneys of the | Harrisburg 
Government. This sum was recoverable with interest at 6 per cent. from the | 
time it was received until time of payment. On the 19th of December, 1885, the | 
inspector demanded restitution of this sum unlawfully paid, and A B to avoid | Question 2, Name the capital of each of the foll ng-nal l 4 I 
suit paid the amount due. What sum must the inspector collect and deposit | the name of the river on which each capital named is situ 
as postal revenue to satisfy the demand ” | 
Give work in full. | State ( 
Question 8. Five registered letters containing, respectively, $150, $202, $78, | - “ 
$104, and $116, were rifled of their contents bya postaiclerk. When arrested he | 
made restitution of $523.25, which an inspector was required to apportion pro | ,. ; 
rata among the senders of the letters. What amount should he pay to each | New York 
out of the sum recovered’? | Virginia 
Give work in full. | Tow t 
Question 9. An inspector being entitled toa salary of $1,400per annum was | Pennessee 
on duty twelvedays. He wasentitled to $i per diem for his traveling expenses, Minnesota 
and to reimbursement for $12.50 paid as siage fare, $17.40 steamboat fare, and | 
$4.25 for telegraphing on Government business during that time. State his ac- : > Was . ili otic aciecall t eenieiomtneinet . 
eount for services, per diem, and expenses for the twelve days. It is assumed Question 6 sme the States » in each case) separated from each oth 


that the twelve days’ service was rendered in the month of November oceur- | W!ole orin part, by each of the f 
ring in a quarter which has ninety-two days, the quarterly pay being $350 
Give work in full. Body of water States separated from ¢« 
Question 10. Under the law the salary or compensation of pagtmasters at : 
fourth-class gffices consists of — 
1. All the box rents, if there are any. 


” 





lowing-niamed bodies of wate: 





oa Chesapeake Bay 
2. Commissions on the amount of postage-due stamps, ordinary postage | panes Say - d 
stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and newspaper and periodical stamps | lake Michi« cia E 
canceled on matter actually mailed at their offiees,and on amounts received | hacia ‘Bay 
from sales of waste paper, dead newspapers, printed matter, and twine, soldat | ~~" "* es ee ee 
the following rates: On the first $50 or less, 100 per cent.; on the next $100 or - 
r ~ . pe > nag % > @ . excess al e Sa . . . 
ner cea cent.; on the next $200 or less, 50 per cent.; on the excess above $350, Question 4. Name the river which forms the whole or a1 et 
ow per : — | boundary line of each of the following-named Stat« 
In no case is the compensation of a postmaster of this class to exceed $250 in | CUBSATY He of cael Of Bik : oes 
any one quarter, | 
During the year a postmaster’s account was as follows States River. 
Yancel- | § es 
| Cancel- | Cancel- | Cancel- aoe ; — Sales | New Hampshire 
Box | lation of | lation of | lation of = — New Jersey 
Quarter. ° stamped waste of ; 
; rent. | 2-cent l-cent postal onmal- | nemer. liwine Viseonsin . ‘ i a ata 
| | stamps. | stamps. | cards. paper, . lowa ; veneusits 
| | opes. etc, . 
| | West Virginia 
$46.00 i 23.00 | $6.17 80. 67 $3. 12 Question 5. Name the ‘‘Great Lakes"’ which form portions of the boundary 
Third ~ | g "19 an } aE 9. = 1.69 - - line of each of the following-named Sta 
TG 2. ocverncec-sese 4s vo. | 4.0 le 4 0. 2% } . y 
Fourth........... ~| 85.15 39. 45 18. 82 8.27 | 4.15 — SE retonaeiien 
i i isconsin ——— 
What was his compensation each quarter? What was his salary forthe year” Series No.1. April, 1889. Sheet LI 
Give work in full. , a8 F 7 Panes : 
—_— UNITED STATES CIVIL 8S! VICE COMMISSION, 
Nepartmental servix spector examination (special *ost-Offic Me t 
{Series No.1. April, 18389. Sheet 9.]} Dey ’ . ney ; ; : Se . ” 
j XxAmMIMAaLION humber 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Eighth subject—Geography, Government, and Postal Laws and Regulat 
Continued, 
Question 6. Name all of the Executive Departments of the General 
ment and give the official title of the head of each Department 
Question 7. Where is the power to establish post offices and post roads vested 
by the Constitution? By whom and how are postmasters appointed 
Question 8, Under what circumstances have officers of the postal service the 
right to open sealed letters in the mails not addressed to themselves? 
Question 9. (a4) What are the domestic rates of postage on mail matter of the 
Ist, 2d, 3d, and 4th classes, respectively” (/) What i 
registered letter and an ordinary letter? 
Question 10. A postmaster having unlawfully applied to his own use the money- 
order funds, stamps, and postal cards in his possession as such officer, sets fire 


D epartmental service—Inspector examination (special) —Post-Ofice Departinent 


Examination number : — 
Seventh subject—Elements of bookkeeping and of accounts. 


N. B.—Form, neatuess, and general accuracy will be considered in marking 
the papers of this subject. 

lst exercise. The postmaster of a money-order office is required to transmit 
to the Superintendent of the Money-Order System a weekly account or state- 
ment of his money-order business. The balance of money-order funds in his 
hands Saturday night, May 9, 1885, was $519.64. Monday, May 11, 1885, he 
issued two money-orders for $45 and $16.75, respectively ; ‘Tuesday, May 12, he 
issued one money-order for $97, and paid three money-orders for $7, $37.75, and 
$63, respectively ; Wednesday, May 13, he issued money-orders for $9.45 and $3, | to the post office, which is consumed. In order to obtain credit in his accounts 
respectively, and remitted $355 in aregistered package to the postmasterat New | for the money, stamps, ete., thus misapplied, he then makes and presents t 
York City,with whom he deposits surplus money-order funds; Thursday, May | the 





s the difference between a 





Department affidavit that the money, stamps, etc., were destroyed in the 
14, he received $175, money-order funds, issued one order for $37, and received | fire, and that the fire occurred without fault or negligence on his part. Of w! 
notice from the Auditor for the Post-Office Department that he was entitled to | crimes is he guilty 
money-order commissions amounting to $37.86 for transacting the money-order —_— 
business during the preceding quarter, and was entitled to credit for that | Series No. 52, Feb.. 1990, Sheet 1 
amount; Friday, May 15, he issued four orders for $77, $53, $3.55, and $1.57, | ss ee aoe 
respectively, and paid two orders for $95 and $0.95, respectively ; Saturday, May | NITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COM 
16, he remitted $297 to the postmaster at New York City, issued one order for Postal servicee—Carrier exan 
2, and paid two orders for $50 each. oles ; inalinaiinie 
State the postmaster’s money-order account for the week ending May 16, | Slack euble—O ; 
1855. first subject —Urti yrapny. 
Schedule of fees which the postmaster must collect from the public on issue of N. B.—Capitals should be used only where required by the rules of ort 
money-orders. raphy. 
’ Vrite in the spaces below the abbreviations for the names which will b 
For sums not exceeding $10............-.....0.sssssssseneeereerassennee oo msncasetncecaccses Sesnts. | -iven by the examiner: 
Over $10 and not exceeding $15...... cents. | ®' 7 ae , : 
Over $15 and not exceeding §30.... ... 15 cents. 1 —_— —— i a 9———_— 
Over $30 and not exceeding M0...... . 20 cents. 2 —— —— ,—— sarenipasinitans 10 a 








Over $40 and not exceeding $50.. 
Over $50 and not exceeding 900.............. 


G 


25 cents. 3 
. 80 cents. (N. B.—The competitor will not write in the form below. 








-e? 
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Board of examiners’ report of marks—(Carrier examination.) 








Post OFFICE AT —, 189—., 
. Products of 
en — telative | averages 
ubjects. Averages. weights, multiplied by 
weights. 


First—Orthography .............s00« 
Second—Penmanship.... 
Third—Copying........ 
Fourth —Arithinetio ...000....0.00seseenesceceees 
Fifth—Local delivery................ 
Sixth—Reading addresses 


Total .. 


General average 


I certify that the above marks and averages are those made by the postal 


board of examiners at -—— 








, Secretary. 


{Series No. 52. Feb., 1890. Sheet 2. 
. e 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Postal service—Carrier examination. 
Examination number: —. 
Second subject—Penmanship. 

N. B.—The mark on penmanship will be determined by legibility, neatness, 
and general appearance, and by correctness and uniformity in the formation of 
wore, letters,and punctuation marks in the 2d and 3d exercises of the third 
subject. 

Third subject—Copying. 
ist exercise—Writing from dictation. 

N. B.—Spelling, use of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be taken into consideration in marking the exercises of this subject. 

Penmanship will not be marked on this exercise. 

One of the examiners will dictate an exercise of not less than ten lines so dis- 
tinctly that all the persons being examined can hear him. The passage will 
first be read for information, and then be dictated in phrases of five or six words, 
at the rate of from fifteen to twenty-five words per minute. If from any cause 
the competitor miss a word he should not pause, but leave a blank space and go 


on with the next word he hears. Three minutes will be allowed after the dic- 
tation for punctuation and correction. 





[Series No.52, Feb., 1890. Sheet 3.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Postal service—Carrier examination. 
Examination number: —. 
Third subject—Copying—Continued. 
2d exercise—Writing from plain copy. 
N. B.—Spelling, use of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be taken into consideration in marking the exercises of this subject. 
Penmanship will be marked on this exercise. 
Copy the following precisely, punctuating and capitalizing as in the copy: 
Sec, 6. That all executive officers or employés of the United States not ap- 
pointed by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, are pro- 
hibited from requesting, giving to,or receiving from,any other officer or em- 
ploye of the Government, any money or property or other thing of value for 
political purposes; and any such officer or employé who shall offend against 
the provisions of this section shall be at once discharged from the service of the 
United States; and he shall also be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on 
conviction thereof sha!l be fined in a sum not exceeding five hundred dollars, 
19 Stats,, 255.) 
3d exercise—Writing from plain copy in tabular form. 
In the spaces below copy the following precisely ; use capitalsand punctuate 
as in the copy 


Jan. 18. | Peter Sullivan 74 Madison st. Mail Letter. Removed 
Feb. 16. Adams & Smith. 39 Grant pl. Foreign Letter. No such 
number. 
Sept.25. Mrs. Alice H. Ripley.| 164 St. Mary’s st. | Local Letter. | Deceased. 
Nov. 7. | Notknown 


Miss Sarah Hobbs, | 47} Maiden Lane. | Mail Package, 
Dec, 23.) Weeks, Knowles & | No. 7 Jones’ alley.) Local PostalCard.| Dissolved. 
; ; 


Co, } 





|Series No, 52. Feb., 1890. Sheet 4.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Postal service—Carrier examination. 
Examination number: ——., 
Fourth subject— Arithmetic. 
Question |. Add the following: 


3, 627, 387 
32, 783, 726 
455, 755, 431 
75, 992, 789 
2, 426, 976 
345, 764, 580 


[Sos 
Question 2, Express in words the following: 
503, 292. 
Question 3. Express in figures the following: Nine million two hundred thou- 
sand six hundred and forty-two. 


Question 4. Multiply 20,440 by 28, and divide the product by 7. 
Give work in full. 
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Question 5. Ifa letter-carrier pay $13.60 for 16 bushels of potatoes, how many 
bushels can he buy for $15.30? 

Give work in fuil. 

Question 6. How much will a letter carrier whose annual salary is $1,000 re- 
ceive for 2} months’ services? 

Give work in full, 

Question 7. The total number of pieces of mail matter handled by 42 carriers 
at a certain post office in one week (including Sunday) was 172,872. What was 
the average number of pieces handled by each carrier in one day? 

Give work in full. . 

Question 8. What is the total weight of a mail collection which contains 
1,280 letters, averaging ¢ oz. each; 688 newspapers, averaging 1 oz. each; and 
344 packages, averaging 40z. each? (1 1b.=16 oz.) 

Give work in full. : 

Question 9. A carrier makes four trips on a certain day, each trip extending 
24 blocks or squares from the office and return, and averaging 297 steps of 20 
inches each to the block. How many miles does he travel in making these 
trips? (1 mile=5,280 feet). 

Give work in full. 

Question 10. In a year of 310 working days a carrier loses 62 hours by stop- 
ping to talk. If he makes four trips each day, what is the average number of 
minutes lost on each trip? 

Give work in full. 


[Series No. 52. Feb.-June, 1890. Sheet 5.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Postal service—Carrier examination. 
Examination number :—. 
Sixth subject— Local delivery. 


Question 1. Name five of the principal cities or large towns in this State, and 
name the railroad by which each may be reached from this city. 

Question 2. Name five of the principal streets passing through the business 
portion of this city, and five streets chiefly occupied by residences. 

Question 3. Name and locate in this city four churches, four public-school 
buildings, one of the most prominent retail dry-goods stores, and the principal 
telegraph office. 

Question 4. Name thestreets (or roads) by which one may go out of this city 
into the country starting from the post office: (1) To the north; (2) tothe south; 
(3) to the east; and (4) to the west of the city. (If there be an obstruction to an 
exit in any direction explain what it is.) 

Question 5. Name five towns, villages, or subpost offices adjoining or within 
the limits of this city, and name the railroad, street-car lines, or stage routes 
by which eaeh may be reached from the post-office in this city. 


[Card series No. 1. Series No. 52 to 57, inclusive. Feb,, 1890, Sheet 6.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Postal service—Carrier examination. 
Examination number : —. 
Sixth subject—Reading addresses. 


Before commencing this part of the examination the examiner will read to 
the competitor the following instructions to examiners: 

The examiner will note in the proper place on the upper right-hand corner 
of this sheet the examination number of the competitor. 

The examiner in charge will take each competitor separately, after he has 
filled out the other sheets of this examination, and examine him in the exer- 
cise of reading addresses. As the same package of cards will be used for each 
competitor, only one can be examined at a time. The competitor should be 
taken into a separate room, away from the other competitors, in order that they 
may not hear the reading. 

The competitor will be furnished with the pack of cards arranged in order of 
numbers from one to one hundred. The examiner will take this sheet in his 
hand, note the exact time thatthe competitor commences the reading of the first 
card, and then direct the competitor tocommence the reading, enjoining upon 
him the necessity of reading as rapidly as he can with accuracy, and inform- 
ing him that he will not be allowed more than 20 minutes for the reading of the 
entire pack of cards, The examiner will, with a pencil (a colored pencil if 
practicable), underline on this sheet each error made by the competitor in the 
reading, and when the reading is completed, will note hereon the time of the 
completion to the fraction of a minute. 

It will be necessary for the examiner to be very careful in noting the errors 
made by the competitor. It will not be proper for the examiner to interrupt 
the competitor in the course of his reading by any questions, as such interrup- 
tion will not only delay the competitor, but will give him an opportunity to 
correct his own errors. The competitor will be allowed to make only one at- 
tempt to read each card or any portion of the address thereon. The examiner 
will, therefore, ignore a second reading, should the competitor in any case give 
one, and mark the error 7 credit, as the case may be, on the first reading. 
Every error should be carefully noted, whether in the title of the individual, 
any portion of his name, the number of the street, the town, city, county, or 
State. No charge will be made for incorrect pronunciation, if the name re- 
quired can be distinguished by the pronunciation given. 

The examiner will be careful to underline only the particular point in which 
the error has been made, to wit: In the title, in the part of the name incorrectly 
read, or in the part of the address giving the number, street, town, county, or 
State. Care must be taken to see that the cards are properly arranged in nu- 
merical order after the examination of each competitor, and prior to the com- 
mencement of the examination of another. 

The competitor must not be allowed to see this sheet. 

1. Arthur Bonicastle, esq., Brownsville, Brown Co., Texas. 

2. Chas. A. Lowell, M. D., Wessington, 8. D. 

3. Lucile A. Bonanzo, 420 East Carroll street, Aligate, Miss. 

R. A. Pinkinghouse, City Hall, New York City. 

. Waydown Bebee, Lime Kiln Club, Detroit, Mich. 

Marco Zoeller, 143 Stock Exchange, Rochester, N.Y. 

. Hon. Leonidas C. Houk, House of yet Washington, D.C. 

. James N. Atterbury, esq., Wateree, Richland Co., 8. C. 

. Mr. Samuel L. Drummond, care Scotford Manufacturing Company, Kan- 


sas City, Mo. 
10. Orlando Carmichael, esq., 217 East 9th street, Bryn Mawr, Pa. 
ll. Mr. John D, Stranahan, Boeuff Station, Erie Co., Pa, 
12. Austin Lathrop & Company, Kleinfeltersyille, Lebanon Co., Pa. 
13. Messrs. Parker, Ritter, Nicholls & Company, St. Louis, Mo. 
14. H. J. Blickensderfer, esq., Penn Yann Township, Chenango Co., N.Y. 
15. Mr. Andrew W. man, South Lake Weir, Florida. 
16. Dr. Alex. De Borra, 24 Central avenue, San José, Cal. 


17. Alex. T. nm, oot Saucelito, rin Co., Cal. 
18. Westinghouse Electric Lighting Company, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
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19. Martin J. Eggleston, sr., cor. 13th and S streets, Portland, Oregon. 
20. Dyer & Hughes, Organ Manufacturers, Foxcroft, Me. 

21. Empire Novelty Company, Toughkenamon, Chester Co., Pa. 

22. L.C. Conwell, New Philadelphia, Ohio. 

23. Arthur C. Gibson, M. D., No. 43 State street, Bangor, Me. 


[Series Nos, 13 to 16, messenger, and 42 to 51, carrier. ] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Postal service—Carrier and messenger examination. 
First subject—Dictation exercises in abbreviations for first subject. 


To the examiner—This sheet is intended to furnish a supply for eight exam- 
inations. Only ten names or words will »e given for one exercise. The exam- 
iner will pronounce the word and instruct the competitor to write the proper 
abbreviation therefor. 


1, California, 1. Northeast. 

2, George. 2. William, 

3. Connecticut. 3. Georgia. 

4. Post office. 4. Department. 

5. Joseph. 5. Delaware. 

6, January. 6. July. 

7. Illinois. 7. Florida, 

8. Wednesday, 8. Sunday. 

9. Southwest. 9, Adjutant General. 
10. President. 10. Philadelphia. 

















1. September. . November, 

2. Monday. 2. Tuesday. 

3. Minnesota. 3. Street. 

4, Captain. 4. Major. 

5. Colorado. 5. Tennessee. 

6. Robert. 6. Deputy. 

7. Avenue, 7. Vermont. 

8. February. 8 August. 

9, Wisconsin. 9. New Mexico. 

10. Assistant. 10, Postmaster. 

1, Dakota Territory. . lowa. 

2. James. 2. Daniel. 

3. March. 3. December. 

4. Secretary. 4. Attorney. 

5. Colonel. 5. Honorable. 

6. Charles. 6. Friday. 

7. Square. 7. Washington Territory. 
8, Treasurer. 8. Publisher. 

9, Kansas, 9. District of Columbia. 
10. Thursday. 10. United States of America. 
1. Arkansas. . Missouri. 

2. Postmaster General. 2. Saturday. 

3. Esquire. 3. Professor. 

4, Senior. 4. Governor. 

5. Kentucky, 5. Idaho Territory. 

6. Junior. 6, Edward. 

7. Northwest. 7. Nevada. 

8, October. 8. April. 

9, Arizona Territory. 9. Southeast, 

10. Lieutenant. 10. Maryland. 








[Series No, 14. Aug., 1889. Sheet 1.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Postal service—Messenger examination. 


This examination will be used also for the examination of applicants for the 
position of porter, piler, stamper, or junior clerk. 


Examination number: —. 
First subject—Orthography. 


N. B.—Capitals should be used only where required by the rules of orthog- 

raphy. 
Write in the spaces below the abbreviations for the names which will be given 
by the examiner: 
1 


9 


‘ 


1 acetate 


Gemeente 


5 
6 


(N. B.—The competitor will not write in the form below.) 








D aneenpanineiay 





— 10 —_—_—_ —— 


3—— 








Board of examiners’ report of marks—(Messenger examination.) 
Post OFFICE AT _o——, 188—. 








} 
| Products of 


| Relative | averages 
Subjects. Averages. | weights. | multiplied by 


weights, 


| 


First—Orthography... 
Second—Penmanship. 
Third—Copying... 
Fourth—Arithmet 


oo oe 


Diiiesecnce ceeatillagiee 


Re IID cccnnieeccentvebnesisorcececeselesectenecconsene 


l certify that the above marks and 
yoard of examiners at 


averages are those made by the postal 











, Secretary. 
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[Series No. 14, Aug., 1889. Sheet 2.] 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Postal service—Messenger examination 
Examination number 
Second subject— Penmanship. 

N.B.—The mark on penmanship will be determined by legibility, neatness, 
and general appearance, and by correctness and uniformity in the formation 
of words, letters, and punctuation marks in the second exercise of the third 
subject. 

Third subject—Copying. 
Ist exercise—Writing from dictation. 


N. B.—Spelling, use of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be taken into consideration in marking the exercises of this subject 

Penmanship will be determined by the competitor's handwriting in exercise 
2 of this subject, but will not be considered in marking other subjects of this 
examination, 

One of the examiners will dictate an exercise of not less than ten lines so dis 
tinctly that allthe persons being examined can hear him. The passage will 
first be read for information, and then be dictated in phrases of five or six words, 
at the rate of from fifteen to twenty-five wordsa minute. If fromany cause the 
competitor miss a word he should not pause, but leave a blank space and go 
on with the next word he hears. Three minutes will be allowed after the dic- 
tation for punctuation and correction. 


[Series No. 14, Aug., 1889. Sheet 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


3. 


Postal service—Messenger examination. 
Examination number 
Third subject—Copying--Continued. 
2d exercise—Writing from plain copy. 
N. B.—Spelling, use of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be taken into consideration in marking the exercises of this subject. 
Penmanship will be determined by competitor's handwriting in the second 
exercise of this subject, but will not be considered in marking other subjects of 
this examination 
Copy the following precisely, punctuating and capitalizing as in the copy 
The postmaster of each classified post-office shall require the superintend- 
ent of each division of his office to carefully observe and report in writing 
the services rendered by and the character and qualifications of each proba- 
tioner serving under him. These reports shall be preserved on file, and the 
commission may prescribe the form and manner in which they shall be made. 
Upon the requisition of a postmaster the board of examiners for his office 
shall certify for reinstatement,in a grade requiring no higher examination 
than the one in which he was formerly employed, any person who, within one 
year next preceding the date of the requisition, has, through no delinquency 
or misconduct, been separated from the classified service in said office. 


[Series No.14. August,1889. Sheet 4.] 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Postal service—Messenger examination. 
Examination number 
Fourth sabject—Arithmetic, 
Add the following, placing the total at the bottom 
910, 286. 37 
188, 793, 129. 77 
429, 207.57 
6, 436, 132, 973. 68 
7, 867, 764, 797. 49 
675, 679, 797, 499.13 
6, 735, 672, 007. 99 


Question 1. 








Question 2. For the year 1865 the expenditures of the United States were: For 
war, $1,030,690,400; for the Navy, $122,617,434; for Indians, $5,059,360; for pen- 
sions, $16,347,621; and for misce)laneous, $42,989,383, By how much did the war 
expenses exceed all other expenses? 

Give work in full. 

Question 3. How many balls of twine, averaging 42 yards to the bail, will it 
take to tie 2,160 packages of letters if 10 inches of twine are required for each 

kage? 
"ane work in full. 

Question 4. Write in words the following sign and figures: 

$90,010,005. 25. 

Question 5. Write in words the following figures and abbreviations: 

10 ewt., 3 qr., 15 lb., 8 oz. 

Question 6. How many pounds of mail matter were there ina mail bag which 
contained 30 packages averaging in weight 3} ounceseach, 56 newspapers aver- 
aging 2 ounces each, and 393 letters averaging } ounce each? (Express the 
answer in pounds.) 

Give work in full. 

Question 7. If a clerk spend twenty minutes each day in walking to and 
from his oftice, how many hours will he spend in that way in a year of 312 
working days? 

Give work in full. 

Question 8, How much will it cost to carpet a room 18 feet long by 12 feet 
wide with carpeting one yard wide which costs $1.37} per yard? 

Give work in full, 

Question 9. Write in sign and figures: 

Fifteen thousand one hundred and five dollars and five cents. 

Question 10. If a clerk be allowed 16§ cents per hour for extra time, how much 
will he earn for extra work ina year of 312 working days if he average two 
hours’ extra time per day ? 

Give work in full. 


[Series No. 2. 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE 


April, 1889, 
COMMISSION, 
Railway mail service—Clerk examination. 
First subject— Dictation exercise in spelling. 


To the examiner—This sheet is intended to furnish a supply for two exam- 
inations, Only twenty words are to be given for one exercise. The examiner 
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will pronounce distinetly each word and give its definition. 
will be required to write only the word and not its defination. 


l. Prepaid as the l. Accident. An event that takes 
postage is prepaid on a letter place without one's foresight and 
divide up; to separate expectation, 
as the clerk as- 2. Shelves. Plural of shelf; a board 
or platform set horizontally on a 
Distribute. Todivide up; tosend frame or against a wall for hold- 
or deliver in different directions; | ing books, ete. 
as mail is distributed, 3. Coupling. That which serves to 
i. Money order. An order for money couple or connect; asthe coupling 
issued by one post office payable | of railroad cars. 


The competitor 


Paid in advance ; 
postage 
Assort. 10 
into packages ; 
sorts the mai! 


at another office i. Wrapper. Thatin which anything 
Postal. Pertaining to the mail sys- | is wrapped or inclosed. 
tem; as postal rules. 5. Envelope. A wrapper; a cover; 


6. Station. A stopping place; a rail- especially the cover ofa letter. 
way depot. 6. Mail coach. A coach that conveys 
7. Error. A mistak« the public mails. 


8 Through mail Mail that goes a| 7. Carrying. Conveying or transport- 
long distance, or the entire length | ing from one place to another. 
of the road | 8, Messenger. One who bears a mes- 
9% Weight. Heaviness; asthe weight sage or goes on an errand. 
of a mail bag. |} 9 Distribution. The act of distribut- 


10. Canvas. A eoarse cloth, made of ing or dividing. 
hemp or flax, used for making | 10. Wait. To delay; to linger; as to 
pouches, ete. wait for connections. 

ll. Separate. To set apart; Degree. Proportion; as a rate of 
from among others postage. 

12. Tying. Binding or fastening with | 12. Cancel. To blot out; to destroy. 
a band or cord and knot, 13. Wreck. To destroy; to ruin; to 

13. Twine A small cord or string. damage ; asto wreck a train. 

14. Knot, A fasteningof cord; a bond | 14, Delayed. Detained; held back; as 
of union. a delayed mail. 

15. Connection. The act of uniting, or | 15. Registered. Entered on a register; 
state of being united; junction as @ registered /etter. 
as a railroad connection. 16. Agent. One who acts for another; 

16, Collision, The act of striking to- | as a railroad or station agent. 
gether; as the collision of two | 17. Special. Unusual; uncommon; as 
railway trains. a special-delivery letter. 

17. Mlegible. Incapable of being read. 18. Daily. Occurring every day. 

18. Mail route. A roadover whichthe | 19. Weekly. Occurring every week. 
mail is regularly conveyed, 20. Hourly. Occurring every hour. 

19% Blotted. Stained or bespattered, as 
with itk. 

20. Miscarried. Failed to reach its des- 
tination; as the letter miscarried. 


[Serfes No.2. April, 1890. Sheet 1.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSTOW. 
Railkeay mail service—Clerk examination. 
Exaniination number : —. 
First subject—Orthography. 
Capitals should be used only where required by the rules of orthogra- 


to select | LL 


N.B 
phy 

Spelling, as dictated by the examiner, the words to be written in the blank 
spaces below. 





— 11 ———_—_ — 16 


oe 





} 6 —— 


Recsenieeennsns 13 ———_— 


—_—_— 13 


14 ——__— 


17 —————_- 








enue initia 


19 — 


f 1). —~——-~— 20 ———$» —__ 
(N. B.—The competitor wil! not write in the form below). 


Board of examiners’ report of marks—(Clerk examination, railway mail serv- 
iee.) 


Wasmrncron, D. C., —, 188—. 


Marks by the central board of examiners on the accompanying examination 
papers 


—————E 8 - 


4 ——_—— 9 








5 ——— 10 








Products of 







Subjects. Averages. ae ati iplied by 

First—Copying and spelling......... — vesihinmneunnegeinitel 1 
Second— Penmanship ......0+.......-.0 I 
Third—Copying ............ 2 
Fourth—Letter writing.. 1 
Fifth —Arith metie .......cccccormsesnscorcncrceseh svesersesvoneseccees 2 
Sixth—Geography of the United States. .|.................... 4 
Seventh—Railway and other systems | 

of transportation in the United States..| ...........08 00. 5 
Righth—Reading addresses .............00 | <+-+seeeee ened 4 

WORD cere recewstcrrrecee comenmenennnigpoon actin 


General average . 











I certify that the above marks and averages are those made by the central 
board of examiners. 





—-, Secretary. 


[Series No. 2. Apriland Aug., 1889. Sheet 2] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSTON. 
Ravheay mail service—Clerk examination. 
Examination namber: —. 
Second subject—Penmanship. 

N.B.—The mark on penmanship will be determined by legibility, neatness, 
and general appearance, and by correctness and uniformity in the formation 
of words, letters, and punctwation marke in the exercise of the third subject— 
writing from plain copy—and in the exereise of the fourth subject—letter- 


writing 
Third subjeet~Copying. 
E-xercise— Writing from plain copy. 


‘N. B.—Speliing, vse of capitals, punctuation, and all omissions and mistakes 
will be takes into consideration in marking the exercise of this subject. 
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Penmanship will be deternisined by the competitor's handwriting in the ex- 
ercise of this subject and in the exercise of the fourth subject—Letter-writing— 
but will not be considered in marking other subjects of this examination. 

Copy the following precisely, punctuating and capitalizing as in the copy: 

i. Noperson appointed toa place under the exceptions to examination hereby 
made shall, within one year after appointment, be transferred from such place 
to a place not also excepted from examination; but after service of not less 
than one year in an examination-excepted place he may be transferred in the 
bureau in whieh he is serving to a place not excepted from examination: Pro- 
vided, That before any such transfer may be made the commission must certify 
that the person whom it is proposed to so transfer has an examination 
to test fitness for the place proposed to be filled by such transfer.—[Page 173, 
Fourth Report of the United States Civil Service Commission. ] 


[Series No.2. April, 1889. Sheet 3.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Railway mail service—Clerk examination. 
Examination number: —. 
Fourth subject—Letter writing. 


N. B.—This exercise is designed to call out a statement of the applicant’s 
training and experience and, incidentally, to show his couception of the general 
form of a letter. 

The handwriting in this exercise will help to determine the rating on “ pen- 
manship,’’ which is the second subject, and will not be taken into consideration 
in ascertaining the “ marks” of the letter, 

Write a letter in the space below, giving a brief account ef your education 
and business experience. 

The competitor must avoid allusions to his political or religious opinions or 
affiliations, The letter must contain not less than 100 words, must be addressed 
as follows: “To the United States Civil Service Commission, Washington, D. 
C.,”’ and must be dated at the place where the examination is held. The ex- 
amination number, and not the name of the competitor, must be used for a sig- 
nature to the letter. 


(Series No. 2. 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


April, 1889. Sheet4.] 


Railway mail service —Clerk examination. 
Examination number :—. 
Fifth subject—Arithmetic. 
Question 1. Add the following. placing the total at the bottom 
125, 695. 25 
742, 155.74 
429.39 
6, 874, 68 
397.49 
1, 956, 374. 20 





Question 2. Express in sign and figures one thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-nine dollars and twenty-five cents. 

Question 3. If the mail on train No. 10 contains 3,147 letters and postal cards, 
and 2,107 papers and pene, and the mail on train No. 15 contains 860 letters, 
200 postal cards, and , how many more pieces of mail matter are there 
on train No. 10 than on train No. 15? 

Give work in fall. 

Question 4. Ifa railway train average one mile every 2} minutes, how many 
miles will it run in 21 hours? 

Give work in full. 

Question 5. If arailway mail clerk’s wages are $2.50 per day, how much will 
he earn in a year of 313 working days” 

Give work in full. 


April, 1889. Sheet 5.} 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Railway mail service—Clerk examination. 
Examination number: —. 
Sixth subject—Geography. 


Question 1. Name the capital of, and the principal river which crosses or 
forms a part of the boundary line of, each of the following-named States: 


[Series No. 2. 








ee 7 a 













\ l 
State. Capital. — | State. | Capital. | River. 
l | 
Connecticut ..........cceee|e-eeeeees ee I cinidtipcictiigs vitvetetiiatinaliancmenese 
New Jersey... ini J .|| New York. 
y 
Ge Gicccces s cadenaiivadie ‘| Maryland... 
Mississippi. .... ' exee|| TOWR....00000- i a 


Question 2. Name six Statesof the Union which border on the Atlantic Ocean, 
two which border on the Gulf of Mexico, and two which border on the Pacific 
Ocean. 

Question 3. Name the most important city (other than the capital) in each of 
the fotlowing-named States : 


























Maine, i California, ————_—-. 
Michigan ,——-—-——. Wisconsin, —————. 
Delaware, —. Ohio, —. 
Pennsylvania, —. Minnesota, en 
Illinois, Oregon, \ 


Question 4. Name two States of the Union which lie wholly on the north bank 
of the Ohio River, two which lie wholly on the south bank of that river, three 
which lie wholly on the east bank of the Mississippi River, and three which lie 
wholly on the west bank of that river. 

Question 5. Name a State of the Union which borders on each of the following- 
named bodies of water: 

Lake Michigan, 
Long Sound, 


Lake On ei 


Lake Superior, . 

















Cael 
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[Series No. 5. Oct., 1889. Sheet 6.} 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Railway mail service—Clerk examination. 
Examination number: ——. 


Seventh subject—Railway and other systems of transportation in the United 
States— Divisions of the railway mail service. 

First division—The New England States. 

Second division—New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and the 
Eastern Shore of Maryland. 

Third division—Maryland (excluding the Eastern Shore), Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, and the District of Columbia. ; 

Fourth division—South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi. 

Fifth division—Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, and Tennessee. 

Sixth division—Lllinois, lowa, Nebraska, and Wyoming. 

Seventh division.—Missouri, Kansas, Colorado, and New Mexico. 

Eighth division.—California, Nevada, Oregon, Alaska, Arizona, Idaho, Utah, 
and Washington. 

Ninth division.—The through mails via Buffalo, Suspension Bridge, Toledo, 
and Detroit; the lines of the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railroad and 
the lower peninsula of Michigan. 

Tenth division.—Wisconsin, northern peninsula of Michigan, Minnesota, Da- 
kota, and Montana. 

Eleventh division.—Arkansas, Louisiana, Indian Territory, and Texas, 

Question 1, Name the five largest cities (or important towns, if there be not 
five cities) in vour State or Territory, and the railway line or lines which form 
the most direct route from each city named to the largest city (naming it) in 
your railway mail division (see table above) outside of your Stateor Territory. 





Cities. Largest city. Railway lines. 








Question 2. Name five of the principal railway centers in your railway mail 
division and two railways at each of the centers named. 





Railway. 


Railway. 






Railway centers. | 
f 








Question 3. Namethe railway or railways which together form the most direct 
route from the capital of your State or Territory to the largest city (naming it) 
in a railway mail division immediately adjoining your railway mail division. 

Question 4. Name ten cities or important towns on the most direct railway 
route (naming it) between two cities (naming them) in your railway mail di- 
vision. 

Question 5. Name five cities in your railway mail division outside of your 
State or Territory, and the railway or railways forming the most direct routes 
from each of them to the capital of your State or Territory. 





Cities. Railway lines. 





(Card series No. 3. Series Nos.6,7,and8. Nov., 1889. Sheet 7.) 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Railway mail service—Clerk examination. 


Examination number: —. 
Eighth subject— Reading addresses. 


Before commencing this part of the examination the examiner will read to 
the competitor the following instructions to examiners : 

The examiner will note in the proper place on the upper right-hand corner of 
this sheet the examination number of the competitor. 

The examiner in charge will take each competitor separately, after he has 
filled out the other sheets of this examination, and examine him in the exer- 
cise of reading addresses. As the same package of cards will be used for each 
competitor, only one can be examined at a time. The competitor should be 
taken into a separate room, away from the other competitors, in order that 
they may not hear the reading. 

The competitor will be furnished with the pack of cards arranged in order of 
numbers of from one to fifty. The examiner wil! take this sheet in his hand, 
note the exact time that the competitor commences the reading of the first card, 
and then direct the competitor to commence the reading, enjoining upon him 
the necessity of reading as rapidly as he can with accuracy, and informing him 
that he will not beallowed morethanten minutes for the readingof the entire 
pack of cards. Theexaminer will, with a pencil (a colored pencil if practicable), 
underline on this sheet each error made by the competitor in the reading, and 
when the reading is completed will note hereon the time of the completion to 
the fraction of aminute, 

It will be necessary for the examiner to be very cireful in noting the errors 
made by the competitor. It will not be proper for the examiner to interrupt 
the competitor in the course of his reading by any questions, as such interruption 
will not only delay the competitor, but will givehim an opportunity to correct 
his own errors. The competitor will be allowed to make only one attempt to 
read each card or any portion of the addressthereon. The examiner will there- 
fore ignore a second reading, should the competitor in any case give one, and 
mark the error or give credit, as the case may be, on the first reading. Every 
error should be carefully noted, whether in the title of the individual, any por- 
tion of his name, the number of the street, the town, city, county, or State. No 
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charge will be made for incorrect pronunciation, if the name required can be 
distinguished by the pronunciation given 

Che examiner will be careful to underline only the particular point in which 
the error has been made, to wit: In the tle, in the part of the name incor 
rectly read, or in the part of the address giving the number, street, town, county, 
or State. Care must be taken to see that the cards are properly arranged in 
numerical order after the examination of each competitor, and prior to the 
commencement of the examination of another 

The competitor must not be allowed to see this sheet 





l. Geo. C. Round, esq., Manassas, Prince William Co., Va 
2. Mrs. Elizabeth J. Sullivan, No. 91 Arch street, New Brita Hartford Co 
Conn, 
Messrs. Hearst & Fletcher, merchants, 1201 Baltimore street, Baltimore, 
Md. 


4. Miss Emily A. Sill, Worcester, Worcester Co., Mass 

» H, F. Miller & Co., Cairo, Alexander Co,, Ils. 
6. Mr. Charles Fritze, 189 East Kinzie street, Chicago, I)! 
. James B. Thompson, 263 Chapel street, New Haven, Ct 

8. Miss Lizzie G. Cozzens, Edgefield Court House, Edgefield Co., 8. ¢ 

%. Maj. J.Q. A. Fenner, Albany, Dougherty Co., Ga, 
10. Mr. Chester West, Westchester, Chester Co., Pa 
ll, Messrs. Upham, Tooker & Co., blank-book manufacturers, 820 Fulton street 

Brooklyn, N. Y 

12. Mr. C. 0. Jenkinson, Black's Mills, Huntingdon Co., N. Y 
13, Messrs. Samuel C. Stanford & C Waterford, Lycoming Co., Pa 

14. Lt. Col. Jas, W. Coigate, U.S. A., Minneapolis, Hennepin Co,, Mion. 

15. Miss Anastasia Toothaker, Enchee Anna, Walton Co., Fla. 
I 
l 
1 


. Messrs. Metcalf & Phelps, real-estate agents, Leadville, Colorado 
. New England Magazine Co., 36 Bromfield street, Boston, Mass 

8. H. B. Ruttertield, Scircleville, Clinton Co., Ind. 

19. Mr. A. Hegewish, president U. 8. Rolling Stock Co., 35 Wall street, New 

ork 

20 Mr. Por y P. Pennybaker, 287 West 52d street, New York 
21. Dr. Wm. A. Von Faulkner, Cazenovia, Richland Co,, Wis. 
22. Mr. J. T. Suckling, 5601 Fifth avenue, Pittsburgh, Allegheny Co., Pa, 
23. Hon. D.C. McMillen, Parnassus, Westmoreland Co., Colorado, 
24. John H. McLellan & Co,, 257 Meeting street, Charleston, 3. C 
25. arthur B. Robinson, 47 Saratoga street, Providence, R. 1. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time is remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will take the time, if the gentleman does not 
want it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, there are plenty that want it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, a good many have been heard. 
giveit to me. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in the short time remaining I want 
to say this in conclusion, and I think it is proper for me to say it, that 
this is my amendment. I waited for gentlemen to lead the way—the 
self-constituted friends of civil-service reform—to offer the amendment 
which I have had the honor to offer, namely, to put into this bill that 
which is not in it, a secretary and a stenographer for the commission, 
being two officials that are authorized by law. I waited for what I 
thought was a proper time, and as they did not offer the amendment [ 
made it myself, because now, as at all times heretofore and at all 
times hereafter, I stand ready to assist in making appropriations to 
carry out the law. 

One further word and I amdone. Ido not think it is fair for the 
two gentlemen from Massachusetts [ Mr. LopGr and Mr. GREENUALGE] 
and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] and the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. ButTTERWORTH | to stand ignoring the law, which 
I had the honor to state in the opening, and which I state now, fur- 
nishes any number of employé¢s that are required in this commission 
to carry out its work, and then, because we do not give something by 
appropriation that the law does not authorize or warrant, proceed to 
criticise people who believe in obeying the law as ‘‘ hypocrites,’’ ‘‘ ob- 
structionists,’’ or ‘‘ cowards,’’ 

Why, they remind me of the man who resolved that he was in favor 
of the people ruling, and then added a second resolution, ‘‘ Resolved, 
That I am the people.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this whole discussion upon their part most of 
the time has revolved around the personnel of this Civil Service Com- 
mission. I have nothing to say against its personnel. The personnel of 
that commission might die or might be translated in the twinkling of 
an eye, and the law would still stand and still continue to be in force. 

Now, one further word. Thecountryis tryingthislaw. By and by 
it will be amended as wisdom and experience may dictate. The trouble 
about the civil service of the Government is that the salaries for cler- 
ical services paid by the United States of America on an average are 
from one-half more to double what the same attainment and industry 
get in private employment; and if you want true civil-service reform 
the way is to let the Government deal with its employés so as to pay 
the market price for their labor and skill, and then there will not be 
this rush for place. 

This whole question of a correct civil service is larger than the per- 
sonnel of a commission and greater than any of the Representatives on 
thisfloor. I havealways concluded that I performed my duty as a Rep- 
resentative reasonably well when I helped toappropriate the money for 
the support of the Government under existing law and stood ready 
under the rules of the House to amend the law when it should be 
amended. AndI havealways believed that that legislation was vicious 
that was sought to be made by way of arider uponan appropriation bill 
or by way of appropriation withoutany law. I trustmy amendment 
will be adopted. I have been criticised by these gentlemen who say 
they are the guardians of civil-service reform, but I hope I will be sus- 


Suppose you 


stained when I make my amendment to give that force in the office of 
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the Civil Service Commission which the law provides, and which not 
one of them would move to provide. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired and debate 
upon this paragraph and amendments thereto isexhausted. The pend- 
ing question is the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON ]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois tM r. CANNON ], and to that the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] offers the following amendment-—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to know and have the House know 
where it comes in, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “dollars,”’ in the sixth line, the words “ one secretary, 
$1,600, and one stenographer, $1,600.”’ : 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary question. 
The Chair just stated that debate on this paragraph wasexhausted. I 
remember, when the Chair sent for the notes of the Reporter and had 
them read in so many words to the House, the motion was that debate 
on this proposition, which was an amendment offered by my colleague, 
be limited; and I will ask now whether the Chair understands that de- 
bate is exhausted upon the proposition of my colleague or upon any 
amendment that may hereafter be made to the pending paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is insisted by gentlemen who proposed the 
amendment that the debate was to be exhausted on the paragraph and 
amendments. The Reporter’s notes showed, as the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] states, that the motion was confined to debate 
upon the paragraph alone. 

Mr. ADAMS. Upon the proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. The paragraph and all amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN. Therefore in thestrict construction of the motion, 
as reduced to writing by the Reporter, debate would be in order under 
the five-minute rule unless closed by order of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope we will be allowed to finish this bill to- 
night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY] will be read. 

Mr. CANNON. Pending that, I move to close all debate upon the 
paragraph and amendment within five minutes. That will give the 
gentleman from Maine a chance to be heard. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend it by making it ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, then, make it ten. I move that all debate 
upon this paragraph and pending amendments be limited to ten min- 
utes. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
through. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment: 


Amend by adding at the end of the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] the following: 


‘And for other necessary expenditures to enable the Civil Service Commission 
to give effect to and execute the provisions of an act to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States,approved January 16, 1883, $36,400, or so 
much therof as may be necessary.”’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment, that there is no law authorizing the appropriation of that gross 
sum, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, no pointof order lies against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR] 
makes the point of order, and pending that the Chair will submit the 
proposition made by the gentleman from IIlinois to close debate in ten 
minutes. The gentleman from I!linois [Mr. CANNON] moves that all 
debate upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to 
ten minutes, 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I only want to state that the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], with the 
amount opposite the name of each one of these officers, constitutes the 
full amount of appropriation which the law authorizes. This amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine is an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate money in gross without any specification as to the purpose 
of it, 

The CHAIRMAN, It does specify the purpose, which is to carry 
out the provisions of the act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis a purpose not covered by the law consti- 
tuting the commission. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If not, if it is so decided by the Attorney-General, 
then of course there can be no money used. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this amend- 
ment is in order. Of course it is a question for the committee to de- 
termine as to its policy, but in terms it makes an appropriation in a 


I desire to offer an amendment to the pending 


I have an amendment that I would like to get 


{ 


gross sum to carry out the provisions of an existing act of Congress and 
therefore is in order on a general appropriation bill. The question is 
upon the amendment, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
is recognized in support of it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the question 
which the committee ought to determine at this time is not whether 
the civil-service law is wise or unwise, but whether a law that is upon 
the statute book should be enforced and a sufficient appropriation 
made to enable the authorities who have been charged with the exe- 
cution of that law to carry out its evident purpose. The amendment 
which I have proposed is exactly the same in terms as that which we 
have already adopted in the sundry civil appropriation bill, giving the 
Interstate Commissioners an appropriation in gross for the purpose of 
carrying out thatlaw. Under that law the InterstateCommission have 
appointed such clerks and such messengers as may be necessary to 
carry out its purposes. This amendment which has been proposed 
gives exactly the amount, as I understand it, that was appropriated last 
year or for the present year for the clerks, messengers, stenographers, 
etc., that are now in the employment of the Civil Service Commission. 

It seems to me that we can not, whatever may be our views with 
reference to the propriety of the civil-service law, without stultifying 
ourselves, refuse to appropriate the necessary amount to execute that 
law on the basis on which it is being enforced at the present time. 
Therefore I have offered this amendment in a form to which a point 
of order does not lie, in order that the-committee may be brought di- 
rectly to the question, aside from any point of order, as to whether they 
will furnish this commission the necessary amount, judged on the basis 
of expenditures for the present year, for enforcing that law and carry- 
ing it out according to its terms; and because the law stands upon the 
statute book, because we are bound in Con:mittee of the Whole on an 
appropriation bill to appropriate whatever is necessary to carry out that 
law, and because for the present year we appropriated exactly this 
amount a year ago for them to carry out this law, I offer this amendment 
in order to test the sense of the committee on the point as to whether 
they will enforce the law that now stands upon the statute book. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side and cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’} 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman from Maine think it is good 
policy to appropriate in gross? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have done precisely the same for the Interstate 
Commission and it is precisely what we have done also for the Geo- 
logical Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr, CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word. I think that 
the provision is not subject to a point of order; but the gentleman says 
it is for the purpose of enabling the commission to employ the clerks; 
and I will say to the gentleman frankly —— 

A MemBer. If they have the authority. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman frankly that it will not 
enable them to doit. If it would, it would be subject to the point of 
order, because the law does not authorize a clerical force that way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does not the appropriation bill of last year 
authorize-so many clerks? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Itis the law of the land at the present, is it not? 

Mr. CANNON. For this year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not necessarily for this year. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. Now, then, I do not think it is 
subject to the point of order. [i will not be available for clerks if 
this $36,000 is put in the bill, and they can use it in no way except it 
be by extravagance in buying books, etc. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think they will be able to find a way to expend 
it, just as the Interstate Commerce Commission did. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘ noes ’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 92. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTTERWORTH and Mr. DINGLEY 
were appointed to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 
76. 
So the amendment was agreed to. [Loud seplenee } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois, as amended. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Maine to the fact that his amendment creates an error 
in the footing, but unanimous consent has heretofore been given to the 
Clerk to correct the footing. 

Mr. TRACEY. That consent bas been given. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move thatthe committee rise and report 
the bill with the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson, from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. Kk. 13049) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments and with 
a favorable recommendation. 

EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, pending the vote upon the bill, I ask 
unanimous consent that the session for this evening be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, there is one proposition in 


the bill upon which a yea-and-nay vote was to be taken. 


the amendments except that one be adopted. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


was to be a separate vote. 


Mr. FITHIAN. 


I move that 


There is another proposition on which there 


I demand a separate vote upon each amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FirH1An] de- 


mands a separate vote upon each amendment. 


the first amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 13, line 13, after “judiciary,” insert ‘‘ Merchant Marine and Fisheries.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk will report 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
P 13, after line 23 insert: 

“For clerks for Representatives and Delegates whoare not chairmen of com- 


mittees, to be appointed by the Representatives and Delegates whom they are 
to serve, at the rate of $100 per month each during the session for the time 


actually omemees as such clerk, and upon the certificate of the Representative 
y whom appointed of such actual employment, $193,900.’ 


or Delegate 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr, HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—72. 


eo 


72, nays 145, not 


Adams, Clark, Wyo. Milliken, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cogswell, Moffitt, Seull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Coleman, Moore, N. H, Struble, 
ine, Dargan, Morrow, Tarsney, 
Barwig, De Lano, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Bayne, Farquhar, Mudd, Taylor, J. D. 
Belden, Flood, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Colo. 
Boatner, Frank, Oates, Townsend, Pa, 
Boothman, Funston, O’ Neil, Mass. Turner, Kans, 
Boutelle, Greenhalge, Outhwaite, Turner, N. Y. 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Owens, Ohio Wallace, N. Y. 
Brickner, Hayes, W.I. Post, Washington, 
Buckalew, Haynes, Price, Wheeler, Mich. 
Butterworth, Hooker, Raines, Whiting, 
Bynum, Lawler, Reyburn, Wilkinson, 
Caldwell, Lodge, Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
Candler, Mass. Mansur, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Catchings, Miller, Rusk, Yoder. 
NAYS—145. 
Abbott, Dolliver, Tester, Va. Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich, Dunnell, Lewis, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Ellis, Lind, Scranton, 
Andrew, Evans, Maish, Seney, 
Banks, Finley, Martin, Ind. Skinner. 
Barnes, Fithian, Martin, Tex. Smith, tl. 
Belknap, Flick, McAdoo, Smith, W. Va. 
Biggs, Flower, McComas, Smayser, 
Bingham, Forman, McCord, Snider, 
Bland, Forney, McCreary, Spinola, 
Bliss, Fowler, McRae, Spooner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gear, Miles, Stephenson, 
Brewer, Geissenhainer, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Vt. 
Brosius, Grimes, Morey, Stivers, 
Brower, Grout, Morrill Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va. Hall, Mutchler, Stone, Ky. 
Brunner, Haugen, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hays, E.R. O’ Donnell, Stone, Pa. 
Burton, Hemphill, O’Ferrall, Sweney, 
Caruth, Henderson, Il. O’Neall, Ind. Thomas, 
Caswell, Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Cheadle, Herbert, Osborne, Tillman, 
Chipman, Hill, Owen, Ind. Turner, Ga, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Parrett, Vandever, 
Clements, Hopkins, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Cobb, Kelley, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala, 
Connell, Kerr, lowa Payson, Whitelaw, 
Cowles, Ketcham, Peel, Wike, 
Craig, Kinsey, Perkins, Williams, Ill. 
Culberson, Tex. Lacey, Perry, Williams, Ohio 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Dalzell, Laidlaw, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Dibble, Lane, Ray, Yardley. 
Dickerson, Lanham, Richardson, 
Dingley, Lee, Rogers, 
Dockery, Lester, Ga. Rowell, 
NOT VOTING--112. 

Alderson, Bankhead, Breckinridge,Ky. Bunn, 
Allen, Miss. Beckwith, Brown, J.B. Burrows, 
Anderson, Kans. Bergen, Browne, T. M. Campbell, 

+ Arnold, Blanchard, Buchanan, Va. Candler, Ga, 
Baker, Blount, Bullock, Cannon, 
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wed 
Carlton, Fiteh Mason, Sherman, 
Carter, Geary, McClammy, Shively, 
Cheatham, Gest, MeClellan Simonds, 
Clancy Gibson, MeCormick, Springer, 
Clark, Wis, Gifford, MecDuttie, Stahinecker, 
Clunie, Hansbrough, McKenna Stewart, Ga, 
Comstock, Hare, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Cooper, Ind Harmer, MeMillin Stump 
Cooper, Ohio Hatch, Mills, Sweet 
Cothran, Heard, Morgan, raylor, Ti! 
Covert Henderson, Iowa Nute, Taylor, Tenn, 
Crain, Hermann, Penington, Dracey 

Crisp, Hitt, Pickler, Tucker 
Cummings, Houk. Pindar, Vaux, 
Cutcheon Kennedy, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Darlington, Kerr, Pa. Quackenbush, Wade, 
Davidson, Kilgore Quinn, Walker, 
Dorsey, Knapp, Randall, Wallace, Mass 
Dunphy, Langston Reed, lowa Whitthorne 
Edmunds, Lansing Reilly, Wickham, 
Enloe, Laws, Rock well Wiley, 
Ewart, Lehlbach Rowland, Willeox, 
Featherston, Magner, Sanford, Wright 


So the amendment was rejected 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [| Mr. 
CUMMINGS] was compelled to leave the House an hour ago on account 
I am paired with him on thisquestion. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam paired with my colleague |Mr.McDurrig}. 
I do not know how he would vote if he were present, but | would vote 
ney.” 


Mr. McADOO. I have been requested to state that the gentleman 


| from Maryland [Mr. Grsson] is paired with the gentleman from II- 


| 


aE 


linois [Mr. CANNON], and that had he been present and not paired he 
would have voted ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur. 
ther notice: 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr, BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. NUTE with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr, QUINN. 

Mr. BuRROWS with Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BRowWNE with Mr. REILLy. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. Rrep, of Iowa. 

Mr. Coopsr, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

The following on this question: 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. McCLAMMy with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ALDERSON. 

The following for the rest of the day: 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. CANNON, 

Mr. HovukK with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. PIcKLER. 

Mr. RocKWELL with Mr. Lee. 

. Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana. 

Mr. Covert and Mr. SHERMAN were announced as paired on all 
political questions nntil Tuesday. 

Mr. McDurrie and Mr. BANKHEAD were announced as paired for 
ten days, except on silver bill. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. ENLOE were announced as paired on clerks’ 
salary question. Mr, RANDALL would vote for and Mr. ENLor against 
the amendment. 

Mr. GEARY and Mr. MCKENNA were announced as paired on mem- 
bers’ clerk question. Mr. GEARY would vote for and Mr. MCKENNA 
would vote against it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, and Mr. E>pMUNDS were announced as 
paired for this day. 

Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Speaker, I have been announced as paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri[ Mr. BLAND], but weare not paired 
on this question and we have both voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand fora separate 
vote on each amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, [I hope that the amendment in regard to the Civil 
Service Commission will be read, so that we may understand the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I demand aseparate vote on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, all the other amend- 
ments, excepting that with relation to the Civil Service Commission, 
will be read and voted upon in gross. The Chair hears no objection. 

The remaining amendments, except that in relation to the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, were accordingly read and agreed to in gross. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the last amendment, on 
which a separate vote is demanded. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word “‘dollars,’’ in line 6, page 21, insert: 

‘One secretary, $1,000; one stenographer, $1,600; and for all other necessary 
expenditures toe snable the Cwil Service Commission to give effect to and exe- 
cute the provisions of ‘An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States, ’ approved June 16, 1883, $36,400, or so much thereof as may be 
ncecessa! y 

Also, in line 10, strike out ‘*'52"' and insert “*53;"’ 
“two and insert “seven. 


and strike out the word 


The SPEAKER, having put the question on agreeing to the amend- 
mé a said: The ayes seem to have it. 

\ division being called for, the House divided; when there were— 
ayes 88, 

Mr. GROSV ENOR (before the negative vote had been counted). We 
may as well have the yeas and nayson this question. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, 
no!’’| 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the call for 
the yeas and nays. ‘This is only a contingent fund; there can not be 
a clerk employed from it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I withdraw the demand. 

The negative vote of the question having been taken, 

The SPEAKER said: On this question the ayes are 88, the noes 38. 

Mr. ELLIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being—ayes 20, noes 137— 
less than one-fifth in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and naysare refused. On this question 
the vote is—ayes 88, noes 38. The ayes have it; and the amendment 
is agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and, being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEAMERS MONTAUK AND MINEOLA. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to withdraw my objection to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 4520) to provide American registers 
for the steamers Montauk and Mineola. 

Mr. BIGGS. To save time I renew the objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia; 

A bill (8. 2228) for the relief of John W. Blake; 

A bill (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; 

A bill (8. 2639) for the relief of Selina Bestor, Orson H. Bestor, and 
E. Francis Riggs; 

A bill (8. 4397) to provide for the selection of a site for a military 
post at San Diego, Cal., and for other pu 

A bill (S. 4484) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 4620) to establish the record and pension office of the War 
Department, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4754) to amend act authorizing Choctaw Coal and Railway 
Company to construct road through Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. Rt. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry; 

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and crews of the 
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, 
and Europa; and 

A bill CH. R. 12536) to facilitate the collection of commercial statis- 
tics required by section 2 of the river and harbor appropriation acts of 
1866 and 1867. 

DEATH OF ADMIRAL PORTER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the President 
ofthe United States; which was read, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The Admiral of the Navy, David Dixon Porter, died at his residence in the 
city of Washington this morning, at 8.15 o'clock, in the seventy-eighth year of 
hisage. He entered the naval service as a midshipman, February 2, 1829, and 
had been since continuously in service, having been made Admiral August 15, 
1870, He was the son of Commodore David Porter, one of the greatest of our 
naval commanders. His service during the civil war was cons rae bril- 
liant and successful and his death endsa very high and Leneaniliaannen 
countrymen will sincerely mourn his loss, while they cherish with grateful 
pride the memory of hisdeeds, To the officers of the Navy his life will continue 
to yield inspiration and encouragement. 


LENJ. HARRISON, 
Executive Manston, February 18, 1891, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask that the message just read be referred to 
the Committe on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 






EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause ‘ of Rule XXIV_ the followmg communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
SAVANNAH RIVER, GEORGIA. 
Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a further report of the survey of the Savannah 


River, Georgia, in response to House resolution dated January 26, 
1891—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


WEYMOUTH BACK BIVER, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the examination and 
survey of Weymouth Back River, Massachusetts—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

SITE OF BUILDING FOR BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting a fur- 
ther appropriation for the addition to the site of the building for the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

MONEY ORDER DIVISION OF THE SIXTH AUDITOR’S OFFICE. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- 


propriation for the Sixth Auditor’s Office for the months of May and 
June, 1891, and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following State memorials and 
resolutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLOWER: Concurrent resolution of the New York State 
Legislature, to amend Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Concurrent resolution of the New York Legisla- 
ture, asking an amendment of Revised Statutes relating to stay of 
proceedings pending appeals in habeas corpus cases—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Concurrent resolution of senate and assembly of 
State of New York, asking for repeal or modification of certain sections 
of chapter 353 of the laws of the United States of 1885—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of 
South Dakota, for the passage of a bill making an appropriation for 
the relief of the destitute settlers in the drought-stricken districts of 
South Dakota—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Concurrent resolution of the Leg- 
islature of the State of New York, to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature 


of the State of New York, favoring repeal of chapter 353, laws of United 
States for 1885, or the Revised Statutes for the same, which are neces- 
sary to prevent the right of the State to regulate domestic affairs under 


the constitutional provision—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule“X XIV, Senate bills of the following tities 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 845) to provide for the appointment of a reporter for the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3870) to provide for the purchase of asite and erection of 
buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and Wyoming Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way through the Crow Indian reservation, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian A flairs. 

A bill (S. 3923) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue of 
General Francis Marion—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (8. 4348) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 
Maginnis military reservation in Montana under the homestead and 
mining laws, for educational and other purposes—to the Committeeon 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4376) for the relief of William G. Tidwell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4431) to remove the charge of desertion against the name 
of Joseph G. Utter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 4612) for the rebuilding of the United States revenue 
~— Thomas Ewing with an iron hull—to the Committee on Ap- 

tions. 

“t bill (S. 4631) creating two additional land districts in the State of 
Montana—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4710) regulating jurisdiction of courts in the Territories in 
habeas corpus proceedings—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4805) to provide for the purchase of lots 14, 15, 16, 17, and 
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part of 18, square 633, in city of Washington, and the improvements 
thereon—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 4811) to provide for the creation of a fourth judicial dis- 
trict in the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4988) establishing pier lights at Ahnapee, Wis.—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2551) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2678) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Fernandina, in the State of Florida— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4288) for the relief of Ezra 8. Havens—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 4305) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the 
Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians and the Absentee Shawnee In- 
dians, and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4737) to authorize the Albany and Astoria Railroad Com- 
pany to construct one or more bridges across the Willamette River, in 
the State of Oregon, and to establish them as post roads—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the 
State of Iowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4770) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site for a building for a post office, courthouse, and other offices in 
San Francisco, Cal., and tocommence the construction thereof—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4816) establishing a port of delivery at Des Moines, lowa— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4820) to amend the law relating to the residence abroad 
of thé owners of American vessels in the foreign trade—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 4915) granting a pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 4942) granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested, if 
not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish to this House a statement 
of all moneys and funds received and collected from occupiers, owners, lessees, 
or agents of certain tenements in the city of New Orleans and of certain planta- 
tions in the State of Louisiana seized by authorities of the United States during 
the years 1862, 1863, 1864, 1865, by Capt. John McLure, assistant quartermaster, 
United States Army, or by Benjamin F. Flanders, then supervising special agent 
of the Treasury Department, and by them transmitted to the Treasury Depart- 
ment at Washington, together with the names of the individuals from whom 
received, with the severalamounts; and also what, if any, disposition or dis- 
bursement of said sums has been made by the Department; 


to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 700 additional copies of the report of the board of sanitary eoahiinans 


of the District of Columbia, upon the sewerage of the District, for the official 
use of the commissioners ofthe District of Columbia; 


to the Committee on Printing. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13490) granting an increase of 
pension to General W. H. Powell, accompanied by a report (No. 3777) — 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10535) granting a pension to Myron 
A. Hudson, accompanied by a report (No. 3778)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bfll of the House (H. R. 13409) 
granting a pension to Robert H. Holmes, accompanied by a report (No. 
3779)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13332) 
granting a pension to Anna C. Dewhurst, invalid daughter of the late 
George Dewhurst, an acting master in the United States Navy during 
the late civil war, accompanied by a report (No. 3780)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4488) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth lh. Lee, accompanied by a report (No. 3781)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 


amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 


A bill (H. R. 12642) granting a pension to Lenora Dixon. (Report 


No. 3782. ) 


\ bill (EH. R. 13542) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Nancy J. Williamson, deceased. Report No. 3783. ) 
Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 


amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8438) granting a pension to 


Esther Walker, formerly Esther Dayton, a nurse in the late war, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 3784)—to the Committee of the Whole 


House. 
Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 


amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10277) to remove the charge of 
désertion from the military record of Patrick Dunphy, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3785)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12321) granting a pension to Harlow E. King. Report 
No. 3786.) 

A bill (H. R.11515) for the relief of Mary R. Koehl, an imbecile 
daughter of Frederica M. Koehl, mother of Edward W. Koehl, second 
assistant engineer United States Navy. Said mother was pensioned by 
certificate No. 1257, and died May 21, 1875, and underthe general laws 
the pension lapsed. (Report No. 3787.) 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13214) for the re- 
lief of Harvey E. Maccown, accompanied by a report (No. 3788)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 


favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House 

A bill (H. R. 13073) granting a pension to Alvason Hopkins. (RKe- 
port No. 3789, ) : 

A bill (H. R. 12702) granting a pension to Sarah Knight. (Report 
No. 3790, ) 

A bill (H. R. 13528) granting a pension to Harriet N. Read. (Report 
No. 3791.) 

A bill (H. R. 13381) granting a pension to Sarah R. Kimball, an army 
nurse. (Report No. 3792. ) 

A bill (S. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow 
of Lewis H. Pelouze. (Report No. 3793. 

Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13108) granting a 
pension to Carrie F. Ogden, accompanied by a report (No. 3794)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11663) to relieve Orville 
B. Merrill, late captain Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, of the charge of dishonorable discharge, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3795)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 
139) to provide for flagstaffs and flags on the Capitol building, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3796)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 


A bill (H. R. 13450) granting a pension to Catherine Cock. (Report 
No. 3797. ) 
A bill (8, 2302) granting a pension to Lucinda Call. (Report No. 


3798. ) 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4639) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa A, Starkweather, accompanied by a report (No. 3799)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4711) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Joliet, in the State of Illinois, accompanied by a report (No. 3800)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 

A bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to Thomas I’. Baker, (Re- 
port No. 3801.) 

A bill (H. R. 13564) granting a pension to Julia A. Margrove. (Re- 
port No. 3802. ) 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (HL. R. 11285) for the relief of heirs of Auguste Donato; 

A bill tr R. 11465) for the relief of Belote Auguste Donato; 

A bill (H. R. 11466) for the relief of the estate of Hilliare Paillett; 

A bill (H. R. 11495) for the relief of estate of Jean Baptiste Lazare; 
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A bill (H. R. 12361) for the relief of Louis V. Porche; 

A bill (H. R. 12560) for the relief of Louis Vauquat; and 

A bill (H, R. 7396) for the relief of Virginia McGloughlin, of Pointe 
Coupée Parish, Louisiana; 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the following bills (FH. R. Nos. 11285, 11465, 11466,11495,12361, 12560, 
and 7396), for the relief of Auguste Donato, Belote A. Donato, Hilliare Paillett, 


Jean Baptiste Lazare, L. V. Porche, Louis Vauquat, and Virginia McGloughlin, 
together with all accompauying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of Congress to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States, approved 
March 3, 1887; 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 3803), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (8. 197) for the relief of Dr. John B, Read, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3804)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2764) to provide for allotment of 
lands in severalty to the Quapaw Indians, in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes therein named, accompanied by areport (No. 3805) — 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered tothe 

Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 


By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, on the bill (H. R. 
12995) for the relief of John M. Langston. (Report No. 3806.) 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills anda joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introducec, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 12600) concerning agricultural-col- 
lege funds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13601) to authorize the acquisi- 
tion of certain parcels of real estate embraced in squares numbered 
636 and 635 of the city of Washington, to provide that the view of 
the Potomac River be not obstructed from the south wing of the Cap- 
itol, and for the purpose of erection of public buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 13602) to provide for the examina- 
tion and survey for a breakwater to form a harbor of safety and refuge 
in Lynnhaven Bay, near Cape Henry, at the foot of Chesapeake Bay, 
Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 13603) granting right of way to the 
Atlantic, Guthrie and Pacific Railroad through the Creek reserve in 
the Indian Territory, and through the reserves of the Sac and Fox, and 
Towa, and Cheyenne, and Arapaho Indians in Oklahoma Territory— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 13604) to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Van Buren, Ark., across the Arkansas River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 13605) extending over the Territory 
of Oklahoma certain town-site laws of the State of Kansas—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MORROW: Joint resolution (H, Res. 280) authorizing Brig. 
Gen. Thomas L, Casey, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, to ac- 
cept from the President of the French Republic a diploma conferring 
the decoration of officer of the National Order of the Legion of Honor— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 13606) increasing the pension of 
Lyman W. Tondro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 13607) to grant a pension to Charlotte 
A. Heavilin, mother of Joseph Heavilin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13608) for the relief of John H. 
Wingtield, of Brooklyn, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KERR, of lowa: A bill (H. R. 13609) to provide an increase of 
pension for Joseph C. McClellon, late captain Company K, First Iowa 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13610) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PINDAR: A bill (H. R. 13611) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Chester L, Posson—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13612) granting a pension to Isabella 
L. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13613) for the relief 
of estate of Mary E. Milley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 13614) for the re- 
lief of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., of New York City—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. Rerp, of Maine): Petition 
of George F. Nye and others, of New York, in favor of the regulation 
of immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Memorial of officers of Grange No. 963, Berks 
County, Pennsylvania, for greater volume of currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Washington Council, 
No. 5, Junior Order United American Mechanics, for restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Jersey; also, petition of other citi- 
zens of the same State, for increased pay of the Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Grange No. 928; also, of Grange No. 
983, of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, in regard to financial leg- 
islation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FRANK: Protest of merchants and manufacturers of St. 
Louis, Mo., against Senate bill for the free coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolution of Illinois State Farmers’ Alliance, 
held at Peoria, Ill.; also, of farmers’ and laborers’ conference, held at 
Springfield, Ill., May 3, 1890, composed of the Grange, Alliance, Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, and Knights of Labor, asking passage 
of law prohibiting dealing in options—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition and resolutions of 5,000 citizens of 
South Dakota; also, of citizensof Clay County; also, of citizens of Civil 
Bend; also, of citizens of Vermont City; also,of citizens of Kingsbury 
County; also, of citizens of Union County; also, of citizens of Hand, 
Spink, and Kingsbury Counties; also,of citizens of Revillo, Codington 
County; also, of citizens of Minnehaha County; also, of 7 citizens of 
Chester, Union County; also, of citizens of Brookings County; also, of 
citizens of Brown County; also, of citizens of Potter County; also, of 
citizens of Davison County; also, of citizensof Barrett County; also, of 
citizens of Wolsey; also, of citizens of Tyndale; also,of citizens of Red- 
field; also, of citizens of Douglas County; also, of citizens of Putney, 
Brown County; also, of citizens of Edwards County; also,of citizens of 
Prosper, Davison County; also, of citizens of Brown County; also, of 
citizens of Brookings County ; also,of other citizens of the same county ; 
also, of citizensof McPherson County; also, of citizens of Spink County; 
also, of citizens of Miner County; also, of citizens of Brown County; 
also, of citizens of Clark County; also, of citizens, and of members of 
Alliance No, 59; also, of citizens of Mitchell; also, of citizens McCook 
County; also, of citizens of Putney, South Dakota, for the passage of 
House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Letter of A. D. Marekres, Craftsbury, Vt., asking 
amendment of silver bill so as to apply only to future contracts—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

sy Mr. HARE (by request): Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Logan County, Oklahoma, asking appropriation 
for improvement of roads and bridges and for the destitute of Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition and affidavits for the removal 
of the charge of desertion from the military record of Gabriel Miller— 
to the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Elgin, Il., urg- 
ing passage of the Hiscock oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Arnet Caven and 14 others, citizens 
of Coffey County, Kansas, asking for the passage of House bill 5353, 
defining options and imposing special taxes on dealers in same to the 
end that the prices of real, sweat-created products may no longer be a 
mere shuttlecock in the monstrous gambling game between bulls and 
bears—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the officers and mem- 
bers of Mountain Summit Grange, No. 343, Clearfield County, Penn- 
sylvania, asking for free coinage of silver; also, memorial of the officers 
and members of Howard Grange, No. 297, Centre County, same State, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. P 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Memorial to Congress, against demonetiza- 
tion of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition and resolutions of citizens of Phillips Station, Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, for House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Daniel Little, Alfred Gambill, and 
others, asking the Congress of the United States to grant to the Three 
Forks Battalion of Kentucky the same rights under the pension laws 
as are allowed other volunteer soldiers who served in the United States 
Army during the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of 
Shinpedaburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the 
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opening of expositions on Sunday where appropriations of the United 
States are expended—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Clarence F. Spaulding, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Memorial of the officers and members of 
Grange No. 827, of Northampton County; also, of officers and members 
of Grange No. 971, of the same county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress 
to restore silver to its former position as a money metal—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. q 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 17 citizens of Spink County; also, ot 
citizens of Lawrence County; also, of 18 citizens of Emmet, Union 
County; also, of 16 citizens of Potter County; also, of 18 citizens ot 
Moody County; also, of 75 citizens of Crandon, Spink County; also, of 
33 citizens of Pukiwana County; also, of Garfield, Spink County; also, 
of 15 citizens of Day County; also, of 20 citizens of Aurora County; 
also, of 34 citizens of McCook County; also, of 16 citizens of Ashton, 
Spink County; also, of 10 citizens of Campbell County; also, of 22 
citizens of Union County; also, of 38 other citizens of the same county ; 
also, of 10 citizens of Warner, Brown County; also, of 19 citizens of 
Davison County; also, of 20 citizens of Ohio Township, Hand Connty; 
also, resolution of Garfield Alliance, No. 913; also, of Rose Alliance, 
Spink County; also, of Emmet Farmers’ Alliance, Union County; also, 
of Lebanon Alliance, Potter County; also, of Colman Alliance, Moody 
County; also, of Crandon Alliance, Spink County; also, of Garfield 
Alliance, Spink County; also, of Union Alliance, Day County; also, of 
Robertson Alliance, Grant County; also, of Black Earth Alliance, Bridge- 
water; also, of Fairview Alliance, Campbell County; also, of Tetonka 
Alliance, Ashton, Spink County; also, of Union County Alliance; also, 
of Cunningham Alliance, Gettysburgh, Potter County; also, of Jeffer- 
son Alliance, No. 469, Union County; also, of Davison County Alliance; 
also, of Oho Alliance, Hand County; also, of 43 citizens of Bath, Brown 
County; also, of 9 citizens of Beadle County; also, of 10 citizens of Bath 
County; also, of 26 citizensof Sully County; also, of 32 other citizensof 
Sully County; also, of 27 citizensof Brown County; also, of 12 citizens 
of Miner County; also, of 12 citizens of Groton; also, of 10 citizens of 
Andover; also, of 21 citizens of Miner County; also, of 32 citizens of 
Hutchinson County; also, of Ordway Farmers’ Alliance, Brown County; 
also, of Prairie Flower Farmers’ Alliance, MinerCounty; also, resolution 
of Potter County Farmers’ Alliance; also, of Tripp Farmers’ Alliance, 
Hutchinson County; also, of Andover Farmers’ Alliance, Day County; 
also, of Argo Farmers’ Alliance; also, of Unit Alliance, No. 219; also, 
of Fairview Farmers’ Alliance of Bristol, all of South Dakota; also, 
resolution of Fredonia Farmers’ Alliance, Hamilton County, Iowa, 
asking for the passage of the option bill, being House bill 5353; also, 
petition of farmers of Minnehaha County, South Dakota, in favor of 
the passage of the subtreasury bill; also, of Fairview Alliance, No. 43; 
also, resolutions of Argo Farmers’ Alliance, No. 4, South Dakota, in 
favor of the passage of the Conger pure-lard bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolution adopted by Leisenring (Pa.) Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, memorial of Patrons of Husbandry Grange No. 948, of Fayette 
County, Pennsylvania, for the restoration of silver as a money metal, 
with the same rights of coinage and legal tender as now accorded to 
gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of 231 citizens of Philadelphia, for the 
restriction of immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition of Liberty Council, No. 16, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Baltimore, Md., for the 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of J. D. MeQuigg and 34 others, cit- 
izens of Ida County, Iowa, asking for a law to control the manufacture 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of 60 citizens of Alpha, Iowa, for the 
passage of a law to control the manufacture of oleomargarine and but- 
terine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 12 citizens of Illyria, Iowa; also, resolutionsof Il- 
lyria Center Alliance, No. 303, for the passage of the option bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Resolution of Commercial Club, of Kansas City, 
Mo., in relation to irrigation of Western lands—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of Harrison Alliance, of Car- 
roll County, Ohio, urging the passage of House bill 5353; also, petition 
signed by 18 citizens of Harrison County, Ohio, for the same measure— 
to the Com nittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York (by request): Petition of certain 
women of New York, for the appointment of a commission of inquiry 
upon the subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Felix Weeden on 
claim of $886, for property taken by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, petition of estate of Abiel Parsons, late of Lauderdale County, 
Alabama, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under the provi- 
sions of Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Petition of 15 citizens of Lincoln 
County; also, of 18 others, citizens of same county; also, of 34 others, 
citizens of the same county; also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 47, Whitman County, Washington, for the passage of House bill 
5253, defining options—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of American Defense 
Association, of Grafton, W. Va., for passage of bill to restrict immi- 
gration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. R. Hawse, and 10 others, citizens of Hardy 
County, West Virginia; also, of J. B. Orndorff and 13 others, citizens 
of the same county and State; also, of William H. Gerard and 23 others, 
citizens of the same county and State ; also, of S. N. Simpson and 14 
others, citizens of the same county and State, against the Conger lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 418, Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of bimetallism. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 126, of Butler County; alsa, of Grange 
No. 608, of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for an increase in the vol- 
ume of currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the credentials of William F. 
Vilas, chosen by the Legislature of Wisconsin a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read and or- 
dered to be filed. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. WAL- 
THALL members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to 
attend the annual examination of the cadets at the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, N. Y. 

VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. HARRIsSand Mr. CHANDLER 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend the 
annual examination of the cadets at the-United States Naval Academy 
at Annapolis, Md. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Chicago, I1I., pray- 
ing for the passage of a national bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Joseph McKey & Co. and 
other business firms of St. Paul, Minn., and the petition of Noyes 
Brothers & Cutler and other business firms of St. Paul, Minn., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Mankato, 
Minn., remonstrating against the free coinage of silver; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Ole K. Finseth and 13 other citi- 
zens of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of a law giving to the sev- 
eral States authority to control the manufacture and sale of oleomar- 
garine, butterine, and all compounds in imitation of butter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolutions of Story Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No. 3, of Houston 
County, Minnesota; and 

Petition of L. M. Quinnill and 27 other citizens of Wilmington, 
Houston County, Minnesota. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of District Assemblies Nos. 611, 
952, and 2701, Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of the State of I)- 
linois, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizensof Mount Vernon, IIl., praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of members of Farmers and Labor- 
ers’ Union No. 2199, of La Fayette County, Missouri, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of John Swartz and other citi- 
zens of Denison, Tex., and the petition of J. B. Lott & Co. and 15 
other citizens of Navasota, Tex., praying for the passage.of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented the petitioa of W. H. Wilson and 26 other citizens 
of Nesbitt, Tex., praying for the speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented the petition of Metz & Powell and 35 

r citizens of Colorado, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
y bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

EVARTS presented the memorial of Henry L. Dreyer, president 

New York Retail Grocers’ Union, and other citizens of New 
York City, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
whick was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 16 citizens of New York City, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Eleanor Fletcher Bishop, of 
New York City, praying for the passage of a bill forbidding, in the Ter- 
ritories and the District of Colambia, the holding of an autopsy on a 
human body or the interment thereof until there are suresigns of death 
by decomposition; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

He aiso presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of New 
York; which was read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
as follows: 


ot! 
rupt 


ol the 


NEW YOR. 
In Senate, Albany, February 5, 1891. 


STATE O}F 


of the United States, as amended by chapter 363 of the Laws of the United 
States for 1885, are held to authorize a stay of proceedings in all cases of ap- 
peal in proceedings to obtain discharge from imprisonment by writ of habeas 
corpus, whether denied or granted by the courts, under which decision the State 
laws are impeded ornullified: Therefore, 

Resolved (if the Assembly concur), That the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from the State of New York be requested to co-operate in procuring such 
mcdification or repeal of chapter 353, Laws of the United States for 1885, or of 


the sections of the Revised Statutes above mentioned, as may be necessary to 
prevent an infringement of the right of the State to regulate her domestic 
concerns under the provisions of the constitation. 

Ly order 


JOHN 8. KENYON, Clerk. 
In Asseme_y, February 5, 1891. 
Concurred in without amendment. 

mee CHAS. R, DE FREEST, Clerk. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Mankato, Minn., remonstrating against the free coinage of silver; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union No. 25, of Bates County, Missouri, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-fooed bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petitions of officers and members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 221, of Taney County, Missouri; 

Petition of officers and members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 2586, of Audrain County, Missouri; 

Petition of officers and members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 120, of Clay County, Missouri; and 

Petition of officersand members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of 0’ Day County, Missouri. 

Mr, OAR. I present a petition signed by a great many business 
men of various cities in Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of the 
resolution introduced by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
recommending the establishment of such commercial arrangemenis 
with Canada as shall result in. the complete or partial removal of all 
duties upon trade between Canada and the United States. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Select Committee on Relations with 
Canada. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present the petition of W. M. Thornton, W. H. 
Perkiuson, Francis H. Smith, R. H. Dabney, W. M. Humphreys, J. 
H. Gilmore, P. B. Barringer, F. P. Dunnington, A. H. Tuttle, George 
Fred. Holmes, W. C. Dabney, John B. Minor, M. Schele De Vere, JJ. 
W. Mallet, Noah K. Davis, and James M. Garnett, professors of the 
University of Virginia, praying for the passage of the international 
copyright bill which has been approved by the House of Representa- 
tives. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of Ella C. Cobb and 14 other citi- 
zens of Brownville, Tenn., praying for the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of M. P. Melendy and 34 other 
citizens of Linn County, Kansas, and the petition of M. W. Rex and 
14 other citizens of Syracuse, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Shelby, Mo., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Woman’s National In- 
dustrial League of America, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
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prevent the adulteration of drugs, medicines, foods, etc.; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade and 
citizens of Bozeman, Mont., remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill, which has passed the House, granting to the State of Montana 
the lands included in the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation 
and alleging that such bill is inimical to the interests of the city of 
Bozeman. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally, without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13095) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins; 

A bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; and 

A bill (H. R. 13205) to grant a pension to Mary E. Dubridge. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 20th of De- 
cember last, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported it favorably, and moved its reference to the Coiamittee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 12839) te authorize the Rapides Bridge Company, Lim- 
ited, to construct and maintain a bridge across Red River at or near 
Alexandria, La., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 13055) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
construction of a bridge at South St. Paul, Minn.,’’ reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported a joint 
resolution (S. R. 160) authorizing the publication of a history and di- 
gest of the international arbitrations to which the United States was 
a party, and moved its reference to the Committee on Printing; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred, to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported two amend- 
ments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CARLISLE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel 
Ullman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5078) to incorporate 
the Transanacostia Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr, FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the ‘‘Bowman act;’’ which was referred sto the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. INGALLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR it was 


Ordered, That Philip T. Greeley, of Cambridgeport, Mass., have leave to with- 
draw from files of the Senate all papers filed by him in connection with the 
bill for his ef, there having been no adverse report upon said bill. 





1891. 





PERSECUTION OF JEWS IN RUSSIA. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
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| the report of the Secretary of the Senate 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States have heard with great concern | 


the statements in the newspapers in regard to the alleged persecutions of the 


Jews in Russia, and also in reference to the cruel treatment of state prisoners | 


in Siberia and other places of imprisonment in the dominions of the Czar. 

2. And the President of the United States is hereby requested to appeal on the 
ground of humanity to the Emperor of Russia to take measures to inquire into 
these alleged wrongs and cruelties to the subjects of Russia, and to place them 


in a condition of freedom and equal right. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 


its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of 


the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to 
General Isaac F’. Quinby. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: : 

A bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, postmasterat Ogden, 
Utah; and 

A bill (S. 5000) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | 


the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 


A bill (S. 874) for the erection of a public building in the city of 


Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2228) for the relief of John W. Blake; . 

A bill (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; 

A bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Selina Bestor, Orson H. Bestor, and 
E. Francis Riggs; 

A bill (S. 4397) to provide for the selection of a site for a military 
post at San Diego, Cal., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4484) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 4620) to establish the record and pension office of the War 
Department, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4754) to amend act authorizing Choctaw Coal and Railway 
Company to construct road through Indian Territory; 


A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- | 


erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A. bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry; 

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and crews of the 
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, 
and Europa; and 


| casion to call the attention of th 


See 


266: 


onizing this resolution, but as pertinent to the matter of select com- 
mittees I desire to make a statement which I think is necessitated by 
My attention has been spe- 
cifically called to that report by an article in a New York paper criti- 
cising the Senate of the United States for its extraordinary expenses, 
and particularly criticising the Select Committee on the 
tion and Sale of Meat Products, of which I was chairman 
penses it incurred while in existence, 

I had occasion to state once before that a singular state of facts had 
been existing in the Senate as to these select committe I took oc- 


nate to it when we were consider- 


lransporta- 
for the ex- 


Ne 


ing at the close of the last session an appropriation bill. We have 
been in the habitof appropriating a grosssum forthe select committees 
and then the chairmen of those committees have gone to the Secretary 
of the Senate and demanded so much of the appropriation for the 


anticipated expenses of their « 
the Secretary states that he has no 

I shall state now what I understand to have been the result as to 
the appropriation made at the last ¢ We appropriated $15,000 
in a general appropriation act for the expenses of select committees 
As I had never acted as chairman of a select committee before and was 
unused to the practice to which I have alluded, I made no frantic rush 


ittees during the coming recess, and 
ower to retuse. 


ongress, 


| to secure money from the Secretary, and when I did apply in a reason- 
able time I found that there was no money there; that the chairmen 
of the other select committees—-I think there were five of them—had 


| Mr. Canaday at his request 


A bill (Hl. R. 12536) to facilitate the collection of commercial statis- | 


tics required by section 2 of the river and harbor appropriation acts of 
1866 and 1867. 


SETTLEMENT WITH BOND-AIDED RAILROADS, 


Mr. McCONNELL, I desire to give notice that on Monday next, 
at the close of the routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate to 
take from the table the bill (S. 4866) providing for a settlement be- 
tween the United States and certain railway corporations which have 
heretofore received bonds from the Government to aid in the construc- 
tion of their roads, and for other purposes, with a view of submitting 
some remarks thereon and having the bill referred to the appropriate 
committee. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 


Mr. HOAR. 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, which 
went over yesterday, be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the resolution before the 
Senate. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported yesterday by Mr. Jonrs, 


I ask that the resolution reported from the Committee | 


secured the entire appropriation; and but for the fact that Mr. Christie, 
now dead, a former assistant sergeant-at-arms of the Senate, had in 
his possession $700 which belonged to my committee out of a former 
appropriation, and which had never been used and was still in his 
hands, I would have been without a dollar to carry on the committee 
at all. 

That committee permit me to say, for two years, 
I think, or more. After holding sessions in St. Louis, Chicago, Des 
Moines, Kansas City, New York, and in Washington City, and from 
the nature of the investigation being compelled to summon witnesses 
from all over the United States, cattlemen, ranchmen, beef-packers, 
and others, its entire expenses were $2,300, and out of that amount | 
am compelled in justice to state that $200 was drawn by the former 
Sergeant-at-Arms for a trip to Chicago, the specific expenses of which 
never have been reported by him. So the committee itself expended 
and accounted specifically down to the last cent for $2,100, the only 
amount not being specifically accounted for being the $200 paid out to 
when he went to Chicago to serve some 


was in existence, 


subpoenas, 

I felt it my duty to turn this money over immediately when drawn 
by me to the assistant sergeant-at-arms in charge of the committee, 
Major Edwards, a perfectly honest.and reliable ofticer, and I instructed 
him to account for every cent which he expended and to make his report 


specifically to the Secretary of the Senate. We had nospecial cars, we 


had no luxuries, we traveled comfortably and in a democratic fashion 


although there was a majority of Republicans upon the committee), 
and I undertake to say that no committee ever created in this body con- 
ducted its business more cheaply and more economically. Yet the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Senate gives through its length and breadth 
the impression, of course unintentionally, that the bulk of the $15,000 
appropriated by the Senate was expended by my committee. No other 
committee seems to havereturned any itemized account of its expenses. 
But, as I stated, I caused Mr. Edwards, in charge of the committee, 
to itemize every cent that he expended, in orderthat it might be shown 


| specifically to the Senate. 


Now, Mr. President, age® said, I have not risen to anta 
pending resolution. 


ronize the 
P*fave no doubt that the chairman of that com 


| mittee is the best judge as to whether his committee ought to meet 


| during the coming summer and have its powers continued. 


of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | 


Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be authorized | 
to continue its investigations, with all of the duties and powers authorized by | 
the resolutions of the Senate relating'to that committee of July 31, 1888, Decem- | 
ber 6, 1888, December 4, 1889, and of September 23, 1890, during the coming recess | 


and report to the next session of the Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 
hp ee PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee will 
The CorerCLerK. The committee report to add to the resolution: 
The expense of such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to theamend- | 


ment, 
The amendment was to 
Mr. VEST. - Mr. President, I 


do not rise for the purpose of antag- 





I am en- 
tirely willing to leave that matter to him and to vote upon his recom- 
mendation, but I insist that the way in which we make appropriations 
for the select committees is wrong and must naturally and inevitably 
be unjust to the chairmen of those committees. If a chairman of a 
committee can go to the Secretary of the Senate and demand any 
amount that he thinks proper out of the whole amount appropriated, 
as a matter of course the rest of the committees, after he has made his 
draft, may have an inadequate amount, as was the case with myself ; 
and the last applicant may find himself without a dollar in order to 
earry on his committee work. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there will be very little more to be done 
by this committee. We took a great mass of exceedingly valuable evi- 
dence, and I think the two volumes that have been already printed 
contain more instructive matter in regard to our relations with Canada, 


| now assuming such great proportions, than any other publication, 1 
| largely prepared in the vacation of Jast year a report, perhaps 150 pages 


of it are ready, and I expected to be able to complete the report in the 
vacationoflastsummer. But, as everybody knows, we did not adjourn 
until the 1st of October, and then the campaign began; and it has been 
impossible for me to complete it since that adjournment, either in the 
vacation or during the present session. 

This committee hope now to go to Buffalo and to Detroit, two places 
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that are very important in our Canadian relations, and that is all the 
investigation that they expect to make; and then we shall report. I 
hope that at one or the other of those places we may obtain the testi- 
mony of some important Canadian business men, who will give their 
views to the committee of the Canadian relations. 

| may perhaps add that when this committee was first appointed I 
asked the Secretary of the Senate to decline to take any more money 
from the contingent fund than in his judgment would leave enough for 
all the other committees that had been then raised. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (8S. 4980) to en- 
large the United States courthouse and post-office building at Birming- 
ham, Ala., and to appropriate money therefor. It will take but a 
minute, being purely a local matter. 

Mr. PLATT. I make noobjection to that. I wish tosay, however, 
that I want to call up the copyright bill as soon as that bill is dis- 
posed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill called up by the Senator from 
Alabama will be read for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, author- 
ized and directed to add a third story tothe United States courthouse and post- 


office building now being constructed in the city of Birmingham, Ala.; also to 
cause to be placed therein an elevator. 


Seo, 2, That for the purposes named in the preceding section the sum of $40,- 
000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury pot otherwise appropriated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the copyright bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend 
Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to copyrights. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Connecticut to yield to me 
for a moment that I may call up a small bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I yield for that purpose. 


WILLIAM C, SPENCER, 


Mr. GORMAN. lIask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to 
examine and report as to the physical condition of William C. Spencer 
at the time of his resignation from the Army. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of War to ap- 
point a board of officers of the Army to ascertain and report as to the 
physical condition of William C. Spencer, late captain in the United 
States Army, at the time of his resignation from the service, and the 
disability, if any, under which he was then suffering, and whether by 
reason of his disability he was entitled to retirement at the time of his 
resignation, and to report to Congress the findings of the board. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY POST AT ESSEX JUNCTION, VT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask unanimous consent to call up a bili fora 
military post in the State of Vermont, which has been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I have not asked any favors of 
the Senate or taken up much of its time, and I should be glad to get 
this bill, if the Senate is willing to pass it, Over to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
taken up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4833) to provide for beginning the 
construction of a military post at or near Essex Junction or Swanton 
Junction, Vt. It proposes to appropriate $100,000 to begin the con- 
struction of a four-company cavalry post at or near Essex Junction oz 
Swanton Junction, Vt.; and it authorizes the Secretary of War to ac- 
cept, free of cost to the United States, the donation of a tract of not less 
than 300 acres of land, at or near either of the points, and to construct 
thereon the necessary buildings with appurtenances for the post. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. A short executive session is necessary. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session, the doors were reopened. 


. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to give notice that on Monday morning, 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning business, [ 
shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the Indian dep- 
redation claims bill. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the pending question he stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], which will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 3, section 3, line 23, after the word 
‘‘same,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down toand including the word 
*‘permitted,’’ in line 46, on page 4; and also, in section 4, on page 5, 
line 26, to strike out, after the word ‘‘ book,’’ all down to and includ- 
ing the words ‘‘ United States,’”’ in line 29. 

Mr. HALE. I gave notice yesterday that I should ask the Senate 
this morning to take up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 
I am now ready to proceed with that bill. Senators of course realize 
the importance of the appropriation bills being hurried through and 
got into conference and passed. If the Senator from Connecticut be- 
lieves that he can go on without consuming much further time, and 
have the bill in his charge, with the amendments, disposed of, I will 
not at present seek to interpose; but should the business, in the course 
of the next hour or so, indicate that the bill can not be speedily dis- 
posed of, I shall then ask the Senate to take up the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I hardly know whether the copyright bill is now in 
my charge or in the charge of Senators who have succeeded in placing 
amendments upon it which I think are very much to its detriment. 
So far as I am concerned I am anxious to proceed with it. I trust 
that the discussion upon it will not be protracted and that we may 
have votes upon future amendments with only such explanations of 
them or suggestions in regard to them as are necessary to have a clear 
understanding of them, and that we may dispose of the bill. 

I make these remarks because I feel at this late hour of the session, 
with other business pressing, that it is hardly fair to keep a measure 
so long before the Senate as this measure may be kept before the Senate 
by further extended debate upon it. I realize the fact that Senators 
who are in charge of measures which have been waiting to come up have 
been very patient, and I appeal to the Senate to dispose of the bill as 
rapidly as possible. 

The VIGE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I of course am not prepared to say how long the 
discussion of this bill and the amendments which have already been 
offered and which may be offered hereafter will occupy of the time of 
the Senate, but I desire now, with the permission of the Senator from 
Connecticut, to send to the Secretary’s desk and have read an amend- 
ment which I propose to offer at the proper time. If the bill goes 
over I shall ask to have the amendment printed, so that it may be laid 
on the desks of Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLeRkK. In section 3, line 31, after the word ‘‘law,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out the following words: 

Except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and except in the case of persons purchasing for use and not for sale, 
who import not more than two copies of such book, map, chart, dramatic or 
musical composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph 
at any one time, in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of 
the copyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with 
each importation: And provided, That any publisher of a newspaper or maga- 
zine may, without such consent, import for his own use, but not for sale, not 


more than two copies of any newspaper or magazine published in a foreign 
evertheless, T 


country: Provided, n . That in the case of books in foreign peageaese, 

of which only translations in English are copyrighted, the prohibitic: of im- 

portation shall apply only to the translations of the same, and the importation 
e 


of the books in original language shall be permitted, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Provided, That nothing herein shall be so construed as to subject to duty any 
article now admitted free under the laws of the United States; and if any per- 
son shall, in the United States, print or cause te be printed, either for eale or 
exportation, any book, map, chart, or dramatic or musical com tion in which 
there shall be a subsisting =e. without the consent in writing of the 
proprietor thereof, or shall make or cause to be made, either for sale or exporta- 
tion, any engraving, =. lithograph, or photograph or negative thereof, or 
statue or statuary, in which there be a subsisting copy it, without the 
consent of the proprietor thereof, or shall knowingly import, for sale or hire, 
any such article having been so unlawfully printed or made without such con- 
sent, as aforesaid, or, knowing such article to have been unlawfully printed, 
made, or jmportea, shall sell or hire or expose for sale or hire,or cause to be 
sold or hi or exposed for sale or hire, or shall have in his possession for 
sale or hire any such article so unlawfully printed, made, or. imported, with- 
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out such consent as aforesaid, such offender shall be liable in damages to the 


roprietor of such copyright, and, upon conviction, shall also be subject to a 
Ene not exceeding $1,000, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] is not pending now, as I understand? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. It was read for information. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr, REAGAN ] 
is pending. 

Mr. CARLISLE. When I asked to have the amendment read I 
supposed that the amendment of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN ] 
would be first in order, but, on reflection, I believe my amendment is in 
order, because the amendment of the Senator from Texas proposes to 
strike out more of the section than my amendment proposes to strike 
out. That is to say, the Senator from Texas proposes to begin his 
amendment by striking out that clause which relates to the printing 
and setting of type in this country. My amendment does not disturb 
that, but follows immediately after the amendment agreed upon yes- 
terday afternoon, which was offered by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN], and, as my amendment perfects the text, it is in order 
now, and therefore I offer it. 

Mr. PLATT. I inquire of the Senator from Kentucky where he 
begins to strike out in section 3? 

Mr, CARLISLE. If the Senator has before him the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, which was agreed to yesterday after- 
noon, he will see where my amendment comes in. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator begins, I understand, on page 4, com- 
mencing with the words ‘‘ exceptin the cases specified insection 2505.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. My amendment proposestostrike out those words, 
which create some confusion in the bill, and begin at the end of the 
amendment agreed to yesterday afternoon. I propose to strike outall 
after that amendment and insert what has been read. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the amendment may be again stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I desire to say asingle word in explanation of 
the amendment. Since the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio the bill will read: 

nae the existence of such copyright the importation inte the United 
States of any book so copyrighted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any 
plates of the same not made from type set within the limits of the United States, 
shall be, and it is hereby, permitted upon the payment of duties, except in the 
eases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
except also— 

Going on to enumerate other cases. That language as it now 
stands, in connection with the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio and agreed to by the Senate, is very ambiguons. I do not 
know myself exactly what it means. The importation of these works 
is expressly permitted, ‘‘subject to the payment of duties, except in 
the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States.’’ Whether this excepting clause there refers to the permission 
to import or to the payment of duties, I am not able todetermine. It 
may be held to mean that they shall be imported except in the cases 
specified in that section of the statutes, or that they shall pay duties 
when imported except in the cases specified in that section. 

Therefore, in order to avoid this ambiguity and make the language 
perfectly clear,my amendment proposes to strike out all these words, 

‘except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States,’’ and provide that nothing in the act shall be so 
construed as to subject to duty any article now admitted free of duty, 
leaving the tariff law of the United States to apply to all these books, 
periodicals, and works of art precisely as it would apply if this bill 
had not been passed. That part of the amendment, I think, makes 
the intention entirely clear, and it ought to be agreed to. 

The remainder of the amendment is intended to prohibit the mak- 
ing or printing in the United States of any books, periodicals, photo- 
graphs, lithographs, or other works of art in which there is a subsisting 
copyright, without the consent of the owner or the proprietor of the 
copyright, either for sale orexportation, and to prohibit the importation 
of surreptitiously and unlawfully printed copies of these works. 

Of course I think every lawyer will agree that when you have granted 
copyright in the United States, if any one undertook, without the con- 
sent of the proprietor of the copyright, to print or to make a copyrighted 
work within the limits of the United States, he would be liable in dam- 
ages to the party who owned the copyright. But this amendment goes 
further, and provides, not only that he shall be liable in damages to 
the owners of the copyright, which might be an ineffectual remedy to 
prevent the continued violation of the law, but imposes a fine upon him 
also, not exceeding $1,000., 

This will protect, therefore, the American author against all sur- 
reptitious or unlawful reproductions of his work not only by giving 
damages to the person who owns the copyright, but by imposing a fine 
upon.the offender. 

Mr. PLATT. 
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that it proposes to protect whoever takes a copyright here against print- 
ing and circulating in this country and against importing from foreign 
countries without consent, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I wish the Senator to understand distinctly what 
the amendment means asitstands. I should be willing to go further, 
but the amendment, as it stands now, would not in terms prohibit the 
importation into this country of a reproduction of the article copy- 
righted abroad. 

Mr. PLATT. Whether the owner of 
consented to it or objected to it? 

Mr. CARLISLE. In other words, if an American work, copyrighted 
here, should be reproduced in England, this amendment, as it now 
stands, would not prohibit the importation of that edition; but I say 
I am willing to go further than this amendment goes, and absolutely 
prohibit the introduction and salein this country of any foreign repro- 
duction of an American author’s work, 

Mr. PLATT. Without the consent of the proprietor ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Without the consent of the author of the work 
or the proprietor of the copyright. This amendment does not do that, 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment, standing alone, then is no better than 
the Sherman amendment, which I objected to, except that it perfects 
the idea of that amendment. Ido not wish to take up time in dis- 
cussing it. We may as well vote upon it. 

Mr. CALL. Itseems to me that the amendment is based upon a 
misconception of the law. Whatisan Americancopyright? No book 
published in England and brought here can be sold in this country 
where there is an American copyright. The object of preventing the 
importation into this country of American copyrighted books by this 
proposed statute can have no force, because, although this country 
has no jurisdiction over England, we having alaw that nobody can re- 
produce or sell copyrighted books, as soon as a book imported from 
Engiand came here it would be subject to our laws. Therefore the 
American copyright in itself must protect every American copyrighted 


the copyright in this country 


| book from being imported, no matter what the customs law may be. 





Thatis very clear. Therefore, so far as thisamendment relates to that 
subject, the law already coversit, and the amendment can add nothing 
to it, for no American copyrighted book can be brought into this coun- 
try and sold. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that all these 
amendments will apply as well to our American copyright as to copy- 
right as it will exist after the passage of this bill. It will hit both 
equally. 

Mr.CALL. It is quite evident that the American copyright does 
protect the author from the importation of a foreign print. 

Mr. PLATT. But these amendments are intended to change that, 
and do change it. 

Mr. CALL. Idonotthink so. Ido not think that any person who 
agrees to give a copyright in the sense of an exclusive right of property 
to a foreign author has any idea that by any of these amendments, un- 
less it be expressed in so many words specifically, the American book 
could be printed abroad and brought here and sold in violation of the 
exclusive right of property given by the United States statutes. 

Mr. PLATT. That is exactly the effect of these amendments, 

Mr. CALL. I do not think so. 

Mr. VANCE. I confess that I am not clear enough upon this point 


to vote intelligently upon the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. CARLISLE], and I should be glad to havea distinct under- 
standing before I cast my vote. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
the effect of his amendment is the same as that of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]; that is to say, does it allow the importation of 
books from abroad, where they have been copyrighted abroad as well 
asin America? Is that the effect of the Senator’s amendment? [If so, 
does the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky also forbid the im- 
portation of unauthorized or uncopyrighted books from abroad? I 
should like to have that thoroughly understood. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The amendment proposed by me does not prohibit 
or embarrass in any way whatever the importation of any copyrighted 
article-—I mean to say of any literary work or work of art which may 
be copyrighted in this country and copyrighted in another country. 

Mr. VANCE. Coming from a copyrighted country ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Coming from a copyrighted country; nor does it 
prohibit or embarrass the importation in any way of any book or work 
of art except those which are unlawfully or surreptitiously printed 
here in violation of the copyright and exported and brought back. 

The Senator from North Carolina can very well see that, without 
some such provision as this, a person might print or reproduce books 
and works of art in this country not for sale by himself and not for 
hire by himself, but to send them out of the country temporarily and 
have them imported by somebody else, and this might be the case un- 
der the amendment which was adopted yesterday afternoon on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio. This amendment preveutsall that. It 
simply prohibits the importation for sale or hire in this country of any 
article which has been thus printed in violation of the copyright and 
without the consent of the owner of the copyright. 

Under this amendment, as I said awhile ago in response to the Sen- 


If I understand, then, the idea of the amendment is | ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], I think that an American work 
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might be reproduced in England, France, or Germany without a copy- 
right there, and still be imported into this country and sold here, and 
I said in regard to that matter that, for myself, I was willing togo fur- 
ther, and prohibit the importation of such books into this country. 


This amendment does not do it. That will be the subject of another 
amendment in a separate section prescribing the penalty, etc. 
Mr. VANCE. I was just about coming to that. Yesterday it was 


said by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] that if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Obio were adopted it would amount to a re- 
peal of the present law against the importation of unauthorized edi- 
tions of books, and the Senator from Kentucky admitted that that re- 
sult might follow, but he proposed to supplement the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio by a further amendment carrying out theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio and excluding this possibility of the 
effect of the temporary repeal, that is, so far as those countries are con- 
cerned who do not adopt the international copyright. The object of 
my inquiry was to ascertain if the amendmentof the Senator from Ken- 
tucky effected that purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It does not. 

Mr. PLATT. lLlask the attention of the Senator from Kentucky. 
The section which is proposed to be amended is section 4956 of the 
Revised Statutes, which prescribes the conditions on which a person 
shall be entitled to copyright. It applies as well to American copy- 
right as it will apply to foreign copyright if this bill should pass. 
Then the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, touching both Ameri- 
can copyrights and foreign copyrights, says that any book which is the 
subject of such copyright may be imported if it pays the duty. That 
is the effect of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, clean, clear, 
and unmistakable, applying both to American copyrights and foreign 
copyrights as they shall e:ist under section 4956. That is what the 
Senate did. It authorized the importation of books subject to duty, 
although they had been copyrighted in America by Americans only, 
and it allowed foreigners to pirate and to import here upon payment 
of duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Connecticut, for informa- 
tion, does he understand the effect of the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio to be that an unauthorized foreign edition of a book copyrighted 
here may beimported into this country ? 

Mr. PLATT. Precisely. There is not any question about it. Itis 
just as clear and distinct and unmistakable as it is possible for language 
to make it; and when the Senate voted for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio they voted for that, 

Mr.GRAY, Ithink the impression among some of theSenators who 
voted forthat amendment, as I understood, was thatit only permitted 
the importation inte this country of a book copyrighted here in the 
shape of editions of the same book copyrighted abroad. 

Mr. PLATT. The plain language of the amendment is to give it 
that effect. 

Mr. GRAY. That is, if the Senator will excuse me, to make my 
meaning plain if it is not so already, if a book is copyrighted in this 
country by an Americanand also in England under this bill if it should 
become a law, the Sherman amendment would allow the copyrighted 
English edition or the authorized English edition to be imported into 
this country, but not an unauthorized English copy. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me state just what it does. Ifthe Senator from 
Delaware writes a book and copyrights it in this country and nowhere 
else, the amendment of the Senator from Ohio permits an Englishman 
to produce that book in England and to import it here. 

Mr. GRAY. That repeals the present law. 

Mr. PLATT. It repeals the present law and strikes down the whole 
system of copyright. The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 
does not remedy that trouble at all, and he says it is not intended to, 
but he intends to do it by another amendment. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me this question isa very plain one. There 
are two classes of people to be provided for. One is the American 
author, a citizen of the United States, and the other is the man who 
is not the American author and not a citizen of the United States. 

Section 4952 of the Revised Statutes provides: 

Sec. 4952. Any citizen of the United States or resident therein, who shall be 
the author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of any book, map, chart, dramatic 
or musical composition engraving, cut, print, or photograph or negative thereof, 
or of a painting, drawing, chromo, statue, statuary, and of models or designs 
intended to be perfected as work of the fine arts, and the executors, adminis- 
trators, or assigns of any such person, shall, upon complying with the provi- 
sions of this chapter, have the sole liberty of printing, reprinting, publishing, 
——— copying, executing, finishing, and vending the same; and, in the 
case of a dramatic composition, of publicly performing or representing it, or 
causing it to be performed or represented by others. And authors may reserve 
the right to dramatize or to translate their own works. 

Really, that covers everybody in the United States who comes within 
its provisions, whether an author, an inventor, or designer. There is 
no doubt about that. You can not sell the article here. You may 
print it as many times as you choose and export it around the world 
as many times as you chooge and bring it back here, but this exclusive 
right under that statute prevents its sale, and the tariff can not affect 
it, because the moment it came here it would be subject to the provi- 
sions of that statute. 

Now, how as to the foreign authors. Every importation of a book, 





ne 


copyrighted or not, into this country is unauthorized under our laws; 
that is to say, it is an unauthorized version, a noncopyrighted book. 
There is no doubt about that, because our law does not give any right 
of property in that book; it does not give the foreign author the right 
to sell that book, and it does not recognize his exclusive right, which 
is a creature of law. 

This proposed statute in the sections which are not proposed to be 
amended does give this exclusive right of property in the United States 
to the foreign author, and all the statutes and tariff lawsin the world, 
when that right is once given and continued by law, of course can not 
authorize the violation of that exclusive right within the territory sub- 
ject to the laws of the United States. 

Therefore the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Car- 
LISLE] is, in my judgment, not necessary, The Senator says it is nec- 
essary. Then he says that aman can publish a book here without 
authority and send it to England and bring it back under the tariff 
laws, under the provision of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
and sell it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not say that, if the Senator will allow me, 
but I say under the Jaw as it would stand without this amendment 
the only remedy would be an action for damages, whereas this amend- 
ment imposes a penalty, a fine of not exceeding $1,000. 

Mr. CALL. It was not so stated; but if the object of the Senator 
in his amendment is simply to provide an additional remedy, that is 
quite another proposition about which I have nothing to say. 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, that simply relates 
to copyrighted books, forunder this proposed law the copyright exists 
in England and is here given in the United States, and it says that the 
books copyrighted in both countries, or in which the copyrights have 
failed to be taken out in this country, may be imported under the pro- 
visions of the tarifflaw. That is the Sherman amendment, and that 
is all that itis, that the book copyrighted in England may be imported 
into this country under the provisions of the tariff. If the American 
copyright was unlimited and exclusive when it was brought here the 
work could not be sold. So that the Sherman amendment simply 
authorizes the sale of the copyrighted book after paying duty in this 
country. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President-— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Before the Senator from New York takes the floor 
I desire to call his attention to the language of this bill as it stands 
with the amendment which was incorporated into it yesterday after- 
noon. It is this: 

During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book so copyrighted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any plates of 


the same not made from type set within the limits of the United States, shall be, 
and it is hereby, permitted upon the payment of duty, etc. 


Now, the direct point to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from New York is, that this relates alone to the importation 
of copyrighted articles and nothing else. This is an international 
copyright, and whether it would apply only to those books which have 
been copyrighted both in the United States and in another country, 
or apply alike to copyrighted books where the copyright was granted 
in one country, is the question to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from New York, Itrelates aloneto copyrighted articles. 

Another section of the bill, to which the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
CALL] called the attention of the Senate—and it is the uniform pro- 
vision of copyright and patent laws—gives to the author or his assignee 
the sole and exclusive right to sell in the United States. Now, suppose 
that, notwithstanding this amendment, somebody imports into this 
country a book not copyrighted abroad, but copyrighted here, and un- 
dertakes to sell it in the American market in competition with the 
owner of the American copyright, would he not be at once liable to 


damages ? 
Mr. PLATT. No, Mr. President, 
Mr. CARLISLE. Why not? 


Mr. PLATT. He would go right to this statnte and say that the 
Congress had authorized it in this very section. . 

Mr. CARLISLE. Authorized copyrighted works to be imported; 
but he is bringing here from abroad a work which was not copyrighted 
in the place where it was printed, and this is an international copy- 
right and not a mere national or municipal cne. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator from Kentucky quite sure that the lan- 
guage ‘‘during the existence of such copyright’’ is sufficient to con- 
fine the provision of the Sherman amendment to books and other arti- 
cles that are copyrighted in this country and also in the country from 
which importation is made? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is not all. The language ia: ‘‘ During the 
existence of such copyright the importation into the United States of 
any book so copyrighted ’’ is permitted. 

Mr. GRAY. May not that language be applicable entirely to a book 
copyrighted in the United States alone? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the question which I submit to the Sen- 
ator from New York. I concede that it is not entirely clear; but it 


seems to me that any lawyer would say to a publisher in this country 
who came tq consult him upon a question of this kind that if while he 
was the sole and exclusive proprietor of a copyright in this countvy, 
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ing under a statute the sole and exclusive right to sell itin the 
markets of the United States, somebody else should bring into the same 
market the same book and undertake to sell it in competition with him, 
he could sue him for damages and get an injunction to restrain him, 
unless there is an express statute of the United States which allows 
him to bring in and sell that book which has not been copyrighted in 
a foreign country. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, what I have heretofore said during 
this debate has not led me into a discussion of the general question of 
copyright, or the wisdom of copyright, or its influence in enhancing 
the price of literature, or whether the whole balance was against copy- 
right, and whether it was not in its favor. I wish now to reduce the 
subject of debate here within these narrow limits. 

We have established a system of copyright, and that is a word that 
describes itself. When one says he is in favor of copyright or is op- 


posed to copyright he is understood to mean that he favors or opposes | 


an exclusive monopoly in the publication. 

Now, we have undertaken to extend a system so long prevalent, and, 
as I believe, so usefully prevalent and wholly unquestioned, in regard 
to domestic copyright; we have undertaken to extend it to copyright in 
favor of foreign authors. Asa condition of that we have imposed an in- 
dustrial limitation, and that is that this protection of copyright to au- 
thors shall not cover the industrial production of the works abroad, 
but the author must come here and take our copyright, and his pub- 
lications must be here as they are under our domestic copyright by our 
domestic industry. 

Now, we all understand that there is a sort of concordance introduced 
between authors and publishers that has resulted in a copyright bill 
which received the favor of the Senate in the last Congress by a vote 
of 38 to 10. In this state of the subject, brought here from the House, 
with a bill of this general efficacy, putting the foreign author copy- 
righting his work here under thesame conditions of protection which 
are given to a domestic author, I need not again advert to the arrange- 
ment by which the industrial production of the work is to go on here. 

The motive which led to copyright of domestic authors, whatever 
may be said of natural right or justice or duty or morality, is essen- 
tially a contract for the benefit of the people in respect of literature. 
The United States makes no such arrangement with its domestic au- 
thors as to sacrifice or tend to sacrifice or disparage the instruction 
and delight through literature. Whether it is wisely conceived, it is 
a purchase from what belongs to authors, and which they can control 
for the benefit of the public through publication. The same motive 
brings us to the consideration whether we desire to make a contract of 
compensation back and forth for our people in respect of authorship 
abroad and of reciprocal entertainment of our authorship also abroad. 
It is in vain to talk of the arrangments of copyright being opposed to 
cheap literature or to cheap distribution of intelligence. The bottom 
of itis that the nation making the contract gets better and more 
abundant literature by Securing to authors the ordinary motive upon 
which labor for personal benefit is made. 

I discard, therefore, all this discussion; and now weare upon this one 
proposition, how far will we extend our system of domestie copyright 
to include foreign copyright? It is in kind, perhaps in every respect, 
equivalent, not, to be sure, on the grounds of argument, but equivalent 
to the point we have reached of extending patent rights to foreign in- 
ventors. Now, whenever we have done this in regard to patent rights 
of foreign inventors taking out their patents here, we have not drawn 
any distinction between their rights, if we issued a patent right to 
them, and the rights of our domestic inventors. So here if we desire 
to extend the literature and the compensations between the public and 


authors which lead to literature in its publication, we bave not in- | 


tended to draw a distinction between the privilege that should be given 
to the foreign author and the domestic author, leaving out the ques- 
tion of the industries to be prosecuted here and such derogation in re- 
spect of the author abroad as may follow from that. 

There is now introduced an amendment by the Senator from Ohio 
which takes up a section that has a regulative sanction in protection of 
copyright, and accorded copyright; and one of its provisions is that in 
respect to that copyrighted work foreign importations shall not be per- 
mitted to invade, divide, distract, thwart, and destroy the copyright. 
Who shall say what is copyright when there is not an exclusive posses- 
sion of the market for the copyrighted work? The people will balance 
whether they gain or lose by buying an imperfect copyright, but they 
do not have a copyright. 

In doing this, under the motives and suggestions which the Senator 
from Ohio unfolded, he makes this proposition, and it has been adopted 
by the Senate, and I now speak only of foreign authors, that a foreign 
author having taken out his copyright here, and thus being entitled to 
an exclusive possession in this market, where no industrial production 
of the work here can invade his privilege, it is to be thrown open to 
foreign industrial production of his work and importation into this 
market subject only to our revenue duties. 

Senators should understand where that places the author of copy- 
right. While he stands to make his bargain with a publisher here, this 
amendment becoming law he can not say to the publisher here, ‘‘I 
can give you exclusive possession of this market for my work. I can 
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protect you by this copyright system against any encroachment by 
publishers and printers here, but all the world can publish and print 
my book so far as importation here is concerned.”’ 

Upon looking at the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
we find not only that it blows up wholly and completely the fabric of 
foreign copyright, but alsostrikes the same blow at domestic copyright. 
Whether that was designed by the Senator from Ohio in his 
and his argument it is not for me to say; but, neverth 
seem upon examination, that amendment going i 


s 


conception 
3s, as it would 
laws unre- 
strained, unexplained, unreduced, is equivalent to saying that whereas 
herotofore domestic copyright has been protected against in 


‘ thea 
vw Lilet 


asion by 
importation of the same work, it is now relieved, this Government, this 
public, being supplied in that single regard with such protection as rev- 
enue advantage imposes 
Mr. President, I believe nobody intended or desired under the guis« 
of an extension of copyright protection to foreign authors to cut und 


or reduce our domestic authorship in copyright protection; and yet | 
think the Senator from Kentucky, in regard to the operation of which 
he expresses a doubt, must see that, unexplained and unrestricted, tak 

ing the case of inquiry he puts, the lawyer would be obliged to make 
but one answer. When the copyright publisher here or the 
author here asks the lawyer after the passage of this bill, ‘Is this do- 
mestic copyright of a domestic author now protected against encroach 

ment by importation?’’ I see no answer for him to make but to say that 
was the law and has been from the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Importation forsale. I mightimport perhaps for 
my own use. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam not talking about that. I am talking in re 
gard to the market. That was the law and has been; and it has been 
an inherent and apparently a necessary ingredient in copyright. 

But now a section carrying this protection against importation which 
is now enjoyed in the domestic copyright after foreign copyright has 
been turned by amendment into a privilege to import. | out 
the existence of duties. Strictly sneaking, this clause as it reads with 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio in it, instead of being a 
clause of sanction and protection, is a clause of deliberate, and open 
and clear permission to import. Now, Mr. President, no one designs 
that so far as domestic authorship is concerned —— 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from New York allow me to call hi 
attention to section 7 of the bill, which provides that the Revi Sta 
utes shall be amended so as to read as follows: 

Every person who, afier the recording of the title of any book and the deposit 
ing of two copies of such book, as provided by this act, shall, within the 
term limited, and without the consent of the proprietor of the copyright first 
obtained in writing, signed in the presence of two or more witnesses, print, 
publish, dramatize, translate, or import, or knowing the same to be so printed 
published, dramatized, translated, or imported, shall sell or expose to sale any 
copy of such book, shall forfeit every copy thereof to such proprietor, and shall 
also forfeit and pay such damages as may be recovered in acivil action by such 
proprietor in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. EVARTS. If that remains as a contradictory provision to the 
amendment made by the Senator from Ohio, then that section must be 
accommodated to the new legislation. We are not going to have con- 
tradictory clauses. Of course that must be amended if the amendment 
prevails. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. CAR- 
LISLE], as I understand it (I am only able to judge by hearing it read; 
I can not inspect it), is so far, I suppose, an improvement and a quali- 
fication of the mischief proposed in the amendment by the Senator from 
Ohio. It is sointended bythe Senator from Kentucky. He has care- 
fully considered it, and I have no doubt it is to a certain extent useful 
in that direction. 

But it does not reach the point which the Senate must have in thei: 
mind if they are averse to extending our copyright to 
ship under the arrangements of this bill, and while they are opposed to 
it they will so show in their The adoption of that amendment 
would be an unexpected change of opinion in the Senate when, after 
long debates, after months and years of consideration, the general ques- 
tion had received acceptance in this body by a vote of 38 to 10 only 
two years ago. But that we can not control, nor have we any desire 
or purpose to criticise. 

All I want is that those who vote on this amendment should un 
derstand its To my mind it is destructive of the proposed 
patronage and advantage of foreign literature which our scheme in- 
dicates and desires, and beyond that it may operate as a destructive 
encroachment upon the present peaceful domestic copyright, which no 
one has ever thought of disturbing to my knowledge since it 
introduced in the early legislation of Congress. 

No, Mr. President, let us see whether we desire to « 
vor or privilege to ourselves and to foreign authors. If the balance is 
against it in our judgment, very well. If in its favor, then as well 
with those who vote one way or the other, but that in a blind, in 
what may be ealled a casual, intrusion into the system of either the 
foreigu copyrights or the domestic copyrights we shall be involved 
in destructive influences and results, is of course to be deprecated on 
all sides. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The mischief which the Senator from Ohio pro- 
poses to remedy is that under the bill as it now stands the importation 
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of all these copyrighted books is absolutely prohibited, the result of 
which is that if a literary work or other article subject to copyright 
should be copyrighted in the United States and in England, France, or 
Germany, although the author might get the benefit of this copyright 
in all the countries in which it existed, yet the citizens of the United 
States would be absolutely prevented by law from importing any copy 
of any edition printed abroad. 

Now, this purports to be a bill for the benefit of authors, and the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvaArtTs] has discussed it upon that 
theory. The Senate seems to have been unable to see, as I confess my- 
self that I was unable to see, how the author could be injured in any 
way whatever by permitting his copyrighted book to be circulated and 
sold all over the country covered by his copyright, whether it was in 
France, Germany, England, the United States, orsomewhere else; and 
upon that view of the subject I voted for the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Ohio. It is perfectly clear to my mind that the au- 
thor who gets the benefit of this copyright in any country in the world 
can not possibly be injured by the sale of that book in every country 
in the world where it is copyrighted, and in this way interchanged 
among these countries as an article of commerce. 

On the contrary, he is benefited by it because he gets a market in 
the United States for a book printed in England among a people who 
perhaps would not have bought the American edition of the book at 
all, but wanting a particular edition they select one printed some 
where else and buy it, and therefore the author’s market is extended, 
and not restricted. : 

But when we thus discuss the rights and interests of the author in 
a bill which professes to be framed for his benefit we are met by some- 
body else who say that they will not derive proper benefits from the 
provisions of the bill, to wit, the publishers and others, and therefore 
they say: ‘‘If you permit the English edition of the author’s work to 
be imported and sold in the United States you hurt us, not the author; 
or rather you deprive us of a benefit which we might otherwise receive, 
not injure us beyond what we are injured now, for the books are all 
subject to importation and sale now in the Unifed States.’’ 

Therefore I say the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 
looking at this bill upon the theory upon which it purports to have 
been framed, was absulutely correct; but it may be that in the shape 
in which the bill was and the shape in which this amendment leaves 
it, by reason of the fact that the whole subject was not thoroughly con- 
sidered when the amendment was offered and voted upon, it will do 
injustice to somebody. 

I said two days ago, perhaps yesterday, that so faras I am concerned 
I am perfectly willing to vote for a provision in this bill which will 
prohibit the importation and sale in this country of the works of Ameri- 
can authors which were first composed and published in this country; 
but I am not willing to vote for any amendment or any modification 
of the bill which will prohibit the citizens of the United States from 
procuring a foreign edition of a copyrighted work. 

The Senator from New York may possibly have answered my ques- 
tion, because I was called out from the Chamber for a few moments, 
but if he did I did not hear him; thatis, the question whether, under 
this bill as it now stands, even without the seventh section, to which 
the Senator from North Carolina calls the attention of the Senate, an 
uncopyrighted work printed in England or anywhere else—an uncopy- 
righted foreign edition of an American copyrighted work—may be 
brought into this country and sold in the markets in competition with 
the proprietor of the American copyright. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] says he thinks it can. 

Mr. EVARTS. Distinctly as a lawyer he would be obliged to an- 
swer, ‘‘ Before this amendment you were protected; now you are not 
protected.’’ The sanction clause has been turned into a permissive 
encroachment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The bill says works ‘‘so copyrighted’’ may be 
imported. Now the question turns, therefore, largely upon the mean- 
ing of the phrase *‘so copyrighted,’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. But we are not talking about any other copyright 
than a copyright here, whether of a domestic author or a foreign au- 
thor, under the conditions that we now impose. Therefore, when we 
speak of a copyrighted article it means what is copyrighted here, 
whether foreign or domestic. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifthe billis justly susceptible of thatconstruction, I 
ean only repeat what I said before, that I will co-operate with the 
Senator from New York to the extent of prohibiting the importation 
of the works which were first composed and published here and not 
copyrighted abroad, but I will not go to the extent of prohibiting the 
importation of a work, whether it originated here or abroad, if it has 
been copyrighted in both countries, because then the author is not in- 
jured; he gets the benefit of a wider marketif it is an authorized edition. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Connecticut to allow me 
to present a conference report, which I think will take but a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr, PLATT. Of course; conference reports are always in order. 
The Senator does not need to ask my consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then I shall present it. It isimportant, 
as the Senator knows, to dispose of the report, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will first receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of Amy C. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Washington L, Parvin and Henry 
A. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 4983) for the relief of B. J. Van Vieck, administrator of 
Henry Van Vleck, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 13218) to define the jurisdiction of the police court of 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, 


* ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1892,and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 22, and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 21, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30,31, and 36 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word “appointed” the following: “In case of vacancy;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendmentof the Senate 
numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word “ procuring,” in line 6, page 13, of the bill, the following: ‘‘and 
introduction of; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ameadment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said umendments insert the following: 

“ Provided further, That, in expending the money soncarstenns this act, a 
railroad company which has not received aid in bonds of the United States and 
which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad 
on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road, sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and all other 
Government service, and also subject to such regulations as emeeeee may im- 
pose restricting the charges for such Government transportation, having claims 
against the United States for transportation of troops and munitions of war and 
military supplies and property over such aided railroad, shall only be paid out 
of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision on the basis of such rate 
for the transportation of such troops and munitions of war and military sup- 
plies and property as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable un- 
der the foregoing provision not exceeding 60 per cent. of the compensation for 
such Government transportation as shall at the time be charged to and paid by 
private parties to any such company for like and similar transportation; and 
the amount so fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full for all demands for 
such service.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment asfollows: Strike 
out from said amendment the words ‘‘not exceeding such appraisement as 
may be made by aboard of army officers detailed for the purpose ” and insert 
in lien thereof the words ‘to be fixed;’’ and the Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 24, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert ** $1,175,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘and to 
omeene detailed and on duty as acting engineer officers ;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at 
the end of said amendment the following: ‘‘to be designated from time to 
time by the Secretary of War; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 33, 34, and 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“ For contingent expenses at the headquarters of the several military divi- 
sions and departments, being for the necessary articles of office, toilet, and desk 
furniture, stationery, ee maps, books of reference, including one copy of 
some standard vark on military law and courts martial for each of the one 
hundred and eight military posts, and police utensils, $3,000, to be allotted by 
the Secretary of War.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

JO. C. 8. BLACK BURN, 
Managers on the part of the Senale, 


B, M. CUTCHEON, 
E. 8. OSBORNE, 
JOS. WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison concurring in the report. 

Mr. SPOONER. While the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from 
Connecticut are conferring I ask leave to present a petition. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
asked me to explain the action on an amendment. It is amendment 
numbered 1, relating to retired officers. I will state that the House 
conferees seceded on that amendment. 

The report was concurred in. 


1891, 





ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, . 


- Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of citizens of Wisconsin, pray- | 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 

eof the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: | 

Petition of J. H. Batcheller and 47 other citizens of Phillips Station, 
Tioga County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Manning Veith and 10 other citizens of McKean, Erie 
County, Pennsylvania; ’ 

Petition of F. G. Weigel and 12 other citizens of McKean, Erie 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of the Wales Alliance, No. 23, of Boscobel, Erie County, 
Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of Thomas Maltby and 13 other citizens of Boscobel, Erie 
County, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Producers’ Protective As- 
sociation of Bradford, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of any 
amendments abridging, changing, or affecting section 5 of the inter- 
state-commerce act; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the bill to restrict immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Fort McIntosh Council, No. 313, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Beaver, Pa. ; 

Petitionof Mattawana Council, No. 453, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Mattawana, Pa. ; 

Petition of Robert Morris Council, No. 41, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Star Lodge Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Slatington, Pa. ; 

Petition of Rescue Council No. 15, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Hand-in-Hand Council, No. 39, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Bennett, Pa.; 

Petition of New Alexandria Council, No. 323, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of New Alexandria, Pa. ; 

Petition of Lawrence Council, No. 397, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Mount Jackson, Pa. ; 

Petition of Twin City Council, No. 121, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Allegheny, Pa. ; 

Petition of William Thaw Council, No. 396, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

Petition of Mendon Council, No. 276, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Mendon, Pa.; 

Petition of Claysville Council, No. 460, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Claysville, Pa. ; 

Petition of Smithport Council, No. 476, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Smithport, Pa. ; 

Petition of Natronia Council, No. 244, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Natronia, Pa. ; 

Petition of Mechanicsburgh Council, No. 462, of Brush Valley, Pa.; 

Petition of Mahonington Council, No. 463, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Mahonington, Pa. ; 

Petition of Valley Council, No. 425, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Scalp Level, Pa. ; 

Petition of Luscallette Council, No. 442, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

Petition of Rural Valley Council, No. 323, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Rural Valley, Pa. ; 

Petition of Leesburgh Council, No. 481, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Leesburgh, Pa. ; 

Petition of Ursina Council, No. 237, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Ursina, Pa.; and 

Petition of Electric Council, No. 354, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Mauch Chunk, Pa. 

Mr. QUAY also presented the following petitions, praying for the 
free coinage of silver and the increase of the currency of the Govern- 
ment to the amount of $40 per capita; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 

Petition of Grange No. 843, of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 168, of Crawford County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 112, of Montgomery County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 122, of Union County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 684, of Bucks County, Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of Grange No. 928, of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY also presented certain papers to accompany the bill (%. 
4702) for the relief of Thomas Bevington and Delilah Bevington; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 





ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bil 1224) for the erection of a 
new customhouse in the city of New York, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of John T. Johnston, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 


Ss. 


ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 5079) for the correction of the mil- 
itary record of Patrick Moss; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5080) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellis P. Phipps; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PRESENTATION OF 


Mr. HALE. I wish to give notice that hereafter when I am present, 
after the morning business is completed and Senators have been given 
an opportunity to present the business that isincluded in that hour or 
in that time, I shall call for the regular order when such business is 
sought to be interposed. 

Since my service in the Senate the practice has grown up of almost 
entirely disregarding the morning hour. The portion of time that is 
given for the routine business of the Senate is ample and the morning 
hour may be extended by any business that comes in at that time. 
That is the time which ought to be given to the presentation of peti- 
tions, to the reports of committees, and the introduction of bills, and 
in the olden day it was the practice for Senators to so regard it and 
put in their business at that time. 

The habit has grown up, however, of paying but little attention to 
the rule of the Senate in this regard, and all through the day, even 
when Senators are speaking, I have known time and again a Senator 
to be interrupted in the middle of a sentence by another Senator ask- 
ing leave to present a petition which might as well lie upon his desk 
or be put in his drawer and presented the next morning, when the rules 
of the Senate provide for such petitions. 

To me it is a very vicious practice, If I have shared in it in any 
case myself I am very sorry for it, but I know that my general rule 
is if I do not get in petitions and reports and billsin the morning hour 
given by the rules to that business I wait untilthenextday. It isno 
harder for one Senator to do that than for another, and for one I repeat 
the notice that when present I shail call for the regular order. When 
the Senate is proceeding with regular business and is interested in it, 
it is unseemly that any Senator upon the floor or the course of busi- 
ness should be interrupted in this way 

Mr. BARBOUR, I desire to correct a mistake made yesterday in 
the proceedings—— 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for, which is 
the copyright bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. BARBOUR, 
Senate, but—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. BARBOUR. There was a mistake made yesterday morning in 
presenting a bill on my part by direction of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. By some mistake of the clerk a wrong bill was 
substituted, and I did not present the bill or report ordered by the 
committee. I therefore ask leave to withdraw—— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have called for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw the 
call. He gave his notice in an abrupt way. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia scarcely ever troubles the Senate; and I think it discourteous to 
insist on the regular order with pertinacity in this particular instance. 
I appeal to the Senator from Maine, to whom I shall not make many 
more appeals in this Chamber, to withdraw his demand for the regu- 
lar order for a moment. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator refrain. I can not stand this solem- 
nity. I will not object in the case of the Senator from Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield tothe Senator from Virginia also, but I fully 
concur in the opinions expressed by the Senator from Maine, and I shall 
join him in requiring that morning business shall be done within the 
morning hour. The case of the Senator from Virginia I think ought 
to be heard now and the mistake ought to be corrected now; but when- 
ever it is understood that morning business can only be transacted 
during the morning hour we shall perhaps have a quorum here alittle 
earlier in the morning than we have under other circumstances. 


ROUTINE MORNING BUSINESS, 


The Senator rises to a question of privilege. 
I do not want to interrupt the proceedings of the 
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WASHINGTON AND CHESAPEAKE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BARBOUR. If Senators had not made so many objections I 
should have been through with the matter I desire to correct some 
time ago. 

By some mistake of the clerk or myself we got two bills mixed and 
the wrong bill was reported by me—not the bill ordered by the com- 
mittee to be presented to the Senate. I propose now toask unanimous 
consent to present the proper bill and report and to withdraw the bill 
presented yesterday by mistake. It is only a bill to charter a little 
railroad in the State of Maryland; I have no interest in the matter; I 
simply comply with the direction of the committee when I ask unani- 
mous consent to make that change. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill now reported will be 
read. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 4621) to authorize the Washington and 
Chesapeake Railroad Company to extend its railroad into and within 
the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill reported yesterday by mistake, 
being the bill (S. 5097) authorizing the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway 
Company, or the Potomac and Piedmont Railway Company, to acquire 
and use property for railway purposes in the District of Columbia, will 
be withdrawn. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

Mr. PLATT. Now,I hope we shall have a vote on the pending 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
fered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 
question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were 13. 

Mr. HARRIS, It is evident that there is no quorum voting. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when Mr. BLopDGETT’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. BLopGETT] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |Mr. CHANDLER]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
ce ea.’? 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). 
absent Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was requested by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
Wo.xcort] to pair with his colleague. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. His colleague hascome into the Chamber; but he in- 
formed me before he went away that the senior Senator from Colorado 
is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask the attention of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WoLcorr]. I suggest that his colleague [Mr. TELLER] be paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. PLATT. He is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBson ]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My colleague [Mr. TELLER] is paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Which way would the Senator from Louisiana 
vote? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
votes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. WOLOOTT. 
does not vote. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArRRIs in theechair). The Chair 
sup s the Senator from New York refers to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas | Mr. Jones}. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idonot know but that I am paired with too many. 
The Senator from Arkansas { Mr. JoN Es] was here yesterday, and there- 
fore I consented to pair with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNnEs], 
who is in favor of the pending amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with my col- 
league [Mr. SHERMAN]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison]. I do not see him 

t, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I desire to announce 
that my colleague [Mr. TeLLER] is paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. If my colleague were here, he would vote 
**yea’’ and the Senator from Louisiana would vote ‘‘nay.’’ Iam 


The question is on the amendment of- 
[Putting the 


I ask 


I am paired with the 


He would vote as the Senator from Connecticut 


How would the Senator’s colleague vote? 
le would vote as the Senator from Connecticut 
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paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL (after having voted in the affirmative). Idiscover 


that the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], with whom I 
am paired, is absent. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Evstts] is recorded as voting ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). Ishould like to 
inquire whether the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] has 
voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam paired with that Senator generally, and I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted inthe affirmative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. I withdraw my vote. If 
he were present I would vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VooRHEES] 
is necessarily absent from the Chamber and is paired with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. If present, my colleague would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VEST. I have a general pair with the juniorSenator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PiumMsB]. I do not know how he would vote on this question 
and I withhold my vote. I ask his colleague if he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. While I am not authorized to speak definitely, I 
have no doubt my colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST. On that statement I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon] to the fact that he has announced a pair with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron], and that the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] yesterday voted against the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate is in order in this status 
of the question. The Senate is dividing. 

Mr. PLATT. It has always been allowed, I understand, where it 
is supposed there has been a mistake about a pair, to call attention 
to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly, so far as relates to the ques- 
tion of a mistake about a pair it is in order to call attention to it; but 
debate as to the position of Senators is hardly in order. 


Mr. PLATT. I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to the fact. 
Mr. DIXON. I know that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


HAMPTON] has voted with the committee and against all the amend- 
ments that have been offered to the bill. I do not know how he would 
vote on the pending question. I am paired with him generally, and 
without some authority I do not feel at liberty to vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. On the copyright bill I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. I am paired in favor of the 
bill and I am paired with him against all amendments. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allison, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, nsom, 
Berry, George, Mitchell, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
lair, Gray, Pasco, Vest. 
Carlisle, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pierce, 
Coke, Ingalls, Power, 
NAYS—21. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Quay, 
Cameron, Evarts, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Carey, Farwell, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Frye, Manderson, Turpie, 
Davis, Hawley, Morrill, Warren, 
Dolph, Higgins, Piatt, Washburn, 

ABSENT-—35. 
Allen, Dawes, Moody, Stanford, 
Barbour, Dixon, Paddock, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Payne, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hampton, Sanders, Walthall, 
Call, Hearst, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, Hiscock, Shoup, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Kenna, Squire, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] having been , in connection with 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] adopted 
yesterday, it is proper for me to modify the amendment which I pro- 
posed. I therefore propose to limit it by striking out after the word 

‘same,’’ in line 23, down to and including the word ‘‘therefrom,’’ in 
line 26, on 3, and striking out on page 5, in line 26, after the 
word “book down to and including the word “‘States,’’ in line 29, 
I offer it as one amendment because it is the same general subject. 








1891. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas as modified. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out on page 3, section 3, 
after the word ‘‘same,’’ in tine 23, down to and including the amend- 
ment adopted in line 26, in the following words: 

Provided, That in the case ofa book, map, chart, dramatic or musical compo- 
sition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, the two copies 
of the same required to be delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from 
type set within the limits of the United States, or from plates made therefrom, 


or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on stone, made within the 
limits of the United States, or from transfers made therefrom. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas desire 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], al- 
ready agreed to, to remain in the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Also, on page 5, section 4, line 26, strike out the 
words: 

Printed from type set within the limits of the United States,in aceordance 


with the provisions of this act and by the deposit of two copies of such other 
articles made or produced in the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isupon the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas just read. 

Mr. FRYE. If I understand that amendment, it destroys the amend- 
ment which I offered and which has already been adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was the purpose of it to so modify the bill as to 
make it a copyright bill, and nota protective-tariff bill. Ido not favor 
the original proposition to use this bill for the purpose of putting an 
additional duty on in favor of printers when we already have a duty 
of 25 per cent. with additional cost, which makes a total protection of 
about 40 per cent. now upon the importation of books; and I wish that to 
apply to the original bill as well as to the amendment which was in- 
troduced by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, as I understand the copyright law 
as it now exists, there is no condition imposed upon any author that 
he shall have his book printed by a publisher in the United States. 
The provision of the bill, therefore, if I apprehend it correctly, imposes 
new conditions upon authors and new restraints as to the use of their 
own works. It thus appears that in the guise of a bill for the benefit 
of authors, and under color of petitions from authors for a bill in their 
interest, Congress has responded by imposing new conditions and hard- 
ships upon them which do not now exist. 

I simply wish to call attention to this fact in order that those who 
are the friends of authors, and of letters, and of knowledge may vote 
against the imposition of these hardships and conditions upon them 
which have now no existence in the statutes and are proposed for the 
first time by this bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, in addition to what has been said 
by the Senator from Virginia, I think it not improper to call the at- 
tention of the Senate again to the fact that if the bill passes with these 
provisions in it, that is to say, the provisions which were inserted 
upon the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRy&], a foreign 
artist can not get a copyright in this country under this so-called in- 
ternational copyright bill unless he comes here in person and makes 
his plate or stone from which the impression isto betaken. The artist 
can not intrust that to some workman in this country; it must be 
done by the artist himself in order to produce his picture, or litho- 
graph, or whatever it is that he desires to copyright. 

It is, therefore, so far asthatcharacterof work is concerned, not even 
a provision for the benefit of the American workman, or American pub- 
lisher, or anybody else, butis simply a condition imposed upon a for- 
eign inventor or designer which he can not comply with. He must 
leave his own country and come into the United States and produce 
his work of art, his painting or statuary or whatever it may be, here 
in this country. Otherwise he can not procure a copyright under a so- 
called international copyright law. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I disagree 
with the Senator from Kentucky entirely in those conclusions. I wish 


simply to add, because I do not wish to prolong the debate, that if 


the amendment of the Senator from Texas is adopted all protection 
which the bill now affords to type-printers, lithographers, and every- 


thing else of that kind is absolutely taken out from the bill, which | 


would inevitably kill it in the other House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, if the Senator will pardon me, all the pro- 
tection which the laws of the United States have heretofore afforded 
the publishers, printers, lithographers, and photographers of the coun- 
try will remain intact notwithstanding the passage of the bill with 
these clauses omitted. Now, does the Senator from Maine say that 
under the provisions of his amendment a foreign artist would not be 
required to come here and make his plates before he could get a cony- 
right? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How could he have them made? 

Mr. FRYE. Just the same as they are made now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How? 


nee 





The remainder of the amendment of 
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Mr. FRYE. That beautiful picture, the Angelus, is in every house 
in the United States of America to-day, and the printing of it is done 
over here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But under this bill the plate or the stone from 
which it is made must be produced here. 

Mr. FRYE. Supposeitis; what does the artist have todo with that? 
His plate which is made abroad can be reproduced here, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then it would be an attempt to make a copy by 
some unskilled person, and not the artist’s own work which he desires 
to have copyrighted. He desires to copyright his own work, and not 
the work of somebody else. 


Mr. FRYE.- Where do we get all the Prangs over here? Prang 
does not come over here and make his stone, 

Mr. PLATT. Prang is here now. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Of course he does not come here; but this bill 
now proposes to copyright them and to secure the author an exclusive 


right in them in this country; and when he does ‘that he wants his 
own work copyrighted. 

Mr. FRYE. Thenall the lithographs, photographs, books, and every- 
thing of that kind will be made abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why? 

Mr. FRYE. Because they can be made there cheaper than they can 
be made here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why is not that the case now? for, I repeat, they 
will still have the same protection they have now against the manu- 
facture abroad under our tariff. 

Mr. FRYE. The same duty?’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. The same duty exactly. 

Mr. REAGAN. lLask for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the pending amendment proposes to 
strike out of the bill all those provisions which have a tendency to in- 
crease the employment of our own people in the industry of book-mak- 
ing. Ido not suppose any Senator believes that this bill could have 
made substantial progress against the general protest of the consumers 
of books in this country but for the fact that it incorporates what many 
consider a tub thrown to the whale, but which, even if it be so, is an 
exceedingly useful tub thrown to an important element in the Ameri- 
can community. 

The printers, the book-manufacturers, the producers of all that form 
of material which is made use of as the vehicle of conveying the thought 
of the author to the consumer of the book or other article protected by 
this proposed law, are all interested in this particular part of the bill; 
and I have not a doubt, if this thing were capable of mathematical dem- 
onstration, it would be found that a very large proportion, perhaps 
a third or a half, of the support the bill gets in the country and in the 
Congress comes from the fact that this immense industry will be very 
largely promoted by the success of this measure. 

I have had sent to me from without an extract from the testimony 
that was given before the House Judiciary Committee, which I was 
somewhat pointedly requested to have read to the Senate before 
action is taken upon the bill. As this is the vital part of it, where 
this matter would be pertinent, I send it to the desk and ask to have 
read what is inclosed in marks. It is from the testimony of Mr. 
Kennedy before the House committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr, OATES. Why do the printers favor this bill? 

Mr. KEennepy. For severalreasons. The first and principal reason is the self- 
ishone. How rare is the human action that has not selfishness for its motive 
force, Its effect as a law will be to greatly stimulate book-printing in the 
United States. A vastamount of printing that naturally belongs here (because 
it is executed principally for this market), and now done on the other side, will 
come home to us. Indeed it has been conspicuously stated in the London 
Times that if this bill becomes a law the literary and book-publishing center of 
the English world will move westward from London and take up its abode in 
the city of New York. That would bea spectacle which every patriotic Ameri- 
can might contemplate with complacency and pride. 

The Englishman who writes books for the money he ean get out of them, as 
well as the fame—and I think it fair to presume that the great majority of au- 
thors are actuated by both those motives—will recognize that here is his richest 
market, and he will not think ita hardship to comply with the provisions of 
this proposed law in view of the substantial benefit it isto him, and the printers 
do not consider it ahardship to require of him that he shal) leave upon our 
shores so much of his profits at least as will pay for his printing. The Ameri- 
ean author who goesabroad in search of a cheaper publishing market, sending 
his shell plates over here to be mounted and to have his presswork done, or 
else sending the printed sheets home to be bound here, thus evading the heavier 
duty on bound books, will also be compelled to patronize home industry for his 
mechanical work. In short it isnot difficult for printers to see that such a law 
will confer inestimable benefits upon their own and allied trades. 

Then, printers are as liberal, as justin their opinions, in their reasoning and 
conclusions as any class of people, and they keenly appreciate the stigma that 
is placed upon our country for lack of such a law as this. They recognize the 
disadvantages that our authors labor under because their literary wares must 
come in com petition with stolen goodsin our markets. They believe that Amer- 
ican inventive genius would have been discouraged and would not to-day be 
the wonder and admiration of the worid if every timea Howe, a McCormick, or 
an Edison brought outsome useful machine some similar invention ofan Eng- 
lishman were ainaat upon the market by a “ pirate’’ manufacturer at a price 
minus the royalty that was to go to the American inventor as a reward for the 
good work he had already done and to stimulate him on to other efforts. And 
that is precisely the kind of treatment this nation has been, and is, according 
to its men of lctters. 

The printers believe also that on the whole the American people are honest, 
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and that they are willing to pay for anything that is a source of pleasure or 
profit to them, ne matiot from whence it comes, if it taxes any man’s brain or 
muscles to produce it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the observations ofthe Senator from 
New Hampshire and the statement of that witness fully confirm the 
suggestion I have made once or twice before to the Senate with refer- 
ence to this matter, that there is much more interest felt by those who 
seek the passage of this bill in increasing the profits of American printers 
than there is in securing an honest international copyright law for the 
benefit of authors. The bill professes to be a bill tosecure an interna- 
tional copyright. The object of the amendment which I have pro- 
posed is to make an international copyright bill of the bill, fair, pure, 
and simple. When we are asked to secure at the expense of the Amer- 
ican readers and the American people an additional monopoly to any 
class of Americans it is not only injustice to authors, but injustice to 
the American people. 

A fair and just international copyright law will necessarily increase 
the cost of literature. If to that increase we add a monopoly in favor 
of American printers, we shall have greatly increased the cost of litera- 
ture. [read yesterday acommunication by a gentleman with whom lam 
not acquainted, but who evidently thoroughly understands this subject, 
in which he makes the statement that under the provisions of this bill, 
as it was, without amendment, if it should pass, the cost of a book 
worth $1.50 would be increased $1, and any book which now costs $2, 
he states, would be raised to$6. Undoubtedly such a bill, if it should 
pass, would put a heavy tax upon intelligence, upon the means of in- 
telligence, upon literature. Surely it is not the purpose of Congress 
to tax intelligence, to defeat the means of obtaining intelligence, to 
make a dearer literature instead of a cheaper literature to the Ameri- 
can people. 

The subject of protection to the various industries of this country 
was exhaustively discussed during the last session of Congress in con- 
sidering the bill which passed, and that law gives protection to the ex- 
tent of 25 per cent. on publications which may be imported into this 
country from abroad, no odds by what author. In addition to that, 
under the effect of thecustoms-administrative law and the cost of trans- 
portation and middlemen, adiscrimination is made in favor of Ameri- 
can printers and publishers of not less than 40 per cent. Can they 
justly ask for more? Ought they justly to ask for more, especially 
when the asking for that is to have the effect to produce dear books 
and exclude the means of information from the great mass of the peopie, 
particularly the poorer people, young men and others, who are seeking 
to get information, but who are without large capital ? 

Mr. President, it has been urged that this must be done in the in- 
terest of American labor. I stated yesterday, and I desire to repeat 
to-day, that the printing of books, papers, and magazines is not the 
result of manual labor except to a very limited extent, The printing 
press has been brought to such a degree of perfection that it can do 
everything but talk, and it costs no more to print a book on the im- 
proved printing presses in this country than it would cost to print 
them in any othercountry under the sun. Soit is not to benefit labor, 
but to benefit capital—that is its purpose—to make monopolies at the 
expense of intelligence and at the expense of the interests of the 
people. I therefore trust, in this view, that the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my friend from Texas to allow me to report 
an amendment from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks con- 
sent to make a report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator was not here this morning when notice was 
given that the regular order would be called for and insisted upon. I 
must call for the regular order. We had that subject discussed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate by fur- 
ther observations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I do not think that there will 
be any very great hardship involved in the provision of the bill which 
the Senator from Texas proposes to strike out. If left to remain here 
it certainly could give no inconvenience and no trouble to anyone, ex- 
cept perhaps as it might relate to etchings or some work of fine art. 
If theamendment of the Senator from Texas shall not be agreed to, I 
desire to move an amendment at the end of section 3, which will pro- 
vide for that. If Iam permitted to do so, I will now read the amend- 
ment only for information. I shall propose toinsert at the end of sec- 
tion 3: 

Provided further, That etchings, si 
work, and not that of another, and p 
drawing, statue or statuary, or — 

m 


come under this proviso, but may be 
by law, and. 


That would permit the importation of everything in the shape of 


ed by the artist as etcher, being his own 
phs or ph vures of a painting, 

‘or a work of the fine arts, shall not 
ported subject to the duties provided 
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fine artand etchings made by the artist himself or by a photographic proc- 
ess, if you please, which is called in French, I believe, a photogravure, 
which is also a fine art. If those two exceptions were made, certainly 
there is no resson to my mind left why the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas should prevail. 

Mr. PLATT. Is not an engraving or a fine lithograph just as much 
a fine art as an etching or a photogravure? Is there any distinction 
between them ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not think that they are to be taken in the 
same sense, because an engraving may be made by a hand other than 
that of the artist. If I understand the correct interpretation of an 
etching it is a reproduction by the artist himself of his own picture, 
which stands entirely different from an engraving. It isa drawing or 
sketch. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. DolI understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
say that an etching is a reproduction by an artist himself of his own 
work of art, whereas an engraving is not, and that an etching can not 
be produced by some etcher who had nothing to do wita the original 
work of art? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It may be reproduced. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I should like to ask the Senator what is the 
difference in principle between engraving and etching. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Simply this, that my amendment only pro- 
poses, so far as I intend it, to apply to an etching made by the artist 
himself of his own painting. at is the difference between the two. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What would the Senator from New Jersey do with 
regard to a painting? Take the finest painting, the work of Meisso- 
nier or some other painter which is desired to be copyrighted here; he 
can not actually come here and do the painting, as he would be re- 
quired to do under the bill, as it stands. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he has an amend- 
ment to cover that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not prepared it, because I intend to sup- 
port the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas. If that is de- 
feated, I shall probably think it necessary to prepare an amendment 
to meet these objections. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Texas read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

The SecRETARY. On page 3, section 3, line 23, after word ‘‘same,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ there- 
from,’’ in the amendment already agreed to, in line 26, the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out being the following: 


Provided, That in the case of a book, map, chart, dramatic or musical compo- 
sition, engraving, cut, print, ph ph, chromo, or lithograph, the two copies 
of the same required to be delive or deposited as above shall be printed from 
type set within the limits of the United States, or from plates made therefrom, 
or from engravings, cuts, n tives, or drawin 
limits of the United States, orfrom transfers e therefrom. 


On page 5, section 4, line 26, after the word ‘‘ book,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out the following words: 

Printed from type set within the limits of the United States, in accordance 
with the provisions of this act, and by the deposit of two copies of such other 
article made or produced in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called), On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopcett]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 


on stone made within the 


Mr. VEST. I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ot) and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. RANSOM. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 


Mr. TURPIE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. VooRHEES ] 
is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I wish to announce again my pair with the jun- 
ior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SpoonER]. 

Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stew- 
ART]. If he were present, I should vote *‘yea.”’ 

Mr. VANCE. The pair that I announced between myself and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. aroun’ has been transferred to the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna}, and I amat liberty to vote. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam paired on this question with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were 

resent. 
: Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WiLson], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam informed that the Senator from South Car- 
olina[{Mr. BuTLER] would vote ‘“‘nay,’’ if he were present. If there 
is no objection to it, I will transfer the pair of myself with the Sena- 
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tor from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER], and vote. I understand that the Senator from 
South Carolina is absent without a pair. 

Mr. CAMERON. Thatis correct. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Pugh, 
Bovw7 Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Blac burn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, 
Carlisle, George, Pasco, Wolcott. 
NAYS—29, 

Aldrich, Dixon, Hoary, Platt, 
Allen, Dolph, Ingalls, Power, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Blair, Evarts, McConneli, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Farwell, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Frye, MePherson, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hampton, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Warren, 
Davis, Higgins, Morrill, Washburn. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Pierce, 

ABSENT—33. 
Barbour, Gibson, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Plumb, Teller, 
Brown, Gray, Ransom, Vest, 
Butler, Hale, Sanders, Walthall, 
Call, Hearst, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, Kenna, Shoup, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Moody, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Paddock, Squire, 
Eustis, Payne, Stanford, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to introduce a bill. 

Mr. PLATT.. I wish Senators would refrain from interrupting the 
proceedings upon this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I agreed this morning with the Senator from Maine 
{[Mr. HALE] that we would object to the reception of morning busi- 
ness except in the morning hour. I therefore appeal to my colleague 
to retain his bill until Monday morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator to call for the yeas 
and nays on each of the amendments adopted in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. PLATT. The question was put, Shall the amendments be con- 
curred in? I said on that question I desired the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the demand seconded for the yeas and 
nays on concurring in the amendments -made as in Committee of the 
Whole? 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when Mr. BLODGETT’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. BLonGetr] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called), On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGetr]. Ifhe 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name wascalled). As I have heretofore an- 
nounced, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
and all questions with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], 
but I am authorized by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmp- 
TON], who is present, to transfer my pair to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], who is absent, and who would vote ‘‘nay”’ 
upon this question. I vote “nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Stew- 
ART]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before the announcement of the result, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo corr] to 
the fact that I am satisfied my colleage [Mr. KENNA], with whom he 
is paired, would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (after having voted in the negative). Upon that 
assurance I will withdraw my vote. I understood that the Senator 
from West Virginia who has just spoken had been distributing around 
his colleague’s pair, and that the pair was otherwise disposed of, or I 
should not have voted without consultation with him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
I did do that as frequently as I could, in order to relieve the Senator 


from Colorado and let him vote; but in this case I could not make a 


transfer. 
XXII——168 





a La Lyrae CX TY TMI Tsar COA OT 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


I desire to state, in justification of myself, that 


POD TY 


2673 








The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Allen, Coke, Ingalls, Power, 
Allison, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Berry, Frye, MePherson, Reagan, 
Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Vance. 
Blair, Gorman, Pasco, 
Casey, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pierce, 

NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Quay, 
Cameron, Edmunds, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Carey, Evarts, MeConnell, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Farwell, McMillan, Turpie, 
Cullom, Gray, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hampton, Morgan, Warren, 
Dawes, Hawley, Morrill, Washburn, 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, 

ABSENT—238. 

Barbour, Eustis, Plumb, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Sanders, Teller, 
Brown, Hearst, Sherman, Vest, 
Butler, Kenna, Shoup, Walthall, 
Call, Moody, Spooner, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Paddock, Squire, Wilson of Md. 


Colquitt, Payne, Wolcott. 

So the Senate refused to concur in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to introduce a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair feels compelled to hold, after 
the remarks made to-day, that he can not receive morning business 
after the close of the morning hour except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 
bill is in the Senate and still open to amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to offer an amendment, to come in after 
the word ‘‘therefrom.’’ In line 26, section 3, I move to insert: 


Orshall be otherwise produced in the United States from process executed in 
the United States, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 26, after the word ‘‘ therefrom,’’ 
insert ‘‘or shall be otherwise produced in the United States from proc- 
ess executed in the United States;’’ so as to read: 

That in the case of a book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, en- 
graving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, the two copies of the 
same required to be delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from type 
set within the limits of the United States, or from plates made therefrom, or 
shall be otherwise produced in the United States from process executed in the 
United States. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the object of that amendment? 

Mr. DANIEL. I was just going toexplain it. This amendment is 
offered for the purpose of authorizing American copies of a foreign au- 
thor’s work to be produced in the United States by any process of art 
which may be fitting for their production, If they can be produced 
by the photolithographic process, as I believe it is called, or by any of 
the labor-saving processes which are the result of inventions, I can see 
no necessity for requiring them to be produced in a particular way. 

lt has been stated, Mr. President, and | have not heard it by any- 
one contradicted, that many foreign works which would be very costly 
if required to be reprinted here from beginning to end have been repro- 
duced so as to reduce the cost of them to the extent of three-fourths or 
four-fifths of what they would cost if required to be printed here. To 
deny to the American people the benefit of this amendment is to say 
that invention is an evil and that the labor-saving processes of genius 
and of art which are carrying luxuries throughout the world and plac- 
ing them within the reach of the poor are things to be put down by 
law and not things to be stimulated. I can not conceive of a policy 
more at war with the genius of patent right and with the genius of 
copyright and with the genius of all those laws which stimulate art 
and invention and reduplication of devices for the saving of labor than 
to deny to the American people the benefit of them after they have 
spent their money and created laws in order to obtain them. 

What is the object of the law of patent right? It is not for the mere 
purpose of enriching an inventor, but to stimulate invention, that the 
mass of the people may get the benefit of it. What is the object of 
the law of copyright? Not for the mere purpose of enriching authors, 
but for the purpose of so stimulating the productions of learning and 
of authorship as to make them of benefit to all mankind. 

Now, after you have so stimulated invention as to lead to the inven- 
tion of an art which will put learning within the reach of the poor, 
after invention has accomplished that great achievement which can re- 
duplicate the works of genius and carry them into the hut as well as 
into the palace, to keep this bill in its presentshape and deny the benefit 
of these inventions which our laws should grant to the people is to 
work to oppose the whole policy of the very bill which we are framing. 

It has been stated that the British Encyclopedia, by means of labor- 
saving inventions, has been sold throughout this country at $1 per vol- 
ume, and that without such inventions it had cost and would have con- 
tinued to cost five and six dollars a volume. 
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Mr. PLATT. ‘That work cost me $7 a volume. 
Mr. BLAIR. It can be had for a dollar and a half now. 
Mr. DANIEL. And there is another Senator here, the Senator from 


Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who has stated upon this floor that he bought 
the same book, after this invention had cheapened it, at $1.50 a vol- 
ume, 

Mr. REAGAN. With very good binding. 

Mr. DANIEL. So the Senator from Connecticut,who had to pay $7 
a volume, could now buy it at $1.50 a volume, and yet if this bill in 
its present shape be carried out he may put back the price to$7a vol- 
ume and prevent those who are not able to pay that sum for it from 
getting it at all. 

Mr. REAGAN, 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. REAGAN. I formerly purchased ten volumes ata price between 
$8 and $9 a volume. I purchased the additional twenty-five volumes 
last year for $1.50 per volume in this city, and there was a cheaper 
edition with fair binding at $1 a volume at the same store in this city. 


Will the Senator from Virginia allow me? 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Senator from Virginia yielded the 
floor? 

Mr, DANIEL. I yielded for a question. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make a suggestion right there. I 


may be in error about it, but I think there was no such prices as that 
for the Encyclopedia Britannica while the issues were coming out from 
month to month, but after the work was completed and-all the copies 
had been delivered then the price was put down to a very low figure. 
It was so with Appleton’s Encyclopedia, printed in this country. 
Iam not here to say, because I do not know anything about it, that 
there is not some process by which the cost of the book has been cheap- 
ened. Iam not saying that, but I think you will find the explanation 
of the great reduction partially at leastin the fact that the work had been 
completed and then it could be sold very much cheaper by picking up 
copies from the original purchasers by subscription. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, whatever may be the particular differ- 
ence in the cost of a book, the type of which is required to be set yp a 
second time, and the cost of it, if it is permitted to be reproduced by 
the shorthand processes of art there can be no question as to the gen- 
eral fact that there is a wide difference in the cost, whatever the cause 
may be. 

What excuse or justification can there exist for the Congress of the 
United States to set deliberately about to increase the cost of knowl- 
edge to the people of the United States? It can not be pretended that 
it is in the interest of authors. All that any author has ever asked, 
all that the people of this country have ever asked for any author, and 
all that the Constitution of this country gives the right to Congress to 
do for any author is to secure him in the enjoyment of his copyright 
for a limited time. 

We have done that for the American author by anterior bills; we have 
done that for the foreign author in this bill; and it is not he, nor any- 
one who has spoken for him, that asks that we shalldomore. It can 
not be in the interest of the workingmen of this country. If you 
would ask any workingman in this country who is the head of a fam- 
ily, and who is an intelligent, patriotic citizen, what thing in life he 
held dearest to his heart in providing for his household, he would an- 
swer you, the education of hischildren. It is what men are seeking all 
over this broad land, in every city, in every town, inevery county, and 
in every hamlet. Not only are they seeking it, but they are attempt- 
ing to get it as cheaply as possible; and the public sense of all Amer- 
ica has responded to that just and intelligent and Christian aspiration, 
and is attempting to carry education to every man’s door. 

Mr. President, this bill as it now stands without the amendment 
which I have suggested will enhance the price of such books as it will 
affect, in all probability, two or three or four fold. Nor is any such 
provision as this in the interest of American art. No ple are more 
interested in those mechanisms which save labor than the laborer him- 
self. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia yield to 
the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Referring to the cheap editions of the encyclo- 
pedia, I should like to ask the Senator whether he is informed what 
the nature of the printis? Is it a print frem types in the ordinary 
way or is it what we call heliotype—I think that is the name of it—a 
process of a reproduction, of which I have seen some copies of diction- 
aries, and I believe encyclopedias, that make at a very cheap rate in- 
deed a reproduction of a dictionary or encyclopedia or whatever, but 
which is extremely inferior, and which every farmer, and e arti- 
san, and every lawyer, and everybody else, for his children had better 
not buy ata dollar a volume, but had better pay three dollars for a 
regular type-printed edition. ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose a man has adollar but has not three dollars? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then he had better wait until he has, 

Mr. BLAIR. And let them go ignorant until he gets the three dol- 
ars ? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. No, not let them go ignorant. 

Mr. DANIEL. One Senator has asked me a question and another 
has given to it a most complete answer. I cannotstate to the Senator, 
for 1 am not familiar enough with the mechanisms and inventions of 
the printer to state by what particular process it is that the editions of 
literary works are so greatly cheapened, but that is not at all material 
to this subject. If there be any process practiced by American work- 
men here upon our own soil by which the man who has one dollar can 
get a valuable book without the necessity of paying three dollars for it, 
I do not see in whose service the American Congress shall deny to him 
that right except the service of some monopolist who wants to get the 
three dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should agree with the Senator entirely; but if 
these copies that my friend is referring to as being so cheap are the 
sort of thing that I have seen, I should think it would be an extrava- 
gance instead of an economy to buy them, because in a great majority 
of cases we who bought them for our children and ourselves would 
make them blind in a very short time on account of the nature of the 
reproduction, It would destroy half the children’s eyes in the coun- 
try to be taught to study that kind of a book. 

Mr. DANIEL. It might be very desirable and very fortunate for 
all the heads of families in the United States if so intelligent an ad- 
visor as the Senator from Vermont could go to each one of them and 
help drive a bargain for them in the purchase of their books; but as 
they can not get the benefit of his advice in each particular case I do 
not see that on that account they ought to be denied the right to fol- 
low their own judgment in the matter. They will have the three-dol- 
lar book before them, if there be such, and the one dollar-book before 
them, and in whose interestis it that the Senator from Vermontspeaks 
when he wants Congress to pass a law which will deny them the right 
to select of their own free will the one-dollar hook, but compel them 
to purchase another for $3 ? 

Mr. President, some of the little children of the United States may 
be in danger of going blind, but the free people of the United States 
who are twenty-one years of age are not blind, and I think that they 
can see weil enough to know that a dollar book is better than a three- 
dollar book, and they can see well enough to understand that those who 
are trying to constrain them by law to purchase the higher commodity 
are not doing it for their benefit, but are doing it for the benefit of the 
monopolists who expect to get gain out of them. The people of the 
United States do not need guardians to go into their homesand advise 
them whether they shall purchase a cheap garment or a dear one, a 
cheap book or a high one, and what right, what duty is there existent 
in the Congress of the United States so to shape the laws that they are 
compelled to pay the higher prices and so be denied the right to get 
what they may when they have but little? 

Mr. President, I trust that this amendment may be adopted. The 
opposition to it is against invention, against art, against learning, and 
against the free will of the American people. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I accept the observations of the 
Senator from Virginia with great pleasure, although [ confess I am too 
old to have the opportunity to visit every family in the United States 
and give them my advice. But this is a subject over which Congress 
confessedly has jurisdiction. It must legislate for the interest of the 
people and not for the interest of monopolies, and in legislating for the 
interest of the people it has the same power that the Legislatures of 
States have in protecting people against unwise and injudicious opera- 
tions. That is illustrated by the laws of the States as to the hours of 
labor, the employment of children in factories. 

Does not every father know just as well as I know, or as the Senator 
from Virginia, almost—I should say that with some hesitation, but as 
well as I know, certainly—how long his child ought to work in a fac- 
tory? That is liberty, as we call it; and yet the representatives of all 
the people step in in the States and say that my child and the child of 
my friend from Virginia shall not work in a factory or anywhere else 
more than a certain number of hours, and soon. I need not waste the 
time of the Senate in going into innumerable illustrations of that. 

Now, we have a subject that is in the same sense within the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress to deal with. Are we to give to the e bad books 
that are injurious in the end to the public welfare and to thesafety and 

rogress of the people because they can be got cheap, as we would give 
lectery tents Geammee they can be got cheap, with a great chance of 
gain? By no means. My friend from Virginia would not contend 
that. Therefore it seems to me that I was not altogether ont of the 
range of reason in suggesting that even ifabook that we have the right 
to deal with can be reproduced in a way that is injurious to the children 
and the men and women who study it, in respect of its manufacture 
and its effect upon their eyes, is a fair thing to be considered. 

I do not know anybody in the State of Vermont who belongs to any 

ly. I do not know anybody in the State of Vermont who is 
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cerned in - oes ee ee ao 
nopoly for the reason I have suggested, goed public policy 
when we have control of such a subject to tempt to buy bad 
books, w they are bad books in the sense that they can not be 
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read with safety to the eyes of the people who read them or on ac- 
count of their contents, as to which Congress in respect of the admis- 
sion of books from foreign countries, as to their character, has always 
had most stringent and exclusive laws. 

Mr. President, while I am up—for I am inclined to think that the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia may be one that is right—I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to the last section of the bill, 
as ib may save time. 
ity, in substance providing or intending to provide that whatever is 
given to a foreigner in the United States shall be given to a citizen of 
the United States in the country of that foreigner—equality, reciproc- 
ity, fair play. That is the object of the section, whetherit acecem- 
plishes it or not, and I am not prepared to say that it does not. But 
when it,comes to providing how this is to be determined, whether an 
American author in Germany shall have the same fair play that we 
give by the bill and give to a German author in America, this House 
bill provides in its very last clause that the determination of this in- 
ternational question shall rest with the Attorney General of the United 
States—a thing that I think was never suggested in any law before, 
and which to my mind is totally inadmissible. 

When the proper time comes, if somebody else does not, I shall move 
to strike out that clause or to insert in it ‘‘ the President of the United 
States,’’ as we do in respect of reciprocal obligations, for as much as I 
am in favor of the general object of the bill, | ean not vote for it with 
a clause of that kind standing in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator takes his seat, while he is on the 
last section of the bill and giving it his interpretation, I wish to call 
his attention to this clause: 


Or when such foreign state or nation isa party fo an international agree- 
ment which provides for reciprocity in the grant of copyright, by the terms of 
which agreement the United States of America may at its pleasure become a 
party to such agreement. 


Now, does that mean that when a reciprocal agreement is entered 
into by several nations, whatever that agreement may be, the United 
States may become a party to it and is bound by it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it does, and that is why I spoke under 
reserve about the effect of the rest of the section. It ought to read, 
as I think, in order to give reciprocal international rights, ‘‘ where 
the other nation is a party to an international agreement to which the 
United States is already a party,’’ not to which it is at liberty to be- 
come & party. 

Mr. ALLISON. But srppose other nations enter into a reciprocal 

t respecting copyright and the United States assents to that 
t, that agreement differing essentially from these provisions, 
is not the United States then bound by it under that clause? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would beif it assents, but it should not assent 
unless the citizens of the United States had fair play under it, because 
it can not be assented to without the vote of two-thirds of the Senate 
of the United States. But as it now stands the Senator’s criticism, I 
think, is right, which led me to speak under reserve about the other 

that there may be an agreement now existing to which the United 

has been unwilling to become a party, or the President unwill- 

ing to send to the Senate an arrangement for its agreement to become 
a party toit, which might be entirely injurious to the American people. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the sentence to which the Sena- 
tor from Iowa has called attention is nothing except a repetition in 
another form of wordsand another method of accomplishment of what 
precedes it in the same paragraph. The bill goes on the ground that 
it shall only apply when a foreign state or nation ‘‘ permits to citi- 
zens of the United States the benefit of copyright on substantially the 
same basis as its own citizens.’’ That is embraced in the first four 
lines of section 13. All that is required, therefore, is that it should 
be copyrighted; that is, something afforded. That means, of course, 

in the foreign States the exclusive right to the author of the 
sale of his own work. ‘That is all involved in the term copyright— 
nothing more. We leave the details of the provision to the foreign 
nation to fix, and we must comply in giving copyright to theirown 
citizens. Then instead of having that provision contained in a statute 
of a foreign nation there is a provision that it may be accomplished in 
this way, that when several foreign nations instead of doing it by 
ordinary law have done it by an international agreement and have lett 
it open to the United States at its pleasure to become a party to that 
agreement, then the copyright is secured to our citizens in that way, 


and it becomes a party whenever the United States chooses, just as it | 


is done by the provision in the first part of the section. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 


there? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 


Mr. ALLISON. Suppose an international agreement is entered into 


whereby the provisions are omitted which undertake to give to Amer- | 


mechanics or artists or artisans the work of making these books. 

It seems to me that it is perfectly within the provision of this last sec- 
tion to authorize our people to give away entirely the provision which 
we have inserted with so much care as respects the setting of type, etc. 
Mr. PLATT. Woald the Senator from Iowa insist that all nations 
should make the same provision with regard to printing in their re- 
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spective nations which we make in regard to printing in ours ? 
the suggestion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not suggesting anything. I find here in the 
last section of the bill a provision which turns all these arrangements, 
whatever they may be, into the hands of reciprocal agreements. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, let us see abont that. 

Mr. ALLISON. If lamright, thatisthe case. Jt seems to methat 
if these reciprocal agreements can be made, then what we are endeav- 
oring to so carefully protect and provide for here may be entirely de- 
stroyed by the action of some agent of the United States respecting this 
matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, let us dwell on this point alittle more carefully. 
What I say, in the first place, is that these two things at the bottom 
of page 9 and the top of page 10 are the same thing in reference to the 
Senator’s point. One of them is that this proposed act shall apply 
where the foreign nation permits a copyright on substantially the same 
basis as its own citizens, at the beginning of the section; the other is 
that where instead of doing it separately by itself it has an arrange- 
ment with one or more foreign nations into which we are allowed to 
come by which our citizens get copyright. Now, the Senator’s criti- 
cism applies to both those things equally. 

Now, if that be true, starting with that, what does the Senator find 
in the bill already, or what does he think should be in the bill which 
should secure to our citizens in foreign countries the benefit of their 
copyright there? The provision as to what the foreign citizen could 
do here is another thing, The provision as to what the owner of a 
foreign copyright in a work of an American author who seeks to send 
here his copy for publication is another thing. But this is solely as 
to what we are to get for our citizens abroad. Now, what is there 
which we could reasonably ask to undertake by this bill to be secured 
for an American citizen in England in regard to his copyright there 
other than a copyright on terms of equality with the English ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The point I desired to make, or rather the question 
I desired to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, was this: He defined 
a copyright to be a certain thing, to wit, the recognition of the right 
of an author to his own production. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Soweagree. Now, then, the word ‘ copyright’’ 
is used in this last clause and I suppose in the sense of the definition 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, but the bill goes far beyond that. 

Mr. HOAR. Where and how ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill goes tothe point, in the first place, of pro- 
hibiting these copyrighted books to be made in any country except in 
the United States. It not only provides that the author shall be pro- 
tected, but it provides that the man who prints the books and has this 
authority shall have the exclusive right to sell the books to whatever 
number of people may be in the United States at the time, or else I 
wholly misunderstand it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not only a protection of the author, but here 
is a protection to the man who happens to be fortunate enough to make 
an arrangement with the author for the exclusive right of selling the 
editions of his book to 65,000,000 people. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it can not be done anywhere else except upon 
such conditions as this publisher may provide. 

Now, Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. That is not much of a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is not much of a question, but I under- 
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stood the Senator had yielded the floor. He sat down and I was 
speaking. 

Mr. HOAR. I am glad to have the Senator state his point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield. 

Mr. HOAR. No; goon. We shall have no question about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I want toget at is what is involved in the 
word ‘‘copyright;’’ whether when we are granting a copyright to an 
author we are granting the exclusive right of a publisher also to sell 
his book in the United States at such price and for such time, be it 
twenty-four, twenty-eight, or forty-two years, ashe may arrange. That 
is the point that I make. It seems to methat we have with great care 
here undertaken to make a law, and then we have provided that the 
executive authority, whatever it may be, can absolutely destroy the 
law by making an agreement with other nations respecting the whole 
subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I always speak with deference when I am dealing with 
the conclusion of so clear a mind as that of the Senator from Iowa; 
but this clause in the bill, as I understand it, has nothing whatever to 
do with what the Senator frem Iowa is dealing with. This isa provision 
| solely in regard to what the American author shall get abroad, and 
nothing else. We do not undertake to say in the bili that the Ameri 
can printer, the American bookbinder, the American typesetter, or the 
American paper manufacturer shall have privileges, or immunities, or 
exclusive rights abroad because an American book is copyrighted there. 
When we send our author abroad to England he stands on the same level 
with the authors of that country, whatever they are, no more and no 
less; and when the English author comes over here he stands on the same 
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level with the authors of the country here, or the publishers, or the 
mechanics, whatever they are, subject to the local law in regard to the 
protection of industry of this country. 

Now, then, this provision in the bill says that if the foreign country 
gives to our author the same right that it gives to its own, or if there 
be an international agreement, which we have a right to come into at 
any time, giving to our author the same rights that the several parties 
to it give to their own, then their citizen may come here and have the 
same rights that we give to our own here. If we provide for the book 
sold here or manufactured here certain privileges over that book im- 
ported from abroad to be sold here, that law is unaffected by this pro- 
vision entirely; there is no connection or relation between the two pro- 
cesses. Whatever condition we put upon the foreign manufacturer or 
whatever advantage we give to the domestic manufacturer in dealing 
with an American book or in dealing with a foreign book which is 
brought over here and copyrighted in regard to the mechanical or busi- 
ness part of the work is preserved intact, and the Senator’s criticism, 
it seems to me, with great respect, absolutely fails to touch it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to call the attention of the Senate 
to the thirteenth section, after the discussion between the Senator 
from Iowa and the Senator from Massachusetts. Of course everybody 
will agree that this proposed act applies to the administration of law 
and to rights within the United States, and chiefly of course with the 
rights of foreigners, because the rights of our own citizens by copyright 
and all that sort of thing are already protected, and it is therefore really 
a bill to provide for rights to be exercised in the United States by for- 
eigners, 

Now, when we come to the thirteenth section, which is a limitation 
intended, and it ought to be upon the whole thing, for not giving 
foreigners rights in this country that our citizens in the country of those 
foreigners can not have there, that is fair play, as we all understand. 
Let us see what the thirteenth section says. This is alimitation, you 
will understand, and is in the disjunctive, as you will see when I read it: 

That this act shall only apply to a citizen of a foreign state or nation when 
such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States of America 
the benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis as its own citizens, 

If it had stopped there and had then provided that the President of 
the United States, as in other such cases, should determine whether 
there was equality, it would have been very well, as far as I can under- 
stand it; but it goes on now in the disjunctive: 

Or when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States 
- Aasemtan copyright privileges substantially similar to those provided for in 

The former one was ‘‘ on substantially the same basis as its own citi- 
zens,’’ This isin the alternative. Either one will do to let the for- 
eigner in here, whichever it is. Then ‘‘or’’ again, which tomy mind 
destroys all security to the citizens of the United States, as it reads: 

Or when such foreign state or nation is a a“ to an international agree- 
ment which provides for reciprocity in the grant of copyright, by the terms of 
which agreement the United States of America may, at its pleasure, become a 
party to such agreement, 

There may be existing at this moment of time between every civil- 
ized country that has authors and publishers, etc., or between any two 
of them, or any more of them, differing and reciprocal copyright agree- 
ments between themselves which make conditions and terms which 
would not embrace a citizen of the United States at all, and it would 
not be within the theory of the first part of this section of having fair 
and equal play to.a citizen of the United States. 

So I think the criticism of the Senator from Iowa is well founded. 
Any one of these three different categories is enough to give the foreigner 
a free right in the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me just a few mo- 
ments; my throat is sore. 

Mr. HOAR. I should have rested your throat. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You might have taken me by the throat; which 
is quite another thing. 

Thus you will see, Mr. President, that you might strike out of the 
section the first two categories and just make it read alone, which will 
cover it all for the purposes of the bill, that every foreigner shall have 
all these free rights in the United States when between any two of any 
foreign nations or more there is an international agreement about copy- 
right that the United States may, if it wants to, become a y to, an 
agreement which may be entirely different from the provisions of this 
bill. 

Therefore I submit that the suggestion of my friend from Iowa is 
well founded. Then we come to the last clause, to which I have al- 
ready called attention. I believe it is the first time in the history of 
legislation in the United States when an international question of reci- 
procity and equality was to be decided by its Attorney General and 
not by its Chief Magistrate or by Congress. 

Now I will hear my friend from Massachusetts 

Mr. HOAR. The question I wished to put to the Senator from Ver- 
mont was as to the word ‘‘reciprocity ’’ in the grant of a copyright. 
Of course I suppose the Senator would agree with me that it meant 
that when the United States became a it must be a ers 
that it did not mean that we consent that land and France might 
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have a treaty among themselves that did not affect us at all. That 
would be a mere hypercritical view of it, which I do not attribute to 
the Senator from Vermont for a moment. 

Now, are not the words in the eighth and ninth lines, ‘‘ an interna- 
tional agreement which provides for reciprocity in the grant of a copy- 
right,’’ in the judgment of the Senator from Vermont the equivalent 
of the words ‘‘ the benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis 
as 4 own citizens,’’ with which the Senator from Vermont is con- 
tented? ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it stood alone I should say it is quite possible 
and proper it ought to have that meaning, but following a specific de- 
scription in the same section, as a separate clause, of clear reciprocity 
to a citizen of the United States, I assume that this last alternative 
clause, which may exist and leave out all the others, for if that exists 
the others do not apply—any one of the three alone was inserted for 
some purpose, and for a different purpose, and the effect of it would 
be that although the foreign countries did not permit citizens of the 
United States the benefit of copyright on the same basis as their own 
citizens, when the foreign country did not permit citizens of the United 
States copyright privileges similar to those provided for in this act, 
but when such foreign state or nation is a party to an international 
agreement which provides for reciprocity in the grant of copyright to 
which the United States may become a party, but to which it has not 
become a party, and may for reasons that appear when you study the 
international agreement be inapplicable to the United States entirely, 
then the foreigner is to have the free run in the United States without 
any limitation at all. I should not be willing to agree to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Now we have got one important advance, and that is 
that in the opinion of so admirable a lawyer as the honorable Senator 
from Vermont the words in the first clause which he is contented with, 
‘the benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis as its own 
citizens,’’ would be a substantial equivalent of the words in the third 
clause if it were not for the fact that the repeating of it in the third 
clause makes it probable that they were put in to express some dis- 
tinction or difference of meaning. 

That being the case, therefore, and these words being sufficlent to 
convey the idea, I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that putting 
them in is accounted for abundantly by the other suggestion, not be- 
cause they wanted to put in a different condition as to what our citi- 
zen was to get aut as compared with the foreigner, but because 
they wanted to putina provision that we might getit ina different way, 
either by statute or by agreement between two or more foreign states, 
and that is the reason for the repetition in another form of language 
of substantially the same or an equivalent idea. So with great defer- 
ence, it seems to me that the difficulty raised by the Senator from 
Iowa, and the difficulty raised by the Senator from Vermont so far is 
fairly met by the provisions of the bill, and that no court would con- 
strue it otherwise, 

Now, I should like to say one word as to the final clause. I do not 
understand that the Senator from Vermont questions the constitutional 
power or the propriety under our legislative custom of a provision that 
where a law of the United States affecting the rights of our citizens 
abroad, or of foreign citizens here, or the equivalent right, the right 
to exchange of rights between the two, by statute, depends upon either 
of two facts: First, that the foreign government has made a law upon 
thesubject; and, second, that that law hasa particular meaning, which 
is uniformly held by the courts to be a question of fact in relation to 
foreign law, and not a question of law, and that that fact may be ascer- 
tained by a named executive officer of the United States. 1t has been 
done a hundred times. ; 

A treaty is nothing but a Jaw, and the executive officer of the Uni- 
ted States, the President, determines and proclaims the fact that the 


treaty has been ly ratified abroad. All the provisions for reci- 
—— in regard to free trade or the reduction of duties or fishing privi- 
eges, railroad privileges, bonding privileges, or a thousand others are 


settled by the opinion of an executive officer. Whether the condition 
be that there should be a certain fact existing abroad, or whether that 
condition be that there shall be a certain law passed abroad with a 
certain meaning, that fact is determined by an executive officer, to 
wit, the President of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. HOAR. My throat will be well in aminute, and then the Sen- 
ator may. : : 

Mr. President, if that be true, I appeal to my honorable friend from 
Vermont, friendly to this bill as he is, not to defeat and overthrow this 
great measure of justice due to the national honor, due almost to our 


right to hold up our head among civilized nations, as the Senator will 
agree, aoe by the scruple in this particular instance that the dis- 
cretion is lodged not in President of the United States but in the 
Attorney-General. 


There will be no difference in constitutional power; and in point of 
fact, as everybody knows, if we lodge this power, call it a discretion, 
this duty, ee ee Does ee of the 
other examples w ve named exercise, practically 
guided hy the opinion of the head of some Department to whom that 
subject belongs, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of State. 
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or the Attorney General, as the case may be. Now, my throat is en- 
tirely restored. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish your reason were. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will now restore my reason if he can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am afraid not; I do not believe I can. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator from Vermont a question? 
This clause which the Senator is discussing authorizes international | 
agreements to be entered into. I would ask the Senator if, that being | 
done, the effect is not to remove the whole subject of dealing with the | 
copyright from the legislative to the treaty-making power or depart- 
ment of power in the Government, so that this liberty being thus given, 
the whole subject will have passed substantially beyond the control | 
of Congress hereafter? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be the effect of it under this third 
clause, probably. But I come now to the observation of my friend 
from Massachusetts. Hehasimputed to mean acquiescence in the idea, 
that I have admitted it or by silence acquiesced in the idea, that it is 
constitutional for Congress to provide that the state of the rights of 
people who come into the United States or have property in the United 
States is to be determined by the head of some Department. That I 
deny. 

I do not know any instance, and I should be glad to have anybody 
produce one if there be any, in respect of the rights of foreigners in 
this country depending upon anything except the absolute and inflexi- 
ble provisions of law, other than such as from the beginning down to 
thisday, it is true, have been provided, that the President of the United 
States, the Chief Magistrate, the principal head of a separate constitu- 
tional department, shall have been authorized by Congress, bya public 
proclamation, and not by decisions from day to day, to declare that 
the state of things upon which the act of Congress and its will is to 
operate has come to exist. 

That is the ground upon which from the first the President of the 
United States has been authorized to enforce or to suspend embargo 
laws, nonintercourse laws, tariff laws, and a great variety of laws, 
from time to time, as merely determining whether the condition of 
things to which Congress was looking had arrived, as the chief of the 
state having control, subject to the judgment of the Senate, in a large 
degree, of its foreign affairs. 

Now, instead of that, which I agree would be perfectly constitutional 
to be provided in this bill, that the President should by proclamation 
say as to any given country, that country comes within the scope of 
this bill, ana therefore the citizens of that country may have the bene- 
fits of this law, would be one thing; but I believe it to be the first 
time—I may be mistaken—in the history of this country and of its 
constitutional law when Congress has undertaken to leave to the head 
of a Department or to a judge or to anybody else except one head of a 
great political department the determination whether a foreigner came 
within the scope of the laws that we had passed. And therefore, 
whether I am right or wrong, with all my devotion to the principles 
of this bill, I can not vote for it as it stands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this same question came up yester- 
day, and I had the honor to submit some remarks about it in which I 
am very much gratified to find that the Senator from Vermont concurs. 
I wish to call the attention of the Senator to a further fact that he has 
not dwelt upon—that this bill not only authorizes the Attorney General 
to declare what is the state of the law in a foreign country and make 
it the state of the law here, but it authorizes him to go on and admin- 
ister it between man and man. 

The President of the United States, though he may be authorized by 
Congress to make a proclamation stating that certain events have oc- 
curred or that certain laws of a foreign country are in force in the 
United States after acertain date, never has been empowered by Con- 
gress to take judicial authority and administer those laws between man 
and man. But that is what this bill does. This bill authorizes the 
President of the United States not only to declare what is the state of 
the law in some foreign country that is having corresponding legisla- 
lation with this legislation, but actually to go on and administer it be- 
tween man and map and determine the rights of a foreign author to 
come here and come in competition with the American publisher. That 
is my objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am afraid that is true. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed to say one word further, that ob- 
jection it seems tome is the briefest form of objection that | have heard 

nst the bill, but it does not appear to me that it can be so construed. 
e court will always give a rational meaning to a lawand not an un- 
constitutional one where the language wil! admit of it; and the court 
will say, whenever an occasion for such determination arises, ‘‘ It does 
not mean that the President of the United States is to control the ju- 
dicial power in a case between party and party, but only that the At- 
torney General is to determine by proclamation or in some other way 
the existence of a fact when the case happens abroad which makes it 
for the fact to be recognized in a formal and binding way by our 
ment.’’ 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The question is on the amendmentof the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
~ Mr, CALL. Mr. President, whatever may be the opinions of any 
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one in regard to the wisdom of the enactments in the pending bill, the 
proposition made in reference to the thirteenth section is entirely too 
plain to be susceptible of any kind of doubt or misconstruction. The 
section provides that the existence of either of these conditions shall 
be determined by the opinion of the Attorney General of the United 
States. There can be no question as to the meaning of that language— 
‘*shall be determined’’—and whatever status of private right may re- 
sult is to depend upon the action and decision of this executive oflicer. 

Now, what is the condition that is to be so determined? The con- 
dition is that ‘‘such foreign state or nation is a party to a. interna- 
tional agreement which provides for reciprocity in the grant of copy- 
right, by the terms of which agreement the United States of America 
may at its pleasure become a party.’’ The terms of that reciprocity 
are left undetined except that they rest in the discretion of nations of 
which the United States is not one. There can be no kind of question 
in regard to that language, nor to the fact that this entire matter is 
transferred from the action of Congress and the law which it has en 
acted to the unrestrained discretion of foreign powers agreeing as to 
reciprocal copyright to which the United States not being a party it is 
only required that they may have the right to become a party. 

Now, I apprehend that no such law iscompetent. [apprehend that 
if this bill is enacted into law it will not be worth the paper that it is 
written upon, and that therefore we are wasting our time in proceeding 
to discuss it in its present shape, unless it be amended. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator why if it becomes a 
law it is not worth the paper it is written on? If it constitutes the 
abandonment of this whole subject to the treaty-making power, the 
legislative consent being given to whatever they may do, thus given 
in advance by this bill, why is it not worth the paper on which it is 
written? 

Mr. CALL. Because every court in the world, where a question of 
private right arising under it came up, would decide that that enact- 
ment was unconstitutional, and therefore not valid. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That the assent of the legislative power to what the 
treaty-making power may do is not binding ? 

Mr. CALL. Exactly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why not? 

Mr. CALL. In its details. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this is a general provision not embracing details. 

é is conclusive, and gives the legislative assent in advance, and what- 
ever international agreement may be made under the treaty-making 
power, so long as there be action under it, rights vesting under it, 
there is no power whatever on the part of the Legislature to interfere 
with what may be done by that international agreement. 

There may be a subsequent law passed applying to what shall trans- 
pire after the passage of that subsequent: law, but until that subsequent 
law is passed this legislative authorization to the treaty-making power 
to do what it pleases places the whole subject of copyright entirely 
under the control of that power, and the rights vesting under any in- 
ternational agreement thus entered into by the Executive, ratified by 
the Senate, are vested rights, and the Legislature has no power un- 
til it shall pass a new law withdrawing the authorization to the treaty- 
making power, the national power, to deal with copyrights in future. 
Until it does that, enacting that subsequent law, the whole subject is 
beyond its control. 

[A message in writing was received from the President of the United 
States by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. ] 

Mr. CALL. The fault of the proposition of the Senator from New 
Hampshire is this: The treaty-making power contained in the Consti- 
tution does not transfer the entire legislative power of this country to 
the President and to aforeign nation and to the Senate. The legisla- 
tive power of this country remains in its Legislature, and it can not, 
by any act whatsoever, transfer that power to any other tribunal or , 
any other department of the Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this act, if the Senator wili pardon me, proposes 
to yield that authority in advance by the Legislature itself. 

Mr. CALL. There is no provision in our Constitution transferring 
legislative power either in advance or subsequent to an act. The law- 
making must be done in the forms appointed by the Constitution and 
by the legislative authority defined. Therefore, this provision in the 
bill to authorize the Attorney General of the United States to make a 
law which has not received the consideration of Congress in respect to 
the rights of authors can have no validity whatever. But it is not 
only in that respect but in another respect that this bill ought to be 
amended. 

Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to give way at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN ] that there are some mat- 
ters which it is very desirable should be laid before the Senate, and 
I give way with pleasure. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting proceedings in con- 
demnation of lot 12, in square 231, in the city of Washington, for an 
addition to the site of the building for the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing ; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 9th instant, a copy of an agreement consummated with the Rogue 
River Indians, in the State of Oregon, in the year 1851, for a cession by 
said Indians of a portion of their reservation lying south of Rogue 
Rtiver, in said State; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives ; 


I transmit herewith the Sixth Annual Report of the Commissioner of Labor. 
This report relates to the cost of producing iron and steel and the materials of 


which iron is made in the United States and in LT and the earnings, the 
efficiency, and the cost of living of the men employed in such production. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, D. C., February 14, 1891. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills this day received from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles and referred as indi- 
cated below: 

The bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of Amy C. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads; 

The bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin and 
Henry A. Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs; 

The bill (H. R. 4983) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administra- 
tor of Henry Van Vleck, deceased—to the Committee on Claims; 

The bill (H. R. 13218) to define the jurisdiction of the police court 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committeeon the Judiciary; and 

The bill (H. R. 13049) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

DEATH OF ADMIRAL PORTER. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I present two resolutions, and ask for their im- 
mediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire asks 
for the immediate consideration of the resolutions, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate realizes in the death of David Dixon Porter, the 
Admiral of the Navy, the loss to the country of an officer of the highest rank 
and distinction, whose achievements through a service of sixty-two years have 
fitly illustrated the courage and patriotism of the American Navy. The ten- 
derest sympathies of the nation are present with his family in their time of 
grief; and his name will ever be remembered with honor by a grateful people. 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be au to appoint a com- 
mittee of five Senators to attend the funeralof the late Admiral of the Navy. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the committee on the part of 
the Senate Mr. CAMERON, Mr. Hate, Mr. McPHerson, Mr. BLAck- 
BURN, and Mr. CHANDLER. 


DEATH OF GENERAL SHERMAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which will be read. 
‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The death of William Tecumseh Sherman, which took place to-day at his 
residence in the city of New York, atl o'clock and 50 minutes p, m., is an event 
that will bring sorrow to the heart of every . No Amer- 
ican was so loved and venerated as he. look upon his to 
name, was to have one’s love of country intensified. He served country, 
not for fame, not out of a sense of sasiuohenal duty, but for love of the flag 
and of the beneficent civil institutions of which it was the emblem. Hi 
an ideal soldier, and shared to the fullest the de corps of the Army; but 
he cherished the civil institutions organized un the Constitution oa wasa 
soldier only that these might be perpetuated in undiminished usefulness and 
honor. He was in nothing an imitator. 

A profound student of military science and precedent, he drew from them 
Seenpeigne will coakinus ts be tars peollanan suuhy of Gab aeieay Dae 
campaigns will continue ec p n 
throughout the world. His genial nature made him comrade 
of the great Union Army. No presence was so welcome and 
camp-fire or commandery as his. His career was complete; his 
full. He had received from the Government the highest rank known to our 
military establishment and from the people unstinted gratitude and love. No 
word of mine can add to his fame, Hisdeath has followed in 
that of the Admiral ofthe Navy; anditis a sad and when 
the Department under which he served shall have put on the usual emblems of 
mourning, four of the eight Executive Departments will be simultaneously 
draped in black, and one other has but to-day removed the from its walls. 


BENJ. HARRISON. 
Execvcrive Manson, February 14, 1891. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I present for the consideration of 
the Senate the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That the Senate receives with sorrow the announcemen! 
of the death of William T. Sherman, late of the Armies of the Gaited 
States. 


Resolved, That the Senate renews its acknowledgments of the inestimable 
services he rendered his country in the day of its extreme trial, laments the 
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great loss the country has sustained, and deeply sympathizes with his family 
in their bereavement. 
Resolved, That the 


five Senators to the funeral of the late General Sherman. 
4 Resolwed, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the family of the 
eceased. 


residing officer is requested to appoint a committee of 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, for this hour the Senate, the Con- 
gress, the people of the United States, are one family. What we have 
been sadly expecting has happened. General Sherman has received 
and obeyed his last order. He was a great soldier by the judgment of 
the great soldiers of the world. In time of peace he has been a great 
citizen, with a glowing and abounding love of country and all human- 
ity. His generous soul appearedin every look, gesture, and word. He 
was more than welcome everywhere and always. 

Our country is rich in its memories of eminent soldiers who have set 
examples of simple, soldierly obedience to the civil law and honorable 
self-a tion. Washington, Grant. Sheridan, and Sherman lead the 
list. Sherman was the lastof the illustrious trio by universal con- 
sent the foremost figures of the Army of the Union in the late war. 

Among the very precious traditions of the Republic to pass on in 
history for the admiration of the old and the instruction of the young 
is their friendship, their most harmonious co-operation, without shadow 
of ambitious rivalry. 

When General Grant was called to Washington to take command of 
the armies of the Union, his great heart did not forget the men who 
had stood by him. He wrote to Sherman: 


Whilst I have been eminently successful in this war, in at least gaining the 
confidence of the — no one feels more than I how much of this success is 
due tothe energy,skill,and the harmonious putting forth of that energy and skill, 
of those whom it has been my good fortune to have occupying subordinate 
positions under me. 

There are many officers to whom these remarks are applicable to a greater or 
less degree, proportionate to their ability as soldiers; but what I want is to ex- 
= my ks to you and McPherson as the men to whom, above all others, 

feel indebted for whatever I have had of success, 

How far your advice and assistance have been of help to me, you know. How 
far your execution of whatever has been given to you to do entitles you to the 
reward I am ae you can not know as well as I. 

I feel all the gratitude this letter would express, giving it the most flattering 
construction. 


When Sherman received this brotherly letter, so greatly honorable 
to them both, he replied: 


You do yourself injustice and us too much honor in assigning to us too large 
a share of the merits which have ted to your high advancement. I know you 
approve the friendship I have ever professed to you, and will permit me to con- 
tinue, as to manifest it on all proper occasions. 

You are now Washington's legitimate successor and occupy a position of al- 
self simple ee RA ee ey he 
self—s' and unpre ng—you enjoy through life the 
and love of dsand the homage of millions of human beings that will award 
4 a large share in securing to them and their descendants a government of 

ww and stability. 

I repeat you do General McPherson and myself too much honor. At Bel- 
mont you manifested your traits, neither of us being near. At Donelson also 

‘ou illustrated your wiehoabananter. I was not near, and General McPherson 
n too subordinate a ty to influence you. 

Until you had won Donelson I confess I was almost cowed by the terrible 
array of anarchical elements that presented themselves at every point; but that 
admitted a ray of light I have followed since. Ibelieve you are as brave, pa- 
triotic, and just asthe Ww kind hearted, 
and honest as a man should be; but the chief characteristic is the simple faith 
in success you have ——_ manifested, which I can liken to nothing else than 
eis faith t victory at Shiloh oud Vistutens: Ave wien you be 

gave you ‘ when you have 

your best preparations, you go into battle without hesitation, as at 

© doubts, no reserves; and I tell you it was this that made us 

act with confidence. I knew wherever! was that you thought of me, and if 
I got in a tight place you would help me out, if alive. 


it was noised about that Mr. Valiant-for-truth was taken with a 

summons, * * * When he understood it he called for his friends and told 
them of it. Then said he, “Iam to my Father's; and with 
I got hither, yet now I ‘0 not repent me ofall the trou have 

to him that can get them. My marks 


at to ve wherelam. My sword I to him that 
and my and 

be a witness for me that I have fought His battles 

my rewarder.” 


sears I carry with me 
Who will now be 
day that he must go hence was come many accompanied him to 


————— eS Se dead, a eas. 
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being prepared for the last sad rites, is the corpse of the greatest mili- 
tary genius this nation has produced. 

Mr. President, he was not only great as a military leader, but, as 
suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], he was 

ually great as a civilian. Who is there that has stood by General 
Sherman and heard him tell in vivid words of the events and observa- 
tions of his wonderful career but has felt an admiration for the man 
and a respect for his ability such as he could feel for no other with 
whom he came in contact? How eventful that career! How varied 
his experience! We have heard him speak of his life in the early days 
in California, of that brave struggle he, with others, made to carve out 
the greatempires of the Pacific Slope. We have heard the story of his 
going to the South and of his passing into semiobscurity, to emerge 
trom it when the nation called her sons to arms for her defense, and 
become the brightest and most brilliant of all her military leaders. 

General Sherman, Mr. President, was perhaps the only man, in the 
North at least, who in the early days of the war seemed to appreciate 
to the full what this terrible conflict meant. His life in the South, 
that broad and extended observation that had been his to make over 
all this broad land, and his knowledge of men had taught him that 
the crushing of the rebellion would be no ‘‘ breakfast job.’’ 

We well remember how it was said in the days of 1861 that he must 
be insane to make the suggestions that hedid. Werecall how, when, 
in Kentucky, he was at the head of a body of troops numbering less 
than 20,000, in conversation with General Halleck, I think it was, who 
was sent to consult with him, he said that to hold the lines of defense 
merely in Kentucky would take 60,000 men, and that before the Union 
troops were through with the task in the center and would be able to 
makeaggressive attack 200,000 men must be called to arms for duty 
there. This suggestion was one so startling to the country that it is 
not to be wondered at that men doubted his sanity. 

He seemed, Mr. President, to live, as men of great genius are said 
to live, in that debatable ground which is sometimes referred to as ex- 
isting between the line of perfect sanity and insanity. 


Great wits are sure to madness near allied. 


His military career really opened at Shiloh. It was not my fortune 
to serve under him at Shiloh. I was with the column of Buell that 
marched down from Nashville to Savannah and crossed the river on the 
evening of the first day. There can be no question about it, and there 
is no man who witnessed that scene who does not know that that first 
day of Shiloh was one of disaster and great danger to the Union arms. 
But there were two men on that battlefield, however, who did not know 
that they were whipped. One was Ulysses S. Grant, the captain, and 
the other was William Tecumseh Sherman, the lieutenant. They 
‘*wrested victory from the jaws of defeat.’’ 

We follow, in thought, his career from Shiloh to Vicksburg. In that 
wonderful campaign and memorable siege there was a renewal of that 
affinity, that brotherhood in thought and action that seemed to exist 
between Grant and Sherman. There was never aught of jealousy be- 
tween those great men. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] has read the glowing tributes of the one to the other. They 

in unison and were an impelling force before which everything 
gave way. 

What an exultant feeling of victory went over the country when, 
on that memorable day in July, Vicksburg fell! It was the ray of hope 
piercing the gloom. It seemed to the patriotic North, weary with 
much waiting, as the prophecy of ultimate success. 

He came east with the Army of the Tennessee. We, who were of 
the Army of the Cumberland under Thomas, joined forces with Sher- 
man’s men of the far West at Chattanooga. That great victory, con- 
ceived by Grant, achieved under Sherman and Thomas, and where the 
entering wedge of battle was driven by Sherman at Tunnel Hill, has 
been sung in song and written in story. It was the fitting overture 
of that wonderful Atlantacampaign. There will be to the student of 
warfare no recital more interesting, no lesson more instructive, than 
that which comes from that over one hundred days of fighting from 
Catoosa Springs to Lovejoy Station, which ended in the capture of At- 
lanta. There was the steady, unfaltering pressure of tremendous mili- 
tary power with a master hand guiding the resistless force. 

There was in front of the Union soldier a foeman worthy of his 
steel. The conduct of the Confederate army under its skillfat leader 
in its masterly retreat during that campaign is one that is unequaled 
in the history of war, and, had there not been at the head of the Union 
forces a soldier so admirably equipped as Sherman, I do not believe that 
Atlanta, that Gate City of the South, would have been ours. The 
capture of that city, the opening of that gate, permitted the ‘‘ march 
to the sea,’’ over which orators grow eloquent and which produced the 
familiar song which will live forever in the poetry of nations and be 
the tune of inspiration to the daring of soldiers while war shall be. 

General Sherman not only knew what this war was to be, but he 
knew what war meant beyond any man who fought on either side. I 
have sent to the Library and procured his Memoirs, desiring to refer 
for a moment to a letter written by him to the mayor of the city when 
his army had —— Atlanta after it had been evacuated by the Con- 
federate troops. I sent for it that I might refresh my memory and be 
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able to give here and now what Sherman’s idea of war was and what 
he believed were the duties of peace. 

I know there is a common conception that Sherman waged wat 
crueily and that he was not actuated by those finer motives which 
sometimes prompt men who see their duty differently. This was not 
so, and in this letter to the mayor and city council of Atlanta, when 
they were pleading that their women and children might be allowed 
to remain within the fortifications of this captured city, he showed not 
only full appreciation of war’s horrors, but displayed his knowledge 
of how its terrors could be best ended to those who were suffering 
from it. He wrote: : 

We must have peace, not only at Atlanta, but inallAmerica. To secure this 
we must stop the war that now desolates our once happy and favored country. 
To stop war we must defeat the rebel armies which are arrayed against the 
laws and Constitution that all must respect and obey. To defeat those armies 
we must prepare the way to reach them in their recesses, provided with the 
armsand instruments which enable us to accomplish our purpose. 


* 
























































* - 


You can not qualify warin harsher terms than I will. War is cruelty, and 
you can not refine it; and those who brought war into our country deserve all 
the curses and maledictions a people can pour out. I know [had no hand in 
making this war and I know I will make more sacrifices to-day than any of 


you to secure peace. But you can not have peace and a division of our country 
* * ‘ * * * ‘ 
Once admit the Union,once more acknowledge the authority of the National 
Government, and, instead of devoting your houses and streets and roads to 
the dread uses of war, I and this army become at once your protectors and 


supporters, shielding you from danger, let it 


some from what quarter it may 
* . ¥ . 


* * 


I want peace, and believe it can only be reached through union and war, and 
I will ever conduct war with a view to perfect and early success. 
The unfortunate thing was that this important lesson was not taught 
earlier in the days of our civil strife. Had it been it would have 
saved many thousands of lives and untold suffering to this country. 
General Sherman never trifled with his duty. He appreciated the 
duty of peace as well; and I believe the sentence came from the in- 


Ay 


most recesses of his heart when he wrote in this same letter these 
words: 

But, my dear sirs, when peace does come, you may call on me for anything 
Then will I share with you the last cracker and watch with youtoshield you 


homes and familiesagainst danger from every quarter. 


He did full duty in peace or war; estimable as a citizen and as fully 
appreciating the duties of a civilian as he was admirable as a soldier. 
But, Mr. President, the strife that we have watched with such intense 
interest for the past few days has ceased. ‘The conflict has ended. A 
nation has witnessed it. Sixty millions of people have stood in silence 
watching for the supreme result. Death, ever victorious, is again a 
victor. A great conquerer is himself conquered. Our captain lies 
dead ! 
The pale lip saith to the sunken eye, 
*““Where is thy kindling glance?’ 
“And where thy winning smile?”’ 
It makes reply. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when a great American falls there 
is no American who does not bring the tribute of honor and bestow 
it upon his memory. That much, perhaps, can not be said of all the 
nations of the earth, but in the midst of our free institutions we have 
found developed in our hearts an earnest disposition and strong reso- 
lution that, whatever conflict may have existed between us and those 
who have departed in the times that are past, honor shall be rendered 
in full measure to the great and the glorious men who have lived and 
fought and died for the American flag. 

On this occasion of national solemnity I would fain lead the thoughts 
and sympathies of the American Senate back to those days in our bis 
tory when General Sherman was, by a choice greatly honorable to his 
nature, a citizen of the State of Louisiana and presided over a college 
for the instruction of Southern youths in the arts of war and the arts 
of peace. 

Those were not worse days than some that we have seen during the 
ast half of this century. 

In those days, notwithstanding the then condition of the South, in 

view of its institutions inherited from the older States of the East, 

every American was as welcome in Louisiana and the South as he was 

elsewhere in the Union. We are gradually and surely returning to 
| that cordial state of feeling which was unhappily interrupted by the 
| recent civil war. 
| The fact that our fathers taught us that it was the highest patriot 
| ism to defend the cause of the Constitution of the country led us into 
; trouble. But they left within its body guaranties of an institution 
that the will of a majority of the people finally determined should 
no longer exist, and the conscience of the people was then put to ils 
severest test. 

Looking back, now, to the beginning of this century and to the con- 
flict of opinion and of material interests, engendered by these guaran- 
ties, we can see that they never could have been stricken out of the or- 
ganic law except by a conflict of arms. The conflict came, as it was 
bound to come, and Americans became enemies, as they were bound to 
be, in the settlement of issues that involved so much of money, such 
radical political results, and the pride of a great and illustrious race 
of people. 
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The power rested with the victors at the close of the conflict, but not | Vicksburg. He was then the very incarnation of war. To-day his 


all the honors of the desperate warfare. Indeed, the survivors are now 
winning honors, enriched with justice and magnanimity, not less worthy 
than those won on the battlefields, in their labors to restore the coantry 
to its former feeling of fraternal regard and to unity of sentiment and 
action, and to promote its welfare. 

The fidelity of the great general who has just departed, in the ripe- 
ness of age and with a history marked with devotion to his flag, was 
the true and simple faith of an American to his convictions of duty. 
We differed with him and contested campaigns and battlefields with 
him to the bitter end, but we welcome the history of the great soldier 
as the proud inheritance of our country. We do this as cordially and 
as sincerely as we gave him welcome in the South, as one of our peo- 
ple, when our sons were confided to his care in a relation that is next 
to that of paternity in its sentiment and its influence upon the young 
men of the country. 

The great military leaders on both sides of our civil war are rapidly 
marching across the border to a land where history and truth and jns- 
tice must decide upon every man’s career. When they meet there 
they will be happy to find that the honor of human actions is not aJ- 
ways measured by their wisdom, but by the motives in which they 
had their origin. I cherish the proud belief that the heroes of the 
civil war will find that, measured by this standard, none of them on 
either side were delinquent, and they will be happy in an association 
that will never end and will never be disturbed by any evil thought, 
jealousy, or distrust. 

When a line so narrow divides us from those high courts in which 
cur actions are to be judged by their motives and when so many mil- 
lions, now living, and increasing millions to follow, are to be affected 
by the wisdom of our enactments, we will do well to give up this day 
to reflection upon our duties and, in sympathy with the grief of this 
great country, to dedicate the day tohismemory. In such a retrospect 
we shall find an admonition that an American Senate should meet, on 
this side the fatal line of death, as the American generals meet on the 
other side, to render justice to one another and to make our beloved coun- 
try as happy, comparatively, as we would wish the great beyond to be 
to those great spirits. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, probably the death of no man in the 
nation would have come to so many people with a sense of deep per- 
sonal loss as that of General Sherman. ‘Thousands had learned to feel 
for him an affection which grew from year to year and which was not 
confined to age or rank. 

I remember many years ago an officer of this body who has himself 
long since passed away related to me an incident which occurred at 
the funeral of Commodore Decatur. 

While the grave was surrounded by many distinguished men and 
the last sad rites were being performed, an old sailor pushed his way 
through the throng and, with faltering voice, said: ‘‘Stand aside and 
let an old sailor take his last look at the mainmast of the Navy.” 

It is with much of this feeling that the old soldiers who served so 
long with General Sherman and loved him so faithfully will regard 
his death. He belonged to the Society of the Army of the Tennessee. 
He had been its president and had met with it annually for more than 
a quarter of acentury. His death is a personal bereavement to every 
member of that society, and it is for them I venture to utter these few 
inadequate words at this moment. 

General Sherman was not one who outlived his usefulness or who, 
for his own fameand memory, should have died earlier. At the close 
of the civil war the people admired him for his inestimable military 
services. Later they admired him because he possessed that philosophy 
which enabled him, when the time came, to retire becomingly and to 
grow old gracefully; admired him because when he ceased to be an 
active factor in our military and political life he remained the faith- 
ful mentor, the wise counselor, the patriotic exemplar. 

With him goes the last of the greatest generals developed by cur 
civil war, the last of that great triumvirate, Grant, Sherman, and 
Sheridan. 

I remember seeing in the newspapers at the time that when the 
funeral train that bore the remains of General Grant from Mount Me- 
Gregor to New York was passing a lonely spot, far from towns and the 
busy haunts of men, the attendants beheld asolitary figure by the road- 
side, dressed in the garb of the Grand Army of the Republic. The 
veteran made no sign, but simply stood with bowed and uncovered 
head as the ashes of his great commander passed. 

So the nation stood as Sheridan was borne to his last resting place 
on the banks of the Potomac. Soa million will bow to-day as the news 
flashes over the wires from one end of the continent to the other that 
Sherman, ripe in years, ripe in honor, and ripe in the affections of his 
countrymen, has taken up his final march to the sea. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr, President, I can hardly trust myself to speak. 

- I was a soldier under General Sherman. He did acts of kindness to 
me when I was a subaltern; and, as the years have gone by and the 
widening avenues of civil life opened up to me the ways of promotion, 
that acquaintance ripened into friendship and, I may say, into inti- 
macy. 

I first saw General Sherman twenty-seven years ago, at the siege of 





body has taken up its everlasting rest in the tabernacle of death. 

It is fit that the clangor of the great city where he lies be hushed to 
silence, thatthe functions of government here beat languidly and low, 
while the soul of the great commander is passing to Him who gives, to 
Him who takes away. 

General Sherman was a man of marked and varied intellectual great- 
ness. Of few men in history can it be said with more truth that ‘* this 
was a many-sided man.’’ He had intuitions developed to a marvelous 
degree. He had reasoning powers which were so instantaneousin their 
operation that the processes of their logic could scarcely be traced. 

I remember I went to Governor’s Island with him five years ago to 
listen to the reading of a paper upon one of the most recondite sub- 
jects of mathematics by an eminent man, and we were all surprised, 
in the comments that were called for upon the paper, at the analytical 
power and perfect comprehension of that abstruse topic which General 
Sherman displayed. 

It is upon his personal characteristics that one dwells with most de- 
light. He stood for twenty-six years among the wheaten sheaves of 
Peace; and how this people loved him! How, as he walked the streets 
or rode in his carriage, the old soldiers ran along or walked by his side 
and familiarly applied to him the endearing nom de guerre, the dimin- 
utives of love, and the appellations of relationship! Little children 
loved him and stood about his knees with confidence. 

Who will ever forget his kindly words, his all-embracing and yet 
minute recollection of everything and everybody with which or with 
whom he had ever come into contact! 

He knew this country better than any man I ever met. ‘There was 
not a stream so narrow or a mountain vale so secluded that he did not 
seem to have visited it. 

Mr. President, the last of the constellated triad of military heroes 
that blazed in the firmament of American history has faded from the 
sky of time. The great triumvirate has conquered the empire of death- 
less fame, and there they will reign forever. 

The sword of the last of these is laid upon the pall. He rests with 
millions of his comrades in the impregnable ranks of death, whom no 
battle music will ever wake again or charge of hostile armies break; 
and the American people stand in mourning over that sacred grave. 
No more shall he learn war, no more shall he hear the thunder of the 
captains and the shouting. The soul of the mighty soldier has passed 
away and stands in judgment before Him who is the God of Battles 
and who is also the God of Love. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the afflictiveintelligence of the death 
of General Sherman, communicated by the President of the United 
States to the two Houses of Congress, has touched the Senate with the 
deepest sensibility. But this grief is not a private grief, nor is it one 
limited by any narrower bounds than those of our wide country. 

The affection of our people towards its honorable and honored men 
does not always find a warm effusion, because circumstances may not 
have brought the personal career, the personal traits, the personal af- 
fectionate dispositions of great men into the close and general observa- 
tion of the people at large. But of General Sherman no such remark 
can be truly made. Whatever these Senators, now deploring this great 
loss, may feel of affection and of , is felt, and perhaps in an intenser 
degree, in the hearts of the whole observers of his death as they have 
known of his life. 

This morning, Mr. President, General Sherman was the most cele- 
brated living American. He now is added to that longer and more il- 
lustrious list of the celebrated men of this country through the hun- 
dred years of our national life and the preceding hundred and fifty years 
of distinction and growth in this country before that event. 

‘One star differeth ee ee and yet all these 
stars have aglory to w oe y eulogy and from 
which nothing can be taken away by detraction. They shine in their 
own and borrow no from homage or respect. 

General Sherman had a peculiar relation to the different sections of 
this country. He was descended from good New England stock, dating 
back to the first settlers, — distinguished in each generation for 
public spirit and private When that family, that was to be- 
as 5s hag ta tae GUS eee a tp taegpad eancemtnampestanten’ 
as it now is, but r on the verge of our population, 
he grew up in early life with a generation and with growing 
institutions; and when he came to circumstances carried him 
to the South, afterwards to the Pacific coast, then to this metropolis, 
and at last to the great city of the country, New York. He was long 
a resident of the city of St. Louis, in a State to which he was greatly 
attached. He thus has all over this country centers of affection and 
influence which have scarcely ever been equaled in the history of any 
great man in this wide Jand of ours. 
oe President, it has already been said that General Sherman is the 
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shades must have surrounded the deathbed of Sherman! When the 
whole country was risingin hope or sinking in despair by the alternate 
announcements of the last three days, who does not know that, be- 
sides those majestic shades, this whole country hovered over that death 
scene? Who can imagine a greater deathbed for a great life than that 
which was watched over in a neighboring city during this last 
week ? 

Mr. President, at this declining hour of the day and after the obser- 
vations, so feeling and so useful, which have been made by Senators, 
the privilege has been given to me, as a Senator from the State which he 
honored by his late residence and in which he died, to move, out ot 
respect to his memory, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o'clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday, February 16, 1891, at 
11 o’clock a, m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1891. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Anton J. Langer, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Cuming and State of Nebraska. 

Griffith Davis, to be postmaster at Seattle, in the county of King 
and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1891. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. Minzury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
WASHINGTON L. PARVIN AND HENRY A. GREENE. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Washing- 
ton L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to examine and determine the amounts justly due Washington 
L. Parvin for expenses incurred by him in recruiting, transporting, and sub- 
sisting Company F, First Regiment California Infantry Volunteers, in the year 
1861, in the State of California; also what is justly due Henry A. Greene for ex- 

nses incurred by him in recruiting, transporting, and subsisting Company G, 

rst ere California Infantry Volunteers, in the year 1861, in the State of 
California; but in no case shall the amount allowed thereon to the said Wash- 
ington L, Parvin exceed $991.10; nor shall the amount allowed to the said Henry 
A. Greene exceed the sum of $3,303; and the sums so found to be due to said 
Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene, respectively, shall be paid to them 
out of any moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That 
acceptance of such payment shall be in full of all claims on account of said ex- 

nses : Provided further, That no claim under the provisions of this act shall 
audited and paid unless presented within one year from the passage of this 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

a I would like to ask how much is involved in this 

Mr. SPOONER. About $4,000, if the account is approved by the 
accounting officers for the amount of the claim still unsettled. It isa 
matter that is left entirely to the discretion of the accounting oflicers 
on an examination of the accounts. 

Mr. CANNON. And this gives the accounting officers jurisdiction, 
without reference to the statute of limitation or anything else, to ex- 
amine and certify the account to Congress for appropriation; or does it 
make an appropriation ? 

Mr. SPOONER. It makes an appropriation providing for the pay- 
ment as approved. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it place a limit on the amount? 

Mr. SPOONER. It does. It provides: 


But in no case shall the amount allowed thereon to the said Washington L. 
Parvin exceed $991.10; nor shall the amount allowed to the said Henry A. Greene 
exceed the sum of $3,303. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


r. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
NATHAN KIMBALL. 
Mr. CAINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (8. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, 
at Ogden, Utah. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, directed to 
credit the account of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at Ogden, Utah, with the sum 





of $1,329.38, for postal funds stolen or embezzled from the post office at Ogden, 
‘tah, for which he is responsible to the United States. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. BRUNNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AMY C. CAPWELL. 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of Amy C. 
Capwell. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Amy C. Capwell, late postmistress at Factory- 
ville, Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $144.15, that being the amount paid by her 
to the United States in January, 1880, for postage stamps abstracted from the 
post office at Factoryville, Pa.. by some person or persons unknown, on the 
night of the 3lst of October, 1878. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to the said Amy C. Capwell the further sum of $60, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, that being the amount 
paid out and expended by her in causing the arrest, commitment, and trial of 
the supposed burglar. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCRANTON. There is an amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Claims, to strike out section 2 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. SCRANTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. RK. 12573) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine 
and report as to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the 
time of his resignation from the Army. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 4833) to provide for beginning the construction of a mili- 
tary post at or near Essex Junction or Swanton Junction, Vermont; 
and 

A bill (S. 4980) to enlarge the United States courthouse and post- 
office building at Birmingham, Ala., and to appropriate money there- 
for. 

STEAMERS FOXHALL AND 8. OTERI. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13190) to provide American 
registers for the steamers Foxhall and 8S. Oteri, of New Orleans, La. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BIGGS. I object. 


JURISDICTION OF THE POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 13218) to define the jurisdiction of 
the police court of the District of Columbia. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1049 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the District of Columbia, be, and is hereby, amended go as to read as 
follows: 

“Sec, 1049. The police court of the District of Columbia shall have original 
and a of all offenses against the United States committed in 
said District of the class or grade of misdemeanor, not punishable by imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary, and not deemed capital or otherwise infamous, except 
libel, conspiracy, and violation of the post-office and pension laws of the United 
States, and of all offenses against the laws, ordinances, and regulations of the 
District of Columbia in force therein, and sha!! have power to examine and 
commit or hold to bail for further hearing before said court in all cases whether 
cognizable therein orin the supreme court of the District of Columbia.” 

Sec, 2. That prosecutions in the police court shall be as provided in section 
1064 of said Revised Statutes: Provided, That in all prosecutions within the 
jurisdiction of said court in which, according to the common law, the accused 
would have been entitled to a jury trial, and in all prosecutions in which such 
persons would not have been entitled to such mode of trial, but in which the 
fine or penalty may be $50or more, the trial shall be by a judge thereof and a 
petit jury: Provided further, That atrial by jury may be expressly waived by 
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The power rested with the victors at the close of the conflict, but not 


all the honors of the desperate warfare. Indeed, the survivors are now 
winning honors, enriched with justice and magnanimity, not less worthy 
than those won on the battlefields, in their labors to restore the country 


to its former feeling of fraternal regard and to unity of sentiment and 
action, and to promote its welfare. 

The fidelity of the great general who has just departed, in the ripe- 
ness of age and with a history marked with devotion to his flag, was 
the true and simple faith of an American to his convictions of duty. 
We differed with him and contested campaigns and battlefields with 
him to the bitter end, but we welcome the history of the great soldier 
as the proud inheritance of our country. We do this as cordially and 
as sincerely as we gave him welcome in the South, as one of our peo- 
ple, when our sons were confided to his care in a relation that is next 
to that of paternity in its sentiment and its influence upon the young 
men of the country. 

The great military leaders on both sides of our civil war are rapidly 
marching across the border toa land where history and truth and jus- 
tice must decide upon every man’s career. When they meet there 
they will be happy to find that the honor of human actions is not a)- 
ways measured by their wisdom, but by the motives in which they 
had their origin. I cherish the proud belief that the heroes of the 
civil war will find that, measured by this standard, none of them on 
either side were delinquent, and they will be happy in an association 
that will never end and will never be disturbed by any evil thought, 
jealousy, or distrust. 

When a line so narrow divides us from those high courts in which 
our actions are to be judged by their motives and when so many mil- 
lions, now living, and increasing millions to follow, are to be affected 
by the wisdom of our enactments, we will do well to give up this day 
to reflection upon our duties and, in sympathy with the grief of this 
gveat country, to dedicate the day tohismemory. In such aretrospect 
we shall find an admonition that an American Senate should meet, on 
this side the fatal line of death, as the American generals meet on the 
other side, to render justice to one anotherand to make our beloved coun- 
try as happy, comparatively, as we would wish the great beyond to be 
to those great spirits. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, probably the death of no man in the 
nation would have come to so many people with a sense of deep per- 
sonal loss as that of General Sherman. Thousands had learned to feel 
for him an affection which grew from year to year and which was not 
confined to age or rank. 

I remember many years ago an officer of this body who has himself 
long since passed away related to me an incident which occurred at 
the funeral of Commodore Decatur. 

While the grave was surrounded by many distinguished men and 
the last sad rites were being performed, an old sailor pushed his way 
through the throng and, with faltering voice, said: ‘‘Stand aside and 
let an old sailor take his last look at the mainmast of the Navy.” 

It is with much of this feeling that the old soldiers who served so 
long with General Sherman and loved him so faithfully will regard 
his death. He belonged to the Society of the Army of the Tennessee. 
He had been its president and had met with it annually for more than 
a quarter of acentury. His death is a personal bereavement to every 
member of that society, and it is for them I venture to utter these few 
inadequate words at this moment. 

General Sherman was not one who outlived his usefulness or who, 
for his own fameand memory, should have died earlier. At the close 
of the civil war the people admired him for his inestimable military 
services. Later they admired him because he possessed that philosophy 
which enabled him, when the time came, to retire becomingly and to 
grow old gracefully; admired him because when he ceased to be an 
active factor in our military and political life he remained the faith- 
ful mentor, the wise counselor, the patriotic exemplar. 

With him goes the last of the greatest generals developed by cur 
civil war, the last of that great triumvirate, Grant, Sherman, and 
Sheridan, 

I remember seeing in the newspapers at the time that when the 
funeral train that bore the remains of General Grant from Mount Me- 
Gregor to New York was passing a lonely spot, far from towns and the 
busy haunts of men, the attendants beheld a solitary figure by the road- 
side, dressed in the garb of the Grand Army of the Republic. The 
veteran made no sign, but simply stood with bowed and uncovered 
head as the ashes of his great commander passed. 

So the nation stood as Sheridan was borne to his last resting place 
on the banks of the Potomac. Soa million will bow to-day as the news 
flashes over the wires from one end of the continent to the other that 
Sherman, ripe in years, ripe in honor, and ripe in the affections of his 
countrymen, has taken up his final march to the sea. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I can hardly trust myself to speak. 
I was a soldier under General Sherman. He did acts of kindness to 
me when I was a subaltern; and, as the years have gone by and the 
widening avenues of civil life opened up to me the ways of promotion, 
that acquaintance ripened into friendship and, I may say, into inti- 


y. 
I first saw General Sherman twenty-seven years ago, at the siege of 
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Vicksburg. He was then the very incarnation of war. To-day his 
body has taken up its everlasting rest in the tabernacle of death. 

It is fit that the clangor of the great city where he lies be hushed to 
silence, that the functions of government here beat languidly and low, 
while the soul of the great commander is passing to Him who gives, to 
Him who takes away. 

General Sherman was a man of marked and varied intellectual great- 
ness. Of few men in history can it be said with more truth that ‘‘this 
was & many-sided man.’’ He had intuitions developed to a marvelous 
degree. He had reasoning powers which were so instantaneousin their 
operation that the processes of their logic could scarcely be traced. 

I remember I went to Governor’s Island with him five years ago to 
listen to the reading of a paper upon one of the most recondite sub- 
jects of mathematics by an eminent man, and we were all surprised, 
in the comments that were called for upon the paper, at the analytical 
power and perfect comprehension of that abstruse topic which General 
Sherman displayed. 

It is upon his personal characteristics that one dwells with most de- 
light. He stood for twenty-six years among the wheaten sheaves of 
Peace; and how this people loved him! How, as he walked the streets 
or rode in his carriage, the old soldiers ran along or walked by hisside 
and familiarly applied to him the endearing nom de guerre, the dimin- 
utives of love, and the appellations of relationship! Little children 
loved him and stood about his knees with confidence. 

Who will ever forget his kindly words, his all-embracing and yet 
minute recollection of everything and everybody with which or with 
whom he had ever come into contact! 

He knew this country better than any man I ever met. ‘There was 
not a stream so narrow or a mountain vale so secluded that he did not 
seem to have visited it. 

Mr. President, the last of the constellated triad of military heroes 
that blazed in the firmament of American history has faded from the 
sky of time. The great triumvirate has conquered the empire of death- 
less fame, and there they will reign forever. 

The sword of the last of these is laid upon the pall. He rests with 
millions of his comrades in the impregnable ranks of death, whom no 
battle music will ever wake again or charge of hostile armies break; 
and the American people stand in mourning over that sacred grave. 
No more shall he learn war, no more shall he hear the thunder of the 
captains and the shouting. The soul of the mighty soldier has 
away and stands in judgment before Him who is the God of Battles 
and who is also the God of Love. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the afilictive intelligence of the death 
of General Sherman, communicated by the President of the United 
States to the two Houses of Congress, has touched the Senate with the 
deepest sensibility. But this grief is not a private grief, nor is it one 
limited by any narrower bounds than those of our wide country. 

The affection of our people towards its honorable and honored men 
does not always find a warm effusion, because circumstances may not 
have brought the personal career, the personal traits, the personal af- 
fectionate dispositions of great men into the close and general observa- 
tion of the people at large. But of General Sherman no such remark 
can be truly made. Whatever these Senators, now deploring this great 
loss, may feel of affection and of we is felt, and perhaps in an intenser 
degree, in the hearts of the whole observers of his death as they have 
known of his life. 

This morning, Mr. President, General Sherman was the most cele- 
brated living American. He now is added to that longerand more il- 
lustrious list of the celebrated men of this country through the hun- 
dred years of our national life and the preceding hundred and fifty years 
of distinction and growth in this country before that event. 

‘One star differeth from another star in glory,’’ and yet all these 
stars have aglory to which nothing can be added by eulogy and from 
which nothing can be taken away by detraction. They shine in their 
own effulgence and borrow no light from homage or respect. 

General Sherman had a peculiar relation to the different sections of 
this country. He was descended from good New England stock, dating 
back to the first settlers, — distinguished in each generation for 
public spirit and private . When that family, that was to be- 
come so illustrious by its sons, was taken to the central State of Ohio, 
as it now is, but then rather on the verge of our expanding population, 
he grew up in carly life with a a and with growing 
institutions; and when he came to man circumstances carried him 
to the South, afterwards to the Pacific coast, then to this metropolis, 
and at last to the great city of the country, New York. He was long 
a resident of the city of St. Louis, in a State to which he was greatly 
attached. He thus has all over this country centers of affection and 
influence which have scarcely ever been equaled in the history of any 
great man in this wide land of ours. 

Mr. President, it has already been said that General Sherman is the 
last of the commanders who, by common consent, were regarded 
as the greatest which the war for the restoration of the Union de- 
veloped and who have been made glorious by their faithful and bril- 
liant service. ,if that be so—and none doubt it—and if we may think, 
as we fondly do, that those who have out of life still watch and 
take an interest in what transpires in this world of ours, what great 
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shades must have surrounded the deathbed of Sherman! When the 
whole country was rising in hope or sinking in despair by the alternate 
announcements of the last three days, who does not know that, be- 
sides those majestic shades, this whole country hovered over that death 
scene? Who can imagine a greater deathbed for a great life than that 
which was watched over in a neighboring city during this last 
week ? 

Mr. President, at this declining hour of the day and after the obser- 
vations, so feeling and so useful, which have been made by Senators, 
the privilege has been given to me, as aSenator from the State which he 
honored by his late residence and in which he died, to move, out ot 

t to his memory, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o'clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday, February 16, 1891, at 
11 o’clock a. m. ; 

















of $1,329.38, for postal funds stolen or embezzled from the post office at Ogden, 
Utah, for which he is responsible to the United States. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. BRUNNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMY C. CAPWELL. 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of Amy C. 
Capwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Amy C. Capwell, late postmistress at Factory- 
ville, Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $144.15, that being the amount paid by her 
to the United States in January, 1880. for postage stamps abstracted from the 
post office at Factoryville, Pa..by some person or persons unknown, on the 


c night of the 3lst of October, 1878. 
CONFIRMATIONS., Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
oo : . ‘ ¥ " ‘ and directed to pay to the said Amy C. Capwell the further sum of $60, out of 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1891. any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, that being the amount 
POSTMASTERS. paid out and expended by her in causing the arrest, commitment, and trial of 


the supposed burglar. 


Anton J. Langer, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Cuming and State of Nebraska. 

Griffith Davis, to be postmaster at Seattle, in the county of King 
and State of Washington. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.SCRANTON. There is an amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Claims, to strike out section 2 of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. SCRANTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1891. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. Mivsury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
WASHINGTON L. PARVIN AND HENRY A. GREENE. 


Mr. SPOONER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Washing- 
ton L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the aa of the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to examine and determine the amounts justly due Washington 
L. Parvin for expenses incurred by him in recruiting, transporting, and sub- 
sisting Company F, First Regiment California Infantry Volunteers, in the year 
1861, in the State of California; also what is justly due Henry A. Greene for ex- th urposes 

nses incurred by him in recruiting, transporting, and subsisting Company G, | 0MeT purposes. ; , ; 

rst ment peieete Seam Vasuntncye, ip Se yess 1861, in the State of [he message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
California; but in no case shall the amount allowed thereon to the said Wash- | amendment the bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine 
ington L. Parvin exosed $01.10; nor shall es _— _ eet and report as to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the 
Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene, respectively, shall be paid to them | time of his resignation from the Army. 
out of any moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
ot the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for 


I r : The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
ST Tein That eo denn EAH ceanadannet dineraen following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
taper and paid unless presented within one year from the passage of this A bill (S. 4833) to provide for beginning the construction of a mili- 


le tary post at or near Essex Junction or Swanton Junction, Vermont; 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | and 
the bill ? A bill (S. 4980) to enlarge the United States courthouse and post- 
rd eee eee inia te : as office building at Birmingham, Ala., and to appropriate money there- 
° N. I would like to ask how much is involved in this | for. 
claim? 
Mr. SPOONER. About $4,000, if the account is approved by the TIT ICING : eh 
accounting officers for the amount of the claim still unsettled. It is a a My ee aed ; (the bil ( Hi ‘he 3190) to p ara va on 
matter that is left entirely to the discretion of the accounting officers | PTeSe?’ Copsi@eration o Foxhall aud ms ciaend eee eee 
an examination of the accounts. registers for the steamers Foxhall and S, Oteri, of New Orleans, La. 
a CANNON. And this gives the accounting officers jurisdiction, an oe 2 yng PO ‘tion to the present considerati f 
without reference to the statute of limitation or anything else, to ex- | ,), wn? a ee ee 
amine and certify the account to Congress for appropriation; or does it | “"°?,, 


STEAMERS FOXHALL AND 8, OTERI. 


make an appropriation ? Mr. BIGGS. I object. 
Mr. SPOONER. It makes an appropriation providing for the pay- JURISDICTION OF THE POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
ment as approved. ; a Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
Mr. CANNON. Does it place a limit on the amount? ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 13218) to define the jurisdiction of 
Mr. SPOONER. It does. It provides: 


eee ce the police court of the District of Columbia. 
But in no case amount allowed thereon to the said Washington L. : : 
Parvin exceed $991.10; nor shall theamount allowed to thesaid Henry A. Greene | _‘T he bill was read, as follows: 
exceed the sum of $3,303. Be it enacted, etc., Tied paaoe 1049 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
. ‘ ’ : relating to the District of Columbia, be, and is hereby, amended go as to read as 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being a aeteae ee 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


. | ““Sxc, 1049. The police court of the District of Columbia shall have original 
Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | and er ae of all offenses ayrainst the United States committed in 


passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the said District of the class or grade of misdemeanor, not punishable by imprison- 


ment in the penitentiary, and not deemed capital or otherwise infamous, except 

table. y libel, conspiracy, and violation of the post-office and pension laws of the United 
The latter motion was agreed to. States, and of all offenses against the laws, ordinances, and regulations of the 
NATHAN KIMBALL District of Columbia in force therein, and sha!l have power to examine and 


commit or os ? aa sees hearing before said court = all cases whether 
; cognizable therein orin the supreme court of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. CAINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask Unanimous consent for the present Sec, 2. That prosecutions in the police court shall be as provided in section 

consideration of the bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, | 1064 of said Revised Statutes: Provided, That in all prosecutions within the 

at Ogden, Utah. jurisdiction of said court in which, according to the common law, the accused 

The bill was read, as follows: would have been entitled to a jury trial, and in all prosecutions in which such 


persons would not have been entitled to such mode of trial, but in which the 
Beit enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, directed to | fine or penalty may be $50or more, the trial shall be by a judge thereof and a 
credit the account of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at Ogden, Utah, with the sum | petit jury: Provided further, That atrial by jury may be expressly waived by 
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the accused, whereupon such waiver shall be recorded and the trial had by a 
judge without a jury. 


Sec. 8. That the jury for service in said court shall consist of twelve men, who 
shall possess the qualifications necessary under existing laws for jurors in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, and shall be drawn and selected un- 


der and in pursuance of the laws concerning the —— and drawing of jurors 
for service fn saidsupreme court, The termof service of jurors drawn for serv- 
ice in said police court shall be for three successive monthly terms of said 
court; the said jury terms beginning on the first Monday in January, the first 
Monday in April, the first Monday in July, and the first Monday in October of 
each year, and shall terminate on the last Saturday of each of said jury terms, 
and section 807 of the said Revised Statutes is hereby made applicable to said 
police court, At least ten days before the term of service of said jurors shall 
begin as herein provided said jarorsshall be drawn in the manner hereinbefore 
provided for, and at least twenty-six names so drawn shall be certified by the 
clerk of said supreme court to the said police court for service as jurors for the 
ensuing jury term. Vacancies in said jury may be filled according to law ap- 
plicable to jurors in said supreme court, No person shall be eligible forservice 
ona jury in said police court for more than one jury term in any period of 
twelve months, but service in said jury shall not render any person so serving 
exempt, ineligible, or disqualified for service as a juror in said supreme court, 
except during his term of actual service in said lice court. of 
said District shall have control of said jury, and he is hereby authorized to ap- 
point an additional assistant for service in and about the attendance of said jury 
upon the court, whose compensation shall be $3 for each day’s attendance. 
Sxc. 4. That in all cases tried before said court, whether the trial shall be by 

a judge or by a judge and jury, the judgment of the court or the verdict of the 
jury shall be final: Provided, That if upon the trial of any cause an exception 
be taken by or on behalf of any Zelendaah to any ruling or instruction of the 
court upon matter of law, the same may be reduced to writing at the time, and 
afterwards stated in a bill of exceptions with so much of the evidence as may 
be material to the question or questions raised, which said bill of ex ions 
shall be signed by the judge, and if, upon presentation to the justice of the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, assigned to the criminal court thereof 
(or, in his absence, to any other justice of said court) of a verified petition set- 
ting forth the matter or matters so excepted to, such justice shall be of the 
opinion that the same shows material error, he may allow a writ of error in 
the cause, which shall issue out of the said supreme court addressed to the judge 
of the police court, who shall forthwith send up the information filed in the 
cause and atranscript of the record therein, certified under the seal of said court 
to said supreme court, and the justice holding the criminal court thereof shall 
proceed to hear the said cause, and his decision shall be final; or said justice 
may certify the same to the general term of said court there to be heard in the 
first instance : Provided, however, That any defendant desiring the benefit of the 
provisions of this section shall, after sentence and before commitment by said 
police court, give notice in open court of his intention to a) a a writ of error 
upon such exceptions, and thereupon proceedings therein shall be stayed, pro- 
vided that the defendant shall enter into recognizance with sufficient surety to 
be approved bya judge of the police court conditioned in the event of a denial 
of his application for a writ of error to appear in said police court and abide by 
and perform its judgment, and in the event of the granting of said writ of error 
then to appear in said supreme court of the District of Columbia and abide by 
and perform its judgment in the premises: Provided further, That no writ of 
error shall be allowed after ten days from the signing of the bill of exceptions, 
or where the actual sentence imposed in the cause does notexceed a fine of $25 
or imprisonment of ten days. Upon failure of any defendant to enter into the 
recognizance provided for in this section, he shall be committed to jail pendin 
proceedings upon his application for a writ of error and until the final disposk. 
tion thereof by the said supreme court. 


Sc. 5. That the President is hereby authorized to appoint, and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, an additional ju of the po court of the 
District of Columbia, learned in the law, who shall receive a salary of $3,000 


per annum, to be + inthe same manner as now provided by law for payment 
of the judge of said court. Any judge of said court hereafter appoin shall 
hold office for a term of ten years, and the provisions of re of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia, so far 
as the same are not inconsistent herewith, shall remain applicable to the police 
court and to the judges thereof as herein provided. 

See. 6. That the judges of the police court shali hold se 
they are empowered to make rules for the sroemonmewies e business therein, 
and the acts of each of said judges respecting the business so assigned to them, 
respectively, shail be deemed and taken to be the acts of said court, 

Sec. 7. That the judges of said court shall have the power to appoint an addi- 
tional bailiff for said service in said court, who sball receive $3 for each day's 
attendance upon the court, to be paid upon the certificate of the judges and as 
the other bailiffs of said court are now paid. The clerk of said court is nentey 
authorized, with the consent of the ju to appoint an additional deputy cler 
for service in said court at a salary of $1,500 per annum, to be paid as the other 
deputy clerk of said court is now paid: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed to deprive the supreme court of the District of Columbia of juris- 
diction of any case pending in said court, or in which the accused has heretofore 
been held by the police court for the grand jury. 


Mr. CASWELL. The purpose of the bill is to give to the police 
court of the District of Columbia the jury system of trial, under the 
decision of the Supreme Court. It is unanimously reported from the 
Judiciary Committee. It was prepared by the judge and by the barof 
this city, and all believe that it is necessary and ought to pass. 

There are about fourthousand cases before the policecourt each year 
that are entitled to trial by jury; and under the late decision of the 
Supreme Court they can not be tried if the right of trial by jury is de- 
manded until the police court of the District is authorized to provide 
a jury. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


sessions, and 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Mr. McCLAMMY, Mr. Speaker, aparliamentaryinguiry. I would 
like to know how it was that No. 4013 was reached and No. 637 was 
left out? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regards the last matter as public busi- 
ness. 


B. J. VAN VLECK. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill H. R. 4983. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, and the Chair will 
then ask for unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States shall pay, out of 
any money in his hands not otherwise appropriated, to B. J. Van Vieck, ad- 
ministrator of Henry Van Vieck, Tosennetl or to his duly authorized oSeenae 
in fact, the sum of $4,520.20, being the amount due said Henry Van Vieck at t 
time of hisdeath as a balance on account of extra work done on the locks of the 
St. Marie Canal, in Michigan, with interest thereon from October 2, 1882, the 
date of approval of said claim by the Secretary of War. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out the words “ with interest thereon from October 2, 1882, the date of 
approval of said claim by the Secretary of War.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the language of the appropriating 
clause is ‘‘ money in his hands,’’ I do not know that the Treasurer 
has any money in his hands. It should read, ‘‘any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.’’ 


Mr. BAKER. Iam obliged to the gentleman for the suggestion. 


-Of course it should read any money in the Treasury of the United 


States not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the present form of the bill, I do not think it 
appropriates anything at all, because he has no money in his hands. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be made. 

By unanimous consent the bill was amended as follows: 

After the word “‘the,” inthe third line, insert the words “Secretary of the 
Treasury be directed to pay.”’ 

Also in line 4, after the word “in,” strike out the words “his hands” and 
insert “the Treasury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 13584) for the erection of a new customhouse in 
the city of New York, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be erected in the city of New York a new 
customhouse on the site which has been selected an designated therefor 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, under the terms of an act entitled “An act 
= erection of an —— bearer in = city ys New York, and for 
other pu approv 1838, and any or acts amendato: 

thereof, at a cos Soak dis onakan which shall be derived under rod 
tion 2 of this in addition to any sum or sums which may be available under 
the provisions of said act; and the Secretary of the Treas shall cause plans 
and estimates to be made by ees Architect of the Treasury for the 


erection of said new custom , : 
Src, 2, That the Secretary hs henchy euthovicnd end disosted 
to sell at public auction or at private sale due advertisement, to the high- 
est bidder, but for not less than $4,000, the ng customhouse property 
in the city of New York, bounded by Wall, William, and Hanover ts 
and Exchange Place. The proceeds of such sale, after the payment of the usual 
incidental expenses and commissions, shall be covered into the Treasury of 
the United States, and is hereby appropriated and made available for the pu 
pose of constructing the new customhouse building as herein and 
provided; and in case of such sale the Secretary of the shall lease 
said premises from the purchaser or purchasers thereof, at a rental which shal! 
not exceed 4 per cent. per annum on the pes price, for use as a custom- 
house until the new customhouse shall ready for occupancy upon such 
terms as he may deem advantageous, and such sale shall be su 
right of lease; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to sell 
d customhouse property and receive the p price in several payments 
from time to time, as he may deem most advantageous: Provided, however, That 
the use, occupation, and possession of said property shall not be surren 
until the new customhouse is ready for occupancy and the final payment is 


to such 


. Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to appoint five citizens of the State of New York, who shall be designated as 
United States building commissioners, and who shall be charged with the erec- 
tion and construction of the new customhouse building as herein provided for. 


And such commissioners, or a majority of them (subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury), shall have full power to advertise for for 
contracts for the erection of said customhouse, or theseveral parts f; and 
the offers aoe if they shall not exceed in the aggre- 
gate the amount available under this act for the completion ofsaid customhouse 
ant tO eee eat omaimemseny ee Heke 
retary Treasury, shall whole or in part; ease such 
offer shall exceed said limits of or then said 


erect said or any part same, materials, and by 
ntracting for and en: necessary ‘ skilled and 

fer onal plo ad t: That in such case 

the expense thus incurred not exceed 


for the construction of said new 
etiptatide teeta: maior the seabionet 
ion 
and for ” Raisers’ warehouse in the city 
an 

aecveet tans the sum or sums to be derived 

the sale of the present customhouse property in the city of New York, as herein 

rovided. 
"ano, 6. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 
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The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a statement in 

to that bill in order that the House may understand if. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I want to reserve my right to object. 

Mr. FLOWER. You can reserve your right and anyone else can 
dothe same. This bill provides for the sale of the old customhouse 
in New York, which costa millionof dollars. It provides that it shall 
not be sold for less than $4,000,000. That customhouse has 188,000 
square feet of room in it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. May I interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. FLOWER. Thenewsite, for which the Government has appro- 
priated a million and a half dollars and paid for it, has 350,000square 
feet of room. This bill provides for a commission of five merchants to 
build the new customhouse, like the five men who built the Produce 
Exchange in New York, who built it within the time specified and 
within the appropriation. In conference with the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department, Mr. Windrim, he told the committee 
that five men, in that way, with the money on hand, could build that 
building for 20 per cent. less than the Government itself could. 

Second, the bill does not provide for one dollar of appropriations. 
It provides for the sale of this old customhouse and that when it is sold 
it shall be sold subject to a lease at 4 per cent.; and thatit shall be oc- 
cupied by the Government until the new building shall have been com- 
pleted, and that the new building be built from the funds received from 
the old customhouse. That is the statement I desire to make. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 
Is the building now in use as a customhouse? 

Mr. FLOWER. It isin use as a customhouse and will be under 
this bill, because it provides for a lease of the present building after it 
is sold at a rate not to exceed 4 per cent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. A lease for what purpose ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. For use until the new building is completed. 

Mr. FLOWER. For use until after the completion of the new build- 
ing. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do you mean to say that the Govern- 
ment is to pay for the use of its own property ? 

Mr. FLOWER. After it is sold for $4,000,000 or more. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, Until the other building is erected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from New York allow me ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is this bill now under consideration, and is de- 
bate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not under consideration. 
Is there objection to its present consideration ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object, and call for the regular order. 


GENERAL ISAAC 8S QUINBY. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohiodemands the regular or- 
der, and the Chair lays before the House the following House bill with 
Senate amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 12841) granting 
8. Quinby. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the character of these amendments is 
not understood; there is somuch confusion in the Hall that we can not 
hear them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be an understand- 
ing about herethat Idemanded the regularorder. Ididnotdemand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Owens, demanded 
the regular order. The Chair is endeavoring to obtain order. Will 
gentlemen have the kindness to cease conversation ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky Mr. Speaker, is it in order to 
move to concur in the Senate amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe this is a bill that 
gives a pension of $100a month. The Senate reduced the amount of 
pension to $72. I believe that is the state of the case, is it not? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, this case is precisely similar to the 
cases of General Bartlett and General Banks, and the Senate passed 
those bills; but in this case an amendment was offered and agreed to 
in the Senate cutting it down. I feel that General Quinby ought to 
be eye in the same position as General Bartlett and General Banks, 
and I hope that the gentleman will not move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Does the gentleman from Kansas know what be- 
came of General Sigel’s bill? 

' Mr. MORRILL. It has passed and without amendment, and this 
is equally meritorious with that. 
. HOLMAN. Will the Chair let the amendment be reported? 
The SPEAKER. There is justas much confusion now as there was 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


The question is, 


an increase of pension to General Isaac 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is not a motion to concur in order? 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. Will gentlemen please cease conversation ? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, One moment. The Chair wants an opportunity 
to have the amendment read. Will gentlemen have the kindness to 
cease conversation long enough to havethis amendment read? [After a 
pause.| The Clerk will now report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That motion has been made. 





IN THE SENATE OF THE UNIrep Sratres, February 12, 1891. 
!, That the pill of the House of Representatives (HH. R. 12841) be passed 
with the following amendment 


“In line 5 strike out the words ‘one hundred 


word ‘seventy-two,’ ’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to concur in the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speake  ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to say to the House that General Quinby at 
the time of the commencement of the war resided in Rochester, where 
he now lives. He was a professor in the Rochester University; was a 
graduate at West Point in the same class with General Grant; resigned 
his professorship and went into the war, and in the Yazoo River cam- 
paign sustained such disabilities from disease as to render him to-day 
absolutely helpless. He is pastseventy years of age; has a dependent 
family, and is without a dollar in the world. He is dependent largely 
upon charity and unable to pursue his vocation as teacher. He was 
for a time engaged as city surveyor, but was compelled to give up that 
labor, and is now in a helpless condition. This bill passed the House 
at $100 at the same session when the bills in favor of General Sigel, 
General Bartlett, and General Banks passed. They were all passed 
without amendment. 

This is an exceedingly meritorious case, and I am sure that if my 
colleagues upon this floor understood it as well as I do there would not 
be the slightest hesitation in granting the conference and in fixing the 
pension of General Quinby, now near the close of his life, at the same 
rate accorded to Generals Sigel, Bartlett, and Banks. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Does this carry any back pay with it? 

Mr. BAKER. No. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not question the merit 
of this case, but it was examined by the House, and here it has been 
examined by the Senate, and the Senate having passed the other bills, 
it must be presumed that it passed this bill with this amendment after 
examination. 

Mr. BAKER. I will state to my friend, if he will allow me right 
there, that the House committee reported the bill at $72; but upon a 
statement of the facts made by myself upon the floor the amendment 
of the committee fixing the pension at $72 was nonconcurred in and 
the bill was passed without objection at $100. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, that in- 
tensifies and emphasizes what I was about to say. We have, then, the 
concurrent judgment of two independent bodies, whose duty it was to 
examine this case upon its merits unaffected by that neighborly kind- 
ness which all of us feel, and which no doubt influenced my distin- 
guished friend from New York. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
reported it at $72. The Senate after an examination came to the con- 
clusion that that was enough. Now, I do not admit the justice of the 
argument made by my friend that because somebody else gets $100 a 
month therefore every other mcritorious officer who is disabled ought 
to receive $100. 

Mr. BAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The very reason why the 
House reserves the power to give these exceptional pensions is thatit 
may make each case separate, and to give to that particular individual 
what his services in the war and what his peculiar condition now in 
time of peace seem to demand. It seems to me that after our com- 
mittee had reached the conclusion that $72 a month was sufficient, and 
after the Senate committee concurred, after an independent examinae 
tion of the bill, the best thing the House can do is to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Just one word in answer to my honored friend. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield whatever time I may 
have to the gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER. We understand very well that when the common sol- 
dier is-disabled to the extent that he requires the continuous help of 
another person he is allowed $72 a month under the law. This gen- 
tleman is in that condition. The facts and circumstances of the case 
were such as to appeal to the House, and without objection it was fixed 
at $100. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] any idea of how much of the action of this House 
was based uponits kindly feeling toward the gentleman himself, rather 
than upon its belief in the justice of the case? 

Mr. BAKER. It was based entirely upon the facts set forth in the 
report, and I would be perfectly willing to leave it to my friend as the 
sole member of the committee of conference. I feel confident that if he 


Resolve 


and insertin lieu thereof the 


in I be heard briefly on that? 
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would take the trouble to peruse the report in this case he would un- 
hesitatingly say, ‘: Let the bill remain at $100 a month.’’ 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has not the gentleman from New Yorkstated 
that the report only warranted the committee in allowing $72 a month? 
Mr. BAKER. The report was such as to justify a $100 pension or a 


$72 pension. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But they recommended $72. 
Mr. BAKER. They recommended $72, and the House without ob- 


jection concurred in the amendment, and I think my friend from Iowa 
was present at the time and did not object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have objected to everything of that kind. 
I do not wish the gentleman to put me in a wrong position by his state- 
ment. I have objected toall cases of this class, and I object to pen- 
sioning any man at this rate unless his condition is such as to require 
the constant attendance of another person. 

Mr. BAKER. That is this case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is no such statement made in the re- 
port. The case set forth in the report is simply the case of a pension 
for a man of high rank in the Army, and there is no claim that he is 
so disabled as to require the constant attendance of another person. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion to concur in the 
amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to submit one or two observa- 
tions on this bill. I desire to say to the gentleman from New York 
that I do not know anything about the facts in this particular case; but 
I want to call the attention of the House and of the country to the 
fact that we seem to have reached this point in legislation, that while 
Congress reserves to itself the right to make such exceptional appro- 
priations of the public money for pensions as seem to be required or 
justified by exceptional cases, yet when we once set a precedent al- 
lowing a higher rate of pension to an officer of a certain grade, the argu- 
ment always confronts us that every other man of that grade ought to 
be pensioned at the same rate without regard to the merits of the case. 
So that we are establishing rates for major generals when they are put 
on the pension rolls or for their widows when they are dead. Then we 
follow that up by fixing certain rates for brigadier generals and their 
widows, and then for the colonels and their widows, andso on through 
the entire list down to the privates, and after the precedent has been 
set in some exceptional case the argument is constantly made that every 
man of a similar grade ought to be placed on the pension rolls at that 
rate. 

Therefore we are really establishing what all tends to a system of 
classes in this country, classes graded according to rank, and not ac- 
cording to the meritsor the necessities of the pensioner. The sick and 
the well, the rich and the poor, are alike clamorous for larger pen- 
sions, and social influence frequently has more weight with Congress 
than merit or necessity. Now, I oppose this, and I can not assent 
to the argument of the gentleman from New York based on such 
ground. We are having entirely too much of this business of grant- 
ing these large pensions in exceptional cases, while, as is claimed by 
the advocates of the pension system, we are not making adequate pro- 
vision for the privates and their widows. 

Mr. BAKER, Now, if the gentleman will listen to one passage from 
the report I think he will find his objection in this case answered 
without regard to the question of rank. I read: 


General Quinby is now utterly disabled from engaging in business pursuits, 
receives the attention of medical advisers continually, and in a large measure 
is dependent upon others to attend to his ordinary physical wants. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think that in all these cases hereto- 
fore where the committee has made investigation the average has been 
about $72 a month, and I do not think there is any force in the arga- 
ment that because certain other'officers have been pensioned at $100 
a month this one should necessarily go upon the roll at the same rate, 
I think the gentleman ought to rest content with the $72 a month rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

Mr. BAKER. This case is equally meritorious with the others, 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

MARY C,. HOFFMAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 12312) to 
grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow of General William Hoff- 
man, with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the’ House nonconcur 
in the Senate amendment. In this case the Senate increases the pen- 
sion instead of reducing it, and I think the House should nonconcur. 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, is a motion to concur in order? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to concur takes precedence. 

Mr. GEST. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Speaker, I desire to say that this is the case 
of a widow, and that the Senate amendment increases the rate from 
$30 to $50 a month. The House passed the bill at $30 a month, and 
the committee feel that the pension ought to remain at that figure, 

Mr. GEST. Mc. Speaker, this bill was reported unanimously by the 
committee, as I understand, at $50 a month, but, for reasons which 
every member who attends our Friday evening sessions understands, 
it could not pass here at $50, so it was cut down to $30. 


In the Senate the bill was amended and the amount of the pension: 
fixed at $50 a month, as originally reported by our committee. This 
amendment is proper and right. This amount of pension has been 
granted by the House in a number of similar cases; and this ought not 
to be made an exception. This woman is sixty-odd years of age. As 
set out in the report, she is obliged to keep boarders in order to make 
a living. General Hoffman served through various wars of the coun- 
try—the Florida war, the Seminole war, the Mexican war, and the war 
of the rebellion; and it does seem to me fittingand right that his widow 
should be pensioned at the same rate which has been allowed to other 
widows under similar circumstances. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What pension does the widow now receive? 

Mr.GEST. None. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What was the rank of her husband? 

Mr.GEST. He was a general. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A brevet brigadier? 

Mr.GEST. A brigadier general. He served his country asa soldier 
all his life.’ I hope the House will concur in the Senate amendment, 

The question being taken on concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate, there were—ayes 40, noes 62. 

Mr. GEST. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being ayes 19, noes 105— 
less than one-fifth voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it; and the amendment of the Sen- 
ate is nonconcurred in. If there be no objection, the request for a 
ae will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 


BRIDGE BETWEEN WISCONSIN AND MINNESOTA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, as the next business on the 
Speaker’s table, the bill (S. 5000) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS (interrupting the reading). I desire to ask that 
the reading of this bill be dispensed with, provided some member 
having charge of it can assure us that the bill contains only the usual 
provisions which have been approved heretofore by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection to the reading. 

Mr. HAUGEN. A House bill similar to this has been favorably re- 
ported by the House committee. This bill containsall the safeguards 
which have been recommended by the War Department in cases of this 
kind, and this particular bill has the approval of that Department. 
It is in exactly the same terms as numerous other bills that have 
passed this House without being read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. IL insist upon the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS, Pending that, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that can not be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Is not this equivalent to an objection? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the motion at this 
time. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill; which wasthen ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAUGEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House bill (H.R. 
13051) corresponding in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed 
will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DrncLry in the chair, and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13388) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian ent and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30,1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOOKER. I believe itis understood that all points of order are 
reserved on this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the first 
reading of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that is done, I ask that there be some un- 
d as to the length debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana object ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do un und 
the time to be allowed for 
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The CHAIRMAN. That might be determined afterward. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better determine it first. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that all members who de- 
= rY “ig have the privilege of printing in the Recorp remarks on 

ill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I object to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to arrange as to the time to be con- 
sumed in general debate on this bill. As members understand, there 
are three general appropriation bills still pending in the House; and I 
am exceedingly anxious to dispose of this bill to-day, in order that the 
others may be taken up next week. If this is to be accomplished, it 
is necessary that there should be some limit to the general debate; and 
I would like to hear an intimation from my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], who perhaps speaks 
for the other side of the House, as to the length of time desired by gen- 
tlemen over there. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, there are quite a numberof gentlemen 
on this side desiring time; and while I am, like my colleague, very 
anxious to get on with the bill, yet I think that two hours on a side 
would be — the least time that could be accepted. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is not enough. 

Mr. PEEL Mycolleagues around. me suggest that two hours is not 
enough. Now,I do not liketo undurtake to settle the matter for them. 

Mr. PERKINS. Two hours on « side practically consumes the day. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, you certiinly do not expect to pass a bill of 
this magnitude in a day? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no reason why it should not be done. I 
am willing to concede an hour on each side for general debate; and I 
will state frankly that I do not desire to consume the time, orany part 
of it, myself. Ishould be content, if the arrangement is made, to con- 
fine my remarks in explanation of the bill to the five-minute debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. We have dispensed with tlte reading of the bill, and 
we ought to have a full discussion—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No; the first reading of the bill is not dis- 

sed with. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, the proposition has been made; and we ought 
to have adequate time to consider it. I think three hours on a side is 
the least that should be accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request before the committee is that made 
by the gentleman from Kansas to dispense with the first formal reading 
of the bill. Is there objection? r 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 

Mr. ENLOE. There should be at least three hours. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We want an arrangement made about the time 
before that is done, 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I ask unanimous consent that the general 
debate be limited to two hours and a half, one hour and a quarter on 
each side. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object to that. 

Mr. PERKINS, I will make this suggestion: That I will yield to 
my friends on the other side one hour and a half and reserve to this 
side only one hour and a quarter, making the total debate two hours 
and three-quarters. The hour and a half to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. : 

Mr. HOOKER. I donot know but that the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and the gentleman himself are on the same side. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then I object to any longer de- 
bate; so that we may as well proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will again submit the request of the 
gentleman for unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object until some arrangement is made. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have been trying to make an arrangement, but 
gentlemen interpose objections to any reasonable proposition. 

Mr. FITHIAN. [ask that the bill be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I have 
another proposition, which I think after consultation will be satistac- 
tory to our friends on the otherside. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the bill and to limit the general debate 
to three hours and a quarter, two hours of which shall be given to the 
other side and one and a quarter to this side. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. lL hope the gentleman from Illinois will not 
object to that. We have been trying to reach an arrangement while 
the Clerk was reading the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman tothe committee. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill, and that the gen- 
eral debate be limited to three hours and a quarter, of which two hours 
shall be given to gentlemen on the right of the Chair. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say briefly, for the in- 
formation of the committee, that there is nothing new in this bill. 
The usual provisions and appropriations for the support of the Indian 
service are embodied; and the only increases that are provided for in the 
bill are for the Indian agents, who under existing law are receiving but 
about $1,000 a year for this service. There are some six or seven of 
these, and at most of these agencies the clerk is receiving $1,200 a 
year salary, while the agent who gives the bond and is responsible 
for the business of the agency, and also responsible for the property of 
the Government and the management of the affairs of the agency, gets 
only $1,000 a year for his services. In these cases we have provided 
an increase, so as to pay the agents $1,200. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman state the number of increases 
and the total dmount? 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, I say that there are some six or seven of these 
agents who get an increase to $1,200. Some of them were drawing a 
thousand and some eleven hundred dollars 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. I ask 
how this debate is progressing? By what authority was the reading 
of this bill stopped? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent of the committee. 

Mr. FITHIAN. No unanimous consent was given to dispense with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, that was a part of my request submitted by 
the Chair, and no objection was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas to the committee and asked if there was objection, and 
none was made. 

Mr. FITHIAN. And to that I objected, and I never withdrew my 





Mr. PERKINS. I hope all the House are on the same side on this | objection. 


bill. I move to limit the debate—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kansas that general debate can not be limited cxcept by unanimous 
consent at this time. : 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I move that the committee rise for the pur- 

of limiting the general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair would suggest that that could not be 

done even in the House until the general debate had been entered 
upon, 
Mr. PEEL. I think we will save time by limiting the general de- 
bate now. Iam perfectly willing to give up all the time to which I 
may be entitled. I donot want to sayaword. I had hoped that two 
hours on a side would have been sufiicient. . 

Mr. PERKINS. I will renew the request, Mr. Chairman, in this 
form: I ask unanimous consent that all general debate on the bill be 
limited to three hours, with an agreement that the first formal read- 
ing of the bill be d with, 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object to that, and demand that the bill be read. 

Mr. PERKINS. And in that connection let me state that if this 
consent is given I am willing that of the three hours one and three- 
quarters hours shall be given to the other side, reserving only one hour 
and a quarter for this side. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We want three hours on a side at least. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not know, Mr. Chairman, whether objection 
has been made to my request or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair will submit the request to the com- 
mittee. Is there objection? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 





The CHAIRMAN. It is too late now. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I never did withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman should have called the at- 
tention of the Chair to it while the question was being put and when 
the declaration of the Chair was being made, and should not have 
waited a quarter of an hour. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I interposed an objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], and I did not withdraw it. I 
insist upon the reading of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis too late now. The gentleman from Kan- 
sas will proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, as I was suggesting, the only in- 
creases that are provided for in the bill are those already called to the 
attention of the committee, and then we provide for some additional 
Indian police, the compensation of whom is slightly increased by the 
provisions of the bill. With that exception there are no new offices 
created by the bill, nor is there an increase carried for any office by the 
provisions of the bill. 

With this brief statement I will have the report of the committee 
read, and will then reserve the balance of my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the estimates of the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior for appropriations for the current and con- 
tingentexpenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 

urposes, having had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the fol- 

owing report: 

The regular estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, submitted by 
the honorable Secretary of the Treasury for this branch of the public service 
amounted in the aggregate to $6,846,908,03. 
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Since the regular estimates were made the honorable Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, has submitted 
supplementary estimates carrying several hundred thousand dollars. 

rhe amount appropriated by the bill reported by your committee amounts in 
the aggregate to $7,156,078, being less than the estimates and $147,390.20 less than 
was appropriated by the annual appropriation bill for the current fiscal year. 

rhe recent difficulty with the Sioux Indians has, in the judgment of your com- 
mittee, made it wise, if not necessary, to increase the appropriation for their 


subsistence and support. Their relations have been disturbed and much of 


their property destroyed,and they will be left in destitution and in want unless 
fed and clothed by the Government. 
The bill carries ar™appropriation of $1,100,000 for this purpose, $200,000 more 


than the one for the current year, and was recommended by the War Depart- 
mer.t, as well as by the Secretary of the Interior and the President of the United 
States. 

It is questionable whether this is not due them under treaty obligations, but 

it has been the policy of your committee in the past to cut down the appro- 
oriations made for subsistence ee as rapidly as ible, and to give the 

ndians to understand that as they were educated and qualified for the duties 
of citizenship they :nust work and learn to cultivate the fields and contribute 
to their maintenance and support. 

The appropriation carried by the bill for education work and for the sup- 
port of schools is $221,325 in excess of the amount appropriated for the current 
year. 

‘This, in the judgment of your committee,is a wise appropriation and a neces- 
sary one if the excellent work already begun is to be sustained and strength- 
ened. As the schools increase in number, as the work of reformation pro- 
gresses and the number of scholars and pupils receiving the advantages of the 
education work become more and more, necessarily the expense increases and 
will increase until every Indian child of school age is given the advantage of 
an elementary English education. 

This work is warmly commended in all sections of the country, and from 
mostsections your committee received petitions and letters urging the full sum 
asked for by the Indian Office. General Morgan, in his excellent report as 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, gives a detai statement of the educational 
work performed under the supervision of his office, and it is exceedingly en- 
couraging, as stated by your committee in its report of a year ago: 

‘‘As a matter of economy, if no higher or better motive is to govern usin 
ourappropriations and in our consideration of the Indian question, it is cheaper 
to educate the Indian than to maintain armies and fight them.” 

This suggestion has been emphasized by the recent difficulties with the In- 
dians of the Dakotas. 

Your committee also report an increase in the appropriation for the pay of 
Indian police, From all sources your committee received a report of the 
work done by the Indian police, and were urged by the Indian Bureau to in- 
crease the force as well as to increase the pay of the officers and privates. The 
increase reported by your committee is not as great as was recommended by the 
Department, butis substantial and, as we believe, wise. No new offices are cre- 
aied by the bil!; and the only increase in salary or compensation provided for 
is in the case of nine Indian agents, who, under existing appropriations, re- 
ocive less than $1,200 per annum each for their services. 

They are required to give bond, and are responsible for the property and 
business of the agencies, and yet receive less compensation than theclerks who 
are appointed to succeed them. In such cases we have reported an increase, 
so that the agent shall receive a salary of $1,200perannum. Two hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars of the amount appropriated by the bill is to be returned 
to the Government from the sale of Indian Jands. 

The treaty and miscellaneous items in the bill have been carefully investi- 
gated and considered by your committee, and are recommended as right, and 
for which appropriations should be made. 

The appropriations in detail are: 







Salaries of agents and support of agencies..................cccsecesceeesenssceeeees $221,600 
Fulfilling treaty stipulations... ....ccccorscsicccsscecsessocsesseccceseepessesccsemessoomes M086, G28 
Miscellaneous support.............. 765, 000 
General incidental expenses 127, 500 


Support of schools.. 
Miscellaneous ....... 
Interest on trust fund .. 








Mr. PERKINS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
recognized. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I fully understand 
the arrangement as to time. Was the agreement as to time changed? 

Mr. PERKINS, You were given two hours on your side. 

Mr. PEEL. That is what I understood, and then an hour and a 
quarter remained on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inquire whetherthe gentle- 
man from Arkansas [ Mr. P&E] will control the two hours on that side. 
Without objection, the gentleman from Arkansas will be recognized to 
do so, 

Mr. PEEL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Survery]. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I shall not consume that much 
time. I listened with much interest the other day to the eloquent 
speech of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] on the his- 
tory of the relation between our Government and the I His 
philanthropic sentiments do much credit to the kindness of his heart 
and the justness of his nature. But I totally dissent from his harsh 
charges of injustice, wickedness, and brutality against the Government 
in its treatment of the Indian question. 

There are some things which even government can not control. 
There are some evils which may in a measure be mitigated, but can 
not be prevented, It would be an unprofitable task to review the 
contact between the white and red races in this country. It should 
be noted, however, that extension and acquisition of territory have never 
been the settled and premeditated policy of American statesmanship. 
What prophet among the fathers ever foretold an ocean-bound republic? 
What historian of the future will ever be able to trace the compli- 
cated forces and influences which conspired to make the M i al- 
ley the theater of the saddest dramas and grandest triumphs in human 
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 14, 





history? The faces of the men who founded this Government were 
set like flint against a policy of territorial aggrandizement. 

Washington was apprehensive that we would lose our territory west 
of the Alleghanies when we extended westward only to the Mississippi 
River. Jefferson predicted the probability in the distant future of two 
republics, one east and one west of the Rocky Mountains, with kindred 
language, institutions, and destiny, but without political connection. 
Jackson advised an early and fixed limitation to our territory. Thomas 
Benton said in March, 1825: 

The ridge of the Rocky Mountains may be named without offense as pre- 
senting a convenient, natural, and everlasting boundary. Alo the back of 
this ri the western limit of the Republic should be drawn, and the statue of 


the fabled god Terminus should be raised upon its highest peak, never to be 
thrown down. 


Senator McDuffie said, in 1843, that he “thanked God for His mercy 
in placing the Rocky Mountains there.’’ Winthrop, of Massachusetts, 
in 1844, noted with approval the sentiment of Jefferson to which I have 
alluded. In 1845 Webster said: 

‘The Government is very likely to be endangered, in my opinion, b 


cane of the territorial surface, already so vast, over whic 
tended. 


It was the bold, prophetic geniusof Stephen A. Douglas that first 
proclaimed the doctrine of ‘‘An ocean-bound republic, with no more dis- 
putes about boundaries or red lines upon the map.’’ During all this 
time the Government was simply struggling to direct the forces it could 
notarrestorcontrol, Wenegotiated treaty after treaty with the Indian. 
Statute after statute was enacted, one resolution after another was 

, line after line wasrunuponthe map. At every point we were 
iterally intrenched in parchment to the teeth, but all in vain. The 
mighty tide of human interest swept through and over it all to what 
seems to be the inexorable fulfillment of a manifest destiny. In this 
ceaseless struggle for subsistence the red man suffered and the white 
man suffered. 

The despotism of physical environment, which of all despotisms is 
the most inexorable, attaches to mankind regardless of race. Though 
it may bear more heavily on one individual than another, no race or 
nationality is released from its harsh contact. Gentlemen talk on this 
question as if the Government is a sort of insurance company, to guar- 
anty peace, prosperity, and plenty to everybody in general and to the 
Indian in particular. 

The recent census will disclose the faet that there are 600,000 more 
tenant farmers in the United States to-day than in England, Ireland, 
Scotland, and Wales combined. We have from time to time demon- 
strated that the victim of landlordism can starve as easily and die at 
peacefully in the shadow of the Stars and Stripes as beneath the cross 
of St. Geo 

The red of the auctioneer flaunts from every courthouse in the 
land. Homes go by the thousands every year under the hammer of 
the sheriff, and the disfranchised owners press westward with their 
families to commence the struggle for homes anew on the frontiers. 
The Indian has been crowded and di so likewise has the white 
mah. The anguish and despair of the homeless white family may not 
excite floods of sympathy or awaken apprehension as to the state of the 
national conscience, but they are speechless characters in more 
than all Indian history can supply. 

But, to paraphrase a remark of Dr. Talmadge, what with the evo- 
lutionists telling us where the Indian came from, and the theolo- 
gians telling us where he is going to, the fact remains that he is here. 
Nor is he the ing representative of a dying race. The best testi- 
mony on the subject is that there are just about the same number of 
Indians to-day as there were on the day that Columbus first sighted 
land in the West Indies. 

Writers differ, but this is the consensus of opinion based on the best 
available evidence. Now, the recent census shows that there are in 
the United States 249,273 Indians. This is the number exclusive of 
Alaskan Indians. Of this number 68,374 belong to the five civilized 
tribes and are absolutely self-su On the reservations there 
are self-supporting Indians to the number of 98,707. Added to these 
are 31,916 self-supporting eitizen Indians off reservations. Besides 
these there are many noncitizen Indians off reservations who are self- 
supporting. So that as a matter of fact over 200,000 of the less than 
250,000 Indians in the United States are self-supporting and involve 
no charge whatever on the Government. The ration Indians number 
34,675. 

Such are some of the factors of the Indian problem. Who will say 
that has not been made? It is probable that not over 15 per 
cent. of our Indian population rely wholly or in part on the Govern- 
ment for subsistence. But it should be observed that these results 
have not been attained by the erection of great public plants and 
assiduous cultivation of the ; 

It is safe to say that atleast 90 per cent. of these results have been 
accomplished by the zeal, patience, fortitude, and persistence that have 
attended the efforts of private charity and thropy in the work of 
civilizing, equcating, and Christianizing the Indian. And Iam by no 
means a to the employment of these forces in the completion of 
the wor 
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Our legislation should place a discount on the habits, customs, and 
usages of barbarism. The dissolution of all tribal relations should be 
—T The free-lunch counter should be moved off the reserva- 

on at the earliest possible day. The reservations should be broken 
up and the lands allotted in severalty. Habits of industry, thrift, and 
economy should be encouraged, recognized, and rewarded. We should 
cease to take special care of the Indian who declines to do anything for 
himself while we neglect the Indian who is making an honest and heroic 
struggle to support himself and family. 

The problem is a vexed one, but in my judgmenta steady, consistent 
policy based on the instructive features of our experience with the 
question in the past will at no very distant day eliminate it entirely 
from legislative consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. SHIVELY. With pleasure. 

Mr, ADAMS, In the two hundred thousand that the gentleman 
calls self-supporting, does he include those who are supported by an 
annual income out of the funds held for them by the Government? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do not, nor does the Census Bureau. 

Mr. ADAMS. What proportion of them are self-supporting in the 
sense that they create wealth and do work? 

Mr. SHIVELY. The number I have given. 

Mr. ADAMS. Two hundred thousand? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Yes, sir. Of course I do not pretend to give the 
exact proportion of those employed in each respective occupation in 
which they may be engaged. I simply make the point that this num- 
ber, according to the Census Bureau, are self-supporting Indians, aside 
from the question of annuities. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman that these annu- 
ities belong to these Indians, and are an income from their property. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wanted to get at the facts of the matter, as I am 
interested in the point made by the gentleman from Indiana. Has 
he any information that will show how many of these indians have 
actually learned to create wealth as well as support themselves by 
hunting and fishing? How many of them get their living from stock 
raising, or anything like stock raising, and what proportion actually 
till the soil ? 

Mr. SHIVELY. The census of the Indians in the several occupa- 
tions has not yet been reported. Ido not pretend to deal in figures 
concerning different occupations, but simply with the general ques- 
tion of self-sustenance. The report on this point, and with special ref- 
erence to self-supporting Indians on the reservations, is as follows: 
“*Self-supporting Indians on reservations (farming, herding, root dig- 
ging, horse raising, fishing, or hunting) 98,707.’’ The words desig- 
nating the occupations are inclosed in parentheses. The other statis 
tics I have quoted are from the same source. 

Mr. ADAMS. Were these given in a census bulletin ? 

_ Mr. SHIVELY. Yes, sir. They appear in Census Bulletin No. 25. 
In conclusion, Mr, Chairman, permit me to express my diametrical 
opposition to any policy or any system that induces permanency to the 
Indian service. From the hour of its creation any bureau of the Gov- 
ernment becomes an appetite that grows with what itfeedson. Itis 
constantly reaching out for more power, more patronage, and more in- 
fluence. Almost unconsciously to its officers it becomes a mere in- 
dustry. 

I regard the Indian problem as temporary, and confess to some im- 
patience with elaboratespreparation on a line consistent only with the 
idea of an Indian service as a permanentarm of the Government. The 
tendency is to the cultivation of the public Treasury rather than the 
Indian. With hundreds of thousands of dollars invested in a national 
Indian plant, the Indian becomes the means and incident instead of the 
primary object and end of the service. The temptation is to perpet- 
uate the Indian problem rather than to solve it. 

To educate, civilize, christianize, and citizenize the Indian and to 
complete this work would render the Indian service useless and obso- 
lete. But this would leave no plausible excuse for the existence of the 
Indian Bureau and the growing volume of appropriations, patronage, 
and power that it demands. Every temptation is in the direction of 
cultivating the Indian as a distinct industry. The Government agent 
and the teacher do not beckon with much cheerfulness the day when 
their services may be dispensed with. They must keep the Indian on 
hand as a matter of thrift. When he steps into the body of American 
citizenship their occupation is gone. Iam opposed to any policy which 
tempts the Indian Bureau to magnify and perpetuate itself. 

Mr. PICKLER. In your opinion, which would be the more con- 
ducive to breaking up the tribal relation, that the Indian service should 
remain under the Interior Department or that it should be transferred 
to the War Department ? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I admit that I have been inclined to favor a trans- 
fer of the Indian Bureau to the War Department. It would seem that 
there would be less of politics, less of peculation, more of discipline, 
and more economy in its management under the War Department. 
Army officers could perform all the duties of agents, and the handling 
of rations would be more economical, though in my judgment troops 
should not be permanently located near reservations. But on this sub- 
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ject equally good friends of the Indian hold precisely opposite views, 
and [ am not inclined to assert my opinion with any dogmatism. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Can my colleague give us any information as to 
the number of educated Indians that are employed as teachers among 
the various tribes? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Not definite. I can easily procure the informa- 
tion, but I have not got it at hand. How much time have I remain- 
ing, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHIVELY. ‘I yield that to the gentleman from Arizona [| Mr. 
SMITH]. 


[Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr.PERKINS. 1 ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that any 
gentleman desiring to do so may have leave to extend his remarks in 
the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEEL. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr, BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. Smiru], in the remarks that he has submitted to the House, has 
taken the observations which I had the honor tosubmit a few days ago 
on the Indian question as his text in large part, The inferences which 
the gentleman declared he drew from what I then said I repudiate. 
By saying that he took the ‘‘ pioneer ’’ view of things I meant to illus- 
trate merely the extreme view against the Indian, which, I am sorry 
to say, the gentleman from Arizona himself has shown by his remarks 
to-day that he entertains. 

That the Indian can be civilized and educated and made fit for Ameri- 
can citizenship is denied by the gentleman from Arizona, And yet, if 
he had so desired, he could have had access to Indian records and re- 
ports which show an advance in civilization and Christianization ex- 
celled by no race of people except the white man under similar circum- 
stances. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. How much did it cost? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Whatever it has cost, the Indians have paid for 
it ten times over by cession of lands to the United States. But lam 
not to be diverted. ‘The gentleman says the Indian is a brute, that he 
will neither work nor be educated, and that he is incapable of civiliza- 
tion. The testimony is overwhelmingly thecontrary. Here is the re- 
port of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, who, in 1885, visited 
the Indian Territory and other reservations to inquire into the condi- 
tion of the Indians. The report was submitted by ‘‘ ‘Ir. DAWES in 
behalfof Mr. MorGAN.’’ From that report I shall brieily quote to show 
that the gentleman from Arizona, though he does live where some Inmdi- 
ans do, does not know as much about the question as perhaps others do 
who have looked deeper into the question than himself. His experi- 
ence with the Indian, I have no doubt, is confined to the Apache and 
other bands of Indians residing in the Territory from which he comes; 
whereas other gentlemen, who have investigated the condition of the 
Indian tribes generally, have reached conclusions based upon a fair esti- 
mate of the Indian character as obtained from an observation of other 
tribes than the Apaches. In this report, which was submitted to the 
Senate, I find the following language: 

We have amongst the five civilized tribes, and others comprising smaller com- 
munities, the complete demonstration of the capacity of the Indians of the 
United States for attaining to a very advanced civilization. Within a half cen- 
tury these Indians were as wild and more untutored in the arts of civilization 
and the principles of Christianity than the Sioux or Utesare now. Reluctantly, 
and against a strong pressure of race aversion, and while they have been con- 
fronted with the despairing conviction that they have no hope of ever becom- 
ing a prosperous people with a government based on their own free consent, 
they yielded to the inevitable without loss of spirit or vigor, and have adopted 
our civilization and Christianity as the best means of building up their people 
into self-supporting communities. 

If I had the time I could make other quotations from the reports of 
other committees of Congress who have visited various tribes of Indians, 
and from commissions which have been sent out from time to time by 
several Presidents of the United States, all bearing testimony to what 
the gentleman from Arizona here denies to-day, that the Indian will 
work and is capable of civilization to a high degree. 

The policy heretofore pursued by this Government toward the In- 
dians has already resulted in a decrease of the number of Indians in 
the United States from 400,764 in 1850 to 249,273 in 1890. This policy 
is leading to their extinction, and I dare say, from the sentiments ut- 
tered in-debate by the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Smiri)}, he be- 
lieves their extinction would be a good thing to accomplish. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I do not hesitate to say that that is ex- 
actly what I think, if it is done by the natural processes of civilization. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam glad the gentleman is candid enough to 
make that admission, which in its nature is quite as savage as are the 
Indians whom he denounced here to-day. The people of the United 
States do not wish the Indian tribes to become extinet. There is no 
such savagery extant in our country; at least it is continued to a lim- 
ited few, who think as does the gentleman. We, as an associated peo- 
ple, forming a great republic, have been given the Indians in charge 
by the Almighty, and it is our duty as a Christian and a civilized peo- 
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ple to pursue a policy toward them that instead of accomplishing their 
extinction wil! lead up to their becoming themselves christianized and 
civilized; and if we fail in that duty, we, as a nation,will surely be 
held accountable for it, as individuals are for the sins they themselves 
commit. 

Mr. Chairman, I quite agree with the gentleman from Arizona when 
he says that the policy of lands in severalty to the Indians should be 
enforced, 

I believe that the Indian reservations on a large scale should be 
broken up and that every Indian head of a family should be required 
to take his land in severalty, inalienable for fifty years, to the extent, 
say, of 160 acres, and that the Government of the United States should 
for some years to come assist them to become farmers by supplying 
them with teams and agricultural seeds and teaching them agricul- 
ture. This should be continued until they are sufficiently versed in 
the arts of husbandry to become self-sustaining farmers. At the same 
time, the full protection of the law should be thrown around them, 
even as it is around white men and negroes; and as soon as they have 
suflicient!y advanced in intelligence for it, they should be admitted to 
all the privileges of citizenship and electorship. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me aquestion ? 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to ask, in ethics or morals 
or justice, what more right you have to keep among the people of the 
West the Indian, as I have painted him, if my description is true, than 
to keep in your own district that many idle negroes under exactly 
similar conditions ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The negroes in my district are not idle, but 
are industrious people. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I know, 
as these Indians are. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Iam just now taking sides with the gentle- 
man from Arizonain his belief that they ought not to be kept in a 
state of idleness, and I agree with him that they should be required to 
take their lands in severalty, that nolens volens, the principle of lands 
in severalty should be enforced; but, I go further and insist that these 
peuple have not yet reached that state in which they can become suc- 
cessful farmers without aid from the Federal Government, and that as 
the Federal Govornment has taken their lands, their right of occupancy 
of which is recognized by decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, it ought to liberally provide for them in the way of setting them 
up as self-sustaining*farmers. There is no other way for them to live. 
The buffalo and other game have disappeared from the plains and for- 
ests. As hunters they have lost their vocation. Now, assist them to 
some other vocation. The duty isupon ustodothis. Feed them even 
as children are fed until they are able to take care of themselves. I 
speak of the wilder Indians. The five civilized tribes and perhaps 
others are now able to care for themselves. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave of the com- 
mittee to reserve that time, so that I may use it when the committee 
comes to discuss the bill under the five-minute rule; and I desire to 
speak in connection with an amendment that I shall then offer. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s amendment can be read at the 
present time for information. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I desire to defer my remarks until I of- 
fer the amendment in connection with the debate under the five-minute 
rule. 

TheCHAIRMAN, That can only be done by unanimous consent ot 
the committee. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, Thatis what Iam asking. Iask unani- 
mous consent to defer making my remarks until that time. 

Mr. PERKINS, There will be no objection to the gentleman re- 
serving his twenty minutes, to be used at the time he desires to offer 
his amendment, I think. There will be none on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Indiana is 
that the twenty minutes yielded to him by the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Pret] be not used now, but that he be allowed to use that time 
when the bill is under consideration under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PERKINS. But to be deducted from the two hours of general 
debate allowed to that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. But, of course, it is understood that it is to be 
deducted out of the two hours’ debate allowed to that side. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr.Chairman, because there are so many 
gentlemen who desire to speak, I will yield back five minutes of that 
time to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can not yield his time back. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I will modify my request by making it 
fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana desires to modify 
his request by reserving fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. Instead of twenty? 


I say, suppose they were idle, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request as modified? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEEL. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, when we think of the changed politi- 
cal status of the Republican members of this House and the causes that 
led to that change, the thought necessarily carries us back to the first 
session of the Fifty-first Congress and the causes that led to the mak- 
ing of that band of injured innocents upon that side of the House. 

Upon the meeting of this Congress the corporate interests of this 
country, the trusts and monopolies, had decreed, and it had gone forth 
in the press, that one man had been selected, the one who was par ex- 
cellence the man to rale their destinies upon this floor, and in whom 
they had the utmost confidence, and who would protect their corporate 
interests and#e that those interests wereadvanced here. The result, 
Mr, Chairman, of that conclusion was carried out in the nomination 
and election by the Republicans of the present Speaker. I say, then, 
Mr. Chairman, that he has proved faithful to those interests which 
were back of him, and in obedience to that will and at his dictation 
members upon the other side have bowed in humble submission. 

We have seen men upon the other side, his peers in point of ability, 
his superiors in qualities of statesmanship and long service to their 
party, at his domination and dictation trample under foot their own 
honest convictions and sentiments and driven by him against their 
judgments and convictions upon the reefs of adverse public opinion, 
where so many of them, upon the 4th day of last November, went 
down in political wreck and ruin. I say to you gentlemen upon that 
side that that influence which dominated then is dominating the Repub- 
licans of this House now. With the meager majority that you had of 
8 at the beginning of last session we find that by rules adopted at his 
dictation men honestly elected and entitled to seats upon this floor were 
thrust out of them. You increased your majority from 8 to 24 under 
those rules in violation of every principle of justice and of right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask the gentleman if he will yield to a ques- 
tion, and if he will not yield I will call him to order for, the language 
he has used in reference to the Speaker, 

Mr. PIERCE. What is the question of the gentleman ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman state that the Speaker of 
the House has dictated to the Committee on Elections their reports in 
contested-election cases? 

Mr. PIERCE. I say that I believe the Speaker has dictated the 
rules by which he absolutely controls this House and brought about 
these results. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will you name any of the cases in which the 
Speaker has dictated to the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. PIERCE. I can not hear the gentleman’s question; and as I 
am limited in time I shall yield no further. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact that upon that side of the House of the 177 
members only 62 remain to tell the tale is evidence that the people did 
not indorse the action of your Speaker or of the Republican party and 
its record as made upon this floor during the last session. 

Of your 177 members 25 were —- of a renomination by their 
party and 90 were defeated at the polls, giving to this side of the House, 
the party of the people, 157 cantante They did not indorse your 
action in unseating members; they did not indorse your action in 
breaking down the customs and practices of this House that had grown 
into precedents from the beginning of this Government until you 
placed the present Speaker in the chair; they did not indorse your 
action when you increased the burdens of taxation upon the laboring 
masses of this country—the farmers and the wage-workers in every de- 
partment; they did not indorse you when you passed pension bills 
which increased enormously the expenditures of the Government and 
gave that as the reason for imposing increased taxation upon the people 
of the country. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PIERCE. Yes, sir. Ask your question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you not know that your side proposed an 
amendment that would have cost the country $50,000,000 more than 
the bill we passed ? 

Mr. PIERCE. Your side of the House is the one that has passed 
these measures into laws and the one that the people have held responsi- 
ble at the ballot box. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. PIERCE. As I have stated, from having a majority of 24 in 
this House your party has been kicked out of power, and, as the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said a few days ago in the other end 
of the Capitol, under the leadership of the man you put into the 
Speaker’s chair of this House, “‘you have cond the most power- 
ful political organization in American history to the most stupendous 
and overwhelming disaster recorded in its annals.’’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is that what makes you feel so bad? [Laugh- 


ter. 
52 PIERCE. That is what makes me feel good, and I want to re- 
peat it anti tell you about it. [Laughter. ] ° 
Mr. BOUTELLE. You do not look altogether happy. 
Mr. PIERCE. I feel happyanyway. When I look upon the other 
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side of the House I know that there is not much bappiness over there. 
Your looks do not deceive us. But when a man looks at the wreck 
and ruin that has been wrought on that side he naturally puts on a 
somewhat melancholy aspect. [Laughter.] You went to the people 
on these measures and the people answered and pronounced theirsolemn 
judgment; swept the Republican party from power because it had failed 
to respond to the popular will. 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY ], speaking 


} 
scientious gentlemen on the other side come forward and vote with the 
upon the McKinley bill in this House at the last session,said that you 


Democrats to give this country free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

None but those who have seen the great Father of Waters when 
aroused {rom his winter’s nap and on his springtide flow to the Gulf 
can appreciate his mighty power; but his mighty force is as naught 
when compared with the power and force of the wave of intelligent 
condemnation which is even now sweeping over this land, the advance 
guard of which so many of you gentlemen met upon the 4th day of 
November last, and saw your political barks wrecked and shattered, 
and yourselvesstarted toward that bourne from which few politicians 
return. (Laughter and applause.] The will of the people is sweeping 
onward in this country, and it will not be stayed even at the dictates 
of Ex-President Grover Cleveland. The will of this country is written 
in the hearts of its laboring people [applanse], and that will, if not in 
this House, will be registered in legislation by the Representatives of 
the people in the Fifty-second Congress. 

Twice has Mr. Cleveland, when the Democratic party on this floor 
was upon the eve of winning the free coinage of silver, cast the weight 
of the high position with which his party had honored him against that 
party’s expressed wish, evidenced by every vote of the Democratic 
Representatives, upon the free coinage of silver, upon this floor. For 
the second time he has come opportunely to the aid of the gold-bugs; 
sided with the creditor class, the national banks, and the money-lenders, 
against the debtor class, the farmers, and laborers. In his letter of ac- 
ceptance of the Democratic nomination for the Presidency in 1884, he 
said: 


were here to register the will of the people as decreed in the elections 
of 1888, I would like to ask that side what are you here for now? 
[Laughter.] You have heard from the people upon these questions. 
‘The sober second thought of the people has swept you from power and 
has placed the real Representatives of the people here, who, in the 
Fifty-second Congress, will respect the people’s rights and the rights of 
their Representatives and the rights of the minority upon that side of 
the House. 

The people have sat in judgment upon you. They have weighed 
you in the balances and found you wanting; the evidence of that is to 
be found in the fact that so many of you have been retired to private 
life. And now, instead of paying aitention to that verdict, you are 
here proposing to pass other measures which will still further increase 
the burdens upon the laboring masses of this country, and you are 
doing this in face of the fact that the people have declared against you 
at the polls by a majority of 800,000 over vour candidates for Congress 
and have registered their verdict by a majority of 1,300,000 votes 
against your party. And theparty of the people, the Democratic party, 
stands to-day with a popular majority in favor of its candidates for 
Congress of 268,000 over and above all the adverse votes added to- 
gether. 



































The eligibility of a President for a second term is the most serious danger to 
the calm, deliberate, and intelligent political action which must characterize 
a Government by the people. 


This language in his case I believe the people will indorse. Nor have 


Congressional vote cast in 1890. the people forgotten his ‘‘ volunteer letter’’ of advice to the Democratic 
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gold-bugs of Wall street and he will reap with the whirlwind of free, 
unlimited, and independent silver coinage of the people in 1892. In 
my humble opinion the time has come in which the people of the 
West and South will no longer, upon the questions of finance and tariff 
taxation, submit to being made the dray-horses of national banks, 
protected manufacturers’ trusts and combines—all the legitimate chil- 
dren of the Republican party; while a few, masquerading in the garb 
of Democracy, have stood as sponsors for this evil brood. 

That these questions were fully understood and acted upon by the 
people in the elections of 1890 there can be no doubt when we look 
to the fact that every State in the Federal Union in 1890 that held a 
Democratic State convention condemned in strong language the force 
bill, the McKinley bill, and every one, with three or four exceptions, 
declared for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. The record of 
the Republican party in the first session of this Congress was empha- 
sized by the passage of the force bill, the McKinley bill, and thefurther 
demonetization of silver by the repeal of the Bland act. The Demo- 
cratic Representatizes voted solidly against the first two and almost 
solidly against the last measure. ‘These in the main were the issues 
submitted to the people last November. Their verdict is answered by 
the Democratic party and Farmers’ Alliance having 244 members-elect 
to the Fiity-second Congress, the Republicans 85. 

Mr. Chairman, within the last few years there has grown up among 
the farmers and laborers of this country, especially in the West and 
South, a great organization, banded together for their mutual protec- 
tion and benefit. This organization, which two years ago had but 
eleven State organizations, to-day has thirty-five and a membership of 
over three millions. Every State organization has declared for the free 
coinage of silver and denounced protection and the McKinley bill, and 
in their national convention, recently held at Ocala, Fla., denounced 
the force bill. 

It will be seen that the members of this great and powerful order 
stand shoulder to shoulder with the Democratic party in favor of free 
coinage of silver and against the protective policy of the Republican 
party. The Farmers’ Alliance is the great half-way house in which 
the principles of the Democratic party are taught. It has been the 
medium through which the prejudices engendered by our civil war 
have been ina great measure effaced, and the Republican, political, 
demagogic cries of ‘‘ rebel’’ and ‘‘ rebel brigadier ’’ have lost their po- 
tency and can no longer be made useful in political campaigns. 

The wonderful changes that have been made by the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance can best be understood when we look to the changes that have 
been effected in some of the Western States upon the issues of tariff re- 
form and free silver. During the first session of the Fifty-first Con- 


I agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINiry ] that the 
will of the people, as expressed in the elections, should be carried out 
upon this floor, and I say that upon all these great questions the will 
of the people is against the Republican party. Upon the question of 
the tariff which you forced upon us in the interest of the trusts and 
the monopolistic classes, your views have been repudiated at the polls. 
You have a spurious silver measure yielding no relief to the people, 
but giving to the few an opportunity to put profits into their pockets at 
the cost of the masses, and the people held you responsible for it. 

They held you responsible for fastening upon the country legislation 
which squandered the one hundred millions of surplus that had been 
left to your keeping by a Democratic Administration. They held you 
responsible for passing the McKinley bill, which made stronger the 
chains of the corporations that manacle the strong arms of agriculture 
and commerce. You have riveted the nails of protection which has 
pledged the farmers and laborers of our country to higher taxation to 
meet pensions in amount never before seen in the history of the world, 
one-half of which, Republican experts say, are fraudulent. 

These are the measures upon which the people have sat in judgment 
and for which they have held you accountable. 

Now, as to silver. The laboring masses of this country are deter- 
mined that that question shall not down, and they will not rest until 
they have secured from the next Congress, if not from this, a law for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver. Mr. Chairman, it must be with 
grim satisfaction that the grand chief wrecker of the Republican party, 
our present Speaker, looks down from his high position in the Repub- 
lican household upon the wreck and ruin he has wrought. He must 
be reminded of the inscription that Dante saw above the portal of one 
of the arches that led into the infernal regions, for he has brought his 
party to that point where the same inscription may well be written 
above the entrance that leads into the Republican household: ‘‘ He 
who enters here leaves hope behind.’’ [Great applause. } 

You gentlemen upon the other side who have honest convictions, who 
have convictions in the interest of the people upon the silverand other 
questions presented to this House, do you propose longer to yield to 
the dictates of the one-man power and bind yourselves longer to assist 
in carrying out measures which your own judgment and consciences con- 
demn? From the way you gentlemen act it would appear that you 
are in the position of the mountaineer in East Tennessee who when at- 
tacked by a big black mountain wolf, caught it by the ears, but soon 
appreciated that it was ‘‘ Hell to hold on and hell tolet go.’’ [Laugh- 
=r That is the position in which you gentlemen with yourSpeaker 
are in to-day. Youdonot know what to do. Let intelligent and con- 
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gress the Republican party increased the tariff duties upon 
saries of life of the people enormously by the of the McKinley 
bilJ, and demonetized silver. The first session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress adjourned and the Republican party went to the country asking 
an indorsement of these measures and of its record made during that 
session. 

Let us not forget that the Democratic party, through its representa- 
tives, protested by every means in its power against the passage of these 
measures. but we were told by the Speaker, Mr. MCKINLEY, and 
other leaders of the Republican party that we were simply obstruction- 
ists; that the minority had no right except to sit still and be counted 
by the Speaker to make a quorum for the Republican side to ‘‘ do busi- 
ness and legislate for the country.’’ I append a table of the Congres- 
sional vote in 1890 in seventeen Northern States: 


Total Congressional vote. | 


States. - —— 


Pluralities. 


| Democratic. Republican. Democratic.| Republican. 














Connecticut ................. 67, 646 63, 048 | 4, 508 |seeeereesernee cares 
OO a a er ; 8, 026 | a 
RINE cies tlmoasscormnien 343, 041 
I iatekainaiadetinniaeivaimee ‘ 242, 861 | 
DTT sccdviinencuscinen scvbegesows 196, 337 
Kansas .... svilaiteianaibassiniias 122, 034 
Ms assachusetts .. sunkontuentiined 134, 507 | 
Minnesota .......... 104, 718 | 
Nebraska......... 100, 423 
Nevada .. vain 5, 438 
New Hampshire. pucvessnce a 41,728 
New Jersecy........+....:. sien 128, 460 | 
OO eae 499, 065 
North Dakota..... 14, 800 
Ohio .. felneniteeces 351, 528 
Pe »nnsylvania.. od 430, 371 
Co ee 147, 546 | 
SIE cvcinenensicinii 2, 938, 429 | 2,743, 974 | 2, 483 | 58, 028 


Tn 1888 the Democrats did not chow a majority in the Congressional 
vote of any one of these States. Now we have a majority in twelve 
of the seventeen. In 1888 the Republicans had a majority in these 
seventeen States on the Congressional vote of 407,566. It will be seen 
by reference to the above table that the Democratic candidates for Con- 
gress have a majority over the Republican candidates for Congress in 
1890 of 194,455, and, except in the First and Second districts of Kansas, 
the First in Nebraska, and the Fifth in Minnesota, the members of 
the Farmers’ Alliance voted for the candidates for Congress who were 
nominated by the Democrats or had their indorsement. The Demo- 
cratic party owes the Farmers’ Alliance a debt of gratitude it should 
not forget. 

The changes that the Farmers’ Alliance is making in the politics of 
the country can better be appreciated when we recur to the fact that 
upon the Republican platform of 1888 the Republican candidates for 
Congress carried Kansas by 80,000 majority and elected all seven of 
the Congressmen, and in 1890 lost it by 12,218 majority and elected 
only two Congressmen; carried Minnesota by 31,456 and elected all six 
of the Congressmen, and in 1890 lost the State by 10,884 and elected only 
one Congressman; carried Nebraska by 24,234 and elected all three of 
the Congressmen, and in 1890 lost the State by 27,127 and lost all three 
of the Congressmen; carried Iowa by 27,700 and elected ten of the 
eleven Congressmen, and in 1890 lost the State by 7,680 and elected 
five Congressmen; carried ILlinois by 27,668 and elected thirteen of the 
twenty Congressmen, and in 1890 lost the State by 34,504 and elected 
only tive Congressmen; carried Wisconsin by 23,037 and elected seven 
Congressmen, and in 1890 lost the State by 24,198 and elected only one 
Congressman. 

Wisconsin sends a Democratic Senator to replace Senator SPOONER, one 
of the ablest men in the Republican party, a rabid advocate of the force 
bill, the McKinley bill, and a bitter opponent of freesilver. New York 
sents her distinguished Democratic governor to take the place of Sena- 
tor Ev Ants, a full-line Republican. Kansas sends a Farmers’ Alliance 
Senator, who, in his address to the Legislature that elected him, said: 

We are opposed to the taxing one industry for the support of another; we 

are opps d to high duties upon any article of common use, no matter what. 
When I left the Republican party I left it for good. 
And on the same day in a public interview he said: 


lvery effort to excite sectional feeling will encounter my vigorous protest. 
We of the West wish to teach our brethren of the South that eyareofus. The 
race issue is for the Southern people to settle among themselves, If we had it 
in Kansas we would resent interference from outsiders. 

It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that the first Senator elected by the 
Farmers’ Alliance declares for the Democratic principle of local self- 
government in the States by the people, and noninterference by the 
Federal Government. Additional evidence that the Republican none 
was condemned by the people in the elections of 1890 for the record 
made during the first session of this Congress is found in the fact ees 
the Republican candidates for Congress in nearly every district in the 


Union ran largely behind their State ticket, and especially in the West- 
ern States. 
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But it seems that the wreck of the Republican party that is left in 
this House will not learn by experience. The same taskmaster that 
forced so many of them to support measures last session that they did 
not approve is back of them now. They have heard and felt the con- 
demning judgment of the people. Will they heed it? The principle 
adopted in the McKinley pill of giving bonuses to special industries 
from the money wrung from the farmers and laborers by unjust tax- 
ation, as it did to the sugar-cane-growers of Louisiana, the growers of 
silk, producers of beet sugar and producers of maple sugar, is again 
to be brought into use by giving millions to subsidies under what you 
call ‘‘An act to place the American merchant marine engaged in the 
foreign trade on an equality with that of foreign nations.’’ 

This bill comes in the honestgarb of Esau, but back of itis the subtle 
hand of Jacob, that would wrongfully be thrust into the paternal Treas- 
ury and take therefrom millions of toil-stained dollars wrung from the 
laboring masses of our people by unjust and unholy taxation, part of 
which as tribute money will find its way into the Republican campaign 
fund to create ‘‘blocks of five’’ in the elections in 1892. Have you 
gentlemen forgotten that the McKinley bill contains an express decla- 
ration of piracy against our foreign commerce, our trade with foreign 
countries, when it says that duties are raised by it with the purpose to 
‘‘check imports ’’ into this country from foreigu lands? 

The distinguished gentleman [Mr. McKINLEY] has told the country 
that the McKinley bill was passed with ‘‘singular unanimity ’’ by the 
Republican members upon this floor, and the country with ‘‘ singular 


, #nanimity’’ has repudiated both the bill and its advocates. In 1860 


66 per cent. of our foreign trade was carried in American bottoms, in 
American vessels, in value $507, 247,757; in foreign vessels, 34 per cent., 
and in value $255,040,793. In American vessels in 1890 only 12.29 
per cent. of our export and import trade was carried in American ves- 
sels, in value only $202,451,086; while foreign vessels carried 87.71 per 
cent., in value $1,371,116,774. After having by legislation for the past 
twenty-five years strangled the American carrying trade with foreign 
countries and having carried this determination in plain language into 
the McKinley bill, you propose by increased taxation upon the people 
to bring it into life, 

Would it not be best to remove the causes that have wiped our 
carrying trade from the high seas? The reciprocity treaty of Mr. 
Harrison with Brazil is seized upon by the Republican press as a pan- 
acea for evils you have inflicted upon our foreign commerce. Of what 
benefit will this treaty be to our farmers? If you had a treaty for the 
free interchange of the products of all the States of South America 
with our own, our farmers would receive no practical benefit, for Bra- 
ziland the States around her are, like our own, chiefly agricultural. 
They raise mainly what they have to eat, justaswedo. And astronger 
reason still that this treaty will do our farmers no material good is the 
fact that they live in a temperature so radically different from ours 
that they do not eat the same character of food we do. 

Then to whom must we dispose of our enormous surplus agricul- 
tural products? It must be to the peoples of Europe, those who live 
in a climate similar to our own; but these ee the Republican 
party through the McKinley bill ‘has said it desires to shut out from 
our markets. I submit the following table, which shows the amount 
and character of our surplus agricultural products exported, and that 
a very small amount is taken by the countries of South America, 
although we have for years admitted over 90 per cent. of their prod- 
ucts free of duty: 


Agricultural exports to various countries during the year 1889. 





All South 





Products. Total ex- America 

po received. 
Live cattle ......... sniciiemesnethintnasiliaanedapeailipsyinensinen times $16, 616, 000 $54, 410 
Barl ; els... 853, 000 52 








Mr. PEEL. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr, PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GROsVENOR]. 

Mr. GROS OR. Mr. Chairman, this system of ours which we 
fs respouaible Yor affording on opportunity for gentlemen vo perpetrate 
is responsible for pa opportunity for gentlemen to 
upon the country a erage nthe ora on se 
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appeal to this side of the House to emancipate himself from the dom- 
ination of the Speaker; I should like to have his attention while I ask 
him a question or two. 

He says that the defeat of the Republican party last fall was the re- 
sult of a great uprising of the people in consequeace of the crimes and 
misdemeanors of the Republican party under the dictation and domi- 
nation of the Speaker of this House and was a direct rebuke to that 
distinguished officer. 

I should like to ask the gentleman to tell me and the American peo- 
ple what drove the Democratic party out of power in 1860 and kept it 
out of power until 1884? Why was it that the people of this country 
who for so many years had elected Democratic Presidents, Democratic 
Houses of Representatives, Democratic Senates, turned upon the Dem- 
ocratic party in 1860, drove it out of power, and stamped upon it the 
condemnation of the country, and the verdict that it was unpatriotic 
and vicious ? 

Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have only five minutes; and I do not want 
my friend from Indiana to interfere with me. Iam asking these ques- 
tions in such a way that you may answer them hereafter. 

Why was it that when your party did get into power after the elec- 
tion of 1884 you were utterly unable to hold the majority of the peo- 
ple of the country in support of the Democratic party? Why was it 
that when you were compelled to do something aflirmative, or to try 
to do something as you had promised to do, you were from one end of 
the country to the other, everywhere along the whole line of battle, 
repudiated, overwhelmed, and destroyed? 

Let me say to the gentleman on the other side, who is so exuberant 
and hopeful and enthusiastic as to the future, that just at this particu- 
lar time there looms up across the pathway of his party a question 
upon which they will have to take affirmative action; and never in any 
case for more than a quarter of a century has the Democratic party of 
this country taken affirmative action that the people did not over- 
whelm it with their condemnation at the election following. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Wherestands the gentleman to-day ? 
He talks about ‘‘ free and unlimited coinage of silver.’’ Has he for- 
gotten that his President, after he was elected, denounced in bitter and 
unqualified terms this whole job of ‘‘free and unlimited coinage of 
silver?’’ Has he forgotten that his President, during the four years 
of his Administration, waged war against this silver policy, crushed 
it, destroyed it, in this House of Representatives and in the Senate 
and in the platform of his party; so that when you met at St. Louis 
in national convention, as his Administration was drawing to a close, 
you did not dare to say ‘‘ free coinage of silver;’’ you did not dare to 
speak of silver in any form, and you launched a great campaign with 
absolute silence as to silver? Not only so, but by thus nominating 
Mr. Cleveland and supporting him you each and all of you condoned 
the errors of Cleveland, if there were any, and indorsed and approved 
his affirmative action. 

Has the gentleman from Tennessee forgotten that to day the greatest 
man of the Democratic party, the man who has the ear of the masses 
of the people more securely than any other man on earth, denounces 
your free and unlimited coinage of silver as a fraud and a swindle? 
And let me tell the gentleman that the time is coming, and it is now 
close at hand, when he and the other Democrats will do justas they did 
when Grover Cleveland sent in his free-trade message to the House of 
Representatives which so startled the country, as he did by his letter 
from New York the day before yesterday, will bend their necks and 
get down on their knees, bowing before the superior statesmanship and 
greater power and influence ofa man who dares to be honest and dares 
to speak his honest sentiments upon a great question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Notwithstanding he isa Democrat. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). In the current of time, at an early 
day, when trickery and fraud, the mask behind which you skulk, is re- 


moved, Grover Cleveland will be recognized as leader and dictator of 


his party. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. PERKINS. I yield now twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Before that I ask the gentleman to allow me to 
make one criticism on my friend’s remarks. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iyield a minute for that purpose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That it is simply a violation of the rule that pre- 
vails in the Army and the Navy in regard to the practice with heavy 
ordnance—it is a highly improper thing to train a columbiad on a 

ter. 


sparrow. [Laughter. : 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, coming asI do from a State that has 
been first in all strifes looking toward the suppression of human rights 
or the destruction of republican institutions, it is expected that I 
should be moved, like am from that State in the last forty years, by 

founded upon sectionalism and localaggrandizement. But, Mr. 

, that is not my purpose. Iam here, first an American, second 

a South Carolinian; as an American for Americans, living in the pres- 
ent with hopes for the future, I am here to speak to this question. 

With regret I have witnessed the acrimony, eriminations, and re- 
eriminations indulged in by those from my section against the legally 
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chosen Representatives of a people and a party whose views are broad, 
liberal, humane, and merciful. I have read all the speeches delivered 
by the Senators and Representatives from the South against the passage 
of an election law, a law which is intended to protect the humblest 
American in the discharge of the duties of freemen at the elections, a 
law which promises the absolute protection of republican institutions, 
a law which aims at the obliteration of sectionalism, caste prejudice, 
and the hatred that is manifested by the Representatives from the 
South. There is nothing in these speeches, bereft of malignant hatred 
and statements unfounded in history and political economy. Every 
one of them savors of the same stale tale that bas been announced, 
either in this Chamber or in the next, or over the entire country in the 
last fifty years, by arrogance and ignorance. 

But there is one speech to which I must invite the attention of the 
American people; I refer to the speech of a Christian friend from Georgia 
[Mr. CoLquitr]. Its importance does not lie in the fact that he an- 
nounces any new doctrine, but because he represents himself a self- 
constituted sponsor of the negro in religion and politicaleconomy. He 
claims to speak for us as our religious adviser, political and personal 
friend. Standing out in bold relief from the others is that clever the- 
ological politician. With gloved hand he holds the Bible in a most the- 
ological way while he lays down his badly mixed syllogisms, but in that 
gloved hand is the stiletto, the dagger, which, as he advances in his 
argument, he inserts into the very vitals of the negro, and along with 
him he drags down the representatives of the party of constitutional 
liberty, the party that has driven from the North sectionalism and 
clannish hate, the party that has planted north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line a civilization founded upon ‘‘ Do unto others as you would have 
others do unto you,’’ the like of which has never been known undet 
the canopy of heaven. Speaking of the South, that would-be friend 
of the negro [Senator COLQUITT] says: 

But in material prosperity it bas suffered eclipse by the side of the North and 


West. As to the causes, the two leading ones are: The presence of the negro, 
not his status; the action of government. 


Mr. Chairman, the presence of the negro does not retard the devel- 
opment of the South. It is not his fault that the South has remained 
bottled up, yes, literally bottled up, within her circumscribed sphere 
feasting upon sectional hate, seeking to destroy all that is good in our 
institutions, falsifying and misrepresenting her countrymen, and play- 
ing the part of Kilkenny cats among themselves. There is no people 
in the world more self-opinionated without cause, more bigoted without 
achievements, more boastful without a status; no people in the world 
so quick to misjudge their countrymen and misstate historical facts 
or political economy, and impugn the motives of others. History does 
not record a civilized people who have been contented with so little 
and who can feast so long upon a worthless buried past. While crying 
for mercy and attempting to speak as embassadors of peace, there are 
no people in the world more vituperative than her leaders. 

lt is not the negro, Mr. Chairman, that keeps Northern capital and 
Western energy from within the bordersof the South land, but it is the 
revolutionary spirit of the white citizens, it is the clannishness of the 
white citizens, itis the petty prejudices of the white citizens, it is the con- 
tinuing to dwell upon past uselessness of the white citizens, itis the mean 
jealousy of the white citizen, itis his love of misjudging and misrepresent- 
ing historical achievements that drive from our borders thrift, capital, en- 
ergy, and inventive genius. Caucasian energy and enterprise will seek 
wealth in any clime, and thecolorof a man’s skincan not keep them from 
coming; but men of refinement will not go to a country where the 
rights of property are not secure; men of religious convictions will 
not go amonga people who, Pharisaical-like, consider themselves the su- 
perior of the influx; men of business habits will not go in a country 
until by the laws of that land investments are secure. 

The negro, Mr. Chairman, beyond any people from a barbarous state 
assimilates readily. Full of gratitude, trained to obey, it is his 
nature to lovingly serve those by whom he is enrployed; he never at- 
tempts to cross the boundary of established social lines; but, like the 
hewer of wood that he is in the South, he toils, obeys, and develops 
his section. His habits are those of the white man, his religion is 
that of the white man, he has not an obtrusive nature. Thenin God’s 
name I ask Christian statesmen not to mix their theology and their 
political economy, and state it to the world that the presence of the 
negro is the cause of the nondevelopment and the lack of progress, 
energy, and prosperity of the South. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, capital is shy, the prosperity of the country is 
great, the invitation to investments is too general in the North and 
West, where laws are strong and protect the capitalists against the ad- 
venturer. In some of the Southern States laws are enacted to-day to 
entrap investments and to inveigle men with their cash, only to ruin 
the investor. Think of a State enacting a law empowering townships 
to issue railroad bonds and under that act inviting capitalists to invest 
the savings from their toil, and as soon as those bonds are all upon the 
market the supremecourtof thatState invalidating the act that created 
the bonds and thereby robbing the investor, and, as soon as the original 
holders of the bonds have sacrificed them, have lost all, at the next 
session of the Legislature the invalidated bonds being by another act 
validated again. 
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Now, I do not speak for every Southern State, for I plead ignorance 
as to the exact form of robbery practiced by most of them. But this 
case is nota hypothetical one; itis taken from the records of the courts 
and the Legislature of South Carolina during the recent past. Who 
wants to come to a county or a town where, because he is a Swede, 
a German, an Englishman, an Irishman, a Frenchman, or a Yankee, 
the tax assessor assesses his property on account of his nationality or 
his politics. And yet, Mr. Chairman, there isa case where a Union sol- 
dier, because he was a Yankee, was outrageously overtaxed by a local 
assessor; because he braved the dangers of a battlefield and exposed 
his breast to the bullet of the traitor his property was outrageously as- 
sessed by a local assessor not twelve years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, noteven five years ago, but in the near past this has 
been done in my native county. One of our largest merchants was 
outrageously assessed, in comparison with hisneighbors, Whatthink 
you? A letter was unearthed, written by the local assessor toa member 
of the State board of rebatement of taxes, stating that the taxpayer 
was a Yankee and for that reason he was overassessed, and for that 
reason the county officer asked that the rebatement should not be al- 
lowed. The person alluded to is Capt, N. Christensen, of the town of 
Beaufort, 8. C. 

And yet, Mr, Chairman, when the guardians of the peace of our coun- 
try, when the guardians of our homes, when the natural protectors of 
the rights of American citizens formulate a law for the betterment of the 
condition of the whole country and the protection of the black and 
white citizens of the South in their rights as electors, they are branded 
in this and the other Chamber, yes, everywhere, as kindlers of strife, 
as promoters of sectionalism, and seekers of maladministration; they 
are branded as champions of the negro race, seeking to plant in the 
Southland the supremacy of the inferior over the superior, and the ob- 
literation of the social line, as destroyers of the business energy and 
the domestic happiness of the Caucasians confined therein. 

The charge is false; they aim at no such achievement, no such at- 
terapt has been made. But, sir, this institution is founded upon the 
common brotherhood of man and the inalienable rights of the citizens 
of a common country, and the protection of each and every citizen in 
the enjoyment ofall the rights with which he is commonly endowed by 
a common Creator, coming as men do from an original creation. 

The same friend, Senator CoLquitt, of Georgia, states that the sec- 
ond barrier to the improvement of the South ‘‘is the action of the Gov- 
ernment.’’ If he alludes to the action of the Southern government 
for the last fifty years, I plead guilty to the indictment drawn; but if 
he refers to the government administered by the founders of the Con- 
stitution, the government of Thaddeus Stevens, Sumner, Seward, 
Chase, and Lincoln; if he refers to the government of Oliver P. Mor- 
ton, Grant, Logan, JoHN SHERMAN, EpMunps, Clarkson, CHANDLER, 
Harrison, HoAR, RoweLL, MCKINLEY, BuRRows, and REED, I repel 
it with indignation. Take the utterances of the leaders of the Govern- 
ment to whom I refer, take their actions whenever in authority, take 
their votes whenever cast, and I call upon civilization to witness that 
there has been no people intrusted with the government of humanity 
who have been more merciful, more watchful, more forbearing, and 
more humane. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there isa time when to indulge the child makes 
the parent guilty of a crime, when to be merciful to the criminal sinks 
the judge beneath the weight of the law; for mercy is founded upon 
the priuciples of justice. What think you of a peopleand a portion of 
this Union, placed as they are upon their record as seceders and nulli- 
fiers, continually erying and playing upon the harp of sectionalism un- 
der the guise of injured innocence? Think of a people whose record at 
the polls for the last twenty-five years sogepentind ier the innocent blood 
of voters; think of a people whose history records the massacre of white 
citizens for opinion’s sake in the time of peace; -think of the murder 
of Chisholm’s family in Mississippi and the assassination of white and 
black citizens without cause in every Southern State; think of a peo- 
ple who drive property-holders from within the borders of their State 
for no crime other than that they support the Republican ticket, giv- 
ing such property-holders the choice of but two alternatives, to remain 
and die or to leave their property with their lives only. 

Think of a people who are ever ready to nullify the acts of this great 
Government standing up at any and all times ready to brand the pro- 
tectors of American homes and the guardians of our Treasury as a band 
of enemies to their progress and hypocritically crying sectionalism and 
enmity to the South. The sectionalism and the enmity to republican 
institutions areall upon the other side, Mr. Chairman. And our party 
leaders sit here, and over yonder, too, and submit from year to year, 
and from day to day to the virulence which is hurled in their very 
teeth. 

The same friend from Georgia [Mr. CoLqutrr] also says: 

Think of plunder asa form of rule and of a government of the few, by the 
few, and for the few. 

If this utterance applies to the Southern oligarchy under the name of 
Democracy, if it is meant to portray the condition that exists to-day 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line, then in shame and humiliation, with 
regret and with an anxious watching and expectation for the future, 
I stand here before the American people and plead guilty for the South 
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under the indictment. But if it is meant as an indictment of the Na- 
tional Government, it is unworthy of the religious, theological states- 
man who utters it. 

Speak of our Government as a government of the few, for the few, 
and by the few! Speak of our National Government as a Government 
of plunder and the Government of misrule! Why, Mr. Chairman, all 
Europe, yea, the whole civilized world, especially where monarchies 
are tottering, point to the triumph of universal rights, point to the 
republican institutions established by my party, point to the ‘‘Gov- 
ernment for the people, of the people, and by the people,’’ with pride 
and certain hope, and the only spot that mars this country is that 
spot, unfortanately for me and mine, that is circumscribed within the 
narrow limits of the slave States, where intolerance and the suppres- 
sion of the rights of mankind have been common for more than a cen- 
tury. 

The same friend says: 

Other races have made a certain degree of progress, some more and some 
less, but the black alone has stayed in his own land proof against the advances 
of civilization. 

The above quotation sounds eloquent, looks well in print, but what 
does it mean? As shown further on in his speech, it means nothing; 
no, absolutely nothing, politically, for the negro. Who is to be the 
judge of the capacity of the negro? By what admeasurement is his 
right to citizenship tobe meted out? Is thisself-constituted friend the 
person fit to be intrusted with that task? Oh, no, Mr. Chairman, he is 
not, for he sees the negro through eyes that are ignorantly prejudiced; 
he falsifies his position in the South and arraigns him as unjustly, 
though with guarded words, as those here in this building who have 
made their record, not as teachers of the negro in morals and political 
economy, but as leaders in other fields, leaders on election days, leaders 
of Hamburgh, Ellenton, and every other persecution to which the poor 
American negro has been subjected. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is that quotation ethnologically true? And, if 
true, what does it prove? What does the history of manas written by 
Herodotus, Pliny, Tacitus, Cesar, and Prichard teach? Why, it teaches 
the absolute certainty that races locked up to themselves remain in a 
barbarous, and, if not in a total, inasemibarbarons state. I challenge 
any student of ethnology to point to a race, a tribe, or a clan that ever 
rose to permanent civilization without the assisting hand of another 
superior civilization. Tacitus faithfully portrays the uncivilized and 
degraded condition of the Germans and Gaals at the beginning of the 
Roman conguest ef their lands. Pliny portrays the degraded condi- 
tion of the Britons, and speaks of the women of this parent stock of 
Caucasian English civilization as attending their religious feasts in 
nude phalanx. Czesar says: 


Ten or twelve of them live ther, having their wives in common, espe- 


cially brothers, or parents and children amongst themselves; but the issue is 
always ascribed to him who first espoused the mother. 

Some writers think that they were cannibals. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
these races, touched by the magic hand of Roman civilization, have 
risen from their degradation and immorality to the highest specimens 
of Christian civilization the world over. The incestuous British parent 
stock has evolved and improved to so high a degree that, whenever we 
speak of a woman of constancy, Christian morality,and absolute virtue, 
we go, without stopping to think, among the English-speaking Cauca- 
sians. Itrathfully say this without disparity to other civilized Chris- 
tian women. .I am dealing with ethnology and hisiory as recorded by 
the English-speaking world. 

This friend [Mr. CoLquitTT] thinks the negroes incompetent of the 
achievements thatare common toCaucasians. Why, the Romans held 
the same views about the Gauls, Germans, and Britons. When send- 
ing cargoes of slaves from the British Isles to Rome, Crsar said, ‘‘I 
send a race that it will require a century of education to fit for house 
servants.’’ Ah, Mr. Chairman, the science of ethnology is perfect, 
the philosophers of this school have been faithful, and they all agree 
that the primitive state of an excluded people from the influx of a 
world’s advancement is no proof of their inherent and unchangeable 
inferiority, but proves the absolute certainty of the common brother- 
hood of man, created by a common Creator, with equal faculties and 
moved by an universal impulse. Will the friend frem Georgia [ Mr. 
CoLquitT] charge the poor negro with his ignorance of this unerring, 
divine law ? 

This friend from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitT] further says: 
unis coustiy the Afrions hover attempted to achieve ‘his cwa 
the self-born impulse of liberty that seems to have animated e 
thralldom, from the beginning of time to the present, and which has resulted 
in the final acquisition of by their own effort, 

Will the friend from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt] point to a single race 
of slaves who were strangers in a strange land, separated, absolutely 
se , as the American Africans have been from the protection 
which men instinctively look to on their native soil, who have 
achieved their own freedom, who have been so obediently true to their 
masters, And have done as much to secure their freedom, or who have 
done so much for the of free institutions as the American 
negro? No, Mr. Chairman, the negro as a class in America is not the 
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mutinous, riotous element of our community, but at all times he has negro is the equal of the poor illiterate white citizen in every element 
labored faithfully to obtain hisemancipation and to better his condition. | 


This friend from Georgia [Senator CoLQuITT] says: 


Found ignorance upon barbarism, and you have the condition of the enfran- 
chised slave at the end of the war. 


And, also, he speaks lightly of the morals of the women; yet he 
speaks as a teacher and friend of the negro. Sir, found ignorance, in- 


cest, and superstition upon barbarism, and you have the condition of | 


the English-speaking people at the time of the Roman invasion, but 
with all their rights secured, with the Book of Christ in their hand, 
behold their grandeur to-day. And God knows it; man knows it; 
the Southern people know it, that there was no barbarity, as natural 
history understands it and records it, common to the American negro 
at the breakiug out of the war. He was ignorant and illiterate, but 
never barbarous at the period mentioned by this learned friend [ Mr. 
CoLQuitt]. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, he was the custodian of what little peace and 
happiness were enjoyed by helpless women and children, while this 
friend from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitT] and others who speak of him 
as a barbarian at that time were acting like barbarians, drenching their 
hands in the blood of a common ancestry, and with all the ferocity of 
primitive barbarians striving to pull down the very temple of educa- 
tion, protection, life, and liberty. 

This friend from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTt] also says: 


Since freedom his moral defect has sometimes run into an unbridled license, 


and to day one of the horrors in the South isthe occurrence of cases of unregu- | 


lated desire and the apprehension of its appalling results. Whatever there is 
of lawless administration of punishment arises from an invasion of the most 
sacred home peace and for the preservation of our Christian women. This is 
a delicate, but a grave subject, and can only be hinted at. Every civilized 
man who feels an interest in the good of society and the guarding of our fam- 
ilies will appreciate this to the fullest extent. 


My God, Mr. Chairman, is this charge true? And, if it is not true, 
what position must a Christian statesman, professing to be the friend of 
my people, occupy in the estimation of that people? Yea, of the South, 
of the entire country? Great God, is there no limit to the slander and 
malignant utterances of these self-constituted friends of a toiling, 
deserving, plodding portion of the American people? Stand up and 
indict a race of males as the invaders of the sanctity of Caucasian home 
ties, as the brutal destroyer of that in woman which is her very exist- 
ence. The charge is groundless, mean, slanderous,and most damnably 
false, as false, Mr. Chairman, as the elements that constitute the infer- 
nal regions. 

I live in the blackest belt in the South, where in numbers the whites 
are few. My district covers a country of hundredsof miles. The large 
plantations, with dense population of black illiterates, are there, and 
nestled among them are isolated white homes, miles apart. Many of 
these homes are peopled by widowed mothers, half-grown and grown- 
up sitis, without the protecting hand of a male of theirrace. The girls 
often go alone from neighbor to neighbor or to the store or to church 
or to school, and | challenge the pleader at the bar or the custodian of 
the criminal records to point to a single case where these walking em- 
blems of American purity have been assaulted or raped by a negro in 
that district or any portion of it since emancipation. 

The records of the courts of the South prove that the crime is not 
indulged in; the charge is never laid at the door of the negro where 
he is powerfullystrong in numbers and the morals of the white women 
are certain. Whenever it is hurled at him the crime is laid in a local- 
ity where the numbers of the whites and the negroes are nearly equal, 
where the whites and the negroes are equal in morals; and, even after 
the poor unfortunate victim’ has been lynched and his spirit gone to the 
eternal world, letters or verbal admissions coming from the supposed 
victim of licentious brutality invariably absolve the innocent dead man 
from the crime charged. 

There is not a Christian mother in the South but knows the utter 
falsity of this charge. I call upon white women who are left alone 
from day to day and from night to night in their struggling homes 
in the South to denyit. I call upon the ministers of the gospel who 
are not political demagogues to deny it. I call upon the white strug- 
gling son of toil, whose hand has never been stained with the inno- 
cent blood of the ex-slave, to deny it. I call upon the young white 
girls budding into womanhood, with their voluptuous charms, who 
travel the lonely country roads of the South, without the nearing hand 
ofa male friend, to deny it. I call upon the statistician of crime to in- 
vestigate the charge and stamp it false. I call upon all lovers of truth, 
in the South and North, all protectors in this Christian land of the 
purity of women, to be a witness for us that it is false, absolutely false. 

Sir, how long, oh, how long, will this country accept these out- 
rageous o— and publish them without investigation? 

Well, gentlemen, I have learned a great deal during the vicissitudes 
of a stormy life, but the lesson taught me by this religious friend of 
a7 poole is unexampled in the history of lessonstaught. A religious, 

p, Caucasian, self-constituted friend of the negro thus falsely 
records him in history, and justifies lynch law in the South, and uses 
it as a cause of the denial of the boon of citizenship to a deserving, 
competent citizen. Yes, I say competent citizen, for in the South the 
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that constitutes an American, Christian citizen. And in devotion to 
the National Government, in love for the Stars and Stripes, in regard 
for the laws as expressed by majorities and as a protector of constitu- 


| tional liberty, history records him as the superior of his white master, 


never a nullifier, never a carping hypocrite with foul treason in his 
heart. 

This friend from Georgia [Mr, CoLQuITT] says 

That a vote should be given from conviction, and not from a price, is a diffi- 
cult thing for an untrained moral intelligence to learn 


If this friend from Georgia [Mr. CoLQuiTT] means that the negro 
sells his vote, then what is the useof saying in other places of his speech 
that his devotion to the party that freed him and his gratitude are 
proven at all times? 

Now, what does he mean by ‘‘an untrained moral intelligence? ”’ 
Let us see how this quotation fits the master class of the South. ‘The 
poor white men of my State who were property-holders, and thereby 
could vote before the war, were treated by the master class quite dif- 
ferently from the way in which Republican managers of election dealt 
with their voters. We know that the negro instinctively is a law- 
abiding citizen and he votes for constitutional liberty at all times. 
And the same is true of the struggling portion of the white citizens of 
the South. They were unlearned, many of them untrained in morals, 
but they instinctively knew that the Whig party was their protector. 
They struggled at all times to vote the ticket, and to prevent them from 
voting against the master class the old Southern barons, in intelligence 
and morals trained, would coax these illiterate white men, weeks before 
election, and cage them in places called bull pens, drug them with bad 
whisky, and keep them there to vote against their convictions on elec- 
tion day, drunk and brutalized by the master class. What else, Mr, 
Chairman? History records it that at elections around Columbia, 8. C., 
when the men became unmanageable, lewd women were procured and 
placed among them tosatisfy the licentious passions of the brutalized 
men. 

Think of a people, who have at all times sustained an oligarchy by 
force, or bribery, or fraud, or by degrading her voters with bad whisky, 
or through the instrumentality of lewdness, talking about a govern- 
ment for the few or talking about the control of an illiterate ballot. 
It has always been the other way down there. Oh, erring Southern 
brethren, behold our mote. 

This friend also says: 

The colored nature undisciplined, full of unbounded expectations, imagina- 
tive, without judgment, lacking the faculty of using the proper means for cer- 
tain ends, fond of dress and pleasure, living only for the present, is what we 
have to deal with. It is out of the question to expect race faults so strongly 
fixed to be changed in one or two generations. The law of heredity governs in 
this matter. 

I will not comment upon this quotation from his speech; I will answer 
it by reading another paragraph of the same speech: 

In Georgia they stand by the official records credited with nearly ten millions 
of property out of three hundred and sixty millions. That two-fifths of the peo- 
ple of that State, who owned nothing, should acquire ina quarter of a centur 
one thirty-sixthof the State’s wealth is a pleasing tribute to the colored ro 
vancement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is true of the negroes of Georgia is true of 
them in every StateSouth. Suddenly becoming citizens, without shel- 
ter or food, they have struggled in a land where they receive littie as- 
sistance from the courts and where the juries are systematically formed 
to oppress them; where they work often on the promise to pay; where 
they receive no protection from the labor law; yet they have achieved 
a success founded upon material prosperity and accumulated wealth 
the equal of which has never been accomplished by pauperized serfs or 
peasants in any part of the universe. 

In my State, if the employer states verbally that the unpaid laborer 
of his plantation contracted to work for the year no other farmer dares 
employ the man if he attempts to break the contract rather than 
work for nothing; for down there it is a misdemeanor so to do, the 
penalty is heavy, and the farmer who employs the unpaid, starving 
laborer of his neighbor is the victim of the court. 

In my county, for the last ten years, the same set of citizens, with 
very little variation, have been jurors from year to year. I have scanned 
the names of the jurors of my county for the last five years ; it speaks 
for itself. I shall ask leave to print it as a part of my remarks. 

On the rice plantations in many counties checks for labor are issued 
in lieu of money, the laborer never seeing a cent. They are made re- 
deemable in two or three years after their issuance, and very often the 
planters fail or the business changes hands before their maturity, and if 
the laborer lays them up as the fruits of toil he awakes to hear that his 
former employer has failed and his earnings are gone; and yet, still, 
Mr. Chairman, these people are acquiring property; they are becoming 
owners of their little cabins. 

Mr. Chairman, this system is not confined toone plantation. | have 
checks here from many plantations, some of which I will append to my, 
remarks. Nooneknows, but God, how many heartaches and disappoint- 
ments these promises to pay have caused the innocent holders, for in 
many cases the employers failed Jong before the time for their redemp- 
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tion, and left the laborer poor indeed, with no possession other than | publican party, have received the same treatment that negroes or car- 


the remembrance of how he toiled and how magnificently his master 
entertained upon the fruit of his labor. 

This same friend [Mr. CoLquitt] says: 

No mixed race haseverrisen to any pre-eminence. All mixed races have been 
marked by degeneracy. There is decay in virtue, in brains, in physique. Such 
people have become vicious and debased. They have lost the good qualities of 
the better branch from which they sprung and gained the defects of the lower 
branch. We find them unstable, conflicting, discordant, corrupt, and capricious. 


Now, Mr. Chairnian, is the above quotation true? Ethnologically 
true? Let ussee. Isthere herea student of history whocan point me 
out a single State, community, or municipality where the people who 
have remained unmixed have amounted to anything, who have been 
eminent in self-government, literature, inventive genius, art,or science? 
I pause for the student of ethnology to name the people. 

The Egyptians, say the Greek writers, were of a mixed race. Deeds 
to property by Egyptians are in the museums of Europe from Egypt 
during the Ptolemaic period that proved conclusively that the vendors 
and vendees were of a mixed race. Her literature and art prove that 
her citizens were of a mixed race. The same thing is ethnologically 
true of the Babylonians; the same is true of the Romans; the same is 
true of the Jews; the same is true of the Caucasians. 

I will read you what Rawlinson says of the English of to-day: 

Englishmen are sometimes said to be Saxons or Anglo-Saxons, as if they 
were of one blood only. But the truth seems to be that of all modern races 
they are the most mixed. Moreover the cosmopolitan habits of Englishmen 
have introduced into the British nation small admixtures of Armenian, Greek, 
Hungarian, Hindoo, Chinese, and even negro blood ; so that there is scarcely 
a race in the whole world to which the modern Englishman is not, to some ex- 


tent,allied.—Canon Rawlinson,of the University of Oxford, in the Princeton Review 
for;November, 1878. 


The converse is true, that where people remain for centuries unmixed, 
although they were originally mixed, or of several races, they retro- 
grade. There is decay in virtue and in brains; such people have be- 
come vicious and debased. Compare the North of our great country 
with the South. What is the cause of the North’s triumphant rank at 
the head of civilization? What is the cause of her wealth, prosperity, 
inventive genius, great cities, peace, happiness, and universal prosper- 
ity? What is the cause of her virtue and great brain development? 

Show me a city that has grown within the last fifty years in manu- 
facturing, shipping, banking, or business prosperity, show me a city 
where the law is obeyed, and I will show one that is peopled by every 
nationality under the sun, rubbing and jostling against each other in 
the raceoflife. Butshow meacity that has retrograded or barely held 
its own during that period, and I will show you acitizenship that has 
been excluded from the world’s progress and from the influx of the 
nations of the world. 

Men discussing this question glibly point to Mexicoas a place where 
a mixed race has retrograded, but that is not the cause; the cause lies 
in the fact that Mexico has remained an excluded people. What she 
suffers from is want of new blood, the assisting hand of other nations. 
She needs what New York and the great West contain, the admix- 
ture of every people of the universe. 

Mr. Chairman, the South has actually retrograded in many things, 
and the localities that are noted for improvements, or can be styled the 
‘*New South,’’ are places where enterprises are conducted by Northern, 
Western, or European capital, honesty, and industry. Take the per- 
sonality of the representative men of that section and it bears the mark 
of a decadence. Some of the old names are here, but none of the old 
learning and eloguence. Which of the two BRECKINRIDGEScan take 
the place of the original Breckinridge among American statesmen and 
orators? Who can succed Clay or Benton? Who from South Carolina 
can equal Henry Lawrence, Rutledge, Pinckney, Calhoun, McDuffee, 

sarnwell, or Rhett? Who from Georgia is to be the equalof Stephens 
or Toombs? Who from Virginia is the equal of any of her t men? 
The South is possessed of an inferior order of eee to-day 
simply because their school is founded upon a buried past and because 
she has remained an exclusive people. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not alone for the negro that this law is needed; it 
is necessary to protect the white citizens of the South. It is not the 
fear of negro supremacy in the South that causes the Southern elec- 
tion officers to suppress the negro vote, but it is the fear of the rule of 
the majority regardless of race. The master class does not want to 
surrender to the rule of the people, and they use the frightful bugbear 
of negro rule to scare the white man and drive him under the yoke 
that has been bearing heavily upon him for more than a century. 

At no period in the history of reconstruction has there ever been 
negro domination in the South. All the good offices were occupied 
by white men. There never was a negro governor, attorney general, 
comptroller general. All of the judges save one or two were white 
men. Ninety-five per cent. of the tax-collectors were white men. 
Ninety per cent. of the tax-assessors were white men. With one ex- 
ception all the State treasurers were white men. Eight-tenths of the 
Republican Congressmen from the South were white men, and still 
they talk of negro supremacy aad really make the North believe that 
it existed, when in reality it never existed, and at every election the 
candidates of the native whites, if they sought the vote of the Re- 
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petbaggers received. 

Col. R. P. Blair, of South Carolina, was the candidate of the Inde- 
pendent White Republicans and Greenbackers in 1880, a native South 
Carolinian from one of our first families in blood and wealth, had no 
negroes on his ticket, but announced himself as the candidate of a party 
that was opposed to the oligarchy established and was succeeding to 
divide the white people. For that reason and no other, he was notified 
to come off the ticket. He refused, and he was killed at noonday by 
a citizen of his town. The governor who was counted in rewarded the 
slayer of his competitor by appointing him the high sheriff of his 
county. Lynchers of the innocent are elected to office in my State. 

A veritable set of fools a few of our party leaders have been. They 
will listen to all the cheap sentimentality sounded under the name of 
negro domination and business prostration, be swerved from a plighted 
duty to a faithful constituency the country over. The elections bill 
can not and will not prostrate business. Itcan not and will not retard 
the development of the South. But it will goa long way towards the 
protection of republican institutions; it will permit both races of the 
South to vote fer national representation; it will protect those voters; 
it will count those votes; it will establish an equilibrium between both 
sections and secure honest representation; it will make both races who 
are loyal to the Republican party in the South feel that they are pro- 
tected in their rights of citizenship by the party to which they have 
clung, blindly followed and supported, even with their lives. 

Mr. Chairman, I absolve the President and our party leaders in this 
branch from the charge of dereliction to party duty or a contemptible de- 
sertion of Southern Republicans. Without favor to any at all times this 
majority has done its simple duty to us. But what must I say, what 
can I say for the action of a few of those in theother end of this build- 
ing? Ah, Mr. Chairman, they have too readily accepted the false pleas 
rendered and the apparent social courtesies extended by the enemies 
of republican institutions and the universal rights of man; they have 
been led astray, and they have violated every pledge by which they 
have stood and to which our party is tied. 

What is to be the result? I tremble for it; to think about it fills 
me with awe and causes me to shed bitter tears of anguish for the 
future, forright is right. ‘‘ Justice, like a volcanic fire, may sleep sup- 
pressed awhile, but‘can not expire.’’ What is to become of us when 
the slumbering embers of a smoldering volcano rekindle and burst 
forth with all their fury is unknown to us; it is locked up to be wit- 
nessed with all its horrors in a not very distant future, I am afraid. 
The wheels of progress can not be reversed; every right, because it is 
right, must be secured sooner or later; to postpone it is to quadruple its 
violence and the dire consequences that are bound to follow. The Revo- 
lutionary fathers submitted to the planting of slavery in new territory 
against the protests of Jefferson; their yielding wasa crime, The weak, 
sickly yielding of Senators here to a false sentiment will be recorded 
by future historians asacrimeagainst therights of man. False leaders 
may deceive an entire people; men deluded by false ambition may mis- 
lead, may beguile, and entrap an entire section, but the day of reckon- 
ing must come, and to delay an evil is to augment the volume and in- 
crease the horrors. 

On the 26th of June last, in this Chamber, the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] said: 


Why, sir, I remember an election in South Carolina, in 1876, when there were 
a thousand United States soldiers sent to watch the po in one county. We 
are not afraid of this bill woe for many of us have marched in front of 
the gli bayonets of the soldiers of the United States to cast our votes as 
freemen. The Government sent a thousand soldiers into our county and the 
result was that every one of them is said to have voted the Democratic ticket, 
= had a bigger majority than we ever had before in our lives, [{Laugh- 
ter. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it would be a hardship on the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr, HEMPHILL] to hold him responsible for the truth- 
fulness of the above statement, for I believe he thought he was repeat- 
ing history as it had been made by my party; he really believed that 
seventy-three Union soldiers were a thousand. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], in a great speech before the braves in 
his district, warned them not to say too often anything that was not 
true, for if they repeated it too often they were liable to believe it. 
He reminded them that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamp- 
TON] had stated so often, for the purpose of deceiving the North, that 
he had been elected by negro votes in 1876, that he (the Senator) ac- 
tually believed it. 

Perhaps the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HempHiIL.] had 
stated so often to his Northern friends that he had faced a thousand 
Union soldiers’ bayonets on the day of the election in 1876 in his 
county, and with the assistance of those thousand \Jnion soldiers’ votes 
he was elected to the South Carolina ture in 1876, that he had 
really got into the habit of believing it; but the simple truth is he 
was not elected at all in that year. Chester County gave a majority 
for the Republican party in that year. There were not seventy-five 
soldiers in the gentleman’s county on the day of elec'ion in 1876. The 
number of soldiers on ae in South Carolina i November, 1876, is 
herein Itis taken from the record of the War Department, and 
a vivid imagination of irresponsible Representatives from 
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Table showing number of troops at each station in South Carolina August 
31, September 36, October 31, and November 7, 1876. 

























































Stations. | Aug. 31. | Sept.30,) Oct.3!. | Nov 
CAIN ctitinsscncnpnencnenine titrstnorenimegoil 86 83 | 221 66 
Columbia..... | 148 150 | 287 | 147 
Yorkville..... | 39 37 | 48 | 28 
Greenville... | WEE Pavdichtitinndedcatimouseoniel 19 
Edgefield..... 65 67 235 | 113 
Blackville....... 67 | 68 131 | 75 
LAMUPONSTIIIC,. ......000.000+-2s0crcesseesescersnvneres |soceseseecrseee 31 48 35 
TLLANGRREEL.... cecceccrcecerecsccesceesesveecee 33 | 33 | 20 
Ra ratiencarterctcetaguensevsrvnsszvcenstonqrenecnese] eee spiel 25 79 
Es iatnidil mantis enor ansanstberncaquebcnenceseselsecessesbensecs|osee 41 33 
Camden.......... 22 | 13 
IED cccunieiitunwesccaiennse sees 39 37 
FE BEE ncoceusvinssnevewecesen 13 “a 


Fort Mill... 
| SESE 
Summerville 
Beaufort............ 
Adams Run.......... 
Blue House Polls. 
Strawberry Ferry... 
Johns Island..... 
James Island............... 
Brownsville.............. 
Red Bluff. gntese 
Winnsborough .... 
Ridgeway ......... 





Marion........ . 
I NO ace aticcnntnnnee ) 
Berry's Cross ments... ecsee| *sesessevees ons] soveee 2 
Bink enaicoseusedivevekt 13 
Buford’s Bridg: l4 
Midway... 16 
Barnwell .... 26 
Hambu rgh eal nd crete adbhaaaioneds ae 31 
Beach Island . ; 13 
Sc chink dlasonsdintntinaiise nstunestrveneeequsecess tess soll 13 
a Baie cc saesllmmtioncuncevenste eS 13 
iD sctibhcorisoeerutd epvesfebrestvnannasese | 13 
Abbeville......... be 20 








el apinssateeentbed 11 
a  Mivcckacieh +ensicansecnsbsecaes ll 
Milletts .............. | 11 
pone lig Sabspichatacowssesernincbeddesebeustberwteseisooe 16 


Chappells Depot... 











i nT ciusentiganateae 32 
Liberty Hill .. 30 
Richardsonville .. 34 
Ridge Spri ng eigndaeetiaen beensdeneenmusbobeongneriasaneg]eostetusnaseste] conseevencecaeal vase 13 
ar econ tabuiasinceaiasfoasebosoniemaahoes 13 
Cain Hoy... hasdbistheadpavdsadtchesddthinentchseoverctetl secbecteeicdacfbendeessenccesdiacesee 22 
Muster House au 
9 
16 
otellbias 13 
clacactneuediesi 1l 
Chester ............ at aa a ata a sarin eassal values a 23 
nT . ccshoaphmsiwocimensi 13 
I cinta in scithio,yslnnapotdh spade sdaan’ sunaligthainapevens ovsoecieistoursinscts 7 
Timmonsville .. vines 19 
Darlington ..... aad 13 
Lynchburgh... | il 
Florence...... 15 
ce TL adeaedoad asd 16 
Sumter ....... = cinta 15 
Union .. Teele della Saniel 11 
Gowdeysvilie.. Le iaditod |... a | 9 
Seneca City... sbieeyedtteal eben stant iencltioll | ssibecceel 13 
MONAT cnc ecee Seseiltaedistd Mamptavey sivtiesivn | 446 469 | 1,346 | 1,500 
Official: 


SAM’L BRECK 
Assistant Adjutant General. 
ADJUTANT GENERAL’S Orrice, February 16, 1891. 


Mr. Chairman, I have shown you how loosely Representatives here 
from the Sonth speak of the past history of our party, and what little 
importance one should attach to it. To show you the attitude of the 
Southern press, I now read you an editorial of the Charleston News 
and Courier of January 20, 1891: 


AN UNFORTUNATE SUGGESTION. 


The suggestion that President Harrison be invited to attend the centennial 
celebration at Columbia will not, ag think, meet with much favor anywhere 
in the State. There is nothing ‘in Mr. Harrison's political record, before or 
since he became President, to commend him to the admiration, or even the re- 
spect, of the people of South Carolina; and certainly he has never manifested 

y sentiments towards them, or towards any of the people of the South, 


- to warrant them in pa: him honor on any occasion. 
aan the content, Mr. H n owes his election to the office which he holds 
the fact that nts the political and sectional sentiment which is most 


he represe: 

hostile te the South, and his whole conduct since his election has been governed 

by that sentiment. "His chief advisers and most trusted associates are the Hoars 

and Hawleys and Quays and Forakers and Lodges and Clarksons and Reeds of 

his party. He and they are actuated by common motives and are intent on the 

same purposes and plans, and he is their ready and willing tool for the accom- 
tof their common object, the humiliation and oppression of the white 


of the Southern States. 
a bill is still pending in Con and may be passed before the week 
is infamous measure has received the cor- 


nen It is well known that this 

of President Harrison since its introduction; that he has been, in- 
Seo et its most earnest advocates from its inception; and he has lost no 
opportunity to urge its adoption both in public and in private. It is a strange 
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suggestionthat so offensivea partisan, so unpatriotic and narrow-minded a po! 
itician, so unscrupulous and fanatical an enemy of the South should be invited 
to become the honored guest of the people of South Carolina on.an occasion otf 
special interest and pride to them, or on any occasion in which the white peo- 
ple of the State have part. He is not wanted in Columbia, we are sure. His 
presence there would give pleasure to no respectable citizen of the State 
He should not, therefore, be invited. 


Chere are other Northern men, and eminent Republicans among them, whom 
our people would be glad to see and hear, and who would be cordially wel- 
comed by all who attend the proposed celebration, Leta better man be invited, 
and he will have no reason to complain of his reception. If we are to have one 
of Mr. Harrison's sort, however, in token of our want of self-respect and the full 
ness of our self-humiliation, let us invite Hoag or REED, or even Tecumseh 
Sherman himself, and make the demonstration complete. We should not ba 


content with 
our enemies, 


abasing ourselves before the smallest and most insignificant of 


The above editorial is not worthy of acomment. The Administra 
tion of Mr. Harrison compares favorably with that of any of our great 
Presidents. His state papers are as broad, as liberal, as scholarly, and 
as thoughtful as any of the papers of Jefferson, Jackson, or Lincoln. 
His plea for the protection of citizensin the enjoyment of rights that 
are ar and common to all is as conclusive as anything that has 
ever been written by any of the champions of the rights of mankind. 

The sickening part of the editorial is this, that, while the writer 
seeks toincense the South against its Chief Executive, should the lres- 
ident pass through Charleston the writer of that editorial would break 
his neck to get upon the reception committee to play the part of a cox 
comb the equal of which has never been seen upon the continent of 
Europe. He would be chief among the President’s flatterers while 
there and damn him the moment his back was turned. 

They have been playing at this game for the last fifty years, and 
they do succeed admirably in making dupes of our great Northern 
national leaders. 

If our party had passed the elections law previous to the last elec- 
tion, a majority of the Representatives from the South in the next 
Congress would have been from my party. I was elected; my votes 
were received, canv assed, and returned by Democratic election officers, 
but because the word ‘‘ for’’ was on my ballots (notwithstanding the 
word ‘‘for’’ had been placed upon the ballots during the last eight 
years under the same statute and all of them had been counted) they 
were thrown out and the certificate was given to a man who had received 
little over 3,000 votes in the whole district. My majority under the 
seal of Democr: atic officers is greater than the whole vote cast for my 
competitor. And still I am a contestant before the next Congress. 

By the way, I have been reminded that to make this speech may 
cost me my seat. If it should lose me a single vote, I will accept it. 
I have stated nothing but the truth; I have done nothing but my duty; 
I would not for anything do less. I may be defeated in the contest. 
The office may be retained by the man who was not elected to it, but 
I leave here possessed of the consciousness that I have endeavored to 
defend, in this Chamber, my people and my party. 

I shall not be mufiled here. Mufiled drums are instruments of the 
dead. I am in part the representative of the living; of those whose 
rights are denied; of those who are slandered by the press, on thi 
lecture platform, in the halls of legislation, and oftentimes by men in 
the livery of heaven, and I deem it my supreme duty to raise my voice, 
thongh feebly, in their defense. 


APPENDIX, 


Ricefield plantation checks of South Carolina, used for the purpose of paying 
hands in the counties of Georgetown, Berkeley, and Colleton. 


Due the bearer Due the bearer 


25 CENTS TEN CENTS 


For plantation work, For plantation work, 


Payable March 1, 1889. Payable March 1, 1889, 


A. M, MANIGAULT. A. M. MANIGAULT. 


Jan, 1, 1885. Jan. 1, 1884. 


Good for Good for 


$2 TWO DOLLARS §2 2 TWENTY-FIVE CENTS 35 


For labor under contract, : In trade 


W. WILLIAMS, y, GRAHAM, 


Good for 


5 CENTS 
In trade. 


ELDORADO PLANTATION, 


23 CENTS 


v 


In merchandise. 
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PALO ALTO STORE, 
Due the bearer in trade 
2 CTS. 


J. & 8 C, DOSS. 


Mr. PERKINS. 
Morse]. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
nized. 

Mr. MORSE, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
Samira], in bis most extraordinary speech delivered a few moments 
ago, said, among other things, that the Indian was a brute, and that 
he was not susceptible of elevation by education or Christianization. 

That position I deny. Toaffirm it istodeny the gospel. To affirm 
it is todeny the Book that says, God *‘ hath madeof one blood all nations 
of men for to dwell on all the face of theearth.’’ Toaffirm itis todeny 
that Christ died for the Indian. 

Hlas the gentleman from Arizona read the history of his country ? 
Iias he read that the Pilgrims who landed at Plymouth in 1620, and 
dealt truly and justly with the Indians, actuated by the principles of 
the gospel, made a treaty of friendship with Massasoit that was un- 
broken for half a century ? 

Has he read of the labors of the Apostle Eliot with the Indian tribes of 
Massachusetts, two hundred and fifty years ago? How that, daring the 
dangers of wild beasts and hostile Indians, he took an Indian trail, 
and for years preached the gospel to these red men and taught them 
the rudiments of education ? 

Has he read that this good man translated a Bible into the Indian 
language, that a copy now preserved in the New England Historical 
Society of Massachusetts bears evidence of his zeal and self-sacrificing 
labor? Does he know that when King Philip’s war broke out upon the 
country the converts of Eliot remained loyal and steadfast friends of 
the white people? 

It is to be supposed that the gentleman from Arizona, with his lim- 
ited observation, is wiser than the philanthropic men and women who 
have visited all the Indian countries and made the Indian question an 
exhaustive subject of study for years. 

The charge that the Indian is a brute and not susceptible of eleva- 
tion is preposterous, and contradicts the facts already fully demon- 
strated. Hecontroverts the commandment to go and preach the gospel 
to every creature, and ‘‘ these signs shall follow them that believe.’’ 
‘The gentleman from Arizona would except the red men. 

We sent missionaries to the Sandwich Islands; they found them a 
nation of cannibals. ‘The missionaries converted the inhabitants of 
those island to a Christian and civilized nation. 

We sent the heralds of the Cross, the flag of Immanuel, to the jungles 
of India, to the empires of China and Japar, to the Congo in the ‘‘ Dark 
Continent;’’ and our missionaries report success, and the civilization 
and education and elevation of the degraded masses ‘‘ that sit in the 
valley and shadow of death ’’ follow. 

Is the position of the gentleman from Arizona correct, that the red 
man alone is excepted from the prayer ‘‘ Thy kingdom come, Thy will 
be done?”’ 

The only possible conclusion of the policy advocated by him is a 
war of extermination. That policy has been tried, and it has been es- 
timated that it cost the Government of the United States $1,000,000 

to shoot an Indian. 

I submit that it will be infinitely wiser to continue the experiment 
of reversing that policy, and push to the end and to a successful con- 
clusion the present policy of Christianizing and educating these poor 
benighted sons of the forest. 

I have myself visited the Indian school at Hampton, Va., and have 
myself witnessed the progress and success of the experiment there being 
tried, as well as at Carlisle, to christianize and give an industrial edu- 
cation to Indian youth. 

The gentleman says, ‘‘Give them plows and hoes and compel them 
to work, but give them no books and no education.” Pray will it in- 
jure the Indian in the pursuits of civilized life to have his children 
educated ? 

The gentleman says the Indian is debased and degraded in Arizona. 
I answer that the present policy of the Government and of our present 
Indian Commissioner, General Morgan, is to seek to elevate him in 
the scale of humanity by educating his children at Carlisle and Hamp- 
ton and the reservation schools. 

1 submit that peace is better than war, and that the present policy 
is the part of practical wisdom and common sense. 

The Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, of which I ama 
member, has had a bill on the Calendar for many months which has 
an important bearing to my mind upon the Indianquestion. That bill 
has seven times passed the Senate, and the chairman of our commit- 
tee [Mr. JoserH PD. TAYLOR] has so far sought in vain from the 
Speaker of this House and the Committee on Rules a day for the con- 
sideration of this important measure. 


I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog- 
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The bill is one to create a commission to investigate the alcoholic 
liquor traffic, its relation to pauperism, crime, insanity, taxation, race 
troubles at the South, and, last but not least, the Indian troubles in the 


Far West. Ihave not the slightest doubt but what this commission 
would develop the fact that these Indian troubles were largely due to 
strong drink, as I believe the race troubles at the South are. 

To my mind there was something pathetic and touching in the re- 
mark made by one of the visiting Indians, who said that ‘‘ his people 
wanted to go to heaven when they died same as the white people, but 
they wanted more to eat until it was time to go.’’ A wise and states- 
manlike policy on the part of the Government will be such a policy 
as will lead, by education, civilization, Christianization, and elevation 
in the scale of humanity, these Indian tribes to become tillers of the 
soil and self-supporting. 

Such a policy is a part of practical wisdom and sound sense, and that 
is my reply to the ‘* Young-Man-Afraid-of-Indian- -Education, ” the 
Delegate from Arizona. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield now twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. JoserH D. TAYLor}. 


[Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, how much time is there remaining 
to this side? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanhaseighteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to reserve it, and I hope the gentle- 
man from Arkansas will yield to some gentleman on that side of the 
House. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker}. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose in the few remarks 
which I shall make to the committee to depart from what has been my 
usual custom, of confining myself to the subject-matter presented by 
the bill under consideration by the committee in a great degree. The 
question itself is one which it would be difficult to consider in the very 
limited time which has been accorded me to speak to it; and therefore 
I do not think it is worth while to attempt to settle any other ques- 
tion, whether it affects the financial question, whether we shall have 
free coinage of silver, or whether it is the condition of any. class of peo- 
ple other than those ‘referred to in the bill, 

It is a very well-known fact to the gentlemen with whom I have 
had the honor to serve in the Congresses of the United States, and with 
some of whom I have formerly been associated on the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, that I have always very much questioned the policy 
adopted by the Government, now formulated into statute Jaw, and 
which of course must be carried out, like the pension and every 
other law. I have always doubted very much the policy which the 
Government adopted of requiring that the Indians should take their 
lands in severalty. I doubt it, Mr. Chairman, for the reason that the 
Administration which inaugurated such a policy has not up to this good 
hour ever dared to apply it to the five semicivilized tribes, the Choc- 
taws, the Creeks, the Cherokees, the Chickasaws, and the Seminoles; 
but they have applied it to tribes to which it was far more inapplica- 
ble than those who are denominated the semicivilized tribes; and 
therefore I have been opposed to the policy of compelling Indians to 
own lands in severalty. 

Many of the most intelligent men among the five semicivilized tribes 
hold to the doctrine up to this day. Better educated probably 
than any other Indians, as well educated as many whites—for it has 
long been the custom of the Cherokees to send their boys to Princeton 
to be educated, and their girls to Elizabeth City or somewhere else in 
the East—they have not adopted the policy of allotting their lands in 
severalty; nor have the other four semicivilized tribes, as we term 
them. They believed that by holding their lands in common they 
would run less risk of having the improvident members of their socie- 
ties deprived of their property rights. 

In other words, they preferred to bold their lands in a body, owned 
in common by themal]. And when we consider the nature, character, 
and history of the Indian man, that was not an unnatural desire, for 
the Indian originally never believed in the right of any one or more of 
God’s creatures to take the earth and claim it as their own any more 
than he believed in their right to take the water and claim it as their 
own. Originally he thought that the earth and the air and the water 
were the common heritage of mankind, and he had to be taught by the 
white man the importance of individual ownership of real estate. He 
owned it but by occupancy and use, and occupancy and use in his case 
originally consisted in occupancy and use for pasturage, and much of 
the land that they now own is better suited for pasturage land than for 
tillable land, and the Indians understand that well, as in the case of 
the Cherokees and a number of the other Indian tribes, 

I say, therefore, that it was from the avaricious disposition of the 
white man to acquire land that the Indian first learned the value of 
real estate and the necessity of its individual ownership, and when the 
tide of civilization, commencing on your Atlantic coast, gradually 
crowded him back, State by State and Territory by Territory, to the 
Alleghanies, then beyond the Alleghanies to the Mississippi, beyond 
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the Mississippi to the Rocky Mountains, and then to the Sierra Ne- 
vadas, where he met the tide of civilization coming from the Pacific, 
so that there were no more wild lands to be assigned to the Indian, he 
was there taught the necessity of having a patent for his lands, a paper 
title as evidence of ownership. 

The Government of the United States, in the early days of its history, 
began to treat with the Indians as a quasi nation, and it will not do 
now for my eloquent friend from Arizona [Mr.Sm1rH] or anybody else 
to get up here and say that there is no claim upon the part of the In- 
dians for justice and fair dealing from the white man, in view of the 
fact that we have treated with them as a nation for over a hundred 
years, and when the Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
that they occupy the attitude of a quasi nation as to this Government 
and have made treaties with it from the earliest times in our national 
history. 

Much of the vast territory which you now own—your magniticent 
cities, your splendid tillable States, your vast Territories—has been ac- 
quired from the Indian by treaty stipulation, and now that he is con- 
fined to, comparatively speaking, a small portion of the vast area which 
he once owned, it will not do for us to say that we will disregard the 
solemn treaties we have made, when our history for two hundred years 
shows that we have dealt with the Indians as a quasi nation of such 
importance and such character as to be able to treat for themselves. 
And while it may be true, Mr. Chairman, that the Indian has not the 
collegiate education which marks the cultivated white man, while he 
may not be learned in languages or in figures, it is by no means true 
of him as a matter of history, and now less than ever, that he is a man 
without intelligence. 

Sir, even among the blanket Indians you find men who have got 
their education not from schools, not from books, but from contact 
with nature; men of great thought, of reasoning minds, of wonder- 
ful conceptions, and I never saw that illustrated in a more striking 
manner than when I listened tothe blanket Indian Joseph, of the Nez 
Pereé tribe, when he spoke to the commission which was sent to the 
West for the purpose of ascertaining their wants. It was after that 
memorable retreat which he made before the advancing armies of the 
United States, as memorable, sir, as that great retreat of the Grecian 
general which Xenophon in his Anabasis has made immortal, for 
Joseph with a few warriors successfully resisted the advance of the 
Federal Army, and when he was finally captured he was sent to the 
Indian Territory to occupy an unhealthy locality there. He spoke 
with his blanket on. Of course we had to take it through an inter- 
preter, but his eye kindled with the fire of a true orator, and his gesture, 
all untaught by the schools, but coming to him from nature and nature’s 
teaching, was as graceful as that of the distinguished gentleman from 
Arizona himself, who has been educated in the schools of the white 
map. Isay, therefore, that we must not judge of the Indians so harshly 
as to say that they are incapable of understanding theirown interests or 
of being dealt with as responsible beings. 

I agree with the gentleman from Ohio in thinking that the great 
Master of the universe, in fashioning the human race and giving to 
one people one conplexion and to another people another complexion, 
never designed to create any man who could not be educated and im- 
proved by the church and the schoolhouse. And it is too late for us 
now, when we come to consider what our duty is with reference to 
these people, to say that they have been thrown upon the earth inca- 
pable of receiving instruction. 

That was not true even of the colored race; for when they were brought 
to this country centuries ago and found their natural situation in the 
equable climate and on the genial soil of the South they had the good 
fortune, even though in the bonds of servitude, to live in contact with 
a civilized race for over a hundred years; at the expiration of that 
time, though when they came from the wilds of Africa they had spoken 
the unknown gibberish of the African negro, yet by contact for a cen- 
tury with the white people of the South they were converted to be what 
they have been denominated here, an intelligent set of agriculturists, 
as they are now to a large degree. They understand the culture of 
that great product the money value of which exceeds to-day that of 
any other on the continent and has done so for centuries. I allude to 
that great’ product the cotton crop. And they are being taught to- 
day. We did not regard them as incapable of instruction; but of our 
own free will we in Mississippi imposed taxation for educational pur- 
poses upon all property, real and personal, within the borders of the 
State, and that law stands now upon our statute books; that tax is 
collected to-day, though nine-tenths of the property upon which it 
falls is the property of white men, and the product of that tax is ex- 
pended equitably for the instruction of the children within educable 
age, without reference to the question whether they be white or black. 
And if we did not despair of educating those formerly slaves who had 
been suddenly manumitted by the results of the war, shall we despair 
of educating that class of people to whom we owe, by treaty cessions 
entered into by them and signed by their chiefs, all this vast country 
which we now call our own? 

I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, with reference to this bill that, so 
far as its appropriations are designed to carry out the treaties made 
with the Indians and so far as it proposes to establish schools in ad- 
dition to those already in existence, it will receive my support. I be- 
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| lieve we ought to fulfill with scrupulous honesty every treaty we have 








made with the Indians. I believe that any man or set of men of any 


| party, whetheron the one sideor the other, that shall attempt while ir 


control of this Government to deprive the Indians of the rights which 
they hold by solemn treaty stipulation commits a fraud that can never 
be condoned; that we ought to carry out religiously every treaty we 
have made with these people. If at last we have taught them the 
value of real estate and the value of a paper title to it, we should re- 
spect every patent that we have made with reference to their land and 
every stipulation or condition upon which we have bargained it should 
be held. 

I do not think, sir, with gentlemen who have spoken here to-day, 
that we should pause now in the great advance which has been made 
during the last fifty years in educating the Indians. I had occasion to 
visit many of these Indians on the plains years ago. I have had occa- 
sion to visit the Indian school at Carlisle, presided over by that able 
officer detailed from the Army, who has so long had control of it. I 
saw there some two hundred Sioux girls and an equal number of Sioux 
boys, who had been brought there only three months before from the 
wild country of the Sioux tribe. They came there utterly uneducated, 
with their blankets on. I had the honor to meet there an intelligent 
ladv from the East, who had traveled with those Indian youths from 
the Sioux region to the school of Captain Pratt, at Carlisle. She said: 

The wonderful transformation which I sce amazes me, I came on the train 
on which these Indians landed here wrapped in theirblankets. [now sce the 
girls neatly attired and constantly engaged; I see the boysin their uniforms, 
being drilled by one of the officers detailed from the Army. I see everything 
moving with wonderful celerity toward an advance in education. 

Yet all of those girls and boys, except six, were full-blooded Indians. 
I say, sir, that if the Indians are thus susceptible of education within 
so brief a period (and these boys and girls were taught largely by ob- 


ject lessons), we should not despair of the further improvement of the 


Indian in this direction. 

And I want it understood that the men who say, when we make 
these appropriations, we are giving this money as a bounty, have not 
studied the Indian question. You are simply paying in these appro- 
priations what you owe—sometimes with a niggard hand, never with 
a very lavish one. When I visited the Winnebago tribes of Indians 
some years ago I found that though the Government owed them an 
annual rental of thousands of dollars, they never saw one dollar of our 
money; their annuity was always sent in the shape of agricultural im- 
plements, utterly unadapted to their use. And in this connection I 
may be permitted to say that one of the most disastrous wars ever 
fought between our troops and the Indians originated from the fact that 
the Indian agent insisted upon breaking up the pasturage land of the 
Indians and undertaking to convert it into arable land, when it was 
altogether unsuited forsuch use. The Indians understood their in- 
terests better than did the agent. 

Much has been said about the cause of the trouble with the Indians. 
These troubles have resulted largely because you failed to keep your 
compacts. You are an intelligent, prosperous people, claiming to be 
religious; and you make a compact with a semicivilized tribe. Ac- 
cording to this compact you cede to them certain lands out of the vast 
territory they once owned; and you guaranty their possession of this 
land bysolemn treaties and patents. In many instances you have failed 
to carry out your contracts; yor have failed to furnish to the Indians 
the food to which under those treaties they were entitled. The late 
lamentable Sioux war had its origin probably in the fact that the Gov- 
ernment failed to furnish to the Indians an adequate supply of rations 
and in other respects failed to do that which by solemn treaty stipula- 
tions it was under obligation to do. 

An investigation has been had as to the cause of the late Indian war. 
An Indian delegation from the Sioux tribe has recently visited the city 
of Washington, has had conferences with the Secretary of War, the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and lastly with the Chief Executive of the 
nation himself. What brought about this war? How did it arise? 
The first intimation we had sitting here in this Capitol that there was 
danger of what you call an Indian outbreak—the first intimation we 
had of the beginning of that war—was the killing of Sitting Bull, under 
circumstances of at least doubtful necessity. 

While he was sitting in his own household, surrounded by his chil- 
dren, he was killed. That was the first act of war. It may be said if 
was done by the Indian police; but you armed the Indian police; you 


| gave them the weapons with which they were enabled to commence 


this first outbreak. Whereis the act of outrage on the part of the In- 
dians that necessitated the war? Whocan point itout? What act of 
aggression on the rights of the white people on the border began the 
late Sioux war? Can-anybody tell? Do any of the members of the 


| Indian Committee know? Are they prepared to say who of the In- 
| dians committed an outrage, and where and when? I have not read 


of it. 

I do not know of any particular act of outrage that caused this re- 
cent Sioux war. And when this terrible occurrence transpired at the 
battle of Wounded Knee the Indians had been brought forward by the 
troops for the purpose of being compelled to surrender their arms to 
the soldiers of the United States. They had been disarmed. They 
were corralled in a given place, and the squawsand children in another 
given place immediately proximate to it. Somebody—we do not know 
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who—fired a pistol ora gun. The result was that the soldiers of the 
Army, under orders, began firing immediately on the men who had been 
disarmed, slaying them in large numbers. 

Not satisfied with that, the howitzers of the Government upon an 
eminence were turned upon the defenseless women and children, and 
the picture of this occurrence, drawn by some of the Sioux Indians the 
other day in the presence of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs representing the facts of that massacre, were 
as picturesque and as thrilling as any picture that ever was portrayed 
of massacres by the so-called savage tribes. 

‘There was then, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, no great necessity for this 
late Sioux war. ‘The Indians had been managing, as they had always 
managed, their religious ceremonies by having dances of some descrip- 
tion or other. In this instance they were having what is called the 
**ohost dance,’’ and the Government and the Government agent there 
thought it was dangerous and should bediscontinued. It was alleged 
that the excitement under which the Indians were laboring, by reason 
of the religious frenzy being developed, was likely to bring about a 
conflict between the Indians and the white people, and that this reli- 
gious ceremony should be discontinued. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it was nothing more than the dance they have 
always had, and on this occasion it seemed to be very ineffectual for 
the purpose contemplated; because the ‘‘ ghost dance’’ was a dance 
engaged in (a ceremony of a religious character) for the purpose of in- 
voking the coming of the Messiah. I say that that being its object 
they were not particularly successful in securing the object they had 
in view. For 1 heard a story related by a gentleman who happened 
to be present at one of their dances and saw a very solemn-looking 
squaw in the audience. He approached and asked her the object of 
the dance. She said it was an invocation for the Messiah to come. 
The gentleman asked the question, ‘‘ Well, did the Messiah come?’’ 
“‘No,’’ she said, and upon being asked why he did not come, she re- 
sponded, ‘‘’Kinley bill.’’ [Laughter and applause. } 

So, Mr. Chairman, you see that the only offense the Indians com- 
mitted was to participate in a dance, which was in the shape of an in- 
vocation to the Messiah, and could have been of no more offense to the 
people of the United States than was the incantation of some eastern 
fanatic. Sothatin reality, if there were aggressions in that war which 
precipitated it, we were the aggressors. If there wereany people who 
precipitated the war, we were the people. Ifin the sight of God human 
judgment is to be passed upon its cause and origin let us not pass it 
upon the inoffensive Indians, who committed no act which led imme- 
diately to the Indian war. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that in order to avoid war in the 
future, and in order to discharge the duties which we owe to these peo- 
ple with whom we have held treaty relations for so long and whom 
we have been accustomed to denominate as ‘‘ wards of the nation’’— 
wards of the nation when we wanted their lands, but enemies ofthe 
nation when we proposed to take them by force—if weare to discharge 
the duties which we owe them from the very earliest treaties made in 
the early history of our country down to the last treaty made with 
the five semicivilized tribes after the war of 1866, let us deal with 
them truthfully. 

In consonance with the character which history gives to the Indian 
let us deal with him; for he likes the truth, and likes to have the truth 
spoken to him. Let us not only deal truthfully with them, but liber- 
ally with them, as they have dealt with the Government of the United 
States; and therefore when a compact has been made and a treaty en- 
tered into and signed by the representatives of the tribes, the duty on 
the part of the Government of the United States is to fulfill it and 
every stipulation of the treaty, so as to do equal, exact, and even-handed 
justice to the Indian; and when that shall have been done there will 
be no apprehension of war. It is because the word of the Government 
has been broken, it is because the compacts of the Government have 
not been kept, that we have had Indian wars. 

When such men as General Crook had to deal with the Indians there 
was little or no danger, for they revered him, not only because of his 
bravery, but of his truthfulness, They saidofhim, ‘‘He never speaks 
to us with a forked tongue; all promises made are kept.’’ Hence when 
the Indian deals with a man who speaks directly and honestly, he is 
willing to act equally direct and honest, and do equal and exact justice, 
Let us do the same by him. Whatever is the want of education, let 
us remedy it. We know that it can not be done at once. 

It musttaketime. but here the great American people,congrezated 
as they are in the House of Representatives representing districts, and 
in the other end of the Capitol representing States, are not now going 
to proclaim to the world that the schoolhouse has been builtin vain, 
and that the cross on the spires of the churches pointing towards 
heaven, creating hope in the hearts of all—that we are not going to 
declare that God, in His power and munificence, has created one class 
of people who are incapable of being taught their lessons to man- 
kind and to each other, and their lessons to Him who made us all; 
but that we will put more confidence in the system of education by 
church and school. 

The various denominations of the country, sir, have been active in 
their efforts, and have been establishing schools for the education of the 
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Indians for years. Many true women and men have devoted their 
lives; the silent and patient Quakers, the zealous and determined 
Catholics, the earnest and pious Presbyterians, the praying and singing 
Methodists, all have gone there for the purpose of participating in the 
education and instruction of this people, to carry on the duty which 
the Government owes, to make them a part and parcel of our country, 
and in order to do so to give them not only the foundation of educa- 
tion, but the basis of religion in their hearts. 

And I hope the time has not come now when we shall depart from 
the policy which has been so long settled, and which, while the fruits 
of it may not be all we ask, is much to be proud of in the way of the 
discharge of at least in part that solemn duty which we owe to these 
great aboriginal tribes who yielded to us this vast country and who 
now occupy but a comparatively small portion of it; to be held, I hope, 
not at the pleasure of the Government of the United States, their title 
to be broken and trodden into the dust at will, but to be held, and they 
to be given the right by the paper title which they hold to go to the 
court of last resort and invoke the judgment of that tribunal which, 
above parties, above the turmoils and agitations of political division, 
may be able to declare, as it has declared in the past, what are their 
treaty rights according to treaty stipulations—that that court may 
render a decision to which, as is the habit and custom of the American 
people, whether those decisions relate to one subject or another, all 
will bow in obedience; to the behest of that tribunal which is the court 
of last resort and the guardian of the Constitution, which makes the 
Government what it is. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PEEL. How much time is yet remaining on this side ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-three minutes remain to the gentleman 
from Arkansas and eighteen minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] on the other side. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. McCorp], a member of the committee. 

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to send up the following 
amendment, which I wish to have read and considered as pending, and 
upon which I will ask for a vote when the proper time comes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be sent up and read as a 
part of the gentleman’s remarks, but can not be considered as pending 
at this time. 

Mr. McCORD. Very well, then. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to the end of the fifth line, on page 59, the words: 

* Provided, That no contract for the education of Indian youths shall be 
awarded to any sectarian or exclusively religious denomination or society.”’ 

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Chairman, the first great problem encountered 
by those who debarked from the Mayflower was, what shall be done 
with the Indian ? 

To conciliate or repress him, to keep him from massacring all who 
were there or should come, was a task that taxed their utmost strength, 
skill, and resolution, indomitable as they were. 

From the first the coming of the white man was viewed as an in- 
trusion, and the olive branch, at all times extended, was not sufficient 
or satisfying. But they came “‘ not as the congueror comes,’’ and by 
losing no opportunity to convince the Indians that their mission was 
one of peace, and by many sharp skirmishes and lively fights, and at 
all times and on all occasions showing great courage and determina- 
tion and ability to protect themselves, the Indian was finally com- 
pelled to acquiesce and the white people were allowed toremain. Ever 
since that time the ‘‘Indian problem’’ has engaged the best thought 
of the philanthropist, the statesman, and all who desire to see equal 
justice and fair dealing. 

Being the original inhabitants of the country, and that fact acknow]l- 
edged by all, treaties and compacts with them had to be made. And 
here perhaps was a great mistake, for from the first the Government 
has dealt with the Indian precisely as it would or has with a foreign 
power, an independent nation, as powerful tribes ing the power 
and abilify to assert and maintain their rights. After this method had 
been adopted, be it said to the credit of the nation that it has been 
fairly adhered to, long after the Indian became weak and insignificant 
and the Goverment great and powerful, even down to the present time. 

It is nevertheless true that the ignorance and therefore weakness of 
the Indian, his inability to cope either in traffic or diplomacy with the 
whites, has generally resulted in his getting the worst of the bargain, 
and thus building up a sympathy for him, a kind of sympathy that is 
sure to assert itself wherever a contest is waged between the weak and 
the strong. 

Ever since the landing on that ‘‘stern and rock-bound coast ’’ there 
has been a conflict of opinion or authority that has frequently led to 
the clash of arms, and whether settled by diplomacy or war, the result 
has been the same; strength has triumphed over weakness, intelligence 
over ignorance. Step by step the Indian has been compelled to recede 
before advancing civilization, until to-day very few remain east of the 
Father of Waters, and those but remnants. 

Notwithstanding this irrepressible and unavoidable conflict, it must 
be admitted tilat the treatment of the Indian by the Government and 
by the white people generally is, and al ways has been, far more humane, 
far more liberal and just, than one would think it would have been, 
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or perhaps should have been, so much better that one taking a retro- 

tive view contemplates it with wonder, if not amazement; and 
while I think all will admit the Indian upon the whole has had as fair 
treatment as he was entitled to, yet his interest and welfare appeal to- 
day to the philanthropist as strongly as did the interest of another | 
race a third of a century ago. And, while he is not in bondage and 
forced to render unrequited toil, yet as an Indian itis nota settled fact 
whether he has rights the white man is bound torespect. But I need 
not dwell upon his history; it is familiar to all; the march of civiliza- 
tion and development can not be arrested in its progress, and whatever 


is athwart iis pathway must stand aside. 


As fast as the possession of the Indian becomes necessary to the 
wants of the white man or necessary to the development and progress 
of the country, the Indian must surrender and move on toward the 
setting sun. 

In the nature of things this is inevitable, but it does not follow be- 
cause it is so that whatever can be done to ameliorate his suffering, 
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to assist him to face the stern realities he is soon to encounter, to pre- 
pare him to cope with the changed condition he must sooner or later 
meet, should not be done, and as promptly as possible. 


stowed. 

That education or the education that will do him the most good can 
only be acquired away from his reservation, away from his people, 
away from the dense forests and vast prairies, away from his hunting 


To the Indian | 
as wellas the white man, no one need be told that an education is one | 
of the most invaluable things, most priceless gifts that can be be- | 





grounds and among white people, among their farms, their workshops, 
and their machinery 

Experience teaches us that when an Indian youth is sent among 
white people everything he sees or hears becomes an object lesson by 
which he gains knowledge. ~ 

We all learn language by imitation, and we use it correctly or in- 
correctly accordingly as those with whom we associate use correct or 
incorrect language, and the Indian, of all others, learns by imitation 
perhaps more readily than almost any other people under the sun. 

The policy of the present management of Indian affairs relative to 
the education and advancement of the Indian is a most enlightened 
and commendable one; one that in my judgment can not fail, if allowed 
to be put in progress of execution and faithfully carried out, to com- 
pletely and satisfactorily solve the Indian problem. 

It is one easy of comprehension and one that, if impartially examined, 
can not fail to meet the approval of an intelligent public opinion. It 
would teach them the rudiments of the English branches at home on 
their reservations, in their day and boarding schools which are intended 
to closely resemble our district schools, and thus prepare them for the 
higher school, which is to be located away from the reservation and 
supported by the Government, in which more advanced education is 
to be imparted, including instruction in practical farming. 

To more clearly define that policy, I quote from a pamphlet on In- 
dian Education, by General Thomas J. Morgan, the present able, in- 
telligent, and efficient Commissioner of Indian Affairs. He says: 


Although very imperfect in its details and needing to be modified and im- 
proved in many particulars, the present system of schools is capable, under 
wise direction, of accomplishing all that can be desired. 

In order that the Government shall be able to secure the best results in the 
education of the Indians, certain things are desirable—indeed, I might say nec- 
essary : 

1. Ample provision should be made at an early day for the accommodation 
of the entire mass of Indian school children and youth. To resist successfully 
and overcome the tremendous downward pressure of inherited prejudice and 
the stubborn conservatism of centuries, nothing less than universal education 
should be attempted. 


2, Whatever steps are necessary should be taken to place these children under | 


proper educational influences. If under any circumstances com 
tion is justifiable, it certainly is in this case. Education, in the broad sense in 
which it is here used, is the Indians’ only salvation. With it, they will become 
honorable, useful, happy citizens of a great Republic, sharing on equal terms in 
allits blessings. Without it, they are doomed either to destruction or to hope- 
less degradation. 

8. The work of Indian education should be completely systematized. 
camp schools, agency boarding schools, and the great industrial schools should 
be related to each other so as to form a connected and complete whole. 
as possible there should bea uniform course of study, similar methods of instruc- 
tion, the same text-books, and a carefully organized and well-understood sys- 
tem of industrial training. 

4. The system should be conformed, so far as practicable, to the common- 
school system now universally adopted in all the States. It should be nonpar- 
tisan, nonsectarian. The teachers and employés should be appointed only 
after the most rigid scrutiny into their qualifications for their work. They 
should have a stable tenure of office, being removed only for cause. They 
should receive for their service wages corresponding to those paid for similar 
service in the public schools. They should be carefully inspected and super- 
vised by a sufficient number of properly qualified superintendents. 

5. While, for the present, special stress should be laid upon that kind of in- 
dustrial training which will fit the Indians to earn an honest living in the vari- 
ous occupations which may be open to them, ample provision should also be 
made for that general literary culture which the experience of the white race 
has shown to be the very essence of education. Especial attention should be 
directed toward giving them a ready command of the English language. To 
this end, only English should be allowed tobe spoken and only English-speak- 
ing teachers should be employed in schools supported wholly or in part by the 
Government. 

6. The scheme should make ample provision for the higher education of the 
few who are endowed with special capacity or ambition and are destined to 
leadership. There isan imperative necessity for this, if the Indians are to be 
assimilated into the national life. 

7. That which is fundamental in all this is the recognition of the complete 
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So far | 


| by the so-called “ outing 





to any other class of people 


with wenuine patriotism, and made 
to feel that the United States, and not some paltry reservation, is their me 
Those charged with their education should constantly str toawaken in them 
asense of independence, self-reliance, and self-respect 

s. Those educated in the large industrial boarding sch i not be re 
turned to the camps against their will, but should not a wed, but en 
raged, to choose theirown vocations and contend for,t . e wher 
ever the opportunities are most favorable. Educa n should <t lisinte- 
grat of the tr 3,and not theirsegregation Chey should be educated notas 
Indians, but as Ar ins In sl schools shoul rr them int 
they are so success y < for r races in this country a 
them : 

9. The work of « s b 1 with them wh they are y ’ i 
susceptible, and should co \ il abits of industry and love of leat 
have taken the place of d ice 1 indifferenc One of the chief d “ 
which have heretofore chara the efforts made f their educat 
been the failure to carry them far enough, so that they might npete suc 
fully with the white youth, who ha njoyed the far greater advanta 

|} our own system ofeducation. Hig e \ n iseven more essential tot 
| than itis for white children 

10, Special pains should be taken to bring together in the large boardin 
schools members of as many different tribes as possible, in order to troy tl 
tribal antagonism and to generate in them a feeli: non brotherhood 
and mutyal respect, Wherever practicable, they should be admitted « t 
of equality into the publie schools, where by daily contact with white children 
they may learn to respect them and become respected in turn Indeed is 
reasonable to expect that at no distant day, when the Indians shall have all 
taken up their lands in severalty and have become American « ns, there 
will cease to be any necessity for Indian schools maintained by the Govern 
ment The Indians, where it is impracticable for them to unite with thei 
white neighbors, will maintain their own schools 

11. Coeducation of the sexes is the surest and perhaps only way in which the 
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manhood of the Indians, their individuality, their right to be recognized as citi 
zens of the United States, with the same rights and privileges which we accord 
They should be free to make for themselves homes 
wherever they will. The reservation system is an anachronism which has no 

I Indian yuth should be instructed in 


place in our modern civilization The y 
ens; should be taught to 


their rights, privileges, and duties as American cit 
love the American flag; should be imbued 











Indian women can be lifted out of that position of servility and degradation 
which most of them now occupy onto a plane where their husbands and the 
men generally will treat them with the same gal 
accorded to their more favored white sisters 

12. The happy results already achieved at Carlisle, Hampton, and elsewhere, 
system,”’ which consists in placing Indian p ipils in 
white families, where they are taught the ordinary routine of housekeeping, 
farming, ete,, and are brought into intimate relationship with the highest type 


antry and respect which are 


of American rural life, suggest the wisdom of a large extension of the syst« 
By this means they acquire habits of industry, a practical acquaintance with 
civilized life, a sense of independence, enthusiasm for home, and thi ractical 
ability to earn their own living. This system has in it the ‘‘ promise and the 
potency "’ of their complete emancipation 

13. Of course, it is to be understood that in addition to all t work here out 
lined as belonging to the Government for the edueation and civilization of the 
Indians, there will be requisite the influence of the home, the Sabbath school, 
the church, and religious institutions of learning. There will be urgent need 


of consecrated missionary work and liberal expenditures of money on the part 
of individuals and religious organizations in behalf of these people. ¢ 
schools and colleges have already been established for them by missionary zeal, 
and others will doubtless follow. But, just as the work of the public schools is 
supplemented in the States by Christian agencies, so will the work of 
education by the Government be supplemented by the same agencies. There 
need be no conflictand no unseemly rivalry. The Indians, like any other class 
of citizens, will be free to patronize those schools which they believe to be be 
adapted to their purpose. 

If the friends of Indian civilization can be led to unite upon ascheme of which 
the foregoing is a tentative outline, the so-called ‘Indian problem” can } 
quickly and successfully solved. The expense of it would be small, compared 
with the present costly system of Indian reservations and agencies. It could 
be so far advanced during the present administration as to put it beyond the 
reach of enemies and opposers An enlightened public opinion concentratea ! 
upon it would render it as secure as the public-school system itself. Thesystem 
is broad enough and elastic enough to admit of differences of opinion and di 
versities of method in minor details, without affecting its essential virtue 


iristian 


Indian 


COST OF INDIAN EDUCATION 


An important item in carrying this scheme of Indian education into 
successful execution is the cost, and, that Congress and the country may 
fully understand the matter, I quote again somewhat at length from 
the same pamphlet by General Morgan: 


In attempting to carry into execution the plan already outlined for the edu 
eation of all accessible Indian youth of school age, it is desirable to know, a; 
proximately at least, what the annual and the ultimate cost will be. Accord 
ingly, in a series of tables herewith submitted, the attempt has been made in 
the Indian Office to reach as nearly accurate a conclusion on this matter as the 


present condition of Indian school statistics will admit. 








As is well known, there has never been an absolutely reliable census of the 
Indians made, or even attempted; but it is thought that the figures given in ; 
Table 1 are sufficiently accurate to form at least a basis of calculations. . 
rABLE | Population and | pop 389-90 
Total Indian population .... oonases eo 250. 430 
Five civilized tribes 65, 200 
New York Indians 5, O46 
—_ — -— 7 Ai 
Remainder under care of Government... 180, 184 


School population (6-16), 20 per cent. of population...... ‘ 16, OCO $ 


Possible enrollment (estimated), 75 per cent. of school populatio 0 ; 
Average attendance, 80 per cent. of enrollment... 21, 6C0 
Needed capacity,90 per cent. of enrollment...... 1, 300 


The school period assumed—six to sixteen years—is taken simply as a stand 
ard of comparison. In some cases it will be desirable, where school facilities 
can be provided, to receive Indian children into home or kindergarten schools 
much earlier than six years of age, and doubtless for some years to come it will 
also be desirable to have Indian youth who are strong in body and susceptible 
of culture continue in school beyond the age of sixteen years. How much the 
number of Indian school pupils will be modilied by these considerations is sim- 
ply a matter of conjecture. 

Twenty per cent. has been assumed asthe relative proportionof Indian youth 
from six to sixteen years of age, as compared with the total population, This 
percentage may notbeexact. The proportion of youth from six tosixteen years 
of age to the total population of the United States is 23} per cent., according to 
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the United States Commissioner of Education, Hon. W.T. Harris. Whether this 
would be a more accurate standard of comparison for the Indians can not now 
be determined. 

The percentages of enrollment and average attendance are based, s> far as 
knowledge of the pastexperience in Indian education will warrant, upon records 
in the Indian Office. They are necessarily somewhat elastic. But itis safe to 
assume thatitis reasonable forthe Government to at least attempt to secure the 
enrollment and average a indicated in Tablel. Certainly nothing 
less than this should be attempted. If future experience will warrant it, it will 
be a very simple matter to extend the estimates to make them commensurate 
with the increased attendance which may be secured, 


TABLE 2.—Present school accommodations. 





Papils. 
Government boarding schools ...............sccccerssssesscssveccsecessenees envcccccevcososccense ‘45 BGO 
GaovSRERGE GO COMBS. cece csvvenecnntecitneisarinecises cons ods ceseces §=3, 083 
New boarding schools (1890)........ dase ch oveceesntouseseccesvocesebonsebageimenievetauts 445 





Total psvevenecnens oe soccvesevecencoceneennese enc concesooeuenen “sussunbensensacedotsesoneceess 10, 673 
Table 2, which exhibits the present accommodations provided in Government 
schools, shows that provision has been made for over 10,000 pupils. Regard- 
ing this it should be said that in many cases, if the attendance at the school 
should equal the capacity given, the pupils would be very uncomfortable and 
in some cases their health would be endangered. Most of the Government 
school buildings now in existence, in order to accommodate properly the num- 
ber of pupils indicated as the capacity of the buildings, wal eed extensive 
repairs and added facilities in the way of shops, hospitals, dormitories, bath- 
rooms, laundries, ete, 

By an arbitrary assumption it is proposed to provide for 17,000 pupils in Goy- 
ernment boarding-school buildings and for 7,309 pupils in Governnrent day- 
school buildings. How far this proportion may prove to be practicable and 
desirable can be determined only by experience, but from present knowledge 
it is thought to be entirely safe to assume that proportion as the basis of calcu- 
lation 

In estimating the cost of the needed boarding accommodations the cost of the 
buildings provided for Haskell Institute, at Lawrence, Kans., has been taken as 
a standard. 

Owing to the very great difficulties by which the work of extending school 
facilities is hedged about, it is at present regarded as inexpedient to attempt to 
make provision during the next fiseal year for the accommodation of more than 
one-fourth of the Indian youth now unprovided for in Government school build- 
ings. I! it should be found practicable to advance the work more rapidly than 
that, a larger effort may be put forth the second year. 


TABLE 3,—Estimated cost of school accommodations. 
Roarding accommodations needed for 
Boarding accommodations provided by Government,, 





Boarding accommodations to be provided ... ........c..scccceceoee eeeeee Stiacin 9,410 
One-fourth boarding accommodations to be provided in one year, 
PUTER .o.cccce cocevessnenenesennsessbupncestobes quanes Benennahngnhbeceaseenigibaeeshuaieonnees ereseece 2, 352 


== 


Day accommodations needed for......... 





cane beeuneannseguubsbdnemaeqnataeinnine: 7,300 

Day accommodations provided by Government, .....................e00000O...... 3,083 

Day accommodations tobe provided by Government..................d0...... 4,217 
One-fourth day accommodations to be provided by Government in one 

SPOGIE serscccnsensedene cvenenans wuesbtin -apeennesegsenitagmenmuteresh. stosbavsninnesntnpeniniatieitins 1,054 


New buildings and additions to old buildings and furnishings for 2,352 
Reese, GS He ET ORR ce cccssse xno nccegnanteenetennp ecnnienn teniemaniiomen 
New buildings and additions to old buildings for 1,054 day pupils, at 
$1,500 for every 30 pupils (including teachers’ residence) .................. 52,500 
Repairs and improvements of present buildings, estimated ................. 50,000 
Total for buildings. .............ccccoeceseres crorescevncceccsccesssesscnsss OER, O80 
According to Table 3 the Government should expend next year a sum of not 
less than $643,000 in adding to the accommodations of Government school build- 
ings. This is a very small sum to be expended by the United States Govern- 
ment for such a purpose. It isonly a litle more than double the amount paid 
by the citizens of Omaha for their high-school building, and scarcely more than 
enough to build two such grammar schools as are the boast of the city of Provi- 
dence, and about one-half the sum that was spent in building the Providence 
city hall. It is estimated that the Government building at San Francisco will 
cost not less than $1,000,000; and, with that understanding, Congress has al- 
ready appropriated $800,000 to purchase the site upon which the building will 
be placed. The Government building at Omgha will cost, with its site, $1 ,200,- 
000; and the building and site at Milwaukee will cost the same amount. For 
coast-defense guns of one kind there was appropriated for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, $1,500,000, 
Congress last year appropriated for new school buildings, furniture, and sites 


in the District of Columbia, $311,792; and the year preceding $315,000 was voted 
for new buildings. 


seeee a+ seeeeeeeeeeee 


TABLE 4.—Pstimated cost of support of pupils, 1890-"91. 
GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS, 
Boarding schools: 
Average attendance to be secured ...... «0.000000. ceemssseeeeeeves everéecessoeese 15, 000 
Present Average MUCMMARER cere o.cccsecctnsoces acemntmnsréchseepetteintionsinnss 5, 212 





Difference soapseen cndécnanipabinun 9, 788 





Increased average to be supported next year (one-fourth above 
difference) ... cocese socceoupebs success eeetacsncogses onennn coskbenmnssieeneibnieneinns 2,447 
Total average which should be supported next year............... 000 7,659 
Day schools: 
Average attendance to be secured ..............scc0cessseesscseese socsseneeceneses 6, 600 
Present average attendance 


Difference 





Inereased average to be supported next year (one-fourth)............ 1,214 
Total average which should be supported next year........ 


Support of 7,659 boarders, at $175 per capita... o.oo. cece ccccccescccee sevens $1, 340, 325 
Support of 2,958 day pupils, at $62.50 per capita. 0... ccc ccc neeeneee 184, 875 
Total 


CONTRACT SCHOOLS, 
Allowances for 1889-'90: 4,622 boarding pupils and 895 day pupils...... 561, 950.00 


RIE ee 0s vewsk v0 





ssvsemsseree 2,087,150 





In estimating the cost of supporting the schoo|s for the next fiscal year, $175, 
the largest sum now paid per ete in Government training schools, is assumed 
as the standard; and it is thought that this is a fair estimate of the average cost, 
The cost per capita for such day schools as are now contemplated is more a 
matter of conjecture, but it is thought that the sums assumed will be found not 
far out of the way. This gives atotal forthe cost of maintaining schools for the 
education of 16,134 pupils during the next year as little more than $2,000,000, 


TABLE 5.— Appropriations required for next year, 1890-'91, 
GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS, 


Erecting and furnishing boarding-school buildings....................<s0s0+00 $540, 960 
Erecting and furnishing day-school buildings .......... a 
Repairs and improvements on present buildings 









sepeovesupeese tesees 50, 000 
Additional furniture, apparatus, stock, tools, and implements . 50, 000 
Supporting 7,659 boarding scholars ...............000scscsseeesceeceeeeeeeee ees . 1,340, 325 
Supporting 2,958 day scholars............ 184, 875 
Transportation of pupils........... 40, 000 
Superintendence ...............:.++0+6 25, 000 

DeaGal ccccisoncsees pip tnsineainedpipdaliptiehanenneumnsbsehananionaniguigiueakdhaneqpnsiintnetnas .» 2,283, 660 

CONTRACT SCHOOLS. ‘ 

Allowances for 1889-'9C: 4,622 boarding pupils and 8% day pupils........ 561, 950 


The total appropriation required for the year 1890-91, asshown by Table 5, is 
estimated as $2,845,610. 

When comparing the cost of educating Indians by the Government with the 
cost of common-school education as carried on by the States, itshould be borne 
in mind that, from the nature of the case, the Government plan includes the 
very considerable items of board, clothing, and industrial training. Theschool 
expenses proper, exclusive of board, clothing, and industrial work, will proba- 
bly not exceed the average cost of like work in the public schools. To offset 
the cost, it should be remembered that the Government already provides for 
clothing and rations for a large number of Indians and that it costs no more to 
clothe and feed the young in school than in camp, except that they are better 
fed and clothed in school than in camp. 

Itshould also be remembered that the Government is under itive treaty 
obligations with a large body of Indians to furnish them suitable education. 
It is still further significant that the Indians are now showing a disposition to 
take their lands in severalty, to dispose of the surplus lands for a fair consider- 
ation, and to invest a very considerable portion of the proceeds of the sales 
thereof in education. So that a very large proportion of the cost of Indian ed- 
ucation administered by the Government will be borne willingly and cheer- 
fully by the Indians themselves, and not by the people of the United States, 
But, even if the ple of the United States were to assume the whole burden 
of Indian edacation, it would be a burden very easily borne, and would be but 
a slight compensation to be returned by this vast and rich nation to the original 


eee of the soil upon whose lands the nation with its untold wealth now 
ives. 


TABLE 6.— Amount required to put and support all Indian children in Government 
schools next year. 


New buildings and furnishings for 9,410 boarders, at $230 


OP CAINE nce rerreccescccscoressseresccssceses soso ses eusescnscessses woscsceereree O38; 164, S00 
New buildings and furnishings for 4,217 day pupils, at 














$1,500 for every 30 pupils............ ...c.csereesereere ees 10, 000 
Repair and improvement of present buildings.. 50,000 
Additional furniture, stock, tools, and implemen 50, 000 e 
, 474, 300 
Support of an average of 15,000 boarding pupils, at $175... 2, 625, 000 
Support of an average of 6,600 day pupils, at 362.50........... 412,500 
Transportation Of PUpilS......00....ecserseeeeverreereenreresers . 40, 000 
Superintendence ...... copensegsveesescorsnesoscencccosorescnceneseseesees cesses 25, 000 
8, 102, 500 
OE hescatitican i tainan ceanilhinece- shi stetiacne mailing diadinnetdnieai 5, 576, 800 


Tohouse and support in Government schools next year pupils now 
attending those schools, plus one-fourth of the youth not now 
provided for in Government schools, would cost (plus allowan 
for contract Schools, 1889-"OD)............cccorerscescres.+sececese sneccenenteccecces ess 2, 845, 610 

Appropriation for Indian schools for fiscal year 1889-'90................... 1,364,568 


Increased appropriation required for support of schools, 1890-'91......_ 1, 481, 042 


By an inspection of Table 6, the grand aggregate of expenditures which it is 
thought would be necessary to provide ample accommodations in Government 
buildings for all Indian youth of school age is $2,474,300, 

Compare this sum with the cost of constructing ordinary war ships. By spe- 
cial act of Congress, approved September 7, 1888, the President was authorized 
to have constructed by contract two steel cruisers, of about 3,000 tons displace- 
ment each, at a cost (exclusive of armament and excluding any premiums that 
may be paid for increased speed) of not more than $1,100,000 each; one steel 
cauiten, of about 5,300 tons displacement, to cost $1,800,000; one armored cruiser, 
of about 7,500 tons displacement, to cost, exclusive of armamentand premiums, 
$3,500,000 ; three gunboats or cruisers, of not to exceed 2,000 tons displacement, 
each to cost not more than $700,000. The appropriation for construction and 
steam machinery for these vessels was $3,500, additional, the armament in- 
volves $2,000,000 more, eaatitag in all over $15,000,000 for six naval vessels. 

By further reference to Table 6, it will be seen that the estimated amount 
which will be required annually for the maintenance of a Government system 
of education for all Indians will amount to $3,102,500, Of course, in addition to 
this, an expenditure will have to be made each year to repair and otherwise 
keep in good order the various school buildings and furnishings. 

In this connection, it is well to note that the sum paid for education by the 
city of Boston amounts to $1,700,000; by the State of New York, more than $16,- 
000,000 annually ; while the cost of the maintenance of the public-school system 
of the States and Territories of this country, as a whole, according to the report 
of the Commissioner of Education, is more than $115,000,000. The United States 
pays for the maintenance of a little army of about 25,000 men nearly $25,000,000 
annually; the ap n for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, aggregated 
$24,574,700. 

In estimating the cost of maintaining an adequate school system for the In- 
dians, two great economical facts should steadily be borne in mind. The first 
is that by this system of public education the Indian will, at no distant day, be 
prepa not only for self-support, but also to take his place as a productive 
elementinoursocialeconomy. The pupilsat the Carlisle Indian training school 
earned last a by their labors among the Pennsylvania more than 
$10,000, and thisyear more than $12,000. From facts like these it can easily be 
demonstrated that, simply as a matter of investment, the nation can afford to 
pay the amount required for Indian education, witha view of having it speedily 
returned to the of national wealth by the increased productive ca- 
pacity of the youth who are to be educated. 

The second great economical fact is that the lands known as Indian reserva- 
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tions now set apart by the Government for Indian occupancy aggregate nearly 
190,000 square miles. This land for the most part is uncultivated and unpro- 
ductive. When the Indians shall have been properly educated, they will utilize 
a sufficient quantity of these lands for their own support and will release the 
remainder, that it may be restored to the public domain to become the founda- 
tion for innumerable happy homes; and thus will be added to the national 
wealth immense tracts of farming and grazing land and vast mineral resources, 
which will repay the nation more than one hundred fold forthe amount which 
itis proposed shall be expended in Indian education, 


TABLE 7.—Growth of school appropriations—Annual appropriations made by the 
Government for support of Indian schools since 1876. 









1876.. i eianptaneinaaa ee | BHO... ; vs $992, 800, 00 
1877.. «+ 80,090.00 | 1885... . 1,100, 065, 00 
1878.. inate sce ctemeninnaeneen , 211, 415. 00 
1879.. seit MEET 0 Bi ctictaneik ident camenetaddve wneueutes 1, 179, 916. 00 
1880 . we 75,000.00 | 1888. . 1,348, 015. 00 
1881, woe BED; O0D. OD | URBD......crerccvssssccccccesvooees . 1,364,568. 00 
1882. --» 487, 200.00 | 1890, amount required ...... 2, 845, 610. 00 
BB iccddisesecccsceee ccccns coscocuseesesce 675, 200. 00 | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





only capable of doirg a much better work than I supposed they could do, but 
that they are actually doing it. No more hopeful work than this is in progress 
anywhere, The difficulties and embarrassments incident to reservation life 
are many and various, and yet there are great advantages in having a well-or- 
dered school planted in the midst of a reservation where its iafluence is felt im- 
mediately, directly, and powerfully upon the semibarbarous people for whose 
benefit it has been established. These schools are epitomes of our civilization 
and tangible object lessons brought to the very doors of the Indian wigwam, 


One of the pleasantest sizhts thatanywhere met me was that of Indian parents 


with their blankets, paint, and feathers, witnessing with interest, delight, and 
pride the exercise of their children in the reservation schools. These schools 
should be increased tn number and efficiency 

For the present the places where day schools can be profitably maintained 


on the reservations which I have seen are not many, and yet their work as I 


| observed it warrants me in recommending the establishment, wherever the 


From an inspection of Table 7, it will be seen that from 1876, when the work | 


of Indian education, in the modern acceptance of the term, was entered upon 
by the Government, there has been a steady annual increase of money appro- 
riated by the Government for that purpose. What is proposed by the Indian 
ffice now is simply in the line of the historical development of this work in 


the past. It will be seen that there is nothing radically new, nothing experi- | 


mental ortheoretical, but that it is simply an endeavor to put into more system- 
atic and organic form the work in which the Government has been earnestly en- 

for the past thirteen years, and to carry forward as rapidly as possibly 
to its final consummation that scheme of education which during these years 
has been gradually unfolding itself. 


That the time is fully ripe for this advanced movement must be evident to 


every intelligent observer of the trend of events connected with the condition 
of the Indians. Practically_all the land in this vast region known asthe United 
States, from ocean to ocean, has now been organized into States or Territories. 
The Indian populations are surrounded everywhere by white populations, and 
are destined inevitably, at nodistant day, either to be overpowered orto be assim- 
ilated into the national life. The most feasible, and, indeed,it seems not too 
strong to say the only, means by which they can be prepared for American citi- 
zenship and assimilation into the national life is through the agency of some 
such scheme of public education as that which has been outlined, and upon 
which the Government,through the Indian Ottice, is busily at work. The wel- 
fare of the Indians, the peace and prosperity of the white people, andthe honor 
of the nation are all at stake, and ought to constrain every lover of justice, every 
patriot, and every philanthropist to join in promoting any worthy plan that will 
reach the desi end, 

This great nation, strong, wealthy, aggressive, can signalize its spirit of fair- 
ness, justice, and philanthropy in no better way perhaps than by making ample 
provision for the complete education and absorption into the national life of 
those who for more than one hundred years have been among us, but not of us. 
Where in human history has there been a brighter example of the humane and 
just spirit which ought to characterize the actions of a Christian nation, supe- 
rior in numbers, intelligence, riches, and power, in dealing with those whom it 


— easily crush, but whom itis far nobler to adopt as a part of its great 
family? 


The present plan of educating the Indians has been in operation but 
a short time, but that it has so far been productive of great good, 
though enjoying but limited advantages or opportunities, is amply 
demonstrated by those who have returned from Genoa, Haskell, Car- 
lisle, and other similar schools. Many young men and women who 
have attended these schools have returned to their reservations and 
kindred to teach them the English language, the latest and best modes 
of farming, the use of improved machinery, the value of intelligent 
stockbreeding, the way to harvest and preserve their crops, the im- 
portance of irrigation and fertilization of their soils, to shun the haunts 
and habits of vice, something of the science of government, and much 
that is useful in every-day life, many things conducive to the correct 


modes of living and the happiness enjoyed at the fireside of the white 
ple. 


I could fill volumes showing the good results of pupils returned from 
training schools, butit is unnecessary asit isan unquestioned fact. But 
upon this question, and to more concisely show the condition of these 


schools, I wish to quote from the last anuual report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, as follows: 


I have seen nothing whatever to shake my faith in the effectiveness and final 
triumph of the present system of Government schools. The work should be 
carried forward rapidly and vigorously until ample provision has been made 
for all Indian children of school age, and there should beat once a compulsory 
law which will enable the Commissioner of Indian Aftairs, wherever it may be 
geccmpary. to force attendance at schoo]. This will seldom be required, but the 
fact that he has the power to compel attendance will be sufficient to insure the 
filling of the schools. 

Not only should there be more schools, but there should be better schools, 
The policy of the Government in the past has been open, perhaps, to the crit- 
icism of building cheap and small buildings, providing insufficient facilities, 
paying low salaries, and failing to require a sufliciently high degree of effi- 
ciency in the school service. The Indians— 


Says the Commissioner— 


have a frequently, and with justice, that their children were neither 
properly fed, clothed, norinstructed. I have found everywhere evidences of 
— neglect, and very many of the schools are still imperfectly equipped. It 
smy purpose to give very careful attention to these matters, and I shall en- 
deavor more earnestly than ever to make these schools in all respects what 
they ought to be, in order that they may accomplish their difficult and invalua- 
je work. 
I see no reason for any essential modification of the plans adopted and now 
successful operation of providing for the education of a large number of pu- 
pete the industrial, nonreservation training schools, Itisa cause for rejoicing 
there are to-day at Carlisle over 800, at Haskell over 500,at Genoa 220, at 
Albuquerque nearly 200, at Chilocco 170, and at other of these schools an increas- 
ing number who are receiving a kind of trainingin immediate contact with our 
best civilization which, from the nature of the case, can not be given on the res- 


I was delighted, however, to find that the reservation boarding schools are not 
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conditions are favorable, of more of this class. 

I studied carefully both the Government schools and the contract schools, 
and. while I know that “comparisons are odious” and I may be suspected, 
possibly, of partiality, | think it due simply as a mater of justice to say that no 
better work is now being done for these wards of the nation on the whole than 
that which is done in the Government institutions. 

i would not withhold credit from the contract schools nor would I under- 
value their work in the slightest degree; but it is due to those who are work- 
ing so faithfully, intelligently, and efficiently in institutions established and 
maintained by the National Government to give to the thous:.nds of pupils in- 
trusted to their care such training of body, mind, and heart; such instruction 
in morals, manners, and conduct; such development of skill in all the varied 
forms of industries, to say that their work is not surpassed elsewhere. In no 
single instance has any contract school which I have visited even professed to 


afford to its pupils the variety of industrial training which is provided for in 


the Government schools, and in several of them the lack of industrial training 
was painfully apparent. 


I wish to bear emphatic testimony tothe good work wrought by devoted mis- 


| sionaries, and to express the earnest wish that the churches will extend this 


work by sending a large number of earnest, intelligent, and industrious work- 


| ers to establish missionsand to bring the gospel within the reach of these be- 


nighted people, who as yet know little of true religion and who have vague, 
superstitious, and false notions of God and His truth; especially that earnest 
Christian women shall be sent out to teach Indian women how to ameliorate 
their condition, how to keep house, and how to make homes, Such mission- 
aries can bring comfort and stimulus into unhappy, blank lives, will raise the 
tone of morality and home life throughout the reservation, and may save from 
downfall and wretchedness many boys and girls returned home from distant 
schools. 

I took considerable pains to inquire regarding the career of students educated 
at Carlisle, Hampton, and other schools after their return to the reservations, 
and feel warranted in saying that, considering al! the circumstances, they have 
done as well as anyone had the right to expect. In very many cases the life to 
which they return is entirely devoid of any encouragement or stimulus, often- 
times even of opportunity for living in accordance with what they have been 
tanght in school. In someinstances, indeed, they have been flogged to compel 
them to return to the old ways. 

Very many of the boys who return, after having learned a trade, have no 
tools or capital with which to begin work; those who have been taught farm- 
ing have no farms to cultivate, no teams or implements with which to labor; 
and many girls who have learned the art of housekeeping have no houses to 
keep. Nevertheless, | found many returned students occupying positions in 
the Government service, others at work on the railroad, earning fair wages in 
machine shops, ete., and still others struggling heroically to overcome the al- 
most insurmountable obstacles which they encounter in striving to better their 
own condition and improve thatoftheir people. I was gladto findanapparent 
willingness on the part of the great majority of those whom I met to labor and 
to live the white man’s way if only the opportunity presented itself, 

It is my opinion, and I have found that it is shared by a large number of in- 
telligent observers on the ground, that many of the young men and women 
who have been educated in schools off reservations and have returned to their 
homes, who are now under the control of the nonprogressive element and are 
forced by public opinion to discard something of their training and to return 
partially, at least, to the old ways, will, nevertheless, as they grow in years and 
experience and come to take their places as leaders, assert themselves and vin- 
dicate the training which they have received, Ten years hence many of those 
now boys and girls, diffident in asserting themselves and sometimes disap- 
pointing their friends, will be men and women and will more than meet the 
reasonable expectations formed for them. It should be borne in mind also in 
the discussion of this question that the children of those who have been edu- 
cated in our training schools will begin life under very different circumstances 
from their parents and that the seed sown in the minds of the present genera- 
tion will bring forth its best fruits in the lives of the next and succeeding gen- 
erations. 

It is a matter of very urgent importance that those who have been educated 
away from the reservation receive upon their return, if allowed to go back, 
such protection, encouragement, and timely assistance as will enable them to 
fulfill the expectations of their friends and to realize, in some degree at least, 
their own cherished hopes. I have not as yet formulated any genera! plan, 
but am confident that it will be practicable, in an increasingly large number of 
individual cases, to throwaround them such influences and open to them such 
opportunities as will save them from lapsing into barbarism and to enable them 
to assist othersin better living. I shall give tothis matter my earnest thought, 

Meantime I earnestly recommend that Congress make an appropriation of 
$10,000 to be expended by the Indian Office under the authority of the Depart- 
ment in rendering such aid to returned students as may be most desirable. 
This help will take the form of giving to those who have learned trades a kit of 
tools with which to work; tothose who shall farm aspan of horsesand a wagon; 
to many a little judicious help in the erection of a small house and the opening 
ofa farm; to young women sewing machines, stoves, and furniture, and other 
necessary articles for housekeeping; and by thus helping Indian youth to 
start in civilized pursuits in their own homes the Government will supplement 
and complete the work of the schools. 

As [have come into relationship with these returned students I have been 
impressed with the idea that a much broader culture and more thorough train- 
ing than that which most of them have been heretofore permitted to receive 
would result in giving them more maturity of view, greater fixedness of pur- 
pose, a more robust character, and would insure to them a betterfuture. It 
should never be forgotten that: pupils taken from the tepee, with all its sur- 
rounding influences of parbarism and paganism, wholly ignorant of the En- 
glish language and of the ways of civilized life, can not be! expectéd in five 
years to master the English language, acquire the rudiments of an English 
education, form habits of industry and thrift, and to develop such moral char- 
actersas will fitthem to resist temptation, assert theirown manhood and woman- 
hood, withstand the fearfully demoralizing influences of the camp, and, inspite 
of public sentiment and a cruel environment, to maintain their integrity and 
live a civilized life in the midst of their barbarous surroundings 

Todo so would be marvelous indeed, and we should not expect of the Indians 
what we never would think of demanding of Americans, So far as education 
is concerned Indian civilization is to be wrought out by giving to the entire 
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maas of the rising generation a common-school, English, industrial education, 
and to the few who are competent to receive it that higher education necessary 
to prepare them for leadership. 


COST TO EDUCATE V8. KILL. 

There was expended for all the Indians in the United States, by the 
Government for ten years from 1877 to 1887, inclusive, $66,799,504.77 
or, on an average, $6,679,000 per year. 

This was for all purposes, including schools, annuities, stock, farm- 
ing implements, and carrying out treaty stipulations, but less than six 
millions of the sixty-six millions were expended for school purposes, 
for nearly the same period, or, to speak accurately from the records, 
there was expended by the Government in Indian wars from 1872 to 
1882 $202,994,506. (See Senate Executive Document No. 123, first 
session, l’orty-seventh Congress, March 6, 1882.) 

Here we have the astounding statement of an expenditure of but six 
millions of dollars in ten years for educating the Indian and $202,- 
994,506 for the same length of time for killing him. 

Does any one think, if a liberal, practical policy of educating the 
Indians, such a one as is proposed now, had been inaugurated thirty or 
forty years ago, it would have been necessary to expend $20,000,000 a 
year for ten years to kill them ? 

But it is not too late now to enter upon a wiser and better policy, 
and the one under consideration is an important step in the right di- 
rection. It is unfortunate, though nevertheless true, that the man- 
agement of our Indian affairs has been a {fruitful source of fraud, of 
corruption, and of robbery. The Indian has seemed to be the legiti- 
mate though unfortunate victim of plunder. 

I do not wish to say the Government has knowingly permitted frauds, 
or that those in charge of Indian affairs have been dishonest or cor- 
rupt, but the opportunities have been such, the business has been done 
by so many diflerent personsand at such long range, the temptation so 
great, the ignorance of the victims affording such chance to steal and 
perpetrate frauds, with so little dangerof detection, that it is no wonder 
that it has been so; in fact, it is strange that it has not been worse, but 
there are still great opportunities to do much towards placing the In- 
dian in a condition where he can not only subsist and live happily, but 
amends can be made for long years of costly mismanagement of this 
branch of the public service, 

From the best information which the Indian Bureau is able to ob- 
tain there is at present in the United States an Indian population, 
exclusive of the tive civilized tribes, and exclusive of the New York In- 
dians—Indians that still remain under the care of the Government— 
of 180,184. Among them is a school population, between the ages of 
six and sixteen years, of 36,000, and the present school accommodations 
are as follows: 


Goveramsens bonrG lag: Sols. ..ccmnsscccscméccsoctes ncncentscnntnssocensemeeesseemiwens TUES 
Governed Gay CeO Beccnsecscneneses, cocncsvcegqeecncenccnsenqunminssramnerenmpevransenee ae 


rata ..cccesseccocnsussncvnctecesccssersedseustienst eenpenerssese menesheeenmetinneeeatinntinn -- 10,228 

Leaving nearly 26,000 of the Indian youth unprovided for. Upon this 

subject I quote from the annual reportof the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs for 1889: 

Owing to the very great difficulties by which the work of extending school 
facilities is hedged about, it is at present regarded as inexpedientto attempt to 
make provision during the next fiscal year forthe accommodation of more than 
one-fourth of the Indian youth now unprovided for in Government school 
buildings. if it shall be found practicable to advance the work more rapidly 
than that, a larger effort may be put forth the second year. 

I believe all the plans are wise and for the best interests of the In- 
dians and the Government, and I[ also believe that no permanent good 
can come to the Indians until the allotment plan and the educational 
plan, which are now the policy of the Government, are carried into 
execution. 

The day school upon the reservation, though perhaps a necessary part 
of the system for the purpose of preparing the youths for the higher 
school, will never amount to much except among the most favored 
tribes, where the climate and soil are such as to enable the Indian to se- 
cure the necessaries and some of the comforts of life. An Indian child 
can not be expected to attend school regularly and with a degree of in- 
terest in its studies when it has not sufficient clothing to keep it warm 
or suflicient food to keep hunger from gnawing at its vitals. 

I sincerely hope Congress will take a broad and enlightened view of 
this question and vote the necessary appropriation to carry it into ef- 
fect. If this is done and the details are managed intelligently and 
with fidelity I believe the next decade, instead of the Government be- 
ing obliged to spend $200,000,000 in Indian wars, we will see at least 
160,000 of the 181,000 Indians become good, self-supporting citizens. 

I certainly hope the wise, beneficent, and enlightened policy so au- 
spiciously inaugurated by the present able, honest, and practical Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs may be sustained by Congress, as I know 
it will be by all the people who have the interests of the Indian at 
heart. 

Now I come to discuss briefly the policy of establishing and main- 
taining sectarian schools by Government funds or appropriations from 
the public Treasury. 

First, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a table show- 
ing the amount of money paid by the Government to the various de- 
nominations for the past six years, or from 1886 to 1891, inclusive. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The following table shows the amounts appropriated to the various religious 
bodies for Indian education during the fiscal years 1886 to 1891: 


























j 
| 1886, 1887. | 1888. | 1889, | 1890. | 1891. 
——— ecient cise —_—— —_—__—__— — - ———_—— -— — 
Roman Catholic........ | $118, 343 | $194, 635 | $221,169 | $347, 672 $356,957 | $363,349 
Presbyterian............ 32, 995 37, 910 36, 500 41, 825 47,650 44, 850 
Congregational......... 16,121 26, 696 26, 080 29, 310 28, 459 27, 27 
Martinsburgh, Pa.. ...! 5, 400 10, 410 |} 7, 500 | (*) SO 
Alaska Training | 

Oe ee See 4,175 GFE Ntesnc cocersittienemanrwembeeses 5 ‘ante 
IEE chess cesikascesedtnedensatiegin 1, 890 3,690 | 18,7 24,876 | 29,910 
rs 1, 960 27, 845 14, 460 23, 383 23,883 | 24,743 
Mennonite................. Recseussesanieinn 8, 340 | 2, 500 | 3,125 4,375 | 4,375 
Middletown, Cal....... ss ctssteaeseaiiatill 1,523 | C7) Lseccoscovsonses) voces coneussadfvvesaverscee’ 
Unitarian.,...........0000 Scbsoneve cytes 1,350 5, 400 | 5, 400 5, 400 5, 400 
Lutheran, Witten- | } 

a eee 1, 350 4, 050 7,560 | 9, 180 
Methodist...... 2,7. 9,940} 6,700 
Miss Howard............ 275 600 | 1,000 
Appropriation for 

Lincoln Institution 33, 400 83,400 | 33,400 
Appropriation for | | 

Hampton Institute..| 20,040 20, 040 20, 040 21,040 20, 040 20, 040 

eis oo | 228, 259 363,214 | 376,264 | 530,905 | 562,640 | 570, 218 
*Dropped, 


Mr. McCORD. Upon this subject of Government support for sec- 
tarian schools I desire te quote from a pamphlet before me by Dr. James 
M. King, upon the relation of the churches to the General Government 
in the education of the Indian races. Dr. King but utters the senti- 
ment of a very large number of the American people, and I fully in- 
dorse his statement. He says: 

The significance of these figures— 

Alluding to the table above given— 


indicates the tendency of the existing system to arouse not simply disputes be- 
tween the Government and the authorities of any denomination that may claim 
aright to control in the matter of Indian education, under authority given or 
assumed to be given by acts of Congress, but to arouse throughout the nation 
the denominational rivalries, jealousies, and animosities which it was the aim 
of the first amendment tothe national Constitution to prevent, and which every 
departure from its spirit is sure toawake. 

‘Phe dissatisfaction may be the greater among the various denominational bod- 
ies which havea national organization, which recognize allegiance to our Con- 
stitution and laws, and which are devoted to American principles and institu- 
tions, if they find that the National Government is appropriating so large a pro- 
portion of public moneys for Indian education to an ecclesiastical body which 
represents no national church organization in America and avows no alle- 
giance to the American Government. The proposition seems hardly to admit 
of dispute that a race whose education is assumed by the National Govern- 
ment should receive an instruction and training fitted to imbue them with the 
American spirit, to fit them for the exercise of their rights and duties by a 
right understanding of our political system, based on the sovereignty of the 
American people and the supremacy of American law, with liberty of con- 
science to all, and that protection to all in their constitutional hts which en- 
titles the Government to their loyal devotion and exclusive allegiance, shut- 
ting out all allegiance to any other power, prince, or potentate whatsoever. 

Apart from these national considerations, it is respectfully submitted that the 
Indian childfen are vested with constitutional rights which the Government, 
in the exercise of a reasonable guardianship over the wards of the nation, is 
honorably bound to protect. 

The President in his message to Congress December 3, 1889, in speaking of 
Indian education, said: 

“The national schools for Indians have been very successful and should be 
multiplied, and, as far as possible, should be so organized and conducted as to 
facilitate the transfer of the schools to the States or Territories in which they are 
located, when the Indians in a neighborhood have accepted citizenship and 
have become otherv‘se fitted for such atransfer. This condition of things will 
be attained slowly,: it it will be hastened by keeping it in mind. And in the 
mean time that co-operation between the Government and the mission schools 
en has wrought much good should be cordially and impartially main- 
tained.” 

It certainly can not be contended with justice that while we give to the Epis- 
copalians, for instance, whose work among the Indians has been noteworthy 
for its extent and value and whose claims upon the}Government are as reason- 
able as those of the Roman Catholics, only $29,910, the Government could give 
to the Roman Catholics either the sum asked for, $531,996, or the sum received, 
$363 349, and still administer the system “ impartially.” 

Many learned jurists and statesmen think that the first article of the first 
amendment to the national Constitution, which ordains that “Con shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free ex- 
ercise thereof,’ does not permit Congress to make a law establishing for the 
Indians, or any other class in America, one or more schools belonging toa par- 
ticular religious denomination and where the doctrines of that denomination 
are to be taught, for the reason that such a law isa law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion, and that the constitutional provision that Congress shall 
make no law prohibiting the free exercise of religion equally forbids Congress 
making a law that will empower any other body to prohibit the free exercise 
of religion; and these principles are applicable alike to all religious denomina- 
tions whatsoever, native or foreign, that now exist or may h appear in 
our States and Territories. 

The debate in the United States Senate on July 14, 1890, on the Indian appro- 
priation bill developed a strong sentiment in th direction, and in no instance 
was an effort made to answer the constitutional argument. Expediency and 
local political interests seemed to be the motives controlling the action. 

I only wish to be understood as protesting against national grants to such 
contract schools as are purely under sectarian control, The organization of 
citizens whom I represent is now preparing its appeal to all the religious de- 
them to withdraw all app! ons for appropriations 
and to refuse t ve ons from the national Treasury for their 
work Cue instruction among the Indian races. 

Let us not make an attempt at the solution of the question of Indian educa- 


tion which embarrasses the solution of the qu Let us not make 
him the prey of denominational bickerin. Give him the American 2 
school or its equivalent, and then let rel denominations prove faith 
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by their works and try to christianize him. The controversy concerning sec- 
tarian appropriations will continue, because a vital and fundamental principle 
animates it; and the welfare of the Indian will be prejudiced unless this part- 
nershipofthe Government with religious denominationsis dissolved. These In- 
diansare the wards of the nation and we can not escape the responsibility for 
their education. When we provide in a given place only a contract school 
under sectarian control we force them under an establishment of religion and 
pay the bills for their religious education, which is both establishing a religion 
and abridging the free exercise thereof on the part of the individual. 

Where the Government has encouraged by itsappropriations the investment 
of private funds drawn from private beneficence tor the purpose of promoting 
denominational schools, of course perfect business honesty must be adhered to 
and good faith be kept when the Government determines to withdraw from 
the support of sectarian contract schools; and I urge that the attitude of the 
churches ought to be that, after timely notification to the parties interested, 
Government appropriations for denominational schools among the Indians 
shall cease. : ; 

Confusion will necessarily result unless there is uniformity in the educational 
system. Let the nation do its work of education, and trust to the churches, as 
it does with other classes of the population, for christianization. It isa notable 
fact thatthe results of the sectarian contractsystem have been very questionable 
in many places. We believe that General Morgan has the right view of things, 
for two reasons: first, in the best interests of the Indians and, second, in the 
best interests of the American principle of the entire separation of church and 
state. The question of economy as between the expense of maintaining the 
contract and the Government schools has no force as an argument and it is 
unworthy of consideration by the United States Government when we con- 
sider the historic relationship of the Government to the Indian races. 

It seems to me that it would be a wise course for this conference to ask, in 
the near future, all the religious denominations now receiving funds from the 
national Treasury for Indian education to withdraw their applications for 
funds and to refuse to receive them in case appropriations shovld be made. 
The National Government, introducing the common-school system among the 
Indians and making attendance compulsory, recognizes, as it ought, the free 
public-school system as a national American institution. And it would seem 
that the churches ought to encourage the National Government to take such 
— action by refusing a partnership which makes such action impracti- 
cable. 

If the churches in matters of Indian education accept sectarian appropriations 
from the National Government, while using the moiety of money they get un- 
doubtedly for worthy purposes, they do great damage to the entire cause of 
public education by sanctioning a step in the direction of the union of church 
and state, by imperiling the integrity and indivisibility of the school fund in 
the several States, In several of the States the question has already reached a 
dangerous and critical stage. The enemies of the school system are watching 
with great solicitude the movement made by the churches for appropriations 
from the national Treasury, and some of them openly rejoice in what they ve- 
lieve to be the solution of the ertire problem of the support of denominations! 
schools in the States by a division of the school funds on denominational lines. 

Again, the churches accepting appropriations to aid them in their efforts to 
educate the Indians are putting & premium on the use of ecclesiastical power 
for political purposes in the shaping of legisiation; and that power in these very 
lines has been used most relentiessly in high places. It would seem that the 
Church of Christ ought not to be a party to this kind of work in a Republic. 

Again, the churches ought not to consent tosucha relationshipto the National 
Government that workers in the field dare not tell the facts coming undertheir 
observation, lest their own work will be imperiled and their path of usefulness 
hedged up. If it is claimed that this money in the Treasury is the property of 
the Indians, what right, then, has the General Government to say that it shall 
be filtered through sectarian sieves on its way to the owners? 

In answer to the question, then, ‘‘ Whatshould be the relation of the churches 
to the Federal Government in the work of the education of the Indian races ?”’ 
we would respond, the same relation as they sustain to the Government in the 
work of the education of other races of our composite population, in case the 
churches desire to see the Indian races civilized, christianized, and american- 
ized. And this means, let the Government do thoroughly its work of industrial 
and intellectual education by teachers competent in both character and cul- 
ture; and let the free church in a free state press its distinctly Christian reli- 
gious work side by side with the Government, furnishing its own motive pow- 
ers, both spiritual and material. 


Upon this question of voting aid to sectarian schools, Ihave before me 


avery able argument by Professor G. E. Bailey, of this city, which I 


desire at this time to ask leave to print as a part of my remarks: 


It is undignified for a great nation to farm out its work among its wards to 
the sects, instead of doing its own work in a broad and libera!-minded manner. 
Many of the Indians have been made to believe by some of the Catholic teachers 
that the United States Government is theirenemy. This instruction, united to 
their inherited belief that they have been wronged by the nation, was one or 
the causes of the late war. How can the Government dissipate these wrong 
conceptions and prove to the Indians that the Government authorities and the 
American people are their friends betterthan by making large and uniform pro- 
vision for their education, moral, intellectual, and industrial instead of estab- 

ishing as many grades of treatment as there are sects sharing Government ap- 
propriations? 

The National Government, violating its own Constitution by these sectarian 
grants, casts its influence in favor of denominational schools, and imperils there- 
by the integrity of the whole common-school system of the various States. A di- 
wlen of the public-school moneys among the various sects means the destruction 
of our common schools, and this consummated means the overthrow of our civil 
institution and a return to papal supremacy over kings or presidents. These 
sectarian appropriations have gone on increasing from year to year,until there 
is no time to be lost in inquiring how far this ‘* wooden horse’’ shall be allowed 
to thrust himself into our public institutions. An able lawyer and divine who 
has studied this question minutely says: 

“It is to be feared that many stanch Protestants do not realize how far they are 
pn epee the fundamental principles of our Government by seek ing and 
accepting public funds for their mission schools among the Indians. The 
amount received by Protestant churches has been very small, only an average 
of about 3 cents per member in the aggregate. 

‘} Yet this paltry sum has been allowed to blind many minds to the compro- 
mise 6f a great vital principle of our republican institutions.” 

Reminder 1. Congressional action: In the Congress of the United States in 
1870, Hon. 8. S. Burdett, of Missouri, proposed an amend ment to the Constitu- 
tion é the United States, prchibiting the appropriation of money for sectarian 
schools. 


In 1871 Hon. Wii1.1aM M. Stewart, of Nevada, proposed the followingamen¢- | 
ment; “Neither the United States, nor any State, Territory, county, or mrnici- | 


= ene shall aid in the support of any school wherein the tenets of any 
enomina' 


tion are taugbt.”’ 
December 14, 1875, 
amend 


on. James G. Blaine, in the House of Representatives, 
ment: “ No money raised by taxation in any State for the 


proposed this 
public Is of public schools, or derived from any public fund whatever, nor any 
land dev thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious 


oted 
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sect or denomination; nor shall any money so raised or land so devoted be di- 
vided between religious sects or denominations.” August4, 1876, was reported 
from the Judiciary Committee. The history says: “ Aftera brief debate the res- 
olution as reported was agreed to, yeas, 150; nays, 7; not voting, 98." 

In the Senate, after going to the committee, on August 9, Hon. Mr. Epmunns, 
of Vermont, reported a joint resolution as a substitute, which was more de- 
tailed, sweeping, and even stronger than Mr. Blaine’s original resolution, for 
which twenty-eight persons voted and sixtcen against, lacking only two votes 
of the necessary two-thirds, 

Tn 1888 Hon. H. W. Buatr introduced a simi 

Reminder 2. Party platforms: 


ir amendment 


In 1876 plank 7 of the National Republican 


platform called for an amendment to the Constitution of the | ted States “ for- 
bidding the application of any public funds or property for the benefit of any 
schools or institutions under sectarian control.”” The National Democratic 


platform that year favored the maintenance of the public schoo! 
prejudice or preference for any class, creed, and without larg 
the Treasury to any In 1880 both parties in their platforms repeated the re 
ommendations of the four years previous 

Reminder 3. Attitude of the older States: From the exhaustive work of F. J 
Stimson on American Statute Law the following facts are collected: 1. By the 
constitutions of thirteen States no public money ean be appropriated for the 
support of any sectarian school: Illinois, New Hampshire, Massachusetis, Penn 
sylvania, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, California, Colorado, Ala 
bama, Louisiana, and Texas. 2. In seventeen States no money can ever be 
taken from the public treasury in aid of any church, sect, or sectarian insti- 
tution; they are the list given above and Indiana, Oregon, Georgia, and Mis- 
sissippi. 3. In Virginia and West Virginia money can not be appropriated for 
sectarian purposes or education by any municipal corporation 

In six States no property of the State can be appropriated for any sectarian 
purposes. In four States no preperty of any municipality can be so appropri 
ated. In Nebraska the State can not accept or grant a bequest to be used for 
sectarian purposes. Altogether twenty-five States recognize the principe in- 
volved and prohibit the appropriation of public money for sectarian schools 
In the constitutions of the six new States—Montana, Washington, Wyoming, 
Idaho, North and South Dakota—they hold fast to the principles adopted by 
the older communities, even intensifying the constitutional restrictions rhis 
makes thirty-one States that stand by the principle involved and throw the 


‘without 


sect, o “ses from 


| strongest guards against sectarian influence or aid around the greatest of all 


our republican institutions. 

In view of these facts how can theaction of the Government, in appropriating 
money for any sectarian Indian schools, be reyarded except as anomalous, ab- 
normal, and inconsistent with the genius and true historic attitude of our free 
American institutions? There are Indian agencies in fifteen States, not count- 
ing the Territories, whose constitutions are violated by the support of sectarian 
Indian schools, thus turning the tide backward to the delight of Catholicism, 
which has ever been antagonistic to the public school. The Government itself 
violates the historic interpretation of its own Constitution as well as the letter 
of the law in these States. Itisa question of right and wrong. If anything 
could open our eyes to the evil of it it should be the spectacle of the Catholic 
bureau pushing by the commissioners and forcing itself into the Senate Chamber 
and with whip and spur driving over the Senate committee. 

The Government is busy studying the solution of the Indian question. Why 
make the Indian the prey of denominational bickerings? Give him the Ameri- 
can publicschool, then let religioussects prove their faith by their works and try 
to christianize him. Let them back up their faith with their own pocketbooks, 
That is the only kind of faith that is good for anything. Guard our constita 
tions. 


Right here I wish to correct a mistaken impression that prevails in 
the minds of many, that the funds from which the schools among the 
Indians are supported come from money due the Indians for lands or 
other treaty obligations. That is a mistake, to correct which I can not 
do better than to quote from a pamphlet that is now before me, from 
the pen of Dr. King, which I have before had occasion to quote from: 


A common statement on the part of those who defend the action of the Gen- 
eral Government in making sectarian appropriations for Indian education is 
that ‘the money given to them is not raised by taxation; it is not public money, 
but private property of the Indian tribes and families belonging to them as pay- 
ment for ceded lands.”’ 

WHAT ARE 


THE FACTS? 


The records of the Indian Department show that for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, Congress appropriated as a gratuitythe sum of $1,857,770. This 
amount includes appropriation for Carlisle, Haskell, Genoa, Chi locco, and other 
Government training schools, also such contract schools as Hampton, Lincoln 
Institute, Pa., St. Ingatius school in Montana,Cherokee training school in North 
Carolina, St. John’s and St. Benedict's Academy in Minnesota, White's manual 
labor school at Wabash, Ind., St. Joseph's normal schoo! at Rensselaer, Ind., St, 
Boniface at Banning, Cal., and Holy Family at Blackfoot, Mont. For these 
schools Congress specifically appropriates certain sums, which specific sums 
can not be exceeded for each school. 

In addition to the foregoing amount, a large number of agency schools, as 
well as some contract schools, are supported from funds appropriated under 
treaties for cession of lands,ete. In some instances the amount is specified in 
the treaty ; in others, the interest on a certain principal is used as far as it goes, 
and the balance, if any required, is supplemented from the school fund. 

For the current fiscal year all schools for the Osages, Pawnees, Sac and 
Foxes, lowas, Kickapoos and Pottawatomies in Kansas, Otoes, the Indians at 
the Blackfeet, Fort Belknap, Fort Peck agencies, all the Sioux school 
are supported frem treaty funds, proceeds from sales of lands, and ot) 
siderations granted by the Indians to the United States. 

For that purpose about $325,000 have been set aside from 
treaty funds 

To recapitulate, for the fiscal year ending June 30,1591, Congress apprupriated 
out of the Treasury of the United States asa gratuity for schoo! purposes the 
sum of $1,857,770, andthe Indian Department has set aside from treaty and other 
funds belonging to the Indians, for school purposes, about $325,000. The above 
sums do not include large amounts of rations which are purchased for issue to 
Indians at agencies, and are used also in schools. 


Ss, etc,, 


rcon 


what are called 


The doctor adds: 


These facts have an important bearing upon the question of sectarian appro- 
priations by the Government for Indian education, and it is high time the peo- 
ple understood them. Either courageously face them or in an openand candid 
way confess their purpose to surrender to audacious sectarian aggressions, 


When the Military Academy appropriation bill was under consider- 
ation in this House the gentleman from New York [Mr. Flower] 
took occasion to say: 


In the first place the Catholic missions board claim that their schools are not 
allowed a proper fund; that they are paid $65 per scholar a year, when they 
should have $105 per scholar. 
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I do not think the gentleman from New York meant to make a mis- 
leading statement to this House, nor do I think he meant to indorse 
the claim that the Catholic mission schools were not receiving their 
share of thefund. I have shown that, of the $569,218 appropriated by 
the General Government for these schools, over $363,000 goes to the 
Catholic Church, and, instead of receiving out $65 per scholar per year, 
the amount that is paid for boarding schools varies from $108 to $150 
per scholar per year, and there is no distinction made between denomi- 
nations. 

What is the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions? I let Dr. King 
answer this in the pamphlet I have quoted from. He says: 


This is a powerful organization for promoting Catholicism among Indians, 
and to this end it seeks to secure the largest possible number of Catholics in the 
Government Indian service. Asa result of these efforts, many Indian ute, 
their clerks, and other employés are Catholics. It has made a special point of 
securing the control of as many Government schools as practicable, several of 
which are entirely officered by Catholics, and are as absolutely parochial schools, 
for the distinct propagation of Catholicism, as if they were supported by church 
mission funds instead of public funds. The Roman catechism is the basis of 
all the instruction, the mass is celebrated in some of them, and es jal pains 
are taken to drill the pupils in al! the rites and ceremonies of the Catholic 
Church, This bureau hasaccomplished its greatest work perhaps in procuring 
immense sums of public money for the support of its mission schools. The 
growth of these appropriations is seen in the following exhibit. The amounts 
secured have been as follows: 1886, $118,343; 1887, $194,635; 1888, $221,169; 1889, 
$347,672; 1890, $356,957; 1891, $363,349. 

The bureau is in close contact with the cardinal and all the hierarchy, and 
can summon to Washington at short notice very powerful support—archbish- 
ops, bishops, priests, and influential laymen to wait upon the President or to 
lobby with Senators and members of Congress in order to carry through any 
acheme it has on hand, such as securing new legislation, influencing appoint- 
ments, or defeating measures which they regard as in any way detrimental to 
the interests of Catholicism. 

During the last Administration, the superintendent of Indian schools, Mr. 

Riley, was a Catholic, as was the chief of the education division in the Indian 
Bureau, his first assisiant, and principal clerk. The Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs was subservient to Catholic interests, and ia fact the Indian Bureau 
was completely dominated by the Catholic bureau, in consequence of which the 
Government Indian schools were neglected and the Catholic schools fostered in 
every possible way. 
When the present Commissioner announced his intention of developing a sys- 
tem of nonpartisan, nonsectarian Government Indian schools, modeled after 
the public schools, the Catholic bureau immediately became alarmed, and 
entered upon a most vigorous campaign to obstruct his work. The Catholic 
congress, assembled in Baltimore, sageinies astrong delegation, with Bishop 
Ireland at its head, to wait upon the President and demand that he should re- 
call the nomination of General Morgan, which he declined to do. 

The head.of the Catholic bureau then filed charges before the Senate com- 
mittee, accusing the Commissioner of falsehood, bigotry, and dishonor, and 
a tremendous outside pressure was brought to bear upon individual Senators 
to induce them to vote against his confirmation. The attempt was made to 
combine the Democrats against him as a party measure, but without success. 
An effort was then made to secure enough votes to defeat him from among Re- 
an ponetem, but notwithstanding all these efforts the Commissioner was 
confirmed. 

In the papers submitted to the Senate the Catholic bureau made a violent at- 
tack upon the Government schools, with a view of preventing an increase of 
appropriations for them, but Congress voted nearly half a million dollars more 
for Indian education than ever before, raising the amount to nearly $2,000,000. 

During the past year articles emanating from Washington, and presumably 
inspi by the Catholic bureau, assailing the Commissioner’s policy and per- 
sonal character, have been widely rr hed, and apparently no pains have 
been spared to weaken his handsand destroy his work. Indians have been in- 
structed not to patronize the Government schools. A petition drawn up in 
Washington was sent to a certain tribe and circulated for signatures, protesting 
against the establishing of a Government school among them, but when ques- 
tioned about it the Indians did not seem to know what it was which they had 
signed. 

Vhen the Sioux troubles arose an effort was made to throw the blame upon 
the Commissioner, and Father Craft, who was once expelled from the Sioux 
country for inciting the Indians to disloyalty, published a pretended interview 
with Chief Red Cloud, complaining bitterly of the Interior Department, This 
interview has been pronounced spurious by Dr. Bland, the personal friend and 
correspondent of Red Cloud. Father Craft, in a letter to the Freeman's Jour- 
nal, lays the blame of the trouble upon “‘ the blunders and cruelties of the Com- 
missioner.” 

Resolutions, inspired and probably framed by those connected with the Cath- 
olic bureau, calling for the investigation of the Indian Bureau have been pre- 
sented to Congress and are now before the Committee on Rules. 

This brief recital of wed eps events in this effort of the Roman hierarchy 
to strike down a public official for refusing to promote their scheme for divert- 
ing millions of dollars of public money into the coffers of the Catholic Church, 
for the propagation of Catholicism, has awakened wide public interest. 


Whether the statements made and conclusions arrived at by Dr. 
King are correct or not I do not know, but they are worthy of serious 
consideration, 

I attack no denomination, creed,or society. I am simply opposed to 
the Government granting aid or subsidy for the advancement of any 
sect or going into partnership with any,orin any manneraiding church 
schools or churches. I believe it wrong in principle and repugnant to 
the plain letter of the Constitution and certainly to the spirit of our 
institutions, and that this system of farming out the Government 
schools among the Indians to the various church denominations is a 
very gauzy way of aiding church societies and ought to cease. 

During my remarks I have taken occasion to speak highly of the 
manner and methods of the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
I believe he is an honorable, high-minded, Christian gentleman, one 
who has the welfare of the Indians greatly at heart and is laboring 
faithfully, intelligently, and successfully to solve the Indian problem; 
but he has been attacked in season and out of season, with all the 
venom that the ingenuity of hate could invent. He is quite able to 
defend himself and needs no defense from me, but the following arti- 
cle, recently clipped from a newspaper, so clearly states the attitude of 
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the Commissioner upon the subject that I ask to have it incorporated 
in and printed as a part of my remarks: 


‘Taking up, then, the charge that he has discriminated against the Roman 
Catholics, dismissing teachers from the public service simply because they be- 
longed to that sect, and withholding from that organization moneys properly 
due them for the conduct of Indian contract or mission schools, he declared 
that in no solitary case during his occupancy of his office had he dismissed any 
employé from the Indian school service for other than good reasons, and that 
he had in no single instance dismissed either man or woman because he or she 
belonged to the Catholic Church. On the other hand, he had retained those be- 
longing to the Catholic Church who were not properly fitted for their work, and 
had allowed the continuance in Government schools of sectarian practices, 
which, he thinks, should not be tolerated in Government institutions, rather 
than incur hostility for correcting abuses and dismissing incompetent persons. 

He had dismissed from the public-school service numbers of men and women 
belonging to other denominations, but, so far as he now recalled, he had never 
been charged with dismissing them because they were Baptists, or Presbyte- 
rians, or Methodists, nor, except in the case of the Roman Catholics, because 
they belonged to any particular church or school. He believed that the whole 
system of appropriating public money for sectarian uses was contrary to the 
spirit, if not the letter, of the Constitution of the United States; that it was a 
menace to the public-school system and threatened the prosperity of the whole 
Indian-school system. He believed that the work of educating the Indians be- 
longed to the Government, and that it was unwise to farm it out to the churches; 
that the education now furnished in the Government schools—Carlisle, Has- 
kell, Chiloceo, Albuquerque, and elsewhere—is far superior as a means of giv- 
ing to the Indians a many-sided training and liberal culture, and of breathing 
into them the spirit of Americanism and patriotism and fitting them for the 
speediest absorption into our national life. 

Nevertheless, he had not felt at liberty to break suddenly and violently with 
the traditions of the office, and had, in fact, increased the amounts allowed the 
Roman Catholic Church. He did not recognize that the Roman Catholics had 
any special or exclusive claim to peculiar consideration in this matter, and in 
signing contracts which had awarded to them a large and increasing fund he 
had been obliged to subordinate his personal convictions to his official position, 
and so far from being open to criticism as having discriminated against them, 
he felt that he was open to the criticism which had been made upon him very 
severely from the opposite pole of public opinion, that he had, without warrant 
in the Constitution and against the highest considerations of public policy, fos- 
tered a greatabuse. He submitted atable showing the amounts awarded tothe 
various religious bodies for the fiscal year 1891, as follows: Roman Catholic, 
$363,349; Presbyterian, $44,350; ee, $27,271; Episcopal, $29,910; 
Friends, $24,743; Mennonite, $4,375; Unitarian, $5,400; Lutheran, Wittenberg, 
Wis. ,$9,180; Methodist, $6,700; Miss Howard, $1,000; Lincoln Institution, $33,- 
400; Hampton Institute, $20,040. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have certainly no prejudice for or against any 
religious denomination. I desire, first, that.the Indians shal! have the 
very best instruction they can be given. In the matter of appropria- 
tion of money for these schools, the Government has of late years dealt 
most liberally by them, and, so far as has come to my knowledge, the 
service has been as as could beexpected. I think they are being 
constantly improved. 

I am, however, utterly opposed to the whole contract system, and 
believe the Government should allow no religious denomination to edu- 
cate these people by contract; I am willing that all denominations 
should establish and maintain missions among the Indians wherever 
and whenever they please, but I want them to do so at their own ex- 
pense, and not at the expense of the public Treasury. I sincerely hope 
the amendment which I have offered, and which provides that no con- 
tract shall be awarded any sectarian denomination, will be adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hr]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, in that one minute I simply desire to 
present, for insertion in the RecorD and for the consideration of the 
members of the House, a communication on this subject by Capt. R. 
H. Pratt, of the United States Army, now detailed for duty at the 
Carlisle Indian School. It is aleaflet of four pagesand entitled ‘‘ How 
to deal with the Indians—The potency of environment.’’ 

I regard it, Mr. Chairman, as a valuable contribution not merely to 
the literature, but to the facts of this Indian question, and I hope it 
will be given consideration by members of the House. I should be 
glad, if the time permitted, to have it read from the desk. I want to 
say in conclusion simply that it is in the direction of the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. McCorp], who has just 
addressed the committee, as to the distribution of Indians and their 
education in the white communities. 

The document referred to is as follows: 


HOW TO DEAL WITH THE INDIANS—THE POTENCY OF ENVIRONMENT. 


[By Capt. R. H. Pratt, United States Army, of the Carlisle Indian School.] 


On New Year's day, 1891, I called to pay my respects to the Secretary of War 
and met the Ins r General of the Army, who, in the Secretary’s presence, 
spoke of Carlisle students being among the ghost-dancers, saying some of them 
at Pine Ridge were ina ition to be shooting our soldiers. I —— that 
across the Potomac, in sight of Washington, was Arlington, once the home of a 
celebrated and highly trusted servant of the Republic, whose ancestry was 
most distinguished and loyal in the darkest days of our history. He was edu- 
cated at the public expense for the special purpose of maintaining and defend- 
ing the Government, and for many years served the country loyally. 

n his maturity, when his family and section declared against the Govern- 
ment, he was u to remain true, but he declined and boldly went with his 
family and led the forces of rebellion for four rs, killing our soldiers by the 
thousands. He was oo of hundreds of ers et favored by the Gov- 
ernment who went with him. Let us notfind fault then with a few Indian chil- 
dren to whom we give the merest smattering of an education and then send 
back to their parentsand reservations if they go with their familiesand parents 
into practices they esteer: right. These young men are not savage simply be- 
cause they are born with sa parents. 

Carles Montezuma is a full-blood Apache Indian, When he was thirteen 
years old he was captured by the Pimas and bro: t to their camps, where he 
was offered for sale, a horse being the price asked. A traveling her, 
who happened to be inthe Pima camp taking photographs, became interested in 
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the boy an 1 offered $30, the price cf a horse, which the Indians accepted. He 
brought th: boy East and had him with him in his gallery in Brooklyn, Bos- 
ton, and Chicago; he sent him to the public schools, and finally, through the 
interest of a lady of means, he entered the Nlinois Agricultural College. He 
developed special aptitude for chemistry, and when he graduated a place was 
found for him in a drugstore near the Chicago Medical College, where, as a 
clerk, he supported himselfand earned the means for carrrying himself through 
a course in the college. ; s 

He graduated in 1888, and, under the advice of friends, put out his sign in 
Chicago. When General Morgan became Commissioner of Indian Affairs he 
heard of Dr. Montezuma, and offered him an appointment as physician for the 
Indian school at Fort Stevenson, Dak. The doctor accepted, and, after about 
a year’s service there, was transferred to be physician at one of the agencies 
in Nevada, where he nowis, He knows nothing of his native Apache lan- 
guage, nor is there a trace of Apache superstition to be found in him. He is 
civilized in habit and thought. 

During the campaign of 1874 and 1875 against the Cheyennes, Kiowas, and Co- 
manches in the Indian Territory, two of our companies ran into a Jarge Chey- 
enne camp on the border of the Staked Plains, near the head waters of the Wach- 
ita River. The Indians vastly outnumbered the troops, and the troops, by rapid 
retreat, barely escaped being annihilated. Two soldiers were killedand lefton 
the field. When thecompanies reached our main camps, some 35 miles distant 
from the Indian camp, our whole force was at once ordered out and moved on 
the Cheyennes. The Cheyennes had, doubtless, followed the troops and knew 
of our larger command, so that when we reached their camps they had fledtothe 
Staked Plains. We found the bodies of the two soldiers, and as I had command 
of about eighty Indian scouts and held the advance of our troops I was the first 
to enter the vacated camps, 

The two soldiers had been scalped, and near the center of the camp, on ele- 
vated ground, I found a pole about 10 feet high, on the top of which was the 
fresh scalp of one of thesoldiers, while the sod around the pole, for a distance 
of 20 feet or more, was all worn out by the dancing of the Indians. I found 
out afterwards from the Indians that their women and children had danced al! 
night around that scalp. Among those dancers wasa lad of ten oreleven years. 
Some time after the war, when these Indians had come in about their agency, 
this lad was induced to attend the agency school. On the opening of Carlisle, 
in 1879, he was one of the first pupils. e was bright and capable, advanced 
rapidly to the higher departments, and in time became sergeant major of the 
cadet organization. 

After being eight years with us he married one of our girls, a member of an- 
other (the Pawnee) tribe. Both he and his wife having established themselves 
in the confidence of the white people, through our outing system, he found em- 

loyment and went out from us to live in a community near Philadelphia. He 
now been in the service of a responsible business man for three years. He 
has arduous duties to perform which require him to get up at 4 o’clock in the 
monmiog- He receives a salary which enables him to support himself and his 
‘amily. 

During these three years neither he nor his family has cost the Government 
of the United States one cent. Both he and his wife are respected members of 
the church and community wherethey live. He pays his taxes and votes. He 
desires to remain among civilized people and foltow the pursuits of civilized 
life. He can talk of his former savage habits and the habits of his people, but 
he ~— them and deplores the pauper condition into which his people have 
been forced by the system of control and management pursued by the United 
States. I know scores of like cases, Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Comanches, Kio- 
was, Sioux, and others of the most nomadic tribes. 


CIVILIZATION I8 A HABIT. 


Quanah, one of the principal men of the Comanches, is the son of a white 
mother and a Comanche father. His mother belonged to one of the first fami- 
lies of Texas and lived in the central part of the State. The Comanches, in one 
of their raids, captured her when she was about fifteen years old. She became 
the wife of a young Comanche of some importance, had a number of children, 
forgot her mother tongue, and was lost to her people for many years. Finally 
she was discovered and a to return to her childhood’s home. She 
soothe only Comanche. er habitsand dress were entirely those of the Coman- 
che Indians. Her relatives were very kind,and dressed her in the garb of civil- 
ization and treated her with every mark of affection. She was not long with 
them before she showed discontent and finally disappeared and alone traveled 
the hundreds of miles between her relatives’ Texas home and the Comanche 
reservation. 

Among the first students brought to Carlisle in October, 1879, was a light- 
com plexioned boy, about sixteen years old, to whom we gave the name of Ste- 
phen. He came in bianket, leggins, and moccasins. His hair was long and 
matted. He was as dirty and as much covered with vermin as any in the party. 
He spoke no word of — but could speak the Sioux language with as much 
fluency as the others. is teacher found, as he developed, that while he hada 
good mind he learned English with less readiness and made slower progress 
than many of the Indian boys who came with the same party and under like 
circumstances. When he was presented at Rosebud agency as a pupil for Car- 
lisle, inquiry developed that his father and mother were white people, and 
while crossing the plains to California their party had been attacked by Indians. 
His father was killed and his mother captured. 

Stephen was born just after this event. His mother married an Indian, by 
whom she had otherchildren. When these facts became known a message was 
sent to the camp, asking her to come to the agency to see the Carlisle school 
agent. She sent word k that she was an Indian now and did not want to 
come into the agency, but that she wanted her white boy to become educated 
with his own race. I know scores of such cases. 


SAVAGERY I85 A HABIT. 


French scientists wishing to discover what language would appear in achild 
if it never heard any language, isolated an infant under the care of a mute. 
The child was not Ss to hear a word of any language for eight years. 
It wasthen foundt it could imitate with great perfection the songs and calls 
of birds, of animals, of insects it had heard, but could speak no word of any 
human iang . "Ladd this to the case of Quanah’s mother, of Stephen's 
mother, of Dr. Montezuma, the young Cheyenne, and to hundredsof other like 
cases within my experience and knowledge, and am forced to conclude that 
language is a habit. 

Sixty of the much-despised Chiricahua Apaches wino came to Carlisle four 
years ago, destitute of English and in the rags, dirt, and ignorance of their 
savagery, after a limited training and education in our school have gone out 
from us, and for two years past have been scattered among the homes of Eastern 
Pennsy!vania, earning their own keep and in most cases something more. 
They are in the public schools; they have learned English; they enjoy the new 
life. and the people like to employ them. They may continue indefinitely and 
daily improve their condition, constantly rousing and raising their standard of 
manhood as only self-help can. Environment has had a like result in hun- 
dreds of other similar cases under Carlisle supervision. 

In every case within my knowledge the formation or change of habit has 
been brought about by environment. Lurge, then, that we environ the Indians 
with our language and civilized habits, assured that they will become civilized, 
I know that if we leave them in the environment of the tribes and of their 
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savagery, they will remain tribes and savages. There is no “heart language." 
There is no resistiess clog placed upon us by birth. We are not born with lan- 
guage, nor are we born with ideas of either civilization or savagery. Language, 
savagery, and civilization are forced upon us entirely by ourenvironment after 
birth. I will not even say they are forced upon us by our environment during 
the growing period only, for in the case of Stephen's mother maturity had been 
reached, and in the case of Quanah’s mother and of Dr. Montezuma and the 
young Cheyenne much more than half the period before maturity had been 
passed before they each entered upon new conditions 

If, then, we continue to relentlessly consign to tribal surroundings and their 
savagery our small Indian population, and to carefully guard them in their 
reserVations, as we are now doing, we shall not lack material for Wild West 
shows which the gaping throngs of great cities may scoff at and the crowned 
heads of Europe patronize for centuries to come 

Five million two hundred and forty-six thousand six hundred and thirteen 
foreigners immigrated to the United States between 1880 and 18%). The de- 
tailed census report is not yet out and I can not tell how many tongues were 
represented in this vast throng. I have seen at Castle Garden, N. Y., Arabs, 
lurks, Russians, Norwegians, Swedes, Germans, Italians, French, Spanish, and 
the representatives of a few other nations They and their children are with 
us to-day, but where are they? Scattered everywhere in the very midst of the 
bestenvironment of our America, they have abandoned their languages, their 
Arabia, their Turkey, their Italy, their Russia, their Spain, ete., with all their 
former habits, and have become Americans. Five million two hundred and 
forty-six thousand six hundred and thirteen foreigners made American citizens 
in ten years. Two hundred and fifty thousand Indians, who were Indians ten 
years ago, are still practically Indians 

Why? Simply because we will not allow them the same environment o” 
America and our civilization. Twenty-one foreigners for every Indian! The 
foreigners made Americans and citizens by being invited, urged, and compelled 
to that consummation by their surroundings. The Indians remain Indians be- 
cause they are wailed in on reservations and compelled by every force we can 
apply , even to the hedging about with guns, pistols, and swords, to remain In- 
aians, 





Suppose the 5,246,613 foreigners, who immigrated to the United States in ten 
years, instead of having been distributed through our communities had been 
sent to reservations, each nationality by itself, would it be reasonable to antic 
ipate that they would have made any material progressin becoming anglicized 
and americanized’? 

It is only when we do allow them to congregate in bodies together that they 
give ustrouble. Scattered and incontactonall sides with ourown people they 
become of us. Massed in communities by themselves they more or less op- 
pose the principles and the spirit of our Government. The negroes are about 
thirty times as many inthe United Statesas the Indians, and yet they were suv- 
ages of a very low state when brought to this country, Now, through environ- 
ment they are English-speaking and fellow citizens. With these facta con- 
stantly before me, I have come to look upon all plans which congregate and 
isolate the Indians from the whites as against their best interests. 

It has been and is now most unfortunate thatall of our church plans from the 
start were on the line of forming Indian communities, They are not now and 
never have been on thelines of disintegrating the tribes and inviting individ- 
uals to share withus the advantages of ourdevelopment. Church leaders have 
largely led the Government, and are really, asI believe, much more at fault for 
the present condition of things than the Government is 

As early as 1633 Massachusetts passed a law giving the Indians the same 
rights to property and the advantages of social and political association and 
expression that it accorded to its other inhabitants, but Eliot and others fa- 
vored Indian communities. Patrick Henry endeavored to get a law in Virginia 
granting special favors to whitesand Indians who would intermarry, but those 
who thanked the Lord that all men are created of one flesh and blood opposed 
and defeated it. 

To-day churches compete with each other in multiplying and enlarging com- 
munities of Indian converts. The aim is more to encompass the Indian with 
the Presbyterian, Episcopalian, and Catholic habit than to get him into the 
American habit. I believe that if we should require the Presbyterians, Episco- 
palians, Catholics,and othersto make the American habit supreme in all their 
teaching, training, and work among the Indians, and their Presbyterian, Epis- 
copalian, and Catholic habits secondary, their zeal in Indian education and 
civilization would wane rapidly. 

The United States Governmentinvites trouble and postpones the consumma- 
tion of its purpose to accomplish the American civilization and citizenship of 
its Indian wards when it places them for instruction in the hands of those who 
compel American citizenship and civilization to bow tocreeds. The abundant 
fruits of such proceedings are to be found everywhere in tribes who have some- 
what advanced in civilization and who, while drawing all the means for their 
support from the Government, still look upon itasanenemy. While they do 
not longer band themselves together to defend by force their savagery and 
tribal autonomy, they docling totheir autonomy and by virtue of it make large 
raids upon the Government Treasury. In many cases on this line they meet 
with great success, but their successes only weaken and destroy them, for idle- 
ness, with all its attendant dissipations, necessarily follows. 

Itcan not be disputed that the aim of every Government effort to educate 
and train the Indian should be not only in the direction of relieving the Goy- 
ernment of the care of the Indian as a pauper, but to so fit and equip him that 
he may become a producer and helpsupport the Government, I feel assured, 
from long observation and large responsibility in connection with the Indians, 
that any expenditure of either labor or money on tribal lines is not only work- 
ing against this result, but is building up a condition which will prolong the 
tribe and reservation and calliforlargeroutiay. Lhave never known an Indian 
capable of meeting and competing with the whites in civilized business and in- 
dustries who did not acquire such ability in actual association and competition 
with the whites. 

The education of Indians in purely Indian schools will not bring the Indians 
into harmony with the other people of the United States, but is rather caleu- 
lated to make them stronger to hold out and contend asaseparate class. [Espe- 
cially is this the result in schools where the children of one tribe are brought 
together. Tribal pride and tribal interest are simply rendered more powerful 
by sucha system. I am convinced, therefore, that it is bad policy, and wrong 
to those who will come after us and have to bear the burdens of Government, 
to expend money in the establishment of tribal schools. 

The Indian has a capacity in every way to meet the issues of civilized life at 
once. All Indian youth may readily be prepared to enter the common schools 
of the country by a two or three years’ course in Government schools established 
for the special purpose of bringing them to this condition of fitness; and hav- 
ing once entered public schools the way is open for them to remain and go up 


shead. Such schools and al! our higherschools are now and always have been 


open to the Indian. Harvard and Dartmouth Colleges were started in thein 
terests of Indian education. 

The door to education has never been closed to the Indian. The whole 40,000 
or 50,000 Indian youth may now, if they will, distribute themselves among the 
schools of the countfy. There need not be another special schoolhouse built 
for exclusive Indian education. We are wrong in giving so much emphasis to 
schools, and in anticipating that they will so materially prove a cure-all forour 
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sore Indian problem Work and self-support will prove far more potent solv- 
ers 


The negro, forbidden an education by law, worked his way into citizenship 
‘and manly self-support, The Indian, with Harvard and every school in the 
country open to him, is still an impotent. We must not hope that the train- 
ing in industries of industrial schools will achieve the end sought, however 
good and thorough. The competitions of labor, and these, too, with the very 
men he is to contend with industrially, areabsolutely essential. We do the In- 
dian no kindness to hold him away from this competition, for it is this very 


experience which is to develop him. 

Years ago our recruits for the Army had to pass from one to two years, after 
enlistment,in training schools to learn their duties as soldiers. Experience 
proved that to be unnecessary and now recruits are hastened forward to their 
companies and placed on duty at once with old soldiers, which proves to be a 
vastly better as well as a much less expensive school, So, too, will the practi- 
cal and everyday lines of labor prove the best school of industrial training for 
the Indian Practice beats theory always, and “ the’ best way to resume is to 
resume, 

Mr.PERKINS. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL]. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the seven minutes 
alloted me by calling attention to a document that has been placed upon 
our tables, being a petition and protest of the National League for the 
Protection of American Institutions. This protest is against the appro- 
priation of public moneys for the support of sectarian schools. It takes 
the ground, and very justly, I think, that in our Government there 
should be no bestowal of public fands upon any school, whether it be 
an Indian school or otherwise, which is under the control of any deuom- 
ination of Christians. 

Among the members of the National League I notice many gentle- 
men who belong to different political parties and who represent all the 
religious denominations. These gentlemen have become alarmed at 
the tendency of Congress, in the last few years, to appropriate money, 
as we do in this bill, insupport of denominational schools. The Catho- 
lics, for instance, will receive very largely under this bill. Nearly all 
the denominations are represented, the Catholics, Episcopalians, Pres- 
byterians, Congregationalists, Methodists, Lutherans, Mennonites, Uni- 
tarians, and Friends. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No Baptists? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam happy to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Bap- 
tists have no school supported by the Government. Their history 
would not permit them to take from the Government aid in the sup- 
port of any school. From the beginning of the Government they have 
put themselves against the use of public money to build up schools in 
the interest of their denomination. I find here in this document the 
namesof John Jay, the president; Cornelius N. Bliss, Charles L. Colby, 
James B, Colgate, George William Curtis, J. L. M. Curry, Noah Davis, 
William E. Dodge, Cyrus W. Field, Rutherford B. Hayes, Abram §. 
Hewitt, Frederick Law Olmsted, John D. Rockefeller, Russell Sage, 
Edmund C. Stedman, Richard 8. Storrs, Copnelius Vanderbilt, Henry 
Villard, Francis A. Walker, and many others; men who earnestly 
protest against the tendency that has been developed within the last 
few years of taking out of the public Treasury money for the support 
of purely denominational schools. Itis all wrong. It is against the 
spirit and letter of the Constitution. Its tendency is against the de- 
velopment of the common-school system, and no denomination of Chris- 
tians should ask from the public Treasury money with which to build 
up a sectarian schoo), 

I have on another occasion, as a member of this House, protested 
against the appropriation of money for Howard University. We do 
that every year. Unless there be some good or special reason for it it 
should be discontinued. You know the attitude of the present Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. It is, that if letalone the schools under 
that Department may be wholly controlled by the Department,and the 
desire is that they be wholly and entirely unsectarian. If we develop 
these Indian schools asa part of the common-school system of the 
country we wiil have better schools than where they are under sectarian 
control. I have here, and will make as a part of my remarks, a state- 
ment that some of these denominational schools fall very far below the 
common schools established and run by the Indian Department itself. 

The textbooks are modified by the denomination that runs the school. 
The whole course of instruction and discipline is thus marred. The 
spirit of the denomination permeates the school and renders it less 
effective. I suppose I have authority to append to the few remarks 
which I have made these documents which I hold in my hand. 


PETITION AND PROTEST. 

A respectful perusal is requested. 

The objects for which the association which we represent exists are thus 
stated in Article II of the constitution : 

“The objects of the league are to secure constitutional and legislative safe- 
guards for the protection of the common-school system and other American in- 
stitutions, and to promote publicinstruction in harmony with such institutions, 
and to prevent all sectarian or denominational appropriations of public funds.” 

Weare seeking to promote the passage of the following amendment to the 
United States Constitution, to be known as the sixteenth amendment : 

** No State shall pass any law respecting an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof or use its property or credit or any money 
raised by taxation or authorize either to be used for the pu of founding, 
maintaining, or aiding, by appropriation, payment for deaviens, expenses, or 
otherwise, any church, religious denomination, or religious society, or any in- 
stitution, society, or undertaking which is wholly or in part undersectarian or 
ecclesiastical control." 

We also seek the amendment of the constitutions of the various States, in 


conformity with the fundamental principle that in this country the functions of 
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the church and the state are, and should be kept, distinct and separate. We 
believe that it was unquestionably the intention of the founders of the Republic 
to secure the free and untrammeled development of religious belief, without 
hinderance from state control or help from state patronage. The first amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, which was proposed by Congress tothe 
Legislatures of the various States September 25, 1789, and which was ratified 
September, 1789 to 1791, contains the following provisions : 

‘Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof.”’ 

The object of this amendment was to exclude from the consideration of Con- 
gress any proposed law “respecting an establishment of religion.’’ Each 
church was to be left free to work out its own destiny without governmental 
interference oraid, On various pleas, however, this principle has been departed 
from, in both National and State Legislatures, by grants of publicmoney, which 
was collected from the whole people, for aiding charitable or educational in- 
stitutions which are under sectarian control, the principle being virtually al- 
lowed;that, if one denomination received such aid, another might claim and 
receive the same, the amount bestowed in each case depending not only on the 
facilities of each denomination for doing such work, but also on the - 
iveness and political influence of the petitioners. The growth of this evil cus- 
tom, so diametrically opposed to the fundamental principles of the Constitu- 
tion and so threatening to the peace of the community by introducing questions 
of denominational preference into our civil legislation, is illustrated by the 
following table, which shows the amounts appropriated to various religious 
bodies for the support of Indian schools during the fiscal years from 1886 to 1891: 



















| 1886, | 1887. | 1888. | 1889, | 1890. 1891. 
! 
| 

Roman Catholic........ | $118,343 | $194, 635 $221, 169 $347, 672 | $356,957 | $363,349 
Presbyterian............. | 32,995 37,910 | 36,500 41,825 47,650 44, 850 
Congregational........ 16, 121 26, 696 26, 080 29, 310 28, 459 27,271 
Martinsburgh, Pa.. ... 5,400} 10,410) 7,500} | (*) Se Teak cl seers 
Alaska Training 

SION ci ntncerncocnnnnbiiiunsininnigitiel 4,175) 4,175 sinestiinpilitseainnibe tibiae alae 
Episcopal... | 1,890 3, 690 18,700 | 24,876} 29,910 
Friends ...... | 27,865 14, 460 23,383 | 23,883 24,743 
Mennonite.... | 3, 340 2, 500 3,125 | 4, 375 4, 375 
Middletown, J 1,523 Re ee ne sasaainde ise i at aca 
Unitarian.............000++] 1,350 | 5, 400 5, 400 | 5, 400 | 5, 400 
Lutheran, Witten-| | | 

berg, Wis......... iediheiimieiicaieh: Sill 4,050} 7, 9, 190 
Methodist........... Wnldianctilinneninewaienaed “lee * aL. ae 
Miss Howard............ pitied sie cibniiiiateadligdaalial 275 | 600 1,000 
Appropriation for | j 

Lincoln Institution! 33,400} 33,400 | 33,400} 383,400| 33,400; 33,400 
Appropriation for | | 


Hampton Institute.| 20,040] 20,040| 20,040} 21,040) 20,040| 20,040 











NR in ceccinnen | 228, 259 963, 214 | 876, 264 | 530,905 | 562,640 | 570, 21g 
_ r t 


The following table shows the average attendance on these Indian schools 
under sectarian control for 1890, and the number of pupils allowed for in the 
grants of 1891: 










SOUT dcinstnpcc cncaivaenuninnn inmieiian thatereectaindiinesagmnnteimegtamepdin 


Denomination. | 1890, 1891. 
a ean 
a eal cttaiaad ns icici asiinieedlinn: | 3,013! 3,353 
Episcopalian ..... | 6 3} 2985 
Presbyterian...... | 320 440 
Congregational . | 217 247 
nT din ttinitieeeetsanctmeninintguibatinnieies aiteeth .| 62 65 
Lutheran ........ oon uitlovudtagnine.0 .| 77 85 
SITTIN rns. ooiiniskieeti ian ain cos enetabeitaaia Rinininienenienieeimesaneamaniinanedl 2 35 
SI aiiniintiscirnnias cdcbeamanneaicshinbeisenas cx 45 50 
| 
“| 


4, 232 | 4,810 


It will be seen that considerably more than one-half of the amount appro- 
priated by Congress to denominational schools among the Indians is given to 
the schools under the care of one denomination, and thisa denomination which 
has never claimed to represent over one-sixth of the population. 

Last year in spite of protests three new Roman Catholic schools were spe- 
cially appropriated for in addition to the already liberal estimates of the Depart- 
ment, and it is claimed to be true that although these added schools were not 
this year found in the Indian Bureau estimates they are ex to be granted. 
It is also understood that Congress will be asked to add still other sectarian 
schools to the list of those receiving special appropriations. 

We make our earnest protest against this misappropriation of public funds. 

We protest against the legalized friction with the present rational and Amer- 
ican theory of the Indian Bureau for common school and industrial education 
among the Indians with a view of preparing them forself-supporting pe 
caused by appropriations for sectarian instruction, which in many notab 
instances has —_ the tribesamong whom it has prevailed helpless dependents. 

We submit that it is undignified for a great nation to farm out its work among 
its wards to the sects instead of doing its own work ina broad and liberal- 
minded manner. 

Many of the Indians have been made to believe by some of their religious 
teachers that the United States Government is their enemy, and added to this 
baleful instruction is their inherited belief that they have been wronged by the 
nation. How better can the Government dissipate this wrong conception, and 
prove to the Indians that the Government authorities and the American peo- 
ple are their friends, than by making large and uniform provision for their ed- 
ucation, moral, intellectual, and industrial, instead of establishing as many 
grades of treatment as there are sects sharing in Governmental appropriations ? 

We believe that such grants are all unconstitutional, and are utterly subver- 
sive of the letter and spirit of the first amendment already quoted. The Na- 
tional Government, violating, as we believe it does, its own Constitution by these 
sectarian grants, casts its influence in favor of denominational schools, and im- 
— thereby the integrity of the whole common-school system of the various 

tes. 


We protesfagainst this use of public funds for the _——- of sectarian instruc- 
tion because it is a menace to the American public-school system. 

A division of the public-school moneys among the various sects means the 
destruction of our public schools, and this consummated means the overthrow 
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of our civil institutions. The foundation of republican government is the in- 
telligence of its citizenship. 

Ifihe General Government divides among the sects its common-school funds 
what hope is there that the iutegrity of the school fund in the States shall be 
kept inviolate and indivisible? 

In this country denominational advantages should be gained and triumphs 
should be won by moral suasion, uot by legislative influence or by an appeal 
to political majorities. 


The National League for the Protection of American Institutions, an organ- 
ization wholly unsectarian and nonpartisan in character, containing among 
its adherents thousands of the formers of public opinion in every State, whose 
objects are stated to be “ to.secure constitutional and legislative safeguards for 
the protection of the common-school system and other American institutions, 
and to promote public instruction in harmony with such institutions, and to 
prevent all sectarian or denominational appropriations of public funds,” has 
taken ‘pains to test extensively the most enlightened public sentiment onthe 
question of sectarian appropriations by Congress as well as by the States. The 
responses froin thoughtful and liberal Protestants, Roman Catholics, and Jews, 


ose of no professed religious faith, have shown all but a unanimous | . : } = ; >“ 
and from those ! he : ent | # high plane of civilization. They are the children of Christian par 


| ents and have had religious training in the family and in the Sunday 
The outline of the plan carefully elaborated in the Commissioner's report, | 


consensus of opinion againstsuch appropriations, as both perilousin precedent 
and harmful in result. 


looking to the assimilation of the Indian to our national life by a system of 
schools nonpartisan and nonsectarian, related to each other and forming a 
connected whole, with uniform studies and patriotic teachings, conformed, as 
far as practicable, to the common-school system, presents in great part the na- 
tional question on which the nomination of General Morgan was by many sus- 
tained, and by others os. in the contest before the Senate. The plan re- 
ported by the Indian Department had been carefully considered by many 
philanthropic and educational citizens, who had devoted themselves to the 
solution of the Indian problem under the lead of distinguished experts in educa- 
tional and Indian affairs, both of the States and of the nation. After diligent 
scrutiny and discussion, it was regarded as marked by the caution, moderation, 
and wisdom demanded by the difficulties of the situation, and tending to avoid 
the interruption and antagonism incident to discordant systems by bringing 
all the schools founded or employed by the Government into harmonious rela- 
tion,on the model of the public-school system, into which the Government 
schools might, in time, be readily absorbed. Influential presses, secular and 
religious, gave it their approval, as a gentle and judicious mode of solving a 
national problem by a simple and easy return to American principles, the for- 
getfulness or disregard of which has led to the complication of adverse and 
antagonistic systems in defiance of the constitutional rule of an absolute separa- 
tion of church and state. 

I only wish to be understood as protesting against national grants to such 
contract schools as are purely under sectarian control. The organization of 
citizens whom I represent is now preparing its appeal to all the religious de- 
nominations, asking them to withdraw all eens for appropriations 
and to refuse to receive appropriations from the national Treasury for their 
work of religious instruction among the Indian races. 

Let us not make an attempt at the solution of the question of Indian educa- 
tion which embarrasses thesolution of the broader questions. Let us not make 
him the prey of denominational bickerings. Give him the American public 
school, or its equivalent, and then let religious denominations prove their faith 
by their works and try to christianize him. The controversy concerning sec- 
tarian appropriations will continue, because a vital and fundamental principle 
animates it; and the welfare of the Indian will be prejudiced unless this part- 
nership of the Government with religious denominations is dissolved. These 
Indians are the wards of the nation and we can not escape the responsibility 
for their education. When we provide in a given place only a contract school 
under sectarian control we force them underan establishinent of religion and 
pay the bills for their religious education, which is both establishing a religion 
and abridging the free exercise thereof on the part of the individual. 

Where the Government hasencouraged by its appropriations the investment 
of private funds drawn from private beneficence for the purpose of promoting 
denominational schools, of course perfect business honesty must be adhered to 
and good faith be kept when the Government determines to withdraw from 
the support of sectarian contract schools; and I urge that the attitude of the 
churches ought to be that, after timely notification to the parties interested, 
Government appropriations for denominational schools among the Indians 
shall cease. 

Confusion will necessarily result unless there is uniformity in the educational 
system, Let the nation do its work of education and trust to the churches, as 
it does with other classes of the population, for Christianization. Itisanotable 
fact thatthe results of the sectarian contract system have been very questionable 
in many places, We believe that General Morgan has the right view of things, 
for two reasons: first, in the best interests of the Indians and, second, in the 
best interests of the American principie of the entire separation of church and 


contract and the Government schools has no force as an argument; and it is 
unworthy of consideration by the United States Government when we consider 
the historic relationship of the Government to the Indian races. 

It seems to me that it would be a wise course for this conference to ask, in 
the near future, all the religious denominations now receiving funds from the 
national Treasury for Indian education to withdraw their applications for 
funds, and to refuse to receive them in case appropriations should be made. 
The National Government, introducing the common-school system among the 
Indians and making attendance compulsory, recognizes, as it ought, the free 
public-school system as a national American institution. And it would seem 
that the churches ought to encourage the National Government to take such 
— action by refusing a partnership which makes such action impracti- 
cable. 

If the churches in matters of Indian education accept sectarian appropriations 
from the National Government, while using the moiety of money they get un- 
doubtedly for worthy purposes, they do great damage to the entire cause of 
public education by sanctioning a step in the direction of the union of church 
and state, by imperiling the integrity and indivisibility of the schoo! fund in 
the several States. In several of the States the question has already reached a 
dangerous and critical stage. The enemies of the school system are watching 
with great solicitude the movement made by the churches for appropriations 
from the national Treasury,and some of them openly rejoice in what they be- 
lieve to be the solution of the entire problem of the support of denominational 
schools in the States by a division of the school funds on denominational lines. 

Again, the churches accepting appropriations to aid them in their efforts to 
educate the Indians are putting a premium on the use of ecclesiastical power 
for political purposes in the shaping of legislation, and that powerin these very 
lines has been used most relentlessly in high places. It would seem that the 
Church of Christ onght not to be a party to this kind of work ina republic. 

Again, the churches ought not to consent to such a relationship to the National 
Government that workers in the field dare not tell the facts coming under their 
observation, lest their own work will be imperiled and their path of usefulness 
ees up. Tf it is claimed that this money in the Treasury is the property of 
the Indians, what right, then, has the General Government to say that it shall 
be filtered through sectarian sieves on its way to the owners? 


Mr. PEEL. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ten 
nesee | Mr. WASHINGTON 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit 
tee, I is somewhat surprised to hear the gentleman from Minnesota 

Mr. DUNNELL] who has just taken his seat peak ol these denomi 
national schools as institutions intended t troduce sectarianism 
among the Indians, and therefore not for their be 

| take it for granted that all will agree that in order to civilize the 
young Indian we must educate him. In doing that, God knows it 


| should be a matter of no concern whether he becomes a Presbyte 












rian, a Baptist, an Episcopalian, or a Catholic. 1 am fully satisfied 
that the denominational schools have done more to elevate the Indian 
than any and all other agencies. We can not establish governmental 


schools among the Indians, like our system of public schools, in which 
no religious teaching is given. Our boys and girls start into school on 


school. 

The Indian isa savage, a barbarian, and his religious training in school 
is a part and the most important part of the civilizing process. When 
I speak of denominational schoois, I do not wish to be understood as 
advocating sectarian schools. Personally, [ do not care what sect has 
charge of the Indian youths. Ina question of such vast importance 
from a humanitarian standpoint, all sectarian jealousy should be dis- 
carded. The only question to be asked is, do the denominational schools 
supply competent teachers and possess buildings, etc., to properly care 
tor and accommodate the children. If that be so, then, instead of re 
stricting the denominational schools, they should be encouraged and 
fostered. No money has been given by theGovernment to erect build 
ings or to pay teachers in these denominational schools. Al] that has 
ever been paid has been for the board, clothing, and tuition of those 
children who have been assigned to these schools. 

The several churches, like the Methodist, the Presbyterian, the Epis 
copal, and Catholic, have, through their missionary and educational 
societies, collected vast sums of money with which they have erected 
schoolhouses and sent teachers among the most savage tribes long be 
fore the advent of any Government schoolhouse. The Catholic Church 
has more than $1,000,000 invested in this way in boarding schools for 
the Indians. 

The question is, shall the Commissioner of Indian Affairs be allowed 
to withhold all public money from these denominational schools, re- 


ject their great and valuable aid in peacefully solving the Indian prob- 


lem, and starve them all out of the field on the miserable pretext that 
the money which is paid them for the maintenance and teaching of 
the children is being used to advance that particular church and make 
a few Presbyterian, or Methodist, or Catholic Indians”? 

On the 17th of last June, when the Indian appropriation bill was 
under discussion, [asked the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS} 
then in charge of the bill if it were not the disposition of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to abolish all of these contract schools and 
take exclusive control through Government schools of Indian educa 
tion. Mr. PERKINS said: ‘‘I think not; on the contrary, the Com- 
missioner has asked for more money to be expended on these contract 
schools than heretofore,’’ etc. From the assurances then given I did 
not insist on amending the bill so as to require the Commissioner by 
law to spend a certain amount of the sum appropriated in maintaining 
the denominational or, more properly speaking, the contract schools. 
I shall, however, when the proper place is reached in this bill, offer an 


| amendment such as I have indicated. 
state. The question of economy as between the expense of maintaining the | 


It is on that account, and so as to give ample notice to the comm 
tee, that I have called attention to these schools and to this appropria 
tion at this time. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, contrary to 
the assurances given on this floor last June, has very largely cut down 
the amount allowed for contract schools. He cut off entirely seven of 
the Catholic contract schools and decreased the allowance to twenty 
eight others to such an extent that more than one thousand Indian 
children were deprived during the past year of that schooling which 
they might otherwise have had. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has made these reductions in 
regions where he did not have any Government schools already pr 
pared to do the work which he has refused to allow the contract schools 
todo. He has pursued this policy with a view of having all Indian 
educational work done eventually in Government schools by Govern- 
ment teachers. 

That means, Mr. Chairman, another great bureau to be filled wit 
political partisans appointed by the party in power. Which is likely 
to prove the best teacher for the Indian, a zealous, cultivated mission 
ary, no matter what his church, or a political ward bummer or thi 
striker of some political boss, who has been appointed superintendent 
or teacher at a Government school because of ‘‘ the influence’’ he could 
bring to bear? These Government schools, like the agencies and post 
traderships, are destined and intended to become ‘‘ party spoils.’’ 

It already costs about $175 on the average to keep and teach a pupil 
in the Government schools, while in the contract schools it has been 
done better and more satisfactorily for about $105 for each pupil. As 


if 
it 


A 


I understand it, none of these schools are ‘‘ day schools.’’ They are all 
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‘hoarding schools.’’ The Indian children have to be removed from 
the family contact and from daily association in the tribe to attain 
good scholastic results, 


Did my time permit I should very much like to have read for the 
information of the committeeseveral letters which I have received from 


men eminent in this work who have devoted their lives to these church 
schools, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In what churches are they? 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Iam perfectly indifferent as to what church 
they may belong. That has nothing to do with the case. They be- 
long, however, to different denominations, all calling themselves Chris- 
tians and all endeavoring, though may be by slightly different roads, 
to reach the same end, a happy, eternal home in Heaven. 

1 will append to my remarks a letter addressed last September to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs by Rev. J. A. Stephan, director of 
Catholic Indian missions. It is well worth a perusal and places the 
question of the contract schools in a strong and true light. No better 
presentation of the relations between the Catholic bureau and the Indian 
Office can be made than that which is contained in the letter which the 


former addressed to the latter on September 3, 1890. That letter read 
as follows: 


THe BUREAU OF CATHOLIC INDIAN MIssions, 
Washingion, D. C., 941 F street, northwest, September 3, 1890. 

Sir: lL have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 30th 
ultimo, replying to this bureau's letter of June LL last, submitting proposals for 
contracts for housing, feeding, clothing, furnishing medical attendance to, and 
educating Indian children in the schools conducted under its supervision. 

l observe that you have refused to renew the contracts for seven of these 
schools, have cut down the number of pupils heretofore allowed in twenty- 
eight others, and will make contracts for the education of but 2,593 pupils in 
allthe schools other than those specially appropriated for by Congress, instead 
of 3,132 pupils, the number allowed last year, and for whose education every fa- 
cility has been furnished by this bureau. 

Right here and now I enter this bureau's most earnest protest against your 
action in this matter. I assume that the debates of the two Houses of Congress, 
while the Indian appropriation bill was under consideration, did not escape 
your notice; hence it is unnecessary in this to discuss at any length the inten- 
tion of the lawmakers in regard to the contract mission schools. Ishall, how- 
ever, briefly quote from the remarks of the highly esteemed and honorable gen- 
tlemen, Mr. Perkins and Mr. DAwes—one the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the House, the other the chairman of a similar committee of 
the Senate. On page 6195 of the ConGRESSIONAL Recorp of June 18, 1890, ap- 
pears the following : 

“Mr. Wasuinoron, Is it not the disposition of the present Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the superintendent of Indian education under him to abolish 
all these contract schools and take exclusive control themselves of this matter 
of Indian education? 

‘Mr. Perkins, I think not; on the contrary the Commissioner has asked for 
more money to be expended on these contract schools than heretofore. The 
Commissioner is expending more money in that direction than at any time in 
the past, Instead of there being a disposition on the part of the present Com- 
missioner to break up or destroy the contract work, I know from personal 
conversation with him that he feels disposed to encourage and continue it, and 
the appropriations which he asks and which we make for that work for the 
coming year are larger than they have ever been heretofore. 

“Mr, Stewart, of Georgia. | understand it to be the fact that in these contract 
schools the denominations having them in charge contribute large sums of 
money in aid of Indian education. Would it not, therefore, be better toallow 
the contract system to go on as it is? 

‘Mr. Perkins. It is no doubt true that these denominations do contribute 
liberally to the work of Indian education, and it is because of the private con- 
tributions made by the members of these denominations that the work of edu- 
cation is carried on there for less than it costs the Goverment at a purely Gov- 
ernmental industrial school, It is for this reason that the committee has felt 
disposed to encourage the work of these contract schools, and, as I have 
suggested, we have made in this bill a larger appropriation for such work than 
has ever been made heretofore, and this with the approval of the present Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs.” 

On page 8351 of the ConGREssIONAL Recorp of July 25,1890, Mr. Dawes is 
reported as follows: 

‘* Every contract school that was in existence last vear, every contract with 
all denominations of whatever kind, has been renewed on the old terms except 


” 


one. 

Mr. Perkins states that he knows from personal conversation with you that 
you feel disposed to encourage and continue contract schools, and that you 
have ~ or larger appropriations for these schools the present year t 
ever before. 

Congress, in view of this statement and your assurance, as voiced by Mr. Prr- 
KINS, promptly and without limitation placed at your disposal a largely in- 
creased appropriation, and this bureau took it for granted that, even were you 
to decline to give it further encouragement or to extend its work, you would 
allow the stafus quo of last year to remain. But you have not. Nearly five 
weeks afler Mr. Perkins gave tothe country an unqualified assurance that the 
contract mission school would not be interfered with, Senator DAwes, onthe 
floor of the Senate, stated : 

‘Every contract schoo! that was in existence last year, every contract with 
all denominations of whatever kind, has been senowed on the old terms, except 
one, 

As stated heretofore, you have declined to renew seven of this bureau's con- 
tracts, and have changed the terms in twenty-eight others. Vhy? You give 
your reasons for declining to renew the seven contracts. Let us examine them 
and see if they are valid. Take St. Mary's boarding school at Turtle Mountain 
as an illustration. You say: 

“The St. Mary's industrial boarding school contract at Turtle Mountain is 
discontinued because the Government has now provided ample accommoda- 
tions at Devil's Lake for all who are entitied to its care, and also because of the 
probability of the transfer of the Turtle Mountain bands to Devil's Lake.” 

Let me respectfully state that you have not provided ample accommodations 
forall the Indians under the care of the Government, for at last report there 
were more than 20,000 unprovided for, and it is improbable that ample accom- 
modations have been provided for this great number in the short time that has 
elapsed since your report was issued. 

Asto your other reason, “ the probability of the transfer of the Turtle Moun- 
tain bandsto Devil's Lake,” I will 
runs ’’ will this probability materialize into a fact; for without mentioning the 


many reasons why this can not be done, I will state for your information a 
In the Indian 


most potential one which will stand in the way of this transfer, 





aschool where he feels assured of their safety, bodily and spiritually? 


large increases requested at many schools. On the contrary, 


Perkins when the 
Dawes have stated t 
terms, had he known that you intended to make reductions in the number of 
pupils at this bureau’s schools, runnin 
same reason, would not Mr. PERKINS 
been in 


ties of several States, asking them to educate Indian children and g 

pay therefor, it would appear that there are sufficient funds at your disposal to 
oc this bureau every increase it asked and leave a very large balance for 
other pur 
school in Montana and the White Earth school in Minnesota—it would be a more 
judicious expenditure of the appropriation to provide for the children being 
educated in them than to experiment in schools not contemplated by Congress. 


awarded to your body, aggregates $347,689 for 1891, as against 
a reduction of but $9,268.” 


have been better. 





say, “never while grass grows or water 


appropriation act provision is made for the appointment of a commission to 
‘negotiate with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians in North Da- 
kota, and for their removal to and settlement upon the White Earth reserva- 
tion or any other lands reserved for the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota.’ 

Assuming that Congress has some authority in these matters, do you intend 
to remove the Turtle Mountain Indians to Devil’s Lake? No matter what dis- 
position is made of them, they are now at Turtle Mountain and may be for some 
time yet, and I have no doubt that nearly one hundred and fifty of their children 
are to-day in St. Mary's industrial school. These children are in a building 
erected and furnished by this bureau at great expense, and are being taught 
and cared for by a corps of devoted and experienced teachers, There has never 
been a word of complaint against the management of the school. It has al- 
ways been considered a good one, and, I submit, that pending the negotiation 
for the transfer of these Indians to Minnesota, as provided ~ law, the Govern- 
ment aid heretofore extended to this school should not be withheld. 

You say: 

“The contract for St. George’s industrial school at Puyallup agency, Wash- 
ington, is not renewed, for the reason that the Government accommodations 
have been largely increased, and all children of school age who can be induced 
to attend school can be provided for at the Government schools on the reserva- 
tions or at Salem, Oregon.” 

When this bureau, at great expense, built and furnished St. George’s, the Gov- 
ernment did not have accommodations for all the Indian children on the sec- 
tion where the school is located, nor has it now. Your last report, issued only 
a few months ago, places the number of children of school age on the three res- 
ervations from which children are secured for this school at 1,348, and states that 
the Government has failed to provide school facilities for 835 of them. 

Perhaps many of these children can not be induced to attend the Government 
schools on the reservations or the school at Salem, Oregon; but a number of 
those unprovided for can be and have been induced to attend St. George’s; hence 
I can not understand why you should decline to renew the contract. If the 
school is a good one, if the Indians are willing and eager to attend it, if this 
bureau boards, clothes, and educates the children at $108 per capita per annum, 
why should they be sent to schools costing $175 per annum, exclusive of trans- 
portation, and that, too, against their will? Again, if the Indian parent, for 
reasons only too well known, refuses to send his daughters to Salem, are you 
going to compel him todoso? Will he not be allowed to send his a eye - 
tis the 
right of the white parent. 

You say: 

“ The office will not contract for pupils at schools supported from special ap- 


Why deny it to the Indian? 


propriations in addition to the number thus provided for.”’ 


May I ask why not? You did so last year at St. Benedict’s academy and St. 


John's industrial school in Minnesota, and I presume a number of children in 
excess of those provided for by special appropriation are to-day in attendance 
in those schools; possibly they may have been there since July 1 last, and now 
we are told that these schools can not have a contract. 
ing out the assurance of Senator DAWss that “every contract, of whatever kind, 
had been renewed on the old terms?’ 


Is this fair? Is it bear- 


I think not. 
I have examined you letter carefully to find the reason for your reducing the 


number heretofore allowed in twenty-eight of the schools and can find none, 
except this may be considered one: 


‘*The growth of the Government schools in the past year and the consequent 
increased demand for funds make it impossible for me to grant your bureau the 
have found it 
necessary to modify and reduce some of the contracts hitherto in force.” 

Is thisa sudden growth? Wasit known to Senator DAwgEs and Representative 

made the statements above quoted? Would Senator 
t all the contracts had been renewed, and upon the same 


up into the hundreds? And, for the 
ave qualified his statement if he had 
ion of these facts? 

Again, if itis afact that you have been addressing letters to the school authori- 


romising 


I think when schools are in existence—for example the Crow 


You further state: 
“The grand total, however, including schools specially a peaaeineet for, 
Bee, 7 for 1890, 


Right here let me take exception to your expression, ‘‘ awarded to yous (this 
body.” Awarded to Indian schools under this bureau’s supervision woul 
For your information I will state that not one dollar of Gov- 
ernment money is ever received by anyone connected with this “body,” nor 
will there be. 

Every draft, as soon as received, is indorsed by the treasurer of this bureau to 
the order of, and sent in its entirety to, the superintendent of the school which 
earned it, and is by him used for the sole benefit of the Indians. The money 
difference between what our schools were awarded last year or any other year 
and what they will receive this year is, therefore, of small moment, and would 
- be sottesd did it not deprive a large number of children of the means of an 

ucation, 

But isthat difference between what was awarded our schools last year and 
this year only $9,268? Letussee. Congress has magenty epprepewaes for two 
of our schools—Bannock and Blackfeet—$25,000, and for Rennselaer $8,330. But 
as $6,290 was awarded for this school last year by the Indian Office the differ- 
ence is only $2,080. Add this $2,080 to the $25,000 for Bannocks and Blackfeet, 
and we have $27,08), with the award of which you had absolutely nothing 
to do. 

On the contrary, if the “memorial,” with which you are probably familiar, 
had had the effect intended the Catholic schools would not have received these 
special sppreguistions, and $330.30 might be added to the $9,280 which you ad- 
mit our schools have been reduced. en, if the increases given at the Osage 
and Fort Belknap scl ools are paid out of the Treasury fund the amount that 
will be received less than last pe from the large general appropriation, or the 
one of which Mr. Perks said a very large portion is expended on payments 
to the contract schools, must indeed be very large. 

The proposals of this bureau for contracts for the current fiscal year aggre- 
gate $138,966, included in which amount was $75,000 provided for by “special 
appropriations,” leaving $363,966 to be paid out of the general educational and 
treaty funds. The amount allowed by zn is $347,689, of which $108,330 is pro- 

=f by “special appropriations,” lea $239,359that will be received by our 
schools from the general educational and treaty funds. It thus appears that 


you have red@ced the amount asked for by this bureau for the schools in the 
sum of $134,907. 

This last-mentioned amount would clothe, feed, and educate in our uni- 
versally admitted good boarding schools, erected for the sole use of the Indians 
on the faith of the Government, 1,066 pupils, and these schools are not new ones 

fore your accession to the position you now 


in any sense, but were erected be 








1891. 





hold. This bureau was invited by your predecessors to go into this field and 
assist the Government to civilize and christianize the Indians. We did our part, 
and Congress, recognizing the fact, did its full duty towards us. Now you 
come between Congress and this great work, and by your official action deny 
us the means to prosecute it. Is this a faithful performance of official duty? 
I think not. 

In view of the above I ask you to reconsider your action, restore to us our 
contracts, giving us at least what we had last year, and in return I shall agree, 


| was given by the Commissioner for donominational schools during the 


in the name of this bureau, with the Government to give in the future, as we | 


have in the past, the very best school service in the country. 
Very respectfully, 
J. A. STEPHAN, Director. 
Hon, T. J. MorGan, Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


The Catholic bureau accuses Commissioner Morgan not only of withholding 
from the Indians what Congress has enacted that they should have, but also of 
displaying marked religious bigotry and of treating certain religious denomi- 
nations with gross unfairness. 


| ever made for this purpose in a single year in the history of the Gov- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied six minutes, and | 


there now remain seventeen minutes on that side. 

Mr. PEEL. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from IJlinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
this time during the progress of the bill when we come to consider it 
by sections. 


I ask consent of the committee to allow me to use | 


| based on them. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to use | 


the ten minutes yielded him for general debate during the considera- 
tion of the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have some data I wish to use that I have not 
got with me. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Illinois? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEEL. How much time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield that time to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, in closing the general debate upon 
the bill, I desire only a minute for the purpose of congratulating the 
committee upon the general expression that we have listened to this 
afternoon in favor of the provisions of this bill, for I am frank to con- 
fess that the bill in each line and section is, in my judgment, in ac- 
cord with the suggestions which have heen made here. 
the laborious effort of the committee to observe faithfully and consci- 
entiously the treaty obligations of the Government with the wards of 
the nation; and we have attempted, as we understood those obliga- 
tions, to provide in this bill for their fulfillment. 

There is nothing political in a single provision of this bill. It was 
agreed to unanimously by the members of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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Is there objection to the request of the gentle- | 


It has been | 


Partisan considerations did not enter into the discussions or | 


deliberations of the cominittee when engaged in the preparation of the | 


bill, and I am glad to say that each provision in it has the hearty in- 
dorsement of each member of the committee, no matter with which 
party he affiliates. We have attempted to be fair to the Indians for 
whom we were appropriating; we have attempted, as I have suggested, 
to meet the obligations of the Government to them, and we have ap- 
propriated for their education and for their general benefit more than 
has ever been appropriated heretofore in a single year. 


of the educational work of the Indian Bureau, I shall not say what I 
am about to say in a spirit of criticism or complaint, but I have here 
the last annual report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which 


shows (and the records of the office substantiate the statement) that 
during the last year there were expended for the Roman Catholic | 
schools engaged in educating Indians, $363,000; while for the Presby- 
terians there were expended but $44,000; for the Congregationalists 
but $27,000; for the Episcopalians but $29,000; for the Friends, $24,- | 
000; for the Mennonites $4,000; for the Unitarians, $5,000; for the Lu- 
therans, $9,000; for the Methodists, $6,000; for Miss Howard’s school, 


I am 


$1,000, and for the Lincoln Institute in Philadelphia, $33,000, 
giving the round numbers. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Were or were not those funds distributed in 


proportion to the number of schools and schoollouses ? 
Mr. PERKINS. Fairly so, I think. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. 


I ask that question to bring out the fact that 
where some denominations got more than others tor their schools, it | 
was not because of any particular love on the part of the Indian Com- 


missioner for that denomination, but because of the greater ability of 


those denominations, their zeal and earnestness and capacity, to edu- 


eate a larger number of Indian children. 
Mr. PERKINS. 


I have called the attention of the committee to 


these figures to show how impartially this trust has been discharged 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and these figures show that 


more money has been expended in support of the Roman Catholic | 


schools than in support of the schools of all the Protestant denomina- 


tions. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 


tion? I see he has the report of the Commissioner before him. 


Mr. PERKINS. I have, and when we reach that portion of the bill 


. pee » words 
My friend from Tennessee [ Mr. WASHINGTON] makes some criticism | er 


| expenses of Indian agents, and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of In- 


j DELAWARES, 
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I will, if it becomes necessary, read the list of the schools where this 
money has been expended. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to ask the gentleman how much less 
last twelve months than was given in the twelve months next preced- 
ing? 
Mr. PERKINS. In 1886 $228,000 were expended in support of de- 
nominational schools. In 1887, $362,000; in 1888, $376,000; in 1889, 


$530,000; in 1890, $562,000; in 1891, $579,000, the largest expenditure 


ernment, and the Catholic schools have received a good deal more than 
50 per cent. of the whole amount. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Does the gentleman say that more has lx 
pended for this purpose during the current year than for the last year ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; the expenditure is larger. For the current 
year it is larger than ever beiore in a single year, while by the provisions 
of this bill the amount appropriated is the same as tor the current year. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Does not the Commissioner say at some point in his 
report that the amount is about $9,000 less? 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, he gives the figures, and my statement is 


en e@x- 


Sora fore: 


oe 


CMA 


eo 


ny 


Mr. SHIVELY. But does he not say that the amount for contract 
schools is $9,000 or $10,000 less? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have given the figures. So, Mr. Chairman, it 
would seem that neither the administration of the Indian Oflice nor 
the policy of the Government in this respect is open to criticism. I 
know there are many throughout the country who believe that these 
Indian schools ought to be nonsectarian, and that the Government of 
the United States ought not to appropriate money for the support ot 
any sectarian schools, but I realize the fact suggested by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [ Mr. WASHINGTON ], that before the Government 
undertook this educational work these denominational schools had 
been established in many sections of the country and were engaged in 
educating and christianizing the Indians. 

And it has been the policy of the Administration as well as the pol- 
icy of the committee to strengthen the hands of these 1ustramentali- 
ties and to aid them intheir useful work. We have not desired to im- 
pair their efficiency or cripple their usefulness, but to sustain them; 
and we have made provision for the Government to co-operate with 
them in carrying on more extensively than heretofore the laudable 
work in which they have been engaged. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for general debate on this bill has 
now expired. The bill will be read by paragraphs tor amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Pueblo agency, at $1,500. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘*Pueblo”’ the words ‘‘and Jicarilla.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

” Atthe Southern Ute and Jicarilla agency, at $1,400. 
Mr. PERKINS. 


“eé 


Sin. Seas 


I move to amend by striking out in this paragraph 
and Jicarilla,’’ these words having been inserted in a pre- 
vious paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For building and repair of buildings at agencies and repairs of the same, 
$30,000, 

Mr. PERKINS. 
just read the words 
plusage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For contingencies of the Indian service, including traveling and incidental 


I move toamend by striking out in the paragraph 
‘*and repairs of the same,’’ those words being sur 


oe 


* 














ena 


dian Affairs, and of such person as may be detailed to accOmpany him, also 
traveling aud incidental expenses of five special agents, at $3 per day when ae- 
tually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation ard sleeping 
ear fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized by law; for pay of em- 
ployés not otherwise provided for, and for pay of five special agents at $2,000 
per annum each, $44,000, 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to correct the footing of this paragraph so 
as to read ‘'45,000’’ instead of ‘*$44,000."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For permanent annuity for support of lighthouse men, per thirteenth article i 
of treaty of October 18, 1820, and thirteenth article of treaty of June 22, 1855, , 
$600. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I move tocorrect a typographical error in the par- 
agraph just read by striking out ‘‘ lighthouse ’’ and inserting ‘“‘light 
horse.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ae on a 


That the following sums be,and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid per capita 
to the members of the Delaware tribe of Indians, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 
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The sum of $36,800, in payment for 23 sections of half-breed Kaw lands, as 
provided in the fourteenth article of the treaty of July 4, 1866. 

The sum of $26,402, in payment for stock stolen from said tribe, which pay- 
ment is provided for in the fourteenth article of the said treaty of July 4, 1866: 
Provided, That said sum shall be paid per capita to the persons or their heirs 


at law w hoactually lost said stock, as shown by the report of the Secretary of 
the Interior to Congress, dated January 31, 1870. 

The sum of $9,500, for ponies and cattle stolen from said tribe, indemnity for 
which is provided in the sixth article of the treaty of May 30, 1860. 

The sum of $39,675.16, of which $10,715.75 shall be paid toindividual members 
of the said tribesfor improvements upon lands sold to the Leavenworth, Paw- 


the Delaware tribe of Indians of date May 30, 1860, in accordance with the con- 
cluding paragraph of article 2 of said treaty, and $28,959.41 shall be paid tothe 
individual members of said tribe through whose allotted lands the said Leaven- 
worth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company secured right of way in ac- 
cordance with the concluding clause of article 3 of said treaty of May 30, 1860: 
Provided, That the amount to be paid each member of said tribe claiming in- 
demnity for improvements taken and damages on account of right of way of 
said railroad company through the allotted lands shall be determined by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

That the above and several sums be paid to said Delaware Indians as herein 
provided, iess the amount due the delegate or delegates of said Indians by virtue 
of contracts approved in Department of the Interior, and to be immediately 
available. 

And the Attorney General is hereby authorized and directed to institute the 
necessary legal proceedings against the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western 
Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, for recovery of the amounts here- 
tofore found by the Department of the Interior to be due from said railroad com- 
pany, its successors or assigns, under the last paragraph of the second article of 
the treaty with the Delaware tribe of Indians of May 30, 1860, and under the 
eoncluding clause of the third article of said treaty, and for damage done said 
Indians in the taking and destruction of their property by said railroad com- 
pany, which sums when recovered shall be used to reimburse the United Siates 
for the sum appropriated in the foregoing paragraph of this bill. 


Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to reserve for a moment a point of 
order upon the clauses of this bill which have just been read under the 
head ‘* Delawares.’’ At the same time I would be glad to ask the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] for some information in regard to 
this portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman reserves a point of order. 
Mr. CANNON, 
vided for by law. 


As I understand, these several items are not pro- 
Am I correct about that? 
Mr. PERKINS. With the single exception of the one pertaining to 


the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company, they are 
all in keeping with treaties heretofore made with these Indians and 
are designed to carry out what the committee lias found to be due to 
the Indians under treaty obligations. 

Mr. CANNON. Why has not this money been paid before ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Simply because, as we find upon investigation ot 
this question, there are many instances where the Government has not 
kept in full measure its treaty obligations with the Indians. The work 
imposed on the Committee on Indian Affairs is largely the investiga- 
tion and adjudication of claims of this character where the Indians 
complain that the fall amount due them, or that which should have 
been paid them by the Government, has not been paid them; and hence 
they ask for relief. On investigation we found that to be the case with 
these Delawares. . 

The Government of the United States gave to this railway company 
the right of way across the reservation of these Indians in Leavenworth 
County, Kansas, and undertook on behalf of the Indians to see that 
compensation was made. The road was built; compensation has never 
been made. Upon examination of the mattter we thought it fair to 
the Delawares that compensation should be made to them, and that the 
Attorney General of the United States should be authorized to bring 
suit against the railroad company for the amount due fromit. To that 
extent this is new legislation; and if my friend from Illinois insists 
upon the point of order, I suppose it will have to be sustained. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that the point of order, if it holds at all, 
ought to apply to all the paragraphs under the title “‘ Delawares.”’ 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON. From a little familiarity with this bill in former 
years I am quite sure—at least it is my recollection—that none of the 
appropriations here provided for under the title ‘‘ Delawares’’ are au- 
thorized by law or treaty. It may be true that there is some ground 
for a claim, but I think the matter is purely in the nature of a claim, 
with more or less equity—-how much I do not know, because I have not 
given the subjectexamination. But this being inthe nature of a claim, 
and being new upon this bill, there having been nothing of this kind 
upon any former bill of this character for many years, it seems to me 
these provisions ought to go out upon the point of order, because there 
is nosufficient machinery by which this matter can be investigated upon 
an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the entire paragraph? 

Mr. CANNON. Against this entire paragraph relating to the Dela- 
wares, and I am confirmed in the point of order because of the gentle- 
man’s own statement. I have not the act before me, but in Leaven- 
worth County, in Kansas, years ago a right of way was had across the 
land of these Indians, no doubt by authority of Congress, but I have 
no doubt also by an agreement with the Indians, and the gentleman 
now provides that payment for that right of way, the damages, etc., 
shall be recovered by a suit instituted by the Attorney General against 
the company to reimburse the Government. Well, I do not know 


The gentleman makes the point of order against 
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whether that would amount to anything or not as far as the suit is con- 


cerned, but it seems to me that this is a matter that ought to go to the 


Private Calendar, and has no place on the appropriation bill. 
Mr. PEEL. I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois that the 


items in that paragraph are all treaty stipulations. The clause to 
which he alludes, as to bringing suit, was put in at the instance and re- 
| quest of the Indian Office. They sent down a draught of aclause to 
this effect, I presume, so as to call the attention of the*Attorney Gen- 
nee and Western Railroad Company under the provisions of the treaty with | eral to the matter, in order that suit might be brought against the com- 


pany to recover these damages, or rather to recover the amount due from 
the railroad company. But the Government is bound under treaties to 


pay for the right of way. 


Mr. CANNON. Where is the treaty ? 

Mr. PEEL. I have not the treaty before me, but it is referred to 
there in the bill. I think you will find that all of those items are re- 
ferred to in treaty articles. 

Mr. CANNON. I willask the gentleman from Arkansas if it is not 
true that this is a claim for damages all through, in which the Indians 
claim damages. 

Mr. PEEL. But it is fixed by the treaty. 

Mr. GIFFORD. This whole bill is a claim for damages. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, sir; every bit of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I should be glad to see the treaties. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You can not publish all the treaties in the 
bill. 

Mr. CANNON. No, Ido not ask that. But we can find out what 
the treaty does provide by reference to it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The reference is made in the bill to the treaty ; 
for the bill itself provides that this amount is due— 


under the last paragraph of the second article of the treaty with the Delaware 
tribe of Indians of May 30, 1860. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, let us send for the book. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I suggest that we send for the 
book while gentlemen refresh their recollection and acquire knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Send for all the treaties. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not want all of them. 

Mr. GIFFORD. They are all in the same book. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want to see this one at present. 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from Kansas, as well as the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, if it is not true that for many years appropria- 
tions for the Delawares have not been placed in the bill; and if it is 
not true also that this is for the payment of an amount, not under the 
treaty, but for the payment of an alleged claim that the Indians make 
that the treaties have not been complied with, and is in fact a matter 
resting purely on a claim and not by treaty stipulation 7 ? That is my 

int. 

Mr. PEEL. The treaty itself will show that; I have sent for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest then that the para- 
graph be passed over for the present without prejudice, to be_recurred 
to hereafter. 

Mr. PEEL. I have sent for the treaty. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection this will be passed 
over temporarily, and the Clerk will proceed with the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of physician, two teachers, two carpenters, one miller, two farmers, a 
blacksmith, and engineer, per seventh article of same treaty, $9,000; inall, $56,000, 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to correct the footing of this paragraph. 
It readsnow ‘‘in all, $56,000.’ Itshould be $71,000. I move to amend 
by striking out “ fifty-six ”” and inserting “seventy-one.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OTOES AND MISSOURIAS, 
For ninth of twelve installments, being the last series, in money or otherwise, 
per fourth article of treaty of March 15, 1854, $5,900. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I do not desire to detain the committee at this time by discussing 
the pending bill; but I have some statistics here in reference to the 
State of Arkansas which I wish to submit at this time and incorporate 
in the RecorD as a matter of information. The table, just received 
from the Superintendent of Census, is an analysis of the population of 
the State, by counties and race, and I submit it 2 it at this time for pur- 
poses of reference hereafter. 

The following letter from the Superintendent of the Census, trans- 
mitting the statement, I will also publish. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE poannee. pape Seve 
we C. February 14, i 1991. 
Dear Sm: In response to your request, I beg ae to ‘inclose a statement 


showing the population of Arkansas according to race, as finally determined 
from = ements — Eleventh Census. 
e ly, 
— ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census 
Hon. THomas C. McRag, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the amendment ? 
Mr, McRAE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the sum of $80,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States of America not otherwise appro- 
yeetes. and that said sum be expended and paid to the Pottawatomie Indians, 

own as the Citizen and Prairie bands, according to their respective rights 
and interests, by the Secretary of the Interior; this amount to be in full for 
the sums due said Indians for arrears under article 5 of treaty of October 16, 1826; 
article 2, treaty of September 20, 1828; article 4, treaty of October 27, 1832; for 
educational pu up to and inciuding the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
This amount to be set apartas specified in said several treaties as a school fund 
= Indians, and paid out under the direction of the Secretary of the 

or. 

That the sum of $48,897.95 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
and that said sum be paid, under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
the Pottawatomie Indians, known as Citizen and Prairie bands, according to 
their respective rights, shares, and interest; this amount to be in full for the 
amount found due said Indians by supplemental report of commissioners ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States under Senate amendment to 
article 10, treaty of August 7, 1868, with said Pottawatomie Indians; in all, 

997.95, these several amounts to be paid as above directed, less the amount 
due the delegate or delegates, agent or agents, under contracts made with said 
Indians and approved in the Interior Department; this amount to be immedi- 
ately available. 


main it is barred by the statute, and it has abounded on the Private 
Calendar of this House time and again, most of the time, for a quar- 
ter of a century. 

Mr. PERKINS. Reported year after year by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs having jurisdiction of it, because they found it to beright, 
and yet never having the opportunity for its consideration upon the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not whether the appropriation 
would be right, but whether it is in accordance with the existing law. 

Mr. PERKINS. That suggestion was in answer to my friend. Now, 
I do not understand that the payments to be made according to the 
treaty this year are the only payments that can be provided for. This 
bill, as suggested by my friend, is to carry out or fulfill treaty obliga- 
tions with the Indians, and to meet current expenses, an appropria- 
tion for current expenses for the year 1892, and in my judgment, and 
in the judgment of the committee, it is of no importance whether the 
amount that we provide for is due under treaty obligations this year, 
or whether it was due last year. If it is due now, then this commit- 
tee has jurisdiction of it, and the point of order is not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest, as the gentleman has 
not the treaties at present under which he claims this appropriation 
is authorized, that the matter be passed over for the present, without 
prejudice. 
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Mr. PERKINS. That was my suggestion to the Chair. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. PEEL. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Bat before it is passed, because I may not be here 
when it is reached, | want to call attention to the rule applying to the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, 
including appropriations therefor—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Again, that part of the message of the President which is referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs is that portion which refers to the ex- 
penses of the coming year, not for past years. Now, the rule runs— 


to appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, namely, for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry 
civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of Colum- 
bia; for pensions; and for all deficiencies—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


Now, if this was a deficiency either in the current or a former year, 
under the rules it would go to the Committee on Appropriations and 
not to this committee. But it is not a deficiency. A deficiency is an 
appropriation which is ascertained under the law. This is not in that 
position. It isa mereclaim. It may be just, but we have not the 
time to stop to inquire whether it is or not. It has never yet in any 
Congress as a private bill been called up and been considered and passed 
after a full discussion, standing alone upon its own merits, both in 
the House and the Senate. If this be in order there is not a private 
bill that now rests on the Private Calendar, abounding in claims that 
aggregate many hundreds of thousands of dollars, but what would be 
in order. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr, Chairman, I hope the matter will be deferred un- 
til it can be looked into better, and I want to make this additional 
suggestion. The gentleman from Illinois insists that if this would be 
in order on any appropriation bill it would be upona deficiency bill, 
Now, if I understand a deficiency, itis wherean appropriation has failed 
to accomplish the object sought. In other words, an appropriation in- 
sufficient to carry out the purpose is made, and what is lacking isa 
deficiency. Now, about the rule read by the gentleman, that all 
matters relating to the Indian tribes, including appropriations therefor, 
are referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Now, what is the 
question ? Why, here is a school fund provided for by treaty, not an 
indefinite amount, but threeeeparate treaties referred to fix the amount 
absolutely at so much a year. 

Now, if Congress failed last year to appropriate that amount that 
would not prevent it from appropriating this year. This being a defi- 
ciency, includes a round fixed sum for a fixed purpose; and besides, if 
that was not true, if this was any other subject which was outside of 
a treaty, this is an appropriation to support the schools of the Potta- 
watomie Indians, The school system in the Indian tribes is an enter- 
prise which was entered upon years and years ago, and one-half of the 
amount of money we appropriate to execute this enterprise is not pro- 
vided for by treaty at all. 

Now, why is that put on am appropriation bill for the Indians? It 
is outside of any treaty, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has 
recommended that we appropriate this amount under this treaty, rather 
than take an amount not ander the Indian treaty, and give these In- 
diansschools. Thegentleman might movean amendment totheamount, 
or he might move to strike it out, but he ought not to take it out of 
the bill on a pointoforder. ‘Thatisall I desire to suggest to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the paragraphs commencing 
with line 21, on page 22, down to and including line 4, on page 24, will 
be passed without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For interest on $800,000, at 5 per cent., per second article of treaty of October 
11, 1842, $40,000: Provided, That the sum of $1,500 of this amount shall be used for 
the pay of a physician and for purchase of medicine; in all, $51,000. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do that for the purpose of having read parts of two letters, 
to substantiate some statements I made a little while ago in regard to 
the contract-school system for the education of Indians. The first con- 


tains the views of General Francis A. Walker, president of the Boston . 


Schools of Technology, formerly Superintendent of Census, and Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs from 1871 to 1873. Ina letter to General 
Armstrong, superintendent of Hampton Indian school, he says: 

It seem clear to me that, so far as the funds applied to the education of In- 
dians under the care of the Government are to be considered as trust fands held 
by the Government for their benefit, or as moneys due the [ndians in consider- 
ation of lands ceded or rights relinquished, the Government is bound, as trus- 
tee, to use these funds to the very best advantage for the objects stipulated, 
without any ulterior purpose and without reference to any other considerations 
whatsoever. Uf the use of these funds to support Indian children at the so- 
called contract schools = the Indians a better educational result than can 
be otherwise obtained, the Government is false to its duties as trustee if it fails 
to take that course. 

No political cousiderations, independent of the best good of the Indians them- 
selves, can properly be allowed to enter into the treatment of the subject. No 
matter what objections might exist to the support of the sectarian ools by 
funds derived from taxation, these can not apply to the present case. Even 
were the funds applied to the education of Indians obtained wholly by taxation 
I should not be disposed to think that the objections which exist to the use o: 

»ublie moneys for the support of sectarian schools in communities like ours 
eld here. 
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The test I would apply would be this: Does the Government send Indian 
children to be educated at these schools for the benefit of the denominations 
maintaining them or for the good of tne Indian children? If the latter is the 
case, it seems to me that no objection in the nature of a principle applies. The 
only remaining question, then, would be, is the education thus given the chil- 
dren distinctly better than that which they would obtain in agency schovls, 
subject, as they are, to political control and to frequent changes of teachers? 
On this point lam not qualified to speak. I think you hold that such is the 
case. Ifso, the duty of the Government is clear. 

To appropriate public moneys for establishing and maintaining sectarian 
schools for the sake of having sectarian schools would, according to my way 
of thinking, be altogether wrong. To make use of good schools already exist- 
ing and partly maintained by private contributions, even though under secta- 
rian control, involves no departure from sound principles, if the sole object in 
doing so is the good of the Indians themselves. Of course lassume that theap- 
portionment of funds allotted can be effected without a religious quarrel, 
which might of itself be an evil more than counterbalancing the advantages to 
be anticipated from this system. 


The other is from the veteran missionary Rt. Rev. H. B. Whipple, 
bishop of the Protestant Episcopal Church, who has, by his lifelong 
labor for the Indians, won the right to speak for them. In aletterad- 
dressed to Mr. Herbert Welch he says: 


My memory goes back thirty years, when all Indian schools were in the hands 
ofthe Government. They were a di to the nation and a robbery of the 
Indians. Under our political system I do not believe that it is possible for the 
Commisstener of Indian Affairs to provide for the education of the Indian chil- 
dren without the aid of the contract system. 

1. 1 fear that the pase of teacher will be sought as areward for political sery- 
ice. It destroyed the schools before, and I believe will do so again. 

2. There will be danger that the lack of confidence in the administration of 
the schools, or other adverse dnfluences, will prevent Congress making the 
needed appropriations, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may at any 
time have the schools suspended or interrupted. 

3. The influence of the benevolent women who are behind these so-called con- 
tract schools is most valuable to the Government in creating a healthy public 
opinion, and also in watchful care over the schools. 

4. Among the wilder tribes, or those who have just entered our civilization, 
parents will take the children out of school. It is well-nigh impossible .o pre- 
ventit, Girls arc thus subject to fearful temptations, and the good gained in 
school is destroyed. 

7. The last ten years has shown more progress than a half century before. 
The people and Congress are willing to appropriate all the money needed for 
the education of Indian children—why change? It will surely cast a damper 
on a of the Indian’s need, and I believe strike a fatal blow to work so 
we un, 

8. Wherever possible to bave an efficient Government school it ought to be 
established, and at the same time the present contract schools maintained. 

9. Ido not raise the question of the er to the benevolent people who have 
paid out sums of money which will be made useless. I only express my 
conviction, founded on an experience of thirty years, that it is not possible for 
the Government, with our system of ronage and its dependence on political 
agents, to take the entire educational system of Indian schools into its hands 
without failure. There is no educated civilized constituency in the Indian coun- 
try to watch and guard theschools. Your political Indian agent has now more 
work than he can do well, and $1,500 a year at a remote agency will! notalways 
secure a h order of executive ability. I have written as briefly as I could my 
views,and hope that no change wili made which will destroy some of our 
best Indian schools. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For interest at 5 per cent. on $43,050, transferred from the Ontario Bank tothe 
United States Treasury, per act of June 27, 1846, $2,152.50; in all, $11,902.50. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I move tostrikeout the last word, and I ask to have 
read the articlé that I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Washington is at present infested with a class of patriots whose warmest 
emotions are awakened by the contemplation of the “old flag and an appro- 
priation.” apes va fills them with fresh hopes. They are appearing from 
every quarter and under every name and disguise to hail the success of reci- 
procity and to insist upon an appropriation. Mr. Blaine is, in their consid- 
erate estimation, the greatest Republican alive, seeing that he is the one Re- 
publican with grace and grit enough to turn Democrat when nothing else will 
serve the purpose. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of order that that matter is not in order, 
as it does not relate to the subject before the committee. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I guess I havea right to have it read in my time. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, what has been done with 
the point of order that was raised? Wasitoverruled? I suggest that 
this is an insult to the House and to the country, and is intended to 
be so by the gentleman who has introduced it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair is asked to rule upon the matter, 
he must rule that it is not in order. We are not now in general de- 
bate. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Not in order, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnotin order. We arenot in general debate 
at the present time. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I move to strike out the last word or the Jast two 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the motion of the gentleman. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in support of my motion I 
desire to read the following article: 

Washington is at present—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr.Chairman, I renew the point 
of order, and Idirect the attention of the Chair to the first section of 
Rule XIV,'which provides that ‘‘when any member desires to speak 
or to deliver any matter to the House, he shall rise and respecttully 
address himself to ‘Mr.Speaker;’ * * * andshall confine himself 
to the question under debate, avoiding personalities.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to say that there is no doubt 
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that the gentleman from Illinois is out of order. The committee is not | Mr. FITHIAN. I ask the Chair to point out the distinction in the 
now engaged in general debate. rule between general debate and debate under the five-minute rule, 


Mr. FITHIAN. I am not at all surprised at the decision of the The CHAIRMAN. Under general debate, by an invariable practice, 
Chair, because he does not want to hear anything that is against sub- | the utmost latitude in debate is allowed. 
sidies. [Cries of ‘Oh!’ “Oh!’’] Mr. FITHIAN. By an invariable practice? 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I raise the point of order again. The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. FITHIAN. It bas been the universal practice in this House to Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the 
allow anything to be read. gentlemar be allowed to finish the reading of the article. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is out of order. Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I will cite an instance to the Chair if he will hear | Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Tobject. The gentleman may make as 
me. A few moments ago the gentleman from Tennessee big a fool of himself as he pleases, but not here with my consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has heard the rule | Mr. FITHIAN. The committee can not decide nor the Chairman 
read and he must see that this is out of order. | can not decide for the committee what Iam going to read or what I 

Mr. FITHIAN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. | am going to say in my remarks until they have been uttered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman had commenced the reading 
stand as the judgment of the committee ? of a paragraph which has been declared out of order. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to be heard on my appeal. Mr. FITHIAN. I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. [ Laughter. ] 

A MemsBer. That is not debatable. The Chair assumes that I am going to read something out of a news- 

Mr. FITHIAN. It is debatable; I desire to be heard. Does the | paper against this subsidy scheme, about which he is very much in- 
Chair recognize me? terested, and therefore [Cries of ‘‘Order’’ on the Republican side, } 








The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. Mr. PAYNE. I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. FITHIAN (reading). Mr. Chairman Mr. FITHIAN. I have heard you howl before, gentlemen. Iam 
Washington is at present—— addressing myself to the committee, not to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman bas been called to order; and 
under the rule he will be seated until the question of order is deter- 
mined. The gentleman from New York will state his point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. The point of order is that the gentleman is not ad- 
dressing himself to the appeal which he has taken, He started to read 
an article from a newspaper, and the committee has heard enough of 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled upon that, and the that article to euable every member to know that it has no relation to 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. FirH1aN] knows that he is not in order eee — OR aiietanitie 
under the rule that has been read. a Mr. TRACEY. thas adirect relation; it bears upon the very ques- 

. i . ion, 

tretare aot onion af ties tiene Rel tien de Saeace ail Mr. FITHIAN. How does the gentleman from New York know 
; ; : - ae ees that it has no relation to the appeal ? 

er Ok arenes Aa right to interpose objection to a request for Mr. PAYNE (to Mr. FiIrHtan). How do you know? You know 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I have understood that it has not, and you do not dare to say that it has. 

Sika wie & eines Whats & wan could cematinnes onlin o funk af himself Mr. FITHIAN. Iam not addressing you; I am addressing myself 
if he aieae to A to the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will be in order. The Chair will |, M¥. PAYNE. | I have heard enough of the article, and every mem. 
have the rule read. yer O e committee bas eard enoug ’ ne a aoes ne 


The Clerk read as follows: relate to the appeal, but is entirely out of order. 


Ms ay . ai ee Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from New 
yhea any member desires to speak or todeliver any matter to the House, he | York [Mr. PAYNE] state what he heard ? 
eS cea an ice eine sieas na —. aoe one > The CHAIRMAN. It remains under the rule for the committee to 
desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person- | determine whether the gentleman from Illinois shall proceed. 
alities. Mr. SPINOLA. It appears to me that the article which the gentle- 
The CHAIRMAN. There can be no question that under the rule | man sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read is just asmuch in keeping with 
the matter presented is out of order, the question before this committee as any other matter which has been 
Mr. FITHIAN. Thisis onanappeal from the decision of the Chair in | discussed here. 
committee. 2 Mr. PAYNE. Is this in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to theques- | TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that the question is not open 
tion on the appeal. to debate, 
Mr. FITHIAN. I havearight to read this; but, of course, if the Mr. SPINOLA. Iask unanimous consent to address the committee 
Chair arbitrarily says that I can not read it,I shall have to be governed | for two or three minutes. 
by his ruling. Several members objected. 
A MemReER. Withdraw your appeal. Mr. SPINOLA. Now, sir, I see no reason for objecting to the read- 
Mr. FITHIAN. Ido not withdraw my appeal. ing of an article from a newspaper and thus putting it in the Recorp, 
Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- | I do not care what it is. [Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order!’’] 
quiry. - The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sprnova] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. is out of order. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FirHran] The Clerk will read the rule bearing upon this matter. 
undertook to have read at the desk a communication which was de- The Clerk read clause 4 of Rule XIV, as follows: 
cided to be out of order. It was returned to him, and he then under- If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
took to read it himself, and that was decided to be out of order. Now the Speaker shall, orany member may, call him to order; in which case he shall 
he appeals from the decision of the Chair holding that to be outof order, | ‘mediately si down, ler er et a tio Ot otter aera tO Oe 
and my inquiry is how can the committee know whether it is in order | {he decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at liberty to 
or not, unless they know what the article is, and how can they know | proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be liable to cen- 
what it is unless they hear it? sure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 
The CHAIRMAN. Enough has been read to indicate that it does The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois has been called to 
not bear upon the question before the committee. order, and in consequence of that has been requested by the Chair to 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. That is the Chairman’s opinion; but now the | be seated until the committee shall take action in the matter. 
question is to be decided by the committee, and how can they decide Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. May I be heard a moment 
without knowing what the article contains? upon the question of order? The gentleman from Illinois was called 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will makea statement. The ruleof | to order by the gentleman from New York. [Cries of ‘ Regular 
the House which has been read is explicit. The Chairdid not callthe | order!’’] This is the regular order ; I have been recognized by the 
gentleman from Illinois to order, but a member of the committee hav- | Chair. 
ing called him to order the Chair could not decline to enforce the plain The CHAIRMAN. The getnleman from Arkansas may be allowed 
rule bearing upon the point raised. There can be no question respect- | to state his point. 
ing the matter, and the Chair suggests respectfully to gentlemen that Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe the proper course 
this attempt to evade a plain rule ought not to be supported. A clear | in this case is that there should be a statement of the transgression, 
and plain point has been raised in reference to this matter, and the | if any, of which the gentleman from Illinois has been guilty, which 
rule is perfectly explicit in regard to it. The Chair has no objection | may be followed by a motion that he be permitted to continue his re- 
at all to reading or debate in any direction, but the Chair has felt com- | marks in order. I therefore call upon the gentleman from New York 
pelled to sustain the _— of order under the rule, which is perectly | [Mr. PAYNE] to state what language out of order has been used by 
clear and unmistakable. the gentleman from Illinois. This should be stated in order that the 


Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that that 
is notan argument on the appeal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The gentleman does not know what I intend to 
say upon this question. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do, exactly, because the gentleman is proceeding 
to read the same article which he sent to the desk. 
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Committee of the Whole may be able to judge of this matter intelli- 
rently. 

’ The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule a motion would be in order at 
the present time that the gentleman from Illinois be permitted to pro- 
‘ eed 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask theChair whether, prior 
to that motion, it is net proper to have a statement of the language 
which is objected to as out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is not a case where the language of a mem- 
ber has been taken down to be ruled upon, but simply where a mem- 
ber has been called to order for transgressing the ordinary rules of de- 
hate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the House should have 
some knowledge of this matter. There are very few gentlemen here 
who have heard what was said by the gentleman from Illinois; many 
have heard possibly not a single word. I therefore—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. May I suggest-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thegentleman will excuse me 
amoment. I therefore request that the gentleman from New York, 
who has taken the initiative in this matter, state in explicit terms 
what the words objected to are. Give us the language. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, what was stated by the gentleman 
from Illinois and what was read by him was read in the presence of 
the committee and heard by the committee. The gentleman from 
Arkansas knows what the contents of the article are just as well as 
the ‘‘gentleman from New York’’ or any other member of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkausas. Ido not. I have no idea of 
the contents of the article. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the question not being debatable, I do not pro- 
pose to recite even what I can remember of the article. But the pur- 
port is well known to the committee; enough being heard to show its 
general purport. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But when the gentleman makes a point of order 
it can not keep the gentleman from Lilinois off the floor, when he had 
the floor, unless it amounts to a point of order. Now, we want to see 
that it is a point of order, and the gentleman from Arkansas is clearly 
right. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
out of order, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman from Illinois ought to 
withdraw the statement that the Chair has been influenced in his ruling 
by his opinion on the subsidy bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from New 
York did not predicate his action on that proposition at all. He ex- 
plicitly referred to what the gentleman from Illinois was proceeding to 
read. 

Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that de- 
bate is not in order, and will again call attention to the language of 
the rule, which is clear and explicit: 

4. Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without de- 
bate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at 
liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the ease require it, he shall be 
liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is nothing in the rule 
that forbids a discussion of this proposition by the committee; and I 
have been recognized by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman to rise to 
make a motion and recognized him for that purpose, not for debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I did not so understand the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. For nothing is in order at present except to make 
the motion provided for by the rule. If that motion is not made the 
committee will proceed with other business. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I make the motion that 
the gentleman from Illinois be permitted to proceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion isin order, and the Chair will sub- 
mit it to the committee. 

Mr. LANSING. Nobody objects to that. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was only because he was out of order that objec- 
tion was made. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas moves that the 
gentleman from Illinois be permitted to proceed in orde=. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FITHIAN., Now, Mr, Chairman, asa part of my remarks on 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair, I desire to read the follow- 
ing. 1 want tosay that it is not my desire or purpose to transgress the 
rules of the House; and if any gentleman wants to call me to order I 
will yield and have the matter stated properly. I donot ask anything 
else. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow an interruption, I 
think he should withdraw his language with reference to the Chair a 
few moments ago. 1 think the gentleman will appreciate his own po- 





The ruling of the Chair was that the gentleman was 
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sition better if he will withdraw the statement that the Chair has been 
influenced in the ruling by his own views on the subject of subsidy. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Oh, I made no statement of that kind. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman undoubtedly did. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Ifso, I certainly withdraw it. 

Now, let me read this article to which I have already once or twice 
called attention. 

Washington is at present infested with aclass of patriots whose warmest emo- 
tions are awakened by the contemplation of the ‘‘old flag and an appropria- 
tion."’ Reciprocity fills them with fresh hopes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman to 
order. I make the point of order that he is not proceeding in order 
under the leave granted by the committee, and is not confining him- 
self to the question of appeal. He is doing precisely what I knew he 
would do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being presented by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the gentleman from [Illinois is not proceeding 
in order, the Chair must sustain it, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SHAWNEES. 


For permanent annuity for educational purposes—— 


Mr. FITHIAN, . Mr. Chairman, am I not entitled to the floor? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio having made the point 
of order, the Chair was compelled to sustain it. 

Mr. TRACEY. But there is an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
pending. The Clerk can not proceed to read the bill pending the ap- 
peal. 
, The CHAIRMAN. The appeal must be presented. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to know whether the Chairman ignored 
my appeal. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When the gentleman from Illinois took an ap- 
peal, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] moved that 
it be laid on the table. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Clause 8 of Rule XXIII provides that the rules 
of procedure in the House shall be observed in the Committee of the 
Whole so far as they may be applicable. This isanewrule. Now, 
in the House it is in érder to lay this appeal upon the table, and under 
this new rule, clause 8 of Rule XXIII, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry to ask whether it is not in order in the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks it is not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no table in the committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I know there was not formerly. 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as believe that the decision of the 
Chair should stand as the judgment of the committee, will say ‘‘ay.’’ 

The question was taken, and the chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 42, 

Mr. FITHIAN. I call for tellers. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Announce the vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty-two in the negative. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. How many in the aflimative? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixty-nine in the affimative. 

Mr. FITHIAN. [I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr. PAYNE and Mr. 
FITHIAN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, 
noes 18. 

Mr. FITHIAN. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. F 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [Having counted the 
committee.] More than aquorum present. The decision of the Chair 
stands as the judgment of the House, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

For pay of five teachers, one physician, one carpenter, one miller, one engi- 
pcwe farmers, and one blacksmith, per thirteenth article of same treaty, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE said: Mr. Chairman, I take the floor for the pur- 
pose of requesting the gentleman having the bill in charge to move that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to my friend from Ohio that when 
we get to “‘ miscellaneous provisions,’’ on page 34, I will ask to have 
the committee rise. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to complete these 
provisions; butif it is insisted on, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the 
committee do now rise. I have no objection to the Chair submitting 
it on his motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
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the chair, Mr. DINGLEy reported that the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the In- 
dian appropriation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. [offer a privileged report. Iam directed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to report back the naval appropriation 
bill with Senate amendments and to recommend that the House non- 
concur in the amendments of the Senate and ask a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House nonconcur inthe amend- 
ments of the Senate and that a committee of conference be appointed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we ought to know 
something about the amendments. 

The motion of Mr. BOUTELLE was agreed to. 

Accordingly the amendments of the Senate were nonconcurred in 
and a committee of conference was ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER moved that the House adjourn, and subsequently 
withdrew his motion. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, together with the accom- 
panying document, was referred to the Committee on Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 

I transmit herewith the sixth annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 
This report relates to the cost of producing iron and steel and the materials of 
which iron is made in the United States and in Europe, and the earnings, the 
efficiency, and the cost of living of the men employed in such production. 

BENJ. HARRISON 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D.C., February 14, 1891. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I present the fol- 


lowing privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[Fifty-first Congress, second session. | 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department having had 
under cousideration the following resolution : , 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the 
House of Representatives whether or not the Regents of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution have accepted the trust imposed by the act approved April 20, 1890, en- 
titled ‘An act for the organization, improvement, and maintenance of the Na- 
tional Zodlogical Park,’ and to report by what legal authority the Treasury 
Department has paid out that portion of the appropriation made by said act, 
which has been expended up to and including the 27th day of January, 1891.’ 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same and recommend that it 
do pass 


The resolution was agreed to. 


DEATH OF GENERAL WILLIAM TECUMSEH SHERMAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Hotse the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The death of William Tecumseh Sherman, which took place to-day at his res- 
idence in the city of New York, atl o'clock and 50 minutes p. m., is an event 
that will bring sorrow to the heart of every patriotic citizen. No living Amer- 
ican was so loved and venerated as he. To look upon his face, to hear his 
name, was to have one’s love of country intensified. Heserved his country, not 
forfame, not out of a sense of professional duty, but for love of the flag and 
of the beneficent civil institutions of which it wastheemblem. He wasan ideal 
soldier, and shared to the fullest the esprit de corpsof the Army; but he cher- 
ished the civil institutions organized under the Constitution, and was a soldier 
only that these might be perpetuated in undiminished usefulness and honor. 
He was in naming an imitator. 

A profound student of military science and precedent, he drew from them 
principles and suggestions, and so adapted them to novel conditions that his 
campaigns will continue to be the profitable study of the military profession 
throughout the world. His genial nature made him comrade to every soldier 
of the great Union Army. No presence was so welcomeand inspiring at the 
camp-fire or commandery ashis. His career was complete ; his honors were full. 
He had received from the Government the highest rank known to our military 
establishment, and from the people unstinted gratitude and love. No word of 
mine can add to his fame. His death has followed in startling quick ness that 
of the Admiral of the Navy; and it is a sad and notable incident that, when the 
Department under which he served shall have put on the usual emblems of 
mourning, four of the eight Executive Departments will be simultaneously 
draped in black, and one other has but to-day removed the crape from its walls. 


BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXEcuUTIvVE Mawsion, February 14, 1891. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move a reference of the message 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio movesa reference of the 
message to the Committee on Military Affairs for appropriate action 
thereon. 


The question was put, and the motion was agreed to. 
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DEATH OF ADMIRAL PORTER. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the message of the President 
of the United States, announcing the death of the Admiral of the Navy, 
to report the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Res ed, That the House has learned with profound grief of the death of 
David Dixon Porter, the Admiral of the United States Navy, who, during more 
than sixty years of distinguished service to his country, has added to the honors 
ol e of the most illustrious names in our naval history. 

E !, That the Speaker of the House is directed to transmit tothe bereaved 
fa ya copy of these resolutions, and an assurance of the sympathy of the 
House in the loss they have sustained, in common with the people of the nation 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint a committee of seven mem 
bers to confer with a like committee of the Senate, and, after consultation with 
the family of the deceased, to take such action as may be appropriate in regard 
to the publie obsequies of Admiral Porter 

The SPEAKER. The question is upopv the adoption of the resolu 


tions just read, 
The question was put, and the resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 
The SPEAKER Che Chair appoints on the committee, in accord- 
ance with the resolutions, Mr. BourELLE, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. O’ NEIL! 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. FLower, Mr. LopGe, Mr. McCREARY, and M1 
VANDEVER. 

‘he Clerk will read the last resolution 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol . That as a mark of respect to the mem 


do now adjourn 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until Monday, February 
16, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule X XLV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the commissioners of the District submit- 
ting estimates of deficiencies in the appropriation for the support of the 
public schools in the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

UTAH PENITENTIARY. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap 
propriation for furniture and electric lights for the Utah penitentiary 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

UNITED STATES COURTS 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, submitting ad 
ditional estimates of deficiencies in appropriation for the expenses of the 
United States courts—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BOARD OF COMMISSION ERS OF THE SINKING FUND OF LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a re 
port of the First Comptroller, relating to the relief of the board of com 
missioners of the sinking fund of the city of Louisville, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


THOMAS G. HAYES. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner.of Customs, in rela- 
tion to the account of Thomas G. Hayes, late United States district 
attorney for the district of Maryland, and recommending an appro- 
priation of $600 therefor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Resolution of the State 
Kansas, favoring free coinage of silver—to the Committee 
Weights, and Measures, 

Also, resolution of the house of representatives of the State of Kan- 
sas, favoring free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the State Legislature of Kansas, asking 
for the passage of laws for developing means of irrigation in aid of a 
tual settlers on arid and semiarid Jands which were taken as agricul 
tural lands—to the Select Committee on Irrigation'of Arid Lands in the 
United States. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of the Kansas Legislature, asking fo: 
the repeal of the national-banking act—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 4724) forthe benefit of John P. Downing, first paying teller 
in the subtreasury at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this session the Itouse shall meet at 
10 o'clock, and that the first hour of the session shall be devoted to the recog 
nition of members for the consideration of bills which do not carry an appro- 
priation. s ‘ 

Second, That members who have not been recognized during this Congress 
for the consideration of bills introduced by themselves and pertaining to their 
districts shall be given preference: 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. NORTON: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 10,000 copies of the pamphlet entitled, “The Mississippi and its forty- 
four navigable tributaries,”’ by Alex. D. Anderson; 7,500 for the use of mem- 
bers of the House and the remainder for the use of the Senate; 


to the Committee on Printing. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, from the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 
13586) in amendment to the various acts relative to immigration and 
the importation of aliens under contract or agreement to perform la- 
bor, accompanied by a report (No. 3807)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 58) to regulate immigration 
and to amend the naturalization laws of the United States, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3808)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13148) to prevent book- 
making and pool selling in the District of Columbia, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3809)—to the House Calendar. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred ‘as 
follows: 

By Mr. MORROW (by request): A bill (H. R. 13615) to provide for 
the free coinage of silver, the product of the mines, mile, or smelters 
of the United States, and to provide against the contraction of the cur- 
rency and for the unification of the currency—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 13616) to prevent the sale of fire- 
arms and ammunition to Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 13617) 
amending act of March 3, 1877, relating to pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 13618) to provide for the relief of 
enlisted men of long service in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 13619) to amend section 13 of the 
act to simplify the laws in regard to the collection of the revenues, 
passed June 10, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 13620) to repeal an act entitled 
*“An act to reduce the revenue, equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 281) of thanks 
of Congress to Rev. John Jutz—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
* were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 13621) granting to J. B. Collins, 
his heirs and assigns, a right of way for a street-car track over a portion 
of the Fort Keogh military reservation in Montana—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 13622) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles D. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 13623) for the relief of Charles C. Over- 
ton, of New York City—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 13624) for the relief of J. S. Reichelt, 
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Melville T. Roberts, and Charles P. Packer, bondsmen of Williams & 
Co., contractors for the Government works at Fort Sheridan, I1].—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 13625) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Graybeal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13626) for the relief of Finley P. Parker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 13627) for the relief of G. W. Rogers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 13628) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the’ military record of James Stobaugh—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 13629) to restore the name of Mrs. 
Laura C. Humber to the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13630) for the relief of 
Samuel T. Hoover—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13631) for the relief of Sarah E. Shaltz, adminis- 
tratrix estate of William F. Bronaugh, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 13632) 
granting a pension to Arterbery Chapman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13633) removing the charges of de- 
sertion from the record of John W. Curtis—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13634) removing the charges of de- 
sertion from the records of Orson H. Morrow, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Aftairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13635) removing the charges of de- 
tion from the records of Elijah T. Myers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13636) removing the charges of de- 
sertion from the record of William G. Tidwell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13637) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Holaday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 13638) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Huntley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of -Kansas: Petition of Joseph A. Throop and 
30 others, citizens of Washington County, Kansas; also, of D. A. Eagle 
and others of Smoky Valley Alliance, No. 1230, Kansas; also, of Linzy 
Brown and 50 others, residents of Cloud County, Kansas; also,of Charles 
Lane and 81 others, citizens of Washington County, Kansas, for the 
passage of the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial (circulated by the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and signed by Rev. W. R. Scott, Professor A. Porter, and 235 
others, citizens of Sterling, Kans.), praying that immediate and deci- 
sive steps be taken to aid in suppression of the alcoholic liquor traffic 
in the Congo Free State and Basin of the Niger, and to prohibit the 
exportation of intoxicants from this country into any part of Africa; 
also, a memorial circulated. by same organization and signed by Rev. 
H. O. Scott and 7 other clergymen and others, for thesame legislation; 
also, a petition circulated by the same organization, signed by D. K. 
Thomas, Effie Sloan, and 236 other school teachers of Kansas, for the 
same legislation—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, 

Also, petition by the same organization of North Topeka, Kans., 
signed by A. G. Lord, Flora L. Smith, and 227 other school teachers 
of the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill providing 
for the appointment of a commission on the subject of the social vice— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Council 231, Order United American 
Mechanics of Bainbridge, Pa., against unrestricted immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Wayne Township Grange, No. 360, 
Armstrong County; also, memorial of Adelphic Grange, No. 340, In- 
diana County; also, memorial of Grange No. 349, of the same county 
in Pennsylvania, favoring financial legislation—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Tioga County; also, of the same organization of Madison 
County, New York, for a commission upon the subject of the 
social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proof to accompany bill for the relief of Charles W. 
Hamton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of John Morgan, Company A, Eleventh 
Tennessee Cavalry, war of 1861, for the removal of the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES: Resolutions of Alliance at Buffalo, 
Scott County; also, tion of citizens of the same place, in favor of the 
option bill—to the mittee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of Astoria (Oregon) Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging legislation to secure construction of the Nicaragua Ca- 
nal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Mary A. Graybeal for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition on claim of G. W. Rogers for property taken by the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of residents of New 
England, urging the adoption of the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to the House empowering vhe President to 
ascertain the best method of extending trade relations with Canada— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of S. B. Stout and many others, 
citizens of Fairfield County, Ohio, in favor of the passage of House 
bill 5353; also, resolutions of the Clear Creek Township Alliance, No. 
34, of Fairfield County, Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ohio in favor of certain regulations of 
immigration requiring a certificate from the American consuls at point 
of embarkation—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. POST: Papers in the case of James Stobaugh—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for the passage of the bill to pension Mrs. Ellen Miles 
Brown, widow of Lieutenant Colonel Miles, Forty-seventh Illinois 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions adopted by Summit Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Fayette County; also, resolutions 
of the same organization at Carmichaels, Pa., favoring the restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition on claim of Sarah Shultz for 
property taken by the Army during the late war; also, of W. H. Gib- 
bons; also, of Peter H. Speas, Cass County, Missouri; also, of Samuel 
T. Hoover; also, of Raleigh C. Miller, and asking that said claims be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Additional evidence onclaim of John | under such governmental control as will secure moderate tolls for 
J. Vincent for property taken for the use of the United States Army— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of E. W. McNeill and 
15 others, of Henry County, West Virginia, against the Conger lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Pomona Grange, No. 7, of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of Senate bill 3911—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 217, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, 
in favor of bimetallism; also, memorial of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, against the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


SENATE. 
MonpDaAyY, February 16, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur_er, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the credentials of Joun P. JoNEs, 
chosen by the Legislature of Nevada a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered on file. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the credentia!sof Joun H. MircH «LL, chosen 
by the Legislature of Oregon a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


- DEATH OF ADMIRAL PORTER. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following resolu- 
tions: 


Resolved, That the House has learned with profound grief of the death of 
David Dixon Porter, the Admiral of the United States Navy, who, during more 
than sixty years of distinguished service to his country, has added to the honors 
of one of the most illustrious names in our naval history. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House is directed to transmit to the bereaved 
family a copy of these resolutions, and an assurance of the sympathy of the 
House in the loss they have sustained, in common with the people of the nation. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint a committee of seven mem- 
bers to confer with a like committee of the Senate, and, after consultation with 
the oped of the deceased, to take such action as may be appropriate in regard 
to the public obsequies of Admiral Porter. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House, in accord- 
ance with theabove resolutions, had appointed Mr. BourELLE, Mr. Hrer- 
BERT, Mr. O’ NEILL of Pennsylvania, Mr. FLOWer, Mr. Lopaes, Mr. 
McCrEAry, and Mr. VANDEVER, as the committee on the part of the 
House of Representatives. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition signed by 430 business 
men and firms, residents of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of a 
resolution providing for the appointment of three commissioners to con- 
sider the best method of extending trade relations with Canada, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

He also presented a petition of the memorial and executive commit- 
tee, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kings County, New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 3146, giving preference to soldiers, 
sailors, and marines in public employment; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a communication from Senator D. T. Hindman, 
chairman of the joint committee of the Legislature of South Dakota, 
giving an estimate of the amount required to buy seed, etc., for 
farmers in the counties of that State stricken by drought in 1890; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of the General Assembly of the State 
of Colorado, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill 
and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was 


| ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Oregon, urging the passage of legislation looking to the early comple- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Oregon, favoring national aid by subsidies and lib- 
eral mail contracts in the establishment of steam or sail ship lines of 
American ships direct from the principal American ports to the chief 
commercial foreign ports, especially of Central and South America, 
Australasia, China, and Japan, and urging the Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress from the State of Oregon to support by all honorable 
means the policy of aiding by sabsidies American shipping. I move 
that the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying for the enactment by Congress of such legis- 
lation as will secure the economical construction of the Nicaragua Canal 


freight and passenger service; also, praying for the immediate passage 
of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition of citizens of The Dalles, 
Wasco County, Oregon, praying for the passage by the Senate of the 
amendment to the act of September 29, 1890, known as the railroad 
land-grant forfeiture act. As the bill amending that act has become 
‘a law, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of Enterprise Council, No. 1, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Haverhill, Mass., representing 
202 citizens of that place, praying for the passage of the bill to restrict 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I present a memorial of the senate and house of 
representatives of the State of Colorado, protesting against the passage 
of the Conger lard bill, and requesting the representatives of Colorado 
in the Senate and House to use all honorable means to carry out the 
object of the memorial, which is to defeat the Conger lard bill and en- 
act into law the Paddock pure-food bill. I move that the memorial 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of the Legislature of Colorado, 
praying that 320 acres of the Fort Crawford reservation, Montrose 
Country, Colorado, and the Government buildings thereon, be donated 
to that State, to be used solely for a home for disabled miners; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of A. M. Campbell and 6 other 
citizens of Pittsburgh and Sewickley, Pa., and a petition of members 
of the Presbyterian Church of Shippensburgh, Pa., praying for the 
passage of a bill to prohibit the opening of any exhibition or exposi- 
tion on Sunday where appropriations of the United States are expended; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

He also presented petitions of Mohawk, Summit, Mount Vernon, 
Hillsdale, Leisenring, and Cherrydale Councils of the Junior Order 
United American Mechapics, of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of the bill to restrict immigration, as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Trough Creek Grange, No. 444, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon County, Pennsylvania; of Lamar 
Grange, No. 27, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clinton County, Pennsyl- 
vania; andof Wayne Township Grange, No. 360, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, praying for the free coinage of 
silver, and the increase of the currency of the Government to $40 per 
capita; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr.SHERMAN presented a petition of George Washington Garrison, 


No. 1, of the Regular Army and Navy Union, United States Army, of 


Cincinnati, Obio, praying for the passage of a joint resolution to con- 
strue the act of Congress of February 14, 1885, relative to allowances 
for retired enlisted men of the United States Army or Navy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Columbus Council, No. 26, Tuscarawas 
Council, No. 77, McPherson Council, No. 110, Union Council, No. 68, 
Ohio Valley Council, No, 21, O. H. Perry Council, No. 88, Crown Coun- 
cil, No. 35, General Hancock Council, No. 99, all of the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of the State of Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to restrict immigration; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pensacola, Fla., praying for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal, and that the Government guaranty the interest on the bonds of 
the company; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, CULLOM presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table 

Memorial of Robert Holmes and other membersof Alliance No. 128 of 
the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of Morgan County, Illinois; 

Memorial of members of Alliance No. 68 of the Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union, of Henry, IL; 

Memorial of members of Alliance No. 81 of the Farmers’ Alliance 
anc Industrial Union, of Macoupin County, Illinois; 

Memorial of members of Alliance No, 91 of the Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union, of Jo Daviess County, Illinois; and 

Memorial of members of Alliance No. 66 of the Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union, of Henry County, Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of District Assembly No. 4167 of the Farmers’ Mutual 

tenefit Association, Macoupin County, Lllinois; 

Petition of District Assembly No. 1195 of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Fayette County, Illinois; and 

Petition of citizens of Toledo, Ill. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Mountain Lake, Minn., 
and a petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment 
of a law giving to the several States authority to control the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, and all compounds in imi- 
tation of butter; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the bill for the free 
coinage of silver, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of South Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presenteda petition of the Mississippi State Grange, 
praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and also praying 
for legislation prohibiting gambling in futures in agricultural products; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented petitions of officers and membersof the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and Industrial Unions of Smith, Labette, Stafford, Har- 
per, Norton, Reno, and Miami Counties, in the State of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented a petition of citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Universal Peace Union of the 
United States of America, praying for the appointment of a commission 
to secure an international court of arbitration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a petition of Cedar Vale Post, No. 99, Department 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of legisla- 
tion to open up the Cherokee Strip to settlementand to give old soldiers 
thirty days’ preference in homesteading; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Topeka, Kans., praying 
for the passage of a bill abolishing the national banks; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas City, Kans., pray- 
ing for the adoption of a system of irrigation for the benefit of the 
western part of the country; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented two memorials of citizens of Kansas, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Massachusetts, praying for 
certain legislation looking to reciprocity with Canada; which was re- 
feritd to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Logan, Gore, and Wallace 
Counties, in the State of Kansas, praying that an appropriation of 
$500,000 be made to determine the available surface of artesian water 
supplied for agricultural purposes in western Kansas; which were re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands. 
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He also presented a petition of 14 business firms of Gallipolis, Ohio, Mr. WARREN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 


Wyoming, favoring the enactment of a law to disarm the Indians and 
prevent them from leaving their reservations without a guard; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Aflairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of officers and members of Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 429, of Cooper County, Missouri; 

Petition of officers and members of Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 4, of Ripley County, Missouri; and 

Petition of officers an2 members of Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
No. 131, of Vernon County, Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Joplin, Mo., 
signed by Robert Campbell, E. G. Brown, and others; a petition of 
citizens of Caldwel!, Kans., and a petition of citizens of Germanville, 
Iron County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptey bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the Missouri Bar Associa- 
tion held at St. Louis, Mo., in which the petitioners recite that the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill, both in its general features and details, as well 
as inits arrangement, is the most perfect bill that has yet been presented 
to Congress for enactment, and that they believe if that measure is 
passed it will prove satisfactory to the individual citizen, whether 
debtor or creditor, and tend to promote commercial honor and stability, 
and they therefore urge the passage of that bill. The petitionis signed 
by the committee, James O. Broadhead, Alexander Martin, and C. G. 
Burton. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also present a memorial reported by the com- 
mittee on the Mississippi River improvements of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis and approved by the board of directors of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 4962, to authorize the Minnesota Boom Company to 
construct and operate booms and other structures in certain sloughs of 
the Mississippi River, and to drive and sheer into such booms logs, 
timber, and lumber found in said river, as seriously interfering with 
the commerce and navigation of the river. As that bill has already 
passed the Senate and is now before the House of Representatives, I 
move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill, and prayéng for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Memorial of 40 members of Local Union No. 2554, Farmers and La- 
borers’ Union, of Andrew County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 19 members of Local Union No. 2738, Farmers and La- 
borers’ Union, of Atchison County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 64 members of Local Union No, 2243 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Atchison County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2278 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Atchison County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 111 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Adair County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 1297 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Benton County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 71 members of Local Union No. 1543 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Benton County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 27 members of Local Union No. 499, Farmers and La- 
borers’ Union, of Bates County, Missouri: 

Memorial of 48 members of Local Union No. 532 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Butler County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 2583 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Buchanan County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 32 members of Local Union No. 48 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 3035 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 9 members of Local Union No. 1880 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 9131 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No, 2642 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 37 members of Local Union No. 345 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Cass County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 48 members of Local Union No. 2212 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Cass County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2426 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Cass County, Missouri; 

Memorial ef 22 members of Local Union No. 1824 of Farmers and 
Laborers” Union, of Carroll County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 23 members of Local Union No. 7290f Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Cedar County, Missouri; 

Memoriai of 24 members of Local Union No. 2894 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clark County, Missouri; 
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Memorial of 57 members of Local Union No. 75 of Farmers and Memorial of 81 members of Local Union No. 2800 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clay County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Johnson County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 48 members of Local Union No. 459 of Farmers and Memorial of 37 members of Local Union No. 77 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clay County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Knox County, Missouri 

Memorial of 27 members of Local Union No. 1264 of Farmers and Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2149 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clay County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Knox County, Missouri 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 3425 of Farmers and Memorial of 15 members of Local Union No. 2230 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clinton County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of La Fayette County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 2953 of Farmers and Memorial of 50 members of Local Union No. 3065 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clinton County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of La Fayette County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 3361 of Farmers and Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 791 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Clinton County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Laclede County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 25 members of Local Union No. 88 of Farmers and Memorial of 120 members of Local Union No. 970 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Christian County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Laclede County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 2846 of Farmers and Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 3244 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Chariton County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Lawrence County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 29 members of Local Union No. 1491 of Farmers and Memorial of 6 members of Local Union No. 3068 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Chariton County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Lewis County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 29 members of Local Union No. 712 of Farmers and Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 3016 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Callaway County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Linn County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 11 members of Local Union No. 358 of Farmers and Memorial of 14 members of Local Union No. 3648 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Callaway County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Linn County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 28 members of Local Union No. 267 of Farmers and Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2402 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Callaway County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 2184 of Farmers and Memorial of 45 members of Local Union No. 2273 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Callaway County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Randolph County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 593 of Farmers and Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 652 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Callaway County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Ray County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 1066 of Farmers and Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 352 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Callaway County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Ralls County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2222 of Farmers and Memorial of 62 members of Local Union No. 359 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Dallas County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Ralls County, Missouri; 


Memorial of 23 members of Local Union No. 2479 of Farmers and Memorial of 31 members of Local 


Union No. 3294 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, Dunklin County, Missouri; 


Laborers’ Union, of Schuyler County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 2938 of Farmers and Memorial of 29 members of Local Union No. 2890 of Farmers and 

Laborers’ Union, of Franklin County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Schuyler County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 28 members of Local Union No. 294 of Farmers and Memorial of 22 members of Local Union No. 1800 of 

Laborers’ Union, of Gentry County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Saline County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 162 of Farmers and Memorial of 25 members of Local Union No, 1223 « 

Laborers’ Union, of Gentry County; Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Saline County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 41 members of Local Union No. 1728 of Farmers and Memorial of 35 members of Local Union No. 2789 of Farmers and 

Laborers’ Union, of Gentry County, Missouri; 


Farmers and 


f Farmers and 


Laborers’ Union, of Scotland County, Missouri; 


Memorial of 30 members of Cola Union No. 1951 of Farmers and Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 119 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Greene County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Shelby County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 2226 of Farmers and Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 2491 of Farmers and 


Laborers’ Union, of Greene County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Shelby County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 10 members of Local Union No. 658 of Farmers and Memorial of 23 members of Local Union No, 2521 

Labofers’ Union, of Grundy County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of St. Clair County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 3162 of Farmers and Memorial of 27 members of Local Union No. 2929 of 

Laborers’ Union, of Grundy County, Missouri; 


of Farmers and 


Farmers and 
| Laborers’ Union, of St. Clair County, Missouri; 


Memorial of 31 members of Local Union No. 654 of Farmers and Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 2250 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Gasconade County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of St. Genevieve County, Missouri; 


Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 1995 of Farmers and Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 1327 o 
Laborers’ Union, of Gasconade County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of St. Genevieve County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 30 membersof Local Union No. $334 of Farmers and Memorial of 25 members of Local Union No, 1368 of 
Laborers’ Union, of Holt County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of St. Genevieve County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 678 of Farmers and | Memorial of 28 members of Local Union No. 2984 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Howard County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of St. Francois County, Missouri; 


f Farmers and 


Farmers and 


Memorial of 31 members of Local Union No. 89 of Farmers and Memorial of 33 members of Local Union No. 607 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union,of Howard County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Texas County, Missouri; 
Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 1836 of Farmers and | Memorial of 48 members of Local Union No. 2652 of Farmers and 





Laborers’ Union, of Howard County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Vernon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 23 members of Local Union No. 1835 of Farmers and Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 2310 of 
Laborers’ Union, of Howard County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of WayneCounty, Missouri; 

Memorial of 10 members of Local Union No. 215 of Farmers and Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 249 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Harrison County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Worth County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 3667 of Farmers and Memorial of 48 members of Local Union No. 1327 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Harrison County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Worth County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 4 of Farmers and Memorial of 71 members of Local Union No. 2470 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Jefferson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 19 members of Local Union No. 2013 of Farmers and Memorial of 16 members of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ 
Laborers’ Union, of Jefferson County, Missouri; Union, of McDonald County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 38 members of Local Union No. 1040 of Farmers and Memorial of 30 members of Local Union No. 2030 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Jefferson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 1786 of Farmers and Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 858 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 2276 of Farmers and Memorial of 10 members of Local Union No. 727 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 25 members of Local Union No. 2018 of Farmers and Memorial of 6 members of Local Union No. 21 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 1717 of Farmers and Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 1151 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Johnson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 27 members of Local Union No. 756 of Farmers and Memorial of 14 members of Local Union No. 1684 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Johnson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 1855 of Farmers and Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 2119 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Johnson County, Missouri; Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; 


Farmers and 


renee CC CC 





=e ae 


‘a 


Paete 


SSS —h.. 





are ae ae 


. 
rE 





“er 


2720 


Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 1851 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, Madison County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 27 members of Local Union No. 2877 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union of Mercer County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 3076 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Mercer County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 43 members of Local Union No. 2635 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Maries County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 19 members of Local Union No. 3593 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Montgomery County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 14 members of Local Union No. 2930 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Montgomery County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 1339 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 35 members of Local Union No. 3626 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 2105 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 30 members of Local Union No. 2195 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 11 members of Local Union No. 95 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 36 members of Local Union No. 286 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 19 members of Local Union No. 2809 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Nodaway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 37 members of Local Union No. 2124 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 757 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No. 872 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Moniteau County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 1081 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Moniteau County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 35 members of Local Union No. 923 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Morgan County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 46 members of Local Union No. 480 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Morgan County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Hazel Grove Local Union of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Nodaway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 165 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Nodaway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 15 members of Local Union No. 3115 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Nodaway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 1990 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Osage County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 39 members of Local Union No. 454 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Polk County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 39 members of Local Union No. 1330 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Polk County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 11 members of Local Union No. 890 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Polk County, Missouri; 

Memoria! of 19 members of Local Union No, 1290 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pulaski County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 30 members of Local Union No. 2560 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pulaski County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No, 2° of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 2507 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 29 members of Local Union No. 2666 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 3038 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 38 members of Local Union No. 3039 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 2999 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 30 members of Local Union No. 776 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Randolph County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 50 members of Local Union No, 333 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Randolph County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 564 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Osage County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 2300 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pettis County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 3388 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Pettis County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 1946 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Perry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 1956 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Phelps County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2304 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Phelps County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 48 members of Local Union No. 97 of Farmers and 
Laborers Union, of Platte County, Missouri; 
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Memorial of 2 members of Local Union No. 2 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Miller County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 2545 of Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Missouri; and 

Memorials of 14 local unions of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Missouri (numberof union and name of county notdesignated ), con- 
taining 328 names in all. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
of the First Congressional district of Missouri, praying for the estab- 
lishment by the Government of six transcontinental lines of railroad, 
to be paid for bya new issue of legal-tender notes, and to be operated 
by the Government; also for the issue of $15,000,000 in legal-tender 
notes, and for the loan of money by the Government at 2 per cent. per 
annum upon real-estate security, not to exceed $2,500 to any one per- 
son; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Chris. Eckhoffand other citizens of 
Sedalia, Mo., and a petition of the Bar Association of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which wer ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Subunion 
No. 1095, of Locust Hill, Knox County, Missouri, and a petition of 
Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 1098, of Barry County, Missouri, 
praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 
for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1729, of Scott County, Iowa; 

Petition of 11 citizens of Decatur County, Iowa; 

Petition of 35 citizens of Scott County, lowa; and 

Petition of 11 citizens of Pottawattamie County, Iowa. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of 19 business men of Massillon, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of George W. Dixon and 12 other citizens of Allen County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Ellsworth Farmers’ Alliance, No. 565, of Ohio; 

Petition of Monroe Farmers’ Subordinate Alliance, of Holmes County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of D. M. King and 20 other citizens of Mantua Station, 
Portage County, Ohio; 

Petition of Big Lick Alliance, No. 504, of Hancock County, Ohio; 

Petition of Ross W. Moore and 34 other members of Big Lick Alli- 
ance, No. 504, of Hancock County, Ohio; and 

Petition of J. B. Eberly and 30 other citizens of Stark County, Ohio. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of Mahoning Council, No. 17, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Lowellville, Ohio, praying 
for the of the bill to restrict immigration; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of various national and local or- 
ganizations interested in copyright laws, praying for the passage of 
House bill 10881 and giving reasons therefor; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to the 

nsion roll; 

A bill (H. R. Den} to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn; 

A bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Eveline Britton, mother 
of John Britton; and 

A bill (H. R. 12071) ting a pension to Catharine McRoberts. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill 
(S. 5081) granting the right of way to the Albany and Astoria Rail- 
road Company yes a e Grand Ronde Indian reservation, in the 
State of ; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4736) granting the right of way to the Albany and Astoria Railroad 
Company through the Grand Ronde Indian reservation, in the State 
= Oregon, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the committee on the Judiciary, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

5 also, from oon same oes reported - =e arpened intended 
to he proposed to legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Anprentetiane anh or- 
dered to be printed. 
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Mr. SAWYER, from the Ccmmitiee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. MoRGAN on 
the 4th instant, intended to be proposed to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Agnes B. Col- 
lins, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 5054) to regulate the appointment of clerks for the 
United States district and circuit courts in the western district of 
Missouri, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R, 187) to create a new division in the northern ju- 
dicial district of Georgia, reported it with an amendment to the title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 174) to create the eastern division of the northern Federal ju- 
dicial district of Georgia, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Lee, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act of July 20, 
A. D. 1882, dividing the State of Iowa into two judicial districts, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


LANDS FOR MILITARY PURPOSES IN NORTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. PLUMB. I report back favorably with amendments, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, the bill (S. 4992) granting to the State of 
North Dakota certain lands, heretofore set apart asa wood reservation 
for Fort Totten military reservation, for the use of the militia of North 
Dakota, and for other purposes, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee on Public Lands were, in line 3, 
to strike out the words ‘‘ Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and empowered to’’ and insert ‘‘use of so much of the wood reserva- 
tion heretofore;’’ in line 4, after the word ‘‘apart,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘all that part of the wooded reservation set apart;’’ in line 13, 
after the word “‘ Island,’’ to strike out the remainder of the bill in the 
following words: 


For the use of the State of North Dakota, to be used as a park for the use of 
a of said State, and for other public purposes not inconsistent with 
such use. 

That the lands so set apart ate hereby granted to the State of North Dakota: 
Provided, That if the said State shall at any time permit the said lands hereby 
granted to be used for any purpose not contemplated in this act the said lands 
shall revert to the United States. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Is hereby granted to the State of North Dakota to be used asa park for the 
paradeand other purposes of the militia of said State: Provided, That whenever 
said lands shall be used for any other purpose the same shall revert to the 
United States without action of Congress or of any of the Executive Depart- 
ments. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the use of so much of the wood reservation hereto- 
fore set apart for the use and benefit of Fort Totten military reservation by 
executive order dated February 10, 1881, described as follows, namely: “That 
portion of the tract known as Rock Island, bounded on the north by an east 
and west line2 miles back or north ofthe southeastern most point of said island 
or penins ” said tract being the southernmost point of the peninsula on the 
north side of Devil’s Lake, in North Dakota, known as Rock Island, is hereby 
granted to the State of North Dakota to be used asa k for the parade and 
other purposes of the militia of said State: Provided, t whenever said lands 
shall be used for any other purpose the same shall revert to the United States 
without action of Congress or of any of the Executive Departments, 


XXII——171 


onan eee LE 
an 


* 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, an| the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting to the State 
of North Dakota the use of certain lands heretofore set apart as a wood 
reservation.’’ 


ERECTION OF UNITED STATES PRISONS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. hk. 182) for the erection of United States 
prisons and for the imprisonment of United States prisoners, and for 
other purposes, to report it favorably. It is not a very long bill, buat 
it is a very important one, and one to which I believe there will be no 
objection whatever. I ask that it may be putonits passagenow. Let 
it be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that is a bill of a good deal of im- 
portance. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis of great importance and of very pressing neces- 
sity. If any Senator objects after it is read I shall not press it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not desire to object to the consideration of 
the bill reported by the Senator from Massachusetts, but after we have 
had notice by two Senators on the floor that we shall not be permitted 
to introduce any morning business after the morning hour I must pre- 
sent my morning business within that time. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall withdraw the report until all the morning busi- 
ness is over, and then if there is any time in the morning hour I shall 
renew it. I think the Senator from West Virginia is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea distinct recollection that it was objected 
to on the last day of the session, after the morning hour, when I 
wished to present some morning business, and I shall object to anyone 
interposing morning business after the time prescribed by the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from West Virginiais quite right. Lagree 
with him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thereportis withdrawn. The introduc- 
tion of bills is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 5082) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah J. 
Waggoner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (8S. 5083) for the relief of Harry 
S. Kellogg, administrator of the estate of Lyman M. Kellogg; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 5084) 
to authorize the trustees of Trinity Charch, Hot Springs, Ark., to pur- 
chase certain lots; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CASEY introduced a bill (8. 5085) to pay certain judgments 
against John C. Bates and Jonathan A. Yeckley, captain and first lieu- 
tenant in the United States Army, for actsdone by them under orders 
of their superior officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 5086) to provide for the rec- 
lamation of the arid lands of the United States and their settlement 
under the homestead laws; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5087) to cede the arid Jands to 
the States and Territories wherein they are situate, and to provide for 
irrigation and the utilization of pasturage lands and the protection of 
forest lands, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5088) establishing a port of de- 
livery at Quincy, Ill.—which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5089) authorizing the Coos 
Bay, Roseburgh and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, in the 
county of Coos, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Coal 
Bank Slough, in said State; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5090) for the relief of the minor heirs 
of Oscar Holmes, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 5091) for the relief of John 
Pickens, of Barbour County, West Virginia; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 161) to print 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 1890; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 162) to print the Sixth 
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Annual Report of the Commissioner of Labor; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION RILLS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Select 
Committee On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME AT HAMPTON, VA. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to advise the Senate as tothe 


need in his opinion for greater accommodations for ex-soldiers at National Sol- 
diers’ Home, Hampton, Va., whether any, and if so, what, number of inmates of 
said home are or have been during the present winter sheltered in tents, and 


whether during said period any portion of the buildings of said home which 
could have been used for the shelter of said inmates has been used for other than 
an absolutely necessary purpose. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to 
communicate to the Senate the instructions, if any, which have been given 
touching allotments of lands on the Pottawatomie reservation in the Indian 
Territory, and the proceedings which have been had thereunder, together with 
the reason for such instructions which may relate to the rights of the Indians of 
said tribe to select lands upon said reservation according to their own view as 
to desirability of location. 

PERMANENT CENSUS BUREAU. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to consider the 
expediency of the establishment of a permanent Census Bureau, and to embody 
the results of his consideration, with a draught of a bill, should he consider it ex- 
pedient for the establishment of such Censns Bureau, in a special report to be 
made to the Senate at the opening of the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for action on the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a Senate resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. I did not catch the first 
part of it. 

Mr. HALE. It is only an inquiry. 

The resolution was again read, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, before the resolution passes from the 
consideration of the Senate, that it seems to me a little bit extraordi- 
nary to ask a Department to draw the framework of a bill. 

Mr. HALE. It will not hurt it any. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that it will hurt it any, but it ought 
not to helpitany. It is a little bit out of keeping, asI think; in fact 
I know of some similar situations in which the Departments have been 
reflected upon because they did send draughts of bills here. 

Mr. HALE. They can not be reflected upon in this case, if we ask 
them to do it. 

Mr. PLUMB, 

Mr. HALE. 
such a bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course, if the Senator himself is not familiar with 
the subject and desires the Secretary of the Interior, who may be a 
ready writer otherwise to draw up a bill, I have no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I am notso familiar with this subject and all other 
subjects as the Senator from Kansas is. 

Mr, PLUMB, That is an honest confession. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution has been agreed to. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, pursaant to notice given by me, 
I call up Senate bill 4866. 
Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Idaho to wait one moment, 


They ought not to be asked to do it. 
I should like to have half a dozen authorities draw 


So that I may call up the conference report on the fortifications appro- 


priation bill, 


port 


The. VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I will yield tothe Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask for the present consideration of the conference 
report on the fortification appropriation bill, which is on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is a privileged question. 

Mr. HALE. After the privileged question is disposed of I shall ask 
the Senate to take up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the con- 
ference report, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. DAWEs on the 13th 
instant, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12499) *‘ making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
poumcemaet of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes,” 

1aving met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,7, and 8, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3,5, 9, 12,and 13, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert 
the following: 

artgeinn well at Fort Monroe, Va.: For obtaining water for the garrison, 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: At the end of the oe ea insert the following: 

** Provided, That no contract for the expenditure of any portion of the money 
herein provided or that may be hereafter provided for the purchase of stee] shall 
be made until the same shall have been submitted to publiccompetition by the 
Department by advertisement.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *' $150,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

. - lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
ollowing: 

“‘And one additional member shall be added to said Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification who shall be a civilian and not an ex-officer of the regular Army or 
Navy, and he shall be nominated by the President and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appointed, and shall be paid a salary of $5,000 per an- 
num and actual traveling expenses when traveling on duty : a at the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortifications shall make an annual to gress, 
through the Secretary of War, on the first Monday in Decem in each year, 
showing the general operations of the board, and give a detailed statement 
of a)l contracts, allotments, and expenditures made by the board; the first of 
these reports to cover these subject-matters from the nning of the operations 
by the board until the first report which they shall make.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES, 


P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


M. S. BREWER, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 


The report was concurred in. 
SETTLEMENT WITH BOND-AIDED RAILROADS. 


Mr. McCONNELL. Pursuant to notice, I now call up the bill (S. 
4866) providing for a settlement between the United States and cer- 
tain railway corporations which have heretofore received bonds from 
the Government to aid in the construction of their roads, and for other 


urposes, 

, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho calls up the bill 
indicated by him. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Ishould like to have the bill read so that it 
may go into the REcorD, or I will ask that it be printed in connection 
with my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itcan be age in the Recorp, by unani- 
mous consent, without being read. there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. : 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas the United States loaned to certain railway corporations, known as 
the Western P: the Central Pacific, the Union Pacific, the Kansas Pacific, 
the Central Branch Union Pacific, and the Sioux City and Pacific, its 6 per cent. 
thirty-year bonds to the amount of $64,623,512, secured by a second mortgage 
on the property and franchises of said ; ani 

Whereas the United States has paid the accrued interest on said bonds to the 
amount of ore, 36s 908. of which sum only $24,324,994 has been id by said 
corporations, debt to the United States being thereby in $62,038,974, 
and now amounting to $126,662,486; and 
Ww of said aaete the United States is increas- 


hereas 
corporati in another f $65. 
Bh et ae te hey 


become and 

the holders of said first-mortgage bonds,upon their falling due, may, 
and probably will, foreclose said mortgage, and cause the franchises and 
som to be sold, thus rendering the debt due to the United 


no and 
Whereas the income of said corporations has amounted to an average of §11,- 
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000,000, a sum amply sufficient to have provided fully for the payment to the 
United States of all the money advanced by it to said corporations, with the in- 
terest thereon, had not the same been diverted and misappropriated; and 

Whereas, under a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, a default 
in the payment of the interest does not authorize the United States to foreclose 
its mortgage; and 

Whereas the bonded indebtedness of said corporations, exclusive of land- 
grant bonds and including unpaid interest due to the United States,is over 
$200,000,000, and the terminals and approaches at Omaha, Oakland, Kansas 
City, and San Francisco will be valued at about $20,000,000, and there is a float- 
ing debt of many million dollars; and 

hereas it is the duty of the United States Government to protect itself from 
possible loss through the foreclosure and sale of the franchises and property of 
said corporations: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney General of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, directed to commence, within sixty days after the passage of this 
act, proceedings of condemnation, under thea right of eminent domain, against 
all the »xroperty, realand personal, of saidcorporations on which the United 
States holds a mortgage, together with the stations and the lines leading 
thereto at Omaha, Oakland, Kansas City, and San Francisco, not included in 
said mortgages. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to detail three officers of the Engineer Corps of the Army, not lower 
than the rank of brigadier general, any or allof whom may be taken from the 
retired list, who shall constitute a board of appraisement, whose duty itshall 
be to examine, appraise, and fix the value of all the property described in the 
first section of thisact. And the Secretary of War shall detail from his office 
and the Army such assistants as may be required by said board of appraise- 
ment. 

Sec, 3. That said board ofappraisement shall organize and, within ninety days 
after their detail, proceed to discharge the duties prescribed in the second section 
of this act. Said appraisement shall be of each line of railway separately, in- 
eluding all realty except land granted by the United States to aid in building 
said roads; all the rolling stock, locomotives, ete., belonging to each of said 
corporations, and the stations or terminals hereinbefore designated, and report 
the same to the Attorney General. Said report shall be completed and filed 
within six months after the organization of said board. 

Sec. 4. That, within sixty days after the filing of said reports, the Attorney 
General shall file a ee the same in the Supreme Court of the United States 
and furnish to the president or other chief executive officer of each of said cor- 
ie a copy, with notice that in thirty days a motion will be made to con- 

rm said reports, 

Sec. 5. That the Attorney General shall, within sixty days after the passage 
of this act, institute proceedings against all the companies herein named in the 
United States courts to forfeit the charters of said companies, with all the rights, 
franchises, grants, and privileges conferred by the United States, andthe judges 
of the courts wherein such suits are instituted are hereby required to advance 
on the dockets of said courts and give precedence to all such proceedings for 
forfeiture. 

Sc. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasuty be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to prepare, in denominations of one, two, five, ten, twenty, fifty, 
and one hundred dollars, full legal-tender United States notes to the amount 
Semen ee. — notes shall be held and disposed of for the following pur- 

only, to wit: 

First. To pay off at their par value when due the sixty-six million six hun- 
dred and twenty-three thousand thirty-year 6 per cent. bonds loaned to the cor- 
porations hereinbefore stated. 

Second. To pay off at their par value the sixty-five million three hundred and 
eighty-six thousand first-mortgage bonds and the $16,125,000 of income bonds 
issued by said corporations. 

Third. To pay the assessed value of said stations and terminals herein di- 
rected to be condemned for public use, and further to pay any floating indebt- 
edness of said corporations, and any accruing claims against said corporations: 
Provided, That none of said money shall be used to pay off or return any of the 
capital stock of any of said corporations; said payments to be made when the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall have rendered a decree confirming 
and approving the findings of the board of appraisement herein provided for. 

Seo? That when said payments have been made as prescribed herein, the 
title to all the property, and personal, and all the franchises and grants 
made to said corporations, excepting only the grants of alternate sections of 
land made by the United States to aid in constructing said roads, shall be vested 
in the United States. 

Sxc. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed so to do, within thirty days after the investi- 
ture of title provided for in section 7, to give sixty days’ notice by advertise- 
ment in one or more newspapers published inthe cities of Washington, Boston, 
New York, Chicago, and San Francisco for proposals to lease for aterm of fifty 
—— railways, with all their appurtenances and rolling stock, thus ac- 
qu q 

Sec. 9. That said advertisements shall contain certain terms or conditions re- 
quired of the bidders and lessee as follows: No bid will be considered for an 
annual rental of less than five million, that is, 2 per cent. interest on the $250,- 
000,000 invested in said property, which sum shall be due and payable on the 
30th day of June each year. No bid shall be accepted from any corporation 
operating a competing line or from any company or corporation composed 
wholly or 1n part of the officers or managers of such line or lines, nor shall any 
bid be accepted from any foreign corporation. The lessee shall be required to 
maintain the property as first-class passenger and freight railways; shall not 
enter into pooling arrangements with any corporation or company operating 
parallel lines; but prorates and traffic arrangements may be made with cor- 

rations operating railway or steamship lines from the eastern and western 

rminals of said railway, and with connecting lines at any point on either of 
said railways: Provided, That all prorates and traffic arrangements entered 
into with any railway line shall be upon the basis of the mileage carried, with 
a reasonable allowance for terminal expenses; that the lessee of said railway 
lines shall make no discrimination in favor of or against any person or place 
upon the line of said railways, nor shall said lessee engage or be interested in 
the mining of coal or iron or in the manufacture of salt or lumber on or near 
the lines of said railways. 

Src. 10, That the whole amount of compensation which may from time to 
time be due to said lessee for services rendered for the Government shall be re- 
tained by the United States and credited upon the annual rental: Provided, 
That if in any year the amount so retained shall exceed the sum due as rental 
on the 30th day of each June, then the Secretary of the Treasury shall imme- 
diately draw his warrant in favor of said lessee for such excess. 

Sec, 11. That the Secretary ofthe Interior shall, every year during the months 
of July, August, September, and October, cause to be made a complete inspec- 
tion of all the property leased under the provisions of this act, The board of 

shall consist of five persons, of whom at least one shall be a compe- 

tent civil engineer, one a master mechanic conversant with the construction of 

locomotives and railway and onea locomotive engineer. Each mem- 

ber of this board shall receive $10 per day and Seon expenses during the 

time employed, which shall not exceed four months, and shall be furnished by 
shall e 


Cees of the Interior with a com t clerk and stenographer. The 
d xamine into the roadbed, bridges, trestlework, and superstructure 








of said railways, the stations, turn-outs, side tracks, and other leased property, 
together with all additional property used in the transaction of the business 
of the lessee on the leased railway lines, and shall report in writing to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior the condition of said railway lines, whether they are in 
proper order for the safe and speedy transmission of mails, freight, and passen- 
gers, and whether the lessee provides al! proper facilities and maintains and 
operates said lines as first-class railways. 

Sec. 12, That the lessee of said road shall report annually to the Secretary 
of the Interior, within thirty days after the Ist day of July of each year, theen- 
tire business conducted on said leased lines, giving in said report the rates for 
the transportation of freight and passengers from all points or stations on the 
lines or any connecting roads to the terminals, all traffic arrangements made 
with connecting lines, a specific statement of receipts and expenditures, showing 
the net receipts, and such other information as the Secretary may require 

Sec. 13. That whenever the annual report required by section 12 of this act 
shall disclose the fact that the net receipts of said road, after the payment of the 
rental, are in excess of the sum paid as rental, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
direct the lessee to lower the rates upon all farm and mining products to such 
an extent that the net receipts shall be lowered to the amount paid as rental, 

Sec. 14, That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with thisact are hereby re- 
pealed and this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, standing here in this Chamber 
in and around which so many memories cluster; standing in the pres- 
ence of the Senators of this great Government—men who, for weal or 
for woe, control the destinies of this nation; a stranger representative 
from an infant State, standing not only in your presence but in the 
presence of 60,000,000 weary, patient, and forbearing people, I am 
deeply impressed with the magnitude of the task I assume. 

By introducing this bill, which may not be perfect in its provisions, 
but yet embodies the ideas which I desire to bring before Congress, I 
understand that I antagonize the interests of those high in place—the 
interests of those gentlemen who, standing upon the shores of the At- 
lantic or sitting in their sumptuously appointed offices in New York 
and Boston, dictate the financial policy not only of the Pacific States, 
butof this nation; levy tribute upon every miner whodelves within the 
bowels of the earth; upon every ill-clad and poorly housed farmer who, 
with weary step from early morn till night, follows his plow; upon 
the meager earnings of every mechanic and artisan in the land. I do 
not crave the hostility of these gentlemen whom I antagonize; I would 
prefer their friendship; but, Mr. President, while I know they may 
and probably will injure me politically and damage me financially, I 
owe a duty to the people of the United States which is over and above 
personal considerations, and I am impelled by that duty to urge upon 
the Senate and Congress some action looking to the relief of a long- 
suffering people. 

For more than half a century the voices of patriots, whose names a 
grateful country will ever hold in reverential remembrance, were raised 
in this Chamber in notes of warning, while link after link was being 
forged to the chain which finally held in bondage four million people. 
Deprecating hands and voices were raised in admonition to silence the 
temerity of those godlike humanitarians, lest some senatorial courtesy 
should be violated, lest the property rights of some individual should 
be disturbed. Year after year, session after session, Senators sat in this 
Chamber and allowed the slimy cobra of slavery to extend its fatal 
coils over one State after another of this fair Republic until fifteen of 
the sisterhood made the very name of freedom and liberty in these 
United States a scoff and ashame in every quarter of the civilized globe. 

Senators sat here then as now, with kind hearts and generous im- 
pulses, not one of whom would not have grieved at sight of cabin 
homes made desolate, of husbands and wives separated, of infants torn 
from mothers’ arms, yet for the sake of harmony in Congress, of peace 
in the nation, this great wrong was unchecked for years, until its sup- 
pression cost nearly a million of the noblest and bravest fathers, sons, 
and brothers in the land, untold millions of treasure, and rivers of 
tears. It matters not under which flag those brave men fought and fell, 
they were our brothers still, and the responsibility of their lost lives 
rests with those, many of whom are now gone, who then sat at these 
desks or stood on this floor and electrified this Chamber and these gal- 
leries, ay, the civilized world, with their eloquence, yet neglected to 
face the responsibility which came to them until nothing in the wisdom 
of Providence would undo the great wrong, which was of their doing, 
but the effusion of blood. 

In our national cemeteries are thousands of humble stones, upon many 

of which the chisel has wroughtasimple, touching word, ‘‘ Unknown’’ 
a word which to-day brings a tear to the eye and a pang to the heart 
of every American citizen. These stones mark the spot beneath which 
may rest the ashes of your brother, your classmate, or mine; thousands 
of these silent monitors send up their mute appeal to us, imploring us, 
as we cherish their memory, as we cherish human rights, to be true to 
ourselves and succeeding generations by protecting the rights and lib- 
erties of every citizen, no matterhow humble. The scene has changed. 
The garments dyed in blood have passed away, and we are permitted 
to enjoy the boon of treedom and prosperity which was purchased at 
such a tremendous sacrifice. But, Mr. President, we must not forget 
the lesson of the past. We must not lose sight of the beacon light of 
history, which warns us that ever since governments were organized 
there has been a continual effort on the part of one class of individuals 
to enslave the other. 

The right to sell the daughter from her parents, the wife from her 
husband, nolongerexists; but there isanother species of bondage, under 
which the master does not feed and clothe his servants, but rather de- 
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prives them of food and raiment. Mr. President, I refer tothe bondage 
of those colossal railroad corporations and trusts that are sapping the 
lifeblood from every industry from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Under 
the old régime of slavery the strong arm of the nation was invoked, 
and the poor, fleeing fugitive was hunted down and returned to the 
lash; under the new régime the vaults of the national Treasury have 
been opened and the tribute of honest, trusting toil has been diverted 
to forge the chains that are soon to make us a nation of slaves, 

When this Government made the first appropriation to a transconti- 
uental road it found itself confronted by aserious dilemma: its Capital 
cut off by bristling cannon from itsSouthern coast, by treeless deserts 
and mountain wastes from the Pacific. It was, under the circum- 
stances, deemed expedient by loyal men and members of Congress to 
render aid in certain forms to construct the Union and Central Pacific 
roads, The history of the rise and progress of the Far West during 
the past twenty years is a monument to the wisdom of those men who 
indorsed that legislation, profuse in liberality though it was. It was 
thought by members of Congress and the President that the bills mak- 
ing these grants were sufficiently guarded to protect every right of the 
companies and the people. And so they were, as evidenced by the act 
of March 3, 1873. These franchises were givea to comparatively poor 
men; and judging by the bill which is now before Congress, asking an 
extension of time in which to pay their just debt to the Government, 
they are poor yet. 

Mr. President, if you should conclude to take a trip to San Fran- 
cisco, as I take the liberty of advising you to do after Congress ad- 
journs in March, you will arrive at the Oakland pier early in the morn, 
and stepping aboard the powerful ferryboat you will soon be out on 
the harbor, where the morning breeze will bear to your delighted nos- 
trils the fragrance of orange blossoms from the orchards in the south. 
As you stand in rapture and in awe admiring the beautiful panorama 
which is passing before you your gaze will be attracted to the oriental 
magnificence and splendor of the effect of the rising sun upon the 
abodes of humble but virtuous poverty on ‘‘ Knob Hill.’’ It will re- 
pay you, Mr. President, later in the day to take a closer look at those 
modest residences. There you will see the effect of careful investment 
of Government funds; you will admire the beautiful granite brought 
from the banks and braes of bonnie Scotland, the lovely marble from 
the quarries of Italy. You will return to your hotel, Mr. President, 
impressed with the majesty of poverty, and perhaps wish that you, too, 
were poor, 

Let us examine into the real financial condition of these gentlemen 
who come here and ask Congress to extend further benefits to them, 
and, with an unblushing impudence unparalleled in the history of this 
nation, set up the plea of poverty as a justification of this claim. Go 
visit the shores of the Pacific or the watering places of the Atlantic, 
inquire who are the owners of the more than regal palaces you see 
there, and you will be told some one of the poor fellows who are part- 
ners with the United States Government and ownersin the Union and 
Central Pacific roads; while every wave that whispers to its fellows, 
or, langhing, flings its spray high up on rocky clifis, will seem to whis- 
per to you of the forbearance and gullibility of the American people. 

We will first make a brief analysis of the Union Pacific and its aux- 
iliary companies. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Actual cost of constructing the road from Omaha to Ogden.............. $50, 720, 958 


First-mortgage bonds of the company issued ...........cc00. ce ccccesereeeeeeee 5 
Sold at a discount of 


Aahwal enala TOaRIGOE, , cccrcnecescreme cranes siscsnetieemetinuiin 
"27, 236, 512 
91,349 








Amount of Government bonds we en to the PNT 
Sold at @ Giscount Of.......60......cc0e see sesnnerees a ene 
Actual cash received.. penecen eouconststeaginiadedybansee sertevecdbensasmeusents. An 
Cash received on first mortgage. cvveeere cuegnennnse sebetbentbepeeeeesensse<equacién woeee 





145, 163 
23,718, 608 


: 50, 863, 771 
Actual cont Of BORE ocr ererse snsccecoeessens coveinentinseetpencedunnen sesheensiilibinteesecasiivchiil anna 


Amount realized from sales of first mortgage and Government bonds 
over and above the actual cost of the road 


142, 813 


Amountofsecurities taken by the contractors (Credit Mobilier of Amer- 
ica, another name for the directors and stockholders of the Union Pacific) 
other than the first mortgages and Government bonds are as follows: 
Stock 
Land grant-bonds ... 
Income bonds 





Add surplus from sale of first and Government bonds ..................008 


Datel ...csczisinibecsmnninsnossipl elecahibdsboensens ulm gasesnspoorssiiachonalaess salah an 


Total profit tocontractors, the Credit Mobilier of America, or, in other 
words, the directors and stockholders of the Union Pacific, $56,907,813. 
The statute required the capital stock, $36,765,000, to be paid for in 
money at par. It has, in fact, been paid at not exceeding 30 cents on 
the dollars in road making; the actual amount in cash paid in was 
$218,000. 


= 


In 1880 and 1881 there was an issue of stock to the amount of $24,- 
000,000, expressly prohibited by the act of March 3, 1873. 

The amount of dividends paid on all the fraudulently issued stock 
from 1875 to 1884 was $28,650,770. 

The amount of interest paid on the income bonds during their life— 
ten years; they were ten-year bonds, bearing 10 per cent. interest—was 
$10,000,000. 

When these bonds became due there were issued $15,000,000 of sink- 
ing fund 8 per cent. bonds. The income bonds were taken up by this 
issue. 

The sinking-fund bonds are still in existence. 

The amount of interest paid on them from date of issue to present 
time, $11,000,000. 

The amount of interest paid on the land-grant bonds from time of 
issue to date out of the earnings of the Union Pacific, $11,000,000. 

RECAPITULATION,. 

Amount of money paid from the earnings of the road upon fraudu- 

lently issued stock and bonds: 


ST aici sinntinintneeiniecectiiesvirncan cnsncotnensenindinnitemennepelis $28, 650, 77! 


Interest on income bonds.. 10, 000, 000 
Interest on sinking funds.. 11, 000, 000 
OU NI an ncaweletanilite Aebobniotabbanetne 11, 000, 000 





60), 650, 770 





Paid to pools... 4, 000, 000 
Rebates and OVerChArges.......-.ccccccccoceeecececccvecceocececcecceceseccceesentrererenne 11,577, 000 
Amount paid to branch lines... 2, 500, 000 
Amount paid to Pacific Mail Steamship. Company... 1, 806, 000 

80, 533, 770 


Aside from this enormous amount, there was paid out at least $10,- 
000,000 to attorneys, lobbyists, and other persons for the purpose of 
affecting legislation, national, State, and Territorial. 
Aggregate amount paid out of the earnings of the Union 

Pacific upon frauduleutly issued stock and bonds and 

SD icon ae Sasi Ey bw alesensed Seance 
Add to this the amount the Union Pacific had to pay over 

and above theactual cost of construction .._--...--.-- 


acih aie AA dl adie ee Deeeag eid $90,533,770 
56,765,000 


a ee em | Ay 


Seven-tenths of this amount was received by Jay Gould, Russell 
Sage, Sidney Dillon, F. Gordon Dexter, Elisha Atkins, Ezra H. Baker, 
John B. Alley, the late Benjamin E. Bates, the late John J. Cisco, the 
late Oliver Ames, whose interests are now represented by his son 
Frederick L. Ames; the late Oakes Ames, whose interests were left to 
his son Oliver Ames, a few months ago governor of Massachusetts. 

Three hundred and twenty-eight thousand shares out of a total of 
367,650 were held up to 1830 by Jay Gould, Russell Sage, Sidney Dil- 
lon, F. Gordon Dexter, Elisha Atkins, Ezra H. Baker, Frederick L. 
Ames, and Oliver Ames. After the above date Jay Gould resigned 
from the directorship, to help perpetrate, in connection with the above- 
named mep, the monstrous fraud of the consolidation of the Kansas 
and Denver Pacific roads with the Union Pacific, whereby a clean steal 
of $23,000,000 was consummated, and which necessitated the issue of 
$14,000,000 of new stock, and a year after (1881) $10,000,000 more, 
making $24,000,000 in all, which was in direct violation of the act of 
1873. 

When the consolidation took place Sidney Dillion was president of 
both the Union and Kansas Pacific roads and the tool of Jay Gould. 
In fact, most of the Union Pacific directors were in the same position 
and are to this day, they being directors in most of Gould’s enterprises. 
‘hey claimed that they were forced into the consolidation by Gould’s 
threats. Notwithstanding this claim they profited very largely by the 
steal. 

There is a great deal said about innocent holders of Union Pacific 
stock. There is not in law orequity oneinnocent holder. The stock- 
holders are responsible for the management, as they are the ones who 
keep it in power. The fact is, notwithstanding what the stock ledger 
may show, the large majority of the stock is held by the present 
directors of the road and a few of their friends, including members ot 
the Standard Oil ring, who always have from 70,000 to 130,000 shares 
of the stock, and who boast that they get about 13 per cent. dividends 
out of their manipulation ofthe stock in Wallstreet. They neverhave 
any of the stock transferred to themselves, but hold the certificates, 
which are in some one else’s name, and which are signed and ready to 
be delivered at a moment’s notice. The Union Pacific directors and 
the Standard Oil innocents are the widows and orphans so often spoken 
of by Mr. Adams and his friends, and the majority of the late commis- 
sion, Mr. Anderson and Mr. Littler. 


AUXILIARY COMPANIES OF THE Unton Paciric RAitway Company. 





ATCHISON, COLORADO AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Amount of stock oa ocpaubepaibatuserntvetgensatoe .. $1,526, 000 
Amount of bends issued... sth iciaieale anh ieeiectiatae dicen. <a 
Amount 6f stock owned by the Union INI Sonik deere caceccnethcic¥can 124, 400 
Amonant of bonds owned.............csesseeeceneneee amee ao wseseeeeee 208, 000 


The balance of stock and weniiea is vend by on Union Pacifie di- 
rectors and their friends. This is one of the best roads controlled by 
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the Union Pacific, yet the directors own $3,464,000 out of an issue of | 
$3,672,000, and $124,400 of stock out of an issue of $1,526,000. 

The directors are: Sidney Dillon, of New York; Oliver Ames, of 
Boston; Ezra H. Baker, of Boston; F. Gordon Dexter, of Boston; Fred- 
erick L. Ames, of Boston; Elisha Atkins, of Boston—all Credit Mobi- 
lier men and directors in Union Pacific. Charles F. Adams, of Boston; 
Henry McFarland, of Boston, treasurer Union Pacific; Oliver W. Mink, 
of Boston, comptroller Union Pacific; James G. Harris, of Boston, sec- 
retary Union Pacific; Charles F. Adams, late president. 


CENTRAL BRANCH UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 





Capital stock.. seeiiedaninuesdiigiinsantaneneitats sphhinns rcsars exes. GE OTe 
First-mortgage 6 percent. bonds.. sednlads .. 1,600,000 
Funded coupon bonds, 7 percent. nonce tnaeeduting Sanquesbewocumenconensteteesbenevees ; 630, 000 


The Union Pacific own of the siiaale issue of $1,000,000, $858,700, 
which cost $250 a share. 

The Union Pacific own none of the bonds which are owned by the 
Union Pacific directorsas individuals and their friends. The directorsin 
this road are the same as in the Atchison, Colorado and Pacific. 


MARYSVILLE AND BLUE VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 








a ae SO seeilineimmvaicaasbegveniness 128, 000 


The Union Pacific own $49,000 stock and $128,000 bonds. Neither 
bonds nor stock are of any value. 

ATCHISON, JEWELL COUNTY AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The Union Pacific do not own any stock or bonds in this company. 
The Union Pacific directors and their friends own it all. The direct- 
ors of the above road are Sidney Dillon, Oliver Ames, Ezra H. Baker, 
F. Gordon Dexter, Jay Gould, Fred. L. Ames, Elisha Atkins, Henry 
McFarland, Oliver W. Mink, James G. Harris, nearly all of whom are 
Union Pacific directors. 

UTAH EASTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The Union Pacific do not own any stock or bonds in this company. 

Mr. Charles F. Adams is president of it. 
NATIONAL LAND COMPANY. 

The Union Pacific own $125,000 out of $200,000 of the stock. The 

stock is of very little value. Charles F. Adams is president. 
BOZEMAN COAL COMPANY,OF MONTANA, 

The'Union Pacific own $96,000 of stock out of an issue of $150,000. 
The stock is of very little, if amy, value. Charles F. Adams is presi- 
dent and Elisha Atkins and Fred. Ames are in the direction. 

UNION ELEVATOR COMPANY,OF OMAHA, 

The Union Pacific road own no stock in this company, although it 
is mainly supported by the Union Pacific. 

Sidney Dillon is president, and Thomas L. Kimball, general man- 
ager of the Union Pacific, is one of the directors. 

NEVADA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The Union Pacificown $959, 500 out of an issue of $1,000,000 of stock 
and $250,000 of income bonds. 

Neither stock nor income bonds are of any value. There is an issue 
of $750,000 first-mortgage bonds, which belong entirely to the directors 
and their friends. Charles F. Adams, Sidney Dillon, and Frederick 
L. Ames are directors in this company. 


OMAHA AND REPUBLICAN VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY 


Capital stock, $956,900; the Union Pacific own $926,500; the Union 
Pacific own $2,255,000 of bonds. 


OMAHA, NIOBRARA AND BLACK HILLS RAILROAD COMPANY. 
a a stock .. dsaswas hue vaneiebaphbs causes chastSaseemgumeusseecooecccocs cececesorcees . $977,009 
Bonds. sscere seseee 977,000 
Both ‘stock and bonds a are e owned by Union Pacific, “which a are of little 
value. 


HASTINGS AND GRAND ISLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Capital stock .. palebenssuces. eaueseecietsee bdvsseerubes sccssseboussoenctoesecsssceneces GNU, GOO 
First-mortgage bonds... — secesceceseee 370, OOO 

The Union Pacifie ~ not own any rele or seals They are all 
owned by the Union Pacific directors and their friends. Charles F. 
Adams, Sidney Dillon, Fred. L. Ames, and Thomas L. Kimball are 
directors, the latter the general manager of the Union Pacific road. 
Sidney Dillon is president. 


OMAHA BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The Union Pacific own no stock or bonds in this road. 
PACIFIC EXPRESS COMPANY. 
Capital stock subscribed, $4,000,000. 
The Union Pacific own no stock in this company, although it is its 


principal supporter. Sidney Dillon is president. Jay Gould and 
Thomas L. Kimball are directors. 


BUENA VISTA LAND COMPANY. 
First-mortgage ‘bonds. puladibiauadiniencuipininabaeahebiniied sishdat 6, 100 


The Union Pacific o own no stock « or wr bonds i in this company. 
DENVER TRANSIT AND WAREHOUSE COMPANY. 


Capital stock, $50,000. The Union Pacific own none of the stock. 
This company is fostered by the railroad, however. 


ST. LOUIS AND M)SSISSIPPI VALLEY TRANSPORTATION COMPANY 
Capital stock, $1,88,200. The Union Pacific own no stock in this 
company, although it gets nearly all the business of this road 
UNION DEPOT COMPANY OF KANSAS CITY. 
First-mortgage bonds, $192,000. 
of this company. 


The Union Pacific own no bonds 
It owns $21,000 of stock 
DENVER, MARSHALL AND BOULDER RAILWAY COMPANY 
Capital stock, $1,000,000 
this company. 


The Union Pacific owns all the stock of 


SALINA AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 


Capital stock, $500,000. The Union Pacific own no stock in this 


company. Sidney Dillon and Jay Gould are directors in this road. 
ST, JOSEPH UNION DEPOT COMPANY 

NII si iniisics inning einen. ancitiontwe dentaniitbauiaiaion tenements . $500, 000 

First-mortgage United States curren Winaahe 150, 000 


The Union Pacific own no stock or bonds | in this company. 
UTAH AND NEVADA RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Capital stock, $555,860. The Union Pacitic owns $438,500 of this 
stock. 
COLORADO WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
Capital stock, $9,100. The Union Pacific own it all. 
GEORGETOWN, BRECKENRIDGE AND LEADVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY 
Capital stock, $2,700,000. The Union Pacific own none of this stock. 
Sidney Dillon, Charles F. Adams, Fred. L. Ames, Elisha Atkins, and 
F, Gordon Dexterare directors of this company, and are also directors 
of the Union Pacifie road. 
GREELEY, SALT LAKE AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Capiial stock, $3,000,000. The Union Pacific own $808,500 of stock 
and $808,000 hess in this company. 


COLORADO CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, OF COLORADO, 
Complend BOOB ic ccsneisecnesstesssceccce iteniainadease titineecesin ‘ - eseee $6, 230, 300 
First-mortgage gold bonds... .............00...00« povuuetimencbdquditbieiiientatan : 87, 000 


First-mortgage currency bonds. biomdaniesnabe ame 4, 701, 000 

The Union Pacific did own $4,697,000 of the currency y bonds. A great 

many of them have been sold to help pay offa floating debt of the Union 
Pacific road. The Union Pacific own $6,229,000 of the stock 
DENVER, SOUTHT PARK AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 


First-mortgage bonds, gold 


= Veter een eneneeeneeee ceeeesanseeessseeweneses $1, 800, 000 
Consolidated first-mortgage bonds, ‘gold . 


a 1, 489, 000 





The Union Pacific own $2,689,000 of the anil and $6,042,500 of 
stock. 

UNION COAL COMPANY, 

Capital stock, $500,000. The Union Pacific own $138,500 of this 
stock. The directors in thiscompany are Sidney Dillon, Elisha Atkins, 
F. Gordon Dexter, Ezra H. Baker, Fred. L. Ames, and Charles F. 
Adams, who are all Union Pacific directors also, and who own $361,500 
out of the $500,000. This company supplies coal to the Union Pacific 
road. . 

SOUTH PARK COAL COMPANY. 

Capital stock, $250,000. The Union Pacific road own none of the 
stock. The directors are Sidney Dillon, Elisha Atkins, Fred. L. Ames, 
F. Gordon Dexter, and Charles F. Adams, whoown all the stock. They 
are also directors in Union Pacific. This company furnish the road 
with coal. 

TOPEKA WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The Union Pacific do not own any bonds or stock of this road. 
MANHATTAN, ALMA AND BURLINGAME RAILWAY COMPANY 


Capital stock . iencendovednidenuee ae FF 
Fi rst-mortgage MINN on tac isrtn e e perasesctedeseco 678, 000 


The Union Pacific own $418, 650 of stock in this road; not a majority. 
Tt owns none of the bonds. F. Gordon Dexter, Sidney Dillon, Elisha 
Atkins, and Fred. L. Ames are difectors in this road. 

TOPEKA IRON COMPANY, 
Capital stock, $120,000. The Union Pacific own none of this stock. 


UTAH CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY 
Capital stocks cvcescscsecescese cooccvces 


ei ee . $4, 225 


First-mortgage bonds, gold ‘ lalate i eiittcan hie ial i 1,000, 000 
First mortgage of the U tah Southern. = dceinaeninteddhtdestenses manele 
Frst-mortgage bonds Utah Southern extension 1, 950, 000 


Ny Cd rirctnehs cineca enailidddiealanadintaciosd cucsseteeevectustenveccece . 4,900, 000 
| The Union Pacific own $98 2,000 of the extension bonds and $1, = 
900 of the $4,225,000 stock. Out of an issue of $4,900,000 of bonds, i 
will be observed that Union Pacific own only $982,000, Sidney Dil 
lon, Henry McFarland, and Fred. Ames, Union Pacific directors, are 
directors in this company. James M. Ham, assistant treasurer of the 
Union Pacific and private secretary of Sidney Dillon, is one of the trus- 





tees of the bonds issued by that company. 


OREGON SHORT-LINE RAILWAY COMPANY, 
Capital stock . EN ilincthiaisccéuenemincendoneunidgersenenseiuetedehatiacs . $14, 073, 600 
First- -mortgage ne si 14, 931, 000 
The Union Pacific did own $1, 321. 000 ) of the bende, but nearly all 
have been sold to help pay off the Union Pacific floating debt. The 
total issue of bonds is $14,931,000. The Union Pacific was made to 
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guaranty the interest on these bonds contrary to the act of 1873, be- 
cause the directors and their friends owned almost the whole issue. 
The Union Pacific own $8,015, 600 of stock, which is of very little value. 
The directors in this company are Sidney Dillon, Elisha Atkins, Fred. 
L. Ames, F. Gordon Dexter, and 8. R. Callaway, all of whom are 
in the Union Pacific road. This is the road to which the Union Pacific 
managers allow 2 cents a mile constructive mileage, and which does 
not earn the interest on its bonds, which has to be paid out of the earn- 
ings of the Union Pacific, because the Union Pacific directors and their 
friends are such large holders of the bonds. 
JUNCTION CITY AND FORT KEARNEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Capital stock issued siesneditbibditiadsaitasdiiecstititehnenedaiacemealaadindiaieeaie ST 
POR CRORED BEB crere cro rew-cpowasesermenssttae cxstescteterounealliarepe 970, 000 

The Union Pacific own no ) stock or bonds in this company. Charles 
F, Adams, Elisha Atkins, F. Gordon Dexter, and Fred. L. Ames are 
directors 

KANSAS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Capital stock savecuecsoveveceserses .sutsopeeceebeeiiammescunsnnpaie ; -- $1,348, 000 
Pee We icccossetesecureahtnnttantemnisentnnmanidaaiinnaels 1, 348, 000 

The Union Pacific own $1,162,000 bonds and $1,313,400 of stock in 
this company. 

LAWRENCE AND EMPORIA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Capital stock.........cs02«0- apdonacuneiensenensecescnens auseretessessquans. eoasoutennsnaantes $465, 000 
First-mortgage bonds.. - dtinecsoene “Gn, Gee 

The Union Pacific own all the ‘stock, but 1 none y of the bonds. The 
stock is of no value. Charles F. Adams, Elisha Atkins, F. Gordon 
Dexter, and Fred. L. Ames are directors in this company. 

SALINA AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Capital stock.. ques <oevecens capone eppesatpegbengeseseousesne puecenepeusstesseoteseunnepe $241, 700 
First- mortgage bonds. seep cecenqeipameenencsemsnaspetnesss nena “dian 540, 000 

The Union Pacific does not own a bond of this company, but does 
own $231,700 of stock. The same directors as in the preceding com- 
pany—the same old gang. 

SOLOMON RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Capital stock .. aavauneiahinienne eepiniiiarihelieietmemeniinnel . $1, 108, 850 
First-mortgage bonds.. shpeotint 20. eececsees 575, 000 

The Union P. acific ¢ own no ) stock or r bonds i in n this company. The di- 
rectors are Charles F. Adams, Elisha Atkins, Fred. L. Ames, and F. 
Gordon Dexter. 

ECHO AND PARK CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Capital stock ..... stapyaneenigvitieviasicgtmmaintiblisibiteesiiieiitniaas,. . ann 
First-mortgage bonds. Snubdenen eeneens *eopediiegn enooueunananeshagunebiiesbehs qusesieteneienten 480, 000 


The Union Pacific own all the bonds and stock of this company. 


UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
el Ce iacncensnecsesesninsncesntunienteattatndsetinbalemivennnensenimnnatniaaibaie $5, 543, 000 
First- -mortgage bonds......... omens «=O 543, 000 
The Union Pacific own . $4, 968, 000 of bends. ond $4, 816,000 of the 
stock. Jay Gould is one of the trustees under the mortgage, and so 
he was for the Kansas Pacific bondholders. 
MANHATTAN AND BLUE VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Capital stock $500,000. The Union Pacific own all the stock. 
LEAVENWORTH, TOPEKA*AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Capital stock 
Virst-mortgage bonds.. 


The Union Pac ific own $550,90 900 of f stock: own no wend 
NORTH PARK AND GRAND RIVER VALLEY RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 

The Union Pacific own no stock or bonds in this company. 

UNION ELEVATOR COMPANY, COUNCIL BLUFFS, 

Capital stock issued, $280,000. The Union Pacific own $46,700 of 

this stock. 
ST. JOSEPH BRIDGE BUILDING COMPANY. 

ee Ie conncencinnsciidinn neberumeinieeenen, deninaaiian dia mipvovemennesentpnnenatipesaanns $500, 000 
First-mortgage bonds, gold.. eaccmmeenmianlil pielibaicetensiat 781, 009 

The Union Pacific own no liane or headiod in n this ¢ company. Direct- 
ors: Elisha Atkins, Fred. L. Ames, Sidney Dillon, F. Gordon Dexter, 
E. H. Baker, Charles F. Adams, If the Union Pacific want any bridges 
built or repaired this company does it. The Union Pacific directors 
own the company. 


ST. JOSEPH AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 
Capital stock $000ceee see ceecce seccceces se esecses . et veecceces seve 
Bonds of all « lasses ote 


. $4, 100, 000 
a " — suvenbancest . 6,575,000 

The Union Pacific own none of ‘the alk or ath of this company. 
The directors of this company, which the Union Pacific own no secu- 
rities in, are: Sidney Dillon, Fred. L. Ames, Elisha Atkins, Ezra H. 
Baker, F. Gordon Dexter, Henry McFarland, and Charles F. Adams, 
all Union Pacifie directors. 

SALT LAKE AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY, OF UTAH. 
The Union Pacific own $1,080,000 in bonds of this company. 
THE COUNCIL BLUFFS STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Capital stock . ponsnveser 2 eee avoveccssemecsncenpepessccsens =, GND 
First-mortge Age bonds . 16, 000 


The Union P: acific ¢ own n $3,000 of bonds ond $45, 625 aheck, 
LOVELAND PASS MINING AND RAILROAD TUNNEL COMPANY. 


Capital stock........... puansantnnsitigatcisis wpilieinlpnuibteieniniatabeniinatiens $i, 800 
First-mortgage bonds, gold... 400; 000 


The Union Pacific own “all ‘the bonds ‘and ‘stock, which 2 are utterly 
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worthless. Sidney Dillon and Fred. Ames are of course directors in 
this company. 

LARAMIE, NORTH PARK AND PACIFIC RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

Capital stock, $600,000. The Union Pacific does not own any of 
this stock. The same old gang of directors. 

SALT LAKE AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY OF NEVADA. 
The Union Pacific own no stock or bonds in this company. 
KANSAS AND EASTERN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY. 

Capital stock $400,000. Some of the directors, James G. Harris, 
Ezra H. Baker, Oliver W. Mink, and Henry McFarland, are all officers 
of the Union Pacific. The Union Pacific own $230,000 of stock. 


8ST. JOSEPH AND GRAND ISLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 
OE ain csrmsenpnistenanansenceeinetnane 
First-mortgage bonds 
BOCOMG-EROTEAOS TOONS OWES..0.00 ccc 0c vcs cccrce coccccdecscncccsscsecens coccescceees 1, 680, 000 


The Union Pacific own $14,902,000 of bonds and $2,301,500 of stock 
of this company. 





COLORADO COAL COMPANY. 

Capital stock, $100,000, The Union Pacific own none of this stock, 
which is all owned by the directors of the road. The directors of this 
company are Sidney Dillon, James M. Ham, F. L. Ames, Elisha Atkins, 
and F. Gordon Dexter, all officers of the Union Pacific. 

DENVER AND BOULDER VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 





Capital stock .. nee $700, 000 
First- mortgage bonds.. we 550, 000 
The Union Pacific 0 own no stock or bonds in this company. 
GOLDEN, BOULDER AND CARIBOU RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Capital stock.. a ee ee Se 
First- -mortgage bonds .. veins pokes 60, 000 


‘The Union Pacific 0 own no o stock o or r bonds ix in this eompany. Direct- 
ors are Charles F. Adams, F. Gordon Dexter, and Ezra H. Baker— 
pretty familiar names. 

GRAY’S PEAK, SNAKE RIVER AND LEADVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY, 

Capital stock, $6,000. The Union Pacific own it all. It is of no 
value. The same directors as above. 

GREELEY, SALT LAKE AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, IN WYOMING, 

The Union Pacific own no stock in this road. 

MONTANA RAILWAY COMPANY. ‘ 

Capital stock $600,000. The Union Pacific own all this stock, which 
is of no value. 

UNION DEPOT AND RAILROAD COMPANY, OF DENVER, COLO, 
een el BER, cricnsicmacnin eeet iene ecveaaiamanmnemoinmep mines $400, 000 
First-mortgage bonds .. woes pennesuqrune 300, 000 

The Union Pacifico ownno stock o or r bonds of this. company. The Union 
Pacific own $48,000,000 par value of stock in different companies, which 
is worth in cash about $7,000,000, It owns bonds to the amount of 
$24,000,000 par value, which are worth in cash about $10,000,000. 

Mr. President, owing to the length of time I have already occupied, 
I will not detain the Senate by entering into an elaborate statement of 
the affairs of the Central Pacific road. I will merely give a brief sy- 
nopsis relating to its construction. The length of said road and branches 
consists of 1,339 miles, and cost originally $58,301,831.85. There was 
paid for its construction to the Contract and Finance Company, the 
Western Development Company, and the Pacific Improvement Com- 
pany, in bonds $18,713,000, in stock $60,585,810, in cash $41,573,719, 
making a total of $120, 872,529, from which’ deduct the actual cost of 
construction as stated, $58,301,831, leaving a net profit of $62,570,698. 

A company chartered by the State of Kentucky in 1885, and called 
‘* The Southern Pacific Gompany of Kentucky,’’ leased the Southern 
Pacific Railroad and the Central Pacific Railroad for a term of ninety- 
nine years. By the terms of the lease the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company leased to the said Southern Pacific Company for the term of 
ninety-nine years, from the 1st of April, 1885, the whole of the Central 
Pacific Railroad situated in the Territory of Utah and States of Ne- 
vada and California, together with all its franchises, steamboats, and 
other property, and also assigned to the said Southern Pacific Company 
of Kentucky all the leases which it held of railroads and other prop- 
erty situated in theState of California lyingand being north of Goshen. 
Allthe roads south of Goshen were leased toand controlled by the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, and that company was in like manner 
leased to the Southern Pacific Company of Kentucky. 

The amount agreed to be paid by the Southern Pacific Company of 
Kentucky to the Central Pacific Railway Company is a minimum rental 
of $1,200,000, with a provision that if the actual earnings of the Central 
Pacific Railroad properties, branches, and leased lines north of Goshen 
shall exceed $1,200,000, then the rental is to be made equal to such ex- 
cess up to the sum-of $3,600,000. The Southern Pacific Company of 
Kentucky is to a very large degree controlled by those who are diréct- 
ors in the Central Pacific Railroad Company, and who absolutely con- 
trol its affairs and voted forall the contracts awarded to Charles Crocker 
& Co., agother name for the contracting companies. These men re- 
ceived nine-tenths of all the stock, bonds, and cash. 

During the years which have intervened since the enactment of the 
law makingegrants to the Union and Central Pacific roads, many Gov- 
ernment directors, I think nearly one hundred, have been appointed 
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under the provisions of that act. It is strange, Mr. President, that 
during al) that time, amony all those gentlemen who represented the 
interests of this Government, there has been round but one who, like 
Arnold Winkelried of old, ‘‘ made way for liberty and died,’’ one who 
in generations to come will be respected and esteemed by every indi- 
vidual in this nation who has the good of his country at heart. Fathers 
by their firesides in the farmhouse will relate his virtues to their sons; 


a gratetul people, I predict, will some day erect a monument to his 


memory. Mr. President, I refer to Hon. C. H. Snow, a former Gov- 
ernment director of the Union Pacific Railroad, and in recognition of 
his bravery and honesty of purpose I desire to submit as part of my 
remarks the brief report which he rendered to the Government on 
March 5, 1869: 


To the President: 

Having on the 9th day of January, 1869, been appointed a Government di- 
rector of the Union Pacific Railroad, I deemed it necessary and was requesied 
by the President atthe earliest practicable day tomake myself acquainted with 
the condition and management of the line of that road. 

I therefore proceeded to Omaha and instituted a careful possonel examina- 
tion, which I prosecuted not only to the end of the line as far as cars are run- 
ning, but several miles beyond, 

I now have the honor to submit a partialand preliminary reportas to the lo- 
cation, construction, and condition of the road as I found it, 

Under the act creating this company, they are required, before they can re- 
ceive any of the subsidies granted, to complete so many consecutive miles of a 
road, “supplied with all necessary drains, culverts, viaducts, crossings, sidings, 
bridges, turnouts, watering places, depots, equipments, furniture, and all other 
appurtenances of a first-class railroad,” : war 

his provision of the statute, not being deemed sufficiently definite to secure 
a uniform standard, to which the Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches 
and the Central Pacific Railroad Company should conform in the construction 
of their respective roads, the Secretary of the Interior directed,on the Ist day 
of February, 1866, that a board, consisting of three Government directors, com- 
missioners, and engineers, should convene in Washington and fix such stand- 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 5, 1869. 


ard. 

On the 24th day of February, 1866, this board, through its chairman, Lieut. Col. 
J.H. Simpson, of the United States engineers, submitted a report, which the Sec- 
retary of the Interior on the same day approved, directing ‘that said report be 
used by the directors and commissioners as a guide for their action in directing 
or accepting the work.”’ 

The members of this board were evidently (and perhaps properly) animated 
by a feeling of liberality toward the Union Pacific Railroad Company, and state 
that “ the importance and public desires for accelerated movement have been 
fully appreciated, and the board earnestly desires to favor and foster the energy 
and fidelity which now seem to animate those engaged in the construction.” 

This feeling so far controlled their action that a rovide that ‘‘temporary 
trestles may be adopted, upon assurances, to the satisfaction of the commission- 
ers, that stone abutments will be substituted immediately after the line shall 
be opened, so that stone can be transported thereon.”’ 

Considering the munificent manner in which this road has been endowed by 
the Government, it may be questionable here how far, if at all, the compan 
should be excused from the performance of their agreement to construct a 
a road as was contemplated by the act. 

It is still more questionable whether any departure from their contract should 
be excused on the ‘“‘assurances"’ of the temporary managers of a corporation, 
every member of which may be changed in a day. 

But the directions of the Secretary of the Interior in the premises are bind- 
ing on me asa director and I am not disposed to criticise them. Two impor- 
tant reports have recently been made in respect to the condition of the Union 
Pacific Railroad—one by the Hon. Jesse L. Williams, of Indiana, to the Secretary 
of the Interior, dated August 15, 1868, and one by Special Commissioners Barnes, 
Bates, and Blinkensderfer to the President, of still later date. 

It appears by both these reports not only that the company have not con- 
structed a “ first-class railroad,”’ but they have in many things utterly disre- 
ed the specifications prescribed by the board hereinbefore mentioned. 

It is not necessary here to reiterate the complaints made by Mr. Williams as 
to the chagacter of the work done and being done on the road. His observa- 
tions were made in company with the president of the road, and a kindly spirit 
pervades his report. From this I have been led to hope that his valuable sug- 
gestions of improvements in construction would have been regarded and acted 
upon; but I found that this had been done only toavery limited extent. 

One case will furnish an example. He stated that Dale Creek, on the western 
-_ of the Black Hills, running in a granite gorge 120 feet deep and 600 feet 
wide at grade line, was crossed by a pine-timber trestle bridge of 40-foot spans, 
and complained that it was exposed to decay, and especially to fire. 

The remedy applied has been to lay a floor upon the bridge and paint it with 
fire-proof paint. Mr. Williams suggested that ‘‘ when the bridge shal! decay, 
permanence should be given either by filling the gorge with earth and rock, 
or by an iron bridge resting on stone piers.”’ 

It strikes me that waiting for the bridge to decay would be rather hazardous. 
Itsdecay might, and perhaps will, be discovered by its giving way under a train. 

But it is so fixed now that the unsuspecting passengers will nvt see their dan- 
ger, nor know that the yawning chasm, granite bottomed, into which they are 
plunging is 120 feet deep. 

The gist of the report of the three special commissioners, eaca and all of whom 
were eminently qualified to judge of the work, is contained in that part of it 
which contains an estimate of what it will cost to make the first 90 miles of the 
road west of Omaha such a road as was contemplated by the act of Congress. 
The amount necessary to do this they estimate at $6,489,550. And this, it must 
be remembered, is for completing a portion of the road which had been accepted 
as completed and paid for the Government. 

As the time at my command was limited, I deemed it better to give my more 
especial attention to that portion ot the road which had not been examined 
since the track was laid either by Mr. Williams or by the special commission- 
ers. This portion commenced about 920 miles west of Omaha and extended a 
distance of 1,000 miles west of Omaha. 

One matter which struck me at the very mane which seems to have es- 
caped the attention of the gentlemen who have heretofore reported upon the 
road, is worthy remark, namely, the grade between Omaha and Elkhorn, 

On the 12th of May, 1865, the president of the Union Pacific Railroad ad- 
dressed a communication to the President of the United States, asking his ap- 
proval of a change in the line as located between these two points. The pro- 

nge would lengthen the road 9 miles in a distance of 23,and increase 
the subsidies $144,000 in money and 180 sections of land. The principal reason 
assigned for it, however, was that it would reduce the grade. 

By the line as located the maximum grade would be 66 feet westwardly and 
79.2 eastwardiy, while by the proposed line it would be but 30 feet each way. 
After considerable ce, examination, and assurances upon the 
of the company the change was, on the 23d day of September, 1865, approved by 
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the President, upon the express condition {hat the company should make the 
new line with “‘ grades ascending westward and eastward of 30 feet to the mile 
as they panes " It is nearly four years since this was done,and yet I find 
the grade for 4 miles out of Omaha to be about 90 feet to the mile. There are 
still assurances, however, that this will be remedied. 

Now, with an occasional remark in regard to that part of the road examined 
by the special commissioners, I will proceed with such report as | am now pre- 
pared to make, 


LOCATION 

The location of a railroad line is perhaps the most important point to be con- 
sidered, Heavy grades and sharp curvatives, as also any departure from a 
straight line, should be avoided as much as the topography of the country 
through which it passes will permit 

In the case of the Union Pacific Railroad—a road intended for a national thor- 
oughfare, and to which the nation has been so liberal—this rule applies with 
double force. 

The country through which this road passes furnishes a natural roadbed which 
admits of no excuse for excessive grades and curves; and while the line is gen- 
erally well located, there are yet many instances when a straight line has been 
departed from without cause, and where the grades are heavier and the curves 
sharper than necessity requires. Between Omaha and Cheyenne there are a 


number of sharp curves, where the dificulties to be overcome in avoiding them 
would have been overcome by any first-class railroad in the country, They save 
labor, however, and lengthen the line 

Between Hazard Station and Granite Caiion the location of the line for about 
10 miles was changed, after, itis said, an expenditure of over $200,000 in grading, 
in order toavoid a grade of 100 feet to the niile. 

As the line is now located there isa maximum grade of 90 feet, with many 
sharp curves, one of which is a 7° curve, thus rendering the hauling of trains 
difficult and the wear of machinery greater than if the original location had 
been adhered to. The 100-foot grade might have been avoided, leaving the 
line as it was, at an inconsiderable increase in the cost of construction, which 
would have shortened the line and reduced the cost to the Government. 

From Rawling'’s Springs to Wahsatch the location of the road is generally good, 
But there area number of curves, many of them quite sharp, and reverse curves 
which are clearly unnecessary, One mile east of Evanston Station I observed an 
eight-degree curve reversed on asix-degree curve, with nostraight line interven- 
ing, on an embankment 20 feet high, and near the same placea reverse curve of 
eight degrees on a 16-foot embankment. These curves are not necessary, and 
could not be found on any first-class railroad, And when we consider that they 
are built of straight rails upon embankments of frozen alkaliclods withoutany 
ballastthe danger of passing over them seems absolutely startling 

Ifthe parties who managed the construction of the road had had the same 
interest which the Government and the people have in a direct and short line 
across the continent surely many of these curves would have been avoided 

From Wahsatch to Echo the location of the road is radically wrong. For 18 
miles it runs along the bottom of Echo Cajion,and the grade is so low that, ac- 
cording to the statements of Brigham Young and others well acquainted with 
the country, the track will be underthe water three or four months in the year 
This is the cafion across the mouth of which during the Mormon war Brigham 
Young built a dam, rendering it impassable. 

This location might be made safe by riprapping and extra sluices, but this 
would necessitate a large annual expenditure to keep it up, and it would be 
cheaper to abandon this track now than to undertake to adhere to it. 

It would have cost less to construct the road on a good location than it has 
cost where itis. From Echo on,as far as my examination extended, the loca 
tion is as good and the alignment and grades as easy as the character of the 
country will admit, 

ROADRED. 


A considerable portion of the country through which the road passes fur- 
nishes a natural roadbed, but in many instances the grade is too low andshould 
be raised. 

The embankments and excavations are generally too narrow. ‘Vhere cut 
tings are light the embankments are often less in width than the length of the 
ties,and without the proper slopes. The narrow cuttings will be a fruitful 
source of landslides, or where through rock the track is equally liable to be 
obstructed by falling rocks. From Bryan to Echo, with the exception of about 
10 miles, the track is laid on an alkali clay, which is liable to wash away. 

Until this is ballasted it will be decidedly unsafe to run trains over it at any 
rate of speed. From Bryan to Wahsatch the track is from 1to6 feet below grade, 
and is laid on frozen clods without ballast, Of course this can not be considered 
a permanent roadbed, notwithstanding it has been accepted and paid for as 
“ first class," 

On the subject of drains and culverts Mr. Williams animadverted to some ex- 
tent and suggested some important improvements. His suggestions in this 
behalf have not been followed. There are drains where there ought to be cul 
verts, and fillings where there ought to be drains. 

For 1,000 miles west from Omaha there are two arched culverts, and only two 
On the 13th of February instant, between Shell Creek and North Bend, the track 
and embankment for about 400 feet were washed away for want of sufficient 
drainage: A freight train drawn by engine No. 126 (which had been but two 
months on the road) ran into the chasm, completely wrecking the engine and 
several cars, A passenger train might have met the same fate. 

CROSS-TIES AND RAILS, 

These matters, owing to want of time, must be reserved for a subsequent re- 
port, 

TRACKLAYING. 

This matter, for the same reason, must be postponed as to its main features. 
I must now confine my remarks to the terms of the contract for laying the track 
and to one peculiarity in regard to the manner of laying the last 100 miles 

The track is laid under a contract with Casement Brothers, in which it is said 
at least two persons connected with the management of the road have an inter- 
est. 

The price paid is $800 per mile when not over 2 miles per day are laid; if over 2 
miles the price is $1,200. When detentions occur by reason of the roadbed not 
being ready, the constructors receive $3,000 per day for such detentions. 

I understand that these detentions are not infrequent when less than 2 or 3 
miles of roadbed are ready. The peculiarity as to the last 100 miles accepted 
is that the rails are laid without reference to whether or not the joints come 
upon ties, They arelaid with what is called the fish joint, which consists of two 
wrought-iron plates 20 inches long, 24 inches wide, and five-cighths of aninch 
thick, made to fit the rail, to which it is bolted with j-inch bolts. Whena joint 
does notcome on a tie the end of the rail is supported only by these bolts. Such 
a track may do for a short time, but I have no knowledge of any other road, “‘first- 
class" or otherwise, that has adopted this plan of laying a track, It has but 
one advantage, and that one may answer all the purposes of the managers of 
the road, which is that more track can be laid in a day than if the joints were 
required to be placed on the ties, 


BALLASTING. 


As to this, I have only time to say there is little or none on the road 
The subject of machine-shops, roundhouses, equipment, and station buildings 
must be reserved for a subsequent report. 
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WATER-TANKS AND WINDMILIS. 


In regard tothese subjects I can now only very briefly make a partial report. 
The water-tanks are at convenient distances, and are nearly all provided with 
windmills, furnished by the Maynard Windmill Company, with which to 


sump water 
: if the company had any way of regulating the wind, these things would be 
both economical and useful. As it is, however, whatever may be said in favor 
of their economy, they certainly do not possess utility. When there is no wind 
they do not work; and when there isany wind in that country there is too much 
for these mills, Their machinery is thrown out of gear and they will not pump. 

Ina few instances stationary engines have been substituted for the wind- 
mills, and at Bryan there are thirty-six men employed at $3 per day each to 
work the windmi!!. Yet these mills are still being erected, a circumstance ac- 


counted for by some bad people, who assert that the Maynard Windmill Com- 
pany is composed of the managers of the road. 
BRIDGES. 
Iam compelled for want of time to postpone this very important subject un- 


tila subsequent report 
FROM WAHSATCH TO ECHO. 


The djstance between these points is 28 miles, and this isa portion of the line 
accepted, and upon which bonds were issued, as I am informed, during my ab- 
sence. ! advised the President by telegraph from Rawling’s Springs on the Ist 
of February, and also by letter from Echo of the 3d of February, that the work 
was not completed on this portion of the road, 

The facts are these: Within a short distance of Wahsatch it was necessary to 
tunnel 770 feet. As this would require some time, the company, asa temporary 
expedient, built a road around the tunnel, which connects with the proposed 
permanent road 10 miles from its point of departure, although the temporary 
track is much longer than this and very heavy grades. This was the condition 
of the road when examined and accepted by the Government commissioners, 
and it is ite condition yet. 

Ten miles of road not even graded, and without a rail on it,and a tunnel not 
yet completed, have been accepted as a “first-class” railroad, and the Govern- 
ment subsidy has been paid upon this acceptance. In justice to the commis- 
sioners I will say that I am informed they were taken round this portion of the 
road, both ways, in the night, on the temporary track. 

This is probably not the best way to examine a railroad in order to ascertain 
whether or not it is a first-class road, but that this was the manner in which it 
was done may not have been a matier of choice withthe commissioners. Iam 
informed that one of them did not willingly sign the report accepting this part 
of the road, but was eventually persuaded to do so. But no part of the road 
from Wahsatch to Echo is a “first-class railroad.” 

As before stated, the location is radically wrong, and must sooner or later be 
abandoned. On the 10 miles above alluded to there will be 3,000 feet temporary 
trestle work. Asstated before, it would have cost no more to build this portion of 
the road on agoodand permanent location by keeping to the left of Echo Caiion 
instead of running in its bed. This location must eventually be adopted. 

lapproach the subject of management of this road with great reluctance, 
partly because of its delicacy and partly because of its magnitude. But as the 
subject can not be treated of with delicacy and at the same time with truth, I 
must eschew the former for the sake of the latter. The fact is the road is not 
managed atall. Itis mismanaged altogether. It might be supposed that the 
managers of this company in selecting a person to superintend such a road— 
the longest line of road in the world— would have cast about them for a man 
of experience; a man who had not only been a railroad man, but a successful 
superintendent of railroads. 

The position is one of unparalleled difficulties in the history of railroading, 
and should be filled, and can be filled well, or even tolerably well, only by the 
most experienced and capable men to be found. The experience of the general 
superintendent as a railroad man before entering upon the duties of general 
superintendent of this the greatest of roads was all gained by selling tickets 
for a railroad in the interior of lowa. 

Is any further explanation necessary as to why this road is so fearfully mis- 
managed’? Only this, that be openly proclaims and acts upon the theory that 
there shall be no man employed upon the road who knows more about railroad- 
ing than he does! Commencing with superlative inefficiency and adopting a 
descending scale is surely not the best way to successfully manage a great line 
of railroad, and such a course will necessarily bring the management of a road 
to that point which this road has reached. 

The road is divided into four divisions, each of which is under the charge of a 
division superintendent, one of whom, I will state at the risk of causing his dis- 
missal,does know more about railroading than the general superintendent. 
These division superintendents operate their respective divisionsas though each 
was a separate road and each competing with the other. Instead of harmony 
in their operation there is jealousy ; instead of co-operation there is antagonism, 
They are not willing to assist each other; neither will they ask nor accept the 
assistance of the others, Jest the general superintendent should say (as he would) 
that he would have no division superintendent who could not take care of his 
own division under any and all circumstances. Better, they reason, that every- 
thing should go wrong or stand still than that the general superintendent should 
come to regard them as so far lacking in ability and energy asto require assist- 
ance; and from their standpoint they reason well. 

The same feeling pervades all the emgage of the road, Each is anxious to 
stand well with the general superintendent, and each is afraid that the others 
will outdo him in gaining the fayor of this great man. Jealousy among equals 
and tyranny on the part of superiors are universal. 

One incident, which occurred at Rawling’s Springs on the 13th of February, 
illustrates the chances of an employé who has a mind of his own holding his 
place. An engineer was directed to take out an engine, which he declined to 
do, stating that it would burst. He was dismissed. Another engineer was 
ordered to take out the engine, but gave the same answer and shared the same 
fate. A third engineer received the same order and obeyed it, Within half an 
hour the engine exploded, killing the engineer, fireman, and conductor. 

The effects of the mismanagement of the road are seen and felt everywhere 
in the rusty locomotives, in the engine-houses, In the dead locomotives (in- 
cluding about one-half of those owned by the company), in the trains aban- 
doned and forgotten, in the vexatious delays of freight shipped over the road. 
(There are instances where freight has been delayed on the road fortwo months 
or more, and in some cases it never was heard of after leaving Omaha.) The 
public who furnish the means to build the road are certainly entitled to a bet- 
ter management of it than they now have. 


CONTRACTS. 


It isa fact which no one doubts, and I believe no one denies, that the persons 
who have had the superintendence and management of the construction of the 
Union Pacific Railroad are the persons who have been, and are, the contractors 
for its construction, 

The “Credit Mobilier’ does the work and receives the money. And what is 
the ** Credit Mobilier?'’ To use the forcible language of Charles cis Adams, 
ir., in an article in the North American Review for January, 1869, “ It is but an- 
other name for the Pacific Railroad ring. The members of it are in Congress; 
they are trustees for the bondholders; they are directors; they are stockhold- 
ers; they are contractors; in Washington they vote the subsidies, in New York 
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they receive them, upon the plains they expend them, and in the ‘ Credit Mo- 
bilier’ they divide them. 

“* Ever-shifting characters, they are ever ubiquitous; they receive money into 
one hand as a corporation and pay it thto the other as a contractor. Humanly 
speaking, the whole thing seems to be a species of thimblerig, with the differ- 
ence from the ordinary arrangement that, whereas commonly ‘the little joker’ 
is never found under the thimble which may be turned up, in this case he is 
sure to be found, turn up which thimble you may. Under one name or another 
a rin = a few persons is struck at whatever point the Union Pacific is ap- 
proac , 

“As stockholders, they own the road; as mortgagees, they have a lien upon 
it; asdirectors, they contract for its construction ; and as members of the ‘ Credit 
Mobilier,’ they build it.’’ 

It will thus be seen that these partiesare not only deeply interested in getting 
all the money they can, but also in spending all they get, which circumstance 
will account for the immense cost of constructing the road, as reported by the 
com pany: Now, how does this operate on the interests of the Government, the 
stockholders, and the people? 

The Government delivers to these persons so much money, or bonds which 
are equivalent to money, per mile of the road constructed. They are not re- 
sponsible for the repayment of this money. A corporation of which they are 
members to-day, but may not be to-morrow. A corporation with problematic 
assets after these gentlemen get through with it eto paythebonds. What 
means the corporation will have with which to do this, after paying off prior 
liens, will be considered hereafter. And, besides, when the company and con- 
tractors are both interested in having a long road, while the Government and 
the people are both interested in having a short one, it is easy to imagine 
whether the road will be long or short if the whole matter is to be deter- 
mined by the uy and contractors. 

The interest of the stockholders has so far vanished already that it is scarcely 
worth considering, With the first-mortgage bonds, the Government second- 
mortgage bonds, the land-grant bonds, and the floating debt which these man- 
agers will leave behind them, the chances for the stockholders to realize any- 
thing from their investments are so remote that the science of mathematics is not 
equal to their calculation. The interests of the people are the same as those of 
the Government. They pay for the road. They are to be taxed forthirty years 
to pay the interest on these bonds, an amount exceeding the total (necessary) 
cost of the road. And at the end of the thirty years, when an insolvent corpo- 
ration refuses to pay the bond, the cy must be taxedto paythem. And what 
are they getting for this? A road built forthem? Not atall. They are get- 
ting a road built for the express purpose of securing the Government bounty— 
a road upon which their lives and property can not be safe. 

Aside from this matter of having the more important contracts under the 
control of the persons who are managing the railroad company there are nu- 
merous associations or ‘‘ rings,’’ organized for the purpose of conducting nearly 
all the business along the line, all of which associations are composed in whole 
or in part of these managers or of personsintheiremploy. The wholeconcern 
seems to be one vast machine, connected and consonant in all its parts; and 
the only condition upon which outsiders can procure the machine to run for 
their benefit is that they shall furnish the lubricating material. 

In this connection I will say that I encountered difficulties almost insurmount- 
able in attempting to gain information in rd to the details of the manage- 
ment of the road. Thereare no people residing along the line to whom I could 
apply, and hence I was compelled to make inquiries of persons in the employ 
of the company. These persons are almost universally dependent for their 
daily bread upon their wages. They can not afford to be dismissed, and they 
know that they would be if they made any statement detrimental to the inter- 
est of their employers, or to any of the innumerable “rings” with which the 
employés are connected. In a few instances where I gained information from 
these employés they had a fear, and openly expressed it, that they would lose 
their places if I used their names in connection with the information they gave. 

No one, however, can pass over the line, and observe what isgoing on, with- 
out feeling that all, and more than all, that has ever been charged against the 
management of the road is true. 

I will give a few instances where, although I did not obtain strict legal proof 
of mismanagement, I gained a firm conviction that what I heard was true and 
is susceptible of proof. 


Inthe contract with poe Young for — it was stipulated that the 
supplies for his employés should over the a free 


The amount of freight passing free over the line con ed to Brigham Young, 
an amount so largely in excess of what is for the use of his men, suggests mis- 
management, if nothing else. I observed that the flim of “ Magath & Co.”’ had 
extraordinary facilities for transporting freight over the road. They take all 
unconsigned freight from Omaha west. In many instances where bills of ladin 
had been signed by the company the goods have been delayed at Omaha an 
other places along the line until they were transferred to Magath & Co. The 
consequence is that merchants are compelled to consign their goods to this 


firm, and pay extra, and often excessive, rates in order to get them through. 
Complaints in rd to this matter have been made to the managers of the 
road, but no steps have been taken to apply a remedy. 


The fact thata brother of the ae superintendent is a member of the firm 
of Magath & Co. is, under the circumstances, a ve one. 

The contracts for fuel are much commented on. The contract price paid for 
wood, it is said, ranges from $10 to $14 per cord, where the article has been of- 
fered from $2 to $3 less. I have positive information that a responsible person 
offered to furnish all the wood needed west of Green River at $10.50 per cord. 
His bid was refused, and a contract entered into with other parties to furnish 
all the wood needed on that portion of the road, for eighteen months, at from 
$12 to $14 per cord; and the wood being furnished under this contract is scrub 
cedar and about 3 feet long. 

These contracts are made under the direction of the superintendent, and the 
explanations I heard of his course in the matter are so far from complimentary 
to him that I forbear to state them. 

Iam at a loss to understand why wood should be used at all. It will cost 
about three times as much for fuel to run an engine burning wood, at the price 
that wood can be in that country, as to run one burning coal! even at 
the price the company pays for coal, while if wood and coal were h obtained 
at current prices, the difference would be much greater. 

The W oming Coal Company, said to be a corporation chartered by the Legisla- 
ture of Nebraska, hada contract for furnishing all the coal needed on the entire 
line for fifteen years. By letter of 23d of February, delivered to the vice presi- 
dent ofthe Union Pacific Railroad Company on the next day, I asked for infor- 
mation in regard to several points, and also to be informed as to the terms of this 
contract. He declined to give the information “ for want of sufficient clerical 
force.” Iam informed, however, that coal can be furnished at a cost of 50 per 
cent. less than is now being paid, and as there is better coal, in larger quantities 
and nearer the road, I have no doubt my information is correct. 


©CO8T OF CONSTRUCTION OF THE ROAD, AND FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE COM 
PANY. 


What it cost to construct this road is a matter of interest to the Government 
and the people; but an inquiry into this matter without a comparison with what 
the cost might and have been is not of much importance. A thing is 
ordinarily supposed to be worth what it costs, but if it costs more than it should 
this rule will not apply. 
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It has naturally been the aim of the managers of this company not only to 
make their road cost as much as possible, but also to represent its costatas high 
figures as the facts will admit, and hence they have taken great painsto present 
the difficulties of constructing a road through that country in a very strong 

ht, and not a dry light either. 

e Rocky Mountains were long represented and regarded as an almost in- 
surmountable barrier to any road across the continent. This idea had so far 
possessed Congress that, when this company was chartered, the Government 
subsidy in money was made three times as large for the 150 miles across the 
Rocky Mountains as for 517 miles east of the mountains. Of course, these 
mountains are nota myth. There is rising ground there, and it rises to a con- 
siderable altitude. But on the line of this road it is only rising ground, and 
the track is laid on the top of it. The difficulties of building that part of the 
road were not much greater than in building any other part. 

From the report of the treasurer of the company we can get at what the road 
cost the company, but what it actually cost to build it is quite another thing, 
and must to a considerable extent be a matter of conjecture. A gentleman 
prominently connected with the building of the Atlantic and Great Western 
road, and who is perfectly familiar wie¢a the cost of that road (which was built 
in times of highest prices), asserts very positively that the road from Omaha to 
Cheyenne (516 miles), with which he was well acquainted, *‘ could not have cost 
to exceed $25,000 per mile equipped.’” From statements made to me by con- 
structing engineersand subcontractors engaged upon the work, I am satisfied 
that this part of the road, equipped, need not have cost over $30,000 per mile. 

I have the engineer’s final estimate and payment for one of the 

heaviest sections of 28 miles between Cheyenne and the 1,000-mile 

post,on which the actual cost per mile for grading, bridges, and 

II AS nina caniniushndvumnenanhiinsapers tebhablebaesueesehenesncheh eedbnedhsecnet sesess GROy ONE. OF 
If they put in 2,800 ties per mile at the contract price ($1.20) they will 

cost 
90 tons iron at, say, $150 per ton... 
Tracklaying and spikes............. anti Seen sini 
ce saneahinontel neangquenmiaishabeneinieunhaasies nancies Sochenpenlelaceicaaluabaniad . aaa 





Sn iatiiits aiehisliti nin caeeidinessherid asian aed aN euneeh radu ecanalinearansiditn eeebiaaiannnel 41, 941,01 


The necessary cost of building the road beyond the 517-mile post can not av- 
erage this amount per mile; but suppose it does, then we have these figures, 
ealculating for 1,100 miles: 


EE ee 
583 miles, at, say, $42,000 per mile....................+ wesseseeecseesececseeseesseseeeee 24, 486, 000 
BAA. .ccccsees: consse 39, 996, 000 


This, then, would be the value of the road and equipments when completed, 
if everything was new, but everything will not be new. Portions of the road 
will be worn out. Much of the rolling stock (at least 33 per cent. of it) will be 
used up. Even now but sixty-five engines out of one hundred and thirty on 
the road are serviceable. 

But, as a basis for calculating the financial condition of the company, we will 
take these figures as the value of the road when compleied for 1,100 miles. 


Liabilities of the company : 





United States bonds........ Sanit tides en scabepbiepethsdentisagineensshe, enced $29, 328, 000 
First-mortgage bonds.............06....0..csseeeeeeees 29, 328, 000 
Bills payable, loans, etc., January 1, 1869 13, 059, 847 

ee i sslecmenn Seiahitie 71, 715, 847 






- $39, 996, C00 


Stock paid, as is said .. 13, 243, 800 








53, 239, 800 








Excess of liabilities over assets..... ...........cccsesesesseceee cseeseseceeeses 18, 476, 047 

This calculation, of course, leaves out the lands. These figures are interest- 
ing to the people, as they show a debit of over $18,000,000 as assets to pay the 
United States bonds. 

But the lands? Are not 14,080,000 acres of land along this great thoroughfare 
of immense value? The company calculate them at $1.50 per acre, which is 
more thanthey are worth. But where will these landsbe in thirty years, when 
the bonds mature? Sold. And where will the money be? Spent. The phi- 
losophy of all this has been explained hereinbefore, when treating of contracts. 
The managers of the road represent that it will cost $82,445,012 for 1,100 miles. 
aoa are the contractors, their representations in this matter are perfectly re- 

able. 

CONCLUSION. 


Iam aware that this report will bring upon me the enmity of persons high 
in official positions—of persons controlling unlimited capital. I do not court 
thisenmity. I should like toavoidit. But I must do my duty. I have been, 
to some extent, charged with looking after the interests of the Government in 
this matter, and the interests of the Government are in this the interests of the 
people. As their representative, I have deemed it not only right and proper 
that I should criticise what is amiss in this matter, but that it was necessary to 
do so. I think that the Government, and through the Government the people, 
— nee as to all matters connected with this road which the people 

ve built. 

And if what I have herein stated should cause the managers of the road to 
work less for themselves and more for the people, if it should induce any re- 
form — there is room for much) in the managementof the road, I will be re- 
paid for any personal inconvenience which may result to me because of my 
preference for facts over gloss, for war (if it may be) over peace. 

I have in this report avoided the use of names and specific statements not 
from a want of them, but from a fear that I might weaken the truth by laying 
myself open to the charge of personal enmity. I/there should be any doubt of 
my statements, Iam prepared to furnish, to those who are entitled to receive, 
= — om facte, and proofs necessary to confirm all, and maybe more, than I 

ave s 

The interests of the country in this railroad have never been properly cared 
for. They have not been cared forat all. Nor can they be while the com- 
pany is organized as it is now. The Government, in order to protect its rights, 
must have a voice in the management of the company which can be heard. 

Of what avail is it to have five representatives of the Government in a board 
of eset? directors? And — when the interests of the Government out- 
weigh all other interests, shou d its voice in the management of the road be 
practically unheard ? 

There should be, andI earnestly recommend that there be, such additional 
ne as to give the Government power to protect its rights and the rights 
of the people. 

We have all been so rapt in admiration at the energy of this company in 
pushing forward this road that we have overlooked both the cause and the con- 
sequence of their great haste. 

To build a railroad faster than even Europe dreamt of building one is an 
achievement we would much rather praise than inquire into; so, without stop- 
ping to examine how the thing was done, we have contented ourselves with 
the fact that it was done. It is time we stopped to ask ‘Is it well done?” In 


a pamphlet recently issued by the company this question is asked, with the fol- 
lowing comment upon its importance : 

* This is a point of the highest importance 

“The unprecedented speed with which this road is being built is a matter of 
astonishment to every beholder; its solidity, permanence, and safety are ques- 
tions in which every financier, and indeed every American citizen, is directly 
interested. The large grants made by Government in aid of the Union Pacific 
Railroad make it so peculiarly a national work, that the finished road will be 
our national pride or humiliation, according to its character."’ 

Calling attention to the unavoidable incompleteness of this report, I have the 
honor to be, very respectfully, 

Cc. H. SNOW, 
Government Director Union Pacifie Railroad, 

This gentleman, who had the bravery to perform his duty as he recog- 
nized it under the law, was not reappointed to the position in which 
he did so much honor to the people. 

When the first donations were made to these transcontinental com- 
panies the Government was amply secured by a first mortgage upon 
the road which was constructed by the money it so liberally contrib 
uted. Not content with this, the directors and stockholders were anx- 
ious to have the first mortgage released, that they might remortgage 
the property to other parties and place the Government in the light of 
a second mortgagee. 

The history of this transaction constitutes one of the dark pages in 
the records of Washington lobbyists, If any Senator should so desire, 
he can ascertain that for the purpose of bringing to a successful con- 
clusion this corrupt legislation there was expended the vast sum of 
$591,253.21. Ifthe committee to whom this bill will be referred de- 
sire to inform themselves on this subject further, I will give the dates 
upon which these drafts were drawn, by whom drawn, and by whom 
paid. I will give them the names of the subcommittee to whom this 
perfidious account was referred by the directors of the road, and by 
them passed upon and by their recommendation charged to the ‘‘ex- 
pense account’’ of the Union Pacific Railroad. The people who are 
tributary to its line are expected to-day to pay such charges as will re- 
turn interest, not only upon the sums expended in the actual construc- 
tion of the road, but upon this $591,253.21 which was used in Wash- 
ington to bring about this enactment. 

Mr. President, there will come a time, and that, too, in the near fu- 
ture, when the workingmen, farmers, mechanics, and miners will tire 
of allegiance to political parties which only protect the interests of the 
rich. Already the mutterings of their indignation and discontent may 
be heard from the prairies of Kansas, from the wheatfields of Dakota 
and Minnesota, from the cornfields of Illinois, in fact, from every State 
in this Union. The stability of this Government depends upon the 
honesty and fairness of the masses of its citizens, and among what class 
of citizens will we go to find that honesty, that fairness upon which 
rest our present and future prosperity? Will we go to the tramp 
lodging houses of our great cities, will we go to the ward politicians, 
will we go to the gilded palaces of those who revel in the enjoyment 
of untold wealth, or will we rather go the farm and the workshop, the 
miner’s lonely cabin, high up on mountain side or deep in hidden gorge ? 

No Senator who cherishes the recollection of country schoolhouses, 
the memory of the fragrance of new-mown hay, of plantation white with 
cotton bolls, of manly laborer at forge, lathe, or bench, or who has ever 
been the fortunate recipient of the hearty hospitality of the rugged 
miner will hesitate to declare in whose hands he would place the safety 
of this nation. 

Let us not neglect the modest wishes of these people. They do not 
ask the confiscation of the property of any corporation. They only ask 
such protection from transportation companies as will secure to them 
a fair division of the product of the mine or field. Every etep looking 
to that end has so far been a failure. The farmers of the rich Palouse 
country, which is perhaps the most productive in cereals of any district 
in America, pay 194 cents freight per bushel on wheat for a haul of less 
than 400 miles. I have the honor in part to represent the country of 
which I speak and know of the difficulties under which my people 
labor. 

I realize, owing to the fact that Congress will soon adjourn, that this 
bill stands a very poor chance to become a law at this session; yet, Mr. 
President, I desire to have it placed upon the Calendar. I desire, as 
my term of office will expire on March 3 next, to leave itas a heritage 
to those Senators on both sides of this Chamber who are willing to listen 
to the appeals of the people and willing to accept the consequences of 
doing a sacred duty in the interest of this Government. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

[ During the delivery of Mr. MCCONNELL’s remarks thé hour of 12 
o’clock arrived, when, on the request of Mr. MIrcHELL, and by unan- 
imous consent, the regular order, House bill 10881, was postponed, and 
Mr. McCoNNELL allowed to conclude his speech. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 
purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
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of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BouTELLE, Mr. 
Lopor, and Mr. HERBERT managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12573) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (8. 405) for the relief of James A. Terrell; and 

A bill (S, 4520) to provide American registers for the steamers Mon- 
tauk and Mineola. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (8. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at Ogden, 
Utah 

A bill (S. 2695) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way to construct and operate additional lines of railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 4798) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. N. Hyatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Michael Flaherty; ° 

A bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of Thomas W. Houts; 
bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy; 
bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of William M. Robinson; 
bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell; 
bill (H. R. 2522) granting an increase of pension to Hugh McHugh; 
bill (H. R. 2537) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 
bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan 8S. Brink; 
bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 
bill (H. R. 5546) granting a pension to H. W. Goodnight; 
bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable; 

A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bris- 
tor; 

A bill (H. R. 6686) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey; 

A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North 8. Storms; 

A bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to E. Patton, of Benedict, 
Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells; 

A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 

A bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence; 

A bill - R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9948) granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent; 

A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter; 


>>> >>> >>> 


A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine 8. Hansel, late | 


Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 10863) to increase the pension of Robert Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of Elias D. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs, Letitia Staenglen; 

A bill (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger; 

A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. Wright, of Audrain 
County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 12118) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders; 

A bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a pension to Elender Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 12347) granting a pension to Laura J. Hayden, for- 
merly Burke; 

A bill (H. R. 12386) granting a pension to Mary 8. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 12478) granting a pension to Jane Falk; 

A bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary E. Armstrong; and 

A bill (H. .R.13060) to grant a pension to General Nathaniel Prentiss 
Banks. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the other House on the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives nonconcurring in theamendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 
and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
thereon. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 














FEBRUARY 16, 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLIson, 
and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


CORRECTION OF ERROR IN TARIFF ACT. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Iask that the pending order be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint reso- 
lntion (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of punctuation in the tariff act 
of 189v. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from New York? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the punctuation in paragraph 362 of “* An act to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved October 
1, 1890, be corrected so as to include in the parenthesis in said paragraph only 
— words “except binding twine; ” so that the said paragraph will read as fol- 

ows: 

‘*362. Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding twine) composed in whole or 
in part of istle or Tampico fiber, manilla, sisal grass or sunn, 1 cents per pound ; 
all binding twine manufactured in whole or in part from istle or Tampico fiber, 
manilla, sisal grass or sunn, seven-tenths of | cent per pound ; cables and cordage 
made ofhemp, 2} cents per pound ; tarred cables and cordage, 3cents per pound.”’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New York if that is the measure relating to the twine matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the joint resolution. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 16th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 828) for the relief of Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and ad- 
ministratrix of William Perine, deceased; 

An act (S. 2105) to transfer officers on the retired list of the Army 
from the limited list to the unlimited; 

An act (S. 3062) for continuing the erection of the public building 
at Worcester, Mass. ; , 

An act (S. 654) for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, Minn. ; 
and 

An act (S. 2310) for the relief of M. A. Fulton, Silas Staples, and 
the other sureties upon the official bond of James D. Reymert, exe- 
cuted to the United States on the 7th of February, 1860, as receiver of 
public moneys. 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 2591) giving the Court 
of Claims jurisdiction of the claims on account of property of the Chesa- 
peake Female College possessed and used by the United States military 
authorities, having been presented on the 31st ultimo to the President 
for his approval and not Some been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the time prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, had become alaw without his approval. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that the committee amendments be acted upon as they are 


reached. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued, if there be 
no objection. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. e first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in ‘‘ Schedule A,’’ in the ap- 
propriations for “‘ Salaries of ministers,’’ on page 1, line 12, before the 
word “‘ Russia,”’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ after “‘ Russia,’’ to insert ‘‘and 
Mexico;’’ and in line 13, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘sev- 
enty thousand”’ and insert ‘‘eighty-seven thousand five hundred;’’ so 
as to make the clauseread: — 

rdi and ministers pleni mtiary to France, Germany, 
Great Exitain, Russia, and Mexico, at $17,500 each, $87,500. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 2, before the word ‘‘Spain,’’ 
to insert ‘“‘and;’’ after ‘‘Spain ’’ to strike out “and Mexico;’’ and in 
line 3, after the word “* ”’ to. strike out “‘ eighty-four”’ and insert 
‘*seventy-two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Enveysextraordinary and ministers pleni tiary to Austria, Brazil, Chi 
Italy, oon. and Spain, at pin Obvench #73800 _ 








1891. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, to strike out the clause from 
line 9 to line 12, inclusive, as follows: 


Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Costa Rica, Guatemala, 
Honduras, Nicaragua, and Salvador (to reside at such place in either of said 
States as the President may direct), $10,000. 


And in lieu thereof to insert— 


Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Guatemala and Hon- 
duras, $10,000, 


' 
Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, | 


and Salvador, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to line 7, on page 3. 
Mr. QUAY. 
is in order now. 

Mr. HALE. The bill will be read through first for committee 
amendments, and other amendments will come in afterwards. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading will be continued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, un- 
der the head of ‘‘Schedule B,’’ in the appropriation for ‘‘salaries and 
consular service,’’ on page 10, line 3, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $496,000, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think it extremely desirable that, 
for a short time, we should have an executive session, and, with the 
consent of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] who has the pending 


bill in charge, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


After some time spent in executive session, the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of confidential legislative business. 

The doors having been reopened (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.), 
it appeared that the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, had re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, and that the following amendment had 
been agreed to: 

Insert at the end of the bill: 

“To enable the President to make engagements with any such citizens or cor- 
porations of the United States as shall appear to possess the means and facili- 
ties necessary to that end, for telegraphic communication between the United 
States and the Kingdom of Hawaii, which engagements shall contain provi- 
sions sufficient, in the judgment of the President, to secure tothe Government 
and citizens of the United States early and adequate communication by tele- 

raph with said Kingdom upon reasonable terms for a period of not less than 
uaiees years, a sum not exceeding $250,000 for each year in and during which 
such communication shall be so in operation and during which such engage- 
ments shall be so in course of execution, not exceeding twenty years, and the 
total sums paid under this authority shall not exceed $3,000,000.”” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is now in legislative session. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope order will be restored before the Senator 
proceeds. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to trespass upon the generosity 
and patience of the Senate very briefly upon an affair personal to my- 
self. 

Never, probably, since Alexander Hamiiton was hunted to his death, 
has one in public life been pursued so persistently and malignantly 
as myself. The field of the malign effort has been the entire Union. 
The assaults were of a character so monstrous as largely to carry with 
them their own refutation. Were it otherwise, I could not remain, nor 
would my constituents permit me to remain, a member of this Senate. 

Partly through indifference to slander, a weapon which has never 
had a place in my political arsenal, and partly by the advice of friends, 
who urged me to treat the assassins of reputation as undeserving of 
open controversy, I have permitted, without comment, the passing of 
the flood of falsehood. Its malodorous waters chance at this time to 
be quiescent, and now, when no heated political conflict is raging, when 
neither hope nor fear can be deemed the inspiration of my utterance, 
I choose briefly to confront accusation with truth. 

I would not allude to this subject in this presence had not members 
of the other House made it a matter of debate there. Looking to the 
future and knowing that the records of this Congress will remain for 
other generations to read when most of us composing it will be forgotten, 
I choose, for the truth of history and for that which is dearer to all 
- than riches, to dispel the mist of falsehood with the clear light of 
It is not my purpose to weary the Senate by a rehearsal of each de- 


I desire to move to amend the bill, if an amendment | 
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tail of the mass of misrepresentation. Nevertheless, avoiding prolix- 
ity, I wil? endeavor to make this statement specific and so complete as 
tobe final. If any thread in the fabric of falsehood remains unsevered, 
it will be because this tissue of lies is so complex, is so raveled with 
contradiction and clouded with insinuation, that some insignificant por- 
tion has escaped myattention. 

The first assertion concerning my official acts is that some time, 
or continuously, between the years of 1879 and 1882, I alone, or acting 
With another or others, used the moneys of the State of Pennsylvania 
for speculative or private purposes. 
solutely false. 


at 


L 


I denounce this statement as ab 
In 1877 the Democratic party of Pennsylvania elected 


| a State treasurer and an auditor general, the financial officers of the 


Commonwealth. A year or two later, pending their terms of office, 
became engaged in stock operations. 

In some transactions I was associated and jointly interested with the 
gentleman who was at that time the cashier of the State treasury 
These transactions proved seriously disastrous, and I was compelled to 
pay a portion of his losses as wellas my own. In doing this, it | 
came necessary to supply an alleged deficiency he had caused in the 
treasury. Asa portion of the fund for this purpose, I bor rowed $100, 
000 from the gentleman who is at present my colleague in the Senate. 
I gave him my judgment note therefor, the amount of which note I 
paid to him, dollar for dollar, years ago. Not until the beginning of 
the settlement of our losses was I aware that a deficiency existed, and 
I had every assurance that my associate was able to carry his share o! 
the losses. My connection thereafter was simply with the aid of friends 
to raise the necessary funds to supply the deficit 

It ischarged that again I used moneys belonging to the Common 
wealth of Pennsylvania to purchase bonds, or stock, or both, of a Chi 
cago street railway. I was invited by friends in Philadelphia to join 
in the purchase of street-railway property in Chicago, and did so, bor- 
rowing the money upon my own collateral from the People’s Bank in 
Philadelphia. I stood upon the same footing with the other gentle- 
men concerned, and it was a perfectly straightforward business trans- 
action and had no connection in any way with any public fund or pub- 
lic interest. 

The charge that securities belonging to the State of Pennsylvania 
were used in this transaction is false, and impossible of truth. The 
only negotiable securities held by the State of Pennsyl vaniaare the reg- 
istered bonds of the United States, transferable only on the books ot 
the national Treasury, by the auditor general, secretary of the Com 
monwealth, and State treasurer, acting conjointly, after having filed a 


I 


| certificate with the governor in their official character. 


‘ 
\ 


Collateral to this last accusation is a charge that I defrauded, or a 
tempted to defraud, the widow of a deceased friend. This also is abso 
lutely false. There breathes not upon the earth man or woman who 
can truthfully say that I ever defrauded or attempted to defraud him 
or her of adollar. Upon this point charity to thedead and to the liv- 
ing forbids my making any personal explanation. Samuel Gustine 
Thompson, a member of the Philadelphia bar and president of the 
Young Men’s Democratic Association of that city, is one of several 
thoroughly conversant with the facts, who can give them to the pub- 
lic if they see proper. 

I come now to what might be called the fourth ground of criticism 
of my public conduct. This was my action as a member of the board 
of pardons of Pennsylvania in voting for the pardon of certain mem- 
bers of the Pennsylvania Legislature and others upon whom sentence 
had been passed for bribery. My conduct in that matter has been bit- 
terly assailed; and it is proper to say that the facts were patent to the 
people of the State and were thoroughly discussed before my election 
to the office of State treasurer, and subsequently to a seat in this Cham- 
ber. 

I had no personal interest in the legislation involved. My vote as 
a member of the board of pardons was in accordance with the law and 
with the action of my colleagues and was compelled by the fact that 
the sentence imposed by the court upon the persons pardoned was il- 
legal. Upon this point the attorney general of the State filed his 
written opinion with our decision. I am frank to say that I have no 
regrets for that vote and would reneat it under the same circumstan- 
ces. Even had not the sentence been unlawful, it is my opinion 
that the ends of justice had been fully served by the conviction of the 
defendants. One of the gentlemen involved has, within the last few 
weeks, received the unanimous thanks of the Pennsylvania Legislature 
for important services rendered humanity and the State 

Incidentally the statement has been made that in some unspecified 
manner I procured or attempted to procure the pardon of a person 
named Lynch, under sentence for forgery, by threats delivered person- 
ally to Mr. Byers, of Pittsburgh. I can not at this day remember the 
facts or the pendency of the case, but the charge is a lie, for which there 
never was the shadow of a foundation. Equally false is the wondrous 
lyric of my escape from the Pittsburgh rioters of 1877 under the tute- 
lage of Mr. Daizell. 

It is necessary to pass to history somewhat ancient in order to dis- 
pose of the nebulous charge of bribery and corruption as a member of 
the Pennsylvania Legislature nearly twenty-five years ago, in connec- 
tion with an action for libel against the then editor of the Pittsburgh 
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Commercial. With characteristic malignity my assailants have heen 
careful to emphasize the fact that the case was never pushed for trial. 
They fail to state that the libel was retracted and that the defendants 
pleaded nolle contendere, paying the costs of the case and the fees of the 
counsel, I may mention, in passing, that in the preliminary hearing 
an effort was made toshow that I was a rich man, the innuendo being 
that my wealth was unlawfully acquired. 

I had been prothonotary of Beaver County from 1856 to 1861, when 
I resigned to go into the Union Army; had served as private secretary 
to Governor Curtin, as military agent of the State in this city, as chief 
of the State department of transportation and telegraph, and for three 
terms had been a member of the Pennsylvania Legislature. My recol- 
lection is that the examination disclosed the fact that after nearly 
twelve years of industry and opportunity my fortune was about $8,000. 

It is proper also to dispose of some statements upon which less stress 
hasbeen laid. One accusation is that over twenty years ago I attempted 
to bribe Alexander P. Tutton, then supervisor of internal revenue for the 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, to prevent the seizure of an illicit dis- 
tillery. This is a wicked and malicious falsehood, without excuse for 
its utterance or evidence for its support. Mr, Tutton is now living at 
Downingtown, Pa., and his reports are on file, I presume, in the Inter- 
nal Revenue Bureau, 

A statement has been made that, when the present high-license stat- 
ute of Pennsylvania was pending in the Legislature of that State, liq- 
uor-dealers of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh raised a sum, specified as 
$80,000, and gave it to me and toa Federal officer in Philadelphia, who 
is not named, for the purpose of securing an amendment to that legis- 
lation in their interest. This, also, I denounce as an absolute false- 
hood. Mr. William J. Friday, who is stated to have paid the money, 
is a reputable merchant, now living in the city of Pittsburgh. 

Finally, I reach a charge that in some mysterious way I brought 
about the defeat of the proposed amendment of the constitution of 
Pennsylvania prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in that State, 
which was submitted to.a vote of the peoplein 1889. Others, I under- 
stand, have already exploded the silly falsehood of the publication 
from which this charge arose, and I specifically denied it at the time 
it appeared. By my vote alone did | affect the verdict of the people 
upon the prohibitory amendment; nor had I ever, in any contest, any 
corrupt or unlawful connection with the liquor or any other interest 
concerned in legislation, constitutional or otherwise, in the State of 
Pennsylvania or elsewhere. 

I have endeavored to make this utterance complete, even at the cost 
of the time of the Senate and the weariness of Senators. I have en- 
deavored to answer every specific charge of misfeasance or malfeasance 
that could be extracted from a careful perusal of the mass of direct 
falsehood, confused statements, innuendo, insinuation, and cunning im- 
plication, that, with an industry worthy of a better cause, has been 
gathered together for my destruction. I deny them seriatim and in toto; 
they are false and foul to the core. 


FUNERAL OF GENERAL SHERMAN, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to make a change in the 
number of the committee appointed to attend the funeral of General 
Sherman. I ask that it may be made six instead of five. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Chair has a list of the names agreed upon, 
and I should be glad to have them announced. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair announces the appointment 
of Messrs. EVARTS, HAWLEY, MANDERSON, PIERCE, COCKRELL, and 
WALTHALL as the committee on the part of the Senate to attend the 
funeral of the late General Sherman. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the appropriation bill be now proceeded 
with, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there We no further amendments, the 
bill will be reported to the Senate as amended; and the question is on 
concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have proposed an amendment to the 
bill, which has been favorably reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, and which I wish to have submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate. ~ 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope business will be suspended until we can un- 
derstand what is being done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Business will be suspended unfil order is 
restored. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment to which I have referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. It1s proposed to insert on page 11, after line 19: 

Nicaragua: 
Consul at Managua, $3,000, 


Mr. HALE. There will be many amendments offered, I fancy 


in- 
creasing salaries. ‘The Committee on Appropriations voted all of them 
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down, except the one which is in the bill. I must make the point of 
order on the amendment offered by the Senator from Washington. 


Mr. ALLEN. On what ground? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine will state his 


point of order. 


Mr. HALE. Has the amendment been reported by any standing 


committee of the Senate ? 


Mr. ALLEN. The amendment was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, by whom it was reported favorably, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which had the bill in charge. 


Mr. HALE, Then it is not subject to the point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 11, after line 19, it is proposed to in- 


sert: 


Nicaragua: 
Consul at Managua, $3,000. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire what is the present parlia- 


mentary condition of the bill; whether it isin Committee of the Whole 
or in the Senate ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate, and the ques- 


tion is on theamendment offered by the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
ALLEN]. . 


Mr. PLATT. Have the amendments made as in Committee of the 


Whole been concurred in ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. They have not been concurred in. The 


first question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


Mr. DOLPH. I suggest that while the Chair was directing the bill 


to be reported to the Senate the Senator from Washington [ Mr. ALLEN } 
was trying to attract the attention of the Chair and I was trying to do 
the same thing, as I have an amendment to offer. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill can be considered as still in Com- 


mittee of the Whole if the Senator from Washington prefers. 


Mr. ALLEN. That was my purpose, and I was addressing the Chair 


at the time the Chair made the announcement that the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator loses nothing. He can offer his amend- 


ment in the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendmentcan be offered in the Sen- 


ate. The question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask to reserve for a separate vote one of the 


amendments agreed to as in Committee of the Whole, that with refer- 
ence to the Hawaiian cable. 


Mr. HALE. Then, let us have the vote on it. Does the Senator 


call for the yeas and nays on concurring in the amendment? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the yeas and nays on concurring in 


that amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 


amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, except the one re- 
served for a Separate vote. 


The amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment referred to by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], in 
relation to the cable to the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for the yeas and nays on concurring in 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name wascalled). I am usually paired with 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], but, having reason to 
believe that on this amendment he would vote with the Committeeon 
Foreign Relations, of which he is amember, I will vote. 1 vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], but I have his authority 
to vote on this question, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. If he were here, I 
should yote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I havea general pair with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR], who, I believe, is not in 
the Chamber. I do not know how he would vote, if present, and 
therefore I decline to vote. I should vote “yea” if at liberty. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. He would vote 
**vea,’’ if present, and I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST boha his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, 
he would wote ‘‘¥ea’’ and I should vote ‘' nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concladed. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VoornEEs] 
is necessarily absent. He is paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. Moopy]. 


es 


one 


Te ty Colt ca 


ind 


1891. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. | 
TELLER] is absent from the Chamber «on account of ill health. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the negative). I am paired with | 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I therefore withdraw my | 
vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator may feel at perfect liberty to vote, as 
my colleague would vote ‘‘nay,’’ if here, as the Senator has done. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. I will let my vote stand, then. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am assured that the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], with whom I am paired, would vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 
if present, and therefore I will cast my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PUGH. I will] transfer my pair with the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Eustis], with the consent of the Senator from Colorado { Mr. 
Wotcortrt], to his colleague [Mr. TELLER], and I will vote ‘‘nay.’’ I 
understand the Senator from Colorado would vote ‘‘nay,’’ if present, 
and tie Senator from Louisiana, if present, would vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. CoLquirr]. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 





YEAS—35. 
Allen, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Allison, Evarts, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Manderson, Shoup, 
Carey, e, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Casey, Hampton, Morgan, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Paddock, Warren, 
Dixon, Hoar, Pierce, Washburn. 
Dolph, McConnell, Power, 

NAYS—22. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Ransom, 
Berry, Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Call, George, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Gray, Quay, 

ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Kenna, Teller 
Barbour, Eustis, Moody, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Payne, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Butler, Hearst, Platt, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Higgins, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Squire, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Jonesof Nevada, Stanford, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Senator 
trom Washington [Mr. ALLEN] will be stated. 

Mr. QUAY. I should be glad if the Senator from Washington would | 
yield me the floor for a moment while I propose an amendment, to | 
which I think there will no objection. If there is, I will withdrawit. | 
I wish to leave the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington yield | 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ALLEN, I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to amend Schedule A of the bill in the first 
line, on page 3, by striking out the words ‘‘ minister resident’? and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ envoy extraordinary;’’ also, by striking out, 
in the same line, the words ‘‘consul general’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘minister plenipotentiary.’’ The effect of the 
amendment is simply to increase the rank of minister to Greece, Rou- 
mania, and Servia, without increasing the salary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment moved by the Senator 
{rom Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 3, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
and insert; so as to make the clause read: 


Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and 
Servia, 36.500. 


Mr. HALE. I must make the point of order that that changes the 
existing law. The officer there now is a minister resident. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the point of order is 
well taken. The amendment moved by the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. ALLEN] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 11, after line 19, insert at the end of 
class 3: 

Nica a: 

Consul at ua, $3,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the salary of the consul at Managua, 
I understand, was fixed many years ago, at a time when that place 
was of far less importance than it is to-day, at a time, too, when the 
duties were far less and the expenses of the consul in living at that 
place were far less. 

Within the last few years the position has grown to be one of con- 
siderable business importance on account of the great Nicaraguan Canal, 
the business interests that have centered around it, the travel that 
has been occasioned by it, and the presence of large numbers of Amer- 
icans in that-locality. I find that the salary of the consul at this time 
is wholly inadequate to meet the expenses and give him even the hum- 
blest remuneration. It is in view of that fact that I have moved that 
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the salary be advanced from $2,000 to $3,000, which I think in his 
situation is a very modest salary for that position. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I wish to say that I understand the 
Nicaraguan Government is one of the most important of the group of 


| Central American governments, and that this position has become more 


and more important than it was formerly, by reason, as has been stated 
by the Senator from Washington, of the construction of the Nicaraguan 
Canal and the number of Americans who find their way to Nicaragua, 
and the important American interests there. The expenses of living 
have been greatly increased also by reason of the increased demand for 
the products of the country. The expenses of travelingare great, It 
is utterly impossible that any competent man for the position should 
live there upon a salary of $2,000 a year. I hope that the Senate will 
increase the salary to $3,000, which is certainly little enough consider- 
ing the importance of the position. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is the first in number of a general 
raid that will be made upon this bill to increase consular salaries. 1 
do not suppose there is any branch of the Government where there is 
hotter haste to get into office, where there is more clamor to receive 
appointments, than in the consular service. The experience of the 
State Department shows that; and yet it is the fashion that as soon as 
a consul is appointed at the end of his importunities and is confirmed by 
the Senate and departs to the place where he has sought to go, he sends 
back implorations for increase of salary. There will be filty of these 
items moved upon this bill, and the Senate may as well understand 
the matter in the beginning. 

I have nothing to say against this man; I should be glad to havemy 
friend from Washington, who is sustaining his friend, have his way 
upon this bill; but if the Senate is this year and now to start in in rais- 
ing the consular salaries it can not stop here. There are other cases, 
and many of them, just as good as this. 

In reply to what the Senator from Oregon has said, that this region 
is important and that something ought to he done, I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that it has just divided those coun- 
tries in Central America and has given a minister to Nicaragua, Costa 
Rica, and Salvador, where formerly there was only one minister for 
the five republics down there. That was done and recommended by 
the committee in recognition of the assertion and the fact that things 


| are important down there. We are to have a minister sent there at 


$10,000 a year who will represent the Government at this very place 
where it is proposed to raise the pay of the consul 

I can only say this to the Senate, and the Senate must now take the 
responsibility: If we are now to start in and raise these consular sal- 
aries we have got to go through the list. It will not do to take this 
one or the next one or the next one after that, but one case is as good 
as another. With this I leave it to the Senate. Unless somebody 
wants to debate the question further I hope we shall have a vote upon it. 

Mr. DOLPH. The very statement made by the Senator from Maine 
is an argument to show that the compensation of this consul should be 
increased. If Nicaragua is important enough to justify this new de- 
parture on the part of the Committee on Appropriations and the ap- 
pointment of a minister there at a salary of $10,000, it is important 
enough to justify the payment to a consul there of $3,000—at least that 
he should have a living. . 

I have heard it stated, I think by the Senator from Maine, certainly 
by Senators on this floor, that the most important foreign service we 
have is the consular service; that it is more important to our com- 
merce, more important to us in every way than any other. Why 
should a minister to Nicaragua or to Nicaragua and Honduras receive 
| compensation at the rate of $10,000 per annum with the limited amount 
of service that he will be able to render there to the General Govern- 
ment and our consul there be kept upon a starvation salary? I say 
the very argument of the Senatorfrom Maine that Nicaragua is of im 
| portance enough to justify the appointment of a minister to reside there 
is an argument that will justify the Senate in increasing the salary of 
the consul at that point. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not wish to antagonize any other 
claim for increased compensation toa consul. I do not wish, however, 
that this claim should be defeated, because there are other meritorious 
claims that may or may not be considered. It seems to me that it is 
fairly presented here, that here is an officer of the Government receiv- 
ing a salary that is inadequate and which does not properly maintain 
him in the position where the United States placed him. The United 
| States should either abolish the office or make the compensation reason- 
| ably commensurate with the position. It is because the consul is placed 
in this position that I have urged the amendment to give him a com- 
pensation upon which he can maintain himself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to present an amendment to the bill 
in the same line. 

Mr. HALE. Is it in the way of reducing or increasing a salary ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It proposes to increase the salary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment moved by the Senator 
from Michigan will be stated. 
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The Curer CLERK. 


sul’’ and insert ‘‘consuls;’’? and after the word ‘‘ Havre’’ insert the 
words ‘‘and Lyons;’’ and on page 12, line 6, strike out “‘ consuls at 
Lyons and ’’ and insert ‘‘ consul at.’’ 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I will simply state that the effect of this 
amendment is to increase the salary of the consul at Lyons from $2,500 
to $3,000, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
mittee ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It was reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce favorably, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WASHBURN, On page 11, line 8, after the word ‘‘Glasgow,”’ 
I move to insert the words ‘‘ Kingston (Jamaica),’’ and on page 13, 
line 16, to strike out the words *‘ Kingston (Jamaica).’’ 

I do not know anything about the raid the Senator from Maine has 
referred to, but I do know that this amendment ought to be adopted 
as a matter of common justice. 

Mr. HALE. Has it been reported by a committee? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It has been reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, and has been fully considered by them. I do not wish to have 
it defeated because some other amendments which are not considered 
meritorious have been defeated. 

As a matter of fact, the commerce between Jamaica and this coun- 
try has been increasing very rapidly. The business of the consul has 
become very large, and the expense of living is also very large, so large 
that the present consul, who is an unusually competent man, has been 
obliged to send his family home. Mr. Brown, the chief clerk of the 
State Department, was there for afew weeks, and he called my atten- 
tion to the condition of things there, and said that this salary ought 
to be increased. 

With a view to give all the information there ison the subject, I ask 
the Senator who has the bill in charge to send to the desk a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, which makes a very complete state- 
ment in regard to this case. 

Mr. HALE, I will state that this is like a good many communica- 
tions that have been received, where the Secretary approves—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. I beg pardon of the Senator; I do not think it 
is like a good many communications received. I think it is a stronger 
communication than has been sent to the Senate during the present 
session. 

Mr. HALE. 
it himself. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Was the amendment reported by a com- 


The Senator can have the communication read or read 


DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, February 14, 1891. 

Sir: I beg to call the attention of pee and your committee to the inad- 
equacy of the salary of the consul of the United States at Kingston, Island of 
Jamaica, in comparison with the amount of work he has to do and the variety 
and importance of it, to say nothing of the cost of living in the capital city of 
the colonial government, 

The commercial intercourse between Jamaica and the United States is large, 
and is now growing in bulk and activity. Many new schemes and sieap lee 
enlarging our trade with that colony are now in process of perfection or are in 
active consideration, All of these depend in a greater or less decree upon the 
consul at Kingston, the sole principal consular officer we have in the colony, for 
encouragement and success. Mr. William R. Estes, the present consul, isdoing 
all in his power to forward American interests in Jamaica, and has proved him- 
self a discreet, energetic, and capable officer. His salary at present is only 
$2,000 a year, This is not enough for an officer whose duties are in a measure 
diplomatic in their character as well as commercial, and which have been per- 
formed with so much judgment, tact, industry, and success, 

I beg, in view of these facts, that your committee will see fit to make the 
salary of the consul at Kingston, Jamaica, $3,000 a year instead of $2,000, as it 
now stands. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BLAINE, 

Hon, WILLIAM B, ALLESON, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. [Putting the question.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays, and let this matter be 
settled at once by the Senate. 

‘Lhe yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. DAWES (when his mame was called). Iam paired with the 
I am paired with the 


janior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurtt]. 
Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown], and I shall withhold my vote 
on this amendment unless it should be necessary to make a quorum, 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBour]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
I am paired with the 


Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna}. If he were present, I 


On page 10, line 13, strike out the word ‘‘ con- 


should vote ‘‘yea.’’ Possibly his colleague knows how the senior 
Senator from West Virginia would vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not know how my colleague would vote, 
but I am satisfied that he would take the suggestion I would make 
and vote with me. I voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 
he would vote, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam certain that if my colleague [Mr. TELLER] 
were present he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I think theSenator from Arkan- 
sas will be at liberty to vote. I voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr, BERRY. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senater from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. I do not know how he would vote, and therefore withhold 
my vote. . 

Mr. PIERCE (after having votedin the affirmative), I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. I observe that he 
is not in the Chamber, and I presume he has not voted. Not knowing 
how the Senator from Kentucky would vote, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. L[ inguire if a quorum has voted ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum has voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 14; as follows: 


I am paired 
I do not know how 


YEAS—31. 
Allen, Faulkner, Morgan, Stewart, 
Berry, Gorman, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Casey, Hoar, Ransom, Walthall, 
Coke, McConnell, Reagan, Warren, 
Cullom, MeMilian, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Daniel, McPherson, Shoup, Wolcott. 
Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 

NAYS—l4. 
Allison, Call, Hale, Power, 
Bate, Chandler, Hawley, Sanders, 
Blaclksburn, Cockrell, Hiscock, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, 

ABSENT—43. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Barbour Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blodgett Farwell, Manderson, Squire, 
Brown Frye, Moody, Stanford, 
Butler, George, Paddock, Teller, 
Cameron Gi “ Payne, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hearst, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Higgins, Piumb, Wilson of Md. 
Dixon, Ingalls, Pugh, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CureFr CLERK. On page 2, line 6, after theword ‘‘Colombia,”’ 
strike out the word ‘‘ and;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Peru,’’ 
insert the words ‘‘ and Portugal;’’ and in lines 6and 7, on the same page, 
strike out the words ‘‘ fifty thousand dollars’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘sixty thousand dollars;’’ so as to read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Turkey, Chili, the 
Argentine Republic, the United States of Colombia, Peru, and Portugal, at 
$10,000 each, $60,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the effect of this amendment is to 
increase the salary of our minister to Portugal to $10,000 per annum. 
Our minister there is Judge Batcheller, late Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

I find in the Book of Estimates that the Secretary of State estimated 
in the first place, and the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted to us 
an estimate for this increase of salary. This item is found on page 
344 of the Book of Estimates under the head of ‘‘ Salaries of ministers :”’ 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Portugal, appropriated 
for under the act of July, 1890— 

That is the last diplomatic and consular appropriation bill— 
additional—submitted —$5,000, 


So that this amendment, although it does not come from a commit- 
tee, is within the rule. The amount was estimated for by the Secre- 
tary of State long before the present incumbent of the office had been 
appointed to it, and without any solicitation on the part of friends of 
Judge Batcheller, as faras I know. It comes tous regularly in the 
Book of Estimates. 

I desire to state, in a word, in regard to this amendment, that I 
understand we have a first-class man in our minister to Portugal. He 


was for several years presiding judge or chief justice—I do not know 
just the title is—of the court in for the settlement of in- 
holding sessions at and ia, the 

of w 


was paid by the Government of Egypt, a court which 
udicated very important a In that position 
our present minister to Portugal did great credit. 
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He had also, as I understand, probably in Germany or some other for- 
eign country, experience in the foreign consularservice. He is, there- 
fore, admirably equipped for this position; but the salary of $5,000, 
as everyone must know, is totally inadequate to his support there. I 
am informed that he has now apartments at a hotel. His family con- 
sists of a wife and daughter. I was told by a gentleman this after- 
noon, who knows about the facts, that our minister is paying $20 a 
day for his board and accommodations, while his salary amounts to a 
little over $13 a day. In other words, he is paying nearly $7 a day 
more than his salary amounts to for his board and accommodations 
in limited apartments at a hotel. 

I think that Congress should either abolish this office and appoint 
no minister to Portugal, or it should pay salary enough to enable our 
minister to live in a respectable manner. I do not think it is consist- 
ent with the dignity of this great nation and its position among the 
nations of the earth to send a man to the capital of a foreign country 
who must take obscure lodgings or must take limited apartments in a 
hotel and then pay part of the cost of his accommodations out of his 
own pocket in order to live. 

As I before stated, this amendment has the sanction of the State De- 
partment. 

Mr. CULLOM. How much does the Senator intend to increase the 
salary ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I propose an increase to $10,000. 

Mr. HALE. That is doubling the salary. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is doubling the salary; but is it any too much? 
Does the Senator suppose a man can live in the capital of any eastern 
country and maintain himself as he should, asa minister of the United 
States, upon less than $10,000 a year? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know how the worthy predecessors of this gen- 
tleman, who has hardly got warm in his place before he sends here 
these lusty calls for an increase, managed to support themselves; but 
they have done it for years, and we have had able and honorable men 
in that position, and we have had a distinguished gentleman, who has 
just returned from there, who devoted himself faithfully after he got 
there to his duties, and we never heard from him any call for an increase 
of salary. 

I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. A single word. I am somewhat in sympathy 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] with respect to increasing 
the salary of the minister to Portugal. I should have thought it bet- 
ter if the Senator had proposed the increase to $7,500 rather than to 
the amount he has named. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is entirely competent for the Senator to take the 
sense of the Senate upon the proposition he suggests. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has charge of this bill, to the eminent 
impropriety of associating the Kingdom of Portugal with Hayti, Per- 
sia, and Siam at the same rate of salary as named in this bill. 

The present distinguished gentleman who occupies the position of 
minister to Portugal was selected upon the idea and for the purpose of 
settling some very difficult questions affecting American citizens in- 
volved in a controversy between the British Government and the Por- 
tuguese Government, I think the salary of $5,000 a year is entirely in- 
adequate to maintain in that capital a competent officer to perform the 
duties with credit to himself and satisfaction to the Government. 

I find in this bill that the committee have raised the salary of the 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Mexico from $12, - 
000 a year to $17,500 a year, thus raising it to a first-class mission. 
Although that country lies at ourown doors and the expensesof living 
are far less there than they are in Portugal, yet there has been an in- 
crease not only in the rank, but alsoin the salary of that minister. It 
would seem to me that if this increase of $5,500 a year had been dis- 
tributed to Portugal and other countries it would have been of far 
more benefit to the people of the country. 

Furthermore, Iam notin accord with the committee with respect 
to what it has done in the Central American States. We have appro- 
priated $20,000 a year to reform the service there and divide it up into 
two sections, appropriating $20,000 to do what has been done, and 
well done, under a salary of $10,000. Moreover, I belive that a single 
minister in the Central American States will perform the duties there 
much better than they will be performed with a divided responsibility. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words on the sub- 
ject of the raising of our embassies abroad, but if there is any fear on 
the part of the Senator from Maine that the Senate will be compelled 
to take a recess instead of adjourn—— 

Mr. PLATT, Why not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the standing order. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I will not interfere. 

Mr. President, as I said, I wish only to address the Senate for a few 
minutes, and I will ask unanimous consent that the motion to adjourn 
may be made when I get through as if made before 6 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to know before 6 o’clock whether we 
are to adjourn or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 





Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Maine might just as well try 
it now if he intends to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. I prefer to say what I have to say now. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator see that if he proceeds with his 
remarks, uniess he finishes before 6 o'clock, there will be no chance to 
move an adjournment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I can not agree to. If we are to adjourn, I 
want to find it out now. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senate does not propose to have an evening ses- 
sion, I will not compel the evening session by speaking. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we ought to have an evening session. 

Mr. HOAR. That, of course, is a question for the Senate to de ide. 

do not wish to force the Senate into a position it does not wish to oc- 
cupy. Isuppose I can take the floor in the morning. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES], but I understand from his colleague [Mr. BERRY] that he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ if present, and therefore I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr.CULLOM. I notice that the Senator from Delaware [ Mr.Gnay ], 
with whom I am paired, is not present. I therefore withhold my vote 

Mr. PLATT. Having a general pair with the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. BARBOUR], asI see that pretty much all the Senators on the othe: 


side have voted in favor of adjournment, I withhold my vote. | 
should vote against it if at liberty to vote. 
Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). Has the Senato: 


from Mississippi | Mr. GEORGE] voted ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PIERCE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
announce that I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. CAR 
LISLE], and I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 12; as follows 


YEAS—27. 
Allison, Cockrell, Harris, Piumb, 
Bate, Coke, Hawley, Power, 
Berry, Daniel, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Evarts, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Call, Faulkner, McPherson, Vest, 
Carey, Gorman, Manderson, Walthall, 
Casey, Hale, Pasco, 

NAYS—12. 

Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Chandler, ILoar, Morgan, Shoup, 
Edmunds, McConnell, Paddock, Warren, 

ABSENT —49. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Moody, Stanford, 
Barbour, Eustis, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Farwell, Payne, Teller, 
Blodgett, George, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Brown, Gibson, Pierce, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Platt, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pugh, Washburn, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jonesof Arkansas, Sherman, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Dixon, Kenna, Squire 


Sothe motion was agreed to; and (at 50’clock and 55 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned u ntil to-morrow, Tuesday, February 17 
1891, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 16th day of February, 1891. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

Edmund W. Wells, of Arizona Territory, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, as provided by act ap- 
proved February 11, 1891 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Edgar Aldrich, of New Hampshire, to be United States district judge 

for the district of New Hampshire, vice Daniel Clark, deceased. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Joseph Pinkham, of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States for the 
district of Idaho, as provided by act approved July 3, 1890. (Joseph 
P, Wilson was appointed by Justice Field on October 16, 1890, under 
section 793, Revised Statutes United States. ) 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Jonas M. Cleland, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa. New office, created by act of 
Congress approved September 25, 1890. 

POSTMASTER. 

Tilghman H. Clewell, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county of 
Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana, in the place of Charles D, 
Curtis, whose commission expired May 23, 1890. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry. 

Lieut, Col. Abraham K. Arnold, First Cavalry, to be colonel of cav- 
alry, Feburary 7, 1891, vice Otis, Eighth Cavalry, retired from active 
service, 

Maj. John A. Wilcox, Eighth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel of 
cavalry, February 7, 1891, vice Arnold, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Camillo C. C. Carr, First Cavalry, to be major of cavalry, 
February 7, 1891, vice Wilcox, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. George 8. Hoyle, First Cavalry, to be captain of cavalry, 
February 7, 1891, vice Carr, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Artillery. 

Second Lieut. Samuel Rodman, jr., First Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant of artillery, January 31, 1891,vice Kilbourne, Second Artillery, 
appointed captain in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Henry C, Davis, Third Artillery, to be first lieutenant 
of artillery, February 10, 1891, vice Scriven, Third Artillery, appointed 
first lieutenant in the Sigual Corps. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Ridgway, Fifth Artillery, to be first lieuten- 
ant of artillery, February 12, 1891, vice Townsley, Fourth Artillery, 
appointed regimental quartermaster. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1891. 
POSTMASTER. 


William A. Hopson, to be postmaster at Paterson, in the county of 
Passaic and State of New Jersey. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14, 1891. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Henry L. Scrogin, to be postmaster at Chenoa, in the county of Mc- 
Lean and State of Illinois. 

Augustus W. Condit, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Stephen L. Stillman, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York. 

Josis Miller, to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county of Jefferson 
and State of New York. 

William H. Deal, to be postmaster at Cleburne, in the county of John- 
son and State of Texas. 

Adam J. Blesser, to be postmaster at Millbank, in the county of Grant 
and State of South Dakota. 
* Charles L. Hubbs, to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

John A. Woodbury, to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles E. Walker, to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Frank H. Pierce, to be postmaster at Laredo, in the county of Webb 
and State of Texas. 

Henry L. Simons, to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of Mc- 
Leod and State of Minnesota. 

George E. Newall, to be postmaster at Flint, in the county of Genesee 
and State of Michigan. 

Charles A. Wilson, to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of Oak- 
land and State of Michigan. 

William Hilton, to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county of Essex 
and State of Massachusetts. 

Frederick E. Fowle, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Christopher Hostetter, to be postmaster at Central City, in the county 
of Merrick and State of Nebraska. 

William F. Merritt, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Benjamin W. Mayo,to be postmaster at Turner’s Falls, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

Arthur C. Longley, to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetts, 

Solomon B. Humbert, to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 

Howard L. Taylor, to be postmaster at Wenona, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois. 

George H. Tarleton, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

William T. Smart, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county of 
Androscoggin and State of Maine. 

Henry N. Paine,to be postmaster at Eastport, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Maine. 

Elias A. Wasser, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of Crawford 
and State of Kansas, 

Laura E. Edwards, to be postmaster at Truckee, in the county of Ne- 
vada and State of California, 

William M. Gorham, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Rhode Island, 
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James P. Harter, to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maryland. 

Charles P. Bascom,to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois. 

Selleck Y. St. John,to be postmaster at New Canaan, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Wilbur W. Smith, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of 

New Haven and State of Connecticut. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1891. 


| George C. Deming, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county ot 
| Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, February 16, 1891. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. Mitsury, D. D, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal explanation; and perhaps it will rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

On Saturday, during the discussion of the Indian appropriation bill, 
as appears on page 2854 of the RecorD, the following proceedings were 


Mr. Firuian. I move to strike out the last word, and I ask to have read the 
article that I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Washington is at present infested with a class of patriots whose warmest 
emotions are awakehed by the contemplation of the ‘old flag and an appropri- 
ation.’ Reciprocity fills them with fresh hopes. They are appearing from 
every quarter and under every name and disguise to hail the success of reci- 
procity and to insist upon an appropriation. Mr. Blaine is, in their considerate 
estimation, the greatest Republican alive, seeing that he is the one Republican 
with grace and grit enough to turn Democrat when nothing else will serve the 
purpose.”’ 

Mr. Atkinson, of Pennsylvania (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that that matter is notin order, as it does not relate to 
the subject before the committee. 

Mr. Frraran. I guess I have a right to have it read in my time. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. Ezra B. Taytor. Mr, Chairman, what has been done with the point of 
order that was raised? Was it overruled’? I suggest that this isan insult to 
the House and to the country, and is intended to be so by the gentleman who 
has introduced it, 

The CuarrMan. If the Chair is asked to rule upon the matter, he must rule 
that it is not in order. Weare not now in genera! debate. 

Mr. Firuian, Not inorder, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMAy. It is not in order, We are not in general debate at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. Frraian. I move to strike out the last word or the last two words. 

The CHAiRMAN, That is the motion of the gentleman. 

Mr. Firaian. Now, Mr. Chairman, in support of my motion I desire to read 
the following article: 

“Washington is at present ’’—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order, 
and I direct the attention of the Chair to the first section of Rule XIV, which 
provides that ‘‘ when any member desires to speak or to deliver any matter to 
the House he shall rise and respectfully address himself to ‘Mr. Speaker;’ * 

. and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person- 
alities.’ 

The Caareman. The Chair desires to say that there is no doubt that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is out of order. The committeeis not now engaged in gen- 
eral debate, 

Mr, Frraiay. I am not at all surprised at the decision of the Chair, because he 
os _ want to hear anything that is against subsidies. [Cries of “Oh!” 
“* oO ! ” 

Mr. ATKrnson, of Pennsylvania. I raise the point of order again. 

Mr. Frraran. It has been the universal practice of this House to allow any- 
thing to be read. 

The CuarrMan. The gentleman from Illinois is out of order. 


The SPEAKER. What point does the gentleman make as a ques- 
tion of personal privilege ? ; 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Inasingle moment I will come toit. .I 
will omit everything else down to this: 


The CHarrMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. Frraian (reading). Mr. Chairman— 

‘*Washington is at present ’—— 

Mr. Rowe... I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that that is not an ar- 
gument on the appeal. 

With the omission of a sentence or two, Mr. FITHIAN said: 


Mr. Chairman, I have always understood that this wasa place where any 
member of the House had a right to discuss all public questions; had a right 
to interpose objection to a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. Speaker, when I began I stated that it was a personal explana- 
tion, which might rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. If it is a matter of personal explanation it re- 
quires unanimous consent. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Nobody will object to this. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection on the part of the House ? 

Mr. GRISP. What is the point? 

The SPEAKER. If it is a question of personal explanation it re- 
quires unanimous consent. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (to Mr. Crisp). It is about what I said on 


Saturday. 


Ri ee 


a 


So ace 


ae 


ao 


eee ae 


as 
na 
3 





1891. 


—— 


The SPEAKER. Is their objection? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection, for in the excitement ot the moment on that day I said things 
which I then wished to recall, and which I wish now to apologize for; 
and | say it is a matter of privilege as well as of personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Very well; the Chair took the word of the gentle- 
man from Ohio in regard to its being a matter of personal explanation, 
which would require unanimous concent.. That raises a question of 
personal privilege. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I said I believed it rose to a question of 
privilege, because it involved the good order of the House. 

In connection with what I have read I made use of this remark: 


Mr. Chairman, I have understood that this was a place where a man could 
sometimes make a fool of himself if he wanted to. 


{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is not at all uncommon. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. This discussion went on until there came 
a request from Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I read again: 


Mr. Wueecer, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to finish the reading of the article. 

Mr, Payne. I object. 

Mr. Ezra B. Tayior. I object. The gentleman may make as big a fool of 
himself as he pleases, but not here with my consent. 


Now, I wish to say this, that unless a man was then in the House 
he would not understand the condition of excitement at that particu- 
lar moment, and I made these remarks quoted in both cases under the 
impulse of excitement that was in the House on the matter: There 
was no reason why I should have done it. 
after I had made a mistake, which I think I do not often make in this 
House, as will be testified to by everybody. I afterwards tried to get 
recognition for an apology, but could not. Idetermined immediately, 
and have continued that determination, to make it; and now, on the 
first opportunity afforded me, I say that these words were unreasonable, 
unparliamentary, and unjust; I apologize to the House and to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. FrTH1IAN], and regret exceedingly that I 
was, under excitement, induced to make use of them. [Loud and 
general applause.] I ask that they be stricken from the Recorp. 

Mr. FITHIAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon ] 
is recognized. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. FITHIAN] will be allowed a word in reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois rises for what pur- 
pose ? 

Mr. FITHIAN. 1 desire only to say that after hearing the manly 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] I accept 
his apology in the same spirit in which it has been offered. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report on 
the army appropriation bill. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 12573) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30,1892, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom - 
mend and do recommend to their respectite Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 22, and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 21, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30,31, and 
36, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word “appointed” the following: ‘in case of vacancy ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15, and agree to thesame with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word ‘‘ procuring,” in line 6, page 13, of the bill, the following : and 
introduction of;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 20, and agree tothe same with anamendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

* Provided further, That in expending the money appropriated by this act, a 
railroad company which has not received aid in bonds of the United States and 
which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad 
on condition that such railroad should be a post route and military road, sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and al! other 
Government service, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may im- 
pose restricting the charges for such Government transportation, having claims 
against the United States for transportation of troops and munitions of war and 
military supplies and property over such aided railroad, shall only be paid out 
of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision on the basis of such rate 
for the transportation of such troops and munitions of war and military sup- 
plies and property as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable un- 
der the foregoing provision, not exceeding 60 per cent. of the compensation for 
such Government transportation as shall at the time be charged to and paid by 
private parties to any such company for like and similar transportation; and 
the amount so fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full for all demands for 
such service.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recedefrom its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Strike 
out from said amendment the words ‘“‘not exceeding such appraisement as 
may be made by a board of army officers detailed for the purpose,”’ and insert 
in lien thereof the words ‘‘to be fixed;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
“ieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,175,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Inlicu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘and to 
officers detailed and on duty as acting engineer officers; '’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagrcement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the 
end of said amendment the following: “to be designated from time to time by 
the Secretary of War;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 33, 34, and 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

‘**For contingent expenses at the headquarters of the several military divi- 
sions and departments, being for the necessary articles of office, toilet, and desk 
furniture, stationery, binding, maps, books of reference, including one copy of 
some standard work on military lawand courts-martial for each of the one hun- 
dred and eight military posts, and police utensils, $3,000, to be allotted by the 
Secretary of War.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 





RB. M, CUTCHEON, 

E. 8. OSBORNE, 

JOS. WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House 

W. B. ALLISON, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

JO, C. 8, BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I move the adoption of the report. It is the 
unanimous report of the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. Thestatementof the House conferees must be first 
read, 

The statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the partof the House make the following detailed state 
ment of the effect of the conference upon the army appropriation bill 

The recession of the Senate upon amendment No. 18 is merely verbal. Upon 
amendmert No, 22, allows the provision in regard to Jefferson Barracks to 
stand. Upon amendment No. 37,an appropriation of $500 for binding books, 
maps, etc., is stricken out and provided for elsewhere 

The recession of the House upon Senate amendment No. | strikes out the 
House amendment, providing that a retired officer shall not accept pay as a 
Government official. Nos. 2,3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17,19, 25, and 26 are mostly 
verbal only and make no change in existing law 

Nos. 9, 21, 28, and 31 are simply corrections of footings. 

No. 10 changes from one hundred and twenty to one hundred and ten thou- 
sand dollars the sum which may be used in the employment of civilian em- 
ployés by the Subsistence Department of the Army. 

No. 29 allows $20,000 for the purchase of machine guns, musket caliber, as 
provided by the Senate amendment. 

No. 30 allows the employment of a clerk at a salary not to exceed $1,200 per 
annum to the disbursing officer of the recruiting service. 

No. 36 strikes out an item of $1,000 for contingent expenses in the office of the 
Inspector General, which is provided for elsewhere. 

No.7 adds the words “in case of vacancy," as the office is now filled 

No. 15 is simply a change in phraseology from the House bill 

No. 20 relates to the transportation of land-grant railroads. The House bill 
fixed such rate at 50 per cent. of that paid by private parties. The Senate amend 
ment placed the rate at 70 per cent., and the conference report fixes the rate at 
60 per cent. of that paid by private parties as a maximum rate, or at such less 
compensation as the Secretary of War shall deem reasonable. 

No. 23, which is a Senate provision, allows the Secretary of War to purchase 
buildings at army posts erected by private parties at a price fixed by him. 

No. 24 provides for purchase of clothing, camp and garrison equipage. The 
amount fixed by the House was $150,000. This amount was increased by the 
Senate to $200,000, and has been fixed in the conference at $175,000 

No. 27 allows the House provision to stand with a simple change in phrase- 
ology. 

No, 32 provides that the appropriation for military telegraph lines shall be 
disbursed by a bonded officer, which was amended in conference so as to allow 
such officer to be designated by the Secretary of War. 

Nos. 33, 34, and 35 relate to the same subject-matter, and makes an appropria- 
tion in bulk of $3,000 for the contingent expenses of the headquarters of the sevy- 
eral military divisions, and while it does not increase the usual annual appro- 
priation for such purpose, it allows the grosssum to be allotted by the Secretary 
of War in accordance with the needs of the several departments. 

B. M, CUTCHEON, 
E. S. OSBORNE, 
JOS. WHEELER. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the twentieth amendment, the 
one in regard to railroad transportation for the Government, will be 
read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of my friend [ Mr. 
CuTCHEON ] to the fact that it is-possible that that language may have 
the effect of increasing to 60 per cent. the rates on the class of roads 
that are now paid 50 percent. That certainly is not intended. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I thinkitcan not have that effect. This applies 
simply to the roads described in the text as those roads that received 
a grant of public lands to aid in their construction upon a condition, 
and the condition is recited, ‘‘ that such railroad should bea post route 
and military road subject to the use of the United States for postal, mili- 
tary, naval, and all other Government service, and also subject to such 
regulations as Congress may impose restricting the charges for such 
Government transportation.’’ That can apply to only one class of roads, 
As the gentleman from Indiana knows, there are three classes of these 
land-grant roads: first those that receive compensation at 50 per cent. 
under the decision of the Supreme Court—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Which are they ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The old roads, like the Illinois Central. ‘Then 
there is another class that receive no compensation for transportation. 
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In that class of charters it is provided that they shall perform the trans- 
portation for the Government at their own cost and charge. Then, 
thirdly, there is the class, like the Northern Pacific and the affiliated 
roads, the charters of which contain the provision which we have copied 
verbatim into the textof the amendment, that they shall be post routes, 
military roads, ete. We provide in these cases, as Congress has not 
heretotore exercised rights to restrict the charges for such Government 
transportation, that the compensation therefor shall be fixed at a rea- 
sonable rate by the Secretary of War, but in no case exceeding 60 per 
cent. 

The Secretary may fix it at a lese rate than 60 per cent., he may fix 
it at 50 per cent., but by the conference report it is not in any case to 
exceed 60 per cent., instead of 70 per cent. as provided by the Senate. 
I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that this matter was very 
carefully considered for along time in the conference, and we believed 
that the language was not liable to any such construction as he sug- 

ests, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of my friend, though, 
to this fact. ‘The provision as it was originally drawn up, inasmuch as 
it did not fix the compensation at a rate exceeding 50 per cent., could 
not by human possibility be so interpreted as to embrace the class of 
roads to which the gentleman first referred, the class to which the IIli- 
nois Central belongs, but now that the rate is fixed above 50 per cent. 
the language becomesimportant. Ofcourse the languagein the amend- 
ment isa quotation from the acts of Congress with reference to theclass 
of roads to which the Northern Pacific belongs—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In the charters of the roads to which the gen- 
tleman refers, like the Illinois Central, there is no provision that they 
shall perform this service subject to such regulations as Congress may 
impose restricting the charges. That limits the class of roads to which 
this amendment can apply to such roads as are indicated, and to those 
only, and it can not be held to include such roads as the Illinois Cen- 
tral and the other older roads that were chartered in the fifties. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman's interpretation is correct. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We are decidedly of that opinion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I regret exceedingly that the conferees on the part 
of the House found it necessary to compromise this matter with the 
Senate conferees. I think 50 per cent. was amply high, but I agree, 
of course, that this 60-per-cent. provision is better than 70 per cent. 
There was no possible reason for fixing the rate as high as 70 per cent. 
I have stated on the floor of the House that I should prefer to see this 
measure defeated entirely rather than that the Senate provision should 
prevail. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We thought this was a decided victory for the 
House. Heretofore these roads have received fall compensation; now 
we cut them down. And this is only for the current year. We had 
no investigation, and we thought this was a very good provision to 
make until such time as the matter could be more thoroughly investi- 
rated. 

. Mr. HOLMAN. If this proposition were incorporated in this bill as 

a permanent provision of law I certainly should seriously object, but 

inasmuch as it applies only to the appropriations made in this bill—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON, That is all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The evil which may arise can be remedied at the 
next session. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill how this amendment affects the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, which received the largest land grant ever given to 
any railroad company, but did not receive bonds? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This report reduces the charges for all military 
transportation for the Government, the transportation of troops, mu- 
nitions of war, or other property, to a maximum of 60 per cent., of 
the rates charged to the public for similar services, and the charge may 
be lower than 60 per cent. if the Secretary of War should decide such 
lower charge to be reasonable. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In other words, I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that there is no existing law which regulates at all the 
rates of transportation of Government supplieson the Northern Pacific 
Railroad. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Congress has heretofore neglected or omitted to 
restrict, as it might have done under the provisions of the charter of 
the company, the rate of charges to the Government, and thus far the 
Government has paid the same rate as private parties. This report 
makes a reduction of at least 40 per cent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much in the aggregate does this 
bill as proposed by the conferees increase the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment over the amount as voted by the House? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘There is a possible increase of 10 per cent., the 
maximum rate being changed from 50 per cent. to 60 per cent. of the 
charges made to the public for like service; but it does not follow at 
all that the Secretary of War will not fix the rate at 50 percent. He 
is authorized to fix it at what he may deem reasonable, not exceeding 
in any case 60 per cent. I hope we may have a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I want to be heard on this matter 
briefly. And I would like the gentleman to answer this question: 
How much in round numbers—in hundreds of thousands of dollars— 
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does this report increase the expenditures of the Government over 
ee would have been under the action taken by the House on 
this bill ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The entire amount of transportation over this 
system of roads last year amounted to less than $150,000; I mean mil- 
tary transportation. By this report we cut down the expenditure at 
least 40 per cent. I suppose that the difference between the amount 
authorized to be paid by the bill as it passed the House and the amount 
oa under the bill as now reported may be in the vicinity of 

15,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, I would like to be heard on 
this question for five minutes, if the gentleman from Michigan is 
willing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I yield to the gentleman for five mirutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, when this question 
was up before I suggested that the House conferees would in all prob- 
ability ‘‘ back down.’’ This report shows that they have ‘* backed 
down ’’ 10 per cent.; and they have backed down as to a class of roads 
which were substantially built by the United States Government—the 
bonded roads and the land-grant roads. By the report of the con- 
ferees the House is now placed in this position: First we must accede 
to a 10 per cent. increase made by the Senate in favor of these roads; 
secondly, they insist that the Government shall not pay over 70 per 
cent. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will my friend give way for a moment? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, I have but a short time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will secure you an extension of time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend wili please allow me to 
proceed, By this report the Government is putin the position of say- 
ing that the charges of these roads are so high that it will only pay 60 
per cent. of what the people are compelled to pay for similar service. 

Furthermore, everybody in the country knows perfectly well that 
each of these land-grant roads, although substantially built by the 
Government, is to-day charging exorbitant prices not only to the Gov- 
ernment, but to all the people, and by the adoption of this report we 
shall place ourselves in the attitude of saying that we will give these 
roads 10 per cent. more than the House said they ought to have be- 
cause the Senate insists upon it; and, secondly, that we regard as sufli- 
cient compensation 60 per cent. of whatis charged to the people. That 
is what this report does. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; the Government will pay at least 40 per 
cent. less than is charged to the people. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well, 40 per cent. You admit 
that these roads are robbing the people; and that, when as trustees you 
are undertaking to defend the interests of the Government, they shal! 
be compelled to remit to you 40 per cent. of their ‘‘stealings.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; notnow. Thatis precisely what 
this report does. 

Now I wish to submit to gentlemen in the House who have some re- 
spect for the people of the country that this is not good legislation, and 
that this report ought to be defeated. That is the point I wish to 





make. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has my time expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. Tracey]. Does the gentleman 
from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will reserve the balance of my time. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say a word. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I yield a minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr.Speaker, as I understand, this report decreases 
the compensation for mail transportation and military transportation 
by certain roads running in the main through new portions of our 
country —— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. To which roads the Government gave 
a valuable franchise. 

Mr. CANNON. Roads running in the main through a new country 
where necessarily these roads, in order to maintain themselves, charge 
very high rates—much higher than are in the old-settled por- 
tions of the country. I doubt the wisdom or the statesmanship of 
making this ‘‘cut,”’ thereby rendering it necessary, or at least excus- 
able, for these railroad companies to add a greater burden to the al- 
ready overburdened customer, the settler in the new, sparsely settled 
portions of our country. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The Illinois Central does not run 
through a new country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This does not affect that road—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The first class of roads, then. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But only the Northern Pacific, its branches, and 
the affiliated roads. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in 
the remainder of the time at my disposal that what we are doing here 
by the adoption of this conference report is to give to a class of roads 
which the Government really built by land and bonds, and which it, 
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as a partof the contract, required to carry the troops, military supplies, 
mail, and munitions of war of the Government free—that you are giv- 
ing to them an amount of money under this conference report which 
as a Committee of the Whole and as a House we voted we would not 
give them, and that the vote is now to be taken on the adoption of the 
report which will give them 10 per cent. more than the House itself 
said they ought to have when this bill was under consideration. 

It has been said by the gentleman from Michigan that this is left 
discretionary with the Secretary of War. That may be true, but will 
not their attorneys constantly din into the ears of the Secretary of War 
all of the old bosh and slosh that we have heard so long about the needs 
of the roads, about their straggles, about the sparseness of the popula- 
tion? Will he not be told constantly about their running through new 
countries? 

I ask, how about the Union Pacific? Is thata road running through 
a new country, passing through States with a million and a half popu- 
lation now? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This does not affect that road at all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How about the Northern Pacific? I 
sup) that rans through a new country? How about all of these 
on Why, the allegation that they are ranning through new coun- 
tries, and hence that they may charge exorbitant rates, is simply an 
absurdity, and the House ought not tosubmittoit fora moment. I sin- 
cerely hope that the conference report will not be adopted and that 
this question will be sent back and put in proper shape. 

Mr. CUTCHEON., I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
conference report was adopted. 

CONFEREES, NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the bill (H. R. 12782) 
making appropriations for the support of the naval service for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1892, Mr. Boure.Le, Mr. LopGE, and Mr. 
HERBERT. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | 


that they had examined and found traly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (1H. R. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Michael Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2512) granting an increase of pension to Hugh McHugh; 

A bill (H. R. 2537) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 

A bill (8. 2675) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way to construct and operate additional lines of railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of Thomas W. Houts; 

A bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan 8. Brink; 

A bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at Og- 
den, Utah; 

A bill (S. 4798) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. N. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (1. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy; 

A bill (H. R. 4822) granting a pension to Jobn Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R. 5546) granting a pension to H. W. Goodnight; 

A bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable; 

A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bristor; 

A bill (H. R. 6686) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey; 

A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North S. Storms; 

A bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to James H. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to E. Patton, of Benedict, 
Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R, 7880) granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells; 

A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 

A bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia N. Atkinson; 

A bill (H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Martha A. Kendrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9948) granting a pension to Mrs. Matilda Kent; 

A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Nancy Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine S. Hansel, late 
Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of Robert Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 11173) to imerease the pension of Elias D. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs. Letitia Staenglen; 

A bill (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension of William L. Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger; 

A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. Wright, of Audrain 
County, Missouri; 
A bill (H. R. 12118) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Saunders; 
A bill (H. R. 12147) granting a pension to Elender Johnson; 
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A bill (H. R. 12347) granting a pension to Laura J. Haydon, for- 
merly Burke; 

A bill (H. R. 12386) grantin 

A bill (H. R, 12478) granting 
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a pension to Mary S. Wheeler; 
a pension to Jane Falk; 

A bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension to Maria M. C. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to Mary Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 13023) granting a pension to Mary FE. Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 13060) to grant a pension to General Nathaniel Prentiss 
Banks; 

\ bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of William M. Robinson; and 

A bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell. 

STEAMERS MONTAUK AND MINEOLA 


Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4520) to provide American regis- 
ters for the steamers Montauk and Mineola. 

The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamers Montauk and Mineola, pur 
chased and wholly owned by American citizens and repaired by them, to be 
registered as vessels of the United States. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said vessel, steam boiler, 
steam pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
register and usual certificate issued to steam vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam boiler, steam pipes,and appurte- 
nances were not constructed pursuant tothe laws of the United States, and were 
not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be ap 
plied in the inspection of said boiler, steam pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, steam pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suant to the requirements of the laws ofthe United States, and are of unstamped 
iron, shall not be an obstacle tothe granting of the usual certificate if said 
ee steam pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength 
| and safety. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered toa third reading; 
| and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES A. TERRELL. 

Mr. HATCH. [ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 405) for the relief of James A. Terrell. 

The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster Genera! of the United 
States Army the circumstances, character, and extent of the alleged use ando 
cupation by the United States military authorities for Government purposes 
during the late war, of the large frame hotel situate on block 2, in and on the 
east side of Macon City, in the county of Macon, in the State of Missouri, and of 
a large tract of timbered land on the west and adjoining said Macon City, the 
actual value of the use and occupation of the said hotel for the time it was so 
used and occupied for Government purposes, and the value of the timber taken 
from such timbered land by military authority for Government purposes, and 
to find, award, and certify to the Secretary of the Treasury what amount of 
money, if any, is equitably due to said James A. Terrell from the United States 
as the reasonable value of such use and occupation of said frame hotel so oc- 
cupied, and the value of the timber taken from said timber land, by military 
authority, for Government purposes and so used; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to said James A. Terrell, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount, if any, 
so found and awarded to be due from the United States, not to exceed $3,456 
and the acceptance by said Terrell of any sum awarded under this act shall be 
in full satisfaction of all claims of every character and nature for such use and 
| occupation and all damages resulting therefrom, and for all such timber 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Let meask the gentleman a question first. Is there 
a provision in the bill for the courts ascertaining the loyalty of the 
claimant? 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman that I do not believe 
that question has ever been raised; butit has already been reported by 
the Quartermaster General. There was no question inthe world about 
his loyalty. The bill has passed the Senate either two or three times 
and been several times unanimously reported by the House committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say, in addition to what my colleague 
has said, that I have personal knowledge of the loyalty of this man 
| Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 
| The report (by Mr. Stone, of Kentucky) was read, as follows 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 405) for the 
relief of James A. Terrell, have had the same under consideration and adopt 
the Senate report accompanying said biil as its own, and report the bill back 
and recommend its passage. 

[Senate Report No. 5il, Fifty-first Congress, first session 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (3. 405) for the relief 
of James A. Terrell, have duly considered the same and submit the following 
report: 

he claimant, about August 10, 1865, under the act of July 4, 1864, filed with 
the Quartermaster General a claim for timber used by the Federal forces for 
fortifications and subsequently for fuel valued at $558, and for rent, use, and ox 
cupation of hotel building for military purposes from September 1, 1861, to Feb 
ruary 1, 1865, at $1,200, and for the necessary repairs on said building, $1,598 
aggregating $3,456. 

The above claim was afterwards temporarily withdrawn and the papers in 
the case were lost. After having exhausted every effort to find them, claimant re- 
submitted his claim, with proper evidence, to the Quartermaster General, who 
caused an investigation to be made by a special agent, who took the testimony 
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of numerous witnesses at Macon City, Mo., where the property was situated, 
which disclosed, as shown by his report, the following facts: 

1. That claimant, James A. Terrell, was in 1861 eat daring the war a loyal 
citizen of Macon County, Missouri, a noninsurrectionary State. 

2, That said claimant was in 1860-61 and subsequently the owner of valua- 
ble lands near Macon City, in Macon County, Missouri, including timber lands, 
and several lots in Macon City; and in 1860 owner of 37,200 feetof hewed timber, 
reduced to board measure, and also owner at said date and subsequently of a 
powey *- hotel building, which was situated on his lots in said city, and in good 
condition. 

3. That in 1862 Major Dotson, of the Eleventh Regiment Missouri State Mili- 
tia, under orders from Colonel Lipscomb, of said regiment, with army teams, 
took and hauled away the hewed timber and placed it in fortifications for re- 
pair and completion of same, and all of said hewed timber was so used in such 
fortifications for some time, and was afterward, during the war, used by the 
Army for fuel; and such timber, about 37,200 feet, reduced to cord wood, would 
make 25 cords. That Colonel Foster, who was in command of the Twenty-sec- 
ond Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, in September, 1861, at Macon City, 
Mo., took possession of said hotel building and occupied and used the same for 
his headquarters and for army purposes, and that said building was used con- 
tinuously by said Foster and those who succeeded him in command from Sep- 
tember, 1861, to February, 1865, making three years and four months. 

4. That the value of lumber, board measure, was $1.25 to $1.50 per 100 feet, 
of cord wood $4 to $4.50 per cord, of the use, rent, and occupation of said hotel 
building $25 to $30 per month, and of the wear and injury to said building, dur- 
ing the use and occupancy, which was very great, $1,800. ~ 

There was no writien or express contract made for the rent, use, and occu- 
pation of the hote! building and no vouchers given, nor was there any seizure 
for military purposes. Colonel Foster, on arriving at Macon City, Mo., totake 
command, needing quarters for himself and officers, and buildings for neces- 
sary army purposes, selected the building referred to and took possession with 
the knowledge and without objection of claimant, and so used the same whilst 
in command there, and when he was ordered away the officers succeeding him 
moved at once into the building, and the use and occupation thus continued for 
the term aforesaid. 

The Quartermaster General held that, under the law of July 4, 1864, he had no 
jurisdiction over the claim for rent and repairs of the property and could not 
therefore pass upon or ailow the same, and that he could only consider and act 
upon the claim for the hewed timber as a claim for fuel. 

‘The special agent in his report to the Quartermaster General estimated the 
hewed timber as equal to 25 cords of wood, at $4 per cord, and the use and occu- 
pation of the hotel! property at $25 per month for three years and four months, 
amounting to $1,000, 

The Quartermaster, having held that he had no jurisdiction overthe claim 
for rent, use, and occupation of the property above mentioned, this bill directs 
the Secretary of War to cause this officer to find, award, and certify to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury what amount, if any, is equitably due to the claimant 
from the United States for losses and damage suffered by him as aforesaid, 
and to pay him such amount, not to exceed $3,456, the acceptance of which to 
be in full satisfaction of all claims on the part of Terre}! therefor. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike outin the nineteenth, twentieth, and twenty-first lines the fol- 
lowing words: ‘ And for the injuries and damages to such hotel building, the 
natural result of such use and occupation,” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri whether this hotel is that which stood at the junc- 
tion of the then Hannibal, St. Joe and North Missouri Railroad ? 

Mr. HATCH. My colleague[Mr. DockERyY], who lived in Macon 
at that time, is more familiar with the identification of this hotel, but 
he says it is not, and my recollection is that it was not, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is the only hotel in that 
city that at that time was worth anything like that amount of rent. 

Mr. HATCH. I think the gentleman is mistakenabout that. The 
matter has been very thoroughly investigated anda report made by the 
(Juartermaster General’s Office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But that officer after investi- 
gation reported that $25 a month was sufficient remuneration. 

Mr. HATCH. Twenty-five dollars a month would be an insignifi- 
cant rent for it : 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Upon the information I have, 
from being on the spot the following year, I shall vote against the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ? 
[ After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered tu a third reading, and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman if he will give way 
for the consideration of a privileged report and bill accompanying it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And fora few unanimous consents. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let the Indians rest for an hour or two. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. And in connection with that, Mr. 
Speaker—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, Mr. Speaker, this is the day which, under the 
rules of the House, is set apart for suspension and recognition of com- 
mittees, and I hope the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. PeRK«Nns] will 
not call up any appropriation bill and deprive the committees of the 
right of consideration—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The matter is not debatable. 
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IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. In connection with the report that I have 
sent to the Clerk’s desk, I shall ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill reported by the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, covering the matter referred to. I ask for the reading 
of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Report of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, making investi- 
gation under resolution of January 27, 1891, concerning the treatment of im- 
migrants at the port of New York. 


‘* Whereas complaint has been made through the public press and by respon- 
sible citizens that immigrants arriving at the port of New York who are in dis- 
tress and who are detained for further inspection do not receive proper care 
and treatment; and 

* Whereas, by act of Congress passed in 1882, an ‘immigrant fund’ was created 
by a capitation tax of 50 cents on each immigrant, which fund was to be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States, ‘to be used, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the lreasury, to defray the expense of regulating immigration and 
for the care of immigrants arriving in the United States, for the relief of such 
as are in distress, and for the general purposes and expenses of carrying this 
act into effect;’ and 

“ Whereas it is represented that a large sum of money raised by said tax be- 
longing to said immigration fund specially held by the United States in trust 
under the provisions of said act for the humane purpose of caring for said im- 
migrants in distress remains in the Treasury expended : 

“1. Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish this House with 
a statement of amount of money now remaining in the Treasury belonging to 
the immigration fund. How much money has been received since the Ist of 
January, 1890. How much has been expended during that time; and what in- 
structions he has given for the care of immigrants arriving in the United States 
in distress, What provisions he has made for the care of those who are de- 
tained for examination; and, specially, whether said immigrants are provided 
with proper food and sleeping accommodations. 

“2. Be it reso'ved, That the Select Committee on Immigration be directed to 
immediately investigate the manner of the treatment of immigrants arriving 
in the port of New York, with leave at any time to report to this House the re- 
sult of its investigation.” 

Your committee proceeded to New York and made a full investigation, the 
testimony whereot is herewith submitted, and report as follows: 

A!l the witnesses testitied that the treatment of the immigrants by Superin- 
tendent Weber, Assistant Superintendent O' Beirne, and other officers and em- 
ployés of the immigrant depot was humane and kind. The Rev. Dr. Drumm, 
whose letters in the daily press were instrumental in creating the investiga- 
tion, disclaimed any charge of inhuman treatment of immigrants by the offi- 
cers of that depot, and —— to be recorded as having the utmost confi- 
dence in Superintendent Weber and his staff of assistants. 

The investigation emphasized to the committee the weakness of our immi- 
gration laws and the needed remedies, all of which has been fully set forth in 

House Report No. 3472, made on the investigation held under concurrent reso- 
lution of March 12, 1890, 

The committee recommend administrative methods and amendments to the 

oresent immigration laws which it is believed will solve the troubles that bave 

hitherto embarrassed the labors of this service, and asx the House at this time 
to consider and pass the same. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Now I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill accompanying the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 13586) in amendment to the various acts relative to immigration 
and the importation of aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor. 


The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. How is it that this bill becomes privileged ? 

The SPEAKER. The committee had leave to report at any time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point that it is 
not a privileged bill, and second, that it must have its first considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND. It creates a new bureau of the Department. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to know how it be- 
came privileged ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be permitted to make a 
statement before the gentleman objects. r 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Very well. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. J wish to state to the House and to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization have, by order of the House, made a fall investigation of the 
subject. We madea report to the House, No. 3472, covering over a 
thousand pages. This matter has been investigated by previous Con- 
gresses, by committees appointed, and there is no doubt that the laws 
relating to immigration and naturalization, ly immigration, 
need correction. The responsibility is nowdivided. This bill merely 
provides for a better administration. We believe that the evils which 
now exist as to persons coming here unlawfully will be remedied by 
this act. It is purely an administrative measure; and I will say to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that this is the only 
way in which this bill can be brought up for consideration, and I trust 
there will be no objection to its consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I must disagree with the 
gentleman in the statement that this is purely an administrative meas- 
ure. It is a measure which changes the laws of immigratioa and which 
prohibits a man who is successful on this side of the water, as nearly 
as I can understand from the reading of it, from bringing over any of 
his relatives to this side. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a statement? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will suggest to the gentle- 
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man that if the bill is allowed to be printed in the REcorD, so that the 
House can examine it, I will not object to its fair consideration at any 
time; but I do object to a bill being suddenly precipitated into the 
House, consisting of twelve sections; « bill changing the law regarding 
the rights of persons to immigrate to America; a bill providing penal- 
ties for the mere advertisement and solicitation of immigration; a bill 
creating a new officer with $4,000 salary, and a bureau with a chief 
clerk and two other clerks; a bill making penalties of various sorts, 
conferring new and severe criminal jurisdiction upon the courts of the 
United States, I object to its being passed without consideration, as 
it will be really, in the morning hour. I agree with the committee 
that something ought to be done. Iam willing to do probably more 
than I would think wise to have that something done, but I do not 
think we ought to pass such a bill as this without the fullest and most 
careful consideration. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would like to have it considered. I will say 
to the gentleman from Kentucky that this bill does not provide that 
a member of a family here can not send means to assist another mem- 
ber of the family in Europe to come tothis country. Itsimply requires 
that those who have tickets sent to them shall prove to the satisfaction 
of the commissioner of immigration that they are not paupers when 
they arrive here. That is all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Worse than that. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I think not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It provides a penalty for any 
person whose. ticket is provided or passage is paid for with the money 
of another, or is even assisted by others to come, unless it is shown at- 
firmatively and satisfactorily, on special inquiry, that such person does 
not belong to one of those classes. Now, a great many ignorant people 
come from abroad on money that is sent them. They are not familiar 
with the laws of this country, and they are the very best classes of im- 
migrants. 

Now, there can be no better form of wealth brought to America than 
a first-class man, bringing a first-class family; and the more of that class 
that come the better it is for America. They frequently get help to 
come here, and these ignorant persons ought not to be put in prison 
in New York until they can get from abroad, possibly from some re- 
mote section of the country of their birth, satistactory proof that 
they do not come here within certain classes. I do not want to argue 
the merits of the bill; but I want to object to its consideration now. 

Mr. BLAND. The bill will have to receive its first consideration 
in Committee on the Whole. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will submit, as a compro- 
mise, that the bill be printed in the Recorn to-day, and that it come 
up to-morrow. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, Very well. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that it must receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. Itcreates new offices and a 
new bureau. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is to be considered, the point of order is 
well taken if the gentleman makes it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. [ask unanimous consent that the bill be printed 
in the REcoRD; that it be considered to-morrow; and that the com- 
mittee shall have leave to move that the House resolve itself into Com- | 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

I will say that when the House understands the provisions of this 
bill I believe there will be no objection to it on the part of any mem- 
ber of this House. It isa purely administrative measure, and it is very 
carefully guarded. It is not for the purpose of restricting immigration, 
but simply to keep out paupers, criminals, and idiots, and makes that 
more effective, and every person is certainly in favor of that. I ask 
unanimous consent that this measure may be considered to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that the committee withdraw this bill, that by unan- 
imous consent it be printed in the REcoRD, and then the committee 
can bring it forward at any suitable time, because it is a privileged 
matter. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, The trouble would be in getting recogni- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. It isa privileged bill. As the Chair now under- 
stands, the committee have a right to report such a bill. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. With that understanding I withdraw it. 

.Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object to printing the bill 
in the RecorpD. I have no objection to the consideration of the bill. 
The bill is accessible in the document room, and there is no use en- 
cumbering the REcoRD with it. 

Mr. PEKKINS. Mr. Speaker, in consideration of the fact that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANDALL] was recognized I will 
yield for one recognition for unanimous consent. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Then I understand the bill goes over with 
the privilege of calling it up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I withdrew it on making that statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
BIDGE] objects. 





a 
————— 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. He only objected to the bill being printed 
in the Recorp, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My objection was to the bill 
being printed in the Recorp. I have no objection to consideration of 
the bill; but I want it considered in the usual way by the House. | 
do not think we should unnecessarily cumber up the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the bill is withdrawn, 
The gentleman trom Massachusetts. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT VINEYARD HAVEN, MASS. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2481) to improve the marine hos- 
pital at Vineyard Haven, Mass. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The geatleman from Ohio objects. 

BIRMINGHAM, SITEFFIELD AND TENNESSEE RIVER RAILWAY CO. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. RK. 10965) to grant to 
the Birmingham, Sheffield and Tennessee River Railway Company a 
right of way over the public lands traversed by it. 

Che bill and amendments were read at length for information. 

The SPEAKEK. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will state that this bill simply 
gives to this road the same rights that the general law gives to roads 
generally. The railroad was constructed very rapidly, and the roadbed 
constructed upon some small patches of public land without knowing 
that it was public land. 

If the engineers had known the land referred to belonged to the Gov- 
ernment a title to the land could have been acquired by simply filing 
an application with the land office. As this formality was omitted, it 
has become necessary to ask Congress to give the road the same rights 
which it would have had if the application had been filed within the 
time provided by law. 

The amount of land involved is very small and of bnt little value. 

Mr. FITHIAN, Is there any provision for compensation for the 
public lands taken for this right of way? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object, Mr. Speaker, until I can 
have a chance to look into this matter. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The general law gives all railroads 
the same rights that this bill gives this railroad. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamenary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to know whether under the rules to-day is 
not set apart for the suspension of the rules on the call of committees? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is not that in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order at any other time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it in order to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to-day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, for the purpose of bringing up the bill to re- 
organize the railway mail service, | oppose the consideration of the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS]. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires tosay with regard to this matter, 
in order that the House may understand it, that the provision in the 
rule is that thé rules shall be suspended at no other time than on cer- 
tain Mondays and during the last six days of the session. That is 
simply a permission for suspension of the rules upon those days; but 
it has been permissible upon proper occasion to allow the appropriation 
bills to be presented in order to test the sense of the House with régaid 
to the order of business, and, in the present condition of the public 
business, the Chair thought that the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PEr- 
KINS] ought to be recognized to make the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills, and the Chair accordingly entertains and 
submits that motion, which is itself highly privileged. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I 
understand the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to say that 


| this bill that he called up awhile ago takes but 15 acresof land. That 


being so, I do not object to its consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A farther inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If this motion 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, Perkins] is voted down, will it 
then be in order to call the committees for suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I hope the motion will be voted down. 
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The question was taken on the motion of Mr. PerkmNs that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union; and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mz. HOPKINS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 53. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for the veas and nays. [Cries of ‘‘No!”’ 
‘*No!’?] 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will get to his bill quicker by let- 
ting us get these appropriation bills through. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and 24 mem- 
bers voted in favor thereof—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Count the other side. 

The other side was counted, and 119 voted in the negative. A sufti- 
cient number not voting in favor of ordering the yeas and nays, they 
were refused. 

The motion of Mr. PERKINS was then agreed to; and the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of general appropriation bills, Mr. 
DINGLEY in the chair. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows 

For pay of second blacksmith, and furnishing iron, steel, and other material, 
per eighth article of same treaty, $1,600; in all, $1,263,500. 

For the erection of fifteen school buildings, being in partcompliance with the 
requirements of section 20 of the act of March 2, 1889, $15,000; in all, $1,428,100. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out, 
in lines 18 and 19, page 31, the words, ‘‘in all, one million two hun- 
dred and sixty-three thousand five hundred.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 20, 
21, 22, and 23, on the same page, the language which provides for the 
erection of fifteen school buildings, as they are provided for elsewhere 
in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PERKINS. On the same page, in line 18, I desire to add what 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 31, line 18, after the word “ dollars,” add the following: 

“fhe Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
Alexander C. Johnson the sum of $7,237. L1 for beef furnished the Sioux Indians 
at the Pine Ridge agency, South Dakota, September 6, 1890, at the request of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, out of the appropriation made for the Sioux 
Indians for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say, Mr. Chairman, by way of explanation 
of that amendment, that it has become necessary in consequence of the 
recent difficulty with the Sioux Indians. As this beef was not fur- 
nished under the usual contract and the account has not been audited 
by the Comptroller, it is necessary to have this legislation in order that 
this man may be paid for his cattle. 

Mr. CANNON. It is an expenditure of this year, I understand ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, an expenditure of this year, made in Decem- 
ber last, and rendered necessary, as I have said, by the difficulties that 
existed there 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I desire to offer an amendment changing 
the language in lines 23 and 24, so that it will read: ‘‘In all $1,420,- 
737.11,”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DockERY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pre tempore a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, 
its Seeretary, announced that the Senate insisted uponits amendments 
to the bill (11. R. 12782) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HAL®, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12499) mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of 
punctuation in the tariff act of 1890. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
4992) granting to the State of North Dakota the use of certain lands, 
heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten military re- 
servation, for the useof the militia of North Dakota, and for other pur- 
poses; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its sitting. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SIOUX, YANKTON TRIBE. 
For third of twenty installments, last series, to be paid to them or expended 
for their benefit, per fourth article of treaty of April 19, 1858, $15,000; 
For subsistence and civilization of 2,000 Yankton Sioux, heretofore provided 


for in appropriations under “ Fulfilling treaty with Sioux of different tribes,”’ 
$35,000; in all, $50,000, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
I desire in this connection to insert in the RECORD a report made by 
officers of the Army and indorsed by General Miles, the general com- 
manding, to the Secretary of War in regard to the recent affair at 
Wounded Knee. As the appropriation in the pending paragraph is for 
the civilization and reclamation of the Sioux Indians, I have thought 
it appropriate to submit this document as conducive to a proper under- 
standing of this unfortunate affair. I do not wish to occupy any time 
on the question at all, but merely desire the publication of this mat- 
ter where it may be read by members of the House and others, and 
where it may go into the permanent record of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan to insert in the Recorp the document to which he 


has referred? The Chair hears none. 
The following is the document referred to by Mr. CuTCHEON: 
THE FORSYTH CASE. 

The papers in the case of Col. J. W. Forsyth, Seventh Cavalry, are made 
yublic. 

; The official order for the investigation is dated January 4, and is signed by 
Lieutenant Maus, as aid-de-camp. It is as follows: 

“In order to comply with the telegraphic instructions of the President of the 
United States, Col. E. A. Carr, Sixth Cavalry; Maj. Jacob F. Kent, Fourth In- 
fantry, and Capt. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry, are hereby directed to 
make an immediate inquiry into and examination of all the circumstances 
and acts connected with the disarming of a band of Indians by troops under the 
command of Col. James W. Forsyth, Seventh Cavalry, encamped on Wounded 
Knee Creek, South Dakota, December 29, 1890. They will ascertain whether 
the disposition made of the troops was judicious and such as should be made 
to prevent unnecessary destruction of life while disarming the Indians and 
whether the troops were so placed as to make their power most effective in 
ease of resistance. They will also ascertain whether any noncombatants were 
unnecessarily injured or destroyed, and whether orders that have been given 
prohibiting commanding officers from allowing their commands to be mixed 
up with armed bodies of [ndians have been complied with. They will render 
a full report of what was done with or by the commands in that affair, putting 
the result of their examination in such form as to render full and impartial 
justice to all concerned, and sustain the character and integrity of the service.” 

Colonel Forsyth’s original report of the tight to General Brooke, dated the 
day ofthe battle, is as follows: 

“On attempting to disarm the persons of the bucks they made a break, which 
resulted in a hot fight, lasting from about 9.15 until about 9.45. About fifteen 
soldiers are wounded and a few killed. The number of Indians killed and 
wounded not known, but believed to exceed the loss on our side. The ones 
who escaped have fled up the ravines to the west, pursued by three troops. 
Lieutenant Garlington is shot throughthe arm; nota dangerous wound. This 
dispatch is indefinite, but is as accurate as I can give, as we are still engaged 
clearing out the ravines.”’ 

Colonel Forsyth’s experience in Indian wars is shown in a letter written by 
him to the Adjutant General, under date of January 17, in reply to a comniuni- 
cation from Washington. He says: 

“I was present and took part as a staff officer with General Sheridan in the 
Cheyenne and Arapaho campaign in the winter of 1868-69. Was designated 
by General Sheridan as his representative, with Col. John E. Smith, in the 
Sioux expedition tn, I think, the winter of 1873. As lieutenant colonel}. I com- 
manded eight troops of the First Cavalry inthe Bannock campaign and had an 
engagement in the John Day Val The closing out of the campaign which 
terminated in driving the Indians into Montana was intrusted to me by Gen- 
eral Howard, who returned to his headquarters. This does not include my fa- 
miliarity with the Indians and Indian military affairs, gained as the confiden- 
tial officer of Lieutenant General Sheridan through a period of ten years, 
concerning many tribes and over a large extent of territory.” 

Thee ce indicated that Colonel Forsyth was guilty of no earelessness, 
that the killing of women and children was unavoidable, and that as far as 
could be ascertained no troops were killed by the fire of their own side. 

The following witnesses were examined by the aon officers: Brig. 
Gen. John R. Brooke; Maj. S. M. Whitside, Seventh Cavalry ; . J. W. Fors: is, 
Seventh Cavalry; Capt. C. A. Varnum, Lieut. W. J. Nicholson, Seventh Gunaiey : 
Asst. Surg.J. V. B. Hoff, Capt. E. S. Godfrey, Seventh Cavalry; Second Lieut. 
Sedgwick Rice, Seventh Cavalry; Lieut. Charles W. Taylor, Ninth Cavalry ; 
Capt. C. 8. Iisley, Seventh Cavalry; Capt, Henry Johnson, Seventh Cavalry ; 
Capt. W.S. rly, Seventh Cavalry ; Lieut. W. W. Robinson, jr,, Seventh Cav- 
alry; Lieut. T. Q. Donaldson, jr., Seventh Cavalry; Lieut. 8S. R. H. Tompkins, 
Capt. Allyn Capron, First Artillery; Capt. H. J. Nowlan, Seventh Cavalry ; 
Lieut, L. 8. MeCormick, Seventh Cavalry; Asst. Surg. C. B. Ewing, R. 0. Wells, a 
half-breed inte ter for Colonel Forsyth ; Frog. 8 Sioux of Big Foot’s band; 
Help Them, an Ogalalla Sioux; Rev. Francis M. J. Craft, 

General Miles’s indorsement is dated January 31, 1891, and is as follows: 

‘Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant General of the Army. 

“In disposing of this matter it has been desired to treat Colonel Forsyth with 
the utmost consideration. But,as it is important to the best interests of the 
service that skill and heroism should be rewarded, so also is ne ie em that 
een and neglect, when found, should not pass unn . It would 
be utterly subversive of military discipline to overlook a neglectand d 
of warnings and orders on the part of an officer, particularly when such negiect 
and disregard may have involved the lives of brave men and joapasdiinny the 
success of the military ons in hand. 

“Certain features of the affair at Wounded Knee Creek were so unusual and 
extraordinary and such injurious reports were current immediately t 
as to imperatively demand an investigation, ascertain and record 
as accurately as possible all the facts,so that an intelligent opinion might guide 
in the bestowal of commendation or censure. The y elicited shows the 
following facts : 

“First That Colonel Forsyth had received repeated warnings as to the des- 
perate and deceitful character of Big Foot’s band of Indians and orders 
as to the exercise of constant vigilance to guard against su or disaster 
under all circumstances, 


“Secondly. That these warnings and orders were unheeded and disregarded 
Forsyth, who seemed to consider an outbreak of the Indians as be- 
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ing beyond the pale of possibility in the presence of the large force of troops at 
hand. The disasters that have occurred to our troops in the past from the des- 
peration of the Indian nature are known to all who are familiar with our his- 
tory. Inaddition to this it was well known, and Colonel Forsyth had been 
warned, that this ticular band contained many of the most desperate and de- 
ceitful characters fo the Sioux Nation, and that a religious excitement nearly 
approaching frenzy had made them peculiarly dangerous. Under these cir- 
cumstances the apparent indifference and security of the officer in command 
of the troops at Wounded Knee Creek is incomprehensible and inexcusable. 

“Thirdly. An examination of theaccompanying map and testimony shows 
conclusively that at the beginning of the outbreak not a single company of the 
troops was so disposed as to deliver its fire upon the warriors without endan- 
gering the lives of some of their own comrades. It is, in fact, difficult to con- 
ceive how a worse disposition of the troops could have been made. It will be 
noticed that it would have been perfectly practicable for the entire command 
of upwards of four hundred and fifty men to have been placed between the 
warriors and the women and children, with their backs to the latter and their 
faces towards the warriors, where they might have used their weapons effec- 
tively if required. 

“ The testimony goes to show that most of the troops were forced to withhold 
their first fire, leaving the brunt of the affair to fall upon two companies, until 
such warriors as had not been killed broke through or overpowered the small 
force directly about them and reached the camp occupied by their women and 
children. The battery of four Hotckiss guns had until then been useless, the 
friction primers having been removed from the guns by order of the captain 
commanding the battery, lest the gunners might, in their excitement, discharge 
the pieces and destroy their comrades. These guns were now opened upon 
the Indian camp, even at that time placing in peril Troops C and D, Seventh 
Cavalry, which were obliged to retreat for some distance owing to the fire from 
these guns and from the small arms of some portions of the command. 

“ The fact that a large number of the one hundred and six warriors were without 
firearms when the outbreak occurred is shown by the evidence that forty-eight 
guns had been taken from the tepees, and that a personal search of twenty or 
more warriors resulted in finding them unarmed. This fact, taken in conn« 
tion with the extremely injudicious disposition of the troops and the large 
number of casualties among them, constrains the belief that some of these cas- 
ualties were suffered at the hands of our own men.” 

“The fatal disposition of the troops was such as at the outset to counteract in 
great measure the immense disparity of strength and would have been inex- 
eusable in the face of anarmed and desperate foe, even had no special warn- 
ings and orders been received from higher authority. I can only partially 
account for the singular apathy and neglect of Colonel Forsyth upon the theory 
of his indifference to and contempt for the repeated and urgent warnings and 
orders received by him from the division commander or by his incompetence 


and entire inexperience in the responsibility of exercising command where | 


judgment and discretion are required. 

Major General Schofield’s indorsement is as follows 

“Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War. 

“The interests of the military service do not, in my judgment, demand any 
further proceedings in this case nor any longer continuance of Colonel For- 
syth’s suspension from the command of his regiment. The evidence in these 
papers shows that great care was taken by the officers and generally by the 
enlisted mea to avoid unnecessary killing of Indian women and children in the 
affair at Wounded Knee, and shows that the conduct of the Seventh Cavalry, 
under very trying circumstances, was characterized by excellent discipline 
and in many cases by great forbearance, In my judgment the conduct of the 
regiment was well worthy of the commendation bestowed upon it by me in 
my first telegram after the engagement.”’ 

The Secretary of War's indorsement is as follows: 

‘*Respectfully returned to the major general commanding. 

‘*From the testimony taken by Major Hunt and Captain Baldwin, two officers 
of General Miles’s staif, ordered by him to investigate the fight at Wounded 
Knee, it appears that before the action Big Foot’s band had been joined by Sit- 
ting Bull’s following, and these bands embraced the most fanatical ani desper- 
ate clements among the Sioux. They surrendered because of the necessities 
of their situation rather than from a submissive spirit. It was the sullen and un- 
wiliing yielding of a band of savage fanatics, who were overmatched and out 
of food, to superior force. It was not in good faith on the part of the younger 
braves, at least, but yet not with any definite, seltacenmene plan of treachery. 

“The surrender was made to Major Whitside, commanding the First Battal- 
ion of the Seventh Cavalry, on the afternoon of December 28. Colonel Forsyth 
was ordered up to his support, and arrived at 8.45 thatevening. It was mani- 
festly an imperative necessity to prevent the escape of any of these despera- 
does during the process of disarming or as a consequence of the attempt to dis- 
arm them, for such escape would probably have resulted in a destructive raid 
upon the settlements. 

“ The troops 9p ear to have been well disposed to preventan outbreak which 
was not and could hardly have been anticipated by anyone under the circum- 
stances, even in dealing with Indians, and the dispositions made appear to have 
had the desired effect of convincing at least a majority of the Indians of the futil- 
ity of any attempt to escape. If treachery was premeditated by apy of the In- 
dians, which seems extremely improbable, the majority of them were deterred 
from attempting to execute it until incited by the speech of the ghost dancer. 

‘*The disarmament was commenced and it was evident that the Indians were 
sullenly trying to evade the order. To carry out this order the men had been 
ordered out from their camp to separate them from their women and children 
and were formed about a hundred yards away,and Troops K and B were posted 
midway between them and their tepees. When ordered to surrender their 
arms they produced two broken carbines and stated that was all they had, but 
when the partial search of the tepees was made before the firing commenced, 
about forty arms were found, the squaws making every effort to conceal the 
same by hiding and sitting upon them and in various other ways evincing a 
most sullen mien. 

“ The disarmament was much more thorough than they expected, and when 
they found that the arms were to be taken from their tepees, and those they had 
concealed under their blankets were to be taken also, they were carried away 
by the harangue of the ghost dancer, and wheeling about, opened fire. Nothing 
illustrates the madness of their outbreak more forcibly than the fact that their 
first fire was so directed that every shot that did not hit a soldier must have 
gonethrough their own vil \ 

“There is little doubt that the first killing of women and children was by this 
first fire of the Indians themselves. They then made a rush to break through 
and around the flanks of Troop K, commanded by the gallant Captain Wallace, 
and reached their tepees, where many of them left their arms with the 
squaws, and they continued the firing from among their own women and chil- 
dren, and when they started from their camp their women and children were 
— with them. The women and children were never away from the im- 

te company of the men after the latter broke from the circle. Many of 
them, men and women, got on their ponies, and it is impossible to distinguish 
buck from squaw at a little distance when mounted. 

“The men fired from among the women and children in their retreat. Cau- 
tions were repeatedly given both by officers and noncommissioned officers not 


toshoot squaws or children, and men were cautioned individually that such and 


such Indians were squaws. The firing by the troops was entirely directed on 
the men in the circle and in a direction opposite from the tepees until the I 
diana, after their break, mingled with theiz women and children, thus expos 
ing them to the fire of the troops and, as a consequence, some were unavoid 
ably killed and wounded, a fact which was universally regretted by the officers 
and men of the Seventh Cavalry. This unfortunate phase of the affair grew out 
of circumstances for which the Indians themselves were entirely responsible. 
Major Whitside emphatically declares at least. fifty shots were fired by the In- 
dians before the troops returned the fire 
in the saving of women and children wer 
‘That it resulted in the lossof the liv 
ing of many others, as well as the alm 
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by Captain Baldwin, of the Fifth Infantry, on the 2lst day of January; but it 
does not appear that this killing had any connection with the fight at Wounded 
Knee, nor that Colonel Forsyth is in any way responsible for it. Necessary 


orders will be given to insure 
the prompt punishment of the crim 

**No doubt the position of the tro 
withhold their fire for a time in orde 


» thorough investigation 
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of the transaction and 


yps made it necessary for some of them to 

that they might not endanger the lives 
of their comrades, but both Ma it and Captain Baldwin concur in finding 
that the evidence ‘fails to establish that a single man of Colonel Forsyth’s com 
mand was killed or wounded by his fellows.’ This fact and, indeed, the con 
duct of both officers and men through the whole affair demonstrate an exceed 
ingly satisfactory state of discipline in the Seventh Cavalry. Their behavior 
was characterized by skill, coolness, discretion, and forbearance, and reflects 
the highest possible credit upon the regiment, which sustained a loss of 1 officer 
and 25 enlisted men killed and 3 officers and 32 enlisted men wounded 

* The situation at Wounded Knee Creek wasa very unusualandavery diMcult 
one, far more difficult than that involved in an ordinary battle where the on 
question is of gaining a victory without an effort to save the lives of the enemy 
It is easy to make plans when we look backward, but in the light of actual con 


ditions, as they appeared to the commanding officer, 
nythir 
anything 


nC 


there does not seem to be 
in the arrangement of the troops requiring adverse criticism on t) 
part of the Department. 
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Che Clerk read as follows 


IPPEWAS 


s amount as advance interest to the Chippe Indians in Minnesota, as 


required by section 7 of “ An act for the relief of the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota,” to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior in the 1 quired by said act, reimbursable, $90,000 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana vu to amend by striking 
out the last word. Before offering an amendment which I propose to 
offer and upon which, under the unanimous consent of the Committee 
of the Whole, I have the right of discussion for fifteen minutes, that 
time being reserved out of the general debate, I desire to call the at 
tention of the committee to a matter of some particular importance to 
my Indian constituents and to myself. 

[The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that fifteen minutes 
were reserved out of the general debate for debate by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] upon this paragraph when it should be 
reached. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I desire, however, to occupy five min 
utes upon the formal amendment and then to use the time which was 
reserved. 

Mr. Chairman, on the 18th of December, 1889, being the first day on 
which bills were introduced in the first session of this Congress, I in 
troduced a bill (H. R. 253) which I ask leave now to incorporate in my 
remarks without having it read 


Manner rt 


I move pro fo 


A bill (H.R. 253) to reimburse the Miami Indians of Indiana 


properly withheld from them. 


for money im 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to pay to the Miami Indians of the State of Indiana the 
sum of $91,730, being the amount improperly paid out of moneys due to said 
Indians, over their protest, to Indians not entitled to participate therein, and 
in violation of the treaties of 1854 or 1858, or so much of said sum as may in 
equity be found to be due to said Miami Indians of said State. 

Sec. 2. Thatthe Secretary of the Interior bo, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to pay to the Miami Indians of the State of Indiana %,7l4, being the 
sum of money, with interest, withheld from said Indians and paid out of 
moneys due tothem to attorneys for protecting said Indisas in rights guaran- 
tied by treaties on the part of the United States with said Indians. 

Sec. 3. That the amount necessary to carry out the provisions of this act is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 


On the day of its introduction that bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs; and on the 28th of January, 1890, it was reported 
back to the House with a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, submitted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Boorn- 
MAN], a member of that committee. That report I now hold in my 
hand. It is very complete and exhaustive; and I ask leave to incor- 
porate it in my remarks without reading. 


[To aecompany bill H.R 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 253) to 
reimburse the Miami Indians of Indiana for money improperly withheld from 
them, submit the following report : 

In 1854 the United States made a treaty with certain Indians known as the 
Miamis of Indiana, whereby it was agreed that certain persons belonging to 
said tribe, then residing in Indiana, should receive certain annuities and lands 

It was furtherexpressly agreed that the number of persons thus residing was 
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202, and their names were at the time by the United States officials enrolled in 
accordance with the terms of the treaty, in a list known asthe “corrected list,” 
made in the presence of and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
then in office 

it was further expressly agreed that no persons other than these 302, together 
with the increase of their families and such other persons asshould be received 
into tribal relation with them “by the consent of the said Miami Indians of 
Indiana, obtained in council, according to the custom of the Miami tribe of 
Indiana” (see book of Indian Treaties, p. 516), should be entitled to any portion 
of said annuities and lands, 

It isadmitted by the Attorney-General of the United States, in an official com- 
munication to Congress in 1467,as well as in the debates then had in Congress, 
that “the tribe in council never did, according to their custom, consent to the 
nddition of those names or to their being paid,’’ referring to the names of 
73 persons other than the original 302 and the increase of their families, which 
were placed on the said “ corrected list '’ by the Secretary of the Interior under 
the act of Congress of June 12, 1858, passed some four years after the treaty was 
made, (Congressional Globe, second session, Thirty-ninth Congress, 1648, 1649.) 

Under this act of 185s the Secretary of the Interior, in October, 1858, placed on 
said “ corrected list’’ 68 naraes of persons not received into the tribe, and 5 
additional names in November, 1862; so that at that time 73 in all had been 
added who were not listed when the treaty was made, who had not been received 
into the tribe by action of its council, and who were notof the increase of the 
families of the origina! 302 listed persons. To these 74, who, with the increase 
of their families, in 1867 amounted to 119 persons, there was paid a ratable pro- 
portion of twelve annual payments of the annuities of the said original 302 
Miami Indians,to wit: of the payments for the years 1854-"S5 to 1866-67, inclusive. 

The only authority claimed by the United States officials for making these 
payments, which clearly, not to say ruthlessly, violated the treaty of 1854, was 
this act of Congress passed in 1858, an act passed without consultation with 
the 302 liste Indians, and it is admitted upon all hands without their consent, 
express or implied. 

it is worthy of note, also, that this act of 1858 was a provision inserted as a 
Senate amendment in the supplemental Indian appropriation bill of that year. 
The following is the discussion in the Senate upon which the action was had: 

“Mr. Sesastianw. I offer another amendment as an additional section : 

**Spo.7, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he bereby is, authorized and directed to pay to such persens of Miami blood as 
have heretofore been excluded from the annuities of the tribe, since the re- 
moval of the Miamis in 1816, and since the treaty of 18)4,and whose names are 
not ineluded in the supplement to said treaty, their proportion of the tribal an- 
nuities from which they have been excluded; and heis aiso authorized and di- 
rected to enroll such persons upon the pay-list of said tribe and cause their 
annuities to be paid tothem in future: Provided, That the foregoing payments 
shall be in full of all claims for annuities arising out of previous treaties. And 
said Seeretary is also authorized and directed to cause to be located for such 
persons each 200 acres of land, out of the tract of 70,000 acres reserved by the 
second article of the treaty of June 5, 1854, with the Miamis, to be held by such 
persons by the same tenure as the locations of individuals are held which have 
been made under the third article of said treaty.’”’ 

Continuing, Mr. Sebastian says: 

* There is no appropriation from the Treasury in this amendment; it isa mere 
intertribal regulation between the Miamis of Indiana and a few families who 
have been improperly deprived of their annuities. Itisto authorize the Sec- 
retary of the iutactor to arrange and adjust the proportion of annuitiesamong 
them, annuities aJready due by treaty. 

“Mr. Hunter. Is this on the recommendation of the Department? 

“Mr. SeeasTian, The information is official and comes from the Department. 
They entertain nodoubt as to the improper exclusion of the families mentioned 
in the amendment, but they do not recommend it, They thought it a matter 
properly referable to Congress, and the Committee on Indian Affairs report this 
as proper legislation by Congress. 

“Mr, Frrow, It isall right. 

‘‘Mr. Hunter. Does it commit us to make any appropriation—to take from 
one tribe to give to another? 

‘*Mr. Frreu, They are all the same tribe. 

“* Mr, SEBASTIAN. eee canes pay roll of the Indiana Miamis soas 
to Include a few families who have heretofore been improperly excluded. 

“The amendment was agreed to.” 

The foregoing is the whole of the discussion in the Senate when the act of 
1858 was passed, (Congressional Globe, first session, Thirty-fiftth Congress, page 
2822.) 

Whether or not the act violated the terms of the treaty of 1854 was not dis- 
cussed, That it violated this treaty by taking away from the original 302 listed 
Indians and the increase of their families over one-fourth of their lands and 
annuities, without their consent, without their knowledge, and in direct vio- 
lation of their solemnly guarantied treaty rights, was noteven remotely hinted 
at in this slight and brief discussion. 

No evidence whatever of any “improper exclusion” of the added Indians 
was placed before the Senate at that or any other time. 

When this amendment came back to the House for concurrence the debate 
upon it was and the facts adduced were still more meager, if possible, than 
when the measure was before the Senate. 

There the House,on motion of Mr. J, Glancy Jones, on June 10, 1858, went 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the 
Senate amendments to the supplemental Indian appropriation bill. (Congres- 
sional Globe, first session, Thirty-fifth Congress, page 2910.) 

The amendment (being act of 1858 under consideration) being in order, the 
consideration it received was as follows: 

‘Mr. J. GLancy Jonns, Upon examination of the matter it was ascertained 
that some of the Miami Indians were omitted from the list. The amendment 
provides that they shall be reckoned in. It brings in a few Indians who were 
unjustly leftout. The Committee of Waysand Means recommend a concurrence. 

* The amendment was concurred in.” 

This was all the information given to the House, (Congressional Globe, first 
session, Thirty-fifth Congress, pages 2912, 2913.) Thusdid Congress, in violation 
of the treaty of 1854 and of the rights of the persons to whom the treaty guar- 
autied them, almost without consideration, and certainly without adequate 
proof, parce! out the moneys and lands of the 302 to those who by that treaty 
had no possible right to any portion of either land or moneys, 

This was all done on the assumption that these 72 added persons had been 
‘improperly excluded"’ by the treaty of 18. But, if this was so, why were 
notthe 302 given an *pportunity to defend against the charge? Surely the 
truth would have lost nothing by such an investigation. But the charge was 
not true. At the timeof the repeal of this act of 1958, namely, in February, 
1867, it was clearly shown that the 73 were not entitled to be listed with the 302 
for two reasons: First, they were not of full Miami blood; second, their right 
to annuities and lands rested with the remainder of the tribe, which had chosen 
to emigrate west of the Mississippi under treaty stipulations with the United 
States, made in 1846 and 1834, and it was unjust, as well as violative of the treaty 
of 1854, to list them with the 302. Andaftera very full discussion re- 
pealed the law of 1858 on these grounds. (Congressional Globe, second session, 
Thirty-ninth Congress, pages 1647-1650.) 


It is also worthy of notice that this repeal was had upon the motion of the 
Senate, where the mistaken action of 1858 first originated and came in by way 
of an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill of 1867, first proposed in the 
Senate (Congressional Globe, second session, Thirty-ninth Congress, 1646, 1647). 
And the discussion in the Senate as to the propriety of the repeal was clear and 
full and conclusively shows that the act of 1558 was a clear and palpable viola- 
tion of the treaty of 1854, and upon the repeal of the law the 73 persons, together 
with the increase of their families, were dropped from the list and have been 
paid nothing since 1867. 

But this action of Congress was only a partial reparation for the wrong com- 
mitted by the act of 1858. It only stopped the wrongful payment. It did not 
thake restitution of the lands and moneys wrongfully diverted. -It is too late 
now tocorrect the wrong as to the lands so taken, for the rights of innocent pur- 
chasers have intervened and render that impracticable. But it is not too late to 
restore the moneys, which have never been refunded. 

During most of the years from 1458 to 1867 the 302 strenuously objected to the 
payments of which they now complain. A bill (H. R. 2099, first session, Fiftieth 
Congress) was introduced into the House-by the Hon. George W. Steele, t ben 
representing the district in which these Indians reside, and upon his inquiry of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on this point while the bill was being con- 
sideredin committee, he received the following reply and document, namely: 


* To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Uni'ed States in Congress assembled : 


“The undersigned, your petitioners, would, to your honorable body, most re- 
spectfully represent that they are Miami Indians, residing in the State of Indi- 
ana, and that they and their families and the persons whom they represent are 
the individuals referred to as the Miami Indians in the Senate amendment to 
the fourth article of the treaty of the 5th of June, 1854, between the United 
States and the Miami Indians, and whose names are embraced in the corrected 
list referred to in said treaty amendment; and your petitioners respectfully call 
your attention to that provision which stipulates that no person other than 
those embraced in the corrected list agreed upon by the Miamis of Indiana, in 
the presence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in June, 1854, comprising 
302 names, as Miami Indians of Indiana,and the increase of the families em- 
braced in said corrected list, shall be recipients of the payments, annuities, com- 
mutations, moneys, and interests hereby stipulated to be paid to the Miamis 
of Indiana, unless other persons shall be added to said list by the consent of said 
Miami Indians of Indiana, obtained in council, according to the custom of the 
Miami Indians of Indiana. 

‘* Your petitioners further show that the Secretary of the Interior, in pursuance 
of the third section of an actof Congress approved June 12, 1368, entitled ‘An act 
making supplementary appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June~30, 1559,’ has caused to be added to said 
list the names of some sixty persons, as we are informed. That thesame have 
been added without our consent and against our wishes, and have been paid out 
of our moneys. That we conceive that if the section of the act referred to was 
intended to refer to the Miamis of Indiana, as it is construed by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, it is in direct violation of said treaty. 

‘Your petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that said third section of the act 
referred to, or so much thereof as violates their rights and appropriates their 
money for the benefit of persons whom they do not recognize, may be repealed, 
and that the moneys heretofore diverted to that purpose may be refunded, 
And in duty bound your petitioners will ever pray, etc. 

* Done in council on the Ist day of February, 1859, at the house of Gabriel 
Godfrey, on the Mississinewa River, Miami County, Indiana, 

“(Signed with an x mark :) 

* John B. Bronellitt or Te-quah-yah, Peter Bondie or Waw-pow-pe- 
tah, Me-shing-o-me-sha, Pim-y-tine-aw, Kil-oc-com-ach, La- 
maw-wah, Shaw-aw-pe-ne-maw, Waw-caw-co-now, Po-con-ge- 
ah, Len-e-pe-shew-saw, Waw-pe-man-gnaw, Po-can-ge-ah, Ah- 
toh-a-toh, Pe-me-to-sin-wah, Ke-oh-cat-wah, Shp-pen-do-ciah, 
Ke-oh-cat-wah, Pa-len-swah, My-ac-gne-ah, Gabriel Godfrey, 
We-shing. Goodboo, So-mile-le-jes-ion, Sho-quang-oh, William 
Godfrey, Tow-wah-quah-iey. 


“Tion. GeorGE W. STEELE: 


‘* No written protest was filed by Miami Indians at each payment against al- 
lowing Indians placed on the roll in 1858 to participate in annuities. Severalof 
the nis making payments, however, reported that these Indians were ob- 
jected to. 

“J. D.C. ATKINS, 
** Commissioner.” 

It may be claimed that these Indians occupied the relation of wards to the 
United States Government, and therefore Congress had the right to pass the 
act of 1858, notwithstanding it violated the treaty of 1854. Asa matter of mere 
force Congress could so act, but certainly not as a matter of conscience and 
right. Your committee know of no principle ef guardianship which protects 
the guardian in aporepeses the property of one ward to the use of another 
ward. Besides, these Indians are now and for many years have been resident 
citizens and voters in the State of Indiana and were such when the act of 1358 
was 2 
As to the amount that should be refunded, your committee fix it at the sum 
of $48,072.69, this being the amount as computed by the Interior Department 
in its communication to Hon, George W. Steele under date of February 14, 1887, 
as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFiIcs OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 14, 1887. 

Str: In compliance with your verbal request, I submit the following state- 
ment in reference to certain Miami Indians of your State who were, underact 
of June 12, 1858 (U. 8. Stats., 11, page 332), enrolled with the 302 persons named 
in the Senate amendment to the treaty of 1854 (U.S. Stats., 10, page 1099). * * * 

Repeated efforts have been made in this office to trace the original 73 persons 
who were added to the Miami rolls of 1854-55 through the rolls for the subse- 
quent twelve payments, but, owing to the brief manner of enrolling Indians 
for payment followed some back and the uent changes in the family 
relations and manner of spelling Indian names, this was found to be imprac- 
ticable; neither can the 119 persons finally excluded under the opinion of the 
Attorney-General be traced back for the same reasons, but it is believed that 
the total amount paid to these 73 or 119 ms named can be arrived at suf- 
ficiently cl to satisfy all parties by following method, namely: Tofind 
the —_- drew a share of this money each year from 1854 to 1867, in- 
clusive, we must firet take from the 119 excluded 11 who were born subsequent 
to the payment of 1867, as appears by the records in this office, which leaves 
but 108 who actually shared in the payment of 1867 or could have shared in the 
other ts. this 108 we add the 73, making 181, which, di- 
vided by 2, gives an average enrollment for thirteen years of 904. In the 
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same way we take the amount of «ne i capita share as the same appears on 
the rolls for each of the thirteen years in question, namely : 
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Fiseal year. 







aenanea,| | Fiscal year. Amount. 
——— Fl ic ciaeiclintaallilio - -!_—-— 
184-"55 | $41.49 || 1862-'63 ....... eotulantven sbevsabinledwabel $67.00 
1855~"56.. .| 55.50 || 1863-64 .. ail 25. 00 
1856-57. 64.66 || 1864-'65 .. 25. 00 





1857-58. 52.11 || 1865-"66 ... 51.05 
1858-"59.... 43. 85 | 

1859-"60 .. 48.71 | 

1860-"61.... | 28.51 | Adieu bniiretseninidun sinks 531.19 
BI oenccs cacocnessccconseseoevecsoees 28.51 | | 


Ww hich, multiplied by 90}, the average ‘number of the 73 or 108 ° w he share: in 
these payments, gives $43,072.69 as the total amount so paid, orsay, in round 
numbers, $43,000, which is no doubt very nearly correct—{ should think suti- 
ciently so for Congress to act upon in case it is proposed to pay it or any part 
of it tothe original 302 persons on the corrected list of 1854, and to their descend- 
ants. ‘ * 

Respectfully, 
J.D.C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 

Hon, Grorce W. STEELE, 

House of Representatives. 


Regarding the claim set out in the bill under consideration for attorney fees, 
claimed to have been paid, your committee are of opinion it should not be re- 
funded. We place this opinion on the ground that in this matterthese Indians 
upon the one hand aud the United States on the other are by this bill placed in 
the attitude of litigants before a court of equity. That the act of 1858, under 
which the payments complained of were made, was regularly, though as we 
believe mistakenly, passed, yet weare bound to presume it wasan honest mis- 
take; and as the fees were incurred principally in securing the legislation by 
which the seventy-three persons and the increase of their families were ex- 
cluded from the roll, we think it should not in equity give the prevailing party 
the right to recover attorney fees. 

Upon the question of interest on the sum herein recommended to be paid, your 
committee think the case one in which interest should not be allowed. From 
1867 to the year 1887 no action was taken by these Indians which invoked the 
action of Congress upon this particular claim to have these moneys refunded. 
We think Congress would have refunded the sum due long since if a proper 
attempt had been made to invoke its aid; but, that not having been done, we 
apply a a analogous to the statute of limitations as to the interest, ‘and 
refuse to pay it 

Your committee also think that the bill should be further amended by pro- 
viding that the acceptance of the sum herein recommended to be paid shall be 
considered a release of all further claim of any and every kind arising out of 
this matter. We therefore recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 

In line 5 of section 1, immediately after the word “ Indiana,” insert the words 
“being 302 persons listed on the corrected list under the treaty of June 5, 1854, 
and the increase of their families.”’ 

Also, in lines 5 and 6 of said section 1, strike out the words “ ninety-one thou- 
sand seven hundred and thirty,” and in their stead insert the words ‘‘ forty-eight 
thousand seventy-two and sixty-nine one-hundredths.”’ 

Also, in line 9, change the word ‘‘treaties”’ to ‘‘treaty.” 

Also, in lines 9, 10, and 11 of said section 1, strike out the words “or eighteen 
hundred and fifty-eight, or so much of said sum as may in equity be found to 
be due to said Miami Indians of said State.”’ 

Also add the following proviso to the end of said section l as above recom- 
mended to be amended, namely: 

“ Provided, That the sum hereby appropriated shall be in full settlement of 
any and all claimsin favor of said Miami Indians, or any of them, arising out 
of any and allalleged violations of the terms of said treaty of June 5, 1854, on 
the part of the United States Government.” 

Also strike out the whole of section 2 of said bill, and in line 1 of section 3 of 
said bill strike out the figure ‘‘3”’ and insert the figure “ar 

And as thus amended we recommend the-passage of the bill, 


That report, which was House Report No. 22, went upon the Union 
Calendar on the 19th day of February, 1890, embracing recommenda- 
tions by the committee of certain amendments, and there the report and 
bill have remained from that day until this. I have repeatedly sought 
the recognition of the Speaker of the House for the purpose of calling 
up that bill and putting it upon its passage, but he always refused. 

On the 10th of July, 1890, a bill of similar import was introduced 
in the Senate of the United States by Senator VourHEEs, of Indiana, 
and that bill was sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs of that body. 
I went before the Senate Committee and presented the matter fully, 
and on the 24th of last September the Senate Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, by a unanimous report, recommended the passage of that bill, 
which was similar, except in one regard, to the bill originally intro- 
duced by me in this House. 

On the 2d day of last December, on the assembling of the pres- 
ent session of the Fifty-first Congress, the Senate of the *U nited States 
passed that bill as it came from the Senate committee—passed it by 
unanimous vote—and it came to this House. The report of the Senate 
committee is in almost every regard similar to the one made by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, except as to the matter of 
interest, of which I shall speak by and by. I publish the bill with the 
report of the Senate committee: 

A bill (S. 4205) to reimburse the Miami Indians of Indiana for money improperly 
withheld from them. 


Be it enacted by the Sate and House of Revresentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to pay to the Miami Indians of the State of 
Indiana, being three hundred and two persons listed on the corrected list under 
the treaty of June 5, 1854, and the increase of their families, the sum of $91,730, 
being the amount improperly paid outof moneys due to said Indians, over their 
protest, to Indians not entitied to participate therein, and in violation of the 
treaty of 1854: Provided, That the sum hereby pvousgrintet shall be in full 
settlement of any and all claims, in favor of said Miami Indians, or any of them, 
arising outof any and all alleged violations of the terms of said treaty of June 5, 
1854, on the part of the United States Government. 

Sec. 2. That the amount necessary to carry out the provisions of this act is 
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hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated 

Mr. VooRHEES (by Mr. DANTEL) from the Committve on Indian Affairs, sub- 
mitted the following report to accompany 8, 4205 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 4205) to 
reimburse the Miami Indians of Indians. for money improperly withheld from 
them, submitthe following report, to wit: 

In L854 the United States made a treaty with certain Indians known as the 
Miamis of Indiana, whereby it was agreed that certain persons belonging to 
said tribe, then residing in Indiana, should receive certain annuitiesand lands, 

It was further expressly agreed that the number of persons thus residing was 
2; and their names were at that time, by the United States ort ials, enrolled, 
in accordance with the terms of the treaty, in a list known as the “corrected 
list,’ made in the presence of and approv ed by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs then in office. 

it was turther expressly agreed that no persons other than these 302, together 
with the increase of their families and such other persons as should be received 
into tribal relation with them “by the consent of the said Miami Indians of 
Indiana, obtained in council, according to the custom of the Miami tribe of In- 
diana” (see book of Indian I're aties, page 516), should be entitled to any por 
tion of said annuities and lands 

It is admitted by the Attor:.ey-General of the United States, in an official com 
munication to Congress in 1867, as well as in the debates then had in Congress, 
that “the tribe in council never did, according to their custom, consent to the 

addition of those names or to their being paid,” referring to the names of 73 
persons other than the original 302 and the increase of their families, which 
were placed on the said “corrected list’’ by the Secretary of the | nterior under 
the act of Congress of June 12, 1858, passed some four years after the treaty was 
made. (Congressional Globe, second session, Thirty-ninth Congress, 1648, 1649.) 

Under this act of 1858 the Secretary of the Interior, in October, 1858, placed on 
said ‘corrected list’? 68names of persons not received into the tribe, and 5 ad- 
ditional names in November, 1862, so that at that time 73 in all had been added 
who were not listed when the treaty was made, who had not been received into 
the tribe by action of its council, and who were not of the increase of the fami- 
lies of the original 302 listed persons. To these 73, who, with the increase of 
their families, in 1867 amounted to 119 persons, there was paid a ratable pro- 
portion of twelve annual payments of the annuities of the said original 302 
Miami Indians, to wit, of the payments for the years 184-'55 to 1866-07, inclu- 
sive. 

rhe only authority claimed by the United States officials for making these 
payments, which clearly, not to say ruthlessly, violated the treaty of 1554, was 
this act of Congress passed in 1858, an act passed without consultation with the 
302 listed Indians, and it is admitted upon all hands without their consent, ex- 
press or implied. 

Itis worthy of note also that this act of 1858 wasa provision inserted asa 
Senate amendment in the supplemental Indian appropriation bill of that year, 
rhe tollowing is the discussion in the Senate upon which the action was had: 

‘Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer another amendment as an additional section: 

“*Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he hereby is, authorized and directed to pay to such persons of Miami blood as 
have heretofore been excluded from the annuities of the tribe, since the re- 
moval of the Miamis in 1846 and since the treaty of 1854, and whose names are 
not included in the supplement to said treaty, their proportion of the tribal an- 
nuities from which they have been excluded; and he is also authorized and di- 
rected to enrol! such persons upon the pay list of said tribe, and cause their an- 
nuities to be paid to them in future: Provided, That the fore ‘going payments 
shail be in full of all claims for annuities arising out of previous treaties. And 
said Secretary is also authorized and directed to cause to be located for such 
persons each 200 acres of land, out of the tract of 70,000 acres reserved by the 
second article of the treaty of June 5, 184, with the Miamis, to be held by auch 
persons by the same tenure as tlhe locations of individuals are held which have 
been made under the third article of said treaty.’”’ 

Continuing, Mr. Sebastian says: 

“There is no appropriation from the Treasuryin this amendment; it isa 
mere intertribal regulation between the Miamis of Indiana and a few families 
who have been improperly deprived of theirannuities. It is to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to arrange and adjust the proportion of annuities among 
them, annuities already due by treaty. 

“Mr. Hunter. Is this on the recommendation of the Department ? 

“Mr. SepasTIAn. The information is official and comes trom the Department. 
They entertain no doubt as to the improper exclusion of the families mentioned 
in the amendment, but they do not recommend it. They thought it a matter 
properly referable to Congress, and the Committee on Indian Affairs report this 
us proper legislation by Congress, 

“Mr. Frrens, Itis all right. 

‘*Mr. Hunter. Does it commit us to make any appropriation—to take from 
one tribe to give to another? 

‘*Mr. Frren. They are all the same tribe. 

‘*Mr,. SeBAsTIAN. This simply extends the pay roll of the Indiana Miamis so as 
to include a few families who have heretofore been improperly excluded, 

*The amendment was agreed to.”’ 

The foregoing is the whole of the discussion in the Senate when the act of 
1858 was passed, (Congressional Globe, first session, Thirty-fifth Congress, page 
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Whether or not the act violated the terms of the treaty of 1954 was not dis- 
cussed, Thatit violated this treaty by taking away from the original 302 listed 
Indians, and the increase of their families, over one-fourth of their lands and 
annuities, without their consent, without their knowledge, and in direct viola- 
tion of their solemnly guarantied treaty rights, was not even remotely hinted 
at inthis slight and brief discussion. 

No evidence whatever of any “‘improper exclusion "’ of the added Indians 
was placed before the Senate at that or any other time. 

When this amendment came back to the House for concurrence, the debate 
upon it wasand the facts adduced were still more meager, if possible, than when 
the measure was before the Senate. 

There the House, on motion of Mr, J. Glancy Jones, on June 10, 1858, went 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the 
Senate amendments to the supplemental Indianappropriation bill. (Congres- 
sional Globe, first session, Thirty-fifth Congress, page 2910.) 

The amendment (being act of 1858 under consideration) being in order, the 
consideration it received was as follows: 

“Mr. J. GLANcy Jones, Upon examination of the matter it was ascertained 
that some of the Miami Indians were omitted from the list. The amendment 
provides that they shall be reckuned in. It brings in a few Indians who were 
unjustly left out. The Committee of Ways and Means recommend a concur- 
rence. 

“The amendment was concurred in.”’ 

This was ail the information given tothe House. (Congressional Globe, first 
session, Thirty-fifth Congress, pages 2912, 2913.) Thus did Congress, in violation 
of the treaty of 1854 and of the rights of the persons to whom the treaty guar 
antied them, almost without consideration and certainly without adequate 
pos parcel out the moneys and lands of the 302 to those who by that treaty 

ad no possible right to any portion of either land or moneys. 
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This was all done on the assumption that these 73 added persons had been 
. improperly ex« luded "’ by the treaty of 18§6. But, if this was 80, why were not 
the 3°2 given an opportunity to defend against the charge? Surely the truth 
would have lost nothing by such an investigation. But the charge was not 
true. At the time of the repeal of this act of 1858, namely, in February, 1867, it 
was clearly shown that the 73 were not entitled to be listed with the 802 for two 
reasons: First, They were not of full Miami blood. Second, Their right to an- 
nuities and lands rested with the remainder of the tribe, which had chosen to 
emigrate west of the Mississippi under treaty stipulations with the United States, 
made in 1846 and 1554, and it was unjust, as well as violative of the treaty of 1834 
to list them with the 302... And aftera very full discussion Congress repealed the 
law of 1858 on these grounds. (Congressional Globe, second session, Thirty- 
ninth Congress, pages 1647, 1050,) 

it is also worthy of notice that this repeal was had upon the motion of the 
Senate, where the mistaken action of 1858 first originated and camein by way of 
an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill of 1867, first proposed in the Sen- 
ate. (Congressional Globe,second session, Thirty-ninth Congress,pages 1646, 
1647.) And the discussion in the Senate as to the propriety of the repeal was clear 
and full, and conclusively shows that the act of 1858 wasa clear and palpable 
violation of the treaty of 1854, and upon the repeal of the law the 73 persons, 
together with the increase of their families,were dropped from the list and have 
been paid nothing since 1867. 

But this action of Congress was only a partial reparation for the wrong com- 
mitted by the act of 18568. It only stopped the wrongful payment. It did not 
make restitution of the lands and money wrongfully diverted. It is too late 
now to correct the wrong as to the lands so taken, for the rights of innocent 
pesmaness have intervened and rendered that impracticable. But it is not too 

ate to restore the moneys, which have never been refunded. 

During most of the years from 1858 to 1867 the 302 strenuously objected to the 
payments of which they now complain. A bill (H. R. 2099, first session, Fiftieth 
Congress) was introduced into the House by Hon. George W. Steele, then rep- 
resenting the district in which these Indians reside, and upon his inquiry of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on this point, while the bill was being con- 
sidered in committee, he received the following reply and document, namely : 


“Tothe honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Uniled States in Congress assembled : 





“The undersigned, your potBiones. would, to your honorable body, most 
respectfully represent that they are Miami Indians, residing in the State of In- 
diana, and that they and their families and the persons whom they represent 


are the individuais referred to as the Miami Indians in the Senate amendment 
to the fourth article of the treaty of the 5th of June, 1854, between the United 
States and the Miami Indians, and whose names are embraced in the corrected 
list referred to in said treaty amendment; and your petitioners respectfully call 
your attention to that provision which stipulates that no person other than 
those embraced in the corrected list agreed upon by the Miamis of Indiana, in 
the presence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,in June, 1834, comprising 
302 names, as Miami Indians of Indiana, and the increase of the families em- 
braced in said corrected list, shall be recipents of the payments, annuities, com- 
mutations, moneys, and interests hereby stipulated to be paid to the Miami 
indians, unless other persons shall be added to said list by the consent of said 
Miami Indians of Indiana, obtained in council, according to the custom of the 
Miami Indians of Indiana. 

* Your petitioners farther show that the Secretary of the Interior, in pursu- 
ance of the third section of an act of Congress approved June 12, 1858, entitled 
‘An act making supplementary appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1859,’ has caused to be added 
to said list the names of some sixty persons, as we are informed. That the 
same have been added without our consent and against our wishes, and have 
been paid out of our moneys. That we conceive that if the section of the act 
referred to was intended to refer tothe Miamis of Indiana, as it is construed by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, it isin direct violation of said treaty. 

* Your petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that said third section of the act 
referred to, or so much thereof as violates their rights and appropriates their 
money for the benefit of persons whom they do not recognize, may re led, 
and that the moneys heretofore divert to that purpose may be refunded. 
And in duty bound your petitioners wi!l ever pray, ete. 

Done in council on the Ist day of February, 1859, at the house of Gabriel 
Godfrey, on the Mississinewa River, Miami County, Indiana. 

“(Signed with an x mark :) 

“John B. Bronellitt or Te-quah-vah, Peter Bondie or Vererge 
tah, Me-shing-o-me-sha, Pimy-y-tine-aw, Kil-oco-com-ach, La- 
maw-wah, Shaw-aw-pe-ne-maw, Waw-caw-co-now, Po-con-ge- 
ah, Len-e-pe-shew-saw, Waw-pe-man-gnaw, Po-can-ge-ah, Ah- 
toh-a-toh, Pe-me-to-sin-wah, Ke-oh-cat-wah, Shp-pen-do-ciah, 
Ke-oh-cat-wah, Pa-len-swah, My-ac-gne-ah, Gabriel Godfrey, 
We-shing Goodboo, So-mile-le-jes-ion, Sho-quang-oh, William 
Godfrey, Tow-wah-quah-iey.” 


“Tion. Georce W. STEELE 


‘No written protest was filed by Miami Indians at each payment against al- 
Jowing Indians placed on roll in 1858 to participate in annuities. Several of the 
agents making payments, however, report that these Indians were objected to. 

“J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner.” 


It may be claimed that theses Indians occupied the relation of wards to the 
United States Government, and therefore Congress had the right to pass the 
act of 1858, notwithstanding it violated the treaty of 1854. Asa matter of mere 
foree Congress could so act, but certainly not as a matter of conscience and 
right. Your committee know of no principle of guardianship which protects 
the ;;uardian in appropriating the property of one ward to the use of another 
ward. Besides, these Eadiems are now and for mary years have been resident 
citizens ont voters in the State of Indiana, and were such when the act of 1858 
Was passe 

As to the amount that should be refunded, your committee fix it at the sum 
of $48,072.69, this being the amount as computed by the Interior Department in 
its communication to Hon. George W. Steele, under date of February 14, 1887, 
as follows 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orricr or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 14, 1887. 

Sin: In compliance with your verbal request, I submit the following state- 
ment in reference to certain Miami Indians of your State who were, under act 
of June 12, 1858 (U. 8, Stats., ]1, page 332), enrolled with the 302 persons named 
in the Senate amendment to the treaty of 1854 (U.S. Stats. 10, a 7a @ 

Repeated efforts have been made in this office to trace the original 73 persons 
who were added to the Miami rolls of 18)4-" through the rolls for the subse- 
quent twelve payments, but owing to the brief manner of enrolling Indians for 
»~ayment followed some years back, and the uent changes in the family re- 
ations and manner of spelling Ind names, this was found tobe impractica- 
ble; neither can the 119 persons finally excluded under the opinion of the At- 
torney-General be tra back for the same reasons, but it is eved that the 
total amount paid to these 73 or 119 — named can bearrived at sufficiently 
close to satisfy all parties by the following method, namely: To find the num- 
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ber who drew a share of this money each year from 1854 to 1867, inclusive, we 
must first take from the 119 excluded 11 who were born subsequent to the pay- 
ment of 1867, as appears by the records in this offic: , which leaves but 108 who 
actually shared in the payment of 1867 or could have shared in the other pay- 
ments. Tothis 108 we add the original 73, making 181, which, divided by 2, 
gives an average enrollment for the thirteen years of 90}. In thesame way we 
take the amount of one per capitashare as the same appears on the rolls for 
each of the thirteen years in question, namely: 


|; Amount. 
















Fiscal year | asaseasin Fiscal year. 
- - ae 

i ; $41. 49 $67.00 
1855-"56 ......... Slit cidade 55. 50 25. 00 
1856-57 ......... | 64.66 | 25. 00 
NTT aincnctinncetiasashin ! 52.11 | 51.05 
tl i ae [  ~ (RI SEIINID <5: - condahenssnngbemnnmpieialientineteentns: 
i tah St | 48.71 | 
1860-"61 .... pusemven tellien aan 28.51 al 531.19 
TEE ahenitcvveuiaiattimekenauietesdil 28.51 ff | 

ij 


Which multiplied by 90}, the average number of the 73 or 108 who shared in 
these payments, gives $48,072.69 as the total amountso paid, or,say, in round 
numbers, $48,000, which is no doubt very nearly correct—I should think suf- 
ficiently so for Congress to act upon in case it is proposed to pay it or any part 
of it to the original 302 persons on the corrected list of 1854and to their descend- 
ants, - a: 7 

Respectfully, 
J.D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
Hon. Grorce W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives. 


Calculating interest on this principal atthe rate of 4 per cent. per annum from 
the date of the decision of the Attorney-General in 1867, which is certainly the 
latest time at which interest should commence, the account stands thus, to 
wit: 





SURIGIIIED 00 vevpsctnsivtongmnnsesestthsounisensts’ qsemneebbingeesenenses tenn vesedbeumunatnetennetn’ $48, 072. 69 
Ra ceveccenecccnctsnscasescncccctagerecocummaieseentascene endncnpesennects~eoanssengensmeetanense 43, 657. 31 
ee CARI OE ieeinnce se cnren enn eeteeiqnnsertnnwvenn eseee ees , 91, 730. 00 


the sum named in the bill. 

Upon the foregoing facts it is apparent that the United States has done great 
injustice to these Indians in withholding from them the money positively 
promised them by a solemn treaty, and the committee recommends the pas- 
sage of the bill without amendment. 


That bill was referred to the House Committee on Indian Affairs on 
the 3d of December, 1890, and on December 9, 1890, that committee, 
through the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SHivELy], made a report 
to this House, which I ask leave to incorporate in my remarks with- 
out reading: 


Mr. Survey, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany ee 
The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4205) to 
reimburse the Miami Indians of Indianafor money improperly withheld from 
them, having had the same under consideration, hereby report: 
The matters embraced by said bill cover the same matters covered by section 
lof House bill No. 253, upon the same subject, which bill was by this commit- 
tee heretofore, in February, 1890, at the first session of this Congress, favorably 
reported with certain amendments, as shown in the amended bill and the re- 
port thereon then filed by this committee and now on the House Calendar, In 
said amended bill the committee recommended the payment of the sum of $45,- 
072.69, being only the principal of the sum claimed by,and by us found due to, 
said Indians, without interest, while the bill under consideration (S. 4205) pro- 
vides for the payment of both principal and interest. 
Your committee, still feeling that said interest ought not to be paid and that 
the principal is a just debt, ee report the bill (8. 4205) favorably, amended, 
however, by striking out of the bill (S. 4205) all after the enacting clause and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the said amended House bill (H. R. 253), in the following 
words, to wit: 
‘‘An act to reimburse the Miami Indians of Indiana for money improperly with- 
held from them. 

“Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the Miami Indians of the State of Indiana, being 
302 persons listed on the corrected list under the treaty of June 5, 1854, and the in- 
crease of their families, the sum of $48,072.69, being the amount improperly paid 
out of moneys due to said Indians, over their protest, to Indians not entitled 
to participate therein, and in violation of the treaty of 1854: Provided, That the 
sum hereby appropriated shall be in full settlement of any and all claims in 
favor of said Mt i Indians, or any of them, anne out of any and all alleged 
violations of the terms of said treaty of June 5, 1854, on the part of the United 
States Government. 

“Sc. 2. That the amount necessary to carry out the provisions of this act is 
nena appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated.”’ 


From the day that bill was favorably reported to this House by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs until this time I have repeatedly sought 
to obtain recognition from the Chair and to obtain consent of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of this House to call up that bill and put it 
upon its passage; but so far, without any fault on my part and with- 
out unmerited reflection on either the Speaker or the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, I have failed. 

Now I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read and considered 
as pending, without formal offering, anamendment containing the sub- 
stance of that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). 
to the desk will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend on page 34, at the close of line 7, by adding the following : 

‘That, to out the treaty made between the United Statesand Miami In- 
dians on Jun 5, 1834, the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to the Miami Indians of Indiana, designated in that 
treaty, being the three hundred and two persons listed on the corrected list men- 
tioned in said treaty and to the increase of their families, the sum of $48,072.69, 
being the annual interest due said persons on the pri sum of $231,004, men- 
tioned in article 4 of said treaty, which interest was, under the Indian appro- 


The amendment sent 
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priation act of June 12, 1858, improperly paid to other persons in violation of 
said treaty, and which latter act, under the act of March 2, 1867, the Attorney- 
General decided was invalid as in violation of said treaty. 

“And the Secretary of the Interior {s farther authorized and directed to pay to 
thesaid Miami Indians of Indiana, as interest on the said sum of $48,072.69 from 
September 20, 1867, the date of said decision of the Attorney-General, the further 
sum of $43,657.31, which interest is calculated at 4 per cent. per annum, simple 
interest. : 
..“And it is further provided that the acceptance of said sums by said Indians 
will be in full discharge of all their rights or claims under said branch of said 
treaty.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer this amendment now ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Not now. I desire to have it pending 
and will call it up when my time has expired. ve 

This amendment is offered by me now to the Indian appropriation 
bill, for the purpose of putting on this bill ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer this amendment now ? 
Ifso, the Chair desires to call theattention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. PERKINS] to it, as he mightdesire to raise a pointof order 
upon it. Does the gentleman desire to offer it now? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. No, sir; not now. 

I desire, by way of explaining what the amendment is, to call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that this is offered for the pur- 
pose of carrying out and completing a treaty made between the United 
States and certain Miamis west of the Mississippi River and these 
Miami Indians of Indiana, under date of June 5, 1854. And by way 
of a fuller explanation and in order that it may go into the REcoRD, 
I shall ask at this point leave to incorporate as a part of my remarks 
portions of the first six articles of that treaty as they appear in the 
book of revised Indian Treaties which I now hold in my hand. The 
articles are as follows: 

ARTICLE 1. The said Miami Indians hereby cede and convey to the United 
States all that certain tract of country set apart and assigned to the said tribe by 
the article added by the Senate of the United States, by resolution of the date of 
February 25, 1841, to the treaty of November 28, 1840, and denominated among 
the amendments of the Senate as “ Article 12,’ which was assented to by said 
Indians on the 15th day of May, 1841; which tract is designated in said article 
as “bounded on the east by the State of Missouri, and on the north by the coun- 
try of the Weas and Piankeshaws, on the west by the Pottawatomies of Indiana, 
and on the south by the land assigned to the New York Indians, estimated to 
contain 500,000 acres, for their future homes, and also asection of 640 acres for 
school purposes, to beselected and assigned to said tribe as hereinafter provided. 

* * = © 
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Ant. 4. It is agreed that the remaining installments of the limited annuity 
of $12,500, stipulated to be paid by the second article of the treaty of November 
28, 1840, shall. be divided and paid to the said Indians hereafter as follows: 
To the Indiana Miamis $6 %63.64and tothe Western Miamis $5,636.36 per annum, 
subject, however, tothe ductions provided for in the sixth article of this in- 
strument, and that the permanent annuity stipulated in the fifth article of the 
treaty of October 6, 1818, as modified by the fifth article of the treaty of October 
23, 1834, for a blacksmith and miller shall he continued for the benefit of said 
Western Miamis; but the said Miami Indians hereby relinquish and forever 
absolve the United States from the payment of the permanent annuity of $25,000 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of October 23, 1826, of the permanent 

rovisions for money in lieu of labors, for agricultural assistance, for tobacco, 

ron, steel, and salt, and from the payment of any andall other annuities of every 
kind or description, if any there be, to which said Indians may now be entitled 
by virtue ofthe stipulations of any former treaty or treaties ; and they also release 
and discharge the United States from all claims or damages on account of 
the nonfulfillment of the stipulations of any former treaties, or of injurics to 
or destruction or loss of property by the wrongful acts of citizens or agents of 
the United States or otherwise; and, in consideration of the relinquishments 
and releases aforesaid, the United States agree to pay tothe said Miami Indians 
the sum of $421,433.68, in manner as follows, viz : $190,434.68 to the Miami In- 
dians residing on the ceded land and $231,004 to the Miami Indians in the State 
of Indiana, to be paid under the direction of the President, and in such man- 
ner and for such objects as he may prescribe, in six equal annual installments, 
the first of which shall be paid in the month of October, 1854. 

~~ ~ 7 - * = *% 

Provided, however, That, if the Miami Indians of the State of Indiana desire 
it and notify the Secretary of the Interior of that fact, he will cause the said 
sum of $231,004 to be invested for them in safe stocks, and pay over annually to 
said Indians the interest arising from such investment, and the said Miami In- 
dians now present from the State of Indiana agree to take the opinion of their 
people on their return home, and advise the Department without delay. 

The sum of $231,004 hereby stipulated to be paid to Miami Indians of Indiana 
shall be held by the United States for said last-named Indians, and by the Gov- 
ernment invested, as the President — direct, at an interest of 5 per cent. per 
annum, and which interest shall be paid annually, forthe period of twenty-five 
years, to the said Miami Indians of Indiana, and at the éxpiration of that time, 
or sooner, if required by them and or by the President, the principal sum 
to be paid in full, the United States being directly responsible therefor; said in- 
vestment to be made and the interest thereon to commence accruing the Ist 
day of July, 1855, and thence to continue: Provided, That nopersonsother than 
those embraced in the corrected list agreed upon by the Miamis of Indiana, in 
the presence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in June, 1854, comprising 
302 names as Miami Indians of Indiana, and the increase of the families of the 
persons embraced in said corrected list, shall be recipients of the payments, an- 
nuities, commutation moneys, and interest thereby stipulated to be paid to the 
Miami Indians of Indiana, unless other pares shall be added to said list by 
the consent of the said Miami Indians of Indiana, obtained in council according 
to custom of Miami tribe of Indians. . 

* 7 Sa * * 

The Miami Indians of Indiana being now represented in Washington by a 
fully authorized deputation and having requested the foregoing amendments, 
the same are binding on them; but these amendments are in no way to affect 
or impair the stipulations in said treaty contained as to the Miamis west of the 
Mississippi, the said amendments being final and not required to be submitted 
to the Miamis for their consent. 

And the sum of $2,200 is hereby directed to be _ to the said Indians resid- 
ing in the State of Indiana for time employed and money expended in assisting 
to make this treaty, which may be paid to James T. Miller, their interpreter, 
and Tyn-yi-oh-te-mah, or to either of them, to be divided among the said In- 
dians according to justice and equity. 


This treaty, therefore, provided for the investment of $231,004, the 
interest of which should be paid to the Miami Indians of Indiana each 
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year, beginning with 1855. In 1858, without any notice whatever to 
these Indians, while the Indian appropriation bill was being considered 
in the Senate of the United States, a provision was incorporated in 
it by which the Secretary of the Interior was authorized to add the 
names of certain other Indians. This was plainly in violation of that 
portion of the treaty which I have incorporated, plainly in violation 
of the treaty by which this amount, principal and interest, in annual 
installments, was to be paid only to the three hundred and two per- 
sons named in the corrected list incorporated in the treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me interruptthegentlemana moment. There 
was so much confusion that I did not understand whether the amend- 
ment which he has had read is now offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was only read for information 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. However, the Secretary of the Interior 
from 1858 until 1867 continued to pay a portion of this annual interest 
to the other Indians without the consent of the original 302, who were 
alone entitled to receive it under the treaty. During all of that time 
these 302 Indians continually protested against the payment of any 
portion of this fund to other Indians as being unjust and in violation 
of the treaty. 

In 1859, following the adoption of the amendment of 1858 in the 
Senate, these Indians met in council, in the usual way in which that 
tribe assembled, and adopted a protest against the diversion of this 
money, and that protest is ingrafted in the report already incorporated 
in my remarks. ° 

From 1858 continually, until 1867, this money was so paid in viola 
tion of the rights of the 302 Indians, and continually in Congress was 
an attempt made to right the wrong. In 1867, as will be seen by ref- 
erence to the Indian appropriation bill of that year, an attempt was 
made to right the wrong in the Senate of the United States, which was 
an attempt to ingraft into the appropriation bill the original words in- 
corporated in the language of this treaty, by which it was provided 
that the money should be only paid to the 302 Indians authorized to 
receive it, 

At that time the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, now 
a member of this House [| Mr. BuCKALEW], was a member of the Sen- 
ate; and largely on account of his insistence, instead of adopting the 
amendment by which the provisions of the treaty were to be incorpo- 
rated in the bill, there was placed in it a provision by which the whole 
question was referred to the Attorney-General of the United States to 
determine for Congress and for the Secretary of the Interior whethe: 
this money should be longer paid to the people whose names were thus 
added. I holdin my hand a copy of the Opinions of the Attorneys 
General of the United States, and on page 236 and for several pages 
following will be found the opinion of Attorney-General Stanberry 
upon the very point referred to him by the act of 1867, and I ask to 
incorporate, without reading, portions of that opinion of Attorney-Gen- 
eral Stanberry, that it may be made a part of the record of this trans 
action. It is as follows: 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S OFFIce, Seplember 20, 1867. 
The Acting Secretary of the Interior, under date of July 10, 1867, sub- 
mits for my opinion a question arising under the treaty between the United 
States and the Miami Indians of the 5th of June, 1854,and the amendments 
made in the Senate thereto. 

The question arises under the act of March 2, 1867, making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, ete. By one 
clause of that act there is appropriated tothe Miamis of Indiana, “ for interest 
on $221,257.86 uninvested, at 5 per cent., per Senate amendment to fourth article 
treaty 5th June, 1854, $11,062.89." Section Sof the same actisas follows: ‘‘ That 
the sum hereinbefore appropriated to the Miamis of Indiana, or which shall 
hereafter be appropriated to them, shall only be paid tosuch persons as may be, 
upon the opinion of the Attorney-General, neelly entitled to the same, under 
the provisions of the treaty with said Indians of June 5, 1854, and Senate amend 
ments thereto, regardless of any subsequent legislation.” 

* * * 7” * 


Sir 


. * 


We come now to the treaty of 1854 and the Senate amendments thereto, which 
are more immediately connected with the question under consideration, to wit: 
What persons are entitled thereunder to receive the money appropriated by 
the act of March 2, 18677 

This treaty was made at Washington, D. C., with five delegates representing 
the Miami tribe of Indians, who were duly authorized thereunto by said tribe; 
five other Miamis, residentsof the State of Indiana,“ being present and assent- 
ing, approving, and agreeing to and confirming’’ the same. (10 Stats. at Large, 
page 1093.) 

By the first article the Miami tribe cede to the United States all the tract of 
country which had been set apart and assigned to them west of the Mississippi 
River under the provisions of the treaty of 1840, reserving a certain portion 
thereof for homes and schools. 

The second article relates to the survey and disposition of the ceded and re 
served lands, the sale of the reserves, etc. 

The third article provides for payment for the said cession, and, further, that 
“no part of the moneys in this or the preceding article mentioned shall ever 
be appropriated or paid to the persons or families or bands who by the nine 
teenth article of the treaty of November 6, 1838, by the fifth and sixth articles 
of the treaty of November 28, 1540, or by virtue of two resolutions of Congress, 
approved March 3, 1515, and May 1, 1850, or otherwise, are permitted to draw, 
or have drawn, in the State of Indiana, their portion of the annuities of the 
Miami tribe.” 

By the fourth article the said Miami Indians “ relinquish and forever absolve 
the United States from the payment of the permanent annuity of $25,000 stipu 
lated in the fourth article of the treaty of October 23, 1826, ete., and they also re- 
lease and discharge the United States from all claims or damages on account of 
the nonfulfillment of the stipulations of any former treaty, ete.; and in consid 
eration of relinquishments and releases aforesaid the United States agree to pay 
to the said Miami Indians the sum of $421,438.68, in manner as follows, namely 
$190,434.68 to the Miami Indians residing on the ceded land and $231,004 to the 
Miami Indiansinthe State of Indiana, to be paid under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, and in such manner and for such objects as he may prescribe, in six equal 
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annual installments, etc.: Provided, however, That if the Miami Indians of the 
State of Indiana desire it, and notify the Secretary of the Interior of that fact 
he wil! cause the said sum of $231,004 to be invested for them in safe stocks, an 
pay over annually to said Indians the interest arising from such investment, 
and the said Miami Indians now present from the State of Indiana ecto take 
the opinion of their people on their return home and advise the Department 
without delay,”’ 

By this article it is also agreed that the remaining installments of a certain 
limited annuity of $12,500, stipulated to be paid by the treaty of 1840, should 
thereafter be divided and paid as follows: To the Indiana Miamis $6,863.64 
and to the Miamis of the West $5,636.36 perannum, ete. ; and by the fifth article 
the permanentannuity of $25,000 before mentioned, which was thereby author- 
ized to be paid for the years 1854 and 1855, and no longer, was to be divided 
between the eastern and western Miamis inthe same proportion as thelimited 
annuity aforesaid. The remaining articles of the treaty are unimportant. 

The Senate, on the 4th of August, 1854, advised and consented to the ratifica- 
lion of this treaty, with an amendment, whereby the proviso to the fourth arti- 
cle, as above setforth, was to be stricken out, and the following words inserted 
in lieu thereof: 

“The suc of $231,004 hereby stipulated to be paid to the Miami Indians of 
Indiana shal! be held by the United States for said last-named Indians, and by 
the Government invested as the President may direct, at an interest of 5 per 
cent. per annum, and which interest shall be paid annually for the period of 
twenty-five years to the said Miami Indians of tndlene. and at the expiration 
of that time, or sooner, if required by them and approved by the President, the 
principal sum to be paid in full, the United States being directly responsible 
therefor; said investment to be made and the interest thereon to commence 
accruing the Ist day of July, 1855, and then tocontinue: Provided, That no per- 
sons other than those embraced in the corrected listagreed upon bythe Miamis 
of Indiana, in the presence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in Jane, 1854, 
comprising 302 names as Miami Indians of Indiana and the increase of the fami- 
lies of the persons embraced in said corrected list shall be recipients of the pay- 
ments, annuities, gommutation moneys, and interest hereby stipulated to be 
paid tothe Miami Indians of Indiana unless other persons shall be added to 
said list by the consent of the said Miami Indians of Indiana obtained in council 
according to the custom ofthe Miami tribe of Indians. 

. o . * * ~ * 


‘The Miami Indians of Indiana being now represented in Washington by a 
fully authorized deputation and having requested the foregoing amendments, 
the sawe are binding on them; but these amendments are in no way to affect 
or impair the stipulations in said treaty contained as to the Miamis west of the 
Mississippi, the said amendments being tinal and not required to be submitted 
to the Miamis for their consent,” 

+ 7 * * * . > 

In the body of the treaty they are referred to under the general descriptions 
of ** Miami Indians in the State of Indiana,” “Indiana Miamis,’’ and ** Miamis 
of Indiana,’’ but these must be understood as comprehending only such Indians 
as are more particularly designated in the pauinash, who may be classitied 
and described as follows: 

1. Persons embraced in the corrected list ed upon by the Miamis of In- 
diana in the presence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in June, 1854, com- 
prising 302 names, 

2. The increase of the families of persons included in said list. 

3. Persons who have been or shall be added to said list by the consent of the 
said Miamis of Indiana, obtained in council, according to the custom of the 
Miami tribe 

In my opinion, the persons here indicated, and no others, are legally entitled 
to the above-mentioned appropriation under the said treaty and amendment, 
“ without reference to subsequent legislation.”’ 

A question has been raised on behalf of certain parties claiming to be entitled, 
as Miamis of Indiana, to participate in the funds set apart for the Indiana 
Miamis by the treaty of 1854. 

it seems their names are not on the list referred to in the amendment made 
hy the Senate, and the point made by their counsel is that the amendment, not 
having been formally ratified by the political body constituting the Miami tribe 
west of the Mississippi, is of no validity. 

It is to be observed that this amendment bas been recognized and acted upon 
for a series of years by all parties interested in the treaty and by Congress. 

After such recognition nothing short of conclusive objections should be ad- 
mitted in favor of a contrary construction. 

I see no such reasons in this case. The ground assumed by the claimants is 
that the only parties to this treaty are the United States and the political body 
called the Miami tribe, represented by its five delegates. 

it appears, however, that five delegates are named in the body of the treaty 
as Miami Indians, residents of the State of Indiana, and as parties “ present 
and assenting, approving, andagreeing to and confirming said articles of agree- 
ment and convention,” and they sign and seal the treaty in the character of 
parties in the same manner as the five delegates, Besides this, the Senate ex- 
pressly recognizes them as ‘‘afully authorized deputation ”’ of the Miami In- 
dians of Indiana. 

Now, if it were admitted that the only party to that treaty capable of making 
a treaty was the political body called the tribe, yet we find that this party, that 
is, the regular delegation representing the tribe, did fully assent to an exact di- 
vision of the annuities thereafter to be paid respectively to the tribe and to the 
Indiana Miamis, and, as to the future management of the Indiana annuities, ex- 
pressly left the whole matter to the independent action of the Indianw Miamis. 

The original proviso contained in the fourth article of the treaty, which relates 
exclusively to the sum of $231,004set apart for the Indiana Miamis, recites that 
the Miami Indians “ now present from the State of Indiana agree to take the 
opinion of their people on their return bome and advise the Department with- 
out delay.” Other provisions of the treaty might be cited to show that the tribe 
considered the Indiana annuities as severed from all tribal management and 
as a subject-m itter to be administered and regulated by the United States and 
the other parties interested. It was, no doubt, in this light that the Senate 
adopted the amendment reciting that it was at the request of the Indiana Mi- 
amis through their authorized deputation. 

It was, tuerefore, an amendment of the treaty, made with such assent and 
ratification as, under the treaty, were competent to make and ratify. 

But, if this were otherwise and the amendment were considered as no part 
of the treaty, yet there can be no question that the United States had power, 
and assumed the trust, to make due provision for the payment and manage- 
ment of these Indiana annuities, and that the repeated recognition by Congress 
of the amendment has placed its validity beyond question. 

Iam clearly of opinion that, in the administration of this fand appropriated 
for the Indiana Miamis, the Indians named in the list referred to inthe amend- 
ment,and their successors and representatives, as provided for in the amend- 
ment, are the sole beneficiaries, 

The rights of these persons are fixed, not merely on the footing of law, but 
of solemn contract, and should not be changed or disturbed, except by their 
consent. 

1 am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HENRY STANBERY. 

Hon, O. H. Browx1ne, 

Secretary of the Interior, 


Now I desire to refer briefly to the substance of the opinion, and I 
suppose I can not refer to it any mcre tersely than to state the few 
concluding lines, which are as follows: 

Iam clearly of opinion that in the administration of this fund appropriated 
for the Indiana Miamis, the Indians pamed in the list referred to in the amend- 
ment, and their successors and representatives, as provided for inthe amend- 
ment, are the sole beneficiaries. The rights of these persons are fixed, not 
merely on the footing of law, butof solemn contract, and should not bechanged 
or disturbed except by their consent. 

Now, as to the amount. In the report of the House Committee on 
Indian Affairs appears a statement from Hon. J. D. C. Atkins, then 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which he gives the amount of this 
annual interest wrongfully diverted from the 302 Miami Indians of 
Indiana, and paid to those persons who the Attorney-General says 
were not entitled to receive it, showing that $48,072.69 is the amount 
thus paid. 

Here, then, is a provision I intend to offer as an amendment to this 
Indian appropriation bill; and it seems to me it is clearly within the 
right and power of this committee to incorporate that amendment in 
the bill. it ought to be done, for these Indians for many years have 
been trying to obtain payment to them of this money which was agreed 
by the United States, by a solemn treaty proclaimed by the President 
of the United States, to be paid to them, and to no one else. This 
money is due to them, being an amount which was to be paid because 
of their relinquishment of their right to certain lands, held under pre- 
vious treaties made with the United States. 

These Indians are inhabitants of the State of Indiana. They have 
pushed their claims patiently year after year. Now, they come in the 
closing days of this session of this Congress with a bill favorably re- 
ported hy the House Committee of Indian Affairs, a bill favorably re- 
ported to and unanimously passed by the Senate of the United States, 
and now pending in this House. It seems to me that it isan act of 
tardy justice if this House shall now, at this moment, through the op- 
erations of the Committee of the Whole, ingraft my amendment upon 
the Indian appropriation bill. Thisis money which is justly due them. 
It is not like a claim for damages. It is not money to be paid in any 
other light than pursuant to asolemn promise and pledge made by the 
United States, and which can not be disregarded withouta repudiation 
of their rights. 

Mr. Chairman, I know thata good many of these 302 Indians to whom 
this money was to be paid have gone down to their graves in poverty 
in the State of Indiana, a poverty which might have been made more 
bearable if they had had the money that was due to them from this 
great Government in order to supply their ordinary wants. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, having presented this matter as briefly as I could, I offer 
this amendment at the point indicated in this bill, and ask that it may 
be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment inserted ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I desire to have it considered as now 
offered and pending. It has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. At what point does it come in in the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. At the close of line 7, on page 34. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PERKINS. I reserve the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That may be done after it has been read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment as heretofore set forth in the 
remarks of Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. To this amendment the gentleman from Kausas 
[Mr. PERKINS] raises the point of order that it is not authorized by 
existing law. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Indiana on the 

int. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I desire to reserve all I have to say on 
that subject until after the chairman of the committee has been heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that it is not providing for the service of the Government for the com- 
ing fiscal year, commencing on the Ist day of July next, and that it 
is not in order upon this bill; that, if it has any legal status at all, its 
place is on a deficiency bill and that it is a mere claim. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What is the remark of the gentleman in regard to 
the deficiency bill? 

Mr. CANNON, If it has any status at all, it would be on the de- 
ficiency bill under the rules, for the reason that it is not for the service 
of the Government for the coming fiscal year and it contains legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is it not to carry out a treaty stipulation? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. PERKINS. I reserved the point of order because I did not know 
what the amendment was. I do not desire to say anything in addition 
to what the gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN] on the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this is authorized by 
existing law. It is authorized by a treaty to which I have alread 
called the attention of the chairman and of this committee, whic 


Where does the gentleman desire to have the 
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treaty 1 have now in my possession and which I have incorporated in 
my remarks. If there be any doubt as to the existence of this treaty 
I will send the book to the Clerk’s desk and have him read that por- 
tion of it under which I claim that this amendment is authorized on this 
bill. Further than that, Mr. Chairman, this matter has already 
been—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. You had better read that treaty yourself. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Let us know what the treaty is. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I willsend the treaty to 
the Clerk’s desk and have it read if the Chair desires it orif the gentle- 
man from Illinois or from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] desires it. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Let us know what that particular clause is. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the volume and page ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. It is the revision of Indian Treaties, on 
pages 511 to 516. 

Mr. CANNON. When was the treaty made? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. On the 5th of June, 1854. 
man desires, I will send him the book now. 

Mr. CANNON. Has not the treaty expired? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Why, no, sir; it has not been paid. 

Mr. CANNON. Has it not expired ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. How can it have expired ? 

Mr. CANNON. Iamasking. When were the last payments to be 
made under the treaty? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 
terest was to be made in twenty-five years. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that years ago that whole matter 
was closed up and an appropriation made to pay the Miamis in full. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. By the treaty ? 

Mr. CANNON. The treaty authorizing it, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Well, I have some information upon that 
subject if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. CANNON, Of course, when you undertake to wander through 
six or eight or ten pages of a treaty, gentlemen may have something 
to say about it; but the time for the payments has expired. The final 
payments have been made, and now they come up with a claim for 
interest, with the decision of the Attorney-General on that claim, and 
say it ought to have been appropriated for in former years. It seems 
to me, without taking the time to examine the treaty closely, that it 
s perfectly patent to the Chair, under the rule distributing the busi- 
ness of this House to the different committees, that this is simply a 
tlaim against the Government, and that it would come on a deficiency 
bill, if it should come at all, rather than upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Indiana state whether 
Nhe Interior Department has adjudicated this claim under the terms of 
the treaty and sent a communication informing the House to that 
effect ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. No, sir; I do not think they have. I 
have called the attention of the Chair toa communication from a former 


If the gentle- 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Atkins, in which he sets out the | 


unount of money that was improperly diverted and paid to persons not 
cntitled to receive it. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask my friend a question. His colleague 
from Indiana (Mr. CHEADLE] says that appropriations were made by 
Congress to pay this interest, and it was paid, but that the Attorney 
General comes in and says that the appropriation was made to pay the 
vrong people. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It was paid to the wrong people. 

Mr. CANNON. Then it was paid to the wrong people. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana admit that that 
is the fact? 


way. 
Mr.CANNON. Weappropriated the money te pay the interest. 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Well, let me make an explanation of it; 


but first let me have a part of the treaty read by the Clerk. Then I 
will explain it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The sum of $231,004 hereby stipulated to be paid to Miami Indians of Indiana 
shall be held by the United States for said last-named Indians and by the Gov- 
ernment invested as the President may direct, at an interest of 5 per cent. per 
annum,and which interest shall be paid annually, for the period of twenty-five 
years, to the said Miami Indians of Indiana, and at the expiration of that time, 
or sooner if required by them and approved by the President, te principal sum 
to be paid in full,the United States being directly responsible therefor; said 
investment to be made and the interest thereon to commence accruing the Ist 
day of July, 1855, and thence to continue: Provided, That no personsother than 
those embraced in the co list agreed upon by the Miamis of Indiana, 
in the presence of the Commissionerof Indian Affairs, in Jute, 1854, compris- 
ing three hundred and two names as Miami Indians of Indiana, and the in- 
crease of the families of the persons embraced in said corrected list, shall be re- 





Well, I believe the last payment of in- | 





directed to put the names of certain other persons on the list, who 
claimed that they had been improperly leftout. Then from 1858 until 
1867 a portion of this annual interest was paid to persons other than 
these 302 for whom the annuities were intended; and that far, and by 
that proportion of ratio, it reduced the amount that ought to have been 
pa.d to the 302. The 302 protested that this act was in violation of 
the treaty which I have just had read at the Clerk’s desk, and they 
repeatedly asked Congress to remedy the wrong. In 1867—— 

Mr.CANNON. Thatis, they claimed that the 70 Miami Indians who 
got a portion of this annuity were not a part of the 302 Simon Pure 
Miamis. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 

Mr, CANNON, 
of the tribe. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. They were not included in the corrected 
list of the 302 named persons to whom the money should be paid, but 
those added were entirely different persons, which was clearly in viola- 
tion of their rights. In 1867 this matter was referred, by an amend- 
ment made on an appropriation act, to the Attorney General for his opin- 
ion as to whether the act of 1858 was legal and binding, as to whether 
the money could be legally paid to other than the 302 and that is his 
decision to which I have referred, and which was made on September 
20, 1867, in which he decided that the amendment of 1858 was in vio- 
lation of the treaty of 1854. From that day the annual interest was 
paid only to the 302, but the amount diverted from 1858 to 1867 has 
not been paid to them, 

Mr. CANNON. That isa mere statement of aclaim. I dare say 
the bill is now pending on the Calendar if it hasgot that far. ‘There 
has been no investigation, and under no rule of this House is the 
provision in order on a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. The gentleman was not in, I believe, 
when I made my statement. The bill was introduced on the 18th of 


Yes, sir. 
In other words, that they did not constitute a part 


| December, 1889, and was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On the 29th day of January, 18/0, now more than a year ago, it was 
reported from that committee with a recommendation that this pay- 
ment should be made; the report was a unanimous one except as to 
interest. The same matter was introduced in the Senate in last July, 
in the form of a bill, which was referred to the Senate Committee on 
Indian Affairs. That committee reported unanimously in favor of the 
passage of the bill paying principal and interest, and that bill passed 
the Senate unanimously on the first day of the present session. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; and it is now on the Union Calendar, 
It is a mere claim, I submit to the Chair. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I can not see how it can be treated as a 
claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I suggest that the Chair might pass it 
for the present if there is no objection. 

Mr.CANNON. The Chair says he is ready to rule now. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, believing 
that this is in the nature of a claim, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For subsistence and civilization of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Ki- 
owas, Comanches, Wichitas, and affiliated bands, who have been collected upon 
the reservations sel apart for their use and occupation, $240,000, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 


word. 


Mr. Chairman, i move to strike out the last 
I do so for the purpose of taking the floor and giving a denial 


| toa statement which recently appeared in a Western paper, reflecting 


| peka, Kans., under date of January 30. 


on one of the parishes in the district I represent. My attention has 


| been called to a special dispatch which appeared in the Globe-Demo- 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Well, no, sir; it was not exactly that | 


crat, of St. Louis, of January 31, purporting to be a dispatch from To- 


[ send the article to the 
Clerk’s desk tu be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Capital bad a special from Valley Falls, in this State, giving facts in the 
history of Thomas Hunter, acolored man, who has just arrived there from Sa- 
bine Parish, Lousiana, and who less than six months ago did not know that slav- 
ery had been abolished. He was owned and worked by Manue! Lafitte,a French 
Creole, who owns a large plantation and over five hundred negroes. He does 
notallow the colored people to speak to a stranger under the penalty of death. 


| Even whenthey went to the railroad towns to haul cotton the master and over- 


seers guarded them with loaded shotguns and threatened to shoot them if they 
spoke toa white man. Hunter has two broken ribs and the scars of the lash 
interlace his back. 

tone time not long ago he was tied up toa postand given two hundred lashes 
fora very trivial offense. Hesaysthat men and women are frequently whipped. 


| They never sell any of them, but in every other way it is as much slavery as 


ever existed. He says no white men ever come through there. He was near 
the Sabine River, in Sabine Parish, Louisiana, a region of: country that is very 


| swampy, and only very sparse.y settled, one plantation occupying all the tilla- 


cipients of the payments, annuities, commutation moneys, and interest hereby | 


stipulated to be paid to the Miami Indians of Indiana, unless other persons shail 
be added to said list by the consent of the same Miami Indians of Indiana, ob- 
tained in council according to the custom of Miami tribe of Indians. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, from that day 
until 1858 this annual interest was paid to these 302 Miamis. In 185s, 


ble land for many miles in every direction and surrounded by cypress swamps, 
so that it was easy to keep the negroes isolated from the rest of the world. 
Hunter escaped five months ago to the river, hid on a boat through the help of 
a colored man,and learned from him for the first time that slavery had been 


| abolished twenty-five years ago. 


while an appropriation bill was pending in the Senate, an amendment was | 


attached by which the Secretary of the Interior was authorized and | 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I should not have noticed that 
slander but for the fact that some wicked cr malicious person, within 
a few days past, in a communication tothe Washington Post revamped 
the lie. I pronounce it to be a falsehood made out of the whole cloth. 
Sabine Parish is not a negro parish. According to the last census it 
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has a population of 10,500, of whom only 2,300 are negroes. Itisa 
community of small farmers, and the population is a thrifty, indus- 
trious, church-going, and law-abiding people. There are no great plan- 
tations in the parish as there are in the parishes in the alluvial valleys 
of our rivers. The returns of the State superintendent of education of 
Louisiana for 1890 show that there are in Sabine Parish sixty-one pub- 
lic schools for whites and thirteen for colored persons, with an attend- 
ance of about 2,000 white and 522 colored children, In the schools 
there are thirty-seven white teachers and eight colored teachers. These 
figures represent very fairly the proportion of the races, there being about 
five times as many whites as blacks. The State registration of voters 
shows 1,556 whites and 435 colored, which, according to the proportion 
of the races, is largely in favor of the blacks. A railroad, the Texas 
Pacific, runs along the entire eastern border of the parish, and even this 
villainous slander which has been read from the Clerk’s desk admits 
that the negroes who are alleged to be held in slavery go down periodic- 
ally to the stations upon the railroad. And yet this slanderer puts 
forth the preposterous statement that five hundred negroes have been 
kept in a state of slavery ever since the war, and that until recently they 
did not know siavery had been abolished ! 

Mr. Speaker, it is a fact that the Republican party controlled the 
government of the State of Louisiana from 1865 to 1878, a period of 
thirteen years. During that time in many parishes of theState United 
States troops were stationed, and certainly it would seem very re- 
markable that with the Republican party in control of the State gov- 
ernment for thirteen years, and with United States troops stationed in 
various portions of the State at different times during that period, they 
did not discover this extraordinary condition of affairs. 

The negroes in Sabine Parish are as intelligent as they are in other 
parishes of the State. They are in a prosperous condition, are well 
treated by the whites, have school facilities, and live on terms of 
will with the white citizens. A few years ago it was true of Sabine 
Parish, and I believeit to be trueof it now, that there was not a single 
mortgage recorded against a farm in the entire parish. This speaks 
volumes for the industry, thrift, and economy of the people there, and 
is a circumstance to be pondered over by the people of the mortgage- 
ridden States of the West. Mr. Speaker, I brand as a willful false- 
hood the averments of the dispatch read from the Clerk’s desk. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PEEL. I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ in line 7, on page 34, the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the last clause of the subdivision entitled “‘ Pottawatomies” 
in the act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling the treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and forother 


purposes,’’ being chapter 341, of volume 23, of the Statutes at Large, be amended 
to read as follows: 

‘That the claims of certain individual members of the Pottawatomie nation 
of Indians, their heirs or legal representatives, for depredations committed by 
others upon their stock, timber, or other property reported to Congress under 
the tenth article of the treaty of August 7, 1868, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims for adjudication. And said court shall in deter- 
mining said cause ascertain the amounts due and to whom due by reason of 
actual damage sustained, and said cause shall be tried without delay, as here- 
inbefore provided. 

“Andall papers, reports, evidence, records, and proceedings relating in any 
way to said claims now on file or of record in the Department of the Interior, 
or any other Department, or on file or of record in the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate or office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives, shall be 
delivered to said court ; and, in considering the merits of the ees 
to the court, all testimony and reports of special agents or other officers and 
other papers now on file or of record in the De ents or Congess shall be 
considered by the court and such value awarded thereto as in its judgment is 
right and proper, without limitation by the technical rules of evidence in courts 
oflaw. And the court shall have authority in the final udication of the said 
claims to fix the amount to be paid as attorney fees therein in accordance with 
any contract or contracts duly made with said claimants.”’ 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CANNON. I want to reserve a point of order on this proposition. 

Mr. PEEL. It is subject to a pointof order, but I desire unanimous 
consent for the offering of the amendment. I will say to my friend 
that on page 372 of the Statutes at of the Forty-eighth Congress 
there will be found a provision in which the attempt was made to re- 
fer this matter to the Court of Claims, but through some error in the 
enrollment of the bill that provision is defective, a necessary having 
been left out. This amendment is for the purpose of perfecting that 
statute. I will read the provision of the statute, and the gentleman 
will observe the defect: 

That the claim of certain individual members of the Pottawatomie nation 
of Indians, their heirs or legal representatives, for di committed by 
others upon their stock, timber, or other oy reported to Congress under 
the tenth article of the treaty of August 7, 1868, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims for udication. And said court shall in deter- 
mining said eause ascertain the amounts due and to whom due by n of 


actual damage sustained, and said cause shall be tried without delay, as Rere- 
inbefore provided. 





It will be observed that the provision at the close uses the 
‘‘as hereinbefore provided;’’ but there is no provision to which that 
language refers. The late E. John Ellis, who called my attention to 
this matter during his lifetime, stated that in the enrolling of the bill 
this defect had occurred. The — object of the present amend- 
ment is to provide effectually for 


ing this question to the Court 





A 





of Claims. If the gentleman from Illinois insists on the point of order, 
it is of course well taken. 

Mr. CANNON. I feel compelled to insist upon it for the reason that 
it seems to me, in view of the desire of the great bulk of the citizens 
of this country to deal justly with the Indian, we are traveling quite 
fast enough in this direction. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well, I will not insist on the proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For subsistence and civilization of Arickarees, Gros Ventres, and Mandans: 
For this amount, to be expended in such goods, provisions, and other articles 
as the President may from time to time determine, in instructing in agricul- 
tural and mechanical pursuits, in providing employés, educating children, pro- 
curing medicine and medical attendance, care for and support of the aged, sick, 
and infirm, for the helpless orphans of said Indians, and in any other respect to 
promote their civilization, comfort, and improvement, $30,000, 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. On last Saturday, while this bill was under considera- 
tion, I made a motion of this kind and undertook to read a newspaper 
article, to which objection was made, and I was ruled from the floor. 
The Chair, in the course of the controversy upon the question, made 
this statement: 


The committee is not now engaged in general debate. 


I thereupon asked the Chair to point out the distinction in the rule 
between the general debate and the debate under the five-minute rule. 
The Chair replied by saying that in general debate, by an invariable 
practice, the utmost latitudeof discussion isallowed. I insisted then, 
and I “insist now, that ‘‘by an invariable practice’’ under the five- 
minute rule, as well as in the general debate, the utmost latitude has 
been permitted. I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to read to the commit- 
tee the article which I proposed to read at that time. If there be ob- 
jection, I will of course give an opportunity to gentlemen to object: 

THE SUBSIDY-HUNTERS. 

Washington is at present infested with a class of patriots whose warmest 
emotions are awakened by the contemplation of “the old flag and an appro- 
priation.” Reciprocity fills them with fresh hopes. They are appearing from 
every quarter and under every name and disguise to hail the success of reci- 
procity and to insist upon an appropriation. Mr. Blaine is, in their considerate 
estimation, the greatest Republican alive, seeing that he is the one Republican 
with grace and grit enough to tarn Democrat when nothing else will serve the 
purpose. They are all or nearly all of them McKinley bill men, but they are 
suddenly convinced of the absolute necessity for the extension of American 
trade. They point with pathetic gesture to the sorrowful condition of Ameri- 
can farmers who were shut out by the McKinley bill, and who will sell next to 
nothing under Mr. Blaine’s treaties, and implore the dying Federalist Congress 
to do something for the victims of ruthless Federalist taxation. 

As usual, it is a subsidy they prescribe—not, however, a subsidy for the farm- 
ers, but a subsidy for themselves. Here we have, for instance, Mr. Swank, of 
Pennsy!vania, the innocent secretary of the Iron and Steel Association, express- 
ing very grave fears as to whether the reciprocity treaties will bring any benefits 
whatever unless per are accompanied by subsidies. Most, indeed, of our pa- 
triotic friends of this order have been living upon subsidies—subsidies from 
tariffs, subsidies from railroad discriminations, subsidies from land grants, sub- 
sidies directly or indirectly from every Federalist measure either in State or 
national affairs. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois hag 
expired. 

M r. FITHIAN. I move to amend by striking out the last two words, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
can not do that. [Cries of ‘‘ Let him go on!’’]} 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
be permitted to conclude the reading of the article. It will only take 
a moment or two. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sprno.a] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Illinois may be per- 
mitted to proceed five minutes longer. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FITHIAN (continuing the reading): 


The subsidists are swarming to the Capital intent upon the passage of the ship- 
subsidy bill. They proclaim that “the only thi necessary to complete the 
circle of our felicities’’ is a system of large, round, wing subsidies for gen- 
tlemen like themselves and their clients. They will letthe m farmers 
and the workingmen docked and thrown out since the passage of McKin- 
ley bill understand thatthere is but one hope for them, and that it isto be found 
in the magical operation of subsidies taken from their pockets and paid tosome- 
body else. It is the old story of the tariff with a new application and a new 
swindle to be accomplished by it. They are not in the least abashed by the 
circumstance that reciprocity goes upon the ancient and accepted Democratic 
theory “Saas and equality in trade, and that subsidies are upon a theory 
direct! posite, 

The shi = bill is probably the last of the impudent schemes of plunder 
which the Republican will have opportunity to present with 
ony nes <a it. But it is a colossal one. Considering the time 
and the he people outraged and incensed by excessive and un- 
equal taxes,a Treasury looted until the v betteus is tn clght—th fo ie every 

the boldest as well as the most us in our history. The intima- 
tiens on the floor of the House that if the bill passes it will be followed by in- 
vestigations in the next ar wae revelations will startle the coun 
are doubtless well founded. the carrion is the buzzards settle. : 
of public money to one or more favored persons at 
of the people. The money is seized by taxation 
gi way to those who have not earned it and 
proceeding there is no warrant whatever 
in the Constitution of the United States. Is it that at this time Con- 
consider a proposition at once so barbarous and so essen- 
tially corrdépt? The country will scan the vote on the Farquhar bill with deep 
very — —y ~+- who dares to record himself in its favor will 
be on the defensive that day forward. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I ask the gentleman, who is the writer of 
that article? 


oo 
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Mr. FITHIAN. 
World. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, as there is nothing political 
in this bill, I hope we shall proceed with its consideration, deferring 
political discussion till a more opportune time. 

Mr. FITHIAN. You may do so, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Imove toamend bystriking out the last word. 
I merely wish to say that this editorial was evidently copied from the 
speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FITH1An], delivered here 
some time ago. We had all this matter before, when the gentleman 
delivered that speech, and a little more. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Support of Chippewas of Lake Superior: For support and civilization of the 
Chippewas of Lake Superior, to be expended for agricultural and educational 
purposes, pay of employés, including pay of physician at $1,000, purchase of 

ds and provisions, and for such other purposes as may be deemed for the 
Fest interests of said Indians, $6,000. 

Mr. McCORD. I offer an amendment to this paragraph, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, by adding after the word “thousand,”’ in the second line of page 35, 
the words “two hundred ;” so that it will read: 

“Including pay of physician, at $1,200." 

Mr. McCORD. This amendment does not increase the appropriation 
of $5,000, but simply enables the Commissioner to pay the physician 
$1,200 instead of $1,000 out of the sum provided. The physicians at 
other agencies, I understand, receive $1,200 a year. None receive les’. 
There are 4,800 Indians at this agency scattered over a very largé ter- 
ritory and the pay is too small. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For supportand civilization of the Shebits tribe of Indians in Santa Clara 
County, Utah, including the pay of a superintendent and purchase of land 
for said Indians, $10,000, this item to be immediately available. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out in line 10 the 
words ‘Santa Clara’’ and insert ‘‘ Washington.’’ The name of the 
county is erroneous. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Yakamas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employés, $10,000. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 5, page 59: 

* For the education of the Indians in the State of Mississippi, $5,000." 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that the general appropriation is avail- 
able for educational purposes in Mississippi as in other States of the 
Union; and if so the Indians there can be cared for out of that fund if 
they need it. Ifany Indians in any part of the country need assist- 
ance they get it out of that fund, and I hope my friend will not insist 
on the ameadment, for we have made a liberal provision in the bill for 
the support of the Indians and the promotion of educational work 
amongst them in all parts of the Union. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Kansas isliberalin theory, 
but in all these years not a dollar of money of the Indian appropria- 
tion ever came down there to the Mississippi Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, if they have not needed it, there in no rea- 
son why they should receive it. But I prefer the gentleman should 
move his amendment to the general appropriation, so as to provide that 
$5,000 may be used in that way if it be necessary, instead of increasing 
the amount of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well; I will yield to the preference of the 
chairman. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend from Mississippi will not move 
that amendment at all. LTapprehend that the Indians in Mississippi 
are not paupers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Are all of these provided for in this bill pau- 


? 

Mr. CANNON. Why, certainly. Why then pauperize those who 
are not paupers? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not propose anything for the support of 
the Mississippi Indians, but merely for educational purposes. 

Mr, CANNON. I think it is a most mistaken policy, where people 
are able to take care of themselves, no matter what their color, to 
undertake to supply them from the Government. The effect is bad. 
The principle is vicious. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I withdraw the amendment for the present, and 
will offer it later, as suggested by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GEARY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend imserting atter the word “dollars,’’ in line 22, page 39, the follow- 

n t the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
eer’ g out the p P for the 


the Round Valley Indian reservation in the State of California,’ 
approved October 18, 1890, $100,000." 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, [ understand there has been a com- 
munication received from the Department pertaining to this matter, 
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| amendment is a very large sum, 


Iean not tell: it is an editorial from the New York | but it did not reach our committee in time to be considered in conne 


tion with this bill, and I frankly confess that I do not know the mer- 
its of the proposition offered by the gentleman from California [M: 
GEARY], and [ would like to have some explanation from him con- 
cerning it. 

Mr. GEARY. At the last session a bill was passed providing for the 
reduction of the Round Valley Indian reservationin California, Within 
the exterior limits of that reservation are found a large number of tracts 
of land owned by private persons, and it is desired by the Department 
to restrict and cut down the general reservation, and also to acquire 
portions of these lands owned by private persons. This bill provides 
for the appraisement of those lands and the payment of the appraised 
value to the settlers, and it also provides for the sale of the remaining 
reservation, amounting to some 40,000 acres. The last Congress appro- 
priated $25,000 for that purpose, but the Department of the Interior 
find that is not enough, and recommend that $100,000 more be appro 
priated for it. Italso provides that this sam of money shali be ex- 
pended out of the proceeds of the land sold, and the commissioners 
advise the Department that a small portion of the land will net this 
sum of money. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me that the amount asked by this 
It occurs to me that it ought to be 
done for very much less than this, and, if the gentleman from Califor- 
nia will change his amendment so as to ask for only $50,000, I will 
not interpose any objection, 

Mr. GEARY. I can notdo that, because the recommendation of the 
Department is that it is absolutely necessary to appropriate $100,000. 

Mr. BIGGS. Here is the letter from the Secretary which states the 
facts. 

Mr. PERKINS. We do not always find it necessary to appropriate 
all that is asked for by the Department. 

Mr. CANNON. If we appropriated all the money that was esti- 
mated by the Department and forwarded for our consideration, we 
would lack $50,000,000 of enough money to meet the current expenses 
of the Government. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I will say to the gentleman, the chairman of the 
committee, and the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. CANNON ] that there 
is no harm done at all in appropriating $100,000, because it is appro- 
priated for a certain specific purpose, to wit, the purchase of certain 
improvements on these lands, which are to be sold, and the Govern- 
ment will receive the money back again. It is simply in asense appro- 
priating for a few months, or probably not longer than a year in any 
event, when it will be returned by the sale of the land. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend why the Government should 
go into a real-estate speculation and buy up lands in California so that 
it may sell them again. 

Mr. MCKENNA. That is hardly a pertinent question as the gen 
tleman puts it, because the Government is not going into a real-estate 
speculation. The Government is simply providing for the absolute ex- 
tinguishment of certain claims which settlers there have. 

Mr. CANNON. Why should they be extinguished ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. For this reason: The settlers went there under a 
supposition of title. That title is defective. They have made valua- 
ble improvements on the property under the supposition that they had 
the title. The Government desires as much as possible to make them 
whole in that regard. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not let them stay there ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Because the Government wants the land for the 
Indians—at least a portion of it. 

Mr. CANNON. But the Government has adopted the policy of 
breaking up tribal relations as fast as possible, and there is but one 
policy possible if we are to do the Indians any good, and that is to di- 
vide them upand get one Indian family away from another and get them 
mixed up with white people. If the Government is to pursue the pol- 
icy of getting what few white people there are out of the reservation, 
that is not along the line of the policy which the Government has here- 
tofore pursued, as I understand it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Thisis only discussing this matter by piecemeal, 
without any comprehension of the subject at all. The fact of the mat- 
ter is that certain of these lands ought to be allotted in severalty to 
the Indians, and that certain of them are to be kept in common for the 
benefit of the Indians. The rest are to be sold, because the Govern- 
ment desires to reduce the limits of the reservation. Whether we are 
going to pursue certain large policies with which this particular case 
will be in conflict I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON. If I understand my friend aright, this proposition 
is to make compensation to white people for improvements that they 
voluntarily placed upon lands which the gentleman thinks probably 
belong to Indians; so that now, in the name of relief to the Indians, 
we are to relieve the whites; in other words, we are to enter upon a 
policy which in addition to making paupers of the Indians wili make 
paupers of the white people. 

Mr. GEARY. You are wrong about that, because a large number 
of the people have acquired title to the land under the swamp-land 
laws of California, and these sections are located amongst the Indian 
lands. It is the desire of the Department to extinguish these rights, 
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so as to have the Indian lands all in one body, and this provides for 
the appraisement of those lands, 

Mr. CANNON, If that is the way of it then I will not vote for any 
possession that crowds a white man out of land that he owns so as to 
get the Indians all together, because there is one thing that ought to be 
done, and that is to scatter them. 

Mr. GEARY. Then you ought to have done that last year and not 
waited until now. Those men are there now without any title to their 
Jands, and this is to enable them to get titles. You are a little late in 
coming on to the Indian war path. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Then this is in pursuance of existing law ? 

Mr. GEARY. It is. 

Mr. PERKINS. As this matter can be thoroughly considered by 
the Senate committee I am willing to let it go, because our committee 
did not have time to consider the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Incidental expenses of Indian service in Wyoming: For general incidental 
expenses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents, $1,000, 





Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk, to come in after line 22, on page 41. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “‘dollars,”’ in line 22, on page 4l, insert the following: ‘‘ This 
amount to be expended under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs in the erection of slaughterhouses and issue stations on Indian reser- 
vations, $60,000,"’ 

Mr. PEEL, I desire to say to the committee—— 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to have that amendment read again, 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order upon that provision. Mr. 
Chairman, that it is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not think, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order 
is well taken, from the fact that it is simply to carry on general ex- 
penses of the Indian service. I desire to submit it to the judgment of 
the committee after I state what I know about it. 

Mr, CANNON. Ihave noobjection to the gentleman making a state- 
ment; but I want to reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois reserves the point 
of order. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr, Chairman, while the subcommittee had this bill 
under consideration the Commissioner of Indian Affairs was with us, 
and he submitted this proposition. I thought at the time that we 
agreed to put it in the bill, but upon looking over the bill I saw that 
it was not there, and on conferring with the chairman of the commit- 
tee I ascertained that I was mistaken; that we had not acted on the 
proposition; that the Commissioner had simply presented it and that 
we had been considering it. 

Now, the Commissioner says a large proportion of the trouble grow- 
ing out of the issué of rations, especially to the Sioux, arises from the 
fact that a large number of the Indians live at a considerable distance 
from the point of delivery, and that they spend half of their time in 
traveling backwards and forwards from their places of encampment or 
location to the station where these supplies are issued. 

He said that if he could have this amendment, so that he could ex- 
tend these stations for issuing rations, it would very tly facilitate that 
work. He found that one of the most radical defects of the service 
was in regard to the issuing of rations, especially among the Sioux, 
and for that reason he was very anxious to have this item put in the 
bill. I only want to submit it to the judgment of the committee. 
From my knowledge of the large Sioux reservation I know that this 
small appropriation would secure more than a corresponding amount 
of good. 

Now, as to this point of order, I do not think it is good, because this 
is merely an incidental expenditure for carrying out the Indian serv- 
ice, like all the other items we have been going through. Still, the 
gentleman may be right; but in my view it is not subject to the point 
of order. 

Mr.CANNON. Now,uponthe pointoforder: TheChair is well aware 
of the fact, taking public buildings, for instance, that they must first 
be authorized. The gentleman can equally well say where they are 
not authorized that it is merely carrying out a matter incident to the 
Government; and yet in the case of the public buildings there must 
be an authorization before there can be an appropriation. The same 
is true as to army posts. There must be a post established by legisla- 
tion, and the limit fixed in the authorization, before it would be in 
order upon an appropriation bill to make an appropriation. Now, here 
is the erection of new work—the erection of slaughterhouses—to cost 
$60,000. It is moved now in the committee, not reported on the bill, 
and while there is no legislation under consideration te authorize the 
erection of the slaughterhouses. Until that is had, then, it seems to 
me that under Rule XX it is clearly subject to the point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire tomake an explanation of the amendment 
for which it is proposed to make the appropriation. Under the ex- 
isting law " 
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Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas to be read? I call for the reading of the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again report 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agaip reported. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, under the existing law beef is 
slaughtered and issued at the Indian agency, and on many of the large 
reservations it requires from two to three days for the Indians to come 
from their homes to the agency, get their rations of beef which may be 
issued to them, and return to their homes. 

The object of this appropriation is to establish slaughterhouses re- 
mote from the agency, but on the reservations, however, nearer to the 
Indians, so that this necessity may be removed. The committee was 
disposed to think that the recommendation of the office was a wise one 
in this respect, and yet we did not have it properly formulated at the 
time we considered and prepared the bill. I am disposed to think 
that the point of order is well taken if it is insisted upoa, but the prac- 
tice is as suggested, and this is a remedy for the practice which may be 
made at the expenditure of no considerable sum, while the matter has 
given considerable trouble to the Indian service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas say that this 
expenditure is authorized by existing law ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam disposed to think that it is authorized by ex- 
isting law, Mr. Chairman. 

‘Mr. PEEL. A word in reply to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] in regard to the point of order made by him. If the Chair 
will take the bill itself it will show that this necessarily comes within 
the rule of the House and the law, because the bill states that these 
appropriations are made for the contingent current expenses of the In- 
dian service and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various In- 
dian tribes. This is but a contingent or current expense growing out 
of the service itself, and it is only a question of judgment whether the 
money can be used so as to facilitate the service to the value of the 
amount appropriated. 

I do not think this is subject to the point of order. I do not see 
how it can be, because a large amount of the bill contains contingent 
expenses, this, that, and the other thing belonging to the Indian serv- 
ice. The case is not on all fours with the illustration made by the 
gentleman from Illinois, because each public building is an independ- 
ent enterprise within itself, it is local, there are no contingent expenses 
connected with it; but this isa bureau of the Government in which 
there are contingent expenses occurring annually, and they must con- 
tinue to occur as long as the bureau is in existence. 

Mr. CANNON, Take the Post-Office Department, for example, that 
isa Department of the Government. There are 60,000 post offices, 
where 60,000,000 of people get their mail matter. Under the general 
law itis the duty of the Government to provide offices, and the case 
would be much stronger there for an appropriation of $5,000,000 or 
any other sum to construct post offices. It is not everything required 
to carry on the Government that is in order upon a general appropria- 
tion bill. The establishment of a court does not authorize the con- 
struction of a public building, and it has never been so held. 1 think 
this is exactly on all fours with such a case. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, it would not be in 
order now to offer an amendment which I think would be appropriate 
to the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. A question of order is now pending. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. After the point of order is decided I would 
like to offer an amendment adding a provision that at all of these 
slaughterhouses cooks should be provided to cook this meat for the 
Indians. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHIVELY. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] a question. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Mississippi has the floor 


now. 

Mr. SHIVELY. If the gentleman is discussing the point of order I 
will not interrupt him. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam. Iam discussing the point of order and 
I am in order, I hope. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I am serious about 
this matter. This provision ought to go out on the point of order. I 
suggested my amendment in reply to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], whosaid that 
these slaughterhouses ought be established at points convenient for 
the Indians; that is upon the ground that the Indians will not ac- 
cept corn unless it is shelled. 

Mr. DORSEY. Notat all. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why can net you issue live beeves to them? 
Let the agencies issue live stock and let the Indians slaughter them 
themselves. They ought to do something. My judgment is that this 
whole system is a fraud upon the United States Government and that 
the mogt consummate frauds in it are these Indian agents. I think this 
business is going to such an extreme that it simply burlesques legiti- 
mate Indian appropriations and the relations of the Government to the 
Indians. The idea that slaughterhouses shall be established at an ex- 
pense of $60,000 simply to save these Indians from the inconvenience 
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of walking some distance to get this beef is going to such an extreme 
wastefulness that Representatives of the people should strangle it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s argument is directed to the ex- 
pediency of the amendment rather than to the point of order which is 
made against it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, if Iam not enlightening the Chairman, 
I will yield the floor. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHIVELY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion. This bill makes several provisions for the construction of school- 
houses on Indian reservations. Those are specific appropriations, ap- 
propriating certain sums of money for that purpose. What distinction 
would the gentleman make betweeen a proposition of that kind and 
the one which is now under consideration ? 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that there is general legislation 
looking toward the constraction of schoolhouses, and therefore an ap- 
propriation along that line isinorder. If thereis no general or special 
legislation authorizing it, then the construction of any public building 
is not in order upon an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. PEEL. A few words, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE]. By the same course of rea- 
soning we might require him to send his Mississippi Indians to school 
here in Washington. It would take them only abouta month tocome 
and a month to go, and they could spend the rest of the time on the 
road. Now, the fact about this matter is this: We are appropriating 
large sums of money to try to teach these Indians to farm, hoping that 
they will some day be able to take care of themselves. Weare trying 
to get them to send their children to school so that they may learn how 
to make aliving. If they are required to spend most of their time in 
traveling to and from the places where they get their beef, obviously 
they will have but little time left to work on the farm or to go to school. 

I believe it is not an unusual thing for them to have to travel 75 or 
80 miles to the place where the rations are issued, and, traveling as 
they do, this leaves them little time for anything else, and the Com- 
missioner thought it would be a good policy to provide for the issue 
of the rations at such convenient points as to leave them no excuse for 
not attending to their farms and their schools. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If theyare workingon their farms, can they not 
raise their own cattle? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly; and they are trying to do so, but they must 
have something to eat while they are raising them. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Committee of the Whole 
will not adopt this amendment. We appropriate money in this bill; 
we appropriated money last year; we have appropriated money in de- 
ficiency bills; we have appropriated, it seems to me, morning, noon, 
and night, large sums of money to confirm treaties, large sums of money 
to allot lands in severalty, large sums of money to civilize the Indians, 
large sums of money to scatter them so that they might be amongst 
white people and thereby become civilized; and here is now a propo- 
sition to expend $60,000 to construct slaughterhouses in order that 
there may be more places where the beef or the pork for the Indians 
shall be issued. I do not believe this to be good policy. 

The gentleman says it now takes the valuable time of the Indian 
[laughter] to travel 20 or 30 miles to where the rations are issued; and 
that by means of the erection of slaughterhouses his supply of meat 
would be at his door and thereby he would be enabled to give his time 
to work. Now, the truth is—and I measure my words, because I think 
I have some knowledge about this matter—th-. truth is that as a gen- 
eral rule the only labor that the person to whom these rations are is- 
sued performs is the labor performed in traveling to get his rations, in 
cooking the rations, and eating them. 

You have deliberately pursued year after year the policy of pauper- 
izing the Indians. In the same way you could pauperize a similar 
number of white men—by giving them rations upon which they might 
live without work. 

Now, the Government is trying to get away from that policy. The 
humanitarians, the friends of the Indians, have at last discovered or 
profess to have discovered that the true policy is to scatter the In- 
dians, to divide their lands inseveralty. Wherein, then, isthe wisdom 
of constructing these slaughterhouses? I think if there is to be any 
change of policy the best course would be to let the Indians kill their 
own meat. I presume an Indian can kill a beef. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me improper to adopt 
the policy indicated by the amendment of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas. If these slaughterhouses are to be erected, where shall they be 
located? If in the northern portion of the reservation, it would be in- 
convenient to Indians in the southern portion; so if they should be 
erected in the southern portion, Indians in the northern part of the res- 
ervation would not be accommodated. The agency is generally pre- 
sumed to be in a most central position. 

As suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], if the 
Indians know anything at all, they know how to kill beeves and can 
helpthemselvesin this matter. Whetherit be the money of the Indians 
or the money of the Government that is to be expended in this way, 
it seems to me it would be far better spent in furnishing additional ra- 
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tions and fulfilling your treaty stipulations, thus doing away with oc- 
casion for war with the Indians. 

Why should not this $60,000 be devoted to the purchase of beeves, 
letting the Indians do their own slaughtering? I think the amend- 
ment is not wisely considered. 

Mr. PERKINS. As an amendment to the amendment I offer the 
provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out ‘* $60,000" and inserting ‘'30,000,"" 

Add the following: ‘“ Provided, That in this work Indian labor shall be em- 
ployed, as far as consistent with the Indian public service 

Mr. PEEL. Iacceptthatamendment. That amount will do to be- 
gin the experiment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment to the 
amendment, as offered by the chairman of the committee [Mr. Prr- 
KINS], does not obviate the radical objection to the amendment origi- 
nally proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas. If we start out on 
the policy of making expenditures of this sort, though the appropria- 
tion may now be only $30,000, we shall find that next session the de- 
mand will be for $60,000 or probably $100,000. It seems to me thisis 
a totally unnecessary expenditure. In my judgmentit is unwise with 
reference to the interests both of the Indians and the Government. 
The amendment to the amendment simply reduces the amount to be 
expended, but does not meet the objection to the original proposition. 

‘This proposition isan entering wedge; and if we make now anexpendi- 
ture of this kind, we go on increasing it from time to time at the various 
reservations. This year the amount may be $30,000, next year $60, - 
000, the following year $120,000, and soon. The money which we pro- 
pose to appropriate in accordance with the treaty stipulations to supply 
these Indians with rations had better be devoted to the purchase of 
beeves for the Indians, instead of expending it in erecting houses in 
which to slaughter the animals. 

Mr. PEEL. One word in reply to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. HooKER]. He overlooks one principle underlying all this In- 
dian service. The Sioux reservation is almost as large as a State of 
ordinary size, and a great many of the Indians live at a considerable 
distance—50 or 60 miles—from the agency where the supplies are is- 
sued. Now, under the existing law, the Indians have to come for the 
hbeeves and then drive them back. In this way many days are con- 
sumed by them. In this condition of things it is almost impossible 
for those engaged in teaching the Indians farming, etc., to make any 
satisfactory headway in the work. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. How are the beeves to get from 
the agencies to the slaughterhouses ? 

Mr. PEEL. They will be driven down under the control of such 
persons as the agent may put in charge. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Have you provided for that? 

Mr. PEEL. No; but the employ¢s cando it. There is no need for 
it. Two or three hands can drive forty or fifty beeves or more at a 
time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Have you made provision for 
the slaughterhouses to be watched between times? 

Mr. PEEL. They undoubtedly will be taken care of. 

The committee thought it better, Mr. Chairman, to let the Indians 
occupy their time in doing work of that kind rather than to come 40 
or 50 miles, as they do, many of them, with their wagons to the agency 
for their rations; and then when they get them start back home, going 
2 or 3 miles a day and camping wherever they feel like it, so that by 
the time they reach home the rations are all gone, and they are about 
ready to come back again for more. 

Mr. DORSEY. That is correct. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
It seems to me that this idea of appropriating for slaughterhouses for 
the Indians’ beef is ridiculous—simply absurd. 

The gentleman says that the Sioux reservation is as large as some 
of the States of the Union. That may beso. Nodoubtitis. But I 
happen to live in a county which, I think, has more people in it than 
there are in the entire Sioux nation, and I do not think that there is 
but one slaughterhouse in the county, and that did not cost over $300, 
The people there know how toslaughter their beeves. They grow them 
and slaughter them for themselves, and the Indians ought to be made 
to learn it. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Indians do not have the beeves to slaughter. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, it is time that they were learning. They are 
pretty good at slaughtering, and it is time they should learn to do some- 
thing for themselves. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Government furnishes them with the slaugh- 
tered beef. 

Mr. KELLEY. Our people are not furnished with rations or beef, 
either on foot or slaughtered. They have to raise it for themseives, 
and they have to learn how to kill it. 

It seems to me that we are making the Indian appropriation bill 
simply ridiculous by providing such amendmentsas this. We had just 
as well appropriate a thousand dollars for looking-glasses for the In- 
dians. It would be moresensible in fact, because they would better ap- 
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preciate it, and it would do more good than this appropriation of sixty 
thousand, or thirty thousand I believe it is now, which is proposed 
here for slaughterhouses—absolutely more good. Why, we are going 


on at this ridiculous rate appropriating for all of the items that the In- 
dians may happen to need or that we fancy they need, so I suppose 
after awhile we will furnish them with whip-crackers to whip their 
ponies, when they can make them better than anybody else. Itisa 
ridiculous policy and ought to be stopped. 


They know how to slaughter their own beeves,and if the beef is issued 
to them on foot the Indians will be less liable to be swindled by the 
agents or the contractors who issue the rations than they would other- 
wise be. Complaint has been made that the Indians have been wronged 
in the issues of their beef. So, if you issue the beef to them on foot that 
complaint will cease to exist. 

ir. HILL. Let me ask the gentleman whether there is any pro- 
vision in the biil for napkins and waiters for the Indians, and tables? 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman asks if there is a provision for nap- 
kins, waiters, etc., in the bill. We have not reached that portion of 
the bill, or at least I have not yet been able to find it, but I sup 
the gentleman is at liberty to offer an amendment to effect that object, 
and it would be just as proper as this amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
whether, if we provide for slaughtering this beef and distributing it in 
that manner, it would not result in the destruction and waste of great 
quantities of the beef. Would it not be impossible to keep it for de- 
livery to the Indians? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think so; unless we also make provision for ice- 
houses and the distribution of ice amongst them, in order that they 
might carry the beef around and camp wherever they please in their 
wagons. It would be much less liable to spoil if sent around on foot. 
That is the only way to doit. Let them slaughter it themselves. 

{ tere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to see the experiment of 
Indian labor tried with the thirty-thousand-dollar appropriation pro- 
vided by the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

| wish to know whether I have been deceived in the last six or eight 
years in trying to educate an Indian boy at Hampton, teaching him a 
trade and sending him back to help his tribe out of the wilderness. I 
want to know if these boys can do anything. I think it is a wise sug- 
gestion to let them have a chance to labor for themselves on this work 
and to employ nothing but Indian labor. This is a small amount, and 
if the trial proves to be successful it will partly solve this question of 
the civilization of the Indian, a question in which the country is so 
much interested. 

| have this morning received a circular from an Indian association 
in Boston. I presume other members have received the same thing. 
The whole country is awake to this idea of civilizing and making citizens 
of the Indians. I will include this circular as a part of my remarks. 

The circular referred to is as follows: 

BOSTON INDIAN CITIZENSHIP COMMITTEE—MEMORIAL, 


The Boston Indian citizenship committee, in view of recent events at the 
West, renews its solemn appeal to Congress and the country for the immediate 
extension of the ordinary laws of the land over the Indian reservations. They 
call all men to witness that the time has gone wholly by for treating the tribal 
Indians as if they were aliens, beyond our full power of legal control; and, if 
this be so, that wecan not, with safety for them and ourselves, continue to gov- 
ern them by arbitrary methods unknown to our Constitution and ourinherited 
system of law. 

This committee has long been persuaded that it is practicable at once to cx- 
tend over the tribal Indians the orderly protection and restraints of a system of 
law. A bill havingthat end in view was carefully prepared by the Indian asso- 
ciations of the country several years ago, under competent legal advice, and 
was introduced into the Senate of the United States. hese associations have 
urged this matter upon the Indian Committee of the Senate, but as yet without 
effect. 

It is not the exact details of this or any measure that we insist upon, but its 
main feature; that is to say, the immediate adoption of some adequate and 
effectual law that will take these people and their preperty out from arbitrary 
control, and submit them to the protection and to those beneficent and civiliz- 
ing restraints of the Constitution and the laws which extend to all other human 
beings whatsoever whose home is within our borders. 

It is one of the greatest evils of our present methods that the efforts of good 
men to help the Indians, like those of the present excellent Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, are brought to naught by irregular political influences. 

We desire to record our belief that this country has no duty towards the In- 
dians so solemn and so instant as that of bringing these poor people under the 
protection and the control of the ordinary laws of the land. 

Hon. F. O. Prince, president; Joshua W. Davis, vice president; J. 8. 
Lockwood, secretary; Hon. H, O. Houghton, treasurer; Rev. 
Edw. E. Hale, D.D.; Hon. John D. Long, Frank Wood, Wm. H. 
Lincoln, J. Evarts Greene, Prof. James B. Thayer, F. J. Simmons, 
A. L. Coolidge, Edwin M. Bacon, 8. B. CG , Hon. Rufus 8. Frost, 
Rev. ©. L. Woodworth, D. D., Rev. Geo. M. Boynton, Rev. Francis 
Tiffany, Mrs. Stephen H. Bullard, Mrs. Mary Hemenway, Mrs, W. 
W. Goodwin, Mrs. 8. T. Hooper, Miss M. E. Dewey, Miss Alice M. 
Longfellow, Miss Alice M. Jones, Mrs. H. O. Houghton, Mrs. A. L. 
Coolidge, Mrs. Frank Wood, Mrs. Rufus 8. Frost. 

Boston, February 3, 1891, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would suggest to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FLowER] that theamendment proposed does not limit this 
labor to Indians. 

Mr. FLOWER, Yes, the last amendment did. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think not. 

Mr. FLOWER. I willask thegentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Pex] 
if that is not correct? 
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Mr. PEEL. As far as practicable it confines it to Indian labor. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

I am surprised at my friend from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. He isa 
Western manand I supposed he understood something about the West- 
ern Indians. Now he asks that we send the beef to the Indianson the 
hoof. That system was tried years ago, and fortunately it has been 
stopped by the late Commissioner of Indian Affairs, on complaint made 
by officers of the Army. When the beef was issued to the Indians on 
foot, the Indians on the reservation gathered at the slaughterhouse 
and had a big buffalo hunt. Twelve or fifteen hundred wild Texas 
steers were in the corral, and would be run down the chute one at a 
time. Tenor fifteen Indians who were entitled to the issue of one steer 
were put at the mouth of the chute, armed with their Winchesters. The 
steer was beaten on the back as he went down the chute, and as he 
sprang out onto the prairie the Indiansstarted afterhim. They would 
chase him perhaps a hundred yards, when one of the Indians would 
fire his Winchester, and a horn would drop. Then another Indian 
brave would fire at the other horn and that would drop off, and after 
chasing the poor animal for half an hour perhaps they would end his 
misery by killing him. Then they would have a great powwow, as 
though they had shot a buffalo. The squaws would gather around 
that steer, strip him of his hide, gather up everything, and take it to 
camp. The issue lasted usually two days. During that time ten or 
twelve hundred steers would be turned over to the Ogalalla Sioux and 
other Sioux at the Pine Ridgeand Rosebud agencies. Westopped that, 
and now we propose to continue what we are doing; that is, to issue the 
beef to the Indiansslaughtered. We kill the steer and turn it over to 
the Indians, and this amendment isin the rightdirection. It is recom- 
mended by the Indian agent, by the Indian Commissioner, by General 
Miles, that on these great reservations, where these people have to come 
60 or 80 miles to get their beef, the slaughterhouses should be nearer 
their places of residence; and I am in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
DoRSEY] has stated better than I could what I intended to state if he 
had not. The object of this appropriation for the Indian is to aid him 
in his civilization, and if the gentleman had added to his picture that 
the squaws and boys, many of them, would drink the blood and eat 
the entrails of the slaughtered animal he would state the truth. 

Mr. DORSEY. I thought of that and I will say that it is true, but 
I did not choose to state it. 

Mr. MANSUR. These are reasons why weshould do this thing ana 
prevent them from indulging in these savage practices. But there is 
one additional reason also that I desire to call the attention of the House 
to why this should be done. Under the old system of beef issues the 
strong men and braves would take the first choice of beef, and the weak 
and poor would be driven off and half starved, and they would in divers 
instances only get the bones and the shins; whereas, if the beef is dis- 
tributed by our own forces, equity can be done in the matter of dis- 
tribution. In the interest of fair play I think this should be done. I 
agree with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY ] that these Indians 
know how t6 slaughter as well as our people do. They can take the 
hide off from the buffalo or deer or an ox, or the scalp off of a man, as 
quickly as any race of people I know of; but for the reasons I have 
stated I think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to limit all debate on the 
pending amendment and amendments thereto to one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr, Surru]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I want to know whether 
these proposed slaughterhouses are for the education of the Indians in 
slaughtering, and if so the slaughtering of what? 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a question of order. I think the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] was accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Arizona completed his 
remarks? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. No, sir; I have not concluded. I say, if 
this proposition is to educate the Indian in slaughter, he already knows 
enough about that. If thisis for the slaughter of beeves, the slaughter 
of Indians, or the slaughter of white people, I shall object to it, unless 
you exclude the beeves and the white people. That is all I have to 
say about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. That amend- 
ment was accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the committee must vote upon it. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

A’ division was demanded. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understood the chairman of the committee to have 

that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the committee must vote upon the same, 
nevertheless. The question is on the amendment. Does the gentle- 
man demand a division ? 
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Mr. HOOKER. I understand the gentleman from Arkansas ac- 
cepted the amendment. 

Mr. PEEL. I did. 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SLAUGHTERHOUSES AND ISSUE STATIONS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


This amount, to be expended under the direction of*the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs in the erection of slaughterhouses and issue stations on Indian 
reservations, $30,000: Provided, That in this work Indian labor shall be em- 
ployed as far as consistent with the interests of the public service. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


MISCELLANEOUS. 

Aiding Indian allottees under act of February 8, 1887, reimbursable: This 
amount, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in 
aiding Indians who have taken land in severalty under the act of February 8, 
1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to In- 
dians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,’’ to 
establish themselves in homes thereon, to procure seed, farming implements, 
and other things necessary, in addition to means already provided by law or 
treaty, for the commencement of farming, $15,000: Provided, That Indians who 
have or may take their land in severalty by individual allotments, and who have 
or may become citizens of the United States, may lease their lands for coal, lead, 
zine, or other mining purposes for a period not exceeding twenty-five years : 
And provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to 
apply the balance of the sum carried upon the books ofthe Treasury Department, 
under the title of “ Homesteads for Indians,” in the employment of allotting 
agents and payment of their necessary expenses, to assist Indians desiring to 
take homesteads under section four of “An act to provide for the allotment of 
lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the pro- 
tection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and 
for other purposes,’ approved February 8, 1587. 


Mr, PERKINS. I move as an amendment, in line 15, to insert the 
words ‘subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.”’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to line 15, page 42, the following words: ‘‘subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior.” 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection the amendment will be con- 
sidered as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For completing the necessary surveys within the Chippewa Indian reserva- 
tions in Minnesota, under the provisions of the act approved January 14, 1889, 
$25,000, reimbursable. 


Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to line 21, on page 43. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by siriking out after line 21, page 43, the words “twenty-five” and 
insertingin lieu thereof the words “‘ one hundred and eighty,” soas to make it 
read, “$180.” 


Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment 
is this: The surveyor general of Minnesota estimates that it will re- 
quire $212,000 to complete the surveys of these lands. There are some 
four and a half million acres. Under the terms of the act by which 
these lands are ceded to the United States it is made the duty of the 
Commissionerof Indian Affairs to proceed at once to complete the sur- 
veys, so that the lands may be allotted to the Indians and the pine 
timber on the lands sold. Let me say also to the committee in that 
connection that the Government of the United States have already 


id out the sum of $500,000, and are paying annually to those In- | 


dians $90,000 as interest upon the fund which is to arise from the sale 
of these lands, which can not be sold until they are surveyed. The 
bill provides $25,000 for these surveys. If that amount is given each 
year toward surveying these lands it will take nearly eight years to 
complete the surveys. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How are these surveys to be made—by contract? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Yes, sir; through the surveyor general of the 
State. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can theamountcalled for by your amendment be 
used during the next fiscal year? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Ithinkso. The estimate for completing the ¢ 1r- 
veysis $212,000. There isa sum now on hand under theappropria ‘ion 
made last year; so that I think with $180,000 that would be sufficient 
for the present time. 

Mr. GIFFORD. How many acres are there to be surveyed ? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Four anda half millions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that if 
$25,000 a year was i each year it would take eight years 
to complete the survey of these lands? 

Mr. COMSTOCK, Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And in the mean time we are paying 3 per cent. 
per annum on how much money? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. On $3,000,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. So that it would seem to be in the interest of 
economy to appropriate a sufficient amount to make the surveys with- 
out delay ? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Yes, sir; and this is all to be reimbursed. So 
that I see no reason why the amendment should not be adopted. 


a 
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Mr. HOOKER. How is it to be reimbursed ? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. It isto be reimbursed from the proceeds of the 
sale of these lands, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Chairman, this amount asked for by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota is recommended by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and was submitted to the Committee on Indian 
Aftairs for its consideration. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Why did not your committee recommend that 
amount? 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee in considering the matter was of 
the opinion that $180,000 could not be used in one year to advantage 
in making these surveys. ‘The amount asked for is almost as much as 


the amount appropriated by Congress for the surveys of all the public 
lands of the United States; and to survey a single Indian reservation 
in Minnesota it did not occur to the committee would require as much 
as to survey the public lands of the United States in all the Western 
States and Territories; and hence we did not recommend to appropriate 


the amount asked for. 
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lt seemed to the committee that it was an extravagant estimate and 
an extravagant demand. It may be that more than $25,000 could be 
used expeditiously and economically, and while it is true that there 
is to be a reimbursement from the funds realized from the sale of this 
land, so that in the end it will not cost the Government anything to 
do this work of making this survey, we were willing to appropriate 
whatever the committee on investigation thought could be used to ad- 
vantage in a single year. If my friend from Minnesota thinks that 
$25,000 is not sufficient and will ask for $50,000, I, for one, will not 
interpose any objection, but I do not think that $180,000 can be used 
economically and well in a single year in this work. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What does the gentleman from Kansas think is 
the maximum amount that could be used in one year? 

Mr. PERKINS. Fifty thousand dollars, perhaps, could be used. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Let me suggest to the gentleman that $50,000 
was appropriated last year—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, and not all of it consumed. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. It has been all used except about $8,000. But, 
rather than detain the committee, I will accept the suggestion that 
this amount be limited to $50,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I would like to ask the chairman 
of the committee if these surveys are made under the surveyor general 
of Minnesota ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the surveyor general of Minnesota. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Why, under the appropriation just 
made often there is not clerical force enough to use up more than $25, - 
000, and that ought to be a sufficient amount for this year. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] that I fully concur with the gentleman from Washington. 
Why, the appropriation for the new State of Idaho (and it is more 
than they can use) is only about $20,000, and for Washington it is only 
$60,000, and they are using not more than a third of it, and as the 
gentleman from Washington has well said, the capacity of the ma- 
chinery of the office of the surveyor general’s office to make the plats 
will not permit the utilization in this case of more than $20,000 or 
$25,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. The view the committee took was that $180,000 
could not be used with advantage to the public service in a single year, 
but I am disposed to think that more than we give can be used, be 
cause we appropriated $50,000 last year, and most of it has been used 
already, and a few months of the yearyetremain. Iam willing there- 
fore that this amount shall be made $50,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment making the 
amount $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Irrigation, Indian reservations: For irrigating purposes on Indian reserva- 
tions, and instructing Indians in farming in connection therewith, $35,000, this 
amount to be immediately available 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of order, I wish 
to ask a question about this. Thelanguage in lines 6, 7, and 8 seems 
to make an appropriation for a new work, namely: ‘‘ For irrigating 
purposes on Indian reservations, etc., $35,000.’’ I would be glad to 
know by virtue of what law or treaty that appropriation is recom- 
mended, 

Mr. PERKINS. AsI remember it, we appropriated for this pur- 
pose $10,000 last year, and the Indian Office has asked for $150,000 this 
year. That was the estimate submitted to the committee, but upon 
investigation we decided to recommend $35,000, the amount in the 
bill. My judgment is that this is a very wise appropriation. As we 
all know, the Indians are confined largely to the arid lands of the 
West, and if they are to be made at all self-sustaining, if they are to 
be called upon to contribute to their own support, we must assist them 
in getting water upon those lands so that they can be made productive. 
In Dakota, in consequence of the dry season, the lack of water, the 
destitution which existed there, appealed to Congress with such force 
that we appropriated $150,000 for the assistance of the people there 
in the hour of their extremity, and if we can give the Indian Office the 
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amount that is carried by this provision it will assist in reclaiming 
hundreds and thousands of acres of arid Jands, and will do much, in 
the end, toward thesupport of these Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. PERKINS, With pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON. We have appropriated $47,000 for the relief of the 
starving white people in Oklahoma, and we will recommend an ap- 
propriation of $50,000 more, because they are starving. Why? The 
drought. Now, does the gentleman claim that in the absence of legis- 
lation authorizing it an appropriation would be in order in a general 
appropriation bill against a point of order to irrigate Oklahoma? It 
seems to me not; and until this question of the irrigation of Indian 
lands is settled by treaty and until there is legislation covering the 
whole matter, I, tor one, shall protest against entering upon the work 
in this way. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, my judgment is that the point of 
order is not well taken, This is a question of judgment for this com- 
mittee to consider, and I am willing to submit it to the committee. 
This is an appropriation to aid in the support of the Indian service for 
the approaching year, and my jadgment is that the pointof order is 
not well taken. Many of these appropriations for the Indian service 
are made not in pursuance of treaty or statute, but because of the ne- 
cessities arising in connection with the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman tosay 
that the work of irrization has been entered upon under existing law ? 

Mr. PERKINS. My impression was that wedid not make an appro- 
priation last year for this purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam disposed, Mr. Chairman, to think that I was 
wrong about that, as I do not find the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, Urless the work of irrigation has been entered 
upon, the point of order would be good against this paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON. It bas not been entered upon except in pursuance 
of a treaty; a case which presents an entirely different question. A 
treaty has recently been made with the Crows for the purchase of part 
of their reservation, and of the money that we pay them a portion is 
to be devoted to irrigation; but that, as I have said, is an entirely dif- 
ferent case. There has been no appropriation from the Treasury, in 
the absence of treaty stipulation, for the irrigation for the Indians, 

Mr. PERKINS. I believe, Mr. Chairman, there has heen no general 
appropriation made heretofore for this purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purposes of irrigation on the Fort Hall reservation, Idaho, to be reim- 
bursed to the United States from proceeds of sale of Pocatello town site and 
other lands, $50,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Imake the same point of order on this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must sustain the point of order un- 
less 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to suggest to my friend from Illinois that 
this expenditure is to be reimbursed to the Government; in no event 
can there be any cost to the United States, The Fort Hall reservation, 
situated in Idaho, is capable of irrigation; but without irrigation it is 
valueless. By legislation heretofore enacted we have provided for the 
sale of the Pocatello town sites, and from the sale of those lots a large 
fund will be realized for the benefit of the Indians occupying this Fort 
Hall reservation, who are anxious that some part of this fand should 
be used for the purpose of irrigating their lands—for the construction 
of irrigation ditches. I trust that my friend from Dlinois will not in- 
sist on this point of order, because in a year’s time or less all this 
money will be reimbursed to the Government, and meanwhile thou- 
sand of acres of land, to-day comparatively worthless because of their 
arid condition, will be made productive. 

Mr. CANNON. We have no right, in the absence of a treaty with 
these Indians, to take the proveeds of the sales of their property, the 
Pocatello town sites, and devote that money to irrigation. By put- 
ting in this provision for reimbursement we undertake to made a bar- 
gain for both parties. 

Mr. PERKINS. But they desire it. 

Mr. CANNON. What evidence is there that they desire it? 

Mr. PERKINS, Communications to the Indian Office. 

Mr.CANNON. Butatreaty isnot madein that way; and the United 
States would not be relieved from accounting for every dollar of this 
money. I say again, that when this work of irrigation isentered upon 
it should be done by a deliberate, well-considered measure of legisla- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist on his 
point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is obliged to sustain the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Pay of Indian police: For the service of not exceeding 850 privates, at $13 per 
month each, and not exceeding 75 officers,at $20 per aaah each, of Indian 
lice, to be employed in maintaining order and ene illegal traffic in 
iquor on the several Indian reservations and within the Territory of Alaska, 
and for the purchase of equipments and rations for policemen of nonration 
agencies, $150,600, 
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Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a point of order upon the word 
‘* thirteen,’’ in line 24, and upon the word “* twenty,’’ in line 25, for the 
reason that under the existing law the pay of the privates of this Indian 
police is $10 a month, which this provision proposes to increase to $13; 
and the pay of the officers is $15 per month, which this paragraph in- 
creases to $20. This increase is not authorized by law, and upon it I 
make a point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I agree that the point of order, if insisted upon, 
must be sustained by the Chair; but I did hope that neither my friend 
from Illinois nor any other member of the Committee of the Whole 
would insist upon the point. Experience shows that the service ren- 
dered by this Indian police is among the best service we get; it is in 
a modest way one of the best instrumentalities that we have to qualify 
the Indians for the duties of citizenship. 

The testimony and reports of the Indian agents agree in emphasizing 
the propriety and wisdom of this legislation. The Army is taking 
into service the Indians of the West and is paying them more than we 
propose to pay them by this provision. We have therefore concurred 
in the recommendation of the Indian Office that the pay of these pri- 
vates be increased from $10 to $13 dollars a month and the pay of the 
officers from $15 to $20. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not 
insist on his point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Substantially all these Indians where this police is 
employed get enough rations under treaty to feed them and enough of 
clothing to clothe them. These places as privates at $10 and as offi- 
cers at $15 are sought after. The trouble is not on account of under- 
pay; the trouble is, there is not employment enough for all the In- 
dians. Wherever you give an Indian employment it does more than 
anything else toimprove hiscondition. The question is not the amount 
of pay, but the giving of employment. I say this after very full in- 
vestigation of the matter some years ago, in connection with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. I must insist on the point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order being insisted upon, the Chair 
sustains it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move toamend the pending paragraph by striking 
out the words ‘‘ not exceeding eight hundred and fifty,’’ so that it will 
read ‘‘ for service of privates at $10 per month,’’ etc. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In this connection I wish to ask the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Perkins] what increase, if any, is made in the 
number of privates and officers by this bill as compared with the bill 
of last year. 

Mr. PERKINS., There is a small increase in the number; but the 
amendment I propose is to strike out the words which fix the number. 
At certain seasons of the year the Department may find it necessary to 
employ a greater number of police, and at other seasonsa smaller num- 
ber. In the opinion of the Indian Office this amendment would con- 
tribute to the good of the service; and I ask that this change be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What limitation would there then be on the num- 
ber? 

Mr. PERKINS. Last year there were seven hundred and fifty pri- 
vates. In this bill we have fixed the number at eight hundred and 
fifty, but I am asking to strike out that clause. We do not ask to 
change the number of officers; that is the same as last year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, there will be no limitation whatever upon 
the number of privates ? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, but we limit the amount appropriated in the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as modi- 
fied by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “not exceeding eight hundred and fifty ” and the words 


“not exceeding seventy-five,’ so that it will read : 
For the service of privates at $10 per month, and of officers at $15 per month. 


Mr. CANNON. I think that is a wise amendment, although the 
amount carried is an increase of $27,600 this year more than last. I 
am quite content, however, that it should be so, because the necessi- 
ties of the service may be such as to make the expenditure wise. It is 
not the amount I objected to, but to the increase of salaries, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I hope this 
amendment w ‘1 prevail. 

One of the cc vplaints made in the matter of the civilization of the 
Indians is that w \ give them nothing todo. This does provide some 
occupation for thea, something that will bring them into the habits 
and ways of civilized people. I would have been glad if the other 
provision in regard to pay had also been retained. 

I think the experience we have had with the Indians teaches us that 
no better method can be adopted to civilize them than to take them 
into the police service and toemploy them in that way, as well as in 
the Army of the United States, and thus bring them under habits of 
military discipline, subject to order, and train theminobedience. This 
provisign will have an effect in that direction. 

We have tried the experiment with Indian scouts in the Army, and it 
has worked admirably wherever they have been employed. 

It is the strong desire of the War Department that we make this in- 
crease, so I think it is in the right direction, 
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I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
The amendment of Mr. PERKINS was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That the commission appointed by the President to treat with the Prairie band 
of Pottawatomiesandthe iene Indians in Kansas be continued, and thatthe 
balance of unexpended funds appropriated for that purpose by act of March 2, 
1889, is hereby reappropriated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of line 7, page 46. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

P 46, after line 7, insert the following: 

“That in all cases where entries were made of Osage ceded or trust lands in 
Kansas with the permission and in conformity to the rulings and decisions of 
the officers of the local land offices, and to wnich there were not at the time ad- 


verse claimants, and to which no adverse claifm has been asserted for three years 
or more, that such entries be, and the same are hereby, validated and approved. 


Mr. CANNON. I must interpose a point of order until I hear an 
explanation of that. 

Mr. PERKINS. It carries no appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. It may validate the title to 10,000 acres. 
know what the effect of it may be. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have here aletter which will explain the matter. 
I will suggest to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] that under the 
act of Congress of 1876 the local officers of the land office in Kansas 
held that a settler upon the Osage lands need not confine his entry to 
160 acres of land, as the lands were to be sold for the benefit of the | 
Indians at $1.25 per acre. 

The land officers held that the requirements or provisions of the pre- 
emption law did not apply, and in many instances people were per- 
mitted to enter upon and pay for more than 160 acres of land. Now, 
the decision of the Land Officeis that these entries in excess of 160 acres 
were not authorized and are illegal. These entries were made years 
ago and made in good faith, and paid for in full. The settlers made 
valuable improvements upon the lands. In many cases they subse- 
quently sold them to innocent purchasers, or subsequently mortgaged 
them to mortgage companies; the title has passed from individual to 
individual, and equities have grown up that, in my judgment, ought 
to be protected by Congress. ‘The object of this amendment is to pro- 
tect those settlers where there has been no intervening claim or contest 
for three years or more, and that is all there is to this amendment. 

I have a long letter here from one of these purchasers, showing that 
he purchased the land under the conditions I have suggested, and has 
expended more than $20,000 in the way of improvements upon the 160 
acres of land, and now finds himself without title to it. There has 
been no intervening equity, no contest, nothing except that the De- 
partment has held that the entry was not authorized. 
ment has prepared a bill and submitted it to Congress to remedy this 
difficulty, and it has passed the Senate, I think; but for fear we might 
not get the opportunity to consider such a measure, I have offered this 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] whether in any of the cases covered by this 
amendment there has ever been application under the statute for the 
refunding of the purchase money ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. PAYSON. There have been very many such cases. 

Mr. PERKINS. Of course I am willing that the amendment should 
be modified so as to except such cases. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman knows that under the statute, where 
an entry has been made, and the Government received the money, and 
the land was not subject to entry, the statute provides for the refund- 
ing of the purchase money. And in some instances the money has been 
refunded. 

Mr. PERKINS. My amendment was not intended to cover such 
cases. 

Mr. PAYSON. In terms it would. 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps it would, and I am willing that a condi- 
tional provision should be added to cover that. 

Mr. LANSING. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I propose simply to offer and have 
pending a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question of order will have to be first de- 
cided. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] insist on his 
point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. My friend says ‘‘Do not insist.’’ It may be the 
most proper provision in the world, but we are notified that a substi- 
tute is already proposed. This amendment is absolutely foreign to the 
Indian bill, and now comes this proposed substitute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Offered in the event only that the point of order 
is sustained as to this. 

Mr. TARSNEY. It does not enlarge it, but is only explanatory. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the safer way is to confine ourselves to the 
consideration of the Indian bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
is new legislation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I assent to that, Mr. Chairman, but the equities 
are so great in the cases I have mentioned that I trust my friend from 
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Milinois will not insist upon the point of order, because it carries no ap- 
propriation and does no wrong to the Government of the United States, 
and only protects settlers where there are uncontested equities which 
have intervened. 


Mr. CANNON. How many of these holdings are there? 


Mr. PERKINS. A great many of them. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, the bare statement is sufficient. Perhaps it 
may be the most proper thing in the world, yet it can not be considered 


intelligently upon a bill of this kind, and I reluctantly make the point 
of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. TARSNEY. Iofferthe following, to be inserted in the same place. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That, by the act of July 15, 1870, and acts supplemental thereto, providing 
ieee peremane of the Osage Indian trust and diminished reserve lands in the 
State of Kansas, and providing for the sale and opening to settlement of said 
lands, wherein it was provided that claimants for said lands should be actual 
residents thereon, and should have the qualifications of pre-emptors of lands 
under the general pre-emption laws, it was not intended that snch acts should 
be so construed as to require, before the issuance of certificates therefor by the 
officers of the land office, that the claimantshould make proof of an actual bona 
fide residence of six months or any other definite period upon said lands, or 
that said claimant had made actual improvements thereon, it being the intent, 

xope, and purpose of said acts that said lands should be sold for cash; the 
cnly limitation thereon being that the claimant, at the time of filing declar- 
atory statement, should be an actual settler on the lands declared upon, and 


should have the qualifications of pre-emptors. 


Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on this, that it is not in 


| order on this bill, and that it is new legislation. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that that amend- 
ment is not subject to the point of order. 

There is no question but the condition which the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. PERKINS] has pointed out exists in regard to these 
lands and that it is a very serious condition, that has existed ever since 
the opening of the land for settlement, growing out of conflicting opin- 
ions rendered by the land officers, based upon a misconstruction of the 
statute providing for the opening of the land to settlement. This 
amendment which is offered is not subject to the point of order that it 
is new legislation or that it changes existing law, because its scope and 
purpose are simply to declare what is and has been the law from the 
beginning and interprets the law as it was intended at the time it was 
enacted. 

I call the attention of the committee to this provision in the origi- 
nal act opening these lands for settlement. It provided: 

Which shall be open to settlement after survey, excepting the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections, which would be reserved to the State of Kansas for school 

yurposes, and which shall be sold to actual settlers only, such settlers being 
reads of families or over twenty-one years of age, in quantity not exceeding 
169 acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre, payment 
to be made in cash within one year from the date of settlement or after the 
passage of this act. 

A subsequent act provided that the claimants to these lands should 
be actual settlers upon the lands, and should have the qualifications of 
pre-emptors. Under the act in construing this provision of law the 
local land officers have been making various conflicting decisions, some 
in the same office holding at one time that in order to be competent to 
obtain titles to these lands claimants must have not only the qualifica- 
tions of pre-emptors, but must carry with them all the other things 
which the pre-emption law requires to obtain title, to wit, must have 
actually resided on the property for six months and have made valua- 
ble improvements thereon, 

These conflicting decisions, conflicting in the local land offices, have 
been carried to the Land Office here and to the Interior Department. 
Conflicting opinions have been rendered both in the Land Office and 
in the Interior Department, and hence the claimants on these lands 
for ten years have been prevented, many of them, from obtaining their 
patents because of these conflicts in the construction of this particular 
act. 

Now, the scope of the amendment which I have sent to the desk is 
to make no new law; is to create no new rights; is not legislating 
anew as to the right of claimants to these lands; but is declaring what 
the Land Office and the officers of the Land Office declare they know 


| was the original intent, scope, and meaning of this act, and to give to 


the settlers the right to obtain their patents when they have complied 


| with the requirements which are inserted in this act of Congress, to wit, 


payment in cash of $1.25 per acre for the land; and that they should 
have simply the qualifications of pre-emptors, and that they should 
have been settlers, actual settlers, upon the land, not six months, as 
some of these opinions hold, not that they should have made valuable 
improvements upon them by building houses and other acts, but that 
they should have actually settled upon the land. 

I maintain, and the Assistant Attorney General of the Interior De- 
partment himself concedes, that it was undoubtedly the intention of 
Congress at that time that an actual settlement upon the land was in- 
tended, but not the provisions of the pre-emption laws as to time; and 
it is at their request and to clear up this cloud of conflicting opinion 
that this amendment is offered. 

Now as to the point of order. We merely declare what in this act of 
1879 was the intention of Congress, not intending to make any new law, 
but declaring what was the intent and purpose of the original act. 
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We do not intend to change it, but only to give a legislative construc- 
tion as to the meaning of Congress when that original act was passed. 
Therefore I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that it is not new legislation, 
that it does not change existing law, but conforms to the true intent 
and purpose of the original law. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, it is a legislative construction ofa 
law about which there is a dispute. Ido not desire to say anything 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to continue the Cherokee commission 
provided for by act approved March 2, 1889, $20,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment tothe 
paragraph containing lines 14, 15, and 16, on page 46. I reserve the 
point of order, in the first place, on that proposition, that there is no 
law authorizing this appropriation. I believe there is no law provid- 
ing for this commission. I admit there was appropriated in the last 
fiscal year $20,000 for this purpose, but I am not aware of any law pro- 
viding for the commission. 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, there is. 

Mr. PEEL. We have provided for that fortwo years previously. 
We had already provided for it, and it has been running for two years, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it will be found that while there was a 
provision made, it was merely a temporary provision, and not intended 
tobe permanent. But however that fact may be, I will offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 14, 15, and 16, on page 46, and insert the following: 

‘*The Secretary of the Interior ishereby authorized to continue negotiations 
with the Cherokee nation for the ptrpose of procuring the Cherokee Outlet, and 
shall report to Congress any additional contract that may be made for the ap- 
proval of Congress,” 

Mr. HOLMAN, A word in support of that proposition. This ap- 
propriation of $20,000 has been made, I believe, for three successive 
years, Now, it is a well-known fact that if this Cherokee nation 
treats at all it will treat only with your Secretary of the Interior or 
your President, and therefore there is no possible necessity for this 
commission. It has accomplished nothing and it will not accomplish 
anything. The negotiations should be directly between the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Cherokee nation, and if any conditional contract 
is entered into for the approval of Congress it will be made in that 
way, in my judgment, and not through this commission. There is no 
possible excuse for this expenditure, as my friend, I think, will agree 
upon a moment’s reflection. 

Mr. PEEL. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana I desire to 
say that he certainly has not kept himself well informed of the prog- 
ress of the work of this commission. It has negotiated four or five 
agreements with the various Indian tribes, with the Sacs and Foxes, 
with the Kiowas, with the Pottawatomies, with the Cheyennes and 
Arapahoes, and with the Shawnees, It has made five different agree- 
ments with indian tribes in the last nine or ten months. Bills have 
passed the Senate ratifying most of those agreements and several have 
passed the House, and the effect of carrying out the agreements will 
be to open up a large amount of land to settlement. 

The commission has been doing exceedingly fine work, and I have 
heard the Secretary himself say that he was desirous that it should be 
continued. I know itis not the desire of the Secretary of the Interior 
or of the President to discontinue this commission and take a new one. 
The members of the commission are now familiar with the people and 
the country out there and with the work they have entered upon, and 
it would take any other set of men years to acquire the knowledge 
which they now possess. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho1- 
MAN] will think for a moment he will see that the effect of striking 
this out would be simply te cripple the service, leaving the Secretary 
under the necessity of making new arrangements. The commission 
have had negotiations for the Cherokee Outlet pending before them, 
Propositions made to and fro; none have been accepted yet, but they 
are still pending, and the commission is ready to return to the Terri- 
tory in a few weeks and continue those negotiations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend does not point to an example similar to 
this. The treaties negotiated with the Arapahoes, the Cheyennes, and 
the Kiowas belong to an entirely different class. Those are compara- 
tively wild Indians, but these Cherokees are cultivated people, and 
the members of their respective legislative bodies are men of intelli- 
gence and ability. 

They understand their rights just as weli as we do, and if they 
negotiate at all, it will be with your Secretary of the Interior or with 
your President. This bill just bristles with appropriations of money, 
swelling up into the millions, which are of no benefit whatever to the 
Indians themselves. The personnel appropriated for in this bill is sim- 
ply alarming, while the amount that goes to the Indians is compara- 
tively a mere trifle. 

The bill is loaded down with provisions for ‘‘commissions’’ and 
“‘agents’’ and ‘‘special agents,’’ so that this immense sum of money, 
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which purports to be the benevolent provision of this nation for the 
benefit of these unfortunate tribes, is really a provision for the benefit 

of a great body of publicemployés. I wish to say a further word to my 

friend from Arkansas. I feel that this nation is honored by the position 

which the Cherokees have taken. There has not been of late an In- 

dian treaty negotiated, not even the recent treaty with the Sioux In- 

dians through the commission with which General Crook, one of the 

best and purest of our public men, was connected—there has not been, 

I say, a single treaty negotiated with the. Indians, not even that one, 

which really bears any earmark of a treaty. They are not treaties, 

We determine what we will pay for the lands and we make use of 
the arbitrary and overbearing power of the Indian agents to compel 
acquiescence. You can not do that with the Cherokees. They will 
sell you their lands on such terms as they deem reasonable, but not 
otherwise. My friend from Arkansas has spent time enough among 
those Indians to understand exactly how these ‘‘treaties’’ are made. 
He understands very well the heartburning and sadness which at- 
tended the last days of General Crook’s life when that Sioux treaty 
was forced upon the Indians. My friend is aware that we make those 
so-called ‘‘treaties’’ ourselves. They are our own act, and we make 
use of the arbitrary power of the agents, the most arbitrary and over- 
bearing power ever exercised under a free government—we make use 
of that power, by withholding supplies from the Indians and by all the 
means which are at the command of the agents, to compel acquiescence 
in these so-called treaties. 

Therefore, it is a source of satisfaction that the Cherokees say to you, 
‘*We will negotiate with your President or the head of your Depart- 
ment, but not with subordinates.’’ If my friend’s statement is cor- 
rect, and I have no doubt it is, we have already been paying for three 
successive years, including the present year, $20,000 to these three 
gentlemen—— 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, no! They have not received half the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, we have been expending this money, while 
every day that Congress is in session there have been present here in 
Washington intelligent and cultivated men belonging to the Cherokee 
nation perfectly competent to speak for the Cherokees and to treat for 
them. I for one am glad that this Government has encountered one 
Indian tribe that asserts its manhood and demands that you shall stand 
by the solemn compact which you made with their fathers. You can 
do as you please with the Arapahoes and the Cheyennes and Kiowas. 
You can, through the power which your agents possess over the sup- 
plies, overwhelm any body of Indians and conquer them; but you can 
not do that with these Cherokees. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I hope tograpple squarely the propo- 
sition which has been laid down by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN]. If there be an arrogant, deceitful, overbearing, outrage- 
ous, tyrannical race of Indians left to-day in this country itis the 
Cherokees. Their history for a hundred years has been full of perfidy. 
There has not been a treaty from the beginning to the end that they 
have stood by. Yet through a false sympathy that many people en- 
tertain for them as Indians they have shifted the burden nearly every 
time from their shoulders to ours as the rs. They invited the 
creation of this commission. Their chief went before the Territorial 
Committee of the Senate and asked that the commission be formed. 
It was given them. 

The commission went down to their country and commenced opera- 
tions on the 3ist of July, 1889, eighteen months ago. Month after 
month has been squandered to no purpose. Our commission has been 
insulted in a way that we would not stand from any nation on God’s 
earth, Our commissioners have been tabooed. Indians who were dis- 
posed to show them any favors were called ‘‘traitors,’’ were charged 
with having sold out their nation, and were compelled in humiliation 
to hide their faces. Our commission, after eighteen months spent in 
this work, report that there is no use of attempting to do anything 
further. 

Let me state the circumstances under which this commission was 
formed. After the creation of the Territory of Oklahoma, with 23,- 
000,000 acres in round numbers, west of the ninety-sixth meridian, 
which is the eastern line of Oklahoma Territory, there was barely 
5,500,000 acres of land available for white settlement. There were left 
to the Indians 17,000,000 acres, on which there were only 5,800 In- 
dians, making, if the land were equally divided, 15,500 acres for each 
family of five Indians. In the States and Territories adjoining this 
Oklahoma country are a little less than 6,000,000 of our white popu- 
lation. They see this Cherokee Strip, 280 miles long and 60 miles wide, 
a perfect desert. North of and along the division line you can see for 
hundreds of miles ornamental trees, apple orchards, barns, fences, and 
every evidence of improvement and prosperity, while on the south all 
is desolation. 

These pgople know that the Cherokee Indians never did live on that 
strip, that it has never been occupied by them; yet it is held in‘its 
present condition of desolation to the detriment of our people who are 
seeking homes in that region. No wonder that the poor people among 
the nearly six millions of hite persons in the adjacent States and Ter- 
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ritories, when they see this desert of desolation, desire that this area lands for white settlement on terms and conditions fair and equitable 


‘of land shall be opened up. With this view we have sent our commis- 
sion there to treat with those Indians. Conferences have been held 
with them at great length during the last eighteen months; but the 
propositions which have come back from the Indians have been arro- 
gant and audacious in all their claims and pretensions. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. I ask that my time may be extended for five 
minutes. 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

There being no objection, Mr. MANSUR’S time was extended as re- 
quested. 

Mr. MANSUR. Now, this commission was created for the express 
purpose of dealing with the Indians owning these 17,000,000 acres of 
land adjacent to the No Man’s Land Strip and to the Oklahoma lands 
proper. The Oklahoma lands proper, containing 1,880,000 acres, were 
settled ina day. The census of June last shows that within fifteen 
months from the day those lands were thrown open over 60,000 white 
population have come there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Speculators! 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; many of them have been as honest in their 
attempts to procure homes as the gentleman from Indiana ever was in 
his effort to get into Congress; and he knows how honest he has been 
in that respect. 

Now, without interfering with the home reservations of the Cherokees 
at all, taking into consideration merely the lands that remain vacant 
in Oklahoma Territory—in other words, the west half of what was the 
Indian Territory—embracing in its whole area 23,000,000 acres, with 
5,800 Indians occupying 17,000,000 of acres, we find that if these lands 
weredivided up among the white families, after giving 160 acres to every 
one of the 5,800 Indians, old and young, male and female, they would 
furnish a quarter section of land or 160 acres to each of 105,000 white 
families. 

In other words, allowing five persons to a quarter section, that land 
is capable of sustaining three-quarters of a million of people. It is for 
the express purpose of treating with the Indians who hold these lands, 
and also of treating with the Cherokees for the outlet, that it is de- 
sired to perpetuate the existing commission by the appropriation em- 
bodied in this bill. The commission, if given the opportunity and if 
they do equally as good work in another year as in the last, can treat 
with all the Indian tribes existing there, and bring them to 160 acres 
of land each, taking the money that is received for their surplus lands, 
investing it for the benefit of the Indians at 5 percent., which will help 
to support them and provide for their education and comfort, and so 
enable us to throw open all the balance of their lands to white settle- 
ment, to be paid for at the rate of $1.25 an acre, which sum is the 
highest our commission paid to any of them. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Is not the stability of the population 
largely dependent upon the fertility of the lands? 

Mrz. MANSUR. Iam asked a question with regard to the fertility 
of the lands. I will state, Mr. Chairman, thatthere are many of these 
lands as fertile as those across the line which they adjoin in Kansas, 
and are exceedingly desirable lands for cultivation. It is true that 
the extreme western part of Oklahoma Territory, as you approach the 
mountains, is alkaline and saline in its character, and there the lands 
are very thin and nearly worthless, but the eastern part is capable of 
sustaining an agricultural population exceedingly well. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. Chairman, it would seem to be a 
cruel outrage upon the 70,000 and more white people who are now in 
the Territory of Oklahoma, who are confined to the exceedingly limited 
area of 2,000,000 acres or less, not to carry on negotiations by the aid 
of this commission, and so secure the balance of their lands after pro- 
viding equitably and well for all the Indians by giving to each of them 
allotments of 160 acres of land, and so, while doing justice to the In- 
dians under their various treaties and existing acts of Congress, render 
invaluable aid and assistance to our white population gathered in that 
region from all parts of the Union awaiting the opening of these lands 
for homes. That can be accomplished only through the aid of this 
commission, and I hope the provision will be retained. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this commission, as is known to gen- 
tlemen, was created by the provisions of an act of Congress, and an ap- 
propriation was made for it in the last session of the last Congress to 
continue it in existence. The Department found great difficulty in 
getting men of character and qualification to serve on the commission, 
and the work was necessarily delayed. But finally they succeeded in 
beginning it as it now exists. 

A distinguished gentleman, formerly chief executive of the State of 
Michigan, is chairman of the commission, a distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana is a member, and a distinguished gentleman from Ar- 
kansas constitutes the third member of the commission. They have 
done most excellent work. They have done as good work as any com- 
mission ever organized within the last twelve months. They have 
successfully negotiated treaties with five tribes, and if continued I 
have no doubt that they will be successful in making arrangements 
with the remaining tribes in Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory to 
secure the lands necessary for the Indian settlement and also open the 


as well as advantageous to both the whites and the Indians. It isthe 
desire of the Department that the commission should be preserved and 
provided for, and I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
will not prevail. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the point of order 
was withdrawn by my friend from Indiana, and that the proposition 
now is to strike out that clause of the bill which appropriates $20,000 

continuing the Cherokee Commission. 

I want to say, sir, that I had an opportunity the other day to be pre- 
sented to the gentlemen constituting that commission, and they stated 
what is known to the country, that they had failed to make 
ment with the Cherokee nation with regard to what i 
Cherokee Strip of land. 

They were also a com Mr, Chairman, for the purpose of 
agreeing with certain other Indian tribes in reference to the cession of 
their lands to the United States at a given price; and I understand 
from the commission that one or two of the tribes have already agreed. 

Mr. PEEL. They have negotiated with five of them. 

Mr. HOOKER, With five, my friend says. The Indians consented 
in these cases to take the amount offered by the Government for the 
lands purchased. I donot propose, therefore, to say anything in oppo- 
sition to that portion of the gentleman’s bill which proposes the con- 
tinuance of the commission with regard to these other Indian tribes; 
but as the commission, by its own concession, failed utterly and entirely 
to make any agreement with the Cherokee nation to cede the Chero- 
kee Strip, I do not see any necessity for making an appropriation to 
continue the negotiations for that reason; and I hope the chairman of 
the committee and his lieutenant on this side of the House will hear 
me when I say that they are limited, as I understand, by the act creat- 
ing that commission to offer the Cherokee nation $1.25 only for the lands. 

Mr. PEEL. Let me correct the gentleman. They are not limited 
to $1.25 an acre. They are authorized to offer that, and if accepted 
the lands would be open without further negotiations. 

Mr. HOOKER. Of course—— 

Mr. PEEL. But they are not limited. 

Mr. HOOKER, They are limited, as I understand, to $1.25 an acre. 
If that was accepted, then of course it wasa bargain consummated be- 
tween the Cherokees and the Government; but if they failed to do it, 
then it was not. I do not think, strictly speaking under the law, they 
were authorized to offer any more thanthis sum. I say that with def- 
erence to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Peet]. They did offer it, 
and it was rejected. 

Now, how do the Cherokee Indians hold the strip? As I have had 
occasion on this floor to demonstrate many times, by the production 
of the patents of the Government and by the uniform current of the 
treaties with these people, from the very origin of the matter down 
to the treaty of 1866, it has always been conceded that they held the 
title to this land by the patent of the Government, and by the treaties, 
as absolutely and unconditionally as they hold the lands on which 
they now have their residence and their reservation; and if the Govern- 
ment of the United States, treating with these people, should under- 
take to force from them these lands at less than they could get from 
any ether purchaser, it would bean act of injustice which I imagine the 
Government of the United States will never attempt to consummate. 

But, on the contrary, they have title to this land both by patent 
and by treaty, and they hold it by the same patents as they hold the 
land on which they live, and in the files of the Interior Department 
these patents are deposited. Surely the Congressof the United States 
will never so far forget the sense of justice which ought to charac 
terize a strong power ia dealing with a weakone. I care not whether 
you got a sufficient amount of land in the Territory of Oklahoma or 
not. When my distinguished friends were advocating its admission, 
it was said to be an El Dorado, and that hundreds of American farmers 
were waiting hungrily upon the borders of that land in order that they 
might go, upon the proclamation of the President, into the promised 
land. How did it turn out? 

Why, sir, such a scene of confusion was never seen as was witnessed 
in the Territory of Oklahoma when the President’s proclamation was 
made. Hundreds were found in there, Government agents and Gov- 
ernment employés, ready to pounce down upon the most valuable por- 
tions of the Territory of Oklahoma with their claims before that proc- 
lamation was ever issued atall. And now what has been the result ? 
This land_ of flowers, this land so much like paradise and which every 
body was anxious to go into, seems absolutely unable to sprout grain 
in many portions of it unless you turn the fertilizing power of the 
waters of heaven upon it or artificially water it in some way, and it 
seems incapable of sustaining its population. Its distinguished gov- 
ernor was recently in Chicago and other places making proclamation 
of the fact. 

Mr. PERKINS. If there is to be any further debate upon this pro- 
vision, I ask unanimous consent to pass it over temporarily, with per- 
mission to recur to it subsequently. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope that can be done, so that we can proceed 
with the consideration of the bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent to pass over this provision and proceed with the consideration 
of the bill. In the absence of objection it will be so ordered, and the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER, I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the proposition 
which now goes over is the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to 
strike out the appropriation for the Cherokee commission. 

The CHAIRMAN, Itis. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay J. K. Ozbun for services 
rendered as superintendent and teacher at the Osage agency, Indian Ter- 
ritory, during the years 1885, 1886, and 1887, $615— 

Mr. PERKINS said: I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 22, page 46, the following : 

“To be paid from the funds of the said Osage Indians,” 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to hearsome explanation of that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PERKINS. The service was rendered for the Osages, and their 
schools are all maintained from their fund. The Government con- 
tributes nothing to the schools of the Osage Indians and these services 
were rendered for them, but the compensation has not been made, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse Big Jim’s band of Ab- 
sentee Shawnees for losses sustained by reason of the forcible removal of said 
band from the Kickapoo reservation, in the Indian Territory, $17,215, to be paid 
upon the requisition of the principal chief thereof, and to be immediately avail- 
able, and to be accepted in full satisfaction of their demand, and in lieu of the 
appropriation heretofore made for this purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill [Mr. PERKINS] whether this appropriation was not made at 
the last session ? 

Mr. PERKINS, Itwas, but theIndians themselves have asked that 
it be changed as provided for in this provision of the bill. I have here 
a communication from their chief asking for this change. I will have 
it read if it is desired by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN]. 
The amount has not been paid them, but remains in the Treasury, and 
this is no additional sum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where were those Absentee Shawnees sent to, or 
were they sent south of the Canadian River ? 

Mr. PERKINS. They were located upon the Shawnee land and 
were removed; and this amount was appropriated at the last session 
ot Congress to make compensation to them; but the amount has not 
been withdrawn from the Treasury, and they ask to have it appropri- 
ated in this warrant, so that it may be available to them as individuals. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this money ought to be paid, and I think 
the subordinate agents of the Government have acted with unusual 
barbarity in that whole transaction. The Kickapoos, as my friend 
knows, were entirely satisfied that these Absentee Shawnees should 
remain on the land in the Indian Territory. In spite of that fact they 
were removed from those lands, from the fields which they were culti- 
vating, and where they were becoming rapidly civilized. 

Mr. PERKINS. I agree entirely with my friend from Indiana. It 
seems to me it was unwisely done; but they were removed from these 
lands and located upon the Pottawatomie reservation, and this appro- 
priation is in payment for the improvements they lost. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is aware, from the history of the times, 
that these Indians were in an unfortunate, wretched, and miserable 
condition so long as they remained on the Pottawatomie land south of 
the Canadian River; but the moment they weye gotten to the region 
oceupied by the Kickapoos they became an exceedingly enterprising 
and prosperous body of Indians. That was broken up for the purpose 
of getting the reservation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse Big Jim's band of Absentee 
Shawnees for losses sustained by reason of the forcible removal of said band 
from the Kickapoo reservation in the Indian Territory, $17,215, to be paid upon 
the requisition of the principal chief thereof, and to be immediatel qeatiahie, 


and to be accepted in full satisfaction of their demand, and in lieu of the appro- 
priation heretofore made for this purpose. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in after 
the paragraph just read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 47, after line 5, insert “for the removal of the agency and the con- 
struction of agency buildings at the new site, located on the Missouri River, for 
the Cheyenne agency, South Dakota, $15,000,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Having read as 


To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to transcribe and copy con- 


tracts, reports, and miscellaneous matters in his office, $2,500, for which pur- 
pose he may employ per diem clerks at net to exceed $2 per day. 
Mr. PEEL. An amendment should be made at line 10, of 47, 
after the word ‘‘each,’’ by adding ‘‘and to be immediately available.’’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding in line 10, page 47, after the word ‘each,”’ the following 


words: “and to be immediately available,” 
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matrons to teach Indian girls in housekeeping and ot 
a rate not exceeding $60 per month, $2,500. 


Congress approved 
ne whileen; 
n 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this amendment will be con- 


sidered as agreed to. 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to oar suitable persons as 


er household duties, at 


Mr. HOOKER.. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 


to indicate where this money is to be expended ? 


Mr. PERKINS. It is to be expended where in the judgment of the 


Commissioner it can be used to the best advantage. In the last ap- 
propriation bill we provided for one, and it was on condition that the 
friends of the Indians should provide, without expense to the Govern- 
ment, accommodations forthem. The experiment has proved reason- 
ably —ee and the Department asked for more, but we confined 
it to $2,500. 


Mr, HOOKER. Without reference to the question as to where they 


shall be located ? 


Mr. PERKINS. We did not, as a committee, designate where they 


should be located. 


The Clerk proceeded to read. 
Mr. HOOKER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I want 


to make an inquiry of the chairman of the committee with reference 
to a paragraph that has been read. I attempted to stop the reading 
by the Clerk, bnt his voice was louder than mine, and I did not have 
the opportunity to address the committee on it. I allude now to the 
paragraph which commences at line 15, page 47, and concludes at 
line 20: 


Pay of special agents: Pay of special agents to make allotments of lands, as 


required by section 10 of “An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,”’ 


I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Kansas, chairman of 


the committee, what provision there is now which authorizes the ap- 


pointment of these special agents in regard to allotments, in connec- 

tion with the surrender of the Indian titles under the organic act ? 
Mr. PERKINS. Nothing, whatever. If my friend will observe the 

provision more closely he will see that it simply gives the title of the 


act which provides for these agents. 


Mr. HOOKER. There is no power given to the agents to do any- 
thing as to the surrender of title. 

Mr, PERKINS. Only to make the allotments. 

Mr. HOOKER. In other words, it is not creating a commission 
there. 

Mr. PERKINS. Notatall. We only give the title of the act that 


provides for them, my friend will observe. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be required, are hereby 


appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise Seeremeeage, 
to enable the 5 | of gle to carry out the provisions o' 


the act of 
889; first, for the further compensation of Henry 
B. Carrington, special agent, for his services and his actual and necessary ex- 

securing the consent of certain Indian patentees of lands 
the Bitter Root — in Montana, and in appraising said lands and improve- 
ments thereon, as prov ded in said act, the sum of $1,057; and, secondly, to en- 
able the Secretary of the Interior to remove said Indian patentees, with their 
families, and to settle them upon the Jocko Indian reservation, in Montana, as 
provided in section 6 of said act, $5,500; in all, $6,557. 


Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment, to be inserted at 
line 12, e 48, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend at the end of line 12, page 48, after the word “ dollars,” by adding: 

“ That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, to become immediately available, to carry into effect section 2 of 
pan te Urnaiills sccngvation, ta Ge tans of Gonain, ond Grontion poses 

e . . 

therefor, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1885.” ees F 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is provided in the act of 
Congress of March 3, 1885, for the allotment of lands in severalty and 
for the benefit of the Umatilla Indians of the State of Oregon, that that 
immense reservation should be first surveyed and then properly ap- 
praised. A commission was appointed for the purpose of conferring 
with the Indians and bringing about the allotment. It is further pro- 
vided thatthe lands left of the diminished reservation should be offered 
for public sale, and the sum of $30,000 was appropriated by that act 
for the purposes indicated in it. Here is this oovees in section 4: 

Src. 4. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of this act 
the sum of 000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro; which 
said sum shall be reimbursed to the Treasury out of the sales of said lands, and 
$10,000 of said sum so appropriated shall be expended toward establishing said 
industrial farm and schoo! herein provided for. 

In connection with this, I wish to submit the follo communica- 
ion from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to matter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OrFice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 22, 1891. 
Sin: By section 4 of “An an poeniiae for allotment of lands in severalty to 
the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of and 


Sir. therefor, and for other purposes,” approved March 1885 (23 
: ee ee eee ee tat of carrying into ef- 
fect the provisions of act, to be reimbursed to nited States out of the 


proceeds of the lands sold. 
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1891. 





Up to the present date the expenses incident to the taking of the census of the 
Sndlens, the establishment of the diminished reservation by proper survey, anc 


and expenses of commissioners, aggregate the sum of $19,338.92, leaving a 
Glace of Boitos to meet any outstanding indebtedness. 2 

Under section 2 of said act the President, last J aly, appointed, as commission- 
ers, James P. Bushee, James B. Eddy, and Edgar J. Somerville, toappraise and 
elassify the residue of lands of the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, 
and included in the diminished reservation established and defined by order of 
the Secretary of the Interior dated December 4, 1888. 

The claims of said commission for services rendered and expenses incurred 
have been presented to this office for payment, aggregating the sum of $3,886, 
which amount exceeds the balance on hand by $3,274.92. 

The cost of the examination of the surveys by the General Land Office and 


the length of time—four months—this commission was in the field accounts 
largely for this deficiency. 
In order to meet these claims I have to recommend that Congress be re- 
quested to incorporate an item in the general deficiency bill, under the title of 
Sale and allotment of Umatilla reservation, reimbursable,” providing an ap- 


pets of the sum of $5,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary to carry 

to effect section 2 of “Anact providing for allotment of lands in severalty 

to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation in the State of Oregon 

and grant patents therefor, and for other purposes,” approved Marcli 3, 1885. 
Very respectfully, 


T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


[Indorsement. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, January 23, 1890. 
Respectfully forwarded to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, with the 


recommendation that the within item be incorporated in the“ general defi- 
ciency bill’’ for the current fisca! year, 


J. W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Deducting the $10,000 taken for the industrial school and farra left 
$20,000 for the purpose of making the allotments, the surveys, and the 
appraisement. A commission was appointed during last summer for 

e purpose of making the appraisement. They have recently com- 
pleted their labors, their report has been approved, and the proclama- 
tion has now been issued offering the land at public sale, which will 
take place on the Ist day of April next. But it seems there was not 
@ sufficient sum to pay salaries by an amount of between four and five 
thousand dollars; and the Secretary of the Interior has recommended 
that Congress appropriate $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, for the purpose of paying these salaries which are now due and 
remain unpaid. For that purpose I offer the amendment. Theamount 
is to be reimbursed out of the sales of the land that are to take place 
on the 1st day of April next. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question was put, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the committee, in charge of this bill, why there is any necessity 
for appropriating for extraordinary services of General Carrington. 

Mr. PERKINS. Because the appropriation that was made hereto- 
fore did not pay him for the time that he gave to the Government in 
doing this work. It took more time, at the rate of compensation fixed, 
than was provided for or was expected at the time, and hence the 
amount appropriated was not sufficient. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As Iunderstandit this is one 
of those cases where a gentleman is employed at so much per day and 
the amount of the appropriation is limited, and the Department and 
the employé have just gone ahead, in violation of the act of Congress 
and of the limitation contained in it. This is an abuse with which I 
have become somewhat familiar in my service upon the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations in relation to deficiencies. 

Mr. PERKINS, He went on and completed the work, and this 
amount is to compensate him forhis services at the rate at which it 
was agreed he should be paid. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, ought this to be paid ? 
Ought Congress to continue to countenance this sort of transaction, 
where there is a virtual disobedience of the act of Congress which limits 
the amount of the appropriation and the contract to be made by the 
Department and where it is understood (as it generally is in these cases) 
that the expenditure under the contract made will be in excess of the 
limitation? I do not know this gentleman and I have no feeling about 
the matter except as to the principle involved. 

Mr. PERKINS. Congress authorized this work to be done, and this 
agent was designated to do the work, He entered upon his duties and 
served faithfully and efficiently, but he did not complete the work within 
such time as to make the appropriation sufficient to pay for it. The 
Department thought it was better not to abandon the work, so they 
directed him to go on and complete it, trusting to the justice of Con- 
gress to meet the additional expense. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When you boil that down to 
plain English it simply means that Congress authorized a certain work 
to be done for a certain appropriation and that the Department delib - 
erately employed a gentleman to do that work at a price which made 
it certain that one of two things would happen, either that the work 
should not be done or that it would not be done within the limitation 
fixed by Congress. 

Now, that is a practice which in my judgment ought to be broken 
up. It presents a temptation to gentlemen employed at a per diem 
compensation to do their work with just such efficiency 4s will save 
them from falling out with the Department and at the same time with 
a sufficient degree of slowness to keep them in a job as long as possible. 
I do not mean to criticise this gentleman; I do not mean to say that 
this isa case in which the work could have been done within the amount 
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specified; but I do mean to say that the practice is a bad one, and I 
think the committee ought to strike this out. Wecan not commence 
any earlier, though it is possible that we might have commenced upon 
a less worthy beneficiary. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the information of 
the gentleman from Kentucky that the act was passed providing for 
the removal of this tribe of Indians and the appraisement of the im- 
provements on their lands in the last days of the Filtieth Congress. 
The amount of work to be performed by the agent was evidently not 
very carefully considered, for the total amount appropriated to remove 
this tribe of Indians to another reservation and to appraise all the 
buildings upon their several homesteads was only $500. That appro- 
priation was made, too, in view of the fact that the railroad fare of the 
agent from this point to the reservation and return amounted to about 
half the entire appropriation. 

General Carrington, with rare skill and ability, conducted this nego- 
tiation with the Indians. He undertook a task in which others had 
previously failed, and by patient and long-continued effort he made an 
appraisement of their lands and improvements which was entirely sat- 
isfactory to the Indians and to the Department. When he was partially 
through his work it became very manifest that the appropriation would 
be inadequate to pay the expenses and the compensation of General 
Carrington. In this predicament the Department had to choose one of 
two alternatives, either to authorize General Carrington to proceed to 
the completion of his work or to direct him to abandon it, which would 
mean the lossof all the time and money theretofore invested in the work. 

From the explicit terms of the act of Congress it was evident that it 
was the intention of the Government to remove these Indians, that is, 
to perform this entire work. It was equally evident that the amount 
appropriated in the beginning was wholly inadequate to pay for the 
work. I may add that in this particular case General Carrington made 
one of the most painstaking and exhaustive reports ever made in rela- 
tion to an Indian reservation, and I think that the merits of the case 
entitle it to special consideration in this House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last 
word. I simply desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the history which 
the gentleman from Montana has given of the act and of the proceed- 
ing of the Department under it, emphasizes two of the evils that are 
constantly increasing. First, you have the passage of a bill through 
the House upon a representation that the amount involved is very 
small, that the appropriation does not amount to anything, and then 
comes the violation of that limitation by a Department of the Gov- 
ernment, and a subsequent appropriation, very much larger, probably, 
than the House would have thought of making for the purpose, if it 
had been informed in advance that such an amount would be required. 
I understand, now, from my friend from Montana, that the original 
appropriation in this case was $500. 

Mr. CARTER. That was the amount. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The original appropriation 
was $500, and now $6,557 is to be appropriated here to carry out a 
work for which the House was under the impression, originally, that 
only $500 was required. 

Mr. PERKINS. But $5,5C€0 of this amount is for the actual re- 
moval of the Indians as a result of this negotiation, and that was not 
originally provided for. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The case illustrates how Con- 
gress is tempted into large appropriations by the plea of an implied con- 
tract in cases where the amount asked for originally was a very small 
one, and how the Departments are constantly tending more and more 
to consider that they are virtually the legislative body, and that they 
have a right to exceed the limitations fixed by Congress. I withdraw 
the formal amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Morritr having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President was com- 
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, who announced that the President had approved and signed 
acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8341) to promote the construction of a safe deep-water 
harbor on the coast of Texas; 

An act (H.R. 4809) for the cancellation of contract with United 
States engineers for delivery of stone for the improvement of the mouth 
of the Columbia River in Oregon and Washington; 

An act (H. R, 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 
Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (H. R.1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider; 

An act (H. R. 12042) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under 
the waters of the bay of New York, between the town of Middletown, 
in the county of Richmond, and the town of New Utrecht, in the county 
of Kings, in the State of New York, and to establish the same as a post 
road; 

An act (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac 
and Fox Nation of Indians, and the Iowa tribe of Indians of Oklahoma 
Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the same; 
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An act (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 

Anact(H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction ofa railway, street- 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River 
near Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, Nebr. ; 

An act (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig, alias Max 
Wittig; 

An act (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wrongfully 
paid the United States for commutation; 

An act (H, R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E, 
Crouse; 

Anact (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt; 

An act (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tennessee; 
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An act (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension to 
William H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass. ; 

An act (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King; and 

An act (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all funds now held in trust by the United States for the benefit of the 
Delaware tribe of Indians, in the Indian Territory, with all interest due upon 
the same, including the school fund and interest thereon, and also that the 
sum of $140,000, which sum was invested by the United States in Florida and 
North Carolina bonds, which bonds are now held in trust for the benefit of said 





An act (H. R, 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; tribe, be paid ere under the direction of the Secretary of aan Interior, to 

920) « : . rr said tribe: Provided, That hereafter said bonds shall be the of the 

An act (H. ~\ Gat ¥) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips; United States, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby aut aol and di- 

An act (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray; roued to sell the Union Pacific frond bonds held ie trust Se — Deleswares, 

act (H. R. 11604 j j drri . and to pay to the said Indians per capita the proceeds, together all unin- 

pe _ = i . aon, —s . Se iy Ha vested fon ds and interest moneys to their credit and on deposit in the United 

A ro on CHL R 6262) Sanien = mien > 5 on WwW Saute States Treasury 98 herein peovined, oad the euthartiy herein granted shall be 
lan nh ac . te. C202 t £ 0 0 : er; in force from and after the approval of this ac 

gf : . o : . ; 
H. om act (H, R. 10427) granting & pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennes- Mr. MANSUR. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


i An act (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore; i re fs 
| An act (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; alta’ Spe wend. pet,” te Une 6, gage U8, inated “net tw emeed 8) yer cont, 
a An act (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Ann M. Mosher; Also amend by adding, after the word “‘act,’’ in line l4of the same page, the 


words: 


an 25 ; ; argaret Coon “ 
An act (H. I. 11125) granting a pension to M ey; for “The remainder arising from the sale of all bonds above recited belonging 
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merly Margaret Dolan; 

An act (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter; 

An act (H. R, 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

An act (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter; 

An act (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 

An act (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel; 

An act (H. R. 12244) granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 

An act (H. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 

An act (H. R, 12319) granting a pension to Mrs. K. 8. Sutliff, widow 
of John D. Sutliff; 

An act (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldonf; 

An act (H. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 

An act (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

An act (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

An act (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D. Hanscom; 

An act (H. R..12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; 

An act (H. R. 12793) granting a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe; 

An act (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

An act (H. R. 15815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell; 

An act (H. R. 12835) grantipg a pension to Ann Maria Bullock 
Schram; 

An act (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes; 

An act (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to George W. Bryant; 

An act (H. R. 12663) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late 
a volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 

An act (H. R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

An act (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 

An aet (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

An act (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 

An act (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; 

An act (HI. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 

An act (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F. Stebbins; 

An act (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late 
of the Mexican war; 

An act (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana; 

An act (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 

An act (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis; 

An act (H. R. 11050) for the relief of Mrs, Etta Hubbs, as an army 
nurse; 

An act (Hi. 
Indian war; 

An act (If. R. 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson; 

An act (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

An act (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid; 

An act (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

An act (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

An act (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard Cc. Cabeen; 

An act (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur- 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky; 

An act (H. R. 12413) granting an increase of pension to Robert Cul- 
len; 

An act (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

An act (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to 
the pension roll; 

An act (H. R. '12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline E. Duryee; 

An act (H. R. 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell; 


R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby, forservice in the 
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to the Delaware Indians shall be deposited inthe Treasury of the United States, 
to bear 5 per cent. interest per annum, said interest to be paid to said Delawares 
in such manner as the tribe may determine.”’ 


Mr. PERKINS. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. My point is that the proposition embraces new leg- 
islation. I propose to offer in a moment, I will say to the gentleman 
from Missouri, an amendment which will in part at least accomplish 
the pu he has in view, an amendment providing that 50 per cent. 
of this fund shall be paid to these Indians during the year 1891 and 50 

r cent. during the year 1892. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to be heard on this question. Perhaps we 
can compromise the matter when the House understands the situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order must first be determined. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Mansur], I will ask that this paragraph be passed over to 
be recurred to hereafter. 

Mr. MANSUR. I can say all that I desire to say in three minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the question of order must first be decided. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to be heard on that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us pass this matter over, to be recurred to 
hereafter. Meanwhile, we will see whether we can not come to some 
agreement about it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, this provision will be passed 
over without prejudice. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To supply food and other necessaries of life in cases of distress among the In- 
dians not having treaty funds, ——- from emergencies not foreseen or other- 
wise provided for, to be used at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
$25,000, and a report of all — under this provision shall be made to 
Congress at its next session 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the paragraph just read by strik- 
ing out the words “‘not having treaty funds.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move further to amend by adding alter the para- 
graph just read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas John V. Wright, Jarred W. Dan Henry 
missioners on the part of the United on the 2th day of March, 1887, 
conclude an agreement with the Coeur d’ ndians of Idaho, which agree- 
ment is in words and res as follows, to wi 

This t Pursuant to an em in the act of Congress entitled 
“An act making 


for the current and contingent expenses of th 
Indian tam and for — 4 a with, various Tadian 
tribes for ending June ne 3, 18er 


,and 2 eases 
1, wks Vv. abn ey ve W: Daniels um and i Heury w.. Andrews, duly 
the part of the United States,and the Coeur d’ Aléne 
tribe of Indians now renting on the Coeur d’ Aléne reservation in the Territory 
of Idaho, by their chiefs, headmen, and other — adults, whose names are 
ee ee , they being duly authorized to me 2g wit- 
n 3 


and W. Andrews, com- 


ARTICLE 1. 
Whereas said Coeur d’ Aléne Indians were former] og pean of 
valuable tract of land lying in the Territories of Wash ngton, I Esion- 
but the 7 ee anaen ate ‘Se Piles cea 
ut same, presen 
held by the United States, and settlers and owners "deriving tie fren ems tbe 
United States; and whereas said Ind have receiv on for 


ae gy ee uish, and to nited Statesall right, title, 
pp ma Gace weer batons an omnes to all lands in said Territories 
and elsewhere, except the of land wi! the boundaries of their pres- 
Ca of Idaho, known as the Coeur D’ Aléne reserva- 
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ARTICLE 3. 


The said Cceur d’ Aléne Indians agree and consent that the Raper and Middle 
bands of Spokane Indians residing in and around Spokane Falls, in the Terri- 
tory of Washington, may be removed to the Ccour d’ Aléne reservation and set- 
tied thereon in permanent homes on the terms and conditions contained in an 

ment made and entered into by and between John V. Wright, Jarred W. 
Daniels, and Henry W. Andrews, commissioners on the part of the United 
States, and said Spokane Indians, concluded on the 15th day of March, 1887, at 
Spokane Falls, in the Territory of Washington. 


ARTICLE 4, 


And it is farther agreed that the tribe or band of Indians known as Calespels, 
now residing in the Calespels Valley, Washington Territory, and any other 
bands of nonreservation Indians now belonging tothe Colville Indian agency, 
may be removed to the Coour d’ Aléne reservation by the United States, on such 
terms as may be mutually agreed on by the United States and any such tribes 
or bands. 

ARTICLE 5. 


In consideration of the foregoing cession and agreements, it is agreed that the 
Coeur d’Aléne reservation shall be held forever as Indian land and as homes 
for the Coeur d’ Aléne Indians, now residing on said reservation, and the Spokane 
or other Indians who may be removed tosaid reservation under this agreement, 
and their posterity; and no part of said reservation shall ever be sold, oceupied, 
open to white settlement, or otherwise disposed of without the consent of the 
Indians residing on said reservation. 


ARTICLE 6, 


And it is farther agreed that the United States will expend for the benefit of 
said Coeur d’Aléne Indians the sum of $150,000, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, as follows: For the first year, $30,000, and 
for each succeeding year for fifteen years, $8,000. As soon as possible after the 
ratification of this agreement by Congress there shall be erected on said reser- 
vation a saw and grist mill, to be operated by steam, and an engineer and miller 
employed, the expenses of building said mill and paying the engineer and 
miller to be paid out of the funds herein provided. The remaining portion of 
said $30,000, if any, and the other annual pet shall be expended.in the 
purchase of such useful and necessary articles as shall best promote the prog- 
ress, comfort, improvement, education, and civilization of said Coeur d’Aléne 
Indians, parties hereto. 

ARTICLE 7, 


It is further agreed that if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Interior that in any year in which payments are to be made as herein 
provided said Cour d’Aléne Indians are supplied with such useful and neces- 
sary articles and do not need the same, and that they will judiciously use the 
money, then said payment shall be made to them in cash. 


ARTICLE &, 


Itis further agreed that any money which shall not be used in the purchase 
of such necessary articles or paid over, as provided in article 7, shall be placed 
in the Treasury of the Uni States to the credit of the said Cour d’Aléne In- 
dians, parties hereto, and expended for their benefit, or paid over to them, as 
provided in the foregoing articles. 


ARTICLE 9. 


It is further es that in the purchase for distribution of said articles for 
the benefit of said Indians the wishes of said Indians shall be consulted as to 
what useful articles they may need, or whether they need any at all, and their 
wishes shall govern as as is just and proper. 


ARTICLE 10. 


It is further agreed that, in the employment of engineers, millers, mechanics, 
and laborers of every kind, preference shall be given in all cases to Indians, 
parties hereto qualified to perform the work and labor; and if shall be the duty 
of all millers, engineers, and mechanics to teach all Indians placed under their 
charge their trades and avocations. 


ARTICLE 11, 


It is further a d that in addition to the amount heretofore provided for the 
benefit of said Toone d’Aléne Indians the United States, at its own expense, 
will furnish and employ for the benefit of said Indians on said reservation a 
competent physician, medicines, a blacksmith, and carpenter. 


ARTICLE 12, 


In order to protect the morals and property of the Indians, parties hereto, no 
female of the Coour d’ Aléne tribe shall be allowed to any white man un- 
less, before said marriage is solemnized, said white man shall give such evi- 
dence of his character for morality and industry as shall satisfy the agent in 
charge, the minister in charge,and the chief of the tribe that he isa fit person 
to reside —— Indians; and it is further that Stephen EF. Liberty, 
Joseph Peavy, Patrick Nixon, and Julien Boutelier, white men who have mar- 
ried women and with their families reside on the Cour d’Aléne reser- 
vation, are permitted to remain thereon, they being subject, however, to all 
laws, rules, and regulations of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs applicable 
to Indian reservations. : 

ARTICLE 13. 


It is further and understood that in consideration of the amount ex- 
nded in buildings and other improvements on said Coeur d’Aléne reserva- 
ion for religious and educational purposes by the De Smet Mission, and val- 
uable services in the education and moral training of children on said reserva- 
tion, and in consideration that the Indians, parties hereto, have donated for 
said purposes one section of land on which is situated the boys’ school, one sec- 
tion on which is situated the girls’ school, and one section of timbered land for 
use of the schools, that said De Smet Mission and its successors may continue 
to hold and use said three sections of land and the buildings and improvements 
thereon so longas the same shall be used by said De Smet Mission and its suc- 
cessors for religious and educational purposes. 


ARTICLE I. 


This ment shall not be binding on either party until ratified by Congress. 
In tes ny whereofthe said John V. Wright, Jarred W. Daniels, and Henry 
W. Andrews, on the part of the United and the chiefs, headmen, and 
other adult Indians, on the — of the Indians, parties thereto, have hereunto 
set their hands and affixed their seals. 
Done at De Smet Mission, on the Cour d’Aléne reservation, in the Territory 
of Idaho, on this the 26th day of March, inthe yearof our Lord 1387. 
JOHN V. WRIGHT. SEAL. 
JARRED W. DANIELS. [sear. 


HENRY W. ANDREWS. [sEat. 
Signed with an x mark and seal : 
Chief Andrew Lettice, Regis, Pierre Welsholque, Edward, Damas, 
Vincent, Paul Reni, Charles Louis, Elimo Spokane Wenceslas, 
Pierre Chiarpa, Pierre Bartholomewie, Bernard Speqmilks, 
Louis Sguchau,Eneas Chteshi, Timothy Polotkanh, Alexis, Ad- 
rain bmg poe Camille, Eneas Nohiesu, Luke Nugani, 
Hilarons, il Kasitquizuit, Joshua, Fidele, Prosper Ntinilps, 
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Alphonse, Paul Tohkauise, Pierre Joseph, Daniel, Eneas Tem- 
ulian, Louis Stanislaus-Barnaby, Etienne Sinkols, Frisby Nisel- 
makonistanegaim, Tibuce Silosket. Anthony Seme, Charles 
Augustus, Leo Achetops, Etienne Stakamiski,Leo Kuimchilsile, 
Thomas Guissunge, Cornelius Quiquilel, Louis Schumukuimo, 
Adrain Milmilagan, Alexander Chilcheko, Adrain Schizikue, 
Pierre Joseph Senezi, Semo Chimineme, Joseph Karlimkue, 
Louis Michael, Welgolchin, Michel, Pierre Joseph Schaike, 
Benoit Schulilize, Louise Sebastian Kutilkuku, Adrian Kuzal- 
chan, Joseph Nkonoqua, Isadore Npapskue, Charles Polatkin, 
7E=nead Basil, Andrew Ologazu, Moses Mogzela, Pierre Paul 
Koipe, Benoit Schilzispo, Louis Malkapsie, Daniel Quinemose, 
Les Nzakakalipeaga, A2neas Paul Mguiakan, Louis Lolo, Fran- 
cois Neispikua Nkaisis, Frangois Eugene, Felician, Pierre Basil 
Lauwasket, Leo Tempilime, Louis Nimuse, Louis Lotone, 
Stanislaus, Nickodemus Kruto, Louis Sepas, Payuse W illimsene, 
Louis Scisqouachan, Philip Pokatchan, Joseph, Peter Paul, 
Stephen 
BENJAMIN 8S. MOORE, Agent, 
Witnesses : 
SynDEY D. WATERS: 
Joun P.SWENEY 


I, Robert Felt, United States Indian interpreter for the Colville Indian agency, 
W. T., do hereby certify on honor that the foregoing agreement was carefully 
read and fully explained to the Indians in open council and by me correctly 
interpreted, and that the contents thereof was fully understood by said Indians 
before the signing and sealing of the same. 

ROBERT (his x mark) FELT 

Witness: 

A. C. Kre. 

Dated Dre Smet Mission, Cur p'ALENE RESERVATION, 

Idaho Territory, March 26, 1887. 

And 

Whereas Benjamin Simpson, John H. Shupe, and Napoleon B. Humphrey, 
commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 9th day of Septem 
ber, 1889, conclude an agreement with the Coour d’Aléne Indians of Idaho, 
which agreement is in words and figures as follows, to wit 

This agreement, made pursuant to an item of an act of Congress, namely 
Section 4 of the Indian appropriation act, approved March 2, 1889 (25 Stat., 1002), 
by Benjamin Simpson, John H. Shupe, and Napoleon LB. Humphrey, duly ap- 
pointed commissioners on the part of the United States, parties of the first part, 
and the Coeur d’Aléne tribe of Indians, now residing on the Cour d’ Aléne res- 
ervation in the Territory of Idaho, by their chiefs, headmen, and other male 
adults whose names are hereunto subscribed, parties of the seeond part, wit- 
nesseth : 

ARTICLE 1}. 


For the consideration hereinafter named, the said Cour d’Aléne Indians 
hereby cede, grant, relinquish, and quitclaim to the United States all the right, 
title, and claim which they now have, or ever had, to the following-described 
portion of their reservation, to wit: Beginning at the northeast corner of the 
said reservation, thence running along the north boundary line north 67° 29 
west to the head of the Spokane River; thence down the Spokane River to the 
northwest boundary corner of the said reservation ; thenee south along the 
Washington Territory line 12 miles; thence due east to the west shore of the 
Cceur d’Aléne‘Lake ; thence southerly along the west shore of said lake to a 
point due west of the mouth of the Cour d’Aléne River where it empties into 
the said lake; thence in a due east line until it intersects with the eastern 
boundary line of the said reservation; thence northerly along the said east 
boundary line to the place of beginning. 


ARTICLE 2, 


And it is further agreed, in consideration of the above, thatthe United States 
will pay to the said Coeur d’ Aléne tribe of Indians the sum of $500,000, the same 
to be paid to the said Cceurfd’ Aléne tribe of Indians upon the completion of all 
the provisions of this agreement, 


ARTICLE 3, 
It is further agreed that the payment of money aforesaid shall be made to the 


said tribe of Indians pro rata or share and share alike for each and every mem- 
ber of the said tribe as recognized by said tribe now living on said reservation. 


ARTICLE 4, 


It is further agreed and understood that this agreement shall not be binding 
on either party until the former agreement now existing between the United 
States by the duly appointed commissioners and the said Cur d’ Aléne tribe of 
Indians, bearing date of March 26, 1887, shall be duly ratified by Congress; and 
in the event of the ratification of the aforesaid agreement of March 26, 1887, then 
this agreement to be and remain in full force and effect, but not binding on 
either party until ratified by Congress. In witness whereof the said Benjamin 
Simpson, John H.Shupe, and Napoleon B. Humphrey, on the part of the United 
States, and the chiefs, headmen, and other adult male Indians, on the part of 
the Indians, parties hereto, have hereunto set their hands and affixed their 
seals, 

Done at De Smet Mission, on the Coour d’ Aléne reservation, in the Territory 
of Idaho, this the 9th day of September, in the year of our Lord 1889 

BEN. SIMPSON. 
JOHN H. SHUPE, 
NAPOLEON B. HUMPHREY. 
Signed with an x mark and seal: 
Witness: 
S. E. Liperty. 
L. BARTHOLOMEW. 
M.S. MontTeIrTu. 
Andrew Seltice, chief; Pierre Wheyilshoo, second chief; Selepsto 
Vincent, second chief; Regis, chief police; Etienne Nethen, 
Samuel, Conillius, Pierre Bartholomew, third chief; Adrian, 
Moses Skaooell Joseph, Marcesella, Abram, 8S. Liberty, Nico- 
demus, Perre, Moiesse Abraham, Stanislas, Zacharie, Andrew, 
Benoist, Joseph, Saluta, Piose, Pierre, Thomas, Louies, Joe, An- 
drew, Samuel, Francois, Camma Shool, Charles, enoist, Ignatz, 
Andrew Humerous, Leo Peion, Paul James Fenley, Barniby, 
William Mason, Saul Louis, Peion, Pierre Mullion, Samuel Sam, 
Simon Chemanana, Thomas Bacon, Alexander, Edmond Liberty, 
Ignatz, Pierre Vansion, Timothy, Towado, Augustus, John 
Pevey, Adolph Butler, Jerry Butler, Alfred Butler, La Debauche, 
Chief Peter Bazel, Louis Stanilaus, Andresha, Louis Seebastion 
Subastien, Louis Too Too, Leo Sucota, Paul Polotkan, Luke, 
Louis Mulcupse, Leo Amothacutso, Louis Bartholomew, Medore 
Boone, Louis Bazil, Leon, Baptist, Joseph, Louis, Prosper, 
Samuel, Andrew, Ignatz, Louis Grizzly, Camille, Barcissela Fort 
Chief, Fat Timothy, Reaching Patrick, Curly Paul, Ignatz Paul, 
Alixes, Pierre Louis, Stanisia, Peael, Joseph, Growing Tree 
Pierre, Louis Victor. Spokane Ignatz, William Smoke, Anastus, 
Daniel Quinamosa, Pend d’Oreille Paul, Hog Timothy, Old Mis- 
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An act (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 

Anact(H. R. 13071) authorizing the construction ofa railway, street- 
railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over the Missouri River 
near Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, Nebr. ; 

An act (H. R, 1867) for the relief of Charles Max Wittig, alias Max 
Wittig; 

An act (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wrongfully 
paid the United States for commutation; 

An act (H, R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E, 
Crouse; 

Anact (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt; 

An act (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tennessee; 

An act (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 

An act (H. R. 6289) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips; 

An act (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Caroline E. Gray; 

An act (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; 

An act (H. R. 6259) granting a pension to Henry A. Hoar; 

An act (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to John W. Bussabarger; 

An act (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennes- 
see; 

An act (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore; 

An act (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 

An act (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Ann M. Mosher; 

An act (H.R. 11125) granting a pension to Margaret Cooney, for- 
merly Margaret Dolan; 

An act (H. R. 11212) granting a pension to Zeruiah A. Potter; 

An act (H, R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

An act (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter; 

An act (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. Kimball, widow 
of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hampshire Regiment 
Volunteers; " 

An act (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa D. Doubles; 

An act (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel; 

An act (H. R, 12244) granting a pension to Annie B. Pettigrew; 

An act (H. R. 12307) granting a pension to Margaret Proctor Noyes; 

Au act (H. R. 12319) granting a pension to Mrs. K. 8, Sutliff, widow 
of John D. Sutliff; 

An act (H. R. 12432) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baldonf; 

An act (I. R. 12541) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Foster; 

An act (H. R. 12583) granting a pension to Lorain McCook; 

An act (H. R. 12639) granting a pension to Mary A. McKee; 

An act (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to Charles D. Hanscom; 

An act (H. R. 12771) granting a pension to Diana Dickey; 

An act (H. R, 12793) granting a pension to Capt. Andrew J. Briscoe; 

An act (H. R. 12797) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

An act (H. R. 15815) granting a pension to Samantha A. Bignell; 

An act (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to Ann Maria Bullock 
Schram; 

An act (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to Lydia P. Holmes; 

An act (H. R. 12984) granting a pension to G W. Bryant; 

An act (H. R. 12663) granting a pension to Lucy J. Blanchard, late 
a volunteer nurse in the United States military service; 

An act (HH. R. 2138) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid; 

An act (IL. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 

An act (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

An act (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 

An act (HH. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; 

An act (IL. R. 6633) for the relief of Daniel Graff; 

An act (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F. Stebbins; 

An act (H. R. 10895) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late 
of the Mexican a 

An act (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Frances T. Dana; 

An act (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 

An act (H. R. 11513) for the relief of Mrs. Lillie E. Willis; 

An act (H. R. 11050) for the relief of Mrs, Etta Hubbs, as an army 
nurse; 

An act (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby, forservice in the 
Indian war; 

An act (H. R. 12640) to pension Sarah Thomasson; 

An act (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy; 

An act (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid; 

An act (H. R. 12383) to pension Thomas Gorham; 

An act (H. R. 12420) to pension William A. Todd; 

An act (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard’ C. Cabeen; 

An act (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur- 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky; 

An act (H. R. 12413) granting an increase of pension to Robert Cul- 
len; 

An act (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

An act (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late Bethia Pool, to 
the pension roll; 

An act (H. R. '12202) to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Caroline E. Duryee; 

An act (H. R. 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell; 
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An act (H. R. 6516) authorizing an increase of invalid pension to 
William H. Morse, of Lawrence, Mass. ; 

An act (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King; and 

An act (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all fends now held in trust by the United States for the benefit of the 
Delaware tribe of Indians, in the Indian Territory, with all interest due upon 
the same, including the school fund and interest thereon, and also that the 
sum of $140,000, which sum was invested by the United States in Florida and 
North Carolina bonds, which bonds are now held in trust for the benefit of said 
tribe, be paid per capita, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
said tribe: Provided, That hereafter said bonds shall be the propert of the 
United States, and the Secre of the Interior.is hereby aut oot and di- 
rected to sell the Union Pacific Railroad bonds held in trust for the Delawares, 
and to pay to the said Indians per capita the proceeds, together with all unin- 
vested funds and interest moneys to their credit and on deposit in the United 
States Treasury as herein provided, and the authority herein granted shall be 
in force from and after the approval of this act. 


Mr. MANSUR. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. sau the word “ paid,” in line 5, page 50, insert “not to exceed 50 per cent. 
thereof.” 

a amend by adding, after the word “‘act,’’ in line 14 of the same page, the 
words: 

“The remainder arising from the sale of all bonds above recited belonging 
to the Delaware Indians shall be deposited inthe Treasury of the United States 
to bear 5 per cent. interest per annum, said interest to be paid to said Delawares 
in such manner as the tribe may determine.” 


Mr. PERKINS. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. My point is that the proposition embraces new leg- 
islation. I propose to offer in a moment, I will say to the gentleman 
from Missouri, an amendment which will in part at least accomplish 
the pu he has in view, an amendment providing that 50 per cent. 
of this fund shall be paid to these Indians during the year 1891 and 50 
per cent. during the year 1892. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to be heard on this question. Perhaps we 
can compromise the matter when the House understands the situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order must first be determined. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Mansur], I will ask that this paragraph be passed over to 
be recurred to hereafter. 

Mr. MANSUR. I can say all that I desire to say in three minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the question of order must first be decided. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to be heard on that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us this matter over, to be recurred to 


hereafter. Meanwhile, we will see whether we can not come to some 
agreement about it. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, this provision will be passed 


over without. prejudice. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

To supply food and other necessaries of life in cases of distress among the In- 
dians not having treaty funds, ar from emergencies not foreseen or other- 
wise provided =. to be used at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
$25,000, and a report of all ee under this provision shall be made to 
Congress at its next session 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to atmend the paragraph just read by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘not having treaty funds,’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move further to amend by adding alter the para- 
graph just read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas John V. heme gr Jarred W. Daniels, and Henry W. Andrews, com- 
missioners on the part of the United voniaid on the 26th day of March, 1887, 


conclude an agreement with the Coeur d’ © Indians of Idaho, which agree- 
nee a wae res as follows, to wi ™ 


This agreemen Pursuant {oan item in the act of Congress entitled 
“An act S seailons for the current and contingent expenses of the 
tint ata ating Tomson cet fee ee 
t or une an ur 
15, _ oe Wright, Jarred Daniels, and a teary . Andrews, duly 

eithe United Stateennd the 


ft ese ne eae 
orto of In 
7 Idaho, by their. ‘chiefs, ieee and 


hereunto , they being dul 
nesseth: 
er: 1. 


the Territories: ‘of f Washlogton I ze 


Whereas said Coour d’ Aléne 


valuable tract of land ab ven 
tana, and whereas tm edb he poeta hs the same to the United States, 
but the same, with oe of the t Cour d’Aléne 


exception presen is 
held by oe United States, and settlers and owners deriving title from the 
United States; and whereas said Indians have received no compensation for 
said land from the United States: Therefore, 


and w Coe ney Da an eee, DO, So oe Saas Se, oii Seepeeeies 
and elsewhere, except the of land w the boundaries of their pres- 
ot Rarenes ee of Idaho, known as the Cceur D’ Aléne reserva- 
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ARTICLE 3. 


The said Coeur d’ Aléne Indians agree and consent that the Upperand Middle 
bands of Spokane Indians residing in and around Spokane Falls, in the Terri- 
tory of Washington, may be removed to the Coeur d’ Aléne reservation and set- 
tled thereon in permanent homes on the terms and conditions contained in an 
agreement made and entered into by and between John V. Wright, Jarred W. 
Daniels, and Henry W. Andrews, commissioners on the part of the United 
States, and said Spokane Indians, concluded on the 15th day of March, 1887, at 
Spokane Falls, in the Territory of Washington. 


ARTICLE 4, 


And it is farther agreed that the tribe or band of Indians known as Calespels, 
now residing in the Calespels Valley, Washington Territory, and any other 
bands of nonreservation Indians now belonging tothe Colville Indianagency, 
may be removed to the Cour d’Aléne reservation by the United States, on such 
terms as may be mutually agreed on by the United States and any such tribes 
or bands. 

ARTICLE 5. 


In consideration of the foregoing cession and agreements, it is agreed that the 
Coeur d’Aléne reservation shal! be held forever as Indian land and as homes 
for the Coeur d’ Aléne Indians, now residing on said reservation, and the Spokane 
or other Indians who may be removed to said reservation under this agreement, 
and their terity; and no part of said reservation shall ever be sold, oceupied, 
open to white settlement, or otherwise disposed of without the consent of the 
Indians residing on said reservation. 


ARTICLE 6, 


And it is farther agreed that the United States will expend for the benefit of 
said Coeur d’Aléne Indians the sum of $150,000, to be expended under the diree- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, as follows: For the first year, $30,000, and 
for each succeeding year for fifteen years, $8,000. As soon as possible after the 
ratification of this agreement by Congress there shall be erected on said reser- 
vation a saw and grist mill, to be operated by steam, and an engineer and miller 
employed, the expenses of building said mill and paying the engineer and 
miller to be paid out of the funds herein provided. The remaining portion of 
said $30,000, if any, and the other annual paraeute shall be expended.in the 
purchase of such useful and necessary articles as shall best promote the prog- 
ress, comfort, improvement, education, and civilization of said Coeur d’Aléne 
Indians, parties hereto. 

ARTICLE 7. 


It is further agreed that if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Interior that in any year in which payments are to be made as herein 
provided said Coeur d’Aléne Indians are supplied with such useful and neces- 
sary articles and do not need the same, and that they will judiciously use the 
money, then said payment shall be made to them in cash. 


ARTICLE &, 


It is further agreed that any money which shall not be used in the purchase 
of such necessary articles or paid over, as provided in article 7, shall be placed 
in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the said Coeur d’Aléne In- 
dians, parties hereto, and expended for their benefit, or paid over to them, as 
provided in the foregoing articles. 


ARTICLE 9. 


It is Sesthes agreed that in the purchase for distribution of said articles for 
the benefit of said Indians the wishes of said Indians shall be consulted as to 
what useful articles they may need, or whether they need any at all, and their 
wishes shall govern as as is just and proper. 


ARTICLE 10, 


It is further agreed that, in the employment of engineers, millers, mechanics, 
and laborers of every kind, preference shall be given in all cases to Indians, 
parties hereto qualified to perform the work and labor; and if shall be theduty 
of all millers, engineers, and mechanics to teach all Indians placed under their 
charge their trades and avocations. 


ARTICLE 11, 


It is further a: that in addition to the amount heretofore provided for the 
benefit of said Coeur d’Aléne Indians the United States, at its own expense, 
will furnish and employ for the benefit of said Indians on said reservation a 
competent physician, medicines, a blacksmith, and carpenter. 


ARTICLE 12. 


In order to protect the morals and pepe of the Indians, parties hereto, no 
female of the Coour d’ Aléne tribe shall be allowed to marry any white man un- 
less, before said marriage is solemnized, said white man shall give such evi- 
dence of his character for morality and industry as shall satisfy the agent in 
charge, the minister in charge, and the chief of the tribe that he isa fit person 
to reside oman. Indians; and it is further that Stephen E. Liberty, 
Joseph Peavy, Patrick Nixon, and Julien Boutelier, white men who have mar- 
ried Indian women and with their families reside on the Cour d’Aléne reser- 
vation, are permitted to a thereon, they a subject, however, to all 
laws, rules, and regulations !)f the Commissioner of Indian Affairs applicable 
to Indian reservations. | , 

ARTICLE 13, 


1 

It is further agreed and understood that in consideration of the amount ex- 
nded in buildings and other improvements on said Cour d’Aléne reserva- 
for religious and educational purposes by the De Smet Mission, and val- 
uable services in the education and moral training of children on said reserva- 
tion, and in consideration that the Indians, parties hereto, have donated for 
said p one section of land on which is situated the boys’ school, one sec- 
tion on which is situated the girls’ school, and one section of timbered land for 
use of theschools, that said De Smet Mission and its successors may continue 
to hold and use said three sections of land and the buildings and improvements 
thereon so long as the same shall be used by said De Smet Mission and its suc- 

cessors for religious and educational purposes. 


ARTICLE l4, 


This nt shall not be binding on either party until ratified by Congress. 
In testimony whereofthe said John V. Wright, Jarred W. Daniels, and Henry 
W. Andrews, on the part of the United States, and the chiefs, headmen, and 


other adult Indians, on the — of the Indians, parties thereto, have hereunto 
set their hands and affixed their seals. 


Done at De Smet Mission, on the Cour d’Aléne reservation, in the Territory 
of Idaho, on this the 26th day of March, inthe yearof our Lord 1887. 
JOHN V. WRIGHT. SEAL. 
JARRED W. DANIELS. seat 


HENRY W. ANDREWS. [seat. 
Signed with an x mark and seal : 
Chief Andrew Lettice, Regis, Pierre Welsholque, Edward, Damas, 
eng mae Reni, Charles Louis, Elimo Spokane Wenceslas, 
Pierre Chiarpa, Pierre Bartholomewie, Bernard Speqmilks, 
Louis Sguchau,Eneas Chteshi, Timothy Polotkanh, Alexis, Ad- 
rain Lng bey ee Camille, Eneas Nohiesu, Luke Nugani, 
Hilarons, il Kasitquizuit, Joshua, Fidele, Prosper Ntimilps, 
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Alphonse, Paul Tohkauise, Pierre Joseph, Daniel, Eneas Tem- 
ulian, Louis Stanislaus-Barnaby, Etienne Sinkols, Frisby Nisel- 
makomistanegalm, Tibuce Silosket, Anthony Seme, Charles 
Augustus, Leo Achetops, Etienne Stakamiski,Leo Kuimchilsile, 
Thomas Guissunge, Cornelius Quiquilel, Louis Schumukuimo, 
Adrain Milmilagan, Alexander Chilcheko, Adrain Schizikue, 
Pierre Joseph Senezi, Semo Chimineme, Joseph Karlimkue, 
Louis Michael, Welgolchin, Michel, Pierre Joseph Schaike, 
Benoit Schulilize, Louise Sebastian Kutilkuku, Adrian Kuzal- 
chan, Joseph Nkonoqua, Isadore Npapskue, Charles Polatkin, 
JEnead Basil, Andrew Ologazu, Moses Mogzela, Pierre Paul 
Koipe, Benoit Schilzispo, Louis Malkapsie, Daniel Quinemose, 
Les Nzakakalipeaga, J2neas Paul Mguiakan, Louis Lolo, Fran- 
cois Neispikua Nkaisis, Francois Eugene, Felician, Pierre Basil 
Lauwasket, Leo Tempilime, Louis Nimuse, Louis Lotone, 
Stanislaus, Nickodemus Kruto, Louis Sepas, Payuse W illimsene, 
Louis Scisqouachan, Philip Pokatchan, Joseph, Peter Paul, 
Stephen 
BENJAMIN 8S, MOORE, Agent, 
Witnesses 
SynxpEy D. WATERS 
Joun P.SWENEY 

I, Robert Felt, United States Indian interpreter for the Colville Indian agency, 

’. T., do hereby certify on honor that the foregoing agreement was carefully 
read and fully explained to the Indians in open council and by me correctly 
interpreted, and that the contents thereof was fully understood by said Indians 
before the signing and sealing of the same, 

ROBERT (his x mark) FELT 

Witness: 

A. C. Krye. 

Dated Dre Smet Misstoyn, Ceur p’ALiNE RESERVATION, 

Idaho Territory, March 26, 1887 

And 

Whereas Benjamin Simpson, John H. Shupe, and Napoleon B. Humphrey, 
commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 9th day of Septem 
ber, 1889, conclude an agreement with the Cour d’Aléne Indians of Idaho 
which agreement is in words and figures as follows, to wit: 

This agreement, made pursuant to an item of an act of Congress, namely 
Section 4 of the Indian appropriation act, approved March 2, 1889 (25 Stat., 1002), 
by Benjamin Simpson, John H. Shupe, and Napoleon B. Humphrey, duly ap- 
pointed commissioners on the part of the United States, parties of the first part, 
and the Coeur d’Aléne tribe of Indians, now residing on the Cur d’ Aléne res- 
ezvation in the Territory of Idaho, by their chiefs, headmen, and other male 
adults whose names are hereunto subscribed, parties of the second part, wit- 
nesseth : 

ARTICLE 1}. 


For the consideration hereinafter named, the said Cour d’Aléne Indians 
hereby cede, grant, relinquish, and quitclaim to the United States all the right, 
title, and claim which they now have, or ever had, to the following-deseribed 
portion of their reservation, to wit: Beginning at the northeast corner of the 
said reservation, thence running along the north boundary line north 67° 29 
west to the head of the Spokane River; thence down the Spokane River to the 
northwest boundary corner of the said reservation ; thence south along the 
Washington Territory line 12 miles; thence due east to the west shore of the 
Ceour d’Aléne’Lake ; thence southerly along the west shore of said lake to a 
point due west of the mouth of the Cawur d’Aléne River where it empties into 
the said lake; thence in a due east line until it intersects with the eastern 
boundary line of the said reservation; thence northerly along the said east 
boundary line to the place of beginning. 


ARTICLE 2, 


And it is further agreed, in consideration of the above, thatthe United States 
will pay to the said Coeur d’Aléne tribe of Indians the sum of $500,000, the same 
to be paid to the said Cceur{d’ Aléne tribe of Indians upon the completion of all 
the provisions of this agreement, 


ARTICLE 3, 
It is further agreed that the payment of money aforesaid shall be made to the 
said tribe of Indians pro rata or share and share alike for each and every mem- 
ber of the said tribe as recognized by said tribe now living on said reservation. 


ARTICLE 4, 


It is further agreed and understood that this agreement shall not be binding 
on either party until the former agreement now existing between the United 
States by the duly appointed commissioners and the said Ceeur d’ Aléne tribe of 
Indians, bearing date of March 26, 1887, shall be duly ratified by Congress; and 
in the event of the ratification of the aforesaid agreement of March 26, 1887, then 
this agreement to be and remain in full force and effect, but not binding on 
either party until ratified by Congress. In witness whereof the said Benjamin 
Simpson, John H.Shupe, and Napoleon B. Humphrey, on the part of the United 
States, and the chiefs, headmen, and other adult male Indians, on the part of 
Se See, parties hereto, have hereunto set their hands and affixed their 
seals, 

Done at De Smet Mission, on the Coour d’Aléne reservation, in the Territory 
of Idaho, this the 9th day of September, in the year of our Lord 1889. 

BEN. SIMPSON. 
JOHN H. SHUPE, 
NAPOLEON B. HUMPHREY 
Signed with an x mark and seal 
Witness: 
S. E. Liperty. 
L. BARTHOLOMEW. 
M.S. MonTerru. 


Andrew Seltice, chief; Pierre Wheyilshoo, second chief; Selepsto 
Vincent, second chief; Regis, chief police; Etienne Nethen, 
Samuel, Conillius, Pierre Bartholomew, third chief; Adrian, 
Moses Skaooell Joseph, Marcesella, Abram, S. Liberty, Nico- 
demus, Perre, Moiesse Abraham, Stanislas, Zacharie, Andrew, 
Benoist, Joseph, Saluta, Piose, Pierre, Thomas, Louies, Joe, An- 
drew, Samuel, Francois, Camma Shool, Charles, Benoist, Ignatz, 
Andrew Humerous, Leo Peion, Paul James Fenley, Barniby, 
William Mason, Saul Louis, Peion, Pierre Mullion, Samuel Sam, 
Simon Chemanana, Thomas Bacon, Alexander, Edmond Liberty, 
Ignatz, Pierre Vansion, Timothy, Towado, Augustus, John 
Pevey, Adolph Butler, Jerry Butler, Alfred Butler, La Debauche, 
Chief Peter Bazel, Louis Stanilaus, Andresha, Louis Seebastion 
Subastien, Louis Too Too, Leo Sucota, Paul Polotkan, Luke, 
Louis Mulcupse, Leo Amothacutso, Louis Bartholomew, Medore 
Boone, Louis Bazil, Leon, Baptist, Joseph, Louis, Prosper, 
Samuel, Andrew, Ignatz, Louis Grizzly, Camille, Barcissela Fort 
Chief, Fat Timothy, Reaching Patrick, Curly Paul, Ignatz Paul, 
Alixes, Pierre Louis, Stanisia, Peael, Joseph, Growing Tree 
Pierre, Louis Victor, Spokane Ignatz, William Smoke, Anastus, 
Daniel Quinamosa, Pend d'Oreille Paul, Hog Timothy, Old Mis- 
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sion Edward Chief, Too Too, Gabriel Too Too, Joseph Newell, 
Pierre Anasta, Broken Leg Louis, Francis, Michael Bartholo- 
mew, Half-a-year, Young Man Charles Adrian, Charles Augus- 
tus, Ena Moses, Cassime, Old Man Charles, Pierre Cha: - 
ametse, Pat Pilishiu, Carmelle, Bazille, Benoir, Joshua, ba, 
Sticha, Lolo, Louis Sequenta, Layo Tumpklin, Paul Selmustu- 
shu, Old Man Neyus, Holamage, Loto See, Pierre Joseph, Gas- 
per Barrano, Louis Melkepsie, Arriph, Louis Arriph, Sebastian 
Quillak, Louis Totoniha, Leon Schatoux, Louis Tilplalima, Phil- 
7, tae Amoulthasout, Paul Atchina, Antoine Soanutapo, Pat- 
rick Nixon. 


I, Stephen FE. Liberty, United States interpreter for the Curd’ Aléneagency, 
Idaho Territory, do hereby certify on honor that the foregoing agreement was 
carefully read and by me correctly interpreted, and that the contents thereof 
were fully explained to and fully understood by said Indians before the sign- 


ing and sealing of the same. 
STEPHEN E. LIBERTY. 

Witness : 

Lovuts BARTHOLOMEW, 
M.S. Monreiru. 

And 

Whereas Eliphalet Whittlesey, D. W. Diggs, and Charles A. Maxwell, duly 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 12th day 
oF iccmben, 1889, conclude an agreement with the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, which agreement is as follows, to wit: 

Whereas by section 5 of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for 
the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, 
and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and Territories 
over the Indians, and for other purposes,’ approved February 8, 1887, it is pro- 
vided * that at any time after lands have been allotted to all the Indians of 7 
tribe, as herein provided, or sooner, if in the opinion of the President it shall 
be for the best interests of said tribe, it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate with such Indian tribe for the purchase and release by the 
said tribe, in conformity with the treaty or statute under which such reserva- 
tion is held, of such portions of its reservations not allotted as such tribe shall 
from time to time consent to sell, on such terms and conditions as shall be con- 
sidered just and equitable between the United States and said tribe of Indians, 
which purchase shal! not be complete until ratified by Congress; and the form 
and manner of executing such release shall also be perscri by Congress ; 

Whereas the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians are 
desirous of disposing of a portion of the land set apart and reserved to them by 
the third article of the treaty of February 19, 1867, between them and the United 
States, and situated partly in the State of North Dakota and partly in the State 
of South Dakota: 

Now, therefore, this agreement made and entered into in pursuance of the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved February 8, 1887, aforesaid, at the 
Sisseton agency, South Dakota, on this the 12th day of December, 1889, by and 
between Eliphalet ene. Db. W. D , and Charles A. Maxwell, on the 
part of the United States, duly authorized and empowered thereto, and the 
chiefs, headmen, and male adult members of the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands 
of Dakota or Sioux Indians, witnesseth : 


ARTICLE I. 


The Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians hereby cede 
sell, relinquish, and convey to the United States all their claim, right, title, and 
interest in and to all the unallotted lands within the limits of the reservation 
set apart to said banda of Indians as aforesaid —- after the allotments 
and additional allotments provided for in article 4 of this agreement shall 
have been made. 

ARTICLE IT. 


In consideration for the lands ceded, sold, relinquished, and conveyed as afore- 
said, the United States stipulates and agrees to pay to the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, parties hereto, the sum of $2.50 per 
acre for each and every acre thereof, and it is agreed by the parties hereto that 
the sum so to be paid shall be held in the Treasury of the United States for the 
sole use and benefit of the said bands of Indians; and the same, with interest 
thereon at 3 = cent. per annum, shall be at all times ee owe 

by Congress for the education and civilization of the said ds 


8, or 
members thereof, as provided in section 5 of an act of Co approved Feb- 
ruary 8, 1887 and entitled “An act to provide for the a t of lands in 


severaliy to indians on the various reservat: and to extend the nof 
the laws of the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 
poses :’’ Provided, Thatany religious society or other organization now occupy- 
ing, under proper authority, for religious or educational work among the In- 


dians, any Of the lands in this agreement ceded, sold, Ser and con- 
veyed shall have the right, for two years from the date of ratification of 


this instrument, within which to pure the lands so occupied ata price to be 
fixed by the Congress of the United States: Provided , That the cession, 
sale, relinquishment, and conveyance of the lands described in article 1 of this 
agreement shall not take effect and be in force until the sum of 778.37, to- 
gether with the sum of $15,400, shall have been paid to said bands of Indians, 
as set forth and stipulated in article 3 of this agreement. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the Clerk proceeds further with the reading 
of this proposition I desire to inquire of the gentleman who has charge 
of it what amount of money it calls for annually and for how many 
years it is to continue. I ask the gentleman to answer briefly. 

Mr. PERKINS. It secures for the Government between 7,000,000 
and 8,000,000 acres of land, which will be disposed of at $1.25 an acre, 
and for which the Indians are to be paid $4,500,000. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, right here—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Discussion is not in order except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to have the reading of the amend- 
ment concluded before it is discussed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. [ hope the reading may be made as brief as pos- 
sible, so that the committee may rise and the House receive the report 
on the President’s message relative to the death of General Sherman. 

The Clerk (resuming) read as follows: 

ApTicie III. 


The United States stipulates and agrees to pay to the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, parties hereto, per capita, the sum of $342,- 
778.37, being the amount found to be due certain members of said bands of In- 
dians who served in the armies of the United against their own e 
when at war with the United States, and their families and eee, u r 
the provisions of the fourth article of the treaty of July 23, 1451, and of which 
they have been wrongfully and unjustly deprived by the operation of the pro- 
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visions of an act of Congress approved February 16, 1863, and entitled “‘ An act 
for the relief of persons for damages sustained b 
njuries by certain bands of Sioux Indians;"’ said sum being at the rate of 
$13,400 per annum from July 1, 1862, to July 1, 1888, less thats 70 rata share of 


the sum of $616,086.52 heretofore app for the benefit of said Sisseton 
and Wahpeton ds of Dakota or Sioux Indians, as set forth in report No. 
1953 of the House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 


The United States further agrees to pay to said bands of Indians, pereapiie, 


the 
sum of $18,400 annually from the Ist day of July, 1888, to the Ist day of July, 
1901, the latter date being the period at which the annuities to said bands of In- 
dians were to cease, under the terms of the fourth article of the treaty of July 
23, 1851, aforesaid; and it is hereby further stipulated and agreed that the afore- 
said sum of $342,778.37, ther with the sum of $18,400, due the lst oy of July, 
1889, shall become immediately available upon the ratification of this agree- 
ment, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that the remainder of 
this amendment may be printed in the Recorp and the further read- 
ing dispensed with, so that the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs may move that the Committee of the Whole rise, that order 
may be taken in the House on the resolutions of the Military Commit- 
tee in regard to the funeral of General Sherman. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the proposition be stated 
from the chair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent that the further reading of the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Kansas may be suspended 

Mr, FITHIAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that the amendment may be published in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Iobject. 

Mr. HOOKER. I reserve pointsof order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Of course points of order will be reserved. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Chairman, let us understand 
what is the position of this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to suggest that at this time 
the motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] can be en- 
tertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, I ask unanimous consent that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before that question is taken, I want to be under- 
stood as reserving points of order upon the amendment, as being new 
legislation, and the injection of another bill of the House into this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas ask unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the amendment be deferred 
until to-morrow ? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The Clerk 
will proceed. 

Mr. FITHIAN withdrew his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. gentleman from Kansas moves that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will not the amendment, so 
far as it has been read, appear y in the Recornp? 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as read, it will appear in the Recorp, 
all points of order being of course reserved. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. DINGLEY that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, ha had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
13388) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian De t, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending Jane 30, 1892, and for other 
purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


DEATH OF GENERAL SHERMAN. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by. the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was referred the of the President of 
the United States relative to the death of General William T. Sherman, 
to report the resolutions I send to the desk for the immediate consid- 
eration of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death, at his home in New York City on the 14th instant, of William 
Tecumseh Sherman, the last of the Generals of the of the United States. 

Resolved, That we mourn him asthe sold to the Repub- 
lie and the last of that illustrious trio of generals who the Armies 
of the United States—Grant, and perishable 
glory upon American and were the idolized leaders of the Union Army. 

we hereby record the high in which the Ameri- 
can Se teen eS as one of the 
greatest soldiers generation, as one grandest that our coun- 
try has produced, and as a noble man in the broadest and meaning ofthe 


word, 
We mingle our grief with that of the nation, mourn oe Sate fhe 
great son,and of the urvivors of the baitle-scarred veterans w he led to 
victory ang peace. + Sapeeny leaien cnn eeeaeenee end craininnm 
4 by the ties of bleod and strong personal affection. 
That the t a committee of 9 members of the House 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose at this time 
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to occupy any considerable portion of the time of the House with re- | 


marks upon the resolutions submitted and just read from the desk; 
bat there are present several gentlemen who served under the late 
General who have requested the opportunity to pay tributes to their 
old commander. 

After the touching tribute to the life and character of General Sher- 
man contained in the message of the President of the United States, 
there remains but iittle for me to say. 

The last of our illustrious trioof Generals hasgone fromus. Thisevent 
marks an epoch in the history of the Republic. It admonishes us that 
the period, so prolific of great men, is rapidly receding into history. 

For my own part, Mr. Speaker, I would say that in my hamble 
judgment General William Tecumseh Sherman was the greatest strat- 
egist that the war produced. 
task to attempt a comparison between the great commander, Grant, 
and his great lieutenant, General Sherman. Grant’s greatness was 
largely in his indomitable will, in his inflexible courage, and in his 
unparalleled magnanimity. 

It was for General Sherman, it seems to me, in the very beginning of 
the great conflict to apprehend in all of its fullness its real magnitude 
and the vast efforts that would be necessary to be put forth in order to 
end it in victory for the Union and peace. It was upon General Sher- 
man that that great conflict dawned in all of its fall proportions. When 
he was assigned to a command in Kentucky in the fall of 1861 and 
was asked his opinion as to the number of men that would be required 
to penetrate the center of the Confederacy, he replied it would require 
an army of 200,000 men. A great many pronounced General Sherman 
not a sane man to make such an assertion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, events disclosed how much clearer was his fore- 
sight and how much firmer his grasp of the situation than of the men 
who questioned the accuracy of his judgment. He saw the vastness of 
the field of operation; he saw the difficulties of the offensive in a 
country peopled by a brave and warlike race; and he saw also that the 
conflict would be not only great but of longduration. To himthe Army 
of the Potomac was the left, the valley of the Mississippi the right, and 
the Armies of the Tennessee and Cumberland thecenter. Hesaw clearly 
that the great army which should march to final victory must pene- 
trate that center, and it fell to him to hold the chief command of that 
army. 

It is not my purpose at this time to deal with the biography of Gen- 
eral Sherman. Born in 1820, at twenty years of age he was graduated 
from the Military Academy. In 1850 he was a captain in the Army, 
and reported to Braxton Bragg for duty. In 1860 he found himself 
superintendent of the military academy of the State of Louisiana, and 
when the war of secession came he still continued to occupy that 
position. I desire now to read, asthe most typical production of his 
pen, the letter by which Sherman resigned his superintendency of that 
academy. He says: 

LOUISIANA STATE SEMINARY OF LEARNING AND MILITARY ACADEMY, 

January 18, 1861, 

Srr: As I occupy a quasi-military position under the laws of the State, I deem 
it proper to uaint you that I accepted such position when Louisiana was a 
State in the Union and when the motto of this seminary was inserted in mar- 
ble over the main door: “ By the liberality of the General Government of the 
United States. The Union—esto perpetua.” 

Recent events foreshadow a t change and it becomes all men to choose. 
If Louisiana withdraw from the Federal Union,I preferto maintain my allegiance 


to the Constitution as long as a fragment of it survives; and my longer stay 
here would be wrong in every sense of the word. 

In that event I beg you will send or appoint some authorized agent to take 
aove of the arms and munitions of war belonging to the State or advise me 
what disposition to make of them. 

And furthermore, as president of the board of supervisors, I beg you to take 
immediate to relieve me as superintendent the moment the State deter- 
mines to for on no earthly account will I doany act or think any thought 
hostile to or in defiance of the old Government of the United States. 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 
W. T. SHERMAN, Superintendent. 

Governor Tuomas O. Moore, Baton Rouge, La. 


If there can be found in our language any sentence that will describe 
the stalwart patriotism of William T. Sherman, it is in those words: 


On no earthly account will I do any act or think any thought hostile to or in 
defiance of the old Government of the United States. 


In May, 1861, he became colonel of the Thirteenth United States 








Infantry, and on the 2ist of July received his first bloody baptism at | 


the battle of Bull Run, where he commanded a brigade of Tyler’s di- 
vision. 

In the autumn of that year he succeeded General Robert Anderson 
as commander of the district of Kentucky. 

At Shiloh, on the 6th and 7th of April, 1862; Sherman’s division was 
the bloody pivot on which the fate of battle turned. 

At Vicksburg he was the shield of Grant to ward off the Attacks of 
Johnston, while that ‘‘ Gibraltar of the Mississippi ’’ was forced to sur- 
render, and thus he pursued Johnston to and beyond the capital of the 
State. It was during this campaign that I had the honor to serve in 
his command. 

At Chattanooga he was the iron hand with which Grant smote Bragg 
at the northern end of Missionary Ridge and made it possible for Thomas 
to pierce the center and complete the victory. 
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He came a rescuing angel to Burnside, beleaguered at Knoxville, where 
we hailed him—tor I was among the besieged—as savior of the Army 
of the Ohio. 

When Grant was called to the East as Lieutenant General he placed 
Sherman in command of the military division of the Mississippi; and 
then he began his preparations for that great campaign of Atlanta 
which was to pierce the center and bisect the Confederacy. 

With the strong hand of a master and with the inflexibility of fate 
he pushed back Jolinston from Chattanooga to Atlanta. With eye quick 
to see and intellect quick to comprehend, he grasped every situation, 
he overcame every obstacle, he left behind him every field a field of 
victory, until the ‘‘ Gate City’ of the South was in his hands. 

When Hood attempted by his advance on Nashville to draw him 


n : | away from his purpose the splendid genius of the strategist shone out 
It would be a difficult and an ungracious | 


resplendent. He sent Thomas to care for Hood, cut loose from his 


base, and, with a genius and daring that were magnificent, swung out 
into the heart of the Confederacy and set his face to the sea. 

That army song which will longest live is the song of Sherman’s 
March to the Sea, because it carries in its lines the freedom and strength 
ot his marching columns and is at once the song of liberty and victory. 

Savannah fell easily into his hands. Having flanked the great Apa- 
lachian mountain range, he swung his unconquerable columns to the 
north and swept up through the Carolinas, crushing the last army of 
the Confederacy between the Army of the Potomac and his own. 

Then, the war over, he marched in the grand review in this Capital 
and received the thanks of Congress and the commission of major gen- 
eral in the regular Army for his unparalleled march from Atlanta. 
When Grant received the appointment of General, Sherman succeeded 
him as Lieutenant General, and the first act of President Grant was to 
make Sherman his successor as General. On February 8, 1884, on his 
sixty-fourth birthday, he was retired with the full pay and emoluments 
of General, and since that day he has rested securely in the love and 
devotion of his countrymen. 

He could not be tempted to enter the field of politics. When, in 
in 1884, he was urged by friends to allow his name to be used in con- 
nection with the nomination for President he wrote: 

I will not in any event entertain or accept a nomination as a candidate for 
President by the Chicago Republican convention, or any other convention, for 
reasons personalto myself. I claim that the civil war, in which I simply did 
a man’s fair share of work, so perfectly accomplished peace that military men 
have an absolute right to rest, and to demand that the men who have been 
schooled in the arts and practice of peace shall now do their work equally well. 

No general of the war was so loved by all the soldiers as was Sher- 
man. Fidelity to his friendships was of the very essence of his nature. 
The following illustrates his devotion to his old comrades: 

In February, 1890, on the occasion of General Sherman’s seventieth birthday, 
the members of Ransom Post,Grand Army of the Republic, of which General 
Sherman was the first commander, sent the General many congratulatory let- 


ters and telegrams. The old warrior, in replying to these,among other things 
said: 


“IT have again and again been urged to allow my name to be transferred to 
the roster of some one of the many reputable posts of the Grand Army of the 
Republic here, but my invariable answer has been ‘no;’ that Ransom Post has 
stood by me since its beginning and I will stand by itto my end, and then that, 
in its organized capacity, it will deposit my poor body in Cavalry Cemetery 
alongside my faithful wife and idolized ‘soldier boy.’ My health continues 
good, so my comrades of Ransom Post must guard theirs, that they may be able 
to fulfill this sacred duty imposed by their first commander. 

‘**God bless you all, 


“W. T. SHERMAN,” 

In this letter three things shine out resplendent, his loyalty to his 
comrades, his tender memory of his son, and his undying devotion to 
his faithful wife. He was the most loving and the most lovable of 
men. 

Children were drawn to him; young people were his delight; women 
admired him; the soldiers idolized him. 

Great, strong, tender, and true man! Great in heart and head, strong 
for right and law, tender to all weak and needy, true to country and 
flag and comrade and friend and loved ones, he was God’s nobleman. 

Let us thank God for such a man, for sach a man in the midst of a 
gainsaying and gaingetting generation. His influence is like the strong 
pure breath of Heaven from the everlasting hills. But he has gone from 
us. It becomes us to mark this epoch in the history of our country by 
such tokens of respect as wecan pay to hismemory. General Sherman 
is now camped upon the other side. Already he has said good morn- 
ing to his old commander, Grant. Once more he has stricken hands 
with Sheridan, and he has been welcomed, I doubt not, by Logan and 
McPherson. He has gone to his rest. 

Sleep on, brave heart, your work is done; 
No bugle blast, no musket’s rattle, 


No roll of drum, or boom of gun 
Again shall call you to the battle. 


Brave heart, sleep on; the flag of stars, 
The symbol of your grand devotion, 

Above your rest unchallenged waves, 
From gulf to lake, from lake to ocean. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as may be desired to my friend from 
Ohio, General GROSVENOR. 
[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


Mr. CUTCHEON, I now yield a moment to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITR]. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE Mr. Speaker, the Congress of the United States 
does itself honor by taking such notice of the demise of this great gen- 
eral as it proposes to do in passing these resolutions. I observed as 
they were read that they included the names of two of the illustrious 
generals of our Army who were born in the district which I have the 
honor to represent upon this floor. Sheridan and Sherman were born 
not more than 25 miles apart, in adjoining counties, in the district now 
known as the Thirteenth district of Ohio. They spent their boyhood 
among the Ohio hills, and their names, their fame, and recollections of 
them are cherished by the people of that region as are the names of 


‘ no two other American citizens who won renown upon the battlefields 


of the late war. Whenever eitherof them returned to the scenes of his 
childhood and youth he was received by all the people round with 
demonstrations of esteem and affection. 

I will read a communication that was sent on Saturday by promi- 
nent citizens of the town of Lancaster to the son of General Sherman: 
Lancaster, Ouro, February 14. 
To P. T. SmaeRrMan: 

Lancaster, the birthplace and early home of your illustrious father, is en- 
shrouded in gloom over the sad intelligence of his death. Public action is being 
taken by the citizens, and the expression of sorrow is universal. The town is 
draped in mourning and a memorial meeting will be held. All business will 
be suspended and every mark of love and res t will be shown the greatest 


soldier of the war, who first saw thelight of day in the village that now greatly 
reveres his memory. 


W. G. BRAZE. 
Cc. P. MARTIN. 
J. B. MARTIN. 
JOHN C.TUTHILL. 
W. A. SHULTZ. 

That letter but faintly expresses the state of feeling that now pre- 
vails in those two counties and in all that region. In all the State of 
Ohio we treasure the good name and high honors of these generals of 
the Army in the late war for the Union. Their glory is our glory; 
their honor is our honor. Our last great general now has peacefully 
gone down to the sea. 


He has found his bark and has sailed away 
Into the realms of eternity. 

Our people mourn his departure. 

In the remarks that have been made in the Senate and those made 
upon this floor, and others that may be made, this man has been and 
will be extolled as a great soldier. No one questions that fact. My 
language would not be adequate to do justice to that subject. But 
there is one feature of his character that I recall with great satisfac- 
tion, the manifestation of his love for every citizen of the land in which 
he lived. 

I saw him first when he returned tothe State of Ohio garlanded with 
the fresh laurels that he had won upon the fields of battle. At the 
town of Zanesville a great crowd of people had gathered to see him, as 
he was passing through, while he stopped there forashort time. That 
throng greeted him as a conqueror; greeted him as a great soldier; 
greeted him with shouts of victory, naming his achievements with 
proud acclaim, They called upon him to respond to them as the gen- 
eral who had led his army down through the Confederacy to the sea; 
but with the modesty of the simplest private soldier that might have 
been with him at that time he spoke to the people there. He depre- 
cated the cruelties of war; he regretted the severities that he and his 
army had been compelled to inflict upon the people opposing them; 
and then he told that enthusiastic throng that these men but recently 
our enemies had by their surrender placed themselves again among the 
citizens of the United States. He told them how distressed they had 
been by the ravages of war; how their cities had been destroyed and 
their industriessweptaway. ‘‘Youmustencouragethem. You must 
help to build them up,’’ he said. “‘You must accept them back into 
this Union as coworkers with you for the glory of the institutions of 
the American people.’’ 

Always from that time did I revere the name of Sherman. I felt 
that he was more thana great general. I felt that he was a patriot of 
the purest type; and I think that the whole people who have come in 
contact with him since have learned to so regard him. They learned 
to look upon him as in truth a lover of his country andof his country- 
men in every quarter of this land. 

Though to-day we may mourn him and though we pass these reso- 
lations apparently to honor him, it is, as I said at the beginning, an 
honorable thing for the American Congress itself. His name and his 
fame will be associated with the history of this country so long as there 
shall be any history. So long as there shall be any occasion to men- 
tion the American people and their great civil war, the name of Gen- 
eral Sherman will be — with it in all their honors. The people 
of his native State wish that he might be buried within her borders, 
but he had selected another resting place. Our hearts attend him to 
that tomb. 


a soldier, now a nation mourns thee; 
ny, glory shall never decay ; 
T. will be long ere this nation forgets thee, 
Or thy fame from the earth pass away. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HenpERSON], = 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Iam fully sensible, Mr. Speaker, 
that no words of mine, however fitly spoken, can either add to the fame 
or do justice to the memory of General William T. Sherman, whose 
death the whole country so deeply deplores. But as it was my for- 
tune to serve under his amet during some of his important cam- 
paigns, I can not refrain from expressing on this occasion the high ad- 
miration and even the warm affection which I have cherished for him, 
as my old commander, from my first acquaintance with him. 

General Sherman was truly a great man, and I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
he was asgood ashe wasgreat. Hewasnot only great in war, buthe was 
great in peace. He was great as a military leader, and maintained his 
greatness after the war was over among the men whom he had com- 
manded and who entertained for him an affection that seemed to grow 
stronger as the years passed by. During the Atlanta campaign it was 
my fortune to see him occasionally as he was passing along our lines 
from one partof his army to another, and the almost universal excla- 
mation of the soldiers wherever he was seen was, ‘‘ There goes Uncle 
Billy!’’ ‘‘Theregoes Uncle Billy !’’ My friend, General GRosVENOR 
has alluded to General Thomas, under whom also I served for a time, 
and I recollect that almost every soldier under him called him ‘ Old 
Pap Thomas.’’ The affectionof those whoserved under them, for both 
these great soldiers and great generals, was most remarkable. 

I have often thought, Mr. Speaker, that it was most fortunate for our 
country that in the late war for the preservation of the Union we should 
have had two great soldiers like Grant and Sherman to lead our armies. 
Jealousy and rivalry seem to be almost inseparably connected with 
military service; but in the case of these two distinguished generals, 
pre-eminently the most distinguished of the war, it was noteworthy 
that always and at all times an unselfish friendship existed between 
them. When Grant was promoted to the rank of General and directed 
to take command of the Army of the Potomac, the first thing he thought 
of, in the unselfishness of his nature, was to sit down and acknowledge 
his indebtedness to Sherman. ‘‘ For,’ said he, ‘‘ while I am indebted 
to other soldiers to a greater or less degree proportionate to their ability 
as soldiers, I feel that I am indebted to you and McPherson above all 
others for whatever I have had ofsuccess.’? AndShermanas unselfishly 
replies, ‘‘You do yourself injustice and General McPherson and my- 
self too much honor,”’ and then goes on to say to General Grant: ‘‘ Until 
you won Donelson, I confess I was almost cowed by the terrible array 
of anarchical elements that presented themselves at every point; but 
that admitted a ray of light which I have followed since.’’ 

No similar case, no parallel can be found, in my opinion, in all his- 
tory, tothe friendship, the warm, constant friendship which existed 
between these two great men, who might have been regarded as rivals 
for the admiration and affection of the American people. 

But I intended, Mr. Speaker, to say only a few words on this occa- 
sion. I know that to-day thousands and tens of thousands of soldiers 
all over this land mourn the loss of Sherman, and I mourn his loss with 
them. 

I think that the nation has met with an irreparable loss. Not that 
we are going to need his services again in war, for I trust the time of 
war in this country is far distant; but there was an earnest patriotism 
in the noble nature of William T. Sherman which shed its influence 
upon all classes of society throughout the length and breadth of the 
land, and he will be missed everywhere. He will be missed in all the 
gatherings, whether in the State or in the nation, of the soldiers of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. When they meet they will feel that 
Sherman is no more, to extend io them that cordial greeting which 
they received from him at all times and onall occasions. Mr. Speaker, 
a great citizen, a great soldier, a pure patriot, has fallen, and it is 
creditable to this body, representing, as it does, the people of every 
section of this land, that we pause here to-day for a few moments to 
pay some honor to his memory. Mr. Speaker, General Sherman is 
dead, but he has left behind him a name and a fame that will be the 
pride of his countrymen through all coming ages, as long as love of 
the Republic and of republican institutions shall endure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now yield a few moments to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, General CoGSWELL. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not know until a few mo- 
ments ago there would be an opportunity to speak on this occasion. 

The death of General Sherman takes from us the last of the great 
Union commanders of the war of the rebellion. 

As it seems to me Sherman was the military genius of that war, 
Sheridan the brilliant soldier, Thomas the perfect master of his pro- 
fession, and Grant the grand commander. In directing amilitary cam- 
paign the resources of Sherman were simply wonderful. 

It was my honor to serve under him from Missionary 
lanta, through and the 


Ridge to At- 
Georgia 
city, and we all felt, no matter what 


ao grand review in this 


that General Sher- 
man, or “Uncle Billy,’’ as he was fam 7 ed by his men, would 
pull us safely through. 
Shermag maintained strict disci but no one under him felt him- 
self treated other than as a man, for he was always full of affection for 
ee Se men of his command. 
ne ee re rent at 
or hope as to the future of his country nor faith in the perpetuity 
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of the Union, while to the last his loyalty to his country and abhor- 
rence of treason were as intense as in the red heat of battle. 

Mr. Speaker, God bless the memory of this great patriot soldier, the 
military genius of the war of the great rebellion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I yield a few minutes to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia General, VANDEVER. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the tribute of the most eloquent 
tongue on the floor of this House or elsewhere can scarcely do justice 
to the merits and the fame, the virtue and the patriotism of our de- 
parted General, William T. Sherman. We look upon him to-day not 
simply as a great military man, for I believe the hearts of the Ameri- 
can people will mourn him as a lost friend—not lost entirely, for his 
name and fame will remain to the people as among the cherished tra- 
ditions of this country, to be handed down to the latest generation. 

In the State that I have the honor in part to represent no name of 


any man who has figured in public affairs, whether in the late war or | 


otherwise in the history of his country, dwells in the hearts of that 
ple with warmer admiration than that of William T. Sherman. 
fea associated with them in the early history of the State. They 


followed him through all his subsequent career; and to-day the news | 


of his death falls as a pall upon the hearts of the citizens of California. 
They will mourn in intense sympathy with the bereaved family of 
the great soldier and patriot and in sympathy with all the American 
le. 

-—~ some of the gentlemen who have preceded me, I too served 
under General Sherman in the late war. During portions of 1862, 1863, 
1864, and 1865 I followed him; and I know that I voice the sentiment 
of every man who followed Sherman during the vicissitudes of those 
campaigns when I say there never dwelt in their minds the shadow of 
a doubt that he would lead them to success. In their view Sherman 
and success were inseparably associated. And it isa happy thing that 
to-day, in this broad land, from the Gulf of Mexico to our northern 
borders, there is no division in cherishing the recollection of his great 
virtues, his broad patriotism, and his sympathy with the people. We 
can all look with equal admiration upon these noble traits in his char- 
acter, which will be esteemed worthy of emulation by future genera- 
tions of Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to make any protracted remarks on 
this occasion. I have offered this feeble tribute as the sincere expres- 
sion of my own hearty sympathy with the feeling of all those who 
surround me upon either side of this House and who to-day claim 
Sherman’s memory as ourcommon heritage. Weare proud of his name 
and his fame. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now yield to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Alabama, General WHEELER. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, but this moment I was 
tendered an opportunity to address the House upon these resolutions, 
and therefore what I say of necessity must be the crude thoughts which 
first come to my mind. 

The Confederate soldier walks with reverent step where sleep the 
Federal dead and the battle-scarred veterans who wore the gray most 
gladly join the braves who wore the blue in honoring, whether in life 
or death, the chieftains who led thearmies which were finally victorious. 

Five years ago the entire country was called to mourn the death of 
General Grant, and during the short period since elapsed four other 
very distinguished soldiers have passed away. 

It fell to the lot of General Sherman, the elder of the five, to survive 
them all. 

These generals had their peculiar characteristics. General Grant, 1 
think I may say, owed his great success to his determination and te- 
nacity of purpose. More like the great Marshal Masséna than any other 
of the followers of Napoleon, General Sheridan, I might say, owed his 
victories to his indomitable will, energy, and personal courage, General 
Hancock to his superb soldierly qualitiesand manly character, and Gen- 
erals McClellan and Sherman, ali will no doubt admit, were the most 
accomplished, the most thoroughly educated, the best read of all the 
distinguished soldiers of the Federal Army. 

General Sherman, like McClellan, stood well as a scholar, graduated 
at West Point high in his class, and, as I have been informed by Gen- 
eral Brasg and others of his early associates, he was a close, careful, 
and diligent student during all his youth and manhood. 

I had the honor and the pleasure of a personal acquaintance with 
each of these distinguished men. It so happened, during all of Gen- 
eral Sherman’s career in Tennessee and Georgia, that my duty placed 
me very close to him, and I had an opportunity of observing every 
movement performed by that general, whether classed as a tactical or 
strategical maneuver. 

It will be admitted that to command an army of the size of that 
commanded by General Sherman, situated as it was, removed 300 miles 
from his base, for the most part with but a single line of communica- 
tion, required an administrative ability possessed by but few individ- 
uals, and it will also be admitted that the administration of the affairs 
of that Army most certainly came up to the fullest expectation of the 
Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not dwell longer, further than to say that I feel 
that the entire country, the South together with the North, the Con- 








federate with the Federal, forgetting all of the feelings of the past, join 
in the deep grief which has befallen our country in the death of this 
distinguished man. 

Mr. CUTCHEON., 
WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the presence of death 
words are cold and meaningless and language is inadequate to doa full 
measure of justice to the character of Sherman as a soldier and to his 
great and magnanimous heart as a citizen. 


I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


As an humble soldier I had the honor of serving under his command 
in the march up the Tennessee and in the battle of Shiloh, and it is 
well said of him that he was a meteorin that battle, flashing from one 
portion of the field toanother, inspiring brave deeds wherever his voice 


was heard. I know the confidence heinspired in the hearts of 
diers when we were being beaten back on that fateful Sunday. Every 


where Sherman was to be found, wherever the lines were g 


the sol- 


iving way 


| and the carnage was greatest. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I could not add much more to what has been said 
in respect of General Sherman in regard to his military character. I 
want to voice one feeling, however, of my heart; I believe not only was 
he a great military genius, but the terms under which he accepted the 
surrender of his brave and noble foe, Johnston and his army, | believe 
foreshadowed the wisest statesmanship. 

It may be true he trenched upon the prerogative of the civil govern- 
ment in embracing within the provisions of his terms of surrender the 
settlement of vexed political questions ; but, when the passions engen- 
dered by the war have passed away and the calm, deliberate judy- 
ment of a reunited people is rendered, Sherman’s motives will receive 
the highest commendation. Between the generals who led the armies 
and the soldiers who fought the battles, the war ended with the sur- 
render of Lee’s army at Appomattox and Johnston’s army at Durham’s 
Station, but the conflict of measures and principles growing out of 
the war was transferred to the arena of political contention and party 
strife, and the end is not in sight. True-hearted patriots have hoped 
and waited for the time to come inour beloved country when the gospel 
of hate will yield to the gospel of fraternal friendship, influenced by 
love of one country and one flag; hence with an inspiration of the genius 
of statesmanship Sherman sought to place in process of rapid settle- 
ment the vexed contentions of the war. 

General Sherman early learned in the civil war that war for sol- 
diers and citizens was a cruel and terrible reality! hence he respected 
no rights of property that tended to support the armies of the rebel 
lion. But, after the war and in its closing scenes, he also remembered 
that if we would have this country restored again in one Union, re- 
spected, honored, and loved, from the lakes to the sea, we must extend 
to our Southern brethren the generous hand of forgiveness, condone 
their errors, and receive them back as our fellow-citizens. Therefore I 
repeat the terms of Johnston’s surrender foreshadowed the wisest states- 
manship. And I will add that Sherman’s genius in the art of war, 
his broad patriotism, and generous heart mark him as a historic name 
that will be admired, loved, and revered as long as bravery in battle, 
success in war, and magnanimity in peace shall be cherished and revered 
by the children of men. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tions. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

TheSPEAKER announced the appointmentof the following commit- 
tee: Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. SPINOLA, Mr. CoGSWELL, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Kinsey, Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. HENDERSON of 
Illinois, and Mr. OUTHWATTE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I also ask unanimous consent, as several mem- 
bers desire to publish in the REcoRD remarks in this connection, that 
general leave to print be granted, and also that members may have 
leave to extend remarks already made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As a further mark of respect, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


od 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


EXPENSES OF OFFICE OF UNITED STATES SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS, 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation for the pay of the expenses of the office of the United 
States shipping commissioners, and transmitting a copy of a communi- 
cation upon the subject from the United States shipping commissioner 
at New York—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


UNITED STATES BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- 
propriation of $2,000for the United States courthouse, post-office, etc., 
building, at Rochester, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 





TAR 


f 
. 
| 





2768 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following State memorials and 
resolutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado (by request of Mr. REEn, of | 
Maine): Memorial of the State Legislature of Colorado, opposing the 
Conger lard bill and in favor of the Paddock pure-food bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICK LER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of South Da- 
kota, asking that Congress enact a law for free and unlimited coinage 
of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. HERMANN: Joint resolution of the Oregon Legislature, fa- 
voripg the passage of the bill granting national aid to American ship- 
ping—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, joint resolution of the Oregon Legislature, favoring the com- 
pletion of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 











SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rulé XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A bill (8S. 4833) to provide for beginning the construction of a mili- 
tary post at or near Essex Junction or Swanton Junction, Vt.—to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4976) to confirm certain entries made upon the Osage 
trust and diminished reserve lands, and forother purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8, 4980) to enlarge the United States courthouse and post- 
office building at Birmingham, Ala., and to appropriate money there- 
for—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A joint resolution (S, R. 138) relating to the Territory of Oklahoma— 
to the Committee on Territories. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 145) to apply appropriation for lighthouse 
on Simmon’s Reef in payment for three lightships in lieu thereof— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 








RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DORSEY: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday, February 18, immediately after the reading of } 
the Journal, it shall be in order to take up and consider H. R. 11159, a bill to | 
earry into effect the recommendations ofthe International American Confer- 
ence by the incorporation of the International American Bank, and that at 4 


o'clock on that day the previous question shall be considered ordered on the 
bill and pending amendments; 


to the Committee on Rules, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4914) for the relief of William B. Price. (Report No. 
3810.) 

A bill (H. R. 10356) for removal of charge of desertion from the record 
of Frederick Whitehead. (Report No. 3811.) 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favora- 
bly the bill of the House (H. R. 13494) for the relief of Marcus De Forest, 
accompanied by a report (No, 3812)—te the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3463) for the relief of 
Cornelius Phetzing, reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill H. R. 3468, with the report (No. 64) of the Court of Claims, 
for the relief of Cornelius Phetzing, together with all the accompanying papers, 


~ 


be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provi- 
sions of an act of Congress to provide for the bringing of suits against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, approved March 8, A. D. 1887; 

which, accompanied by a report (No. 3813), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1641) to empower Robert 
Adger and others to bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged 
to be due them, accompanied by a report (No. 3814)—tothe Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10800) for the relief of Catherine Caine, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3815)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, from the Committée on Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 6376) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Jones, accompanied by a report (No, 3816)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. ° 
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Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13577) granting a pen- 
sion to Kate and Ethel B. Cook, accompanied by a report (No. 3817)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13602) to pro- 
vide for the examination and survey for a breakwater to form a harbor 
of safety and refuge in Lynnhaven Bay, near Cape Henry, at the foot 
of Chesapeake Bay, Virginia, accompanied by a report (No. 3818)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. QUINN, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, in behalf of the minority of said committee, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 12025) to prohibit the importation, 
exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages, and 
for other purposes, submitted their views in writing thereon; which 
were ordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No. 3744. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on the Territories reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13377) to approve and legalize an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma extending 
the jurisdiction of the probate courts, accompanied by a report (No. 
3819)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1743) to provide for the dis- 
posal of Fort Hartsuff, Fort Sheridan, and Fort McPherson military 
reservations, in the State of Nebraska, to actual settlers under the pro- 
visions of the homestead laws, accompanied by a report (No. 3820)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, also, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 737) to re-examine 
the homestead claim of Ira Haworth, accompanied by a report (No. 


| 3821)—to the Committee ef the Whole House. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 


| the bill of the Senate (S. 4988) establishing pier lights at Ahnapee, 


Wis., accompanied by a report (No. 3822)—to the Committee of the 


| Whole House on the state of the Unior. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LANGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13639) to provide for the ob- 
servance of 12th day of February and the 27th day of April, respectively, 
as national holidays—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13640) for the endowment of Howard 
University under the provisions of the act of August 30, 1890—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 13641) to regulate the practice of 
medicine in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 13642) extending over the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma certain town-site laws of the State of Kansas—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MORROW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 282) relating to print- 
ing the annual report of the Bureau of Statistics on internal commerce— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 283) for printing the 
proceedings and transactions of the International Geological Congress 
to be convened in the city of Washington, August 26, 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 13643) granting a pension to 
George W. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 13644) granting a pension to Isa- 
bella Morrow, widow of the late Henry A. Morrow, colonel of the 
Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 13645) granting an increase cf pen- 
sion to Andrew Kramer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13646) for the relief of W. H. 
Denham, of Barren County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13647) for the relief of C. P. Logan, of Allen 
Springs, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 13648) for the relief of John H. Wingfield, of 
Brooklyn, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 13649) for the relief of Esau Hinkle— 
to the pe on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 13650 ting a pension to Mar- 
cellis Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 13651) granting a peur 
sion to Charlotte Kirkpatric—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 13652) granting a pension to Jo- 
hanna Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITELAW: A bill (H. R. 13653) for the relief of legal or 
personal representatives of King Brewer, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13654) increasing the 
pension of Mrs. Mary E. Hicks—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of E. W. Childs and 36 others, 
citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, praying that Alvra A. Riggs, 
dependent mother of William D. Riggs, late a private in Second Com- 
pany Sharpshooters attached to the Twenty-seventh Michigan Infantry, 
be granted a pension at the rate of $8 per month from June 6, 1864, 
the date of soldier’s death, to March 17, 1884, the date of her pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of W. W. Hawkins, P. T. 
Dooley, and 9 others, citizens of Clay County, Kansas, asking Congress 
for an appropriation of money to complete system of levees on the 
Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent disastrous floods, 
and improve navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to better efficiency of census enumeration and the establishment of 
a permanent Census Office—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. 

By Mr. BURTON: Affidavit of John Kelly, in support of House bill 
12758, to remove the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of George Washington Garrison, in support of House 
resolution 269—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of George Washington Garr:- 
son, of Cincinnati, Ohio, for construction of act of Congress of Febru- 
ary 14, 1885—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Thomas Worthington, of Wash- 
ington County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim, for stores and 
supplies taken during the war,to the Courtof Claims under the Bow- 
man act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIG: MemorialofGrange No. 704, Westmoreland County; 
also, memorial of Grange No. 835, Westmoreland County; also, memo- 
rial of Grange No. 437, Armstrong County; also, memorial of Grange 
No. 693, Jefferson County, Pennsylvania, favoring silver legislation— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of Richmond (Pa.) Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring the bill to restrict foreign immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of J. M. Greenman and others, of Aus- 
tin, Minn., asking for a law giving to the States authority to control 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by 45 citizens of Canton, 8. D.; also, petition 
of the same organization, at the same place, representing 21 members, 
praying for the passage of bill to prohibit the importation, exportation, 
and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Dakota, for the passage of the bill 
for the control of the manufacture and sale of butterineand butter com- 
pounds—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of Buffalo merchants, against the 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, memorial of the Producers’ Protective Association as toamend- 
ments to interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial, etc., relative to the employment and retention of 
veterans in the civil service of the United States—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Resolutions and memorials from 29 Alli- 
ances in North Dakota, favoring the passage of House bill 5353, known 
as the option bill, defining options and futures—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


By Mr. EDWARD R. HAYS: Petition urging the increase of pension | 


of Capt. James Roach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Wasco County, Oregon, 
for the passage of House bill 5353, defining options and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of C. M. Stout, B. C. Hill, and 8 others, 
citizens of Coffey County, Kansas, asking for the passage of House bill 
5353, defining options and futures and imposing special tax on dealers 
in same, to the end that real, sweat-created products may no longer be 
the mere shuttlecock in the monstrous gambling between bulls and 
bears—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Hancock Post, No. 464,and EmporiaPost, 
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No. 55, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, in support 
of the bill lately introduced in the House by Mr. KELLEY, of Kansas, 
providing for the difference between the face value and the coin value 
of money paid to soldiers of the Union Army for their services during 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. LANGSTON: Petition of certain citizens of Richmond, Va., 
for passage of House bill 639—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition and affidavits of Dr. Daniel 8, Lin- 
ville, toaccompany House bill 13458 for the relief of George W. North 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Protest of John Q, Adams and others, against 
the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of certain citizens of Caroline County, Maryland, for 
the passage of House bill 10757, known as the Kennedy bill—to the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Resolutions adopted by a convention of citizens 
of Kansas and of Oklahoma Territory, held at Arkansas City, Kansas, 
on January 29, 1891, asking legislation by Congress to open the lands 
of the Cherokee Strip to settlement—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolutions and petition of Rural Alliance, Rural, 
Clermont County, Ohio, favoring the passage of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolution of the David D. Porter Associa- 
tion of Naval Veterans,in favor of the passage of Senate bill 3146 and 
House bill 8287—to the Select Committee on Keform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of Thomas Amoss, a citizen of Gibson 
County, Tennessee, asking payment for property taken in 1864—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. POST: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Elgin, Il., for 
the passage of the Hiscock bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY: Memorial of Grange No. 314, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Washington County; also, of thesame organization, No. 969, of Al- 
legheny County; also, of the same organization, No. 179, of Washing- 
ton County, Pennsylvania, for the free coinage of silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of certain citizens of Mulberry, Ark., 
memorializing Congress to increase the pension of David Reed—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Petition of U. J. Burrow, E. Steele, and 
11 others, citizens of Jackson County, Illinois, asking Congress for ap- 
propriation of money for complete system of levees on Mississippi River 
from Cairo to the Gulf to prevent disastrous floods and improve naviga- 
tion—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Also, petition of citizens of Randolph County, Lllinois, urging the 
passage of House bill 5353, defining options—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Affidavits to be filed with House bill 12330, 
for the relief of Savry Fobry, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of B. C. Bright, J. W. 
Wams, and 47 others, citizens of Henry County, Georgia; also, petition 
of L. A. Adams, C. P. Jones, and 20 others, citizens of Fayette 
County, Georgia; also, petition of Alen McCarty, W. V. Arnistead, 
and 21 others, citizens of Walton County, Georgia, asking Congress for 
appropriation of money for complete system of levees on Mississippi 
River from Cairo to the Gulf to prevent disastrous floods and improve 
navigation—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of I. J. Nystuen and 36 others, citizens 
of Dickinson County, Iowa, asking for legislation governing the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance 
of Lordstown, Trumbull County; also, petition of A. H. Gordon and 
11 others, citizens of the same place, in favor of the option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Council No. 481, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, Leesburgh; also, Fort Me- 
Intosh Council, of same organization, of Beaver; also, of Mount Jack- 
son Council, No. 397, Pennsylvania, to restrict immigration—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of Grange No, 221, of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, 
for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for 


| the passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Resolution by authority of the 
memorialand executive committee, Grand Army of the Republic, Kings 
County, New York, in favor of the passage of House bill 8287, relating to 
the employment of old soldiers in the public service—to the Select Com- 


| mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Pawpaw Union, No. 3334, 
Holt County, Missouri, in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver; also, in favor of the foreclosing of the Government mortgage on 
railways; also, in favor of the abolition of national banks; also, in favor 


of the election of President, Vice President, and United States Sena- 
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tors by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of J. W. Anderson, W. H. Elliott, Will Morin, and 22 
others, members of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 3331, in favor ot 
the Paddock pure-food bill and against the Conger lard bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 820, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, in favor of bimetallism; also, 
memorial of Anti-Cobden Club, of the same State, for the free coinage 
of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 17, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButrLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CREDENTIALS, 

Mr. INGALLS presented the credentials of William A. Peffer, 
chosen by the Legislature of Kansas a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered to be 
placed on file. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present amended or additional credentials of my 
colleague [Mr. VoornEEs], chosen by the Legislature of Indiana a 
Senator for the term beginning March 4, 1891; and I ask that they may 
be read and filed. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed, as follows: 

Strate oF Inprana, Executive Department. 
To the President of the Senate of the United States, greeting : 


The executive of the State of Indiana certifies that DanreEL W. VOORHEES, an in- 
habitant of said State, and of the age of thirty years and upw: . and d who has 
been nine years a citizen of the United States, was, by our senate and our house 
of representatives, by conourrent vote, on the 2ist day of January, 1891, duly 
elected, in conformity to the provisions of the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, a Senator to represent the State of Indiana in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 
1891. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
of the State of Indiana to be affixed, at the capitol, in the city of Indianapolis, 
this idth day of February, 1891, and of the Independence of the United § 


the one hundred and fifteenth. 
ALVIN P. HOVEY. 
By the governor 
[SEAL] CLAUDE MATTHEWS, 
Secretary of State. 
DEATH OF GENERAL SHERMAN, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death, at his home in New York City, on the 14th instant, of William 
Tecumseh Sherman, the last of the Generals of the Armies of the United States. 

Resolved, That we mourn him asthe greatest soldier as to the Repub- 
lic and the last of that illustrious trio of Generals who com ed the Armies 
of the United States—Grant, Sherman, and Sheridan—who shed imperishable 
glory upon American arms and were the idolized leaders of the Union Army. 

Resolved, That we hereby record the high appreciation in which the Ameri- 
can people hold the character and services of General Sherman as one of the 
greatest soldiers of his generation, as — of the grandest patriots that our coun- 
try has produced, and as a noble man in the broadest and fallest meaning ofthe 
word, 

We mingle our grief with that of the nation, mourning the departure of her 
great son,and of the survivors of the battle-scarred veterans whom he led to 
victory and peace. We especially tender our sympathy and —— to 
those who are bound to him by the ties of blood and strong jon 

Resolved, That the Speaker appoint a committee of 9 members of the House 
to attend the funeral of the late General as representatives of this body. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the Clerk of = 
House to the family of General Sherman, and that the Senate be advised of th 
action. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House, in ac- 
cordance with the above resolutions, had appointed Mr. CurcHEon, 
Mr. SprnoLa, Mr. Cogsweii, Mr. CumMines, Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. 
Kinsky, Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, and Mr. OutH- 


WAITE, as the committee on the part of the House of Representatives. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an ap- 
propriation of $2,000 be made for the United States building at Roch- 
ester, N. Y. - which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of War, stating, in response to a resolution of the 12th instant, that the 
records of the Treasury Department fail to show the reservation of 
any land at Tillamook, Oregon, for military purposes; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. MITCHELL, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented the joint resolutionof the Legis- 
lature of Nevada, recommending the passage of Senate bill 4827, pro- 
viding for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal under control of 
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the Government of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, the National Board of Trade, the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York, the New York Produce Exchange, the New York 
Cotton Exchange, and the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of New York 
City, remonstrating against the passsage of the Conger lard bill and 
praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 
2901, of Texas County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill and remonstrating against the passage of the Con- 
ger iard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 
2061, of Atchison County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the 
pure- ‘food bill and remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of C. T. Zapp and other citi- 
zens of Zapp, Tex., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the following petitions, praying for the 

speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ial to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of F. W. Richardson and 16 other citizens of Buffalo County, 
Nebraska; and 

Petition of John Campbell and 33 other citizens of Annandale, Clay 
County, Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of citizens of the county 
of Dawes, State of Nebraska, representing that their county is on the 
border of the State and next to the Sioux reservation, and calling at- 
tention to the fact that the alleged disarmament of the hostile Sioux 
has been farcical, and stating that the arms have been taken from 
friendly Indians, and that those who are hostile have turned in sim- 
ply those of a worthless and unavailable character. The petitioners 
call attention to their close proximity to the Sioux reservation and the 
danger they are constantly in from the armament of those hostile In- 
dians, and urge that something should be done in the direction of their 
disarmament, and the prevention of thesale of arms to them in the fu- 
ture. I move that the petition be referred tothe Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of the Franklin Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Mansfield, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Farmers’ Union, praying 
for the passage-of the Conger lard bill and the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Furniture Ex- 
change, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also~-presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Indian citizen- 
ship committee, praying for legislation looking to the government of 
the Indians by the ordinary laws of the land; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of councils of the Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Cleveland, Lowellsburg, and Osnaburg, in 
the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill to further restrict 
immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of P. J. Donald and 8 other citizens 
of the United States, praying for the repeal of the law authorizing 
the World’s Fair Columbian oe nee By which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Quadro-Centen 

He also presented a petition, pelmeniee signed by citizens of New 
England, praying for the passage of the joint resolution providing for 
closer commercial-intercourse with the Dominion of Canada; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Enon, Ohio, and a petition of members of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Enon, Ohio, praying that any exposition be closed on 
Sunday when Government appropriations are expended therefor; which 
were referred to the Select Committee on the tennial. 

He also presented a petition of cr ea peo No. 16, Union Veteran 
Legion, of Steubenville, Ohio, praying for the of a bill to in- 
sure preference in employmen . and retention therein in 
the public service of the United States of veterans of the late war; 

oe was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 


mets r. PETTIGREW presented a petition of citizens of Brown County, 
South Dakota, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented the pater praying for a revision 
of censws legislation and the t of a permanent census of- 
fice; which were referred to the Committee on the Census: 

Petition of the Business Men’s Association of Fort Wayne, Ind. ; 

Petition of the Board of Trade of Springfield, Mass. ; 

Petition of the Board of Trade of Coquille, Oregon; 
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Petition of the Drysalters’ Club of New England; 
Petition of the Master Builders’ Association, of Lynn, Mass. ; 
Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of South Bend, Wash. 


and 


ket Company, and the petition of Otto Lupe &Co., of Sanit Ste. Marie, 
Mich., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions, praying for the free 
coinage of silver, and the increase of the currency of the Government 
to $40 per capita; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Eureka Grange, No. 832, Patronsof Husbandry, of York 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Independence Grange, No. 179, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Washington County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No.737, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bedford County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Sewickley Grange, No. 704, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Niles Valley Grange, No. 966, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Tioga County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of North Fayette Grange, No. 969, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Central Grange, No. 835, Patrons of Husbandry, of West- 
moreland County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Eureka Grange, No. 816, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Crawford County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Oak Ridge Grange, No. 437, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Armstrong County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of O. S. Cary Grange, No. 493, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Jefferson County, Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of Jefferson Grange, No. 413, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Washington County, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY presented the following petitions, praying for the passage 
of the bill to restrict immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Venango Council, No. 358, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Franklin, Pa. ; 

Petition of Greensburgh (Pa.) Council, No. 82, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics; 

Petition of Pleasant Valley Council, No. 330, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Allegheny, Pa. ; 

Petition of William J. Byers Council, No. 282, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Wilkes Barre, Pa.; and 

Petition of Cambria Council, No. 192, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Wilmore, Pa. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of North Fayette Grange, No. 969, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the passage of a bill to prohibit the opening of any exhibition or 
exposition on Sunday where appropriations of the United States are 
expended therefor; which was referred tothe Committee on the Quadro- 
Centennial (Select). 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Protective 


Association, of Scranton, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the | 


Conger lard bill and praying for the passage of the 
food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Anti-Cobden Club, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of any measure providing 
for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 310 members of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Waverly Iowa, praying for the passage 
of a bill to prohibit the opening of any exhibition or exposition on Sun- 
day where appropriations of the United States are expended therefor; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- 
lect). 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of I. E. Buks and 14 other eiti- 
zens of Luna County, Washington, praying for the speedy passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented petitions of Piedmont and Anthem 
Councils of the American Defense Association, of West Virginia, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to restrict immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Farmersand Laborers’ Union 
No. 206, of De Kalb County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented petitions of members of the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance and Industrial Unions Nos. 87, 182, 513, 518, 559, and 1952, of 
the counties of Ellsworth, Jefferson, Stafford, Reno, Neosho, and Bar- 
ton, in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the Paddock 
pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of members of Farmers’ Alliance and 


Paddock pure- 


Industrial Union No. 1022 of the State of Kansas, and a memorial of 


members of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 668 of the 
State of Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
were qalmall tole on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich.) Cas- | 
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Union of Russell County, Kansas, praying for the passage of certain 
financial and other legislation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Williams and other citi- 
f Jetferson County, Kansas, praying for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
fe also presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy pas- 
e of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 
Petition of B. C. Hill and 9 other citizens of Coffey County, Kansas; 


ens ¢ 


and 

Petition of J. Arnet Caven and 14 other citizens of Burlington, Coffey 
County, Kansas. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Chicago, UL, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 


dered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield; 

A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 13471) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mounts; 

A bill (H. R. 13337) granting a pension to Henry Allhorn; and 

A bill (H. R, 12009) to grant a pension to Martha Tennery, widow of 
James H, Tennery, of Captain Griffin’s company, First Illinois, Black 
Hawk war. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, fo whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10990) granting a pension fo Sarah A. Phelps; and 

A bill (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones. 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 9798) to establish a United States 
| land court, and to provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of 
| private land claims in the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and the 
| States of Colorado, Nevada, and Wyoming, reported it with an amend- 

ment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

| A bill (H. R. 13030) granting a pension to Jennie May Cain 
A bill (H. R. 10323) to pension Frances E. Bidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Terry; 





A bill (H. R. 12973) granting a pension to Sarah Steedman; 
A bill (H. R. 12645) to place upon the pension rolls the name of 
Elizabeth Wolcott; and 


A bil] (H. R. 12402) for the benefit of General W. J. Landram. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7813) to place the name of James H. Walton on 
the pension rolls, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port adversely the bill (S. 4528) to provide the Government with means 
| sufficient to supply the national want of a sound circulating medium, 
| accompanied by a report. I ask to have the bill placed on the Calen- 
| dar. I shall not move to indefinitely postpone the bill in the absence 
| of the Senator from California [Mr, STANi ORD]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4380) to correct the record of John Holloran, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2106) giving William K. Mayo the rank and psy of rear admiral 
on the retired list of the Navy, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. SPOONER, fromthe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1570) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., reported it without 

amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman; 

A bill (EH. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
lory ; 

A bill (H. R. 12808) granting a pension to William D. Calkins, Com- 
pany A, One hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Mary 8. Day; 

A bill (H. R, 13041) increasing the pension of John Britton; 
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A bill (H. R. 13442) granting a pension to Mary C. Broughton; 

A bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, an army 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13242) granting _—— to Malinda Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who 
served as nurse in the late war under the nameof Mrs. Agnes Findley; 

A bill (H. R. 13082) granting a pension to Mary Jane Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 12145) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Dill; and 

A bill (H. R. 12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, 
widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy pay- 
master general, United States Army. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4924) to provide the times and places for holding 
terms of the United States courts in theState of Idaho, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7233) granting a pension to Margaret M. Cope- 
land, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

‘A bill (H. R. 13159) restoring the pension of Caroline Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins; 

A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B, Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 





SYLVESTER TRUESDELL, 


Mr. PLUMB, The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 4981) for the re- 
lief of Sylvester Truesdell. I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Sylvester Truesdell, who, on the 29th day of June, 
1856, made homestead entry of the southwest quarter of section 6, in township 
122 north, of range 33 west, of the fifth principal meridian, at St. Cloud, Minn., 
which entry was canceled on the 27th day of June, 1868, be, and he is hereby 
authorized to make another entry in lieu of said canceled entry, under and 
pursuant to the provisions of the homestead act, with credit for fees and com- 
missions, and also with credit as to residence for the time which he held said 


original entry, in addition to the other rights and privileges conferred by the 
homestead law. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
eration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH R. GORDON. 


Mr. SAWYER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12900) to increase the pension of 
Mrs, Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth 
Cavalry, to report it without amendment, and I ask immediate ac- 
tion upon it. The Senate passed a bill precisely like it, except that it 
provided for a pension at the rate of $50 a month, while the House 
bill grants a pension of $40 a month. If this bill is passed I shall ask 
the Senate to recail its bill from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow 
of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry, to $49 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving, to date trom the passage of this act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. Lask that the bill (S. 4655) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth 
Cavalry, be recalled from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 


Is there objection to the present consid- 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 5092) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Philamon Caywood; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also introduced a bill (8.5093) granting a pension to Samuel 
Langdon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5094) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert H. Bryan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 5095) granting a pension to Sarah M. 
Loomis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5096) to dividethe State of Kansas into 
an eastern and western judicial district, and for other pu ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5097) to incorporate East and West Wash- 
ington Traction Railway Company of District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 5058) for the relief of John C. 
Smith, Milton Evans, and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 5099) granting a pension 
to Robert J. Lisle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (8S. 5100) to prevent bookmaking 
and pool selling in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 5101) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against George Alcott on the rolls of the 
War Department; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on er so 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 5102) granting a pension to Mrs, Isabella 
Morrow; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5103) for the relief of N. F. 
Palmer, jr., & Co., of New York City; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 5104) to grant to the Mobile 
Transportation Company a right to trestle into Mobile Bay at or near 
Alabama Port; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 163) authoriz- 
ing the printing of theannual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics for 1890 on internal commerce; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be pro l by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial eee bill; which 
was ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 4621) to authorize the Washington and Chesa- 
peake Railroad Company to extend its railroad into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Indian and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be papers by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro b 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial can eae ge bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
6s Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be peat by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial a: riation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
- Mr. INGALLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred te 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLODGETT submitted an amendment intended to od 

erred to 


by him to the sundry civil a bill; which was 
the Comfhittee on the Library, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be by 
him to the Post-Office tion bill; which was referred Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 
Ordered, That George C. Haynie have leave to withdraw his papers from the 
files of the Senate. 
REPORT ON DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer a concurrent resolution and I ask that it 
may be referred to the Committee on Printing. I desire to call the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on Printing toit. Itisa 
resolution in regard to printing the special report of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry of the Department of Agriculture on the diseases of 
the horse. 

The concurrent resolution was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Pub- 
lie Printer be,and hereby is, directed to print and bind 15,000 copies of the 
special report on diseases of the horse by the Bureau of Animal Industry, 


partment of Agriculture, 5,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 


INDIAN CONTRACT SCHOOLS, 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish the Senate 
with copies of all correspondence between the said Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and between either of them and any 
persons representing different religious denominations, relating to Indian con- 
tract schools since July 1, 1889. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS F. WATSON. 


Mr. CAMERON. Several days since I gave notice that I should at 
4 o’clock this afternoon ask the Senate to consider resolutions com- 
memorative of the life, character, and public services of my late col- 
league in the House of Representatives, Hon. Lewis F. Watson. I 
now withdraw that notice, and announce that on Monday next, at 5 
o’clock in the afternoon, I shall call up the resolutions. 


FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (5. 2648) granting right of way to the 
Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort 
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ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 
Mr. HALE. If the morning business is through— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VITI, is in order. 
Mr. HALE, TI ask that the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill be proceeded with. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13069) mak- 
ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 


AND CONSULAR BILL. 


| States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 





Riley military reservation in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes, hav- | 


ing met, after full and free conference haveagreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

1. Inline 1, page 2, section 2, of the House amendment, after the word “and,” 
insert the words ‘to have the;’’ and the House agree to the same. 

2. In line 1, page 2, section 2 of the House amendment, after the word “use,” 
insert the word “thereof ;’’ and the House agree to the same. 

8. In line 8, page 2, section 3, of the House amendment, strike out the words 
“one passenger ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the following words: “al! persons 
in the military service of the United States and their families ;’’ and the House 
agree to the same. 

4. In line 10, e section 3, of the House amendment, after the word 
“cents,” insert the word “ each ;’’ and the House agree to the same. 

Jos. R. HAWLEY, 
CHAS. F. MANDERSON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. 8S. WILLIAMS, 
JOS. WHEELER, 
W. M. KINSEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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The report was concurred in. 


ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 3270. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the 
administratrix of the estate of George W. Lawrence. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 1, line 
4, after the word ‘‘ work,’’ to insert: 

But no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be 
considered unless such advance occurred during the prolonged term for com- 

ng the work rendered necessary by delay resulting from the action of the 

vernment aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have been 

avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the 
contractor. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House nonconcurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a pension to Mary C. 
Hoffman, widow of General William Hoffman, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SAawYeER, Mr. BELKNAP, and Mr. YopER the man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12499) mak- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrr], which will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Colombia,”’ 
strike out the word ‘‘ and;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘* Peru,”’ 
insert the words ‘‘and Portugal;’’ and in lines 6 and 7, on the same 
page, strike out the words ‘‘ fifty thousand dollars ’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘sixty thousand dollars;’’ so as to read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Turkey, Chili, the 
Argentine Republic, the United States of Colombia, Peru, and Portugal, at 
$10,000 each, $60, 000, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had the 
floor upon the amendment when the Senate adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the mover of this amend- 
ment if it proposes to raise the rank of the minister, or does it merely 
propose to raise the salary ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Isuppose it would have the effect of raising the rank. 
The clause in which the amend mentis inserted is for the salaries of ‘‘ en- 
voys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary.’’ It is proposed to 
insert ‘‘ Portugal ’’ in the clause which contains ‘‘ Turkey, Chili, the 
Argentine Republic, the United States of Colombia, and Peru,’’ and 
transfer it from the clause which reads as follows: 

Ministers resident and consuls general in Hayti, Persia, Portugal, and Siam, 
at $5,000 each. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not detain the Senate upon this question for any 
length of time. Ihad desired at some time to address the Senate more 
at length upon the necessity of conforming our diplomatic usages to 
the usages of other civilized nations with whom we have diplomatic 
relations. 

I suppose that every person who has studied the sabject, especially 
every person who has represented the United States abroad, as you 
have, Mr. President, in a very distinguished and honorable post inthe 
diplomatic service, understands perfectly well that the customs which 
have been established, And which have been established for centuries, 
in the relations of nations with each other, put the United States and 
the citizens of the United States at a grievous disadvantage. 

Every foreign government treats with other nations, not according 
to their rank, nor according to their importance, nor according to the 
community of interest between the two nations, but solely with refer- 
ence to the question of diplomatic rank. So if the minister of the 
United States, having to discuss important commercial relations and 
interests which may affect millions upon millions of dollars, having to 
discuss a question upon which the grave issues of peace or war may 
turn, although he has been waiting for three hours at the foreign ot- 
fice in England for his audience, if an embassador from Siam or from 
Hayti presents himself the United States minister must wait longer, 
and every American interest suffers and is brought into contempt. It 
is not merely a question of compliance with the usages of rank and 
fashion or the unrepublican usages which prevail in courts. It isa 
question of the common law of civilized nations, which no single na- 
tion can break down or depart from, except toitsowndetriment. What- 
ever may be the salary, the question of the due and dignified and re- 
spectful conduct of our public businessis in issue, and wherever there is 
a power with whom we transact important business we ought to have 
oflicials of the highest rank, which are embassadors. 

I wish to send up to the desk and have read a very spirited and en- 
tertaining sketch of the way this thing works at the court of Great 
Britain by my friend Mr. Smalley, the accomplished correspondent of 
the New York Tribune, who is himself at this moment the head of the 
great profession of newspaper correspondents, of which he is almost 
the creator and the leader. Mr. Smalley’s book, entitled ‘‘ London 
Letters,’’ will be, I think, one of the most valuable materials in fu- 
ture centuries for the history of our present age, the history of English 
politics, the character and quality of leading Englishmen, and cer- 
tainly of the official and political usages which affect so largely the 
public business there. I ask the Secretary toread, beginning with the 
words ‘‘ Mr. Phelps,’’ on page 224, down to the middle of page 226. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


MR, PHELPS—HIS DIPLOMATIC RANK IN GREAT BRITAIN, 


LonpDon, April 28, 1885. 
It may be interesting to point out the precise place in the order of diplomatic 
precedence which Mr. Phelps will occupy on his arrival at the Court of St. James, 
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As heis not an embassador, he will rank, of course, after all the embassadors, of 


whom there are at this momentseven, Turkey havingtwo. The seniormember 
of the entire diplomatic body is a Turk, an un le Tark, Musurus Pacha. 
Count Munster, whose quarrel with Prince Bismarck had led to neither his res- 
ignation nor removal, comes next, then Count Karolyi, the Austro-Hungarian, 


who is followed by Count Nigra, of Italy, who is one before M. Wadding- 
ton, the embassador of the French Republic, who immediately precedes M. de 
Staal, of Russia ; to whom succeeds the special embassador of the Sublime Porte, 
Hassan Fehmi Pacha, 

That closes the list of embassadors. The first in the list of ministers is Count 
de Bylandt, the popular envoy of the Netherlands; the second is Baron Sol- 
vyns, the not less popular Belgian. For the third you must go allthe way to 
Persia, long represented by Prince Maleom Khan, and from Persia all the way 
to Brazil for the fourth—the well-known Baron de Penedo, with a social repu- 
tation ofhisown. Portugal comes next but one to her ancient dependency, 
Spain intervening, and Sweden following. Then the list descends in order 
through the ministers of Salvador, China, Guatemala, and the Argentine 
Republic to Mr. Lowell. But on Mr, Lowell's departure the United States 
loses its present proud position after Guatemala and the Argentine Republic. 
Denmark steps in, and after Denmark Colombia (supposing Admiral Jouett 
not to have extinguished her meantime); then Remain Ol li, Mexico, Siam. 
It is worth pausing in this downward scale to note that Siam is re mted by 
his Royal Highness Krom Mun Nares Varariddhi, a name which I affection- 
ately commend to the closest solicitude of the proof-reader. We resume with 
Costa Rica, proceed with Venezuela, and go on by way of Hayti, Servia, Japan, 
and Uruguay. 

Last ofall will come Mr. Phelps, as minister of the United States of America. 
He will be entitled to an uninterrupted view of the backs of twenty-three min- 
isters and seven embassadors at court and elsewhere. When he calls upon 
Lord Granville, at the foreign office, seven embassadors and twenty-three min- 
isters will have theright to goin before him. The business of the United States 
can not be transacted before the affairs of Guatemala, of Costa Rica, and of 
Hayti have been disposed of. Salvador is to be heard before her; she will wait 
upon the good pleasure of Siam; the world-wide interests of the Kingdoms of 
Servia and Roumania may claim a full discussion before the ear of the British 
secretary of state for foreign affairs is open to the trivial concerns of the petty 
republie beyond the Atlantic, with its fifty or sixty millions of people. 

it is, [hope, obvious that diplomatic precedence is not determined by such 
slight considerations as the relative importance of the powers represented. It 
is determined first by rank. An embassador is a being superior to a minister, 
and any embassador goes before any minister alike in matters of ceremony 
and matters of business. Seniority is the only other condition of precedence. 
The embassador who has been here longest takes precedence of all his col- 
leagues, who follow according to the dates of their appointment, or, I suppose, 
strictly speaking, their credentials. The rule is the same with ministers. 

When Mr. Phelps arrives, the Vermont lawyer of sixty will be—for all official 
and social and ceremonial purposes—the youngest diplomatist at the Court of 
St. James; absolutely last on the official “list of foreign ministers at this Court 
in the order of their precedence in each class,” as the lord chamberlain phrases 
it. As other powers change their ministers less frequently than we do, he will 
climb upward but slowly. It rests, nevertheless, with the United States to say 
whether he shall remain at the bottom of this long roll of inferior pleni n- 
tiaries,. The moment Congress chooses toenlarge the legation into an em Ws 
the American embassador will take his place with other em ors. There 
are usually six; an American would therefore be one of seven, who rank above 
all ministers and other diplomatic agents. Failing this, he will remain for an 
indefinite period as bob to the diplomatic kite. 


Mr. PLUMB. 
the subject ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is at present. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam very sorry that the Senator concluded with a 
quotation of that kind from avery exemplary gentieman, no doubt, but 
one who has so entirely unamericanized himself that, when he last 
came to the United States, he could hardly speak the English lan- 
guage, and he had become so entirely affected by the cockney 
’ which he heard in London, that he forgot the English or the 
American language, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
suggests. 

When an authority of that kind can be quoted to show how near the 
American Republic comes to the absolute end of its career, how near it 
comes to entire destruction because it does not change a word in its ap- 
propriation bill, because it does not call some man an ‘‘ embassador’’ 
instead of a ‘‘ minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary,’’ why, 
Mr. President, the angels must pause in contemplation of the magni- 
tude of this question. Think ofa professional snoh, who has set himself 
up to characterize the American Congress and the American people, to 
exhibit the peril American institutions are in, and the grave interests 
involved, and everything of that kind, because, forsooth, according to 
the rule which prevails at the British court and the order of precedence 
among those who stand around in meek and lowly attendance =e 
holy group of British royalty, an American minister comes in d 
some one who happens to have a little more ambitious name and prob- 
ably more ambitious purple upon his person! 

Mr. President, what happened when we were engaged in the war for 
Independence, when something was at stake? What happened when 
Franklin was at the court of France, at a time when names were not 
things, as they are in these latter days? Did anyone degrade Mr. 
Franklin or was he degraded because he was simply a citizen of a 
struggling country, seeking to emerge above theordinary level of things 
into the atm of nationality? Did anyone speak of Mr. Dayton 
or Mr. Adams during our late struggle as less entitled to consideration 
at the time when the life of the nation was in the balance than some 
pumpernickel representative of acountry which might be entitled to an 
embassador from some southwest corner of some one of the old and ef- 
fete monarchies of the old countries? 


Is that the conclusion of the Senator’s argument on 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 


ished business, which is the bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating tocopy- 
rights. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that that bill may be laid aside informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be informally laid aside, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, public opinion in this country is not 
represented by sentiments of that kind, and the interests of this country 
are not dependent upon considerations of that kind. No American 
colony in England has any relation whatever in things material to this 
people. Themen who themselves, as consuls and as Tribune 
correspondents, do and have done (as under the preceding Republican 
Administration one of them did to the extent of saying practically, as 
he ran down from Glasgow to London, that he was sorry he was an 
American citizen, notwithstanding hedrew pay out of American money), 
are not the class of people who fix the policy of legislation and of 
embassadorial designation for the American Congress, or represent 
American public sentiment; and it is not they, I beg to say, who are 
going to fix the limits and confine the operations of the American people. 

The public sentiment of this country no longer resides in the quar- 
ters in which there is an affectation of unamericanism in and 
manners and dress. It is going to be fixed in the interior of this coun- 
try, as Mr. Seward said in one of the greatest speeches he ever made, 
among the people who reside at the sources of the great waters, and 
who will use the cities on the coast as the mouths merely by which 
they will speak the sentiments which, in their reflective moments, they 
may have to express. 

It would be degrading at this late hour in our history, after having 
incurred the perils of the Revolution in order to sever ourselves from 
England, of a second war in order to make our independence more 
perpetual, and of the war of the rebellion, during which we bad to 
consider the possibility of the active and the hostile intervention of 
France and England, during which time we were represented by sim- 
ple citizens of the United States, bearing not the title of embassadors 
but of ministers plenipotentiary and envoys extraordinary; after we 
have got beyond all the things that are material, beyond all questions 
of independence, it is too late to complain that we do not get the roast 
at the feast and the good things at the table and the precedence in 
all the society notes and ordinances that obtain around foreign capi- 
tals unless we will change the title of our foreign representatives ! 

Why, Mr. President, that article reminds me of the society column 
in the Washington Star. We have got to that point really where we 
want to settle this question of our relations with foreign governments 
upon the leather and prunella, the tithes of mint and cummin of 
social distinctions which prevail in localities where American senti- 
ment no less than American is absolutely ‘tabooed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think I ought to say for the writer of 
the statement which I quoted that, although the Senator from Kansas 
thinks he has forgotten the English language—— 

Mr. PLUMB. The American language. 

Mr. HOAR. The English lan as spoken in America, I think 
his style is a pretty good men of as racy, idiomatic, bright, spark- 
ling English as is spoken in the United States, almost as much so as 
that of the Senator from Kansas. That is saying a great deal, because 
the Senator from Kansas has an admirable gift of that kind, and the 
comparison, I hope, will not offend him, because I wish to pay a com- 
pliment to the gentleman I allude to in using his own English asa 
comparison. But the fact is just this, and it can not be rubbed out or 
answered by sneers at the fashionable column in the Star, or fashion- 
able society abroad, or by talking about the dignity of this country. 
This country has the right tosay in what order her businessshall be con- 
sidered at a foreign court, and when she uses the word ‘‘envoy”’ or 
‘minister ’’ she means justas if she had said, in other words, *‘ this man 
whom we send to you is to rank No. 50 in his right to have business 
considered.” If we use the word “‘embassador,’’ even if we do not raise 
the pay or change the man, that means that we think our business of 
importance enough to be considered in England or in France No. 1 
or No. 6, according to the date of his commission; and that is all there 
is of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will he tell me, the Senate, and the country, 
why it is, if the title of the official is so very important, England does 
not send an embassador to the United States? 

Mr. HOAR. Because we do not send one to her. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ah! Very well. Thatisit. In other words, we 
must de it first. They have not sent one to us and we must take the 
initiative. The fact is, there is not at this Capital of the United States 
a single embassador of any foreign nation. 

Mr. HOAK. Is that the question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will submit that to the criticism of the Senator as 
equal to the questions he usually submits himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not to transfer this argument into an ex- 
my honorable friend from Kansas, because 
I have tried that once or —S and I eee ae 
worst of it, as I have no doubt I again. The Senator Kan- 
sas has a much readier wit and much greater skill at these gibes than 

not to enter into a controversy of that kind. 

The Constitution of the United States provided that we should ap- 
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point “‘embassadors and other public ministers and consuls,’’ expect- 

“that, when the United States got to the proper rank and became 
able to do it and possessed the means, we would take upon ourselves 
the attitude of a first-class power, and that is all there is of this ques- 
tion. 

It is a question of the meaning of the English language, and the 
language used in addressing other courts by the law is the English 
language always. The English language has a fixed meaning. When 
you say a judge or a judicial officer you do not mean asheriff, although 
the sheriff may be just as good, but you mean a judge. When you 
say ‘‘embassador,’’ you mean that you send a man to another country 
as an embassador, that is saying by the United States of America, 
‘*We desire you to consider our business as of first-rate importance, 
and to treat this man as entitled to come first in all competitions for a 
hearing.’’ That is the meaning of the word embassador. It is nota 
question of dignity, or of title, or of social distinction, or of rank, or 
flourish of trumpets. When we say ‘‘envoy,’’ we mean “ we do not 
consider our business of great importance, and you may treat this man 
as No. 47 or No. 67, as the case may be,’’ according to the date of his 
commission. 


Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to make 


a suggestion? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
Mr. GRAY. If the special business in hand between the two coun- 


tries required the selection of an army officer to go abroad, how would 
it be obnoxious to popular criticism that we should send a major gen- 
eral instead of a captain of cavalry? 

Mr. HOAR. Ican not see myself. The Senator from Kansas says 
if there were a great, imperative occasion the head of the English for- 
eign offic> might make a special appointment to receive the foreign min- 
ister at his house or somewhere else. The case he puts is a very un- 
fortunate one for him. Thereis nothing more humiliating to American 
pride than the way, in the early days of our embassy to France, that 


of the time Mr.’ Jay—those three men, the most illustrious names, with 
one exception, almost in our history—had to cool their heels around 
the court of France and wait days and weeks in order to get an audi- 
ence. The thing did not happen which the Senator from Kansas states 
happened. So in regard to our minister to England. 

‘The nations of the world have set this usage, and our Constitution 
directs us to consider it by saying that we shall appoint embassadors 
and other ministers, embassadors being the only name mentioned. 

I state again, it is a simple question of the word we use and our own 
desire as to how a man shall be received. Write down ‘‘embassador ’’ 
on hiscommission, and he is No. 1, or at any rate, not lower than No. 6. 
Write “‘envoy,’’ and he goes down behind No. 47 when he first arrives. 

Mr. PLUMB. Forty-seven at dinner, or what? 

Mr. HOAR. To be heard by the foreign office. The foreign min- 
ister comes in after his summer vacation and he findsin his anteroom 
twenty ministers waiting, and the United States minister has got to 
wait until all the twenty are served. It is a matter of absolute right 
for consideration. Ifthe United States minister has been waiting out- 
side two hours and an embassador from Siam comes in, then the Eng- 
lish minister has got to take up Siam, or Turkey, or Persia, or half 
a dozen others of them and hear them all, keeping the American min- 
ister waiting, although hegotthere first. Thatis done not by England’s 
wanting to show us any disrespect, but because we have said that is 
exactly what we want to do; and when it has been proposed, as it has 
been by every Administration, by Mr. Bayard, by Mr. Blaine, and all 
their predecessors, somebody gets up and says to the Senate, ‘‘Do not 
do it; the seat of power is in the Northwest, at the source of the rivers, 
and those fellows that come from the East, who go to London and have 
their fashionable items of intelligence in the Star, are a poor, miserable 
set of fellows, and we do notthink muchof them. The man who hap- 
pens to see it is a newspaper correspondent, and therefore you had better 
not do it.’’ That is the logic which prevents its being done, and that 
is all the argument I have ever heard. 

It may be a good plan to send an American minister to London and 
tell him to stuff his trouser legs in his boots and go without stockings, 
as I understand at the source of the rivers is the fashionable thing to 
do. Ido not think that is the way, and it is not a question, as I say 

in, of complying with fashionable folly. It is a question of com- 
plying with the regulations that have been established for the inter- 
course of nations probably fur five hundred years, and which our Con- 
stitution points out to us, 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator adds nothing to his first statement, ex- 
cept to re-enforce the idea that when we come to deal with foreign 
countries we have got to accept of their ceremonials as affecting our re- 
sponsibilities and our interests, He does not meet the case which is 
presented by the fact that Great Britain sends only a minister here 
and not an embassador. 

Mr. HOAR. Because we do not send one there. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. He does not meet the other case. The 
dean of the whole diplomatic corps at this Capital, at Washington, was 
for a long time, and is now, the minister from Hayti, the most 
inconsiderable nation of the world. That order of precedence grows 








up by duration and length of service, which entitles the minister from 
Hayti—and it requires a search warrant from time to time to find the 
actual location of that principality—actually sits at the head of the table 
of all the men representing foreign governments at this Capital of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, if it be true, as the Senator from Massachusetts says, 
that it is the designation we give to our foreign representatives, then 
why should we not say by law, if necessary, that we consider that 
‘* minister ’’ is a more pretentious title than ‘‘ embassador,’’ and why 
should we not go back to the days of the French revolution and say 
that ‘‘citizen’’ means more than either ‘‘ embassador”’ or ‘‘ minister,’’ 
if pames are things and if that is all thereis of it? Ifitisonly a 
question of how deep we can get down into the dustand how prone we 
can put ourselves before the social usages of foreign capitals, and it is 
not important to the interests of the country, then we ought to adopt 
some more humiliating phrase, and idea, and plan than the Senato: 
has suggested, and burn our incense under the nostrils of royalty. 

Mr. President, there was something in the sneer of the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the people out West who have got poor do not wear 
stockings. There is something in that, I agree. There was a self- 
sufliciency about it which characterizes the people from whom he comes, 
and who have been fortunate enough to be able to make a law to suit 
themselves, and thereby impose a tax upon stockings which people who 
can fight battles and make speeches and make laws can not buy. 

The strokeof the Scotch claymore was no weaker because it was raised 
above the stockingless legs of the good honest Scotch body which bore 
it and gave it power. No, Mr. President, names are not things any 
more. The fact that the Senator has by the arts of legislation been 
enabled to put his constituents, in their instrumentalities and thei: 
power to levy toll upon other people, above the mass of the people of 
the United States does not constitute a primacy, except that which as- 
sumes that there is no principle except power and no morals except in- 


| terest, 
Franklin and John Adams, and Silas Deane part of the time, and part | 


When we go to the Court of St. James in the person of whomever we 
send there, then it is the power of sixty-five millions of apparently sel{- 
respecting people—Isay ‘‘apparently ’’ advisedly—itis the power of th« 
people who have subdued a continent and have been able to maintain 
themselves there and extend their power, not by words, not by a sim- 
ulated language, which affects, not Americanism, but the fashionable 
speech that is begotten in the presence which surrounds the royalty 
of Great Britain, but which is good honest Anglo-Saxon, and knows how 
to express what it wants, as Butler, a good Massachusetts man, said 
of a widow, that she knew what she wanted and was not ashamed to 
ask for it. 

No, Mr. President, when at this late day we have reached that point 
where we have got to settle the primacy that we have in the powers 
of state by the phrase with which we endow the man whom we send 
abroad, by the title which we put on him, notwithstanding the Re- 
vised Statutes meant something when they said, for the purpose of get- 
ting away from the very frills and furbelows that the Senator now 
wauts to surround this office with, that no man who represents the 
United States shall wear a uniform, or anything else but the plain 
paraphernalia of clothing which is common in circles in which stock- 
ings, if common, are not always so dear as those which the Senator’s 
constituents make, and are willing to sell at a small profit to other 
people. 

I beg to say to the Senator that there is more in this thing than a 
sneer about No. 47, and that if the American Government ever chooses 
to have its embassador at the head for any particular purpose it will 
say so. During our time of trouble, as I said before, the honored citi- 
zen of that State of Massachusetts, which the Senator now represents, 
who was then our minister to England, did not complain that he could 
not get an audience with the prime minister of Great Britain with re- 
gard to matters which affected the integrity of the American Republic. 
He did not say that if Siam camein he had to drop to No. 47 and wait 
with his speech half punctuated and half uttered; notatall. Those 
were days in which there was something at stake. But now we have 
got into the leather and prunello, the mere drivel of things, in which 
the affairs of nations are to be settled, not in American speech and on 
American plans and ideas, but upon this false basis of furniture and 
uniform. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for saying to him that Mr 

Adams’s secretary of legation, Mr. Moran, told me that Mr. Adams 
was obliged to undergo infinite humiliation to get his opportunity for 
diplomatic discussion, and the Senator from Maine tells me that Mr. 
Phelps said the same thing? 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Phelps, I have no doubt, is very easily humili- 
ated. I expectedthat of him. He was not living there in the perilous 
times when Adamsserved at the Court of St. James. Justthinkof the 
enormous consequences of the length of a man’s coat tails during Mr. 
Phelps’s service there as compared with the trifling things that affected 
the integrity of the American Republic when Adams was there. 

I want to say one other thing. When this question was under de- 
bate before we had here the rules which prevail at the Court of Ger- 
many, of which the Senator may have heard, a court of some conse- 
quence, in which it is especially Jaid down “‘ first come first served.’’ 
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In other words, if the American minister is an early bird and gets up 
at a proper time in the morning and gets down to the palace before No. 
47, he gets in accordingly. Now, I suppose the Senator thinks that if 
we just hitch the title of embassador onto bis coat-tails, if he came 
in after No. 47 he would go up ahead simply because he had that title 
designation on his garments. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask consent of the Senate to be excused from voting 
on this question. [ Laughter. } 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The excuse asked by the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be granted, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I rise to speak on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpi], but I will say a 
word on the general question of rank. 

We had an interesting debate some two years ago on this subject of 
the rank of embassadors, and the only sensible view of that rank is 
this, that under the arrangements with the governments with whom 
we have these relations and they with us, this title and rank of em- 
bassador gives certain privileges. So far as the great powers themselves 
are concerned with whom we have to do, it would be desired on their 
part that we should conform to that regulation and be placed in the 
first rank of dignity and representation. They would like that for two 
reasons: First, our importance in our relations, commercial, political, 
and otherwise, with these great powers entitles them to put us upon 
such footing if they could. Another reason they have is that they 
would be glad to find it in their power to send the most eminent of 
their public servants in the diplomatic employment tous; but that can 
not be done without injury to the rank and benefits in pension after 
their service expires and during theirservice. Their governments can 
not put them on that footing, in justice to these envoys themselves, 
which they would like to do. 

All this conversation, as it seems to me, of the personal inconven- 
ience of embassadors and these suggestions that are commented upon 
are not of any great importance, and the iron does not enter very deeply 
into the soul of our ministers whom we send abroad. No one has ever 
resigned by reason of this obstruction in our service, and we have been 
able to carry on important matters, when important matters arose with 
foreign courts, without any impediment to a very fair hearing of what- 
ever we had tosay. Nevertheless, it is of very great importance in 
the sense that I have stated that in this rank and intercourse of na- 
tions we should conform to the regulations as adopted until they are 
changed, 

I have regretted very much that our envoys to the great powers 
should not have been clothed with the office of embassador in order that 
the nations might be in better relation for their intercourse than they 
now are. I mean their relation with us and ours with them. 

Now, it having been determined upon that matter that we would 
not raise the envoys extraordinary to the rank of, embassadors, there 
seems to have set in a disposition to raise all that were below the rank 
of envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary up to the level 
with them, without any very great attention to the importance of the 
courts or the seriousness of our interests in our intercourse with them. 
I have nothing to say in regard to that, except, as a general proposition, 
that it ought to be carefully considered before any elevation in partic- 
ular instances is made, by considering what effect it would have upon 
the other representations we have with foreign powers that are on the 
level or may be regarded in a certain sense of less importance, where 
we now have ministers resident or chargés d’affaires, ete. 

Now, on this particular matter of the minister to Portugal, I shall 
support that on the question of the entire p a in every point of 
view of raising the salary. The Kingdom of Portugal, an ancient 
monarchy, shorn, no doubt, by the progress of years of its im ce 
from century to century, is a court of expensive residence, and leading 
to such intercourse as involves expenditures, as in this city, for in- 
stance, or in one of our great cities, wlien in other places the same ex- 
penditures would not be needed. It seems to me quite unseemly that 
a minister should-be sent to Portugal and obliged to expend in great 
part out of his own income not the display, but the proper and reason- 
able support of his position in society. 

I should hope, therefore, that when we have an accompl Geman = 
ister there indeed, as we had in the last representative 
previous representatives, important public men held in "nigh regard at 
home, there should be at least a proper support of his place 
and employment. 

I hope that the amendment of the Senator from Oregon will receive 
favorable attention from the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, since last night I have looked up the 
statute that fixes all these diplomatic officers. Their grade, d 
tion, and salary are all fixed by ins law, originally by the act of 
1873, and incorporated in the Revised Statutes, Title XXVIII, —- 
ter 1. I make the point of order that this amendment 
existing law, not in reference to the salary, but that it ‘ee 

e and designation and rank of the minister. He is provided for in 
was minister resident to 7 and the amendment seeks to make 
him an envoy extraordinary 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair holds that the point of order 
Deuce 
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Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I hope I may beallowed to say a word 
atleast. I believe the Senator from Maine madeasimilar point of order 
yesterday and the Chair ruled that the point of order was well taken. 
I think it is a matter that ought to receive a little consideration before 
such a ruling is made. 

In the first place, the proposition made by the amendment is to in- 
crease the rank in to an individual. It affects no other foreign 
officer in the service. It simply changes the designation of his office 
and appropriates money for the payment of an envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Portagal instead of being an appropriation 
for minister resident and consul general. It is the first time, I believe, 
since I have been in the Senate that such a question of order has been 
raised. The Senate went so far atone time, I think, as to change —_ 
an appropriation bill the title of all our ministers to the principal for- 
eign countries to that of embassadors. 

Mr, HALE. I raised the point of order yesterday in regard to an- 
other amendment and it was sustained. 

Mr. DOLPH. I know, but as I was not interested in that amend- 
ment, and did not have time to get to my feet, I did not make any pro- 
test in regard to it, but I doubt very much whether the point of order 
was well taken, and I submit the matter to the careful attention of the 
presiding officer. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Sevator see that if this applies to only one 
case it would result in the entire law being changed, if we took up these 
places one at atime? The general law is clear and distinct and fixes 
the rank. It is incorporated in the Revised Statutes, and that law is 
changed; if you take up one place or take up six places it makes no dif- 
ference, provided, as I have said, you could change and uproot the law 
by one case at a time. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the general law merely provides that to certain 
countries there shall be envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipo- 
tentiary appointed, and to other countries there shall be ministers res- 
ident and consuls general appointed, and it fixes the salaries of those 
officers. Now, I suggest ein. when the salary is not named in the 
general act, changing the salary of the officer would be general legisla- 
tion within the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. HALE. It comes under the other part of Rule XVI, which de- 
clares that the head of a Department or a committee of the body may 
report a change increasing an appropriation. That applies only to the 
salary. My point of order goes to the other matter and only to the 
change of existing law. Ido not think there is any doubt about it, 
and the Senator, who is a good lawyer himself, should have no doubt 
abont it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Sometimes there is difficulty in determining just 
what is general law and what is special law. I hold in my hand An- 
derson’s Dictionary of Law, in which he says: 


GENERAL LAW: Relates to a whole genus or kind, to a whole class or order. 
Opposed, local or special law. See Public law. 
law which affects a class of persons or things less than all may be a “‘ gen- 
eral” aw. 
> * * * * 


Pcesiic LAW: (1) International law. ‘@) A law involving public interests. 
Opposed, private law. A law for the benefit of an individual or individuals. 

As I apprehend the scope of the amendment it only affects a single 
individual, and I can not conceive that it is any more general ] 
tion than legislation affecting the salary that heshall receive. At least 
it has been quite customary to provide for officers of the Government, 
assistants to some De ent of the Government, to increase their 

to change their title, their designation, by amendments to an 
appropriation bill. I suggest that such a ruling asis sought for by the 
Senator from Maine may arise hereafter to prove a great inconvenience. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the point of 
order is well taken. 

Mr. DOLPH, I then offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in on page 3, lines 24 and 25. Thatisin order. It would 
put Portugal on a par with Corea. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 2, lines 24 and 25, amend so as to 


aaa resident and consuls general in Corea and Portugal, at $7,500 each, 
Mr. DOLPH. This amendment does not change the rank. It in- 
creases the salary $2,500; that is, to the amount of $7,500, It puts 
Portugal on a par with Corea. 
Mr. HALE. Has the amendment been reported from a standing 
committee? 
Mr. DOLPH. It has not, but the increase of salary is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. HALE. Is the distinctive amendment that is pro by the 
e Senate or 


Senator either recommended 7 a standing committee of 
estimated for by the Treasury Department? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is estimated for. It is not necessary that this dis- 
tinctive fmendment should be estimated for. 

Mr. HALE. oe ae. oan rea that an amendment which 


proposes to raise a salary or increase or insert a new 
one must either have Se ‘by a standing committee of the 
Senate or estimated for by the 

Mr. DOLPH. I showed Ribak inetine dt the vatary of 
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this officer $5,000 was estimated for by the Department, and that the 
Department transmitted it here with the favorable recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. That brings it within the rule. If an 
estimate has been made for an increase of salary it is not necessary 
that the amendment should be reported from a committee. 

Mr. HALE. I have sent for the estimates, Mr. President. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will hand it to the Senator. The recommendation 
involves two things, changing the title from minister resident and con- 
sul general to minister plenipotentiary, and also increasing the salary 
from $5,000 to $10,000. I claim that that is an estimate, and I think 
nobody can successfully deny it. That covers this proposed increase 
and makes the amendment in order. The main question is whether 
the Department has recommended an increase of salary which covers 
this amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon will be again read. 

The CoigF CLERK. On page 2, lines 24 and 25, amend the clause 
so as to read: 

Ministers resident and consuls general in Corea and Portugal, at $7,500 each, 
$15,000. 

Mr. HALE. The bill provides for Corea, as last year, at $7,500. 

Mr. DOLPH,. That is not changed, but the amendment simply 
puts Portugalin the same clause, and changes the phraseology of the 
clause to cover the amendment, which is made necessary by inserting 
Portugal. 

Mr. HALE. No standing committee has reported the amendment, 
so that it does not come under that provision. In the Book of Esti- 
mates—and I will read for the information of the Chair under the head 
of ‘‘ Salaries of ministers’’—is the following: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Portugal, $5,000. 

Additional, submitted, $5,000, 

That increase carries with it the reasoning of the Department, that 
it desired that this mission should be raised and that the salary should 
be increased. Now, the proposition to raise the grade has gone out on 
a point of order,and the Senator moves to make it minister resident at 
$7,500. . That has not been estimated for by the Department. Non con- 
stat because the Department has recommended $5,000 increase in the 
grade of minister that it would have recommended any increase upon 
the present grade, and therefore I insist on my point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The Chair 
thinks the point of order is well taken, 

Mr. DOLPH. I appeal from that decision, on which I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the decision the Senator from 
Oregon appeals, on which he demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. May I say a word? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is debatable. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have read from the Book of Estimates to show that 
the Secretary of the Treasury recommended an increase of the com- 
pensation of our representative at Portugal to $10,000—$5,000 addi- 
tional. In the same place, but as a separate recommendation, he rec- 
ommended that the grade be changed to that of envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary. 

Mr. President, I think there can be no sort of question but that this 
amendment comes within the rule. There isanestimateforit. There 
is an estimate for twice the amount. 

Mr. HALE. For what? 

Mr. DOLPH. For the salary of this representative. 

Mr. HALE. Of minister resident, 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not care what you call it, whether minister resi- 
dent or envoy extraordinary. 

Mr. HALE. That is what the Senator’s amendment makes him, 
minister resident. 

Mr. DOLPH. He is minister resident. 

Mr. HALE. For his increase of salary -—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not change his salary. 

Mr. HALE. There is no recommendation—— 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator raises the point of order, and I do not 

the salary. 

Mr. HALE. There is no recommendation of the Department that 








as a minister resident the salary shall be increased, but if you put him | 
up to envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary an increase of | 


salary would follow. 

Mr. DOLPH. No, not necessarily or naturally. 
ing bill before me, and I read from page 3: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, $5,000. 


That is the same amount that is now paid to the ministers resident 
and consuls general at Portugal, Hayti, Persia, and Siam. 

Mr. HALE. There is an amendment before the Senate increasing 
the salary because it has been raised to envoy. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know anything about the amendment. I 


I have the pend- 





take the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations. They did 
not think that because this officer was styled envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary his salary should be raised. They have not 
reported favorably on any amendment proposing to increase his salary. 

Mr. HALE. We had no estimate for it. 

Mr. DOLPH. No, there was no estimate for that; but we have an 
estimate for the increase of salary proposed by my amendment. As I 
said yesterday, so faras I know, long before this gentleman was ap- 
pointed to this place, without solicitation on the part of his friends, 
formally the head of the Department asked that the salary of our rep- 
resentative in Portugal should be increased to $10,000, an addition of 
$5,000; and now because the head of the Department recommends at 
thesame time that his grade should be changed Iam met with a propo- 
sition that there has been no estimate made for any increase of salary. 
I think the point is very technical, and I do not think it is a good 
point. I submit the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, simply to repeat, I do not make the 
point that there has not been made an estimate by the Department for 
the increase of salary, but that estimate is based upon the proposition 
of the Department that the mission should be raised to the grade of 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary; and upon that the 
Department estimates that there shall be an increase of salary. There 
is no indication whatever that the proposition that as minister resi- 
dent, which this place has always been, any increase of salary should 
be made, because it is connected with the proposition of its being 
raised to the grade of the other missions that get $7,500 and $10,000. 
But I do not think I need argue it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, ‘To change the name of this officer from min- 
ister resident and consul general to that of envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary, | understand, is the purport of the amend- 
ment. Will it not leave vacant and to be filled the office of consul 
general? Do we not require a consul general at that place, and would 
it not make room for a new officer? 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe appropriation was struck out for consul general, 
of course there would be no oflicer there holding the place; it would 
lapse. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
time ? 

Mr. HALE. The consular officer who is there. 
move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves to 
lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN, Will the Chair kindly state what the question is, 
so that Senators may know what we are to vote upon ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In line 24, on page 2, the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] moves to insert ‘‘and Portugal.’’ The Sen- 
ator from Maine raises the question of order that the increase there 
provided for is not estimated for by the head of any Department and 
not reported by any committee, standing or select, of the Senate. The 
Chair sustains the point oforder, from which the Senator from Oregon 
appeals; and the Senator from Maine moves to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the actual estimate should also be read as a 
part of the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the estimate. 

Mr. HALE. Shall I read it, or the clerks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine may read it. 

Mr. HALE. Under the head of ‘‘ Salaries of ministers”? : 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Portugal, $5,000, 

Additional, submitted, $5,000. 

That is the language of the estimate. The two are connected to- 
gether. To vote ‘‘ yea’’ will sustain the Chair in his ruling. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To vote ‘‘yea’’ would sustain the 
Chair, and to vote ‘‘nay’’ would tend to reverse hisruling. The Sec- 
retary will call the roll on the motion of the Senator from Maine to lay 
the appeal of the Senator from Oregon on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR]. If he were present, I should 
on this question of order vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. As this roll-call bears on the subject-matter upon which 
I was excused from voting, I avail myself of the courtesy or the Senate 
and withhold my vote. I will say to the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GzorGE], with whomI am usually paired, that he is at 
liberty to vote. 


Who would perform the duties in the mean 


Mr. President, I 


The Chair will order the reading of 


se 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 
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Mr. GEORGE. 
Mr. TURPIE. 
DAvis] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. TURPIE. 
Mr. DAWES. 





” 


I vote ‘‘ yea. 
I inquire whether the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 


He is not recorded. 
I withhold my vote, being paired with the Senator. 
I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


CoLquiTt]. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—3. 
Allison Cullom Hampton, Reagan, 
Bate, Daniel, Hawley, Stewart, 
Berry, Kustis, Ingalls, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blodgett, * Faulkner Pasco, Vest, 
Carlisle, George, Payne, Walthall, 
Chandler, Gorman, Pagh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Gray Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Hale, Ransom, Wolcott. 
NAYS—19., 
Allen, Evaris Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Frye, Morgan, Spooner, 
Casey, Higgins, Paddock, Warren, 
Dixon, McConnell, Pierce, Washburn. 
Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT —33. 

Aldrich, Dawes, McPherson, Shoup, 
Barbour, Edmunds, Mitchell, Squire, 
Blair, Gibson, Moody, Stanford, 
Brown, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler, Hearst, Pettigrew Turpie, 
Call, Hiscock, Piatt, Voorhees. 
Cameron, Hoar, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Davis, Kenna, Sanders, 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the table. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate yesterday agreed to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from, Vermont (Mr. EpMuNDs], in which a subsidy or 
a sum of $250,000 for a year is to be set aside, provided the Govern- 
ment so agrees, for the purpose of paying a certain ‘eile company. My 
object is, ifthe Senate will reconsider the vote, to move an amendment 
substituting for $250,000 the sum of $150 000, as I find that the cost 
of the cable is not to "exceed $3,000,000, 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire if that was not voted on in the Senate? 
The bill is in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The question as to concurring in the amend- 
ment was voted on in open Senate by yeas and nays. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It was voted on in open Senate. I think the 
sum:of $150,000 would give sufficient capitalization to obtain all the 
money needed to lay this cable. The Government of the United States 
would be furnishing the basis upon which the whole capital should 
rest, and I think $150,000 is sufficient. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have only to say, in reply, that I am satisfied 
the amendment should stand, if there is any good in it at all; and I 
think there is a great deal of very wide importance. We merely i in- 
trust this sum to the President. He is not obliged to use half of it or 
a quarter of it, but he is todo the best with it that he thinks the pub- 
lic interest requires. 

I therefore move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. McPHERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So dol. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont to lay the motion to reconsider made by the 
Senator from New Jersey on the table, upon which the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr, EUSTIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock]. I withhold my vote, not 
knowing how he would vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicH]. Not kno how 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 


“e yea. ” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARpowr]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’ 


The roll-call was concluded. 


The bill is in the Senate and open 


Mr, BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I do not 
see the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] in the Chamber, 
and being paired with him I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 29; nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—29. 
Allen, Rvaris, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Allison, Hale, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Hawley, Pierce, Warren, 
Carey, Hiscock, Power, Wash! 
Casey, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Lowa, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Dixon, McConnell, Shoup, 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Spooner, 
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NAYS—25. 
Bate, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
Berry, George, » Walthall, 
Call, Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Oarlisle Gray, Quay, Wolcott. 
Coke, Hampton, 
Daniel emeie, 
Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

ABSENT—34 

Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Barbour, Davis, Kenna, nsom, 
Blackburn, Dawes, McPherson, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Manderson, Squire, 
Brown, Eustis, y, Stanford, 
Butler, rye, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Gibson, Paddock, Voorhees. 
Cockrell, Hearst, Pettigrew, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Piatt, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to submit an amendment which establishes a grade but does 
not change the salary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out lines 1 and 2, on 
page 3, in the following words: 

Minister resident and consul general to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, $6,500. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and 
Servia, $7,500. 


Mr. HALE. I should make the point of order as to that amend- 
ment, but there is no salary raised here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it changes legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can explain it in a moment. 


Mr. HALE. I understand the Senator to say that there is no raising 
of the pay. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state the exact facts. 

Mr. HALE. I should make the point of order on it as being legis- 


lation but for the fact that this mission of Greece, Roumania, and Servia 
is a late mission, and is not included in the law that fixes the designa- 
tion. There is no law that fixes the rank and designation of the min- 
ister to Roumania, Greece, and Servia. 

Mr. DOLPH. I make the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that this amendment is reeommended 
by the State Department. It is also recommended by the Committee 
cn Foreign Relations. There isno mission established by law to Greece, 
Roumania, and Servia. The law now fixes the salary of minister-—— 

Mr. HALE. If there is any increase of salary proposed here I shall 
certainly make the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AsI understood the Senator himself, the salary 
of the minister resident to Greece, not by this appropriation bill, but 
by the general law, is $7,500. 

Mr. HALE. Thathas been abolished. The present mission toGreece, 
Roumania, and en, ee is a creation of the appropriation bill. It is not 
fixed in an y by law as to its designation, but the appropriation 
bill always 8 provided $6,500, and I shall certainly make the point 
of order the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that be true, it would not even then be subject 
to the point of order, because the committee—— 

Mr. HALE. And all the more because the Senator from ial 
vania assured me that he did not desire any increase of 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to say the point of order may be ap- 
plicable, then. I know the Senate is not in a humor to raise salaries, 
nor do I think that it is essential, al h recommended by the State 
Department. I am perfectly willing to let the grade stand as envoy 
extraordinary to these three countries. Two countries have been added 
to the late mission to Greece, but I will let the salary stand at $6,500. 
I understand the gentleman who is there has been comparatively in- 
different about the salary. 

Mr. HALE. What is the present 

Mr. SHERMAN. Six oun five un dollars. 

Mr. HALE. Then the amendment should be modified. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio modifies his 
amendment. The modification will be stated. 

a Amend the clause at the top of page 3 so as to 


Envoy oeeany and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, 
and Servia, $, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
modified. 


ewe I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if that is not 
—, foundation for the increase hereafter? 
cock As a matter of course it is. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not necessarily. 
Mr. HALE. Iam afraid it is, and yet, while I shall vote with the 
ae, = eee eee 
nt of order. 
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Mr. GORMAN. So I understand. whatever, we shall have to increase taxation to meet the ordinary de- 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly these advances in grades are always ac- | mands of the Treasury. am bY 
companied, if not at the time, by a request for increased salaries the Mr. GEORGE, On account of an increase of expenditures or a de- 
year afterwards. | crease of receipts ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Always. Mr. GORMAN. Probably both; but certainly there will be an in- 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, on that statement I suppose it is understood | crease of expenditures. The ordinary cost of the Government as it 
that, in adopting this amendment, at the next Congress or as soon as | goes on from year to year naturally, under any Administration, is very 
possible the increase will follow. large; but there have been extraordinary appropriations made, and this 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to call attention to the fact that we | is one—three or four cases of this sort, involving one or two million 
did increase this rank in two or three cases last year, and that increase | dollars. 
of rank has not been followed by an increase of compensation, although Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it seems to me that the amend- 
we had some very lively intimations and suggestions that there ought | ment placed upon this bill yesterday afternoon by a vote of the Sen- 
to be an increase of pay, notably in one or two cases. I am perfectly | ate has no proper place in an appropriation bill for the support of the 
willing that the grade shall be raised in view of the circumstances, but | consular and diplomatic service of the United States. It relates to a 
I should be opposed to any increase of salary now or hereafter. subject which ought to stand by itself on its own merits, and before 

Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire of the Senator if he does not receive | Congress enters upon it we ought to know what company is organized 
pretty lively suggestions as to increase of salaries where there is no | for the purpose of laying this cable, how it is to be done, what is the 
increase of grade? estimate of its cost, and all the other facts which bear directly upon 

Mr. ALLISON. Everywhere. the character of the project and its utility when it shall be completed. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say in response to the remark of the Senator For my part, I am not able to see that it will be of any very consider- 
from Iowa, and for the information of the Senate, that the present in- | able use to the United States or to the people of the United States when 
cumbent of the miasion will claim no increase of salary and desires | it shall be completed, if it ever shall be; all the authority which the 
none. He will claim none during his incumbency of the office. United States Government, or any citizen of the United States, or any 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | corporation created by the United States, or any one of the United 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio as modified. States, needs for the purpose of laying acable there is the authority to 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. | land that cable somewhere upon the shore of some one of the Hawaiian 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendments | Islands. We already have, as the Senator from Mississippi { Mr. 
the question is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill be GEORGE] argued yesterday afternoon, the right to occupy and use a 
ordered to a third reading? | harbor for a coaling and naval station and to do everything else under 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | the treaty which may be necessary or proper for the United States to 
read a third time. | do in the prosecution and maintenance of sucha work; and I maintain 

The bill was read the third time. that we have a right now, without looking to this concession to some 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Having been read three times, shall | citizen of the State of Massachusetts to land a cable there at that har- 
the bill pass? bor and to use it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust that before the passage of the bill the Sen- I think if the Senator from Mississippi will read to the Senate, as I 
ator from Maine will favor us with a general statement showing how | hope he will, the treaty which now exists between the United States 
much the bill carries—there is no report with it—and as tothe in- | and the Hawaiian Islands, it will be seen that if that treaty is tostand, 
crease in salaries by the bill. I think the Senate ought to have that | we have a right to do everything for which this citizen of Massachu- 
information. setts has obtained a concession. 

Mr. HALE. The only increase of salary that has been made by It is true that by the tariff act which was passed at the last session 
the Senate is the increase in the salary of the consul at Kingston, Ja- | of Congress a law passed by the United States in 1876 to carry into 
maica, $1,000. The increase carried by the amendment proposed by | effect the treaty between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands, 
the Foreign Relations Committee as offered by the Senator from Ver- | or at least the commercial part of that treaty, was expressly repeaied. 
mont has been debated, and the Senate knows what its provisions are, | It was repealed by the two Houses of Congress, with a full knowledge 
Itis $250,000. of the fact that they were repealing it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is an increase in the consulship at Lyons. That treaty had two aspects, if I may so state. First, there was the 

Mr. HALE, And there is an increase in the mission to Nicaragua, | commercial part of the treaty, which relates to the admission into the 
Costa Rica, and San Salvador, $10,000. Those are the only increases. | United States free of duty of certain articles the products of the Ha- 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to allude | waiianIslands. Second, there was asupplementary treaty, which related 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont as being an | to the cession by the Hawaiian Islands to the United States of the har- 
increase of only $250,000 ? bor at the mouth of Pearl River. 

Mr. HALE. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars in any one Of course it was not necessary for Congress to pass any law in order 
ear, to execute the latter part of the treaty in relation to the occupation 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand; but the Senator will in his statement | and improvement of the coaling and naval station in that harbor, but 
recognize that it carries with it $3,000,000, it was necessary for Congress so to change the statutes of the United 

Mr. HALE. The Senator and I are tooold in service here to bandy | States as to admit free of duty the various articles that were enumer- 
words about that. That was all debated, and as to what will be ex- | ated in that treaty, and Congress passed that law in 1876. 
pended nobody can tell. The limitation is $250,000 in one year, and That has been repealed, repealed expressly and purposely by the 
the limitation of the total appropriations in the fourteen years is | Congress of the United States, without notice tothe Hawaiian Islands; 
$3,000,000, but in no one year can more than $250,000 be spent. It | and I suppose that if that Government sees proper to consider that 
is not expected that as much as that will be expended; but that was | treaty as now at an end it may do so, upon the ground that the United 
all brought out yesterday, as the Senator knows. The increases by the | States have abrogated or broken an essential part of it. Bat up to this 
bill are very small, and I have stated them. time, so far as I am advised, the Hawaiian Government has notelected 

Mr. GORMAN. But, as I understand the amendment, it authorizes | to treat it as a broken or abrogated treaty, and we are still talking here 
a contract which will be made, I take it — to involve $3,400,- | about appropriating public money to improve the harbor or coaling 
000, so that in addition to the amount stated by the Senator we should | station. 
add $3,400,000 then, because Congreas will,as a matter of course, becom- Mr. ALLISON. Do I disturb the Senator by an interruption ? 
pelled hereafter to appropriate the money. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. President, one of the systems that we have entered on in this | yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Congress is to make appropriations in that way. In some cases I have Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 
no doubt it is right; possibly in this case it may be right; that is to say, Mr. ALLISON. Did I understand the Senator a moment ago to 
if we are to enter into this matter at all, which I am utterly opposed | state that Congress acted with knowledge and with an understanding 
to, and which I shall not discuss at this time except to say that I re- | that the commercial portion of that treaty was abrogated by the legis- 

t exceedi that such a provision has been placed upon the bill. | lation of last year ? : 
have no objection that any — amount of money for our affairs Mr. CARLISLE. I do sostate. 
shall be placed, if you please, in hands of the President, with his Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say for one that so far from that being 
discretion, but here is an obligation we have entered into that does not | my understanding, when I agreed as one member of the committee of 
show on the face of the bill, but future Congresses will be compelled | conference to the report, I understood irom sources which I supposed 
to appropriate $250,000 each year until the whole amount of $3,000,- | had fully examined the question that the omission of the clause orig- 
000 been consumed. inally in the bill did not affect the Hawaiian treaty, and for that rea- 

It may be, sir, and probably is the case that in the present condi- | son I have been in favor of restoring the provision here as though the 

tion of the Treasury it is not wise to make an appropriation here of | act had not been passed last year. I for one desire to say that if the 


eG commercial portion of the treaty was abrogated it was not done with 
. GEORGE, What about the surplus? my knowledge or with the understanding that it was to be abrogated. 
Mr. GORMAN. That is among the things that were. It has van- 


. Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Iowa says simply that he was 
ished. Before the next Congress will have expired, I have no doubt | informed by those who had investigated the subject that the omission 





POT wx ss ste 


4 
i 
; 
: 


pa a 


~~. «al 


LPR ET oe. 


" Oh iN 








2780 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 





of the saving clause, as it is called in the tariff act—tbat is, the clause 
providing that nothing in it should affect any existing treaty between 
the United States and other governments—did not repeal the act of 
Congress passed in 1876 to carry into effect the Hawaiian treaty. Per- 
haps that advice was correct, so far as that particuiar clause was to be 
interpreted, but the Senator from Iowa must remember that at the close 
of the late tariff act there was an express provision that all laws incon- 
sistent with that law were repealed, and that the act of 1876, which 
admitted free of duty sugar, rice, and various other articles, being the 
products of the Hawaiian Islands, was inconsistent with the provisions 
of the McKinley tariff act, which imposed duties upon those very arti- 
cles. Ip the discussion,if the Senator will allow me, which took place 
here in the Senate I used this language: 

Now it is proposed to enter upon a system of reciprocity or retaliation and 
have these duties reim posed — 

After speaking of the Hawaiian treaty— 


and this so-called policy of reciprocity is to be inaugurated by abro 
only reciprocity treaty we now have with any country in the word 
pealing the act of Congress passed to carry it into effect. Itis to be inaugu- 
rated by abrogating the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands and in- 
stantly re ling the law of Congress which was passed in 1876 to carry it into 
effect. This bill as it came from the House proposed to save that treaty by a 
provision that nothing in it should be held to impair the force or effect of any 
existing treaty with a foreign country, a provision similar to that contained in 
the eleventh section of the tariff act of 1883; but the Senate Finance Committee 
struck it out and the House receded in conference, so that the bill comes back 
here to us abrogating absolutely and without notice to the Sandwich Islands the- 
only reciprocity treaty we now have in existence, 


ting the 
and re- 


This same question was made (I presume I have a right to speak of 
the fact) in the committee of conference and considered upon my own 
su tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AsI understand the remarks the Senator has now 
read they were remarks made by him on the report of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They were. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I remember very distinctly that his remarks were 
noted at once, and the reason why they were not heeded was because 
the passage of a tariff bill wasa matter of so great importance that it 
was thought best to let the thing go and correct it afterwards. I re- 
member in the committee of conference—it is now I may say a public 
matter—when the clause in the House bill was read, I perhaps myself 
asked that it be put over to see whether it was necessary and whether 
it extended to treaties that might be affected by it, etc. I probably 
ought to take the blame of not examining that question as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I think it was partly 
my fault that the attention of the committee of conference was not 
again called to the clause. In that way, having been passed over, it 
was dropped out. That is my recollection, and I think all of it. 

The Senator from Kentucky, having been a member of the commit- 
tee of conference, probably recalls the fact that the section was 
over to be considered farther on, and thus it was neglected. he 
made his speech I am inclined to think it would have been better then 
for us (and I freely admit that it would have been wiser) to have re- 
committed the conference report. But we all know the condition of 
the Senate and of both Houses at that time. We were hurrying to ad- 
journ Congress, and matters were pressing; it was thought that no 
great harm would be done by the operation of that law until we could 
meet again in the course of a couple of months, and then we could cor- 
rect it. That, I think, is the trae condition of affairs, butit wasa mis- 
take made in conference in not having that matter disagreed to, for 
there was no intention on the part of any one to abrogate the treaty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio is entirely correct in the 
statement that no formal vote was ever taken upon the proposition in 
the committee of conference, if I may now speak of that matter, butit 
was brought up—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. And laid over. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Upon my suggestion it was brought up, and was 
talked about, but not in a formal way, and opinions were expressed on 
one side and the other. The Senator from Ohio will probably remem- 
ber what his own position was about it. He wasopposed to the treaty. 
The matter was thus passed over, not by any suggestion that it should 
be passed over, but it was simply dropped, and nothing more wassaid 
about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
a matter? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that everything which occurs in a 
committee of conference is public, and therefore whatever was said or 
done in that committee can wor wg be repeated on this floor. Now, I 
wish to briefly state my recollection of the matter respecting this treaty. 
My recollection is that every member of that conference agreed that the 
treaty should not be repealed and that whatever was to pro- 
tect and maintain itshould be done. I know that was my understand- 
ing. There wasaclaim that by retaining the House phraseology in the 


Will I distarb the Senator if I call his attention to 


bill, by repealing all the duties on sugar so as to make sugar entirely 
free, we were indirectly violating the treaty with the Hawaiian Kingdom 
which apparently le sugar free exclusively to the Hawaiian Islands, 
and therefore that we were doing an indirect injury, and they would 
have a right, under the phraseology of the House, to bring a claim 
against us for d es. 

It was upon that point that I insisted we should not by any means, 
in the phraseology employed there, allow a claim to be made thereafter 
against the Government of the United States because we had placed 
sugar wholly on. the free list and when we had hitherto made it free to 
the Hawaiian people alone by treaty. 

I do not remember what occurred afterwards. I suppose in the 
hurry of affairs probably the matter was not referred to again. I think 
very likely the Senator from Ohio is correct in his statement that one 
or two members of the committee were to ascertain and see what the 
state of the law was. I know when I signed the report and when I 
supported and sustained it I had no idea that we intentionally intenddi 
to interfere in the slightest degree with our commercial obligations re- 
specting that treaty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the mere provision making sugar 
below No. 16 Dutch standard in color free of duty would not have in- 
terfered with the terms of the treaty to any extent whatever. It might 
have been to some extent considered by the Hawaiians as a violation 
of the spirit of the treaty, because they might have had reasons to sup- 
pose that, having entered into this convention with them, we would 
not give to any other country the same privileges we had extended to 
them in regard to the importation of any of the articles embraced in 
that convention. But there isa conclusive reason why the mere repeal 
of the duties upon sugar below No. 16 Dutch standard should not be 
considered as an abrogation of that treaty. The treaty between the 
United Statee and the Hawaiian Islands admitted free of duty sugar, 
rice, and a great number of articles—not a great number, but quite a 
large number of articles—and the sugar to be admitted was at first 
described as brown and unrefined sugar. But to be accurate, I will 
read the exact language used in the act of 1876, which follows the lan- 
guage of the treaty: 

Muscovado, brown, and all other unrefined sugar, meaning hereby the grades 
of sugar heretofore commonly imported from the Hawaiian Islands, and now 


known in the markets of San Francisco and Portland as “Sandwich Island 
sugar.” 


If this had stopped with the mere designation of ‘‘ muscovado, brown, 
and all other unrefined sugar,’’ there would have been no room for con- 
troversy about its meaning. But when the treaty and statute state 
that they mean thereby all sugar “‘ heretofore known in the markets 
of San Francisco and Portland as Sandwich Island sugar,’’ they in- 
cluded all sugar that had been theretofore imported into the United 
States from the Sandwich Islands and sold in those markets, and I be- 
lieve the Secretary of the Treasury decided upon a case presented to 
him that this admitted s as high as No, 20 Dutch Standard in color, 
actually refined sugar, which is still subject to duty under the late tar- 
iff law when imported from other countries than the Sandwich Islands. 

But this is somewhat aside from the discussion in which we are di- 
rectly engaged. The single point which I was attempting to make 
was that we still have in the Sandwich Islands, so far as we have any 
information upon the subject, an actually subsisting treaty with re- 
gard to our occupation and improvement of Pearl River harbor; and, 
having that right, we have a right to appropriate any part of that har- 
bor to any purpose which may be beneficial or useful in connection 
with the occupation of it as a coaling ornaval station. If we desire to 
have telegraphic communication between the United States and this 
coaling and naval station in Hawaii, I would ask some Senator to tell 
me why we can not laya cable. We have a right to start it on our 
own shores. We have a right to lay it in the open sea andon our own 
shores, and all the privilege we ask from the Hawaiian Government is 
that we shall be allowed to put one end of it there in the harbor where 
we have this exclusive right. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to call 
attention to the fact that it has not been ten days since the Senate by 
a vote inserted in the naval appropriation bill an appropriation for the 
survey of a line for this cable and the use of the vessels and 
making the whole step preliminary to laying the cable, and that was 
to be done at the cost of the United States. We now have that action 
followed = a provision that it shall be a private enterprise. 

Mr. GA LISLE. That shows clearly that in the judgment of Con- 
gress, after investigation by committees of the Senate and the House, 
one of the rights which we now erjoy in the Hawaiian Islands, or in 
this port, is right to lay and operate a cable to Pearl River harbor. 
This coaling and naval station might be utterly useless to the United 
States unless we could have communication with it. 

We can send a message by wire as well as we can send it by a steam- 
ship or sailing vessel. And now, after having made an appropriation 
at this very session of to make a survey with a view of lay- 
ing a cable, the Government of the United States proposes to surrender 
that and pay $250,000 a year for not less than fourteen years nor more 
than twenty years to some private individual who has no greater right 
to lay a cable than the Government has. 
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Mr. President, I say that this scheme should have no place in this 
bill, and while I will cheerfully support any proper appropriation for 
the maintenance of the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States in other countries, I can not vote for the bill with this provi- 
sion in it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, the Senator from Kentucky isa very 
noted and a very eminent parliamentarian, and I am surprised that he 
did not make this point of order at the time the matter was under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I raise no point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; you are merely excusing yourself for not hav- 
ing done it, If this appropriation has no place on the pending bill, 
the Senator from Kentucky knew exactly how to keep it off the bill. 
But he did not do that. He prefers after the closed session upon the 
bill to come into the Senate and spread his views upon record here to 
the disparagement and the detriment of other Democrats who have 
voted for the measure in perfect good faith. 

So far as I have had any connection with it I would have preferred a 
resolution declaratory of the intention and purpose of the United States 
Government to adhere to its present policy in regard to Hawaii, come 
weal, come woe. The Committee on Foreign Relations saw proper, 
under a recommendation, I think, from the State Department, to bring 
forward a measure which included all of that declaration on the part 
of the Government of the United States. I believe that the vote taken 
in the Senate on yesterday will have the same effect upon the diplo- 
matic situation of the United States in reference to Hawaii that the 
vote of confidence that the Senate expressed in Mr. Cleveland had at 
the close of his Administration when we put into his possession $600, - 
000 to be used at his discretion in Samoa, and another $100,000 for 
supplying the port of Pango-Pango with coal. 

I iieol be Democrat object on that occasion that we were confiding 
too much to the President of the United States, and I am not here now 
to object, because a Republican is in office, that we are confiding too 
much to Mr. Harrison. I am an American in that sense, that I do 
honor to my country and to its officials, and until they have shown 
some occasion for me to find fault with them or to pick them to pieces 
Ido not intend to make that my business. I do not intend to find 
fault with any man by innuendo or by suspicion. 

Finding fault is an easy thing, Mr. President, and on a very recent 
occasion we have seen how a character that many of us esteem as be- 
ing essentially honorable and just has been placed in such a situation 
as almost to make it tragic to hear a statement read on the floor of the 
Senate, repelling, overcoming, and dispersing absolutely insinuations, 
innuendoes, and statements against official conduct. 

I believe that it is the duty of the United States Gevernment to take 
one of two attitudes about this matter: either to abandon our preten- 
sions in to the Hawaiian group of islands, Samoa, and all other 
outlying p beyond the mere border of the United States, or else 
to follow up a policy which we have declared, to which we have ad- 
hered, for which: we have made great sacrifices, and to which, in my 
thought and feeling and in my view of what is to occur hereafter, I 
am ly and seriously committed. I do not choose to make a 
football of the policy of the United States Government in regard to 
— countries for its effect upon local politicsinthiscountry. Ido 
not think it is a fair way to treat the Government or the people of the 
United States. 

It may be that the amendment which the Senate has twice voted on 
a call of the yeas and nays upon this bill is an ill-advised amendment. 
Ido not think thatitis. I do not believe that the President of the 
United States, in the use of the powers which we have conferred upon 
him, will make any extraordinary or extravagant contract with any 
person, nor do I believe that he will in any sense abuse his authority 
and power in that calar. He is under the constant observation 
and the eye of public scrutiny; and of all men in the world he has the 
least opportunity to do wrong in a matter of contract or bargain be- 
tween ourselves and any corporation or any person who may be em- 
ployed in the public service. 

It is safer in a great many cases to trust a matter of this kind to the 

advisement and action of the President of the United 
States than it is even to a committee of the Congress of the United 
States. Iam not at all disturbed as to what the result is to be so far 
as it concerns the administration of the power which we have now 
lodged, at least so far as the Senate is concerned, in the hands of the 
President of the United States. 

It has been discovered at the eleventh hour, of the twelfth, after the 
amendments to the bill have been ordered engrossed and when the bill 
is on its final passage, that we had an opportunity of introducing our- 
selves into the territory of Hawaii under the last treaty that we made 
with that country extending a former treaty of reciprocity, under 
which last treaty we acquired the right to Pearl River harborand the 
privilege of going there and establishing anaval station, including, of 
course, its fortification, if we chose to fortify it. 

Now, it must be said that the idea of landing a cable upon any of 
the Hawaiian Islands was not in contemplation by either Government 
at the time that treaty was acted upon by the Senate and at the time 
of its ratification by proclamation by the President of the United States. 








If we could introduce that feature into the treaty now, it would be 
done by a technical use of words which would violate the meaning of 
the treaty, or would rather enlarge it to an extent that does not in any 
sense of the language used belong to it; for when we acquired rights in 
Pearl River harbor we acquired rights for a naval station, expressly so 
denominated, and not rights that had any relation whatever to the 
landing of a cable. 

King Kalakaua, as we are informed, authorized the minister resident 
near this Government to make a proposition to our Government that 
we should, in harmony and in union with that Government, establish 
the right of either or both to land a cable upon the shores of either 
country or both. Thet was to bea right that would subsist between 
these two Governments, and was to be in execution, as far as it went, 
of the good will and fraternity, if I may use the expression, that has 
subsisted between these powers. 

After the death of King Kalakaua, the Queen of Hawaii, the present 
executive authority of that kingdom, revoked those instructions to her 
minister. A power had, however, been granted by King Kalakaua to 
an individual, who I believe is a citizen of the United States, to land 
a cable on the Hawaiian Islands, and on any part of the American coast 
where he could find authority from the local government to do so. 

It is perfectly obvious that the United States Government have not 
to-day the right by concession from the Government of Hawaii to land 
a cable upon any one of those islands. That has not been the subject 
of treaty between the two Governments, and the instructions which 
were given by Kalakaua in his lifetime to his minister to make such an 
arrangement with this Government have been determined by his death 
and revoked by his successor. So to-day we stand with but a single 
opportunity of getting a cable landed upon the Hawaiian group of is- 
Jands, and that opportunity arises under the concessions made to an 
American citizen. 

This amendment to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill 
provides that the President of the United States may contract with any 
person who is a citizen of the United States or any corporation char- 
tered in the United States for the use of the cable, not for the privilege 
of constructing, not for stock in it, not for ownership in it of any kind, 
but for the use of it, after it shall have been constructed, for a period 
not exceeding twenty yearsand not less than fourteen, on the paymentof 
asum of money not to exceed $250,000 a year, and in the aggregate not to 
exceed $3,000,000. These are the maximum amounts that the Presi- 
dent of the United States must be confined toin his arrangement with 
any citizen or any corporation of the United States who may be found 
in possession of such a charter. 

That we must have a cable to Hawaii I think has been a matter that 
the commercial men of our country and of all countries have looked 
upon as being something to be realized in the near future. I do not 
doubt that we are to have a cable communication with Hawaii; but it 
might turn out very suddenly, and it probably would turn out much 
quicker than we desire; that the party holding the concession from 
Hawaii would choose to make an arrangement with the Dominion of 
Canada or with the British Government or some other government for 
the landing of the cable upon their coast. 

The situation in regard to Hawaiian affairs at this moment, includ- 
ing that which has been created by what appears to have been a mis- 
understanding in the tariff enactment, is somewhat confused, is some- 
whatdoubtfal; and I might call it somewhat dangerous to our interests, 
Whatever any other Senator may believe I can not help, but I believe 
that an active movement on the part of the Government of the United 
States now to establish its policy in a sedate way in regard to Hawaii 
willsave us in the future a great deal of trouble, for I believe that the 
question is now about to be presented whether we shall abandon our 
interests in Hawaii, or whether we shall maintain our interests there. 
Ido not know a more significant way of expressing the intention of 
the United States to do this thing than by making our actual commu- 
nications with those islands more complete and more direct. I donot 
know how we could better signify our purpose to adhere to what we 
have there and to increase our influence than by an act of the kind 
which has been crystallized, I may say, in the amendment which has 
been put upon this diplomatic and consular bill. 

It is true that we have a provision in another bill, I understand, to 
appropriate perhaps the sam of $500,000, or some very large amount 
of money, for the purpose of starting our improvement in the Pearl 
River harbor in order to establish there a naval station. It may be 
that upon ‘the passage of that—if we should pass it—we shall find our- 
selves in a very advanced situation towards the Government of Hawaii 
and its future destiny. I have not got my consent made up that we 
ought to yield our influence there, and therefore, Democrat or what 
not, I am free to vote my views upon a great question which I think 
is intimately connected with the destiny of the commerceof the United 
States in the Pacific Ocean, whether it may suit other Senators to go 
with me or not. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that the division which has taken 
place upon this question at all indicates that there is any politics in it, 
and I am very much gratified that it does notso indicate, for there are 
questions between the United States and foreign countries which ought 
to be treated and dealt with all the time without reference to our local 
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politics. I saw enoughof that for ray satisfaction when a great treaty 
in regard to the fisheries on the northeastern coast was Gragged into 
the open Senate by a vote of the other side of this Chamber for politi- 
cal purposes and was made a political football in a Presidential cam- 


paign. I think it is time that we had got into some shape where we 
can consider our foreign relations, to say the least of it, without refer- 
- ence to our political divisions at home. 


We have not here a privy council to take into consideration matters 
of this kind, to act independently of the will of Congress, and to con- 
summate arrangements with foreign powers which in themselves are 
important and oftentimes conclusive. So we are compelled to intrust 
a great deal either to the executive discretion of the President of the 
United States in matters of this kind, or else we are compelled to fall 
back upon our power to make treaties and conventions and determine 
questions of foreign policy only through that channel. 

So, Mr. President, I have no apologies to make for my vote upon this 
question, notwithstanding it is assailed by the honorableSenator from 
Maryland and the honorable Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, Iam somewhat surprised at the 
tone of the remarks made by my friend the Senator from Alabama. 
I certainly have neither assailed the President of the United States nor 
criticised the opinions or votes of any Senator, whether he be on this 
side of the Chamber or on the other. Ido not see why the Senator 
should rush with such alacri¢y to the defenseof the President when no 
assault has been made upon him. My remarks were directed, so far 
as I was capable of directing them, to the merits of this proposition, 
and I did not say one word which could be construed as a reflection 
upon the President or as the expression of a want of confidence in his 
integrity or his ew to expend this money. 

There is no similarity between this proposition and the one to which 
the Senator from Alabama refers, the appropriation of $600,000 to be 
expended by President Cleveland for the protection of our interests in 
the Samoan Islands. As I understand the situation which then ex- 
isted, there were complications down there which it was feared might 
result in actual collisions between this Government and some of the 
great powers of Europe, and consequently the Congress of the United 
States, in the exercise of what I consider to be a very wise discretion, 
saw proper to give to the President some means by which he might 
protect and defend our interests there, at least temporarily. This, how- 
ever, is a proposition, not to expend money for the purpose of promot- 
ing our relations with foreign countries or preserving the peace between 
this country and other nations, but to give $250,000 a year toa private 
individual or a private corporation. 

It is not a political question, I agree; and every Senator is at per- 
fect liberty, without regard to his party affiliations or party associa- 
tions, to vote hisown convictions about it, as I am voting mine, or will 
vote them when the time comes, 

We do not know what corporation is to lay this cable, what its capi- 
tal stock is to be, what the cost of the enterprise will be, nor do we 
know yet what the rights of the United States will be with regard to 
the use of the cable when it shall have been laid. All these matters 
are left to the judgment and discretion of the President of the United 
States, whoever he may be; and while I am not assailing or intending 
to assail, in any degree whatever, either the integrity or the capacity 
of the present occupant of that office, I say it is not wise or proper for 
Congress, in advance of any information upon the subject and in the 
absence of any emergency such as existed in the Samoan case, to place 
$3,000,000 of money in the hands of any officer of the Government to 
be expended by him at his discretion. 

In the first place, I think the proposition itself has no merit, or at 
least very little merit, so far as the information we now have enables 
us to judge of it, 

In the second place, if it has, then let Congress say to what extent, 
under what circumstances, under what conditions, and at what time it 
will appropriate and expend the money for the use of the cable by the 
United States. 

I will not again go over the ground as to whether or not we have a 
right to land one end of the cable at Pearl River harbor. I have al- 
ready said what I believe to be the proper construction of that treaty, 
and what I believe to be our rights underit. That is, if we havea 
right to use it for any pri giao po egg with its occupancy 
and maintenance as a coaling and naval atation, and if we want com- 
munication between that coalingand naval station and the Government 
of the United States here at Washington, we have a right to senda 
message by wire or to send it by steamer or sailing vessel, as we may 
think proper. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, the amendment being now, I =e 
pose, incorporated irrevocably in the bill, it can not be discussed in 
any other light than as to whether it constitutes so serious an objection 
to the bill that, being in it, it is improper to vote for thebillatall. I 
confess that my objections to the amendment are so serious that if it 
is to remain asa part of the bill, as I suppose it is, I shall be com- 

led to vote against the whole measure on account of this very ob- 
ectionable feature in it. 

I regard this, Mr, President, as another step in the fatal policy of 
subsidizing private interests and private individuals, corporations or 


OLWOVOA 


LIIWNTGCLDTRAGATANAT DBSMAYIMr 


otherwise, out of the Treasury of the United States, so that schemes of 
corporations and of individuals which might in themselves be or not 
be profitable shall be made certainly profitable. Iam opposed to that 
whole policy. I believe that the practice into which we have fallen of 
giving money raised by the taxation of the people of the United States 
to private corporations or to private individuals, in order that they 
may more successfully carry out their business, is a very pernicious 
one. I believe it is dangerous to the happiness and the prosperity, if 
not to the liberties, of the people of this country. 

To show how this policy is working let me state that we have another 
scheme which has been brought before the Senate by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to subsidize a corporation which we created 
several years ago, and which professed at that time to have ample 
means to do the work. It is proposed to subsidizea corporation to en- 
able them to build a canal across the Isthmus of Nicaragua. So it 
seems, if this system is to be carried out, there remains nothing for 
the enterprising adventurer who desires to get money out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States except to get some concession or some privi- 
lege from a foreign country and come before us and say: ‘‘ We have 
a concession or a permit to do some great public work in which the 
interests of the people of the United States are involved, and now if you 
desire that work to be done you must pay us out of the Treasury of the 
United States.’’ 

I am against allthat. I believe that the people’s money ought to be 
appropriated to the people’s business. I am opposed to every scheme 
by which men or corporations are to be enriched out of the public 
Treasury. 

The main argument which has been urged, as far as I have heard— 
it was certainly urged by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn ] 
who has justspoken—is that there seems to be a sort of political, national 
necessity for us to maintain our influence in the Hawaiian Islands, 
and that the laying of a cable from our shores to the shores of those 
islands is a proper means of maintaining that influence. So far as I 
have stated the argument, I do not know thatI disapprove of it. Iam 
in favor of maintaining our influence in the Hawaiian Islands. I am 
in favor of having the influence of our Government supreme in those 
islands over the influence of all other nations. 

But that argument is supplemented by another which I think is a 
fallacious one, and which was also stated by the Senator from Alabama, 
and that is that there seems to be a citizen of the United States, I be- 
lieve by the name of Hartwell, who has a concession from the Hawaiian 
Government to build a cable from our shores to the shores of that king- 
dom, and unless we subsidize or aid this individual in carrying out his 

rt of that concession the result will be that the cable will not be 

uilt, and we have no other right to build it except under cover of his 
contract or his concession. Upon that I take issue with the honorable 
Senator from Alabama. I say, in the first place, that that premise is 
wholly unwarranted, in my judgment. 

I will read for the consideration of the Senate a treaty which we have 
now subsisting between our Government and the Government of Hawaii, 
which I think, when read, will satisfy any impartial mind that the 
Government of the United States now has the right, conceded by the 
King of Hawaii, to lay a cable from our shores into Pearl River har- 
bor. Article II of the treaty of 1884 is in the following words : 


His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands grants to the United States 
the exclusive right to enter the harbor of Pear! River, in the island of Oahu, and 
to establish and maintain there a coaling and repair station for the use of ves- 
sels of the United States; and to that end the United States may improve the 
cages to said harbor, and do all other things needful to the purposes afore- 
said, 


That is the contract or concession that we have from that kingdom. 
Can we fairly, and without resort to technical construction, as was in- 
timated by learned Senator from under the second ar- 
ticle of the treaty, which I have read in the presence ofthe Senate, lay 
a cable from our shores to the harbor of Pearl River? That is the 
question. The Senate will remember that the language is very broad. 
We have the right to establish the coaling station, to improve the har- 
bor, and to “do all ether things needful ”’ to that end. 

Mr. President, is it at all necessary for me to argue to the Senate that 


the laying of a cable, by means of which information can be very rap- 
idly communicated from our shores to this i is a needful 
thing? Are we te have a naval anda comm station 3,000 miles 


from our shores, where our Navy can rendezvous, where our commer- 
cial marine may rendezvous, for the p of ‘‘a coaling and repair 
station,’’ which is the language used, with no means of rapid commu- 
nication with our vessels, either war vessels or merchant marine, after 
the improvement of the harbor shall have taken place and after the 

‘‘coaling and repair station ’’ shall have been established? What do 
the w ‘*a coaling and repairstation’’ mean? They have reference 
to wharves for the purpose of landing vessels properly and for the pur- 
pose of vessels properly. 

What else is meant when a repair station is to be established? It 
means thas docks or marine ways are to be established. What else is 
meant, Mr. President? It means that there shall be a community of 
American workmen on the shore, in and about the station, in sufficient 
numbers to carry on the work. We are to have men engaged in lading 
and unlading coal and taking care of it. We are to have carpenters 
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and shipwrights and blacksmiths and all that kind of workmen settled 
in and around this harbor for the purpose of doing the things for which 
the harbor was granted to us. 

Now, will any Senator say that it is not needful and usefal, for the 
purpose of carrying on all this work and of communication between 
the United States Government and its own vessels, when they are in 
this harbor there coaling or repairing, or of communication between 
the owners of the merchant marine and the vessels themselves, that 
there should be a submarine cable established to that harbor? To deny 
that is to go back upon all the commercial history of the world for 
the last twenty years. 

I stated yesterday evening, and I believe I will repeat it, inasmuch 
as what I said on that subject was in closed session and was not re- 
ported, that we have just as much right to lay a cable from the port of 
San Francisco to the harbor of Pearl River as we have to send a dis- 
patch vessel with dispatches from the Government of the United States 
to its naval forces in that harbor. Both perform the same office pre- 
cisely. They communicate to the vessels in that harbor precisely the 
same thing, that is, the wishes of the Government of the United States 
with reference to the movements of the fleet, and countercommuni- 
cate, exactly as the dispatch vessel brings information as to their con- 
dition, as to what progress they have made in the voyage up to that 
time, and all other matters which it is necessary for the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Government of the United States to know. 

So, Mr. President, I think, without the slightest straining of lan- 
guage, we have a perfect right to lay a cable into Pearl River harbor. 

But I believe I have heard it urged somewhere (whether in this de- 
bate or not probably Iam not at liberty to say) that the harbor of 
Pearl River is twelve miles from Honolulu, the commercial and politi- 
cal capital of the islands; and therefore if the cable stops at the Pearl 
River harbor, which I admit is the point beyond which we have no 
authority under the treaty to carry it, it will not be as useful commer- 
cially as it would be if it went to the city of Honolulu. 

Now, let us consider that for a moment or two. The point is that 
we are to give this large subsidy to a privatecorporation for the purpose 
of maintaining the influence of the United States in those islands. 
Now, let us stop at that. Will not that influence be just as well main- 
tained (leaving out commerce) with the harbor of Pearl River im- 
proved, with the coaling station established there, and the repair shop 
established there, by a cable connecting those works and that harbor 
with the United States? Everything in the way of influence which 
can be got out of the cable will be gotten out of it if it stops at that 
place. So there is nothing in that argument. 

But again, Mr. President, I have a right to make this argument: If 
we build the cable to Pearl River harbor and that becomes an accom- 
plished fact, are we to suppose that the Government of Hawaii will be 
so unfriendly to us on account of this exercise of our undoubted treaty 
rights that they will not grant authority to the United States or to 
some company of their own to build a telegraph line from Pearl River 
harbor to the city of Honolulu, which would be only 12 miles, and 
which would complete the communication? If we are to assume that 
there will be no telegraphic connection between Pearl River harbor 
and the city of Honolulu, we shall assume such astate of unfriendliness 
between the Government of those islands and the United States that 
they will not do that very necessary and convenient thing for themselves 
because it may be an accommodation to us. I do not think we are au- 
thorized to assume any such thing. 

So upon the whole we find that every argument which has been 
urged in favor of this very pernicious system, as I think it is, of 
granting subsidies out of the people’s money to private individuals or 
— corporations has fallen to the ground; and for one I am so 

itterly opposed to the practice of subsidizing private corporations and 
private individuals that I shall not vote for a bill in which a proposi- 
tion of that sort is contained, however beneficial the remainder of the 
bill may be. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the appropriation which is asked for 
in the amendment which has just been made to the consular and dip- 
lomatic bill is one of a series of subsidies which it has been proposed 
at this session of Congress to grant to private persons and corporations, 
the result of which will be in all likelihood to give to those private 
persons and corporations great advantages and perhaps to enrich them 
at the — expense, 

The tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] has said that there is no 
politics in this proposition. If he means personal politics there is none. 
No one has any stricture upon the President of the United States 
or upon the Secretary of State, or has manifested any lack of confidence 
in them as officers of the Government duly performing their duty. 

There is no politics in this measure, Mr. President, except a broad 
principle of public policy for or against the subsidizing of persons and 

ons at the public expense. I had conceived that the Demo- 

cratic party of this country stood before the people and asked popular 

in one respect upon the ground that it was opposed to subsidies, 

on the other hand, favor to subsidies and to classes was one of 

the main elements in the faith and practice of that party of which I 
am an humble opponent. 

Mr. President, the language with which this appropriation has been 





1891. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
















2783 


urged is the familiar language of him who appeals for subsidies. There 
is always an emergency when a corporation want to get their hands in 
the Treasury and there is a party trying to keep themout. The threat 
that great disaster will befall the public if their demands are not im- 
mediately granted is a threat familiar to the language of political dis- 
putation. 

I am not able to perceive any such emergency in this case as will re- 
quire the Senate of the United States, with most meager information, 
without any governmental estimate, to rush into the grant of $3,000,- 
000 of money to some corporation which does not even appear in its 
character or in its personne/ in the solicitation. 

It has been abundantly shown that we have the right upon the shore 
of the Pacific and in the harbor of Hawaii, by concession from that 
Government, to establish this line. But if that be questioned there is 
nothing in the situation to suggest that this Government will ever have 
any difficulty, or at least that it has now any difficulty, in making 
any desirable treaty with the friendly Government of Hawaii, between 
which Government and our own there have long existed the most ami- 
cable and cordial relations. 

Mr. President, to show that there is no fair ground for the criticism 
which my learned and able friend from Alabama has made by implica- 
tion upon those who oppose this appropriation, that they are critical 
in their attitude towards the Executive, we have but to produce the 
naval appropriation bill, which has already passed by their assent and 
approbation, and there we find affirmative testimony of the fact that 
there is not the slightest disposition to criticise the Government, besides 
the negative testimony that no person has done so. In the naval ap- 
propriation bill, which has passed the Senate, I find this item of ap- 
propriation: 

Telegraphic cable service: To enable the President to cause careful sound- 
ings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu,in the kingdom of 
the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the practicability of the 
laying of a telegraphic cable between those points, $25,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary; and the President is hereby authorized to direct the use 
of any vessel or vessels belonging to the United States in making such survey. 

Here, then, Mr. President, is the repose of confidence in the Chiet 
Magistrate of this country. Here is the Navy of the country, any or 
all war vessels which he may see fit to order, placed at his disposal, 
together with an appropriation of $25,000 put in his hands, in order that 
he may be enabled to take the preliminary steps towards the estab- 
lishment of telegraphic communications between this country and 
Hawaii. 

Mr. President, what I object to and what, as I conceive, as a humble 
disciple of Democracy that party objects to, isthe putting of the Navy of 
the United States aad the Treasury at the service of private individuals 
and corporations, and not doing as a Government upon the behalf of 
the people for itself those things which are necessary to be done in de- 
fense of its rights and in the promotion of its commerce and foreign 
relations. 

Very obviously to my mind, Mr. President, the proposition here is 
now for the Government to pay for a great telegraphic establishment, 
and for other people to hold it. Ifthe Government is to pay for it 
and it is essential as a governmental agency, I respectfully submit the 
question, why shall not the Government construct it and let the peo- 
ple own it, so that it will be preserved for their benefit and be in their 
control as their property ? 

Mr. President, no governmental officer of the United States has pre- 
sented to Congress, nor has Congress called for, nor have we from any 
source obtained for ourselves any estimate of the cost of this telegraphic 
line between the United States and Hawaii. Then why shall we make 
an appropriation for the benefit of others when none but those others 
themselves have estimated what it willcost? Do men in their private 
business relations give carte blancheto the seller to name the price upon 
which they will buy? Is it appropriate for those who are the guard- 
ians of the people’s money to leave others, who are pursuing their self- 
interest and have their motive to inflate the cost in order that they 
may get the profit, to draw up their own figures, and then for the Govy- 
ernment to become the indorser in blank ? 

Furthermore, Mr. President, the sum appropriated is not required 
in my view, from such information as I have been able to obtain, not 
from those who have favored this appropriation, for they have not 
honored the public with information upon this subject. They have 
hastened to silence as far as they could the opportunity to inquire into 
the matter by laying upon the table the motion to reconsider this propo- 
sition. But the public records, those of the present Congress, those 
that come to us from the House of Represesentatives, if they are to be 
relied upon, do not estimate that it will require any such sum as we 
are here appropriating to subserve the interests of the people of the 
United States. 

I have before mea report which is headed ‘‘ Pacific Cable Company,”’ 
being Report No. 3774 of the Fifty-first Congress, second session, which 
was made by Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to the House of Representatives. This report was made in respect to 
a bill which was then, and is now, I believe, still pending in the House 
of Representatives. That bill proposed to incorporate the Pacific Cable 
Company, and it had ample provision in it guarding the interests of 
the United States. ' 
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That is the appropriate method in which this matter should be pre- 
sented to the Senate, that these provisions may be criticised, that esti- 
mates may be gone over, and that full information may be given. The 
very fact that this is offered as an amendment to asubject of a different 
character should increase, and not diminish, the vigilance of the Senate 
respecting it. 

In this report I find that the cost of a cable to Honolulu, as esti- 
mated by competent experts, in the opinion of the Committee on For- 
eign Aftairs, would be $2,735,000, exclusive of cost of terminal stations 
and connections from the beach to the offices,"and also $150,000 for a 
repair ship. I further find that the seventh section of the bill, re- 
specting which that report was made, provides for the making of an 
agreement with the company by the Secretary of the Treasury whereby 
an annual sum of $150,000 shall be paid to the company for a term 
of fifteen years from the date of effective completion of such telegraph 
line from San Francisco to Honolulu. The fact is thus presented to 
the Senate that the only committee of Congress which has made a re- 
port upon this subject has estimated that $150,000 per annum is suffi- 
cient to effect the object in view. The committee say: 


The bill, in naming as the amount of Government aid the annual sum of 
$150,000 for fifteen years, is within the limits of the expense of maintenance 
and repairs. 


We should remember that in addition to the appropriation which 
the Government was invited to make by this bill, and is now invited 
to make by the pending amendment, the war vessels of the United 
States have been placed at the service of the President to carry out 
the same object and that this appropriation of $150,000 per annum 
does not seem to include that item; it seems to be exclusive of that item 
of cost. Of course, in estimating the cost of a cable, the great expense 
would be the employment of vessels and the manning of the ships that 
would lay it. And yet, after the Senate has passed an appropriation 
giving $25,000 for the survey and showing a disposition to use the 
war vessels of the United States in the interests of this cable, we are 
called upon here by an amendment to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill to add $100,000 per annum beyond the estimates of 
any committee which has dealt with it. 

Mr. President, I am conscious that this is a great subject which is 
presented to the Senate. It is evident that this cable line which is 
projected between San Francisco and Hawaii is but a link in a long 
chain of telegraphic communications which at some future day will 
connect the United States with New Zealand and Japan. That is the 
projet which has been in the minds of enterprising men for years, and 
one of the steps towards carrying it out is the bill which was submitted 
to the House of Representatives to incorporate the Pacific Cable Com- 
pany. That company has asked from Congressan act of incorporation 
with $5,000,000 of stock, and in the projet which it and others have 
formed to build a long telegraphic communication between the United 
States and Hawaii and New Zealand and Japan, they propose that 
Congress shall be asked in the first instance to set them up in business. 

It is a little vague upon what distinct grounds Congress is asked to 
go thus in partnership with some corporation not in the ap- 
propriation, in which the people of the United States are invited to 
furnish the capital and in which the private stockholders are to enjo 
all the profits. It may be taken for granted that no promoters of suc 
a scheme are going into it otherwise than with the idea of personal 
gain. It belongs to commercial adventure, and they would not devise 
a scheme of a telegraphic line between the United States and the popu- 
lous communities of the East, in far-off Japan, unless they fancied 
that it would be a matter of dividend. 

Why shall the Government be called upon, not to subscribe to the 
stock and take the chances of getting some part of the dividends, but 
simply to put down the cash at the beginning of the enterprise, to set 
this corporation up in business by a sheer donation, in which, no mat- 
ter what the future dividends may be, the people of the United States 
ean not share ? 

If, Mr. President, this is designed as a part of the national defenses, 
if it is a military telegraph line which is sought to be established, itis 
improper that it should be owned by private individuals. The Gov- 
ernment should construct it, should own it, should control it, and 
should be enabled to keepany other communication from passing across 
the wires but its own. 

Mystery, secrecy, the preservation of one’s own confidence, is the ab- 
solute essential of any military movement; and the whole scheme and 
plan of this appropriation is in derogation of the idea and is incon- 
sistent with and contradictory of the idea that it is designed as a part 
of the military defenses. We do not go into partnership with private 
individuals in the ownership of warships nor in the ownership of guns, 
but the Government buys them and controls them. So if it is to bea 
military telegraph line the Government ought to build it and onght to 
own it. 

Then, Mr. President, is itacommercialline? Itmay aid commerce. 
Every railroad, every canal, every telegraph lines does aid commerce 
in a general way. It is for the Government to determine whether it 


is essential to the protection of its commerce or to the protection of 


itself to have the line. If it has so determined, then it ought to own 
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the line, and if it determines otherwise it ought to have nothing todo 
with the line. 

Mr. President, I have spoken about the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. We have had noinformation here as to what corpora- 
tion or as to what individuals are soliciting this appropriation. We 
have had to get that information for ourselves from the miscellaneous 
documents of another House. But I find in this document, from 
which I have already quoted, an exhibit with the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, and in that 
exhibit is a letter from Mr. Alfred S. Hartwell,dated January 31, 1891. 
In that letter he recites that— 

The Hawaiian Legislature in November last passed an act authorizing the 
Hawaiian ministry to t for the period of fifteen years the exclusive cabling 
right to that group of frlands from any point within the United States territor 
or elsewhere to any person or persons entering into a contract to lay suc 
cable within the time named, and, further, to grant tc such person or persons 
for the same period of fifteen years an annual subsidy of $25,000. 

In order to carry out this proposition of the Government of Hawaii 
the ministry were given charter to contract with any person, and it 
is claimed that they have contracted upon these conditions with Mr. 
Alfred 8. Hartwell, who, if he can carry out the contract, will get a 
subsidy of $25,000 annually from the Government of Hawaii. Noone 
has here claimed that either he or the corporators with whom he is 
associated have any ability whatsoever to accept this grant from the 
Kingdom of Hawaii, and it is very obvious that it is a speculation of 
an enterprising commercial man who wants to make money on the two 
Governments. Having obtained a concession from Hawaii and not 
having the means or the disposition to carry it out, they come to the 
Government of the United States and threaten it that if we do not 
give them the money to build this line, and let them own it, somebody 
else will come in and get the concession. 

Well, I have no doubt somebody else will. That is intimated in the 
very nature of the concession itself. The ministry of Hawaii were not 
instructed by its legislature to contract with Mr. Hartwell or with any- 
body else. They were given authority to contract with anybody, show- 
ing very clearly that the Government of Hawaii were looking for some- 
body to build this line either to North America north of the United 


States or to some portion of the United States, and that they would 


jump atvand be delighted to receive the proposition of the United States 


to do it. 

So, Mr. President, if it is desirable that the United States should 
put up the money to build this line, the persons who are the applicants 
to Congress for the appropriation, and who are asking the favor of the 
United States, are the only persons in the world who occupy a position 
by which they may possibly temporarily impede it; and I do not think 
that American citizens who would go abroad and get a concession and 
then come to their own Governmentand say, ‘‘If you donot enrich us, 
we shall not let you have it,’’ arefit persons to be the recipients of our 
gratuity and favor.- They are not the kind of American citizens in 
whose hands I should like to intrust the money or the rights and the 
interests of my country. 

Mr. President, I do not expect to hear any satisfactory information 
from the promoters of this appropriation. Those who advocate sub- 
sidies, who are ready to pour out the money of the people into the 
hands of individuals and corporations, are never anxious for debate. 
They have an emergency always on hand to hurry the measure for- 
ward and are generally content to be silent, especially when they = 
ceive that they have a majority by which they may carry out their 
views. 

But, Mr. President, I am opposed to the policy which is indicated 
in this appropriation. While the people of this country have been 
taxed nst their own will and have had high taxation preserved by 
those repressive influences which operate to im legislation, they 
are not yet meer to do anything which is essential to the national honor 
and the national defense. 

If this line be necessary to the success of our commerce or the honor 
of our flag or asa to our naval or military forces, I am not 
only willing to vote for it, but to vote twice, treble, quadruple, what 
is now called for. It is not the amount that I object to, if the appro- 
priation be necessary. What I object to is this Government going in 

ip with corporations and syndicates, the result of which in- 
variably has been that the Government furnished the capital and the 
corporation and the syndicate got the chief profit. 

I would vote to-morrow for a bill, if the Administration says it is 
necessary and the facts support it, to build this line to Ha- 
waii and put it ander the mili t of the Government of 
the United States and to sustain it; but when all the papers that we 
can gather upon the subject show that it is an extravagant 
tion, going beyond what seems , in the only report which has 
been made upon the subject, I can not see that it is wise or just to ac- 
cede toit. I observe that in his letter Mr. Hartwell uses this language: 


statement clearly shows that in addition to reason- 
= from esuhote of euch © othe, Selevin of 


annum be the 


which would justify the expectation of a of 5 per cent, upon the in- 
vestment - tn concttoate ng and laying the cable and buying and equipping 
ere P. 


Two hundred thousand dollars is the estimate of the applicants for 
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the subsidy of a sufliciency to build the line and buy the ship to main- whatever profit is legitimately and fairly to be derived from that sort 


tain it; and yet, when the Senate wants to debate this subject upon a 
pending appropriation to give $50,000 a year more than even the ap- 


plicants have said was essential, the motion to reconsider its action | 


taken with closed doors is laid on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I dislike to detain the Senate on this | 


question or any other at this late hour in the session, but I feel that I 
am obliged tosay something in reply to the Senator from Mississipp! 
[Mr. GeorGE] and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 

If I need to have any proof at all of certain propositions, 1 need not 
go any further than the speeches made just now by those Senators. 
The first proposition which they make is that there is necessity for cable 
communication between the United States and Hawaii, and that neces- 
sity relates to three subjects: First, to commercial convenience and 
prosperity; second, to naval or military protection of the United States 
and ef its commerce; and, third, to the demand of the people of the 
United States that they shall have all the available means of communi- 
cating intelligence now used by tbe prosperous foreign countries of the 
world, 

We all agree in these particulars, that the building of the cable is 
a work in which the Government of the United States might take a 
part if it chose to do so; in other words, that the purposes in connec- 
tion with which a cable is to be established are governmental pur- 
poses; that they are for the protection of commerce, for the dissemina- 
tion of information, and also for the military control or defense of com- 
merce and of the shoresof our country. All these propositions arecon- 
ceded in the arguments made by the honorable Senators. So it is not 
worth while for me to go back and debate them at all. We all agree 
upon those propositious. 

Then we come down to the question as to what is the best means for 
the Government of the United States to avail itself in order to secure 
these governmental pu The Senator from Virginia, in the close 
of his remarks, came to the conclusion that he would be entirely will- 
ing, if the case was presented in which there was a necessity for gov- 
ernmental action, to vote a great deal more money than is contained in 
this bill to build a line of cable communication between the United 
States and Honolulu. He would want, however, that the Government 
of the United States should have no partners and no assistants in it; 
he would want the Government to do it entirely through its own offi- 
cera, its own agents,and to own the property, so that whatever profits 
might arise outof it would be profits to the United States Government. 

I think I could controvert on very good Democratic grounds—if I 
understand what Democratic grounds are—the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that the Government of the United States can en- 

in any speculative enterprise of money-making either inside or 
outside of this country. Ido not know of any instance in which the 
Government standing for the people and for their service has a right 
to make money by speculation upon the people of the United States in 
any enterprise that could be named. So I think we can dismiss that 
view of the question without at all disturbing the equanimity of any 
Democrat in the United States Senate upon a proposition of that kind, 
for whatever governmental pursuits the United States may engage in 
there can not be any legitimate effort to make money for the Govern- 
ment out of such pursuits. 

Whenever we find that we have an opportunity of money-making in 
the exercise of governmental powers, we always turn that opportunity 
over to our people in order that they may get rich out of the benefits 
the Government is able toconfer. We do not merely try to save taxa- 
tion into the Treasury by speculation or money-making in carrying the 
proceeds of our adventures into the common money account of the 
country. So I feel that,as I am opposed to the Government of the 
United States entering inte such speculations and such efforts, I am 
perhaps on the safe Democratic side of that question also. 

Now, I have no doubt it will be admitted that the carrying of mails 
between Honolulu and San Francisco is agovermental purpose; that the 
Government of the United States may engage in carrying mails from 
Honolulu to San Francisco back and forth. I believe that no man will 
doubt that our postal system extends across the waters to the utter- 
most parts of the earth, and the power of the Government of the United 
States goes along to protect the mails, to care for them, to pay for their 

rtation, and for everything else connected with the mail service 
for the benefit of the people of the United States and other people in 
their intercommunication with each other. 

That being a clear governmental purpose, the Senator from Virginia, 
instead of paying a fair rate of hire, that the Senator calls a subsidy, 
to some owners of a steamship or a sailing ship to carry the mails be- 
tween Honolulu and San , would have the Government to 
build the ship. I do not believe in that. I do not believe it is any 

rt of the duty or even the privilege of the Government of the United 

tates to build and become the owner of ships for the purpose of car- 
rying the mails. When we have opportunities to have mails carried 
by ships it is our business, and one of our first duties, to see that the 
people of the United States who are engaged in building ships or want 
to put their money in such a venture as that shall have the benefit of 
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of enterprise. 
| So, while the Senator from Virginia, this profoundly sound Democrat, 
who is opposed to all subsidies, would never consent for the mails to 
| be carried from Honolulu to San Francisco by any incorporated com- 
pany or by any private individual, but would build the ships to carry 
them on and have them navigated by United States officers, I 
leave to differ with him and still claim that my Democracy is sounc 
when I say that Iam entirely willing, upon a fair levy, to have those 
mails transported between the different points by vessels that are in 
the private ownership either of corporations or of citizens. 
| Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator trom Virginia? 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not object to the Senator’s Democracy, but I 
hope he will allow me to define my own. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has definedit. He says he wants the 
Government of the United States to enter into this enterpriseand build 
it on its own account. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will allow me to finish the sentence, 
I will say that I do not believe in the United States buying ships and 
making presents of them to other people. They may hire ships or they 
may hire railroad or telegraph lines or what not, but if they buy them 
and pay for them I do not believe in making presents of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. That remark of the Senator from Virginia only 
shows that he has not comprehended this amendment. I felt grieved, 
when he was arguing upon it so elaborately and so eloquently, to feel 
that he did not actually comprehend what the amendment is. What 
is the amendment? It is that the Government of Hawaii having 
granted a concession to Mr. Hartwell, or to any other person, if that 
person or that corporation, Mr. Hartwell,or anybody else, under a con- 
cession from the Hawaiian Government, shall build a cable line, then 
after it is built the Government of the United States will pay for the 
use of it $250,000 a Year for fourteen vears, not to exceed twenty, the 
sum not to exceed $3,000,000, and the sum to be as much less than 
$3,000,000 and as much less than $250,000, a year as the President of 
the United States can make a fair and legitimate contract to reduce it to. 

Now, I will give an analogous case. Here weare spending vastsums 
of money annually. How much? No Senator here knows, I suppose; 
I do not, but it mounts up into the hundreds of thousands, perbaps 
more than a million dollars a year, for telegrams and cablegrams that 
are sent over the wires of private companies through the United States 
and abroad to all the countries of the earth. 

Some of these cablegram items amount to as much as $40,000. Look 
over your appropriation bills, and see how much money you appropri- 
ate every year for the use of various telegraph lines inside the United 
States. We pay so much, and the exactions have been made so heavy 
upon us, and there has been so little of competition, that bill after bill 
has been reported to the Congress of the United States, either to buy 
the lines and take charge of them, or else to build competing lines. 

Now, there, Mr. President, my Democracy comes in the way of those 
bills, and has always caused me to stand in opposition to them, not be- 
cause I did not believe that we could save some money by building 
competing lines or by taking possession of the existing lines, but I did 
not want to multiply the offices of the country. I did not want to 
make a thousand offices where there are now ten. I did not want the 
Government of the United States to have the patronage that belongs 
to the ownership of these vast and intricate systems of telegraphic in- 
tercommunication and cable communication. My Derthocracy stood 
me in hand to enable me to oppose the policy of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, which, when it is extended and made legitimate in its applica- 
tion to our internal as well as our external affairs, would place us in 
the possession of every telegraph line in this country. 

The Government of the United States is obliged to employ private 
agencies within the boundaries of our country, and outside also, in 
order to carry on its governmental operations. We have steamship 
lines sailing to various portsin the world. We havea subsidized Brit- 
ish line that sails from Liverpool to New York; and we pay anaually 
immense sums of money for the purpose of the transmission of our 
mails between those ports. Who has thought that that was an unwise 
thing to do, an unnecessary thing to do, an illegitimate thing to do, 
and that the right way to get rid of it was to go and build lines of 
steamships to be owned and managed and officered by the Government 
of the United States? Mr. President, this pretense, for it is nothing 
else, that Senators desire that the Government of the United States 
shall own the lines, shall own the steamships, shall own the railways 
that carry our mails back and forth through the United States, is all 
intended merely to prevent the public service from being done in a le- 
gitimate and fair way. 

So I take ground in favor of the employment of private corporations 
for carrying of mails inside of the United States and private people 
also, from the little horseback mail, or the man who packs the mail 
sack on his back and goes on foot, up to the great railway trunk-lines. 
I favor the plan of the telegraph wires in all the different sections of 
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this country, in all their great ramifications, being owned by private 
persons or private corporations rather than by the Government of the 
United States. I prefer that the two great cables which connect us 
now with England should be in the private ownership of the compa- 
nies to whom they belong rather than the Government of the United 
States should own them, and I would not vote money, unless it was 
under the pressure of some great military necessity, fur the building 
by the Government of the United States of a cable line even between 
Florida and Cuba. 

But what would Ido? As far as the Government is concerned in 
matters of this kind, instead of having cheap rates for telegrams, and 
cablegrams, and mails, and the like of that, I would resort to fair con- 
tract and agreement with open biddings, so that every competing man 
might have his fair opportunity to get the contract, and in that way 
I would get the service as cheap as I could consistently with honesty 
and fair dealing. Is that notthetrueplan? Isnotthat the plan upon 
which we have operated always, and upon which we expect to operate, 
and upon which we ought to operate in all of our connections with all 
of this transamerican service of ours ? F 

Now we come to the proposition of building a cable to Honolulu. 
Both the Senator from Virginia and the Senator from Mississippi want 
to build it at the expense of the Federal Government, They want it 
officered by oflicers of the Federal Government. The moment you do 
that you open the door to have every telegraph line in the United 
States and every telegraph office in charge of a commissioned officer of 
the United States Government. What a catastrophe, Mr. President, 
that would be to the country. It is something that I could not look 
upon with any degree of composure. I would look upon it, sir, with 
the gravest apprehension. 

What, then, is the situation? I do not feel at liberty to describe it 
all in the Senate to-day. Senators have been informed and they know 
of certain reasons connected with this project that I can not now name 
in justice to my own country; but laying those aside and coming down 
to the mere question of, I may say, profit and loss, thequestion of bar- 
gain between ourselves and whoever may construct this line, what is 
the situation? The Government of Hawaii, by its legislature, in the 
time of King Kalakaua, passed an act authorizing that Government to 
subsidize, as they call it, a line of cable between the Hawaiian Islands 
‘*and the United States or any other place on the American conti- 
nent.’’? Those last words of course are very significant: ‘‘If you can not 
make a co-operative arrangement with the Government of the United 
States to effect the building of this cable line, make it with Mexico; 
make it with Great Britain; take it to Victoria and land it there in 
the Strait of Juan de Fuca,’’ 

The Government of Hawaii wants a cable communication with the 
outside world, and being an independent and free power it issues its 
order through its legislative authority for the purpose of granting a 
concession, as it is called, to whoever will build this line, and enables 
its ministry to make a contract for that purpose. Those ministers make 
a contract with Mr. HartweH, of Boston, Mass. That contract is guar- 
antied by the Hawaiian Government, and when the contractor builds 
his line he has not merely the right to land his cable, but he has the 
protection of that Government, and he has a right to it. The Govern- 
ment of the United States is bound to concede that that Government 
can grant its protection just as much as we can, for while we recognize 
Hawaii as an independent country we are bound to respect her auton- 
omy in every particular. 

We have not to deal with it as a child would with a toy, to buffet it 
about at its own willand power. It is a sovereign and an independent 
power. It hastakenitsground. It has madeitscontract. Mr. Hart- 
well is the party to whom the concession hasbeen made, He presents 
this subject to thecommittee of the House of Representatives, and while 
Senators complain that they have not gotany information about it, they 
have all the information that is necessary for intelligent and decisiveand 
precise action upon this question. 

Now, if we were going into the scheme of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to build the cable then we would want to know what the esti- 
mates are, what it is going to cost, and the like of that. We would 
want to know something about the bed of the ocean over which it is 
to pass. We would want to know something about the rights of the 
United States to get into Hawaii with the cable if asa Government we 
were trying or expecting to construct this cable line. But we are not. 
What we cre going to do, if this amendment becomes a law, is merely, 
after the cable line has been completed, to hire it annually at a sum 
not exceeding $250,000. 

Suppose it is not built, we certainly shall never hire it. Suppose it 
is built at a cost of $5,000,000, it is nothing to us. Suppose itis built 
at the cost of a million dollars, it is nothing tous. W. we want to 
do, and all that we propose to do, is to enable the President of the 
United States, in the event of the cable being built, to hire the use of 
it for the Government of the United States annually at a certain sum 
of money per annum not to exceed $3,000,000 in the 

Now, that brings the matter right down to this point: Are we will- 
ing to \rust the discretion and the integrity of the President of the 
United States in making such an agreement asthat? We might have 
selected some other agency it is true, We might organize a commis- 
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sion for that purpose if we choose to do it, but I repeat that I have 
seen nothing either in the office of the President of the United States 
or in the incumbent of that office to alarm me in the slightest degree 
about the proposition that he will make the very best contract that can 
be made for the Government of the United States. I do not believe 
it is possible that there can be a job init. Moreover, it will take two 
years to build thiscable line, and until itis constructed no dollar can ever 
come outof the Treasury forthe purposeof employingit. Very likely, 
unless Mr. Harrison is renominated and re-elected, he will have noth- 
ing todo with making this contract. 

I have some faint glimmering of hope that somebody else, perhaps 
the gentleman who is high in favor on this side of the Chamber, may 
have the making of that contract. Are we going in advance to say 
that if the President of the United States should turn out to be a 
Democrat we are not willing to trust him with the use of $250,000 a 
year or $300,000 a year in making an honorable and a just contract 
with a company, an American company, about the use of this cable? 

Now, sir, when we come down to the real facts of this case, all the 
ebullitions of fear and all the eloquence that has been bestowed upon 
it seem to me entirely inapposite and out of place. The real transac- 
tion has not been explained to the Senate to-day; it has been hereto- 
fore, I believe sufficiently,this beinga governmental purpose for which 
we are authorizing the President of the United States to make this 
expenditure of money in his proper discretion, to be willing to say 
that it is constitutional and right that it should be made. I believe 
sufficiently in the importance of it politically, commercially, and in a 
military sense—in every one of these important senses—to induce me 
to say that I think it is the duty of the Government of the United 
States to avail itself of this opportunity to have the cable constructed, 
it being a fair and a favorable opportunity. 

I have not an idea that it would be constructed unless the Govern- 
ment of the United States could be looked forward to asa patron of the 
cable line, but with the favorable expectation and security that the 
Government of the United States through its President will make a 
fair contract for the use of the cable, then capitalists will be willing to 
go forward and venture their money, and weshall have thecable; and 
= it, Mr. President, I see no prospect in the world of having the 
cable. 

The Senator from Mississippi, however, has found out that we have 
a right to build this cable into Pearl harbor on the Island of Oahu 
under a treaty which he brings to the attention of the Senate. It 
would be sufficient to say that the word ‘‘cable’’ is not used in that 
treaty, nor isthe slightest reference made toit inthe world, Isuppose 
that you could not inflicta greater surprise upon the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment than to say to them that we understood when you made that 
treaty that you were stipulating for a cable line. 

How could they have done that when after the treaty was made they 
went into an elaborate system of legislation to make a concession to a 
company or to an individual to build a cable line from Hawaii to the 
continent of America, providing for its ample security, providing for 
its specific charges upon the messages that should be sent across the 
line? How can the Government of the United States in building a 
line from San Francisco to Pearl harbor avail itself of the legislation 
of Hawaii fixingand prescribing the rates of toll that shall be charged 
upon this line? 

Let me ask you, Mr. President, how can the United States Govern- 
ment invade the sacred line of the three-mile limit and get inside of 
Pearl Harbor with her ships? Why, sir, it would be cause of war if 
we should attempt to do it, and all of the great nations of the earth 
would see that that little jewel of the Pacific was as much protected in 
her autonomy and in her right as to the three-mile limit as any other 
power on earth could be protected. They would see that we were in- 
vading it, and invading it ruthlessly, and not ruthlessly merely, but 
upon a bald, false pretense. It took an ingenious mind to conjure up 
this opportunity for building a cable line into Pearl harbor. It does 
not answer my conscience, my sense of duty, my feeling of honorable 
regard for a treaty with the Government of Hawaii that I should per- 
vert and misinterpret a treaty so as to say that one that contained this 

rovision was also a treaty for the purpose of establishing cable lines 

tween the United States and the Hawaiian Islands at the option of 
our Government and not at the option of the other Government. What 
is that language of the treaty? It is as follows: 


His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands ts to the Government of 
the United States the exclusive right to enter the harbor of Pearl Riverin the 
Island of Oahu, and to establish and maintain there a coaling and rstation 
for the use of vessels of the United States, and to that end the United may 
improve the entrance to said harbor and do all other things needful to the pur- 


pose af 

Now, reading that to a plain mind, to one intent upon the preserva- 
tion of the rights of the United States and also of Hawaii, 1t is impos- 
sible to conceive that the thought ever entered into the minds of the 
negotiators that it had any reference at all to a cable. What is meant 
by “the exclusive right?’’ The Government of Hawaii since this 
treaty has been adopted go into Pearl harbor and establish 
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bargained and which we obtained under the extension of the treaty of 
reciprocity between the two Governments. 

How, then, Mr. President, can the Government of the United States 
claim under that treaty that it has the exclusive right of establishing 
as against Hawaii a cable line in Pearl harbor? for, whatever right 
the United States has under the second clause of this treaty is an ex- 
clusive right, whether it relates to cables or whether it relates to ships 
and repairs, it is an exclusive right. To me the idea, I must say, is 
not in the slightest degree tenable that Hawaii ever intended to grant 
to the Government of the United States the exclusive right to have a 
cable in Pearl harbor. 

Senators vex their ingenious minds to get up pretexts of opposition to 
this measure, and there is no occasion to doit, not even when they con- 
sulttheir Democratic horn-books; for, Mr. President, the only violation 
that is likely to come to any Democratic doctrine in connection with 
this project is that which would commit the Government of the United 
States to the building and ownership and officeringand management ofa 
cable line between this and any foreign country. 

In this connection, as I expected it would be developed, some allusion 
was made to the proposed bill from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to subsidize, as it is called, the canal company who are authorized by 
law of Nicaragua and Costa Rica and the law of the United States also 
to builda canal acrossthe Isthmus of Darien. The twosubjects are con- 
veniently mixed up. There wasno occasion forit. They areasdistinct 
as propositions can possibly be, and there was no occasion for it. But 
both the Senators to whom I am nowreplying argued and insisted that 
the object ofall such legislation, which they call subsidy legislation, is 
to enrich corporations or to enrich private persons who get franchises or 
concessions at the expense of the taxpayers of the United States. 

Separating the canal project from the other just a moment, let us 
see what was done. coneession was made by Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica. They had the right to make it. They prescribed all the terms 
in connection with it that they saw proper to prescribe. Thereupon 
the Congress of the United States chartered a company to avail itself 
of that concession. That company went to work and is still at work 
with prospects of success that are undeniable, with prospects of suc- 
cess that will result in the building of that canal within six or seven 
years—prospects of success, Mr. President, which, when the canal is 
built will place in their control at a cost probably of two hundred and 
fifty or three hundred million dollars a property that will yield a rev- 
enue very much larger than the Suez Canal. The men concerned in 
that enterprise as stockholders or as contractors are obliged to get rich 
under the existing condition of affairs. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, being charged by the Senate of 
the United States to look into this question and to see how far it might 
injuriously affect the commerce of the United States, and especially 
that very valuable commerce upon which we set such high store, the 
coastwise trade, made an investigation of it, and they discovered that 
this canal was in the process of construction; tbat it had the powerin 
the money markets of the world to capitalize itself, but at a large cost, 
as all such enterprises must cost largely when they depend entirely 
upon private contributions of money for their success, 

They found that the certainty of its being built, the certainty of its 
enormous cost, and the certainty of it being too heavy a tax upon the 
commerce of the United States constrained them to ask the Congress 
of the United States to avail itself of a power reserved in the charter 
of this company to alter, amend, or repeal it whenever the Government 
of the United States might find that that company was either trans- 
gressing the bounds of legitimate authority in piling up the cost of the 
canal, or whenever that canal became a threat against the Government, 
or a threat against its commercial freedom in the prolongation of its 
coast line. 

What did the committee do? Instead of granting subsidies to this 
corporation and pouring out money into their laps to make them rich, 
they said to them, ‘* We will use the power reserved in this charter to 
compel you to do this matter right; we will use the charter so as to 
compel you to build the canal at a cost that will not be an unnecessary 
and grievous burden upon the commerce of the world. What will we 
do? We will limit your capital stock to $100,000,000. You have al- 
ready got it pledged to the extent of $150,000,000. We will limit 
your power to issue bonds to $100,000,000. You have already gota 
contract for which you are to issue $200,000,000 of bonds for the con- 
struction of this road, with power to run it to $400,000,000 if you choose 
to doit. We will place you under the control of the Government of 
the United States, by refusing to let you issue one dollar of stock ex- 
cept as to Nicaragua and Costa Rica under the contract, and except 
some small contracts that you have made, and the extreme amount of 
stock and bonds that this company shall have at all shall not exceed 
$7,000,000, combined stock and bonds, We will hold youdown. Now, 
what will we do foryou? Why, in order that your money may come 
cheap, and in order that bankers’ commissions and brokers’ commis- 
sions and ts and speculative contracts may not ride down this great 
and t line of communication between these oceans, we will 
advance you bonds to the extent of $100,000,000and no more, at 3 per 
cent. interest per annum; we will guaranty the bonds and the interest, 
and those bonds shall be issued only as the work is done, and the 
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value of that work shall be ascertained by engineers appointed by the 
President of the United States, who are required to report to the Gov- 
ernmentevery sixty days. We will hold you down to these bonds, and 
no bonds shall be issued in excess of the actual cost of thecanal.’’ Now, 
when the honest truth is stated, instead of this being what Senators 
characterize here to-day as a subsidy, it is a knife put into a subsidy 
to prevent men from the use of the powers which we have given them, 
and which Costa Rica and Nicaragua have given them, whereby this 
canal project might have become a terrible incumbrance upon the com- 
merce of the world. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him just.one 
moment ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe that in the charter granted to this Nica- 
ragua company the power of amendment of the charter or its repeal is 
reserved in the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes 

Mr. GEORGE, Would it not be better, if the company we have 
chartered are going into all kinds of extravagance and rascality, rather 
than give them $1,000,000, to stop or repeal the charter entirely or 
amend it so that such acts can not be committed? 

Mr. MORGAN. The term “‘rascality’’ has no place in connection 
with any of the operations of that company. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will withdraw it, then. 

Mr. MORGAN. You ought to do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will say extravagance and waste. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator ought to withdraw that term in con- 
sideration of the fact that the incorporators are men as honorable as 
any who ever existed in the United States. Chief Justice Daly, of New 
York, and an honorable Ex-Senator from Indiana, Mr. McDonald, who 
used to do so much credit to the Senate, are two of the incorporators I 
could name. I venture to say, and I do it with conscious pride, that 
there has never been assembled in the United States any set of men 
against whom the impeachment of rascality was so utterly foreign and 
unjust as towards those men. I do not care to amplify that question. 
The opinion of the people of the United States will vindicate what | 
say of them; all their lives have vindicated it and all they have done 
in regard to the Nicaraguan Canal has vindicated it. 

NowI will answer the other part of the Senator’s remark as to men 
in the possession of such franchises as these, who have to step forward, 
in the first place, and spend $4,000,000 out of their own pockets with- 
out any security or expectation of security except the future comple- 
tion of the work. When men come forward and spend out of their own 
pockets $4,000,000 of their money to get this enterprise into such fins 
shape as it is now, including the ownership of all the valuable plant 
of the Panama Canal, and are now at work upon the Nicaraguan Canal, 
it is to be presumed that when they come to wind up their affairs they 
will expect that the world will not begrudge it to them (at least no 
liberal man on earth will begrudge it to them) that they should make 
fair and liberal gains out of this enterprise. The risk is enormous, 
and, no matter what the success of this canal is, they will never see 
profits to correspond with the enormity of the risk that they are now 
undertaking. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if he does not 
rather overstate the amount that this construction company has ex- 
pended ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think not, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I have examined the testimony very carefully, and the 
president of the company stated in response to the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMUNDs] that altogether they had expended, he thought, 
about $2,500,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a good while ago when he stated that. 
They have been spending money ever since. 

Mr. MORGAN, Oh, yes; they have been spending money since 
then. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Alabama stated that they had ex- 
pended $4,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean up to date, they have. 

Mr. VEST. ‘They stated that they had expended up to the time 
when the testimony was given $2,500,000, 

Mr. MORGAN. That was last June. 

Me. VEST. That is all the information we have on the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the Governmentof the United States makes no 
concessions ‘to these gentlemen in that behalf except for the amount of 
money actually expended, to be ascertained by the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon vouchers presented and audited and approved by him. 
Now, can anything be safer than that? It does not make any differ- 
ence to me whether it is $2,000,000 or $4,000,000 that they have ex- 
pended, that security is there and it is immutable; it is there to stand 
forever. So the transaction is in every particular a clean one—just as 
clean as any transaction that human hands ever touched. 

Now, the point I was approaching is this: Senators say, arguendo, 
and they have said it otherwise, that if the canal is in this situation 
it is the duty of the Government of the United States to take hold of 
it and build it. I have stated reasons why I did not think the Gov- 
erpment of the United States ought to build anything of the kind—a 
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cable line, aship to carry the mails, or acanal—but there is one bar to 
it which is the result of our own wisdom or elseofour own folly. While 
Mr. Arthur was President of the United States he negotiated what I 
thought was a most admirable treaty through Mr. Frelinghuysen for 
the acquirementof the right of building a canal and the imposition upon 
the United States of the duty and obligation of building it along with 
the territory oneither side, I think 12 miles over which we would have 
such a suzerainty as that we could control it in every possible partic- 
ular. 

Nicaragua, in its anxiety te get the Government of the United States 
to build this canal, made to us concessions which would have been con- 
sidered as a concession of the independence of that State to any other 
power in the world except this wise and strong and just and benevo- 
lentGovernmentof the United States. The Senateof the United States, 
it requiring a two-thirds majority to accept that proposition, rejected 
it by a very slight vote. There was very much more than a majority 
of this body in favor of accepting that treaty, but there was not quite 
two-thirds, and thereupon it was withdrawn by the succeeding Presi- 
dent of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, and was not again resub- 
mitted to the Senate. 

What attitude did that leave Nicaragua in? The prime desire of 
her whole life asa people has been to have this communication by canal 
through her borders. She immediately negotiated with an American 
citizen to make to him and his associates a concession of the right to 
build that canal. He brought that concession to the United States and 
organized acompany that had gone on with their surveys and continued 
to go on with the surveys until they developed and proved as mathe- 
matically as any proposition can be proved not merely the practicability 
of the canal, but its cheapness, that it was a very cheap route and one 
that had obviously been placed in view of mankind by the hand that 
created these continents. 

‘Thereupon the Government of the United States, finding that Nica- 
ragua had disrobed itself of the power to make a further treaty by a 
coneession that it had made to a citizen of the United States and his 
associates, chartered a company to go on and avail themselves of that 
concession. That company went on then and is still going on under 
that concession. 

Now, let me ask the Senate of the United States how the Govern- 
ment of the United States can possibly go to Nicaragua and build that 
canal without violating its duty to a sister republic. Shall we go 
there and seize and capture the country that we refused to accept at 
her hands when she made a treaty with us? Shall we violate our own 
conduct and action in rejecting that treaty when we said we did not 
want sovereign power in Nicaragua and were afraid of entangling alli- 
ances there? Shall we do that, and, for the purpose of enabling the 
Senators to feel better reconciled to that attitude of affairs, seize the 
country and build the canal on Government account? 

Why, sir, that is an impossibility, a physical, a moral, a legal, a 
national impossibility. The nations of the earth would be justified in 
intervening if the Government of the United States as a Government 
should go into Nicaragua to-day and assume the right to build that 
canal, 

Bat why consult an impossibility of that kind? Why draw off the 
public thoughts and attention from the real plan and project that is 
before the country to a scheme of that kind which is so entirely im- 
possible unless it is as a mere tub to the whale, a mere diversion to 
prevent the minds of the people of the United States from grasping 
the real question and to prevent them from coming up to its realiza- 
tion as they ought to do? 

Now, we see, Mr. President, that there is no analogy, no comparison 
at all, between the two cases of a cable from Honolulu to the United 
States and the case of the Nicaragua Canal. In the case of the Nicara- 
gua Canal we took an American company chartered by our laws, from 
whom we have reserved the right to do these things, and we say to 
them, ‘‘ You shall not build this canal in such a way as to encumber 
and embarrass and destroy the coastwise trade ofthe Union. You must 
vot do that, but in order that you shall suffer no injustice we will sub- 
init to you for your acceptance, rather than to accept a worse alternative, 
that you will take our indorsemeng for your bonds for $100,000,000,’’ 
and the other provision of the bill to which I have just referred. 

Now, asks the Senator from Mississippi, had we not better repeal the 
charter and abandon the project? I would just as soon have said to 
Thomas Jefferson when he acquired the Louisiana Territory, ‘‘ Had you 
not better consult your secret constitutional scruples and not buy that 
vast domain?’’ I might just as well have said to President Polk when 
Texas was annexed, ‘* Had you not better raise some scruples in your 
mind and prevent the annexation of Texas to the United States?’’ I 
might just as well have said to the Government of the United States 
after the war with Mexico, that that was not a war for conquest, but a 
war for defense of our national pride and honor, and therefore we will 
reject any of the vast territory to the west of us as a part of the com- 
pensation of that struggle, indemnity for the past and security for the 
future. 

We might just as well have said to General Gadsden when he was 
making the treaty of purchase of another immense area of country 
out there for $15,000,000, ‘‘ Do not spend the money of the people of 
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the United States, do not oppress the taxpayers of this country by 
spending $15,000,000 for the purchase of that sand belt out in Arizona 
and New Mexico.”’ 

I am very proud of the Democratic party, but, Mr. President, I have 
no such pride in any other part of its progress as I have in those giant 
steps that laid the hand of power and conquest upon the Louisiana 
Territory, upon our Mexican possessions, upon our possessions in Flor- 
ida; and I have no ground of respect for the memory of Mr. Seward 
and the Republican party, great and grand as it isin its achievements, 
that equals that of his venturing to purchase Alaska from the Gov- 
ernment of Russia. 

Let me say to my friends in the Democratic party that they had bet- 
ter try to keep up with the procession, for the reason that they are 
leading a heroic set of men; they are leading men who, when they 
have got their fect on firm ground, dare to march as far to the front as 
any men in this world. Their history sustains them in it, and | glory 
in it. I hope to God that I may be able, through some assistance or 
even sacrifice that I might make, to aid the Democratic party in 
progressing now shoulder to shoulder with the Republican party of 
this country in giving to American commerce a free transit across the 
Isthmus of Darien, connecting intimately those beautiful shores of 
the West, reaching from the highest point of Washington down to the 
Mexican border, with this grand development of ours along the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Atlantic Ocean. 

Sir, I would not permit my Democracy, I would not permit my al- 
legiance to any party, to stop me from an enterprise of this kind when 
it resis upon grounds that no Democrat can challenge as being uncon- 
stitutional. This country will require an answer at our hands now 
that this opportunity is presented, soon to pass and never again to be 
realized, why is it that we have been sluggards upon our post when 
these vast events were passing into history, and we did not participate 
as men ought to do in their realization ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PIERCE (when Mr. CASEY’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Casey] has been compelled to retire from the Chamber, being 
sick. He is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia[Mr. CoLquitr]. Otherwise lshould vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO(when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 
vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I do not know how he 
would vote if present. I should take great pleasure in voting ‘‘ nay,”’ 
if I were at liberty to do so. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1Lson]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea 

Mr. WOLCOTT iene his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ My colleague [Mr. TELLER] is detained {trom 
the Chamber by illness and is paired with the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Berry]. 

The roll call-was concluded. : 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH], whois absent, is paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERson }. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Witson ] to the Senator from Washington [ Mr, ALLEN } 
and vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the negative). I ask leave te 
withdraw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TeLLeR]}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis], but I understand that he is favorable to the proposition which 
has been under discussion. I will therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to announce that the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Jones] 
are paired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. McCoNNELL] and the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
BLopGEtTT]. If the Senator from Idaho were here, he would vote 
a“ yea.”’ 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the affirmative). Yesterday I 
voted for the amendment in regard to the submarine cable, believing 
that the senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown] if here would favor 
it as it was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. I will 
withdraw my vote unless I can transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in which case the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BERRY] and myself can vote. 

Mr. BERRY. That is satisfactory. 
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Mr. DOLPH. In that event the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown ] 
will be paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. My 
vote will stand. 

Mr. BERRY. I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
here, he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT (after having voted in the negative). As stated 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Marc eu], I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. McCoNNELL]. Hence I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER: [ask whether the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania i. QuAY | is recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). 
draw my vote. 
Squire]. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL ] 
that our pairs may be transferred, so that his vote can stand and | 
shall be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall transfer my pair, at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Connecticut, to my colleague [Mr. BARBOUR], and vote 
“* nay.” 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 16; as follows: 
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YEAS—33. 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Blair, Gorman, Morgan, Spooner, 
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Culiom, Hampton, Paddock, Warren, 
Davis, Higgins, Payne, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Pierce, Wilson of lowa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Platt, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Evarts, MeMillan, Sherman, 

NAYS—16. 
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, * Reagan, 
Berry, Coke, Harris, Turpie, 
Call, Daniel, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Carlisle, George, Pugh, Walthall, 

ABSENT—39, 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Kenna, Sanders, 
Allen, Dawes, McConnell, Squire, 
Barbour, Eustis, McPherson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Moody, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Butler, Hawley, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hearst, Power, Wilson of Md, 
Casey, Ingalls, Quay, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Jones.of Arkansas, Ransom, 


So the bill was passed. 
RAILROAD RATES FOR COMMERCIAL TRAVELERS. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few remarks upon 
a proposition that I had the honor to introduce to the Senate last May, 
whieh I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArris). The Secretary will 
read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3786) to amend section 22 of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 

merce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and as amended March 2, 1889. 


Be it enacted, etc., That at the end of section 22 of an act entitled ©’ An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, avd amended Marel 2, 1889, 
the following proviso be inserted : 

“Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common 
carrier from giving reduced rates of transportation and a permit to carry a 
weight of sample baggage in excess of the amount allowed the ordinary trav- 

ele 


eler to commercial travelers, whether employer or employé, who travel to sell 
merchandise for a wholesale business, taking orders from dealers for goods for 
subsequent delivery.” 

Mr, QUAY. This proposition I advocate upon the ground of public 
policy. Itis a measure in the interest of the whole people of the United 
States. It is not designed for the benefit of any single class, but to 
bring prosperity alike to the great centers of population, to the most 
remote crossroads, and to enlarge our commerce with other nations. 

The first argument I wish to bring, in support of this general state- 
ment, is that this proposed amendment to the interstate commerce law 
is entirely just and is in accordance with an established commercial 
custom based upon the principle, recognized everywhere in trade, of 
giving within limits the lowest price to the largest purchaser. Under 
the interstate commerce act this principle is already recognized in its 
regulation of freight rates. That act allows transportation companies 
to accept whole or unbroken carloads of freight at a reduced rate. 

Now, to illustrate the wholesale character of the transportation in 

s and in baggage which the commercial travelers of this country 

ng to the transportation companies, it is only necessary to state that 
the best authority—my informant being M. J. Pickering, chairman of 
the national committee of commercial travelers, having this matter in 
ves as the number of men engaged in that branch of our do- 

mestic trade 180,000, These 180,000 men are on the wheels eight 
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months in the year. A careful estimate of the amount of their ex- 
penditure per diem for railroad fares is about $1.50 each. This mul- 
tiplied by 180,000 shows the total amount expended per day to be 
$270,000, which again multiplied by the two hundred and forty days 
contained in the eight months of the year in which they are actively 
following their occupation shows a grand total of $64,800,000. This 
enormous contribution to the income of the transportation companies 
of the country shows the American commercial traveler to be by far 
the largest purchaser of passenger transportation in the world. 

Entirely apart from this statement of fact as to the largest purchaser 
and its corollary of the lowest price must be considered a statement no 
less one of fact as to the natureand influence upon the commercial life 
of the nation of the duties performed by commercial travelers. In the 
first place the broad assertion may be made, the truth of which will be 
recognized by every one, that commercial travelers market the entire 
productof the manufacturing industries of the United States. Between 
the loom, the spindle, the machine shop, the vat, the foundry, and other 
primary sources of manufactured goods they are the intermediaries for 
the retail merchant and his customers. Their mission is commercial, 
but it is also instructive. 

To the small towns of the interior these agents bring products en- 
tirely new to the eyes of their inhabitants, whether merchants or cus- 
tomers. More than this, they bring to the small manufacturer the 
visible results of the enterprise, investigation, and accumulated capital 
of the larger manufacturer. I wish also to emphasize the fact that the 
traveling commercial agents do not bring to these interior towns the 
fruits of American invention and ingenuity alone. They present also 
the finished products of all the nations of the earth. 

Every commercial traveler has as his mission to bring before the 
people the special products of trade in which he is expertly interested. 
Upon that particular branch of product the very requirements of his 
duty compel him to be thoroughly informed; so that as these 180,000 
bright-eyed, quick-witted, alert men move over the land they present 
to its people a processional bazar which is almost equivalent to an in- 
ternational exposition of the manufactures of the world. 

It is estimated that the amount of freight shipped to fill the orders 
booked by the commercial traveler reaches the enormous figure of 
600,000,000 tons annually in this country alone. 

But these figures, pregnant with meaning as they are, fail to carry 
with them the significance of the work that these men do. They rep- 
resent not alone the manufacturers and the toiling thousands, whose 
golden reward they quicken in its course from consumer to employé, 
The commercial traveler also markets the products of agriculture. It 
is he who places within reach of the manufacturer the raw material 
which feeds his mill. The commercial traveler places within reach ot 
the manufacturer the wool of the ranches and of the uplands, the lum- 
ber of the forest, the grain of the Northwest, and the corn of the 
prairies; the oil, the coal, and the precious ores of mother earth. It is 
in this phase of his work that he does most effective service in sus- 
taining in our favor our balance of trade with foreign nations, through 
his constantly seeking a market abroad forall of the resources of our 
country. 

Not only does the commercial agent thus enlarge our foreign trade, 
but he stimulates the activity of internal commerce. In illustration 
of this fact it may be recalled that a few years ago several States, with 
the purpose of increasing their revenues, levied license fees upon com- 
mercial travelers. These States speedily learned that their revenues 
were decreased rather than enlarged by this obstacle to interstate com- 
merce. It soon became apparent that the presence of the commercial 
traveler had given a stimulus to local trade and an encouragement to 
local industries which were speedily lost as the result of the barrier 
against him. 

Those States also discovered that retail prices in the absence of com- 
petition fram wider markets soared upward to the maximum instead 
of gravitating to the minimum figures and that the exclusion of the com- 
mercial traveler meant a draining of the pockets of the customer with- 
out bringing at the same time any increased profit to the retail mer- 
chant. It is only necessary to add that the Legislatures of the States 
which set up this barrier against commerce beyond their borders have 
generally removed these barriers to their own prosperity. This simple 
factis of itselfan indication of local opinion developed through practical 
experience which might well guide the national legislature in its action 
upon this subject. 

Prior to the passage of the interstate-commerce law it was the cus- 
tom of many of the railroad companies to grant certain concessions to 
this class of travelers. Among these was a permit granted by the trans- 
portation company to the traveler known as an excess sample baggage 
permit, entitling the holder thereof to carry a weight of sample bag- 
gage, to be regulated by the necessities of his peculiar business, in ex- 
cess of the amount of luggage allowed the ordinary traveler. These 
permits were issued under proper restrictions to those the nature of 
whose business absolutely required the carrying of large sample lines. 

The passage of the law necessitated the withdrawal of these permits- 
they being held to be class discriminations. This has led to the neces, 
sity of curtailing the lines of samples; thus less scope is given the people 
generally in the selection of their purchases. Under the existing law 
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the traveler who carries a necessarily large line of samples frequently 
pays over double the amount for the transportation of his baggage that 
he does for the transportation of his person. 

Another purpose which this proposed amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law would effect would be the restoration of what is known 
as the ‘‘ week-end ticket.’’ To the student of our social conditions 
the purpose of this ticket must be obvious. The ticket, which under 
the present law was sold only to commercial travelers, ran substan- 
tially from Friday night of any given week to Monday night of the 
following. Under the old law such a ticket was sold good for going 
and returning for a single fare from one station toanother, The result 
was that the commercial traveler away from his family was enabled 
substantially without financial sacrifice to spend Sunday at his home. 
Under the law as it stands this concession is denied. 

It is to be noted that this proposed amendment carries with it noth- 
ing of a mandatory nature. It simply proposes to allow such trans- 
portation cOmpanies as may see fit to do so the right under the law to 
grant such concessions as they may think just. 

There is ample precedent for this proposed encouragement toour 
domestic commerce to be found in the policy of other nations. The 
legislation of England affecting transportation has invariably as its 
first thought the question of its effect on trade within its own bor- 
ders and between its own communities. Its colonies and dominions 
carry out the policy of the mother country. 

For example, in Canada commercial travelers are charged but two- 
thirds the rate of fare given the general public, and their baggage al- 
lowance is gauged in accordance with the requirements of the trade 
represented by the traveler. France, Germany, Italy, and Spain have 
all of late years recognized this practical policy in their legislation 
affecting commerce within their own borders. 

But I have said enough as to public policy and public justice, 

which speak for themselves in favor of this amendment to the inter- 
state-commerce act. I have only to ask the Senate to consider for a 
moment the importance, the strength, the dignity, all worthy of our 
American manhood, which these representatives of commerce have 
formed. Almost every State in the Union hasachartered body ofcom- 
mercial travelers representing every avenue of their interests through- 
out their own communities. The only exception to this statement, I 
believe, is the new State of Washington, where these enterprising and 
glert men have already taken steps to form their organization. The 
various State societies are concentrated in a national union known as 
‘The Federation of the Commercial Travelers’ Associations of Amer- 
ica.’’ . 
Probably the most influential of their organizations is the Travel- 
ers’ Protective Association, having branches in almost every State in 
the Union. It was under the auspicesof this organization that this 
bill was drawn and submitted, the request for its passage having been 
supplemented and strengthened by the unanimous action of every 
member of the Federation of the Commercial Travelers’ Associations 
of America in petitioning Congress for its passage. 

Comprising the most vigorous and enterprising class of our trading 
population, the pioneers of our artistic industry and of economical 
comfort in our land as well as the promoters of our commercial inter- 
course with foreign nations, the living bonds between manufacture, 
agriculture, and mining, the largest individual patrons of transporta- 
tion and the most active stimulators of its freight traffic, these men 
come to us with every argument in their hands, asking, not for a dis- 
crimination in their favor, but for simple justice to themselves and to 
their employers, as well as to retail merchants and the common peo- 
ple, whose comfort and knowledge are broadened simultaneously with 
a decrease of their household expenses because of the cheapening of 
retail prices in every hamlet in the country. 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. PLATT. I now ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is now be- 
fore the Senate. , 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10881) to 
amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Reviged Statutes of the United 
States, relating to copyrights. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The Curer Crerk. In section 3, line 26, after the word ‘‘there- 
from,’’ insert ‘‘or shall be otherwise produced in the United States 
from process executed in the United States;’’ so as to read: 

That in the case of a book, .c dramatic or m 
graving, cut, print phohenen ——- or Rea ie pice of the 
same required to be delivered or de ted as above shall be prin from type 
set within the limits of the United or from made therefrom, or 


shall be otherwise produced in the United States from process executed in ‘the 
United States. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam exceedingly anxious for two things: first, that 
this bill shall pass as it came from the House of Representatives in or- 


en 


O70a9 


CONGARERSSTION AT, RRECORT) SENATH 


der that we may have an international copyright law without further 
delay and secondly, Iam very anxious to get avote. Therefore I shall 
not occupy time in the discussion of the bill or its amendments, ex- 
cept, I think I ought to explain the operation of the pending amend- 
ment as it strikes me, and I will do so very briefly. 

The clause which it is proposed to amend is this: 

Provided, That in the case of a book the two copies of the same required to 


be delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from type set within the 
limits of the United States or from plates made therefrom. 


That is not new in this bill. It was in the Chace bill, which passed 
the Senate at the last Congress. I ask that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] may be again stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 3, line 26, aiter the word ‘‘there- 
from,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘or shall be otherwise produced in the 
United States from process executed in the United States.”’ . 

Mr. PLATT. So that the copyright could be obtained by deposit- 
ing the two copies printed from type set within the limits of the 
United States or from plates made therefrom, or if the books were 
produced by any other process than typesetting. The effect of this, 
if it has any effect at ali, will be to make copyright to the American 
author more onerous than to the foreignauthor. It will be to give the 
foreigner who desires to obtain copyright an advantage over the Ameri- 
can. It practically destroys, so far as any foreign books may be copy- 
righted, the effect of the clause to which it is proposed as an amend- 
ment. 

The production of books, in the first instance, involves the setting 
oftype. The American who desires a copyright will have to get the 
type set in this country for his book, because there is no process known 
for the production of a book which does not first involve the typeset- 
ting process; but the foreigner, who has had the type set in another 
country, can, if this amendment prevails, avail himself of some process 
by which reproductions from type are made and obtain his copy- 
right without having the type set in this country. That is the effect 
of the amendment. 

I desire simply to read a portion of a letter which was written by a 
gentleman who thoroughly understands this matter, Mr. J. L. Ken- 
nedy, who is a practical printer and who represents the International 
Typographical Union, written to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES], whois unable to be here, and he has sent me the letter and 
asked me to read that portion of it which refers to this matter. The 
writer says: 

The typesetting clause will afford us— 

The printers— 


ample protection if enacted into law in its present shape. Butnow comes Sen- 
ator DANIEL’s amendment, and that amendment is “loaded.” If adopted it 
will leave our craft’sinterests in exactly the same condition that they would be 
in if the words “ printed from type set within the limits of the United States 
or from plates made therefrom” did not appear in the bill at all. 

That amendment says, following the word ‘therefrom,’ ‘‘or produced by 
other processes executed within the limits of the United States.”” Now, let me 
tell you two “ processes" that could and no doubt would be “ executed within 
the limits of the United States.”’ 

The American publisher would procure papier-maché matrices from the other 
side of the Atiantic and he would make his plates therefrom ; and what sane 
man would contend or what honorable court would decide that a book printed 
from such plates was not produced by other processes executed within the limits 
of the United States? 

Then, n, the American publisher could procure the shell copper plates 
from England; and, to evade the typesetting clause, yet complying with Sen- 
ator DANIEL’s proposed amendment, he could have other plates made from those 
imported plates; and a book printed therefrom would be “* produced by other 
processes executed within the limits of the United States.”’ 

So the Daniel amendment is a veiled blow at American printers and is one 
that should not be dealtat them byan AmericanSenate. American book-print- , 
ers have long been at a disadvantage in their own country and in their own 
market. The reason therefor has been previously stated in thisletter. Permit 
me as their representative to express the hope that the United States Senate will 
not let pass present a to secure to American printers the work 
which is rightfully theirs. Isend you herewith a papier-miéché matrice and also 
ashell copper plate to illustrate to you the "‘ other processes ’’ previously referred 
to. 


The papier-miché process is to take a yielding substance, and when 
the type have been set to take an impression upon the paper. Then 
the plates can be manufactured from that impression. Therefore all 
that a foreign publisher would have to do, if this amendment should 
ight in America, would be to send over this im- 


ression which he taken and produce his book from that process. 
My pesetting ia involved in the first instance. In any case the Amer- 


foreigner, the type 


without setting up the t in this country, and the foreigner would 
have the advantage over American copyright man. The copper- 
plate shell is also illustrated in the specimen which is sent me. 


That is all I desire to say on the amendment. 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave toask the Senator, for information, what 
is it now necessary for the American author to do in order to get a 
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Mr. DANIEL. He is not required to have his book printed abroad, 
I believe, in order to get a copyright there ? ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. I understood the Senator to ask me what the Ameri- 
can must do to obtain a copyright? » 

Mr. DANIEL. I did; but the American author is not now required 
in any country to have his work printed there in order to get a copy- 
right there. 

Mr. PLATT. 
abroad. 

Mr. DANIEL. I say he is not required to do so as a condition pre- 
cedent to a foreign copyright. If, for instance, an American author 
wants to get a copyright in England, is it necessary that he shall go 
there or send there and have his work printed there in order to get an 
English copyright ? 

Mr. PLATT. That is a question which I can not answer. 
he must reside there. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand it is not necessary for him to reside 
there. 

Mr. PLATT. 
England. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it not one of the current facts of history that 
American authors go over the border to Canada and, upon the shortest 
residence, obtain an English copyright? 

Mr. PLATT. He must be a resident. 

Mr.INGALLS. That is asubterfuge. Everybody knows that they 
do that. Mr. Clemens goes over to Toronto, or to Montreal, or Que- 
bec. He is not a resident of the Canadian Dominion, and yet he does 
take out a copyright there. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, yes, copyrights are taken out which are utterly 
valueless. Whenever the question comes up in court, whenever any- 
body undertakes to interfere with copyright, the whole question of 
whether he was a resident when he took out the copyright comes into 
court. To illustrate how copyrights are taken, here is Sir Edwin Ar- 
nold’s The Light of the World, which has been copyrighted in this 
country. By whom? By Messrs. Funk & Wagnalls, publishers. They 
are not the authors. They are not the proprietors, and here is what 
is put in the book to frighten off anybody else, if it may, who may 
attempt to publish it: 

Entered according to act of Congress, in the year 1891, by Funk & Wazgnalls, 
in the office of the Librarian of Congress, at Washington, D.C. 


I suppose an American might have his work printed 


i know 


He must be a resident in order to get a copyright in 


* This ht protects the work of an American poet, who, in collaboration 
with Sir n Arnold, has contributed lines to various portions of this poem, 
which lines are in rated in both the American edition and the English 
edition. It ts, also, the introdaction by R. H. Stoddard and the reproduc- 
tion of the illustrations. 


That copyright, I venture to say, is not a good copyright under our 
law; but here is the book copyrighted just as Mr. Clemens’s work is 
copyrighted in Toronto or in England, by reason of residence there, but 
if that question comes up in court that would be held to be a mere 
evasion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would not be worth a cent. 

Mr. DANIEL. The whole object of my inquiry was simply to ascer- 
tain, if the Senator will permit me, what is the status of the American 
author who wants to get a copyright in Great Britain, and what benefits 
will the American author receive from this bill, and how will he be 
benefited if this bill passes. 

Mr. PLATT. This bill takes effect if other countries extend to our 
citizens the same rights which they give to their citizens. 

Mr. DANIEL. [I ask the Senator if we do not invite, by this bill, 
other countries to require that our authors shall have their works set 
up in type abroad before getting a copyright abroad. If this is a plan 

reciprocity, what good will it do our authors if they are required, as 
they would be required, to have their hooks set up abroad ? 

Mr. PLATT. I can not answer the Senator’s question as to whether 
it is necessary now to print in another country in order to obtain a 
copyright there. I presume it is not, but I am not informed on that 
subject. It is necessary that an American should be a resident, tem- 
porarily at least, in a foreign country. If we require that when a 
foreigner comes here to obtain a copyright he shall print bis book in 
this country, I do not see that we ought to complain if other countries 
require that when our authors go there they shall print in that coun- 
try. Isee neither injustice nor hardship in it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this bill allows a foreign author who 
has not taken out oan or acquired an exclusive right of property 
in his own country to out a copyright in the United States, and 
then it prohibits the importation of the published book or magazine 
or ne from abroad which the author has given to his own 
country and to the world. It gives him the privilege of a monopoly 
of the American reader, the American mind, the American desire for 
literature and learning, without his being required to take out an ex- 
clusive right in his own country. 

It seems to me that there can be no question that our own people 
should not be discriminated against by a provision of this kind. If 
an author publishes his book, or allows it to be published, or neglects 
to an exclusive right in his own country and gives it to the 
people there, he should not be allowed by law to come here and im- 
pose a monopoly and a higher price upon the American citizen. 
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The principle of copyright and all the provisions of this bill, as well 
as the necessary limitations of the subject itself, relate, first, to the 
case of the American author and his right in his own country, then to 
his right in foreign countries, and to the right of the foreign author in 
his own country and to his right in our country. Our laws have de- 
cided that to give an exclusive right for a limited period of time should 
be the policy of the Government, a3 a means of encouraging invention 
and authorship, and the inducement to writers and authors to place 
their thoughts in a shape that would be useful to mankind. 

This exclusive right is what? It is the right to the publication, the 
ownership, and the sale of the published copy, but when that right is 
exercised the purchaser acquires an ownership in the copy which he 
has bought. It is his property, and no law prevents the sale in the 
second instance of the published copy, but it relates simply to the re- 
production of other copies. If the foreign author in his own country 
publishes his book without any exclusive right, without taking out a 
copyright, or he publishes it with it, he has lost all rights of property 
in the copy which he has sold or which his assignee has sold, but this 
bill imposes upon the American reader the obligation to buy that book 
a second time and at higher rates. 

Mr. PLATT. This bill provides that the copyright shall be taken 
not later than the day of publication in this or a foreign country, so that 
if the book has been published in a foreign country it can not be copy- 
righted in this country. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon. This bil! provides that 
the copyright shall be taken before or not later than a certain fixed time. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. So that ifit had been published ina foreign 
country it could not be copyrighted in this country. 

Mr. CALL. Suppose it has not been published; then the word ‘‘ be- 
fore’? comes in. He can take the copyright before its publication ina 
foreign country, and it may never be published there, So that, by the 
express provision of thig bill, the foreign author may never publish his 
book, and that is no objection to his obtaining this exclusive right here. 
Suppose he has copyrighted it and has published it. The pyblished 
copy has become the property of the world, and it has nothing more to 
do with the question of copyright. It is like every other subject of 
property, something that may be sold and transferred indefinitely and 
may be imported into this country. 

Now, the question is, Shall the American reader be required, by our 
laws giving the author an exclusive right to property in the United 
States, to pay a higher price for the volumes here than he could obtain 
the volumes published abtoad, for which the foreign author has been 
paid in his own country? In that respect not only the prohibitory 
clause of the bill, but even the tariff rate wonid be objectionable, It 
is no protection to the foreign author that he has already sold his right 
and this published property has become the property of the world, so 
far as he is concerned, to be transferred from hand to hand, and it can 
not be said to be in any shape a measure of protection to him. It is 
true that it is a protection and imposes upon the American reader the 
obligation to pay a higher price to the American publisher. 

Mr. President, I am entirely at a loss to perceive, when a foreign 
author has sold his copyright, his right to the publication of his book, 
and it has been published, why the law of our country shall say that that 
published article, that published book, shall not be imported here. 
The foreign author has it in his power to sell his exclusive right for a 
country, for all countries, and has it in his power to protee& himself. 
It is his right of property. If you make it an exclusive right, as this 
bill does and as has been the policy of our laws, he can sell it for this 
country or for that country, for this State or that State, and he has it 
in his power to protect himself; but when he has once sold it and you 
give him the right tosay this book shall not be published in this coun- 
try except upon terms agreeable to him, he has the power to protect 
himself to any reasonable extent in the first instance in his negotiation 
for the sale of this right of property. He may say it shall relate only 
to England, or only to the United States, and if he wishes to make it 
throughout the world he may say, ‘‘ Wherever a copyright is allowed 
in any country, I sell you this right.’’ 

Why add anything more to that? I say that if you sell this right 
to publish in the United States separate from the right to publish in 
Great Britain, there being, under the hypothesis, a reciprocal copy- 
right law, why say to him that there shall be a prohibition in the law 
to transfer any copy of this book, the ownership of which he has parted 
with, to any citizen of the United States or person resident there for 
any purpose of sale? 

Mr. President, clearly all that we ought to seek to do is to furnish 
a reasonable compensation, to furnish the same right to the foreign 
author that we give to the American, even upon all the propositions 
and arguments of this bill. We can not say with any kind of propri- 
ety that we will impose a greater burden upon the American reader 
than is imposed upon the reader of the country in which the for- 
eign author lives and under the policy of whose laws he publishes his 
books. 

There is no question, therefore, that this provision in this bill does 
give a double copyright or imposes upon the American reader of the 
copyrighted book an obligation to pay a greater price than that which 
the book may be obtained for in the author’s owncountry. It is true 
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that the price of publication in one country or in another may be 
less or may be greater; but when sold in Great Britain without be- 
ing copyrighted it is, of course, without the increased price that the 
author’s percentage would give to him. Then when imported here 
it has a duty imposed upon it and the price is again increased. For 
the copyrighted book in England or in France or in Germany or what- 
ever foreign country it may be where the book or the magazine or the 
newspaper is published without a copyright it comes here withoutother 
cost than the cost of the publication; no price is paid to the author, no 
copyright fee, and no tribute is exacted; but, coming to our shores, he 
has first the exclusive right of property, and it has imposed upon it the 
price which the publisher may put upon it under that exclusive right 
and the tariff rate imposed upon it, and in that instance, where the 
book is not copyrighted, it is manifestly a clear wrong to the American 
purchaser and the American reader. 

The language of the law is that the book may be copyrighted here 
before it is copyrighted in any foreign country, and that opens up the 
whole of this objection. There can be no question in regard to it. 
Then, again, if copyrighted abroad under the laws and published abroad 
and then copyrighted here, why should there not be a reasonable com- 
petition in the price of the American book between the American pub- 
lisher who had bought the copyright for America and the English pub- 
lisher who has bought it for England? In the nature of this property 
the right of the owner stops with the sale of the copy and the second, 
the third, and the fourth, and the indefinite sale after that is the sale 
of the property of another person, for which the author has already 
been paid. If he sells his right of publication toan English publisher, 
why should not the public have the advantage, and why should not 
the American reader be protected by allowing the value of that prop- 
erty upon the market for which the author has been paid to come into 
competition with the value of the book published in America? ‘ 

I can see no reason whatever for it. Certainly there is nothing that 
relates to the just compensation of the author in it. To the publisher 
in the United States it may be that you may say that to foster and en- 
courage these branches of business ‘‘ we will require every American 
reader to pay for this book a higher price than it can be obtained for 
abroad;’’ but that has no kind of reference to a proper compensation 
of the foreign author or to the inducement to be afforded by giving an 
exclusive right of property for a limited time to an author. 

Mr. President, this is a very important subject and has been pre- 
sented at length to theSenate.. It isalimitation upon the opportunities 
of knowledge, a limitation upon the genius of man; tosay thatit shall 
be subjected, for the benefit of the trades and pursuits and employ- 
ments and the industries of life, to a tribute, to a levy, is something 
that is unknown in any sound process of argument and reason. $ 

Of all things the most valuable is human thought, the development 
of the human intellect, the knowledge of nature. These are the only 
treasures of the world. Now, by a law to declare that an imposition 
shall be levied upon them, that a limitation shall be placed upon them, 
that they shall be made to be the means of tribute to those who are 
not the discoverers, are not the inventors, are not the authors, is cer- 
tainly without any kind of justification. 

Then, again, we may say that amonopoly is the best means of cheap- 
ening everything that is the subject of production. That is not a 
theory in accordance with our habits of business, There may be pos- 
sibly som@ foundation in an abstract point of view for the assertion 
that monopolies can produce more cheaply, but the experience of man- 
kind has not been that that is the way in which to obtain things at the 
lowest cost and the smallest amount of human labor. Competition is 
the life of all effort, and is the only means by which the amount of 
human labor required to be bestowed upon anything can be reduced 
and made smaller to each one of the vast laboring multitudes of the 
world. 

So I think that this bill, Mr. President, even upon the theory of 
those who defend it, ought to be amended. The American reader 
ought not to be required, upon any of the theories upon which this 
bill is defended, to pay the price which an exclusive right of property, 
which the copyright under this bill, gives to the foreign author or his 
assigns, unless it has been copyrighted in a foreign country before the 
copyright is granted here. That is a manifest proposition, and I will 
not discuss the proposition whether the tariff rates upon the copy 
which has been sold abroad ought to be reduced or not. In my judg- 
ment they ought, and in my opinion the book ought to be free. 

If the foreign author wishes to protect himself he can sell hiscopyright 
in Englarid and limit it there, but when the book is once published and 
it becomes the property of individuals, it can be sold as property and 
transferred throughout the wide world. That is his own lookout. If 
he wishes to have the copyright in America and to have one edition 
cover the whole production, let him bargain with his publisher there, 
the purchaser of his exclusive interest—let him bargain with him and 
sell him his copyright for England and America and all countries where 
he has this exclusive property. 

The amendment of the Senator from Ohio qualifies the exclusive 
right of property given a foreign author in this country by putting him 
upon precisely the same foundation that the American author is and 
with the same exclusive right. It limits itand qualifies it by saying, 
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‘* You shall have the exclusive right of publishing in this country and 

the exclusive right of selling in this country, qualified by the right of 

importation from a foreign country of a copyrighted book which you 

oat sold and received payment for upon the payment of a certain 
uty.’ 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose the bookis not copyrighted anywhere except 
in the United States? . 

Mr.CALL, Then, unquestionably, if it isnot copyrighted, he ought 
not to have any exclusive right here at all, because he has no right to 
say that every American shall pay him and give him an exclusive right 
to that which in-his own country he has given free to the world. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam talking about the American author. For one 
hundred years now we have prohibited against the importation of the 
book which the American author copyrights in the United States. 
Does the Senator propose to change that? 

Mr. CALL. Undoubtedly not. The exclusive rights which he is 
given is a prohibition, of course, against the importation of the American 
copyrighted book, except in the second instance, just as if you were to 
buy from me, a publisher, a copyrighted book and immediately you 
acquire a right to that book and you may sell ittoanybody. If you are 
the purchaser you can take that book to England, have it copyrighted, 
-_ bringit back. You havethatright. Our laws have never prevented 
that. 

Then, in the second instance, the book is free to sell, and your ex- 
clusive right of property, the right of publishing, in the first in- 
stance, or of selling the right to publish, that includes the right of 
selling the published book, the copy which is published, but it stops 
with the first sale. The second, the third, es the indefinite sales for 
all time of that book have never been prohibited by the law and are 
not now prohibited. The book becomes the property, in the second 
instance, of the purchaser to sell to whom he pleases. He has ac- 
quired for that book all the rights which the original author had in 
every copy, and he may send it to any country as he would any other 
property. : 

In respect to this second sale of the published copy—and that is what 
we are talking about—a book copyrighted in England and published 
there and bought becomes the property of the purchaser. Why say 
that that book shall not be admitted into America like anything else 
that a purchaser has bought? You say that it is because it interferes 
with the vending of what? With the vending of the book published 
in America by an American publisher and set up by an American type- 
setter with all the various processes of cost which accumulate and fol- 
low the limitation of the publication of the book here; but that does 
not attach to the second copy; it has no reference to that, and it ought 
not to have. If you prohibit the introduction of the foreign copy for 
which the author has been paid—whether he be an American or a for- 
eigner makes no difference—if you prohibit it and limit it to the for- 
eign book, then, of course, you give to the American publisher and 
impose upon the American reader a double rate of charge. Thatisall 
there is in that proposition. 

So that, in respect to the fact that no man ought to have, being a 
subject of & foreign country, a right to come into the United States 
and obtain an exclusive right of property in‘his production unless he 
has done it in his own country, he, being a resident of that foreign 
country, has no right to allow his book to be published and the use 
of his knowledge to be disseminated in his own country and foreign 
countries and come to us Americans and say, ‘‘ You must pay me for 
that which I have allowed to be made free for the use of all the rest of 
the world but you.”’ 

I will go to any reasonable extent, so far as I am concerned, in the 
protection by a reasonable tribute, a reasonable levy upon the 
ple of the country for a com tion to encourage authors and in- 
ventors, but it ought to be limited to that,and strictly tothat. It ought 
not to go beyond that. Where it takes the shape of an exclusive right 
of property it ought not to be aecumulated and increased by the prohibi- 
tion of the introduction of a foreign copyrighted book, nor by the prohi- 
bition of the introduction of a non ted foreign bock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
question recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DANIEL]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In section 3, on page 3, line 26, after the word 
‘‘ therefrom,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ orshall be otherwise produced 
in the United States from process executed in the United States.’’ 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squrre]. I transfer that pair to my 
coll [Mr. BARBOUR], which will release the Senator from Con- 

| necticut [Mr. PLATT] from his pair with my colleague, who will stand 
paired with the Senator from (Mr. SqurRE], and the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut and myself be at liberty to vote, 
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Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. BArsouR] sent a 
request that he might be paired rather in favor of the bill to-day, 
Therefore I am at liberty to vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HaAmpron], but I have 
his authority on this bill to disregard that pair, and I therefore vote. 
I vote “* nay.” - 

Mr. BERRY (whenthename of Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAwlry]. My colleague, if present, would 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BArBovur], but on this question 
Iam released from my pair, and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). 
colleague [Mr. PAYNE] on this question. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Connecticut ,[Mr. HAWLEY] with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. * 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY]. I observe that he is not in his seat and I suppose has not 
voted. I therefore withhold my vote. Isbould vote ‘‘nay,’”if I had 
the opportunity. 

Mr. DIXON. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If present, my col- 
league would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT (after having voted in the afiirmative). Being 
paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and 
that Senator not being present, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I announce my 
pair on this «mendment with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has aquorum voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire if a quorum has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLop- 
GEtT] that my coll e [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] may be paired together, and he and I can then 
vote. 

Mr. BLODGETT. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. EVARTS. I observe that the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN] is not recorded as voting, but I am at liberty to vote on this ques- 
tion. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to state that on this vote my colleague [ Mr. 
HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], 
and that the tor from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] is paired 
with the Senator froM South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry]. 
ent, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], and am therefore at liberty to vote. I vote 
"na 7 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with m 
Pp y 


Iam paired with the 
I therefore withhold my vote. 


Tam paired 
As he is not pres- 


YEAS—18. 

Coke, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Berry, Daniel, Power, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Reagan, 

NAYS—27. 
Allen, Edmunds, Hoar, Shoup, 
Allison, Evarts, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Blair, Faulkner, Morrill, Stewart, 
Carey, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Nampton, Platt, Warren, 
Dixon, EL ns, Quay, Washburn. 
Dolph, Hiscoek, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—43. 

Aldrich, Davis, Kenna, Sanders, 
Barbour, Eustis, McConnell, Squire, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, “SE. Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Moody, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gray, Morgan? Vest, 
Carlisle, ale, . Voorhees, 
Casey Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandier, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Ma, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, Wolcott. 
‘Cullom, Jones of Nev: Plumb, 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the thirteenth section, which 
was drawn into the discussion the other day. In line 1, after the word 
*‘citizen,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘or subject,’’ which perhaps 
is not of much importance, but the substantial and important amend- 
ment is the following: I move to strike out, besides that, all after the 
word ‘‘citizens,’’ in line 4, to the end of the section and to insert 
these words: 


The existence of the condition aforesaid shall be determined by the President 


of the United States by proclamation made from time to time as the purposes 
of this act may require. 


So that the thirteenth section will read: 


That this act shall only apply to a citizen or subject of a foreign state or nation 
when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States of 
America the benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis as its own cit- 


izens, 

Then providing, as I read before, that the existence of that condition 
of affairs shall be determined by the President of the United States, 
After the amendment is reported I will repeat what I said the other 
day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 13, line 1, afterthe word ‘‘citizen,”’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or subject,’’ and in line 4, after the word 
‘* citizens,’’ to strike out the remainder of the section and insert in 
lieu thereof: 


The existence of the condition aforesaid shall be determined by the President 
of the United States by proclamation made from time to time as the purposes 


of this act may require ; 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec, 13. That this act shall only apply to a citizen or subject of a foreign state 
or nation when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United 
States of America the benefit of copyright on substantially the same basis as 
its own citizens. The existence of the condition aforesaid shall be determined 
by the President of the United States by proclamation made from time to time 
as the purposes of this act may require, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I withdraw for the time being, at 
the suggestion of my friend from \Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the first 
amendment, after the word ‘‘citizen’’ to insert the words “‘ or subject;’’ 
so as to take the judgment of the Senate on the last substantial amend- 
ment, because I presume the word “‘ citizen,’’ interpreted in our law, 
might be taken to include the people of other countries who are not 
citizens, but are subjects. That is a mere matter of phrase, 

The part of the bill that I propose to strike out provides: 

Or when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United States of 
America copyright privileges substantially similar to those provided for in this 
act; or when such foreign state or nation is a party to an international agree- 
ment which provides for reciprocity in the grant of copyright, by the terms of 
which agreement the United States of America may at its pleasure become a 
party to such agreement. The existence of either of these conditions shall be 
determined by the opinion of the Attorney General of the United States, when- 
ever an occasion for such a determination arises. 

As stated the other day by my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], 
this, in its literal terms, appears to make the Attorney General of the 
United States in each case between man and man—and that is the only 
way in which any case can arise that brings the subject into decision— 
the arbitrator, or the court, or whatever itis, to determine whether, in 
a given contest of copyright or piracy, one party or the other is to win 
the victory. 

As the Senator from Alabama so well stated, and in which I concur 
(if that is what it means and it seems to literally), that is, of course, 
totally inadmissible; but on a different consideration than that it ap- 
peared to me the other day, and on further reflection and consideration 
it appears to me to be perfectly clear that itis entirely wrong to al- 
low the existence of reciprocity as to copyright between the citizens 
of the United States and the citizens or subjects of foreign countries 
to be determined by any subordinate officer of the Government. I be- 
lieve it to be an entire innovation. Itis perfectly unique, and this is 
the firsttime anything of that kind has ever been proposed or suggested. 

We have provided from the beginning of the Government, from time 
to time, about one thing and another relating to our intercourse with 
foreign countries and reciprocal rights, that the President of the United 
States, by a public proclamation, should determine whether the exist- 
ing condition of affairs that warranted reciprocity did exist or did not 
exist, and when it ceased to exist to change his proclamation so as to 
protect the interests of the United States. 

I am in favor of the main features of this bill, without going into 
details, but, as one Senator, I should feel compelled to vote against this 
bill if such a strange, and, as I think, extremely improper provision 
should continue init. I should hope, therefore, that the Senate would 
agree to the amendment I have proposed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from Ver- 
mont has felt compelled to offer this amendment, because it does seem 
to me that it is scarcely necessary. This bill came from the House of 
Representatives. It is not the work of any committee of the Senate. 
While I agree that it is awkward and perhaps unusual that the deter- 
mination-of a fact or the existence of conditions in a foreign country 
with reference to copyright or any similar fact should be determined 
by a subordinate officer that is the head of a Department rather than 
by the President, I think there is no reason why Congress can not do 
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it if it chooses to do it. 
stitutional privilege. 

All I can say in opposition to this amendment is that I should re- 
gret that any amendment should be attached to this bill. The amend- 
ment in itself is perhaps for the improvement of the bill; but as I said, 
I regret that any amendment should have been offered to it. 

Mr. HALE. I should be glad to have the Senator state wherein is 
the odor of sanctity about this bill, and why, if it has an awkward or 
ungainly provision in it, it should not be changed. Here is a bill 
upon which, as appears from divers questions which have been taken, 
the Senate is nearly evenly divided. I ask why it is, whenan attempt 
is made to perfect a universally admitted imperfect bill. we should be 
appealed to not to pass any amendment? As the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMuUNDs] suggests, the bill is not only imperfect, but it 
is worse than that, it is absolutely and positively bad, and whenever 
anybody approaches the dread tabernacle of sanctity that is thrown 
around this one bill, over and above all other bills, we are told that it 
must not be amended, that it must be taken just as it came from the 
House of Representatives; and when anybody, even Senators who ex- 
pected to vote for it originally, as I did myself—although I am begin- 
ning to doubt the wisdom of my conclusion in that regard when I see 
the processes by which it is urged—seek to amend it as we are amend- 
ing other bills every day, we are told, and the only argument against 
amendments is, that we should not not tonch this bill. I wish the 
Senator would tell us why this bill is an exception to all other bills. 

Mr. PLATT. This is not the first time that a measure has been 
wounded in the hands of just such friends as the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I did not offer this amendment. It is not my amend- 
ment, but it is the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS], who has stated that he is a friend of the bill, and thathe will 
not vote for it if this amendment is not inserted in it. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not claim that thereis any odor of sanctity about 
this bill. There is not a Senator here who does not know that an 
amendment of the bill seriously imperils the prospect of its passage. 
That is the answer to the Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is any considerabie majority in favor of 
this bill in the co-ordinate branch of the Legislature, there is not the 
slightest doubt that if it goes there with amendments it will be taken 
up and considered. The difficulty is not that the amendments are not 
correct and proper, but the apprehension in my mind is that, if it ever 
escapes from this body with an amendment, it will fare badly elsewhere. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Kansas has answered the Senator 
from Maine perhaps better than I could. 

Mr. HALE. en I should like to know if there is a reasonable 
apprehension in the mind of the Senator from Connecticut, as there is 
in the mind of the Senator from Kansas, that if the bill is sent_back to 
the co-ordinate branch of the Government it would receive new con- 
sideration and might not get there a majority? That, to me, isno ar- 
gument why the bill should not be amended and made perfect. The 
best bills and the best legislation come out of just these conflicts be- 
tween the two Houses, and either House passing a bill at first may 
change its mind and accept amendments it approves to provisions in a 
bill it has already passed. That is our everyday experience. The 
Senator, in effect, confesses that if the bill goes back to the other 
House he is afraid it will not receive the consideration or favor of a 
majority of that House, 

Mr. PASCO. Before the Senator from Maine takes his seat, I wish 
to ask him if, in his opinion, the fears which are held out by certain 
Senators —not by the Senator from Maine—that the bill may fare badly 
in the other House, are a legitimate mode of discussing the question 
of amendment? Must we not perfect this measure to the best of our 
ability without reference to what is dove elsewhere? 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it is the duty of the Senate to act in the ex- 
ercise of ite own best wisdom. 

Mr. PLATT. Imitating the Senator from Maine in what he has so 
often said on other bills, I hope we may have a vote now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must be allowed to say a word. In looking at 
the thirteenth section more and more—and if my friend from Connec- 
ticut will not suspect me when I say I am a friend of the substance of 
this bill all the way through; being a friend of it and believing that 
the Senate is bound to exercise its independent judgment on matters of 
importance—I am not speaking of mere matters of form and phrase like 
this matter of ‘‘citizen’’ or ‘‘subject,’’ and I should not have put that 
in, except that I supposed the Senate would be in favor of my other 
amendment—I think it is our bounden duty not to pass obviously bad 

on. The Senator from Connecticut does not defend this section 
of the House bill as it stands. He is too wise and too u tto stand 
up and defend it for a moment; and I will add, as a friend of this bill, 
that my belief is that if we leave it as it came from the House and pass 
it now it will break it down altogether, and no court will sustain a pro- 
vision of that kind. Therefore, as a friend of the bill, I wish to make 
itright. What may happen in another branch is no part of my con- 
stitational duty or moral business at all. I should not propose a tri- 
fling amendment on account of the lateness of the session, or whatever, 
because we might say that is a mere matter of phrase or imperfection, 
and it can be supplied by and by. : 


It is not an infringement of anybody’s con- 
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The main substance and provision of the thing is all right; but here 
is a matter of infinite substance which is to determine the right of every 
printer and of every author and of every other person in the United 
States engaged in the business that this bill proposes to deal with. 
This bill is to be left to the determination of the Attorney General of 
the United States as it regards private right—not by a public procla- 
mation that affects everybody alike, that regulates international con- 
cerns, but as each occasion may arige, as the Senator from Alabama 
very properly put it the other day, in each individualcase. It is im- 
possible for me to suppose ihat the Senate of the United States will be 
willing to enter upon a species of legislation of that kind. We must 
regulate international right in a somewhat broader and more public 
way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmunDs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, as that amendment has been 
made, in order to make the bill complete in phrase, which I do not care 
anything about, but I think it is the proper phrase, after the word 
‘citizen ’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘or subject.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 13, line 1, after the word ‘‘citizen,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or subject;’’ so as to read: 


That this act shall only apply tqa citizen or subject of a foreign state or 
nation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to ask the Senator from Vermont if that 
applies to the whole of this bill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It onlyapplies to the words in that section, which 
is the limitation section of reciprocity. It is a mere phrase. Probably 
the court would hold that ‘‘ citizen of a foreign state or nation’’ isa 
**subject,’’ but for accuracy of phrase, as an amendment has been 
made, I thought it right to insert those words. 

Mr. VANCE. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from North Carolina, on a mere 
question of phrase, will permit me to offer one other amendment which 
has been called to my attention, I shall be gratified. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 8, lines 4 and 5 of section 8, the bill now 
reads: 

Ifany person, after the recording of the title of any map, chart, dramatic mu- 
sical composition. fe 

By somebody’s mere error of writing the word “‘or ’’ between ‘‘ dra- 
matic’’ and ‘* musical’’ is omitted. It should read obviously ‘‘ dra- 
matic or musical composition.’’ I move toinsert the word ‘‘or’’ after 
‘*dramatic,’’ in line 5 of section 8, on page 8. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] will now be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In section 3, on page 4, line 33, after the words 
‘United States,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘and except in the case of 
newspapers and periodicals, which are hereby exempt from prohibition 
of importation;’’ and in the same section, line 38, to strike out from 
the words “‘And provided,’’ in line 38, to the word ‘‘country,’’ in line 
41, inclusive, as follows: 
pilechoumes, Cece for! ee erehaeisl or sale, nos more than | woe es 
of any newspaper or magazine published in a foreign country. 

Mr. VANCE. It seems to me that subjecting periodicals and news- 
papers to the provisions of this pro law amounts to an absolute 
prohibition upon the attainment of any of those publications whatso- 
ever from abroad. In the case of a periodical pu ed once a week 
it will be im ble to comply with the law, and much more impos- 
sible would it be to comply with the law in the case of a newspaper 
which is published once a day. The publisher of any kind of period- 
ical issued once a week in London could not comply with the law, for 
the reason that the manuscript, which would be required to be sent 
over here and set up in type simultaneously with the setting of it up 
in England, could not reach our shores in a week; and the only way 
to publish a weekly newspaper in this country under the law would 
be to anticipate the date of its publication by the length of time which 
would be required to transmit the manuscript across the ocean and 
have it set up in this country. In other words, it would be providing 


that next Sunday morning’s should be issued last Sunday 
morning, a manifest im bility, which I do not suppose is the inten- 
tion of the authors of bill. 


If this bill should become a law it is apparent we never can 
ss guaileetion emmaliet 


under Sn See ne 80 
often as once a week. We might possibly get monthly magazines in 
t : could get none shorter period of time, 
intervening’ between ‘helt publication. . Thereiore T hope the words 
will be out of the bill and that my amendment will be adopted, 
so that the prohibition provided for in this bill shall not extend to 
periodicals and newspapers. . 
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Mr. PLATT. Perhaps this amendment is not so important to be 
defeated as some of the otheramendments which have been proposed 
to the bill. The effect of the amendment will be this: If the Senator 
from North Carolina should write a book and copyright it in America 
(and if he should write as well as he speaks there would be a very 

t demand for his book in America), and if he did not choose to copy- 
right it in Ewgland, the proprietor of an English magazine could pub- 
lish the book in his magazine and send the magazine to this country. 
That would be the effect of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE}. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry], but I have theright to vote on 
this amendment, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). I have a standing pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHRELL]. I do not see him 
present, and I withhold by vote. If he were present, I should vote 
ray yea. ? : 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLODGETT. My colleague [Mr. McPHERSON} is necessarily 
oe and is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH}. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Jones, of 
Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY }. 
My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] are temporarily paired. My 
colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLAcKBuRN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Allen, Call, Gorman, Pugh, 
Bate, Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 
Berry, Coke, Morgan, Vance, 
Blair, Daniel, Pasco, Walthall. 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Power, 

NAYS —27. 
Allison, Edmunds, Hoar, Shoup, 
Carey, Evarts, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Gray, Paddock, Stock bridge, 
Dawes, ee Platt, Warren, 
Dixon, Higgins, Quay, Washburn. 
Dolph, Hiscock, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—42, 

Aldrich, Farwell, McPherson, Squire, 
Barbour, George, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mitehell, Teller, 
Brown, Hale, Moody, Turpie, 
Butler, Hawley, Payne, Vest, 
Cameron, Hearst, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, I Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, : Wolcott. 
Davis, Kenna, Sanders, 
Eustis, McConnell, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I propose another amendment as a proviso at theend 
of section 3, on page 4, after the word ‘‘ permitted,’’ which I ask to 
have read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. Afterthe word ‘‘ permitted,’ atthe end of sec- 
tion 3, it is proposed to add: 

And es That copies of any book printed abroad, in any countr 
which & party to this law and which has been duly copyrighted there- 
under in such country, may be imported into the United States on payment of 
the duties required by law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would explain that. : 
Mr. CARLISLE. If that amendment should be adopted its only ef- 
fect would be to permit the im ion into the United States of for- 
eign books, and the bill will still prohibit the importation of any lith- 


ographs, photographs, 

other things which ae copyrighted under this bill. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] proposed an amendment, | 

which was agreed to in Committee of the ole but was afterwards 

rejected when all the amendments were voted upon together in the 

Senate, and he has now another amendment, which I believe he has | 


aeninon stataary, chromos, prints, cuts, and 


the importation into this country for sale or hire of any of those copy- 
righted articles which were first produced and published in this coun- 
try, leaving the people of the United States to procure, if they desire 
to do so, editions of foreign books and copies of foreign works of art 
which were copyrighted abroad. This amendment does not accomplish 
that purpose. This will confine it alone to books. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not quite understand the original amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio to be confined to books abroad, which were 
copyrighted abroad and published in countries which were parties to 
this agreement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It was not. 

Mr. BLAIR. The feature that the book which may be imported 
must be copyrighted abroad certainly protects the author absolutely, 
and I do not see, upon the principle of protecting the author, which is 
the fundamental idea of this bill or cught to be, how there can be a 
possible objection to the amendment which I am informed will now be 
presented by the Senator from Ohio, or to the pending amendment, if 
it be made to apply to lithographs, ete. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will state that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] and I have had some conversation about the matter, and 
the amendment which was prepared may be said to be the joint pro- 
duction of us both. I will ask the Senator from Montana to send the 
amendment to the desk and ask that it be read. 

Mr. PLATT. An amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. To insert after the word ‘* prohibited,’’ in line 31, 
of section 3, the words the Senator from Montana will please have read 
for information. 

Mr. POWER. I offer the amendment as suggested by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 4, in section 3, line 31, after the word 
‘*prohibited,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

Except that all books, maps, charts, dramatic or musical compositions, en- 
gravings, cuts, prints, lithographs, or photographs, or negatives thereof, orany 
paintings, drawings, chromos,or any statues or statuary so copyrighted, the 
author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of which shall be a citizen, subject, or 


resident of a foreign country, may be imported into the United States upon the 
payment of duties, if any, imposed by law at the time of such importation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Montana is not pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Montana is not now in order unless theamendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is first withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. It would be inorder as an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is notoffered as anamendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It has been read for information. 

Mr. VANCE. If that be offered as a substituté I will withdraw my 
amendment for the present, in order that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Montana may be offered in its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
withdraws his amendment. The Senator from Montana [Mr. PowrEr] 
submits the amendment which has been read by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. HOAR. That means, as I understand, that nobody shall have 
a copyright under this bill unless, if he sells it to one man, he shall 
also sell the thing to another, who shall be authorized to sell it in com- 
petition with the first purchaser; so that it will be impossible for him 
to make a sale. 

Mr. GRAY. I shouldlike to ask what the words ‘‘so copyrighted ”’ 
mean there? 

Mr. CARLISLE. They mean, as I suppose, or they were intended 
to mean at least, that books of foreign authors and works of art which 


| are copyrighted in this country may be imported, whereas books of 


z | 


American authors which are copyrighted here can not be imported. 

Mr. GRAY. That is, books and other productions which are copy- 
righted in this country and also copyrighted in the country from whieh 
importation takes place ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Does that language, in the opinion of the Senator from 
Kentucky, mean that and restrict it to that meaning? 

Mr.CARLISLE, If theyare not copyrighted in the foreign country, 
and if they are not copyrighted at all, I suppose they would be ad- 
mitted, at any rate, with duty under our laws, because this bill relates 
only to copyrighted works. 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose they are copyrighted in this country and not 
abroad ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. If foreign works are copyrighted in this country 


placed in the hands of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], which | and not copyrighted abroad, as 1 understand this amendment, they 
will cover all these articles when they are first produced and pub- | could be imported, because it permits only the importation of those 


lished or made abroad. 


literary works and works of art which are produced by citizens, sub- 


I have stated two or three times during the discussion thaé I was | jects, or residents of foreign countries. The articles enumerated in 
entirely willing to vote for a provision in this bill which would prohibit | this amendment are the articles which are subject to copyright under 
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the bill if it becomes alaw. Our present law prohibits the importa- 
tion of American copyrighted works, and my purpose was to preserve 
that feature of the existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire whether I understand what is the ob- 
ject of thisamendment? I understand the objeci of it and the pur- 
pose of it to be that, if a foreigner copyrights in the United States, then 
the subject of copyright may be imported from a foreign country into 
the United States upon a payment of duty’ Is that it? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is it. 

Mr. PLATT, That is what I understand to be the object of it. 
Whether the language is carefully and sufficiently guarded to give it 
that effect or not I do not know, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think it is. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me, I understand that this 
amendment applies to all American works copyrighted abroad or foreign 
works copyrighted abroad and also copyrighted in this country, either 
by an American or by a foreigner, and that they are included in the 
general language of the section to which this is an amendment. Let 
him get his ‘copyright wherever he pleases, in this country or in foreign 
countries, and the foreign author sells in his own country andin our 
country and our author in ourcountry and in foreign countries. Now, 
upon the payment of duties, the work published in the foreign country 
can be imported, as I understand. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifit is the work of a citizen, subject, or resident 
of the foreign country. If not, it can not be imported. 

Mr. BLATR. Suppose it was an American author who had obtained 
a copyright abroad, could not the work of that American author, copy- 
righted abroad, be imported into this country upon the payment of 
duties under this amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Itcould not, because the amendment confines the 
articles which are permitted to be imported to those which are the 
products of the citizens, subjects, or residents of foreign countries. 
‘There is an express provision that is preceded by a general prohibition 
of all importation. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why is it not possible for somebody in all this effort 
of amendment to produce an amendment which will put the American 
and the foreign author upon precisely the same condition, so that, an 
author’s work being copyrighted everywhere, there can be an inter- 
change of their literature and the other things covered in the bill on 
precisely the same basis ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, that observation 
opens a question which I thought had perhaps been sufficiently dis- 
cussed heretofore. This amendment, if adopted, puts the American 
author in this country upon precisely the same footing as the English 
author and the English author upon precisely the same footing that 
the American author is now upon in England. 

The English copyright law expressly prohibits the importation into 
England, or any part of the English dominions anywhere, any of its 
colonies or dependencies, any work which was first produced or pub- 
lished in England or within its jurisdiction, and, if this amendment 
passes, this bill will do the same thing in regard to the works of Eng- 
lish authors. 

I prefer to use in this amendment precisely the 1 of the Eng- 
lish statute; that is to say, that the importation of ail these works of 
art and literary works is prohibited whenever they were first com- 
posed and published in this country, or first invented or designed and 
made in this country; but the Senatorfrom Ohio, instead of using those 
words, has used what he supposed to be equivalent terms; that is, that 
their importation shall only be permitted when they are the product 
of the subject, citizen, or resident of aforeign country. This would be 
reciprocal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask theSenatoraquestion. At the pres- 
ent time the works of all the foreign authors may be pirated here and 
reprinted. The effect of this amendment might be that the foreign 
author could procure his work to be copyrighted here, not printed 
here, and the result would be that all of the printing of foreign works, 
where they will have the advantage of this copyright law, will be 


_ transferred to the other side, 


Mr. CARLISLE. I do not see that this affects that question in the 


least. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Why not? 
Mr. PLATT. It ought to be suggested that, as the bill now stands, 


in order to obtain copyright at all, the printing must be done in this 
country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is an argument in favor of the provision, I 
concede, but I am merely reaching for the effect of it now. To illus- 
trate, a foreign author procures his work to be copyrighted here. He 
owns the copyright himself, and whether the book will be printed un- 
der it or not depends entirely upon him. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The book can not be copyrighted here unless it is 

rinted. 
, Mr. HISCOCK. He can print a certain number. He procures two 
of them to be printed here and those he files. Then he can stop the 
printing of that work here and have his printing done entirely upon the 
other side, and his books to be im here upon the payment of the 
duty. The result would be that, so far as all foreign works are con- 
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cerned, the printing of them would be transferred to the other side, if 
the authors regarded it as to their interests to have them printed there 
rather than here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose possibly that might follow if the author 


was d to subject himself to the expense of having the type set 
and his book published in thiscountry merely for the purpose of having 
two copies. 


Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the present bill is concerned, as I under- 
stand it, there is actually a prohibition upon the importation of the 
works of foreign authors. 

Mr. CARLISLE, That is true. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under the amendment which is offered it would 
result, or might result, in the entire printing of the works of foreign 
authors upon the other side, they procuring the copyright here, and 
going no further here. It is fair to say, and it is doubtless true, that 
they would have the type set and they would have the printing and 
publishing of the book on the other side, and all they would have to 
do would be to enlarge their edition and import here upon the pay- 
ment of the duty provided by the statute. The criticism upon this 
provision, if there is any, is that it would have the effect to transfer 
all that labor to the other side. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not able to understand why that labor can 
not be done there now under tbe present law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That which is complained of now by those people 
is that it is done here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is, their books are pirated and printed here. 
It seems to me that the effect of the provision may be practically the 
entire printing of the works of foreign authors on the other side. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As the law stands now in England, notwithstand- 
ing an American author has his work copyrighted in that country, 
it may still be imported. I will read the section of the British 
statutes—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. That would not affect this provision at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We propose to give them reciprocal copyright and 
put their authors u the same terms that they put ours. The stat- 
ute to which I refer is 5 and 6 Victoria, chapter 45, section 17. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to suggest further, if the Senator will per- 
mit me before he proceeds, that it seems to me if this provision should 
be adopted it weal include newspapers and periodicals. I very frankly 
say that I am not very well satisfied with the amendment to the pres- 
ent tariff law practically prohibiting the importation of periodicals and 
newspapers to this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I agree with the Senator from New York that we 
ought not to prohibit the importation of newspapers and magazines 
for, as I had occasion to say the other day, it might happen that ene 
was a —: copyrighted article only printed in an English, French, 
or German tat it or an English, French, or German periodical, 
and under this bill, if it should become a law, the incorporation in 
that publication of asingle a article, a short piece of poetry 
or other article, would preclude its importation to this country. I 
will now read the section: 

17. And be it enacted, That after the passing of this act it shall not be lawful 
for any person, not being the proprietor— 

I hope we may have order, Mr. President; for, if we are to have 
reciprocal international copyright, we ought to know exactly what the 
rights of our authors are in other countries whose authors are to be 
admitted here to copyright under our statutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Js the Senator reading the English law on the sub- 


Mr. CARLISLE. I am reading from the English statute: 


= And be it enacted, That after the rm veheaed = wpe td this act it shall not be lawful for 
Taf, not being the proprietor of the tines or some person authorized 
by" h po any part of the United gdom, — into any other partot 


ject? 


en for sale or hire, any yeas book first com or writ- 

om aa sid eal published in any _ the said United Kingdom, wherein 
there 1 be cop: t, and nted in any country or w — out 
of the British dom ; aad ifany person, not being such r- 
shall ———? or bring, or cause Sepeett or 


son authorized as 
—— for sale or h ted book, into any = nee the British 


act, or shall — 
ae 


, and shall 
be oulsed by an officer of customs or excise, and the same shall be destroyed 
by such officer. 


And it proceeds then to prescribe the penalty to be imposed upon the 
offender. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand it, the law which the Senator has 
read in effect is that the t copyright laws of England provide 
that whoever avails hi of the copyright there shall have the print- 
ing done there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, it is not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood it in 


Mr. CARLISLE. No. The importation tian of all books is ‘aprsbinieea 


into the United af Gas taekt won tah emmpenel os pabliced 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Of course, if the book is to be copyrighted it must 
be printed, but it does not require it to be printed there. If it was first 
composed there, then it can not be imported from any other country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. Then, as a matter of course, that in- 
clades the printing. It forces the printing of the book there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifthe Senator will take the statute and look at | 
it, he will find there is no provision which requires the book to be | 
printed in England. 

Mr. HIS K. AsI understand it, if the book was first composed 
there, it can not be imported there. Therefore it is impossible thatit 
should be printed elsewhere, because, if printed elsewhere, it would 
have to be carried there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is impossible to be printed elsewhere and pro- 
tected by this nonimportation clause. If it is composed and printed 
elsewhere, it may still be imported into England. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I leaveout the word ‘‘composed.’? What I mean 
to say is that, under the English statute which the Senator has read, 
as I understand it, an author, to avail himselfof an English copyright, 
must publish his book in England, and the importation of books pub- 
lished elsewhere, which would include their being printed elsewhere, 
is prohibited. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Oh, no, A book may be copyrighted in England 
whether it was printed there or not. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from Maine will allow me to read 
for just a moment—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me to make a motion? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Before the Senator makes his motion, I wish to 
read just one clause. The language prohibits the importation of any 
book ‘‘ which was first composed or written or printed and published 
in any part of the said United Kingdom.’’ Not altogether composed 
and printed, but ‘‘first composed or written or printed.”’ 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who is absent on ac- 
count of the illness of a friend; otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmMpron]. My colleague [Mr. 
—T is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON j. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARnouR]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE. I was requested by my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] to an- 
nounce that he is paired with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in the negative). I voted un- 
der a misapprehension. I wish to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. QUAY. I announce my pair with the junior Senator from West 
_ (Mr. FAULKNER]. 

. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] and also the 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis] are paired, as I have before stated. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


1891. 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


YEAS—238, 
Allison, Coke, Hale, Power, 
Bate, Cullom, Hampton, Pugh, 
Blodget, a Sanae van 
ngalls, vance, 
Call Frye, MeMillan, Vest. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Morgan, 
NAYS—I8, 
Allen, Dolph, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Edmunds, Paddock, Warren, 
Chandler, Higgins, Sawyer, Washburn. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Shoup, 
’ Dixon, Hoar, Stewart, 
ABSENT—47. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Barbour, F er, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Black ’ , Moody, Squire, 
Blair, Gibson, Stanford, 
Brown, Gray, Payne, Teller, 
Butler, Hawley, Ww, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hearst, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Casey, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
uitt, Kenna, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
MeConnell, " Wolcott. 
Eustis, McPherson, Sanders, 
the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 


Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 18, 1891, 
o’clock a. m. 
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The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Mr. PAYSON, 
who directed the reading of the following communication: 


SPEAKER’s Room, House oF RePresenvTaATives, February 17, 1891, 


I hereby designate as Speaker pro tempore for thisday Hon. L, E, Payson, of 
Illinois, 


lr. B. REED, Speaker, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitpurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
IMPEACHMENT OF ALEX. BOARMAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report, 

On the Ist day of April last this House adopted a resolution instruct- 
ing the Committee on the Judiciary to investigate certain alleged ille- 
gal practices of the United States courts and their officers, The com- 
mittee took testimony, and have made certain findings and report 
certain recommendations, which I am instructed to submit to the House. 
I accordingly report two bills, which I ask may be placed on the House 
Calendar, and also a resolution impeaching Alexander Boarman, judge 
of the United States district court for the western district of Louisiana, 
for high crimes and misdemeanors. Iask that this resolution be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JUDGE 


PRACTICE IN UNITED STATES COURTS, ETC. 

The bills reported by Mr. THoMPSON are as follows, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 13655) to regulate the practice of United States courts 
in pronouncing sontence in criminal cases, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

A bill (H. R. 13656) amendatory of certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the House Calendar. 

PRINTING 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am also instructed by that committee, Mr. 
Speaker, to report and ask the immediate consideration of the resolu- 
tion I send to the desk, authorizing the printing of testimony, ete. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the testimony taken by the Committee on the 
Judiciary on the resolution of the House of Representatives adopted April 1, 
1890, instructing that committee to investigate certain alleged illegal practices 
of the United States courts, and of the officers thereof, and of the report of said 
committee thereon, be printed, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
500 copies shall be for the use of the Department of Justice. 

The SPEAKER pro le mpore, 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. COLEMAN. LI object until [ know more about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not subject to debate. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I object. 

Mr. THOMPSON, This is simply a resolation to authorize print- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
COLEMAN | objects. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OWEN ] has a matter which was before the House on yesterday. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. It has been agreed upon by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who objected yesterday. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. [Before this matter of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. THompson ] is completed, I desire to state that I 
wish to file the views of the minority as to one of the bills reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the views of the 
minority may be filed and printed. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 


OF CERTAIN TESTIMONY. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr, 


EVENING SESSION, 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening, February 19, 1891, be set apart for the con. 
sideration of bills reported by the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, the session to open at 8 o'clock and not to continue later than 10.30 0'cloek. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, 
and the question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question relating to the record of the 
proceedings of yesterday with regard to the death of General Sherman, 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19. 
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ORVILLE B. MERRILL. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will withhold it for 


& moment, as the matter presented by the gentleman from Illinois 


[Mr. Hopkins] is pending. 

The Clerk read as follows 
A bill (H. R. 11663) to relieve Orville B. Merrill, late _— Company I, 

Dhirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, of the dharge of dishonorable dis- 

charge 

Be it ena !, ele., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant 
General of the United States Army the charge of dishonorable discharge now 
standing on the said rolls and records against Orville B. Merrill, late captain of 
Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and when so removed 
that t iid Orville B. Merril Ml be e restored toall rights lost or suspended by the 
said } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call for the regular order. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS] 
demands the regular order. 


DEATH OF GENERAL SHERMAN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in the resolutions adopted yester- 
day in relation te the death of General Sherman there was inadver- 
tently omitted an order directing the Clerk to inform the Senate of the 
action of the House, and I ask unanimous consent that that order be 
placed in the resolutions, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the order will be 
entered, directing the Clerk to inform the Senate of the action of the 
House with reference to the death of General Sherman on yesterday. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to amatter of privilege. In 
order that the Sergeant-at-Arms may make proper order in regard to 
the movement of the committee to New York to attend the funeral of 
General Sherman, I ask that the sum of $300, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be appropriated out of the contingent fund of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
writing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did, 
before the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ing. 


The gentleman should reduce that to 


and I have lost it. I want to get it in 


The matter should be reduced to writ- 


ORVILLE B. MERRILL. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OWENS] withdraws his objection to the consideration 
of the bill which I presented a moment ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please be in order. 
The gentleman from Dlinois | Mr. Hopkins], in connection with the 
bill which he presented and upon which unanimous consent was asked 
a few moments since, states that the objection to its consideration has 
been withdrawn. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know something about this before we go 
into its consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is simply to correct the record of Captain Mer- 
rill, who through the malice of his colonel received a dishonorable dis- 
charge. The facts are stated in the report. Captain Merrill is a man 
whom Ihave known for more than a quarter of a century, and heis an 
upright, honorable, Christian gentleman. For the sake of his family 
he desires to have his military record corrected. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Is this the gentleman concerning whom 
there was some effort to relieve him some time since in the House ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
tired list? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like toask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopxtns] what has become of the colonel whose malice caused this 
man to be dismissed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He was killed at the battle of Franklin. Colonel 
Campbell, of the Thirty-sixth Illinois Volunteers, gives the strongest 
indorsement of Captain Merrill in regard to this matter, and says if 
was an injustice tohim. He was discharged without any military trial 
whatever. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Who was the colonel who brought the charge? 
Was it Colonel Greusal? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Does the bill carry any pay as a consequence? 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the restoration of this man to the rolls carry 
with it an appropriation ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. None whatever. The only objectin doing this, as 
I understand it, is that his military record shall be corrected for the 
sake of his mother and other relatives, 

Mr. ENLOE. And that hemay havea pension afterwards ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. He is notseekingapension. The onlyobject sought 
is that which I have mentioned. This matter has been t to my 
attention fora number of years. I have known this gentleman for 
twenty years, and have known his entire family. Hecomes from a good 


Tn regard to placing him upon the re- 


family. He made a splendid record during the war. He was acting 
major of his regiment for a time, and after serving three years, when his 
regiment veteranized, he desired to go out of the service. He got into 
some trouble with his colonel, whe recommended his discharge for 
drunkenness and licentiousness, and being the commanding officer that 
recommendation carried. Captain Merrill showed by a number of his 
associates in the Army and by Colonel Campbell that these charges 
were unfounded. 

Mr. ENLOE. How long was it after these charges were preferred 
against him before he commenced to seek a refutation of them and to 
get his record corrected ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That I am unable to state. 

Mr. ENLOE. How long has this matter Leen before Congress? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have had charge of it since I have been in Con- 
gress. When I first came here I did not know the mode of procedure 
to get a military record corrected; but when I found the means by 
which it was to be done, I went before the Committee on Military 
Affairs with affidavits and letters of some of the leading citizens of my 
district, and upon these representations there was a unanimous report 
made by the Committee on Military Affairs granting the relief prayed 
for. 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose that in view of the fact that this is a unan- 
imous report it might be allowed to go through; but it looks to mea 
little strange that a man should rest under a charge of that character 
for such a length of time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can assure the gentlenian that this is a measure 
of relief that ought to be granted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Is the gentleman from Dlinois a member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Regular order. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. There are quite a number of cases of that 
character pending which ought to be considered. I have the cases of 
two or three myself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will state to the gentleman that this measure of 
relief was granted purely on its merits. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. We ought to have a night session at some 
time at which matters of this kind can be considered. I do not think 
that it is right that one should be allowed to go through while others 
can not be heard and disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear what the gen- 
tleman from New York said. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I renew the objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the regular or- 
der has been demanded. 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing a privileged report from the Committee on the Public Lands, and. ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 8739) reported by the 
committee as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 5728) providing in certain 
cases for the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

The bill was oe as follows: 


Be it enacted, , That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby 
authorized and _ an as speedily as possible after the of this act, to 
institute suit or suits, at ‘law or in equity, in the name of the United States, in 
the circuit court of the United States having jurisdiction, inst any person, 


co! , or nm persons through 
grant of Congress any lands heretofore gran to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a ra or a railroad and tele- 
graph line, where any such lands so claimed lie oi to or conterminous 
with any constructed part of any such railroad which was not constructed and 
completed within the time specified in the granting act or acts for the construc- 
tion and completion of the whole ee to determine whether any such 
granted lands so claimed by any > ae oem, oe r association of 
persons are subject and liable anor the law to be forfeited and reclaimed 
the United States on account of the ero of such part of any 
railroad in accordance with the woeeireteente of no gies act or acts, and to 
obtain and recover judgments dodion forfei' United States all of such 
lands as are opposite to and Sonsunein bas elannec eoneienete rt or parts of 
either ofsaid railroads which were not constructed within the od fixed in the 
granting actor acts for the comp! of the wholeroad or erwise in 

ance with the requirements of ans acts, and aside an 

which have issued for any such x 

forfeiture shall extend to the rightof way of pony - such 
sary grounds for aepote, switches, side tracks, machine spege, ond turntables, 


or oa included in any village, tewn, or city within the ts of any such 
gran ands, 

Sec. 2. That in the Atiorne and 6 ae a the suits ed for in the next 
preceding = the grant of lands coming 
within the provisions section separately, an and in 
suit in that cireuit ae ibe U States within the iction of which 


the lands affected thereby, or an: 
the lands affected by any suit may 
the whole of uch la may bag oe in either of such courts for the forfeiture of 
the whole 


ee any interest in the lands to be affected 
| suit mee By a party thereto or not, may intervene 
therein by sworn petition to defend his interest ae nee, such 
petition for intervention, also put a ‘dcleomianl 
any other q' halter dt tear or which may be oS ae ree 
right or title, predicated on =o United States, 

lands caahpesed ta eeiy Suen bunk oro 
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Appeais or writs of error may be prosecuted to the Supreme Court asin other 
cases from the jadgment or decree of any circuit court rendered under the pro- 
visions of this act, and in all cases where any such judgment or decree shall be 
adverse to the United States the Attorney General shall prosecute an appeal or 
writ of error to the Supreme Court; and in all without regard to the value of 
the lands affected thereby ; and any suit brought under the provisions of this 
act shall be advanced to hearing in preference to all other civil cases on the 
dockets of the cireuit or Supreme Courts, 

And in all cases where any final judgment shall be rendered bv any circuit | 
court or the Supreme Court under the provisions of this act, declaring any lands 
forfeited to the United States, such Jands shall thereafter be and become a part 
of the public domain, any withdrawals heretofore made to the contrary not- 
withstanding, —- as may be herein otherwise ppeweces. 

Sec. 3. Thatin all cases where any lands affected by any final judgment or de- 
cree of any circuit court orof the Supreme Court, rendered under the provisious 
of this act, have been, prior to January 1, 1888, sold and conveyed by deed or 
written contract by any State or corporation to which any such grant was made, 
or by any corporation owning any railroad for the benefit of which any such 
grant was made to any person, such lands, in quantities not exceeding 320 acres | 
to any one person, shall be exempt from the operation, force, and effect of 
any such judgment or decree, and the title to any such lands, to the extent 
herein limited to any one person, is hereby confirmed to the purchaser, his heirs | 
or assigns: Provided, That if any one person shall claim to own more than 320 
acres of any such lands under and by virtue of any such sale and conveyance 
made by any such State or corporation to him or her as an original purchaser, 
in good faith and for a valuable consideration, or who shall claim by mesne 
conveyance from such original purchaser, such person may, within one year 
from the of this act, make and file before the register and receiver of 
the proper land office, subject to an appeal to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, proof of the good faith, consideration, date, and extent of his or 
her purchase; and if after hearing the proof and investigating the case the 
register and receiver shall determine that the purchase was made in good faith | 
and for a valuable consideration prior to January 1, 1888, then, in that case, the 
register and receiver shall note the finding on the records of the local Jand of- 
fice, and thereafter certify the same to the Commissioner of the General Land 4% 
Office. If the finding and decision of the register and receiver be adverse to the 
purchase, he may within six months thereafter, under such rules as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may prescribe, appeal to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, 

Whenever any case shall be certified or appealed to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office under the provisions of this section, he shal! carefully ex- 
amine the same, and approve or disapprove the finding and decision of the 
register and receiver therein. Any person aggrieved by theaction of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office may appeal to the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

Whenever the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or the Seeretary of 
the Interior in case of appeal, shall determine that any purchase was in fact 
made in good faith and fora valuable consideration pots to January 1, 1888, the 
purchaser, if then a citizen of the United States, or having in due form of law, 
declared his or her intention of becoming such, shall be entitled to purchase 
from the United States the said lands claimed by him or her in excess of the 
320 acres hereby confirmed to him or her, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, at any 
time within two years after the decision of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office or the Secretary of the Interior has been rendered: Provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to confirm any such pur- 
chases ofland upon which there were prior bona fide pre-emption or homestead 
claims subsisting on the Ist day of January, 1888, arising or asserted under color 
of the laws of the United States: Provided further, That a mortgage or pledge 
of any of said lands shall not be considered a sale for the purposes of this sec- 
tion. 

Sec, 4, That all bona fide settlers upon any of the lands which may be declared 
forfeited by any final judgmentof the Supreme Court or any circuit court under 
the provisions of this act are hereby permitted and authorized to acquire title 
to not exceeding 160 acres in each case, as a homestead, under and pursuant to 
the laws relating thereto, and in making final proofof such homestead the set- 
tler shall be allowed for the time he has already resided upon and cultivated 
the same, and if such settler is notjentitled to the benefits of the homestead law, 
he or she shall have the prior right to enter the tract settled on, not exceeding 
160 acres, at $1.25 per acre. 

Seo. 5. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act, or 
by any judgment of the Supreme Court under the provisions of this act, shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
granted by Congress; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of 
lands originally covered by any such grant. 

Sxc. 6. That the price of the even sections of the public lands not reserved 
within the limits of the several grants heretofore made is hereby fixed at $1.25 
peracre, 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know why this bill is privi- 
leged, as I wish to raise the question of consideration if I can. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The House ought to go on with the appropriation 
bills, and not take up a matter of this kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that before the question of consideration 
is raised the report on the bill ought to be read, so that it may be be- 
fore the House and it may know its object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois makes 
the parliamentary inquiry as to why this matter is privileged. The 
Clerk will read a portion of clause 51 of Rule XI indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
the matters herein stated, namely: 
. * 


* 7 7 . * 

The Committee on the Public Lands, bills for the forfeiture of land grants to 
railroad and other corporations, bills preventing speculation in the public 
lands, and bills for the reservation of the public lands for the benefit of actual 
and bona fide settlers. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit to the Chair whether 
the fact that at the last session we passed a general bill on this subject 
would not exhaust the power of privilege of the committee on bills of | 
that kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that this bill in some 
of its provisions is different from the bill passed at the last session, and 
in the judgment of the Chair the bill is privileged; but the question 








of consideration can be presented. 
Mr. ADAMS. I raise the question of consideration. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The report should be read before action is taken 


on the question of consideration. 





Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 


reading of the bill had been concluded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 


It has. 


6 oo 
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Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the 


I will say, if the Chair will indulge me, 
that my friend from Illinois who raises the question of consideration 


expresses anxiety to go on with the appropriation bills—— 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the regular order. The 


in order. 


Mr. STONE, 


will move the 


of Missouri. 
prev Lous 


The SPEAKER ; 


pore. 


Is debate on this motion in order ? 


Debate is not in order, 


ceed to the consideration of this bill ? 


The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 


the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. 
The 


Mr. 


STONE, of Missouri. 
Hlouse divided; and there were 
STONE, of Missouri. 


Division. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 110, not 


voting 125; as follows: 


Anderson, Miss 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Cooper, Ind, 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Dockery, 
Edmunds, 
Enloe, 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Baker, 
Beckwith, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 


Buchanan, N. J. 


Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Coleman, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 


| Anderson, Kans. 


Andrew, 
Arnold, 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Banks, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Biggs, 


| Bland, 


Boatner, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky 


Brower, 
Browne, T. M, 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
an. 
ynum. 
Caldwell, 


YEAS—4. 


Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, W. I. 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, N. ©. 


Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Lacey, 
Lanham, 
Lee, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Maish, 


Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 

©’ Ferrall, 
O' Neall, Ind, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Pindar, 
Quinn, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 


NAYS—110. 


Darlington, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gifford, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hays, E, R. 


Henderson, Ill 


Hill, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Laws, 


NOT 


Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caswell, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clunie, 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Craig, 
Crain, 
Dargan, 

. Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dolliver, 
Dunphy, 
Ellis, 
Featherston, 
Fitch, 
Fiood, 


Lehlbach, 
Lodge, 
Mason, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
MeDuftie, 
MeKenna, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morrow, 
Mudd, 
Nute, 
O’ Donnell, 
O' Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Rife, 
VOTING—135 
Flower, 
Geary, 
Gest, 
Gibson, 
Greenhalge, 
Grimes, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Lane, 
Langston, 
Lawler, 
Magner, 
McAdoo, 
McCord, 
McCreary, 


Chen I call for the regular order. 
The gentleman from Maine calls for 
regular order is demanded, and debat 


I have no desire to de! 
juestion if it be permitted 
The question is, Will the House 


-aves 40, noes 54. 
I demand the yeas and nays. 


Rogers, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone Mo. 
Stump 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vandever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wike, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 


tock well, 
Rowell, 
Russell, 

Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Turner, Kans, 
Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Maas, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
V ickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wi son, W ash, 


McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perry, 
Pierce, 
Price, 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 
Rowland, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Smith, I. 
Stahlnecker, 

































































Is not 
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Stewari,Ga Townsend, Colo, Washington, Williams, Ill. 

Stewart, Tex. Townsend, Pa, Whitelaw, Wilson, Ky. 

Stone, Pa. Tracey, Whiting, Wright. 

Sweet, Vaux Whitthorne, Yardley. 

Sweney Waddill, Wiley, 

Taylor, Il, Walker, Wilkinson, 

Taylor, Tenn, Wallace, N. Y. Willcox, 
So the House refused to consider the bill. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- | 


ther notice: 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 
Mr. Morse with Mr. EL.is. 
Mr. THOMAS M. Browne with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. Houk with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 


Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Rttrep, of lowa, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. CoGSWELL with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHINGTON. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa, with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. Coorrek, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGorE. 

Mr. Covert with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BuRROWS with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Kercu AM with Mr. GrRIMEs. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. WHITELAW. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr, ABBorr. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. McADoo. 

Mr. Gest with Mr. STEWART, of Texas, until Thursday next. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. DAvipson, for this day. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with | 
my colleague [Mr. ALDERSON]. If he were present, I would vote 
**nay.’’ 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary | 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). The gentleman will | 
state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire to inquire whether this bill now 
retains its place as a privileged matter or whether it goes to the Calen- 
dar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
would prefer not to pass upon that queStion, as he is here only tempo- 
rarily. When the matter is presented again by the gentleman from 
Missouri the question of order can be argued and decided. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 17, 


MARY C. HOFFMAN, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as House conferees on the com- 
mittee of conference heretofore ordered on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 12312) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Hoffman Mr. SAWYER, Mr. BELKNAP, and Mr, YODER. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BREWER submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votcs of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12499) ** making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, fur the 

»yrocurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes,”’ 
me meee met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 7, and 8, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 5, 9,12, and 13 and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following: 

‘Artesian well at Fort Monroe, Va.: For obtaining water for the garrison, 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: At the end of the amended graph insert the following: 

‘* Provided, That no contract for the expenditure of any portion of the money 
herein provided or that may be hereafter provided for the ane of steel shall 
be made until the same shall have been submitted to public competition by the 
Department by advertisement.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $150,000; ’’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

. = = of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
‘ollowing: 

**And one additional member shall be added tosaid Board of Ordnance and 
Fortifications, who shall be a civilian and not an ex-officerofthe regular Army or 
Navy, and he shall be nominated by the President and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appointed, and shall be paid asalary of $5,000 per an- 
num and actual traveling expenses when traveling on duty: Provided, That the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortifications shall make an annual report to Congress, 
through the Secretary of War, on the first Monday in December in each year, 
showing the general operations of the board, and shall give a detailed statement 
of all contracts, allotments, and expenditures made by the board; the first of 
these reports to cover these subject-matters from the beginning of the operations 
by the board until the first report which they shall make.” 

Ani the Senate agree to the same. 

M. S. BREWER. 


BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


H. L. DAWES, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d eing 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire to ask, then, whether I have now | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.12499) 


the right to withdraw the bill? 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. Undoubtedly. 
Mr, STONE, of Missouri. Then I withdraw it. 
FUNERAL OF GENERAL SHERMAN, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a privileged reso- 
lution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be,and he is hereby, directed to ad- 
vance to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, out of the contingent fund, the sum 


of $300, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to defray the expenses of the | for the construction of a wharf, a keeper's dwelling, an 


committee appointed to attend the funeral of the late General William T. Sher- 
man. 


The resolution was adopted. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print pore po steel for 


in the Recorn, in consecutive order, remarks made by him on different 
days on the question of race discrimination. 


TRANSFER OF CLERKS FROM CENSUS BUREAU. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 233) authorizing the transfer of clerks, | tory building at Watervliet essenel 


copyists, and computers from the Census Bureau to any other Depart- 


ment of the Government was reported back by the Committee on the — of $508,000 00» 


| upon an 
| amendments, namely: 


making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, submit the 
follow ng written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
recommended by the conference committee as to each of the Senate 


On amendment numbered 1: Appropriates $6,000 for an artesian well at Fort 


| Monroe, Va., instead of $10,000 as proposed by the House. 


On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates $50,000 as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $100,000 as pro by the House, for the purchase of submarine 
mines and necessary a neces to operate them. 

On amendment numbered 3: Appro riates $50,000 as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $100,000 as proposed by the House, for casemates and cable galleries 
to render it possible to operate submarine mines. 

On amendment numbered 4: Appropriates $16,000, as proposed by the House, 
for a water supply for 
the torpedo station at Yerba Buena Island, California. 

On amendment numbered5: Appropriates $750,000as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $1,000,000 as proposed by the House, for the construction of gun and 
ger bered 6: A priates $800,000 posed by the Se 

n amendment num : Appro ,000 as pro the Senate, 
of $1,000,000 as papened by the House, for the purchase of oil-tempered 
area coast-defense guns. . 

On amendment numbe 7: Appropriates $56,500, together with the unex- 
ar pene a < $13,500, for two gun carriages of the disappearing type, as 
pro e House. 

On amendment numbered 8: Apozseetotes $248,743 as proposed by the House, 
instead of $148,743 as proposed the Senate, to complete the army gun fac- 
On amendment numbered 9: hogseusintectens see as proposed by the Senate, 

roposed by the House, for machinery, tools, and fixtures 
south wing of the army gun factory at Watervliet arsenal. 


Eleventh Census, and, by unanimous consent, it was referred to the On amendment numbered 10: Appropriates $150,000, instead of $100,000, as pro- 


Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
RELIEF OF SETTLERS UPON CERTAIN LANDS IN IOWA. 


On motion of Mr. STRUBLE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the State of Iowa, 


posed by the Hi: and $200,000, as pro by the Senate, for expenditures 
under the Board of nance and F cations. 

On amendment numbered 11: Provides for the appointment of one civilian 
member, at $5,000, of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, instead of two 
civilian members of said board at $6,000 each, as proposed by the Senate, and 
requires that the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications shall annually submit to 


was permitted to remain upon the Speaker’s table; a bill for the same | Congress a report in detail showing the oan operations of the board 


purpose being now upon the House Calendar. 
JOHN FINN. 

On motion of Mr. FRANK, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from further consideration of the bill (8. 
921) for the relief of John Finn, and it was-returned to the Speaker’s 
table; it being substantially identical with the bill H. R. 1649, 





On amendment numbered 12: Inserts in the bill, as provided by the Senate, 


the follo 8 

“That 2 of ‘An act making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of fefense, for the armament th , for the procurement of heavy ord. 
nance for trial and service,and for other purposes, wed A: 18, 1890, 


is hereby modified so that the amount to ded 
thereunder be increased to $4,250,000, to be expended on the terms and condi- 
tions and for the set forth, that fifty thousand of said 
sum shall be to cover all expenses other the powder and project- 
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iles incident to the tests and inspection of the guns, and also that the Secretary 

of War be authorized to contract thereunder for such less number of guns than 

one hundred as he may deem for the best interests of the Government.” 

On amendment numbered 13; Inserts, as proposed by the Senate, the following 

vision : 

PreThat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to transfer such 
ortion of the site of the United States powder depot, near Dover, N. J., to the 
avy Department for magazine purposes as in his judgment may be for the in- 

terest of the public service,and the property so transferred shall thereafter 

be under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Navy.” 

As agreed upon, the bill a $3,774,803, being $3,709,520 less than the 
estimates, $458,132 less than the law for current fiscal year, $704,000 less than the 
bill as it was passed by the House, and $128,500 more than the bill as it was passed 
by the Senate, 

M. 8S. BREWER, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague on the committee the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SayERs] desires to be heard for a few mo- 
ments, and I yield to him. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of the 
House I desire to submit a few reasons why I have declined tosign the 
conference report just read. In the first place, it provides for the ap- 
pointment of a civilian member, at a cost of $5,000 a year in addition 
to his traveling expenses, as a member of the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortifications. This, it occurs to me, is not only a useless and extrava- 
gant expenditure, but it may be productive of discord in the board, 
and thus, instead of accomplishing good, lead to a contrary result 

In the second place, [ wish to call atvention to the twelfth amend- 
ment to the bill by the Senate. It will be remembered that in 1883 
Congress provided that the Secretary of War might contract for the 
construction of a certain number of 8, 10,and12inch gnns. The pro- 
visions of that act so carefully protected and guarded the Government 
against extravagant and useless expenditure as well as inferior work 
that manufacturers were unwilling to contract. At the last session of 
the present Congress those safeguards were so removed as to render it 
easier and more profitable for manufacturers to make contracts. In 
pursuance of the amended act the Secretary of War advertised for bids, 
but the manufacturers still found themselves unable even under the 
amended law to undertake the construction of guns. 

This amendment increases the limit over the act of 1890 by as much 
as $475,000, and enlarges the discretion of the Secretary of War, which, 
it must be admitted, can not but be beneficial to the manufacturer. 

In my judgment the Government is not sufficiently protected by the 
provisions of the Senate amendment, taken in connection with the act 
of 1890. For this reason I have refused to sign the conference report. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you think the manufacturers have been 
asking too much? 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe that this amendment is entirely too favora- 
ble to the manufacturers; that if it become law, taken in connection 
with the act of 1890, the manufacturers will be enabled to produce 
guns, not of the very highest type, but of an ordinary type, and at 
such a cost as will not only enable them to build their plants. but 
also to make a profit upon the guns; so that when they shall have 
delivered the guns and shall have been paid for them they will have 
received not only a profit upon the cost of the construction of the guns, 
but also the cost of the plant itself. 
a gift—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman, as I understand bim, makes the 
general statement that if these contracts are carried out—— 

Mr. SAYERS. And the existing law carried out. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The manufacturers will get paid enough to com- 
pensate them for the building of the plant, ard will also be enabled to 
make a profit on the work which they do for the Government. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, I would like to have the gentleman give us 
some figures on that point, so that we may know the process by which 
he arrives at that conclusion; because if the statement is true, no mem- 
ber of the House would vote for the adoption of this conference report. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not the figures before me; but I do know— 
at least I gather it from information derived from those who know or 
claim to know—that no manufacturer of this country will undertake 
to construct these guns under the act of 1890 and this amendment un- 
less he gets enough in payment for the guns not only to compensate 
him for the metal and labor going into the guns with a profit besides, 
but also to pay for the construction of his plant. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If that is so, why does not the Government itself 
construct these guns ? 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘That is what the Government is doing. The Gov- 
ernment is building a plant at Watervliet, and is constructing its own 
guns. I am in favor of the Government doing this, but I am opposed 


to the letting of contracts of this character to the private industries of 


the country under the loose limitations provided for by the act of 1890 
and of this amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One question further. I would like to know from 
the gentleman whether the members of the conference committee who 
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In other words, this amounts to | 
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approve this report agree with him that* the manufacturers will make 
profit enough upon these contracts to pay for the construction of the 
plant and also give them a handsome profit on the work done for the 
Government, 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not speak as to that. I do not know what 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr, BUTTERWORTH ] and the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BREWER] may think; but I state tothe gentleman from 
Illinois and to the House as my firm conviction, that any contract 
which shall be made under this bill and under the act of 1890 will in- 
sare to the contractor not only a profit upon the construction of the 


guns, but also indemnification for hisexpenditure forthe plant. Task 
the gentleman from Michigan whether that is not true? 

Mr. BREWER rose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will append to my remarks por- 


tions of the acts of 1888 and 1890, together with the clause of the bill 
now under consideration, so that the House may thoroughly under- 
stand this question and see to what extent the manufacturers are being 
favored. 


Act of September 22, 1888 


* « 7 . * 


Whenever any party shall present for test a completed single-charge breech- 
loading steel gun of l0or 12 inches caliber, and of weight and dimensions to be 
| prescribed by the board, with the proper supply of ammunition for the test of 
| the same, such gun shall, in the presence of the party presenting it, be subjected 
to such tests as the board shall have prescribed; and should such gun be shown 
to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to fulfill the requirements previously 
| prescribed in respect to accuracy, range, power, endurance, and general effi 
ciency, the gun and ammunition shall be paid for at a fair valuation, including 
cost of transportation, and contract shall be made at a price reasonable, in the 
opinion of the board, with the party presenting the best of such guns, for a fur 
ther supply of similar guns, to be subjected to the usual service test before 
acceptance, the experimental gun and all guns purchased hereunder to be sub- 
ject to inspection at each stage of manufacture, as follows, namely: For not 
Jess than fifty 10-inch steel guns, and for not less than fifty 12-inch steel guns 

Che board is authorized to make all needful and proper purchases, investiga 
tions, experiments, and tests, to ascertain, with a view to their utilization by 
the Government, the most effective guns, including multicharge guns and the 
eonversion of Parrott and other guns on hand, smallarms, cartridges, project 
lies, fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor plates, and other implements and en- 
gines of war; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to purchase or 
cause to be manufactured such guns, carriages, armor plates, and other wat 
materials and articles as may, in the judgment of said board, be necessary in 
the proper discharge of the duty herein devolved upon them: Provided, That 
the amount expended and liabilities incurred in such purchases, investigations, 
experiments, and tests shall not exceed $500,000, which sum is hereby appropri- 
ated: Provided further, That said board shall test and, if found satisfactory, 
shall purchase two breech-loading field guns of 3.2-inch bore ofaluminum bronze. 

That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 
tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in an aggregate ex- 
penditure exceeding $6,500,000, nor an expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $2,000,000, and all guns and materials 
purchased under authority of this section shall be of American production and 
furnished by eitizens of the United States, 





Act of August 18, 18990, 
* * * . * 


. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to pur- 
| chase under contract, after due advertisement inviting proposals, and at prices 

which the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications shall adjudge to be fair to the 
manufacturer and for the interests of the United States, twenty-five 8-inch, fifty 
10-inch, and twenty-five 12-inch guns, all of which gunsshall be breech-loading 
single-charge steel guns, and of weight and dimensions to be prescribed by the 
board, and shall fulfill the conditions hereinafter provided : Provided, That if 
two or more persons, citizens of the United States, submit proposals to furnish 
said guns, either in part or in whole, at prices not materially different from each 
other, contracts may be awarded,in such proportion, among the citizens sub- 
| mitting such proposals as the Secretary of War may direct, One type gun of 
| each of the above-mentioned caliber, with the proper supply of ammunition 
therefor, shall be presented for test at such place and within such time as the 
contract shall provide, and shall be subjected to such tests in respect to accuracy, 
range, power, endurance, and general efficiency as the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortifications shall have prescribed. All the other gunsof each caliber, withthe 
proper supply of ammunition, shall be delivered at such place and within such 
times as the contract shall provide, and shall be mablooted to the ordinary serv- 
| 
| 
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| ice test of ten rounds with the full chargeand weight of projectile, which shall 
develop the standard power prescribed forthegun. Ifthe type gun sustains the 
prescribed test to the satisfaction of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, it 
and each of the other guns which sustains the ordinary service test, and the am- 
munition expended in such tests, shall be accepted under the contract. All guns 
manufactured under these contracts, including the type guns, shall be subjected 
to inspection at all stages of manufacture, and nochange whatever shall be made 
in the material, mode of manufacture, or dimensions of the guns for service 
from those employed in the type gun without the approval of the Secretary of 
War. Payment for each gun and ammunition for testing same, including cost 
of transportation, shall be made upon the satisfactory completion of the pre- 
scribed test for that gun. All tests of guns shall be made in the presence of the 
board and of the person presenting the gun, or his authorized agent, and due 
regard shallbe paid to suggestions offered by him with respect the mode of 
making such test, 

That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 
tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in an aggregate ex- 
penditure exceeding $3,775,000, nor an expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $1,000,000. And all guns and materials 
purchased under the authority of this section shall be of American manufac- 
ture and furnished by citizens of the United States: Provided further, That con- 
tracis may be made for not exceeding one-fourth of the guns herein provided 
for, to be constructed on the Pacific coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War: Provided further, That all expenditures made under this section shall be 
paid from the amount made available and provided for in section 6 of the “Act 
making appropriations for fortificationsand other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes,”’ approved September 22, 1885, and the Secretary of Warshall 
embrace in his estimates of appropriations for fortifications from time to time 
the amounts necessary to carry out all contracts made hereunder: Provided fur- 
ther, That full and accurate accounts shall! be kept, showing the cost of alltype 
and experimental manufacture of guns and other articles, and the average cost 
of the several classes of guns and the other articles manufactured by the Gov- 
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ernment, a statement of which account shall be laid before Congress annually 
in the same manner as is now required from national armories under section 
1665 of the Revised Statutes 


amendment to bill urder consideration. 


2) That section 2 of “An act making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, forthe armamentthereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes,”’ approved August 15, 
1890, is hereby modified and enlarged so that the amount authorized to be ex- 


senatk 
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pended thereunder be increased to $4,250,000, to be expended on the terms and 
conditions and for the purposes therein set forth,except that fifty thousand of said 
sum shall be reserved to cover all expenses other than the powder and projectiles 
incident to the tests and inspection of the guns, and also that the Secretary of 
War be authorized to contract thereunder for such less number of guns than 
one hundred as he may deem for the best interests of the Government. 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy much of 
the time of the House. The question which seems to be uppermost 
in the mind of my colleague on the committee [Mr. SAyERs] is that 
which relates to what might be denominated the blanket clause, which 
was first enacted in 1888, being reported by my friend who is now op- 
posing this section as it stands. In 1888 a section reported from the 
committee having this bill at that time in charge made available $6, - 
000,000 to aid in the encouragement of the production of guns under 
private contract. 
Mr. SAYERS. 
Mr. BREWER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will not he state that the act of 1888 so guarded 
the Government against loss and against having guns of inferior qual- 
ity forced upon it under these contracts that no manufacturer would 
offer to contract under that clause? Is not that so? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, thatis true; and this very provision protects 
the interests of the Government as well. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the use of the provision if parties will not 
contract? 

Mr. BREWER. The Senate insists on retaining this provision. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And you agree to it, fully aware of the fact that 
no manufacturer will offer to do the work under its terms ? 

Mr. BREWER. We agree to it upon the supposition that the Gov- 
ernment, as the act itself provides, will enter into no contract for these 
guns unless it be to its interest todoso. That is what the clause ex- 
pressly provides. 

Not a dollar of this money is appropriated, and it can only become 
available when the guns are produced, if acontract can be made which 
shall be beneficial to the interests of the country and to the Govern- 
ment. Now that is about all there is of that provision. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Bat in the light of experience would you judge 
that such a contract could be made? 

Mr. BREWER. I do not believe that any individual or any com- 
pany can enter into a contract for the production of gunsat such prices 
as will warrant them in entering upon their manufacture, or that 
will justify the Government in accepting their bids for the same. We 
have tried it, and Ido not believe the Government will succeed any 
better hereafter than it has succeeded in the past. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me put a question to my colleague. 

Mr. BREWER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under the act of 1890 the Secretary of War was au- 
thorized to contract for twenty-five 8-inch guns, fifty 10-inch guns, and 
twenty-five 12-inch guns, at an aggregate cost of $3,775,000. Under 
the Senate amendment this amount is proposed to be increased to $4,- 
250,000, making a difference of $475,000. Now, let me ask for what 
purpose is the increase of $475,000 to be made ? 

Mr. RREWER. The purpose would be, ofcourse, thatif there should 
be guns which were tendered to the Government, or if a contract was 
entered into with the Government by which the contractor could pro- 
duce the guns and deliver them to the Government, so as to make it to 
the interest and to the benefit of the Government to enter into such a 
contract, the Government has a right to accept them whether the num- 
ber be fifty or one hundred. In other words, it allows some latitude 
as to the number of guns, provided the prices are within the limit. 
Mr. SAYERS. Then do you mean to deny that it was the purpose 
of the committee of conference to allow $475,000 more for the same 
work than is allowed by the act of 1890? 

Mr. BREWER. Not at all; because the act itself expressly provides 
that this contract is not to be entered into unless it shall be found to be 
in the interest of the Government. But my friend and myself have 
been all over this matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, and we do not agree upon it. 

Mr. BREWER. He presented his ideas a year ago in the same man- 
per and on the same subject incorporated in the bill. It is an honest 
difference of opinion. I think the provision is entirely right and is in 
the interest of the Government; and, as I say, we have gone over this 
matter very thoroughly. 

Mr. SAYERS... My friend and I understand each other, and agree 
with one another generally on the provisions of the bill, but not in the 
line of this amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to supplement what 
my colleague on the committee has said by a single statement. 

The provision in this bill, against the adoption of which my friend 


Will my friend allow me a question ? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














FEBRUARY 17, 


from Texas protests, is one of considerable importance to the Govern- 


ment. The Government is powerless without the provision to avail 
itself of any offer which may be made by privateenterprise. In other 
words, if it should occur that the Government had presented to it an 
opportunity to get a better gun, and a cheaper gun, without the pro- 
vision it is powerless to doit. Without the provision we draw against 
the genius of ahalf dozen men; with the provision we draw against the 
genius of the whole nation. 

It is an open competition to the inventive talent of the country. 
Without the provision we must rely on what can be accomplished by 
one establishment and byafew men. With the provision we can avail 
ourselves of what may be accomplished by the private enterprise of 
the entire country. If they can sell the Government a better gun and 
a cheaper gun, or as good a gun as those which are made by the Gov- 
ernment, will anybody tell me why there should not be power to ac- 
cept the offer, if desirable ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question which I asked the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A statement was made by the gentleman from 
Texas that if the provision, against the adoption of which in the report 
he protests, is by this amendment of the Senate incorporated in the 
bill, and a contract is executed under it, it would enable the contractor 
to build his plant and still make a profit on the work done for the 
Government, leaving him the plant freeand made out of this contract. 
I would like to have the gentleman state his views as to that point. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, that is entirely theoretical on the 
part of my friend from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, not theoretical; it is practical. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. TheGovernment isauthorized and required 
in the purchase of a gun to protect the interests of the people, and pay 
only what the gun is worth to the Government. If it costs more to 
have it fabricated by the Government, or more than the gun is worth 
to the Government, they are.not only not authorized to buy it, but the 
converse of the proposition is true, they will not touch it. This sim- 
ply authorizes the Government, in the exercise of its discretion, when 
it can do as well, or do better, by encouraging private enterprise in 
the fabrication of guns of the character contemplated by the provision, 
to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me right here? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What he suggests in regard to making a 
plant is arguendo. In other words, he says a private individual can 
not establish a plant and make a gun at a profit, and hence he will not 
do it; that is, that he could not compete with theGovernment, That 
depends entirely on whether a new and a cheaper and a better gun can 
be fabricated; and if a new and cheaper and better gun can be fabri- 
cated at less price, then he may be able to supply it; but if he can not 
he will not. Thatis all. And if it is not furnished the Government 
will not buy it; but under the law as it is now the Government could 
not purchase a popgun. In other words, the only controversy between 
my honored friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and ourselves is that it 
is perfectly proper and it ought to be competent for the War Depart- 
ment to draw against private enterprise and private effort if it can be 
done without sacrifice to the public interest. Every other Govern- 
ment on earth except ours does it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend now allow me to say a word? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend has said that thestatement which I have 
just repeated, and which was referred to by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Hopkins], was merely theoretical. Now, I want to put a 
question to my friend. Has he not been told by parties who have been 
before the Subcommittee on Fortifications that it would be impossible 
for private parties to engage in the manufacture of guns for the use of 
the Government, upon an equal footing with the Government, unless 
they were also allowed pay for the plant with which they constructed 
the guns? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I will say to my friend that I do not 
suppose that any human being on earth would go into an enterprise 
with direct reference to losing what he had. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend should answer ‘‘yes’’ to my question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I knew it before I heard it said that no 
firm, combination, or individual would establish a plant to mann- 
facture a gun or anything else without the hope of ultimately mak- 
ing something outof it; but unless some provision is made to authorize 
my friend from Illinois or my friend from Texas to avail himself of 
that genius which provides improved enginery of war it will never be 
done, and the argument of my friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers], in- 
stead of being for no appropriation, is an argument in favor of a larger 
appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, I object to any appropriation at all for this par- 
ticular purpose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion. Why is it now, if private enterprise will not enter into a com- 
petition of this kind without being guarantied aoe loss, that pro- 
vision is not made for the Government to do this work, instead of 


private enterprise? 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There has never been a guaranty against 
logs; and more than that, the experiments conducted by the Govern- 
meént, the moneys expended to produce guns from time to time, amount 
to more than would have supplied us with a complete outfit if we had 
adopted proper measures and drawn against the genius and enterprise 
of the world to produce them. 

The amount expended from year to yearand decade to decade in ex- 

riments under the supervision of the Government is something fab- 
jy and all this proposes is to offer an inducement to men to fabri- 
cate if they can, to invent and construct if they can, a gun which 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He can buy ten or five, if he finds it best. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the gentleman from Michigan to 
state that in his opinion that provision will be of no avail in securing 
private contracts. 

Mr. BREWER. I do not expect that anybody 
nish the guns as cheaply as the Government < 


be able to fur 
un produce them I now 


will 


| ask that a vote be taken. 


will prove to be equal if not superior to any used now by the Govern- | 


ment; and it is admitted that if they will produce sucha gun the Gov- 
ernment will take a large number, because it is conceded that we must 
have a large number. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, what is this inducement you speak of for 
private enterprise? Is it a bonus you propose to give them ? 

Mr. BREWER. I want to make this suggestion—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. Give him a chance to put his question first. 

Mr. BREWER. 
Government, through the Secretary of War, to advertise for the con- 
struction of guns of a certain kind. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why do you increase the limit imposed by the act 
of 1890 ? 

Mr. BREWER. 
before I am interrupted. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Rest, perturbed spirit! [Laughter]. 

Mr. BREWER. It simply authorizes the Secretary of War to ad- 
vertise for sealed proposals for the construction of guns; and if the bids 
are received at a price for the production which will warrant the Sec- 
retary in accepting the contract, he is permitted to do so; but cnly if 
he shall find it to be to the advantage of the Government to do so. 
Now, that is all there is in this section. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman why he increases 
the amount of the appropriation? 
was appropriated $3,775,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Authorized. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Recommended. 

Mr. BREWER. In the last appropriation bill we made available 
$3,775,000. We authorized that sum and made it available provided 
these bids were accepted. The Senate increased this to $4,250,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. This year? 

Mr. BREWER. This year. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why is this increase made ? 
to get at. 

Mr. BREWER. I can not tell you why the Senate made it, except 
they wanied to give encouragement for the production of more guns by 

ivate parties; because if the Government should enter into a contract 
for the production of five hundred of these guns instead of one, private 


That is what I want 


parties could unquestionably produce them at a much cheaper price | 


than they could a few, because of the great expense of the construction 
of the machinery and the buildings necessary for the construction of 
these guns; and under the larger amount thus made available more 
guns can be constructed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Isit nota fact that the larger appropriation is made 
for this reason, and is an instruction to the Secretary to grant larger 
contracts, carrying greater profits ? 

Mr. BREWER. Oh, no; not at all. This act expressly provides 
that unless these bids shall be for the best interests of the Government 
the Secretary is not to enter into contracts. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The point that is made upon the gentleman from 
Michigan is this: That by the increased appropriation it is an implied 
instruction that the Secretary of the Navy may make more favorable 
contracts with private individuals than he could grant under the appro- 
priation of 1889. 

Mr. BREWER. No, not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman from Michigan to give me five 
minutes. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that we may havea vote on this 


question. 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask tke gentleman toyield me five minutes, or two 
minutes. 
Mr. BREWER. I willyield the gentleman from Texas two minutes. 
Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say, if I can be heard, 


that the gentleman from Michigan has not been exactly candid in his 
answer to the questions propounded by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Horxrms|. 

Mr. BREWER. I think I have been entirely so, and I do not want 
to be put in the attitude suggested by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. The act of 1889 authorizes an expenditure to the 
amount of $3,775,000 for so many guns. 

Mr. ADAMS. The act of 1890? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, the act of 1890. The bill under consideration 
increases that amount, but does not increase the number of guns. 

Mr, ADAMS. Diminishes them. 

Mr. SAYERS. It authorizes the Secretary to contract for a less 
number. 





All there is in this section is that it authorizes the | 


I would like to make my statement, if you please, | 


I see that in the act of 1889 there | 





Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be heard on this question 

The SPEAKER pro tempo The gentleman from Michigan de- 
mands the previous question on the adoption of the conference report. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
he ayes seemed to have it, and the previous question was 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask for a division of the House 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to put the question again 

Mr. SPINOLA. Here are millions of the people’s money that are to 
be expended, and members of Congress proposing to speak on the sub 
ject can not be heard. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BREWER, If the gentleman trom New York wants a few min- 
utes I will yield to him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from New York 
desires recognition for the consideration of a bill. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Oh, no, I do not; I ask recognition to be heard be- 
fore this House passes on this bill under consideration 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the question on the 


| 
ordered. 


; demand for the previous question will be withdrawn temporarily 


Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. BREWER, 


I want five or ten minutes 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 


| York. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a great deal of atten- 
tion to the questions submitted to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
BREWER] by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS] as to why the 
appropriation in this bill was increased $475,000. I failed to hear any 
good reason assigned for that increase. In the first place, the bill pro- 
vides $2,750,000 for the manufacture of guns, and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BurrTERWORTH] says it is to encourage American genius 
Now, sir, I do not believe in encouraging American genius by entering 
the Treasury of the country for that purpose. 
veloped without that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You do not want to take th 
the hinges. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I donot want to take off the doorsof the Treasury, 
but I want something to be left there if possible. 


Genius should be de- 


Treasury doors off 


I am satisfied there 


| will be nothing left in the Treasury, for now it is proposed to carry 


away the doors of the Treasury, and there will be nothing left if they 
keep up at their present gait. Now, sir, I know of no good reason, 
unless it is in response to that infamous lobby which has been hanging 
about the Capitol for two or three years to secure contracts for three, 
four, or five million dollars for the manufacture of guns of large caliber. 
We have been spending money in providing for the construction of 
these guns by the Government itself, and there is where the matter 
should rest. The Government should construct all these guns if they 
are required, and there is no doubt they are required or will be 

Now, I would like the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Brewer] to 
give us some reason if he can, and if he has none let him state that to 
the House, so that it can act intelligently upon this question of whether 
there should be this increase of $475,000. Bear that in mind, Repre- 
sentatives of the people. That amount is called for in this bill over 
and above the appropriation of a year ago. Why has that been putin? 
The gentleman from Michigan told the gentleman from Texas in re- 
sponse to his inquiry that he could not answer the question. Ifhecan 
not answer it, being one of the conferees, how can he expect this House 
shall understand so as to be able to vote on it intelligently? I hope 
and trust, sir, that this report may be set aside; that there may be new 
conferees appointed so that this House may protect its own dignity, 
and in doing that protect the Treasury of the country at the same time. 

There are other portions of the bill that are correct enough in all 
probability, but that portion which makes this increase is not correct; 
it is not right, it is not just, and it is an outrage against the Treasury 
of the Government and the taxpayers of the country. 

Not only this, sir, but we are sitting here and voting away millions 
of dollars daily. Day after day it is million after million, but when I 
come here and ask for the paltry sum of $100,000 to raise a monument 
to commemorate eleven thousand heroes who died for American lib 
erty in the Revolutionary war, gentlemen raise their hands in holy 
horror and cry out that the Treasury can not stand that enormous out- 
lay. [Laughterand cheers.] Mr. Speaker, I trust that we shall now 
take the vote, and I hope the conference report will be voted down and 
new conferees appointed. 

Mr. LANSING. With instructions to in put the monument? [ Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
ment. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. SpinoLAj for a moment I think I can 
make a statement which will be satisfactory to him. The gentleman 


Oh, no; I will trust to the future for the monu- 
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seems to understand but very little about the question upon which he 
has been addressing the House. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I understand enough. I know it is a square steal. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BREWER. I have noticed, Mr. Speaker, in my experience of 
eight years here thet there are always a great many members upon this 
floor who can make the best speech upon that subject which they know 
the least about. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is your case. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BREWER. Now, what are the facts touching this section of 
the bill? Instead of its increasing the appropriation, as stated by the 
gentleman from New York, it does not appropriate a single dollar. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But it puts it where the thieves can steal it. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, my friend from New York may live among 
thieves; I do not know how that may be; but I have not seen many 
of them here on the floor or about this House, and if there are lobbyists 
here, as the gentleman tells us, no one of them has ever approached 
me. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I judge only from what the newspapers say. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, if the gentleman believed all that the news- 
papers say about some of us it would be dangerous. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
what are the facts in regard to this section? In 1888, in connection 
with the appropriation bill, of which my honored friend from Texas 
[Mr. Sayers] had charge, he met with the same difficulties between 
the two Houses that we have always encountered in the consideration 
of the fortifications bill. 

In the Senate there was a desire to encourage private parties in the 
production of these heavy guns, and hence in that bill of 1888 there 
was made available for this purpose the sum of $6,000,000. A year 
ago, in the appropriation bill which I had charge of, we cut that down, 
at the same time changing the phraseology of the section somewhat, 
to $3,756,000. 7 

Mr. SAYERS. Did you not make it more liberal to the manufac- 
turers? 

Mr. BREWER. I have answered that, and you have discussed your 
proposition a half dozen times. We cut down the amount that was 
made available to $3,750,000, 

The Senate, when the bill went there this time, increased the amount 
to $1,250,000. Now, what must be the procedure under this section? 
The Secretary of War advertises for bids for the construction of a cer- 
(ain number of guns under this provision. If he can receive bids which 
will require private parties who enter into contracts to deliver these 
guns to the Government, on terms which will make it advantageous 
for. the Government to take them, he is authorized to take them, and 
this money is made available for the purpose. In making available 
$4,25u,000, or whatever amount we do make available, even if it were 
ten millions, we do not authorize the Secretary to enter into any con- 
tract unless on such terms as to be advantageous to the Government; 
and, as I stated before, the larger the amount we make avuilable—in 
other words, the greater the number of guns that these private parties 
are permitted to produce, the lower the price at which they can afford 
to make them, and that, I suppose, was the object the Senate had in 
view in increasing the amount to be madeavailable. That isall there 
is of this matter. 

Mr. LANSING. And is it not true that the Government knows ex- 
actly what these guns cost, because it manufactures them itself? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, as suggested by my friend from New York 
[Mr. LANSING], the Government knows just how cheaply these guns 
can be made at its own factories, because it is producing them there, 
and I take it for granted that no price will be paid above the cost of 
produciog them in the Government factories. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Does not the gentleman think that that is 
vesting too much discretion in the head of a Department? 

Mr. BREWER. I think not. I now ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The report of the committee of conference was then adopted. 

Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FANNIE L. DAVIS. 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to submit a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3046) granting a 
»ension to Fannie L. Davis, widow of John L. Davis, admiral in United States 
‘avy, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate concur in the amendment and agree to the same. 


E. N. MORRILL, 

S. A. CRAIG, 

I. H. GOODNIGHT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Cc. K. DAVIS, 

H. W. BLAIR, 

DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 





The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The bill as it passed the Senate granted a pension to the beneficiary at the 
rate of $100 per month. The House amended the bill by striking out ‘one 
hundred " and inserting “ fifty.” The Senate concurs in the House report, which 
leaves the amount as fixed by the House. 

E. N. MORRILL, 


S. A. CRAIG. 
I. H. GOODNIGHT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state in regard to the 
bill to which this conference report relates that the Senate has receded 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the House; so that the 
bill has now received the concurrent action of the two Houses. Action 
upon this conference report is, therefore, unnecessary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of 
the estate of George W. Lawrence. 

The message also requested the House of Representatives to return 
to the Senate the bill (S. 4655) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 12900) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eliz- 
abeth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to the Junction City and Fort Riley 
Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military reserva- 
tion in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
4981) for the relief of Sylvester Truesdéll; in which concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


UNIVERSAL PEACE, 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, obtained unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp the following petition of the Universal Peace Union, 
United States of America, for the appointment of a commission to se- 
cure an international court of arbitration: 


MEMORIAL TO THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA IN CONGRESS ASSEMBLED. 


Whereas your memoralists are convinced that the military system could not 
be introduced among civilized nationsin this age were it not already fastened 
upon us, being fostered by long standing, nurtured by selfishness, and protected 
by prejudice against the dictates of reason and justice; and 

Whereas we are convinced that military rules and practicesare antagonistic to 
right, truth, and liberty, and we believe the pooeem age is fully ripe for the 
creation and maintenance of an international tribunal of arbitration, givin 
each nation equal rights and equal representation, the efficiency of which will 
make it successful in the adjustment of all national and international disputes 
when nations by negotiation have failed to agree: 

Therefore we earnestly petition your honorable body to create a commission 
to visit other mht sana emt pr = to induce them to unite in the organiza- 
tion of an international tribunal of arbitration, with the sole and only object to 
hear and determine such vexed questions as nations have failed to determine 
among themselves, and which would otherwise result in a declaration of war. 

Equal safety for the weaker nations with the stronger should be provided for. 

No form of government or phase of religion should have preference in this 
tribunal, or any special language, except such as may be determined by mutual 
agreement for the use of the tribunal. 

Since such a tribunal will be the greatest safeguard for life, liberty, peace, and 
prosperity to all people and the means to preserve the nation’s highest honor 
and dignity, and since without such a tribunal there is danger that devastat- 
ing and cruel wars may occur, we feel an emergency exists for prompt and im- 
mediate action. 

Jacob J. M. Miller; Alfred H, Love, Philadelphia; Thomas I. Whit- 
ney, No. 60 North Fourth street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Sarah T. 
rs Eavenson, M. D., 1015 Vine street, Philadelphia, Pa.; A. 
. A venson, 2013 Vine street, Philadelphia; M. M. Eavenson, 
2015 Vine street, Philadelphia; William J. Eavenson, 1231 Parrish 
street, Philadelphia; John J. Lytle, 537 North Twentieth street, 
secretary of the Universai Peace Union; Henry 8. Clubb, 310 
Chestnut street, Philadelphia, vice president Universal Peace 
Union; Victor B. Hall, 1121 Arch street, Philadelphia; Phabe 
A. Leeds, Bouvier street, Philadelphia; Jennie Heppenstall, 715 
North Tenth street, Philadelphia; Belva A. Lockwood, vice 
president, District of Columbia. 


Vera Cruz, Inv., February 4, 1891. 
FLORIDA G. CASEY. 


Mr. SPOONER, I desire now to call up Senate bill 1813, on which 
the previous question has been ordered, with the right of amendment 
and debate. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1813) granting increase of pension to Florida G. Casey. 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florida G. Casey, widow of Maj. 
Gen. Silas ,of the regular Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$100 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 


M:. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, how does this come up? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, This is unfinished business coming 
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over from the last session. The previous question was then ordered 
upon the passage of the bill, reserving the right of amendment and also 
the privilege of debate not exceeding one hour and thirty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that bill will not be brought up at this time. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the bill can be passed without debate, all right; 
but if there is to be discussion, I think I must move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think there will be any considerable de- 


bate. 

Mr. CANNON. With the important public business now pending 
in this House, I think we can not afford to take time just now for the 
consideration of this private bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. This bill is quite as important as other matters of 
similar character which have been considered within a recent period. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know of any reason wiy this bill should 
not be acted upon now. If it is tobe disposed of at all during this 
session it must receive consideration very soon. 

Mr. CANNON. 
along if this bill is not disposed of at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill failed to secure consideration at the last 
s. fon on account of difficulties of the same kind that are now urged. 

ifr. CANNON. In view of the important legislation pending affect- 
ing the gentleman’s own section and the rest of the country, legisla- 
tion of universal interest, I submit that the gentleman should not 
press this matter now. 


Mr. SPOONER. Bills of similar character with similar conditions | 


as to debate have been disposed of. 
few minutes, 
cial order will be consumed, as this bill involves the same principles 
which have been discussed in connection with other measures. 

Mr. CANNON. [I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consideration 
ofthe bill called up by the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner}. 


I think this will occupy only a 


Mr. FLOWER. Allow me to say one word to the gentleman from | 


Iiinois. This is a bill for the relief of Mrs. General Casey. She has 
been dependent upon Lieutenant Casey, her husband’s son, who was 
recently killed in battle. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been or- 
dered on this bill and provision made by the House for debate upon it. 
The only way that the objection to its consideration can be made ef- 
fectual —— 

Mr. CANNON. I move to postpone the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of consideration can be 
raised. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the previous question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Inthe opinion of the Chair, the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois is notin order. The only method of 
defeating the consideration of the bill at this time is by raising the 
question of consideration or by the gentleman from Rhode Island with- 
drawing the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest, asa point of order, whether the question 
of consideration can now be raised, as this bill has come up regularly 
for consideration and the previous question is operating. Is not the 
only question the disposition of the bill in some way in pursuance of 
the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is before the House for con- 
sideration, and the question of consideration may be raised against it 
or the bill can be withdrawn. It must be disposed of in one or the 
other of these two ways—either the presentation of the bill withdrawn 
or the question of consideration raised. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in the interest of progress with the 
public bills pending, I must raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of consideration being 
raised, the pending question is, Will the House proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 76, noes 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman is taking time that might be de- 
voted to the consideration of this bill. It could be disposed of ina 
few moments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
appoint—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We may as well have the yeas and nays at once. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that in order to save time the yeas and nays may be 
called on the passage of the bill itself instead of on the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
order !’’] 


Tellers are ordered, and the Chair will 


I object tothat. [Cries of ‘‘Regular 





The gentleman knows that the country can get | 


I do not expect that all the time allowed under the spe- | 
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The question was taken; and there were 
as follows: 


ing 113; 


Anderson, Miss, 


Baker, 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 


Bowden, 
Brickner, 
Brown, J. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bynum, 
‘andler, Mass. 
aruth, 
atchings, 
heatham, 
‘hipman, 
‘larke, Ala. 
foleman, 
fonnell, 
Jothran, 
Covert, 
Culbertson, Pa, 
Cummings, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, Pa, 
Atkinson, W. Va, 
Bankhead, 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Bunn, 
Burton, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Casweil, 
Cheadle, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Bartine, 
Beck with, 
Biggs, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Boatner, 
Boothman, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brewer, 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Bullock, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Carlton, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clunie 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
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YEAS—102. 
Dalzell, Lacey, 
Darlington, Lane 
Dibble, Lawler, 
Dorsey, Laws, 
Duuphy, Lee 


Edmunds, Lehibach, 
Filis, Lester, Ga, 
Ewart, Lester, Va. 
Finley, Lewis, 
Fithian, Maish, 
Flick, McAdoo, 
Flower, McClammy, 
Forman, McCreary, 
Fowler, Miles, 
Frank Montgomery, 
Geary Nute, 
Geissenhainer, Oates, 
Gibson, O' Ferrall, 
Goodnight, ©’ Neall, Ind, 
Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass, 
Hatch, e O'Neill, Pa, 
Hayes, W. I. Outhwaite, 
Haynes, Owen, Ind. 
Holman, Parrett, 
Hooker, Paynter, 
Kennedy, Penington, 
NAYS—Ill14, 
Craig, Lind, 
Crain, Mansur, 


Culberson, Tex. 
Dargan, 
Dockery, 
Dunnell, 
Enloe, 
Evans, 
Flood 
Forney, 
Gear, 
Gifford, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Haugen, 
Hays, E. R. 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hill, 
Hopkins, 
Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham, 
La Follette, 
Langston, 
Lanham, 
Lansing, 


Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex 
Mason, 
McComas, 
MeCord, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miller, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N, HH, 
Moore, Tex, 
Morrill, 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
O'Donnell, 
Osborne, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Pugsley, 
tay, 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rowell, 
Sayers, 


NOT VOTING—113, 


Cutcheon, 
Davidson, 
De Lano, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Farquhar, 
Featherston, 
Fitch, 
Funston, 
Gest, 
Greenhalge, 
Harmer, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 

Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, Pa, 
Kilgore, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
McClellan, 


McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Owens, Ohio 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Reed, lowa 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rockwell, 
Rowland, 
Rusk. 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Ill. 


So the House refused to consider the bill. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this vote: 


—-yeas 102, 
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nays 114, not vot- 


Perry, 
Pindar, 
Price, 
Quliun, 
Raines, 
Reilly, 


Rogers, 
Russell, 


Seney 





Springer, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Wallace, N.Y, 
Whitelaw, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Wright, 


Scull, 
Sherman, 
Skinner, 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smveser, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 

Stock bridge, 
Stone, Mo, 
Stone, Pa 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, EF. B, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, Kans, 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Mich, 


Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga 
Stewart, Tex. 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Il. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. MCRAE. 
Mr. BLiss with Mr. Biaas, « 
For the rest of the day: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


LODGE with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

ARNOLD with Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 
MorRSE with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. LEE. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


DEFICIENCY 


APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 13658) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
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appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. I movethat the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the farther 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, Mr. DINGLEy in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will continuethe reading of the amend- 
ment which was interrupted yesterday. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ARTICLE IV 


It is further stipulated and agreed that there shall be allotted to each indi- 
vidual member of the bands of Indians, parties hereto, a sufficient quantity, 
which, with the lands heretofore allotted, shall make in each case 160 acres, and 
in case no allotment has been made to anyindividual member of said bands, 
then an allotment of 160 acres shall be made to such individual, the object of 
this article being to equalize the allotments among the members of said bands, 
so that each individual, including married women, shall have 160 acres of 
land; and patents shall issue for the lands allotted in pursuance of the provi- 
sions of this article upon the same terms and corditions and limitations as are 
provided in section 5 of the act of Congress approved February 8, 1887, herein- 
before refered to 

ARTICLE V. 


The agreement concluded with the said Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of 
Dakota or Sioux Indians on the 8th day of December, 1884, granting a right of 
way through their reservation for the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Rail- 
way, is hereby accepted, ratified, and confirmed 

Anticie VI. 

This agreement shall not take effect and be in force until ratitied by the Con- 
gress of the United States : 

In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands andseals the day and year 
above written d 

ELIPHALET WHITTLESEY, 
Db. W. DIGGS, 
CHAS, A. MAXWELL, 
On the part of the United Slates. 
The foregoing articles of agreement having been fully explained to us, in 


open council, we, the undersigned, being male adult members of the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, do hereby consent and agree 
to all the stipulations, conditions, and provisions therein contained. 


Simon Ananangmari (his x mark), Matoduzgahan John (his x mark), 
Seen Adam (his x mark), Wanigarpuya Johan (his x 
mark), Wakinganduta John (his x mark), Wakanhdiduta (his x 
mark), Siharota (his x mark), Rantewahacauka (his x mark), 
Paska Titus (hig x mark), Wiciwaste (his x mark), Iahotanka 
John Sherman (his x mark), Wakinyanwicakte (his x mark), John 
Canhdiska (his x mark), Jal Caskidan (his x mark), Taokiyeota 
(his x mark), Adam Tukauwicarca (his x mark), Joseph Minuci- 
vava (his x mark),Saml. Maka (his x mark), Wachinwakan John 
(his x mark), John Kinajin (his x mark), John Itisnamarii (his x 
mark), Patanin (his x mark), Peter Wacehinduta (his x mark), 
Dedermo Johnson, Pe in-tan-ta-wa-wo-ha-rote, Daniel Takse 
William Day, John Nanatan, Jim Icicarape (his x mark), Moses 
Sintonni (his x mark), Jesse Banker, Wasteinajin (his x mark), 
John Wantanyeya (his x mark), Wakanhdiptecedan (his x mark), 
Joseph Snayanhdinajin (his mark), Nujawaste, Ogoota (his x 
mark), William Johnson (his x mark), Tamakocewaste (his x 
mark), Mazakanyuhedan (his x mark), David Mazawakute (his 
x mark). 

Noah Kabudan (his x mark), Tukansabiciye (his x mark), Wm. Si- 
yake (his x mark), Isaac Mettlewing, George Wacehin (his x 
mark), Wahohnu (his x mark), Sol. Dawouyanke, John Harpi- 
kayagmain, John Hegidan (his x mark), Marpingawakonze (his 
x mark), John C. Brown (his x mark), Ehakeon Thos. Good 
Bird (his x mark), Charley Paul, Richard King, Jacob Goodbird, 
Dan}. Wing (his x mark), John Pipiya (his x mark), Doval Lum 
Wan mazo, Daniel Wisil Samuye, Thomas Capepte, Louis Mar- 
low, George Cloutier (his x mark), William La Betie. Tukanih- 
dawa (his x mark), Michael Renville, Fred, La Croix, Peter La 
Belle, Louis La Croix. 

Solomon Muller (his x mark), Charlie La Belle, John B, Renville, 
(his x mark), Peter Tirewis, Andoto (his x mark), John Iyahpeya, 
Lazarus Skyman (his x mark), Amos Good Bird, John ul, 
Tawahinkpeota (his x mark), Louie Ed. Williams, Hankiduta, 
(bis x mark), Magaiyahe (his x mark), Tateyuskariskan (his x 
mark), John A. Barse, Lot Itojaujan (his x mark), Elias Driver 
(his x mark), Frank Harris, John Little Thunder, William Stev- 
ens, Wm. L. Quinn, Abram Demarris (his x mark), A. D. Campbell 
(his x mark, Baptiste La Belle, Thomas Lawrence, Henry Ortley 
(his x mark), Tahocokawakan— Albert Nelson (his x mark). 

John 8, tar (John Star), David Star William Tail (his x mark), Tain- 
yauhdinajiu (his x mark), John T. Lynd, Elijah Skyman, John 
Wilson, John Sweetcorn, Makarota (his x mark), Mazanaha- 
cauka (his x mark), Marri Aiyakeduta, Tiyokarda (his x mark), 
Wakinyaurda (his x mark), We-cu-rto-wa-ste, Marpya-hdiheya- 
manri, Wamdcrupahudan (his x mark), Isbu, Geo. Wantawa, 
Frank Roy (his x mark), Isaac Goodteacher, Isaac Renville, Guy 
F. Donnelly, Thomas Paul, Henry Roy, Thomas Kalate, Thomas 
Dick, James King. 

Thomas Supangi (his x mark), Titus Madusmani, Joseph Le Biance, 
ir, Amos Owens, John Tahe, William Bain, James Graycloud, 
Job Ninaiygopte, George Mate (his x mark), Levi Bird, Thos. 
A. Robertson, Samuel La Belle, J. R, Brown, J. B, Demaroe, sr., 
Moses Tamazakanduta, Piter Dumarce, Geo Campbell, Au- 
gustus Tremor, James Tukaugidan (his x mark), Felix Randell, 
Marpiyabontanka (his x mark), Peter Rossau, Amasa Skyman, 
Moses K. Max, Noah Stevens, Amos Earth, Saml. J. Crawford, 
Moses Wakeman Bli Ortley. 

G. A. Robinson, Chas, A, Robertson, Frank. W. Ortley, Narcis De- 
marias, John Weeakin (his x mark), William Wakanna (his x 
mark), James Scott, Wicaurdewastena (his x mark), Sdi a (his 
x mark), Otaicage (his x mark), Alexis Renville, Bomduna (his 





x mark), Joseph Ruya (his x mark), William Bernard, John 
Campbell, Jim Itewayaka (his x mark), A. F. Bailly, Moses 
Greeley, Joseph Main,Adam Greeley (his x mark),Thomas Wind, 
Philip La Batte, George H. Bailly, Chas. EL. Bailly, David Hdaki- 
nyn, rpa, (his x mark), Samson Foster, James Johnson (his x 
mark), Joseph Good Bird, Moses Manis, Charles Hayes, Simon 
Kirk, Chas. R. Crawford, Thomas Crawford, Victor Kenville, 
Moses Renville, Henry Campbell, Sunkaska (his x mark), Me- 
chael Paul, Jacob Heduta, Jos. Campbell(his x mark), Henry Hop- 
kins, Thomas Quinn, Daniel J. Robertson, Tasinta (his x mark), 
Huhazizi (his x mark), Robt. Higgs, John Thompson, (his x 
mark), J. R. Bannon, Darby Johnson, Ajiji (his x mark), Richard 
Cloud, Joshua Shepherd, Abram Hoksidaumaza (his x mark), 
Daniel Kamspeska, John Keble, Canwapa (his x mark). 


I, Henry Campbell, interpreter, do hereby certify that the foregoing instru- 
ment was fully explained in council and to the Indians whose names are affixed 
thereto, and that | was present and witnessed the signature of each. 

HENRY CAMPBELL, Interpreter 

DeceMBer 12, 1889 


We hereby certify that at a full council of the adult male members of the Sis 
seton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, belonging to the Lake 
Traverse reservation, Dakota, held upon said reservation the 12th day of De- 
cember, 1889, we caused the foregoing instrument to be read, interpreted, and 
fully explained, and that after having heard the same read, interpreted, and 
explained, and being fully advised in the premises, a majority of said male adult 
members agreed to and accepted the same, and voluntarily signed the same in 
our presence or in the presence of one or more of us. 

rE. WHITTLESEY. 


D, W. DIGGS, 
©. A. MAXWELL. 

Sisserox AGency, DAK., December 12, 1889; 

And 

Whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G., Sayre, duly ap- 
pointed commissioners on the partot the United States, did, on the 25th day of 
June, 1890, conclude an agreement with the Citizen band of Pottawatomie In- 
dians, in Oklahoma, nn part of Indian Territory, which said agreement 
is in words and figures as follows, to wit: 

“Articles of agreement made and entered into at Shawnee Town, in the In- 
dian Territory, on the 25th day of June, 1890, by and between David H. Jerome, 
Alfred M, Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part of the 
United States, and the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, in the Indian 
Territory. 

ARTICLE I. 


The Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians of the Indian Territory, in con- 
sideration of the fulfillment of the promises hereinafter made, hereby e, re- 
linquish, and forever and oe surrender to the United States all their 
claim, title, and interest of every kind and character in and to the following- 
described tract of country in the Indian Territory, according to Morrill’s sur- 
vey, under contract of September 3, 1872, to wit: Beginning at a point on the 
right bank of the North Fork of the Canadian River, in section 21, of township 
11 north, range 5 east, where the western boundary line of the Seminole reser- 
vation strikes said river; thence south with said boundary line to the left bank 
of the Canadian River; thence up said river, along the left bank thereof, toa point 
on said left bank in the northeast quarter of section 36, township 6 north, range 
l west 39 chains and 82 links (by the meanders of the river west) from the point 
where the Indian meridian intersects said river, or 38 chains and 52 links due 
west from said Indian meridian; thence north, as run by O. T. Morrill, under 
his contract of September 3, 1872, toa point on the right bank of the North Fork 
of the Canadian River; thence down said river, along the right bank thereof, 
to the place of beginning, comprising the following, namely: 

Fractional township 5 north, ranges 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 east, north of Canadian 
River. Fractional township 6 north, ranges 1,3, 4,and5 east, north of the Cana- 
dian River. Township 6 north, range 2 east. 

Townships 7, 8, and 9, ranges 1, 2,3, and 4 east. 
9 north, range 5 east. 

Townships 10 and Li north 


Fractional townships 7, 8, and 
b <e least. Fractional township 10 north, ranges 
2,3, and 4 east, South of the North Fork of the Canadian River. Fractional town- 
ship 10 north, range 5 east. Fractional township 11 north, ranges 2,3, 4, and 5 
east, south of the North Fork of the Canadian Kiver. Fractional township 12 
north, ranges 1 and 2 east, south of the North Fork of the Canadian River. 

Also that ion of sections 1, 12, 13, 24, and 25, and section 36, narth of the 
Canadian River in township 6 north, range 1 west, lying east of the western 
boundary line of the said Pottawatomie reservation, as wn by the Morril! 
survey, and that portions of sections 1, 12, 13, 24, 25, and 36,in townships 7, 8, 
9, 10, and 11 north, range 1 west, lying east of the western boundary line afore- 
said, and that portion of sections 1 and 12 south of the North Fork of the Cana- 
dian River, and sections 13, 24, 25, and 36, in township 12 north, range 1 west, 
lying east of the western boundary line aforesaid, containing an area of 575,- 
870.42 acres of land. ; 

Argtictrs II. 


Whereas certain allotments of land have been heretofore made, and are now 
being made to members of said Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, accord- 
ing to instructions from the of the Interior at Washington, under 
the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands, in 
severality, to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection 
of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for 
other purposes,’ approved February 8, 1887, and accord to said instructions 
other allotments are to be made, it is further agreed that all such allotments so 
made shall be confirmed—all in process of being made shall be completed and 
confirmed, and all to be made shall be made under the same rules and regula- 
tions, as to persons, location, and area, as those heretofore made, and when 
made shall be confirmed. 

When said allotments shall be so confirmed and a: ved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, the title in each allottee shall be evidenced and protected in 
every particular, in the same manner and to the extent provided for in the 
above-mentioned act of Congress: Provided, That, in allotments to be here- 
after made, no pun shall have the right to select his or her allotment in sec- 
tions 16 and 36 in any Congressional township—nor upon any land heretofore 
set apart in said tract of country for any use by the United States, or for school, 
school farm, or religious paee-ne shall said sections 16 and 36 be subject 
to homestead entry but shall be kept and used for school purposes; nor sha!! 
any lands set apart for any use of the United States, or for school, school farm, 
or religious purposes, be subject to homestead entry—but shall be held by the 
United States for said purposes, so long as the United States shall see fit to use 
them: And ided further, Thatall such allotments shall be taken on or before 
February 8, 1891, when any ri to allotment, in any one, shall be deemed 
waived andforever cease to 

And it is specially agreed that the south halfof section 7 and the north half 
of section 18 in township 6 north, range 5 east, heretofore set by a written 
agreement between Citizen band of Pottawatomie I and certain 
Catholic fathers, for religious, school, and farm a a not be subject 
to allotment or homestead entry, but shall be held by the United States for the 











1891. 





Sacred Heart Mission, the name under which said association of fathers are 
conducting the church, school, and farm on said land. 

And in any lawful manner, to be provided by Congress, s 
said fathers for the uses above expressed. 


Articie IIT. 


It is further agreed that the number entitled to take and who shall tak« 
lotments, including those who have already taken allotments, is 1,400 

But if it shall be ascertained that a greater number than 1,400 shall be entitled 
to and shAll take allotments hereunder, then there shall be deducted from the 
sum hereinafter agreed to be paid to said Pottawatomie Indians the sum of $1 
for each acre of land allotted to those in excess of said number. 


Articie lV, 


It is farther agreed, as a further and only additional consideration for such 
relinquishment of all title, claim, and interest of every kind and character in 
and to said lands, that the United States will pay to said Citizen band of Pot 
tawatomie Indians, in said tract of country, within four months after this 

t shall have been ratified by Congress, the sum of $160,000 for making 
homes and other improvements on the said allotments. And if it shall be as- 
certained that said Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians did purchase and 
pay the United States for the tract of country above described in accordance 
with the provisions of a treaty between the U nited States and said Citizen band 
of Pottawatomie Indians, proclaimed August 7, 1868, and that the United States 
did retain and yet retains and shall continue to retain of said Indians’ funds the 
sum of $119,790.73 on account of such purchase, then the United States agrees 
to pay to said Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians the additional sum of 
$119,790.75. 

All payments of money herein provided for shall be made per capita to said 
Indians. 


hall be conveyed to 


ARTICLE V. 


This agreement shall have effect after it shall have been ratified by the Can- | 


gress of the United States. 

In witness whereof, the day and year first above written, the said David IH. 
Jerome, Alfred M, Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, have hereunto set their hands 
for and on behalf of the United States, and Alexander B. Peltier, Joseph'Moose, 
John Anderson, Stephen Negahriquet, John B. Pambogo, Alexander Rhodd, 
and Davis Hardin,the business committee of said Citizen band of Pottawatomie 
Indians authorized by law and custom and by general council now and here 
present and in session so todo, have hereunto set their hands, and the adult 
male members of said band present representing in their families the number 
set opposite their names, respectfully have hereunto set their hands 

DAVID H. JEROME, 
A. M. WILSON, 
WARREN G. SAYRE, 
Commissioners for the United 
ALEXANDER B. PELTIER, 6 
JOSEPH MOOSE, 34, 
STEPHEN NEGAH-N-QUET, 9 
JOHN B. PAMBAGO, 5, 
ALEXANDER RHODD (his x mark),7, 
Business Committe 
George L. Young, 3; George L. Young, jr., 2; James Yott, 8: John 
B. Bruno, his x mark, 15; Francis N. Yott, his x mark, 1; Charles 
Vieux, his x mark,2; Jacob Vieux, his x mark,7; James Baldan, 
his x mark, 7; James Acton, his x mark, 4; Joe Haus, 2: Alex- 
ander A. Yott,1; Nack-nash-kuk, his x mark, 3; Joseph Ap-tas- 
ka, his x mark, 3; Andrew Curley, his x mark,7; Pamdosh, his 
x mark,3; John Megaw, bisx mark,2; Wah-kah-sae, his x mark, 
8; Seymore Kah-dot, his x mark,7; John Acton, his x mark, 4; 
Joseph Milot, his x mark, 8; Claude Milot, his x mark,3; Wil- 
liam Frapp, his x mark, 1; Joseph C. Milot, his x mark, 4; Jobn B. 
Beaubien, $3; P. H. Beambien, 1; G. E. Beaubien, 2; Frank Pah- 
skagh, his x mark, 4; George Nah-mah-skuk, his x mark, }; 
Nicholas Tromble,3; Antoine Fuller,4; Albert McLean,1: Paul 
Toupin, 4; Amable Toupin, 3; Aaron Davis, 6; Aaron F. Bour- 
bonnais, 2; John A. Boubonnais, 4; Charles Greemore, 3; J. 
R. Blair,5; Antoine Bourbonnais, 6; O-sken-mah, her x mark, 6; 
Emerson Spear, his x mark, 7; Maugaurite, her x mark, 6; Sid- 
ney Smith,6; William Moore,5; Joseph Whipple, his x mark, 3; 
Mitchell Phelps, 3; A. Burnett, 6; Joel Deloinais,4; Jobie Moun, 
8; Daniel O’Brien, his x mark, 1; Jacob Johnson, 8; Rachal John- 
son Wall,4; Loren Johnson, 1; Leon Boursaw,2; Thomas Har- 
din,3; John Vient,5; Osmit, his x mark,3, John Whitehead, 4: 
Frank Darling, 4; Eugene Bursaw, 11; Joel Burns, 5; Joseph 
Regnier, 7; Francis Vieux, his x mark, 6; Joe Burnett,6; J. E 
Kennedy,2; Frank Goodboo, 1; Catherine Griffenstein, by Wil. 
liam Griffenstein, her attorney in fact,5; Daniel Chilson, 1; Jacob 
B. Countryman, 1; G. W. Morris, his x mark,5; Ben. Bertrand, 2; 
W. Weld, 2; Samuel M’Farland, 2. 


I, Joseph Moose, do hereby certify that I am a member of the Citizen band of 
Pottawatomie Indians of the Indian Territory; that I am also a member of the 
business committee of said Indians now residing upon what is commonly called 
the Pottawatomie reservation in the Indian Territory ; that I am secretary of 
said business committee and the interpreter for said Indians. 

That said business committee, subject to the ratification of the Indians in gen- 
eral council, by law and custom of said Indians, transact all business for said 
Indians; that on the 25th day of June, A. D. 1899, in pursuance of lawful notice 
by me given said Indians assembled in genoral council at Shawnee Town, in 
which council all the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians were represented ; 
that the contract made and concluded by and between David H. Jerome, Alfred 
M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part of the United 

and said business committee, acting for and on behalf of said Indians, to 
which contract this certificate was appended was by me interpreted and fully 
lained to said Indians at the time and place mentioned when so assembled 
and they made to fully understand the same; that said general council ratified 
and approved said contract and directed said business committee to sign the 
same on the part of said Indians, and that I witnessed said signing by the busi- 
ness committee, except John Anderson and Davis Hardin, who were absent, 
and that 1 witnessed all other signatures thereto, and as to those who signed by 
mark I now and hereby attest their signatures. 
Witness my hand at Shawnee Town the day and year above written. 
JOSEPH MOOSE; and 

Whereas said commissioners did also, on the 26th day of June, 1890, conclude 
an ment with the Absentee Shawnee Indians, said Indians being joint oc- 
cupants with the Citizen Pottawatomies of the 30-mile-square tract in the Indian 

lying next west of the Seminole reservation, which said agreement is 
in words and res as follows, to wit: 

“Articles of agreement made and entered into at Shawnee Town in the In- 
dian Territory, on the 26th day of June, 1890, by and between David H. Jerome, 
Warren G. Sayre, and Alfred M. Wilson, commissioners on the partof the United 
States and the Absentee Shawnees residing on what is commonly known as 
the Pottawatomie reservation in the Indian Territory, represented by their 
chiefs and headmen or counselors, whose names are hereto subscribed : 
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ARTIC 

The Absentee Shawnee Indians « rT lian Territory, in consideration of 

the fulfillment of the promises herei: rade, hereby cede, relinquish, and 
| surrender, forever and absolutely, to the United States, all their claim, title 
} and interest of every kind and character in and tothe following described tract 

of country in the Indian Territory, a Lis to Mor 3; survey, under con 
tract of September 3, 1872, to wit: ‘ Beginn ata px nthe right bank of 
the North Fork of the Canadian River, in section 21 of township 11 north, range 
5S east, where the western boundary line of the Semi: » reservation strikes 
said river; thence south with said boundary line to t ‘ ank of the Cana 
dian River; thence up said river, along the | unk ¢ 1 point on said 
left bank in the northeast quarter of section township th, range 1 west 
39 chains and 82 links (by the meanders of the river west) fr point where 
the Indian meridian intersects said river, or vains 52 lue west from 
said Indian meridian; thence north asrun by O. T. Morrill iis contract 
of September 3, 1872, to a point on the right bank the Ne of the Cana 
dian River; thence down said river, along the r t bank I e of be 
ginning, comprising the following, Dat 

Fractional township 5 north, ranges , 4, and 5 east, north of t Can 
dian River. Fractional township 6 north, ranges 1, 3, 4, and ast, north of th 
Canadian River. Towns rt! nge 2 east. 

fownships 7, 8, and 9, rar and 4 east Fractior v ps 
and 9 north, rs e 5 east 

fownships Wand Ll north, rang ust. Fractional tow p 10 nort Ange 
2 and 4east, south of the North I k of the Canadian Riv Fractional town 
ship 10 north, range 5 east Fraction township 11 north, rar s 2,38, 4, and 5 
east, south of the North Fork of th anadian River I t ial townsbip 12 














north, ranges | and 2 east, south of the North Fork of e Canadian River. 





Also that portion of sections 1, 12,13, 24, and 25, an ction ,north of the 
Canadian River in township 6 north, range | west, lying east of the western 
boundary line of the said Pottawatomie servation as shown by the Morrill 
survey, and that portion of sections 1, 12,1 nd 36,in townships 7, 8, 9, 1 
and llnorth, range 1 west, lving east of the we rn boundnry | aforesaid 
and that portion of sections | and 12 south of the North Fork of the Canadian 
River, and sections 13, 24, 25, and 36 in township 12 north, range 1 west, ly 
east of the western boundar line aforesa x 1ining an a of! ) 
acres of land 

ARTICLE | 

Whereas certain allotn : land hav vere eretofore made and are now 
being made to said Absent Shawnees ac rding to instructions from the De- 
partment of the Interior, at Washingtor l the act of Congress entitled 

An act to provide for t illotment of lands, in severalty, to Indians on the 


various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United 
States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,’ approved 
February 8, 1887, and according to said instructions other allotments are to be 
made, it is further agreed that all such allotments so made shall be confirmed 
allin process of being made shall be completed and confirmed, and all to 
made shall be made under the same rules and regulations, as to persons, loca 
tions, and area, as those heretofore made, and when made shall be confirmed 
When said allotments shall be so confirmed and approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, the title in each allottee shall be evidenced and protected in 
every particular, in the same manner and to the extent provided for in the above- 
mentioned act of Congress: Provided, That in all all ents to be hereafter 
made, no person shall have the right to select his or her allotment in sections 
16 and 36 in any Congressional township—nor upon any land heretofore 
apart in said tract of country for any use by the United States, or for schoo! 
school farm, or religious purposes —nor shall said sections 16 and 36 be subje« 
to homestead entry, but shall be kept and used for school purposes; nor shall 
any lands set apart for any use of the United States, or for school, school farm 
or religious purposes be subject to homestead entry—but shall be held by th 
United States for such purposes,so long as the United States shall see fit to so 
use them: And provided further, That all such allotments shall be taken on « 
before January 1, 1891, after which time and up to February 8, 1891], the alloting 
agent then on said reservation shall make allotments to those Absentee Shaw 
nees resident in said tract of country, who have failed or refused io take their 
allotments as aforesaid,and such allotments so made by such allotting agent 
shali have the same force and effect as if the selections were made by the In- 
dians in person. After said date of February 4, 1°91, any 
hereunder or by act of Congress shall be de« 


be 


; 
i¢ 


set 


‘ 





right to allotment 





med waived and forever cease to 
exist 
Antic.ie III. 
It is further agreed that the number who are entitled to take allotments and 
who shall take allotments, including those who have already taken allotments 


is €0. But if it shall be ascertained that a greater number than 650 shall be 
entitled to and shal! take allotments hereunder, then there shall be deducted 
from the sum hereinafter agreed to be paid to said Absentce Shawnees the 


sum of $1 for each acre of land allotted to these in excess of said number 
ARTICLE IV. 

It is further agreed, as a further and only additional consideration for su 
relinquishment of all title, claim, and interest of every kind and character i 
and to said lands, that the United States will pay to said Absentee Shawnees 
in said tract of country, as soon as may be after this agreement shall have been 
ratified by Congress, and under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, the sum of $65,000 for making homes and other improvements on their 
said allotments 





All payments of money herein provided for shall be made 
per capita to said Absentee Shawnees according to the list of all those to whom 
allotments shall be hereunder made, and the wives of allotees 

ARTICLE V 
This agreement shall have effect after it shall have been ratified by the ¢ 


gress of the United States. 

In witness whereof, the day and year first above written, the said David H 
Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre have hereunto set their hands 
for and on behalf of the United States, and Chief White Turkey and Charlie; 


Starr, Elephant, Thomas Rock, William Little-axe, and Jim Bullfrog, head 
men of the Absentee Shawneces and counselors of White Turkey, have her 
unto set their hands on behalf of the Absentee Shawnee Indians 
DAVID H, JEROMI 
A. M. WILSON, 
WARREN G. SAYRE, 
Commissioners on behalf of the United Sta 
White Turkey, Chief, his x mark, 9; Charley Starr, 5; Elephant, his x 
mark, 9; Thomas Rock, his x mark, 5; William Little-axe, his 
mark, 5; Jim Bullfrog, his x mark 


I, Thomas W. Alford, do hereby certify that lam an Absentee Shawnee India 
resident in the Indian Territory, and n: upon what i 
called the Pottawatomie reservation; that I was this day chosen 
preter for said Indiansin negotiating and con¢ 
isappended. That said Absentee Shawnee Indians asse mbled in general in 
cil at Shawnee Town, on the 26th day of Ji A, D.1890. That the contract to 
which this is appended, made and concluded by and between David H. Jerome 
Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G.Sayre, commissioners on the part of the 
United States, and Chief White Turkey and the headmen of the said Absentee 
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Shawnees, and counselors of White Turkey, was by me interpreted and full 
explained to said Indians at the time and place mentioned when so assembled, 
and they made to fully understand the same. That said general council ap- 
proved and ratified said contract, and directed said chief and headmen tosign 
the same on the part of said Indians, and that I witnessed said signing by each 
and every person whose name is signed thereto, and as to tliose who signed by 
mark I now and hereby attest their signatures. I further certify that I know 
that this contract is signed by the chief and headmen who represent a majority 
of all of said Absentee Shawnee Indians. 

Witness my hand at Shawnee Town the day and year above written. 

THOMAS W, ALFORD, 
Interpreter ; and 

Whereas David H, Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G, Sayre, daly 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, onthe — day 
of October, 1890, conclude an agreement with the Cheyenne and Arapaho 
tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, formerly a part of the Indian Terri- 
tory, which said agreement is as follows, to wit: 

“Articles of agreement made and entered into at Darlington, in the Indian 
Territory, on the —day of October, A. D. 1890, by and between David H. Jerome, 
Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part of the 
United States, and the Cheyenne and Arapaho tribes of Indians, in the Indian 
Territory 

“ARTICLE I. 


‘The said Cheyenne and Arapaho tribes of Indians hereby cede, convey, 
transfer, relinquish and surrender forever and absolutely, withoutany reserva- 
tion whatever, express or implied, all their claim, title, and interest ofevery kind 
and character, in and to the lands embraced in the following-described tract of 
country in the Indian Territory, to wit: A tract of countrywest of the ninety-sixth 
degree of west longitude, bounded by the Arkansas River on the east, the thirty- 
seventh parallel of north latitude (being the southern boundary line of the State 
of Kansas) on the north, and the Cimarron or Red Fork of the Arkansas River 
on the west and south. 

“ARTICLE II. 


‘* Subject to the allotment of land in severalty to the individual members of 
the Cheyenne and Arapaho tribes of Indians, as hereinafter provided for, and 
subject to the conditions hereinafter imposed, for the considerations hereinafter 
mentioned, the said Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians hereby cede, convey,trans- 
fer, relinquish, and surrender forever and absolutely, without any reservation 
whatever,express or implied,all their claim, title, and interest, of every kind 
and character, in and to the lands embraced in the following-described tract of 
country in the Indian Territory, to wit: 

“Commencing at a point where the Washita River crosses the ninety-eighth 
degree of west longitude as surveyed in the years 1858 and 1871; thence north 
on a line withsaid ninety-eighth degree to the point where it is crossed by the 
Red Fork of the Arkansas (sometimes called the Cimarron River), thence up 
said river, in the middle of the main channel thereof, tothe north boundary of 
the country ceded to the United States, by the treaty of June 14, 1866, with the 
Creek nation of Indians, thence west on said north boundary and the north 
boundary of the country ceded to the United States by the treaty of March 21, 
1866, with the Seminole Indians, to the one hundredth degree of west longitude ; 
thence south on the line of said one hundredth degree, to the point where it 
strikes the North Fork of the Red River; thence down said North Fork of the 
Red River, to a point where it strikes the north line of the Kiowa and Comanche 
reservation; thence east along said boundary to the point where it strikes the 
Washita River, thence down said Washita River, in the middle of the main 
channel thereof, to the place of beginning; and all other lands or tracts of 
country in the Indian Territory, to which they have or may set up or allege 
any right, title, interest, or claim whatsoever. 


“ARTICLE III. 


* Out of the lands ceded, conveyed, transferred, relinquished, and surrendered 
by Article II hereof, and in part consideration for the cession of lands named in 
the preceding article, it is agreed by the United States that each member of the 
said Cheyenne and Arapaho tribes of Indians over the age of eighteen years 
shall have the right to select for himself or herself 160 acres of land, to be held 
and owned in severalty,to conform to legal surveys in boundary; and that the 
father, or, if he be dead, the mother, if members of either of said tribes of Indians, 
shall have a right to select a like amount of land foreach of his or her children 
under the age of eighteen years; and that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
or some one by him appointed for the purpose, shail select a like amount of land 
for each orphan child belonging to either of said tribes under the age of eight- 
een years, 

“ARTICLE IV, 


“It is further agreed that the land in said reservation shall be classed as 
bottom land and grazing land; and, in making selection of lands to be allot- 
ted in severalty as aforesaid, each and every Indian herein provided for shall 
be required to take at least one-half in area, of his or her allotments, of grazing 
land. It is hereby further expressly agreed that no person shall have the right 
to make his or her selection of land in any part of said reservation that is now 
used or occupied for military, agency, school, school farm, religious, or other 
public uses, or in sections 16 and 36 in each Congressional township, except in 
cases where any Cheyenne or Arapaho Indian has heretofore made improve- 
ments upon and now uses and occupies a part of said sections 16 and 36 such In- 
dian may make his or her selection within the boundaries so described so as to 
include his or her improvements, or in that part thereof now occupied and 
claimed by the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians descibed as follows, viz: 
Commencing at a point in the middle of the main channel of the Washita River, 
where the ninety-eighth meridian of west longitude crosses the same, thence 
up the middle of the main channel of the said river to the line of 98° 4’ west 
longitude, thence up said line of 98° 4’ due north to the middle of the main 
channel of the main Canadian River, thence down the middle of the main Cana- 
dian River to where it crosses the ninety-eighth meridian; thence due south 
to the place of beginning. 

“It is further ayreed that wherever in said reservation any Indian, entitled 
to take lands in severalty hereunder, has made improvements and now uses 
and occupies the land embracing such improvements, such Indian shall have 
the undisputed right to make his or her selection within the area above pro- 
vided for allotments, so as to include his or her said improvements. 

“It is further agreed that said sections 16 and 36 in each Congressional town- 
ship in said reservation shall not become subject to homestead entry, but shall 
be held by the United States and finally sold for public school purposes. It is 
hereby further agreed that wherever in said reservation any religious society 
or other organization is now occupying any portion of said reservation for 
religious or educational work among the Indians, the land so occupied may be 
allotted and confirmed to such society or organization; not, however, to exceed 
160 acres of land to any one society or organization so long as the same shall be 
so occupied and used, and such land shall not be subject to homestead entry. 


“ARTICLE V. 


“Allallotments hereunder shall be selected within ninety days from the rati- 
fication of this agreement by the Congress of the United States, provided the 
Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may extend the time for making 
such selection, and should any Indian entitled to allotments hereunder fail or 
refuse to make his or her selection of land in that time, then the alloting agent 


$1,500,000, as follows: $250,000 in cash, to be distribut 











in charge of the work of making such allotments shall, within the next thirty 
days after said time, make allotments to such Indians, which shall have the 
same force and effect as if the selection was made by the Indian. 

“ARTICLE VI. 

“When said allotments of land shall have been selected and taken as afore- 
said, and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the titles thereto shall be 
held in trust for the allottees, respectively, for the period of twenty-five years, 
in the manner and to the extent provided for in the act of Congress entitled : 
‘An actto provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the va- 
rious reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States 


and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,’ approved Feb- 


ruary 8,1887. And at the expiration of said period of twenty-five years the titles 
thereto shall be conveyed in fee simple to the allottees, or their heirs, free from 


all incumbrances. 


“ARTICLE VII. 
“Asa further and only additional consideration for the cession of territory 


and relinquishment of title, claim, and interest in and to lands as aforesaid, the 


United States agrees to pay to the Cheyenne and Arapaho tribes of Indians 


per capita among the 
members of said tribes within sixty days after this agreement shall be ratified 


by the Congress of the United States; $250,000 to be paid out for said Indians 


under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and the remaining $1,000,000 
to be retained in the Treasury of the United States, placed to the credit of the 


said Indians, and while so retained to draw 5 per cent. interest per annum, to 


be paid to said Indians per capita annually. 
‘* Nothing herein contained shall be held to affect in any way any annuities 


due said Indians under existing laws, agreements, or treaties, 


“ARTICLE VIII. 
‘It is further agreed that wherever in said reservation any member of either 


of said tribes has, in pursuance of any Jaws or under any rules or regulations of 
the Interior Department, taken an allotment, such an allotment, at the option 
of the allottee, shall be confirmed and governed by all the conditions attached 
to allotments taken under this agreement, 


“ARTICLE IX. 
“This agreement shall have effect whenever it shall be ratified by the Con- 


gress of the United States. 


‘In witness whereof the said commissioners on the part of the United States 


have hereunto set their hands, and the undersigned members of said tribes, for 
themselves and their tribes, settheir hands the day and year first above written. 


“DAVID H. JEROME, 
“ALFRED M. WILSON, 
“WARREN G. SAYRE, 

“* Commissioners.” 

Left hand, his x mark, and 554 others: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That said agreements be, and the same are 
hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Src. 2, That for the purpose of carrying into effect the said two agreements with 
the Ceeur d’Aléne Indians, of Idaho, there are hereby appropriated, out ofany 
moneys in the Treasury not eherwse epeaseriaten ss the manner and forthe 
purpose as hereinafter specifically stated, the following sums, to wit: For the 
first install ment of $150,000, as provided for in Article VI of the first of said agree- 
ments, $30,000, to be expended for the building and erection on said Cour 
d@’ Aléne Indian reservation of a saw and grist mill, to be operated by steam, 
and for the payment of the wages of the engineer and miller to be employed 
in said mill, respectively, the remaining portion of said $30,000, if any, to be ex- 
pended in the purchase of such useful and necessary articles as shall best pro- 
mote the progress, comfort, improvement, education, and civilization of said 
Coeur d’Aléne Indians, all of said articles to be pure , and said engineer 
and miller to be employed as near as may be in strict conformity with Articles 
IX and X of the first of said men And for the purpose of meeting the 
requirements of Articles II and III of the second agreement aforesaid the sum 
of ,000 is hereby soqrcosiae out of any moneysin the Treasury not other- 
wise a, to paid by the United States to the said Cour d’Aléne 
tribe of Indians upon their compliance with all the provisions of the said second 
agreement hereinbefore recited, the same to be paid to the said tribe of Indians 
pro rata, or share and share alike, for each and every member of the said tribe 
as recognized by said tribe now living on said reservation. 

Sec. 3. That all lands so sold and released to the United States, as recited or 
described in both of said agreements, and not heretofore granted or reserved 
from entry or location, shall, on the passage of this act, be restored to the pub- 
lic domain, and shall be disposed of by the United States,to actual setilers 
only, under the provisions of the homestead law, and under the law relative 
to town sites or to locators and purchasers under the mineral laws of the 
United States: Provided, That settler or purchaser under and in accord- 
ance with the provisions of said homestead act shall pay to the United States, 
for the land so taken by bim, in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum 
of $1.25 per,acre, and shall be entitled to a patent therefor, in accordance with 
said law under which the same may be entered as aforesaid, and after the full 
payment of said sums; but the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers 
and sailors, as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, shall not be abridged except as to the said sum 
to be paid as aforesaid: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior 
shal! cause to be surveyed for and patented to Frederick Post, upon his making 
final proof of all thereof before the register and receiver of the proper United 
States land office, and to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and Secretary of the Interior, and paying therefor $2.50 per acre 
and the cost of making such survey of such portion of said reservation as is 
recited in the agreement in word and figures as follows, to wit: 

“Know all men by these presents that I, Andrew Seltice, chief of the Coeur 
d’ Aléne Indians, did on the day of June, A. D. 1871, with the consent of my 
people, when the country on both sides of the Spokane River belonged to me 
and my people, for a valuable consideration sell to Frederick Post the place now 
known as Post Falls, in Kootenai County, Idaho, to improve and use the same 
(water power); said sale included all three of the river channels and islands, 
with enough land on the north and south shores for water power and improve- 
ments; and have always the said Frederick Post, for eighteen years, 
in the rights there and then conve. and he has always done right with me 
and my people. We, the chiefs of the Coour d’Alénes, have signed articles of 
agreement with the Government to sell the on of the reservation joining 
Post Falls, in which we have «xce the ve-prescribed rights, before con- 
veyed to Frederick Post, and no Indian and no white man except Frederick 
Post have any rights on the above-described lands and river channels; the said 
Frederick Post has fulfilled ail of his agreements with me and my possi by 
improving the water power and building mills at great expense, The 
authorize him to build a house and take full possession of the above-described 


“Given under my hand and seal this 16th 
“AND 
“ Witnesses: 


“Go. A. MANNING. 
“Freep, M. MANNING, 


of September, A. D. 1899. 
(his x mark) SELTICE. 








1891. 
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“TerRrtrory OF IDAno, County of Kootenai, ss; 

**On this 16th day of September, 1889, before me, George A. Manning, a notary 
public in and for the county of Kootenai, Idaho Territory, personally appeared | 
Andrew Seltice, personally known to me to be the person whose name is sub- | 
scribed to the within instrument, and he duly acknowledged to me that he ex- | 
cuted the same. 

**In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my oflicial seal 
the day and year in this certificate first above written. 

(SEAL. (Signed) “GEO. A. MANNING, Notary Public. 

And duly recorded in the office of the county recorder of Kootenai.’’ 


Sec. 4. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms and provisions of said 
agreement, made with the said Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or 
Sioux Indians, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,203,000, of which amount | 
the sum of $503,200 shall be immediately available, and the same, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, shal) be paid as follows, to wit: To the Sisseton | 
and Wahpeton Indians, parties to this agreement, the sum of $376,578.37, said | 
amount to be distributed per capita. To thescouts and soldiers of the Sisseton, 
Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wapakoota bands of Sioux Indians, who were 
enrolled and entered into the military service of the United States and served 
in suppressing what is known as the “Sioux outbreak of 1862;’’ or those who 
were enrolled and served in the armies of the United States in the war of the 
rebellion, and to the members of their families and descendants now living, of 
such scouts and soldiers as are dead, who are not included in the foregoing 
class, as parties to said agreement, the sum of $126,620, said amount to be dis- 
tributed per capita; and the said sum of $503,200, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, when paid to the said Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wapa- 
koota bands of Sioux Indians, their families and descendants, designated in this 
act, shall be deemed a full settlement of all claims they may have for unpaid 
annuities under any and all treaties or acts of Congress up tothe 30th day of 
June, 1890; and the balance, after deducting the said $503,200, to wit, the sum of 
$1,699,800, orso much thereofas may be necessary, to pay for lands by said agree- 
ment, ceded, sold, relinquished, and conveyed, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, shall 
be placed in the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of said Sisseton and 
Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians (parties to said agreement), and the 
same, with interest thereof at 3 per cent. per annum, shall be at all times subject 
to appropriation by Congress or to application by order of the President for the 
education and civilization of said bands of Indians or members thereof. 

Sec. 5. That any religious society or other organization now occupying un- 
der proper authority any of the lands by said agreement ceded, sold, relin- 

siahedt and conveyed shall have the right for a period of two years from the 

ate hereof, within which to purchase the land so occupied, not exceeding 160 
acres in any one tract at the price paid therefor by the United States under said 
agreement. 

Sec. 6. Thatin order to further carry out the provisions of said agreement 
and of this act, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed, as soon 
as practicable, to cause the additional allotment provided for in said agreement 
to be made in the manner and form as provided in an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the allotments of lands in severalty to Indians on the various res- 
ervations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and 
Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,”’ and as provided in any 
existing amendments of said act, approved February 8, 1887, and to pay the 
sums hereinbefore made im mediately available, first to the parties to said agree- 
ment, or their proper representatives, and to appoint suitable officers for such 
purposes who shall furnish bonds usual in such cases, and whose compensa- 
tion and expenses shall be paid out of said available funds as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall direct,and whose lawful acts, when approved by him, shall 
be final and conclusive. 

Sec. 7. That thelands by said agreement ceded, sold, relinquished, and con- 
veyed to the United States shall immediately, upon the payment to the parties 
thereto their share of the funds made immediately available by this act, and the 
completion of the allotments as provided for in said agreement, be subject only 
to entry and settlement under the homestead laws of the United States at the 
rate of $2.50 per acre, excepting the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of said 
lands, which States of North and South Dakota shall be permitted to purchase 
at the price of $2.50 per acre for common school purposes: Provided, That the 
settlers upon said Jands shall be permitted to purchase the same at the rate of 
$2.50 per acre, one-fourth to be paid in cash and the balance in three equa) an- 
nual installments until paid, and patents shall not issue until the settlers or 
entrymen shall have paid to the United States the sum of $2.50 per acre. 

Sec. 8. That for the purpose of making the compensation to the said Citizen 
band of Pottawatomie Indians and to the said Absentee Shawnee Indians, as 
provided in said respective agreements, the sum of $225,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be paid as in said agreements provided, subject 
to any lawful end authoriand charge upon thesame: Provided, Thatany of said 
Citizen Pottawatomie Indiqns who have not yet selected allotments may make 
such selections any where within the 30-mile squarein said agreement described, 
not already selected or occupied, in quantities as therein provided: And pro- 
vided further, That such selections may be made at anytime within thirty days 
after the pam of this act, and not thereafter. 

Sec. 9. That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims, 
subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States as in other cases, 
to hear and determine the question as to whether or not the said Citizen band 
of Pottawatomie Indians did purchase and pay the United States for the tract 
of country in said above agreement described in accordance with the provi- 
sions of a treaty between the United States and the Pottawatomie Indians of 
Kansas, and snes August 7, 1868; and whether or not the United States 
did retain and yet retains the sum of $117,790.75 on account of said purchase, or 
otherwise, and to hear and determine all-questions between said Citizen band 
of Pottawatomie Indians and the United States, or between said Citizen In- 
dians and the proper band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kansas relative to the 
credits and accounts of said Indians under the various treaties with the United 
States. The exercise of such jurisdiction shall not be barred by any lapse of 
time heretofore, nor shall the rights of said Indians be in any wayimpaired by 
any ruling or determination upon such question heretofore made. Suit may 
be instituted in said Court of Claims against the United States at any time 
within twelve months after the approval of this act, but not later, on behalf of 
said Citizen band, the style of such suit to be ‘‘ The Citizen Band of Pottawat- 
omie Indians of Oklahoma Territory against the United States,’ said suit to 
have preference upon the trial dockets of said court. 

If it shall be found and determined that the said sum of $119,790.75 orany part 
thereof, or any sum, has been and is yet retained by the United States to which 
said Indians have a legal or equitable right or title, then the amount so found 
tobe due shall be paid to said Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.less the fees for the serv- 
ices of the attorney or attorneys of said Citizen band, in accordance with duly 
executed and approved contracts therefor, which amount shall be deducted 
and paid to said attorney or attorneys. That the Secretary of the Interior and 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transmit to said Court of Claims, upon its re- 
quest, certified copies of all records, documents, and papers that relate in any 
— to the accounts of said Indians under the various treaties with said tribe, 
and shall furnish such excerpts and statements and accounts regarding the same 
aa may be called for during the progress of said suit. 
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Sec. 10. That for the purpose of making the allotments provided for in the 


| said agreement made with the Cheyenne and Arapahe Indians, including the 


pay and expenses of the necessary special agent or agents hereby authorized 
to be appointed by the President for the purpose, and the necessary resurveys, 
there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out «ef any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $15,000,or so much thereof as may be nee- 
essary 


St ll, That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of the said agreement 

} With the said Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians into effect there is herehy ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $1,500,000, of which amount the sum of $1,000,000 shall be placed in the 
Treasury to the credit of the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians, parties to the 
foregoing agreement, to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, 


which interest shall be paid to them per capita annually; the balance of $500,- 


| 000 to be expended as provided for in Article VII of said agreement 


See. 12. That whenever any lands withinthe Territory of Oklahoma, or within 


any tract which may hereafter be added thereto, shall by operation of law or 
proclamation of the President of the United States be open to settlement, they 


| Shall be disposed of to actual settlers only, under the provisions of the home- 


stead law (except section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which shall not apply): P led, h er, That each settler, under and in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of said homestead laws, shall, before receiving 
a patent for his homestead, pay to the United States for the land so taken 
by him, in addition to the fees provided by law, a sum per acre equal to the 
amount which has been or may be paid by the United States to obtain a re- 
linquishment of the Indian title or interest therein, but in no case shall such 
payment exceed $1.25 per acre, and such person, having complied with all the 
laws relating tosuch homestead settlement, may at his option receive a patent 
therefor at the expiration ot twelve months from date of settlement upon said 
homestead, and any person otherwise qualified who has attempted to but for 
any cause failed to secure a title in fee toa homestead under existing law, or 
who made entry under what is knownas the commuted provision of the home- 
stead law, shall be qualified to make a homestead entry upon any of said lands, 

Sec. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have the right to make law- 
ful rules and regulations for carring this act into effect. 


cer 


During the reading of the above, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. It 
is impossible in this portion of the Hall, on account of the confusion 
and the rapid reading of the Clerk, to keep track of the reading of the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 
mittee will please be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading by the Clerk is so rapid, I can not 
keep track. I shall insist on the reading of this amendment in the 
regular way. 

Che Clerk then resumed and completed the reading of the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN] has an amendment which he desires to offer to one 
section of this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question of order on this bill is still pending, 
as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order was reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. 
PEEL] that the main objection to this amendment, and especially to 
the treaties with theSioux of South and North Dakota and with the 
Cceur d’Aléne Indians, is this: That the lands are to be disposed of 
upon a principle entirely different from that contemplated by the home- 
stead law. In view of the fact that the lands we are now acquiring 
from the Indians, with theexception of the western portions of the In- 
dian Territory, are the best lands remaining, and the only ones, prac- 
tically, which are adapted to settlement without irrigation, it does seem 
to me that if there ever were any lands to which the homestead feature 
of the law ought to apply, it should apply to these lands. 

I think, notwithstanding the fact that $1.25 an acre has to be paid 
for some of these lands, namely, those ceded by the Cceur d’ Aléne In- 
dians, and that $2.50 an acre is to be paid for those ceded by the branch 
of the Sioux Indians in the Dakotas—notwithstanding these payments 
are to be made, that is no reason whatever why the homestead principle 
should be abandoned. I insist upon thatas the only way in which you 
ran prevent speculation in your public lands, and I trust my friend 
from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] will not even desire that the disgraceful 
scenes witnessed in the settlement of Oklahoma shall again occur in 
this country; the spectacle of speculators seeking to seize land, and 
then pressing upon Congress legislation in violation of the principles 
of the homestead law, by which to acquire their title. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend will allow me to suggest that at the 
time he speaks of the only provision of law opening these lands to set- 
tlement was the homestead law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, not strictly; but the hope was manifestly 
held out that that law would be modified. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I live in a section of the country from which there 
was a heavy emigration to Oklahoma. Asa general rule persons went 
there for the purpose of speculation and not for the purpose of obtain- 
ing homes. 

Mr. GIFFORD. If my friend from Indiana will permit me, I will 
say that under the agreement ratifying the treaty made with the Sis- 
seton and Wahpeton Indians the lands are only open to homestead 
settlers, and they are to be paid for at the rate of $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the provision is deceptive, as my friend will 
see. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no, it is not. 

Mr. GIFFORD. The gentleman will see by referring to section 5—— 


The com- 
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Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman wishes to offer an amendment 
covering the proviso that he states I wil! not interpose any objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say.to my friend that the proviso he 
refers to reads as follows: 

Provided, That the settlers upon said lands shall be permitted to purchase the 
same at the rate of $2.50 per acre, one-fourth to be paid in cash and the balance 
in three equal annual installments until paid, aad patents shall not issue until 
the settlers or entrymen shall have paid to the United States the sum of $2.50 
per acre. 

My friend will see that nothing is said about the homestead law. 

Mr. GIFFORD. But in section 5 of that bill that is provided for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Section 5 does not apply here. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I do not agree with the gentleman about that. 
But in any event we are perfectly willing to accept an amendment 
making the lands open to homestead settlers only, because that is what 
we want. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose this amendment: 

Provided, further, That all the lands ceded to the United States by said treaties 
which shall be subject to entry and settlement shall be disposed of under the 
provision of the homestead law in all respects whatever, except as to the pay- 
ments therefor, as provided by law, and except also as to section 2301 of the Ke- 
vised Statutes, waich shall not apply to such lands. 

Those are the two exceptions I wish to make. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the section of the Revised Statutes which 
you provide shall not apply ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the commutation clause. I wish to call 
my friend’s attention to the fact that if these $2.50 sales are made, re- 
taining that section, then at the end of six months, unless the bill is 
amended, a purchaser may pay the $2.50 an acre, which opens up this 
whole great body of land to speculation; a thing that ought not to be 
thought of at this time. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I, for one, am willing to accept the amendment, 
because I wish to see the same object accomplished which the gentle- 
man intends. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish my friend from Indiana would send his 
amendment to the Clerk’s desk so that it may be read. I did not quite 
comprehend it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This will require that the several provisions shall 
be stricken out which would be in conflict with this. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
views on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, further, That all the lands ceded to the United States by said treaties 
which shall be subject to entry and settlement shall be disposed of under the 
provisions of the homestead law in ail respects whatever, except as to the pay- 


ment therefor, as provided by law, and except also as to section 2301 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which shall not apply to such lands. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr, Chairman, I wish to say but one word 
further. With the understanding thatthe proposition shall be accepted, 
and also that all the provisions in conflict with the provision shall be 
modified, I shall not, so far as I am concerned, press the point of or- 
der 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that that may be done. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Does the section of the Revised 
Statutes apply to the commutation ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. And you want to eliminate that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that, as to these two bands in South and North Da- 
kota, I think the vast body of land in the Dakotas occupied by the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Indians would go to the speculators 
if some such provision were not applied. 

Mr. PEEL. That amendment is acceptable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman understand that the point 
of order is not pressed, and that this amendment is accepted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, This amendment is to come inat line 13: and also 
the other proposition, that the other provisions of the bill be made to 
conform to it, 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order withdrawn? 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to say a word upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER. This bill, which is proposed now in its entirety to 
be made part of the general Indian appropriation bill for the current 
fiscal year, is the bill (H. R. 13192) introduced by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PeRKINS], chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. That amendment 
consists of a bill of 53 pages, and makes a very large a: tion, 
amounting to millions of dollars eventually, and it seems that this 
character of legislation and of amendment to a general appropriation 
bill is altogether in opposition to what has been the uniform custom 
of the House under former rules, and I suppose ought to be now if the 
bill is not amendable. 


I want to ascertain the gentleman’s 


The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
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ment, for the reason that the House could not consider it. This isa 
bill of multiform provisions contained in 53 pages of printed matter. 
It is with reference to an agreement made by the commissioners with 
certain tribes, and is entitled ‘A bill to ratify and confirm certain 
agreements with the Coeur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho, the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton band of Dakota or Sioux Indians in North and South Dakota, 
the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians and the Absentee Shawnee 
Indians, and the Cheyenne and Arapaho tribes of Indians in Okiahoma 
Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect, 
and for other purposes.’’ 

Now, I have examined this bill to some extent, but not as carefully 
as members of the House ought to examine it before it passes it. So far 
as it refers to the ratification of the agreement made with the Coeur 
d’ Aléne Indiansin Idaho, the Sisseton and Wahpeton band of Dakota or 
Sioux Indians in North and South Dakota, I do not know that I shall 
press the objection which I make to the propriety of the measure; but go 
far as it refers to the ratification of the agreements made with the other 
tribes I am not disposed to withdraw the point of order which I made 
against the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You mean as to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his point of order 
against a portion of the amendment ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I withdraw itso far as it relates to the Coeur d’ Alene 
Indians and the Sisseton and Wahpeton band of Dakota or Sioux In- 
dians in North and South Dakota; but as to the balance I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN, And as to what part of the amendment does the 
gentleman insist on the point of order ? 

Mr. PERKINS. He insists on the point of order so far as the amend- 
ment relates to the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, the Absentee 
Shawnee Indians, the Cheyenne and the Arapaho tribe of Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory. 

Now, without speaking to the point of order, I want to say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that I hope he will not interpose a point ot 
order as to that portion of this amendment. 

I know that the gentleman from Mississippi has conscientiously taken 
a very pronounced position in this House as to the Cherokee Outlet. 
He thinks that Congress has no wuthority to open that outlet to settle- 
ment without the consent of, or without negotiation with, the Chero- 
kees; and Iam not going to controvert or to join issue with him on that 
proposition; but I desire tosuggest to him that there are forty thousand 
peopleat least, and I think thatis not an exaggerated statement, camped 
to-day on the borders of Kansas, and upon the border of Oklahoma 
Territory, waiting to take possession of that outlet; and if there is no 
relief by legislation which gives them‘an opportunity to go elsewhere, 
the probabilities are they will go upon that land, and whether they go 
there legally or under a process of law or not, the Department will have 
a crisis precipitated upon it that will result in disaster to hundreds 
and thousands who are honest and sincere and who are looking for 
homes elsewhere. 

Now, if we ratify this agreement with the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, 
and Pottawatomies it will give them an opportunity of going in and oc- 
cupying these lands under the provisions of law, and will remove the 
difficulty that otherwise exists there; and it is very important, I think, 
that this legislation or this amendment should be ratified. It has 
been carefully, laboriously, conscientiously made. It is indorsed by 
the President, by the Secretary of the Interior, by every one that has 
had an opportunity to investigate it, and it is important to the people 
of Oklahoma Territory tha’ land should be opened to settlement. 
When that Territory was ofganized but little more than 2,000,000 
acres were opened to settlement,and we are confining a Territorial gov- 
ernment to a narrow strip of country like that, and I hope that my 
friend from Mississippi will not insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was going to ask the gentleman from Kansas, by 
his consent, whether or not there would be objection at all, inasmuch 
as the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] thinks this bill ought 
to be considered maturely by the committee, to taking it up section 
by section and discussing it under the five-minute rule until we get 
through with it. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is what I propdse. I have no objection to 
the consideration of every section of this bill, and have not asked that 
that be dispensed with. 

Mr. ROGERS. If we could agree upon that it seems to me that my 
friend from Mississippi could afford to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order remains before 
the committee I wish to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ascertain first upon what 
portion of the amendment the gentleman makes the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I maintain the point of order as to all portions of 
this bill offered as an amendment to the general Indian appropriation 
bill, except that portion which refers to the Coeur d’Aléne Indians in 
Idaho and the Sisseton and Wahpeton band of Sioux Indians in North 
Dakota." . ~ 

Mr. ROGERS. If we could agree by unanimous consent to consider 
it as I haves , | think the gentleman’s point would be met. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think that would obviate my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to have the matter settled as 
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to the portion of the amendment to which the gentleman from Mis- | Mr. ALLEN, of Michiga: Mr. Chairman, I would like the atte: 


sissippi makes the pvint of order. 
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that he withdraws his point of order as to two of these treaties, and | 


insists upon it as to the others, and now we are trying to see if we can 
not come to some agreement as to the others. 
Mr. HOOKER. The portion of the amendment terminating at the 


word ‘* Dakota,’’ in the third line, embraces the two Indian tribes as to | 


which I do not make the point of order, but I maintain the point as | 


to the others. 

Now, a word as to what has fallen from the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] with regard to the fact that so many people ure camp- 
ing upon the border of the Cherokee Strip, and, as he says, are likely 
to take possession of it unless we consummate these agreements and 
open up these other lands. The same argument was made with regard 
to the establishment of the Territory of Oklahoma when the bill for 


that purpose was under discussion; but I take it for granted that there | 
are a great many settlers in that land of promise, Oklahoma, who | 


would be very glad now to get out of it, for it does not seem to have 
turned out to be exactly such a paradise as it was then represented to 
be. The same sort of intimidation—for it amounts to nothing else—is 
held over Congress and the country by the representation now made, 
that the men who want to make homesteads on the Cherokee Outlet 
are bordering it in Kansas and elsewhere, and will swoop down upon 
it, with or without law, if they are not allowed to go into some other 
Territory for the purpose of making homestead entries. 

I do not think the argument is a good one. There are plenty of va- 
cant lands in the Territories of the United States that are open to home- 


stead entry without our holding over these Cherokees the threat on | 


the part of the Government that either we will take possession of the 


Cherokee Strip by legislation or we will do it by legalizing the acts of 


men who go there without authority of law and settle upon lands 
which belong to the Cherokees by a title as absolute and unquestioned 
as the title of any man who holds the patent of the Government of the 
United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Hooker] 
makes the point of order as against the portions of the amendment ot- 
fered by the gentleman from Kansas, which the Clerk will read. 

The CLERK. The point of order is made against the treaties with 
the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, the Absentee Shawnees, 
and the Cheyenne and Arapahoes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any point of order made as to the re- 
mainder of the amendment? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman-— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on the 
point of order? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. I desire first, however, to say to my friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] that he will always find me standing 
side by side with him for the protection of the Cherokees and all the 
other Indians of this country in all their treaty rights. I never have 
attempted, by any vote or any act of mine, to take any land from those 
people in the Indian Territory without their consent, and I never ex- 
pect to do so. 

I think we should appoint commissioners to negotiate with them as 
we would with anybody else; that we should recognize their interests 
and their rights, and pay them a fair compensation for whatever lands 
we get from them. That is exactly what we have been trying to do 

_with regard to the treaties now before the House. The Citizen band 
of Pottawatomies,the Absentee Shawnees, and the Cheyennes and Ara- 
pahoes all live in that same country; they have been negotiated with 
by the commissioners on the part of the Government in a reasonable, 
orderly, respectful, and proper way. 

We have agreed to pay them a satisfactory compensation for all the 
lands they yield up. This issimply to ratify that agreement. If this 
point of order is urged against these three contracts and sustained, it 
will only defer the matter until the next Congress meets, and the effect 
of that delay (in addition to what my colleague on the committee [ Mr. 
PEEL] has said about the emigrants that may go in there) will be to 
embarrass the Cherokees. It will greatly obstruct the progress of that 
commission in dealing with the other tribes, six, eight, or ten in num- 
ber, in that Territory, because those Indians when approached during 
the coming summer will say, ‘‘ The Cheyennes, the Arapahoes, and 
the Pottawatomies sold you their lands and you have not paid them.”’ 

If it is the desire of the House and the country to negotiate for these 
surplus lands in the Territory of Oklahoma and to pay compensation 
for them in a respectable, dignified, and honest manner, these agree- 
ments ought by all means to be ratified. My friend from Mississippi 
wants to guard the interests of the Cherokees and to hold the Govern- 
ment to its contracts and obligations, to make it respect the rights of 
these Indians. Now, the way to bring that about, in my judgment, is 
to encourage these Indians in dealing with the Government and to 
ratify their reasonable wishes when they have been expressed to Con- 
gress. We should not allow parties to go into that country to obstruct 
and embarrass the interests of the Indians as well as the Government. 
I hope my friend from Mississippi will on mature consideration witb- 

draw his point of order. 


; ee | tion of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HookEr] as well as the Com 
Mr. PERKINS. Thegentleman from Mississippi has just suggested | 
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mittee of the Whole for a moment, because this question of order is 
now assuming great importance. The gentleman from Mississippi 
makes a point of order on this amendment as read, which in effect con 


firms the work of a commission appointed by virtue of law. The com 
mission was empowered to do this work by a statute of the United 
States, which points out how it shall be done and the agents who shall 
accomplish it. The only warrant for their action is the statute itself 


Carrying out existing statutes, carrying out the behes 
these commissioners have performed their duty 
arises for my friend f 


ts of Congress, 
The question now 
rom Mississippi and the other members of this 


committee, Shall we ratify and confirm what has been done, and if not, 
why should we refuse to do so? 
The CHAIRMAN. Che Chair begs pardon of the s but 


is not the question really whether the ratification propo 
legislation ? 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I have 


| two objects in view: First, | want my friend from Mississippi to with 


draw his point of order; and secondly, upon the point of order I wish 
to urge that the action of the commission, as proposed now to be en 
acted into law, has been taken in pursuance of law already on the 
statute book, in fact carrying that law into effect. I may diverge 
somewhat from the question of order, Mr. Chairman, but it will be for 
the purpose of inducing my good friend from Mississippi to withdrat 
his point. 

In the first place, as to the personne! of 


this commission. uppo 
no one will raise any objection toit whatever. One member of the com 
mission is a gentleman formerly governor of Michigan—Mr. Jerome 


a man “‘ without fear and without reproach,’’ weil versed in all that is 
necessary in order to bring about under the forms of law justice to the 
whites as well as the Indians. Another member of the commission is 
a well-known gentleman from Indiana, Judge Sayre; another is from 
Arkansas, Judge Wilson. ‘These gentlemen have been faithfully at 
work for many months seeking to bring abouta settlement with th« 
Indians relative to their lands, and their work has been done to the en 
tire satisfaction of those people. We are now asked todowhat? Not 
to have these Indians ratify what the commissioners have done, but to 
agree to what the Indians themselves have done. 

But what has this commission accomplished? In the first place, it 
has concluded contracts with the tribes of Indians whom I will nam«¢ 
With the Iowas, embracing 81 persons, whose reservation has an area 
of 228,466 acres; the Sac and Fox Indians, 528 persons, with a reserva 
tion of 479,668 acres; the Pottawatomies, 400 persons, and the Absen 
tee Shawnees, 650 persons, the reservations of these two tribes em- 
bracing 575,870 acres; the Chevennes and Arapahoes, 3,363 persons, 
with a reservation of 4,297,804 acres. 

The whole area of land embraced in these reservations that it is pro 
posed to purchase from these Indians, by ratifying the contracts freely 
assented to by them, and to which the white people of this country are 
to be invited on the consummation of this contract, invited by the In- 
dians themselves, who are entirely satisfied with the arrangement, is 
4,809,268 acres. That is but 1,000,000 acres less than the Cherokee Outlet 
itself. By ratifying these contracts we throw open the vast area I have 
stated to the men who, having been unfortunate in Mississippi, having 
been unfortunate in Oklahoma, having been unfortunate in various 
portions of the West, will be enabled to acquire homes, paid for under 
arrangements satisfactory to all parties. 

The allotments to the Indians are as follows: Iowas, 81 persons, 80 
acres each, 6,480 acres; Sacs and Foxes, 528 persons, 160 acres each, 
84,480 acres; Pottawatomies aad Absentee Shawnees, under the law 
giving them, according to their age, different quantities of land, 143,500 
acres; making a total of 234,460 acres, Then there are the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes, 3,363 persons, who, at 160 acres each, will receive 538,- 
O80acres. Thus there will beleft subject to white settlement 4,809, 268 
acres after giving allotments to 6,022 Indians. This would furnish a 
homestead entry of 160 acres to each of 30,000 white families. 

It is worth considering, in settling this point of order, whether it is 
not true that the action of this commission was taken in pursuance of 
law, and whether thereby the force of the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Mississippi is not defeated. In the second place, is it 
not worth while for my friend from Mississippi to consider the vast in- 
terests at stake, the fact that here is an honorable and satisfactory 
agreement which the Indians themselves desire to have ratified, and 
which it is to the interest of the Government to ratify, so as to open to 
30,000 familes, 150,000 people, an opportunity to establish new homes 
upon land which from the day of the creation till now has donescarcely 
anything toward the support of the human family’? 

My friend from Mississippi assumes a great responsibility if by a 
point of order he undertakes to thwart, to set aside, to make null and 
void the honest work of three sworn commissioners, who are as honor 
able as the gentleman himself; and when I say this I say a great deal. 
These gentlemen have gone to work with a clear understanding of 
their duty, and they now bring their work before us. Why should 
we upon a quibble—why should we, proposing to do no injustice to 
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any living creature, thwart this work and let it go for naught, leaving 
these questions to be settled in the far distant and uncertain future? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I would like to ask my friend from 
Michigan why this amendment is subject to a point of order? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I have intimated or stated that the 
work of the commission was performed under a law of the United 
States. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 
ply carries out a contract 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, That is all. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. And the disposition of the land is a 
mere incident to the carrying out of a contract authorized by law. 

Mr. PERKINS. This is necessary in order to carry out the contract. 
This legislation is a part of the contract and is necessary to carry it out. 
The contract is authorized by statute. 

A MempBer. There is already a statute authorizing it? 

Mr. PERKINS, Certainly; I have the statute here, and intend to 
refer the Chair to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Batit must be remembered that this bill goes fur- 
ther, and provides for the disposal of the lands after they are acquired. 
That, of course, bas nothing to do with the mere process of acquiring 
them. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 
out the contracts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But a very important incident. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. And the amendment is clearly in 
order. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on this ques- 
tion for a few moments, and think I will be able to demonstrate from 
the law itself that the amendment is cleariy in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. MANSUR. The Constitution of the United States expressly 
provides that all appropriations shall originate in the lower House of 
Congress, and Congress is now seeking to appropriate for specific In- 
dian purposes, when we find ourselves confronted with a point of order 
made against the proposed amendment to this bill. Were it not for 
that point of order there could be no doubt about our right to enact 
the proposed amendment into law. 

What is the point of order and on what is it based ? 
this portion of Rule XXI— 


2. Noappropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in erder as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law. 


As I understand, this proposition sim- 





Manifestly on 


That is all there is of it. Now, I propose to take the square posi- 
tion that this is authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please read the remainder 
of the rule to which he has referred ? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly; although in my opinion it does not ap- 
ply in this connection— 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing law be in 
order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas, Well, this is in continuation of an 
object. 

Mr. MANSUR. Now, whatare the circumstances under which this 
bill is sought to be put on as an amendment to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and what are the provisions of the amendment itself? 

Mr. Chairman, existing statutes provide that two commissions be 
authorized, one to negotiate with the Indians in the Northwest, and 
another to deal with. the Indians in the Southwest. ‘That work has 
been accomplished and the several reports are before us. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi does not raise the point of order against the con- 
tracts entered into with the Indians who have proposed to cede their 
lands in the Northwest, but only with reference to the proposed ar- 
rangements which the contracts contemplate with the Indians of the 
South west. 

I hold in my hand the public law creating this commission, being the 
bill making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, approved on the 2d of March, 1889, in which 
section 14 provides as follows: 

Sec. 14. The President is hereby authorized to appoint three commissioners, 
not more than two of whom shall be members of the same political party, to 
negotiate with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indiansowning or claim- 
ing lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude in the Indian Ter- 
ritory for the cession to the United States of all their title, claim, or interest of 
every kind or character in and to said lands, and any and all agreements result- 
ing from such negotiations shall be reported to the President, and by him to 


Congress a’ its next session, and to the council or councils of the nation or na- 
tions, tribe or tribes agreeing to the same for ratification. 


Now these contracts have been already made. They have been re- 
ported to the President, and the President has reported them to Con- 
gress for ratification. ‘They came too late to be embodied in the regular 
way in this bill when it was being prepared; and hence it will be neces- 
sary, in order to avoid a year’s delay, to ingraft them upon the pend- 
ing bill by way of amendment, as is suggested by the gentleman from 
Kansas, That they are germane to the subject-matter of the bill can 
not, be questioned. Nor can there be any doubt, Mr. Chairman, that 
if this amendment had been reported originally in the bill at the time 
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it was submitted to the House and referred tothe Calendar they would 
have been in order. That being the case, why is the amendment not 
in order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri whether, in his opinion, the agreements or contracts are in 
force until ratified by Congress? 

Mr.MANSUR. Lunderstand not. No,sir; they are not, and neces- 
sarily so, because the authorization to the commission did not go that 
far. Their acts had to be reported to Congress for ratification. For 
that reason they are reported here for our action. 

Now, when they come before Congress, Congress can just as well 
agree to them and ratify them by making the appropriation as by the 
enactment of a law stating that we do approve of them, or by the pas- 
sage of a joint ora concurrent resolution stating that we approve of the 
action of the commissions in making the contract, and then subse- 
quently enacting legislation in the regular appropriation bill to meet 
expenses. If that was done, that is, if by a separate act Congress ap- 
proved these contracts, there would be necessity afterwards for includ- 
ing the expenditure necessarily involved in the regular annual appro- 
priation bill; and technically, it is just as proper to include the whole 
transaction in this bill, it being germane and authorized by law, as it 
is to adopt the other course. 

This commission, acting under authority of law, and representing 
the United States, has made its contract with the parties. The com- 
missioners have negotiated and report their work to Congress. That 
work being fairly before Congress for consideration, it is as proper to 
signify the assent of Congress by ingrafting it upon the appropriation 
bill as by any other method, whether by a separate act or a joint res- 
olution. This, then, being in furtherance of already existing legisla- 
tion—the law authorizing it three years ago—these commissions be- 
ing put to work in pursuance of law, and required to report their action 
to Congress, so that Congress should keep an oversight in the matter, 
we have now their annual reports before us for ouraction. That over- 
sight was necessary, so that in the end neither the United States nor 
the Indians should be imposed upon in any way. 

I have the assurance of those who have investigated this matter that 
there has been no wrong perpetrated by these contracts on any of these 
Indians in any way. The amounts paid them so far are reasonable, 
little of the lands running as high as$1.25peracre. Ihave somewhere 
in my desk, not now accessible, a statement showing that the South- 
west commission paid $1.25 an acre for the lands of the Sacs and Foxes, 
and for the most of the balance from 50 to 70 cents an acre. All of 
this was done with the consent of the Indians themselves, and not only 
with theirconsent, but by their invitation. Wecan complete this work 
at this time by making necessary appropriations in pursuance of exist- 
ing law; yea, with knowledge of plighted faith on the part of Congress, 
that if these negotiations were had, legislation in pursuance of the con- 
tracts would be enacted by Congress, by which the Indians would be 
paid the money which Congress, through this commission, agreed to 
pay them for their released lands, 

Now, sir, we are near the endof the session. The crowded and con- 
gested condition of the House Calendar, as well as the existing rules 
of the House, almost forbid the hope of passing the necessary appro- 
priations in any other way, and unless these lands are opened this spring, 
as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] has well said, 50,000 
people probably will be denied the opportunity of making homes in 
the great Southwest and of raising crops this year. Besides the im- 
portance of the matter, I go back to the point of order, and agree with 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], that as a 
legal proposition there can be no point of order raised against it, be- 
cause it is simply carrying out existing legislation on the statute 
books, which exact these appropriations by every reason and princi- 
ple of law, as well as exacted by justice and good faith. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire just for a moment to emphasize what has 
been so well said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Mansur]. I 
have in my hand the United States Statutes, volume 25, in which the 
act is found providing for this commission, and directing it to conduct 
negotiations with these Indians for the purchase of their land; and this 
statute provides that this commission shall make report to the Presi- 
dent of the United States of their doings, and that he shall report the 
proceedings to Congress for its action. 

Now, to illustrate, Mr. Chairman. If we should pass a bill provid- 
ing for a public building in Philadelphia, but should make no appro- 
priation for its construction, pass an act providing for its erection, and 
stop there, would it not be subsequently in order on an appropriation 
bill to make the necessary appropriation to carry out the act of Con- 
gress theretofore passed ? In this case we are simply attempting to do 
by this proposed amendment what it seems to me Congress has here- 
tofore authorized the doing of. It directly provided for these commis- 
sioners. It provided for these negotiations. It directed that they 
should report their eee to the President, and that he should 
submit thei» proceedings to Congress for its consideration. 

This was done; and now, ip keeping with that provision of law, 
we ask to have this treaty ratified. The law authorizes this legisla- 
tion, and it is to carry out the act of Congress heretofore put upon the 
statute book. In my judgment, the point of order made by the gen- 
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tleman from Mississippi is not well taken, for the reasons briefly stated. 
It can not be said that this legislation is not in keeping with the stat- 


ute, or for the purpose of carrying out statutes heretofore enacted; and | 


the statement of the proposition, it seems to me, is thestrongest argu- 
ment that can be made in its support. 

Mr. SPINOLA and Mr. RuGeErs addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers] 
had risen once before. He will be recognized. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to confine what I have to say directly to 
the point of order, and I invoke the attention of the Chair to that 

int. 
Fanection with what has been said by my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
MANSUR] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perkins]. By the 


terms of the act which created the Cherokee Commission, they were | 


authorized to negotiate for these lands; and coupled with the power 
to negotiate was that of reporting back to Congress; and coupled with 
that also was an appropriation made. I ailude to this because of the 
peculiar language of the rule: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order asan amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress. 


The main object in the creation of the Cherokee commission and the 
directing them to negotiate, and also carrying an appropriation for that 
purpose, was to secure a treaty with these Indians by which these lands 
should be acquired. That brings me then to the second consideration. 
When Congress authorized the negotiations for the purpose of securing 


the title to these lands, the question at once arose, as it has in all pre- | 


vious treaties with the Indians, as to the disposition of the lands after 
they had once been acquired; for the object in creating the commission 


was not only to acyuire the land but to make some disposition of the 
land. 


There are two questions which have not been elaborated in | 


| 
i 


mittee on the Territories, and now that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs acquired jurisdiction of this subject-matter for the purpose of 
ratifying these treaties, the committee have also acquired jurisdiction 


| of whatever is incident thereto, 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, not having very much disposition 


to take part in this Indian discussion, inasmuch as I come from a very 
| peaceable tribe, as they ask nothing at the hands of Congress to main- 


tain and sustain them except the little monument to which I have al- 
luded { Laughter. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman will remember that a point of 
order is pending. 





Mr. SPINOLA. I propose to confine myself closely to the question 
of order. In doing so, my attention has been called, I think by the 
| gentleman from Michigan, to the fact that 50,000 settlers, white set- 
tlers, are now hovering along the border of Oklahoma with a view of 
entering and claiming these lands. Now, sir, if that be true, it is al- 
most the first instance that has come to my attention where 50,000 
| American citizens were rushing in where nothing but starvation and 
suflering are to be found, for, sir, as we have been informed through 
the public press, there are a large number of the settlers in Oklahoma 
who are perishing for the want of food and clothing and proper pro- 


| tection from the elements. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


BLANCHARD. 
SPINOLA, 


Tell them to go South. 
Now, sir, they have come here and asked us 
HARVEY. That is a mistake; that is not true. 
Mr.SPINOLA. Well, sir, I only know what the papers state. 
is for my friend to convince the press of that, and not me. 
Mr. SAYERS. There is an appropriation on the deficiency bill for 





It 





Just, for instance, as my friend from Kansas has said, that if Con- 


gress should authorize a commission to construct a public building 
and to make a contract for that purpose, but should make no appro- 
priation at all, could it be said that when they had made the contract, 
in pursuance of the public law, to construct the building, that on an 
appropriation bill the necessary appropriation for carrying out the con- 
tract could not be made? 

So in this case, when they came to make this negotiation, the ques- 
tion at once arose in doing that, as to what would become of the land. 
And that becomes an incident to the object for which the commission 
was created, the negotiations authorized, and the appropriation made 
in the Forth-ninth Congress. The disposition, therefore, of the lands 
is purely an incident, as to what shall become of them after you have 
once gotten them. 

Let me illustrate itastep further. Take up, ifyou please, any one of 
the treaties with the five semicivilized tribes, made, I believe, in 1865. 
Cessions of land were made by each one of these treaties, but in the 
treaties special provisions were also made as to the occupancy of the 
lands which were ceded; in the Choctaw treaty, to the colored people; 
in other treaties, friendly tribes; and various other things, all of 
which were incident to the treaty-making power. So in this case the 
incident which arose from the negotiation and acquirement of title 
was the necessary disposition of the land; and, as I say, that part of 
the bill which alludes to the disposition of it is purely an incident to 
the other object, the main and ulterior object, which was to secure the 
negotiation and quiet the title to these lands in the Government of 
the United States. 

There is another suggestion made to me at this moment, namely, by 
virtue of the organic law creating the Territory of Oklahoma it is pro- 


vided, by the terms of that bill, that, immediately upon the quieting | 


of the titles to the Government of the United States by the other 
tribes of Indians settled in that country, eo instanti and ipso facio they 
become subject to the laws of Oklahoma. So that the manifest pur- 
pose and object of all this legislation is made perfectly clear by the 
Oklahoma bill, and by the very terms of the act under which the 
Cherokee commission was created, as well as the uniform practice which 
had obtained with reference to the cession of land from the Indian 
tribes to the Government of the United States. That legislation itself 
was put upon an appropriation bill in the last Congress. 

Now, there is one other suggestion that I want to make for fear some- 
body else may raise it. It is said that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have no jurisdiction to dispose of the land. I have answered that by 
saying it was purely incidental to the measure; but it does not make 
a particle of difference under the present rules of the House. If the 
Committee on Indian Affairs have acquired tke subject-matter and 
elect to act upon it and bring it into the House, it has as much juris- 
diction as any committee of the House. If they have got it for one 
pu they have got it for all purposes. 

r. Chairman, the Oklahoma bill itself, organizing the Territory of 
Oklahoma, affected the jurisdiction of the Federal courts of Texas, 
Kansas, and Arkansas, extending large jurisdiction over the five civil- 
ized tribes and organizing a court there, and that was all done by the 
Committee on the Territories. The Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which is exclusively sent all legislation which affects the judiciary sys- 
tem of the country, never touched that bill. It came from the Com- 





that purpose. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I was coming to that, and I will state this addi- 
tional fact, that the governor of Oklahoma has been here during this 
session, and upon the floor of this House, urging Congress to grant 
some relief to the inhabitants of that Territory. 

Mr. HARVEY. With the permission of the gentleman from New 
York I will say that it is not true that general destitution prevails in 
that Territory. If he was informed of the situation he would know 
that the reason of the poverty of some citizens is because Congress and 
the Government kept them out of that country for no earthly reason 
that can be suggested until it was too late for them to raise their crops. 
It is not the fault of the country, but is the fault of Congress and the 
Government. 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
himself. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘Tell them to go South. 

Mr. SPINOLA. As my friend from Louisiana suggests, let these 
men go South, where there is a good climate; and he suggests that 
their people will take care of them. 

Mr. STRUBLE. They are pretty well South already. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Tammany will take careof them. Tammany asks 
no protection, no assistance or encouragement, from that side of the 
House, [Laughter.] Tammany will takecare of herself in the future 
as she has in the past. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is Tammany a hostile or a friendly tribe? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Tammany is a tribe that is friendly to the Union. 
It is a tribe friendly to the Government, organized to perpetuate and 
transmit the blessings that we enjoy; and so long as this Government 
exists so long will Tammany live. [Laughter and applause, } 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN, The considerations which have been suggested 
with reference to this point of order are such that the Chair will sub- 
mit the question of order to the committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Onemoment. [Criesof ‘‘Vote!’’] 
The Chair has announced his determination to submit this point of 
order to the committee, and our attention should be directly and 
sharply drawn to the exact situation. An amendment is proposed to 
the bill under consideration. That amendment is of like character 
throughout, dealing with the same subject-matter and in the same 
way, supported by the same previous legislation, and looking to the 
same ultimate end. Toa portion of that amendment a point of order 
is made by the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. Hooker]. As an ab- 
stract legal proposition that point of order may be well taken. I am 
inclined to think it is; but it seems to me that there is no justice or 
fairness in striking out a portion of the amendment and leaving the 
| remainder in order to be voted upon by the committee; and while I 
| dissent in toto from many of the arguments that have been adduced to 
| the point of order, it does seem to me, for one, that it isa case in which 
| fairness and justice should weigh rather than mere technical legal rules, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question, Is the point 
of orderof the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. HooKER] well taken ? 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 103. 

So the point of order was overruled by the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iaskthat the question now be taken on the amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 


My friend can settle that when he comes to speak 
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Mr. HOOKER. Irise toa parliamentary inguiry. I want to know 
of the Chair whether the gentleman proposes to adopt this amendment 
of fifty-three pages in solide or to discuss this bill itself, 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, we tried to make terms and could not do it, 
and I think we may now just as well take it as a whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana will be adopted. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Page 53, line 16, of the proposed amendment, after the word “acre” insert: 

“ Provided further, That all the lands ceded to the United States by said treaties 
which shall be subject to entry and settlement shall be disposed of under the 
provisions of the homestead law in all respects whatever, except as to the pay- 
ment therefor as provided by law, and except also as to section 2301 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which shall not apply to such lands.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I trust that my friend [Mr. PerKuys] will 
see that the other portions of the bill are made to conform to this. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. I ask unanimous consent that the pend- 
ing amendment may be passed over without prejudice, with the right 
to recur. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Montana that when the committee reeur to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] the amendment which the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER] desires to offer can be consid- 
ered. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
to come in as a separate provision under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
items,’’ after the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr, PERKINS]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That a committee, consisting of six members elect to the House of Represent- 
atives of the Fifty-seeond Congress, to be appointed by the § ker of this 
Horse, and one person to be designated by the Secretary of the Interior, shall, 
prior to the first Monday of December next, inquire into and investigate the 
condition of the Indian tribes of the United States, with the view of recom- 
mending such changes in the Indian policy of this Government and in legisla- 
tion pertaining theretoas may be necessary to the amelioration of the condition 


of those people and to promoting their protection by the law and advancement 
towards citizenship. 


Fhat said committee shall have power to appoint subcommittees and visit 
the places where the Indians live, and in so doing they are authorized to use 
Government conveyances and means of transportation. 

Said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have power to send for 
persons and papers and to appoint a clerk, and the committee may report by 
bill or otherwise to the Fifty-second Congress. 

A sum sufficientto pay expenses of said committeeand of witnesses that may 
be summoned before it, not exceeding $5,000, is hereby appropriated outof any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which shall be immediately 
available on the draft of the chairman of said committee in sums not exceeding 
$1,000 at a time. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I trust that neither my friend from Georgia 
nor any other gentleman on this floor will make the point of order 
against this amendment. I will state that this proposition is offered 
after consultation with a number of gentlemen upon the floor, all of 


whom concur in favoring its adoption. There is a sentiment in the 
country favorable to a change in the policy of this Government towards 
the Indians, a sentiment favorable to the enactment of legislation by 


Congress looking to a change of policy; and this committee will be 
charged with the duty of investigating this question during the recess, 
in order that they may be informed with reference to it, and in a con- 
dition to report to the next Congress what legislation on this line should 
be had. 

I understand this proposition to be favored by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. The chairman of that committee has no objection to it, 
and various other leading gentlemen upon this floor have ex 
their approbation of it. It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that there 
should be thrown around the Indian tribes of the United States a 
greater protection of law than they have had in the past. Now, just 
what legislation is needed in that direction it will be the duty of this 
committee, if appointed, to ascertain and report to Congress. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that there is a point of order made to 
this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been reserved. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that if this bill is to pass at all we 
ought to get on with it, There is quite enough of substance in the 
bill that it is in order to discuss without going outside—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to make a 
speech if no point of order is made against the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I shall object to any reservation of the point of 
order. If there is to be a point of order, let it be made at once. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLountT] to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserved the point of order. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I did, according to the usual practice here. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Georgia had made the 
point of order absolutely without reserve the Chair would have ruled 
upon it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, if the Chair forces me—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the gentleman will not make his point 
of order. 

Mr. CANNON. If there is to be a point of order, I insist on its be- 
ing made now. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ihopethe gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD] will be heard upon his proposition. He does not occupy a great 
deal of time here. 

Mr. CANNON. There is plenty of substance in this bill for discus- 
sion. We have been already three or four days engaged upon it, and 
we ought to get through with it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] has only two minutes left. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I stated that I had no desire 
to discuss this matter. The Indian question has been discussed quite 
elaborately on this bill and on the sundry civil bill. That there is a 
necessity for some change in the policy of the Government toward those 
people seems to be recognized by every gentleman who has inquired 
into this matter; and it is with a view of ing what changes should 
be made in the policy of the Government in this with the view 
of bettering the condition of the Indian tribes of the United States, 
that itis proposed to have this committee visit some at least of the In- 
dian tribes during the recess of Congress and report at the next session 
what changes there should be in the laws relating to the Indians. 

Mr. OATES. If my friend from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] can 
afford us any sound assurance that the advice of this committee, what- 
ever it may be, will be accepted, I think there is a good deal of force in 
what he says. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I think it will be recognized 
by gentlemen generally on this floor that very few members of the 
House are well informed with reference to the Indian question. It is 
time that by some investigation, such as is proposed in thisamendment, 
information on this question should be diffused among the members o! 
the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. BLount addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount] 
insist on the point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido. My point is that this is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


POR SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS, 


For support.of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draughtsman to be em- 
ployed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $820,000; for the con- 
struction on Indian reservations of school buildings and repair of schoo! build- 
ings, $150,000: Provided, That $25,000 of this amount may be used in the erection 
of buildings for an industrial school for the Mission Indians, near the village of 
Paris, in California, upon a tract of land to be donated for that purpose of not 
less than 80 acres; and for purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, and swine for schools, 
$15,000, $5,000 of which shall be immediately available; in all, $1,010,000: Pro- 
vided, That the entire cost of any boarding-school building, exclusive of out- 
buildings, to be built from the moneys appropriated hereby, shall not exceed 
ia the entire cost of any day-school building to be so built sball not 
ex , 


Mrv PERKINS. In order to perfect the text of the paragraph just 
read, I move to amend by striking out in line 9, page 53, the words 
“‘one million ten thousand ”’ and inserting ‘‘ nine hundred and eighty- 
five thousand.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Kansas correcting the amount named in the bill 
will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Afterthe word “available,” in line 9, page 53, insert the following: 

“ And provided further, That $10,000 of this amount shall be expended in the 
education of the Indians of the State of Mississippi, of which sum not exceed- 
ing $5,000 shall be expended in the erection of an industrial school in Missis- 
sippi, to be located by the Secretary of the Interior; and for purchase of horses, 
cattle, sheep, and swine for said industrial school, $2,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on this amendment. I do 
not think that the Indians in the State of Mississippi, who have never 
been under the care of the Government—at least not for a great many 
years—who are not needy, with whom we have no treaty stipulations, 
whom we kave not heretofore supplied with schoolhouses or other edu- 
cational facilities, should be provided for in this bill. I do not think 
there is any law that authorizes such an expenditure. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. What does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] know about the Indians of Mississippi? 
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Mr. CANNON. I know what the gentleman told me the other day, 
that the Indians down there are getting along very nicely. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. And upon that you make the point of order. 
[ Laughter, | . 
TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Stock- 
DALE] desire to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Ido 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Although I can not imagine upon what ground 
the gentleman from Illinois puts the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is presented on the ground 
that this is an appropriation not authorized by existing law. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. What legislation is there to authorize this Cali 
fornia school ? 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I think that is an appropriation for the con 
tinuance of a ‘‘public work already in progress.’’ [Laugliter. | 
Mr. STOCKDALE. When the gentleman wants an appropriation 
where it suits him, it isin pursuance of public policy; when the appro- 
riation is where he does not want it, it is subject to a point of order 
Coa upon what ‘‘the gentleman from Mississippi’’ told him. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not want the appropriation in either 


lace. 
. Mr. STOCKDALE. Then why did not the gentleman make a point 
of order upon this paragraph of the bill? I only desire to amend the 
ragraph in precisely the same line of the paragraph. 
Mr. CANNON. For the reason that the Indians of California pro- 
to be provided for here are under the control of the Government. 
e Goyernment is in large part supporting them, and has been for 
years. They are notable tosupport themselves. They have been pau- 
perized, and I suppose we ought to continue to pauperize them. But 
I do not think it fitting on this bill to pauperize your Indians, who I 
understand are good Indians, quite able to take careof themselves. I 
do not believe that is sound policy, and I do not believe it is in order 
on this bill any more than it would be to provide for building school- 
houses for white people, or black people, or yellow people down in the 
State of Mississippi. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. 





And that is the legal argument in support of 
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the point of order—that because the Government has pauperized the | 


California Indians it is proper that we should continue to pauperize 
them; but when I want an appropriation to educate the Indians of 
Mississippi it is subject to a point of order. And that is the legal ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I have some Indians in my district 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
you to do it; but do not make a point of order where there is no ground 
for a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I am addressing my friend in good faith. There 
are some Indians in my district—not many of them—not Indians of 
pure blood, but persons with Indian blood -—— 

Mr, STOCKDALE. This is not on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I am trying to argue the point of order in good 
faith. Does my friend from Mississippi think that whether in Missis- 
sippi, Illinois, Maine, or in any other State, wherever you find one per- 
son or a dozen persons with Indian blood in their veins, it is in order to 
move on this bill an appropriation for their education, or to build 
schoolhouses for them? Ifso, where is the legislation that authorizes 
any such proposition ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will answer the gentleman from Illinois. 
involves an expression of opinion as to the Indian policy of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. I say thatif this provision, in this bill, 
to appropriate $25,000 for an industrial school for the Indians in the 





State of California, and $15,000 more to equip that schoo! and support | 


it, is a proper provision, it is just as legal to appropriate $10,000 for a 
similar purpose in the State of Mississippi, and $2,000 for the support 
of aschool so inaugurated. The point of order is based, or ought to 
be, upon that legal proposition, un!essit be made against this provision 
of the bill establishing a school in California. If you want the para- 
graph out I will not object. 

Here is a committee on which are a number of amongst the finest 
lawyers of this House. They have presented here an appropriation 
bill, with the concurrence, I suppose, of the whoie Committee on Appro- 
priations, including the chairman [Mr. CANNoN]—I assume with his 
concurrence, because he makes no objection to the California appropri- 
ation and does not reserve a point of order against that. If this amend- 
ment is not a legal appropriation of money, then the committee stands 
in an attitude in this House that they ought to at once correct. That 
is, of appropriating money of the Governmentin a way not authorized 
by law. Either both are legal, or both are illegal. Now, if that be 
true—and I suppose I have the unanimous consent of the committee 


to indorse the statement as being correct—if that be true, the same | are those who have not yet adopted habits of civilized life. 


Well, if you want to educate them I will help | -< aoe ; ; 
| no law confining appropriations to those in tribal relations and under 
| control of the Government. 


It | 


| 





| tinguished friend. 


PR1I5 


Mr. STOCKDALE, Certain] 
Mr. CANNON. Are the Indians in the State of Mississippi that the 
gentleman seeks to educate, to build a schoolhouse for, and make other 


provision for, under the guardianship or control of the Government? 


Is there an Indian agent there? Has the Government anything more 
to do with them as wards than with any other cit of the State of 
Mississippi? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, No; and just because the Gov ent skulked 
away from its responsibilities and left them to shift for themselves. 1 


hope for the 
there. 

Ir. CANNON, 
well, have they not 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, but that is not a legal proposition, and 
this point of order is; but I will come to the question you ask. Let 
us confine ourselves to that for the present. 

The Government of the United States I say has no control over them 
any more than it has over other Indians in this country that it seeks 
to educate and support. Now, I want the Government to do some- 
thing for the Indians of Mississippi, and so far as I am concerned they 
shall do something for them,or else they must take the responsibility 
for acting with partiality towards certain Indians and neglecting and 
absolutely ignoring the existence of others in different parts of the 
country. 

Mr. CANNON. Dothe Indiansin theState of Mississippi still main- 
tain their tribal relations, or are they citizens of the State? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Does that go to the amendment or the arg 
ment on the point of order ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCK DALE. 
tions or not? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; the Indians can only be relieved who 
are wards of the Government, where the Government has charged itself 
specifically with their support and education. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. By what authority does the gentleman make 
that statement? 

Mr. CANNON. 
priations. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There is no such legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is the legislation of appropriation from 
year to year for their support. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Ah, yes; but that isadifferent thing. Appro- 
priations have been made voluntarily to educate Indians, but there is 


good of the Indians there never will b ndian agent 


Well, the Indians retty 


u- 


Whether they have severed their tribal rela 


It is by general legislation and by annual appro- 


gi 


There are also partial appropriations for 
other purposes, but there is no such legislation as the gentleman invokes 
against this amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi I would like to suggest, not in regard to the point of order, 
but as to the facts, simply this: There are Indians in Kansas that this 
bill does not carry a single dollar of appropriation for. 

Mr. CANNON. Also in Illinois. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are also in [linois, as suggested by my dis- 

Mr. CHEADLE. And in Indiana. 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill does not carry a dollar of appropriation 
for any Indians in Indiana, or for the education of the five civilized 
tribes. It does not carry it for the Osage Indians; not a dollar for the 
education of the Indians of Iowa; not a dollar for the Indians in New 
York, or the Indians that are scattered in various other sections of the 
country, where they have adopted habits of civilized life, where the 
tribal relations have been severed, and they are taking care of them- 
selves, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
fornia ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because the Indians of California stand on a very 
different footing from those I have mentioned. As suggested by my 
friend from Illinois, the tribal relations have not been severed. They 
still maintain their tribal organization, and they have not become self- 
sustaining. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
condition? 

Mr. PERKINS. We hope to break up the tribal habits and organi- 
zation, and qualify them for theduties of citizenship. But until that is 
done the Government will have to support many of them. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why not apply the same rule to other tribes 
that is applied in California? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have just explained that the Indians in California 
In regard 


Then why put in the appropriation for Cali- 


How many others in the country arein the same 


legal power exists in the committee to make an appropriation for the | to these Indians the Government must sustain them until those habits 


Indians of the State of Mississippi as for those of California. The ed- 


ucation of the Indians of the United States is not done pursuant to 


treaty stipulations, but is a gratuity. 
Mr. CANNON. 
tion to elucidate the point of order just here. 


Let me interrupt the gentleman for a single ques- 


have been acquired. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. There are many others in the same condition. 
Mr. PERKINS. The policy of the committee has been, as far as 
practicable, to break up the tribal relations, and as soon as the Indians 
become self-supporting, as soon as they become civilized, then we al- 
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low them to depend upon themselves, 
California are not in that condition. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And that issimply the policy of the committee. 
If the Government supports them in their tribal relations only they 
never will abandon them. Mr. Chairman, as I was about to say— 
[Cries of “* Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] Do you want a vote on a point of 
order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the point of order will be insisted upon. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. AsI was saying, Mr. Chairman, the educating 
of the Indian is not by authority of treaty stipulations. It is purely 
a voluntary action on the part of the Government of the United States. 
It is merely a question of humanity, it is merely a question of public 
policy to educate these people. 

Now, if that be true, and if it be a true policy to establish a school 
in California where these people live and where they ought to be edu- 
cated, I say it is good policy, and I have been long of that opinion, to 
educate these people in the State of Mississippi. They are a remnant 
of the Choctaw tribe principally, with some Chickasaws. 

Mr. PERKINS. Wedo not appropriate a dollar for the Choctaws 
or Chickasaws for educational purposes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I know that. I have known it all the time, 
and that is what I complain of, and Iam trying to show the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr, PERKINS] that his policy is unfair and dis- 
criminating in reference to these Indian tribes —— 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In reference to a great many others as well as 
in Mississippi. If they do not appropriate for them in other States, 
there are gentlemen here who are amply able to bring the matter to 
the attention of Congress. I am bringing these people in Mississippi 
to the attention of Congress, that the Indians there have been dis- 
criminated against and treated unfairly. The tribe went across the 
river. These people chose to remain there. They had a right to re- 
main there under the treaty and under the subsequent enactments of 
law. ‘They were authorized to take lands in severalty if they wished 
to. Some of them did, and some of them made good citizens. Some 
of them are citizens of the State to-day. Some few of them became 
wealthy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to ask the gentleman whether these 
Indians about whom he is speaking, the Choctaw Indians, received a 
large judgment from the Government only ashort time ago, and whether 
apn appropriation was made fo pay them? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, and those in Mississippi did not receive a 
dollar of it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the point I want to get at. 

Mr. HOOKER. They were entitled to it, but did not receive it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, They were entitled to their share of it, but did 
not receive a dollar. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why did they not? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ido not know. I will ask the committee. It 
is, I suppose, because they have been treated unfairly from the time 
the treaty was made. They had a right to stay there, and each nead 
of a family who became a citizen of the State of Mississippi, and resided 
on bis land for five years, was entitled to a section; a half section for 
each child over ten years of age, and a quarter section for each child 
under ten. 

Mr. PERKINS, I hope we can have a ruling on this point of order. 
Let us proceed one way or the other. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What does the Chairman remark? 

The CHAIRMAN, Has the gentleman from Mississippi any further 
remarks to submit upon the point of order? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I desire to submit an observation or two fur- 
ther. I have been led away from the point of order by interruptions. 
Gentlemen want to get rid of this amendment, I have no doubt they 
want it decided and sustained, just as they have been doing all along 
this bill, for they want to make these appropriations for their favorites; 
they want to discriminate and treat these people unfairly; and when 
& man gets up on this floor to speak for them there are half a dozen 
on each side trying to force him down. I say I am a member of this 
House by authority of constituents, and I propose to speak on the point 
of order when I want to, and if you do not want to hear me, do not 
make the point of order. [Laughter.] 

Now, I was saying on the point of order that these people were en- 
titled toa part of this appropriation upon the ground with the California 
Indians, for whom an appropriation is made, Only a few of them be- 
came citizens of the State of Mississippi. Those who have become 
citizens have the right to vote. They have the right to send their 
children to the schools of Mississippi. A very few of them do. The 
others have no opportunity to have schools of their own or for them- 
selves, for they have no money, They should have the very sort of a 
school that is proposed for California, a school where these children 
could be taken and educated, If the Government is to embark in that 
enterprise why not treat all alike? 

So far as their obedience to law is concerned these people are as 


For the present the Indians of 


Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 


obedient to the law as any people I know. They are very seldom in 
the courts. They transgress the laws very seldom indeed, but they 
are to some extent nomadic, and a thriftless, worthless sort of people, 
as Indians generally are. But if they could be brought under a good 
educational system, if they could be brought to a good school and the 
younger children educated, I believe they might make useful and good 
citizens; and I say, Mr. Chairman, that if this point of order is good 
against this amendment it is good against the establishment of that 
school in California, and I want this amendment voted on and not 
ruled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk proceeds I wish 
to offer an amendment to the clause which has just been passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will receive the amendment, as the 
gentleman rose once before. The gentleman from Indiana offers the 
following amendment to the previous paragraph, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ dollars,” in line 10, page 53, the follow- 


The 


ing: 

‘Provided, That at least $375,000 of the moneys appropriated hereby shall be 
used exclusively for the care and tuitionof Indian poe industrial and day 
schools in operation under contract with the Indian Department, and which 
are not herein otherwise provided for or paid from treaty funds.” 


Mr. SHIVELY. Iask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
he is willing to accept this amendment without debate? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would say that underexisting law 
something like $570,000, according to the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, is used in this way at this time, and hence for one I 
have no objection to this. 

Mr. SHIVELY. It does not increase the appropriation for general 
school purposes. It simply involves an exercise of discretion by Con- 
gress that bas heretofore been exercised by the Indian Department. It 
sets apart and makes specific a sum of money for contract-school pur- 
poses. It preserves the status quo of these schools under contract, and 
which are not otherwise provided for in this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does it diminish the amount that shall be 
used for contract schools ? 

Mr. SHIVELY. It does not. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKDALE,. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Is it too late to make the point of order against this para- 
rraph ? : 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late, for the consideration of the para- 
graph has been progressing. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

Mr. Chairman, I do this for the purpose of saying a few words upon 
the subject of contract schools, because while general debate was being 
had gentlemen discussed this question, and called attention to the fact 
that large sums of money appropriated for the education of Indian 
children by the Government went to sectarian schools. One gentle- 
man, in discussing this matter, called attention also to the fact that 
one of the religious denominations having these schools among the 
Indians was receiving a much larger sum than other denominations 
were. In fact, that that denomination was receiving over half of the 
total amount appropriated for these schools. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a reason for this. These denomina- 
tional schools are not there by virtue of aid from the Government, 
but were there in advance of the Government, established by these 
several religious denominations as a portion of their organization to 
christianize the Indians of this country. The church that has the 
largest number of these schools is the one that has pushed its mission- 
ary work far in advance of the other churches. It established its 
schools before the other churches were established, and in greater 
numbers. 

Now, as to the number of these contractschools. There are 58 board- 
ing schools and 24 day schools, receiving a total of $570,218. The 
Catholic Church, the one to which these remarks were directed, has 37 
of these boarding schools and 14 of the day schools, while all the other 
denominations together have but 21 of the boarding schools and 10 of 
the day schools. Therefore there is no favoritism on the part of the 
Government in appropriating to pay for the education of children going 
to the schools of that church, which has the largest number of schools 
for them to attend, the sum of $303,349, against $206,869 for the schools 
of all the other denominations. Neither is there any cause for com- 
plaint on the other hand. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the fact that 
while we have had in the United States destractive Indian wars, ex- 
pensive Indian wars, wars that have carried off many of our citizens and 
destroyed a t deal of our material wealth, the Canadian Govern- 
ment on the“north of us, which has to a great extent pursued this policy 
of reaching the Indians through the civilizing influence of the church, 
has had no such wars. I do not say that this has been the only good 
feature of the Canadian Indian policy. There are other thingsin their 
treatment of their aborigines which we might well adopt. While the 
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Indians of British America far outnumber those of the United States, in 
their history we read of no such massacres at their hands; of no such 
frequent and destructive attacks upon the citizens. We find that the 
Indians under the Canadian Government have been maintaining peace- 
able and prosperous relations with that Government, and that they 
have been progressing in civilization. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman not know about the wars 
on the western border, and of the Riel rebellion ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Riel rebellion was not an Indian war. 
The Riel rebellion was led by a man whose name itself shows he was 
not an Indian. It was led by one of the desperadoes in that region of 
country who was seeking power for himself. 

Mr. LANSING. From his name he must have been an Irishman. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I donot know what he was. It was not an 
Indian war, not a tribal war; it was not a war coming from the In- 
dians in the way that those in the United States have been. 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. Oh, yes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itwas a war brought on by rebellion as against 
the Government there, instead of being an Indian war. Therefore, Mr. 
Chairman, I think the criticisms made by the gentleman against the 
appropriation of this money in such a large amount for the schools of 
this particular denomination were not well founded. I wish to add 
an extract from a letter written from the midst of our recent Indian 
troubles, which presents another striking example of the aid which 
the missionaries of the church sometimes render the Government. 

Last Sunday acrowd of savages came galloping into the mission armed to the 
teeth. I observed the armsthey carried—one hada shotgun, a Winchester rifle, 
a tomahawk, a bow and arrows and knives. They called for the Rev. Father 
Jutz (the same Jesuit who went to the Bad Lands) and wanted to know what 
was to be done to make peace. He advised them the best he knew how,and 
then asked them only why they were so savage and painted the whole heaven 


red and frightened everybody? They answered “ Because the soldiers killed 
our squaws and papooses.”’ 

We prepared a dinner for them, and although they looked horrid in their yel- 
low war paint and red blotches, we had not the least fear of them. They shook 
hands with us and said: ‘‘ Cante waste "’ (excilamations of the Indians in high 
glee). They had washed away half of their war paint. Rev. Father Jutz (not 
Jules, as the paperscalied him before) notilied General Milesimmediately. The 
general answered forthwith that the chiefs should come to the agency the next 
morning. The camp of the 7,000 Indians broke up with everything they had 
tepees, wagons, horses, dogs, and cattle; the whole train filed by our door and 
proceeded to the agency. 


The procession lasted from 7 o’clock in the morning until after 12 o'clock at 
noon without interruption. The Indians marched not singly but in closed 
ranks, filling the whole road. They had thousands of horses. Many of them 
came into the mission, but none of them without arms. They camp at present 
at the agency, surrounded by about 2,000 to 4,000 soldiers. They have to sur- 
render now. One of the conditions is to give up their arms. May God granta 
happy end of all these troubles, for such a condition is very hard for the In- 
dians, and there are 200 of them who persistently refuse to comply with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, just one word. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] will not find any word in my remarks on yes- 
terday aimed at the Catholic Church or any other. I drew no com- 
parison between the amount ofmoney going to the Catholic Church and 
that going to other churches. Theaim of my remarks was against the 
principle of the Government giving money to distinctive religious de- 
nominations. The gentleman from Ohio knows that these efforts made 
by the church are in the interest of the church; and we are aiding 
those churches in extending their borders and augmenting the number 
of their membership. 

My remarks are not of any one church more than all the others. I 
believe that under our Constitution Congress has no right to appropri- 
ate money for the support of any schools under the control of any de- 
nomination, whatever the denomination may be. The tendency is to 
create a state church, against which our Constitution speaks with no 
uncertain sound. There must not be a state church in the Republic 
of the United States of America, and we ought not to take asingle step 
in that direction. I would say that to a congregation of Catholics. I 
have many Catholics in my district. Many of them are my personal 
friends. They know my views, and I would speak to them as 1 do 
here, that the principle underlying this can not be allowed. I do not 
believe in it. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I thought that paragraph was completed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 53, line 19, amend by striking out “ $66,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
** $100,000,"" 

Mr. JOSEPH, Mr. Chairman, the object of my amendment is to 
fix the appropriation at the exact amount originally recommended by 
the Department of the Interior to be appropriated for this Indian in- 
dustrial school at Albuquerque, in the Territory of New Mexico. Gen- 
eral Morgan, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, visited this indus- 
trial school last fall and very closely examined the system and meth- 
ods adopted there for educating the Indians and instructing them 
in mechanical as well as in agricultural pursuits, and he became sat- 
isfied that this school possesses great advantages over similar institu- 
tions insome of the Eastern States. He found conditions existing there 
which, if encouraged by Congress by liberal appropriations, will not 
only result to the benefit of the Indians, but also to the advantage of 
the Government in the saving of vast sums of money which are appro- 
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priated yearly for the purpose of carrying out the benevolent object of 
civilizing and Christianizing the Indians 

Amongst those conditions he found one of the most important to be 
that the farm attached to this industrial school is of the same charac- 
terof soil as that upon which the Indians will reside when they return to 
their homes. This, in connection with the instruction which they re- 
ceive there in agricultural pursuits, is a most important consideration, 
and one which [ hope this committee will specially consider. This 
school is located within half a mile of one of the most thriving and en- 
terprising cities in our Territory, and the civilizing and Christianizing 
elements to be found there are as great as can be offered by any city in 
the Western States or Territories. 

Again, the homes of these Indians are near enough to the institution 
to enable the parents to visit their children from time to timeand note 
their progress, and that of course has a very beneficial effect upon the 
pupils. Then, too, the many churches and Sunday schools in the city 
of Albuquerque welcome these Indian pupils to their precincts, and 
exert an excellent influence uponthem. Another condition is that the 
climate there is the same as that where the homes of the Indians are 
located. All these conditionsare important and ought to beconsidered 
at this time by this committee, and I therefore hope that the appro- 
priation will be increased to the full amount recommended by the De- 
partment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not consent, as one member of the commit- 
tee, to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from New Mexico. 
Last year we appropriated for this school $46,500, and that was found 
sufficient for the purposes of the school. It is proposed now, as the 
gentleman suggests, to add to the capacity and perhaps to the useful- 
ness of this school, and to enable them to do that we have recommended 
an additional appropriation of $20,000. It is true, as the gentleman 
from New Mexico states, that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs rec- 
ommended $100,000 for this school this year, but the committee inves- 
tigated the subject and were satisfied that for the approaching vear that 
amount of money could not be used either profitably to the Indians or 
to the Government, and I think that the committee was exceedingly 
liberal to this school in recommending the additional appropriation con- 
tained in this bill. 

I hope that the amendment will not prevail for the reasons I have 
stated, and also because the adoption of such an amendment would be 
an incitement to the friends of all the other schools to ask for larger 
amounts than those which are recommended in the bill. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Joserpm; and there 
were—ayes 51, noes 69. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore appointed Mr. 
PERKINS and Mr. O’ FERRALL. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 
noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


56, 


ayes 


For support of Indian industrial school at Car:isle, Pa., at not exceeding $167 
for each pupil, for transportation of pupils to and from Carlisle school, and for 
the erection and repair of buildings, $115,000, $5,000 of which may be used in 
discharging debt on buildings, and $5,000 of this amount to be used in the erec 
tion of a new dormitory for girls, and authority is given to purchase, from the 
appropriation for this school for the fiscal year 1891, 4 acres of additional land, 
ata cost not to exceed $1,000. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
in order that we may have some explanation as to this increase of 
buildings for the school at Carlisle. 

Mr. PERKINS. We made an appropriation a year ago of $10,000 
for a new domitory for girls. The old accommodations for the girls 
were inadequate, and it turned out that the amount appropriated last 
year was not sufficient to complete the new dormitory, and hence we 
recommend $5,000 more this year to complete the work that was pro- 
vided for in the appropriation bill of last year. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then you are not extending the buildings any 
further ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not atall. This is simply to complete and put 
into condition the building that was provided for at last session. 

Mr. VAUX. Has the gentleman any reliableinformation that that 
Indian school at Carlisle is worth an additional $5,000? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it is worth a great many thousand dollars. 

Mr. VAUX. There is a difference of opinion about that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing about the manage- 
ment of the Carlisle school, and I have no criticism to make in that 
regard; but I feel that the tendency ought to be to bring these Indian 
schools nearer to the reservations, and I supposed from the reading of 
this portion of the bill that the appropriation was to be made for the 
extension of the school at Carlisle. That, I think, ought not to be 
done. I do not know what the policy of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs is upon this point, whether it is to get the schools nearer to the 
Indians or farther off, but I have no doubt as to what would be the 
correct policy. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the gentleman that all the new schools 
that have been provided for during the last three or four years have 
been established nearer to the Indians. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Iam very much gratified to hear that, and to know 
that this is not a provision for a farther extension of the school at Car- 
lisle. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the words ‘‘sixty-seven.’’ I will ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs where the pupils of these schools come from ? 

Mr. PERKINS. They come from the Dakotas, from the wild tribes 
of Oklahoma Territory, from Arizona and New Mexico-—— 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How do they get to these schools? 

Mr. PERKINS. They are brought there. 

Mr. STOCK DALE. At whose expense? 

Mr. PERKINS. For the most part at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. I will state, however, that much money is contributed by per- 
sons who are interested in the cause of Indian education. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I was surprised that the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Roarrs] did not, in his usual incisive way, pursue this 
question alittlefurther. Lam satisfied that these Indian schoolsshould 
cease to be in the East and should be established in the West, near the 
Indians, if they are to be supported by the Government at all. 

Mr, HOLMAN. On the reservations ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, onthereservations. I would liketo know 
from some gentleman who claims to understand the matter why it is 


that an Indian boy or girl isrequired to be transported from the Dakotas 
or any of the Western Territories to Pennsylvania to be educated— 
although that is a very good State and has produced some excellent 


people. [Laughter.] Why should these Indian youths be transported 
from the Far West at the expense of the Government to be educated in 
the East and then sent back at the Governmenf expense? Why not 
send them to schools in the West and save the transportation at least? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say-——— 

Mr. STOCKDALE, No, I do not want you to answer me in my 
time. Answer mein yours. [am asking these questions in good 
faith, and I shall be glad to hear the gentleman’s reply in his own 
time; he has plenty of time as chairman of the committee. 

Now, I say that the school now under consideration should not be 
enlarged or extended, but rather circumscribed, and in a very few 
years should go out of existence. If the Government is under any ob- 
ligation to keep up these expensive institutions, they should be main- 
tained upon the Indian reservations, as suggested by my friend from 
Indiana PM r. HOLMAN ], where the Indians have their homes and where 
they can enjoy equal advantages in these schools. 

Who does not know that preference, discrimination, unfairness, are 
practiced in the selection of the Indian boys and girls who are to be 
brought to Pennsylvania to be educated? How much better is it to 
be educated in Pennsylvania than in some Western State or on the 
reservation? How much better are the people in the East than the 
people of the West? Donot the people of the West know more about 
the Indiansthan the people of the East? Probably there is no one in 
the whole country adjacent to Carlisle, Pa., wuo ever saw an Indian 
in his native condition. People in the West, near whom the Indians 
live, people who have mingled with the Indians and know their habits 
and nature and wants, are better fitted to educate the Indians, and can 
discriminate better as to who should attend these industrial schools and 
who should not. Now, I would like to hear from the gentleman from 
Kansas why the expenditure upon these Indian schools should be in- 
creased. Let it come from the chairman himself. 

Mr. PERKINS, I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN ]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Kansas having kindly yielded to me, I will endeavor to answer 
some of the questions which have been propounded by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE}. 

I have visited the Indian school at Carlisle, have examined its work- 
ings carefully, have been familiar with the institution for years. It 
is situated in the center of one of the most fertile districts of Pennsyl- 
vania; and a part of its policy has been to permit these Indian boys, 
either at the conclusion of their course of instruction or during thesum- 
mer months, to take service among the farmers of that section, extend- 
ing as far east as the district which I have the honor to represent. 

A large number of these boys are every year engaged in farming in 
my district. The object of having them educated at Carlisle is that 
they may have this employment among a people who, by virtue of their 
Quaker ancestry, entertain the kindliest feeling toward the Indians and 
are ready to give them that friendly care and wise counsel which are 
characteristic of the members of that peaceful denomination. 

Knowing all the facts as I do, I have no hesitation in saying thatin 
my judgment no money is more humanely expended by the Govern- 
ment of the United States than that which is spent in support of the 
school at Carlisle. And let me say that the money appropriated by 
Congress is not all that is expended there. Benevolent, kind-hearted 
people in Philadelphia, Trenton, and elsewhere are continually adding 
to the funds which are being placed at the disposal of Captain Pratt for 
the erection of necessary buildings. While there my attention was 
directed to one fine brick building, which had been erected without 
one dollar of expense to the Government, the material having been 
purchased by private contributions, and the whole of the mechanical 
work done by these boys rescued from savagery. 


Mr, PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard in opposition to this 
amendment. I believe it was during the Forty-eighth or Forty-ninth 
Congress that the question as to the propriety of appropriating money 
to support Indian schools in the East as compared with the policy of 
providing for schools upon the reservations was agitated. I had the 
honor, I believe, to offer at that time an amendment limiting appropria- 
tions to the number of pupils then enrolled, the object in view being 
to close the Eastern schools and expend our money on the reservations 
where the Indians live. As an original policy I would stand by that 
system now. And from that time to the present not a dollar has been 
expended to enlarge the school at Hampton or the Lincoln Institute. 

But upon examination of the school at Carlisle I discovered that 
large sums of money had been donated by benevolent societies or or- 
ganizations in the Eastern States for the purpose of assisting in the 
education of these Indians. That school had grown to such propor- 
tions, had reached such popularity throughout the entire Eastern coun- 
try, that I felt it to be unjust to withdraw the Government aid and 
leave the institution without our support. 

AsI said awhile ago, I would not as an original proposition vote one 
dollar to establish any school so far from the reservations; but in this 
particular case it has appeared to be the best policy to support and en- 
courage the institution because of the generous support which has been 
given it by those who have liberally expended their private funds to 
sustain the institution and who are entitled to the gratitude of the 
whole American people for their philanthropy in this direction. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will be voted down and the appropriation 
proposed in the bill sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard a moment in re- 
gard to the policy of maintaining these Indian schools in the East, 
at points remote from the reservations. Up to this time there is no 
evidence that any benefits have resulted from this policy. As a gen- 
eral rule the children brought here from their distant homes in the 
Western country,on returning to those homes after an absence of 
four or six years, experience such a change in their condition as com- 
pared with the comforts of civilized life, that unless they are kept in 
Government employment, they relapse into a worse condition of bar- 
barism than that of those who have always remained on the reserva- 
tions. 

Our friends here have spoken of humanitarian efforts in this matter. 
It is a thing to be proud of that there is so much of humanity in our 
country, and I have no doubt of the philanthropic purposes of the gen- 
tlemen who are urging year after year the expenditure of large sums 
of money at Carlisle and Hampton, at the Lincoln Institute, and else- 
where. But I want gentlemen here to remember that in gratifying 
this philanthropic spirit of our people we are inflicting untold miseries 
on these unfortunate savages. 

By order of the House I visited, in company with some gentlemen 
now on the floor, a large number of the Indian tribes five years ago. 
While at Rosebud an old Indian woman, foot-sore and weary, came to 
the agency to see her little girl, who was there at school. The agent 
informed us that she had traveled 90 miles for this purpose. Are we 
tosuppose that the affections of such a mother are weaker than those 
of mothers more refined and civilized? They are the same, if not 
stronger. The idea of removing their children from Dakota and re- 
gions of country still farther west to these points in the East is to those 
Indian mothers simple misery. It is like taking their children away 
from them altogether, and it is one of the grounds of their trouble and 
complaint. Three things afflict the Indians more perhaps than any- 
thing else: One, that we do not carry out our contracts with them—— 

Mr. LANSING. That is the first and principal one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The next, that we take their land from them with- 
out their consent; and, third, that we take their children away from 
them, send them to schools in distant parts of the country and in many 
cases never return them. It is one of the saddest spectacles you will 
witness, gentlemen, if you ever have occasion to visit any of the tribes, 
to hear their anxious inquiries about their children at schools in the 
East, the old squaw mothers and the Indian fathers taking it for granted 
that those who come from the East are familiar with them. It is 

| touching to witness the great anxiety they exhibit to know something 
abont the little children in a distant and unknown part of the coun- 
try. They do not understand what we are doing with them. They 
can not appreciate the efforts we may make in their behalf, especially 
amongst the semicivilized tribes. It is simply untold wretchedness to 
them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, where the schools are on the agencies they are 
the very best in the country. I do not care what encomiums may be 
pronounced upon the Hampton school or the Carlisle school, you will 
find, away out on the reservations, even at the Puyallup reservation, 
on Puget Sound, as admirable schools as can be found in any part of 
the country of their class. Besides that, these schools on the reserva- 
tions do another service. Of course you can not expect to immediately 
educate the Indians in civilized ways. You can not do it at once. 
But it is done gradually where the schools are on the reservations, be- 
cause there you elevate the Indians at the same time that you educate 
their children. Both are benefited. But here in the East, instead of 
accom: this result, you educate the children and inflict un- 

e misery and wretchedness upon the parents, without, in many 
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instances, conferring any real or lasting benefit on the Indians them- 
selves. 


With regard to the schools on the reservations an interesting illust:a- 
tion occurs to my mind at this time. Outamongst the Arapahoes and 


the Cheyennes a Mennonite missionary established a school, and he | 


related a most interesting story in connection with the way the Coman- 
ches, wild, untutored Indians, would gather around the schoolhouse 
from time to time tosee theirchildren. Thechildren and parents were 
both contented, as well as benefited, by the operation of the school. 
But these schools in the East inflict wretchedness on the Indians with- 
out benefit to them. 

[Here the hammer feil. } 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the time of the 
committee but for a few moments and with no extended remarks. | 
have taken but little of the time of the House in the discussion of the 
Indian question for a number of years. But I am unwilling to allow 
the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana to pass without my most 
earnest protest, and,so far as possible, without traversing them. I do 
not believe the gentleman states the entire fact in connection with 
these schools. He may state the fact in part, but not the entire fact. 

The condition of things has changed very much since the gentleman 
from Indiana had personal experience amongst the Indians, and there- 
fore what he says of the condition then existing does not now apply. 

There has been a great advance in the sentiment of many of the In- 
dian tribes and amongst the Indian families since he made his cele- 
brated trip throughout thatcountry. Unless lam grossly misinformed 
there has been a marked improvement of the sentiment of the Indian 
parents about their children entering the schools at Carlisle and Hamp- 
ton, and I am told by agents going amongst them that for the past two 
years they have not only been willing, but in fact exceedingly anxious, 
to secure the entrance of their children in these schools. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Right here, if the gentleman will allow me to say 
it, more children are offered by the Indian parents for these schools 
than can now be accommodated. 

Mr. DORSEY. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I haveso understood. I have no doubt of the 
correctness of that statement. They have learned that their children 
are well taken care of, that they are kindly treated, that they are well 
clothed, fed, and educated, and that they are improved in every way; 
and although they love their children with the strong natural aftection 
which they feel, yet because it is for the benefit of the children they 
are willing that they shall go away and be educated. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE] asks why they 
should be brought to Carlisle or sent to Hampton? Why not educate 
them on the reservation? I answer him, Mr. Chairman, that it is be- 
cause we desire not only to educate but to civilize and christianize 
them. Livingon the reservation, where they have Christianity on one 
side and savagery or a partly savage condition of the tribes on the other, 
there is but little progress in their advancement. But bring them to 
the good old Quaker State of Pennsylvania, where you have the highest 
Christian civilization on all sides of them; it makes avast difference in 
their advancement and in the position they occupy when they are be- 
tween barbarism on one side and civilization on the other, as on the 
reservation. 

Again, in these Eastern schools they not only learn civilized habits 
and become efficient in manual training, but they are taught habits of 
industry. 

Mr, DORSEY. That is right. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Besides that, they are sent outamongst the farm- 
ers for training in that direction. Last year two hundred of the In- 
dian pupils were sent around to different families of Pennsylvania for 
the purpose of learning the habits of civilized domestic life; and, Mr. 
Chairman, they gather more of civilization in six months in a goodold 
Pennsylvania family than on the reservation in six years. 

So I enter my earnest protest against some things that have been 
said to-day, as well as some that were said a few days ago by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. Sm1rH]in regard to the barbarism of these 
people. I want to say that in my opinion there never has been a race 
from the beginning of time until now who were elevated so rapidly 
from savagery to civilization as our Indian population within the last 


fifty years. The gentleman spoke of the Apaches, who are perhaps the 


lowest of all the Indian tribes. 

Mr. DORSEY. And the worst. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And the worst, undoubtedly; but he did not tell 
about the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory, or about the 
9,000 Indians in my own State of Michigan, to-day many of them suc- 
cessful farmers and good citizens, many of them residing in my own 
district. He did not tell about the progress made among the Sioux In- 
dians since 1862, when they were on the warpath in Minnesota. 

Mr. DORSEY. Nor about the Omahas and Poncasand Winnebagoes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Nor, as my friend suggests, about the Indians 
inthe State of Nebraska, who are useful citizensand voters of that State. 

Mr. DORSEY. And vote the Republican ticket, too. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In the name of the coming civilization, in the 
name of the coming American citizenship, which is to be the final solu- 
tion of this great Indian problem, I protest against any such back- 
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sliding and back-looking as the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Smiri] 
gave us the other day. Let us set our face to the future, turn our 
thoughts in the direction of advancement and civilization, and not al- 
| low the wheels of progress to be turned back in this last decade of the 
| century. [| Applause, | 
Mr. PERKINS. I hope now we can finish this bill, and I move to 
close the debate on this paragraph and pending amendments. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to say a word on that before it is passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by making it 


t ten minutes, and 
| | wish to have two or three minutes of the ten. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas moves that all de- 
bate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Before that is put, Mr. Chairman, we ought to 


| have a little more time on this side. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by striking 
out the last paragraph, so as to limit debate to the pending amend- 
ment only. 
Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no 
amendments. 





; the motion is as to the paragraph and 

Of course if the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Srock- 

DALE] would like two or three minutes I will yieldto him. Though, 
as it is now 4 o’clock, and this is the third day we have been consider- 
ing this bill, lam ,uite anxious to complete it to-night. 

Mr. STOCK DAzE. I will be satisfied with five minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this in regard to 
several of the replies that have been made to my question, why the 
Indians should be brought away from their homes. The gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] and the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CUTCHEON] say these Indians are educated in Pennsylvania, and 
that they go out to work on farms and in families. Well, now, if we 
are going to spend $165 a year apiece for five or six years to educate 
servants for Pennsylvanians, then let us do it forall the United States. 

If we spend this money to make farm hands for Pennsylvania farm- 
ers let us have some in Mississippi and the other States of the Union. 
We can not afford to take individual children and pay $165 a year 
apiece for them and the expense of the buildings besides simply for the 
sake of making farm hands for people in Pennsylvania. The good 
effect upon the tribe was the original intention in the establishment 
and maintenance of these schools, that the young Indians educated at 
them shouid go back to their tribes and exercise a civilizing influence 
upon them. The gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. HOLMAN], who knows 
more about the Indians than any other man I have heard speak, except 
perhaps the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Rogers], has given us the 
history of the result of that. 

Now, I say, in reply to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Curcnr- 
EON ], who says that it is necessary to remove these young Indians 
away from their homes to educate them, thatif the schools are located 
on the reservations there would be barbarism on one side and civiliza- 
tion on the other side. Is it true—is it true, in the name of God, that 
civilization and Christianity are so weak that they can not face bar- 
barism, and that the Indians are so constitutionally barbarous that civ- 
ilized, Christian ladies and gentlemen in the schools on the reserva- 
tions can not teach Christianity then and there, and civilization then 
and there, without bringing the child away from his parents, away 

| from his home, and away from his reservation; that he alone shall be 
educated away from the influences of these people? If so, what be- 
| comes of all these fine stories that come to us about the civilizing and 
| christianizing effects of the common schools on the reservations? Has 
that money been wasted? I say that civilization is not that weak. 
I say that Christianity is not that weak. I say that Christianity and 
civilization put down amid barbarism will educate, will christianize, 
and civilize people, if they are capable of being christianized and civ- 
ilized. If civilization and Christianity together can not cope side by 
side with barbarism, their vitalism is weaker than our estimate has put 
itat. If Christian gentlemen and ladies—true ones, not counterfeit 
were teaching these youths among their tribes I think their conduct 
would have good effect. The Indians could see what was being done. 
| Mr. LANSING. Do not you send your children away to boarding 
school ? 
| Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Is not the gentleman from Mississippi aware that a great many 
children of people living in the South are sent North to be educated ? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Why certainly, but the Government does not 
pay their expenses, and if a man in the South does such a foolish thing 
as to send his children North to be educated it is his own business. 
The Government does not pay for it. In that case the child is not 
taken away from his tribe and people and sent away by force to be 
educated at Government expense. I have no doubt a large number of 
the people of the South, if the Government would pay the expense, 





would send their children North and have them educated; but I say 
this whole system of taking these Indian children East and educating 
them there at the expense of the Government of the United States is 
wrong if it does farnish farm hands and servants to the people of Penn- 
sylvania. I insist that the taxpayers have some right to be consid- 
ered, although one would not expect it by listening to this discussion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is not for the benefit of the 
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Pennsylvania people, but it is for the benefit of the Indian boys, to 
teach them farming. 

Mr, STOCKDALE. You pay about $4,000 to educate a boy that he 
may be put down upon a farm in Pennsylvania. I say you can buy 
them cheaper. You can get farmers in Pennsylvania cheaper than 
that; and further, by what right do you take money outof the Treasury 
to make farmers out of Indians at three to four thousand dollars a head? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The farmers of Pennsylvania are 
not benefited, but the Indian youths are benefited by being taught 
farming. If you can not see that point I can not help it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If we can not benefit the tribes, if we can not 
advance the civilization of the Indians, if we can notChristianize them, 
you have no right to expend $165 a year each for support, besides all 
the other expenses attending these establishments, upon Indian boys 
and girls that they may become farmers. It is a robbery of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want two or three minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. I just desire to say a word or two. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman, I wish to say a few words in regard 
tothis matter. I think thegentleman from Michigan (Mr. CuTCHEON] 
misapprehended me. Mysympathies are entirely with the efforts being 
made to educate the Indians. I amin favor of the appropriation of any 
necessary and reasonable amount of money out of the public Treasury 
for their education and the improvement of theircondition. But Iam 
in favor of doing it in such a way as to benefit and improve not only 
the Indian children which are to be educated, but the whole tribe of 
Indians. I wisb to ask my friendfrom Michigan aquestion. Does he 
himself know personally of a single instance of an Indian child being 
sent to Carlisle or Hampton or to the Lincoln Institution or to the 
scheols anywhere off of the Indian reservations with the consent of the 
parents and kindred? I know they gladly let their children go to the 
boarding schools which are established on their reservations, schools 
within their reach, where the mother can go from time to time to see 
her child and feel sure that it is doing well. I know all this very well. 
But do they consent that their children shall be taken beyond their 
reach or care ? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Iam assured that they are solicitous of having 
their children educated in these schools. I talked with Professor 
Standing on the subject. He came into my district last year and got 
thirty Indian children. I spoke to him about it, and he assured me 
that they were very anxious to have their children educated in these 
schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can see how that would be with the Chippewas, 
who have been within the reach of civilizing influences for many gen- 
erations; but I am speaking of these other Indians of the West, the 
Sioux and other similar tribes. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. And many of the others. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Bat you take the Sioux; you take the Indians in 
North aod South Dakota, from Devil's Lake clear down to Pine Ridge; 
you take the Apaches, who are doing the best they can to improve 
their condition, who are an industrious people, and who cultivate all 
the land capable of cultivation you have left them; you takeall these, 
all similar tribes, and I give my friend my word of honor that from 
all that could be learned by a committee of the House, less than six 
years ago, no child left the wigwam for these schools that was not 
carried away by a species of force dishonorable to our Government. 
l’ressure was brought to bear upon the father, the mother, and the 
kindred of the child by withholding their food and supplies, and by 
other oppressive methods easily exerted by an Indian agent with abso- 
lutely despotic power over the Indians under his control. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That may have been true years ago, but it is 
not true now, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was true only five years ago everywhere, and 
there certainly can be no great change since thattime. There was no 
person who testified before that committee of the House on the subject 
but who testified that when an Indian child was taken to the Eastern 
schools from the reservations it was without the consent of its parents 
and kindred, that it was not beneficial to the children, that they could 
not stand the strain of the change from these schools to the wigwam, 
and returned to savage life unless supported and backed by the Govern- 
ment in some public employment; but that if the child, after six or 
eight years at these schools, had on return to rest upon himself or her- 
self, he or she went back to a barbarism lower than that from which 
they had been taken. I assure my friend that there is a mistake about 
this, No race of people have ever been civilized in a single generation. 
Those who in fact intend well for the Indian will insist upon the edu- 
cation of the children on the reservations. There is no Indian school 
. anywhere this side of the Mississippi River that is equal to many of 
those that I have visited on the reservations, and none which have 
equaled the beneficial results of the schools on the reservations, 


Many of the schools on the reservations are superior to any east of 


the Mississippi River, and they areall through the Indian reservations 
superior to those of the East—Pennsylvania and Virginia, Carlisle, 
Hampton, and Lincolnschools. Such is my conviction afterexamining 
the results of the schools on the reservations and those in the Eastern 
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States. All these schools, both onthe reservations and in the East, are 
boarding schools. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam glad of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I for one protest in the name of humanity against 
taking these children away from their parents, from their friends and 
kindred, whose attachment for their children is just as strong as ours 
for our children, and bringing them tothe remote East to be educated; 
it falls as a living death on the parents of these children. 

In the name of humanity I protest against this misery inflicted ona 
brave race of people under a misguided idea of philanthropy. I pro- 
test against the remorseless injustice to these Indians now steadily go- 
ing on, robbing them of their lands. You are now taking from these 
Indians the best of their lands. You have already robbed them of 
their agricultural lands. Take these Apaches whom gentlemen have 
mentioned. There are four or five thousand on the San Carlos reser- 
vation, in Arizona. They have on that reservation for each family less 
than 10 acres which can be cultivated, and no body of farmers could 
produce sufficient to support them on that land. You have taken from 
all these tribes, except the five civilized tribes, the best of their land, 
and left them the very worst. Occasionally a man negotiating with 
the Indians, like Col. Isaac Stevens, of blessed memory, secured to the 
tribes under his control lands adapted to cultivation; but as a rule 
you have driven the Indians onto lands which the most skillful farm- 
ers could not make produce crops suflicient for subsistence, and then 
say, ‘* Let them work or die.”’ ‘ 

The land you have forced the Indians of the Pine Ridge agency, 
South Dakota (the scene of the late massacre of men, women, ard 
children) to receive as their portion of their once great reservation, 
solemnly guarantied to them by treaty, is almost barren of land that 
even a skillful farmer could cultivate, and when they complained of 
injustice and the bad faith of our Government, a stain is written on 
our history that no time can erase, and yet, as never before, this spoli- 
ation of these Indians goes on. 

With the history of the last few years before us of our dealings with 
these tribes, the ruthless violation of treaties, made with them when 
they were powerful, as soon as our policy had reduced them to poverty 
and wretchedness, with the spoliation of their lands now going on in 
the name of treaties which we force them by ignoble means to accept, 
how can we without blushing protest against the barbarism and inhu- 
manity of any other power towards those unfortunate peoples subject 
totheir control ? Gentlemen say these tribes have more land than they 
do or can improve, and although held under patent and great seal of 
the nation, you are seeking to take them away, and yet you confirm to 
railroad corporations by act of the present Congress 50,000,000 acres of 
land to which they have no title, legal or equitable, and which they 
will not employ in any way, but hold forspeculation! Is this human- 
ity or justice? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not agree with the conclusions of my friend 
upon many points, but am anxious to have a vote upon this amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as fo!lows: 

For annual allowance to Capt. R. H. Pratt, in charge of said school, $1,000; in 
all, $121,000, 

Mr. PERKINS. In line 9 Idesire tocorrect the footing. 
be $116,000 instead of $121,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, thatamendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: ? 

For support of Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each; enlarging and improv- 
ing buildings, necessary outbuildings, repairs, and fencing at the Indian school 
at Pierre, 8. Dak., and for pay of superintendent of said school, at $1,500 per 
annam, $35,000: Provided, That any unexpended balance of the current appro- 
priation made for the establishment and support of the Indian school at Pierre, 
S. Dak., is continued and reappropriated, not exceeding $16,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out the proviso found 
in that paragraph, as it is unnecessary. 


It should 


The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annum each; necessary buildings, 
repairs, and fencing, and irrigation at the Indian school at Santa Fé, N. Mex., 


and for pay of superintendent of said school, at $1,500 per annum, $10,000. 
Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to that para- 


graph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out “ forty thousand ”’ and inserting ‘‘ seventy-three thou- 
sand five hundred and fifty,”’ in line 15, page 55. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. JOSEPH. ~ I want to be heard on that. 
Mr. Chairnfan, the purpose of the amendment I have offered is to 
fix this appropriation at the exact amount recommended by the De- 
ent of the Interior to the committee—to appropriate the sum of 
550 for the support and maintenance of this industrial school at 
Santa Fé for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 
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| 
This school was established principally for the benefit of the Pueblo | 


Indians. These Pueblo Indians of New Mexico are direct descendants 
of the Aztecs, a race of people that represented the highest type of civ- 
ilization when Cortez landed upon Mexican soil, nearly four centuries 
ago. These people are peaceably disposed, industrious, and are ambi- 
tious to receive education. 

These Pueblo Indians were made citizens of the United States by 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1848, and do not receive rations or 


supplies from the Government. The duty of the agent in charge is | 
largely to protect these Indians from the avarice of bad men, who con- | 


stantly attempt to encroach upon their lands. The population of the 
nineteen pueblos is as follows: 

















dians should be taught to work, and arrangements have now been completed 
vy which they can receive in the Government schools instruction and training 
in all the ordinary trades and occupations, including farming, gardening, fruit- 
growing, dairying, stock-raising, the work of the curpenter, wheel wright, wagon- 
maker, blacksmith, shoemaker, harness-maker, tailor, tinsmith, broom-maker, 
and printer 

Second. The Government schools have been thoroughly systematized and 
now have acarefully graded course of study, a uniform seriesof text books, a 
| carefully prepared system of rules and regulations, and are critically super- 
| vised, It issafe to say that in most if not all of these particulars the Govern- 
| ment schools are superior to the ordinary contract school 

rhird, The teachers in the Government schools are selected with great care, 
and special stress islaid upon their ability to speak the English language with 
correctness and fluency in order that the Indians who are trained by them shall 
be able to use the English language atall times with ease 

Fourth. Special attention is paid in the Government schools to the inculea- 
tion of patriotism. The Indian pupils are taught that they are Americans, that 








oo the Government is their friend, that the flagistheir flag, that the one great duty 
Pueblos. Number.| Pueblos. Number. | resting upon them is loyalty tothe Government, and thus the foundation is laid 
a ee = i. for perpetual peace between the Indian tribes in this country and the white 
people. Over every Government schoolhouse floats the American flag, and in 
ED til einen dewaninanteid 8, 278 San POMS ... ccc sccveres aie 554 | every Government school thereare appropriate exercises celebrating Washing 
—====/|| San Ildefonso .... 148 | ton’s birthday, the Fourth of July, and other national holidays, 
Aa ciictesins sdkencieve ove tockunedtins | Be a ican sadonsentotensece 406 Fifth. The utmost pains are taken in the Government schools to inculcate in 
IE cscauessendnewssey meres esavnetcon 268 | Santa Ana ere teeeeeaeceneee] 253 | the minds of the Indian pnpils the broadest principles of morality, honesty, in 
TIsleta .... 1,059 || Santa Clara ............ aaa 225 | tegrity, truthfulness, fidelity to duty, respect for the rights of others, ete., inno 
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These Indians will soon be called upon to assume the great respon- 
sibilities of American citizenship, and this Government ought in justice 
to its humane policy afford these Indians the facilities for education, 
that they may become good and useful citizens. 

Since the institution was established about fifty genuine Geronimo 
Apaches from the San Carlos reservation in Arizona have been sent 
to this industrial school at Santa Fé, thereby filling it to overflowing, so 
that the Peublo Indians or their children are practically denied an op- 
portunity to receive an education at the expense of the Government, 
and in order to increase the facilities at that school this increased ap- 
propriation is asked for by the superintendent, aud I hope that the 
committee will not object to granting it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will not 
prevail. Last year we gave $25,000 for this school, and this year we 
propose by this bill to give $40,000, and the gentleman from New 
Mexico [Mr. JosEPH] will verify my statement that as yet they have 
not been able to utilize all the accommodations already provided. 
Therefore the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Mexico 
is entirely unnecessary, and I hope it will be rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAYysoN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLAtt, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
4411) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Company of Vir- 
ginia and the Washington and Cumberland Railroad Company of 
Maryland to extend their respective lines of road into ard within the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; in which concurrence 
was requested. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For support of Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each; necessary outbuild- 


ings, repairs at the Indian school at Lawrence, Kans., and for pay of superin- 
tendent of said school, at $2,000 per annum, $100,000. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the word ‘‘out,’’ before | 


‘*buildings,’’ in line 14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of pupils at $175 per annum each, erection of buildings, purchase 
of lands, not to exceed $4,000, and pay of superintendent at Phenix, Ariz., 
at $1,800, $50,000, 

Mr. PERKINS. I move toinsert after the word ‘‘lands’”’ the words 
‘*or improvements,’ and also in the same line to amend by changing 
**four’’ to ‘‘six,’’ so as to make the provision there read ‘‘ not to ex- 
ceed $6,000.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. e 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move to strike out the last 
word. I do this for the purpose of asking unanimous consent to 
have printed in the REcoRD, without reading, a communication which 
I have received from a gentleman of large experience in connection 
with Indian schools. 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 

The entire work of educating the rising generation of Indians under the care 
of the nation asits wards should be done in the Government schools. Among 
the reasons which may be urged for this are the following : 

First. These schools are better equipped for the work than any private or 
mission schools, and can consequently give to their pupils a broader training, 
and thus more quickly and successfully prepare them fortheir work. This ises- 


jally true with regard to the facilities for affording industrial training. It 
of the highest importance for the interesis of all concerned that the In- 








each other. This is particularly helpful in destroying the false notion which 
| so largely prevails among the Indians as to the inferiority of the women. In- 
| dian boys who are educated in the same schools with Indian girls, and who are 
| often surpassed by them in their studies, come to have such a respect for them 
as will insure to the Indian women in the future a fuller recognition of their 
rights and a greater respect for their womanhood 

Seventh, The teachers employed in the Government schools are, in many in 
stances, married men, with their families. The Indian pupils have thus before 
them constantly an example of an intelligent American family, and they thus 
unconsciously imbibe those ideas of the sanctity and sweetness of home which 
will go very far towards destroying the false notions now obtaining among the 
Indian tribes regarding polygamy, hasty marriage, easy divorce, and social 
impurity. 

Eighth, The Government schools are modeled after the public schools, and 
} the Indians pupils who are educated in them are prepared to understand the 
workings of the Government schools, passing easily from the Government In- 
dian schools into the public white schools as opportunity offers. Those edu- 
cated in these schools will be prepared, as they become citizens of the United 
| States, to understand and appreciate the value of the public school and will 
seek to establish and maintain such for their own children The Indians will 
thus be brought into close sympathetic relationship with one of the greatest 
American institutions. 

Ninth. In all the large Government training schools there is a blending to- 
gether of many tribes. There are to-day more than forty tribes represented at 
Carlisle. By bringing representatives of these various bodies of Indians together 
they learn to respect and love each other, and there is thus broken down those 
tribal animosities and jealousies which have been in the past productive of so 
much harm and a fruitful source of so much trouble both tothe Indians and 
the nation, 

Tenth. Finally, the Government schools all being modeled on the same plan 
and administered in the same spirit, the thousands of Indian pupils who are 
educated in them have for each othera fellowship that will in a few years result 
in bringing about homogeneity among all the various Indian tribes and render 
future strifes between tribes and wars between the Indians and United States 
entirely improbable, if not impossible. 

For these and other reasons it is wise that provision should be made at an 
early day by the Government for the education in its own sehools of all availa- 
ble Indian pupils of school age. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annum each; necessary outbuild- 
ings, repairs, and fencing at the Indian school at Salem, Oregon (formerly Forest 


Grove school), and for pay of the superintendent of said school, at $2,000 ~e 
} annum, $4,500 


Mr. HERMANN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 16, page 58, amend as follows 
“For the education and support of fifty children at the Miss Kate Drexel 
school, at Umatilla Indian reservation, in Oregon, $6,000,’ 








Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, we are now using of this appro- 
priation almost $600,000 for these contract schools, and as a committee 
we did not believe it wise to specify by name any additional schools. 
I hope the amendment of my friend will not prevail. If this school 
| is equipped and prepared to take these Indian children, undoubtedly 
it can obtain aid through the Indian Office without being named or 
specially provided for in the bill, and I must make the point of order 
against the amendment. 
Mr. HERMANN. I will content myself with asking the chairman 
of the committee one or two questions. First, Idesireto know whether 
| it will be within the province of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or 
io the Secretary of the Interior, to distribute a portion of the fund 
| which is now provided for to this school, if, from the facts laid before 
him, he shall find it proper to do so, 
Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that. He is now using 
} $570,000 in the very manner suggested by the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask the gentleman a second question. I 
will ask him why it is, then, that specific mention is made in the bill 
of other schools, as, for example, the St. Ignatius Mission school on the 
Jocko reservation in Montana, the St. Boniface industrial school at 
Banning, Cal., and others ? 

Mr. PERKINS. They were named in former bills before we began 
appropriating so much in gross for this purpose; but this year the 
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committee refused to name one single additional school, because we 
thought we ought not tu extend the practice any further. 

Mr. HERMANN. One additional question; and that is whether, as 
he understands the policy of the Indian Bureau at the present time, 
it is their intention or their practice to assist any new schools, or do 
they confine their aid to schools which have been continuously in op- 
eration for a number of years past ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatis with the Commissionerof Indian Affairs, to- 
gether with the Superintendent of Indian Education, and wherever 
they find that this money can be used to good advantage in the cause, 
it may be so used within the limits of the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Kansas makes the point of order against this amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, [ think that probably the gentleman from 
Oregon will not insist upon the amendment in view of what I have 
stated, 

Mr. HERMANN. With the assurance of the distinguished chair- 
man of the Indian Committee that it is within the authority of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior to ex- 
tend aid to this particular school, which now, by the generosity and 
munificence of Miss Kate Drexel, has been in existence for several years 
past and is doing a wonderful amount of gool—with that assurance, 
and hoping the Department will give this school the assistance which 
it so much merits, [ shall withdraw the amendment. 

As I have just said, this very successful school has been established 
on the Umatilla Indian reservation, in Oregon, by the munificent char- 
ity of Miss Kate Drexel. The school is now in progress, over sixty 
children being now educated there by the Sisters. The children are 
devotedly attached to these teachers, and the Indian parents of these 
children not only feel well satisfied, but, I am informed, heartily desire 
the continuance of the present system under the Sisters. It has been 
shown to the Department that this school has worked in harmony with 
the Government school, and has indeed aided in stimulating other 
Indians to patronize the Government school, since they have been con- 
vinced of the value in general of edueation. A large preponderance of 
the Indians on this reservation are of the Catholic faith; many of the 
children are very young in years, and to those of them who reside at a 
distance from the Government school their attendance at that school 
is rendered impossible, 

it may also be said that the Government school is already so over- 
crowded with pupils that another school isanecessity. Iam advised by 
Archbishop William H. Gross, of Oregon, that the United States Indian 
agent himself highly commends the excellent system and good results 
of the Drexel school on the reservation. Archbishop Gross himself 
strongly recommends this appropriation. I have great confidence in 
the recommendation of the eminent divine Archbishop Gross, who 
has done much for the advancement of the Indians of the Pacific coast. 
He has dedicated the best years of his active life to the subject of edu- 
cation, and has given the Indian problem as much practical thought as 
any authority upon this question. The object of the Government is 
to obtain results in this matterof Indian education. Contract schools 
have been for years encouraged on other reservations, as they are at 
present; and indeed I may say that, previous to the last Administra- 
tion, special appropriations were made for a contract school on the Uma- 
tilla, but during the early part of that Administration this support was 
withdrawn, to the regret of the larger body of these reservation In- 
dians., 

There is no doubt of the good results from this school. Then why 
not encourage it? No more children can now be taken by the school 
because of the inadequacy of the Drexel contribution. Every consid- 
eration should prompt us to give aid to this school on the same prin- 
ciple as that applied to the St. Ignatius Mission school on the Jocko 
reservation, in Montana, St. Boniface’s industrial school at Banning, 
in California, the Holy Family Indian school at Blackfoot agency, in 
Montana, St. Joseph’s normal school at Rensselaer, Ind., St. Paul’s 
industrial school, at Clontarf, Minn., and other schools in the nation 
which are doing a splendid work among the Indians. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For collecting and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, and 
also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools, and 
placing of them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and control 
of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified to give such 


pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangements in which 


their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for their labor, 
$40,000. 
$40,000, 


Mr. DORSEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 25, page 58, insert the following: 

“And itis provided that peers in any of the foregoing provisions shall be 
construed asa direction thatall Indians must follow agriculture for a living, 
bat the Indian, like the white man, shall be left free to choose, either on or off 
the reservation, such lawful trade, profession, or pursuit as he mayselect."’ 


Mr. DORSEY. I hope my friend the chairman of the committee 
{Mr. Perkins] will accept this amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I see no objection to it. 

Mr, CANNON. I make a point of order on the amendment; and I 
do so for the reason that under this provision any of the Indians, Sioux 


Se 


or others, in peace or war, could at their pleasure go off the reserva- 
tions to which they are at present confined by law 

Mr. DORSEY. I think if the gentleman understood the provision 
he would not object to it. ’ ; 

Mr. CANNON. We have already put legislation on this bill ad in- 
finitum. Let us stop now and confine ourselves to passing the appro- 
priations, 

Mr. DORSEY. I must insist on the amendment, unless the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. PERKINS] gays that the committee object 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). 
to sustain the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thatin the expenditure of money appropriated for any of the purposes of edu- 
cation of Indian children, those children of Indians who have taken lands ip 
severalty underany existing law shall not, by reason thereof, be excluded from 
the benefits of such appropriation. 

Mr. McCORD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 5, page 59, the following: 

‘Provided, Thatno contract for the education of Indian youths shall be award- 
ed to any sectarian or exclusively religious denomination or society.” 

Mr. TRACEY. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, subject to the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, is hereby authorized and directed to make and enforce 
by proper means such rules ard regulations as will secure the attendance of 
Indian children of suitable age and health at theschools established and main- 
tained for their benefit. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by inserting before the word 
**schools,’’ in line 10, page 59, the word ‘‘reservation.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move further to amend by inserting after the 
paragraph last read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the expenditure of the money appropriated for school purposes in this 
act shal! be at all times underthe supervision and direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and in all respects in conformity with such conditions, rules, and 
regulations as to the conduct and methods of instruction and expenditure of 
money as may from time to time be preseribed by him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For trust-fund interest due Iowas, $3,520. 


Mr. PERKINS. Imove to amend the clause just read by striking 
out ‘*520”’ and inserting **280;’’ so as to read: ‘* $3,280.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For trust-fund interest due Delaware general fund for fiscal years 1889 and 
1890, $4,130. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out in the clause just 
read the words “for fiscal years 1889 and 1890.’’ Those words have 
been printed in this bill by mistake. 

The amendment fvas agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 3. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are herein 
made exceeding in the aggregate in value at any one time shall be made 
without first giving at least three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, ex- 
cept in cases of exigency, when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, who shall make official record of the facts constituting the exigency and 
shall report the same to Congress at its next session, he may direct that pur- 
chases may be made in open market in amount not exceeding $3,000 at any one 
purchase: Provided, That funds herein and heretofore appropriated for con- 
struction of ditches and other works for irrigating may, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior, be expended in open market: Provided further, 
That purchase in open market may made from Indians under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior: And further, That the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized, for the period of thirty days after the approval of 
this act, to purchase in open market supplies necessary for the Indian service, 
until contracts are executed and approved and contractors have had time to 
deliver supplies to the several agencies, to an amount not exceeding $10,000 at 
any one time, a special report thereof to be made to Congress at its next session. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out the last proviso 
in the paragraph just read. That proviso was incorporated in the bill 
of last year because the necessity for it then existed. But that neces- 
sity does not now exist; hence I make this motion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That so much of the appropriations herein made as may be required 
to pay for goods and supplies, for expenses incident to their purchase, and for 
transportation of the same, for the year ending June 30, 1892, shall be immedi- 
ately available; but no such goodsor 7 shall be distributed or delivered 
to any of said Indians prior to July 1, 1891. (And hereafter the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs is authorized to advertise in the spring of each year for bids, 
and enter into contracts, subject to the approvai of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, for goods and supplies for the Indian service uired for the ensuing 
fiscal year, notwithstanding the fact that the appropriations for such fiscal 
year have a made a _— ee mane es 
the basis of the appropr ‘or ing year: An idex 
Surther, That these contracts shall contain a clause that no deliveries shall be 
made under the 4ime, and no liability attach to the United States in conse- 


The Chair is obliged 


uence of such execution, if Congress to make an ap iation for the 
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aggregate, to supply any subsistence deficiency that may occur: Provided, how- 
ever, That funds appropriated to fulfill treaty obligations shall not be so used: 
And provided further, That any diversions which shall be made under author- 


ity of this section shall be reported in detail, and the reason therefor, to Con- | 


gress at the session of Congress next succeeding such diversion: And provided 
Jurther, That the Secretary of the Interior, under the direction of the President, 
may use any sums appropriated in this act for subsistence, and not absolutely 
necessary for that purpose, for the purchase of stock cattle for the benefit of the 
tribe for which such eee is made, or for the assistance of such Indians 
to become farmers, and in aiding such Indians as have taken allotments to build 
houses and other buildings for residence or improvements of such allotments, 


and shall report to Congress, at its next session thereafter, an account of his 
action under this provision. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. I observe that the fund here appropriated for 
the fiscal year 1892 is made immediately available. Why is that? 


Mr. PERKINS. Only a certain portion of this fund is made immedi- | 
ately available. The object is that the work of preparation may be | 


expedited. These appropriations under the ordinary terms of the bill 
do not become available until the Ist of July; but if the Department 
is compelled to wait until that time before advertising for contracts, 
etc., the goods and annuities can not be furnished to the Indians until 


it is so late in the season that they suffer for want of them. This is | 


one thing of which the Sioux have complained. The object of the 


clause to which the gentleman has referred is to avoid that difficulty. | 


The Clerk read the last paragraph of the bill, as follows: 


Sec, 7. That at any of the Indian reservations where there is now on hand 
Government property not required for the use and benefit of the Indians at said 
reservation the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to move such 
property to other Indian reservations where it may be required, or to sel! it 
and apply the proceeds of the same in the purchase of such articles as may be 
needed for the use of the Indians for whom said property was purchased; ahd 


he shall make report of his action hereunder to the next session of Congress 
thereafter. 


Mr. CARTER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


_ After the word “thereafter,” in line L4, page 64 of the bill, insert the follow- 
ing: 

Whereas J. Clifford Richardson, Charles M. Dole, and Rockwell J. Flint, duly 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 8th day 
of December, 1890, conclude an agreement with the Crow tribe of Indians, in 
Montana, which said agreement is in words and figures as foliows, to wit: 

We the undersigned adult male Indians of the Crow tribe, now residing on 
the Crow Indian reservation,in the State of Montana, do, this Sth day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1890, hereby agree to dispose of and seli to the Governmentof the 
United States, for certain considerations hereinafter mentioned, all that portion 
of the Crow Indian reservation, in the State of Montana, lying west and south 
of the following lines, to wit: 

Beginning in the midchannel of the Yellowstone River, at a point which is 
the northwest corner of section No. 36, township No. 2 north, of range 27 east, 
of the principal meridian of Montana; thence running in asouthwesterly direc- 
tion, following the top of the natural divide between the waters flowing into 
the Yellowstone and Clarke’s Fork Rivers upon the west and those flowing 





into Pryor Creek and West Pryor Creek on the east, to the base of West Pryor 
Mountain; thence due south and up the north slope of said Pryor Mountain 
on a true meridian line to a point 15 miles duc north from the established line 
between Montana and Wyoming; thence in a due easterly course on a parallel 
of latitude to a point where it intersects the midchannel of the Big Horn River, 
thence following up the midchannel of said river to a point where it crosses 
the Montana and Wyoming State line. 

That in consideration of the cession of territory herein made by us as indi- 
vidual Indians and heads of families of the Crow tribe to the Government of | 
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the United States, the said Government of the United States, in addition to the | 39, inclusive, said signatures contains d on pages numbered from 10 to 24, in 


annuities and sums for provisions and clothing stipulated and provided for in 
existing treaties and laws, hereby agrees to pay the sum of $946,000, lawful 
money of the United States, in the manner hereinafter described : 

First. That of the above-named sum there is hereby appropriated and set 
apart $200,000 to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior in the building of dams, canals, ditches, and laterals for the purposes of 
irrigation in the valleys of the Big Hornand the Little Big Horn Rivers and on 
Pryor Creek and such other streams as the Secretary of the Interior may deem 
proper: Provided, That notto exceed $50,000 shall be expended annually in per- 
formingthis work: And provided further, Thatthe superintendent in charge of | 
said works shall, in the employment of laborers, be required to give preference 
to such Iadians of the Crow tribe asare competent and willing to work at the 
averaage wages paid to common laborers for the same kind of work, and the 
labor so employed shal! be paid in cash. 

Second. That the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated and set apart as an 
irrigating fund, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior forthe maintenance and management ofthe system ofirrigation provided 
for in this agreement. 

Third, That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby oan and set apart, to be expended under the direetion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, for the construction of three grist mills, to be located, 
one on Pryor Creek, one on the Big Horn, and one on the Little Big Horn River 
at such points as the Indian agent may deem convenient and practicable and at 
such times as the needs of the Indians may require. 

Fourth. That the sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated and setapart to be ex- 
pended in the construction and maintenance of a sub-Indian depot, to be lo- 
eated on Pryor Creek, provided that the Secretary of the Interior shall deem it 
advisable to establish such depot on the reservation; otherwise the amount 

erein appropriated shall, at the expiration of two years from the date of this 
agreement, be placed in the fund provided for by section 9 of this agreement. 

Fifth, That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior 
in the building of schoolhouses at such points on the reservation, and at such 
times as the Indians may require, and upon the recommendation of the Indian 


nt. 

Sixth. That the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated and set aside as a fund 
to be expended under the direetion of the Secretary of the Interior in repairing 
and improving the houses of the Indians now erected on the reservation, and 
to make them as far as possible warm and comfortable dwellings. 

Seventh. That the sum of $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for the construction and equipment of three blacksmith 
shops, to be located at such places upon the reservation, and to be built at such 
times as the Indian agent may recommend, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Eighth. That the sum of $552,000 is hereby appropriated and set aside as an 
annuity fund, to be distributed as follows: aos of the Crow tribe, male 
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and female, shall receive an annual annuity of $12 in cash for the period of 
twenty years from the date of this agreement. Said annuity to be paid semi 
annually, in accordance with such rulesand regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe. 
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Ninth. That the sum of $46,000 is hereby appropriated and set aside, to be ex- 
pended by the Indianagent, underthe direction of the Secretary of the Interior 
in the purchase of cattle from time to time as may be deemed advisable; the 
cattle so purchased to form a herd to be held in nmon by the Crow tribe 
All cattle sold from said herd shall be paid for in cash, and the net proceeds of 
such sale shall constitute a fund to be known as the Cr rd fund. When 
said fund shall exceed the sum of $15,000, it shall be the dut f the Indian 
agent, and he is hereby required, to apportion to each Indian entitled to thean 
nua iuity provided for in section 8 the sum of Ni, to be paid in cash, under 
such rules and regulat 3as the Secretary of the I * 

Penth. That when each object for which a s} on s been 
made in this agreement shall have been fully carrie . then 
the balan i y ~ appropriation shall i to ex 
pended for at ‘fit of the ¢ vy tribe in such manner as the Sect ry h 
Interior may dete ine 

Eleventh. That all lands upon that portion of the reservation to be! 
ceded which, prior to the date this agreement, have been a tted i v 
ilty to Indians of the Crow t shali be retained and enjoyed by t 
vided, however, Thatsuch Indians shall ! the rightat any time w 
years to surrender his or her a l l : w allotment with t 
retained reservation upon the sank und co tions as were prescribed 
in selecting the first allotment. 

It is f ier provided, That every Indian w shall surrend un allot 

| within the time specified, that has improvements upon it, shall | 
provements made for him upon the new allotment, and for this I i 
sum of $5,000, or so much of it as may be necessary, is hereby appropriat und 
set apart. 

C'welfth. [tis further provided, in accordat vith the prov mn fA 
VI of the treaty of May 7, A. D. 1868, that this cession of lands shall not b« 

| strued to deprive, without his or her consent, any individual Indian of the Crow 
| tribe of his or her right to any tract of land sele« iby him or her in cor 
ity with said treaty, or as provided by the agreement approved by Con 
April 11, A.D. 1882; and itis further provided that in ratifying this agreem< 
the Congress of the United States shall cause all such lands to be surveyed and 
certificates duly issued forthe same to said Indians, as provided in the treaty 
of May 7, 1868, before said ceded portion of the reservation shall bs opened f 
settiement, 
hirteenth. It is a condition of this agreement that it shall not be binding 
upon either party until ratifled by the Congress of the United States, and when 
so ratified that said cession of lands so acquired by the United States shall 1 


ened for settlement until the boundary lines as set forth and descr i 


in this agreement have been surveyed and definitely marked by suitable per 


mane 


l 
nt monuments, erected every half mile, wherever practicable, along th 


entire length of said boundary line. 

Fourteenth. That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be n« gary 
is hereby appropriated and set apart to pay the expenses of twelve Crow chiefs 
and one interpreter to visit the President of the United States at Washington, 


to consult with him for the benefit of the Crow tribe, at such time asthe l’resi 
dent may determine, within one year from the date of this agreement 
Fifteenth. That all existing provisions of the treaty of May 7, A. D. 1868, and 
the agreement approved by act of Congress dated April 11, 1882, shall continue 
in force. 
Done at Crow agency, Montana, this 8th day of December, A. D. 1899 


J. CLIFFORD RICHARDSON, 
Cc. M. DOLE, 
R. J. FLINT, 


Commissioners to the Crow Indi 


Crow AGeEency, Mont., December &, 189 


I certify on honor that Iexplained the nature of the above agreement ortreaty 


to allt 
dersta 


he Indians who have signed their names thereto, and that they fully un 
nd all the conditions and provisions therein contained, and that I have 


witnessed each and every signature of the Indians thereto, from No. 1 to No, 


elusive. (Original agreement. 


HENRY KEISER, 


Interpreter to Commissioners, 


Witnesses 


Tames H, Cisyey 

J. CLIFFORD. 
1, Carl Lieder. 
2. Old Dog, his x mark (Kahdeas Behear 
3. Medicine Crow, his x mark (Peritse Makpah 
1. Two Leggins, his x mark (Esots Noopis 
5. Spotted Nose, his x mark (Echote Kukish). 
6. Bell Rock, his x mark (Mea Talmash). 
7. Bull Nose, his x mark (Chedup Ahpesh). 
8. Bobtail Crow, his x mark (Pentse Oakashes 

9. Tom Balls, his x mark (Ashka Shoopts), 

, Cut the Bear Ear, his x mark (Dakpitsa Upa Preskase 

ll. Three Wolves, his x mark (Chate Nahmis), 

2. Bear Wolf, his x mark (Chate Dakptsa). 

13. Iron Fork, his x mark (Oomut Kawish), 

14. Little Bear, his x mark (Dakpitsa Eacot). 

15. Has Plenty Things, his x mark (Bea Ahoos!l 

16. Big Ox, his x mark (Beshea Eshash 

17. Crazy Sister-in-law, his x mark (Oonka Manakish), 

18. Smokes, his x mark (Opish), 

19. Big Neck, his x mark (Oppa Hishes), 

0, Medicine Wolf, his x mark (Chate Makposh), 

1. Good Luck, his x mark (Muhin Dies). 

2. Stands ona Cloud, his x mark (Ahpahka Edan). 

3. Arapahoe, his x mark (Arapaho). 

1. Wrinkle Face, his x mark (Esa Kupsa). 

2. Big Snake, his x mark (Eakesa Esash), 

26. Mountain Pocket, his x mark (Ohwakkoun Ikpush). 

27. Enemy Hunter, his x mark (Ushwike Chunst), 

28. Plenty Coos, his x mark (Arachea Ahoos). 

29. Plenty Eagle, his x mark (Dake Ichis). 

30. Knows the Antelope, his x mark (Ouka Heahsas), 

31. Two Bears, his x mark (Dakpetsa Noopis 

32, Crazy Head, his x mark (Ashna Mahmaks). 

33. Shell on the Neck, his x mark (Monnekeda Ahpish). 

34. Alligator Stands Up, his x mark (Bedooksa Edan). 

35. Big Hair, his x mark (Eehu Esash). 

36. Round Face, his x mark (Esa Papusha). 

37. Bear Comes From Below, his x mark (Dapitsa Barook Iahosh), 

38. Leads the Wolf, his x mark (Chate Naksish), 

39. Old Snake, his x mark (Esash Kahdeas). 

40. Pretty Grass, his x mark (Becheas Ichis). 
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41. 
', One Star, his x mark (Eka Abhratecat). 
3. Coons His Foot, bis x mark (Esche Akooish). 


64 

. 
66, 
67, 
Os 
69 


70 








Walks Above, bis x mark (Mahka Neemish). 


Yellow Weasei, his x mark (Oota Shuders). 
Crane in the Sky, his x mark (Appit Maks). 
Hunts his Enemy, his x mark (Eschate Chedish). 
ltuns the Wolf, his x mark (Chate Ekmuse). 
White Bear, his x mark (Dakpitea Cheis 

Antelope Cap, his x mark (Ooka Ekupsa). 

Little Waist, his x mark (Halup Eakoates). 
Dancing Woman, his x mark (Mea Dishutsesh). 
Mountain Chief, his x mark (Ahwakoe Muschisu), 
His Medicine, his x mark (Ee Makpah). 
Medicine Tail, his x mark (Chus Makpah), 


. Sport, his x mark (Baa Itsut), 
. Wet, his x mark (Ahkitse). 


Coons his Fall, his x mark (Eseah Koosch), 


. Left Hand, his x mark (Edushesta), 
. White Bull, his x mark (Chies Chedupa), 
. Shows his Lance, his x mark (Akasha Abses). 


Little Nest, his x mark (Ichesa Eakkats). 

Old Coyote, his x mark (Wutta Kahdeas). 

sig Nose, his x mark (Appea Easah). 

Bull that Raises Up, his x mark (Chedup Mapohaish). 
Bird Hat, his x mark (Echupa Lagaks). 

Knows where he Walks, his x mark (Uhmua Heaksas). 
trong Legs, his x mark (Esaw Dutchsooch). 

Goes in a Day, his x mark (Wahpah Deis). 

Gets Down, his x mark (Ekoopis). 

Black oot, his x mark (Kalminess). 

Spotted Face, his x mark (Esa Cachur). 


. Sitting Elk, his x mark ( Echelgash-amache), 
3. Bear's Tale, his x mark ( Dapsitsa Cheisa), 


Old Elk, his x mark (Echyas* Kahdeas). 


. Rune Himeelf, his x mark (Erwet Wasaish 

. Bird Turns his Head, his x mark (Lagak Esa Basash) 
. Spotted Rabbit, his x mark (Eishe Hukish), 

. Gray Bull, his x mark (Chis Chedupa), 

. Goes on it Good, his x mark 


Ahkatah Deistses). 
Push, his x mark (Pahts 

Old Tobacco, his x mark (Opa Kahdeas), 

Three Bears, his x mark (Dahpitsa Nehmuis), 


. Walking Bear, his x mark (Kakpitsa Kreanhiss), 
. Old Rock, his x mark (Meah Kahdeas). 


Fights, his x mark (Buttseah). 


3. Cut Lip, his x mark (Eah Chistpush). 
. The Nose, his x mark (E, Budush), 


Bird’s Head, his x mark (Layah Eatesush). 

Scolds the Ke r, his x mark (Dakpitsa Bahnatea). 
Well Known Bull, his x mark (Chedup Heahsas). 
Fiat Mouth, his x mark (Comah Haps). 


2. Bear that Lays Down, his x mark (Dakpatsa Hoopish). 


Conley, his x mark (Shesshies). 
Rock Chief, his x mark (Mea Machatsen). 


. Goes in a Crowd, his x mark (Hara Wahness). 
. Bad, his x mark (Knowus), 


llorse, his x mark (Budish). 
Knows the Ground, his x mark (Ahma Echet). 


. The Light, his x mark (Sahsis). 

. Big Sky, his x mark (Ohwake Esash). 

. Stands on the Bull, his x mark (Chedup Ahka Emashe), 
. Knows a Bird, his x mark (Lagah Ahsash), 


Strikes on top of the Head, his x mark (Ishishala Diches). 
Half White, his x mark (Chusah Cheis). 

Spaniard, his x mark (Spiola), 

Takes it Himself, his x mark (Itutsduache), 


. Yellow Iron, his x mark (Oohmut Shudees), 
. His Medicine is Strong, his x mark (Mahpsah Botsets), 


No Shin Bone, his x mark (Itsoop Data), 


. The Bird, his x mark (Layaks). 


Hunts, his x mark (Chudest), 
Bird all over the Ground, his x mark (Awakin Lagaks), 


. Talks Everything, his x mark (Muk Cheis). 


Takes a Horse, his x mark (Eshun Doosche). 
Looks at the Ground, his x mark (Alma Echias). 
Knows his Coos, his x mark (Ahck Chia Akuse). 


. Red Hat, his x mark (Ekapa Hishes). 


White Man Runs Him, his x mark (Miasta Shide Karoose). 
Bad Bear, his x mark (Dakpisa Kowess). 


. Snout Mouth, his x mark (Echu Keis). 


Grosventre Horse, his x mark (Ahwahka Echete). 


. Plenty Butterflies, his x mark (Minnash Ahoos). 


Bird in the Ground, his x mark (Ahwasnun Lagaks). 


. Outside, his x mark (Ohmara). 
. Old Bear, his x mark (Dakpitsa Kahdeas). 


Does it Himself, his x mark (Ehtuts Bahreas). 
Covers His Face, his x mark (Eseah Kooch). 
Medicine, his x mark (Mahkpask). 


. One Goose, his x mark (Menaahwakot). 


Spy on Camp, his x mark (Ahsea Utse Kush). 


. Big Shoulder Blade, his x mark (Atlap @sash), 
. Bird Shirt, his x mark (Lagak Elashdist), 
. Plain Owl, his x mark (Popuea Heaseas). 


Goes to other Ground, his x mark (Ahmehat Koshtak), 
His Breath, his x mark (Ehmeahis). 


. Nose High Up, his x mark (Ahpa Maks). 

. The Calf, his x mark (Nahkup Kots) 

. The Meat, his x mark (Edhu Kish), 

. Strong Will Known, his x mark (Ahra Batsats Hoosas). 
. The Bread, his x mark (Mahkawus). 

. Fall Mouth, his x mark (FE. O. Miss). 

. He Knows, his x mark (Ekieiss). 


The Other Gun, his x mark (Istuka Ehaus). 


. Shows as he Goes, his x mark (Ahsimiss), 
5. The Lazy Wolf, his x mark (Chate Mahmakah). 


Knows his Coos, his x mark (Aluk Chea Akuse), 


. He Says, his x mark (Echoise). 
*. Looks with his Ears, his x mark (Ahpa Emi Ekash), 
. Rock, his x mark (Mea). 


Turns Back, his x mark (Eche Esishes). 


. High Hat, his x mark (Kehupa Maks). 

. The Rank, his x mark (Ahmnies), 

. Plenty Stars, his x mark (Eahkots Ohoos). 
. Big Wind, his x mark (Hootschea Estsh). 


The Rivers, his x mark (Ahshis), 
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154. 
157. 
158. 
159. 
160. 
161. 
162. 
163. 
164. 
165. 
166, 
167. 
168. 
169. 
170. 
171. 


. Calf that Strays, his x mark a Nakus), 
8s). 


7. The fly, his x mark (Mah 
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Stray Horse, his x mark (Aksahratesh). 

Three Irons, his x mark (OQomut Mahmis). 
Knows his Enemy, his x mark (Eschate Eschise). 
Plenty ae his x mark (Ikpah Ahoos). 

Not Afraid, his x mark (Chideasgh). 

Bust, his x mark (Embudushish). 

Shows the Fish, his x mark (Boaah Aksush). 

On Side of the Hill, his x mark (Alaksash). 
Rides the Horse, his x mark (Echitz Ahmadish), 
Ranner, his x mark (Koosha), 

Alligator, his x mark (Wooluksa). 

Writes Down, his x mark (Monakdea). 

In the Water, his x mark (Mina Ahmokin). 

Fox, his x mark (Eahkookah). 

White Hat, his x mark (Ukupa Chis). 

Little Fire, his x mark (Bedas Eaheates). 


. Red Fox, his x mark (Eahkooka Hishis), 


Bull all the Time, his x mark (Chedup Kochetish). 


. Red Mane Horse, his x mark (Esasha Eshna Hishis). 
5. He is a Bear Now, his x mark (Dakpitsa Enaks). 


Dreamer, his x mark (Mohsheandeache), 
Black Bird in Front, his x mark (Bahkedea Basash). 


. Bear in the Cloud, his x mark (Ahpaka Hadore Dakpitsa). 
. Flat Head Woman, his x mark (Ahsukpa Meas). 

. Goes to War, his x mark (Dukeah Dust). 

. The River Crow, his x mark (Mina Peretse) 
. Long, his x mark (Hotskei). 


Strong, his x mark (Botsots). 


. Little Star, his x mark (Ika Eshokots). 

. Fights the Enemy, his x mark (Eschate Su Buktseuah). 
. He Bucks, his x mark (Ouchapre). 

. Grosventre, his x mark (Ahpewasa). 

. The Other Medicine, his x mark (Ahkpua Eheas). 

. Comes from Above, his x mark (Mahkohta Hoos). 

. Fog, his x mark (Ahwashus). 


Takes his Horse from his Enemy, his x mark(Escoche Sahsky Duches) 


. Bird Horse, his x mark (Euchude Lagaks). 

. Three Foretops, his x mark (Ikapiedia Nahum). 
. Fine Tail, his x mark (Chies Bedas). 

. Goes to the Horses, his x mark (Echute Estute). 


Young Yellow Wolf, his x mark (Chate Nak Shudes). 


. The Elk, his x mark (Echetahgashes). 
. Point of the Shoulder Blade, his x mark (Ahtaspa Ahkosh). 


Yellow Tail, his x mark (Chis Shudes). 


. Old Horse, his x mark (Echeter Kahdeas). 

. Takes a Gun, his x mark (Oomat Manak Desterese). 
2. Yellow Fringe, his x mark (Ishtape-Shudes). 

. Sugar, his x mark (Botskins). 


Long Otter, his x mark (Nahpookta-Hotskish). 


. Little White Stone, his x mark (Ismetse-Ischeche-Eahkts), 
. Little Wolf, his x mark (Chate Eakots), 

. Strong Alone, his x mark (Etuts Batsats). 

. Spotted Buffalo, his x mark (Besha Hukis). 

. White Fox, his x mark (Euchuka Cheis). 

. Bull’s Tongue, his x mark (Chedup Daschis). 

. Five, his x mark (Chichins). 

. Wolf, his x mark (Chates). 

. Don’t Mix, his x mark (Esheditis). 

. Sharp Nose, his x mark (Oppa Otta). 

. Red Wolf, his x mark (Chate Hisches). 

. Fog in the Morning, his x mark (Snenahshadsis). 
. Stops, his x mark (Ahrochis), 


One Feather, his x mark (Mahsha-wats). 


. Look ata White Horse, his x mark (Chase Ekash), 
. Turns Back, his x mark (Echochies). 


Gota Pipe, his x mark (Is-ep-eduis). 


. Nest, his x mark (Hetishish). 

. Bull Bird, his x mark (Chedupah Lagaks). 

. Crooked Arm, his x mark (Arla Skoopa). 

. Little Arm, his x mark (Oita Ish). 

. Black Tail, his x mark (Chusa Spitta). 

. Bull Snake, his x mark (Eukasa a 

. Under the Ground, his x mark (Ahma Sahda Buches). 
. Hold him Up, his x mark (Ino Duchassis), 

. Three Wolves, his x mark (Chate Nahmiss). 


Walking Bird, his x mark (Lagk Nudus). 
Sorrel Horse, his x mark (Eschute Shuders), 
Root Digger. his x mark (Mahchipsi). 

Black Hair, his x mark (Esheah-Spits). 


White Swan, his x mark (Muna Ch 


. Black Hawk, his x mark (Anasa Hoos). 


Spotted Tail, his x mark (Chus Hukish). 
The Mountain, his x mark (Ahwahkonish). 


. Old Crow, his x mark (Purtes Kahdeas). 
. Hoop on the Forehead, his x mark (Ike mahka-Wisha). 


Buy that Grabs, his x mark (Shegakdoochis). 
Gets Down First, his x mark (Echik-Ekoopis). 


. J. Buffalo, his x mark (Beshea Manakis), 
. Medicine Pipe, his x mark (EKeptsa Makpashe). 


Wolf lays down, his x mark (Chate Kapis). 
tish), 


Buffalo Calf, his x mark (Beshea Waks). 


. Well Known Cloud, his x mark (Ahpaka-Healhsas). 
. Makesa Foretop, his x mark (Ekapeda Dies). 


The Fat, his x mark (Edushpish). 
Sharp Nose No. 2, his x mark (Akpa Otta). 


. The Feather. his x mark (Masha). 
. Yellow Head, his x mark (Ashoos Shudes). 


Charges Among Them, his x mark (Hiletaush-Basash), 


. Fights the Enemy, his x mark (ishkate-Busteah). 
. Runs with the Enemy, his x mark (Ishkoke-Akpesa-Bosash). 


Iron, his x mark (Oomitish). 


. White Man, his x mark (Miasta Shude). 


260. Big Otter, his x mark (Wahputta Easash). 


. White Deg, bis x mark (Bisca Chies). 


ow, his x mark (Ahkasa-Ahaho-tak-Deedus). 
Alone, his x mark (Etuts Ahkindesh). 
Cuts & Hole in It, his x mark (Dukapish). 


265. Plenty of Buffalo, his x mark (Beshe ). 
266. Leggins Karusis 


his x mark (Esash 
267. Shows his ears, his x mark (Ahpa Esush). 
268. Goose Goes over the Hill, his x mark (Mena Aphkaphis). 
269. Fights Old, his x mark (Butseah-Rahdeas), 
270: Wrinkle Face, his x mark (Esa Kupah). 








316. 


319, 
320. 
321. 
322, 


88 


. Young Antelope 
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His Horse is a Bull, his x mark (Esash-Chedups). 

Sits before a Cloud, his x m ark (Ahpakah-Echoka-Amak), 
Wood Spouts up, his x mark (Mo-Na-Oppana). 

Covers hisNeck, his x mark (Ahpa Ehoois). 

Mountain Chief, his x mark (Ahmakonee Muchalsau), 
Round Rock, his x mark (Me-Papuches). 

Bad Boy No. 2, his x mark (Shigahky-Howus), 

Pretty Coos, his x mark (Aruchea Ahoos). 


. Looks at the Water, his x mark (Mina-Ekash). 
. White Arm, his x mark (Arla Chies). 


Bridle Bits, his x mark (Ehoks). 

Beaver that Slides, his x mark (Bedapa-Okeah-Duis), 
Old Wolf, his x mark (Chate-Chadeas). 

Owl Above, his x mark (Poputa Maks). 

Small, hisx mark (Eahkat). 

Holds the Enemy, his x mark (Escoche-Du-kaskis). 
Lance Hand, his x mark (Ista-Eskukah). 

Bull Goes Hunting, his x mark (Chidupa-Eda-Ekash), 
Spotted Arm, his x mark (Asta Kukish). 

Ten Bear, his x mark (Dakpitsa Penkusk). 

Bird that Turns Back, his x mark (Layak-Echockins). 
Goose Chief, his x mark (Mina-Muchatus). 


. Buffalo Neck Hair, his x mark (Doches). 


Big Around, his x mark (Dahpsuchess). 

Child in Mouth, his x mark (Nakpahish). 

Good Fighter, his x mark (Butsea Stsu). 

Garter, his x mark (Itsustock-duches). 

Old Man, his x mark (Esaka Batsa). 

Kills, his x mark (Malapes). 

Old Fell Down, his x mark (Aritsumbetesa-Kahdish), 


. Plenty Tobacco, his x mark (Ope Ahoos). 


Poor Old Man, his x mark (Esahka Batschates). 
No Horse, his x mark (Budesish). 


. Horse No, 2, his x mark (Esaska). 

. Flat Face, his x mark (Eis Napa). 

. Left Arm, his x mark (Arta Educhis). 

. Rides the Pinto, his x mark (Hukis Akundis). 

. Plays with Bird, his x mark (Lagako Amundesi). 
. Red Fish, his x mark (Booah-Hishes). 


Gives all over the Earth, his x mark (Ahmakatah-Bahkes). 


. Grey Blanket, his x mark (Esash-Beeshkeda). 


Brave over the Land, his x mark (Ahwahkata-Biachedees). 


. Blue Handle, his x mark (Copa-Shuis), 
. Young Otter, his x mark (Wahputa-Naks). 
. Hairy Moccasins, his x mark (Sahpa-Ewishes). 


Little Face, his x mark (Esesash-Kota). 


. Shot, his x mark (Minopish). 
. Rides Again, his x mark (Kuttachia-Ahkindu), 


White Bull, his x mark (Chdiupa-Bichioses). 

He Bear, his x mark (Daksisa-Buda). 

Nobody Likes Him, his x mark (Ahoosa-mi-Isseus). 
Little Crane, his x mark (Ahpit-Eahkat). 


. Rides Again, his x mark (Kuta-Chea-Ahkandes). 


White Bull No, 2, his x mark (Chidupa Chosa). 


. Deaf, his x mark (Ahkookdotu). 


Skin-in-the-Forehead, his x mark (Ohkheah Duhpa), 


. Can’t be Seen, his x mark (Ickta-Suckh). 


Two Hearts, his x mark (Nasha-Nopis). 

No. 2, his x mark ( Dak-a-naks). 
Wood Tick, his x mark (Eshu-Chies). 

Bull Dog, his x mark (Bishka-Chedups). 

Fire Heart, his x mark (Nash-Beada). 
Dutchman, his x mark (Ashkup-t). 


. Old Bull, his x mark (Chidopa-Kahdeas). 
. Shining Teeth, his x mark (Eahsasha). 
. Their Mark, his x mark (Kapa-Upsuis). 


Bead on Forehead, his x mark (Ohkheaah-Baro). 
Hard Rock, his x mark (Me-Setchusa). 

Spotted Hat, his x mark (Ekapa-Hakish). 

Another Blackbird, his x mark (Bahkeda-Ehuh). 
Big Mountain, his x mark (Awahawakowi-Essash), 
Plain Runner, his x mark (Kahmoso-Heahsas). 


. Plain Medicine Rock, his x mark (Me-Mak-past-Esalsas), 
. Fool Crane, his x mark (Ahpit-Manaka). 


Knife in the Mouth, his x mark (Mitse Oakish). 
Plain Traveler, his x mark (Ahnecuali-Heahsas). 


Bull in the Mountain, his x mark (Ahmahuknoe-Hera Chedup). 


Look Out, his x mark (Ahmaheachas). 
Paints Himself Plenty, his x mark (Stumonotse Ahoos). 


350. Turned Back, hisx mark (Echusekuse). 


351. 
352. 
353. 
354, 
355. 
356. 
357. 
3538, 
359, 


* 360. 


361, 
362. 
363, 
364, 


365. Hi 


366. 
367. 
368. 
369, 
370, 
371. 
372. 
373. 
374. 
875. 


376. Hears Something Everywhere, his x mark (Atsche-Mia-Ekookase). 


377. 
378, 
379. 
380, 
381. 
382. 
383, 
334, 
385, 


Lion Went Out, his x mark earn nena). 
Plain Fighter, his x mark (Buchea-Heasas). 

William Steal Bear, his x mark. 

W. T. No Belly, his x mark. 

Covered Up with Grass, his x mark (Beska-Eahkats), 
Bull Went, his x mark (Chedap Dies). 

Sees a Great Deal, his x mark ( Biackha-Ahoos). 

Old Crane, his x mark (Ahsit-Kahdeas). 

Bear Crane, his x mark (Ahpit Dakpitsa). 

Comes Together, his x mark (Botmeosh). 

Bird That Goes, his x mark (Legak-Wamiss). 

Comes Back Plenty, his x mark (Ahwahosh-Ahoos), 
Bad Bear, his x mark (Dakpetsa-Kowns). 

Rides Very Good, his x mark (Ahrahkin-Ichis). 

«8s Sharp Horns, his x mark (Asahtusch). 

Whiskers, his x mark (Etsechbesha). 

Hunting to be Killed, his x mark (Undapedah Chedish), 
Hail, his x mark (Makupa). 

Black Donkey, his x mark (Ahpitsah-Spitta). 

Cut Turnip, his x mark (Epah-Wukish). 

Hides Away, his x mark (Ahcoochies). 

Plain Feather, his x mark (Bashahsas). 

Wants to Run, his x mark (Kahwoosa- Meas). 

White Forehead No. 2, his x mark (Eahkeah Chies). 
Old Joint, his x mark (Itsoop-Kahdeas). 


One Eye, his x mark (Ishhta-Awotish), 

Likes the Coyote (Wutta-Istesesh). 

Back of the tiead, his x mark (Ahposisus). 

Robtail Bear No. 2, his x mark (Dakpotsa Ookashu), 
Young Swallow, his x mark (Ahmako-Ishish-Nako), 
Little Daylight, his x mark (Eshas Eakots), 

Joe Stewart. 

Ed. No Hair on the Tai! (Chisa Edata). 

Robert Raise Up. 





| her 


! 


386. John Wesley 
S7. George Thomas 
388. Charlie Bravo. 
389. Henry Russell 
390, Amos Martinez. 


rhe signatures are witnessed on each page of » original agreement by C. 
H. Barstow and N. M, Wyman 


Crow AGENCY, MONTANA, December 8, 1890, 


I certify on honor that I have explained the nature of the above agreement 
or treaty to all the Indians who have signed their names thereto, and that they 
fully understand all the conditions therein contained, and that [have witnessed 
each and every signature thereto, from No. 1 to No, 39, inclusive, contained on 
pages numbered from 10 to 24 (original agreement) inclusive 
r. STEWART, Agency Interpreter. 

Witnesses 

James H, CHIsNey 
J. CLIFFORD 
Crow AGENCY, MONTANA, December 8, 1890. 

I hereby certify on honor that I have witnessed each and every signature to 
the above agreement or treaty between the Government of the United States 
and the Crow tribe of Indians, and that I had said treaty carefully explained 
to said Crow Indians, and am satistied that they understand all the provisions 
therein contained, and that the signatures thereto, numbered from 1 to 390 in- 
clusive, on pages from No. 10 to No. 24 (original agreement), inclusive, represent 
a majority of the adult males of the said Crow tribe of Indians, 

M. P. WYMAN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
rherefore, 
it enacted, etc., That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, ac cepted, 
ratified, and confirmed. 

Sec, 2, That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $946,000,to be expended for the purposes and in the 


manner provided in said agreement 


Sec. 3. That the sum of $7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
y appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pi i, for the survey of the boundary line between the Crow reservation and 
the lands ceded by said agreement, as stipulated in section l4 thereof, and for 
the survey of lands selected by members of the Crow tribe of Indians under 









| the provisions of Article VI ofthe treaty between the United States and the Crow 


Indians, concluded May 7, 1868, or under the provisions of the act approved 
April 11, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by 


| the Crow Indians of Montana for the sale of a portion of their reservation in 


said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for carrying out the same And certificates shall be issued for’such se- 
lections under said article, as required by section 12 of the foregoing agree 
ment 

Sec. 4. That the land ceded shall, when the title of the United States becomes 
perfect in conformity with the aforesaid agreement, become a part of the pub- 
lic domain subject to settlement, location, and entry, under the homestead and 
mining laws; and the Secretary of the Interior shall thereupon cause the pub- 
lic surveys to be extended over the same as rapidly as practicable: Provided, 
That in all cases where claims were located on said ceded land prior to Decem- 
ber 1, 1890, by persons who believed in good faith they were locating outside 
the exterior boundaries of said reservation, such persons shall beallowed thirty 
days after the opening of such land to location and settlement within which to 
file on or relecate the claims theretofore located by them within the limits of 
the ceded portion of said Crow reservation: Provided, That in addition to com- 
pliance with the requirements of the homestead law, $1.25 per acre shall be paid 
by persons seeking title under said law to any portion of said ceded land; and 
section 2301 shall not apply toany of said land. 


Mr. HOOKER. I make the point of order upon this amendment 


| that it is new legislation. 





Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, the principle involved in this ques- 
tion of order is identical with that passed upon by the committee dur- 
ing the session of to-day. 

This treaty was made under and in conformity with the provisions 
of a Jaw passed by the Congress and approved on the 25th of Septem- 
ber, 1890. The purpose of the act is to carry into full force and effect 
the provisions of that law and the subsequent action taken under it. 
I am informed by the Interior Department that this treaty is consid- 
ered one of the most wise and prudent in its provisions that was ever 
negotiated. 

I am satisfied that the point of order is not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi desire to 
be heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. HOOKER. I have already submitted the point of order, Mr, 
Chairman, that this is new legislation, and it is not necessary to oc- 
cupy time in discussing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit in this case, as in the 
other, the question of order to the committee. 

The question was taken; and on adivision (demanded by Mr. HooKER) 
there were—ayes 40, noes 73. 

So the point of order was not sustained. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to have a vote in the House on that 
proposition. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer as a new 
section what I send to the desk. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. but we have not yet voted on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Montana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Had the reading of the entire amendment been 
concluded? 

The CHAIRMAN. It had been. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, I offer this amendment as a new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the following as a new section 
“Sec. 8, That nothing in the foregoing provisions shall be construed as a die 
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rection that all Indians must follow agriculture for a living; but that the In- 


dian shall he left free to choose, on or off the reservation, such lawfu! trade, 
profession, or pursuit as he may select ne 
Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order on that amendment, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. On that point of order I wish to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois wish to be 
heard on the point of order ? 

ir. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
amendment, if adopted, allows the Indians on the reservations under 
treaty, in charge of the Government agent and under the control of 
the Army, as many of them undoubtedly are in Arizona, the Apaches 
and others, under the excuse of going off the reservation to work at 
any calling, whether it be at labor or otherwise, todo so in spite of the 
Army or the agent in whose charge he is. 

Geronimo and his band, if alive, or his successor, or the Sioux In- 
dians, or the Cheyennes, any of them may snap their fingers in the 
face of the agent under the Interior Department, or the officer under 
whose command he is, the colonel or captain, and without permission 
walk over into Nebraska or Arizona, or anywhere else that he chooses, 
in defiance of discipline, without being under the charge of anybody, 
with nobody privileged to prevent him, alleging that he is going in 
search of employment under this provision of law. It is all wrong, 

Mr. DORSEY. Oh, pshaw! That is all bosh. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says ‘‘ Oh, pshaw!’’ but that is ex- 
actly what it means, 

Mr. DORSEY. No; there is nothing of the kind in it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if it does not mean that I do not think it 
means anything; and under the law, under the treaty, the Indians are 
to remain on the reservations. 

While I have no objection to the Indians learning any trade, yet I 
doubt the wisdom or propriety of this legislation, which would allow 
him at his own will to go off the reservation and do as he pleases. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has argued against 
my proposition, but he has raised no point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I raise the point of order that it is new legis- 
lation, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
in 

Mr. CANNON. I submit that point of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The right to personal liberty is the dearest of 
all rights. Itis aright inherent in man as man, a right inalienable 
and indefeasible. And it necessarily includes a right to earn an hon- 
est living in whatever way one may be best able todoso. In a recent 
Nebraska case Judge Dundy held that an Indian was entitled to these 
rights as well as any other man. He certainly, as man, is entitled to 
all the rights of man. These truths are self-evident, and it would be 
unnecessary to assert them were it not that some misguided individuals 
seem to think that they do not apply to the Indian. It is necessary 
to the existence of the Indian that he should be permitted to exercise 
this right. From the New York World of February 11 I learn that 
the Commissioner said on the 9th “ that he conld not furnish all the 
Indians with work, but that they must, as the white people do, seek 
employment wherever they can find it.”’ 

Che Commissioner said yesterday that he could not furnish all the Indians 
with work, but that they must, as the white people do, seek employment wher- 
ever they can find it. One of the chiefs, commenting on this to-day, said: 

* Why de they object to our men seeking money, clothes, and food by doing 
work that we can do without an effort? Ugh! this makes me smile. Buffaio 
Bill does not take school children, farmers, or students for the ministry. He 
takes men who krow how to ride and shoot, and when they come back they 
know much about the world, and they tell us about it; tell the school children 
what is true in their books; tell the old men how the world goes on; tell the 
would-be warriors what they would have to fight against; and it makes such 
good men as Major Sword, American Horse, Rocky Bear, Red Shirt, Lone Wolf, 
Stand Fast, Black Heart, Yankton Charilic, No Neck, ete., and the many men 
who stood firm by the Ogalallas in favor of peace and against war by the knife, 


gun, and pistol. These chiefs are still loyal to their race and willing to fight the 


battle of their people by appeal, by elocuence, and by argument with the white 
chie's in Washington. 


“ Not one of the men who have traveled with ‘ Long Hair’ (Buffalo Bill) de- 
serted the Government in the late troubles, and not one of them but will argue 
to the last for justice to their people before the anthoritigs here, They have 
been taught that that is the proper way to appeal tothe white man’s chiefs, and 
not to go onthe warpath. Is that not good employment? ‘Long Hair’ pays 
us trom $25 to $50 a month in cash, besides clothing, food, and attendance. The 
police on the agency only get $10 per month and they furnish their own horses.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr, CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for one min- 
ute 


There was no objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, sir, when the Indian Commissioner him- 
self says that he can not find work for these people, and that they must 
do as others do, that is, go out and find work, I say that is the strongest 
argument in favor of my proposition. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope we will havea ruling on the point of order. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. IL ask the Chair to submit it to the House. 

Mr. DORSEY. Has the Chair ruled? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled. 

Mr. DORSEY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. HOLMAN. In the confusion the decision of the Chair was not 
heard, 


And I can not see where the point of order comes 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DORSEY. I fear my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNon ], chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, understands but little about 
this amendment or this new section. I will read it for the benefit of 
the committee and state what it contemplates: 


That nothing in the foregoing provision shall be construed as a direction that 
all the Indians must follow agriculture for a living, but that the Indian shall 
be left free to choose, either on or off the reservation, such lawful trade, pro- 
fession, or pursuit as he may select. 

Now, if a band of Indians attempt to leave the reservation they can 
be stopped. 

Mr. LACEY. Could not the Indians leave their reservations to 
pursue hunting under that provision ? 

Mr. DORSEY. No,sir. But if one Indian desires, after being edu- 
cated by this Government, to leave the reservation aad go into any 
town in Nebraska or elsewhere to follow any trade or profession that 
has been taught him by this Government, he should have the right to 
do so. That is the point stated by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
CUMMINGS], and it has been decided and held 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is that the amendment pro- 
poses new legislation, not whether it would be expedient or not. 

Mr. DORSEY. All right, I will come to that. This is a new sec- 
tion of the bill, and I understand that I am proceeding with the con- 
sent of the Chairman, but I wish to answer the argument made by my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. We arecomplaining that the In- 
dians on the reservation cost us immense sums to maintain them there. 
Now, if we educate those Indians and let them go into business on 
their own account and become self-supporting their cost to the Gov- 
ernment is lessened so much, and I think that no harm can come to 
the Indian or to the white man by the adoption of that section of the 
bill, and I shall not consume further time, but ask the committee to 
overrule the decision of the Chair. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that he was 
in doubt. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. McCLAMMy) there were—ayes 73, 
noes 45. 

Mr. CUMMINGS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr. CUMMINGS and 
Mr. PERKINS. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, 
noes 33. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I send up the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ capita,” in line 5, page 50, the words “in 


two equal annual payments,” and after the word “ capita,”’ in line 10, page 50, 
the words “in two equal annual payments.” 


Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph on page 50 was passed without 
prejudice when reached in the reading of the bill. The committee 
will now recur to that paragraph, and the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. MANsuR] offers the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. MANSUR. I understand it to be accepted, and I do not desire, 
therefore, to say anything further. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. The point of order was reserved against the para- 
graph pertaining to the Delawares,on page15. I think the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] who reserved the point of order has de- 
cided upon investigation that the point is not well taken except as to 
the item commencing on line 12, page 15, and extending to the bottom 
of that paragraph, and then commencing again at line 13, on page 16, 
and extending to line 2, on page 17, and I concede that as to those the 
point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN, When the-paragraph in relation to the Dela- 
wares, on pages 14, 15, and 16, was reached the gentleman from IlIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] made the point of order against it, and it was 
passed without prejudice. Thecommittee will now recur to it for the 
purpose of determining the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. And I desire to say, as stated by the gentleman 
from Kansas, that as to the matter beginning with line 12, on page 15, 
and the balanceof that page, to and including line 7, on page 16, I still 
insist the point of order was well taken; also as to the matter beginning 
with line 13, on page 16, to and ineluding line 2, on page 17, I insist 
on the point of order. 

The gentleman concedes that these are subject to the point of order 
and should go out of the bill. As to the ‘portions under the title of 
Delawares, as well as the provision touching the Pottawatomies that I 
made the point of order to, I desire to say, while I still think it sub- 
ject to the point of order, the Committee on Indian Affairs seem to be 
unanimously ofthe opinion that these claimsare just, and they are so 
positive and direct about it that, while I have no knowledge touching 
them, I do not feel it is my duty to insist upon the point of order fur- 
ther than I have indicated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws the 
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point of order as to the paragraph relating to the Delawares and re- | 
news it as to that portion of the paragraph: commencing at line 12 of 
page 15 and closing with line 7 of page 16, and commencing at line 
13 on page 16 and closing with line 2 on page 17. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order as to the 
portions of the paragraph mentioned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask the committee to go back to 
the provision in regard to the settlement of lands mentioned under the | 
homestead law. 

The CHAIRMAN. On what page of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. At page 43, line 6, where it relates to the land ac- | 
quired by treaty. 

The CHAIRMAN. At what page? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendments covers quite a number of pages. 
I will send the amendments to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, Are the amendments which the gentleman from 
Indiana proposes to one of the reserved paragraphs ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The pages are indicated. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous consent that the 
amendments be inserted as indicated by the gentleman from Indiana 
It was understood when his amendment was adopted that the other 
provisions of the bill were to conform to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think they had better be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will have to be read to the House. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 43, after the word “law,” in line 6, insert the words “except section 
2301 of the Revised Statutes, which shail not apply.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The word ‘‘law’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. On page 43? 

The CHAIRMAN. On page 43. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman has evidently given the wrongline. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are there two prints of this bill? 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Does theamendment have reference to the amend- 
ment that was offered by the gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; 1 supposed that was understood. It isin | 
line 43 of the amendment that was offered by the gentleman from | 
Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, thisamendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 13, 14, and 15, down to the word “sums,” on the same page. 


does not occur in line 6, 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 49, add, after the word “acre,” in the seventeenth line, the words: 
“and in all else comply with the provisions of the homestead law, but section 


2301 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply. 
TheCHAIRMAN, Withoutobjection, this amendment totheamend- | 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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gotiations and how they shall be disposed of under this bill, of course 
it is a change of existing legislation 

Mr. HOLMAN, It has already been adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
that he do not make the point of order. 
he CHAIRMAN, 


I Does the gentleman from Missouri object 
Mr. PEEL. 


I would suggest to the gentleman irom Missouri that 


| he withdraw the point of order 


Mr. MANSUR, Lobjec 


The CHAIRMAN. Then the proviso will stand as pted by the 
committee on yester lay. 
Mr. HOLMAN, Yes, if the gentleman objects to tra rring it to the 


7 


proper place it stands well enough as it is, although it destroys some- 

Ir. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my ol tion to the re 
quest of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN |} that the proposi 
tion which was read a moments ago may be substituted for t 
proviso adopted on yé 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘And that it be made section 13 of the bill 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 


| tleman from Kansas as amended. 


Mr. SHIVELY. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment 
Che amendment of Mr. SHIVELY was read 


as yllows 





Page 47 of the amendment offered by the gentler n from Kansas! Mr. Pret 
KINS|, line 34, after the word “ninety insert the following P 
ever, That all contracts or agreements between said Indians or any of themand 
| awents, attorneys, or other persons for the payment of any part of th ro- 
j priation for or on account of fees or compensation to Sa l agents tt 


wLvorneys, or 
other persons, are hereby declared null and void ; and thatthe Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause all moneys herein appropriated to be paid directly to the 
beneficiaries aforesaid.’ 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. PERKINS as amended was then adopted 

Mr. VAUX. Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to go back to page 56, 
line 18, and move to strike out these words: *‘ For support and educa- 
tion of two hundred Indian pupils at Lincoln Institution, Philadelphia, 
at $167 per annum each, $33,400.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee have already disposed of that 
paragraph. 

Mr. VAUX. I know they haye. 


The CHAIRMAN. And the paragraph can not be recurred to ex- 


| cept by unanimous consent. 


Mr. PERKINS. 
man. 

Mr. VAUX. All right. I only want to have it on record that I 
moved to strike that out, because I know exactly what the facts are. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is a small provision yet un- 
disposed of on page 46, lines 14, 15, and 16. I moved to strike that 
out, but I shall be content with a reduction of the appropriation to one- 
half the amount in the bill and the addition of the language which I 
send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that that is a provision 
which was passed without prejudice? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was read, as follows: 


1 shall have to interpose an objection, Mr, Chair- 





On page 53 strike out all after the word “ acre,” 
cluding the word “homestead,”’ in line 20. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, thisamendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, [ask leave to modify the prop- 


osition I submitted, and instead of making it a proviso make it section | 


13o0f the bill. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will agree to that. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. —. All land ceded to the United States by said several treaties and com- 
ing within the provisions of this act shall be disposed of under the provisions 


of the homestead law only in all respects whatever, and except also as to sec- 
tion 2301 of the Revised Statutes, which shall not apply to any of said land. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 


from Indianaif he offers that as a substitute for the amendment which | 


had already been passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It wasa proviso. The language is substantially 
the same as that now in the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then this is a substitute for the proviso which has 
been adopted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, This will be section 13, and the last section 14. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana asks to substitute 
the amendment which has been read by the Clerk for that which was 
adopted by the committee. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANSUR. I raise the point of order against that, because the 
existing law creating the Territory of Oklahoma provides how all the 
land embraced within the Territory shall be disposed of. If this in- 
cludes the Territory of Oklahoma or includes all those southwestern ne- 


in line 16, down to and in- | 


Page 46, line 16, strike out the word “‘twenty”"’ and insert “ten,’’ and addthe 
} following 


I ded, h r, That the Cherokee nation may negotiate directly with 
| the Secretary of the Interior for the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the United 
States, and the Secretary of the Interior shall from time to time report to Con- 
| gress the state of such negotiations.” 

Mr. SPRINGER, Idesire to have the paragraph read in connec- 
| tion with the proposed amendment. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph as it would 
| stand ifthe amendment were adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to continue the Cherokee Commission 
provided for by the act approved March 2, 1889, $10,000: Provided, however, That 
the Cherokee Nation may negotiate directly with the Secretary of the Interior 
for the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the United States and the Secretary of the 
| Interior shall from time to time report to Congress the state of such negotia 


| tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to be heard on that, There is a provi- 
sion of law authorizing the appointment of a commission to treat with 
the Cherokee nation for the purchase of their lands, and I understand 
that this would repeal that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This would authorize the ne 

| directly with the Secretary of the Interio: 
| Mr. BARNES. Both would be authorized. 
Mr. PERKINS. This will give an additional channel through which 


| 
| 
j 


gotiations to be had 


| negotiations may be conducted; they may be conducted through the 


commission or directly with the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. SPRINGER. But the authority to treat through the existing 


commission is coupled with an authority to tender to the Cherokees 
$1.25 an acre. 
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Mr. PERKINS. ‘That is not repealed by this. 

Mr. SPRINGER, If this provision is adopted, I understand that 
that provision, which is inconsistent with it, will be repealed, and to 
that point I desire to call the attention of the committee in order that 
this action may not be hastily taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It very clearly repeals nothing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, there is an authority now to which is com- 
mitted the whole question of negotiating with the Cherokee Nation; 
that commission is now in existence, and the first part of this paragraph 
appropriates money to continue that commission in existence, but then 
comes the proviso that the negotiation with the Cherokees is to be 
hereafter conducted by the Secretary of the Interior directly with them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That it may be so conducted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, the authority given by law to this commis- 
sion authorizes it to treat with all the tribes owning or claiming any 
interest in the lands west of the ninety-sixth meridian, while this pro- 
viso excepts from the power of the commission authority to treat for the 
Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Let me state the effect of this proposition. It is 
obvious that under the present law no negotiations with the Cherokees 
will amount to anything. If anything is accomplished it will be done 
by the Secretary of the Interior negotiating directly with the Cherokees. 
It is not proposed to continue the negotiations under the present law. 
If any progress is to be made in that direction it must be by some such 
provision as this, 

Now, as to the clause striking out $20,000 and inserting $10,000, 
The work of this commission is comparatively completed; there re- 
mains substantially nothing for the commission todo. Their work, 
whatever it was, in treating with the Arapahoes, the Cheyennes, and 
the Kiowas has already been accomplished, There is no necessity for 
appropriating in this bill $20,000, which in my judgment is $10,000 
more than by any possibility can be properly expended. 

The Cherokee Indians understand that they are seized of these lands 
in fee simple; that they hold them not merely under a solemn treaty 
with the Government, but by the same title under which all the other 
lands in this country are held, a solemn patent. These Indians do not 
propose to treat on any other basis; and for one I feel a pride that, 
broken and scattered as the Indian race is, one tribe still stands upand 
asserts its rights, claiming to be treated by us as these tribes in former 
years were treated by our fathers. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire, as a parliamentary inquiry, toknow whether 
this amendment is divisible. I have no objection to the latter part of 
the proposition, but the clause reducing the appropriation from $20,- 
000 to $10,000 ought not to prevail. I know something about the 
work of this commission. My friend from Indiana says that compara- 
tively speaking it is finished. I beg leave to differ with him. It is 
not half done. It was a year before the commission could be organ- 
ized. We propose to appropriate here simply what has been appro- 
propriated before, the usual amount. 

This Cherokee Commission has done good work—splendid work—bet- 
ter than any other commission that ever was in the field. It has ne- 
gotiated five contracts within the last six, eight, or ten months; and 
there are at least eight or ten other tribes to be negotiated with besides 
the Cherokees. 

I have no objection whatever to that part of the amendment which 
proposes to allow the Cherokees to treat directly with the Government. 
I think they can do so now. But I do object to cutting down this ap- 
propriation, because the commission has more work to do than it has 
yet done—twice as much, I should say. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] whether it is necessary to make any appropriation 
whatever if this commission is to be abolished and negotiations are in the 
future to be carried on directly between the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have been appropriating $20,000 a year to this 
commission, composed of a gentleman from the State of my friend here 
|Mr. Prev], and another gentleman from the State of Michigan, and 
another from my own State. The commission has been in operation 
some two years. There is but little more work to be done. The work 
has been substantially accomplished; and I do trust that a bill carry- 
ing so vast asum of money, going millions beyond any of its prede- 
cessors, will not be loaded down with appropriations of any money not 
absolutely necessary to give effect to this service. 

Mr. BAKER, It is evident to my mind, Mr. Chairman, that there 
is a well-defined purpose to take away by force, if need be, the lands 
of the Cherokee Indians, the Cherokee Outlet, and of course I think 
their rights and interests ought to be carefully guarded. My under- 
standing is that their title is an absolute title in fee. If not, that 
question can be very easily determined. The Committee on Territories 
bas recently prepared and filed in this House an el borate report upon 
this question, with which [ take issue. The views of the minority of 
the committee have not yet been presented; I understand that my 
colleague on this committee [Mr. BARNES] will in due time present 
them; but that is one of the living issues connected with the Indian 
question: whether those Indians have an absolute ownership in their 
lands or not. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before the gentleman from Illinois offers his amend- 
ment I would like to move, in the spirit of compromise, to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana by striking out ‘‘ $10,000”’ 
and inserting ‘'$15,000,”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that, but I want to offer 
another amendment. 

Mr. MANSUR. Ifthe gentleman will withhold his amendment, I 
desire to say a word upon the other question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to offer an amendment which can be con- 
sidered as ponding, and then the committee can rise, if that is the dis- 
position of members. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no, let us finish the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a very important amendment which I de- 
sire to offer 

Several Mempers. Offer it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding the following: 

“That the sum of $7,489,718.72 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay in full the Cher- 
okee nation of Indians for all their title, claim, or interest, of every kind or 
character, which said nation of Indians may have in and to any lands lying 
west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude in the Indian Territory, known as 
the Cherokee Outlet; said sum to be paid as follows: Five million dollars to 
remain in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said nation of In- 
dians and to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from and after 
the passage of this act, said interest to be paid semiannually to the treasurer 
of said nation, and the sum of $2,489,718.72 to be immediately available, to be 
paid under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior to the persons entitled by existing treaties to share in the proceeds of the 
sale of the Cherokee lands in accordance with said treaties. 

“That said Outlet is hereby incorporated into and madea part of the Territory 
of Oklahoma and subject to all laws thereof, and the lands in said Outlet not 
assigned to or occupied by other tribes or nations of Indians are hereby opened 
to settlement andentry only under the homestead laws and the town-site laws 
applicable to said Territory and under this act: Provided, That any person, 
otherwise qualified, who has not received the benefit of or perfected title under 
the homestead law, shali be entitled to make homestead entry of said lands, 
except that section 2301 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply: And provided 
further, That the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors in 
the late civil war, as defined in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, 
shail not be abridged: And provided further, That each entry shall be of one- 
quarter section, or of one or more legal subdivisions contiguousand containing 
not more than 160acres: And provided further, That each settler under the provi- 
sions of this act,in addition tothe fees required by law,upon makingsatisfactory 
final proof in support of his entry as required by the homestead laws, shall pay 
to the United States the sum of $1.25 per acre for the land covered by his entry, 
and thereupon shall be entitled to a patent therefor in accordance with the pro- 
visions of said homestead laws: An ovided further, That until said lands are 
opened to settlement and entry as aforesaid no person shall be permitted to 
enter upon and occupy the same with a view of making entry thereof, nor shall 
any person, lawfully within the limits of the lands opened to settlement at the 
time the same are opened for entry, be permitted to take any advantage by 
reason of his presence therein, and any person attempting to violate this pro- 
— shall be prohibited from entering any of said lands or acquiring rights 
thereto. 

‘*That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to establish not more than 
two land districts, embracing the lands which may be opened to settlement as 
hereinbefore provided, and he may also locate land offices therein, apgpinting 
thereto registers and receivers for the same, in accordance with the visions 
of existing law; and for the purpose of carrying out this provision $5,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. BAKER. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I make a point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion of the Chair the amendment is 
out of order, as not being germane to the pending proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to be heard on the question of order. 
My proposition is offered as an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana. This is an important matter, and I wish to 
call the attention of the Chair and the Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. MANSUR. I think the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs will accept this amendment. As I understand, he does 
not object to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, to which this is submitted as an amendment, is new legisla 
tion, and would itself have been subject toa point of order. It pro- 
poses to provide for the disposition of this very land. No point of 
order was made upon that proposition, and it is now regarded as pend- 
ing. And this is another manner of disposing of the same lands, 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is an entirely different matter. It is not 
germane at all to the bill. f 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not germane to the original proposition, but 
unquestionably it is germane to the amendment of the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, this is undoubtedly new legislation 
and it can not come in. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
holds that it is not ; 

Mr. HOOKER. Itisoutoforder, It adds seven millions and over 
to the bill, and.the gentleman certainly does not expect to secure ac- 
tion cn suc¥ a proposition in this way. 

Mr. MANSUR. It does not take a dollar from the Government. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, allowmeamoment, This amend- 
ment is for the purpose of acquiring title te the very same lands cov- 
ered by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 





It is manifestly new legislation, and the Chair 
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The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph under consideration and the Mr. BARNES. And I would like to have five or ten minutes to 

amendment to it offered by the gentleman from Indiana relate entirely | reply. 

to the Cherokee Commission. Mr. SPRINGER. I think that if the committee will rise we can 
Mr. SPRINGER. But the proviso of the gentleman relates to the | dispose of the matter iu a few minutes in the morning. 

lands acquired under the operations of the commission. | Mr. CANNON. Let us dispose of it to-night. 
The CHAIRMAN. And obviously the matter is not germane, say- | of two or three other bills in the morning. 

ing nothing of the fact of its being new legislation. lellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr, SPRINGER 
Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair have the proviso of the gentleman | and Mr. PERKINS. 

from Indiana read? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 
Mr. HOOKER. The Chair has ruled the amendment out of order | 65. 

and I call for the regular order. | Accordingly the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Chair will indulge me for a moment.| Mr. SPRINGER. I do not desire to insist on this matter against 
This is equally germane with the pending amendment—— | the decision of the Chair, and I will withdraw the appeal, but I do 
Mr. HOLMAN. But no point of order was made on that. | not change my views, however, as to the fact that this is in order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I ask that the proviso to that amendment | ‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Srrincer] 
be read. withdraws his appeal, and the question recurs on the amendment to 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to reading the proviso of the | the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana? Mr. HOLMAN. Laccept that. I believe I have aright to do so, 
Several members objected. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman modify it accordingly ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. I only desire that the committee shall understand Mr. HOLMAN. I do. 
this proposition. Let the proviso be read, and it will be clear that| Mr. PERKINS. I would like to have the amendment read as modi- 
this is germane. fied, so that there will be no controversy about the effect of it, that 
Mr. ROGERS. I want the gentleman to understand that if this | the Cherokee Commission may still continue their negotiations 
amendment goes in I want to put on the Hot Springs bill. [Lanughter. ] Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that you entirely repeal the law 
Mr. McCLAMMY. And the road to the national cemetery relating to the Cherokee Commission ? 


We want to dispose 


Che committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 24, noes 





Mr. BAKER. We might put the elections bill ov. Mr. PERKINS. Let the amendment be read, so that there will be 
Mr. WILSON, of Washington. And the Spokane Falls building. no misunderstanding as to the effect. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iam satisfied ifthe committee would consider this rhe Clerk read as follows: 


seriously for five or ten minutes that they would agree with me that To enable the Secretary of the Interior to continue the Cherokee Commission 

this is the most important amendment to the entire bil] and the one oo ided for by act approved March 2, 1890, $15,000: Provided, however, That the 

: : : . , | Cherokee nation may negotiate directly with the Secretary of the Interior forthe 

of all others that ought to be immediately considered and adopted. | h) cdie af Us tieeeiae Cadied be the United Gieten. Gnd tho Rearetes’ of tee. bas 

desire to be heard on that subject prior to the appeal from the decision | terior shall from time to time report to Congress the state of such negotiations. 

of the Chair, which I shall take—— A “ Mr. MANSUR. I object to this amendment, and raise the point of 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on the question of order, 


en . ju order that it changes the existing statute, which provides that the 
—— — thing in order is an appeal from the decision or to proceed | Cherokee nation shall not receive more than a dollar and a quarter an 
with the bill. 


; , : acre for that land. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, and on Mr. HOLMAN. It is too late to raise that) question. There is no 
that I desire to be heard. , : modification at all except as to the amount in the original text. 
Mr. PERKINS. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would permit The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of 
a suggestion before he does that. order comes too late. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. PERKINS. I was about to suggest to the committee that my | asI understand. 
friend from Illinois knows I am as anxious as any one can possibly be The CHAIRMAN. No, for the whole amendment. The gentleman 
to secure legislation that is fair and right and which will open up the | from Indiana has modified his amendment, as read. 
Cherokee Outlet to settlement. But I think it must be apparent to Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose wevote this down, will there be any ap- 
him, as it is to me, that this committee is with the Chair in sustaining | propriation to carry on this commission ? ; 
the point of order as to this proposed amendment; and I hope for that Mr. PERKINS. If this is voted down, the question will recur upon 
reason that the time of the committee will not be consumed by dis- | the proposition in the bill as printed. 
cussing an appeal, but that we may dispose of the bill at once. We The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman an- 
ean get through now in a very few moments. nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I fully appreciate the kind remarks of the chair- On a division (demanded by Mr. SPRINGER) there were—ayes 67, 
man of the committee. I only ask that this committee shall under- | noes 11. 
stand the question before it passes upon it. So the amendment was agreed to. 
This was an amendment to an amendment which clearly opened up MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
the whole question; and I was of opinion and am now of opinion that| ,.._ ,, a eee saree , 
it was clearly in order as an amendment to the proposition of the gen- The Committee informally rose; and Mr. PAy SON having taken the 
tleman from Indiana. While it is not germane, perhaps, to the text ch ur as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
of the bill, yet it is undoubtedly germane to the amendment of the Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 


Mr. Chairman, we are voting for the proviso only, 


gentleman from Indiana. ments the bill (H. R, 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
so i : + eo _ | and consular service of the United States jor the fiscal yearending June 
Mr. HOLMAN. No; itisanentirely different proposition. Clearly : 
they are not in the same line. ~ | 30, 1892; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yet I think I can convince the gentleman—— INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
ad pre "the ge hore caren it The committee resumed its session. 


Mr. DORSEY. I desire to offer a new section to come in at the end 
of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HOOKER. The Chair having already ruled this proposition 
out of order, the gentleman from Illinois is not proceeding according 
- . : . 3 ‘ 

to the rules of the House. No discussion is in order, there being That in case any responsible person, firm, or corporation shall desire to em- 
nothing before the committee. ploy any number of Indians living upon any reservation for any specified time, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to appeal and onal mabe 8 estisfactory contract wae them for services to be rendered, 
Seat : and shall give to the Government a satisfactory bond, to be approved by the 

ag bgt hy Laid appeal from the decision Secretary of the Interior, sufficient for the payment for the services, mainte- 


, c nance, and safe return of said Indians to the reservation, permission for leave 
Mr. HOOKER. Then let the question be decided by the commit- | shall be given to the Indians so employed, 


tee. Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I make the point of order against 
Mr. SPRINGER. But upon that appealI wish tobe heard. Pend- | that that it is new legislation. 

ing it, however, I desire that the committee shall rise, sothat we may | Mr. DORSEY. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 
have time to consider this matter. Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. I do. 


I move that the committee rise. The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be obliged to sustain the point of 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, [hope not; the bill should be finished to-night. | order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit the motion. Mr. PERKINS. I move that the committee do now rise, and that 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 36, | the bill as amended be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
noes 64. mendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER demanded tellers, The motion was agreed to. 





Mr. PERKINS. I hope my friend from Illinois will not insist upon The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore hav- 
tellers, but I ask unanimous consent that he may have five minutesin | ing resumed the chair, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Committee 
which to explain his amendment before a vote is taken upon his ap- | of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. ation the Indian appropriation bill, and had directed him to report the 
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same to the House with sundry amendments and a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments be | was taken from the 
voted upon in gross, and that long amendments be not read at length. 
Mr. HOOKER. I hope we will have a separate vove on one of the 
amendments. 
Mr. PERKINS. Then I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments may be voted upon in gross, except the amendment that my 
friend speaks of, known as the ‘‘omnibus amendment,’’ 
Mr. HOOKER. I refer to the two instances in which amendments 
were ruled in order, 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think we had better adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Kansasasks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the amendments be dispensed with; 
that the amendments be voted upon in gross, except the amendment in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HookER] and also the 
amendment indicated by the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I will have to object to that. I think 
we ought to adjourn. It is now long after 5 o’clock, and we ought to 
adjourn. 

Mr. PERKINS 
ing amendments; 
adjourn. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman can take it up in the morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a privileged matter, The gentleman has 
the right to take it up at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas moves 
the previous question on the amendments reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, and the engrossment, third reading, and passage of the 
bill, and pending that the gentleman from Arkansas moves to adjourn. 

Mr. PERKINS. We can dispose of this in a moment or two. Let 
us have the previous question and then I will move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Arkansas in- 
sist upon his motion? 

Mr. ROGERS. I insist upon it. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn; and the Speaker pro 
tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. PERKINS said: Mr. Speaker, if we can have unanimous con- 
sent I will ask that the previous question be considered as ordered upon 
the pending amendments, engrossment, third reading, and passage of 
the bill; and after that I will move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROGERS. If that can be agreed to I will not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the previous question be considered as ordered 
upon the pending amendments, engrossment, third reading, and pas- 
sageof the bill. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 50’clock and 47 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


1 want a separate vote on the last amendment 


I move the previous question on the bill and pend- 
and, if that is agreed to, I will move that the House 


f 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


PACIFIC RAILROAD CLAIMS, 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement of the amounts due for transportation service performed for 
the Government over the various Pacific railroads—to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroads, 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARTER (by request): House joint memorial of the State 
of Montana, praying for the pasage of a bill permitting the construc- 
tion of a railroad by the Montana Mineral Mining Company—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTINE (by request): Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Nevada, praying for the passage of Senate bill No, 4827, for 
the completion of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 





HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill of the following title, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13069) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8S. 4610) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands in 
Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultaral fair and in- 
dustrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CHEATHAM: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, February 24, 1891, be set aside for the consideration 
of House bill No. 634, entitled “ A bill toaid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools.”” That this order is to become operative immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal and the consumption of sixty minutes 
for the morning hour, and is to be the continuing order for each and every day 
thereafter until the said bill is disposed of; 


to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the testimony taken by the Committee on the 
Judiciary under a resolution of the House of Representatives adopted April 1, 
1890, instructing that committee to investigate certain alleged illegal practices 
of the United States courts and of the officers thereof, and of the report of said 
committee thereon, be printed, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 
copies shall be for the use of the Department of Justice ; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. McCLAMMY: 


Whereas the people of this country demand financial reform ; and 

Whereas it can not be effected without the passage by Congress of the sub- 
treasury bill introduced at the last session of this Congress, and the passage 
by the Houss of the bill for the free coinage of silver: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be discharged from 
the consideration of the subtreasury bill, and thatthe Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures be discharged from the consideration of the free-coin- 
age bill, and that the two bills be reported back to the House for immediate 
consideration ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9827) granting a pension 
to John M. Wiggins, accompanied by a report (No. 3824)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 267) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to suspend law as to certain life-saving ap- 
pliances, in behalf of the minority of said committee submitted his 
views in writing thereon; which were ordered to be printed as Part 2 
of Report No. 3464. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 681) making an appropriation for the benefit 
of the estate of William Moss, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
3825)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12234) to increase the pension of George Garfield, late 
second lieutenant Company D, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. (Report 
No. 3826. ) 

A bill (H. R. 13343) granting an increase of pension to Augustus G. 
Frable. (Report No. 3827.) 

A bill (H. R. 11975) granting a pension to Mary P. Pitezel and Car- 
oline E. Pitezel. (Report No, 3828.) " 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7148) granting a pension to 
Lewis J. Baker, accompanied by a report (No. 3829)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 12679) to increase the pension of Fran- 
cis A. Gaskill, Company K, Sixth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3830)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13589) granting pension to Lydia B. Gray. (Report 
No, 3831. 

A bill (H. R. 7477) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Foss. (Re- 
port No. 3832.) 

A bill (6. ts) granting a pension to Matilda 8. Thompson. (Re- 
port No. ) 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12777) to increase the - 
sion of John H. R. Storey, Company F, One hundred and ninth - 
iment Pennsylvania Veteran Volunteers, accompanied bya report (No. 


| 3834)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the following bills of the 
House; which were severally referred to the House Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. 13191) to amend the charter of the Rock Creek Rail- | 
way Company. (Report No. 3835.) 

A bill (H. R. 13402) to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls 
Electric Railway Company. (Report No. 3836.) 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 845) to provide for 
the appointment of a reporter for the supreme court of the District of | 
Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 3837)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably | 
the bill of the House (H. R. 9347) to authorize the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to pay the balance found to be due the State of Florida, ac- 
cording to the account stated between the General Government and | 
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such State by the said Secretary, under the authority of the act ap- 
proved March 2, 1889, known as the deficiency appropriation act, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 3339)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LAIDLAW also, from the Commiitee on Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 13067) for the relief of Austin A. 
Yates, accompanied bya report (No. 3840)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10339) for the | 
relief of Peter Weber, accompanied by a report (No. 3841)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13473) to restore to the pension roll the name of Eliza 
M. Keith (formerly Eliza Ash). (Report No, 3842.) 
A bill (H. R. 10953) granting a pension to Lettie E. Covell-Buckley, 

late a nurse in the war of the rebellion. (Report No. 3843.) 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4915) granting a 
pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw, accompanied by a report (No. 
3844)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the Senate (S. 3752) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Israel Kimball, accompanied by a report (No. 3845)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr, SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred a letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
the Western Miami Indians against The United States (Miscellaneous | 
Document No. 83), reported, in lieu thereof, a bill (H. R. 13660) to re- 
* imburse the Western Miami Indians for money and lands improperly 
taken from them; which was read twice and, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3852), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported | 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4472) for the relief of Charles b. 
Stivers, accompanied by a report (No. 3853)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military A ffairs, 
reported favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were sev- 
erally referred to the House Calendar: 

A bill (S. 4768) granting right of way for irrigation ditch and rail- | 
road sidetrack across the quartermaster’s depot reservation in Yuma | 
County, Arizona. (Report No. 3854.) 

A bill (S. 4610) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands in | 
the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural fair and | 
industrial exposition grounds, aud for other purposes. (Report No. 
3855. ) 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invaiid Pensions, reported 





sion to Laura A. Burns, widow of Capt. Ross Burns, of Battery A, 
Second Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3856)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 
(H. R. 4363) granting a pension to William O. Noble. (Report No. 
3846. ) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 4309) granting relief to Wesley Phillips. 
(Report No. 3847.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 3230) for the relief of James C. Finn. (Re- 
port No. 3848.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 5882) granting arrears of pension to Mrs, 
Mary Brown. (Report No. 3849.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 5675) for the relief of Elias Cleveland. (Re- 
port No. 3850.) 





Mr. THOMAS, frum the Committee on War Claims, on the follow- 
ing resolution of the House: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested, 
if not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish to this House a state- 
ment of all moneys and funds received and collected from occupiers, owners, 
lessees, or agents of certain tenements in the city of New Orleans, and of cer- 
tain plantations in the State of Louisiana, seized by authorities of the United 


States during the years 1862, 1963, 1864, 1865, by Capt. John McClure, assistant 
quartermaster United States Army, or by Benjamin F. Flanders, then supervis- 
ing special agent of the Treasury Department, and by them transmitted to the 
Treasury Department at Washington, together with the names of the individ- 
uals from whom received, and the several amounts received, and also what, if 
any, disposition or disbursement of said sums has been mad the Depart- 


ment 


Report No. 3851. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Underclause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 


lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
| lows: 


By Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13657) to grant the Mo- 
bile Transportation Company the right to trestle into Mobile Bay at 


| or near Alabama Port—to the Committee on Commerce. 


by Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 13659) to suspend the enforcement 
of the act approved March 2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 
1488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances 
on steamers ’’—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A jointresolution (H. Res. 284) for printing 20,000 


| copies of new customs law as compared with law of 1883—to the Com- 
| mittee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 13661) for the relief of the legal or 
personal representatives of William H. Willhite, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13662) for the relief of James 
G. Adams, of Warren County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13663) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hastings, 
of Central City, Ky., an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13664) for the relief of James Westbrook, of 
Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 13665) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Eliza Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 13666) for the relief of Joseph 
Block, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13667) for the relief of 


| the estate of Adeline L. Hebron—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13668) for the relief of the estate of John Hebron 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H,. R. 13669) for the relief of John 
Dishman, of Warren County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13670) for the relief of A. B. Ray, of Logan County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 





| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 


By Mr. BECK WITH: Petition of Rey. James Twine, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of General George H. Thomas Coun- 
cil, 105, Junior Order United American Mechanics, Cleveland, Ohio, 


i | in favor of restriction of immigration—to the Select Committee on Im- 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12381) granting a pen- | 


migration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts: Petition for survey for break- 


| water at Lynnhaven Bay, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of New Derry Grange, 917, Westmore- 
land County, Pennsylvania, for financial legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of American Defense Association. 
General J. K. Morehead Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, in favor of the passage of legislation restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 37 citizens of Page County, Iowa, ask- 
ing passage of a bill giving the State the right to control the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine, etc.—to the Committee on the Jnudi- 
ciary. 

Aiso, petition of 142 citizens of Page and Taylor Counties, Iowa, ask- 
ing the passage of House bill 11568, known as the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, GEISSENHAINER: Petition of D. Da Bois Demarest, presi- 
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dent, and William B. Tompkins, secretary, of the Society of Inquiry, 
representing the students in the Theological Seminary of the Reformed 
(Dutch) Church in America at New Branswick, N.J., for the closing 
of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sundays—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Quadro-Centennial, 

Also, petition of citizens of Franklin Park, N. J., in favor of the 
passage of the bill relative to short method of spelling—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Affidavit of 8. A. Waggoner, to accompany 
bill for the relief of L. A. Waggoner, of Kentucky—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of officers and members 
of Penn Grange, Clearfield County; also, of officers and members of 
Sylvan Grove Grange, No. 765; also, of officersand members of Kersey 
Grange, No, 624, Elk County, Pennsylvania, asking for the free coin- 
age of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights and Measures. 

By Mr. LACEY: Evidence in support of House bill for granting a 
pension to Jesse It. K. Lamb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of Martha J. Mayes, of Mississippi, for ref- 
erence of her war claim to the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of Professor Hjalmar Hjorth Boyesen and 
1,956 others, citizens of the United States, representing sixteen States, 
praying that Congress insert in any bill for the regulation of immi- 
gration a provision that the American consul nearest the point of 
embarkation of any emigrant shall issue a certificate to said emigrant 
stating that he is not inimical to American institutions, that he can 
read his native language, that he is physically and mentally sound, 
that he is not under contract to perform labor of any kind in the United 
States, and that he is not and never has beenapauper. Any measure 
not containing these prerequisites they consider worthless and inade- 
quate—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Dr. George W. McConnell and 
25 others, citizens of Angola, Steuben County, Indiana, requesting the 
immediate consideration of House bill 12353, for the relief of George 
Eliott, to accompany said bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, favoring the pas- 
sage of the bill defining futures and options—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of Washington Garrison Regular Army 
and Navy Union, United States Army, in favor of House resolution 
269—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Memorial of officers and members of Grange 
No. 504; also, of officers and members of Grange No. 782, praying for 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Ontario County; also, of the same organization of Steuben County, 
New York, for the passage of Senate bill 4173, respecting the social 
vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of the New London (Conn.) Board of 
Trade, in favor of a breakwater in Lynnhaven Bay, at the foot of 
Chesapeake Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of R. W. Baker and 25 others, citizens of 
Seneca County, Ohio, favoring House bill 5353, defining options—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of Daniel Webster Council, No, 90, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of New Portage, Ohio, favoring the 
passage of a bill to restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1914, Mil- 
ford; also, petition of L. G. Mecher and 43 others, citizens of Dickin- 
sun County, lowa, requesting the passage of House bill 5353—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Remonstrance of the executive committee of the 
Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Union of La Crosse, Wis., and of a large 
number of business men of La Crosse, Wis., against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill 4962, authorizing the construction of certain booms, etc., in the 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of officers and 
members of Grange No. 335, Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for free 
coinage of silver; also, memorial of the officers and members of Potter 
Grange, No. 96, of Centre County, in the same State, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Resolutionsof the Los Angeles (Cal. ) Chamber 
of Commerce, favoring legislation for the speedy construction ofan inter- 
oceanic highway, such as the Nicaragua Canal; also, resolutions of San 

Francisco and San Diego (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring the 
construction of thesame improvement—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 342, Patrons of Hus. |" 


bandry, Susquehanna County; also, of Grange No. 289, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of the same county; also, of Grange No. 173, of same or- 
ganization, Bradford County; also, of Grange 806, Susquehanna County; 
also, of Grange No, 83, Bradford County; also, of Grange No. 798, Sus- 
quehanna County; also, of Grange No. 926, of Wyoming County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of bimetallism—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MARY C. HOFFMAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action ofthe House 
of Representatives nonconcurring in the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a pension to Mary C. Hoffman, widow 
of General William Hoffman. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Sawyer, Mr. PAp- 
pOocK, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


/ The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the General Assembly 
of the State of Colorado, praying that a portion of the Ute Indian res- 
ervation be laid aside for a national park; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of North Dakota, 
praying for the enlargement of Fort Abraham Lincoln and an increase 
of the number of troops at that post; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 79 residents of the State of Maine, 
praying for the adoption of a resolution providing for negotiations to 
extend the trade relations of the United States with Canada; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

He also presented a printed petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, praying for a constitutional amendment to secure to 
women the rights of suffrage, certifiet as having been rejected by 
Lodge No. 4785, of Salem, Ind. ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair presents an address and reso- 
lutions of the National Association of Builders, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which, by request, if no objection 
is made, will be printed as a document, and laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Nerstrand, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of a law giving to the several States author- 
ity to control the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, butterine, 
and all compounds in imitation of butter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered tq 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Pleasant Ridge Lodge, No. 457, of 
Illinois, and a petition of District Assembly No, 2478, Farmers’ Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, of Illinois, praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 250 citizens of New York and 
New Jersey, praying for the appointment of a commission to consider 
measures looking towards closer trade relations with Canada; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 100 voters of Groveland, Mass., 
praying for the passage of a bill to restrict immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of several very important business 
houses of the city of Boston, praying for the enactment of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of John M. Mourey and 12 other citizens of Coesse, Whitley 
County, Indiana; ; 

Resolutions of Subordinate Alliance No. 11, of Coesse, Whitley 
County, Indiana; 

Resolutions of Jay County Assembly, No. 113, Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Jay County, Indiana; 

Petition of W. A. Daily and 17 other citizens of Blackford County, 
Indiana; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3671, comprising 64 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3151, comprising 42 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3677, comprising 20 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 2844, comprising 32 members; 

Petition pf Lodge No. 3333, comprising 20 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3436, comprising 36 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3778, comprising 23 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3330, comprising 60 members; 


Petition of No. 3489, comprising 20 members; 
Petition of No. 3257, comprising 22 members; 


Lodge 
Petition of Lodge No. 3624, comprising 27 members; 
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Petition of Lodge No. 
Petition of Lodge No. 
Petition of Lodge No. 


3669, comprising 20 members; 
3094, comprising 13 members; 
2619, comprising 28 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 3381, comprising 17 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 2470, comprising 22 members: 

Petition of Lodge No. 3670, comprising 30 members; 

Petition of Lodge No. 4840, comprising 15 members; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1, of La Grange County, Indiana. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of members of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union No. 991, of Cedar County, Missouri, praying for 
the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the following memorials, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Conger lard bill and praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 952, 
of Macon County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 2587 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Audrain County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 12 members of Local Union No. 993 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Barry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 1197 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Barry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 49 members of Local Union No. 253 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Bates County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 478 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Bates County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 19 members of Local Union No. 1554 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Benton County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 1086 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Bollinger County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 2958 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Unien, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 925 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 44 citizens of Local Union No. 103 ofthe Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 41 citizens of Local Union No. 
Laborers’ Union, of Boone County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 96 citizens of Local Union No. 2596 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Buchanan County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No, 397 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Calloway County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 14 members of Local Union No. 1616 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Camden County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 49 members of Local Union No, 1013 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union No. 1013, of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 31 members of Local Union No, 509 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Cass County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 33 members of Local Union No. 963 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Cedar County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 27 members of Local Union No. 1308 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Chariton County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 26 members of Local Union No. 65 of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Chariton County, Missouri; and 

Memorial of 46 members of Local Union No. 3188 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Clinton County, Missouri. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the Legislature of North Da- 
kota, praying for the enlargementof Fort Abraham Lincoln and an in- 
crease of the number of troops at that post; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of ex-soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, citizens of the Fifth Congressional district of Kentucky, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 3146, to insure preference in ap- 
pointment, employment, and retention therein, in the public service of 
the United States, to veterans of the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of citizens of Colorado Springs, 
Colo., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I present senate joint memorial No. 1, of the sen- 
ate and house of representatives of the State of Colorado, memorializ- 
ing Congress in favor of the passage of the bill to remove the Ute 
Indians from their reservation. Tbe memorial is short, and I ask that 
it be printed in fallin the Recorp. This seems to be about the only 
measure of relief the people of Colorado can have looking to the re- 
moval of the Utes, as the bill still rests in committee and can not well be 
got out of it. I ask that the memorial may be printed in the Recorp. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
erdered to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 1. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialist, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, would re- 
spectfully submit that— 


Whereas a treaty between duly appoinied commissioners representing the 
United States Government and the Southern Ute tribe of Indians, located in 
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the southern portion of the counties of La Plata and Montezuma, in the State 
of Colorado, was consummaied in 1889, whereby said Indians agreed to relin 
quish their reservation in the State of Colorado and to accept in lieu thereof 
certain lands in the Territory of Utah; and 

_ Whereas Congress up to the present time has failed to ratify said treaty, caus- 
ing uneasiness and dissatisfaction among said Indians, who regard the delay 
as evidence of bad faith on the part of the Government: Therefore, 

We, your memorialists, respectfully urge the passage of the bill, now before 
Congress, to ratify said treaty, thereby not only subserving the best interests of 
said Indians, but removing a constant menace to the safety, havpiness, and 
prosperity of the white settlers, whose well-cultivated districts completely in- 
close the Indian reservation, which is entirely devoid of game or other natural 
sources of food supply, and thus avoid the danger of a repetition of the trouble 
which is now engaging the attention of the people in the Northwest; and 

Whereas there is situated within said reservation, along the Mancos and trib- 
utary cafions,a large number of ruins and relics of the ancient and prehistoric 
cliff-dwellers, which should be preserved by the Government for the use of the 
present and future generations: Therefore, 

Ke it resolved, That when the pending treaty is ratified the Government of 
the United States be requested to withhold from settlement and to set apart 
as a national park all that portion of said reservation which contains said an 
cient ruins, bounded as follows, namely: Beginning at the southeast corner of 
Montezuma County, Colorado, thence in a northerly direction to north side of 
said reservation, thence west to west side of Mesa Verde, thence along the west 
line of said Mesa Verde to the south line of said reservation, then« 
south line of said reservation to the place of beginning 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded to the presiding officer 


e east along 


of each House of Congress, to the Hon. Henry M. Teter, to the Hon. FE. 0. 


Wo tcort, and to the Hon. Hosea TownsEnp, our Senators and Representa- 
tive in Congress. 

And they are respectfully requested to use every effort to secure the early 
ratification of said treaty and removal of said Indians. 


WM. STORY, 


President of the Senate, 
JESSE WHIT! 
Sperker of the House of Representatives, 
Approved February 13, 1891. 
JOHN L. ROUTT, Governor. 


E. J. 


Eaton, Secretary of State 


Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of Encampment No. 34, Union 


Veteran Legion, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3146, to insure 
preference in appointment, employment, and retention therein, in the 
public service of the United States, to veterans of the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP HERSON, 


its Clerk, announced that the House had chosen Hon. Lewis E. PAy- 


SON, a Representative from the State of Illinois, Speaker pro tempore of 
the House during the absence of the Speaker. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore had signed 


the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice President: 


A bill (H. R. 12900) to increase the pension of Elizabeth R. Gordon, 


widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry; and 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of punctuation in 


the tariff act of 1890. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 12864) granting a pension to Joseph Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stoval; 

A bill (H. R. 4956) granting a pension to William C. Young; 

A bill CH. R. 12565) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Springer; and 

A bill (H. R. 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland; 

A bill (H. R. 9493) granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, late musi- 
cian Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 12305) granting a pension to Ruth E. Furgeson; 

A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elvira Brooks, widow of 
Odney D. Brooks, late assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Vol- 
unteers; 

A bill (S. 4626) granting an increase of pension to George H. Blod- 
gett; and 

A bill (8S. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk. 

Mr.SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2822) increasing the pension of John Winchell, reported it 
with an amendment, anc submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily Williams, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen; 

A bill (H. R. 2139) for the relief of Valeria Bb. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch; 

A bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Mary Morgan Esdon; 

A bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele; 

A bill (H. R. 10858) grantinga pension to Mary D. Jones; 
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A bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers; 
A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert; and 
A bill (H. 2. 5869) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 


Mullin 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. GORMAN, January 31, 1891, 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it 
favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an amend- 
ment submitted by Mr, CAsEy on the 4th instant, intended to be pro- 
posed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved 
its reference to the Committeeon Appropriations, and thatit be printed; 
which was agreed to 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. CASEY on the 13th instant, intended to be pro- 
posed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved 
its reference to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it be printed; 
which was agreed to 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment submitted by Mr. TURPIE on January 19, 1891, 
intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4974) confirming to the Kansas Central Rail- 
road Company a right of way upon the military reservation of Fort 
Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 470) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
Company, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. 8.2281) for the relief of Charles Wording and others, owners of 
the brig Xenophon, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of Frank Scha- 
der, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6179) to remove the charge of desertion from record of James 
Blythe, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4490) making appropriation for extending and repairing the mili- 
tary quarters at Fort Abraham Lincoln, N. Dak., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4187) for the correction of the army record 
of Capt. William P. Hall, United States Army, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported three amendments intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. PLATT on the 4th instant, intended to be pro- 
posed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the biil (8. 4819) to provide for the payment of the French spoliation 
claims, in accordance with the findings of the Court of Claims, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


to 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 5105) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railway upon the Government reservation at Fort Monroe, 
Virginia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that this is a bill recommended 
by the Secretary of War. I move that it be referred tothe Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCK RELL introduced a bill (8S. 5106) to increase the pension 
of Oliver C. Hayward; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and, with the accompanying letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VooORHEES) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CIRCULATING MEDIUM. 
Mr. CARLISLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
Rerolved, That copies of Senate Report No. ——, accompanying Senate 
bill 4528, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I rise to privileged business. I ask 
the Senate to consider the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington 
and Arlington Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the conference report be- 
fore the Senate. The report has been read at length. The question 
is on concurring in the same. 

The report was concurred in. 


METROPOLITAN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask leave toentera motion toreconsider the vote 
by which the Senate passed the bill (S. 4119) granting a right of way 
to the Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through the property 
of the United States in Montgomery County, Maryland. 

Che VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion to reconsider will be entered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLATT. If the morning business is closed I move that theSen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter Clerk. A bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chap- 
ter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy - 
rights. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair hearsno objection, and the bil | 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Minnesota asks me to yield in order 
that he may obtain unanimous consent to some Senate pension 
bills. There are but very few of them I believe, and I do not know 
but that I ought to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, 1 am as strongly interested in the 
passage of pension bills as my distinguished friend, the chairman of the 
committee, of which I am a member, but I think that they might be 
taken up later in the day. To start in with pension cases in the morn- 
ing will break up the entire day. I want todemand of—— 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Nebraska does not know what I am 


going to ask. : 
Mr. PADDOCK. I suppose the Senator is going to ask the Senate to 
consider the pension bills unobjected to on the Calendar. 
Mr. DAVIS. There are about fifteen or twenty Senate pension bills 





| on the Calendar which, if they can not be acted upon early to-day, will 


receive no ffnal determination at this I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed now to consider the Senate pension bills 
re favorably on the Calendar and unobjected to. 

Mr. PADDOCK, To that I cheerfully assent. Now, if Seer 
will allow me—— 
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Mr. COCKRELL. What is the proposition? 
word of itou this side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
his proposition? ‘The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I stated that there are about fifteen or twenty Senate 
pension bills on the Calendar which must be acted upon early to-day 
or they will receive no action in this Congress. I ask gnanimous con- 
sent that those bills be considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that he include the House 
pension bills, for I think it is more important that we should consider 
them than the Senate bills. 

Mr. PLATT. We can pass those at another time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Those can be passed atanytime. There is notrouble 
about them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I shall not interfere. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the unobjected pension cases referred to by the Senator from 
Minnesota will be taken up in their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, at this particular juncture in the 
business of the day I wish to say to the Senator from Connecticut, 
in the interest of a most important bill which is next in the order of 
business to the one which he has in charge, that unless he can secure 
from the Senate consent for the fixing of an hour to-day at which a vote 
shall be taken upon his bill and the amendments thereto, or unless an 
agreement at least is reached that a vote shall be taken before the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day, I must insist upon laying aside that bill and 
taking up the next bill in order. 

Ifthe Senator will allow me, I know his great interest in the copyright 
measure, his great anxiety about it, and the faithful labor he has per- 
formed here in trying to advance the bill to asuccessful determination; 
but it looks to me, and it looks to many others who are the friends of 
authors and inventors and who desire a copyright bill to be passed here 
for their benefit, as if this had degenerated into a wrestle between the 
traders and those who are the between people, who seem to be anxious 
only to secure the best opportunity to speculate upon the products of 
the brains of these other people and who seem to be determined, one 
and the other, to get the advantage of one or the other in this scheme, 
without consideration of the interests of the author or inventor. 

Now, I think there ought to bea period put to this thing, and I shall 
insist upon it at once. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator from Ne- 
braska has said what he did about the contest. I quite agree with 
him in his other remarks, that the copyright bill has occupied a long 
time. It has been kept before the Senate to the exclusion of other 
matters, very much to my sorrow. Iam as anxious to get it out of the 
way as he is and I am as anxious to come to the consideration of the 
matter which he has in charge, which is to follow, as he can possibly 
be. I assure him that I shall do everything, even to refraining from 
discussions or explanations myself, in order to secure a vote. I do 
not believe the bill will take two hours when we come to consider it. 


MRS. 


We could not hear a 


Will the Senator from Minnesota restate 


ELIZABETH C. CUSTER. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The first Senate pension bill on the Cal- 
endar, unobjected to, will be stated. 

The Curer CLerk. A bill (S. 4847) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth 
C. Custer. 

Mr. DAVIS. Order of Business 2551, House bill 12242, is identical 
with the order just announced, the former being a House bill. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the House bill and | 
shall move to indefinitely postpone the Senate bill. 

The Senate, as in Commiitee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer. It pro- 
poses to pay to Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer, widow of General George A. 
Custer, a pension of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension which she 
now receives. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to ask 
him whether, aschairman of the Committeeon Pensions, that committee 
has taken intoaccount the propriety of increasing the pensionsof widows 
of private soldiers, so that they might more nearly correspond to those 
being granted so lavishly to widows of officers ? 

Mr. DAVIS. When the Senator from Kansas introduces a bill to 
that effect it will be considered by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to ask the Senator what the committee 
thought of it. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
opinion publicly. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
quence. 

Mr. DAVIS. Notatall. If the Senator from Kansas thinks it is 
of consequence he can introduce a bill and have it referred to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam bound to presume, of course, that the private 
soldier has not yet come within the purview of that committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The committee has not had occasion to express its 


As they have not, I presume it is not of any conse- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2835 





Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill (S. 4847) for the relie® of Mr 
Elizabeth C. Custer be postponed indefinitely. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MARY WI 
Che bill (S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 


roll the name of Mary Wilkes, widow of Charles Wilke 
niral, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension o 
in lieu of the pension now received by het 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


3, late rear ad 
$100 per month, 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
JOHN S. FURLING. 
Che bill (S. 4809) granting an inerease of pension to John 5S. Furling 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert “ 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacied, etc 


fifty 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8, Furling, late private Com- 
pany D, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving under certifi- 
cate numbered 293158. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
was concurred in. 

rn . 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


amended, and the amendment 


MARION M’KIBBIN. 


The bill (8. 4498) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 10, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one hun- 
dred’’ and insert ‘‘fifty,’’ and in lines 11 and 12 to strike out ‘“‘ the 
date of her husband’s death, November 8, 1890’ and insert ‘‘ and after 
the passage of this act;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Inter 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension ro t to the ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion McKibbin, widow of 
David B. McKibbin, late colonel of the One hundred and fifty-eighth and the 
Two hundred and fourteenth Regiments Pennsylvania Infantry, and brevet 
brigadier general United States Army, and pay hera pension at the r 
per month from and after the passage of this act 


and he 


or be 


s hereby, au- 


, Subje provist 


te of Sw 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
third time, and passed 


Senate as amended, and the amend 


read the 
MARY VANCi 

The bill (S. 4449) granting a pension to Mary Vance was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Mary Vance, an army nurse, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’LAUGHLIN. 

The bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaugh- 
lin was considered as in Committe of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of James McLaughlin, late captain of 
Company I, Tenth Regiment Kansas State Militia, and to pay him a 
pension of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 
under act of Congress approved August 21, 1888. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW FRANKLIN. 

The bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Frank- 
lin, alias McKee, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving under an act of Congress approved June 4, 
1888. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed ‘for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA ALLEN, 

The bill (8S. 4500) granting a pension to Martha Allen was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Martha Allen, widow of Robert Allen, late pri- 
vate, Company I, Second Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD L. SHARPE, 


The bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 

















sion roll the name of Edward L. Sharpe, late of Company G, Third 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA A. BURNS. 


Che bill (8S. 4502) granting a pension to Laura A. Burns was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Laura A. Burns, widow of P. Ross Burns, late 
captain of Topeka, Battery A, Second Regiment Kansas State Militia 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA 8 WHITNEY. 

The bill ({. 4944) granting a pension to Maria S. Whitney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roli the name of Maria 8. Whitney, as mother of John M. Whit- 
ney, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN G. FURNALD. 

The bill (S. 5022) granting a pension to Susan G. Farnald was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Susan G, Furnald, dependent mother of James 
G. Furnald, late a private of Company A, Third New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES, LAURA C, HUMBER, 


The bill (S. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to 
the pension roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to restore to the pension roll the name of Lanura-C. Humber, 
widow of the late Capt. Charles H. Humber, Seventh United States 
Infantry, at the rate she formerly received, $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL WALKER. 

The bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Samuel Walker, late major Fifth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL ULLMAN, 


The bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Daniel Ullman, late brevet major general in the 
Army of the United States, at $100 per month. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and > 

Mr. DAVIS. There are four or five Senate bills on the desk which 
were reported this morning, which I should like to have considered at 
this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
sence of objection. 


The bills will be considered, in the ab- 


JOHN WINCHELL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2822) increasing the pension of John Winchell, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one 
hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of $25 per month, 
in lieu of the pension which he now receives, the name of John Winchell, who 
eS private of Captain Harding’s company, New York Militia, in the war 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. BLODGETT. 

The bill (S. 4626) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Blodgett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll, at $16 a month, the name of George H. 
- Blodgett, late a member of Company M, First Regiment Maine Heavy 
Artillery, in lieu of the pension now received hy him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN B. HOUGHKIRE. 


The bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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pension roll the name of Benjamin B. Houghkirk, late of Company E, 
One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, at $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. MRS. EMILY WILLIAMS, 

The bill (S. 4682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily 
Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike ouf ‘‘ fifty”’ 
and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of eS 
widow of Capt. J. Otis Williams, late of the Twelfth Massachusetts Volunteers, 
and subsequently of the Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the 
= of $30 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

ws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bili was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EMILY H. WORTHEN. 

The bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Emily H. Worthen, as widow of Isaac P. 
McMaster, late a sergeant Company E, Sixth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bad nonconcurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12922) making appropriations for 
thesupport of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Spooner, Mr. 
SNIDER, and Mr. ROBERTSON managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses, and had nonconcurred in certain other amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill; it asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. McComas, 
Mr. Morrow, and Mr. CLEMENTS managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice President: 

A bill (S. 405) for the relief of James A. Terrell; 

A bill (S. 4520) to provide American registers for the steamers Mon- 
tank and Mineola; 

A bill (S. 5000) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
St. Louis River, between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United States to 
grant an honorable discharge to William L. Lenan; 

A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officer of the 
Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under allotments 
made by soldiers from said county during the late rebellion, by virtue 
of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting 
public property,’’ approved July 22, 1861; 

A bill (H. R. 8042) to remove the charge of desertion against Urs 
Ambrose Nunlist; 

A bill (H. R. 8588) to amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, provid- 
ing for the marking of vessels’ names at bow and stern; 

A bill (H. R. 8628) for the erection of a public building at Rich- 
mond, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 9602) to constitute Nashville, Tenn., a port of delivery, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine and report as 
to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the time of his res- 
ignation from the Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to General Isaac 
F. Quinby. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT, 


Mr. PLATY. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theregular order will be proceeded with. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10881) to 
amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to copyrights. 
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Mr. PLATT. Let the »ending amendment be stated and then all I 
i ik upon it isa vote. O. course I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], which will be 
stated. 

The Cater CLERK. On page 4, in section 3, line 31, after the word 
‘*prahibited,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

Except that all books, maps, charts, dramatic or musical compositions, en- 
gravings, cuts, prints, lithographs, or photographs, or negatives thereof, or any 
paintings, drawings, chromos, or any statues or statuary so copyrighted, the 
author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of which shall be a citizen, suUject, or 
resident of a foreign country, may be imported into the United States upon the 
payment of duties, if any, imposed by law at the time of such importation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment which 
has just been read. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the amendment may be again stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment wi-l be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]; otherwise I should vote 
* vea.”? 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 

Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [announced a pair between the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] and myself. I transfer the pair I have with 
that Senator to my colleague [Mr. KENNA], which will enable the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT] and myself to vote. I vote 
“a ea.’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My colleague [Mr. TELLER], who is absent from 
the Senate on account of illness, is paired with the Senator from Loui- 
siana [ Mr. Gipson], who is likewise detained from the Senate Chamber 
by illness. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and the 
Senator from Louisiana would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BLopGetr]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to ask if the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas to transfer 
his pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is absent and 
desired to vote ‘‘yea.’’ ‘Then the Senator from Arkansas can vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
fer the pair, so that the Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will stand paired. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On this question. 

Mr. EVARTS. Has a quorum voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. EVARTS. Istated heretofore that, though [am usually paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], Iam at liberty to vote 
on this copyright bill; but, as this is a somewhat close matter and an 
important one, I think I ought to withhold my vote. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam generally paired with my colleague [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN] on all political questions, but I had an understanding with him 
yesterday that he would vote upon this amendment the same as my- 
self, and therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 24; as follows: 


Tam paired with 


Tam paired with the 


YEAS—36, ° 
Allen, Cullom, Harris, Power, 
Allison, Daniel, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Bate, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Reagan, 
Blackburn, George, Paddock, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, Pasco, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—24. 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Spooner, 
Carey, Farwell, Morrill, Stanford, 
Davis, Hawley, Pierce, Stewart, 
Dawes, Higgins, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dixon, oar, Sanders, Washburn, 
Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, Wolcott, 

ABSENT —238. 

Aldrich, Chandler, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Kenna, Shoup, 
Blodgett, Evarts, McConnell, Squire, 
Brown, Frye, McPherson, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Moody, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hearst. Morgan, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hiscock, Quay, Warren, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


If there is no objection, then, I will trans- | 


a 
<<a CC CC 


| Senate and everybody else are upon them, and they will stop it. 





Mr. FRYE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 23, page 3, after the word 
‘“book,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘map, dramatic or musical compo- 
sition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph;’’ in 
Section 3, line 26, page 3, after the word ‘‘therefrom,’’ to insert ‘‘or 
from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on stone made within 
the limits of the United States or from transfers made therefrom,’ in 
section 3, line 28, page 3, after the word ‘‘ book,’’ to insert ‘‘ map, 
chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, or litho- 
graph, cut, print, or photograph;’’ in section 3, line 29, page 3, after the 
word ‘‘set,’’ insert ‘‘ engravings, negatives, or drawings on stone, 
made;’’ and in section 3, line 35, page 4, after the word ** book,’’ to in- 
sert ‘maps, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, print, 
photograph, chromo, or lithograph.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. This is the amendment practically which was adopted 
in Committee of the Whole when the bill was there under considera: 
tion. It has been changed to obviate any parliamentary objection by 
striking out the word ‘‘chart.’’ 

Mr. President, the amendment is just and fair, and no objection has 
been made to it that I know of except that, if adopted, it would send 
the bill back to the House of Representatives and thus hazard its final 
passage. That objection does not subsist now, because the bill is 
amended and must go back to the House, and I hopethe amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the confusion in the Chamber is such 
that Ido not know the character of the amendment which has been 
presented by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. It is such that 
several Senators who desired to vote against the last amendment voted 
for it, not understanding the character of the business, and I insist that, 
if the Senate of the United States can not preserve order so as to un- 
derstand the business which is before the Senate, we can not expect or- 
der to be preserved anywhere within the United States. I think, at 
any rate, we ought to set an example of order to the United States, and 
not an example of disorder, and I trust that we may have order dur- 
ing the consideration of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has made repeated efforts to 
maintain order on the floor, but it is impossible to do so as long as 
Senators will converse in audible tones of voice. The Chair is doing 
everything in his power to maintain order, but he must have the sup- 
port of the Senators on the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggest that the Chair can stop the transaction 
of business until Senators get through with their private affairs, and 
when the Chair does that Senators will soon see that the eyes of the 
If not, 


a 


| the Sergeant-at-Arms should go around and request them to be in order. 





Mr. PLATT. While this very discussion has been attempted to be 
had on the subject of order it has been impossible for Senators to hear 
it. Senators behind me say that they have no idea what the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] said on this subject on account of the 
confusion, and Senators are now engaged in conversation on the floor 
to the extent of drowning any ordinary voice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Business will be suspended until order 
is restored. [A pause.] The Senator from Connecticut will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, Mr. President, all that I ask is a vote on the 
pending amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine tr. FRYE]. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the parliamentary condition of the Senator's 
amendment? Is it an amendment in the first degree? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is an amendment in the first degree. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to submit an amendment to it, and I should 
like to submit several amendments to the text, putting in the same 
idea in different places, and have them treated as one amendment, if 
there be no objection. I move, inline 9, after the word ‘‘ chromo,’’ to 
insert the words ‘‘or lithograph.’’ I will send the amendment to the 
desk in a moment, 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator desires, I suppose, to limit this tochromos, 
photographs, and lithographs. If he does, he can offer a substitute to 
my amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I call the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] to 
order. We can not hear the private conversation going on between him 
and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been no private conversation going on between 
me and the Senator from Maine. I have addressed the Chair in an 
orderly way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not call the Senator from Massachusetts to 
order. I called the Senator from Maine toorder on the ground that he 
was addressing the Senator from Massachusetts without permission of 
the Chair and handing him papers. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine is done. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe I have the floor unless the Senator from Mis- 
souri takes it from me. He is out of order. 

The Senator from Maine suggests that the design which I have ex- 
pressed is contained in a draught which he has here, and which I will 
therefore move as an amendment to his amendment. It merely ex- 
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tends to other artists the provisions which the Senator from Maine re- 
stricts. It extends to lithographs the provision which he proposes to 
apply tochromos, and then in the easeof a book the twocopies required 
shal! be printed from type set within the limits of the United States. 
This amendinent provides that it shall be applied to photographs, chro- 
mos, or lithographs that shall be printed from negatives, or plates, or 
drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. In other words, it is a limitation of the amendment 
offered by my colleague. 

Mr. HOAR. The effect of 
reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer Clerk. It is proposed to substitute the following fur 
the amendment already stated: 

In section 3, line 23, page 3, after the word “* book,’’ it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘ photograph, chromo, or lithograph;’’ in section 3, line 26, 
page 3, after the word ‘‘therefrom,’’ to insert ‘‘or from negatives or 
drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States, or from 
transfers made therefrom;’’ in section 3,line 28, page 3, after the word 
‘*book,’’ to insert *‘ chromo or lithograph or photograph;’’ in section 
3, line 29, page 3, after the word ‘‘set,’’ to insert ‘‘ negatives or draw- 
ings on stone;’’ and in section 3, line 35, page 4, after the word ‘‘ book,’’ 


it will be seen when the amendment is 


to insert ‘‘ photograph, chromo, or lithograph.”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine | Mr. Fryer}? 

Mr. HOAR,. It is. 

Mr. HALE, It isa limitation of the amendment proposed by my 


colleague. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I shall vote for that amendment to the amend- 
ment, but I shall vote against the amendment, if adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I was going to ask the Senator. Now, I 
desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, suppose the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts is adopted to my amend- 
ment, will he then vote for the amendment ? 

Mr. HOAR. We will see as to that when we get there. 

Mr. FRYE. ThatiswhatIsupposed. Therefore I hope the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts will not be adopted 
as an amendment to my amendment. It is an extensive limitation 
upon the amendment which I offered. Mine is better than that. I 
would take that rather than not have anything, but I prefer exceed- 
ingly to have the amendment which I offered. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand the amendment as a limitation, 
but as an extension. Unless I misunderstand the amendment, it will 
contain everything that the Senator’s amendment contains and some- 
thing more, to wit: it will extend to lithographs what in the Senator’s 
amendment only extends to books. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I think we ought to understand 
what ground we are treading on. I understand the purpose of this 
measure is to secure to writers the monopoly of the publication of 
their works. The amendment which was proposed originally by the 
Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] and renewed by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] provides that this bill shall not interfere with 
the importation of books. We have protected the typesetters further 
by a provision in the bill that the type used upon books printed and 
circulated in this country shall be set in this country. Now, as I un- 
derstand the amendment of the Senator from Maine and the amend- 
mentoffered by theSenator from Massachusetts, we have here an amend- 
ment which provides that the illustrations for these books shall be 
manufactured in this country, that they must be put upon stone if 
they are reproduced upon stone, or must be put upon steel if they are 
to be published as steel engravings, or must be produced upon wood 
if they are to be produced from wood. 

It seems to me that all of us must desire that the best book shall be 
given to the public. For instance, Hamerton, we will say, publishes 
in London his book on Etchings and Etchers. It is illustrated by cop- 
ies of his own etchings, produced by himself, and by copies from the 
etchings of others, produced by himself or by well-known English art- 
ists in touch and in harmony and having knowledge of the work of the 
artist whose works they reproduce. Now, are we to say that, when 
this book comes to this country, the stones can not come, too, or that 
the publication of the etchings on the other side can not be brought to 
this country? Are we to offer a premium on ignorance and encourage 
imitation by saying to the publishers of these books, ‘‘ You can not 
bring the illustrations over here?’’ Although the type is set here and 
we help the printer by having the type for the book set in this coun- 
try, we say to him, *‘ You must destroy your English or your French 
plate, you must destroy the stones upon which these artists have put 
their work, you must give the work to somebody in this country, 
whether he be competent or not, whether he have the artistic qualifi- 
cations or not.’’ Then we say to the American publisher, “‘ You may 
get a copy of this for imitation, if yon can smuggle it or get it in by 
an importation, and then you may imitate it, and it may be published 
in this country.’’ 

It seems to me that no more damaging bill could be passed in the 
interest of letters, in the interest of art, or in the interest of good books. 
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If I am not mistaken, under this bill it is possible that these books 
published abroad, with their charming illustrations, often by the au- 
thors themselves, men who have seen the rivers which they depict, or 
the pictures, who have visited the galleries and reproduced from the 
pictures themselves the works of art with which they add to the in- 
| telligence and culture of this country, must be destroyed and can not 
| come into this country, and we must rely upon theimitations of Ameri- 
| can artists in order that we may pander to this claim, which is eternally 
| presented to this body, that every sort of an American must be en- 
| couraged in his work, whether the effect of it is to degrade or to lift up. 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator from Col- 
orado has not quite stated the question properly. I understand that 
we are engaged here in protecting American labor and American brain 
work. Now, what has happened is this, chronologically: Some years 
ago when authors and publishers came here they found that a consid- 
erable section of the American Republic was interested in the manual 
labor of producing a hook, and they could not get their bill through 
unless they took into account the people who did this manual labor. 
They went away, and they came back again and said, ‘‘ Now, we have 
made a corner on this entire business, we have got the authors and we 
have got the publishers and we have got the typesetters together,’’ 
and so on; and taking together these three classes, all of whose work 
is necessary from the average standpoint, they asked us that we should 
thus take the agreement which they made and end it. That was good 
as far as it went except that I do not think it took into account except 
indirectly the work of artists, engravers, and so on. Now, art is a 
relative term, though I speak of that with a great deal of modesty, 
Mr. President. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 


| I should like to ask what the Senator from Kan- 
sas means by saying that art isa relative term? I should be very 
| glad if he will give us his definition of art. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator had just waited a moment I should 
have told what I meant by it. I remember some years ago when the 
owner of a picture (and I will not name it, because I do not want to 
say anything which might be taken even as coming from me as de- 
preciating the value of the picture) offered to sell the picture to the 
Congress of the United States for $25,000, we will say. It is well 

| known that the Congress of the United States in matters of art follow 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1L] absolutely. He is dictator 
of the entire ran of art as it relates to the action of Congress. He said 
it was not a work of art and consequently the $25,000 was not forth- 
coming. Theowner of that picture, however, coppered us, soto speak— 
if I may use the term, that I suppose everybody knows something about, 
as I do not—by giving that picture to the Government, and thereupou 
we had a joint session of Congress to receive it. I had heard all the 
suggestions about that picture as a work of art. 

Mr. PLATT. To what picture does the Senator refer? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not name it because I do not want to say any- 
thing that as even coming from me might depreciate the value of the 
picture. I did something then that I never had done on more than 
one occasion before, I attended a joint session, for they are generally 
said to be somewhat stupid, if I may say so. But I did it in order to 
hear what the then Representative in Congress, Mr. Garfield, would 
say about that subject when he came to speak. It issaid, of course, 
that you must not look a gift horse in the mouth, and when he came 
to speak of that picture he said what I think is art criticism, as re- 
lates to each picture. He said, ‘‘All I can say of that picture is what 
the picture says to me.’’ Now, I call thata form of art. There is 
another grade of it which gets up into what our former associate, Mr. 
Conkling, would call the ‘“‘upper air and solar walk,’’ that regards 
not only all the things that a picture says to you, but a certain class 
of people regard what has come down from a former age, and has had 
the holy oil of authority poured upon it in such a way that whatever 
they said is art must be art whether we like it or not. 

~ Now the Senator understands what I think about relative art. I 
have no doubt that he is in that ‘‘ upper air and solar walk.’’ ‘To me 
a chromo, I have no doubt,speaks more than some of these higher 
things, but it would not to him of course. I do not want to have my 
potatoes measured in his basket; and therefore what I say is that the 
things which an American artist may make and which may adorn the 
page of an American book, the text of which was the production of an 
American author, the type of which was set by an American printer, 
and the press work of which was done by an American pressman,may 
mean art to the average American citizen, although not to the Senator 
from Colorado. 

The Senator is in that happy condition where he can buy whatever 
he pleases and whenever he pleases. Times, conditions, oceans, and 
centuries are subordinated of course to his wishes as they are not to 
the average American. Now, what I want to get out of this measure 
if I can is that we shall have American literature, the work of Amer- 
ican brains; that it shall be printed upon American paper, upon type 
the result of the work of an American foundry, set by American prin- 
ters, and illustrated by American artists, even if they have poached on 
the realm of somebody who in turn poached on somebody else, because 
the Senator admitted in the beginning that Hamerton had drawn with 
his pencil a free sketch of an oil painting. 
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Stealing in the first degree is no more immoral than steal ng in the 
second degree. So, I think when we come down to this business, 
what we had better do is just as we have done in some other forms of 
legislation, or at least assumed to do, take into account American pro- 
ducers, whatever the relative merit of their productions, whether it be 
great or whether it be small, to regard them because they are Ameri- 
can; and in the next place, if we can, while we are about it, take into 
account that modest and necessarily frugal class of people who buy 
books. They do not get much hearing, I agree, but still they are to 


be taken into account; and after all, when we are on this subject of 


having American books, I want them to be American, from the Amer- 
ican stone engraving which constitutes the frontispiece clear down to 
the ‘‘ finis’’ which is set in small caps at the end. 

Therefore I do not see any chance to reflect at all on this proposition. 
There is not an etching of any kind in any magazine in the world that 
is not taken from something else, that is not poached from the original 
picture, and whoever drew the original picture poached it from nature 
anyhow. So it is really from beginning to end a species of larceny 
which we are engaged in considering. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. After the definition of art which the Senator from 
Kansas has given, I beg to assure him that if I were in the happy con- 
dition which he pictured, of being able to buy what I wanted, where 
I want it, I should certainly not call upon the Senator from Kansas to 
do the work of selecting what I might wish to adorn any establishment 
with. The Senator shows, it seems to me, a somewhat profound igno- 
rance in matters of art when he tells the Senate that an etching is al- 
ways stolen from something that is painted. 
know that the world is full of magnificent etchings which are made 
direct by the artist himself and not copied from oil paintings he has 
much to learn in the books which I hope he will some day find time 
to read on works of art. 

The Senator says he wants everything American. 
that then apply to the man who writes the books? Does he want his 
authors American authors? In his intense loyalty to America does he 
want the books all written in this country that are to be circulated ? 
Because we have American lithographers are we to be shut out from 
the exquisite work of artists, designers, engravers, and etchers from 
the other side, in order that his definition of American art may be 
carried out ? 


Why does not 


Mr. President, we do more to belittle and degrade what we all look | 
forward to, the growth and uplifting of the people of this country, by | 


shutting others out from that inspection and consideration of these 


works of beauty than anything we may gain by the encouragement of 


American art. The Senator says he wants everything American. He 


wants to start, he says, with a stolen picture, and he wants to go on | 


until he comes to an American finis. I suggest that if these are his 
ideas of art he should confine himself with his books, his printing, and 
his pictures to the work of the State which he so ably represents. 


Mr. PLATT. Would it be thought too much for me to appeal to | 


the Senate to allow a vote to be taken on the pending question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not wish to shut off debate, of course. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that very well, but I was replying to 
what I understand to be the Senator’s own position, that these etch- 
ings were imitations, etc., and he said that often the copies were bet- 
ter than the originals. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the Senator is himself, as I understand it, voting 
for propositions in this bill which cut out the very idea which he has 
in view. He has voted here for a proposition to prohibit the importa- 
tion of books from outside unless there are certain conditions complied 
with on this side. That is further than I am willing to go. I am 





If the Senator does not | 


| 


| 


| can produces a work of art or not. 








willing to let foreign books set by foreign typesetters, and the result | 
of foreign skill and of foreign talent and all that, come into this country | 


in proper condition, so that the tastes of the people may be cultivated. 

Of course I ought not to speak of taste, of my own taste by compari- 
son with the Senator’s, and I will not indulge in the sneer in regard 
to his State which is on my lips, and which I think would be a fair 
retort to what I think was not the result of his better judgment, and 
which I think some day he will be ashamed of, or he ought to be at 
all events, in regard to my own State. What I want to say is simply 
this, that if he means to reflect upon the honor of the State I repre- 
sent, I shall not engagein anything of that kind with him, and it does 
not become him to get into that domain at all. It is not pertinent to 


this discussion in any way, shape, or form; and when the time comes | 


that he and I want to wash our separate dirty linen and hang it on the 
national clothesline I think I can say about as mean things in regard 
to Colorado, and the character of people who went there in largest part 
from Kansas, as he can say about Kansas. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But they did not. 

Mr. PLUMB. ThenI am glad they did not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Soam I. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, I am glad they did not. In view of a good 
many things that have happened in thai State there is nothing that is 
so complimentary to the State as to say that a majority of the people 
did not go from Kansas to Colorado. I supposed they had, and really I 





have had some humiliation on account of it for a long time 
glad the Senator has disclosed the fact to me. 

Now, there is not anything in the United States practically as an il- 
lustration which appears in any magazine which is not copied from an 
original somewhere. 

The original itself does not appear, certainly not as a rule, in the 
magazine. They are copies from oil paintings, they are copies from 
pictures of every kind. They have been of course the result of more 
or less artistic work and as a rule they are copies. In saying what I 
did about this proposition requiring etchings to be made in this country, 
Iwas responding to what I understood the Senator from Colorado to say 
about what was going on, and the only point was whether it was better 
to let Hamerton steal it and import the fruit of his larceny into the 
United States than to havea man in the United States commit the same 
act which Hamerton himself had committed. It may be as he says 
that is the logic of it—that an American can not produce anything that 
may be called art. 

I have heard a good deal : 


Iam 





bout that, and that may beso. I donot 


| get up into that domain in which I am able to say whether an Ameri- 


I do not know that he does, and I 
have no doubt as to his capacity to produce bread and clothes, and as 
to the ability of our people to avail themselves of an opportunity to 
work, and anything of that kind; but I can not speak as to the art to 
which the Senator refers, which would clothe the senses rather than 

atisfy the needs of the body. But, if we do not have art, it is time 
we had. Wedid not have manufactures. Wethought we would have 
a policy of protection in order to get mannfactures. 

The Senator stood by that, and not only that, but he insisted on car 
rying it to the utmost extreme, and that we should not have anything 
permitted to come into the United States which was produced in Colo- 
rado or anywhere. When we come to this other domain, which in- 
volves typesetting and paper-making and work of the brain and hand 
of the United States, and which results in the making of books, why 
should we not have American books, at the same time giving to any- 
body who wants to go outside the opportunity of doing so on proper 
terms? That is what I stand for. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, before this matter goes any further, I 
want to know who this fellow Hamerton is; whether he lives in Col- 
orado or Kansas. 

[The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryYB]. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say, in answer to the question put me by 
the Senator from Maine, that if the amendment to the amendment is 
adopted I shall vote for his amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from Kansas has elevated me 
toa pinnacle that Iam not entitled to occupy. I am not aware of 
having damned any painting ever offered to the United States that 
was worth $25,000 by my objection against it. If I have, Iam glad 
of it; for I know of a great many daubs that have been offered to the 
Government to be purchased by it that I have not approved of. Ido 
not desire to enter into any competition with the Senator from Kan- 
sas in relation to art. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the amendment may be again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Maine will be read. 

Mr. FRYE. Ithink I can state it so that the Senator from Wiscon 
sin will understand the question presented better than he will under- 
stand it from the reading. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
was offered. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment which I offered, and which was 
adopted in Committee of the Whole a few days since, provides that all 
art in the United States shall be protected; that is to say, that all 
copyrights, whether of art or of books, must be prepared and carried 
on and perfected in the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Does your amendment include photographs, chromos, 
and lithographs? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, it includesall those. Theamendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts limits the exclusion to lithographs, 
photographs, and chromos, 

Mr. HOAR. Let me see that then. 

Mr. FRYE. That is it exactly 

Mr. HOAR, If the Senator will allow me to interrupt kim one mo- 
ment, I offer an amendment which I have got here. The Senator’s 
amendment reads, *‘ the author, inventor, designer, or proprietorof any 
book, cut, print, photograph, painting, drawing, chromo, statue, or 
statuary.’’ My first amendment inserts the words “‘ or lithograph,”’ 
which are not includedinhisamendment. ‘Then the next amendment 
that I propose is where the Senator’s amendment says that in case of a 
book two copies shallbesoandso. I propose to insert the words ‘‘ pho 
tograph or lithograph,’’ and require them to be on negatives or draw- 
ings on stone made in the United States. WhenI moved that amend- 
ment the Senator said he had a substitute which in a more compact 
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form conveyed my idea, and without reading that I took his word for 
it, and he sent up his substitate to the desk. 

Now, if that substitute does not do exactly what my amendment pro- 
poses, to wit, take the things that the Senator provides for, his enu- 
merated works of art,and extend them to these others, then I have been 
led into a mistake by my honorable friend from Maine himself, who 
assured me that his substitute did just what my original proposition 
did; and, if that be true, I shall have to ask the consent of the Senate 
to vote down my amendment and then renew it in the old form. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HGAR. Let us find out which is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon that question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the friends of the copyright bill, who 
have been present here and whom I have occasionally seen, cameto me 
with a proposition that instead of submitting my amendment I should 
submit one limiting the exclusion to lithographs, chromos, and photo- 





graphs. There is the amendment which they proposed that I should 
submit. 

Mr. HOAR. I know nothing about that. 

Mr. FKYE. Now the Senator from Massachusetts I assumed was 


representing the friends of the copyright who desired the limitation to 
that, and therefore I took it for granted he desired this amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend allow me to call his attention once 
more to my original proposition? It is to insert in a sentence which 
provides that the author, inventor, or designer of books, maps, charts, 
etc., shall have a copyright, the words ‘‘ or lithograph,’ after the word 
‘‘chromo,’’ in the ninth line. That is my first proposition; and that 
is clearly an extension. It leaves everything the Senator himself pro- 
poses and adds lithographs. Then in a later section which says in case 
of a book the two copies shall be printed from type set in the United 
States, I add the words ‘‘ photograph, chromo, or lithograph shall be 
printed from type or from negatives or drawings on stone made in the 
United States.’’ That does not take out anything that the Senator 
proposes, but simply extends it. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes, it does. 

Mr. HOAR, Oh, no, it does not. 

Mr. FRYE. It does precisely to the amendment what I say it does. 

Mr. HOAR,. It adds to the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no, it does not. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I am misled. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the precise limitation which the copyright men 
wanted, and that was to limit the exclusion. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say further, I made this motion to amend, 
which was intended to be submitted by an absent Senator, at the re- 
quest of others, and if there is any misunderstanding about it I do 
not wish to be led into a misunderstanding myself or to lead the Sen- 
ate into one; and therefore, with the consent of the Senator from Maine 
and of the Senate, I will withdraw my amendment altogether and let 
the Senate vote on his amendment, because if there is any question 
in the Senator’s mind who has understood this matter, that my amend- 
ment does not accomplish what I understand it does, I do not myself 
want to vote on it until that question is settled. Therefore, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw the amendment which 
he offered to the amendment of the Senator from Maine? The Chair 
hears no objection, and theamendment to the amendmentis withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. Now let us havea vote on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr, Frye]. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), I make the same 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
that I did on the other vote, transferring my pair to my colleague [ Mr. 
KENNA] and enabling the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcott] and 
myself to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I beg leave to state 
that on the last vote, by an accident, I voted for an amendment which 
I was opposed to, but as my vote made no difference in the general re- 
sult I did not withdraw it, I vote ‘‘ nay’’ on this question. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Upon this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALDRICH.] 
if he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. CAMERON }, but understanding that he would vote “‘ nay”’ 
on this proposition, I will vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON, I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. BLop- 
GETT] is necessarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. If my colleague were here, he would 
vote ‘*yea.”’ 

Mr. TURPIE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEES | is detained from the Senate to-day by neon illness. He is 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moony]. 

The result was annoupced—yeas 41, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—4L. 
Allison, Dixon, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Berry, Evarts, Morgan, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Paddock, Stewart, 
Blair, Frye, Payne, Turpie, 
Call, George, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Carey, Hale, Pierce, Walthall, 
Casey, Hiscock, Plumb, Warren, 
Coke, Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, McConnell, Sanders, 
Daniel, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Davis, Manderson, Shoup, 

NAYS—2. 
Bate, Faulkner, oar, n, 
Butler, Gray, Jones of Arkansas, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Morrill, Vest, 
Dawes, Harris, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dolph, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Edmunds, Higgins, Pugh, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—23. 

Aldrich, Chandler, Hearst, Ransom, 
Allen, Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Kenna, Squire, 
Blodgett, Eustis, McPherson, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Moody, Voorhees. 
Cameron, Gorman, Quay, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. INGALLs, I move to strike out, on page 4, section 3, the pro- 
viso in lines 38, 39, 40, and 41, and to insert: 


And except in the case of newspapers and periodicals, which are hereby ex- 
empted from prohibition of importation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. DANIEL. ILask that the third section be read as it now stands, 
with the several amendments made to it. I want to see exactly how it 
reads. 


Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Clerk to state what became of the 
amendmentof the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was voted upon and lost. 

Mr. PLUMB. The prohibition in line 31, at the top of the fourth 
page, remains, I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can not hear, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Business will be suspended until crder 
is restored. The Senate will please be in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I have been unable to understand what has been 
done in the last five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the third section may be read as it now 
stands. Three amendments have been adopted to it, and I wish to 
offer another amendment, unless it may appear that the amendments 
already adopted render it unnecessary. I can not tell from having 
heard them read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The third section will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That section 4956 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so that it shall read as follows: 

“Src. 4956. No person shall be entitled to a copyright unless he shall, on or 
before the day of yo ication in this or any foreign country, deliver at the office 
of the Librarian of Congress, or deposit in the mail within the United States, 
addressed to the Librarian of Congress, at Washington, D. C., a printed copy of 
the title of the book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, 
cut, print, photograph, or chromo, or a description of the painting, drawing, 
statue, statuary, or a model or des for a work of the fine arts for which he 
desires a copyright, nor unless he shall also, not later than the day of the pub- 
lication thereof in this or any foreign country, deliver at the office of the Libra- 
rian of Congress, at Washington, D. C., or deposit in the mail within the United 
States, addressed to the Librarian of Congress, at Washington, D. C,, two copies 
of such copyright book, map, chart, dramatic or musica) composition, engrav- 
ing, chromo, cut print, or photograph, or in case of a painting, drawing, statue, 
statuary, model, or design for a work of the fine arts, a photograph of same: 
Provided, That in the case of a book, map, dramatic or musical composition, 
engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, the two copies of 
the same required to be delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from 
type set within the limits of the United States, or from plates made therefrom, 
or from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawii on stone made within the 
limits of the United States, or from transfers etherefrom. During the ex- 
istence of such copyright the importation into the United States of any book, 
map, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, or lithograph, 
cut, print, or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or editions the or 
any plates of the same not made from typeset, engravings, n ives, or draw- 
jugs on stone made within the limits of the United States, 1 be, and it is 
hereby, prohibited, &xcept that all books, maps, charts, dramatic or musical 
compositions, engravings, cuts, prints, lithographs, or photographs or nega- 
tives thereof, or any paintings, drawings, chromos, or statues, or sta so 
copyrighted, the author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of which shall be a 
citizen subject, or resident of a foreign 7 may be im into the 
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for use and not for sale, who import not more than two copies of such book, 
map, dramatic or musical compos:tion, engraving, cut, print, photograph, 
chromo, or lithograph at any one time,in each of which cases the written con- 
sent of the proprietor of the copyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, 
shall be furnished with each importation, except in the cases specified in section 
2505 of the Revised Statutes, and except in the case of newspapers and period- 
icals, which are hereby exempted from prohibition of importation: Provided, 
nevertheless, That in the case of books in foreign languages, of which only trans- 
lations in English are copyrighted, the prohibition of importation shall apply 
only to the transiations of the same, and the importation of the books in the 
original language shall be permitted,”’ 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it will be perceived that the adoption 
of the amendment which has been carried to the third section renders 
certain prohibitions which still remain in it contradictory to what has 
beendetermined upon. Itseemstomethatthesection might be rendered 
consistent by striking out all after the word ‘‘sale,’’ in line 34, page 
4, to the conclusion of that section, with the exception of the words 
which have been embodied init by the amendmentof the Senator from 
Kansas. I therefore move to strike out in the third section the words 
beginning ‘‘who import,’’ inline 34, page 4, to the conclusion, with 
the exception of the language which has been embodied in that por- 
tion of the section by the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 4, line 34, after the word ‘‘sale,’’ strike 
out all down to and including the word ‘‘importation,’”’ in line 38; and 
in line 41, after the word ‘‘ importation,’’ in the amendment agreed to, 
strike out the proviso down to and including the word ‘‘ permitted,’’ 
in line 46, the words to be striken out being as follows: 


Who import not more than two copies of such book, map, dramatic or mu- 
sical com position, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, at 
any one time,in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of 
the copyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with 
each importation: Provided, nevertheless, That in the case of books in foreign 
languages, of which only translations in English are copyrighted, the prohibi- 
tion of importation shall apply only to the translations of the same, and the 
importation of the books in the original language shall be permitted; 


So as to read: 

Except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and except in the case of persons purchasing for useand not for 
sale, and except in the case of newspapers and pericdicals, which are hereby 
exempted from prohibition of importation. 

Mr. PLATT. The effect of that amendment would be to prohibit 
the importation of books in other languages unless they were copy- 
righted in the United States. 
want to do that. 
If this subject is to go into conference all these matters can be carefully 
considered, and if there is any inconsistency it can be regulated there; 
but the manifest effect of the amendment of the Senator is as I have 
stated. 


Mr. DANIEL. 
languages in this country? 

Mr. PLATT. But what the Senator wants to strike out here is that 
the prohibition of importation shall not apply to works in the original 
language. He wants to strike that ont. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would it meet the Senator’s views to strike out that 
part of the section down to the words ‘* Provided, nevertheless ?’’ 

Mr. PLATT. That would be less objectionable; but I appeal to the 
Senator to allow this matter to come to a vote now and go into confer- 
ence, where we can carefully consider it and make it consistent, if it is 
not already consistent. It is very hard to catch it as it comes up in 
the confusion. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
which would accommodate the wishes of the Senator from Connecticut, 
but if the bill should go into conference in its present state it would be 
contradictory, inconsistent, and insensible. No such law could be car- 
ried out as would be embodied in the bill, for the amendment which 
I have offered is consequential to other amendments, and [ offer it for 
the purpose of making the bill uniform and harmonious. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, asa formal matter, and 
without committing myseli finally to the matter in case it should go 
into conference, I would suggest that he confine his amendment to the 
words between lines 34 and 38. 

Mr. DANIEL. Striking out down to the words ‘‘ Provided never- 
theless,’ in line 41. I am willing to accept the Senator’s suggestion. 
It seems to me it is a good one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLArr inthe chair). 
ment as modified will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 4, section 3, line 41, after the word 
‘*importation,”’ in the amendment already agreed to, strike out the 
proviso down to and including the word ‘‘ permitted.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL. No, I will ask the clerks to hear me state again the 
amendment which I offered. In line34, page 4, after the word ‘‘sale,’’ 
commencing with the words “‘ who import,’’ I propose to strike out the 
words of the printed bill down to and including the word ‘‘ country,’’ 
in line 41. 

Mr. PLATT. Those words are already out, down to the word ‘‘im- 

rtation.’”’ The proviso, commencing in line 38, is out. 

Mr. DANIEL. I donot understand that the words down to and in- 
eluding line 41 have been strickenout Those words have not been for- 
mally stricken out, although an amendment has been adopted incon- 
sistent with them. 


The amend- 


I should be very glad, indeed, to yield to any view | 
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Mr. PLATT. I understand that lines 38, 39, 40, 41, the proviso, have 
been stricken out. TheSenator from Kansas made the motion to strike 
them out, and he says it was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the clerks state the a 
can certainly determine the question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I propose simply to strike out the rest of the 
text as it now stands between the word ‘‘sale,’’ in 34, 
and including the word ‘‘coantry,’’ in line 41. 

Mr. INGALLS, But the words in lines 3%, 39, 40, and 41 being the 
second proviso, and extending from the words ‘‘and provided ”’ to the 
word ‘‘country,’’ are out now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. INGALLS. My motion prevailed to insert words in place of 
those. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then that part of my amendment is not necessary. 
I did not understand that those words were stricken out 

Mr. PLATT. The words which the Senator desires stricken out end 
with the word ‘‘importation,’’ in line 38, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 
ported. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 4, section 3, line 34, after the word 
**sale,’’ strike out down to and including the word ‘‘ importation.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 

The Cuter CLERK. The words to be stricken out being- 
who import not more than two copies of such book, map, or dramatic or mu- 
sical composition, engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, at 
any one time, in each of which cases the written consent of the proprietor of 


the copyright, signed in the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with 
each importation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention 
to the bill as it stands now,tosee whether or not it ought in his judg- 
ment—— 

Mr. PLATT. I want to suggest an amendment, inasmuch as the 
bill has been amended. On page 4, section 3, line 31, atter the words 
‘“section 2505 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States ’’ and insert 

An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes, approved October 1, 189 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the very clause to which I proposed to 
call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut when I rose a mo- 
mentago. As the bill stands now it will read as follows: 


During the existence of such copyright the importation into the United States 
of any book, map, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, or 
lithograph, cut, print, or photograph so copyrighted, or any edition or editions 
thereof, or any plates of the same not made from type set, engravings, nega- 
tives, or drawings on stone made within the limits of the United States shall 
be, and it is hereby, prohibited, except that all books, maps, charts, dramatic 
or musical compositions, engravings, cuts, prints, lithographs, or photographs, 
or negatives thereof, orany painting, drawings, chromos, or statues, or statuary 
so copyrighted, the author, inventor, or designer or proprietor of which shall 
be a citizen, subject, or resident of a foreign country, may be imported into the 
United States upon the payment of the duties, if any, imposed by law at the 
time of such importation, except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Re- 


vised Statutes of the United States. 
Now, I ask the Senator what that means? When that exception was 
first put into the bill it was an exception to a prohibition upon impor- 


As it stands now it is an exception to a permission to import. 
It has been reversed exactly. 


Mr. PLATT. Strikeit all out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It should be stricken out entirely. 

Mr. PLATT. Strike it all out. Ican examine it hereafter. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I rose to say, because it has been 
exactly reversed and means precisely the contrary. 

Mr.PLATT. I will modify my amendment by moving to strike out 
without inserting anything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Commence to strike out with the word ‘‘except,’’ in 
line 31, on page 4. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 4, line 31, section 3, after the word ‘‘ pro- 
hibited,’’ strike out down to and including the words ‘‘ United States,’’ 
in line 33, the words to be stricken out being as follows: 


Except in the cases specified in section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 


Mr. PLATT. That is right. 
Mr. CARLISLE, That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CARLISLE, Now I call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut to section 4, which re-enacts section 4958 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States with amendments, and to section 5, which 
re-enacts section 4959 of the Revised Statutes, and in these two sections 
he will find that the word ‘imported ’’- 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator has not got the right section. 
tions 4964 and 4965. 
which amends 4965, 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Ah, the Senator is right. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senator to the language in section 4, line 40, page 6. 
That isthe exact phraseology to which I wish to direct his attention, 
but I will begin to read a little before that point: 

A the Secretary and the Postmaster-General are berehy empowered and 
require di to make and enforce such rules and regulations as shall prevent the 

rtation into the United States, except upon the conditions above specified, 
of Pall articles copyrighted under this act during the term of the copyright. 

» the amendment was adopte 2d in the Senate yesterday afternoon 
it should read: ‘‘ Of all articles prohibited by this act,’’ because there 
is an amendment now which admits certain articles to be imported. 

Mr. PLATT. In what line does the Senator suggest his amend- 
ment? 


Mr. 


Copyrights 


CARLISLE. 
d unde: 
And to insert the words 


10, to strike out these words: 


during the term 


In line 


of the ox 


this act »~pyright. 

Prohibited by this act. 

Mr. PLATT. All right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That makes it consistent with what has been 
done. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

f the Senator from Kentucky. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Then, in section 7, which amends section 4974 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and in section 8, which amends 
section 4965 of the Revised Statutes, certain changes must be made, if 
the bill is to be consistent with itself. It will be difficult, it seems to 
me, to make those changes without reconstructing both of those sections. 
I scarcely know how to reach the matter under the circumstances, 
transacting business in this way in the Senate, and not in committee. 
Section 4964, as it stands in the bill without amendment, will read: 

Every person who, after the recording of the title of any book and the de- 
positing of two copies of such book, as provided by this act, shall, within the 
term limited, and without the consent of the proprie tor of the copy right first ob- 
tained in writing g, signed in presence of two or more witnesses, print, publish, 
dramatize, translate, or import—— 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky whether, for 
the purpose of getting the matter where it can be further considered 
in another place, it would not do to insert after the word ‘‘shall,’’ in 
line 6, the words ‘‘ contrary to the provisions of this act.”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. That would not accomplish the exact purpose, I 
think, but it would, as the Senator says, be an amendment which would 
open the subject to investigation in conference. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The Senator will see it is very difficult now to go 
further without reconstructing the whole section. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; because we do permit the importation now of 
certain articles, and the prohibition here against printing, publishing, 
dramatizing, or translating is proper as to all the copyrighted articles, 
while the word ‘‘import’’ could only logically and consistently apply 
to certain parts of the section. 

Mr. PLATT. Isuppose that will open the whole section to recon- 
struction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifthe Senator moves that amendment that will 
accomplish partially at least the purpose in view. It is possible that 
it might accomplish the purpose entirely. It certainly would be in 
that direction. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think it would, but it would at any rate 
leave the matter open to reconstruction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator moves that amendment, then? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator state his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
must go in. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. I will state now the amendment which I sug- 
gest. On page 7, section 7, line 6, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ I move to 
insert the words: 

Contrary to the provisions of this act 

Mr. CARLISLE. The same provision should be inserted after the 
word ‘‘limited,’’ in line 9, of section 8, on page 8. 

Mr. PLATT. Allow the first one to be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 7, section 7, line 6, after the word 
‘*shall,’’ insert the words 

Contrary to the provisions of this act 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, PLATT. Now, on page &, section 8, 
‘‘limit,’’? I move to insert the same words 

Contrary to the provisions of this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that opens both sections to consideration in 
conference. Now, Mr. President, I hope we may have a vote on the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
open to amendment. 


amendment. 
question is on the amendment 


In section 8, as to 4965, the same amendment 


line 9, ‘after the word 


The bill is still in the Senate and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 18 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia rise 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I am about to suggest an amendment. I 
will now suggest an amendment without formally offering it, in order 
to receive a responsive suggestion from the Senator who has charge of 
this bill, stating the object that I desire to effect and wishing to con- 
sult with him as to the proper mode to obtain it. 

I would suggest perhaps an amendment in section 3, line 5, to strike 
out the words ‘‘on or before the day of publication’? and insert the 
words ‘‘within six months after.’’ The object of this amendment 
would be to give the foreign author an opportunity to have his work 
printed in this country after it shall have been printed or published 
in a foreign country. As the matter stands now, we are asked to pass 
the bill for the purpose of recognizing the equities of foreign authors 
with a view to having reciprocal privileges accorded to American au- 
thors, and yet, as the text of the bill stands, no foreign author who 
has published his work in his own language and in hisown country can 
ever get an American copyright. 

Mr. President, if this measure proposes to recognize even in the 
smallest degree the principles which have been invoked for its passage, 
it should not put an absolute prohibition upon the author publishing 
his own work in his own Janguage in his own country, unless he will 
agree to come here and print it before he prints it there, or simulta- 
neously with its printing there. 

This would lead toa consequential amendment in line 4, on page 3 
of the same section, and I will offerthatamendment. Imove to strike 
out the words ‘‘on or before,’’ in section 3, line 5, page 2, and also to 
strike out the words ‘‘the day,’’ in line 14, page 3, and insert ‘‘ six 
months after.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. I really must appeal to the Senator from Virginia not 
to press his amendment. This section has now been amended beyond 
any possibility of being recognized by anyone who has engaged in the 
preparation of it. It is now all open, as I understand, to reconstruc- 
tionin the conference. The Senator now, at the last moment, springs 
a suggestion which will involve discussion certainly before I can con- 
sent to its adoption, and I appeal to him to withdraw the amendment 
and not press it now, but let the bill pass and make the suggestion 
afterwards. I understand it would be very detrimental to the cause 
of copyright both in this and other countries, both as to American au- 
thors and to foreign authors; that really the book must be copyrighted 
before it is published at all in order to obtain the benefit of the copy- 
right, and that if a book is published abroad and then a copyright 
should be had six. months afterwards it simply opens the door to pirate 
that book abroad and have the country flooded with it before the au- 
thor gets his copyright here. 

I do not think that the authors or anyone else desire that amend- 
ment. I suppose that always they will want a copyright before they 
publish or at the time of publication. I suppose that that is really 
essential to obtaining the right, and unless it is to open the door so that 
there may be unauthorized publications before the copyrighting in this 
country I can not see the force of the amendment. 

But at the same time I desire now above all things to get this bill 
into conference, and there I shall be quite ready to consider, if I am 
upon the conference committee, any suggestions that may be made. 
I understand the whole section will be open to reconstruction, and I 
really trust the Senator will not press his amendment at this time. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it goes very much against the grain 
with me to decline any request that might 1 be made by the Senator 
from Connecticut, and if I could reconcile assent to his suggestion with 
my convictions as to the bill I should be indeed gratified todo it. But 
I am reluctant to allow the bill to pass this body, if I can fairly pre- 
vent it, in a shape which, in my judgment, will be very adverse to 
the interests of authors and of letters and to the general information of 
the public. We are responsible for the bill as it may pass this body. 
We can not predict what any other body may do with it. It may 
it upon appeals similar to those made to us by the Senator from > 
necticut. Other gentlemen may say there, ‘‘ We acknowledge that this 
bill is not in such a shape as to command our judgment, but we had 
better let it become a law now and try to correct its errors another 
year.’’ It seems to me that the only good principle in legislation is to 
get the measure in the best shape that we can while it is before us, for 
we have no security or guaranty as to what may become of it after it 
has passed out of our j 

I beg to inquire of the Senator from Connecticut if he would be will- 
ing to allow this bill to be recommitted now, so that the committee of 
the Senate might respond to the sense of the Senate upon the subject 
and prepare a bill in conformity with the judgment which has been 
pronounced upon this measure. The Senator from Connecticut has 
argued the bill with great ability and pressed it before this body with 
great energy, and but for that fact I do not think it would have had 
anything like as much favor as it has already received. I dislike very 
much to detain the Senate for a moment in these late hours of the ses- 
sion, when time is rate ae Aenean Pgs on 
sibility of those ideas and interests which appeal to my judgment. 
I should be glad the very moment the bill became a law to 
the equitable claim of authors to the enjoyment of the fruits of their 








1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2843 





labors, and have it disencumbered of the barnacles which have grown 
up upon if, 

I am well aware that members of the committee have perhaps as- 
sented to amendments which did not appeal to their judgment in the 
hope that they might prize a passage for this bill, but instead of aid- 
ing the bill every combination with interests adverse to that constitu- 
tional interest which is pointed out in our fandamental law has proved 
an impediment to its passage, and, as I conceive will always happen, 
reappear as an impediment to its passage. We are exercising our con- 


stitutional privilege in carrying out the suggestion of the Constitution | 


to protect science and art here. We are acting in the interest of the 
only monopoly which the Constitution of the United States recognizes, 
and it doubtless recognized the equity of an author or inventor as just 
occasion for a monopoly, because the framers of that instrument knew 
that no property existed in the reduplication of an author’s or a de- 
signer’s or an inventor’s works. 

The Constitution compromised that conflict of centuries between 
those who deny any rights to authors and those who declare that they 
had absolute property, in giving authority to Congress to accord to them 
exclusive rights for a limited time. The moment this bill shall ap- 
pear before us in that shape and in aid of the enlightenment of the 
world, that moment will it command my respect, consideration, and 
favor; but as long as it stands here as the mere invention of a trust for 


their own profit I can not consistently with my convictions do any- | 


thing to favor it. 

I would suggest to the Senator from Connecticut—lI do not like to 
make a motion if it would be disagreeable to him—to assent that the 
bill may be recommitted now to the committee, that in the light of the 
debate which has taken place upon it, the views which have been pre- 
sented, and the remolding which has been necessitated, it may be pre- 
pared again and presented to this body. 

I do not anticipate that, even if it should not pass at the present ses- 
sion, that will be at all fatal to such portion of it as is just and right. 
There is a prevailing sentiment in this country, a wise, just, and con- 
scienable sentiment, appealing to the profoundest considerations of 
human policy and to the highest views of conscience and right, to do 
something to protect the genius of the world in the enjoyment of thos> 
things which it may produce. Atthe same time, Mr. President, there 
will always be resistance to the prostitution of art and letters to the 
gain of those who do not contribute to their production. I hope, there- 
fore, that the course I have suggested will be taken in respect to this 
measure. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Virginia wishes to move to re- 
commit the bill, he is at liberty to do so; but I hardly think he can 
appeal to myself in charge of the bill to allow it to be recommitted. 
Of course I can not prevent his making a motion to recommit it if he 
desires to do so; but everyone knows, as he intimates and suggests, 
that a recommittal would be the end of any hope of obtaining a copy- 
right law at this session. Of course I can not consent to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then, Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I have just suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

TheSecRETARY. Onpage2, section 3, line 5, after the word “‘shall,’’ 
strike out the words ‘‘on or hefore’’ and insert ‘‘ within six months 
after;’’ so as to read: 

No person shall be entitled to a copyright unless he shall within six months 
after the date of publication in this or any foreign country, etc. 

In line 14 of thesamesection, after the word ‘‘than,’’ insert the words 
‘*six months after;’’ so as to read: 


Nor unless he shall also, not later than six months after the day of the publi- 
cation thereof, etc. 


Mr. PLATT. I will simply say that I hope that will not pass. As 
I understand it, all the authors in the United States, with the exception 
of one prominent individual author, are in favor of the bill as it now 
stands with regard to publication in reference to copyright. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, Iam earnestly in favor of a just 
and equitable international copyright law, and in order to secure the 
enactment of such a measure 1 would give my support, reluctantly of 
course, to a bill which contained even objectionable features, but 1 
can not give my support toa bill which does not, in my judgment, se- 
eure international copyright. The Senator from Connecticut has just 
made the statement that the bill as it now stands has the approbation 
of the authors. 

Mr. PLATT. In this matter of publication. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Ah, I thought the Senator made a broader state- 
ment than that. 

Mr. PLATT. It was in reference to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia that I said the authors were satisfied with 
the requirement as to publication. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. Before copyright or after the time of copyright. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I thought the Senator made a statement that was 
applicable to the entire bill as it now stands amended by the Senate. 

Mr.PLATT. Oh, no; I was talking simply about the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 


Mr.CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not know that I can better 
state my own position in regard to this matter than by reading first a 
short extract from the New York Tribune of February 10, 1891, which 
I suppose will not be accused of any want of devotion to the interests 
of American labor. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senato: 

Mr.CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the Senator allow the amendment of t 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to be acted upon first 

Mr.CARLISLE. As I have the floor and do not p: se to say any 
thing more, and as I shail not occupy more than three minutes, pet 
| haps it would be as well to wait until I shall have finished 

This article was printed in the Tribune after theadoption of the amend 


——— 


allow me to make a stron 


h 
ne 


| ment proposed by the Senator from Maine | Mr. Frye | in the Commit- 

| tee of the Whole and before it had been rejected in the Senate Che 

Tribune says: 

i In the form in which the Senate proposes to send the measure back to the 
House it violates the principle underlying an equitable and effective copyright 
it ignores the reasonable demands of those most interested in an adequate so- 
lution of the question, and it confers no additional benefit upon those engaged 
in the mechanical part of producing a book, while it hands over the great for- 
eign etchers, engravers, and draughtsmen to the slaughter of the ** cheap and 
nasty ’’ reprinter, who may continue to rob them with the now added sanction 
oflaw. To put it briefly, the Senate proposes to sacrifice the interests of art to 
the chromo, 


| Mr. President, I have said heretofore during the progress of this di 
bate that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine, which 
has now been again adopted by the Senate and constitutes a part of the 
bill, will be of no practical benefit to any American workman, because 
the foreign artist who wants to secure a copyright for his engraving, his 
lithograph, or his etching must come here and do the work himself, i 
it is his own work thatis to be copyrighted and not the work of some- 
body else. 
The American Copyright League, an authors’ organization, repre- 
nted here by Mr. Kk. U. Johnson, its secretary, has sent to us a protest 
against the passage of the bill in its present form, from which | read a 
| very brief extract 

Itis a matterof surprise and regret that the very first response of the Senate 
to the overwhelming desire of intelligent public sentiment for the extension of 
eopyright privileges to authors should be a sweeping denial of such security to 
the painters, draughtsmen, etchers, and engravers of the world. For, in spite 
of specious arguments to the contrary, such would undeniably be the effect of 
the lithographers’ amendment, which, with the aid of assumed friends of the 
copyright bill, was ingrafted upon it Monday in Committee of the Whole 

And has been again adopted this morning. 

The plain fact is, that a copyright extended on impossible conditions is no 
copyright atall. That the foreign artist should be compelled to manufacture 
his artistic product in this country is on the face of itan absurdly impossible 
condition. For this product is by its very nature autographice. A book may be 
reproduced by purely mechanical means, but the value of the art product con- 
sists in the individuality of the producer. No analogy exists between the re- 
manufacture of articles whose value consists in quality and that of articles 

| whose value consists merely in accuracy. Under the Simonds bil! 


| Which is the bill now— 

Under the Simonds bill remanufacture would give us Mr. Huxley's treatise 
or Mr. Tennyson’s poem; under the lithographer’s amendment remanufacture 
would not give us Dr. Seymour Haden’s etching, Gerdme’s drawing, or Walt- 
ner’s steel engraving. The modern bearers of the torch of art are all to be ex- 
eluded from copyright in America,and to this extent our national progress in 
artis to bedelayed. Is it any wonder representative artists protest? 

This objectionable feature, as I have already said, has been put into 
the bill after full and long deliberation, because it was once adopted 
in Committee of the Whole, again rejected in the Senate, and this 
morning readopted; and with that provision in it, which excludes ab- 
solutely from the privileges of copyright in this country the authors 
of these works of art, Iam compelled reluctantly, I confess, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to cast my vote against it. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the question be taken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Is the Senate ready for 
the question ? 

Mr. DANIEL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr, Turpre], and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from ‘Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRiIcH]. 

Mr. WILSON, of fowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison]}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 
| Mr. GIBSON. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 

TELLER]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE] voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then I withdraw my vote. 
Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson |], who is temporarily absent. 


| Se 


I am paired 





Has the Sen 


[am paired with that 
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Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative), 
to inquire if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, He is not recorded. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. ThenI ask leave to withdraw my vote. 
‘The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS—l?. 
Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Morgan, Walthall, 
Pettigrew, 
Pugh, 
Reagan, 
NAYS—37. 
Morrill, 
Paddock, 
Pasco, 
Payne, 
Pierce, 
Platt, 
Plumb, 
Power, 
Sanders, 
Sawyer, 
ABSENT—S, 
McConnell, 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Moody, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 


Bate, 
Ber ry, 
Call, 
Carlisle, 


Coke, 


Daniel, 
Eustis, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 


Allen, 
Blair, 
Oarey, 
Casey, 
Davis, 
Dawes, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Edmunds 
Evarts, 


Farwell, 
Frye, 
Giray, 
Hampton, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hiscock, 
Hoar 
Ingalls, 
Mitchell, 


Shoup, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 
Warren, 
Washburn. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Barbour, 
Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Oameron, 
Chandler, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to offer anotheramendment. I move to 
strike out all that portion of section 3 commencing with the word 
**provided,’’ in line 23, page 3, to the end of the section. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 
TheSecretary. Strikeout all of section 3 after the word ‘‘same,’’ 
in line 23, in the following words: 


Provided, That in the case of a book, map, dramatic or musical composition, 
engraving, cut, print, photograph, chromo, or lithograph, the two copies of the 
same required to be delivered or deposited as above shall be printed from type 
set within the limits of the United States, or from plates made therefrom, or 
from engravings, cuts, negatives, or drawings on stone made within the limits 
of the United States, or from transfers made therefrom. During the existence 
of such copyright the importation into the United States of any book, map, 
dramatic or musical composition, engraving, chromo, or lithograph, cut, print, 
or photograph, so copyrighted, or any edition or editions thereof, or any 
piates of the same, not made from type set, engravings, negatives, or draw- 
ings on stone made within the limits of the United States, shall be, and it is 


Cockrell, 
Colquitt, 
Cullom, 
Faulkner, 
Gibson, 

Hale, 

Hearst, 

Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 


Stanford, 
Teller, 

Vance, 
Voorhees, 
Wilson of’ Iowa, 
Wilson of Md, 
Wolcott. 


hereby, prohibited, except that all books, maps, charts, dramatic or musical 
compositions, engravings, cuts, prints, lithographs, or photographs, or nega- 
tives thereof, or any paintings, drawings, chromos, or statues, or statuary, 
80 copy righted, the author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of which shall 
be a citizen, subject, or resident of a foreign country, may be imported into 
the United States upon the payment of the duties, if any, imposed by law 
at the time of such importation, and except in the case of persons purchasing 
for use and not for sale, and except in the case of newspapers and periodicals, 
which are hereby exempte sd from prohibition of importation : 
theiess, That in the case of books in Sone. languages, of which only transla- 
tions in English are copyrighted, = ition of importation shall apply only 
to the translations of the same, and the importation of the books in the original 
language shall be permitted. 

Mr. DANIEL. A Roman emperor, Mr. President, is said to have 
feasted sometimes on peacocks’ brains. This is a bill, as T understand 
it, and as it now exists, to enable certain traders, chiefly the book- 
makers, to feast upon the much richer diet of authors’ brains. The 
amendment which I have offered is for the purpose of making this a 
pure copyright bill, granting that comity to literary men and to the 
producers of useful ‘things in art which may lead to their free use and 
make them cheap to the great mass of the people. 

Mr. President, I have before me a speech which was made by Mr. 
(afterwards Lord) Macaulay when a member of the House of Commons 
of England, on February 5, 1841, in which he used very candid and 
truthful language which very 1 much commends itself to my judgment. 
He said: 

The object of copyright is this: It is a tax on readers for the purpose of giv- 
ing a beunty to writers. The tax isanexceedingly bad one. It is a tax on one 
of the most innocent and most salutary of human pleasures, and let us never 
forget that a tax on innocent pleasures is a premium on vicious pleasures. We 
ndmit, however, the necessity of giving a bounty to genius and learning. In 
order to give such a bounty I w illingly submit even to this severe and burden- 
some tax. Nay, I am ready to increase the tax if it can be shown that by so 
doing I should proportionately increase the bounty. My complaint is that my 
honorable and learned friend doubles, triples, quadruples the tax and makes 
scarcely any perceptible difference to the bounty. 

Mr. President, this was a man of letters who uttered these truthful 

words. He did not enter Parliament for the purpose of spoliating 
authors forthe benefitof tradesmen. He saw and honestly proclaimed 
that the copyright was a tax. But, like the framers of the American 
Constitution, he was willing to submit to that tax if it were so framed 
and levied as to promote the cause of science and letters, and thus il- 
luminate the world with knowledge. There was no false presentation 
by him of this subject. He proclaimed the burden, and he was ready 
to bear it for the cause of enlightenment. 

Mr. President, the bill that is now before us is more objectionable 
than even that which this man of letters, this distinguished publicist, 


Provided, never- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


v 


FEBRUARY 18, 


I desire | opposed. The bill as it now stands violates two declared policies of 


the Government of the United States, not only the general public sense 
against combinations and trusts, but that mature public sense which 
has been formulated into a bill ‘which has passed the Congress of the 
United States. And, as I shall presently show, this bill as it now 
stands also violates the public policy which is embodied in our statute 
which prohibits the importation into this country of contractlabor. I 
have before me, Mr. President, the transcript of an act to protect trade 
and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies. It was ap- 
proved by the President of the United States July 2, 1890. In that 
act I read this language: 

Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or eunapteney, 
in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States, or with fore gn na- 
tions, is hereby declared to beillegal. Every person who shall make ony such 
contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine 
not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both 
such punishments, in the discretion of the 2ourt. 

Now, Mr. President, it is very plain that different tradesmen who 
desire to get the benefit of the learning and genius of authors have com- 
bined, under the mere color of a copyright bill, to throw his work into 
their hands, to restrain commerce between this nation and other na- 
tions in those recognized and wholesome products which all desire. 

I submit to the intelligent sense of this body that the pending bill 
as it now stands is in direct contravention of the public policy which 
has been embodied in this act. 

Mr. President, I shall not deny—for I do not distrust the candor of 
gentlemen who have advocated the requisition that foreign works must 
be first printed here before the copyright may be granted—I will not 
deny that many of them have been actuated in that policy by a desire 
to promote the welfare of our mechanics. But I think their effort in 
this particular is misdirected, and would prove abortive. I perceive 
in the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD of this morning a letter in reply tothe 
amendment which I had the honor to offer from the representative of 
one of the typographical associations who has argued, and whose ar- 
guments have been repeated here, in reference to this provision as it 
now stands in the bill, that the two copies which are to be deposited of 
the foreign author’s works shall be set upin type in the United States; 
and Mr. President, I have in the testimony taken before the House Com- 
mittee onthe Judiciary, in February of last year, an exposition from 
the very author of that letter as to the effect of this bill, which I think 
conclusively shows that it is not in the interests of American printers. 
Mr. J. L. Kennedy, on February 8, 1890, gave this testimony before 
that committee. Alluding to the representative of the opponents of 
that provision in the bill he said: 

Mr. Bovee quoted from some m ine a statement tothe effect that the reset- 
ting of books in this country will increase their cost. The American printers 


are not canteen ne the idea of resetting booksatall. We will work from orig- 
inal manuscripts, and the resetting, if done at all, will be done elsewhere. 


And what that gentleman thought would be brought about is this: 


It is a fact that great numbers of English, Irish, and Scotch printers have 
already come to this country, and, while American printers extend to them a 
fraternal welcome, théy believe the work that is naturally ours ought to come 
along with them. And if it were true—which we do not believe or concede— 
that English printers and publishers will come to America to the full extent of 
the work which we will have to do as the result of the passage of this bill, will 
our country be or the worse off by reason thereof? Printers asa class are 
intelligent, well-informed men, and from whatever land they may come they 
will be a valuable acquisition to our population. 

They will readily accustom themselves to our manners and institutions, They 
will have their homes here. They will receive and pay American prices, and 
the money they spend will go out into the channels of —_ in this country. 

There is no oceasion for worry on that score. If the En: publisher comes 
here he will find it to his interest to leave his old plants pohion him when he 
setties with the —_ officers. Then he will patronize American industry 
in buying his ree , paper, ink, and all the materials necessary in print- 
ing offices, and our tio trades will be benefited to that extent. 


Now, Mr. President, the whole scheme of this bill, as thus equaly 
rofessed and advocated, is not to benefit the foreign authors, nor to 
benefit the American printers by giving them the opportunity to set 
up works which have been published abroad, but to induce the immi- 
gration into the United States of the foreign mechanics, who will come 
here as the competitors of our own. Mr. President, the Congress of 
the United States have expressed their opinion as to the injury which 
is done to American labor by the importation of foreign mechanics, and 
have prohibited it by law when done under contract. And yet here 
it is disclosed in this testimony that the whole object of the provision 
in this bill which I seek to strike out is to stimulate the foreign mechan- 
ics to come here and do American work. In other words, we seek to 
force by one law what we have prohibited by another. In the name 
of protection to American workmen we are asked to invite foreign work- 
men to come over and do their work. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, it has been assumed that all the mem- 
bers of the typographical unions are in favor of the provision in the 
bill which requires foreign works to be printed here as a condition 
precedent to copyright. That is far from the fact. As far as the rec- 
ord discloses, it would seem that a majority of them were against it. 
have been filed in favor 


Upon an examination of the petitions nich 
given: There were 66 petitions found in 
favor of an international copyright bill; about 30 or 40 petitions from 
typographical unions and other sources for a particular bill; against 


of this bill this analysis was 
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the measure there were 388 petitions, of which 288 were from news- 
papers and others interested, from all sections of the country; 100 psti- 
tions from printers, representing in all about 3,000 individual peti- 
tioners, of whom 1,800 were printers, about 183 newspapers, and about 
1,500 individual parties, So it would appear, Mr. President, that the 
printers themselves have perceived that their names are taken in vain 
in this bill in the same spirit and for the same purpose that authors’ 
names have been taken in vain, and that the true scheme of the bill 
underlying its surface is for the purpose of building great publishing 
monopolies and importing European skilled printers to run them. 

Mr. President, I shall ask to append to my remarks the views on 
copyright which were presented in 1873in a report made by Mr. Mor- 
rill, of Maine, from the Joint Committee on the Library. It is report 
409, of the third session of the Forty-second Congress. That committee 
consisted of Hon. Lot M. Morrill, Hon. JOHN SHERMAN of Ohio, and 
Hon. Timothy O. Howe of Wisconsin, on the part of the Senate, and 
of Hon. John A. Peters of Maine, Hon. William A. Wheeler of New 
York, and Hon. Lewis D. Campbell of Ohio, on the part of the House. 
All six of this committee wereanembers of that party now in the ma- 
jority in this Chamber, and upon this committee were a number of its 
most eminent and distinguished men—the honorable Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. SHERMAN], who still occupies a seat in this Chamber, and Hon. 
William A. Wheeler, who afterwards became Vice President of the 
United States. 

That committee, Mr. President, ina report which is remarkable for its 
perspicuity and its ability, set forth the impolicy of international copy- 
right, and it demonstrated the fact, which has been again demonstrated 
in this debate, that the inevitable effect of such a bill as this would 
be to enhance the price of books to the people of the United States. 
They gave, Mr. President, a list of the lowest prices in England and 
the United States of some English books reprinted in America, and I 
beg to cite from that list a few examples. For instance, Alison’s Life 
of Marlborough cost in England in gold $7.50, in America $1.75; the 
English price of Mrs. Browning’s poems was $7.50, the American 
$1.50; Dickens’s works cost in England $33, here $10.50; and so on, 
with a long list of publications, showing that Americans had their lit- 
erature at one-half or one-third of the cost in Great Britain and that 
the inevitable effect of such a measure as this would be to stimulate 
the price of the literature enjoyed by our own people up to or near to 
the mark of that in England. 

I cite, Mr. President, a more recent summary of the prices of book 
In England and in the United States, presented by Mr. Hubbard be- 
fore the Committee on Patents of the Senate during the Forty-ninth 
Congress. 

I ask gentlemen, before they shall give their sanction to the pas- 
sage of this measure, to contemplate the fact that they are invited to 
enhance the price of these volumes to American purchasers. 


| | 
Amer- 



























, | English | ** Ameri- 
Works. ; |} ican | can re- 
veer | price. | print. 
eo ek SO at _| Pe ee 
s. d. | 
Trollope, Life of Cicero, 2 Sime... heinttignenvin ones 24 0)| $9.60 $3. 00 
Fitzgerald’s Life of George IV 30 0; 12.00) 2.00 
Trevelyan, Life of C. J. FOx ........00ccere cere 18 0 7.20 2.50 
Life and Letters of Macaulay .... 36 0! 14.40 1.75 
Green’s History of England, 4 volumes ....... 64 0} 25.60 10.00 
Kinglake, Crimean War, 4 volumes........... 9 0} 38.40) 8.00 
Mendelssohn Family, by Kinsel, 2 volumes...... 30 0} 12.00 5.00 
Ranke, Universal ge pM volume 1 now ready . 16 0; 6,40 2.50 
McCarthy’s History of Our _— aeaee, complete, 2 } 
VOlUMES......000.-+++ seudesueee 48 9| 19.20 2.50 
Reid, 8. J., Life of Sydney Smith . be 21 0/| 8.40 3.00 
Rémusat, Mme. De, Memoirs of, 1 volume. 32 0} 12.80 2.00 
Robertson, F. ns Life and Letters of........... 12 0 4. 80 2.00 
Taylor, Sir H. Autobiography of, 2 volumes.. 32 0) 12.80 3.00 
Wallace, Russia......... ws * 24 «0 9.60 2.00 
Allan, Flowers and their, Pedigree... ane 7 6| 3.00 1.50 
Ba hot, English Constitution.. Libentie 7 6 | 3.00 2.00 
Bain, las charinh ccepediinrsan exeengabvsinierints 7 6) 1.80 1.50 
Greville, Memoirs a Reign of ‘Queen Vv eens 2 vol- | 
TOS occ cccnestons ew “ 42 0)| 16.80 4.00 
D’ Abrantes Memoirs of Nap oleon, ‘2 volumes . 2 0} 16.80 2.00 
Hall, 8. C., Retrospect of a Long Life .... 30 0| 12.00] 250 
Kossuth, Memoirs of My Exile.. 10 6| 4,20 2.00 
Lecky, England in the Righteenth Century, | 
UMES)S .....cccer-esseceeee srecetovovéousede ee scseccess vee 72 0; 28.80 9.00 
Burnaby's Ride to Khiva.................- int > ae 8. 40 2.00 
Brassey, In the Trades and Tropics .. ca 21 0! 9.40 5.00 
Guy, Enigmas of Life ............0:.00ce000 | 10 6 4.20 2.00 
Jackson, Old Régime .. | 22 0/] 8.40 2.235 
Kemble, "Records of a Girlhood... j 31 6) 12.60 2.50 
Lewes on Actoys and Acting .. 7 6) 3.00 1.50 
Maine, Popular Government....... mnie 12 0} 4.80} 2.75 
Swinburne, A Study of Shakespeare...............0+ 8 0 3.20 1.75 
mondi, Renaissance in Italy, 5 eee = od 80 0} 32.00 10.00 
emoirts of Mrs. Jamieson .. 12 0} 5.00; 2.50 
Morris, Earthly Paradise, 3 volumes.. cintimscaplesieitabens Gao 
4 volumes .. 40 0} 16.00 |............ 
Hamerton’s Etchers and Etching ........ 147 0} 58.80/ 5.00 
Metternich’s Memoirs, per volume... ‘acim indie hes tdiaicniatel 2.50 
volumes.. 90 0 36.00 | lowdeutipeaae 
Mivart on the Cat... | in Ae 5 ee 
Pfleidem, Influence of Apostie P Paal.. 10 0| 4.20) 2.00 
Rae, Contemporary Socialism .. 7 6 3.00 | 2.00 
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Amer- | Ameri- 

Works. — ican jean re- 

P price. | print. 

s. d, 

SGOT OS JON scmiecneipdthinannmention ; shade 2t 0} $8.40 $2. 00 
The G ‘ongo, by Stanley, 2 volumes... pbeeiernenive 42 0/| 16.80 10. 00 
Scherer’s German L iterature, 2 volumes.. eove 21 0 8. 40 3.50 
Stanley's Life of Arnold, 2 volumes (in one) . ; 24 0 9, 0 2.50 
Total.. . 1,356 6 | 545.80 140.90 
Average cost per copy... donnanba(echanucasmaneumiieeseentne $8.07 | 12.90 3. 35 


This long catalogue of works which are now at the service of the 
American people at these low prices might be largely increased. If 
this bitl passes, and if the foreign author is made the prey of publishers 
and is subjected to the necessity of having his works reprinted here be- 
fore any copyright can be granted abroad, up will go the prices of all 
these works, and the people must pay the piper. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer, as I believe nearly 
all the ideas on this subject have been in some form presented in this 
debate; but I hope that thisamendment may be adopted, and that this 
may be made a copyright bill instead of a mere combination of inter- 
ests to butcher authors, and to butcher printers, and to butcher the 
people to make a holiday for publishers. I do not wish to see author, 
printer, and the public generally ‘‘in one red burial blent.’’ 


APPENDIX. 

The Joint Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the resolution 
directing them to inquire into the practicability of securing to authors the ben- 
efit of international copyright, report: 

That, after attentive consideration of the subject-matter, they have found the 
question of international copyright attended with grave practical difficulties 
and of doubtful expediency, not to say of questionable authority. 

At the outset of the examination much embarrassing contrariety of opinion 
between those who demand the measure asa just recognition of the rights of 
authors to their works and those representing the manifold interests, occupa- 
tions, and domestic industries involved in the contemplated legislation became 
conspicuous; inthe prominency and fervor of which the primary motive of any 
and all contemplated constitutional action, namely, the promotion of the prog- 
ress of science and the useful arts, seemed—unconsciously, of course—likely to 
be overcast. 

On behalf of authors and artists it is insisted that Congress owesitto universal 
authorship to grant protection to literary and scientific productions, irrespective 
of nationality, as a matter of justice and right; that the Constitution in this re- 
spect, as in the case of domestic authors, is mandatory initscharacter; that the 
mode and manner of such protection are prescribed in terms in its provisions; 
and that none other than the mode prescribed is at all allowable, leaving Con- 
gress no discretion in the premises ; and that not to legislate in this behalf is to 
refuse the performance of an obviousduty; and that, having by the law of copy- 
right secured to domestic authors exclusiv e rights to their works, thereby rec- 
ognizing the obligation of protection to authorship, Congress stands derelict in 
the performance of its whole duty in that it has not provided equal protection 
to universal authorship, 

Upon the soundness and cogency of this proposition both American and for- 
eign authors are understood generally to be agreed. 

A portion of the American publishers (and they are among the most impor- 
tant) are willing to accede to the demand of the authors upon the condition of 
satisfactory stipulations as to the medium of communication with the American 
public through their publishing houses; while the authors divide on the ques- 
tion of publication, a portion, not illogically, insisting upon the supposed duty 
of absolute protection without stint, limit, or condition, and a part are disposed 
to yield to the terms of the publishers ; and this adjustment of the matter, it is 
anppeeed would redound to the progress of science and the arts, 

portion, and much the larger number of domestic publishers, are under- 
aon to be either hostile to the whole subject of international copyright, or con- 
sider all action in regard to it at least of questionable utility to the world of let- 
ters, and especially to the progress of science and the arts in this country and 
among our own people. 

The printers, type-founders, binders, paper-makers, and others engaged in 
the manufacture of books, in large numbers remonstrate against the measure 
as calculated to diminish the popular sale and circulation of books, by raising 
the price thereof, and thus prejudical to this branch of industry. 

These classes, interests, and industries have been ably represented before the 
committee, and it may be observed that from these the measure is invested with 
its special interest, as we are notaware ofany popular representation ordemand, 
by memorial or remonstrance, or Otherwise, on behalf of either book buyersor 
readers or the mass of the people. 

The protection in his works that the author demands, it will be noticed, is an 
absolute and exclusive right of property therein. To all such appeals to Con- 
gress (without entering into the consideration of such a pretension as an ab- 
stract proposition), it is deemed sufficient to reply that the framers of the Con- 
stitution did not seem to have apprehended the justice of a claim so extensive 
on the part of authors, nor to have contemplated the promotion of the progress 
of science by legislation so partial and saqzoesing as that proposed; but on the 
contrary, in the interests of science, and together subservient to its ends, and 
as an incentive to authorship to enter into its service, did provide for the en- 
joyment in their works of an especial privilege for a limited period. 

The nature of the prerogative conferred, its use and limitations, are, each and 
all, alike inconsistent with the assumed rights; and whatever abstract rights of 
property the author may be supposed to have in his production, it is clear that 
his appeal to Congress for protection can be recognized only within the express 
limitations of the Constitution. 

It became important, in the outset, to bring to the examination of the subject 
a just appreciation of the provision of the Constitution in relation to it. That 
provision is as follows: Congress shall have power “ to promote the progress 
of science and the useful arts, by securing for limited times to authors and in- 
ventors the exclusive right to their respective writings and discoveries.”’ 

All opinions, interests, policies, and economies must be brought to the test 
of this clause of the Constitution, in which the objects and manner of legisla- 
—_ are clearly expressed, and must constitute the rule of action upon the 
subject. 

it mony be proper to remark that the policy of national copyright does not 
necessarily enter into the discussion. It may be assumed that the Constitution 
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not only contemplated such legislation, but that euch action is supposed to be 
consistent with and in the interest of science, and tends to its progress. Nor 
is ii supposed that a question properly arises as to the abstract rights of the au- 
thor to his writings; neither is it important to consider whether any such rights 
had been recognized in England orin the American States anterior to the Con- 
stitution, as these rights do not constitute the object nor form the basis of that 
legisiative action contemplated by the Constitution. 

he constitutional provision is primarily in the interest of science, to which 
the rights and interests of authors are subordinated, and with which they are 
not necessarily in all respects identical. The very terms of the instrument are 
a limitation on the power of Congress against the recognition of such absolute 
right, thus “ by securing for limited times to authors exclusive right to their 
writings.” 

The precise question is, are the terms of the Constitution equally applicable 
to international copyright, and would their application *‘ promote the progress 
of acience ’ 

The language is sufficiently comprehensive, doubtless, to include all author- 
ship. Butin construing the Constitution reference should be had to the con- 
dition of affairs at the period of its adoption, the obvious intent of the framers, 
as gathered from contemporaneous history, and must receive such construction 
as will carry out the object in view. 

It was, itshould be observed, to constitute, in a qualified sense, a government 
in the interests of the peopleof the United States. Its framers would not, there- 
fore, be expected to be solicitous for the protection of individual rights of those 
alien to its jurisdiction, nor were the circumstances of their national position 
such as were calculated to invite to the consideration of topics so eminently in- 
ternational! in their operations and relations, 

Besides, it must be borne in mind that the Constitution of the United States 
antedates al! legislation upon international copyright in any country; that no 
thought of auch a law was suggested to the convention that framed that instru- 
ment. Nor are there to be found in the history of the timessuch sentiments and 
opinions upon thesubject as to justify areasonable supposition that such a prop- 
osition could have been present in the minds of those who proposed the partic- 
ularprovision. Itmay besafe, therefore, to assume that international copyright 
was not within the contemplation of the Constitution, whatever interpretation 
the language may be thought to be susceptible of. 

To the argument as to the mandatory character of the provision in the inter- 
ests of universal authorship, it may be replied that none but citizens could prop- 
erly lay claim toe protection of individual rights, and that, under the Constitu- 
tion, these were all subordinated to the interests of science, and that whoever 
invokes the protection of the one must show that his demand is, at least, com- 
patible with the other. 

Whether the Constitution, in what it provides, is to be regarded as mandatory 
or permissive, confined to American or domestic authors, or extended to foreign 
or alien, in spirit and intent, it demands, asa primary, essential, and paramount 
consideration, that whatever is done in its name shall be in the interest of and 
for Lae promotion of the progress of science. In the presence of this paramount 
ebject all rights of authors, publishers, booksellers, and book-makers must 
needs take a secondary place in legislative consideration. Nor is it less certain 
that herein lies the true interest of all genuine authorship. 

A demand for copyright, national or international, as a measure of protection 
to a property right simply, necessarily tends to sink the question of science to 
the jevel of a commercial transaction, and subjects it to the odium of an inde- 
fensible monopoly. Itisonly when considered asa tribute to genius, the quality 
and beneficence of whose productions are of universal recognition in the world 
of letters that science and authorship become identical, It can not be doubted 
that if, under undue stimalus of national copyright, the quality of literary pro- 
ductions should become inferior, common: om and baneful, Congress, in the 
interest of science, could apply the remedy by limiting the privilege or denying 
it altogether. 

lt has even been said that a tendency in this direction already exists; that 
autbors who write for fameare ons fe wer,and that writers who write merely 
for money are multiplying; that, in short, the relations between writers on one 
side, and publishers and the public on the other, are growing more mercenary ; 
but this may be said to arise from the fact that the men of true genius who are 
really entitied to the honorable name of American authors are confounded 
with men who have no just claim tosuch a distinction. 

A question fairly arises and presents itself at the threshold of any proposition 
of copyright, whether this commercial spirit is identical with and friendly to 
the progress of science. Considering the undeniable fact that a } r portion 
of authors are now writing for gain than formerly, and that publishers have 
come to estimate their writings by the profits likely to accrue from their pub- 
lications, can it be inferred that from such a union of literature and commerce 
the highest interests of science are likely to be promoted? 

Under the influence of this union can it be denied that a class of books are 
put upon the market which in lite quality bear slight resemblance to 
the productions of genius, and others where the attribute of authorship could 
not well be discovered’? and yet these all seek shelter under the law of copy- 
right, and enjoy that exclusive privilege designed alone for genius and the 
votaries of science, 

W hile doubtless the constitutional provision had its origin in the belief in the 
identity of the interests of authorship and science, it is true that the law of copy- 
right, as it lies in the Constitution, is not the protection of authors as an object— 
not as the reward of genius independent of science, but as an incentive to the 
former in the interesis of the latter. 

Is the question of authorship in its relations to science so simple and of such 
snleemal application as to be productive of equally beneficial results when sub- 
jected to the method of the Constitution as « rule for the different nations and 
differing conditions of letters therein? 

Authorship, standing by itself, although the essential element, still, it is not 
all the world of letters, and ean not in any measure, having at heart the inter- 
ests of literature, be considered as standing independent and by itself. If it be 
conceded to be the soul of science, it is essential that its productions should be 
embodied in books, and these involve the varied skill, industries, and cunning 
workmanship of many hands, and at last, and not the least important agency, 
the enterprise, capital, and address of the publisher through whom these books 
are to be introduced to the reading public. 

These interests press upon the | at the very threshold of any meas- 
ure of international copyright demanding consideration and protection. The 
right conferred upon the foreign author, a variety of questions of labor, art, 
skill, and the like, enter into the practical question, and force upon considera- 
tion the chances of ruinous monopolies at the world’s great book centers, when 
competition and a provident share in opportunities would seem to be our ne- 
ceasity. 

Tro question before us is not national copyright, but whether the monopoly 


- of the foreigner in his work, enjoyed in his land, can,in the interest of science, 
The 


fairly be claimed for him in every land where his work may be printed. 
English author has the exclusive privilege secured to him as an incentive to his 
genius. Does it need the further stimulus of privilege in other lands? And if 
#0, can such privilege be considered as demanded in the interests of literatare, 
or would the fruits of such encouragement compensate for the natural repres- 
sion of the diffusion of knowledge? 

Assuming now that tle measure can not be commended or htfully de- 
manded in the interast of authors alone, nor in that of authors 
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combined, it remains to be seen whether the facts justify the conclusion that 
the measure can be granted in the interests of science. 

It will doubtless be conceded that international copyright would have the 
effect to enhance the price of books of foreign authorship in the Ainerican mar- 
ket, and a tendency and the probable effect to increase the price of the Ameri- 
can copyrighted book in our own market. 

While it may be conceded thatthe tendency of the law of copyright is to stim- 
ulate the production of literary and scientific works, it is believed to be equally 
true that one of its effects is to repress the popular circulation of such works. 
Such, it is apparent, must be its natural tendency, and such is understood to be 
the fact in this country and in England, omen the latter. As a general 
proposition, during the existence ae yright,the interest of both publisher 
and author are best consulted by a small edition and consequent limited circu- 
lation, asa larger profit may be realized from a small edition at high ratesthan 
the reverse. Notable instances may be given in proof of this general proposi- 
tion in England and our own country. Theaverage price of seventy-five Eng- 
lish books, as given below, is $5.60, and the average price of the American re- 
prints of the same books is only $2.40. 


The lowest prices ef some English boos reprinied in America. 


(The American prices are generally taken from Bibliotheca Americana, 1820 to 
1866, or American Catalogue, Kelly, 1866 to 1871.) 


® English price— | 


Name of author and title of work. ——— sea 


In ster- 


ling. In gold. 


| Price of Amer- 
| iean reprint. 


| 
| 
| 
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Se 
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mt et 1D et et tet tft 


Alison, Lifeof Marlborough . 
Aytoun, Scottish Cavaliers 
Ballads and Fermilian .. 
Browning, Mrs., Poems 
Belcher’s Mutineers of the Bounty 
Burton's Lake Regions of Africa......... 
Bulwer, Athens—its Rise and Fall.. 
ee, 
ee 
Lady B t, eto 
Braddon, Miss, Girls’ Book 
ee 
Conybeare and Howson, Life of St. Paul (com- 
plete) 
Collins, Poor Miss Finch............... 
Darwin, Variation of Plants ....... 
Dixon, Free Russia ...............+... + 
Fair France.... 
Dickens's works............ 
Dilke’s Greater Britain 
Desert of the Exodus......... 
Foster's Life of Landon........ 
Life of Dickens 
Guizot’s Meditations 
Grote’s Greece, per volume.............. 
Gould's Origin of Religious Belief.. 
Goulburn’s Sermons ........00....s0000- 000+ 
Huxley's Lay Sermons... 
Holland's Recollections.. 
Hemans’s Poems...................<..+ 
Hughes, Tom Brown at Oxford ......00..ccceceeceees 
Tom Brown's School-Days at Rugby 
Harveis, Music and Morals 
Jowett’s Pilato .....4........ 
Kinglake’s Crimea ..................+ 
Kingsley’s At Last 
Ravenshoe 
G. Hamlyn 
Layard’s Nineveh 
Lever, Lord Kilgobbin... 
Lockhart, Fair to See... 
Mulock, Hannah 
Girls’ Book.. 
eee IIIB cetitins <0. cccncressermsccenenttn 
Macgregor, Rob Roy on the Jordan ...... 
Oliphant’s China.,..............s0+ sessenseeseesenens 
Pressensé, Early Years of Christianity.. 
Russell's American Diary 
Robinson's Diary 
Reclus, The Earth................. 
Schelleris, trum Analysis. 
Speke’s Af naatinnew 200 
Sacristan’s Household..... 
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Sinaiand Palestine..... 
Trollope, Harry Hotspur........ dmee 
Can You Forgive Her?, 


Tyndall, Heat.... a 
Sound ...... RO ME 
Tennyson's works, incomplete. 
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White's St. Bartholomew. ...........<ccccesssesee0e0+- 

Wilfred Cumbermede (George Macdonald).. 

Wood's Homes without Hands.................. 
Bible Animails..... 

Whymper's Alaska.............. 

Wallace's Malay Archi ina 

Warren's Ten Thousand a Year 

Spencer’s Psychology .......... souutns 
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The same general fact may be further illustrated by comparing the prices of | 
English books reprinted here with the prices here of American copyrighted 


books of a similar character. 
ENGLISH REPRINTED, 


Dixon's Free Russia 
Kingsley’s At Last.... 
Kinglake’s Crimea... 
Macaulay's Histories 
Hallam ........ —— 
Dilke’s Greater Britain 
Dickens's novels .......... 
George Eliot's novels . 
Charles Reade’s novels. 
Robertson's Sermons.. 
Tennyson's Poems .. 
Grote’s Greece ....... 
Hume’ 8 England .. a 
Muller's Science of ‘Religion. 
Palmeir's Desert of the Exo- 
OD \vcncusstpeniens chdeaateatanteteree 
Wallace’s Malay Archipelago.. 
Froude’s Short Studies........... 
Barrow’s Arctic Voyage.. 
Layard’s Nineveh .. 
Burton's Regions of Central 
Africa ...... 














English Common Law Re- 
POTS. ....ccccveeaerreccnecese revere seoeee 
Exchequer Reports........... 


Bulwer’s Queen's Bencha........ 
Bulwer’s Common Pleas.. ..... 
Equity Cases, M. Rolls............ 
Daniel’s Chancery Practice, 

3 vols 


And a similar effect will be observed by comparing the home prices of Amer- 
opyrighted books with their prices when reprinted in England, 
The English prices are generally taken from the English catalogue by Sam- 


ican « 


son Low, 1835-1862. 


Name of author and title of work. 
















In ster- 
ling. 

| s. d. 

Abbott, Franconia Stories....... omne $0. 90 10 

Learning to Read. 90 16 

Young Christian... 1.75 10 

Child at Home ... 1.00 10 

Barnes, Four Gospels...... 3.00 50 

ee ee eee | 1.50 26 

Beccher, H. W., Eyes and Ears..........-.:00c..ccsssessess 1.73 36 

Lectures to Young Men.. | 1.50 16 

Beal Trt es... 0000000 00000000 .<08 1.75 36 

Cooper's novels, per copy... .......+ 75 | 10 

Curtis, G. W., Lotus-Eating 1,50 36 

Nile Notes....... 1.50 10 

Du Chaillu, Country of Dwarf ..... 1.75 16 

Gre senwood, Grace, Forest Tragedy ............. 1.25 10 

History of my Pets 1.00 10 

Hawthorne, House of Seven Gables ... 2.00 10 

‘Twice-Told Tales 4.00 20 

Scarlet Letter | 2.00 10 

Holmes, O. W., Autocrat of Breakfast Tabie.. | 1.50 26 

Professor at Breakiast Table .. innoedl 1.75 36 

Elsie Venner...... iniepnierineckaihitniietmane | 3.00 20 

Irving, W., Life of Goldsmith .. | 1.50 10 

Life of Columbus ... | 1.75 26 

Knickerbocker..... 1.75 10 

Jarves, J.J., Parisian Sights...... 1.50 10 

Longfellow, Miles Standish. 13 10 

Outre Mer 1.50 20 

Hiawatha .... “... onceey 1.50 10 

Poems, complete. 1.50 20 

Lowell, Biglow Papers .. 1.50 26 

Vision of Sir Launfel. .% 20 

Melville, Omoo sihedtebite L 50 10 

Typee. 1.5 10 

Parton, L ife of Greeley DA cla ciate id ial icaalinieda taht 2.50 76 

Phelps, Rev. A., Still Hours............... 1.00 190 

Prescott, Philip H a 4.50 50 

OO ere 6.00 50 

Ferdinand and Isabella 5. 00 50 

Robinson, Greek Lexicon........... 0... 6.00 86 

Stowe, Mrs., Pearl of Orr's Island.......... 2.00 50 

Uncle Tom........-......... 2.00 26 

Minister's W cooing. 2.00 26 

Sedgwick, Miss, Hope Leslie...... y 3.00 10 

Linwoods......... ad 3. 00 28 

Married or Single. .| 3.00 20 

Sigourney, Mrs., Letters to Mothers....... - «| 1.50 20 

Letters to Young Ladies... | 1.50 16 

Squicrs, Wackna...............-.000.-+000 a a 1.50 10 

Thomson, Land and the Book...........-. ol 5.00 76 

Taylor, B., El Dorado... mee ae 2.25 20 

At Home and Abroad vinden 2.25 36 

Thoreau, Walden......... 7” 2.00 60 

Upham, ‘Professor, Madame ( ‘Guyon 3.00 76 
Interior Life... 1,50 36) 

Emerson, R. W., Conduct of Life.......................... 2.00 10 
Representative Men............... 2.00 | 10) 

English Traits... ..........00..s0000 -se+ 2.00 | 1 
eet. ; 












AMERICAN COPYRIGHTED 


| Bush Reindeer Dogs, etc 












Cox's Winter Sunbeams . 
Motley’s Histories.................. 
Bancroft ...... 
Kirke’s C harles the Bold 
Prime’s Around the World. 
Hawthorne 
Mrs. Stowe 
Bayard Taylor . : 
Beecher’s Sermons.............. 
Longfellow .. ‘ 
Draper's C ivil W ar 
Hildreth’s United States 
Hodge’s Anthropology........... 
Thomson's Land and the Book. 
Agassiz’s Brazil.................. 
Bancroft’s Miscellanies..... ‘ 
Hayes's Arctic Boat Journey.. 
Stephens’s Egy pt.. 
Stephens’s C entral America 
Wallace’s Reports................... 
Blatchford’s Reports bie 
Abbott's Reports ......... ities 
Lansing’s United States..... 
Chancery,eighth cire uit ‘of 
New York nipbelitaesbsnaees 
Fisher’s Patent Cases, 3 
Ashurst’s Surgery............csss00. 














Total.. 


Engiish price— 


American 
price. 





2S8AT 


bm 89 89 60 09 Be Go G0 Oe 


{n gold 


jt 





De ee 





| 
| 
| 











% 





From the above exhibits it would seem clear that the law of 


copyr if, as 
existir gi in England and this country, in its practical operations in the two 
countri tends unmistakably to check the popular diffusion of literary pro 
duction by largely increasing the price. This fact could be further illustrated 


by recurrence to the vast disproportion in the s 


ile of the cheaper reprints and 
the 


> copyrighted editions in both countries 
Eng): und | is the great book making and prod r nation with which this 
country has to do, and consequently our interests would be most affected by 
the proposed measure; and that such measure wou Jnot promote the progress 
of science and the useful arts among the American p is believed to be ob 
} vious and to admit of little doubt 
The policy of the different states of Europe as to the protection of literary 
property variesas tothe period of time for which itis granted. In England and 


in this country the protection is ample. The prevailing policy 
tions seems to be to grant such protection to literary property 


among the na- 
1s is deemed a 


| proper incentive to production 


It is questionable whether any system of international co; rht could be 
proposed which would be equally beneficial or just, owing to the cif nt lan 
guages prevailing among them. 

In view of the whole case, your committee are 
national copyright can fairly be urged upon Congress upon reasons of general 
equity or of constitutional law; that the adoption of any plan for the purpose 
which has been laid before us would be of very doubtful advantage to Ameri 
can authors as a class, and would be not only an unquestionable and permanent 
injury to the manufacturing interests concerned in producing books, but a 
hindrance to the diffusion of knowledge among the people and to the cause of 
universal education; that no plan for the protection of foreign authors has yet 
been devised which can unite the support of all or nearly all who profess to be 
favorable to the general object in view; and that im the opinion of your com- 
mittee any project for an inte rnational copyright will be found upon mature 
deliberation to be inexpedient. 


Mr. PLATT. I hope we may have a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia | Mr. DANTEL]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [ Mr. TurPIe}. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 


Tere 


satisfied that no form of inter 


[am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 
I am against this amend- 


| ment, and he is for it. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called 
the Senator from Pennsylvania {[ Mr. Quay] 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpDRicu]. My colleague [ Mr. 
BLODGETT] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire { Mr. 
CHANDLER }. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the name of the Senator from New York [M1 
EvARrtTs] recorded as voting ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
York is not recorded. 

Mr. MORGAN. I 


I am paired with 


The name of the Senator from New 


am paired with that Senator, and withhold my 


vote. 
Mr. CHANDLER. On this question I am paired with the junior 
Senator from New Jersey {Mr. BLopGert]}. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired on this question with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 31; as follows 


YEAS—17 
Rate, Danie}, Pasco, Vest, 
Berry, Eustis, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md 
Call, George, Pugh, 
Carlisle, Harris, Reagan, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
NAYS—31L. 
Allen, Frye, MeMilian Shoup, 
Blair, Hale, Manderson, Stewart, 
Carey, Hampton, Mitchell, Stock bridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Morrill, Warren, 
Dixon, Higgins, Paddock Washburn, 
Dolph, Hiscock, Piatt, Wilson of lowa, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Farwell McConne!! Sawyer, 
A BSENT—40 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Ingalls, Quay, 
Allison, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Dawes, McPherson, Spooner, 
Blodgett, E varts, Moody, Squire, 

| Brown, Faulkner, Morgan, Stanford, 
Butler, Gibson, Payne, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pierce, Turpie, 

| Chandler, Gray, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Power, Walthall. 


So the amend ment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr, President, I am very much in favor of granting 
this privilege of copyright to foreign authors and securing like privileges 
to our own authors so that they may be protected under the copyright 
systems and Jaws in force in foreign countries. 


I do not like the feature in the present bill which complicates the 


interests of publishers and other parties with those of authors, de- 
| signers, and others who are protected by our copyright system. Ifwe 


could have a pure copyright bill free from all entangling alliances, it 
would receive my earnest and hearty support. 1 voted for the bill 
which passed the Senate two years ago. I voted for it, notwithstand- 
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ing the objections which I had to it, and notwithstanding the failure 
of the amendment then offered by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr, 
Jones], which I thought improved the bill. With my strong desire 
toad vance the interests of our American authors, I may vote for the pres- 
ent bill even if all opportunity to further perfect it fails, but in its pres- 
ent shape it is open to serious objection, and if I support it I shall do 
so with extreme reluctance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will sus- 
pend amoment. It is impossible for the Reporter or others to hear 
what is being said by the Senator. The Chair appeals to the Senate to 
preserve order. 

Mr. PASCO. The opportanity to perfect the bill since it was before 
the Senate in 1888 has not been improved. I have hastily prepared, 
while the debate has been going on, a substitute for the present bill 
in the interest only of authorsand others in whose behalf ourowncopy- 
right system was inaugurated. Ithas been drawn while the discussion 
has been going on around me, and very likely some judicious amend- 
ments may be made to it; but it is an indication of the sort of bill 
which I would favor and which I believe would be favored by many 
other Senators, and I submit it as a basis and framework for more de- 
liberate action rather than a perfected measure and system. 

Mr. PLATT. We can not hear one word that the Senator from 
Florida is saying. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will sus- 
pend a moment, Complaint is made that it is impossible to hear the 
Senator addressing the Senate. Will Senators be so kind as to resume 
their seats and observeorder? [A pause.] TheSenator will proceed. 

Mr. PASCO. I repeat that I have prepared a substitute for the pend- 
ing bill during the continuance of the debate around me, somewhat 
hurriedly, but indicating the sort of measure which I favor, and which 
I believe is favored by many other Senators, and I propose to offer it 
as a substitute for the present bill. I do not urge it as a perfect meas- 
ure. Perhaps those who have been considering the subject longer, 
those who have assisted in preparing and amending the present bill and 
are more familiar with the matter than I am, may be able to suggest 
amendments and assist in perfecting my hasty work, which marks out 
the general line of policy which I think should be followed by this 
legislation. I will offer this as a substitute for the pending bill as it 
has been amended, and without consuming further time in the debate 
ask that a vote be taken upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida proposes a 
substitue for the bill, which will be read. 

Mr. PLATT. Before that is read, I ask that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
may be requested to attend in the Senate Chamber and assist in the 
preservation of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call on the Sergeant- 
at-Arms if it becomes, in his judgment, necessary. He once more ap- 
peals to the Senate to preserve order. [A pause.] The amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and insert: 

Sec. 1. That the privileges of copyright granted under and by Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes, to authors and others who are citizens of 
the United States or residents therein, shall be, and they are hereby, extended to 
authors and others named in section 4952 of the Revi Statutes, who are citi- 
zens, subjects, or residents of foreign countries, under the conditions and in 
the manner set forth in this act. 

Seo, 2. That any contract made by foreign authors, and others to whom the 
privileges of copyright are extended by this act, with reference to the publi- 
eation of their works in the United States, shall have the same force and effect 
as in like cases when contracts are made in the United States by and between 
citizens and residents thereof, and the circuit and district courts of the United 
States shall have jurisdiction in all suits arising upon such contracts, and such 

courts shall also have jurisdiction in all cases arising in the United States with 
reference to the rights of citizens, subjects, and residents of foreign countries 
arising under this act. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall only apply toa citizen,subject, or resident of a for- 

eign state or nation, when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of 
the United States of America the benefit of copyright on substantially the same 
basis as its own citizens. The existence of the condition aforesaid shall be 


determined by the President of the United States by proclamation made from 
time to time as the purposes of this act may require. 


Mr. PLATT. I hope the vote may be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro)). 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), I announce the 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
to my colleague [Mr. KENNA]. So that the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WoLcottT] and myself will be at liberty to vote. Ivote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
* Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. My colleague [Mr. 
BLopGETT] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. Not knowing how he would vote on this 
amendment, ! withhold my vote. 
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Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have ageneral pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who does not 
seem to be in the Chamber, and therefore I am not at liberty to vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. TuR- 
PIE 

Me. DAWES. Iam paired for the day with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative), I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] on the passage of the 
bill. I suppose this is substantially the same question, and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON], who is detained from the Chamber by committee business. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS--18. 


ee Daniel, Morgan, Vance, 
Eustis, Pasco, Vest, 

cal” Faulkner, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
( ‘arlisle, Harris, Pugh, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

NAYS—33, 

Allen, Frye, Mitchell, 
Carey, Hampton, Morrill, 
Casey, Hawley, Paddock, 
Cullom, Higgins, Platt, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Plumb, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sanders, 
Edmunds, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Evarts, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Farwell, Manderson, Squire, 


ABSENT—37. 


Ingalls, Sherman, 
Jones of Neyada, Spooner, 
Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Dawes, McPherson, Teller, 
Blair, George, Moody, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Payne, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gorman, Pierce, Walthall. 
Butler, Gray, Power, 

Cameron, Hale, Quay, 

Chandler, Hearst, Ransom, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in the Senate and 
open to amendment. If there be no further amendment, the question 
is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill be read a third 
time? ? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is, Shall the bill 

9 
POM. BERRY. Iask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). The junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGEtr]}, with whom I have been paired on 
the amendments to this bill, is otherwise paired on the passage of the 
bill, and therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana[Mr. TurPre]. If he were present, I should vote 
“ee ea’? 

Mr. DAWES (when his name wascalled). The Senator from Mary- 
land (Mr. GorMAN], with whom I am paired, would vote against this 
bill if present, and I should vote for it. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Upon this question my 
colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. ALLEN]. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] having been transferred to 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN], I am at liberty to vote. 
I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. VANCE,(when his name was called). On the final passage of 
the bill Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLop- 
GETTY], who is in favor of the bill. If he were present, I should vote 
iy nay. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Announcing the same transfer of pairs I an- 
nounced upon the other vote, I vote *‘ yez.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis], who has not voted, and I = therefore refrain from voting. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ but for the pai 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado { Mr. 
TELLER}. 

Mr. PADDOUK. The Senator from Connecticut re Eom] sug- 


Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Warren, 
Washburn, 
Wilson of Iowa, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, Cockrell, 
Allison, Colquitt, 


gests that my pair with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Eustis] may 
be transferred to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON |. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asked me to obtaina 
pair for him. 
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} 
I will make that transfer of pairs, and I will vote. | 


Mr. PADDOCK. 
I vote ‘* yea.”’ 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 


WALTHALL], whois absentfrom the Chamber. Ishould vote ‘‘yea,’’ 
if at liberty to vote. 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. RANSOM. 
HALE.] 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. | 
ALLIson ], who is necessarily detained in the Committee on Appro- 
priations in the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 14; as follows: 


I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky | 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island | 


Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 





YEAS—36, 
Blair, Faulkner, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Carey, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hampton, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Dixon, Hawley, Paddock, Warren, 
Dolph, Higgins, Pasco, Washburn, 
Edmunds, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 
Evarts, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Farwell, McConnell, Sanders, Wolcott. 

NAYS—l4, 
Bate, Casey, Harris, Reagan, 
Berry, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vest. 
Call, Daniel, Pettigrew, 
Carlisle, George, Pugh, 

ABSENT—338, 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Kenna, Shoup, 
Allen, Davis, Manderson, Spooner, 
Allisoa, Dawes, Moody, Squire, 
Barbour, Eustis, Morgan, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Payne, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Pierce, Vance, 
Brown, Hale, Power, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hearst, Quay, Walthall. 
Cameron, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLarr, Mr. His- | 
cock, and Mr. GRAY were appointed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, I ask one thing further, and that is 
that the bill as amended may be printed. Itis a House bill, and I 
understand it will not necessarily be printed upon its passage; I ask 
that the bill as amended by the Senate be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As passed by the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. As passed by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; that should be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendments to be printed in italics, in the usual 
form ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut re- 
quests that the bill with amendments be printed, the amendments to 
be printed in italics. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and | 
it is so ordered. 





DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the two ap- 
propriation bills which have been returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives agreeing to some and disagreeing to other 
amendments of tiie Senate to the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending Jnne 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses, and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and accede to the request 
of the House of Representatives for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Plums, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 12922) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and asking a con- 


ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


XXI-—179 





Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment, 
and accede to the request of the House of Representatives for a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 


FARWELL, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 


| its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 


(H. Res. 287) to print 100,000 copies of report on diseases of the horse; 


92 


| in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of February 11, 1891, transmitting a statement from 
the Director of the Mint of the amount of silver bullion offeredand the 
amount purchased from August 13, 1890, to February 14, 1891, and 
also a list of the persons from whom silver was purchased, and the 
price paid therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 
11th instant, copy of instructions from his Department to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office relative to the forfeiture act of 
September 28, 1890, a copy of instructions to registers and receivers on 
the same subject, and certain instructions sent by him to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office relative to said act as affecting the 
grant to the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 287) to print 100,000 copies of report on 
diseases of the horse was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS 

Mr. PADDOCK, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CUSTOMHOUSE BUILDING IN NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Nebraska to 
yield to me to ask the Senate to consider the bill for the erection of a 
new customhouse in New York City. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I yield to the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
EvArts], with the understanding that the bill he desires to call up 
will consume but a limited time, and will not meet with objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 
4224, which is a public-building bill for the erection of a new custom- 
house in the city of New York. The bill is not a long one in the read- 
ing, and I believe no objection wiil be made to it. 

I ask that this may be done now, as, under the order of the Senate, 
I am obliged to leave the city this evening to go to New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from New York asks that 
the pending bill be temporarily laid aside in order that the Senate may 
proceed to the consideration of the bill which he has indicated. Is 


| there objection ? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4224) for the erection of a new custom- 
house in the city of New York, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds withan amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That there shall be erected in the city of New York a new customhouse, on 
the site which has been selected and designated therefor by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, under the terms of an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the erection of an 
appraiser’s warehouse in the city of New York, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved September 14, 1888, and any act or acts amendatory thereof, at a cost 
not to exceed the amount which shall be derived under section 2 of this act, in 
addition to any sum or sums which may be available under the provisions of 
said act; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause plans and estimates to 
be made by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury ber the erection of said 
new customhouse building. 

Src, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to sell at public auction, or at private sale after due advertisement, to the 
highest bidder, but for not less than four million of dollars, the present custom- 
house property in the city of New York, bounded by Wall, William, and Han- 
over streets and Exchange Place. The proceeds of such sale, after the payment 
of the usual incidental expenses and commissions, shall be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States and is hereby appropriated and made available 
for the purpose of constructing the new customhouse building as herein and 
hereby provided; and in case of such sale the Secretary of the Treasury shall lease 
said premises from the purchaser or purchasers thereof, at a rental which shall 
not exceed 4 per centum per annum on the purchase price, for use as a custom- 
house until the new customhouse shall be ready for occupancy, upon such 
termsas he may deem advantageous, and such sale shall be subject to such right 
oflease, and theSecretary ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized to sell said custom- 
house property and receive the purchase price in several payments from timeto 
time as he may deem most advantageous: Provided, however, That the use, oc- 
ecupation, and possession of said property shall not be surrendered until the 
new customhouse is ready for occupation and the final payment is fully made, 
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Spec. 8. Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authdérized to 
appoint five citizens of the State of New York who shall be designated as United 
States building commissioners, and who shall be charged with the erection and 
construction of the new customhouse building, as herein providedfor. And 
such commissioners, or a majority of them, subject to the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, shall have full power to advertise for proposals for con- 
tracts for the erection of said customhouse, or the several partsthereof; and the 
offers in response to such proposals, if they shall not exceed in the aggregate 
the amount available under this act for the completion of said customhouse, 
and if they shall be otherwise satisfactory to said commissioners and to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, shall be accepted, in whole or in part; but in case such 
otfers shall exceed said limits of cost, or be otherwise unsatisfactory, then said 
commissioners or a majority of them shall have full power and authority to 
purehase ali materials, contract for and employ all necessary labor, including 
skilled and professional services, with or withoutadvertisement; and said Sec- 
retary shall fix a fair and reasonable compensation for the services of such com- 
missioners, to be paid out of any appropriation or appropriations for the con- 


struction of said new customhouse, 


Sec. 4. That no appropriation is made by this bill in addition to tho sum or 
sums already appropriated or available for this purpose under the provisions 


of an act entitled “An act for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the 


city of New York, and for other purposes,” approved September 14, 1888, and 
any act, oracts amendatory thereof, together with the sum or sums to be de- 
rived from the sale of the present customhouse property in the city of New 
York, as herein provided 

Sec, 5, That all acts and parts of acta inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inguire if this is a House bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no written report 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It would seem to me as though this was a 
pretty large subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from New Jersey that there is no written report. The committee has 
reported an amendment, however, striking out all after the enacting 
clause, which has been read. 

Mr. McPHERSON. My attention has been called to the fact that 
the bill provides for the sale of the present customhouse property in 
New York for a sum not less than $4,000,000, and it appropriates that 
$4,000,000 towards the construction of a new customhonse, and the 
site is to be an extra cost? 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the last remark of the Senator from New 
Jersey ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The site for the proposed building is to be a 
cost extra to the $4,000,000, as already provided in the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But it has been already appropriated for. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand that there has been an appro- 
priation made heretofore for the purchase of a site, which appropria- 
tion was for the purchase ofa site for a customhouse and for appraisers’ 
stores together, as I understood it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, that leaves for the purposes of the cus- 
tomhouse all the money that we appropriated for a site for the pur- 
chase of appraisers’ stores and customhouse combined, and the $4, 000, - 
000 at least for the construction of the building. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator is right. 

Mr. McPHERSON, It would seem to meas though it was an ex- 
traordinary expenditure of money, and more than is really needed for 
such a purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not see how that is possible. It has been 
thoroughly investigated by the Treasury Department, and recom- 
mended strongly. Originally, as the Senator remarked, there was an 
appropriation of $2,000,000 for the purchase of a site for both apprais- 
ers’ stores and customhouse. The merchants of New York and those 
interested finally concluded that it was best that the sites should be 
separated, and therefore $500,000 of it (and it can not exceed that 
amount) is to be expended under a subsequent law for the purchase of 
the site for appraisers’ stores, and the balance, $1,500,000, is to be ex- 
pended for the purchase of this site. 

Then there is a limitation put upon the price that the present cus- 
tomhouse building may be sold for, and that sum of money is to be ex- 
pended in the building of a new customhouse. The crowded condi- 
tion of the old customhouse and the very limited space there is well 
known. The bill has been unanimously reported by both the com- 
mittee of the Senate and of the other House. I certainly hope the 
Senator will make no objection to it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to makean inquiry of the Senator 
from New York, if he will be so kind as to give theinformation. If I 
understand him correctly, it was $2,000,000 that was appropriated for 
the purchase of a site and the construction of appraisers’ stores, and that 
amount also incladed the amount for the purchase of a site for a cus- 
tomhouse. Now, what part of that sum of $2,000,000 will be needed 
for the purchase of a site for appraisers’ stores and the construction of 


the building? 


Mr. HISCOCK, There was $2,000,000 appropriated for the pur- 
chase of a site alone, and exactly $500,000 of that is to be required 
for the purchase of a site for the appraisers’ stores. My recollection 
is that either $500,000 or $600,000 was appropriated for the building 
of those stores. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator must be aware of the fact that 
that will be entirely insufficient. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] in- 
forms me that $800,000 is the exact amount that was appropriated for 
the building for the appraisers’ stores. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That leaves $700,000; and if the customhouse 
should sell for $4,000,000, that will leave $4,700,000 appropriated for 
this building. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The result would be that the cost of the erection 
of the two buildings would be in excess of the sum which must be re- 
alized from the sale of the customhouse, and in excess of that amount 


| there would be an appropriation of $700,000, 


Mr. McPHERSON. Andstillitis net an appropriation for the pur- 
chase of a site? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not an appropriation for the purchase of a site? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That has already been appropriated for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment reported by the committee, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert what has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


IOWA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that House bill 6586 may be taken 
up for consideration. It is a very short bill, and will not lead to any 
discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowaasks that the 
pending order be informally laid aside in order that the Senate may 
proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act of July 
20, 1882, dividing the State of Iowa into two judicial districts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN IDAHO, 


Mr. McCONNELL. I have obtained the privilege of the floor from 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppocK] that I may call up Senate 
bill 4924, and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of that bill, 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks that the 
pending bill may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 4924) to provide the times and 
places for holding termsof the United States courts in the State of Idaho. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 2, to strike out the word 
“State ’’ andinsert the word ‘‘district;’’ and in line 3, to strike out 
the word ‘‘law’’. and insert the words ‘‘ this act;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

That the circuit court of the United States in and for the district of Idaho shall 
be held at the times and places provided by this act for the holding of the United 
States district court in and for said district, and one grand and one petit jury 
only shall be summoned to serve in both said courts when held at the same 
place. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word “‘ cir- 
cuit,’’ to strike out ‘‘court’’ and insert ‘‘ courts;’’ so as to read: 

Thatall civil suits not of a local character, which shall be brought in the dis- 
trict or circuit courts of the United States for the district of Idaho, in either of 
the said divisions, against asingle defendant, or where all the defendants reside 
in the same division of said district, shall be brought in the division in which 
the defendant or defendants reside, or if there are two or more defendants re- 
siding in different divisions, such suit may be brought in either division, and 
all mesne and final process subject to the provisions of this act, issued in either 
of said divisions, may be served and executed in either or all of said divisions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 8, to strike ous’ ‘‘statute’’ 
and insert ‘‘law;”’ in line 9, to strike out ‘‘ contrary to the provisions 
of,’ and insert ‘‘not named in;’’ in line 12, to strike out the word 
“court”? and insert “‘courts;’’ in line 12, to strike out the words 
‘“‘last named’’ and insert ‘‘ now provided by law;’’ and in line 16, to 
strike out the words ‘‘ had said existing statute not been passed ’’ and 
insert ‘‘in the existing terms of said courts had this act not been 
passed; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the terms of the district court for the district of the State of Idaho shall 
be held at the town of Moscow, bezinning on the first Monday in February 
and the first Monday in July in each year; at the city of Boisé, beginning on 
the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November; at the city of 
Blackfoot, nning on the first Monday in May and the first Monday in Sep- 
tember in year. And the provision of law now existing for the holding of 
said courts on any day not named in this act is hereby repealed, and all suits. 

bail bonds, and other ap panting in 
w vided by law are hereby trans- 
to have force in the said respective 


this act provided in the same manner and with the same effect as they 
would have had in the existing terms of said courts had this act not been 


The amendment was agreed to. 








1891. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
IRA A. STOUT. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate at this 
time to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H.R. 11926) granting 
a pension to Ira A. Stout. The beneficiary is quite an old man, a citi- 
zen of Tennessee, who served in the Florida war. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from .Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
takes no time. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it takes three minutes I shall withdraw the re- 
quest. I do not think it will take one. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
of the United States the name of Ira A. Stout, formerly a private in 
Capt. James P. Grundy’s company, Col. William P. Trousdale’s Sec- 
om iment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, in the Florida war, at the 
rate of per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE MEAT PRODUCT. 


Mr. PADDOCK. On the appeal of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] I yield to him to present a resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I offera resolution which will lead to no debate. I 
wish to state that it entails no additional expense. It is a matter 
which the committee want to close up. It is a merely fcrmal matter. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Transportation and Sale of Meat 
Products be authorized to continue its investigations with all duties and powers 
authorized by the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of May 
16, 1888, December 6, 1888, and of December 2, 1890, during the coming recess, and 
report to the next session of the Senate. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication of claims 
arising from Indian depredations, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the pending bill has been twice 
before considered somewhat at length in the Senate in the morning 
hour, The bill was read at length, the report was considered, and the 
Senator from Washington [Mr.ALLEN] and myself on behalf of the 
committee submitted some observations respecting the bill. Also, the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] submitted a statement as to the 
legal aspect of the theory upon which the bill is based. 

The question before the Senate as the bill stands isupon the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute reported from the committee for the 
bill passed by the House of Representatives. That is the parliamentary 
stage of the legislation. 

The House bill provides for the creation of a separate and distinct 
tribunal for the consideration of Indian depredation claims, some hun- 
dreds of which have been presented to Congressin times past for special 
acts. The Senate bill provides that the circuit and district courts of 
the United States shall have jurisdiction in respect of these claims; 
the Court of Claims has general jurisdiction; the circuit courts to have 
concurrent jurisdiction with the Court of Claims in all cases above 
$2,000, and the district courts of the United States to have jurisdic- 
tion of all cases under $2,000. 

The limitations of the House bill are somewhat different from those 
of the Senate bill. The House bill authorizes the tribunal which it 
proposes to create to consider all claims except those which originated 
before 1847. 

The Senate bill authorizes the consideration of all claims, including 
those which originated before 1867, if the same shall have been filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior or shall have been filed with either 
House of Congress, in support of claims for the passage of special acts. 

These are the most essential differences between the two bills. The 
Senate committee believed it would be wiser to pass the bill which it 
framed and submitted to the Senate and which imposes the duty upon 
the courts which I have named to consider these cases and to adju- 
dicate and determine them. 


I will yield to the Senator from Tennessee if it 


I believe that is all I desire to say now in the presentation of the | 


subject. I may wish to enter more fully into the discussion of the | state that only 32} per cent. has been allowed. 


ition as the consideration of the bill progresses. 

. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I was not present in the Senate 
when this bill was discussed on a previous occasion. As a member of 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredations, from an Eastern State, 
I desire to state briefly the reasons why I am in favor of the passage 
of a bill providing a tribunal for the settlement of these claims, and 
also why I am in favor of the Senate bill rather than the House bill. 
I can have no interest in any of these claims, and believe that the view 
which I take of the subject is an impartial one. 

I find that this bill ought to be adopted and these claims adjudi- 





cated and paid, notwithstanding the amount involved is « uite a large 
sum. I will first state about the amount which I understand will be 
involved in the passage of this bill, in order that the Senate may per- 
ceive that the amount is large, and also in order that it may be seen 
that the amount is not so large as exaggerated accounts may have led 
Senators to believe. 

In the report which is before the Senate, made from the committee 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], Report No. 1016 
of the present Congress, which accompanies Senate bill 3833, whichis 
proposed as a substitute for the House bill, on page 10, a statement is 


made as to the amount involved, which I shall read. 


rhe report 
says: 


In the report of the House Committee on Indian Depredation Claims it is 
stated that since 1885 there have been investigated with great care and labor, 
and at much expense to the Government, eleven hundred claims, involving a 
total sum of $4,000,000. But few of these have been allowed for amounts 
originally claimed. Some have been entirely disallowed, and the remainder 
have been reduced to correspond with the facts, and $1,300,000, or 32} per cent. 


of the $4,000,000, have been allowed. It is also stated that during all the period 
since the claims have been pending Congress has appropriated by special act 
$1,654,530. 

Appended to the Senate report is the House report, made March 26, 
1890, House Report No. 1079, to accompany House bill 8150, which is 
the bill now before the Senate, with the Senate substitute proposed as 
an amendment. That report was made by the member of the House 
from Oregon, Mr. HERMANN, and on page 15 s statement is made as 
to the amount which is involved in these claims in accordance with 
the judgment of the House committee, Thestatement is as follows 

Between 1850 and 1855 three thousand eight hundred and forty-six claims 
were filed, involving $13,600,000, Of these, two hundred and twenty-five claims 
have been paid. With the act of March 3, 1885 (23 Stat., 376), commenced the 
system of annual appropriations for the investigation of [Indian depredation 
claims,and which authorized the Secretary of the Interior to expend these 
appropriations for such pespere. The further act of 1886 appropriated $20,000 
for continued investigation, and included all claims previously barred by the 
limitation of the act of 1834, These appropriations and the investigations made 
thereunder have continued up to the present day. Since 1885 one thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-four have been filed. 

Further on the House report says: 

Pursuant to these various acts, the Interior Department has had presented to 
it from various claimants, in different States and Territories of the Union, 
5,710 claims, involving, as per claimants’ valuation, about $19,000,000, It has in- 
vestigated, with great care and labor, since 1885, and at much expense to the 
Government, 1,100 claims, involving a total sum of $4,000,000. But few of these 
have been allowed for amounts originally claimed. Some have been entirely 
disallowed, and the remainder have been reduced to correspond with the facts, 
and $1,300,000, or 324 per cent. of the $4,000,000 have been allowed. 
has appropriated by special acts $1,654,530, 

From these figures contained in the reports it therefore appears that 
the maximum amount of claims which have been presented in any form 
during all the years of the past has reached $19,000,000. It also ap- 
pears that there has been a reduction of an average of 67 per cent. from 
all claims that have been presented. If you take the largest amount 
and consider that not more than one-third will be finally allowed and 
adjudicated the amount in this bill will not exceed at the outside the 
sum of $6,000,000. In my belief the amount that will be finally paid 
according to the terms of the bill will be less than $5,000,000. That 
is my candid judgment according tothe best information that I can ob- 
tain on the subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
point? 

Mr. TURPIE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what bill he refers to by the phrase “‘ this bill’? ? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will answer first the question of the Senator 
from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. 
ate bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis my belief that adjudication under the Sen- 
ate bill will not result in the payment of over $5,000,000 from the 
Treasury of the United States. I will now yield to the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
to say that the total aggregate of claims presented according to this re- 
port up to the date of the report was $19,000,000; that $4,000,000 of 
those $19,000,000 had been investigated. Then I understood the Sen- 


Congress 


May I call the attention of the Senator to one 


Does the Senator refer to the House bill or the Sen- 


| ator to say that a reduction of 33} per cent. was made in that amount. 
| Is he not mistaken about that? 


| amount allowed, so that the reduction was over 66 per cent.? 


Was not only 324 per cent. of the 


Mr.CHANDLER. I perhaps was not accurate. 
only one-third was allowed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That there may be no misunderstanding, I will 
Some of the claims 
were rejected as a whole, and the claims were reduced 324 per cent., 
and so the reduction was really more than 33} per cent. on the whole 


I meant to say that 


| amount, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, dealing in round numbers, we 
will suppose that there will be adjudicated under the Senate bill claims 
to the amount of $18,000,000, and if the percentage of one-third were 
allowed there would be $6,000,000 as the total. That I put at the 
maximum. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator assumes in hisstatement that the only 
claims which will be presented to the court under the provisions of 
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the bill are claims which have been already presented to the Depart- 
ment and have either been adjudicated or are awaiting examination 
and adjudication. 

Mr. PADDOCK. None others can be presented unless they are pre- 
sented within ninety days alter the passage of the act. 

Mr. SPOONER, That may be. The question which I wanted to 
put to the Senator from New Hampshire is, whether any claim under 
the provisions of this bill which originated since 1867, whether it has 
been presented to the Department or not, is not suable, and what rea- 
son the Senator has for assuming that all of the claims for Indian dep- 
redations throughout the United States which have originated since 
1867 have been presented to the Department. Ofcourse it is important 
to ascertain if we can whether the amount involved in the bill is $19,- 
000,000 or $50,000,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only answer I can make to that is that Con- 
gress has made appropriations in various acts for the investigation of 
these claims; the presentation has been made of claims, and they have 
been carefully investigated so far as examinations have extended; and 
it is my belief that there are no substantial outstanding claims which 
have not been hitherto presented to the Secretary of the Interior. That 
is a matter of inference, of course, but it is the belief, I think, of the 
members of the Senate committee that there are no claims which are 
likely to come before this tribunal which have not been hitherto pre- 
sented to the Secretary of the Interior. ‘Therefore I cling to the belief 
that the total amount which will be required under the Senate bill will 
pot exceed $5,000,000 or $6,000,000. 

Mr. President, I proceed to state the reason why I am unable to be 
a party to refusing any longer an adjudication of these claims. They 
have been presented, many hundreds of them, to Congress and to the 
Departments. They have been adjudicated in pursuance of statutes 
which Senators will find quoted in the report of the Senate commit- 
tee, and there have been partial payments made amounting, as has 
been stated, to about $1,600,000. The other claims remain, many un- 
adjudicated, and all unpaid; and the condition of affairs is now such 
that I am obliged to say that I think the Government is committinga 
gross breach of faith in not adjudicating these cases promptly and then 
in making payment in accordance with the adjudication. 

I find that the Congress of the United States, in deliberately enacted 
statutes, has made four promises to pay these claims. The first statute 
is that of May 19, 1796, when, after providing for a method of ascer- 
taining the amount of the damages committed by Indian depredations, 
the statute proceeds as follows: 


And, in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, the United States guaranty to the party injured an eventual indemni- 


fication, 

That is in the actof 1796. Again, I read from act of March 3, 1799: 

And, in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, the United States guaranty to the party injured, an eventual indemni- 
fication. 

Again, in the act of March 30, 1802, a similar act, in this language: 

And,in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, the United States guaranty to the party injured an eventual indemnifi- 
cation. 

Again, in the act of June 30, 1834, are the words: 


And, in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, the United States guaranty to the party so injured an eventual indem- 


nification. 

So, in these four acts this solemn and deliberate promise was made 
to these claimants, and I ask, How can the United States any longer 
delay making that indemnification in justice to its own plighted faith 
and promise? Mr. President, I am unable to see what excuse there 
can be for any longer delay. When does a promise to make eventual 
indemnification becomean absolute promise to make immediate indem- 
nification if not in thiscase? The members of the Senate committee 
have been unable, I believe any of them, to reach a conclusion that 
there was any other fair and honest and decent and just way to deal 
with these claims which have been presented, and so many of them ad- 
judicated under statutes containing this language, except to now pro- 
ceed without further delay to pass an act for ascertaining the amounts 
to which these parties are entitled, and then to cause them to be paid, 
if not from the funds of the Indians then from the Treasury of the 
United States. 

This, Mr. President, is the whole point in this case, the gist and sub- 
stance of this whole claim which is made by the various bills which 
have been presented to the Senate. Shall the United States, after hav- 
ing four times in these acts, extending all the way down from 1796 to 
1834, having made these promises, any longer remain in default and 
refuse to adjudicate, and continue thedistress and misery that is being 
brought upon these claimants, who have for so many years been seek- 


- ing that which from the foundation of the Government has been prom- 


ised to them by the United States, to wit, an eventual indemnification 
for all their losses sustained ? 

Mr, President, the only other points to which I care to allude are 
ev+'ent from a consideration of the difference between the House bill 
and the Senate bill. The House bill provides apparently that all 
Indian cleaims whatever shall be paid. On page 2 of the House bill, 
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section 2, as to a special tribunal created by the House bill, it is pro- 
vided as follows: 


The said judges shall constitute a court to be known as the court of Indian 
depredations, and shall have a seal with such device as it shall order, and as 
such court shall possess jurisdiction and authority toinquire into and finally 
adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all claims heretofore filed in the 
Departments or presented to Congress of the following classes, namely : 

First. All claims for property of citizens of the Un'ted States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner 
or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 


Mark the language: 

First. All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner 
or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 

While the Senate bill, as it appears on page 10, limits the class of 
claims which are to be paid as follows: 

First. All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians belonging to any band, tribe, or nation in amity with the 


United States, without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner or 
agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 


The difference is simply this, that the Senate bill limits the claims 
to those for property taken or destroyed by Indians belonging to any 
band, tribe, or nation in amity with the United States, while the House 
bill makes no limitation whatever, but provides for paying all claims 
for property of citizens of the United States taken or destroyed by 
Indians without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner 
or agent in charge and not returned or paid for. That is tosay, under' 
the House bill there is no imaginable claim for property taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians that is not to be paid for. By the Senate bill only 
those claims are to be paid which are for property taken or destroyed 
by Indians belonging to tribes in amity with the United States. 

The House bill undertakes to open the door to claims of Indians in 
avowed war against the United States or Indians with whom the United 
States isin avowed warfare. The Senate committee have not been 
willing to adopt so broad a basis for the payment of claims, and the 
reason why is very evident. I read from the various statutes from 
which I have quoted the United States guaranty of eventual indemni- 
fication. The act of May 19, 1796, provides: 

That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe in amity with the United 
States, shall come over or across the said boundary line into any State or Terri- 
tory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there take, steal, or destroy 
any horse, horses, or other property— 

Then indemnity shall be made. The act of 1799 uses like language: 


That if any Indian or Indians, belonging toany tribe in amity with the United 
States, shall come over or cross the said boundary line— 


The act of March 30, 1802, provides in the very first line: 


That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe in amity with the 
United States, shall come over or cross the said boundary line. 


So also the act of June 30, 1834, provides: 

That if any Indian or Indians belonging to any tribe in amity with the 
United States shall, within the Indian country, take or destroy the property of 
any person lawfully within such country, or shail from the Indian country 
into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there 
take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or other property, etc.— 

Then and thereindemnity shall be made. It will be seen, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that the Senate committee in reporting the Senate bill have con- 
fined the obligations of the United States to convert this guaranty 
of eventual indemnity into an absolute guaranty to that class of dep- 
redations which have been four times described in the various acts from 
which the liability of the United States is to be derived. The com- 
mittee did not feel in this act like creating any new claim. They 
felt that it was due to these claimants that the necessary statutory 
obligations of the United States to make eventual indemnity should 
be converted into real and substantial and actual indemnity by pay- 
ment, but the committee did not feel that they were called upon in a 
bill of thiskind to open the door to any new or additional claims other 
than those specifically described in the acts upon which the liability 
of the United States is based. 

The next difference between the House bill and the Senate bill is in 
reference to the statate of limitations. The Senate bill, on page 11, 
section 4, excludes all claims accruing prior to January 1, 1867, unless 
previously presented either to Congress or to the Secretary of the In- 
terior. i will read the language: 

That no claim accruing — 


Mr.WOLCOTT. IstheSenatorreading from the House or Senate bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I read from page 11 of the bill in italics, the Sen- 
ate clause: 

Src. 4. That all questions of limitations as to time and manner of presenting 
claims are hereby waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the jurisdiction 
of the court because not heretofore presented to the Secre of the Interior or 
other officer or Department of the Government: Provided, no claim ac- 
cruing prior to January 1, 1867, shall be considered by the court unless the claim 
has been allowed or pending, prior to the passage of this act, before the Secre- 
wary of the Interior or the Con of the United States; but no case shall be 
considered pending unless evidence has been presented therein. 

That is the language of the Senate bill, and it is carefully limited. 
lt limits the operation of the bill to claims which have accrued since 
January 1, 1867, unless the claim has been ted either in Con- 
gress or to the Secretary of the Interior and some evidence has been pre- 
sented therein. The Senate committee deem that to be a liberal and 
a wise statute of limitations. 
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Mr. DOLPH. 
upon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know exactly why that date was fixed 
upon, but it was thought that twenty-four years would be a very good 
limitation. Iam not able to state why that exact date was fixed. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me, I think it ought to 


Can the Senator state the reason why 1867 was fixed 


have been made at the time when the actof 1834, which provided that | 


there should be immediate payment out of the Treasury by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, was repealed by Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is to be noticed that this is 
not an absolute statute of limitations. The claims that accrued prior 
to January 1, 1867, may be considered, provided they had been pre- 
sented and were at any time pending either in Congress or before the 
Secretary of the Interior, with some evidence in their favor. The Sen- 


ate committee thought that it was not best to include in this adjudica- | 


tion any claim which had not accrued within the last twenty-four 


sustain it either to the Congress of the United States or the Secretary 
of the Interior. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from New Hamp- 


shire to turn his attention to the second clause of the first section of | the statute of limitations as provided in the Senate bill and that in the 
the bill, on page 10, line 13, which provides that all claims by Indians, 


and those are Indian claims for wrongs done them—TI need not read it 
clear through—shall be considered, and so on; and then, on page 11, 
section 3, referring to the same claims by Indians, the bill declares: 


That noclaim referred to in the second subdivision of section | of this act shall 
be allowed by the court unless substantiated to the satisfaction of the court by 
the testimony of some credible witness having a personal knowledge of the 
facts, and whois not of the Indian race. 


i call his attention to the circumstance that the jurisdictional clause 
as to claims of Indians on account of wrongs done them is limited by 


declaring that no Indian shall be enabled to tell the story of his own 


wrong. Is that right? 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


That is not the correct way to state it, if the 
Senator pleases. 


The Indian has, I suppose, before this tribunal or be- 


| House bill. 





But now we provide a tribunal, established by the United States, 
the Court of Claims, a permanent court, and we tell that Court of 
Claims that, no matter what they may think the truth to be upon all 
the evidence, from whomever it comes, they shall not do justice to the 
Indian unless he can prove his case by a white man. That is what I 
say is an outrage upon justice and humanity. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, section 3 of the Senate bill, which 
requires the testimony in behalf of an Indian claim to consist in part, 
at least, of the statements of one witness who is not of the Indian race, 
is a separate section by itself, and it is very easy for the Senator from 
Vermont to move to strike it out if he thinks that injustice will be 
done. I do not myself 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to make that motion now, because 
I think it shocks all sense of justice. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt the Senator will be here after 





| I get through, and I should prefer that he make the motion then, if it 
years, or if not so accruing had never been presented with evidence to | will be just as agreeable to him. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be here. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The point to which I was alluding when the 
Senator from Vermont made his inquiry was the difference between 


Perfectly so. 


I showed that the statute of limitations in the Senate bill 
allows claims which have accrued since January 1, 1867; provided, how- 
ever, that any claim which accrued anterior to that date, no matter 


| how far back, shall be considered by this tribunal, if it has ever been 


presented either to Congress or to the Interior Department, with some 


evidence tosubstantiate the same. Comparing that provision with the 


| House bill, I am unable to determine what the statute of limitations is 


as to claims in that bill. 
I desire to call the attention of Senators who advocate the Houss 
bill, if there be any such, in preference to the Senate bill, particularly 


| the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], to the two clauses in the 


fore any tribunal a perfect right to tell the story of his own wrongs; | 


but it is true that both the House bill and the Senate bill provide that | ¢jaims accruing before that time and not presented either to Congress 


no claims in behalf of Indians for damages done them by the unlawiul 
destruction or taking of property by a white man, or any tribe or nation 
belonging to the United States or in amity therewith, shall be consid- 
ered substantiated unless there is in addition to the Indian testimony 


the testimony of some one credible witness that is not of the Indian race. | 


That is a provision which I do not now undertake to discuss. The 
Senators more familiar with the reason for making that discrimination 
than I will doubtless take some notice of the Senator’s desire to be in- 
formed why this discrimination is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
pardon me, I think it is an outrage upon justice, 

Mr. DOLPH. If theSenator willallow me, I will state that while we 


States for property destroyed by Indians, and the law has simply re- 
quired them to be presented to the Interior Department and examined 
and reported to Congress for the last thirty years, there has been all 


claims for damages committed by citizens, and I will read the statute. 
It is now sections 2154 and 2155 of the Revised Statutes: 


Src, 2154. Whenever, in the commission, by a white person, of any crime, of 
fense, or misdemeanor, within the [Indian country, the property of any friendly 
Indian is taken, injured, or destroyed, and a conviction is had for such crime, 
offense, or misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sentenced to pay to 
such friendly Indian to whom the property may belong, or whose person may 
be injured, a sum equal to twicethe just value ofthe property so taken, injured, 
or destroyed. 

Sec, 2155, If such offender shall be unable to pay a sum at least equal to the 
just value or amount, whatever such payment shall fall short of the same shall 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. If such offender can not be ap- 
prehended and brought to trial, the amount of such property shall be paid out 
of the Treasury. But no Indian shall be entitled to any payment out of the 
Treasury of the United States, for any such property, if he, or anyof the nation 
to which he belongs, have sought private revenge, or have attempted to obtain 
satisfaction by any force or violence. 


So there has been a prv/ision of law existing all the while, and in 
force to-day, by which, if a white person commits a crime upon an 
Indian by the destruction of his property or injury to his person, and 
is convicted, he pays twice the amount. If he is unable to pay the 


full value of the property destroyed or taken, the United States sup- | 


plements his payment with enough to make the full value, and if the 
person can not be apprehended and brought to trial, it is provided 
that the United States shall pay out of the Treasury the full value of 
the property destroyed by the white person. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from New Hampshire permit: me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have to say that that does not touch the precise 
point to which I was calling attention in respect of the administration 
of justice. Whether the second clause of the first section is a good 
clause or not a good clause is another question entirely; I mean the 
clause which provides for the payment to Indians for wrongs done by 
white men. There are some persons who think it is a good clause and 
gome who think it is not. I think it a good one, 


I certainly do desire it, because, if my friend will | 





| lows: 


‘ os = . , | the Department or presented to Congress. 
the time a statute in force providing for the payment to Indians of | 


| provided that no claim shall be excluded because it has not been pre- 


House bill, the suggestion having been made that the House bill is 
preferable to the Senate bill. 

I have stated the class of claims to which the Senate bill applies, 
that is, all claims except those which accrued prior to January 1, 1867, 


or to the Interior Department with evidence in their support. 
Now, turning to the House bill, on page 2, 
clause, which I beg to read: 

The said judges shall constitute a court to be known as the court of Indian 
depredations, and shall have a seal with such device as it shall order, and as 
such court shall possess jurisdiction and authority to inquire into and finally 
adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all claims heretofore filed in 
the Departments or presented to Congress of the following classes, namely. 


While on the third page, directly opposite, there is this provision: 


All questions of limitations as to lime and manner of presenting claims are 
hereby waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the jurisdiction because 
not heretofore presented to the Secretary of the Interior or other officer or De- 


section 2, [ find this 


} partment of the Government 
have no law for the payment of the claims of citizens of the United 


It seems to methe Senator in charge of this bill will see that the 
two clauses are diametrically opposite. A tribunal is created by the 
House bill for the purpose of adjudicating only those claims filed in 


On the next page itis 


sented to the Department or to Congress. 
Mr. PADDOCK. That clause is qualified by the proviso which fol- 


Provided, That noclaim accruing prior to January 1, 
by the court. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That undoubtedly is true. There is the limi- 
tation. The House bill provides January 1, 1847, and the Senate bill 
provides January 1, 1867, but the Senate bill is carefully limited to 
claims heretofore presented with evidence to sustain them, without 
regard to the time when presented with evidence to sustain them, 
while the House bill, having first said that claims were to be adjudi- 
cated which were heretofore filed in the Department, goes on to say 
that no claim shall be excluded because not heretofore filed in the De- 
partment. Therefore, I take it, every Senator will adiait there is a 
discrepancy in the House bill there, which would need to be very se- 
riously modified before the House bill should become a law. 

Mr. PADDOCK, While the Senator is on that point, I wish to say 
that the committee was not unanimous as to the question of limita- 
tion. There was a division in the commiitee in reference to that lim- 
itation. I myself, for one, and at least two other members of the com- 
mittee were not satisfied to place the Jimitation at 1867, and to apply 
tono claimsexcept those that were absolutely pending before that time, 
because if there were any ciaims that were good before 1867, whether 
they were pending or not, those that were not pending as wel? as those 
that might be pending, ought, if they should be presented, to be fairly 
and properly considered. 

I state that as the view of an individual member of the committee, 
but standing as I do, representing the committee in the consideration 
of the bill, [ do not care to make any argument on that line. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, my friend from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] permits me at this time, so that it will be the pend- 
ing question, to move to amend the amendment of the committee by 


[847, shall be considered 


eee 
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striking out section 3, on page 11, of the committee’s amendment, 
which provides against Indian testimony, in effect, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 3, as follows: 

t. That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this 

act ll be allowed by the court unless substantiated to the satisfaction of the 
ourt by the testimony of some creditable witness having a personal knowledge 
of the facts, and who is not of the Indian race 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMuNDs]. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Caanp- 
LER] yielded to me temporarily. He is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not wish myself to interpose any objection to 
this amendment. I understand the Senator from New Hampshire has 
yielded to allow the amendment to be offered, and perhaps the Senator 
will allow me to say a word, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I gladly yielded to the Senator from Vermont 
to make a motion, but I would prefer not to turn this debate into a 
discussion of thatclause. If no one objects to the passage of the amend- 
ment, Iam willing that it should be adopted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I was about to say, so far as I am concerned as a 
member of the committee, that I do not object to the amendment my- 
self. However, I will say I do not believe it altogether safe or wise 
that the provision should be so amended. I think that the testimony 
of an Indian ought to be substantiated by the testimony of one or 
more white men. I do not believe it is a safe rule to establish, and I 
do not think it isa rule which has been recognized from the beginning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not yield for the discussion of that point at 
this time. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
fron. New Hampshire to decline to yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then I ask that the vote on the amendment may 
be deferred until I may have an opportunity to say a word in regard to 
it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to state that I agree—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the Senator wishes to speak to the point I 
made I shall be glad to hear him. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. I agree with the Senator that there is a con- 

flict between that provision of the House bill providing for the court 

and their jurisdiction and as to the other provision in regard to the 

statute of limitations; but the last provision being the last expression 

» legislative will, I suppose would control and would determine 
the jurisdiction of the court as to these claims, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the pending 
question, which is the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] to amend the amendment of the committee by striking out 
the third section of the committee’s amendment. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER, At any rate, Mr. President, the statute of lim- 
itations in the Senate bill is clear and distinct, and, as I believe, it is 
broad and liberal. 

In justice to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDocK] it is proper 
that 1 should say that he is correct in his statement that on the ques- 
tion of the time of limitation to be fixed there was not unanimity in 
the committee. Ido not think in the remarks which I have made, 
speaking of the unanimity of the committee, I have undertaken to say 
that the committee were unanimous upon that point, because I under- 
stood distinctly that they were not. When I spoke of the unanimity 
of the committee I meant the unanimity of the committee in reaching 
the conclusion that these often-repeated guaranties that there should 
be an eventual indemnification for these losses should now be made 
good, 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator understands that under the substi- 
tute for that provision any claim which has accrued since the Ist of 
January, 1867, can be presented to the court, whether it hasever been 
presented or not to the Department or to Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. The only exclusion is of claims 
which accrued more than twenty-four years ago and which yet never 
to this hour have found their way upon the records of Congress or into 
the Departments with evidence in their behalf. I say, therefore, that 
that clause is a very broad and liberal clause, and too broad and too 
liberal, in the judgment, I think, of some members of the committee, 
After differences of opinion on that subject, this clause was finally 
agreed upon as now reported to the Senate, and whatever criticisms may 
be made upon it, it is certainly preferable to the clauses constituting 
the limitations of the House bill, which are incongruous and contra- 

- dictory. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator explain section 4? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I yield. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does it mean that these claims may be presented, 
provided they were not made prior to and do not go back ol denmaae, 


Ol Lut 


Will the Senator allow me a word? 
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1867, but they may go back of that date provided they were filed and 
evidence was filed in support of them ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Now, what is the section which the Senator says 
is incongruous? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The sections of the House bill on pages 2 and 3, 

Mr. WOLCOTT, But not in the Senate bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; the provisions of the House bill, with 
which I was contrasting the provisions of the Senate bill. 

Any claim whatever that has accrued within the last twenty-four 
years, whether it has ever been presented or not, may be presented to 
this tribunal; but when you go back of January 1, 1867, no claim can 
be considered without the further consent of Congress, unless it has 
been at some time prior to the passage of this bill presented to Congress 
or to the Department, with evidence in its behalf. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the limitation of the House bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The limitation of the House bill is January 1, 
1847, and the limitation of the Senate bill with this qualification, 
which takes away nearly all its force, is January 1, 1867. 

Mr, MITCHELL. I inquire of the Senator if he can think of any 
objection to striking out the date ‘‘1867’’ and making it ‘‘ 1865,’ 
which would allow two years longer? Would there be any material 
objection to that amendment in line 7 of section 4? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator that if any change is 
made it ought to be brought down, as his colleague suggested, to 1859. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For one, personally, Iam not particular whether 
it is 1865 or 1867, but I am not willing to consent to any modification 
that goes anterior, say, to 1865. In other words, I am not willing to 
go back of the war; not that these claims had any connection with the 
war period, but that the evidence is so difficult of attainment. Other 
members of the committee can speak for themselves if a motion is 
made to change that time. 

The Senate substitute is guarded expressly in another particular. 
At the end of section 4 is the provision: 

That no suit or proceeding shall be allowed under this act for any Cepreda- 
tion which shall be committed after the passage thereof. 

I desire the attention of Senators particularly to this clause. There 
is no such provision in the House bill, and as the House bill stands I 
am not certain that it would not make a rule for the future as well as 
a rule for the past. The Senate committee in framing this bill adopted 
as their principle that they would take steps to adjudicate claims for 
injuries already done and that they would not undertake to lay down 
a rule for the futare. 

I do not find in the House bill any adequate provision which would 
prevent the adjudication of future claims; but I do find it in the Sen- 
ate bill, and the clause is consistent with the idea upon which theSen- 
ate bill was framed, which was, that it would take existing claims for 
damages heretofore done and would recognize the obligation of the 
United States to convert its promise of an eventual indemnity into an 
actual payment of those claims, but that it would carefully avoid un- 
dertaking to extend the principle of indemnification laid down by these 
statutes to any claims which may happen after the passage of this bil). 
That is to say, if there are future depredations, future wrongs of this 
kind, whether committed by Indians upon white men or white men 
upon Indians, on account of which claim is to be made against the 
United States, they shall come to Congress and shall be dealt with ac- 
cording to the will of Congress, and shall not be brought in under the 
provision of this bill. This is a bill for the adjudication of claims 
which have acccrued, and not a rule to govern action as to future In- 
dian depredations. 

Mr. President, there is only one other material difference between 
the House bill and the Senate bill, and that is in the nature of the 
tribunal which is to pass upon these claims. The House bill provides 
in the first section for a court of Indian depredations: 


That the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint three Judges, no more than two of 
whom shall belong to the same political party, one of whom shall be designated 
as presiding judge, and they shall hold their offices until the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber, 18, when the same shall expire and all the functions and privileges thereof 
shall cease. 


Section 2 provides: 


The said judges shall constitute a court to be known as the court of Indian 
depredations, and shall have a seal with such device as it shall order, and as 
such court shall possess jurisdiction and authority to inquire into and finally 
adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all claims heretofore filed in the 
Departments or presented to Congress, of the following classes, etc. : 


That is the provision of the House bill for a special tribunal. The 
Senate bill provides for extending the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
to these Indian-depredation cases. It also provides in section 2: 

That the district courts of the United States shall have concurrent jurisdiction 
with the Court of Claims as to all matters named in the preceding section where 
the amount of the claim does not exceed $2,000, and the crank courts of the 
United States shall have concurrent jurisdiction in all cases where the amount 
of such claim eaceeds $2,000 and does not exceed $10,000. 

Claims exceeding $10,000, I understand, by the Senate bill would 
have to be brought in the Court of Claims. This provision intheSen- 
ate bill is in accordance with the act of March 3, 1887, ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for bringing suits against the Government of the United States,’’ 
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which gives jurisdiction to the Court of Claims and to the district and 
circuit courts of the United States, substantially as in this bill, to all 
claims. The provision is: 

First. All claims founded upon the Constitution of the United States or any 


law of Congress, except for pensions, or upon any regulation of an Executive | 


Department, or upon any contract, expressed or implied, with the Government 
ofthe United States, or for damages, liquidated or unliquidated, in cases not 
sounding in tort, in respect of which claims the party would be entitled to re- 


dress against the United States either in a court of law, equity, or admiralty if | 


the United States were suable. 


Mr. President, I think this was a very wise statute. This act of | 


March 3, 1887, throws open the courts of the United States to every 
citizen and every corporation and, for aught I know, to every foreign 
government if it chooses to come in here and bringa suit. The Senate 
committee deemed that it would be advisable to send these Indian dep- 
redation claims to the already established courts of the United States, 
and not to create a special tribunal of three judges, organized for no 
other purpose than for the trial of these cases. 

I believe that the result will be altogether more satisfactory to 
the claimants, and it will be altogether more satisfactory to all per- 
sons, whether claimants or friends of claimants, or Senators and hKep- 
resentatives, who are undertaking justly to promote the interests of 
their constituents in Congress, to have these cases go, not to a special 
court, but to the courts already established, which are perfectly able 
to render adjudications promptly, which will render wise adjudica- 
tions, and whose adjudications and judgments, in my belief, will be 
more readily followed by the Congress of the United States in making 
the necessary appropriations. 

Mr. President, if a special tribunal is selected here, if three gentle- 
men are selected by the President of the United States for the mere 
purpose of trying these claims, it will be understood that that court 
is organized to pay, just as it is sometimes said, courts martial are or- 
ganized to convict; and there will be a prejudice against this tribunal 
from the beginning, and there would be danger, particularly if these 
claimants continue to send in claims for large sums, that that tribunal 
would be broken down or, at least, that Congress would refuse to make 
prompt appropriations to pay its judgments, that claimants recovering 
judgments would find their claims dragging and dragging in Congress 
one session after another, when, in my belief, if the Court of Claims is 
adopted and the other courts of the United States are adopted as the 
tribunals to adjudicate these claims, there will be a promptand a just 
adjudication and a prompt and immediate payment of the claims by 
the United States. 

I desire only to say in conclusion that I believe that this bill is a just 
bill; that I believe that the good faith and the honor of the United 
States, as piedged in ropeated statutes, requires that it should be en- 
acted. I believe also that the conditions, limitations, and restrictions 
which are put upon this subject by the Senate bill are such as should 
be insisted upon by the Senate, and such as, I believe, are essential to 
a just, a fair, a sate, and a judicious disposition of this very trouble- 
some subject. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator who 
has charge cf this bill as to the probable amount of money which will 
be required to pay all these claims. I suppose some estimate has been 
made in some of the Departments of the number of claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There have been estimates made. I think the con- 
sensus of opinion is, after the most careful investigation of the whole 
subject, that it will take somewhere in the neighborhood of from 
$4,000,000 to $5,000,000 to pay them. [I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire made too high an estimate of the ultimate cost to the Gov- 
ernment of providing for the payment of these claims. There have 
been something like $4,000,000 of claims investigated. 

Mr, CULLOM. Investigated by whom? 

Mr. PADDOCK. By the Secretary of the Interior, under the act of 
1885, authorizing and requiring him to make an investigation as to 
these claims and to report to Congress those which he investigated, with 
the allowances or disallowances. The percentage of claims allowed 
under that investigation, as appears from the record, is about 334 per 
cent. of the whole; but the Interior Department established the rule 
that no claim should be considered in which the sworn petition of the 
claimant was not supported by the testimony of, I think, two witnesses. 
Very many claims under that rule were dropped outentirely. Taking 
the whole number of claims which were so disposed of, those which 
were dropped out because they were excluded by that rule, and those 
which were examined and reported to Congress because they came 
within the rule, it will be found that they amounted to only about 25 

r cent. of the whole. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I now understand that the claims allowed 
were only about 25 per cent. of the claims which have been examined, 
and that the 25 per cent. spoken of would require $4,000,000 for their 
liquidation ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir; that is notit at all. I spoke only of 
those which have been absolutely investigated under the requirements 
of the act of 1872 and the act of 1885, which is the act under which the 
investigation really has been made. The total of the claims filed is 
about $19,000,000. Of this sum between $1,000,000 and $2,000,000 
have been disposed of and appropriations for their payment made by 





specialacts. That reduces the amount quite considerably. Then, out 
of the $4,000,000 of claims which have been actually examined and 
| teported to Congress one million three hundred and odd thousand dol- 
lars have been recommended by the Secretary to be paid. 
Mr. CULLOM. What is the provision as to filing claims ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Theclaimantmay have three months after the ap- 
| proval of the act for filing his claim, and no longer. 
| Mr. FAULKNER. As a member of the com e which reported 
the bill, I think it is proper, especially since these questions have been 
| propounded by Senators, and this is an exceedingly important bill, in- 
| volving a large amount of money to be ultimately taken out of the 

Federal Treasury, provided the bill is passed, to ask that the report 
| both of the Senate and the Housecommittee may benow read. All the 
information will then go inthe REcoRD, and the information Senators 


have asked for will be furnished them from the report. I think my- 


self that the whole report should be read to the Senate. 
Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. Spooner addressed the Chair. 
Mr. FAULKNER, I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 


{[Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
whether it would not be just as agreeable to him to allow both reports 
to be printed in the RecorpD without reading. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the difficulty about doing that is that we might take action on 
the bill this evening, and, if we did, the report would go into the 
RECORD and add tothe cost of the Recorp without any information 
whatever going to the Senate. I make this request for the purpose of 
laying the information which the committee has collected before Sen 
ators, to govern and guide their action. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would not ask theSenator to allow the report 
to be printed without reading if I thought Senators would listen to it. 
I certainly hope to hear from the Senator from West Mirginia on this 
bill before it passes, and I hope he will allow'the repdéft to be printed 
without reading, and go on with his remarks. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the suggestion of my colleague on the 
committee, that the report should be read, is a good one. If wecould 
get Senators to listen to that report, it would, I think, very soon enable 
the Senate to determine this matter. The report is an able one, and 
the report of the House committee, which is very elaborate, is incor- 
porated with it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iask if the report the Senator has asked to have 
read is the report we have on our desks ? 

Mr. PADDOCK, I suppose so, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As long as copies of the report are accessible to 
every Senator here, I ask the Senator from West Virginia why he wants 
it read ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Simply because, as we have seen from the in- 
quiries of several Senators, the very questions which are propounded 
are answered inthat report. The proper way, when a bill of this mag- 
nitude is before the Senate, is to have all the information which has 
been collected together by the committee laid before the Senate, and 
this can best be done by having the report of the committee read. 
This is the first time I have heard an objection made to the reading of 
the report of a committee in reference to a bill pending before the Ser- 
ate, involving an amount of, I say, if the House bill passes, perhaps 
thirty, or forty, or fifty million dollars. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WoLcotr] seems to smile at that. I have considered this case 
} perhaps a little more accurately and carefully and considerately than 
has the Senator, who is not a member of the committee. I propose to 
give my reasons, before this bill isacted upon, why I am of that opin- 
ion, and I thinkI shall give such reasons as will satisfy any Senator 
who will listen to them that these claims might reach that amount. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like toask theSenatora question. Would 
the amount of the claims—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 
corr]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I believe the Senator from West Virginia has 
the floor, and he yields with pleasure to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask if the amount of the claims would make any 
difference in theSenator’s Vote? If he felt assured that these depreda- 
tions had been committed by Indians in the West and the property of 
white settlers destroyed, I ask whether the amount involved would in 
the least affect his action ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In answer to that question, I have no hesitation 
in saying thatitwould. I differsomewhat with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and.I will show to the Senate from the 
provisions of the act of Congress that since 1859 there has been no 
moral or legal obligation whatever upon the United States Govern- 
ment to be responsible for any of these damages. 

Mr. MORGAN. The act of 1859 repealed the previous act. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The act of 1859 repealed the act of 1834 so far 
as it in any way imposed any obligation upon the United States Gov- 
ernment by reason of these depredations. 

Mr. MORGAN. By implication it repealed every act back of that 
to the organization of the Government. 
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Mr. FAULKNER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not understand me to object 
to the reading of the report. I only made the suggestion that it be 
printed without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia de- 
sires the reading of the report. If there be no objection the Secretary 
will proceed with the reading of the report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire the reports of the House and of the 
Senate committee read. I think it is but fair that the Senate should 
have the views of the committee of the House in reference to the House 
bill, as we are considering that as well as the Senate bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The House report is part of the Senate report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, it is made part of the Senate report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr, President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER |. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I thought I had the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the understanding of the Chair 
that the Senator from West Virginia has the floor. If the Senator 
yields, the Chair will recognize the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPooNneERr. } 

Mr. SPOONER. 
nized me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The record will show that the Chair 
recognized some half a dozen different Senators. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to say to my friend from Wiscon- 
sin —— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would prefer not to be in- 
terrupted. Does the Senator from West Virginia yield the floor? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was endeavoring to relieve the Chair of any 
embarrassment by saying that I should be very well pleased to yield 
to the Senator ffom Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], with the understand- 
ing that when he had finifhed his remarks the report of the commit- 
tee should be read. I understand the Chair has directed the reading 
of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not certain that he has 
power to direct the reading of the report. If the Senator yields, the 
Chair would like—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to have the question settled, first, 
whether the report is to be read or not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think there will be no objection to the reading 
of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
move that the report be read? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not know that it is necessary for the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to make the motion. If there is objection to 
the Secretary reading the report, of course, the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia can read the report himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent that the report may be 
read. 

Mr, CULLOM., I think itis usual that a report on a bill should be 
read by unanimous consent when it is called for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unanimous consent is not necessary. The re- 
port can be read. I shall object to any unanimous consent to doa 
thing that any Senator has a right to have done without it. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I mean to say is that a Senator, in my judg- 
ment, has the right to ask for the reading of areport made upon a bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is exactly right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is what I have asked for. When that 
question is settled, I shall yield willingly to the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say that he is of the 
impression, when the reading of a paper is called for, it can only be 
read by unanimous cousent or on a motion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That refers to the reading of a paper and not to 
the report of a committee, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thisisthe regular reporton the bill, and it seems 
to me the Senator has the right to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will perceive that many 
of the reports of committees might consume days in their reading. 
While the Chair does not claim to be sure that he is right in reference 
to the matter, it seems to him that the Senator would be obliged to 
either read the report as part of his remarks,if an objection were made, 
or obtain a vote of the Senate ordering it to be done. 

Mr. INGALLS. A report has no precedence or priority over any 
other paper. There is. nothing in the rules which requires a report to 
be read upon suggestion. It is like any other paper. If objected to, 
the question must be taken, and without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to make a motion ? 

Mr, FAULKNER. I desire to ask the Chair whether there is any 
objection to the reading of the report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia asks 
that the report of the Senate and of the House committee may be read. 
Is there a minority report? 


I think the record will show that the Chair recog- 


Does the Senator from West Virginia 
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Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; the House report is a part of the Sen- 
ate report, and neither of the reports is very long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator asks that the two re- 
ports, being combined in one, and constituting in fact the Senate report, 
be read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish toinquire of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia if it would not answer his purpose to have the report printed in 
the REcorD? 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
given my reason for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not hear that. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the reading of these reports is to be called for as 
a matter of argument to be addressed to the judgment and reason of 
the Senate, I submit that it ought to be done when the Senate is pres- 
ent and not when the Senate is absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Kansas suggests 
the want of a quorum the Secretary will cali the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, the Senator does not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not understand the Senator from Kansas to 
do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
make the suggestion. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Chair will permit meI will call attention to 
Rule XI, which reads: ; 


When the reading of a paper is called for, and objected to, it shall be deter- 
mined by a vote of the Senate, without debate. 


Mr. INGALLS. Thatis what I said. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itisthe duty of the Chair, wien a Senator demands 
the reading of a paper, to put the question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it not answer the purpose of the Senator 
from West Virginia to have the part of the report showing the amount 
of these claims read, or does he desire to have the entire report read ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I have stated my object. My 
purpose is not delay or anything of that sort. I am really asking to 
have the report read. because I regard it as one of the strongest presen- 
tations in favor of the bill reported by the Senate committee, and 
against the House bill, and I want the report to go into the Recorp, 
so that not only the members of the Senate who are present may hear 
the report, but that others will see it when they read the Recorp to- 
morrow. I therefore ask that the report may be read, and I desire to 
know whether there is objection ? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia asks 
for the reading of the report which he has described. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. INGALLS. That report is nineteen pages in length and will 
take an hour to read, if readasit should be. Therefore, believing that 
if it is to be read it should be heard by those to whose judgment it is 
addressed, I will object to the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I move that the report be read. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom West Virginia moves 
that the report which he has described be read, which motion is not 
debatable. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmMpron], who is absent 
from the Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). 
to withdraw my vote. I forgot the fact that I was paired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to sug- 
gest to my friend from New Jersey and everybody else in the Cham- 
ber that this is no political or other question, except the mere ques- 
tion of the reading of a paper, and I hope every Senator will vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. The only object of calling the yeas and nays was 
to ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. McPHERSON, In order to make a quorum, I ask to have my 
vote recorded. I vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘ yea”’ in order to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 6; as follows: 


- YEAS—40, 


Allen, Davis, MeMillan, 
Bate, Dixon, McPherson, 


I have stated that it would not, and I have 


The Senator from Kansas does not 


Tam paired with 


I desire 


Faulkner, 


Ingalls, 
MeConnell, 
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NAYS—6. 

Edmunds, Pettigrew, Reagan, Wolcott, 
Mitchell, Platt, 

ABSENT—42. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hearst, Quay, 
Allison, Dawes, Higgins, Ransom, 
Barbour, Eustis, Hoar, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Ste wart, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Moody, Vance, 
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Voorhees. 
Carlis!e, Harris, Payne, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Power, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. Moopy, 
from the Select Committee on Indian Depredations, May 16, 1890. 
After reading some time, 

Mr.WOLCOTT said: If a single Senator on this floor will state upon 
his honor that he has heard a word which has been read of this report, 
I will not make any further objection; otherwise I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the further reading of the report be dispensed with. Not a 


single Senator is paying the least attention in the world to it, and | 


every one who wants to read it has it in black and white before him, 
and can read it just as quickly and certainly as intelligibly as the Sec- 
retary of the Senate or as any other person can read it. Nobody is pay- 
ing the least heed to it; and at this time, when we are so near the end of 
the session, if we want to get through with the bill we ought to consider 
it without consuming time by reading the report. I ask unanimous 
consent that the farther reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I appeal to my colleague on the committee to 
consent that the further reading of the report be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind Senators that 
the request is not debatable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam making an appeal to the Senator from West 
Virginia, who is my colleague on the committee, to consent to the sus- 
pension of the further reading of the report. I think that is proper, 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Colorado, who has just re- 
quested unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the report, 
will give the next ten or fifteen minutes to hearing it read, he will 
find we are getting through with the business much more rapidly than 
he thinks we are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSenator from Colorado [ Mr. Wot- 
coTT] asks unanimous consent that the further reading of the report 
be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

Mr, COCKRELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. BATE. There are someSenators listening toit. Iam, for one. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, but was inter- 
rupted by 

Mr. BATE. Those who desire to hear the report read can not hear 
it on account of the noise in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the Senate take a recess of three- 
quarters of an hour while the report is being read. That will enable 
Senators to transact private business and permit the reading of the re- 
port to be concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Some of us have been trying to listen to the read- 
ing while the Senator from Kansas was talking to somebody else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will request Senators to 
preserve order. The Secretary will proceed with the reading of the 
report, unless the Senator from Kansas makes a motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; I make no motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Secretary will read this report with de- 
liberation and intelligibly. There has been too much rapidity about 
it heretofore. I observe some words have been skipped and mumbled 
over. I hope now the report will be read with great care and great 
deliberation and with all the elocution that can possibly be bestowed 
upon it. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report; after reading for 
some time, 

Mr. WASHBURN said: I move that the further reading of the re- 
port be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the further reading of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist vpon that. 
Any Senator must know that the result of that would simply be to 
make some Senator get up and read the report himself. I think the 
friends of the bill ought not to undertake to force things and to drive 
the bill through by main force. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I inferred that the demand for 
the reading of the report was for the purpose of consuming time, and 
the time of the Senate is so limited and there is so much to do that I 








thought we could dispense with it and read the report ourselves, as it 
has already been printed. If the suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is to be carried out, that some Senator will read the report him- 
self, I will withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. The See- 
retary will proceed with the reading. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
is not to consume time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willremind Senators that 
there is nothing before the Senate but the reading of the report. De- 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I supposed, as the statement of the Senator 
from Minnesota seemed to reflect personally upon me, that I would 
have the privilege, as the Senator from Minnesota was allowed to make 
that statement, to make a reply to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I beg to state that I did not intend to reflect 
upon the Senator personally, because I did not know that he was the 
Senator who called for the reading of the report, as I was ont of the 
Chamber at the time it was called for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the report be suspended, that, the whole report may be printed 
in the RecorD, and the Secretary be requested to read only, for the 
information of the Senate, on page 10, beginning with the words ‘‘in 
the report of the House committee,’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none, and the 
Secretary will read the part of the report requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I think it is just to me to say that my purpose 


down to the word ‘‘ conclusion.”’ 


In the report of the House Committee on Indian Depredation Claims itis stated 
that since 188 there have been investigated, with great care and labor and at 
much expense to the Government, eleven hundred claims, involvinga total sum 
of $4,000,000. But few of these have been allowed for amounts originally claimed. 
Some have been entirely disallowed, and the remainder have been reduced to 
correspond with the facts, and $1,300,000, or 32) per cent, of the $4,000,000, have 
been allowed, It is also stated that during allthat period since the claims have 
been pending Congress has appropriated by special act $1,654,530, 

Your committee quote and append hereto the very able and valuable report 
made by the chairman thereof from the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims of the House of Representatives, in full, as it gives much important 
information and contains an expression of the views of that committee why 
legislation of the character contemplated should be enacted by this Congress 
though your committee prefer making use of the tribunals already established 
rather than to create new ones. 

Many of the treaties made by the United States provide the Indians shall 
either indemnify out of their available funds the persons suffering losses and 
injuries committed by them,and in some cases they agree to restore the prop- 
erty taken. In more of the treaties the Government agrees to indemnify the 
Indians for losses suffered by them at the hands of the white man. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in the REcoRD. 
The report is as follows: 


The entire report will be printed in 


rhe Select Committee of the Senate on Indian Depredations, to whom was 
referred Senate bill 3833, submit the following report 

The Select Committee on Indian Depredations has before itone hundred and 
fiity private bills for the paymentof Indian depredation claims, arising out of 
transactions covering many years ofthe existence of this nation, beside many 
petitions. It has also eleven general bills, each of them providing in substance 
the organization of a tribunal before which such claims can be adjudicated. 

Your committee has not undertaken to consider these private bills, but has 
determined upon reconimending a means by which all private claims for In- 
dian depredations coming within certain limitations may be adjudicated and 
finally disposed of. That many of these claims are meritorious as claims not 
only against the Indians committing the depredations, but against the Govern- 
ment when the remedy against the Indian shall fail, can not successfully be 
denied, if the action of the Government since its organization is taken into 
consideration. 

Your committee came to the conclusion that the wisest course to pursue, in 
justice to the Government, to the Indians and tothe claimants, in relation to 
such claims, was to relegate them to the courts of the United States already 
established, and not provide any separate tribunal or court for their disposi- 
tion. In this respect the bill differs from all the bilis before it save one, and 
also from the one which has recently been reported from the like committee 
ot the House of Representatives. 

The bill in substance provides for clothing the Court of Claims and the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the United States with jurisdiction to hear and adju- 
dicate all claims arising out of depredations committed by Indians belonging 
to tribes in amity withthe United States, and alsé out of depredations com- 
mitted by the white men upon such Indians, and by one band of friendly In- 
dians upon another band in cases where no just cause or provocation existed 
which induced such depredations, not, however, going back to a period anterior 
to the year 1867, except in such cases arising prior to that time as were duly 
prosecuted before the Secretary of the Interior or Congress and are still pend- 
ing. 

It provides that the Government and tho Indian tribe against whom the 
wrongful conduct is alleged shall have due and proper notice of the prosecu- 
tion of the claim, and that the Government shall take upon itself the defense 
thereof, both for the Government and forthe Indian; it clothes the Court of 
Claims with general jurisdiction of these subjects, and gives to the United 
States district courts concurrent jurisdiction in cases where the sum claimed 
does not exceed $2,000 and the circuit courts concurrent jurisdiction where the 
sum claimed exceeds $2,000 and does not exceed $10,000. If the district or cir- 
cuit court take jurisdiction in any case, the suit is to be brought in the district 
where the claimant resides, or where the transaction occurred out of whichthe 
claim arose, at the option of the claimant. 

The bill makes provision for the conduct of the cases according to the ordl- 
nary mode of procedure in such courts in cases prosecuted against the Govern- 
ment, specifying, however, what shall be set forth in the petition, thatthe trial 
shall be to the court without a jury, and that an appeal shall be according to 
the practice in equity. The bill further provides, where the claimant recovers, 
for a judgment against the United States, and also against the band or tribe of 
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Indians whose members committed the wrong, and in case a white man com- 
mitted the wrong against an Indian, for a judgment against the white man. 

The payment of the judgment is first to be made, where it is against the band 
or tribe, out of the funds of the tribe available therefor, and where it is against 
a white man and in behalf of the Indian, out of his property. Ultimately, if no 
satisfaction can be hed by such mode, the judgment is to be reported to Con- 
gress and paid by an appropriation therefor. No judgments, however, are to 
be rendered against the United States in any case where the property taken or 
destroyed was unlawfully, and by the knowledge and consent of the owner, 
upon an Indian reservation. The final judgments in all cases are to be conclu- 
sive of the rights and obligations of the parties. All claims are to be presented 
within three years or be thereafter barred, and no case arising after the passage 
of the act can be considered. 

It is hoped by the committee that if Congress shall enact this measure into a 
law it will speedily put an end to all the numerous cases that have arisen out 
of depredations wrongfully committed by Indians, and will subject all such 
claims tothe careful scrutiny of the courts, so that just ones may be paid in such 
sums as shall be reasonable and right, and improper ones rejected. Theargu- 
ment in favor of the passage of such a measure can not be too strongly empha- 
sized. Aimost from the inception and organization of the Government it has 
taken upon itself the exclusive and indisputable control of the Indian tribes 
within the borders of the nation; it has arbitrarily excluded from the Indian 
country all citizens, save those expressly authorized by law to enter therein. 

In the interest of preserving peace between the Indian and the white race 
it has undertaken to prevent the white man from pursuing any remedy against 
the Indian for wrongs committed by robbery, by arson, or by theft. It has 
thrown a shield around its Indian wards effective to prevent his being sub- 
jected to any processes similar to those existing against the whites. 

As a compensating course therefor, from a very early period in the history of 
the Government, it has undertaken to itself procure reparation from the Indian 
and to guaranty to the party injured an eventual indemnification 

As early as May 19, 1796, the following act was passed, found in the First 
Statutes at Large, page 472, being section 14 of an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the 
frontier 

* And be ‘hat if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any 
tribe in amity with the United States, sha]! come overor across the said bound- 
ary line into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, 
and there take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or other property, belonging 
to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, or of either of the territorial 
districts of the United States, or shall commit any murder, violence, or outrage, 
upon any such citizen or inhabitant, it shall be the duty of such citizen or in- 
habitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, to make application to the su- 
perintendent, or such other person as the President of the United States shall 
authorize for that purpose ; who, upon being furnished with the necessary docu- 
ments and proofs, shall under the direction or instruction of the President of 
the United States, make application to the nation or tribe to which such In- 
dian or Indians shall belong, for satisfaction; and if such nation or tribe shall 
neglect or refuse to make satisfaction, in a reasonable time, not exceeding 
eighteen months, then it shall be the duty of such superintendent, or other 
person authorized, as aforesaid, to make return of his doings to the President 
of the United States, and forward to him all the documents and proofs in the 
case, that such further steps may be taken as shall be proper to obtain satisfac- 
tion forthe injury. And, in the mean time, in respect tothe property sotaken, 
stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to the party inju an event- 
ualindemnification: Provided alwayz, That if such injured party, his represent- 
ative, attorney, or agent, shall in any way violate any of the provisions of this 
act by seeking or attompting to obtain private satisfaction or revenge by cross- 
ing overthe line on any of the Indian lands, he shall forfeit all claim upon the 
United States for such indemnification: And provided also, That nothing here 
contained shall prevent the legal apprehension or arresting, within the limits 
of any State or district, of any Indian having so offended: And provided further, 
That it shall be lawful for the President of the United States to deduct such sum 
orsums as shall be paid for the property taken, stolen, or destroyed by any 
such Indian out of the annual stipend which the United States are bound to 
pay to the tribe to which such Indian shall belong.” 

Recognizing in the same act the obligation to protect the Indian against the 
encroachments of the white man, it was enacted “ That if any citizen or other 
person shall go into any territory belonging to any nation or tribe of Indians 
ané shall there commit robbery, larceny, or trespass, or other crime against the 
person or property of any friendly Indian or Indians he shall not only be pun- 
ished as therein provided, but when property was taken or destroyed shall for- 
feit and pay to such Indian twice the just value of the property so taken or de- 
stroyed; and the act further provided that if such offender shall be unable to 
pay a sum at least equal to said just value, whatever such payment shall fall 
short of the said just value shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States.” (1 Statutes at Large, page 470, section 4.) 

Again, such act expiring by its own limitation on the 3d of March, 1799, the 
foregoing provision was re-enacted as follows: 

‘ind be it further enacted, That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any 
tribe in amity with theU nited States, shall come over or cross the said boundary 
line, into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and 
there take, steal, or destroy on horse, or horses or other property, belonging to 
any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, or of either of the Territorial 
districts of the United States, or shall commit any murder, violence, or outrage 
upen any such citizen or inhabitant, it shall be the duty of such citizen or in- 
habitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, to make ap lication to the 
superintendent, or such other person as the President of the United States shall 
authorize for that purpose ; who, upon being furnished with the necessary docu- 
ments and proofs, shall, under the direction or instruction of the President of 
the United States, make application to the nation or tribe to which such Indian 
or Indians shal! belong forsatisfaction, and if such nation or tribe shall neglect or 
refuse to make satisfaction, in a reasonable time, notexceeding eighteen months, 
then it shall be the duty of such superintendent or other person authorized 
as aforesaid, to make return of his doings to the President of the United States, 
and forward to him all the documents and proofs in the case, that such further 
steps may be taken as shal! be proper to obtain satisfaction for theinjury; and 
in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the 
United States guaranty to the party injured, an eventual indemnification : Pro- 
vided always, That if such injured party, his representative, attorney, or agent, 
shall, in any way, violate any of the provisions of this act by seeking, or at- 
tempting to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, by crossing over the line, on 
any of the Indian lands, he shal! forfeit all claim upon the United States for 
such indemnification: And provided also, That nothing herein contained shall 
prevent the legal apprehension or arresting, within the limits of any State or 
district, of any Indian having so offended: And provided further, That it shall 
‘tbe Jawful for the President of the United States to deduct such sum or sums as 
shall be paid for the property taken. stolen, or destroyed by anysuch Indian out 
of the annual stipend which the United States are bound to pay to the tribe to 
which such Indian shal! belong.” 

This act was approved March 3, 1793, and the section is found in 1 Statutes at 
Large, 747. It also contained a promise of indemnification to the Indian against 
the depredations of the white man 

The act of 1799 having expired by its own limitation, by an act approved 


t further enacted, 
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March 30, 1802, United States Statutes at Large, volume 1, page 143, section 14, 
the same provision was re-enacted, as follows : 

‘And be it further enacted, That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any 
tribe in amity with the United States, shall come over or cross the said bound- 
ary line into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, 
and there take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or other property belong- 
ing to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States or of either of the Territo- 
rial districts of the United States, or shall commit any murder, violence, or out- 
rage upon any such citizen or inhabitant, it shal! be the duty of such citizen or 
inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, to make application to the 
superintendent, or such other person as the President of the United States shall 
authorize for that purpose, who, upon being furnished with the necessary doc- 
uments and proofs, shall, under the direction or instruction of the President of 
the United States, make application to the nation or tribe to whieh such Indian 
or Indians shall belong for satisfaction, and if such nation or tribe shall neglect 
or refuse to make satisfaction in a reasonable time, not exceeding twelve 
months, then it shall be the duty of such superintendent or other person, 
authorized,as aforesaid,to make return of his doings to the President of the 
United States, and forward to him al! the documents and proofs in the case, 
that such further steps may be taken as shall be proper to obtain satisfac- 
tion for the injury; and in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, 
stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to the party injured an even- 
tual indemnification : Provided always, Thatif such injured party, his represent- 
ative, attorney,or agent, shall, in any way, violate any of the provisions of this 
act, by seeking or attempting to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, by cross- 
ing over the line, on any of the Indian lands, he shall forfeit all claim upon the 
United States for such indemnification : And provided, also, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the legal apprehension or arresting, within the limits of 
any State or district, of any Indian having so offended: And further provided, 
That it shall be lawful for the President of the United States to deduct such 
sum or sums as shall be paid for the property taken, stolen, or destroyed by 
such Indian, out of the annual sti aaa which the United States are bound to 
pay to the tribe to which such Indian shall belong.” 

This act containing this provision had no limitation,and was in force until 
it was modified by the act approved June 30, 1834, Statutes at Large, fourth vol- 
ume, page 729, the seventeenth section of which statute is found on page 731, 
and is as follows: 

“And be it further enacted, That if any Indian or Indians belonging to any 
tribe in amity with the United States shall, within the Indian country, take or 
destroy the ——— of any person lawfully within such country, or shall pass 
from the Indian country into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the 
United States, and there take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or other prop- 
erty belonging to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, such citizen or 
inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or agent may make application to the 
proper superintendent, agent, or subagent, who, upon being furnished with the 
necessary documents and proofs,shal!, under the direction of the President, 
make application to the nation or tribe to which said Indian or Indians shal! 
belong for satisfaction; and if such nation or tribe shall neglect or refuse to 
make satisfaction in a reasonable time, not exceeding twelve months, it shall 
be the duty of such superintendent, agent, or subagent to make return of his 
doings to the Guamialenee of Indian Affairs,that such further steps may be 
taken as shall be proper, in the opinion of the President, to obtain satisfaction 
for the injury; and, in the mean time, in respect to the property so taken, 
stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to the party so injured an 
eventual indemnification: Provided, That if such injured party, his representa- 
tive, attorney, or agent, shall in any way violate any of the provisions of this 
act by seeking or attempting to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, he shall 
forfeit all claims upon the United States for such indemnification: And pro- 
vided also, That unless such claim shall be presented within three years after 
the commission of the injury the same shall be barred. And if the nation or 
tribe to which such Indian may belong receive an annuity from the United 
States, such claim shall, at the next payment of the annuity, be deducted there- 
from and paid to the party injured; and if no annuity is payable to such nation 
or tribe, om the amount of the claim shall be paid from the Treasury of the 
United States: Provided, That — herein contained shall sovenhtholegal 
apprehension and punishment of any Indians having so offended.” 

It will be seen that by the last statute the modification was in providing com- . 
pensation for the injury if the depredation was committed within the Indian 
country upon property lawfully therein, as well as for property taken or de- 
stroyed outsi e of the Indian country. 

Bat throughout all these statutes runs the doctrine of the obligation of the 
Government to see that the white man is indemnified for these unlawful in- 
juries: First, outof the Indian fund, and that failing, out of the Government 
Treasury ; and also the doctrine that the white man should pay twice the value 
ofthe property which he injured or destroyed and a like eventual indemnifica- 
tion by the United States. 

The provision granting indemnity to Indians for losses occasioned by white 
persons has never been led. It still is an existing enactment, and is con- 
tained in sections 2154 and 2155 of the United States Revised Statutes. 

The reciprocal obligation to the citizens of the United States to pay them for 
depredations committed by Indians has been subjected to several statutory 
amendments, though in each of them the principle has been recognized that 
it was the duty of the United States to cause indemnification to be made out of 
any available fands belonging to the Indian tribe, and in the more recent 
enactments, and by many appropriations therefor, the recognition of the obli- 
gation to eventually indemnify the citizen for such losses has been renewed. 

On February 28, 1859 (11 Statutes, 401, section 8), Congress repealed that part 
of the act of June 30, 1834, above quoted, which provided for indemnification 
out of the Treasury, although preserving theright of the persons suffering losses 
by Indian depredations to paid whenever the Indians had annuities out of 
which the claims for losses could be deducted. 

The joint resolution of June 25, 1860 (12 Statutes, 120), declared that this last 
act should have no retroactive effect. 

The repealing act of Febru 28, 1859, and the declaratory act of June 25, 1860, 
are as follows, so far as they somes to this subject: 


[ll Stat,, 401.) 


And be it further enacted, That so much of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes and preserve peace on the fron- 
tiers,” approved June 13, 1834, as provides that the United States shall make 
indemnification out of the Treasury for property taken or destroyed in certain 
cases by Indians trespassing on white men, as described in the said act, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed: however, ‘That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to impair or destroy the obligation of the Indians to 
make indemnification out of annuities, as prescribed in said act. 

[12 Stat., 120.] 

That the repeal of ig?! the eighth section of the act of Congress, approved the 
28th day of Febmary, 1859, of so much of the act of Con entitled *‘An act 
to regulate trade and intercourse with Indian tribes, and to @ peace on 
the frontiers,"’ approved June 13, 1834, as provides that the United States shall 
make indemnification out of the Treasury for property taken or destroyed in 
certain cases by Indians trespassing on white men, as described in said act, shall 
not be construed to destroy or impair any right to indemnity which existed at 
the date of said repeal, 








1891. 
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Thus it will be seen that from May 19,1796, to February 28, 1859, a period of 
about sixty-three years, the policy of requiring the Indians to pay forthe unlaw- 
ful depredations committed by them against the whites, and of requiring the 
whites to pay for the unlawful injuries committed by them against the Indians, 
and an eventual indemnification to each class in case the effort to make the 
party committing the injury pay failed, was in active force, and payment for 
claims for Indian depredations was made out of the public Treasury without 
special appropriation by Congress. 

After the passage of the act of 1859 such payments continued where the Indl- 
ans kad annuity funds, down to July 15, 1870, when, by an act approved on that 
date (16 Statutes, 360, section 2098, Revised Statutes) it was provided that there- 
after no claims for Indian depredations should be paid until Congress should 
make special appropriation therefor, This did not repeal the existing law in 
relation to Indian depredations; it merely affected the mode of payment. It 
nevertheless recognized by its terms the fact that Congress would and should 
make appropriations for such purpose. The provision of the act of June 30, 
1834, as modified by the act of February 28, 1859, has been incorporated into the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, and is section 2156 thereof. 

It reads as follows : 

“If any Indian belonging to any tribe in amity with the United States shall, 
within the Indian country, take or destroy the property of any person lawfully 
within such country, or shall pass from Indian country into any State or Ter- 
ritory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there take, steal, or destroy 
any horse or other property belonging toany citizen or inhabitant of the United 
States, such citizen or inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, may 
make application to the proper superintendent, agent, or subagent, who, upon 
being furnished with the necessary documents and proofs, shall, under the di- 
rection of the President, make application tothe nation or tribe to which such 
Indian shall belong for satisfaction; and if such nation or tribe shall neglect or 
refuse to make satisfaction in a reasonable time, not exceeding twelve months, 
such superintendent, agent, or subagent shall make return of his doings to the 
Com missioner of Indian Affairs, that such further steps may be taken as shall 
be proper, inthe opinion of the President, to obtain satisfaction for the injury.” 

On May 29, 1872, an act was passed (17 Statutes, 190, section 7, now appearing 
in section 445 Revised Statutes) requiring the Secretary of the Interior to make 
an examination of the Indian depredation claims presented to him and report 
them to Congress with his allowance or disallowance and the evidence upon 
which his action was based. 

This was a practical return tothe ancient policy of the Government and a 
renewed recognition of the liability of the United States. It plainly contem- 
plated payment by Congress of claims presented tothe Secretary of the Interior 
and allowed by him, but gave a further protection against unjust claims by 
securing a re-examination of the evidence by the committees of Congress. From 
year to year the Secretary of the Interior has reported to Congress numerous 
claims of this class, both allowed and disallowed. A few of these cases have 
been paid by * oe appropriation acts therefor by Congress, but many of them 
remain unpaid, 

Since then several appropriations have been made by Congress for the pur- 
pose of continuing the investigation of claims for Indian depredations. By the 
act of March 3, 1885 (23 Statutes, 376), an appropriation of $10,000 was made to 
enable the interior Department to make such additional investigations ofclaims 
for Indian depredations. Further appropriations have been made by the fol- 
lowing acts: Act of May 15, 1886 (24 Statutes, 44), $20,000; act of March 2, 1887 
(24 Statutes, 464), $20,000; acvof June 29, 1888 (25 Statutes, 234), $20,000; act of March 
2, 1889 (25 Statutes, 998), $20,000. 

It is pertinent to inquire why all this care, extending through so many years, 
to provide for the presentation and examination of this character of claims, if 
it was not the intention of Congress to pay them and the reasonable expecta- 
tion of the claimants that they would be paid. 

Some of these claims have been provided for and have been paid, with no 
more apparent merit than numerous others which have not been paid. 

Among those may be mentioned the following: 

For depredations committed by Rogue River Indians of Oregon, claims proven 
and allowed were paid at the average rate of 37 cents on the dollar. 

—— Sioux.—One paragraph in the army appropriation bill, approved 
March 2, 1861 (12 Statutes, 203), appropriated $9,640.74 to pay for the destruction 
of property at Spirit Lake, Iowa, by Inkpadutah’s band of Sioux Indians in 1957, 
Under its provisions twenty-nine claims were presented and an aggregate of 
$27,608.55 was allowed by the Commissioner. 

Following is a list of claims paid, chiefly from the annuities of Sioux, North- 
ern Cheyennes, and Arapahoes for the twenty years previous to 1870. It shows 
the character of loss, amount paid, and by what authority: 


[i0 Stat., 1018, Art, 3.) 
Cameron, Theodore, goods stolen by Rogue River Indians, $10.59 ; authority of 
act of July 31, 1854. 
[ll Stat., 747, Art. 11.) 
Peterson, Hans C., furniture destroyed by Sioux, $2,283.92; treaty of April 19, 
1858. 
Burleigh, W. A., horses stolen by Yankton Sioux, $750; treaty of April 19, 1858. 


[i4 Stat., 713.) 
Prather, John J., goods and horses, by Arapahoes, $16,746.67; treaty of Octo- 
ber 18, 1865, Art 1. 
Tracy, Charles F., mules, by Kiowas and Apaches, $14.650. Ibid, 


[15 Stat., 620. ] 


Dresser, George T., clothing, by Utes, $881; treaty with same, March 2, 1868, 
Shefird, George L., personal property, $108. Ibid. 


[15 Star., 655.) 


Fish, R. M., two mules, by Cheyennes, $400; treaty, May 10, 1968. 

Fietcher, John, sixty-nine head of cattle, by Cheyennes and Arapahoes, $3,450. 
Ibid, 

Combs, J. M., horses, mules, and merchandise, by Cheyennes, $2,035. Ibid. 

Christianson, Lawrence, et al., horses and household goods, 9644, by Cheyennes. 
Ibid. 

Irwin, John, harness and robes, by Northern Cheyennes, $305. bid. 

Logan & Waddington, horses, mules, and merchandise, 96,585. bid. 

oumes & Powers, mules and harness, by Cheyennes and Arapahoes, $12,200. 
Ibid, 

Newman, H. L., oxen, by Kiowas and Arapalhoes, $3,450. J bid. 

Oburn, William C., cattle killed and stolen by Cheyennes and Arapahoes, $4,000. 
Ibid, 

Streeter, James & Co., merchandise stolen by Cheyennes, $1,392.50. Ibid. 

Smith, Lucy A., merchandise stolen by Cheyennes, $2,564.10. Jbid. 

Warlope, Peter, mules, horses, and merchandise stolen by Cheyennes, $3,961.50. 

Warren, Henry, mules stolen by Comanches and Cheyennes, $15,867.50. Ibid. 

Brice, James i. mules and expenses, 99,000. J5id. 


[15 Stat., 673.] 


Hogan, J. M., horses stolen by Snakes and Shoshones, $6,600; treaty with east- 
ern tribes of Shoshones and Bannocks, July 3, 1868. 
Shert, Celia C., surveying instruments, field notes, rifles, etc., $078. Ibid, 


| 
| 


THE SIOUX MASSACRE 
On February 16, 1863 (12 Stat., 652), Congress enacted a law abrogating all 
laws and treaties heretofore made with the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakan- 
ton, and Wahpekoota bands of Sioux Indians, or any of them, “so far as said 
treaties or any of them purport to impose any fut » obligation on the United 


States, and all lands and rights of occupancy within the State of Minnesota, 


r 








and all annuities and claims heretofore accorded to suid Indians, or any of them, 
to be forfeited to the United States, 

Section 2 of this law appropriated $200,000 out of theese | ans’ annuities for 
that and the following year, to be apportioned by mmissioners among the 
surviving members of Minnesota families who suffered | lepredations of 
the tribes before named, or by the United States troops du the Indian war 
In that State, nor exceeding the sum of $200 to any or ‘ These claims, 
to the number of 2,940, were paid upon the award the said « imissioners 

Since the act of July 15, 1870 (16 Stat., 360, s« 1), which directed that “no 
‘ 1 for Indian depredations shall hereafter be paid until Congress shall make 
special appropriation ther or the followin amon thers, have be« 1 paid 
by special enactments, th nd page of the statute where the act may 
be found being given 

‘ ¥ SPI AL ACT 

On July 15, 1870 (Stat., sect i 4 nact was approved which dir al tl 
“no claims for Indian depredat ill hereafter be paid until Congress shall 
make special appropriation ther I Up to this date nearly all claims for re 
dress for the depredations of Indians were paid by the Indian agents for the an- 
nuities, by the direction of the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs. 


Since the law last quoted took effect such « us have been paid by special 
act Or in an appropriation bill. Following is a list of those thus paid, the 
amount paid, names of the tribes from whom such funds were withheld, with 
date of act 

16 Stat 
Adams, A, M., horses and cattle stolen by Kiowas and Coman \ 
492.62 
Baca y Salasar, stock stolen by Navajoes in 1566 COO, Ibi 


if Stat 
Lincoln, Helen and Heloise, whose parents were murdered by Kiowa Indians 
Junuary 5, 1868, are given the above names, and $2,500 for each is reserved 





from said Indians’ annuities, and retained the Treasury till said girls 
reach twenty-one years of age, the Government to pay them 5 per cent, in 
terest annually on the same during their minority; on reaching twenty- 


one years of age the principal to be paid each in full, or their lawful issue 
if said girlsdie prior thereto 


{17 Stat., 675, 
Kelly, Fanny, in full for property destroyed by the Sioux in 1864, $10,000 
Marble, Ann, in full for loss of horses, mules, and wagons, by Cheyennes and 
Sioux in 1864, $2,250. Ibid. 
17 Stat., 701. 
Gerry, Elbridge, for valuable services rendered the Government in 1864, and for 
all claims for horses stolen by the Sioux to date, $13,200 
German, Adelaide and Julia, two children captured by Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes, while en route from Georgia to Colorado; Secretary of the Interior 
directed to set aside $2,500 from annuitiesof said Indians for the benefit of 
each of these persons, and the Government to pay them 5 per cent, interest 
on this sum until they become twenty-one years of age, when they are to 
be paidall of the principal ; or, dying previous tothat age, the principal togo 
to their lawful issue. 





[20 Stat., 396, 

A.S. Lee’s heirs: Directs the Secretary of the Interior to pay in equal portions 
to Susanna Marble, Millie Frances Lee, and John Abel Lee, heirs of Abe! 
8S. Lee, or their legal representatives, the sum of $2,915, with interest thereon 
at7 per cent. per annum from June 9, 1872, out of any money due the Kio- 
was, said payment to be in full of all claims of said heirs for property de- 
stroyed by the Kiowas in 1872. 

Short, Mrs. Celia C., $5,000, in five annual installments of $1,000 each, outof any 
money appropriated for the use of the Cheyennes. Ibid, 

Germain, Catharine and Sopha, two children captured in Kansas by Cheyenne 
Indians, $2,500 to be reserved for each from annuities of said Indians, the 
Government to pay said children 5 per cent. interest on this fund annually 
until they are twenty-one years old, when entire principal to be paid them; 
or, dying previous to that age, the amount to be paid their lawful issue, 
I bid,, @S 


121 Stat., 199 


In an agreement with the White River Utes in Colorado is the following pro- 

vision: “And out of the portion of the money coming to the White River 
Utes the United States shali pay annually to the following-named persons 
during the period of twent@ years, if they shall live so 


long, the following 
sums, respc@.ively 


Mrs. Travella D. Meeker ; enim evens ; $500 
Miss Josephine Meeker.. ~* . ' 500 
Mrs. Sophronia Price ............cccens secseses ween 00 
Mrs. Maggie Gordon........ ; 600 
George Dresser. istnionsideniiel ‘ . — . 200 
Mrs. Sarah M. Post............ ; : : 500 
Mrs. Eaton, mother of George Eaton i 200 
Parents of Arthur L. Shepard ‘ ; . 200 
Father of Fred. Shepard ; . 200 
Parents of Wilmer Eskridge ieee! ai ae 


Shaw, Mrs. Sarah, the Seeretary of the Interior to pay her the sum of $5,000, in 
five annual instaliments of $1, each, out of any money appropriated for 
the use and benefit of the Cheyenne Indians. Jbid., 276. 

Cook, Amanda M., Secretary of the Interior to pay her $2,000 out of the annui 
ties of the Cheyenne or Arapaho Indians, who captured her and killed 
her mother in Wyoming in 1865, J bid., 588, 

Durfee and Peck, William and John Shirley, Lemuel Spooner, 958,659.46 for de- 
struction of fort, buildings,and merchandise, $7,541.75 to be deducted from 
moneys due the Comanches; $27,779.62 from the Sioux; $5,520 from the 
Kiowas; $17,848.09 from the Comanches and Kiowas. /hid., 640 

Redus, William, $3,600 in full for 101 beeves stolen by the Osagesin 1872. Jhbid 
652 

{21 Stat., 87 

Redress to sufferers by a raid of the Northern Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians 
through the western part of the Indian Territory and Kansas, namely 

Dora Westphalen, money, mules, and clothing occennaiidtainala ewe $9800.00 





Peter Westphalen, money, mules, and clothing 365, 00 
D. ©, Traey, cattle, hogs, and mules 1, 300. 00 
Julia Laning and daughters, horses and personal p 1, 500. 00 
Barbara Springier, house and harness ond 1,059. 00 
Dima Stenner, horses and grain....... ; 925. 00 
>. 
= ae eet ieee a 





ciel 
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Frank Sperank, horses and grain stolen.,............ 
Ernest Zeibig, grain Geacesenthebasidene 
Mary Locher, household goods.......... 

Maria Denimie, stock and grain. 

Christopher Abbott, horses 

A.C. Blume, damage to crops.. ‘iadne 

Mary Janosek, stock and provisions 

John Banda, grain destroyed......... 

Prank Vocasek, grain and horses 

Paul Jansoek, provisions... 


60. 00 

85. 00 
601.00 
815. 90 
103. 00 
731.00 
133, 00 
740. 00 
236. 80 


Total.... 9, 870. 10 


23 Stat., 95. 


To pay the following-named claimants, who suffered from a raid of the North- 
ern Cheyenne Indians in September, 1878, from the unexpended balances 
of the treaty fund belonging to the Northern Cheyenne and Arapaho In- 
dians 

Margaret Smith, horses and harness stolen . $395. 00 

Mrs. FE. J. Humphrey, horses and corn budeete @anent ——s 

John R. Van Cleve, hay, money, and clothing sevaseesocns SOR.GD 

Peter D. Adams, cows ...... apsesouesunepsoooennsenaon age eccsesccss 60.00 

Robert Bridel, horses and cows stolen » 685.85 

James Bailey, horses ........ poataun cqpuvemnessguut . 00 

N. W. Rider, clothing and provisions ...........cccccccceeeereeeee 1. 50 

J.J. Keefer, horse .............. : ptaineocssseeapenatnes .00 

Hienry Rathbon, saddle and bridle......... oe . 00 

E. D. Stillson, horse and foods... ..........ccccerssceceseeveseeee cases senstenuiiels . 00 

Patrick Drohen, mules and cow..... a povenabetagounenieiah 91.50 

Mary Hamper, cash svceees stunpenoveommonuive ncvqncesnstabenees scoceennanenindl . 00 

John McKenzia, stock sateen: ia aaa 28. 50 

Lizzie Steffen, cow*and corn.,..... 00 

Bo Ws DOTS, CRIES... ccccctincccesceccecces ccscce nap sanneetaetsitinaesanimammnenannnmianéd 00 

‘Thomas L. Collins, cattle and hay o penenseeeenense cnbaqedepauiensegunen snecusbupeennelen’ .00 

Wenzel Rahen, cattle, corn, and wheat ............... ' .00 

Franz Tacha, sugar, corn, and wheat . 00 

Joseph Cilek, cattle apteb ceumentiambermpaiannn Soteniinendiuant 50. 00 

George M. Miller, colt.............. quite 40, 00 

John Irwin, robes and harness .50 


[23 Stat., 96.] 

To pay the following-named claimants or their legal representatives in full 
satisfaction oftheir claims for damages caused by the Ute Indians at the time 
of the Ute massacre at White River agency, in 1879, to be paid from the funds 
of the confederated bands of the Ute Indians, namely : 

Josephine Meeker, personal property stolen. ............cccssesseseerees 

Mrs. A. D. Meeker, household goods stolen 

Sophronia E. Price, personal property 

Sarah M. Post, tools and clothing......... 

W. E. Eskridge, personal property. 

George T. Dresser, clothing 

George L, Shepard, personal 

Thomas F. Thompson, clothing..... 203. 

Albert A. Woodbury, clothing... sonenten a 

Kk. L. Mansfield, clothing............ toes setae - 187.2 

McLane & Dillmen, five horses 


cseseveseeeeee 9460, 00 
oo Vo 
FOL! 
599, 0 
220. 
881. 
108. 


[25 Stat., 1223.] 

Jones, Mra, Eliza A. Cutter, $5,000, to be paid in five annual installments 
$1,000 each, out of any money hereafter appropriated for the use and benefit 
of the Cheyenne Indians. 

in the report of the House Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, it is 
stated that since 1885 there have been investigated with great care and labor, 
and at much expense to the Government, eleven hundred claims, nvolving a 
total sum of $4,000,000, But few of these have been allowed for amounts orig- 
inally claimed, Some have been éntirely disallowed, and the remainder have 
been reduced to correspond with the facts, and $1,300,000, or 32} per cent. of 
the $4,000,000 have been allowed. It is also stated that during all the period 
since the claims have been pending, Congress has appropriated by s; 1 act 
$1,654,530, 

Your committee quote and append hereto the very able and valuable report 
made by the chairman thereof from the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims ofthe House of Representatives, in full, as it gives much important 
information and contains an expression of the views of that committee why 
legislation of the character contemplated should be enacted by this Congress, 
though your committee prefer making use of the tribunals already established, 
rather than to create new ones. 

Many of the treaties made by the United States provide the Indians shall 
either indemnify out of their available funds the persons suffering losses and 
injuries committed by them, and in some case#they agree to restore the prop- 
erty taken. In more of the treaties the Government agrees to indemnify the 
Indians for losses suffered by them at the hands of the white man. 


CONCLUSION, 


But your committee submit, that in the absence of all precedent or treaty 
stipulation or statutory obligation, just claims arising from unlawful acts of 
robbery, theft, and destruction committed by the Indians upon the whites and 
the whites upon the Indians, in the absence of a state of war between the whites 
and the Indians, should be made good through the instrumentality of the Gov- 
ernment, either by requiring one party to pay the other, or by payment out of 
the Treasury. 

The statutory recognition of this obligation by the fathers of the Republic 
was the result of aclear apprehension of duty arising from the relations of the 
Government to the citizens and the Indians. The policy of the Government 
from the earliest days until the present time has been to keep the Indian in the 
condition of a ward and to prevent any redress of grievance against him by the 
whites. There are no civil tribunals with jurisdiction of such controversies or 
with power to enferce a judgment against the Indian, Neither the criminal 
nor the civil process of State courts run within an Indian reservation, except 
by express consent of Congress. 

The public necessity for this policy established by Federal statute has been 
the reason for its existence ; but with the prohibition of private or State redress 
for wrongs, a reciprocal duty arises on the part of the United States, the daty 
of guarantying indemnity to those who are denied redress. It is this obliga- 
tion which was enforced in the early legislative proceedings of the United 

’ States, and recognized anew by the later laws to which attention has been 
called. 

These claims have been for years before the Department; they have been ex- 
amined and re-examined in the Department; Congress has been flooded with 
bills for their payment. 

This bill reported from the committee proposed a final determination, within 
the limit which it preseribes, of all such cases, crepes safeguards are supposed 
to be contained in the bill; the Governmentand the Indian areamply protected; 
there can be no reasonable ground to apprehend that any fraud will be com- 
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mitted in their adjudication, but that whatever is reasonably due the injured 
party may be ascertained and paid either from the funds belonging to the In- 
dians, many of whom are possessed of absoliite wealth, while their victims, in 
many instances, were bankrupted by the injury, or the Government shall pay 
where, by the course or policy pursued by the Government, the Indians are 
unable to pay. 

Your committee therefore earnestly recommend the passage of the bill. 


APPENDIX A, 
[House Report No. 1079, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


Mr. HERMANN, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims 
submitted the following report (to accompany H. R. 8150): P 
Your committee finds itself overwhelmed with private bills for the payment 
of Indian depredation claims arising in various portions of the nation, chiefly 
in the extreme Western, Southwestern and Pacific States and Territories. It 
has been found utterly impossible to consider with necessary care eyena small 
portion of these matters. It has therefore devoted its consideration tothe va- 
rious general bills before it which provide for a court or special tribunal before 
which all such private claims may be considered and finally acted upon. 

The records of Congress disclose the fact that for many years former com- 
mittees have experienced a like inability to consider the numerous claims of 
this class which have been presented to Congress from time to time. It was 
deemed necessary, and was thought to be a great relief, when Congress pro- 
vided for the investigation of Indian depredation claims through and by the 
Interior Department. To this end oes have been annually voted 
to defray the expenses incident to such investigation ; but even this has failed to 
produce the desired result, inasmuch as it is now seen that the various claims 
investigated and favorably reported to Congress at each session can not be con- 
sidered by it with a view to appropriation. 

The business of this Government has at last become so immense in its details, 
and the increase of measures before Con 80 great, that only matters of the 
highest public concern can be considered with that care and deliberation so es- 
sential to just and correct legislation. Your committee has therefore arrived 
at the conclusion that a separate and independent tribunal is now an indispen- 
sable alternative for the speedy and just settlement of claims arising through 
Indian depredations, and they accordingly report the accompanying bill,which 
in their judgment will accomplish such an adjustment of these claims as is de- 
sirableand proper. The various Departments ofthe Government which are con- 
nected directly and indirectly with the proposed tribunal have been consulted 
by your committee, and each and all of them have not only united in an opin- 
ion as to the necessity for such a resort, but have approved the general features 
of the bill. The class of claims which are referred under this bill have an in- 
teresting history in the legislation of the country. 

The founders of the Government early appreciated the delicate relations 
which existed between the aborigines of the country and the whites. To deal 
fairly and justly by the Indian race, to disarm these people of any suspicion as 
to unjust methods on the part of the whites, to prevent controversies which 
seemed inevitable in the various transactions between them, and to avoid per- 
sonal conflicts which must necessarily have ensued, and driven the races to 
endless hostility, it was early determined, in the act of July 22, 1790, toreguiate 
all trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, Great care was also provided, 
in further enactments, as to settlement on Indian lands and the survey of the 
same, and all individual transfers or purchases of land were strictly prohibited 
and made void. Cases frequently occurred of Indian depredations on the one 
hand, and of retaliation by the whites on the other. 

Indian depredators were pursued into their own territory by the whites, in- 
tent upon reclaiming the property taken, or of obtaining indemnity or com- 
pensation for property destroyed. Great disasters were often precipitated dur- 
ing these occasions. It was found, later on, further necessary to define still 
more clearly the relation between the two races, While the Indian on the one 
hand was promised protection against the lawless actions of the white man, on 
the other a guaranty of indemnity was offered the whites as to the lawless acts 
of the Indians. These necessities thus created an obligation on the part ofthe 
General Government to each of these classes. It became, as it were, not only 
a common arbiter between them, but an indemnifier as well. Having assumed 
to guaranty ee italso assumed to enforce a recognition of the rights of 
each. Various acts of legislation were enacted pursuant to the principle thus 
adopted, An extract from the act of May 19,1796, will more clearly emphasize 
the Som obligation on the part of the General Government in the following 
words: 

“That if any Indian or Indians belonging to any tribe in amity with the 
United States shall come over or cross the said boundary line into any State or 
Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there take, steal, or 
destroy any horse or horses or other property belonging to any citizen or in- 
habitant of the United States, or of either of the Territo districts of the United 
States, or shall commit any murder, violence, or outrage upon any such citi- 
zen or inhabitant, it shall be the duty of such citizen or inhabitant, his repre- 
sentative, attorney, or agents, tomake application tothe superintendent, or such 
other person as the President of the United States shali authorize for that pur- 
puse, who, upon being furnished with the n documents and proofs, 
shall, under the direction or instruction of the President of the United States, 
make application to the nation or tribe to which such Indian or Indians shall 
belong for satisfaction. * * * Andin the mean time, in respect to the prop- 
erty taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United States nty to the party in- 
jured an eventual indemnification: Provided always, That if such injured party, 
his representative, attorney, or agent, shall in any way violate any of the pro- 
visions of this act by —— or attempting to obtain private sat jon or re- 
venge by crossing over the line on any of the Indian lands, he shall forfeit all 
claim upon the United States for such indemnification.”’ (See act June 30, 1834, 
sec. 17, 4 Stat. L., 731.) 

It will thus be seen that the usual remedies afforded by the municipal law 
were absolutely denied the injured party, and he was prevented from seeking 
private satisfaction fer the lossincurred. A thieftaking away another's prop- 
erty, or an enemy burning another's dwelling, or trespassing in the least upon 
another’s rights, can be followed throughout the whole nation and the courts 
are opento the injured claimant. Theproperty of the wrongdoer can be seized 
by the strong arm of the law, and recompense had and the wrong redressed. 
In the interest of peace and public policy, the Indian trespasser, however, car 
not be —— into any courts, nor can his property be taken in satisfaction 


for the injury he inflicts. 
The reservation line is the boundary of his re: , and too often it has been 
settler of the frontier, who 


a refuge for thieves and murderers. The inju 

has perhaps but his faithful yoke of oxen as his reliance in building his Ameri- 

can home in the wilderness, must fold his arms and quietly submit should some 
settler’s lines and there take 


Indian depredator stealthily encroach m the 
“ye : He sould ursue the white criminal, could 


away or ney bie only property. 
invoke the aid Of the law, both to punish for wrong act and to recover the 
property if found. But in the case of the Indian depredator he is restrained by 
the severe admonition of the law itself. : 
The analogy between the express liability of the States, or of municipal 
bodies, to answer for damages by riots oriudie. oot the United States, under 
treaty provisions, to compensate for injuries done aliens in this couatry, is not 
so close as is the relation of the Government to its own injured citizens—the 








1891. 





victims of Indian depredations. Congress responded most readily, and with ex- 
treme liberality, to the demande of China for compensation for loss of life and 
pnoeey of alien Chinese by mob violence in Wyoming. The ovligation to 
protect its own citizens from Indian violence is doubly strong in view of the 
express guardianship assumed by the Government of the Indian tribes. It un- 
dertook to guard, to care for, and to protect the Indians. Itassumed the corre- 
sponding duty to matntain sufficient force by which to prevent injury to its citi- 
zens from such of these savage wards as should escape its surveillance. 

In view of this relation of the General Government to the Indian tribes its 
jurisdiction is supreme, and the various States under the Constitution can afford 
no remedy notin harmony with the Federal statutes. The State, as well as 
the citizen, must resort to the authority of the General Government for re- 
dress. Without its assent no injury can be remedied and no wrong can be pun- 
ished. For every other injury to the citizen the law provides a direct remedy. 
Indeed, we are reminded that itis a maxim of the law that for every wrong 
there isaremedy. Thereis also aconstitutional guaranty to every citizen (and 
the power of the nation is pledged to its maintenance) that he shall not be de- 
prived of his property without due process of law. 

When the Covemmuens withdraws from the citizen the right to sue and to 
protect, or to recover his property when wrongfully taken, it in effect confis- 
cates h eosoneee. “ That it has the power to so enforce the rights and inter- 
ests of private citizens to secure the safety or yg gee to the public” there 
can be no doubt, as the Supreme Court has said, but beyond this there stil! ex- 
ists the constitutional principle “that private property shall not be taken for 
public use without just compensation.’’ This principle, as applied to the ques- 
tion involved in Indian depredation claims, appeals to the conscience and good 
faith of Congress. 

In another form, as we have demonstrated, this obligation to the citizen, in 
relation to the Indian wards of the nation, is also recognized and maintained. 
The Government assumed an express responsibility to the injured claimant. 
It became his guarantor, and while it took away his ordinary remedy, it yet 
provides him an indemnification. It undertook to do the punishing as wellas 
to follow the further remedy for such recovery as was ible, and to this end 
{in the act of Congress last mentioned) it was scouted 

“ That it shall be lawful for the President of the United States to deduct such 
sum or sums as shall be paid for the property taken, stolen, or destroyed by any 
such Indian out of the annual stipend which the United Statesare bound to pay 
to the tribe to which such [ndian shall belong.”’ 

The guaranty of indemnification to its citizens was continued and re-enacted 
by the Government during various years and terms of Congress until the act 
of February 28, 1859. Up to that time all losses were regularly paid through 
the Departments upon proof being made to the proper officers. No recourse 
was had to Congress. No other legislation was had, and no such uncertainty 
and delay were experienced as are now suffered through the inaction of Con- 
gress. Indemnification was made directly out of the Treasury for the prop- 
erty taken or destroyed. As to all losses, therefore, as accrued previous to 
February 28, 1859, the obligation of the Government continued unimpaired and 
its liability to that extent has never been disputed. These and subsequent 
losses constitute a validand subsisting debt against the Governmest, 

The last-named act re led so much of the previous legislation as provided 
for the indemnification being made immediately out of the Treasury, but con- 
tinued the provision as to the indemnification being made out of the annuities 
due the Indians. A doubt, however, arose as to whether the act did not of it- 
self repeal the guaranty of indemnification and thus destroy the further obliga- 
tion ofthe Government to claimants. This doubt was set at rest in the succeed- 
ing Congress by the joint resolution of June 25, 1860, which provided that the 
preceding act ‘‘ shall not be construed to destroy or impair any right to indem- 
nity which existed at the date of said repeal.” 

By act of July 15, 1870, the remaining remedy for payment, through annu- 
ities, was discontinued, and it was further provided that no claims for Indian 
depredations shall hereafter be paid until Congress shall make special appro- 
priation therefor. It was, therefore, not until as late asthe year 1870 that in all 
eases claimants were required to seek their remedy in ‘‘ongress. The right, 
however, to compensation has always continued a subsisting obligation be- 
tween the Government and the injured party. The remedy alone has changed. 
It was in 1872 that the Interior Department was first authorized and required 
to receive evidence relating to [Indian depredation claims and to make rulesand 
regulations for the proper investigation of the same, and to make report to 
Congress at each session as to the nature and amount of such claims, and 
whether allowed or disallowed by the Secretary, with the evidence upon which 
his action was based. 

This was again a continuing recognition, not only as to the character of this 
class of claims, but also as to the right of the citizen to seek, through Congress, 
for compensation. Between 1850 and 1885 three thousand eight hundred and 
forty-six claims were filed, involving $13,600,000. Of these, two hundred and 
twenty-five have been paid. With the act of March 3, 1885 (23 Stats. , 376), 
commenced the system of annual appropriations for the investigation of In- 
dian depredation claims, and which authorized the Secretary of the Interior to 
—— these appropriations for such purpose. The further act of 1836 appro- 
Ee $20,000 for continued investigation, and included all claims previously 

rred by the limitation of the act of 1834. These appropriations and the in- 
vestigations made thereunder have continued up to the present day. Since 
1885 one thousand eight hundred and sixty-four have been filed. 

The very words used in the recent act of March 3, 1885, and referred to by all 
the subsequent acts of appropriation, contain within themselves unmistakable 
recognition by Congress as to the continuing guaranty and obligation of the 
Government in relation to theseclaims. These acts provide that the Secretary 
shall determine the kind and value of all perty damaged or destroyed by 
reason of the depredations, and by what tribe such depredations were commit- 
ted,and further provide that his report shall include his determination upon 
each claim. Pursuant to these various acts, the Interior Department has had 
Genet to it from various claimants, in different States and Territories of the 

nion, five thousand seven hundred and ten claims, involving, as per claim- 
ants’ valuation, about $19,000,000. 

It has investigated, with care and labor, since 1885, and at much expense 
to the Government, 1,100 claims, involving a total sum of $4,000,000. But few 
of these have been allowed for amounts originally claimed. Some have been 
entirely disallowed, and the remainder have been reduced to correspond with 
the facts, and $1,300,000, or 32} per cent.,of the $4,000,000 have been allowed. 
Congress has appropriated by special acts $1,654,530. Prior to 1870 many of 
these claims were by Indian nts. 

Numerous acts of Co have been passed since 1834 up to the present 
time making ins in individual cases for Indian depredation claims. 
Seldom since time has a single session passed that there has not been con- 

and appropriations e for some specific claim for depredations. 
These were not confined to acts commitied in the early years of the nation’s 
history, but many were for depredationscommitted within the last fifteen years. 
While the original liability, as well as the precedent, for these various pay- 
ments are not disputed, yet your committee desire to submit this brief review 
in order that ngnees may be reminded of the importance as well as the ne- 
cessity for a continuation of its just policy toward these numerous claimants, 
and it may also realize the absolute impossibility of doing this simple jus- 
tice and afford ee under the system which at present prevails 
If it is the intention that these just claims shall be honestly adjusted and paid, 
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there should no longer be delay in providing some expeditious and certain 
method of adjudication. If,on the contrary, it is desired to repudiate and ig- 
nore them and to deny compensation, it is no less a duty to the long-expectant 
and suffering claimants that this announcement should be made at the earliest 
possible moment by some authoritative action on the part of Congress. 

The Interior Department of the Government, which as so long been consid- 
ering the subject before us, has repeatedly recommended! to Congress the pay- 
ment of these claims. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his report tothe 
honorable Secretary of the Interior, and which is approved by the Secretary in 
favorably reporting upon the bill now submitted by your committee, uses the 
following language. 

‘Ninety-four years ago, under the sanction of George Washington, Congress 
solemnly promised eventual indemnity to the citizens and inhabitants of the 
United States who might, through no fault of their own, lose their property at 
the hands of Indians enjoying treaty relations with the United States. In all 
this time that promise has been kept in not more than 3 per cent. of the claims 
which have been filed. The law forbade these claimants, under a penalty of 
losing the amount of their claims, from attempting by private efforts to recover 


their property where such efforts might involve the country in an Indian war— 


from taking “‘ private satisfaction or revenge,”’ in the language of the law—and 


forced the Government upon them as their attorney to coliect for them the 


amounts which might be due. Becoming thus, by its own law, the agent and 


attorney of these people, and forbidding them any other course of proceeding, 


it appears to be more than in the ordinary sense bound by honor and good 


policy to redeem its pledges and faithfully carry out its promises, I think the 
jurisdiction conferred by the inclosed bill is entirely just and proper, and is 


sufficiently guarded to protect the Government from the payment of unjust 
claims to undeserving people. 


1 All previous legislation upon this subject has 
limited the jurisdiction of the Governmentin the settlement of these claims to 


the consideration of those resulting from depredations committed by Indians 


who at the time were ‘in treaty relations’ with the United States. 
“It is noticed that in subdivision section 1 the qualification of treaty In- 


dians is omitted, and in my opinion the omission is entirely proper for a just 
and equitable view of the matter. The Government of the United States was 
in duty bound to protect those adventurous citizens who, upon its invitation 
and promise, if not express obligation, to afford thena such protection, peopled 
the barren West and converted its barbarism into civilization, But they did 


not receive that protection by reason of the inadequate military force employed 
in that part of our demain. 


“It was no faultof theirs, but the wrong of the Government, and the Govern- 


ment ought not to attempt to plead that wrong or its negligence in negotiating 
treaties with these savages as an excuse for the Coaeeens of the claims 
which may be and no doubt are in every respect just as 


table as those which were committed by Indians who at the time were enjoying 
treaty relations.”’ 


1onest and just as equi- 


The Treasury Department likewise, having been consulted upon this subject, 


replies as follows: 


‘The necessity for some legislation by which this class of claims should be 


provided for has long been apparent, and the tribunal proposed in the bill seems 
admirably adapted for the purpose of giving these difficult cases a thorough in- 
vestigation and speedy settlement.”’ 


Nor does the disposition manifssted by Congress within the past few years 
p ) 


justify the country to believe that it is the intention to longer ignore these ob- 


ligations. There isa general unanimity of sentiment,after long experience 


and reflection, that the proper course to pursue is that which your committee 


now recommend to Congress. The Indian Affairs Committee of this House in 


the Forty-eighth Congress had under consideration at that time the subject of 


Indian depredation claims, andit unanimously reported abill “‘to establisha 


board of commissioners to examine, adjust, and reporton all claims arising out 
of Indian treaties and depredations committed by tiie Indians, and for other pur- 
poses.”” Their examination of the subject wasan exhaustive one, and their re- 
portisa most interesting document. The functionsof the commissioners pro- 
posed were, as far as possible, judicial,and the Attorney General was required 
tosee that the interests of the Government were properly defended; and the 
committee reported : 


“That after a careful consideration they have reached the conclusion that the 


only consistent proceeding, with a due regard on the one hand for the obliga- 
tions of the Government, and on the other for the proper security of the Gov- 
ernment from unfounded claims, is to provide for the examination of these 
claims by some tribunal endowed with ample facilities for sifting their merits 
thoroughly, in whose findings Congress may safely repose confidence.”’ 


In the Fiftieth Congress it became apparent to all that the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs could not properly consider the numerous details connected with 


Indian legislation and at the same time pass upon the mass of Indian depreda- 
tion claims before it, and the creation of a select committee became a neces- 
sity. The rules of the House provided for this. This committee having this 
class of legislation alone to vonsider were enabled to devote to it careful as well 
as prompt attention, and in the same session it reported to Congress a bill ‘To 
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depre- 
dations.”’ This also proposed the creation of a separate tribunal for a final ad- 


justment of this class of claims, and the committee in reporting the bill say : 


‘*Pully appreciating the justice of the demands of the claimants now before 
Congress and the Departments of tie Government for depredations committed 
by the Indians, and recognizing the moral and legal responsibility of the United 
States for their indemnification and payment, and being satisfied that a‘proper 
and speedy adjustment of the amounts due each party as well as the determi- 
nation of a relevant and important adjunct of the question can not be had at 
least for years owing to existing modes of considering them, this committee 
has reached the conclusion that justice to the claimants, justice to Congress, and 


justice to the Government concur in demanding that a tribunal distinctively 
judicial in character whose decisions deliberately and judicially had would 


command the respect and confidence alike of Congress and the country, should 
be organized and charged with this duty, and hence the committee have care- 
fully examined and prepared and do recommend this bill to the favorable con- 
sideration of the House.” 

In recognition of the merits of this class of claims the same committee re- 

ort: 

, “To no class of its citizens is the American Government more indebted than 
to the heroic men and women who, as pioneers of our civilization, abandoning 
home, and comfort, and ease, risked life and property to secure homes, wealth, 
and progress as the heritage of those who should follow in their pathway. A 
cheerful compensation of their losses, so incurred, under the guaranty of the 
Government, is the deserving reward of their sacrifices.” 

This bill, somewhat amended, passed this House during the same session at 
which it was reported, It was favorably reported from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs of the Senate, with various amendments, but failed to be consid- 
ered for want of time. And now your committee submit the third report, and 
with it a bill, also providing for a tribunal, the passage of which they recom- 
mend with all the earnestness of former committets. 

The Senate having at this session of Congress (and for the first time) created 
a Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, it is believed that an early 
and thorough, as well as a final, consideration may be given this subject by the 
Fifty-first Congress, and that a method may be provided for the direct payment 
of these long-existing obligations of the Government, : 

Your committee express the belief that such an announcement will be glad 
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tidings to the pioneers in the Far West, who conquered the wilderness, re- 
claimed the desert plains, subdued the savages, and by stubborn occupancy, con- 
tended for in many a bloody contest, acquired valuable territory to this nation 
from Indian as well as foreign foe. They spread the light of civilization and 
freedom, that the stagecoach, and later ont Le palace car, might follow in peace 
and in pleasure, The deep ruts nade by the — wagon have become the 
channels of a mighty commerce, and have guided the way to a people who 
have established a wonderful empire which but a few yearsago was the frontier 
of the nation 

The Government, however, has never properly appreciated these great sacri- 
flees or the magnificent results which they have produced. At the very time 
when it should have protected these people it neglected them. When they en- 
fered upon their brave pilgrimage to these distant regions of the great West 
they did so with the implicit faith that the laws and protection of their country 
would go with them. They had a right to expect this. The Government 
through its policy as well as its acts invited its citizens to people the frontier. 
It extinguished the Indian title. It extended the public surveys. It egacted 
various laws by which the settler might acquire title to its domain. Itreceived 
a fixed price for the sale of its lands and assumed to confer title. Forts were 
established, troops in inadequate numbers were stationed at widely separated 
points, treaties were entered into, Indian agencies and reservations were pro- 
vided for within well-known and designated boundaries, and in all the vast 
territory within which the Indian depredations were committed the flag of the 
nation floated as the emblem of authority and protection of a great and strong 
Government 

To the early settlers, however, it was stronger in sentiment and theory than 
it was strong as a shield to them in the numerous perils and conflicts which be- 
settbem. They soon learned to rely upon their own resources, They patiently 
submitted to untold privations and sacrifices. They formed their own com- 
panies, provided their own arms and ammunition, constructed their own forts, 
and with their own commanders they marched to battle, generally against great 
odds, and often, when vanquished, suffered tortures inflicted by no other foe. 
Frequently their dwellings were burned, their cattle and horses were driven 
off, their crops were destroyed, their families and comrades were massacred, 
and when they appealed to their country for relief the response seldom came, 
and when it did it was too late or too feeble to be of any avail. Many of these 
Indian marauders and murderers were armed with Government weapons, sup- 
plied with Government ammunition, clad in army coats, and often started out 
with Government rations, 

Singular as it may seem, the major portion of the pioneers of the West who 
still survive are people ofsma!l means. Many who were once possessed of large 
property lostall or nearly all by Indian depredations, and they never recovered 
from the injury thus inflicted, It is chiefly this class of the early settiers of the 
country who are appealing to the Government, to this committee, and to Con- 
gress for relief before they die. Many have abandoned all hope. They be- 
lieve they are appealing to an ungrateful and forgetful country. A greatnum- 
ber, however, huve an abiding faith that justice will yet bedone. Their hopes 
have been sustained by the various promises from year to year conveyed to 
them from Congress, and with this cheer still animating them they continue 
at each session to introduce and reintroduce their familiar claims to Congress 
and to appeal to their Representatives for final payment, 

Your committee, in conclusion, express the belief that the bill reported not 
only provides for a just and careful and final determination of these claims in 
the interest of the claimants, but also guards the liability and rights of the 
Government as well as the Indians against extortionate or fraudulent claims, 
ana we therefore report it back to the House, with a recommendation that it 
pass. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question in on the 
amendment of theSenator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMUNDs] to the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out section 3. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, will an amendment to that sec- 
tion which is proposed to be stricken out be in order now? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If it is to perfectthe section beforeit is stricken 
out it will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the committee 
being in the nature of a substitute or a new bill, and the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] being to strike out the 
section, it is the impression of the Chair that the amendment to the 
amendment is in order, and the Chair will so rule. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move tostrike outall after the word “‘ court,”’ 
in line 2, of section 3, of the Senate amendment, and insert ‘‘ upon the 
unsupported testimony of an Indian.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
‘*eourt,’’ in line 2, ofeection 3, as follows: 

Unless substantiated to the satisfaction of the court by the testimony of some 
credible witness having a personal knowledge of the facts, and who is not of 
the Indian race 

And insert: 

Upon the unsupported testimony of an Indian. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of 

, this act shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an 
Indian, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that amendment will prevail. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state to the Senate that the object of the 
amendment is to take from that section the harshness which the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpDMUNDs] complained of and, at the same 
time, not to leave the Government at the mercy of a single Indian wit- 
ness, 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
more testimony. 

Mr. WALTHALL Yes, 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say that I consider the whole provision 
rather unnecessary, as under the existing statutes of the United States 
it is provided that, upon the conviction of any white person who has 
depredated upon an Indian, he shall be compelled to pay twice the 
value of the property, and if the value of the can not be col- 
lected of him, the United States shall pay it, and if he can not be ap- 


That lets the Indian in as a witness, but requires 
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prehended and convicted, the United States shall pay it out of the 
Treasury. Of course, the evidence upon which that claim may be 
prosecuted is the usual rule of evidence provided bystatute. I donot 
consider that the portion of the section moved to be struck out is 
very important. 

Mr. WALTHALL. It does not occur to me that that statement 
bears in the least degree upon the section as I propose to amend it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was out of the Senate when the amendment 
was offered, and I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will beagain stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
*‘court,’’ in line 2 of section 3, and insert ‘‘upon the unsupported tes- 
timony of an Indian; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 3. That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this 
act shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an Indian. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] to strike out sec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. SPOONER. [rise for the purpose of asking the Senator from 
Nebraska if any estimate has been made or can be made of the amount 
of money which would probably be taken out of the Treasury under 
the operations of the second subdivision of section 1. There is no 
limitation, as I now remember, of time upon the claims there men- 
tioned, though I may be mistaken about that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is the usual provision, which runs through 
all the acts, commencing with the act of 1796. There are on file, as I 
understand, about one million and three hundred-odd thousand dol- 
lars of claims of this class. They have all been filed. The Indian is 
not likely to delay very long in presenting his claim through the In- 
dian agent to the Department having charge of the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. He may not delay ifhe knows that he may present 
aclaim. I presume it is fair to assume that most of these claims will 
be paid out of the Treasury rather than by the men who perpetrated 
the outrages. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is fair to presume, if they are treaty Indians, 
that perhaps one-half, and possibly more, would be paid out of the 
funds of the Indians committing the depredations. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am speaking now of the depredations committed 
by white men upon Indians. As I understand the bill, in all cases 
where judgment is rendered in favor of an Indian against a white man 
who committed a depredation upon an Indian, the judgment is to be 
for double the value of the property, and if the white man can not be 
found, or if it can not be collected out of him, then it is to be paid 
out of the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is so. 

Mr. SPOONER. On that state of facts, I ask whether the Senator 
has investigated the subject so far as to be able to give the Senate any 
estimate of what amount of appropriation would be involved in that 
subdivision of the bill ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam unableto make a satisfactory statement from 
my own investigation. Ionly know that the amount is about what I 
have stated—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator suppose there is anybody in the 
civilized world who can tell? 

Mr. PADDOCK. That, of course, I do not know, but I assume, as 
I stated to the Senator before, that the claims which Indians may have 
had against the Government have been promptly filed with their agent, 
and through their agent always presented to the executive branch of 
the Government having charge of the treaty tribes. I think it will be 
found, as a rule, to be absolutely correct that they have uniformly 
presented their claims, whatever they may have been. I think it fair to 
presume that there is no considerable amount of claims that have not 
been presented. Ofcourse I am not now able to go through all the 
details of the matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the amount of the claims which have been 
presented ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. About one million three hundred and odd thou- 
sand dollars. That is under the act of 1872 and subsequent acts run- 
ning through various appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr, EpMuNps] as amended. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Chair please have the amendment again 
read ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. 
as follows: 

Sec. 8 That ‘no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of 
— shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I wish to say about that 
section, which was modified during the time I was compelled to be 
absent from the Chamber, that the fundamental objection to it stands 


It is proposed to strike out section 3, as amended, 
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just where it did before. Weare to have a court, a regularly estab- 
lished court of the United States. To undertake to instruct that 
court that it shall not allow or decide in a particular way on the un- 
supported testimony of any man whatever appears to me to be acrime 
against humanity and justice. We have a universal rule of law that 
the unsupported testimony of an accomplice, for instance—I may state 
it a little broadly, but not much, I take it—shall not be sufficient to 
convict an accused man. 

But there never was a statute of a State, I suspect, or of any civil- 
ized country, which provided that that should be a rule of law; and 
now, when we come to the question of mere civil procedure, of mere 
private rights of property and claims, to declare,not against the black 
man, not against the Chinaman, not against the white man, and not 
against the most ignorant and depraved of any other race or country 
whatever, but against the Indian, that if he can convince the courton his 
testimony, or that of himself and his fellows—because you can take them 
all if you only take one—he can not have jastice because he alone is 
the witness who can be produced, or he and his fellows, to support it, 
and to declare that you can not trust the court to find what the truth 
is, appears to me to be going back five hundred years. 

I hope, therefore, that this section will be stricken out, the effect of 
which will be, that the court, upon testimony that is satisfactory to its 
own conscience of what the truth really is, may act for the Indian or 
against him, no matter what may be the race of the witness who is 
produced, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont.a 
question, because I have not, unfortunately, the information, and | 
know he will have it. Doesit not require some particularenactment of 
law to permit an Indian to be a witness? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ThenI do not understand why it is that in our 
statutes, for instance, in relation to liquor cases andin oneor two other 
classes of cases, there is a provision in the statute itself that the In- 
dians may be witnesses. I imagine that the Senator, as chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, has had that matter before him. I confess 
my own ignorance of the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam bound to say that the Judiciary Committee 
since I have been a member of it, for probably about twenty years, 
never had any other question about the admissibility of witnesses be- 
fore it, except that of providing that claimants might be witnesses, 
because, of course, the ordinary rule of common law is that a person 
in interest, the very party himself, can not be awitness. All that was 
exploded, of course, long ago. Beyond that, Ido not know that the 
committee, of which I have the honor to be a member, has ever had 
occasion to consider the subject; but I put it upon the fundamental 
principles of justice. You have got a regularly organized and estab- 
lished court of justice to try this class’of cases. Now, to say thata 
special class of claims in favor of one particular race, or one man of a 
particular race, must only be proved up or fail to be proved up because 
the only witnesses for that claim belong to a particular race, be they 
red or white or black, appears tome to be contrary to the fundamental 
principles of justice and republican and democratic liberty. Thatis 
why I am opposed to the whole section. 

Mr. WALTHALL, As amember of the committee, I desire simply 
to say that I hope the amendment of the Senator from Vermont will 
not prevail, as this section in its present shape, or some such provision, 
seems to be necessary for the reasonable protection of the interests of 
the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. A large portion of the people of this country who 
are called Indians and belong to the Indian race are by law declared 
citizens of the United States, with all the privileges and immunities 
of citizens of the United States, and here is a section of a proposed 
statute which excludes those citizens of the United States from stand- 
ing on an equality with other citizens of the United States in a court 
of justice; that is to say, toimpressthe truth of what they say upona 
court if they can. I have never observed so remarkable a section as 
this in any statute before. 

I have just come into the Senate Chamber from my committee room, 
and I do not know what discussion has been had on the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to strike out the third section of the 
committee amendment as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the section be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 3 asamended, 
as follows: 


Src. 3. That no claim refered to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this 
act shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an Indian. 


Mr. PADDOCK. If an amendment to that amendment is in order 
I desire to move, after the words “‘ unsupported testimony of an In- 
dian,” to insert the words ‘‘ who is not a citizen of the United States.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, the truth depends upon a man’s being a 
citizen. 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a proposition to amend what 
has just been inserted by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. A proposition to amend the part proposed to be 
stricken out, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It includes what was inserted by the 
Senate. The Chair would inquire if it be the impression of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that the proposition to add to what has just been 
inserted is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should think clearly so 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is in order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, at the end of the amend- 
ment already adopted, the words ‘‘ who is not a citizen of the United 


States;’’ so as to make the section read 

That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this act 
shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an Indian 
who is not a citizen of the United States 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To add the last words, the citizenship being the 
test of the credibility of a witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question, and declared that the 
uyes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam not particular about the amendment, and I 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont, to strike out the third section of 
the committee amendment as amended, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to cal! the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON ]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Announcing the 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] 
to my colleague [Mr. KENNA], I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [ Mr. Evarrs]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
ator from North Dakota [ Mr. CAsEy]. 
vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
RILL] is recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
Senator. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DANIEL], and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown]. Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
that we transfer our pairs and then we can both vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I consent to the transfer. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JonEs] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has aquorum voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If aquorum has not voted, then my vote may stand. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
BARBOUR], with the right to vote tomakeaquorum. I will therefore 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—years 21, nays 17; as follows: 


Tam paired with 
I am paired with the 


Tam paired with the Sen- 
In his absence, I withhold my 


I am paired with the 


I inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 


He is not. 


Then I withhold my vote. I am paired with that 


[ inquire if 


YEAS—21, 
Allen, Frye, Plumb, Stewart, 
Blair, Hawley, Reagan, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sanders, Wolcott, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Ingalis, Shoup, 
Edmunds, Platt, Spooner, 

NAYS—17. 
Bate, Dolph, Harris, Walthall, 
Carey, Faulkner, McConnell, Warren, 
Chandler, Gorman, Mitchell, 
Cockrell, Gray, Paddock, 
Coke, Hampton, Vest, 


— 


nmih 


cee tee 


Pe ee 
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Farwell, Jones of Nevada, 


Teller, 
Ransom, George, Kenna, 


Turpie, 

Vance, 
Voorhees, 
Warren, 
Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Stanford, Wilson of Md. 


No quorum having voted, the Secre- 


Payne, 
Plumb, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 


Aldrich, 
Allison 
Barbour, 
Berry 
Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
brown, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Carlisle, 


Daniel, 
Davis, 
Hustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Hale, Payne, 
Hearst, Pettigrew, 
Higgins, Pierce, 
Janesof Arkansas, Power, 
Casey, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Kenia, Quay, 


Gibson 

Bauire, Haley Moody, 
stantord oer, wore 
_ Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, , 
ae The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Voorhees, | tary will call the roll. 
Wilson of Iowa, Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Was | Mr. EDMUNDS. The order is first to call the roll under the rule. 

| Mr. HARRIS. Itis always in order to move to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- | Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the absence of a quorum. 
tary will call the roll. Mr. HARRIS. Less than a quorum can adjourn as well as a full 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to | Senate. 2 5 
their names: — Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, I do not object to that. 
Allen the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Bate, Mr. HARRIS. All right. 

Berry, Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no doubt the motion is not in order. 
— The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the impression of the Chair that 
Call, * the motion is notin order. Without objection, the Chair wiil enter- 
Carey, tain the motion to adjourn, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 
oon The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
Coke, : the roll. 

Cullom, Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 

ee Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

: Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], with the reservation that I 
have the right to vote to make a quorum. As this motion does not 

require a quorum, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut that I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MoRRILL], and have voted. 
If it is necessary to announce pairs, I shall have to withdraw my vote, 
but I suggest to the Senator that he and I transfer our pairs. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. Then I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PIERCE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
CARLISLE]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). I believe it is 
unnecessary to have a quorum todecide this question. Therefore I will 
withdraw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES]. 

The result was announced—yeas i4, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—l4. 
Morgan, 
Ransom, 


Let us have 


Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Hiscock, 
lloar, 
Ingalls, 
McConnell, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


MeMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Paddock, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pierce, 
Piatt, 
Plumb, 
Ransom, 
Reagan, 
Sanders, 


Fifty-one Senators having answered 

to their names, a quorum is present; and the question recurs on the 

amendment of the Senator from Vermont to strike out section 3 of the | 
' 


Sawyer, 

Shoup, 

Spooner, 
Squire, 

Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 

Vest, 

Walthall, 

Warren, 

Washburn. 

Wolcott, 


I am paired with the 


committee amendment as amended, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when Mr. ALDRICH’S pame wascalled). My colleague 
[ Mr. ALDRICH] is absent and is paired with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McPHERSON }, 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). 
arrangement announced on the last roll-call. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Under the agreement 
between the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] and myself, I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Sen- 


I will vote under the 


ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], and J vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Notwithstanding 
my pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], I shall 
vote in order to make a quorum. 
in the result. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 


I think it will make no difference 

Gray, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 


Vest, 
Call, Walthall. 


I am paired with the | @oic2, 


Senator from New York [Mr. EvArtTs]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsEy ]. 
my vote. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. I am at liberty to vote if 
necessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair thinks it will be necessary. 

Mr. PIERCE. Then I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wes called). As there was no quorum 
on the last vote I will vote, although paired with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBouUR]. I vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 
In his absence, I withhold 


Iam paired with the 


I vote ‘‘nay.”’ | Berry, 
} 


Faulkner, 


Allen, 
Allison, 
Blair, 
rey, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 


Aldrich, 
Barbour, 
Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
Brown, 
Butler, 


McConnell, 


Dawes, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Frye, 
Hawley, 


Davis, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 


Reagan, 
Turpie, 


NAYS—2. 


Ingalls, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Paddock, 
Platt, 
Sanders, 


ABSENT—5). 


Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Moody, 

Morrill, 


Sawyer, 
Spooner, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Washburn. 


Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Stanford, 
Tellier, 
Vance, 


Voorhees, 
Warren, 

Wilson of Iowa, 
Wilson of Md. 
Wolcott, 


Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], but I am at liberty to vote to 
make aquorum. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. TURPIE (when bis name was called), 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAyis]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], with whom 
I am paired, has authorized me to vote to make a quorum. I vote 
** vea,’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—22, 
Pettigrew, 
Pierce, 


Hale, Payne, 


Hearst, 


Cameron, 
Carlisle, 
Casey, 
Cockrell, 
Colquitt, Hoar, ‘0 ° 
Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Pugh, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 
Allen, Faulkner, 
Allison, Frye, 
Bate, Gray, 
Berry, Hale, 
Carey, , Hampton, Pasco, 
Chandler, . Pettigrew, 
Coke, Hawley, Pierce, 
Cullom, Hiscock, 

Ransom, 


Dawes, Hoar, 
‘ten 


Di . Ingalls, 
olph McConnell, 
Sawyer, 


Dolph, 
Edmunds, McMillan, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have responded to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the committee, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will 
call the roll. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure that with the pairs we are still without 
a voting quorum, and I therefore move, as I think I have a right to do, 


I am paired with the 


Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Paddock, 


Shoup, 
Spooner, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Turagie, 

yest 


Walthall, 
Washburn, 
Wilson of Iowa. 


Allen, 
Blair, 
OCullom, 
Dawes, 
Dixon, 
Kdmunds, 


Frye, 
Hawley, 
Hiscock, 
Hoar, 
Ingalis, 
McMillan, 


Sawyer, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Ransom, Washburn, 
Reagan, 
Sanders, 


NAYS—22. 
McConnell, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Paddock, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 

ABSENT—44. 
Carlisle, 
Casey, 
Cockrell, 
Colquitt, 


Dolph, 
Faulkner, 
Gorman, 
Cray, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 


Bate, 
Berry, 
Call, 
Oarey, 
Chandler, 
Coke, 


Stockbridge, 
Vest 


Walthall, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Barbour, 
Blackburn, 


Blodgett, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
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that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

Mr. BERRY. Did not the last roll-call show a quorum ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not make any difference. The Senate 
has a right to request absentees to come in if we have . quorum, 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator to say that there was no 
quorum present. The roll-call shows that a quorum is present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last roll-call does not show the 
pairs. The opinion of the Chair is that the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont is not in order, and that the roll-call should proceed upon the 
question before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Chair hold my motion not to be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the impression of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I submit it is not the law, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. I voted inadvertently on the 
last roll-call. I do not know how the Senator from Colorado would 
vote. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were present. 

Mr, HARRIS (when his name was called). Under the transfer here- 
tofore made between the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] and my- 
self, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my pair 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsgy]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
CASEY ] is absent on accountof illness. I am paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], and withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DAvis]}, who is absent. My colleague [Mr. VooRHEES] is paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moony]. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] 


that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] stand paired with the | 


Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. DAv1s]}, and we can both vote. 

be satisfactory ? 
Mr. TURPIE. 
Mr, PLATT. 
Mr. TURPIE. 
Mr. HISCOCK., 


Will that 


Quite so. 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 


Jones], with the right reserved to vote to makea quorum. Therefore 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—2l, 
Allen, Hawley, Morgan, Spooner, 
Blair, Hiscock, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, Washburn. 
Dixon, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Edmunds, McConnell, Sanders, 
Frye, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—21. 
Allison, Faulkner, Manderson, Vest, 
Bate, Gorman, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Call, Gray, Paddock, Warren. 
Carey, Hale, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hampton, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Harris, Turpie, 
ABSENT—46, 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Barbour, Daniel, Kenna, Sherman, 
Berry, Davis, McPherson, Squire, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Moody, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Morrill, Teller, 
Brown, Evarts, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, Farwell, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cameron, George, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa. 
Carlisle, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Casey, Hearst, Power, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Higgins, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 

uest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Pending that question, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Unless weare willing to come back here to-night 
it is necessary to adjourn before 6 o’clock, and I do not think the Sen- 
ate is willing to come back here to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order on the question. 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 


I ask 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia | in his return. 
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moves that the Senate do now adjourn, on which the Senator from Ver- 
mont demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if he 
were present, and I should be very glad to transfer my pair so that I 
may vote. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—I7. 
Allen, Coke, McConnell, Vest, 
Bate, Faulkner, MeMillan, Walthall. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, 
Call, Gray, Keagan, 
Cockrell, Hampton Spooner, 
NAYS—22. 

Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blair, Edmunds, Paddock, Stock bridge, 
Carey, Frye, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Chandler, Hale, Sanders, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Manderson, Shoup, 

ABSENT—49. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Barbour, Evarts, McPherson, Squire, 
Berry, Farwell, Moody, Stanford, 
Blodgett, George, Morrill, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Pasco, Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Payne, Vance 
Cameron, Hawley, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, Higgins, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Power, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question recurs on my motion to send for ab- 
sent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Must not 
the roll first be cailed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairthinksnot. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators forthwith 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President—— 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER, For what purpose does the Senator 
from North Dakota rise ? 

Mr. PIERCE, I rise for the purpose of asking that my colleague 
{Mr. CAsrEy], who is ill, be excused. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Dakota re- 
quests that his colleague, who is ill, be excused from attendance. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [call for the regular order. It is 6 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PrercE] that his colleague [ Mr. 
CASEY ] be excused from attendance? The Chair hears none, and he 
is excused. The hour of 6 o'clock having arrived, the Chair declares 
the recess of the Senate, under its general order, to 8 o’clock this 
evening. 








EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLArR inthe chair). TheSenate 
resumes its session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Sergeant-at-Arms reported the execution 
of the order of the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Sergeant-at- Arms. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will read the report of 


UNITED STATES SENATE, OFFICE OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
Washington, D.C., February 18, 1891, 
Str: In obedience to the order of the Senate, received by me at 6 p.m., di- 
recting me to request the attendance of all absent Senators, I have the honor 
to report that said order was promptly executed by me, andall the Senators to 
be found in the city of Washington were notified of said order and their pres- 
ence requested in the Senate Chamber at 8 p.m 
Very respectfully, yours, 
E. K, VALENTINE, 


S irms, Uniled States Senate 


ergeant-al 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I think the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms is en- 
tirely imperfect. 


Heshould name the Senators whom he has notified 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
return, and he will do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is no return at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 8 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.),. 

he Secretary will read the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

i retary read as follows 


The Sergeant-at-Arms can perfect 


1e@ Se 


Report No. 2 
SENATE, OFFICE OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
Washington, D, C., February 18, 1891. 
su In obedience of the order of the Senate, received by me at 6 p. m., direct- 
ing me to request the attendance of all absent Senators, I have the honor to 
further report that I requested the attendance of the following Senators: Messrs. 
BurTLer, Gronee, PAY PvGu, Ransom, Pasco, MorriLi, McPHERson, JONES 
of Nevada, Berry, Kenna, Harris, Torpre, Barsour, Coiquirt, Casry, Da- 
vis, Farweni., Haw sey, Hieaotxs, Prerce, PLatr, PLoMp, Power, STANFORD, 
Sevire, WILso Maryland, and WoLcorr. 

Senators ALDI 1, Brown, Evarts, CAMERON, Moopy, SHERMAN, TELLER, 
Qvay, and BLopcrrrare absent from the city of Washington. Senators CasEy, 
CoLeuiTT, Kexyxa, Burter, Grorer, PAYNE, PUGH, RaNsom, and VOORHEES 
reported themselves sick, 

Very respectfully, yours 
E. K. VALENTINE, 
Sergeant-a!-Arms, United States Senate. 
To the PRESIDENT 


Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to know by what authority the Sergeant-at-Arms extended to 
me the message of the Senate. I was present here, participating in 
the business of the Senate to the very last moment. The Chair will 
remember that I demanded the call of the roll, and urged that the or- 
der of the Senate was irregular until that call was made, the necessity 
for the call, in my judgment, being that it was the means by which a 
correct roll of the absent Senators could be obtained. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms went to my rooms, but did not find me there. I hold that 
he exceeded his authority in doing so, and that there was no authority 
to summon me, I not being included among the absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recollection of the Chair is in 
accord with the statement of the Senator from Florida in reference to 
his presence when the recess was taken and the conversation between 
himself and the Chair 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be that the Senator from Florida was ab- 
sent on the last roll-call, 

Mr. PLATT. I find that the Sergeant-at-Arms has reported that he 
notified me as one of the absent Senators, and that my presence was 
requested here at 8 o’clock. I was here when the Senate took a re- 
cess; I had been here all day, and I have not been absent upon a roll- 
call. On someoceasions I was paired, but I think the Recorp to-mor- 
row morning will bear me out in my statement that I did not miss a 
roll-call during theday. I donot know why he should have included 
me among the absent Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the facts stated by the Senator from Con- 
necticut and those stated by the Senator from Florida are well known, 
undoubtedly, to many Senators. My own recollection completely con- 
firms the statements of both Senators. I suggest that by unanimous 
consent the report be recommitted to the Sergeant-at-Arms with di- 
rections to strike out the names of those two Senators from his report. 
[t is clearly a mistake. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before that is done, I desire to suggest in ref- 
erence to my colleague [Mr. KENNA], who seems to be reported as in 
the city, that he has been absent from the city for a week, and is ab- 
sent now so far as I know, unless he came back late this evening. I 
understand that he will not be here until the end of this week. That 
is the information I have, and the Sergeant-at-Arms will not be under 
the necessity of summoning him hereafter. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In reference to the case of the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. CAsry], I desire to state that he has been ill for several 
days, and that to-day, on motion of his colleague [Mr. Prerce], he 
was excused, I think, by a vote of the Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Sergeant-at-Arms is entirely right in re- 
questing the absent Senators who were not here at the time, sick or 
well, tocome. Of course, if they were not well the request would not 
be complied with, and that would be perfectly correct. I may add, 
as to the Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] and the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] (if an Indian may be a witness), that I can tes- 
tify that both of them were here all the time until the recess was taken. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope my suggestion will be adopted as to those two 
Senators by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ate 

Mr. CULLOM. Allow me to say 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will allow me to complete my sentence ; I 
had not finished it. I ask that as to those two Senators the report be 
informally recommitted to the Sergeant-at-Arms with a direction to 
strike out those two names, 

Mr. CULLOM., I desire to make a furthersuggestion. Before tak- 
ing the recess the Senate excused the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 
CASEY ] from attendance here to-night on the ground of illness. 

Mr. PADDOCK, That I stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think he ought not to be incladed in the list. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I stated that fact. 


rHuk SENATE 


The Chair will state to the Sen- 
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Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will bear in mind that 
one at a time will make less confusion in speaking. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Chair will designate which one that will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say, in justice to the Secretary 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms, that I understand the last roll-call was on 
the question of adjournment. Those Senators may have been here, 
but those who failed to vote did not appear upon that roli-call, and the 
Secretary, following the roll-call, very naturally fell into the mistakes 
that he seems to have made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is how it would happen, undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I left here myself ten minutes before 6 o’clock, and 
therefore I am not personally cognizant of the facts. I am one of the 
guilty parties. 

Mr. PASCO. I did not vote on that roll-call, because I was paired 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry]. Immediately 
after the proposition had been submitted to the Senate I called the 
attention of the Chair to Rule 5, which reads: 

If at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of aquorum, etc. 


Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, etc, 

That isthe rule. I raised the question that the roll-call should be 
made immediately after it was ascertained that there was not a quo- 
rum present. I call the attention of the Chair and of the Senate to 
that rule. It seems to me that should have been a sufficient matter 
for the clerks to have taken notice of, so that I might not be included 
in the list of absentees. I participated in the business of the Senate 
up to the very close of the sitting, and the Secretary must have seen 
my participation in it and that I could not be properly included in 
the list of absentees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that he has no 
recollection of the Senator from Florida calling attention to the rule 
until after the recess was declared. Theorder of proceedings was in this 
wise: The Senator from Vermont moved that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to request the attendance of absent Senators, and called for 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered. Whereupon a motion was 
made to adjourn; and the roll was called, and the motion decided in 
the negative; whereupon the Senator from Vermont renewed his mo- 
tion that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance 
of absent Senators, and the roll was called, and the Sergeant-at-Arms 
was so directed. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the Chair will find by an examination of the 
RecorD that I raised the point that the roll should be called, and the 
Chair decided that it was not necessary, and it was not called. That 
is my recollection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
point, but it may have been so. 

Mr. PASCO, I think the Recorp will so show to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has norecollection of the 
point being raised by any Senator until by the Senator from Florida 
{ Mr. Pasco] immediately after the recess was declared. The Chair 
may be in error in his recollection, however. 

Mr. PASCO. The REcoRD to-morrow morning will show what took 
place, and I think it will show the fact to be as I have stated it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is due to the Sergeant-at-Arms to say that he 
can only determine from the list furnished him by the Secretary from 
the last roll-call who are present and who are not. All this trouble 
comes from a very unfortunate method here, and a very absurd one, 
which is that a Senator who is paired is recorded as absent. It is a 
matter to which I have myself called attention, as other Senators have 
in time past, and it ought not to obtain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is calculated to place Senators in a false light 
upon every roll-call that is made. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to express my dissent from the opinion of my 
honorable friend from Nebraska [Mr. PaAppock]. I thinkaman who 
is paired ought to be marked ‘‘absent.’’ It causes the absence of two 
Senators, and it is very frequently the occasion of the absence of two 
Senators. There is more interference with legislation by gentlemen 
who are unnecessarily paired than by gentlemen who vote against the 
majority. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I desire to say a word in reference to the sug- 
gestions of the last two Senators as to the method of recording the 
absence of Senators. I should like to have some Senator who is famil- 
iar with the proceedings of the Senate inform me whether there is any 
order of the Senate that either justifies or requires the recording of a 
Senator as absent when the record shows that he was not absent as a 
matter of fact? Whyshould not the record be ‘‘absent or not voting’’ 
in this case? The Senator from Massachusetts criticises the custom of 
pairs. Now what he says may be unwise or it may be wise, but 
whether it is wise or unwise the custom exists, and a Senator is put 
down as absent when the announcement of his pair shows that he is 
not absent, but in fact present. 


The Chair has no recollection on that 





1891. 





Mr. HOAR. He takes no part in the business of the Senate. 

Mr,.CHANDLER. Hedid notvote onthe roll-call. Theexacttruth 
is that in that case the Senator was either absent from the room or be- 
ing present in the room did not vote. Now, being present and not 
voting, because he is paired, is not absence from the Senate. Unless 
there is some good reason to the contrary, some mysterious reason that 
has grown up here during these sacred and holy years of the past when 


some of us have not been here, why the practice of recording Senators 


as absent who are not in fact absent should continue, it seems to me 
that a change ought to be made, and the Journal of the Senate, and the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which possibly records a sufficient number 
of other untruths, might be allowed to record the exact truth when there 
is a roll-call, which is that Senators were ‘‘ absent or not voting.’’ The 


by a reference to the announcement of the pairs. I wish some Sena- 
tor who has been here a quarter of a century, more or less, would be 
kind enough totell us whether there isany real reason why this method 
of recording names should not be changed from “absent ’’ to ‘‘absent 
or not voting.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire if there is a quorum 
present. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to inquire if the subject is debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It seems to be. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire what the pending ques- 
tion is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to recommit the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms for further 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Iasked unanimousconsent. I did not make a motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be corrected accordingly. 

Mr. HOAR. I asked that by general consent it might be corrected 
in regard to those two Senators; that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state further, for the 
information of the Senate, that the record shows the roll-call on the 
motion to adjourn, as it will be remembered by the Senate to have 
been the fact. The recess was taken immediately, and no business 
transpired except the request of the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 
PIERCE] that his colleague [Mr. CAsEy], absent, sick, might he ex- 
cused from attendance. Thereupon the Chair declared the recess, and 
the roll-call by which the Sergeant-at-Arms was guided was that taken 
so lately, as the Chair has described, before the recess itself was taken. 

Mr. PASCO. Does the Chair mean a roll-call or a call of the yeas 
and nays? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call of the yeas and nays on the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. PASCO. There was no roll-call. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no roll-call nor any op- | motion now in order, 


portunity for one. 

Mr. WOLCOTY. If anybody is to be counted here, I should like 
to be included in the count. I voted when the question arose upon 
the amendment proposed to the bill, and I voted upon every question 
except upon the motion to adjourn. At the roll-call, in order to de- 
termine whether a quorum was present, I was here and answered to 
my name. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is just what has put the Senator out. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It has not put me out. It lets me in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator was not here at the last roll-call. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I believe the pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont | Mr. EDMuNDs] to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Is it in order to move that the roll be now called, 
so as to see who is present? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You have a right to suggest it, no doubt. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the roll be now called, to see who is 
present and to ascertain whether we have a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Chair if when a request 
is made for unanimous consent the question should not be put to the 
Senate whether it is objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the roll might 
be called. 

Mr. HARRIS. The report of the Sergeant-at-Arms can be corrected 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I asked the Chair, by unanimous consent, that the re- 
port might be returned to the Sergeant-at-Arms with a direction that 
the names of the two Senators I have mentioned be omitted. Will the 
Chair be kind enough to ask whether there is unanimous consent to 
that proposition, if in order to do so? 

Mr. INGALLS. Unanimous consent can not be given by less than 
a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that there is no quorum present, and I 
ask that the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will bear in mind that 
the record shows that there is no quorum present. The suggestion of 
the absence of a quorum is simply a repetition of the proceedings of 
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the Senate. The Chair conceives no motion to be in order except a 
motion to adjourn. 
Mr. STEWART. The question of the presenceof a quorum is always 
shown when the roll is called, and I think that since the recess we 
have a right to have the roll called. I suggest the want of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that legally there 
quorum present, and for that very reason these proceedings ex- 
ist. The Chair conceives that no motion can be in ord 
tion to adjourn 


r< xcept a& Mo- 
Mr. HARRIS. How can I make it appear of record that I am now 


here and constitute one person toward making a quorum? I can not 
vote on the question upon which the last roll-call was had, and we 


} can Only ascertain by a regular call of the Senate that there is or is 
question whether they were absent or not voting may be determined | 


not a quorum present. The record shows that I am absent. The 
record shows that several other Senators are absent who are now here 
visible to the Chair 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I humbly submit, with great deference and re- 
spect, that we are precisely in the same parliamentary attitude that 
we were when the recess was taken. The recess is simply an interval. 
When the recess was taken it appeared that there was no quorum 
present, and the Sergeant-at-Arms was directed to request the attend 
ance of ahsent Senators. Now, that is just what we are doing at this 
moment, as if we had had no recess, When the Chair is satistied that 
a quorum has appeared, by counting the Senate or otherwise, by any 
method the Chair may take, then we can proceed to business. Iti 
just exactly as if we had had no recess at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. When any Senator suggests the absence of a quorum 
Rule V, in language as explicit as the human tongue can utter, mak« 
it the duty of the Chair to order the roll to be called 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will permit the Chair 
one minute, the clause of the rule referred to is that 


If,at anytime during the daily sessionsof the Senate,a question shall ’ 
raised by any Senator asto the presence ofa quorum, the presiding officer shall 
forthwith directthe Secretary to call the roll and shallannounce the: iit, and 


these proceedings shall be without debate 


Proceedings developed the absence of a quorum. That legal status 
of the Sentate was established. The Senate proceeded, in accordance 
with the remainder of the rule, to supply itself with a quorum, and 
those proceedings are now pending. ‘The rule provides: pending the 
execution of the proceedings ordered by the Senate to obtain its quo- 
rum 

And until a quorum shall be present, no debate or motion, except t 
shall be in order 


It is the opinion of the Chair that a motion to adjourn is the only 


Mr. HARRIS. I was one of the absentees, and I desire that my name 
shall be called, so that I may record myself as present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. HARRIs. 

Mr. HARRIS. Shall I answer upon the question that was pending 
when the roll-call was had or shall I answer ‘‘ here ?”’ 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator isa good parliamentarian, 
He requested his name to be called. The Chair has ordered his name 
to be called, and he can answer as he chooses, 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Chair the parliamentary question as to 
whether I am at liberty to vote now upon the question upon which 
the roll-call was had, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The result of that roll-call has been 
declared. No Senator ordinarily, or ever, so far as the Chair is aware, 
votes upon a question after it is decided. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is there a roll-call pending to which I can answer 
‘“*here?’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I summon the whole Senateto bear testimony tothe 
fact that I am here [laughter], but this is the only occasion I have ever 
witnessed in this body where there was no method by which you could 
show from the record that a Senator is present or absent. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to set aside the order made by the Senate 
requiring theSergeant-at-Arms to notify absent Senators,and upon that 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is notin order, Mr. President. The Sena 
tor may move to adjourn. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaw 
his point of order. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that the want of a quorum was disclosed 
by a yea-and-nay vote. I ask the Chairif that was the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the case, upon the motion 
to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I suggest to the Chair that under the rule, the 
want of a quorum having been disclosed upon a yea-and-nay vote, the 


e will state 


The Secretary will call the name of 


’ 
3 








2868 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 18, 








































next thing in order, even though there has been a recess since the yea- 
and-nay vote, would be a call of the Senate under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the very 
yea-and-nay vote, the last taken, which was the direct proceeding to 
supply the Senate with a quorum, demonstrated the absence of a quo- 
rum, and it would be simply surplusage to go over the same matter a 
second time. 

Mr. INGALLS (at 8 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Under thearrange- 
ment made between the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotT] and 
myself, I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas[Mr. Jones]. Otherwise Ishould vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I'am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). The pair that I 
have with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has been 
transferred to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR], and Iam at 
liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’sS name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is absent from the Senate in the perform- 
ance of an official duty by order of the Senate. He is paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky | Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsEy]. In hisabsence, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BARBouR], with whom I am usually paired, is paired to- 

night with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. I vote 

‘nay.’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent from the 
Chamber, and I am therefore not at liberty to vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis justtosay thatSenators Evarts, HAWLEY, MANn- 
DERSON, PIERCE, COCKRELL, and WALTHALL are absent by order of the 
Senate as a committee to attend the funeral of General Sherman. 

Mr. DIXON. I inquire if a quorum has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. DIXON. By the terms of my pair with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMpTon], I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum. 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. As this is merely a method of extrication from a 
parliamentary dilemma, I suggest to Senators who are paired, knowing 
how those with whom they are paired would vote, that they vote in the 
same way, in order that a quorum may be obtained. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I will vote under thatstatement. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PASCO. In my judgment, the proper way out of this matter 
is, as I suggested before the recess, to have a call of the Senate imme- 
tliately afte: this roll-call, if it should be developed that there is nota 
quorum. I prefer to follow the usual course, the course that has pre- 
vailed when the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has been in the 
chair, as well as on other occasions. I again announce my pair with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry]. 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 32; as follows: 


der; that it is exactly what we are doing now. The roll-call having 
developed the fact that there was no quorum, the absent Senators 
were ordered to be sent for, and we have not aquorum yet. If the 
suggestion of my friend from Florida were correct, it would be impos- 
sible ever to reach any result whatever, because a roll-call developin 
the want of a quorum there would be another call, and so on, an 
nothing could be done. We have exhausted the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to ask him 
if a Senator comes in in the next two minutes after the result is an- 
nounced how is the record to show that he is now here and that we 
have made a quorum ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hecan announce his presence, as he has been re- 
quested to come if he was not here; and that is entered in the record, 
and the Chair can then tell when a quorum has come in. 

Mr. HARRIS, It does not appear on the roll. The only manner 
by which the Journal can show he is here is on the roll-call. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Journal can show that he is here if the Jour- 
nal, according to the Constitution, is a record of what the Senate is 
doing. When a Senator comes in and addresses the Chair, when there is 
a call of the Senate, and says he is present, the Journal should show 
it, for the Constitution says it shall. 

Mr. HARRIS. My point is that there has been no call of the Sen- 
ate. There has been a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate, but no call of 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IfI may be allowed, I will say that that is ex- 
actly what we did. Finding we had no quorum, we ordered a call of 
the Senate, and it appearing that no quorum was present, then we or- 
dered the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of the absent 
Senators; and that is what we are doing now. The rule says that no 
motion shall be in order then except a motion to adjourn. That mo- 
tion has been made, and has been lost. Now, then, if the rule is to 
continue every time, not having exhausted itself, it will be in the ca- 
pacity of one-fifth of the members present at any time to prevent any 
further steps by a continual repetition of that proceeding, which is ab- 
surd. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iquite agree avith the Senator, as I understand his 
statement of facts, and they be the exact factsin this case, if when the 
yea-and-nay vote developed the want of a quorum there was then a 
call of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. There was. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then that call can be proceeded with, but when a 
Senator appears here his name ought to be called, and he ought to an- 
swer to the roll-call. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I agree to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well, then; the Senator and I agree precisely 
if the facts are as the Senator states. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He is not to answer to the roll-call, which has 
been exhausted, but to state his presence, which would be entered in 
the Journal, if the Journal is a constitutional Journal, and then the 
Chair finds out when there is a majority present. 

Mr. HARRIS. The uniform practice has been to call the names of 
Senators who appeared until a quorum has answered to the roll-call. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state my recollection of the matter. There 
was a call of the yeas and nays and that was the last thing done be- 
fore the recesswastaken. I think the Reporter’s notes, if examined, 
would develop the fact that there was a call of the Senate, and there 
were forty-six Senators present, and after that came a motion to ad- 
journ, on which the yeas and nays were taken, and there was no call 
afterwards. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the way I understand it. 
Mr. BATE. There has been no call of the Senate since the motion 


YEAS—6. to adjourn to ascertain whether there is a quorum present. 

Rate Faulkner, MeMillan McPherson, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would observe to the Sen- 
Coke, Hoar, an : ator that the roll was called upon the motion to direct the Sergeant- 
i liad NAY seas a at-Arms to request wo See: rp of mer Sonate which of itself 

on, ew Jonnell, p~weronaeeyy developed again the absence of a quorum, e subsequent proceed- 
— om Mori —— ings are wholly under that order of the Senate to secure a quorum. 
Carey, Gray, Paddock, Squire, Mr. BATE. I ask the on of the Chair for a moment. I think 
eee a een ——— mee the record will likewise show that it was on the motion to adjourn 
Dison. Higgins, Power, ‘Warren, that the want of a quorum was developed, and not upon the call of 
Dolph, Ingalls, Reagan, Wolcott. the Senate. — devel . - 

ABSENT—50. The PRESIDING OFF t was also developed upon the roil- 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, call ordering the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring in the absent Senators, 
aa ol ionkes oo" which was the last thing before the existing status was entered upon | 
Blackburn, Eustis, Meely, Turpie, and created. : 
Blodgett, Evarts, ssergas, Vanee, Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Chair permit me to call attention to the 
Brown, rge, 0, it. 
pie; Gimme, Rept ‘Moarham, | ena an ma nce insu uns cngeomed te thc Emaousen > 
Call, Gorman, Pierce, Walthall, on which he is basing the opinion expressed to mate and to 
- Cameron, Hampton, Plumb, Washburn, the Chair? The Chair will find that— 

oo peter ous Le . fowa, 2" motion of Mr, Harris, at 5 o’clock, to adjourn, there were—yeas l4, nays 
Cockrell, Hiseock, Ransom, tes . . . ~ x + . 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansss, Sherman, So the motion was not agreed to. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PASCO. The roll-call now having developed the fact that there 
is no quorum present, I ask that there may be a call of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is not in or- 


This is the record: 


The number of meen not constituting a quorum, the Presiding Of- 
ficer directed the roll S cel. when 46 Senators answered to their names, 
a quorum being seen. 
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Now, that is the last time the record shows that there was a roll-call | Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). My pair having been 
of the Senate. transferred in accordance with the announcement made by the Senator 


‘ ‘ fi g Tsl¢ Mr. Drxon te ‘‘ yea.’’ 
The question again recurring on the amendment of Mr. Epmunps, the yeas rom Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon], I vote ‘‘ yea 
were 21 and the nays were 21. Che roll-call was concluded. 

* > * 


| Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Cor- 





. * 


Those who voted in the affirmative are, Messrs., ete. Quirr] 
. . * ~ 7 * 


The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows 


The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 
On motion of Mr. Epmunps, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request | 


YEAS—l4 
the attendance of absent Senators, : } EAS z ; 
On motion of Mr. FAULKNER (at 5 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) that the Sen- Bate, Gray, M« Mi lan. Reaga 
ate do now adjourn, the yeas were 17, and the nays were 22. | Coke, Harris, McPherso Wolcott 
« * * « * « | Farwell, Hoar, Morrill 
So the motion was not agreed to. Faulkner, Ingalls, Pasco 


| 
The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Epwunps to request the attend- 
; 


ance of absent Senators, ; NAYS- _ . é 
It was determined in the affirmative. : Allen, Dolph, Mitchell, Shoup 
The heer of 6 o'clock p. m, having arrived, the Senate, under its order of the | Allison, Edmunds, Paddock, Squire 
7th instant, took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. Blair, Frye, Pettigrew, Stewart 
: 5 * . | Carey, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
So the Chair will see that from the time of the yea and nay call of | Chandler, Higgins, Power, Warren 
the Senate there has been no roll-call that developed the fact that | — ee: . Sandon, 
xon, cConnell 4 er, 
there was no quorum present. ae 
Mr. HARRIS. And the last roll-call showed the presence of a quo- | ABSENT—48.__ 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
rum. min ere ae Barbour, Danie}, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Mr. FAULKNER. The last roll-call actually showed the presence | jerry, Davis, ies: Stanford, 
of 46 Senators—more than a quorum. Blackburn, Dawes, Manderson Teller, 
Mr. BATE. I ask the Senator from West Virginia if he is reading | flodse. _——. — ok Zorpia, 
from the Reporter’s notes? : Butler, George, Payne, Vest | 
Mr. FAULKNER. I read the Journal of the Senate. | Cail, Gibson, Pierce, Voorhees, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that is the | 1°50" ‘eeien a a sl 
precise order of proceedings, as the Chair has stated already. Casey, Hawley, Quay. Wilson of town. 
Mr. PASCO. That record is entirely correct, except it fails to note | Cockrell, Hearst, Ransom Wilson of Md, 


the fact that I called the attention of the Chair to the rule just before So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

the final recess. Probably that would not appear in the Journal, but it Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, in reference to the absence of 

will appear in the RecorD when Senators read it to-morrow morning. | three Senators, I desire to state, that I have information that the Sena- 

A roli-call disclosing the absence of a quorum has never yet been had. | tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and the Senator {rom Louisiana 

T have urged that point upon the Chair time and again. Until that | [ Mr. Eustis] are unwell to-night, and ask to be excused from attend- 

roll-call is had no list of absent Senators can properly be made out; and | ance. ‘The Senator from Virginia !Mr. DANIEL] has serious sickness 

it is owing to the failure to have such a roll-cal] that the Secretary and | in his family, and also desires to be excused from attendance to-night. 

the Sergeant-at-Arms have been led into the errors which they have | Mr, PASCO. I should like to ask if those Senators who have been 

committed this afternoon and evening. | annoanced as absent discharging a duty imposed upon them by the 
Mr. GRAY. The record as read by the Senator from West Virginia | Senate have been excused. If not, I move that they be so excused. 

[Mr. FAULKNER] quite supports the propriety of the suggestion that | Mr. EDMUNDS. Wecan not excuse anybody under the rules in 

I made, that notwithstanding the recess, the next thing inorder would | the absence of a quorum. 

be a call of the Senate, the yea-and-nay vote having disclosed the fact Mr. PADDOCK. We have no Senate to do it. 

that there was no quorum on the last vote. Mr. PASCO. Oh, yes; the Senate can excuse absent Senators, of 
Mr. FRYE. I suggest that there is no quorum present, and under | course. That does not require a quorum. I move that those Senators 

the rule J ask that there be a roll-call of the Senate. The statement | who are absent by order of the Senate to attend the funeral of the late 

made by the Senator from West Virginia from the record is entirely | General Sherman be excused. I submit the motion; the Chair can do 

correct; within my memory it is correct. We are simply in an awk- | as he pleases with it. 

ward position, and to have the roll called is the only way out. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will read the rule which, 
Mr. HARRIS, It is certainly the only way out. so far as it affords him a chart to go by, appears to him proper to be 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Chair will | the guide on this occasion: 

order the roll to be called to ascertain the Senators present. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered | present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 


. . request, and when necessary to compel, the attendance ofthe absent Senators, 
to their names: which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, 





Allen, Edmunds, McConnell, Reagan, and untila quorum shall be present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, 

Bate, Farwell, MeMillan, Sanders, shall be in order. 

Blair, Faulkner, McPherson, Sawyer, . 7 + 

Carey, Frye, Mitchell, Shoup, It is true, or it may be true, that there was not originally a roll-call 

Chandler, an, a Spooner, as it is described in the phrase used in this rule. But it was demon- 

Sates Higgins io Stockbridge strated to the satisfaction of the Senate that there was no quorum 
' ’ , . - , . : ’ . 

Dawes, Hiscock, Pettigrew, Warren, present, and the proceedings supposed to be authorized by the Consti- 

Dixon, Hoar Platt, Wolcott. tution and universally practiced by the Senate were initiated and or- 

Dolph, Ingalls, Power, 


a . : . dered by the Senate, and the decision was made upon a call of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine Senators are present. | yeas and nays. Thus two roll-calls have demonstrated the absence of 


There is no quorum. The existing status has now been demonstrated | a quorum. That having been done, and coming to be the de fucto and 
three times, . legal condition of the Senate (the demonstration of the abseuce of a 
Mr. INGALLS (at 9 o’clock and 5 minutesp. m.). I move that the | quorum by its process of calling the roll twice indulged in), the Chair 


Senate do now adjourn. knows of no rule that he can follow, except the remainder of the rule, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. to deal with the existing situation pending the execution of the exist- 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | ing order, that ‘until a quorum shal! be present no debate or motion, 
the roll. except to adjourn, shall be in order.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the Mr. PASCO. I wish to call the attention of the Chair 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HaAmpron}. At the suggestion of | The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will excuse the Chair 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] I will transfer that pair to the {| one moment further, the Chair is unaware of anything that a minority 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry], so that the Senator from | of the Senate can do, except it be authorized to do it by the Constitu- 
North Dakota will stand paired with the Senator from South Carolina. | tion acting. through a majority. That majority, under general parlia- 
I vote ‘* nay.’’ mentary law, has provided for the existing condition of things. How 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HALe’s name was called). I wish to state | the minority uow present can do anything, except under general par- 
that my colleague [Mr. HALE] isin the Capitol, in the room of the | liamentary law or this rule, the Chair can not understand. By a vote 
Committee on Appropriations, engaged on the sundry civil appropria- the Chair understands the absence of a quorum to have been demon- 
tion bill. | strated by the process known to the rules and by general parliament- 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the | ary law, and the Chair now feels that this rale, which is applicable to 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. It is very doubtful if there is a | the existing condition, should be by the Chair strictly administered, 
quorum present, and having the liberty to vote to make a quorum, I | in which the Chair may be in error. 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ Mr. PASCO. Before the Chair makes that ruling absolute, I ask to 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). My pair with the | be heard one moment. 

Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] having been transferred to The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR], I vote ‘‘yea.’’ Mr. PASCO, It is upon this part of the rule just read by the Chair 
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that the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request 
the attendance of absent Senators. The power to request implies also 
the power to excnse, and to excuse simply means to abstain from re- 
questing 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will indulge the Chair 
in saying that itdoes not appear to the Chair to follow, because the 
majority, by establishing a rule to authorize the minority to do a cer- 
tain thing, which is to request or compel the presence of absent Sen- 
ators, that without specific authority the minority can excuse the ab- 
sence of Senators, which is in violation of their duty. 

Mr, PASCO, Is the Chair willing that I should state the point I 
desire to make? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 





The Chair thought the Senator had 


done so. ‘The Chair will be glad to hear the Senator’s point. 

Mr. PASCO. The Chair interrupted me in the midst of my state- 
ment. 

The rule authorizes a minority of the Senate to direct the Sergeant- 


at-Arms to request the presence of absent Senators. Excusing is sim- 
ply abstaining from requesting their attendance; and when a Senator 
asks that a brother Senator may be excused he is simply asking the 
Senate to abstain from requesting that Senator to be present. The 
view I wish to urge upon the Chair is that that power is clearly im- 
plied in the authority to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the 
attendance of absent Senators. That, I think, has been the view that 
has been taken of this rule in past times, and it has been not an in- 


frequent matter to ask that Senators be excused from attending, and | 


that they be excused from being subject to this request. If that is so, 
then the metion that I make isin order. I urge that view upon the 
Chair, and will submit to whatever action the Chair may take. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will entertain the motion, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think the minority of the eighty- 
eight Senators who have been here now for nearly an hour and a half, 
unable to persuade the majority to come in to do business, have demon- 
strated that those who are here want to go on with business, but that 
the majority of the Senate does not wish to goon. Therefore, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. We may as well give it up now as at any 
other time. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 19, 1891, 
at 11 o’clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1891. 


The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by the Clerk, 
Hon. EDWARD MCPHERSON. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE, 


The CLERK. Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, the Speaker 
is absent to-day by reason of sickness, and under the rules it is neces- 
sary that a Speaker pro tempore shall be elected to serve during his ab- 
sence. ‘The Clerk is ready to receive nominations. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Clerk, I move the adoption of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. Lewis E, Payson,a Representative from the State of 
Illinois, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore of the House during 
the absence of the Speaker. 

ted. 


The question was put, and the resolution was ad 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] will escort the Speaker pro 
tempore to the chair. 

Mr. PAYSON was escorted to the chair, amidst general applause. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Prayer will be offered by the Chaplain. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mripury, D. D. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE AND PRESIDENT OF THE ELECTION 

OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, is it not the 
eustom that the Speaker pro tempore shall take the oath of office on 
being elected. When aSpeaker protempore is designated by the Speaker 
he does not, but my understanding is that when elected by the House 
he is¢equired to take the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the practice 
is the other way. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to notify the Senate and the President 
of tho United States that the House has elected Hon. Lewss E. Payson, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Illinois, as Speaker pro tempore during the tem- 
porary absence of the Speaker. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was adopted. 
JOURNAL. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 18, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANSFIELD, OHIO. 


Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2825) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Mansfield, in 
the State of Ohio. 

The title was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. ROWE' L. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of this bill. There 
are quite a number of bills before this on the Calendar and more worthy 
of favorable consideration than is this. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The regular order is called for. 


DEATH OF HON. JAMES PHELAN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will indulge me for a moment, 
I wish to submit a matter of which I think he will see the eminent 
fitness. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent forthe present consideration of the resolution which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Friday, February 27, 1891, beginning at 3 o'clock p.m., 








be set 
apart for paying tribute to the memory of Hon. James Phelan, late a member 
of the House of Representatives from the Tenth district of the State of Ten- 
nessec. 


Mr. MCKINLEY. What hour does the resolution fix? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Three o’clock. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Would not the gentleman think it would be as 
| well to make it 4 o’clock? 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have already fixed it one hour later than the 
| usual hour. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 











I think it ought to be 4 o’clock. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope there will be no insistence on making it 
4o’clock. I fixed it at 30’clock with the view of giving almost a full 
day’s work before the hour set for this pur > 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The hour fixed in the case of Mr. Wilber was 
4 o’clock, and there was no objection to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; and others have been fixed at 1 and 2 
o’clock. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I thinkif the gentleman will reflect he will see 
the propriety of making it 4 o’clock, considering that it occurs so late 
in the session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no desire to run counter to what may be 
the propriety of the occasion. I know the House would be willing to 
give any time that would be proper. I will therefore accept the 
amendment fixing the hour at 4 o’clock. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


MANAGERS NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, by the resignation of G. vernor 
Markham, of California, as a member of the Board of Managers of the 
National Soldiers’ Home, there is a vacancy made which is required 
to be filled from the Pacific coast, and I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a resolution —— 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. Tho 
Chair lays before the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found traly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to correct an error of punctuation in 
the tariff act of 1890; 

A bill (S. 405) for the relief of James A. Terrell; 

A bill (H. R. 2526} authorizing the President of the United States to 
grant an honorable discharge to William L. Lenan; 

A bill (S. 4520) to provide American register for the steamers Mon- 
tauk and Mineola; 

A bill (8S. 5000) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
St. Louis River, between the States of Wisconsin and Ninnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under allotments 
made by soldiers from said county during the late rebellion, by virtue 
of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting 
public Property, ”? approved July 22, 1861; 

A bill (H,R. 8042) to remove the charge of desertion against Urs 
Ambrose N unlist; 

A bill (H. R. 8583) to amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, provid- 
ing for the marking of vessels’ names at bow and stern; 

A bill (H. R. 8628) for the erection of a public building at Richmond, 


Ky.; 
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A bill (H. R. 9602) to constitute Nashville, Tenn., a port of delivery, | in certain minor Senate amendments and nonconcurrence in the other 


and for other purposes; amendments of the Senate, but they are not unanimous in regard to 
A bill (H. R. 11841) granting an increaseof pension to General Isaac what ought to be done by the committee of conference. ' 
F. Quinby; Mr. McCOMAS. The committee are unanimous in recommending 


A bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine and report as | this action, but not as to the final action that should be taken on the 
to the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the time of his resig- | Senate amendments. ; ; 
nation from the Army; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We are not unanimous, for 

A bill (H. R. 12900) to increase the pension of Elizabeth R. Gordon, instance, as to the Zodlogical Park. There is also a disagreement 

| 





widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry. among us as to the amendment in relation to the refunding of the debt, 
and I do not wish to be understood as committed to what the conferees 
may agree upon in relation to those subjects. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that any member 
of the committee is committed to accept the report of the conference 
| committee. 

Mr. CANNON. By uo manner of means. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we do agree to ask the House to nonconcur in 
i 

{ 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to report back the District appropriation bill with 
the action of the committee recommending concurrence in certain 
amendments of the Senate indicated in the report and nonconcurrence 
in all the other Senate amendments, and asking for a conference. 

The report.of the committee was read, as follows: 

The committee recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 3, 12, 13, 56, 66, 67, 73, 80, 81, 87, 88, 89, 90, 9€, 97, and 117, and they rec- 


ommend nonconcurrence in all the other Senate amendments, and that the 
House ask for a conference. 





the amendments of the Senate generally and to concur in those indi- 
cated in the report. 

Mr. McCOMAS, That is the wholeof it; with the view of bringing 
before the House the matters whereon the members of the committee 
differ. The members of the committee are unanimous in this action, 
reserving the right to discuss the more important matters when they 
come here. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— Mr. ROGERS. Would there be any objection to letting this report 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a conference report. | lie over until to-morrow morning, so that we might consider it ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that, and these amendments aresub- | Mr. McCOMAS, I think we had better take this action now 
ject to consideration in Committee of the Whole, but I do not make Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, thereis no disagreement, I think, as 
that point. I merely desire now to ask the gentleman from Maryland | to the policy to be pursued save as to the item in relation to the Zoi- 
in charge of the bill to state what are the important amendments and | logical Park. That is my recollection. 
what is the action of the committee in regard to them. Mr. McCOMAS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The committee recommend concurrence in only a 
few unimportant amendments and nonconcurrence in the remainder 
of the amendments of the Senate, with the view’of bringing the impor- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There are at least three mat- 
tant amendments before the House hereafter. ters involved in this bill about which the House ought to reserve the 

Mr. HOLMAN. What as to the amendment with regard to the | right of amendment and a separate vote, if they are to go to the con- 
Zodlogical Park, for example. ference committee. One of these questions is as to the refunding o! 

Mr. McCOMAS. We recommend nonconcurrence in that. the debt of the District, to the amount of two million and three-quar 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that that matter will not be acted upon until | ters. That is s very important item; and while I thoroughly agree 
it comes back to the House, unless the Senate recedes. with the committee that the amendment put on by the Senate ought 

Mr. McCOMAS. No. We have asked for nonconcurrence in all | not to be adopted, I might equally disagree with the report of the con- 
the important items. ference committee on this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And unless the Senate recede that subject will come This is too important a matter to be treated in a lump with some fifty 
back to the House for action. or sixty other amendments, and to be disposed of without giving the 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. The effect of the adoption of the report of | House a chance to vote upon it separately. Then there is the whole 
the committee will be to bring back all the important items for con- | subject of the electric wires, the occupation of the streets in connection 
sideration. by the House. with those wires. There has been a great deal of contrariety of opinion 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand clearly the re- | as to what is best to be done with reference to that matter. So far as 
quest which was made by the gentleman from Maryland. I now see, the Senate amendment is one which ought not to be enacted 

| 


There are several items about which individual 
members of the committee differ, but all agree in reference to the 
action now proposed. On that question the committee is unanimous. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland pre- | into law. I think the House ought to reserve the opportunity to have 
sented a report from the Committee on Appropriations recommending | a separate vote on that matter when it comes from the conference. 
concurrence in certain amendments of the Senate indicated in the re- | Then there is the amendment as to the Zoilogical Park. These three 
port, and nonconcurrence in all the remaining Senate amendments, | are the only amendments that appear to be really of very much im- 
and a request for a committee of conference. portance. I think if wecould now agree that on these three matters 

Mr. ROGERS. There is a large number of important amendments | the House shall have the opportunity for a separate vote there would 
in this District appropriation bill, and I think they ought to go to the | be no difficulty about permitting the bill to go to a committee of con- 
Committee of the Whole. ference. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will state to the gentleman that the concurrence Mr. McCOMAS. I think the genilemanisentirely right. The mat- 
recommended isin only afew unimportantamendments. Thecommittee | ter of funding the debt of the District is one upon which the House 
recommend nonconcurrence in all the important ones, and they will | should have an opportunity to express its distinct judgment. Then 
report back to the House all the important items before any action is | there is the matter of the Zodlogical Park. 
taken. We have recommended concurrence in amendments inserting Mr.McMILLIN. What is the objection to considering the question 
a comma here and there, and in a few other minor matters, but non- | now? 
concurrence in all the important amendments. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say to my friend from 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think this dill, with so large a num- | Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that the objection to considering the ques- 
ber of amendments, some of them being very important, ought to go | tion now is that the House has not yet formulated any plan in opposi- 
to the Committee of the Whole. tion to what the Senate has done. All that the committee has been 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will permit me a suggestion, the | able to agree upon is that the action of the Senate is not wise. It may 
Committee on Appropriations are unanimous in recommending this | be that the conferees on the part of the two Houses can agree upon 
action. There is, for example, the question of refunding a portion of | something in which we can all concur. The same remark may be made 
the District debt, and the advancement of the money by the Govern- | with regard to the subject of electric wires. 
ment. The Committee on Appropriations are substantially unanimous Mr. SAYERS. If it be the understanding that the conferees on the 
—— the Senate amendment, and have so expressed themselves to | part of the House shall notagree to anything upon these three important 

conferees, and also touching the Zodlogical Park. But in any | matters without first taking the sense of the House, I think there will 
event, unless the Senate recedes, or adopts the views of the House | be no trouble in regard to the question. 
committee, the whole matter will come back to the House for discus- Mr. McCOMAS. I think it due to the House that it should con- 
sion and instruction, and there is no doubt in my mind or in that of | sider the three matters indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky and 
the committee, that it will come back in the future for discussion, con- | one other—the subject of assessments. 
sideration, and action by the House. Meanwhile it will advance the Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I intended to include that. 
business of the House and save time and, I think, secure better legis- 
lation more nearly in accord with the judgment of the House, to adopt 
the recommendations now made by the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, if this is the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and at this late stage in the session—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I think the chairman [Mr. 
CANNON | is not quite correct in saying that the committee are unani- 
mous. ey are unanimous in this report recommending concurrence 





the debt, electric lighting, and the Zovlogical Park 
’ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was under the impression 
that the funding of the debt of the District, the increase of taxation, 
and the proper method of assessment would al! be parts of the same plan. 
Mr. McCOMAS. They will go together. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was my impression that we 


Mr. McCOMAS. Those four matters—-assessments, the funding of 


could not provide for funding without taking action on the subiect of 
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increased taxation and a better system of assessment, all cathe tiiniiieasn parts of 
the same policy. 

Mr. ROGERS. Justa word. At this late stage of the session I do 
not want to be an obstructionist in regard to these appropriation bills; 
on the contrary, I would like to facilitate their passage. But I had 
learned of these important Senate amendments which I thought ought 
to receive very deliberate consideration from the House. If, however, 
the committee agree that these matters shall have reasonable discus- 
sion in the House, and shall be disposed of by separate votes, I shall 
not interpose any objection at all. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. ‘That is the purpose of the committee; they were 
unanimous in that view. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
port submitted by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

The report was agreed to. 

The SVEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
McComas, Mr. Morrow, and Mr. CLEMENTS as conferees on the part | 
of the House. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SPOONER, _I desire to report back from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs the Military Academy appropriation bill. There is but 
one Senate amendment; and with reference to this the committee rec- 
ommend nonconcurrence, and that a conference with the Senate be 
asked. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.12922) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, submit the following report: They recommend non- 
currence with the Senate amendment,and that the House ask a conference with 
the Senate upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I believe there is only one amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, after line 16, insert * 
for cadete, $5,0u0,”"" 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion that the Senate amendment be nonconcurred in, and a conference 
with the Senate requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
SPOONER, Mr. SNIDER, and Mr. RoBERTSON as the conferees on the 
part of the House. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13388) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses, 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole to this bill be 
dispensed with and that they be concurred in in gross, except those indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. HooKER] last evening, 
and the amendment indicated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANsUR] with reference to the Crow Indians adds, I 
understand, five, six, or seven million dollars to this bill. On that 
matter I want a separate vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendment adopted as a proviso to section 
12 appears in the Journal as it does in the RecorD, there is an im- 
portant provision omitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ered as reserved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
there? 

Mr. PERKINS, There are a good many—lI can not say how many; 
but there is no controversy except as to those which have been sug- 
gested. There are three or four that are excepted from my request, 
about which there is some controversy. As to the others there is 
none. A large number of them are merely formal amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. IJ understand that under the 
agreement proposed, the three more important amendments are to be 
read and a separate vote had on them ? 

Mr. PERKINS. There will be separate votes taken upon them, 
and I shall at the proper time request that the reading of the long 
_ amendment be also dispensed with. For the present, however, I only 
submit a request with regard to the amendments on which no separate 
vote is asked. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection, and the amendments, with the exceptions 
named, were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Clerk will read the report of the 


for necessary repairs to sinks and bath rooms 


That amendment also will be consid- 


How many amendments are 


Is there objection to the request of the 


The question now is on agreeing to 
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the first amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole on 
which a separate vote was demanded. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before that is done I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to amend the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. CARTER] so as to omit from the bill the names of the In- 
dians that subscribed to the agreement, 390 of them in number, and 
insert in its stead what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Signed by Carl Lieder and 389 other Indians, parties in interest. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask to insert that instead of the list of names of 
signatures appended, which would involve the necessity of enrolling 
390 Indian names, anda great amount of work. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before that is done let meask the gentleman whether 
there will appear anywhere of record the names of the parties, the in- 
dividual Indians, who have executed this agreement. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes; they do appear in the contract. 

Mr. ADAMS. And that is a matter of public record ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Their names are printed in extenso in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Kansas, 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered and agreed 
to. 

Mr. PERKINS. The first amendment on which a separate vote is 
to be taken is that adopted on motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] with reference to the Cherokee Commission. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 46, line 16, strike out the word “twenty ”’ and insert “ fifteen,” and add 
the following: 

** Provided, however, That the Cherokee nation may negotiate directly with 
the Secretary of the Interior for the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the United 


States, and the Secretary of the Interior shall from time to time report to Con- 
gress the state of such negotiations. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That was the last amendment adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But it is the first in order for consid- 
eration under the arrangement for a separate vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I hope it will not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SPRINGER) there were—ayes 72, noes 46. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the next amendment. It is the amendment which ratifies 
the treaties or concessions made by the four tribes, and contains some 
54 pages of printed matter. Iask unanimousconsent, therefore, to dis- 
pense with the reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that consent is given I will ask that section 
13, as it now stands, may be read, forifit reads as printed in the REc- 
ORD it is erroneous, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
by the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I shall have to object. There are 
many members present who were not present in Committee of the 
Whole, and I shall object to dispensing with any portion of it. 

Mr. BAKER. It is printed at lengthin the Recorp. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It isa very important amendment, 
involving several millions of dollars. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman insists upon the reading, I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the treaty provisions, 
and let the legislative portion of the amendment be read, so that he 
may know what we are legislating upon. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. [I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I make the point of order that it is 
impossible to hear a word that the Clerk is reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Honse is in an excellent condition 
of order. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. But the Clerk does not seem to be in 
av excellent condition of voice for reading. I insist that the House can 
not hear a word of it. 

Mr. CANNON. [hope the House will be still, and letthe honorable 
gentleman from New York have a chance to understand this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I appeal to gentlemen all! around me, 
that, paying thestrictest attention, it is impossible to hear a word the 
Clerk is reading. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the amendment. 

During the reading, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, said: Article 13, on the top of page 6, 
has been deliberately omitted by the Clerk. 


Is that the long amendment offered 


TV Tres ae 








1891. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2873 





The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names sigued to the treaty. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. To that I object. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TuRNER] be permitted to read the names. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the amendment. 


The Clerk having begun the reading of the names signed tothe Pot- 


tawatomie treaty, - 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, said: In view of the excellent manner 
in which the Clerk is now reading, I ask that he may be spared the read- 
ing of the names, and J will ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
their reading. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for a division; and pending that, I wish to 
say one word. I understand this refers to the whole of the omnibus 
amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

On the division, there were—ayes 124, noes 14, 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were refused, 12 members rising on the demand 
therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after the word “thereafter,” in line 14, page 64— 


Mr. PERKINS. This is the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Montana, ratifying the agreement with the Crow Indians, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the reading of it be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that completes the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is there not one more amendment, that offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been adopted. z 

Mr. PERKINS. We voted on that, and the amendment was agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was according!y read the third time, and 


Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent for the reprint of the report 
accompanying the bill H. R.10172, There was an error in the print 
ori ae and I ask unanimous consent that it may be correctly 

n 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


REPORT ON DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce the following joint resolution (H. Res. 287) for present considera- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which 
the Clerk will read, after whica the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, eic., That there be printed 100,000 copies of th al i 
eases of the horse, prepared under the eupervinion of the Chiet of en 
of Animal Industry, 20,000 copies for the use of members of the Senate, 70,000 
copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives of the Fifty- 


Soe Generate, and 10,000 copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture, to 
be out of the appropriation hereinafter made. - P 


2. That the sum of $105,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
a, to defray the expenses of printing and binding said report and for 

ustrations for the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask the gentleman in charge of the resolution what will be the cost 
of this printing? 


Mr. FUNSTON. The appropriation is for $105,000, or so much 
thereof as may be n 


ecessary . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Keninucky. Will it take that? 

Mr. FUNSTON. There are 100,000 copies authorized. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being en » was accordingly read the third time. 


the resolution, but I call the attention of the gentleman to this fact in 

connection with it: The usual distribution of public documents is to 

give the House double the number given the Senate. I notice that in 

this resolution it is provided that the Senate shall have 20,000 copies 

only, which would give the House 70,000 copies, I believe, and the 

Department or bureau 10,000. I merely suggest to the gentleman that 
| he will probably find the Senate will object to that division or distri- 
bution. 

Mr. HEARD. If they do they will amend it. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, It maysave time to put it in proper shape here. 
However, I offer no amendment, but simply call attention to the fact. 

Mr. FRANK. What do you think of $105,000 for the printing of 
one book? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is best now, if possible, to make the correc- 
tion in the quota for distribution. I think the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is strictly correct, and that the Senate will 
never agree to this apportionment. They never have, and they never 
will, and it will simply cause delay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itisthe rule in all publications that the House 
shall have exactly double the number apportioned to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This amendment can only be adopted 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FUNSTON, If there is any objection to the resolution I would 
state that itis prepared by the Secretary of Agriculture, and he has a 
reason for preparing it in this way. If the Senate desire it, a change 
can be made by it. 

The question was taken; and the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. FUNSTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT BRANT ROCK, MASS. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4874) toestablish a life-saving station at Brant Rock, 
in the town of Marshfield, Mass., and that the same be considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read, and then the 
Chair will ask if there is objection. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration ot the bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 


I object. 
Mr. CANNON. 


Regular order. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropria- 
tion bills, and the Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13511) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the time for general debate 
ought to be arranged before the first reading of the bill is dispensed 
with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve an objection 
until the time for general debate shall be determined upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no sugyestion as to the time for 
general debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was going to state to the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, that'so far as I am personally concerned I would preter to explain 
the bill at the close of the general debate, and I propose that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT], the senior member of the commit- 
tee, proceed at once in his own right for one hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the entire time to be consumed by the gentle- 
men from Georgia and Pennsylvania, and others ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will only oc- 
cupy about fifteen minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would four hours’ be an unnecesary time to oc- 
cupy in general debate ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should think that fourboursistoolong. I have 
had but two requests from our side of the House for time during the 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I myself have no objection to { general debate, and neither of these requests exceed half an hour. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Four hours would only be two hours on a side, 
and as the gentleman from Georgia is to take one hour, that would 
only leave one hour for all other remarks on this side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are no requests on our side for general de- 
hate save two. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the gentleman from Georgia will agree to some arrangement as to 
the time 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, it is utterly impossible to hear what 
is being said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Indiana, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection. Let the gentleman from 
Georgia proceed for an hour, and then after that we will agree about 
the time. Mr. Chairman, it is agreed that the gentleman from Georgia 
in his own right shall proceed for an hour. 

Mr. CRAIN. Has any limit for debate been suggested ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No limit has been agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the first 
reading of the bill? [After a pause.] TheChair hears none, and it is 
eo ordered. The gentleman from Georgia. 


{Mr. BLOUNT withholds his remarks for revision. 
dix. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear some prop- 
osition as to the conclusion of the general debate upon this post-office 
bill. So far as this side of the House is concerned I am of opinion 
that the general debate can be closed in an hour and a quarter. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Blount] has occupied the attention of 
the committee for an hour andten minutes. The appeals for time from 
gentlemen on this side are limited and qualified, and Iam sure that 
on this side of the House we shall be prepared to close the general de- 
bate in an hour and a quarter. 

Mr. CRAIN, Does the chairman of the committee [Mr. BINGHAM] 
suggest, then, that we take an hour and a quarter or an hour and a balf 
on this side in addition to the hour that has been occupied by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT]? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am perfectly willing to concede the time already 
given to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount], and, without 
counting that, to give the other side an hour and a quarter for general 
debate. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. How is that time on this side to be divided? 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is for your side to determine. I shall con- 
trol only the time on this side of the House. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I wish to control in my own right forty-five 
minutes of the time on this side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I suggest that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[ Mr. MonraoMERy ] and the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CRAIN] take 
control of the time. 

Mr. CRAIN (to Mr. BINGHAM), 
side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thegentleman from NewYork [ Mr. ComMiNGs], 
{ understand, wants twenty or twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do I understand that an hour and a half will be 
agreeable to that side ? 

Mr. CRAIN. That will hardly give all the time that is required. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that is avery generous proposition on our 
part. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I can not agree to any arrangement that 
does not give me control of forty-five minutes. 

Mr. CRAIN. I suppose the gentleman from Georgia [| Mr. BLouN?r], 
as the senior member of the committee, will control the time on our 
side. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Under ordinary circumstances; but I sup- 
pose that the gentleman from Georgia, having occupied so much time 
himself, prefers that others should control what remains. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understood the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLouNT], to say that he was willing that either the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. MonTGoMERY], or the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN], should control the time on this side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Suppose then the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
MoNTGOMERY }, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], divide 
the hour and a half between themselves. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMMINGs] 
has indicated a desire for more time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There are several gentlemen on 
ihis side who would like to occupy some time, but they are willing to 
forego the privilege for the sake of expediting the public business, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think this side of the House is very generous. 

.Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to suggest that the gentleman from In- 
diana | Mr. HoLMAN] before he leit the Hall a few moments ago said 
to some member in my hearing that he desired thirty minutes in the 
general debate on this bill. I mention thisas the gentleman from In- 
diana is net present, so that it may be taken into account in effecting 
an arrangement. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
Texas desire? 

Mr. CRAIN, 


See appen- 


Make it an hour anda half on this 


How much time does the gentleman from 


I desire forty-five minutes, 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. I have no disposition to say anything about 
the division of the time, except as to that which I desire to occupy. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The division of the time is a matter for your own 
side. I have no control over it. I think these propositions on our 
side are more than generous. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Give us two hours. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, we will concede—— 

Mr. CANNON. One moment. I hope the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will make no agreement that will conflict with the proposi- 
ition to close the debate upon this bill and pass the bill during this day’s 
session. The bill is a short one. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as that is concerned, nobody can control 
the five-minute debate, so that no such agreement as that can be made. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
make noagreement about general debate which will prevent that result. 

Mr. CRAIN. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that this 
is a very short bill, only six pages, so that its consideration will occupy 
but very little time. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
we now proceed to read and consider the bill under the five-minute 
rule until we get through, and then give the remainder of this day’s 
session for general debate and extend the time as long as gentlemen 
desire. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is, discuss the bill after it is disposed of? 

Mr, CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That isa peculiar method of procedure. 

Mr. CRAIN. AsIdo not intend to speak on the Post-Oflice bill, 
that would suit me very well. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam of the opinion that, with the exception of 
perhaps twenty minutes on our side of the House, there will be no 
general debate upon the provisions of this bill. The gentleman from 
‘Tennessee has told me that his remarks will be pertinent to the bill. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. C2A1n] I believe desires to discuss a 
constitutional question with no relation to this bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. Except in so far as the amendment if adopted would 
put the control of this legislation in the hands of the party which was 
successful last November instead of the party defeated by the people. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submit, then, this proposition: That we concede 
to the other side of the House two additional hours for general debate 
and to this side one hour and a quarter, with the understanding that 
we enter upon the consideration of the bill by paragraphs. I am dis- 
posed to think there will be little if any discussion upon the bill itself. 
It comes here with the unanimous report of the committee. The amend- 
ments which I propose to submit will be subject to a single objection, 
and therefore will not delay the consideration of the measure at all. 
This bill as reported is distinctly a skeleton bill. It follows the stat- 
utes as carefully as did the bill of one year ago, which passed here in 
twenty minutes without a single objection. This bill follows the bill 
of last year with the change of but three or four words, which it will 
be optional with the House to accept. AsI havesaid, the bill is unani- 
mously reported. 

Mr. CRAIN. What is the gentleman’s proposition? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is to concede to your side of the House two 
hours additional for general debate, and that our side have one hour 
and a quarter, and that we go on with the bill to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. And pass the bill during to-day’s session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois 
can not be agreed to, because nobody can know beforehand what will 
be done with the bill when we takeit up in Committee of the Whole. 
I think that probably the arrangement suggested could be carried 
out. ° 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let us try it,'at any rate. If we ‘‘run against a 
snag’’ the House of course can adjourn. I make my proposition in 
perfect good faith. As the bill in my view contains nothing objection- 
able, I think it will go through the House in fifteen minutes. 

Mr CRAIN. We do not want to speak to empty benches, and if we 
pass the bill before entering u the debate, everybody will go home. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the debate can not be of much interest. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the general debate be closed in three 
hours and a quarter, two hours to be given to the other side and one 
hour and a quarter to our side, and that then we proceed to the read- 
ing of the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And that a vote be taken on the passage of the bill 
before the adjournment to-day. 

Mr. CANNON, I offer an amendment that the general debate on 
this bill be limited to one hour. [Cries of “‘Oh, no!’?] Well, I will 
make it two hours. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I move to amend by making the time four hours. 

Mr. BINGHAM (to Mr. SuHivety). Three hours and a quarter, I 
understand, will be sati to your side. 

Mr. CRAIN.* I think the original proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] is a fair one. It is true that this 
appropriation bill does not come from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; but it is entitled to some consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; but you do not propose to consider it. 

Mr. CRAIN. We do. 

Mr. CANNON. You propose to take up time in general debate. 
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Mr. CRAIN. Gentlemen could get in their remarks at any rate 
during the five-minute debate, and just as much time would be oc- 
cupied as if the speeches were delivered in a connected form. country. The gentleman emphasized several times during the course 

Mr. BINGHAM. I insist on my motion. of his remarks the assertion that up to the year 1860 we had had a 

Mr. CRAIN. I think that is a fair proposition. very prosperous merchant marine, but that it declined after that period. 

| 


tively during the remarks made by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLOUNT] with regard to the merchant marine and shipping of this 








Mr. CANNON. I move toamend by fixing the time for further gen- I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the correction that has 
eral debate at an hour and a half. | been made very frequently in this Congress of the erroneous impression 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). It is proposed by the | prevailing, that the decline of our merchant marine began in 1860. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that all general debate on this bill gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLry] in his able speech delivered 
Mr. CANNON. I believe this order can not be made in Committee | sometime ago called attention to this when the question was being 
of the Whole, but must be made in the House. discussed before, and since then I have also had oceasion to examine 
Mr. BLAND. The bill has not yet been read. Can we now limit | the tables. 


debate ? I find that in 1855 the tonnage of the United States in the foreign 
} 





TheCHYAIRMAN. Thegeneral debate wasentered upon. The gen- | carrying trade amounted to 8.18 feet per capita of the population of 
tiexian from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] addressed the committee for an | the United States at that time, and yet in 1860 this was reduced to 7.58 
hour and ten minutes. The gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes | feet for each American citizen. So that the decline of our merchant 
that general debate be limited to three hours and a quarter, twohours | marine began in 1855 under the last administration preceding the war, 
to be occupied by gentlemen on the right of the Chair, and one hour | and not, as has been stated, at the later period, 1860. 
and a quurter on the other side. To this proposition the gentleman The able gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. DocKERyY] candidly admit- 
from Illinois offers an amendment that all general debate be limited | ted in his able speech on the shipping bill that the decline of American 
to one hour and a half. shipping began in the Democratic administration in 1855. In this he 

Mr. CANNON. I submit that we can not limit the debate in this | differs from the average Democratic leader, who, like the gentleman 
way. The committee will have to rise. from Georgia, always fixes it with the beginning of a Republican Ad- 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the proposition as submit- | ministration. 
ted ? The gentleman from Georgia is afraid of the selfishness of the men 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; I object to the proposition with the | who will sail the ships and quotes with unction the sentiment of the 
limitation proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. Scottish bard in his epistle to a young friend: 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope there will be no objection to the sugges- When self the wavering balance shakes 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and Post | it’s rarely right adjusted. 

Roads [Mr. BrneHam]. When the gentleman was giving the date of the decline of our ship- 
Mr, SHIVELY. There is none on this side. | ping so as to fix-blame on the Republican party, I thought of another 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the proposition of couplet of that poem: 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania. You'll find mankind an unco squad, 

Mr. CANNON. There is no need of doing that. I just simply ob- | And, oh! but they'll deceive you. 
ject; that is all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the committee rise. shipping and is ready to correct them. 


The motion was agreed to, I want to call attention to the report made by the chairman of the 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having | Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, which shows that the 
resumed the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Com- | highest condition of prosperity of our merchant marine was in 1855, 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having bad | under the policy of subsidies that prevailed previous to that time, and 
under consideration the Post-Office appropriation bill, had come to no | that when the policy of subsidizing our foreign shipping ceased, it be- 
resolution thereon. gan going down, and has been going down in the main from that period 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself | to this, until now we have engaged in the foreign carrying trade only 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to con- | 1.45 feet for every one of our citizens. 
sider the Fost-Office appropriation bill; and pending that, I move that That condition has prevailed, Mr. Chairman, even while our foreign 
general debate be limited on House bill 13511 to three and one-quarter | trade has been largely increasing. There has been a constant increase 
hours, two hours to be given to the other side of the House and one | of our foreign trade. Our entire foreign trade in 1854 amounted to 
and one-quarter to this side. $582,000,000; in 1865 it had gone up to $880,000,000, while in the last 
Mr, CANNON. [I offer an amendment to make it two hours, to be | year the tables show it has increased to $1,613,000,000. So that our 
equally divided. foreign commerce has been constantly increasing, while the merchant 
Mr. BLAND. I move that the House adjourn. marine has been gradually getting away from us and going to other 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- | countries under the policy which has refused encouragement to our 
tleman from Illinois, pending which the gentleman from Missouri—— | merchant marine. 
Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion. Mr. Chairman, it is conceded, I believe, that in order to have a great, 
Mr. SHIVELY. I now move as an amendment to the amendment | prosperous, and powerful nation, with great influence upon the destiny 


But I think the country understands the causes of the decline of our 


of the gentleman from Illinois to limit the debate to four hours. of the world, it is necessary it should not only be strong on the land, but 
Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentlemen will not do that. [ have | that itshould be strong on the sea; for no nation has had any great in- 
proposed three and one-quarter hours. fluence on the destinies of the world that has not had an arm of power 


Mr. SHIVELY. I am not averse to your pruposition, which is a | upon the seaas well as upon the land. And consequently, with the ex- 
reasonable one, and offer the amendment only against that of the gen- | perience we have had of the decline of our power upon the sea duirng the 
tleman from Illinois in order to make a plain issue; but as by this time | last thirty-five years, it seems to me it is time for us to reverse our pol- 
it seems to be understood that we mean to have proper debate on this | icy, and by a system that showed itself so advantageous formerly for the 
bill I withdraw it, development of our shipping marine to resume that policy, once more. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON, the | I hold that is necessary as a matter of national defense, and I would 
House divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 91. vote money in that direction for the same reason that I would vote 

So the amendment was rejected. money to the creation of an army ora navy. It is wiser to use even 

The motion of Mr. BINGHAM was then agreed to. large sums of money for the development of our merchant marine than 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion | to expend those sums on large ships to rot on the ocean and keep men 
of the tleman from Pennsylvania tnat the House resolve itself into | in idleness. If we have an energetic, active body of men engaged iz this 
Committee of the Whole House on the siate of the Union for the con- | service we can call on them when we need them, and soon become a 
sideration of appropriation bills. great naval power. 

The motion was agreed to. [Here the hammer fell. | 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole Mr. BINGHAM. Iyield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
House, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. Tennessee [ Mr. EVANS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to direct my remarks to the 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Post-Office | bill under consideration, and therefore I suppose I ought to apologize 
appropriation bill, and by order of the House the time for general de- | to this House. As noexplanation has been made of this bill, and as 
bate is limited to three and one-quarter hours, two hours of which are | the bill under consideration carries an appropriation of over $77,000,- 
to be controlled by the Democratic side of the House and one hour and | 000, I propose to bring the attention of the House to the changes that 
a quarter by the Republican side. If there be no objection the Chair | have been made in the recommendations of the Postmaster-General, and 
will recognize the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crarn], and the gen- | in the bill as recommended by the committee. 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to control the time on the As the report of the committee states, the Post master-General’s esti- 


respective sides. mate amounted to $77,545,894. 41. 
There was no objection. The committee recommend $77,365, 2'2.61, or an apparent difference 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa | of $180,681.80. In this connection I will state that the items reduced 
(Mr. Kerr}. or cut down from the Postmaster-General’s estimate are: Clerk hire, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I was listening very atten- | $249,000; special messengers, $10,000; and the item recommending re- 
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wards for highway, stage, and train robbers, etc., $20,000, is cut out, 
making a reduction on the Postmaster-General’s estimate of $279,000; 
and there is added to the Postmaster-General’s estimate a subsidy for 
what is known as special mail facilities to railways, which is put back 
by the committee, although the Postmaster-General recommended 
thatit be reduced $98,318.20, Deducting this from the $279,000 re- 
duction, makes an apparent reduction of $180,681.80. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do I understand the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral recommended $98,009 less than the committee appropriated for 
railway service? 

Mr. EVANS. That is the fact, and I will say that I will be glad to 
have the gentleman refer to the Postmaster-General’s report, page 
208. These are what are known as special facilities to expedite the 
mail, 

This isan abuse, gentlemen, which has grown into the service, barna- 
cles that have fastened themselves upon the appropriations, and which 
has now, and for several years, taken out of the Treasury of the United 
States $295,000 annually; aud I say here, without fear of successful 
contradiction, that it does not expedite the mails one minute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. i quite agree with the gentleman on that point. 

Mr, EVANS. And I propose, under the five-minute rule, to offer an 
amendment to strike out this whole item, and the Postmaster-General’s 
report will justify the House in so doing. 

Now, I will ask the chief page to exhibit a map on which I have shown | 
the lines that are covered in these subsidies. The first is from New 
York to Springfield. Mass., 136 miles, for which a special appropria- 
tion has been carried for several years, of $17,647.06 over and above 
the regular pay under the schedule and under the laws of 1876 and 
1878 I see no reason for this. Thereare ten fast trains per day run- 
ning from New York to Springfield, Mass., and on through to Boston. 
Certainly no man in this Honse claims that this should be kept in the 
appropriation. Thereare$25,000recommended in the committee’s re- 
port for a train on the New York Central and Hudson River trom New 
York to Albany. Thisdoes notexpedite the mail atall. It does not 
hasten the delivery. There are thirteen regular fast trains daily from 
New York to Albany. 

From Baltimore to Hagerstown there is an appropriation recom- 
mended of $15,713.25. Now, there are no fast trains upon that route. 
The fastest time that is made on the express is over three hours for 86 
miles, and when this appropriation was made it was done at the in- 
stance of the press in Baltimore,to carry the press from Baltimore out 
to the Shenandoah Valley route. This has been kept in for several 
years. The Postmaster-General has recommended the cutting down 
of this appropriation $98,318.20, The committee for some reason have 
seen fit to reinstate the amount. I call your attention to the language 
of the Postmaster-General, and I quote from his annual report, page 
268, as follows: 


SPECIAL FACILITIES, 


Che annual rate of expenditure for this class of service on June 30, 1890, was 
£295,421.78. This sum was expended as shown in the ea statement: 
Pay per 
| Miles. | annum. 
| 


SOO ... New York, N. Y¥., to | New York, New Haven |136.00 ($17, 647.06 
Springfield, Mass. and Hartford. 

60L1 (part)..| 4.35 a. m. train, New | New York Central and /144.00 | 25, 000.00 

| York to Albany. Hudson River. 

10006 (part)| Baltimore to Hagers- | Western Maryland 86.10 | 15,713.25 
town. | 

TOOOL.....seee00 | Philadelphia, Pa., to | 20, 000, 00 
Bay View (n.o.), Md. | 


‘umber 


Termini. 
route, 


Railroad company. 


Philadelphia, Wilming- 91, 80 


ton and Baltimore. 


Exhibit of *‘ special facilities.” 


No. of 


From 
route 


5005 | New York 
6oll to 
10006 Baltimore. 


| Springfield, Mass 
..| Albany, N. Y. 
Hagerstown, Md | 


Total . 
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New York, New eaaren. antl Hartford eailateinbeatGner tien poomtipeiliee $1, 073. 88 
.| New York Central.. ae — oaeniell 
‘| Western Maryland... euiinginer cece cecednebnenandtneseassbeenstneuscusste 146, 21 187.14 
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Number of| 
route. 


‘ ; , > Pay per 
Termini. Railroad company. | Mites | | annun, 


| | 
anh +—|— 


10013..........-| Bay women o.), Md., 
to Washington, D.C. : > to ” « 
11001 (part) Weshinaton’ D. C.. to [| Baltimore and! otomac| 79. 80 S21, 900. 00 
Quantico (n. o.), Va. 
11001 (part)| Quantico (n.o.)to Rich- | Richmond, Fredericks- | 81.50 | 17,419.26 
mond. burgh and Potomac. 
Richmond to Peters- | Richmond and Peters- | 23.07 | 4,210.27 
| burgh. burgh. 
.| Petersburgh to Weldon. Petersburgh .. | 63.54 11, 596. 05 
| Weldon to Wilmington.. | — and Wel- ‘162. 07 | 29,541.27 
on 
14002 (part)| Wilmington to Florence) Wilmington, Columbia 110.00 | 20,075.00 
| |; and Augusta, 
14005 (part)| Florence to Charleston | Northeastern 17, 337.50 
| Junction (n.o.). 
14004 (part)| Charleston Junction (n. | Charleston and Savan- 108. 00 | 19,710.00 
0.) to Savannah. nah, 
15009...........| Savannah to Jackson- | Savannah, Florida and am. 50 | 31,309.70 
ville. Western. | 
Jacksonvilleto Sanford.) Jacksonville, Tampa ‘126, 18 


and Key West. 
South Florida ..... -- 116, 39 "i 21, 095.17 


- 205, 421.78 


22, 867.25 
Sanford to Tampa 





TT he ‘appropriation for the last fiscal year was s $295, 655, 38. Thesum estimated 
as necessary for the current fiscal year is $295,421.78. 

The amount estimated as nocessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, is 
$197,103.59, being $98,318.20, or 33.28 per cent. less than the appropriation for the 
current year. 

The extent and character of the ordinary mail service throughout the entire 
country within the few years has been greatly advanced, and the growth 
of the mails has added largely to the oe of the railroads, more espe- 
cially the trunk-line systems, justifying the commencement of curtailment of 
a ne souwapeasen, which for a number of years has been made to certain rail- 

or special facilities, and with a view to the gradual accomplishment of 
this end, the amount estimated as necessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, has been fixed at $197,103.59, which is $98,318.20 less than the amount ap- 
propriated for the current year. 

In my judgment the ordinary oompannetien now allowed by law should se- 
cure from railroads hearty co-operation with the Department in the establish- 
ment of such schedules as will accomplish a maximum amount of good mail 
service, and whenever this is done the compensation is sure to be advanced, 
occasioned by the natural increase in the quantity of mails transported. 

The railroads associated with all large cities and trade centers of the country 
have an interest, independent of the compensation allowed directly by the 
Government, in co-operating with the Post-Office Department in its efforts to 
expedite the ‘distribution of newspapers to the outlying districts early in the 
morning, and in the quickening of commercial mails after the close of each 
day’s business, and it ought to be possible, within a very few years, to dispense 
altogether with preferential allowances for special facilities, and still be within 
the power of the Department to maintain and further advance the high stand- 
ard —— bas been reached by the railway mail service train schedules that now 

reva 
. In dwelling so fully upon the subject of allowances for s 
not wish to be understood as criticising the occasion which 
ing of them. 

I believe at the outstart such payments were a necessity, especially in con- 
nection with the establishment, via the Atlantic coast line and Tampa, of a re- 
liable and quick mail service between New York (as the base) and Havana, but 
I do not see the justification for continuing indefinitely to this line, any more 
than to others, an allowance for a special train schedule, and at the same time, 
owing to the constant increase of the quantity of the mails, keep adding to the 
compensation at each quadrennial weighing of the route. 


According to Poor’s Manual, in the United States there are now 160,- 
544 miles of railway. In the above there are all told 1,594.95 miles 
that get special or extra pay. The firstthree items reterred to amount 
to $58, 360.31; the remainder of the items constitute what the line known 
as the ‘‘ Atlantic coast line,’’ consolidated, gets, $237,061.47, or an 
average of $192.75 per annum per mile from Philadelphia to Tampa, 
the distance being 1,228.85 miles. 

I ask your attention to the following table: 


jal facilities I do 
rst led to the grant- 


Pay per Subsidy r annum 
mile under equivalent to— 
geacrad 
law of 1878.| Permile. | Perroute. 


Railway companies. 


$17, 647. 00 
25, 000. 00 
15, 713. 25 


$129.75 
1,681.79 173.61 


a dace ed ae a a el ee re 


ATLANTIC COAST LINE, 


10001 5 aie. ae Bay View, Md. 
10013 | Bay View. sees) Washington. 

13001 i Quantico, V 

11001 | Quantico.... «| Richmond 

11008 | Richmond, Petersburgh ..... 
11009 | Petersburgh... . | Weldon .. 

18002 | Weldon uevesneenabiindoad Wilmington . 

14002 | Wilmington.............0.0. Florence 

14065 | Florence | Charleston 

14904 | Charleston .....cc.c.000) Savannah Covcemunesceqq eval 
15009 | Savannah ‘| Jacksonville........ . 

16018 | Jacksonville euceececccecs 
16007 | Sanford | Tamps............ 


RAR «20000... cccccce oss 0s] coccugubesnsetiekiibannsbeliiesannetinesabe 


sees | seeeeeeewenwenes 


Mileage, coast route, 1,228.85; av erage subsidy per r mile, $192.25. 


Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore 
Baltimore and Potomac .. 


° a Richmond, Dyodesisietant 
Richmond and Petersbu 
Petersbu 


.| Wilmington ‘and. Weldon. 
a. Columbia and ‘ieee 


.| Charleston and Savannah. sa 
‘| Savannah, Florida and Western 
«| Jacksonville, aaa —_ Key West... 
| South Florida... 


=) 153. 40/ $217.86 | $20,000.00 
A 274.43 | 21,900.00 
: 


213.58 17, 419. 26 
182.50 4,21 27 
182. 50 11,596.05 
182. 33 29,541 27 
181.77 3.00 
182.50 i? 7, 57-80 
187.68 19, 71 0.00 
182.56 31, 309.70 
181. 23 22) 867. 23) 
181.24 21,095. 17 


237, 061. 47 


SRSUBERRE 
BBEEBAELS 


err Srrrrriiti i i rrr 
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By reference to the report of the honorable Second Assistant Post- 
master-General it will be found that the average annual pay per mile 
for transportation of mails by railway in Iowa, Minnesota, and Wis- 
consin is $110; Michigan, Tennessee, and Alabama, $100; Texas, Lou- 
isiana, and Kansas, $90; and Dakota, $65, in round figures; the route 
from San Francisco to Sacramento, Cal., $123.98; that important line, 
Chicago to Milwaukee, $212.90; Nashville to Chattanooga, Tenn., 
$188.10; Chattanooga to Bristol, Tenn., $179.55; Bristol, Tenn., to 
Lynchburgh, Va., $206.91; Roanoke, Va., to Hagerstown, Md., $123.98. 
These are all important lines, and none are encouraged from the ‘‘spe- 
cial-facilities’’ appropriations. 


Schedule of rates for railway mail transportation. 











Pay per mile per annum of route’s length. 











Rates Weight 
Be —— to | Te 
a tes and-grant | allowance o 
Ave led pe of Rates | allowable | railroads, | $1 per mile 
mails w a nee | allowable | under acts | being 80 per | under act of 
per day. underact | of July 12, | cent, ofal- | March 3,1873, 
of March | 1876,and | lowance to | and subject 
3, 1873. | Junel7, | other rail- to acts of 
| 1878, roads, under! July 12, 1876, 
| | actof July | and Junel7, 
| 12,1976, | 1878. 
| Pounds, 
200 pounds .. $50. 00 $42.75 $34. 20 i 
200+- 300= 500 pounds.. 75,00 64.12 51.30 12 
5004 500=1,000 pounds... 100. 00 | 85.50 68. 40 20 
1,000+ 500=1,500 pounds 125. 00 106. 87 | 85.50 20 
1,500+- 500=2,000 pounds .. 150, 00 128.25 | 102. 60 20 
2,000-+4-1,500=3,500 pounds .. 175. 00 149. 62 119.70 | “o 
3.500+-1,500=5,000 pounds .. 200. 00 171. 00 136. 80 | 60 
For every additional 2,000 
POUNAS.,..........ceeeeeees eevee 25. 00 17.10 80 


21.37 





Rates allowable per mile, per annum, for railway post-office cars when au- 


thorized. 
Railway post-office cars 40 feet .......cs.cccceccsesenssenssenssesenseneenes $35 per daily line. 
Railway post-office cars 45 fe Ob... sce cceseeeeseennenes 30 per daily line, 
Railway post-office cars 50 feet ......... ccccccrscseeserereeesenseesscesres 40 per daily line. 
Railway post-office cars 55-60 feet ...........-cc000 


50 per daily line. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, Has 
not the Postmaster-General under the existing statute the right to 
withdraw this special-service fund? 

Mr. EVANS. That is a condition made in this appropriation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; it was in the last. 

Mr. EVANS. It was in the last; but every member in this House 
knows how difficult it is fora Department officer to reduce any appro- 
priation; that it is almost an impossibility. Let us take the respon- 
sibility, and not unload it on the Department. 

Now, as to what is known as the Atlantic Coast Line, I myself was 
not familiar with it until I put it on the map, and I found that the 
different lines running from Philadelphia to Baltimore, or Bay View, 
as it is called, from Bay View to Washington, from Washington to 
Quantico, Va., from Quantico to Richmond, from Richmond to Peters- 
burgh, from Petersburgh to Weldon, N. C., and on down what is known 
as the coast line, there are $237,061.47 recommended in this bill. 
Now, out of the 160,544 miles of railway in the United States these 
are the only subsidies that exist and the only subsidies that ever did 


exist. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to make an inquiry? 
Does not the gentleman know that during the past four years the De- 
partment has expended over a million of dollars in the reweighing of 
mails on the trunk lines in order that special facilities may be given 
to the ae in the expedition of the mails? 

Mr, EVANS. Iam aware that under the present Administration 
the time has been lowered between Boston and San Francisco going 
west to the extent of twenty-three hours, and it was shortened up to the 
extent of thirty hours coming east without costing a dollar tothe mail 
service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is not my question. I said during the past 
year. 

Mr. EVANS. There has been a reweighage; but I propose to sub- 
mit in connection with my remarks a table showing exactly what has 
gone to these railroads as subsidies for special mail facilities; and I 

to show also in connection therewith exactly what they are 

under the schedule passed in 1876 and 1878, that applies to all 

the railroads in the United States, and that these appropriations are 

over and above the regular amount that is paid to other railroads. I 

say in connection with the pay that has been given to these railroads, 

that to none of the roads that run out of Chicago has any extra pay 
been given, nor to any ihat run out of St. Louis. 

I call your attention here to the fact that, while there has been no 


reduction, there has been ng readjustment, no new laws passed since 
1878 in relation to weighing the mails; and according to the figures of 
a distinguished and noted statistician of Great Britain it has been 
lately shown that during the past ten years, or from 1880 to 1890, 
there has been a general reduction throughout the United States 
amounting to 68 per cent. in the freight charges on the different rail- 
roads, while there has been no reduction to the mail service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. On that point I would suggest to the gentleman 
that this item to which he objects is subject to a point of order, and 
it is therefore entirely within his power to have it stricken from the 
bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been made a part of the bill by unanimous 
consent for thirteen years. 

Mr. EVANS. Iwas not aware of that until since the bill was passed 


by the committee. I will submit to the House some figures in con- 
nection with this: 


I Tic esceriisivapactailagidieninaibiadaieinien SIDS GOD: OR bi: WI cicndeccanictnbavesiaie ee $266, 761, 00 
Ts ercnctenteniimbiedbendeeiiasaieis oh ne ne eee 291, 000. 00 
BR ose ceereccccsepsaccevenbescesesesovess 425, 000, 00 | 1888 295, 987. 53 
1882 ee ee 295, 987. 53 
TIPU vovvecnanes eotavesennseapenmnatentoe 600, 000, 00 | 1890. 295, 655.38 
1884. EEE OE dcacnviccocrenntsee. isenmesune 205, 421.79 
EE. <x cossuncnsenmnpnmpncniaapieedieteen 250, 000. 00 


*Asked for. t Expended $185,121.32. 

Railroad transportation for the year 1878, in which year there was 
a special facility appropriation of $150,000, amounted to $9,692,590. 
Railroad transportation for the year 1890 amounted to $19, 105,557.90, 
As an illustration of the large amounts paid to various railroad lines 
for carrying the mails, I will give the following: 

New York Central and Lake Shore and Michigan Southern, between 
New York and Chicago, $1,954,754.09 per annum. 

Pennsylvania Road, between New York and St. Louis, $1,653,- 
603.92. 

Union Pacific, between Omaha and Ogden, and Green River and 
Portland, $1,127,501.87. 

In November, 1889, the overland fast mail was established, and the 
schedule between Boston and San Francisco, west bound, was reduced 
twenty-three hours, and east bound thirty hours. This wasdone with- 
out a dollar of additional compensation. There was no special weigh- 
ing, but only the regular April weighing, and the pay was based upon 
the weight of mails carried on the 1st of the following July. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield a 
moment? Iwantto have the matterclear in my mind. Do you mean 
to say that these railroads that you denominated subsidized railroads 
are paid as much for carrying like quantities of mail as are other rail- 
roads, and in addition aie also paid this sum which you give in each 
instance and denominate a subsidy ? 

Mr. EVANS. That is exactly what I did undertake to show. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And did I also understand you to say that 
they render no additional service for this extra compensation ? 

Mr. EVANS. I say that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the gentleman does not mean to say that. 

Mr. EVANS. I say so and will prove it. 

By official documents I have here it is claimed that there are two 
mail trains a day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow one question? Is not 
this mail train from Springfield and Boston on the Coast Line down to 
Tampa, Fla., making connection with the Havana mail, under the di- 
rect and absolute control of the Department as to the schedule of time, 
as exclusive in everything as that which pertains to ownership of the 
train? 

Mr. EVANS. 
other line. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman that I believe he has 
not been correctly informed. 

Mr. EVANS. I have it from the Department. Ido not think I am 
mistaken. I will say to the chairman of the committee that there is 
one mail train a day only upon that part of the Atlantic Coast Line 
from Florence, 8. C., to Tampa, Fla., and while the practice heretofore 
has been to send mail to the home of the honorable gentleman who has 
spoken upon the question of ship subsidies, by the Coast Line, with the 
time lessened, it now goes to Macon quicker by way of other roads. 

I say it is unfair to the leading lines of railroad throughout the 
United States, and every dollar of this should be cut off by this Con- 
gress, and the responsibility should not be thrown upon the head of 
any Department, leaving it so that Representatives or Senators or others 
can go to the Department and demand of him to put this subsidy back, 
as has been done year after year. This House should have the courage 
to take hold of this question and stamp out the whole system of sub- 
sidies to railways. There is certainly no necessity for granting any 
such subsidy to the New York Central Railroad, and the Department 
officers will tell you that they have no trouble in arranging fast sched- 
ules. There is hardly a trunk line in the United States on which, 
during the present Administration, the mails have not been expedited 
and the time shortened without the cost of a dollar to the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In justice to the last Administration, the gentle- 


Iam advised that it is no more so than it is in any 
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man ought to say also that ‘‘expedition’’ was quite as noticeable under 
that Administration as under this. e 

Mr. EVANS. I was not in the last Administration, but I will take 
the gentleman’s word for it. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, I wish to ask the gentleman if it is not true that 
this bill, while it makes some provision for the carrying of the mails 
over the routes that he speaks of, leaves the matter optional with the 
Postmaster-General as to the amount of money that shall be used. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But who appropriates the money? 
Do not we? 

Mr. EVANS. I agree with the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Qlinois, but this committee does not leave it optional with the Post- 
muster General to expend $8,349,000 forclerk hire. They have taken 
occasion to limit him to the dollar upon that. Now, on the question 
of clerk hire I propose to submit some figures. There is not a mem- 
ber in this House who does not know what difficulty he has met with 
at the Department in endeavoring to increase clerical service. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the gentleman does not meet my question. 
If it is left optional with the Department and the Department finds that 
it is not advisable to invest this amount of money in this way, there is 
nothing in the bill requiring the Postmaster General to use it in this 
way. The bill simply gives a gross sum of money to be used for this 
purpose, so that if the Department finds it can be used to facilitate the 
mails in this way it may be so used; otherwise not. 

Mr.EVANS. The Postmaster General asks this committee to reduce 
the amount by $98,318.20, and he makes the further suggestion that 
the whole thing should be cut out at an early day, and I say that the 
time to draw the line is the Ist of Julynext. And, I repeat, this House 
ought to do it and not throw the responsibility upon the Postmaster 
General, Can any gentleman tell me why this committee put back 
the $98,318.20 that the Postmaster General recommended should be 
eut out? 

The Postmaster General at the beginning of this Congress laid be- 
fore the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads a plan for the 
reorganization of the railway mail service. Nothing has been donein 
that line since 1882. The demands of the service have grown to great 
proportions, and upon his recommendation a bill was prepared, and the 
committee adopted that bill and reported it to the House. This ses- 
sion is now drawing to a close. I believe that the efficiency of the 
service demands that this House should pass that bill. 

It will increase the expenditures under the Post-Office Department 
in this line about $300,000, but I say to you gentlemen that you can 
reduce this item of railway subsidy $295,000, and do it without de- 
stroying or impairing the efficiency of the service, and that money can 
be applied to paying the men in the railway mail service, a service 
which has been built up by the young men who handle the mails so 
promptly and efficiently throughout the country. The money that is 
being paid to these main lines of railroad had better go in the direc- 
tion of expediting the mails by facilitating the handling of them on 
the trains and paying the men who do the work. 

Mr. Chairman, much might be said in commendation of the present 
administration of the Post-Office Department in expediting the mails 
and reducing expenses. The growth of the railway mail service has 
been marvelous during the past eight years, and much has been done 
to expedite the delivery of the mails through this splendidly organized 
and disciplined army of intelligent and earnest workers, but the de- 
mands of the service are beyond the present organization, and it is to 
be hoped that this House will yet have the opportunity to consider the 
bill reported by your Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads for 
the betterment of this great service; and without the aid of legislation 
the Department is unable to further increase its efficiency. ° 

Mr. PICKLER. Before the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Evans 


takes his seat I wish to ask him whether he will cover the subject of 


the postal telegraph in the remarks which he intends to submit. 

Mr. EVANS. Only to a limited extent. 

The estimate submitted by the Postmaster General for clerk hire for 
the fiscal year 1891-92 was $8,349,000 (see 219 of his annual re- 
port), being an increase, as compared with the appropriation for clerk 
hire for the current fiscal year, of $959,000, or 13 per cent. Although 
this increase is only 13 per cent., which is about the increase and 
growth of the service, it was intended to include the shortage occa- 
sioned by the classification act as approved by the Congress March 2, 
1889, to take effect July 1, 1889, the appropriation for clerk hire for 
the fiscal year 1889-’90, as fixed by the Congress, being $350,000 less 
than the amount which the classification act required for a proper ad- 
ministration. The appropriation for clerk hire as fixed by the Con- 
gress for the present fiscal year was also less than the amount re- 
quired, being $200,000 less than the estimate submitted to Congress 


“by the Postmaster General. 


As shown in the text relative to estimates for clerks in - offices 
for the ensuing fiscal year (embodied in First Assistant 

General's report to the Postmaster General, dated November 22, 1890) 
there are at present 116 first-class offices and 550 second-class offices, 
making a total of 666 first and second class offices, being a net increase 
of 47 offices, or 13.2 per cent. as compared with the number of first and 


second class offices for the previous year. The adjustment made to 
take effect July 1, 1890, showed the total gross receipts which accrued 
at first and second class offices for the four quarters ended March 31, 
1890, to be $37,795,038, or an increase of $3,513,701, or 10.3 per cent., 
as compared with the receipts which accrued at the said offices for the 
previous year. It is also shown in the said text that the average in- 
crease of receipts at 10 of the larger first-class offices for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1890, as compared with the previous year, was 10.1 per 
cent., and also that the average increase of receipts for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1890, at 20 of the second-class offices amounted to 17.4 

r cent, 

4 comparative increase of receipts for all of the first-class offices, or 
offices whereat receipts amounted to $40,000 and upwards, for each of 
the years 1888, 1889, and 1890 showed an increase, respectively, of 
10.3, 10.7, 11.9 per cent., or an average of 10.97 per cent. for the three 
years. 

Attention is also called to the wonderful fact that the increase of 
revenue of the Post-Office Department for the ten years ended June 30, 
1880, amounted to $13,543,258, or 68.5 per cent., while the increase of 
revenue for the ten years ended June 30, 1890, amounted to $27,566, - 
619, or 82.7 per cent., the increase for the ten years ended June 30, 
1890, exceeding’ by 14.2 per cent., notwithstanding the fact that let- 
ter postage was reduced from 3 cents to 2 cents from October 1, 1883, 
and the single-rate letter weight increased from one-half to one ounce, 
and other radical reductions in postage and increase of weight for sec- 
ond and third class mail matter. 

As an item of the rapid and accelerated growth of the postal service, 
attention is invited to the fact that eighty-two additional offices were 
added to the Presidential list October 1, 1890, and eighty-five addi- 
tional offices assigned to the Presidential list January 1, 1891. 

I have gone into a very careful examination of this question. I beg 
leave tocall the attention of the House to this item under consideration. 
I presume there is not a member on this floor that has not been disap- 
pointed in his efforts to get an allowance from this fund for clerk hire. 
Each and every member knows with what rigid economy, economy to 
a parsimonious degree, this fund must necessarily be handled and dealt 
out. At very many offices throughout the country postmasters are 
compelled to pay a portion of their salaries which the law allows them 
to hire additional clerks in order to maintain the efficiency of the serv- 
ice. This is the case throughout the length and breadth of this land. 
I know such has been the case at my home post office. Iam advised 
that the postmaster at the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., contributes $1,800 
of his salary for clerk hire, his allowance being too small to meet the 
demands of the service. 

When it is borne in mind that there has been for many years a con- 
stantly reduced scale of postage and a large gain in the gross revenues 
accruing from the post offices throughout the country, it must be ap- 
parent at a glance that this increased revenue can‘only come from han- 
dling an enormously increased number of pieces, That the per cent. of 
increase of expenses and per cent, of increased revenue should bear the 
same proportion is, of course, illogical and utterly absurd, as precisely 
opposite conditions obtain. It would be almost as logical to say that 
if the Government were to commence to-morrow to carry all the mails 
for the whole country for nothing the Post-Office Department could re- 
duce expenses. On the contrary, it would have to increase enormously 
the appropriation. We are constantly cutting down sources of revenue 
and constantly increasing the amount of mail handled and general 
scope of the service. 

There is, under the present cramped allowances, practically a bar to 
increased efficiency and the additional facilities and improvements 
demanded by the people of the country in order to keep the post office 
in line with other civil institutions of our Government. 

The classification act fixing salaries in first and second class offices 
throughout the country falls short of the purpose for which it was 
passed by Congress, for the reason that the appropriation permits the 
Department in most cases to pay only the minimum of the salaries 
provided for in that act. In fact the classification act falls far short of 
accomplishing its legitimate purpose by reason of the fact that appro- 
priations are insufficient to carry it into effect. 

The large number of offices that are constantly passing from lower to 
higher grades also adds greatly to the financial burden that must be 
borne by the Department. More offices are coming from the fourth 
into the third class than has ever before been known in the history of 
the country, and of course there is a constant ascent in the scale from 
third to second and from second to first. : 

The appropriation for clerk hire and allowances asked this year by 
the Department is, in my judgment, altogether toosmall. If we con- 
tinue existing allowances to provide for legal necessities imposed 
by the advance in class of the various offices and do other things re- 
quired by the law and regulations, there will be absolutely nothing 
left with whith to meet the legitimate growth of the service by reason 
of the increasing magnitude of the business. , 

In view of these facts I earnestly recommend that the cannes 
for clerk hire for the ensuing fiscal year be fixed at not less the 
estimate submitted for that purpose, being the sum of $8,249,000, or 
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an increase, as compared with the appropriation as fixed by the Con- 
gress for the current fiscal year, of 12 per cent. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHY. 


For the past twenty-five years each Congress has had under consid- 
eration the question of a system of postal telegraphy in connection 
with the postal service. Each Congress has gone over much ground 
that has been worked by former committees, in the way of taking 
evidence and having hearings. Your present committee began early 
during the last session to listen to arguments that were offered for 
and against the plan proposed by the honorable Postmaster-General, 
which was simply that Congress should authorize the Postmaster- 
General to contract with existing telegraph companies, or with com- 
panies to be established, to transmit telegrams at rates not to exceed 
those authorized or specified in the bill. There was no responsibility 
proposed or assumed by the Government under the terms of the bill, 
and not a new oflicer or employé of the Government, but all these were 
to be assumed and provided for by the contracting parties. 

The Postmaster-General had given this matter the most careful and 
considerate attention, and much of the evidence taken by the commit- 
tee, I believe, justifies the conclusion that such a service could be suc- 
cessfully established, thereby giving the people cheaper and quicker 
communication, and at the same time not interfere with vested rights. 
The question was one of such vital importance that the President in 
his last message saw fit to bring it to the attention of this House, So 
far the committee has not reported a bill looking to the solution of this 
question, and it now seems that the next Congress will be called upon 
to do that which this Congress has been unable to do, namely, provide 
a system of postal telegraphy. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


For a number of years the question of establishing asystem of postal 
savings banks has had the attention of Congress. The honorable 
Postmaster General has presented the question in strong and earnest 
terms; but so far your committee have been unable to report a bill for 
your consideration, Without going into this question further I only 
desire in this connection to submit an extract from the very able report 
of Hon. Edward S. Lacey (No. 473, first session Forty-seventh Congress) 
upon a similar bill then pending before Congress. 

Mr, Lacey is now Comptroller of the Currency, and few men in the 
United States have attained the well-earned reputation that this hon- 
orable gentleman bears as an able, conservative, clear-headed finan- 
cier. 


First, It would encourage economy and habits of thrift among the laboring 
classes by the certain protection that would be afforded thereby to their surplus 
earnings, which, for the want of a reliable cache, are now intrusted to insecure 

rivate banks or investments, or are secreted beneath floors, in chimney crev- 

ces, under stumps in the fields and forests, or in other equally unsafe hiding 
, or, worse still, are wasted in extravagance and dissipation. 

Second. It would accommodate all classes in the many sections where no 
banks exist, and in all sections its system of cross deposits and withdrawals, 
which enable the depositor to make use of any post-office depository in the 
country, would commend it to public favor. 

Third. It would tend to force from weird hiding places and to add to the cir- 
culation of the country many millions of dollars now worse than idle, espe- 
cially in the South and Southwest, where few banks exist, 

Fourth. It would promote loyalty and patriotism. Each depositor would 
have a direct and substantial interest in thestability and prosperity of the Gov- 
ernment intrusted with the safe-keeping and safe return of its treasure. 

Fifth. It would protect a class unable to protect itself—the toiling millions— 
against swindlers and robbers, fire and flood, unsafe investments, and unsound 
banks; inst improvidence, recklessness, and dissipation. 

Sixth. It would strengthen the finances of the nation by giving it a first lien 
upon the accumulated proceeds of the industries of its own citizens. 

Seventh, It would go far toward securing the best possible service in post 
offices, in the persons 2 and clerks, whose ability to give bonds for 
the correct and faithful discharge of their duties would, with few exceptions, 
depend upon their integrity, intelligence, and standing in community. 

ighth. It would, by absorbing a large portion of the national debt, keep at 
home and in circulation a great amount of money now sent abroad to pay in- 
terest on securities held by the foreign creditors of the Government. 

Ninth. It would be a bulwark of defense against panics and financial crises. 
Runs would not be made upon post-office banks, nor would their doors or their 

rs ever be closed against a depositor’s draft so long as a dollar remained 
to his credit on his passbook. Their funds would constitute a reserve upon which 
masses could implicitly reiy in times of financial disaster and business de- 


No better illustration of the correctness of these predictions can be given 
than the history of the rise, progress, and success of the postal-savings system 
in other countries. 


FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


The wonderful growth and expansion of our country and the conse- 
uent enormous increase in our mail service have very largely increased 
e duties, burdens, and responsibilities incident to the management of 
this Department, and to meet these necessities and to perfect a more 
complete and efficient management and supervision of the details the 
present Postmaster General has been earnest in his efforts to carry out 
recommendations of former heads of his Department by inducing this 
Congress to add to his staff a Fourth Assistant Postmaster General. I 
earnestly believe the service demands this and I hope this Congress 
will yet be able to meet this demand. 


I to especially commend the efforts of your honorable Post- 
eae 
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master General for the many practical reforms introduced in this serv- 
ice, which have very largely increased the efficiency of the service, 
expedited the mails, and at the same time disciplined the force with 
that kindly spirit to the extent that to-dsy you will find every man of 
all that army of employés speaking in that tone of commendation that 
implies confidence, earnest effort, and a knowing sympathy and touch 
of tellow-feeling, shoulder to shoulder, as I might say, for success, from 
the head of this great service to the humblest worker in it. 

I desire to say in conclusion that whatever responsibility may attach 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs for the late Indian war, or the 
Committee on Ways and Means for the reform ofthe tariff, or the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures for swelling the circulating 
medium of this country $60,000,000 per annum, no charge can or will 
stand against the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads of the 
Fifty-first Congress for instituting any radical reform in the postal 
service of the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, Chairman, I ask consent that gentlemen may 
have general leave to file remarks in the Recorp in connection with 
this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Morriirr having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the 
Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 12312) to grant a pension to Mary C. Hoff- 
man, widow of General William Hoffman, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
SAWYER, Mr. PAppock, and Mr. Turpie as the said conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. 
Custer. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested 

A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B, Houghkirk 

A bill (8. 2822) increasing the pension of John Winchell; 

A bill (8. 4498) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin; 

A bill (8. 4499) granting a pension to Mary Vance; 

A bill (8. 4500) granting a pension to Martha Allen; 

A bill (S. 4502) granting a pension to Laura A. Burns; 

A bill (8S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaugh 
lin; 

A bill (8. 4626) granting an increase of pension to George H. Blodg 
ett; 

A bill (S. 4682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily Wil- 
liams; 

A bill (S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes; 

A bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe; 

A bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Irank- 
lin, alias McKee; 

A bill (S. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to 
the pension roll; 

A bill (S. 4809) granting an inerease of pension to John 8, Fur- 
ling; 

A bill (8. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker; 

A bill (8. 4944) granting a pension to Maria 8. Whitney; 

A bil] (S. 5022) granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald; 

A bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen; and 

A bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Srmonps]. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Chairman,I beg to submit a few remarks in 
regard to the shipping bill, which has been discussed by two other gen- 
tlemen since the present bill has been pending before this committee. 
Many people in Connecticut have a great interest in this question, al- 
though it is not an interest of a direct financial kind, and for that rea- 
son I have given some study to the question. Figures massed into 
solid columns are said not to be interesting. Nevertheless there is a 
table of them to be found in the last annual report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics on our foreign commerce, certain essential points 
in which ought to be burned into the memory and intelligence of every 
American until he persistently and effectually asks the reason why, 
and I submit this table at this point 
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Values of the imports and exports of the United States carried, respectively, 


in cars and other land vehicles, in American vessels and in foreign vessels, 


during each fiscal year from 1857 to 1889, inclusive, with the percentage carried in American vessels (coin and bullion included from 1857 to 1879, 


inclusive, as method of transportation can not be stated). 


[From page 99 of the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on the foreign commerce of the United States for the year ending June 30, 1889, 
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| Imports, Exports. Total imports and exports. Percentage 
Year ending ; a . eens : al ————_——— rm —_— — in 
June 30— n cars an : | In carsan . n cars and Social merican 
: In American In foreign | \In American) In foreign In American’ In foreign Vv 1 
emus |" veoecis "| ama” | Qasrsent |" Yescis | “vamelx | Wmgrdnd |"" yeaa) “wml | Total | vemel 
eansdapeaninandedliidhegiteeps icles teil =a 
$259, 116,170 ($101, 778, 971 |..-..0000.--2- sso] $251, 214, 857 |$111, 745, 825 |... ---| $510, 331,027 | $213,519,796 | $723, 850, 823 70. 50 
| 208,700,016 | 78,913,134 wees} 243,491,288 | 81, 153,138 |... --| 447,191,304 | 160,066,277 607, 257, 571 73.70 
216, 123,428 | 122, 644, 702 .| 249,617,953 | 107, 171, 509 |... | 465,741, 381 229, 816, 211 695, 557, 592 66.90 
1 279, 082, 902 | 121, 039, 394 J.............. «| 507,247, 757 255, 040, 793 762, 288, 550 66.50 
179, 972,733 | 69, 372, 180 ...| 381,516,788 203, 478, 278 584, 995, 066 65, 20 
125, 421, 318 | 104, 517, 667 «| 217,695, 418 218, 015, 296 435, 710,714 50. 00 
132, 127, 891 | 199, 880, 691 «| 241,872, 471 343, 056, 631 584, 928, 502 41.40 
102, 849, 409 | 237, 442, 780 |. 184, 061, 486 485, 793, 548 669, 855, 034 27.50 
93, 017,756 | 262, 839, 588 |.. 167, 402, 872 437, 010, 124 604, 412, 996 27.70 
213, 671,466 | 351, 754,928 |.. 825, 711, 861 685, 226, 691 | 1, 010, 938, 552 32.20 
180, 625, 368 | 280, 708, 368 297, 834, 904 581, 330, 403 879, 165, 307 33.90 
175, 016, 348 | 301, 886,491 |... ~+»| 297,981,573 550, 546, 074 848, 527, 644 35.10 
1538, 154,748 | 285, 979,781 |... «| 289,956,772 586, 492, 012 876, 448, 784 33. 10 
ivcnmnenivemepesniid ; 199, 732, 324 | 829,786,978 |.......sceeeeeeeees| 952, 969, 401 638, 927, 488 991, 896, 889 35. 60 
.| $15, 187, 354 | : , 020, $7,798,159 | 190,378, 462 | 392,801,932 | $22,985,510 | 353,664,172 755, 822,576 | 1, 132, 472, 258 31,20 
SED dvesitseniadhiind | 17,635,681 | 177,286,802 | 445,416,783 | 10,015,089 | 168,044,799 | 393, 929,579 27,650,770 | 345, 331, 101 839, 346, 362 | 1, 222,328, 233 28.50 
1873 | 17,070,548 | 174,789,834 | 471, 806, 7 10, 799,430 | 171,566,758 | 494,915, 886 27, 869,978 | 346,306,592 | 966,723,651 | 1, 340,899, 221 25. 80 
7 14,513,335 | 176,027,778 | 405,320,135 8,509,205 | 174,424,216 | 533, 885, 971 23, 022,540 | 350, 451, 994 939, 206, 106 | 1, 312, 680,640 26.70 
87" 13, 083,859 | 157, 872,726 382, 949, 568 7,304,376 | 156, 385,066 | 501, 838,949 20, 388,235 | 314, 257,792 884, 788,577 | 1,219, 434, 544 25, 80 
876 12, 148, 667 | 143,389,704 | 321,139,500 | 6,324,487 | 167,686,467 | 492, 215, 487 18, 478,154 | 311,076,171 $13, 354, 987 | 1, 142, 904, 312 27.20 
77. 10, 697,640 | 151,834,067 | 329,565,833 | 6,767,170 | 164,826,214 | 530, 354, 703 17, 464,810 | 316, 660, 281 859, 920, 536 | 1, 194, 045, 627 26.50 
|, eee | 12,965,999 | 146, 499, 282 307,407,565 | 7,511,365 | 166,551,624 | 569,583,564 20, 477,364 | 313,050, 906 876, 991, 129 | 1,210, 519, 399 25. 90 
ED encuscatabinn 11, 983,823 | 143,590,353 | 310,499,599 | 7,439,862 | 128, 425,339 | 609, 769, 633 19, 423,685 | 272,015, 692 811, 269, 232 | 1, 202, 708, 609 22. 60 
IED sadwhinseseneal 15, 142,465 | 149, 317,368 | 503, 494, 913 5, 858,928 | 109,029,209 | 720,770,521 20,981,393 | 258,346,577 | 1,224, 265,434 | 1,503,593, 404 17, 18 
| Bae ets eee] sme | eeceelares| meeee| Sones times tener =| ie 
1882 | 22,854, 94 ), 266, , 517, | , 118, 37 b , 460, i . B17 | 227,229,745 | 1,212, 978,769 | 1, 475, 181, 831 15. 40 
T8838. ..ccccccee] 28,008,048 | 136,002,290 | 564,175,576 | 25,089,844 | 101,418,210 | 694,331, 348 48,092,892 | 240, 420,500 | 1, 258,506,924 | 1,547,020, 316 15, 54 
1884.00.00... 0.) 20,140,204 | 135,046,207 | 512,511,192 | 26,573,774 98,652,828 | 615, 287,007 46,714,068 | 233,699,035 | 1,127,798,199 | 1,408,211, 302 16. 60 
TS85......cc0ee) 21,149,476 | 112, 864,052 | 443,513,801 | 24, 183, 299 82, 001, 691 | 636, 004,765 45,332,775 | 194,865,743 | 1, 079,518,566 | 1,319, 717,084 14.76 
._ are 24,555,683 | 118,942,817 | 491,937,636 | 19, 144, 667 78, 406,686 | 581,973,477 43,700,350 | 197,349,503 | 1,073,911, 113 | 1,314, 960, 966 15. 01 
=e | 27,562, 059 121, 365, 498 | 543, 392, 216 21, 389, 666 72,991, 253 | 621, 802, 292 48,951,725 | 194,356,746 | 1,165, 194,508 | 1, 408,502,979 13. 80 
WUD no cesceosenes | 82,200,459 | 123,525,298 | 568, 222, 357 22,147, 368 67, 332,175 | 606, 474, 964 54,356,827 | 190,857,473 | 1,174, 697,321 | 1,419, 911, 621 13, 44 
1889.00... | 88,227, 861 | 120, 782, 910 | 586, 120,881 | 28,496,517 | $3,022, 198 | 630,942,660 | 66, 664, 378 | 208, 805, 108 | 1, 217, 063, 541 | 1, 487,533, 027 13.7 
| 








Norr.—The amounts carried in cars and other land vehicles were not separately statea prior to J uly 1, 1870. Exportsare stated in mixed gold and currency 


values from 1862 to 1879, inclusive. 


Mr. Chairman, in 1856 more than 75 per cent. of the foreign commerce 
of the United States was carried in American ships (Statesman’s Year 
Book, 1890, page 1070), and this tablediscloses the fact that, while that 
foreign commerce rose from $723,000,000 in 1857 to $1,487,000,000 in 
1889, the percentage transported in American ships steadily decreased 
from the 75 per cent. of 1856 until it was less than 14 per cent. in 1889. 

This $1,487,000,000 of commerce represents many important things. 
It represents annual earnings to its carriers of $150,000,000. It rep- 
resents the profitable investment of fifteen hundred millions of dol- 
lars of capital, the employment of a great army of artisans in build- 
ing vessels, the employment of a vast body of seamen in navigating 
them, and a thousand ships sailing every ocean and plowing every sea. 
Allof this industrial activity ought to be American, but only a beggarly 
fraction of it is. Nineteen hundred and ninety-six ships carried grain 
and breadstufis away from the port of New York in 1889 and just four 
of them and no more floated the Sters and Stripes. (W. E. Fergu- 
son’s Shipping Tables. ) 

If these facts are not salient enough in the bare statement, let me 
accentuate them a little by a comparison with the doings of Great 
Britain’s merchant marine. Her population is 35,000,000, ours is 65,- 
000,000; her area is 121,000 square miles, ours is 2,900,000; but her 
tonnage engaged in foreign commerce is more than six millions, while 
ours is less than one (Statesman’s Year Book, 1890, pages 81, 1070); 
and, instead of carrying only a petty fraction of her own ocean freight, 
she carries 51 per cent., or, with her colonial shipping, 58 per cent. 
(Mulhall’s History of Prices, page 42), of the entire ocean commerce 
of the world. England is the common carrier of the nations and it is 
of vital importance to her that she should be; it makes all the differ- 
ence with her between success on the one hand and decay on the other 
hand. I have here a table collated from a British publication, the 
Statesman’s Year Book for 1899, which I submit for printing. 

British imports and exports, 1879-1888, 


Years. 





£248, 783,364 | £114, 208,511 
286, 405, 446 824, 
297, O82, 775 99, 939, 714 
306, 660, 714 106, 358, 894 
305, 437, 070 121, 454, 509 
295, 967, 583 94, 050, 986 
270, 408, 694 100, 564, 261 
268, 667, 017 iL, 196, 455 
280, 763. 161 Sl, 464, 403 
298, 347, 384 88, 234, 612 


"Excess of imperts £1 012,296,474 x $4,919,760,863, 


This table shows that for the ten years ending with 1888 British 
imports exceeded British exports by almost $5,000,000,000, or $500,- 
000,000 a year. The greater part if not the whole of this frightful 
yearly deficiency is made up by British earnings as a common carrier 
on the high seas. The priors nature of England’s financial future 
is apparent upon a single glance at this table,and it tully explains the 
determination, the earnestness, and the secrecy with which she pur- 
sues the policy of being mistress of the seas in every sense. 

From the enormous disparity which I have pointed out between Eng- 
land and America as common carriers of ocean commerce, one might 
be disposed to draw the conclusion that Americans are inferior to Eng- 
lishmen as shipbuilders or navigators. Nothing of the sort; exactly 
the reverse is true. Everybody knows that when, in 1856, we were 
carrying 75 cent. of our foreign commerce in American vessels, we 
excelled the world in the speed, the durability, and the beauty of 
our ships. power of our shipping, including the coast- 
wise with the fi . is to-day second only to that of England, and sur- 
passes four times over that of France, whostands next to us in the race. 

Great Britain’s total tonnage is about 7,000,000 and ours about 4,000, - 
000; but more than 3,000,000 of ours is coastwise, leaving less than 
1,000,000 in foreign commerce. Our in handling our ship- 
ping is shown by the fact that we t 308 tons annually for every 
seaman we employ, while Great Britain carries only 280 tons per man, 
and other nations much less. 

I am well aware that these statements only make our present beg- 
garly cipation in the carriage of our fo commerce all the more 
surprising, and the question may well be asked how it comes about. 

‘o begin with, we have always treated our foreign commerce with 
the most reckless unwisdom, as is set forth in detail by our Commis- 
sioner of Navigation, W. W. Bates, in the committee’s report on the 
pending bill, while England for hundreds of years prior to 1850 fos- 
tered her merchant marine precisely asshe fostered her manufactures, 
by a system of prohibition, repression, and exclusion unexampled in the 
history of the world and incredible in itself. Ifany man doubts the 
truth of this strong language, which needs to be very strong in order to 
tally with the facts, he can find its full confirmation in the articles on 
the navigation act of the Political Encycl and the Encycl ia 

Britannica, neither of which is written by a protectionist or by an 
merican. 


A 

When, abgut 1850, Great Britain adopted her so-called “‘ free trade’’ 
and her ‘*freeships’’ she relied on certain th She knew, 
in view of the changed tions of civilization, and especially in view 
of the marvelous of this Western Hemisphere, with its im- 
mense natural while she had none except coal and iron, 
that prohibition, repression, and exclusion had done their utmost for 
her commerce and for her manufactures. She knew that the ship of 
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the fature was to be of iron instead of wood and that under the then 
existing conditions she could build it and possibly sail it cheaper than 
we. She had good reason to believe that our traditional foolishness in 
withholding assistance from our merchant marine would perpetuate 
itself, although she should continue to practice subsidy-granting under 
our very eyes, and she was not disappointed in that belief. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will remember that we granted 
subsidies from 1850 to 1858 and 1866 to 1867. 

Mr.SIMONDS, Ithank thegentleman forthe interruption. There 
never was anything in the lineof real subsidy-granting by the United 
States in our whole history. Three times in our history we granted 
what were called subsidies to three separate lines, nothing more. 
Nothing like a policy of subsidy-granting has ever been followed by 
the United States. These things I am telling you about were concur- 
rent with some otherthings. They were concurrent with the practical 
development of the railway, which drew toitself the investment of large 
sums of capital. They were concurrent with the full utilization of the 
cheap and fertile lands of the West, which had the effect of raising the 
en all American workmen except American seamen. And so, 
within ten years or thereabouts after this change of policy, England 
had the satisfaction of seeing the ship of iron begin to supplant the 
ship of wood, of realizing the effectiveness of her subsidies while we 
were paying none, and of looking upon the beginning of the decadence 
of American shipping. 

I can not doubt that this sequence of events would have brought us 
to our senses at that time had it not been that the civil war came on, 
bringing its Alabamas to scourge our commerce from the seas and 
proving, with the evil years it brought behind it, the rarest of com- 
mercial blessings to Great Britain, by accelerating our maritime decay 
and so engrossing our attention with war and reconstruction as to leave 
us no time to examine our condition and apply a remedy. 

This is the past, sketched with a few broad but truthful strokes; the 
present is almost contemptible; and now, what of the fature? Shall 
we wait only a little longer and see the Stars and Stripes disappear 
from the last ship engaged in ocean commerce, or shall we, with true 
American enterprise, determine here and now that our flag of trade 
shall again fly in all the ports of the world? Fortunately, the eom- 
mittee are agreed that something must and shall be done, although not 
agreed as to what that something shall be. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FirHtan], speaking for the larger 
portion of the minority, and with a frankness which commands my 

prescribes free ships to cure our maritime depression. In my 
deliberate and thoughtful judgment they can not alone possibly work 
acure. Mr, William P. Clyde, of New York, stated the reason why, 
before the committee, in a single sentence which I will read: 


Mr. CumMINGS, Suppose we were to buy ships to run under the American 
, would that help your line? 


r. CLypr. No, sir. So long as the English merchant has the pocketbook of 
John Bull open to him in the way of subsidy, so loug will he have the advan- 
tage over us, and letting us buy ships of this English merchant or builder wil! 
not place us on an equal footing. 

You may give our merchants their ships free of cost, and under ex- 
isting conditions they can not and will not undertake to permanently 
maintain them on the high seas. First cost is relatively unimportant 
in comparison with annual earnings. But give our merchant marine 
ten or twenty years of generous aid and fostering care, till ship yards 

dot our coast from Maine to Texas, till great mills for rolling ship 
tes are in full blast, till we have trained an army of artisans to 

d our vessels and another army of seamen to sail them, till our flag 
of trade is common in every port, then serve permanent notice on Eng- 
land and on all the world besides that we shall meet them in this strug- 
gle point by point for another century, if need be, and the battle will 
be won. American inventiveness, American enterprise, and American 
seamanship will prove themselves, under the then conditions, more 
than a match for all the world; if any nation cares to continue the con- 
test, the unequal conditions will then be in our favor, and not in theirs. 

England’s present maritime supremcy is undisputed. The burning 
question seems to be, ‘‘ Has she or has she not fostered it by generous 
subsidy?’’ Isayshe has. Itisaquestionof evidence. And though 
she has apparently sought to conceal her action by dividing her gifts, 
and by stating them in reports widely disconnected from one another, 
and sometimes, apparently, by entire suppression of reports, the evi- 
dence is upon the whole conclusive. Ifa man could prove his eternal 
salvation as satisfactorily he would be quite content, I will refer to 
some of this evidence. 

Professor Arthur T. Hadley will hardly besuspected of sympathy with 
such a bill as that now under discussion; yet two or three years ago, 

of subsidies in the Political Encyclopedia, after speaking of 
some of the English contracts, he said: 
Sts Ti anette la teer qiedieally decrencing, but till sesounte acosally ¢3 
e ecreasing, Dut still amounts annu 
some £700,000 sterling. 2. ™. " _ 


1 submit the letter and table presented to the committee by Charles 
8. Hill, to be found in the committee’s report, the fruits of more than 
six months of careful research: 

Wasurincton, D. C., March 7, 1890. 


‘My Dear Str: During the present investigation by your committee into shi 
ping affairs, Hon. Mr. BiInGHAm inquired of me as to the proportion of pabaidly 
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granted by the British exchequer to British shipping during each decade of the 
present century. 


I informed him that a very careful preparation showed a total amount of 
$280,000,000 since 1800, 

I promised to submit, before the close of your investigation, a tabulation 
showing what had been paid each year, and therefore beg to hand you here- 
with a paper exhibiting these amounts. The information and data have been 
collected from official British reports, which I am prepared to produce in sub- 
stantiation of the same from the Library of Congress, and which oceupied me 
over six months in making the research through the large number of volumes 
covering so long a period. I desire particularly to add that I found many evi- 
dences of additicnal benéfits, perquisites, moieties, etc., given in aid to Brit- 
po shipping from other sources than grants made through the general post 
oaee, * * * 

Iam, my dear sir, very respectfully, yours, 
CHAS, 8. HILL, 
Hon, Jon M. FARQUHAR, 
Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Subsidies paid by Great Britain to shipping. 





Years. | Amount. Remarks. 
To 1800...... | $5,200,000 | From report British commission of revenue inquiry. 
To 1810... 8, 628,200 | Averaging $392,200 yearly. 


To IS16...... | 4,725,000 | Secretary’s report examination British financial 
commission, 

1817 to 1820,} 1, 655, 000 | 

1821 to 1830, 5, 855,000 | Making to this date, $25,063,000. 

1831 to 1837.| 6,000,000 | From the general post office alone. 

1838 to 1850.| 25,000,000 | Additional from mercantile marine fund. 

1838 to 1850.| 37,000,000 | From general post office alone, subsidies not in- 













| eluded, 

1851 to 1860,| 60,000,000 | 

1861 to 1865.) 25,000,000 | From general post office fund alone in five years, 
1866....00.0+46] 4,227,018 | From general post office fund alone in one year. 
7 Seagee | 4,079,966} Do. 
BEOD.cvcvwsscees 4, 047, 586 | Do, 
OP scosusincns | §, 481,690 Do. 
a sdeteadbeet | 6,107,761 | Do. 
SE tendiains | 6,070,741 | Do. 
1872...........| 5,693,500 | Do. 
1873.......0004 5,665,296 | Do, 
I874......0.0) 5,697,346 | Do. 
1875... .ssse000-) 4,860,000 | Do. 
an 4, 420, 000 Do. 
1877... ..cecee00 4, 255, 130 | Do. 
I878......0000| 3,813,800 Do. 
a 3, 891, 205 | Do, 
1880... ... 00006 8, 865, 260 Do. 
BEBE .w0..ccccee 3, 592, 230 Do. 
NBEB...6. seosces 3,524, 330 Do. 
1883........000, 3,608,800 | Do. 
1884.. 8, 608, 355 Do. 
1885. 8, 642, 065 Do. 
1886 8, 662, 505 Do. 
188 3, 625, 915 Do. 
188) 3, 490, 864 Do. 
SID. occeceonsl 8, 184, 425 Do. 


Total ...| 283, 178, 988 


Additional funds have also been granted from board of admiralty and from 
the special mercantile fund, and other extras which are disguised sourees of 
aiding British shipping. 

The above is prepared from official British reports of the period named, all of 
which can be proven by the said documents. 

CHAS. 8. HILL, 


This table shows $283,000,000 paid or given by England in the past 
to her merchant marine, with other gifts and-bounties the nature and 
extent of which can not be ascertained. 

I also submit the table of annual subsidies paid by the different na- 
tions, tobe found in William Eleroy Curtis’s book on Trade and Trans- 
portation between the United States and Spanish America: 


SUBSIDIES PAID BY ALL NATIONS, 


The following table shows the amount of money paid for the encouragement 
of foreign commerce in the form of subsidies, bounties, and for the transporta- 
tion of mails by the governments named: 












ROO cin ccetsevesscncecnvscsoenconrese $6,792,778 | Portugal ......cccceccreeesserseese $108,000 
England 4,069,874 | Trinidad......... 0000 te naliitian 98, 000 
a 3, 503, 035 | Barbadoes .., 90, 000 
Germany Se Fes Ge Fue caccres taceeiend ened 72, 000 
Argentine Republic (estima- Various West India Islands.. 72, 000 
COG ncccccroccecesccosesserceseses 3,000,000 | New Zealand ............csee sees 56, 000 
RE ccocsscvee 1,700,000 | United States (to its own 
Spain..........- 1, 571, 035 NAA Uiinet ‘usudeccense +piennee 48, 966 
Netherlands 775,191 | Norway and Sweden......... ; 41, 655 
Me XI1C0..0.0. .00cccrecee verse secconeee 758,000 | Guatemala... .........-0ccceceseeeees 34, 000 
CanadA,.....sserecceeee 730,000 | The Island of Tobago ...... E 25, 000 
Japan .... anal 500,000 | San Salvador ..............cc00-c00 24, 000 
BIIIER,..cccccesececcsessvonsnseete = 454,306 | Bahama Islands ........ .......... 18, 500 
TNE sec ccncnpavesnenapeeoewocccees 490, 127 | NiCMraguad .....0000..0020 00000. corer 16, 000 
Austria-Hungary........ 363,000 | Honduras... 12, 500 
Australian Colonies... ult 280,000 | Costa Rica 12, 000 
AD isccvecne vclenseactintasiicsnen 225,000 | British Honduras 7,500 





The several Governments of Latin America are now paying $219,500 annually 
as subsidies to American ships, or more than five times as much as these ships 
receive from their own Government. e 


This gives England’s present annual payments as $4,269,874. 
I submit the British parliamentary document to be found on page 
372 of the committee’s report: 
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Return showing the names, owners, amount of hire poid, and total expended 
over vessels of the merchant steamers chartered by the admiralty for em- 
ployment as naval cruisers, 

{Return to an order of the honorable the House of Commons, dated March 1, 

1886. Ordered by the House of Commons tobe printed, May 25, 1886.) 


ARMED CRUISERS. 








| 
Total ex- 
Name of vessel. Owners. Tape | pended over 
| ot vessel, 
| 
PD £2 aca &£ «2d, 
America ...............| National Steamship Company.| 26,375 7 6)| 36,844 7 3 
Oregon".... | Cunard Steamship Company...| 39,590 2 2/ 55,006 4 1 
Umbria ........ | a2ose A ps cwcenetinnteennsdeeanseuipaeapnauinl | 36,824 7 G6 | 48,454 13 11 
SIE vesnsumesmscces | W. Pearce.... ssveveeeee| 19,305 0 0} 28,708 14 8 
Alaska. saute toni AD vethantahenatiae teinliebaniaaae | 82,694 0 O| 42,188 14 3 
a cies | Peninsular and Oriental | 23,638 10 0| 382,304 411 
| Steam Navigation Company. | | 
Maasiila............000+: Iss Gill liashsonitinaemea iheoalieaeicents | 42,000 0 ©| 52,706 211 
IED: deregneties wecbsins British India Steamship Com- | 26,438 15 0| 30,491 610 
pany. 
CG OMOBIS.....00000+.200] sevcocnesseseccscoccossseetcosseressmncssesceecs| 80,008 15 ©] GRIMES 2 
Pembroke Castle}..| Castle Packets Company. ........)..cccccccsesscace eevee leoeeesenerceees seve 
Lusitania .............. | Orient Steamship Company.....| 25,622 5 0/| 35,505 210 
Moor" .......000:.000/ Union Steamship Company.....| 18,827 14 11 29,468 7 3 
Se sali GO ...rceccocoscvecse sovsccesosessesevense| 87,008 8 1] CE 3 8 
Coptic .......... .-e| Oceanic Steamship Company. 27,524 0 0/| 34,04010 3 
Britannia ..............| Pacific Steamship Company.....| 25,283 1 1)| 33,430 0 7 
Stirling Castiet.....| Adamson & Ronaldaon....... ......).....ss0ss-sseseseess ao 
407,293 6 3/ 535,476 8 1 





* The expenses (other than hire) of the Oregon and Moor during the period 
they were in commission are not included in this return; they were charged 
to Votes |, 2, 10, ete., as for a man-of-war.—G,. Fitz Gerald, accountant general 
of the navy, etc. 

t See list of transports. 


This shows two millionsand a half of dollars paid by England to her 

merchant marine in a single instance for so-called ‘‘restoration’’ pur- 
poses. 
The unbeliever can read with profit Consular Report No. 112, which 
is wholly devoted to steamship subsidies, and he ean read with like 
profit the testimony of Hughes, Lachlan, Cramp, Felton, and Clyde 
given before the committee. 

It will instruct the House and possibly amuse it to have the Clerk 
read a part of the testimony which Capt. Jobn Codman gave before 
the committee. This gentleman came down here evidently in the rdle 
of the great American subsidy-killer, fully intending to disperse the 
“subsidy beggars’’ with a single blast upon his bugle horn, but he 
fell afoul of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLKEY] with a result 
which the reading will disclose. 

[From committee's report, page 192.] 


Mr. Diyeiry. I understand you to cite Great Britain as an example in this 
regard, and to say that she had simply given fair mail pay; and that any prop- 
osition to give more than that is a subsidy and objectionable, and never adopted 
by Great Britain. 

Captain Copman,. I think that is a fair statement of my position, 

Mr. Dine.ey. I want to call your attention toa few salient facts in the his- 
tory of England. Are you aware that in 1840 Great Britain entered into a con- 
tract with Samuel Cunard to establish a steamship line composed of wooden 
side-wheel steamers of 1,200 tons, for which the Government engaged to pay 
$413,000 per annum from New York to Liverpool? 

Captain Copman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dineitey. Do call $413,000 per annum for such service fair mail pay ? 

Captain CopmMan. Under those circumstances it was fair mail pay. 

Mr. Dryetey. You think that was not subsidy? 

Captain Copman. Yes, sir; it was. We understand subsidy and mail con- 
tracts to be the same thing. 

~ * * > . * - 

The OCmareMay., Is it not a fact well authenticated that with that subsidy 
Samuel Cunard built two new boats? 

Captain CopMAN, Out of the profits made? 

The CHatrMan, Out of the profits made, 

Captain Copman, I do not know, nor does it matter. 

Mr. Dinavey. Is it a fact that Great Britain, having this Cunard Line with 
postal and cemmercial facilities, when the Collins Line appeared subsequently, 
increased the compensation to the Cunard Line to $700,000 a year? 

Captain CopMayx, On account of the Collins Line appearing? 

Mr, Dinetery. Didn’tshe do that? 

Captain CopMan. Very likely, but they put on more boats. 

Mr. Drneiey. Not at that time, The ships were not increased at that time. 

Captain Copman. The line had increased the ships and therefore got an in- 
creased subsidy. 

Mr. Drinetry. What, in your judgment,was the object of the British Govern- 
ment in increasing her subsidy from $800,000 to $1,000,000 when the Collins Line 
began to be a formidable rival. 

Captain Copman. i think it was for increased vessels, 

. . . . * 

Mr. Dinexey. If all she wanted was a mail service, why did not Great Brit- 
ain save that $1,000,000 by a the Collins Line to carry her mail 
and pates the Americans carry the British mails for $100,000 less, as they of- 
fered to do? 

*. Captain Copmax, The English did one-half of the business and the Americans 
the other. It was mutually satisfactory. 


* . . . ~ . 


Mr. Dine.ey. In 1858 the British began aioe e line of ships to China and 
Japan, and the British Government paid $2,500,000 subsidy per annum in this 


line. After the company met with some reverses in consequence of foreign 
competition, the British Government engaged to guaranty a dividend of 8 per 
cent. tethe company. Was that simply mail pay? 


Captain CopMAN. It was for mail and admiralty purposes combined, 
Mr. Dixneiey. Was it not also for commercial purposes? 


Captain Copmayn. Yes, sir. At that time there was a French line that was 
running in competition, and the French line offered to carry the mail for less 
than that. There was some talk about giving this contract tothem. There 
wasa discussion about it in Parliament. Some members maintained it 
fo be given to the French, but the majority very properly took the other 
side. 

Mr. Dinetey. Nothwithstanding the French line proposed to carry the Brit- 
ish mail for a million dollars less, Great Britain would not save that miilion 
dollars and have the British line withdrawn ? 

Captain CopMan, That was so. 


> a * 7 


Mr. Dinetry. Are you aware that in 1852 the British Government entered 
into a contract with the Royal Maii Steamship Company to establish a line of 
steamers to Mexico and Central America, Rio de Janeiro, and Buenos Ayres, 
and engaged to pay a subsidy of $1,350,000 per annum, and thatin 1863 and 1868, 
when the company met with some reverses, the government guarantied a div- 
idend of 8 per cent,? 

Captain CopMan, Very likely. 

Mr. Diyeiey. This was to maintain a line to South America, where she had 
no colonies. 

Captain Copman. But the vessels were to be available in case they wanted 
them in war. 

Mr. Drxnetey, Are you aware that Mr. Seuddemore, who was British under- 
secretary for — affairs, in his report in favor of this guaranty dividend, re- 
marked that it was necessary to maintain the contract as a means of extending 
British trade? 

Captain CopMaN. I think he is very correct. 


Mr. DinGiey. Are you aware that in 1850 the British Government entered 
into a contract with the Pacific Navigation Company for seven years to estab- 
lish a line from Panama to Valparaiso, where Great Britain had no colonies, 
and paid this line $125,000 per annum? 

Captain Copman, Great Britain had no colonies there, but she had trade there. 
Panama was a mere entrepot. 

Mr. DineG.iey. Sometimes the point is made that these subsidized vessels only 
run to her colonies. 

Captain Copman, She subsidized for the benefit of her colonies and trade 
everywhere. 

Mr. DinGiery. Outside of her colonies? 

Captain CopmMax, Certainly; New York is not one of her colonies. 

—_ DrxGuey. I am glad to have that point admitted, because it has been de- 
 Castain CopmMaxn. A man would be a fool to deny that. 

Mr. Dinexy. Ia 1868 Great Britain paid a steamship line from Southampton 
$400,000 subsidy, ostensibly for carrying the mail. 

Captain CopMAN, It may be so. present contract is for so much a pound, 
They do all sorts of things in the way of contracts. 

Mr, Dixneuey. They do all sorts of things to establish British lines and drive 
off foreign competition. 

The how and why of England’s performances with steamship sub- 
sidies is made clear in this interesting colloquy between Captain Cod- 
man and the gentleman from Maine, and if any gentleman still pleases 
to persist that England has not generously subsidized in the past and 
does not subsidize to-day whenever she thinks it necessary, he must 
be permitted to ind in his amusement, but, in my opinion, it will 
not rise to the dignity of evidence or of argument. 

Let me stop right here to say that I honor England for this thing. 
England is a marvel among the nations. With only 25,000,000 of peo- 

le, living on an island not so large as many of our single States, she 

iterally girdles the globe with her possessions, and from century to 
century remains as stable as the everlasting hills. Imperial Rome does 
not overweight her in the balance. Her generals are great in every 
land and her naval commanders great on every sea; but greatest of all 
is she in that long line of illustrious statesmen which culminates in the 
Gladstone of to-day. 

In nothing has the wisdom of these statesmen been made more mani- 
fest than in the care and nurture of that navy and that merchant ma- 
rine which have made the cross of St. George the symbol of power and 
of commercial supremacy to the uttermost parts of the earth. We 
can afford to do justice to this people, for the cross of St. George has 
ere this gone down before the Stars and Stripes, and when all is said 
and done there is no name so grand or great in all the world as that of 
an American citizen. 

After all, isone thing worth our while? Why give away a million of 
dollars a year now and hereafter if the cy of the bill proves success- 
ful? If other nations are willing to subsidize, why should not we take 
advantage of it and let our ocean freights be carried partly at their cost ? 
Simply because, to use a homely but expressive phrase, ‘‘ It’s saving 
at the spigot and wasting at the bung.”’ 

For every dollar that we save we lose a hundred. The of 
our ocean freightage means annual earnings to its carriers of $150,000, - 
000; it means the investment of $1,500,000,000 in rolling mills, machine 
shops, shipyards, and ships; it means the training and employment of 
a great army of American artisans and another great army of American 
seamen. Better than all these, it means direct and regular communi- 
cation between our ports and all those countries which have anything 
to buy or sell, with a consequent growth in our foreign commerce be- 
yond anything the past has ever seen. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMONDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You say it would give us additional American 
seamen. How de you account for the fact that with a coastwise trade 
that is not orfly protected, but absolu prohibitive, the majority of 
the sailors in that business are 

Mr. BUI AN, of New Jersey. That is not the fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is the fact. That is the evidence taken before 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The gentleman will clearly understand the un- 











fairness of stating a premise like that and asking me to draw a con- 
clusion from it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But it is a fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has said we would have more 
American seamen. The evidence taken before the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries was that in a prohibitive business, namely, 
the coastwise trade, the majority of the common sailors were foreign- 


ers. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that was my 
statement. I will repeat exactly what I said if it isnecessary. I did 
say that the adoption of this measure would mean the training and 
em ent of a great army of seamen, and the natural inference is 
that the majority of those men would be Americans. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ninety per cent. of the sailors on foreign-going 
vessels are foreigners, and in the coastwise trade the majority are for- 
eigners also. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Under that bill they would get no benefit. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I will proceed, Mr. Chairman, and I do not want 
this to come out of my time. 

Our exports embrace the products of every American industry, and 
this measure means new life to all; especially does it mean new life to 
American agriculture, new markets, larger demand, and better prices. 
Right here we have to deal again with John Codman, who says: 

Trade is not a hot-house plant. It hasa natural growth and can not be forced. 
There is not a shipping port for merchandise upon the globe where sailing ships 


and steamers are not found ready to carry freight to other portsif profit can 
°. by sending it. Trade furnishes employment forships, Ships de not 
e e. 


The pith of this is, ‘‘ You get the goods ready and the selling will 
take care of itself.’”’ A more thoughtless proposition was never ut- 
tered. If it be true, then the great wholesale houses, those of Chicago, 
for instance, may now be expected to withdraw their advertisements, 
dismiss their traveling salesmen, and move out on the prairie to save 
money by reducing ex Let me give a case in point. In 1880 
we sold less than a half million dollars’ worth of machinery to Mex- 
ico; then we opened railroad communication with that country, and 
in 1887 we sold there more than $4,000,000 worth. In 1880 we had the 
goods, Mexico had the market, and we had a roundabout communica- 
tion with that country, but Mexico kept her market and we kept our 

We opened direct and regular communication, and multiplied 
our sales by the figure 8. That sort of thing will take place the 
world over, wherever we establish direct and regular communication; 
and its value will exceed the cost more than a hundredfold. 

Does any gentleman need to be told that there is something else in 
this measure which ought to touch every American to the quick ? 
Have gentlemen read the diplomatic correspondence concerning the 
Behring Sea? Have they realized with humiliation and shame that 
Great Britain can, if she but choose, sweep us from that sea with no 
great exertion of her naval power? Well, I know that in the end we 
should prevail and that the final outcome would doubtless be the dis- 
solution of that great empire which has withstood the shocks of cen- 
turies, but it would be at a cost in blood and treasure and previous 
humiliation the mere contemplation of which is too painful to dwell 
u 

This situation exists not only because we have no adequate navy, 
but also because we have not the seamen to man that navy if it were 
already built and floating at our docks. A great merchant marine, 
such as this bill contemplates, means, among other things, a training 
school and a reserve force of seamen adequate to the demands of any 
possible American navy. If there be an American to whom the Beb- 
ring Sea incident does not speak with swift and cutting wisdom there 
is nothing else that can. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, God has been very good to the Amer- 
ican people. In comparison with other nations, our lines have indeed 
fallen in pleasant places. Our lands, our forests, and our mines are 
rich beyond the dreams of avarice. In our veins flows the composite 
blood of all the great nations of the earth, creating a people whose in- 
telligence, whose versatility, and whose enterprise are matchless on the 


Onur fathers were ired to enact laws so wisely stimulating 
tive genius that the splendor of its achievements is marvelous 
even to ourselves. 


A higher power than that of man seems to be teaching the world the 
of free government in our example. But even that higher 

— can not lead us smoothly along to the greatness which seems to 
our if we perversely reject the means of advancement which 
lie so freely at our hand. This measure is conceived in wisdom; it has 
in it a powerful stimulus to the prosperity of the whole people, and it 
deserves an approval in this House in which party lines are not dis- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, 


having taken the chair as 8 er pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had in- 
sisted on its amendments 


to the bill (H. R. 12729) making appropria- 
expenses government of the District of 
year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 


ens ean 
for the fiscal 
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poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr, PLUMB, Mr. DAWEs, and Mr, Cock- 
RELL as said conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act of July 20, A. D. 
1882, dividing the State of Iowa into two judicial districts, 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R, 12922) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. CALL as the 
said conferees on the part of the Senate. 





POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CRAIN, Mr. Chairman, ordinarily 1 would not pretend, in the 
discussion of an appropriation bill, to take up the time of the commit- 
tee in considering a proposition entirely foreign to the bill, but at. the 
beginning of this Congress I introduced a resolution having for its ob- 
ject a remedy of evils in the transaction of legislative business which 
must be apparent to every member of this House and to every citizen of 
the country who pays any attention to Congressional legislation. The 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress, and having waited until 
this late day I find that that committee has failed to act upon the res- 
olution, and therefore I feel at liberty to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to its provisions. 

I do not know what the reasons were for the nonaction of the com- 
mittee, but I presume that its time was mainly taken up in the con- 
sideration of a very important subject of legislation which, fortunately 
for our country, a coalition between Republican and Democratic patri- 
ots in the other House defeated. I need not name the bill to which I 
refer, because it is on the lips of every man on the floor of this House 
who has heard my description of it. 

The resolution to which I refer is a resolution (I. Res. 58) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution substituting the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber for the 4th day of March as the termination of the official term of 
members of the Houseof Representatives and of United States Senators, 
and providing that Congress shall hold its annual meeting on the first 
Monday in January, and substituting the 30th day of April for the 4th 
of March as the date for the commencement and the limitation of the 
term of the President and Vice President. 

Whenever a member of this House submits a bill or an ordinary 
resolution for consideration and ultimate enactment into statutory law 
the question naturally arises, Cui bono? For what good? What is 
the reason why the bill or the resolution is presented to the House? 
What object is to be accomplished? What evils are to be remedied? 
A fortiori the question arises when a constitutional amendment is pro- 
posed, and it comes with more pertinence, it comes with more force, 
it comes with more strength and vigor, because such a proposition con- 
templates an amendment of the organic law of the land. 

It proposes to alter an instrument which for more than a hundred 
years has been the foundation of the greatest country with which God 
has blessed human civilization. We are called as republicans a non- 
conservative people; and yet our organic law during the hundred years 
of its existence has undergone fewer changes than the constitution of 
any country in Europe during the same period of time. What, then, 
is the benefit to be conferred by the adoption of this joint resolution ? 
What are the evils which exist and call it forth? Mr. Chairman, it 
has atwofold object. It first contemplates a change in the date of the 
commencement and limitation of the term of the President and Vice 
President of the United States. To-day, as we all know, that term 
begins and terminates on the 4th of March. 

Strange as it may appear, there is but one law upon the subject of 
the limitation of the term of the President and Vice President and of 
members of Congress, and in the term ‘‘ members of Congress ’’ I in- 
clude, of course, Senators as well as Representatives. There is nothing 
in the Constitution which says in exact language that the Congress of 
the United States shall begin and terminate on the 4th day of March. 
Why do I propose the extension of the term of the President of the 
United States until the 30th of April, and that date at noon as the be- 
ginning and as the limitation of the executive term ? 

I propose it first, because, as is well known, particularly by the phy- 
sicians of the entire country, the 4th of March is usually a very harsh 
and inclementday. Many thousands of cases of pneumonia throughout 
the country had their origin on the 4th day of March two yearsago and 
on the 4th day of March four years before in the city of Washington, dur- 
ing the inangural ceremonies of Mr. Harrison in the one case and of Mr, 
Cleveland in the other. 

Another reason, rather in the nature of a sentimental one, I confess, 
but nevertheless worthy of consideration, lies in the fact that George 
Washington, the first President of the United States, was inaugurated 
on the 30th day of April instead of the 4th day of March, the Vice 
President having been inaugurated nine days before. The reasons for 
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this are found in the fact that the first Senate of the United States and 
the first House of Representatives found themselves in the condition 
in which our unfortunate friendson the other side were too often placed 


in the first session of this Congress, namely, without a quorum. 

What are the evils of the present system as they affect Representa- 
tives? A manelected in November, 1890, to the House of Representa- 
tives does notenter upon the discharge of his duties for thirteen months 
thereafter. His term of office does not begin until the 4th day of 
March, although he was elected in November. Thirteen monthsafter 
his election he comes to the Capital and enters upon the discharge of 
his duties, although for nine months preceding he has been receiving 
his salary at the hands of the Government. He has been receiving a 
salary for doing nothing. He has remained at home attending to his 
private affairs, his own business concerns, but the Government has 
paid him $416 a month from the 4th day of March up to the time when 
he entered upon the active performance of his duties as a Representative. 

Mr. ADAMS. It need not be so. That is the law, not the Consti- 
tution; and it was not always the law, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. CRAIN. He has been receiving his salary, I say, for months 
before the time when he is sworn in as a Representative; that is, pro- 
vided he lives, because it not infrequently happens, unfortunately, that 
members elected in November die between the 4th of the next suc- 
ceeding March and the first Monday in the following December, the 
day of the commencement of the first session of the Congress to which 
they have been elected. 

Again, Representatives are elected in November upon issues which, 
when they come to the Capital thirteen months later, they find have 
been determined and settled. As occurred two years ago last fall, and 
also last fall, men occupying seats in the House of Representatives fail 
of re-election and yet come back here to legislate for the country. 

I think it is an outrage upon public sentiment and a disgrace to our 
system that the representatives of a party which has been repudiated 
at the polls should afterwards defy the will of the people by legislating 
in accordance with the policy that had been adopted before their repu- 
diation. And, gentlemen on the other side, I donot make this remark 
with reference to your party alone, because the same thing could have 
been said about the Democratic party, which after the defeat of 1888 
continued to legislate upon questions of public concern in line with the 
policy which that party had followed prior to the election. 

This observation, therefore, applies with equal force to both parties 
and to both sides of this Chamber. Is it right, Mr. Chairman, that 
this should goon? Whatdo we find to-day? Wefind the Republican 
party, defeated in the last election upon an economic issue called the 
McKinley law, legislating to-day, and, as the author of that law said 
the other day in the discussion of some question, controlling the desti- 
nies of this country, and intending to control them until the 4th day 
of March. 

Two years ago the same spectacle was witnessed on this side. Mr. 
MILLs had formulated a tariff bill; that bill had passed this House; it 
became a national issue; it made his name a household word through- 
vut the civilized world. The Republican party joined issue with the 
Democrats upon that question, They accepted the gauge of battle that 
we threw down. They beat our party at the polls. And yet at the 
short session following the defeat of November Mr. MILts and his 
associates still continued to regulate and control the destinies of the 
country so far as they could be controlled by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

A MempBer. After having been repudiated by the people. 

Mr. CRAIN, I have just said so. 

More than this, Mr. Chairman; thetheory of our Governmentis, first, 
that the States shall be represented by Senators; and, second, that the 
people shall be represented by Representatives chosen by them every 
two years, The theory is that the Representatives of the people shall 
be in touch with the people. The theory is that, coming fresh from 
the people, they will better voice the sentiments that actuate and ani- 
mate the people. What is the fact? The fact is that the Represent- 
atives do not come fresh from the people. They come here thirteen 
months after the pedple have chosen them. ‘There is no Speaker of 
the House between the 4th of March and the first Monday in Decem- 
ber, admitting that there would be no contest over the Speakership at 
the first session of the Congress. 

Men who have been repudiated by their le are not efficient leg- 
islators. Human nature is the same in this body as it is anywhere else 
in the world. I find in my associations with my colleagues on this floor 
as much of human nature as I discover anywhere in my ramblings 
through the world. And when a man who has served his people, as 
he believes, with earnestness, with fidelity, with zeal, and ability for 
a long period of years finds himself repudiated by that people at the 
' polls he comes back here filled with chagrin, filled with mortification, 
humiliated; and he is not so efficient a Re: ntative as he would be 
if he had not experienced defeat at the fall election. 

And the more prominent the man, the more faithful as a Represent- 
ative he has been, the more Boignantly does he feel his d 
How often do we hear in the cloa ms on both sidesof this Chamber, 
in the cars, in public places—how often do we hear this exclamation, 
‘*T wish the 4th of March would come; Iam tired; I want to get back 


to my business.”” ‘What is going on at the House?’ ‘Oh, I don’t 
care; I have no further interest in it; my people elected another fellow 
to take my place; let him come and represent the people.”’ 

Under the constitutional amendment which I propose there would 
be no election between the two sessions of a Congressional term; there 
would be no short term; and there would be no necessity for extra ses- 
sions. Men elected as Representatives in November would have their 
term of office begin early in January succeeding, instead of on the 4th 
of March. Instead of coming here to attend to their duties thirteen 
months after their election they would begin to perform them early in 
January, so that they would really come here fresh from the people 
and in touch with the people. And aman knowing that he will have 
to answer to his constituents after the second session of his term would 
be just as faithful, just as zealous in the discharge of his duties, just 
as efficient, as in the first session. s 

Again, after the expiration of the first session he would have an op- 
portunity to go among his constituents and discuss with them pending 
measures. He would have an yep to ascertain their sentiments; 
he would have a chance to exp those measures, to convert them to 
his way of thinking if he were right, or to be converted to their mode 
of thought if he were wrong. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, he would not be subjected to the ordeal of 
either abandoning his post of duty to return home and attempt to carry 
the primaries against some man who was endeavoring to defeat him, 
or remaining here and being defeated. Mr. Madison foresaw this, and 
when in the constitutional convention a question as to the tenure of 
Representatives was under discussion, some advocating one year, seme 
two years, and some three years as the term of office for Representa- 
tives, he stated that his opposition to one year was, amongst other rea- 
sons that he gave, because members would be compelled to travel back- 
ward and forward from and tothe seat of government, to and from their 
constituents, in order to regain their election. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the defeat of the Republican party, so over- 
whelming in the last election, was in a large measure attributable to 
the fact that their members were kept here in order to maintain a quo- 
rum, and had no opportunity to go home, either to fight their opponents 
in their own party or their antagonists in the Demooratic party, for 
their own succession in the next Congress. We Democrats knew that. 
We could get away just as often as we pleased; but the Republicans 
were compelled to be here in order to maintain a quorum to turn out 
Democratic members. And, God help them! in turning us out they 
turned themselves out at the following election. [Laughter. ] 

I do not exult over this. I mean I do not exult over it outside of 
the fact of our success, because they may have it in their power to 
make us stay here and maintain a quorum in some future Congress, 
and our defeat, if we are defeated, which God forbid, might be ina 
large measure attributable to the necessity of our presence here at- 
tending to our duties. 

I am not preaching your funeral sermon now, gentlemen. I have 
some a to see so many good fellows on that side of the Chamber 
depart from political life. But it is entirely personal with me, be- 
cause I rejoice in the Democratic success. I would not, therefore, un- 
dertake to shed any tears, to deliver any panegyric or any eulogy over 
your political corpses. 

But, Mr. Chairman, coming back to the subject again, the necessary 
termination of the second session of every Congress on the 4th day of 
March at meridian not infrequently results in the defeat of legislation 
of a very important character. To-day we hear, on the other side of 
the Chamber cularly, and largely on this side, complaints that 
business goes along too slowly; that we must hurry up the appropria- 
tion bills to obviate an extra session. How many measures of great 
public importance, of national concern, are awaiting defeat by being 
smothered under appropriation bills, because of the physical fact and 
certainty that in fourteen days this House will ex necessitate rei adjourn 
sine die. 

This ought not to beso, and if the p amendment were adopted 
Congress could remain in session until the 3ist of next December if 
necessary. At the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress two of 
the most important bills passed by both Houses of that Congress were 
defeated; one was the general deficiency bill, which was lost for want 
of time to complete it. 

The river harbor bill, passed at that session, failed also to be- 
come a law because the President of the United States had not suf- 
ficient time to examine it, and sostated. If the amendment had been 
adopted providing no limitation at all to either session of Congress 
these failures could not have , because Congress could have 
remained in session two years wil t cessation if ° 

Now, the question suggests itself, these evils being tted—I do 
not think there is a man within the sound of my voice who will not 
admit their gxistence—the 
the remedy? I say the remedy is to curtail the term of 
the difference of time between ee January and the 4th 
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tion of three-fourths of the States of the Union, whereas a bill can 
pass by a majority of both Houses and the signature of the President. 

The remedy can not be accomplished by law. Several efforts have 
been made to doit. In the first place, a bill has been introduced pro- 
viding that in election years Congress shall meet on the second Mon- 
day in November and in nonelection years it shall meet in October. 
This was tried many years ago. Congress passed a law to that effect 
and afterwards repealed it, because it accomplished no good. What 
would be its effect? Simply to extend the short term, that is all. We 
would still have the election between terms; we would still have the 
House without a Speaker, and have the members coming together 
eleven months after their election instead of thirteen. 

Another bill wasintroduced, providing that the new Congress should 
meet on the 4th of March. I think my friend from Mississippi [ Mr. 
HOOKER] introduced that bill. At any rate such a bill was presented 
in Congress, and has been pending here since I have had the honor ot 
being a member of this body. That, however, was subject to this ob- 
jection: it would bring the Representatives to the Capital from all parts 
of the country at a season of the year which is inclement, which is in- 
auspicious, which would expose them to sickness, and would compel 
them to remain here in the heat of summer. Besides, that would not 
remedy the trouble, because it would be necessary to have an extra 
session in Presidential years to count the electoral vote. 

Mr. HOOKER. If it would not disturb my friend from Texas I 
should like to ask a question in this connection. 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I amheartilyinsympathy with the object my friend 
has in view; and as he has referred to a bill introduced some time ago 
by myself, I wish to ask him whether there is anything in the Consti- 
tution which would prevent the passage of a law requiring that the 
members of Congress whoshall be clected in the next even year, on the 
4th day of November, should not have their terms begin on the Ist of 
January following, the first term being limited to twelve months, and 
the second to twelve months ? 

Mr. CRAIN. I will come to that in discussing another matter in 
connection with my remarks. It is necessary to my argument. The 
— as I understand it, is whether this could beaccomplished by 

w- 

Mr. HOOKER. Notexacily. Because members elected at the next 
regular election are elected in November. My question was, in sub- 
stance, why not passa law, and why could you not pass a law—is there 
anything in the Constitution to prevent it—by which the terms of 
members then elected, instead of beginning in the following March, 
shall begin on the first Monday in January after their election in No- 
vember? 

Mr. CRAIN. That isexactly it; you would have to curtail the term 
of some other Congress two months. But I will come toit in the line 
of my argument. 

Another bill was introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS], which provided that in addition to the extra session in De- 
— Congress shall meet on the 4th of March of the year after their 

ection 


This is subject to exactly the same objections that I have raised 
against the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi, with this 
difference, that there would be no necessity for an extra session every 
fourth year tocount the Presidential vote; but there would be an extra 
session on the 4th of March next succeeding the election, which is tanta- 
mount to the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi except as 
to the time of the meeting of the extra session. 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. The idea was that there would be two sessions of 
Congress, as there are now; that the first wovld begin on the 4th of 
March and last until hot weather, That would be the first session, 
of course. 

Mr. CRAIN. And that is the regular session. 

Mr. ADAMS. And it would have an indefinite termination. It 
would not be subject to the objection of the present session, being cut 
offatadefinite time. Then there would come the second session, which 
is now the first session, and then the other evil would be cut off which 
the gentleman referred to; there would not necessarily be a third ses- 
sion, or what we now know as the second session, to wit, that which is 
somes & geneenee who have been defeated at the polls. 

Mr. C . Yes; but how would you count the Presidential vote 
if you did not have that? The House and Senate have to meet and 
count the Presidential vote. How are you going to do it? 

Mr. ADAMS. Then there would have to be an extra session once in 

four years. 
Mr. CRAIN. ThatiswhatIsay. Thatisthe objection, You have 
too many sessions. My object is to cut out sessions, not to increase 
them. is no necessity for them. Now, I come to the last prop- 
osition, which is involved in the question proposed by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. He asks why Congress can not pass 
a law providing that the terms of members of Congress shall begin on 
the Ist of January instead of on the 4th of March. 


The answer to that proposition is, and I do not think any lawyer on 





the floor of this House will controvert it, that an office created by the 
Constitution can not be limited in its tenure by an act of the Legisla- 
ture. If the Constitution creates an office, and if there is a term of 
that office, if it be a Federal position, Congress can not limit it, can 
not change it, but it has to be changed by the creator. That has been 
decided by Supreme Courts and I believe is recognized to be the law. 

If the Legislature creates an office, a man has not a vested right 
either in the office or in its salary or perquisites. The Legislature may 
abolishit. But ifthe Constitution creates an office, forinstance, creates 
the office of district judge, or any judicial office, the legislative body 
has no power toabolish that office or curtail it, and that is the reason 
why in my opinion, and in the opinion of the committee of which I 
was a member, which had this matter under consideration, a constitu- 
tional amendment was deemed necessary. 

On the question whether this is a constitutional office or not, as I 
said in the outset of my remarks, there is not to be found in the Con- 
stitution one single word about the time when the terms of members 
of Congress shall begin and terminate. There is nothing in any law 
in the Federal statutes which determines when the oflice of a member 
of Congress shall begin and terminate. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is there not in the twelfth amendment to the Con- 
stitution a reference to the 4th of March ? 

Mr. CRAIN. Not with reference to the tenure of office of Repre- 
sentatives, The 4th of March is mentioned in the twelfth amendment. 
That amendment provides that in case the electors fail to choose a 
President or a Vice President by the 4th of March, then, in the first 
instance, the House of Representatives, each State having one vote, 
shall proceed to elect a President, and the Senate shall proceed to elect 
a Vice President; but there is nothing on the statute books, there is 
nothing in the Constitution, that prescribes the day of the beginning 
and the termination of the term of members of Congress. I think the 
provision to which the gentleman refers is that to the effect that the 
House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year, 

Mr. ADAMS. No, it was the provision to which the gentleman al- 
luded; but the gentleman is slightly inaccurate. He says when the 
House of Representatives does not make a choice before the 4th of 
March, then—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I say when the House of Representatives does not 
make a choice before the 4th of March, the Vice President shall act, 
and if there be no Vice President chosen by the electoral college the 
Senate shall proceed to elect a Vice President. However, that is only 
pertinent to this question in connection with this fact, that I thought 
of having the President come in with the new Congress; but I found 
that was impracticable without changing the whole of our electoral 
amendment providing for the election of President and Vice President. 

The history of the tenure of office of Representatives is somewhat 
curious. The constitutional convention provided by a resolution that 
just as soon as nine States, by their conventions, should have ratified 
the Constitution, the Continental Congress should have the power to 
prescribe the day when the electorsshould be appointed, the day when 
the electors should proceed toelect.a President and Vice President, and 
the day when the proceedings under the new instrument were to begin. 

As soon as the Continental Congress learned that nine of the States 
had ratified the Constitution it adopted a resolution providing that 
the first Wednesday in January should be the day for the appointment 
of electors, the first Wednesday in February the day for the choice of 
the President and Vice President, and the first Wednesday in March as 
the day when proceedings under the new instrument should begin. 

That day happened to be the 4th of March, and as the Constitution 
provided that the Representatives of this House should be chosen every 
second year, the resolution and the provision of the Constitution were 
construed together, and interpreted to mean that the term of a Repre- 
sentative should begin on the 4th of March and end on the 4th of March 
two years thereafter, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is this: Does theamendment reach 
the exigency towhich Ihave referred? It provides that the term of the 
present incumbent of the executive cbair shall extend to the 30th day 
of April at noon, and that for four years thereafter his successor shall 
perform the duties of President. Article XII of the amendments to 
the Constitution is also amended by striking out the words ‘“‘ fourth of 
March ”’ and substituting the ‘‘thirtieth of April at noon;’’ so that 
the President in office when this amendment is adopted will serve until 
the 30th of April, and the Vice President will also hold his office until 
that time. 

I want to say now what I think I ought to have said earlier in the 
discussion, that if this amendment is adopted the President will find 
a Congress in session to which he can deliver his message. Under the 
present system, with the election in November, it is thirteen months 
afterwards before a message from the President of the United States is 
delivered to the organized representatives in both Houses, He would 
find, I repeat, a Congress in session before which he could lay the 
views which, in his judgment, ought to govern the policy of the domi- 
nant party in the legislation of the country. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I wouldlike toask the gentleman 
a question. 
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Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Does the gentleman from Texas think that too 
many months in the year are now devoted to legislation ? 

Mr. CRAIN. I think our first session is too long, and that our 
second session is too short. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Did I not understand thegentlemana little while 
ago to say that we do not need the time in legislation here? 

Mr. CRAIN. No, I did not say that. Ido not know how the gen- 
tleman understood me, but what I did say was simply this, that in- 
stead of being here three hundred and thirty days, as we have been, 
and then coming here for ninety days, we ought to come on the Ist of 
January, stay in session about four or six months, and do all the work, 
That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. And we ought not to adjourn for two or three weeks, 
as we do, during the Christmas holidays? 

Mr. CRAIN. I accept the suggestion. That is oneof the objects of 
the amendment. The month of December is taken up in adjourn- 
ments. We do nothing in December practically. This is one of the 
objections to the present system. We come here, electaSpeaker, and 
adjourn for the holidays, and when the holidays are over the Speaker 
appoints the committees. Under the proposed system the Speaker 
would be elected right away, the committees appointed, and in a few 
days would be at work. 

The month of December is actually lost to the country, and is of no 
benefit to the Representatives. It was impossible, Mr. Chairman, to 
designate the particular Congress whose term would expire on the 
30th day of December, because no man could tell which Congress it 
would be until after the amendmeut had been submitted to the States 
for their ratification and had been ratified; therefore, I employ this 
language: 

The Congress in existence when the members of the first House of Represent- 
atives are elected after the ratification of this amendment shall hold no annual 
session after such election, and its term of office shall expire on the 3ist day of 
the following December. 

Therefore, in other words, it cuts off or curtails by two months the 
Congress in existence at the time when the necessary three-fourths of the 
States shall haveratified theamendment. This amendment was voted 
upon once, but owing to the fact, I regret to say, that it did not pro- 
vide for the payment of the salaries of Representatives whose terms 
would be curtailed it was defeated; and in saying this I corroborate 
by proof the assertion which I made in the beginning of my remarks, 
that human nature is the same here as it is elsewhere. 

I repeat, that I did not provide that the Representatives whose term 
of office was diminished should receive compensation for the time they 
were to lose; and as a result the amendment was defeated. To pro- 
vide against a repetition of that contingency I inserted the provision— 

That there shall be no diminution of the salaries of the members of the Con- 
greas the term of which is curtailed by this amendment. 

And it is also provided that— 

The Senators whose existing term would otherwise expire on the 4th day of 
March next succeeding the day on which the term of the first Congress 1 
commence after the ratification of this amendment shall continue in office until 
their successors are appointed or elected. 

I trust a constitutional amendment will be adopted providing for 
their election before long. 

The last provision of this amendment is not strictly necessary in a 
constitutional amendment, and is only inserted to obviate the necessity 
for legislation upon the question. It provides: 

Congress shall assemble at least once in each year, and such meeting shall 


be on the first Monday in January, unless Congress shall by law appointa dif- 
ferent day. . 


f course Congress can change the day for its meeting, but to obviate 
the necessity for legislation on the subject I include this as a part of 
the amendment. 

I have stated, Mr. Chairman, as briefly as I could the evils which 
are complained of. I have suggested a remedy. It may or may not 
meet all the contingencies. 

It may or may not meet the object which is sought to be accom- 
plished, but it is the best result which I could attain in the long pe- 
riod of study I have devoted to the consideration of this question; and 
I trust it may evolve some better measure, if a better one be 3 
to bring about what every man on the floor of this House must ac- 
knowledge to be a necessary remedy for existing evils. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will my friend allow me toask him one question 
before he yields the floor? and I do it for the purpose of getting infor- 
mation on the subject. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before the gentleman from Texas sits down I wish 
toask hima question. Would itnotobviate the ohjection as to the cur- 
tailing the term of service of any Congress if provision were made by 
law that the Fifty-third the after next, should meet 
on the 4th day of March? Then the President would find a Congress 
in session to deliver his message to and carry out the policy of his 
ministration; and as the term of members of that Congress could 
begin before the 4th of March at any rate, would not your 
effected by legislation in conformity with the Constitution, and 


same time the objection be obviated that there would be a curtailing 
of the term of any Congress? 

Mr. CRAIN. Unquestionably under the Constitution Congress has 
the right to fix the time for the meeting of Congress; but in order to 
do away with elections between sessions, in order to have two terms 
before a Representative is called upon to answer for his stewardship, 
in order to obviate the evil which results from men being in the dis. 
tricts underminiug Representatives and calling them away from their 
posts to defend themselves, in order to do away with all the evils of 
which I have complained in nearly an hour’s speech, you would have 
to curtail the term of some Congress, and yourcan not curtail the term 
of any Congress except by constitutional amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. But would any Congressman’s term of office be cur- 
tailed by providing that the Congress should meet on the 4th of March ? 
because his term does not begin until the 4th of March, although he 
is elected in November. 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly the Congress could come here on the 4th 
of March, but an extra session would be necessary every fourth year 
to count the electoral votes, and all the evils of which I have com- 
plained would still exist. You can not count the electoral vote un- 
less you have the Senate and House of Representatives here to do it, 
and for that you must have an extra session, and that is one of the 
things that I wish to avoid, and under my plan the House elected with 
the President would assist in counting the electoral vote. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] whatever time he wants. 

Mr. O’FERRALL rose, 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I asked to be permitted to follow 
the gentleman from Texas, because I am compelled to go to General 
Sherman’s funeral—— 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I have every disposition to accommodate the 
gentleman from New York. The House has been in the habit of ad- 
journing at 5 o'clock, but if there can be an understanding that I may 
make my remarks in the morning, I will now give way to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state that the disposition on our side is to 
finish the general debate to-night. . 
The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent thegentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CRAIN] was recognized to control the time on that side, and the 

Chair will recognize any gentleman to whom he yields the floor. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. That is a mistake, I think, Mr. Chairman. | 
The CHAIRMAN, No. That was the question submitted to the 
committee, and it was so ordered. The Chairasked for objection, and 

no objection was made. 

Mr. CRAIN. Now I yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr, O’ FERRALL]. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know how 
the gentleman [Mr. Crain] got control of the forty-five minutes that 
I took such pains to secure. 

Mr. CRAIN. In this way. Being the senior member of the com- 
mittee on the Democratic side I had control of the time, and I told the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MonTGoMERY] that he could have his 
forty-five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Towhom does the gentleman from Texas yield ? 

Mr. CRAIN. I yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MonTGoMERY ]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MontGom- 
ERY ] is recognized for forty-five minutes, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL]. 

Mr. O’FERKALL. Mr. Chairman, I am disposed to accommodate 
the gentleman from New York, and1 am perfectly willing that he shall 
occupy twenty minutes now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Virginia yields twenty min- 
utes of his time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cumminas]. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, Mr. Chairman; not of my time. under- 
stand that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] has ten minutes 
left which he yields to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cumm1nes], 
and I give the gentleman from New York ten minutes more, making 
twenty minutes in all. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Cumminas] 
will be a for twenty minutes, the time to be taken in equal 
a that of the gentleman from Texas and that of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr.Chairman, it is nearly a year since this House 
formally paidits tribute of respect to the memory of Hon.Samuel Sullivan 
Cox. He was my predecessor. I feel that I inadequately fill his place. 
On that I reminded the House that the dead continue to speak 
bute to the solution of those which every 
I also said that Mr. Cox would re- 
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19, last year, I introduced here resolutions which I deemed would ex- 
to the world its sense of the wrong which it appears is now being 
to the Jews in Russia. These resolutions were as follows: 


Resolved, That the members of the House of Re tatives of the United 
States have heard with profound sorrow, and with feelings akin to horror, the 
reports of the persecution of the Jews in Russia, reflecting the barbarism of 
past . Gees emmy 4 and im ing the p of civilization. 

Rescleed, T our sorrow i by the that such occurrences 
should happen in a country which has been and now is the firm friend of the 
United States, and in a nation that clothed itself with glory, not long since, by 
the emancipation of its serfs and by its defense of helpless Christians from the 
op ions of the Turks. 

ved, That acopy of this resolution be forwarded to the Secretary of State. 
with a request that he send it to the American minister at St. Peters ue and 
that said minister be directed to seen the same to His Imperial Majesty 
Alexander III, Czar of all the Russias. 


These resolutions were referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Its distinguished chairman [Mr. Hirt] has lately reported back the 
following substitute: 

Resolved, That the members of the House of Representatives of the United 


States have heard with profound sorrow the reports of the sufferings of the 
Jews in Russia, and this sorrow is intensified by the fact that such occurrences 


should happen in a country which is and long has been the friend of the United 
States, which emanci millions of its people from serfdom, and which de- 
fended helpless Christians in the East from persecution for their religion, and 


we hope that the humane and enlightened spirit then so strikingly 
shown byHis Imperial Majesty will now be manifested in checking and mitigat- 
ing the severe measures directed against men of the Jewish religion. 

This substitute, Mr. Chairman, is now sleeping on the Calendar of 
this House. Fearing that it may sleep the sleep of death in the crush 
of business attending the close of the session, and determined to ex- 
= my own views on the subject, I avail myself of the latitude al- 

owed in Committee of the Whole for that purpose. 

The resolutions which I had the honor to introduce were intended 
to express the public sentiment of the people of the United States in 
res to the reports concerning the treatment of the Jews in Russia, 
and not to censure a friendly power. There is no hostility in this 
country towards Russia. On the contrary, the nation is grateful to her 
for the part she acted during our civil war. She set an example of 
friendship and forbearance which was not imitated by the most power- 
fal nations of Western Europe. 

In no breast is this feeling of gratitude more strongly rooted than in 
mine. France did as kindly an act when we, as colonies, were strug- 

ng for separate existence. Heraction during our civil strife, though 

marked contrast with that of Russia, did not wipe out the feeling of 
gratitude which her previous conduct had inspired. But there is no 
sting in the friendship of Russia. She has always been friendly to this 
nation. And this we desire to recognize to its full extent. 

These resolutions therefore are inspired by the kindest feelings toward 
that great nation. It is because we feel kindly that we can not shut our 
eyes to any great violation of the public sentiment of the world that 
may take place within her borders. Like this country, she has felt the 
force of public sentiment. Like this country, also, she has obeyed it. 
There isa close analogy in two great events in the history of mankind, 
the emancipation of the slaves in the United States and the emancipa- 
tion of the serfs in Russia. 

Abraham Lincoln was the great emancipator of the western conti- 
nent. Alexander II was the great emancipator of the eastern conti- 
nent. Lincoln wiped out the last vestiges of slavery in North America, 
and Alexander wiped out serfdom in his mighty empire. Both were 
Co) acts by simple proclamation. Their authors met the same 
fate. Both fell by the hand of theassassin; and theirassassination was 
incited by their efforts in behalf of liberty. Mankind execrates the 


If the reports in respect to the treatment of the Jews in Russia are 
true it concerns us deeply. As a friendly power, it is our duty to in- 
form her of the outraged sentiment of nd resulting from them. 
There is strong suspicion that these reported acts of cruelty are not 

by the Russian Government, but result from venal adminis- 
on of its laws by petty officers. Itis said that they take advantage 
of obsolete laws for cruel exactions, by which they profit. 

This suspicion is deepened when we consider the generous action of 
the Russian Government toward persecuted Christians in Turkey. She 
has not only given them the benefit of her sympathy, but she has 
raised her strong right arm to protect the helpless and vindicate free- 
dom of conscience. On many occasions she has shown herself the 
champion of humanity. Therefore these reports concerning her treat- 
ment of the Jews seem almost incredible. The reports of oppression 
on the part of Russian officials, nevertheless, are so numerous and the 
details so minute that it is impossible to disregard them. 

These resolutions were not offered because the oppressed are Jews, 
but they are men. When the attention of Russia has been 
called to it by our Government, she has answered that her laws are 
and in respect to them, Jews who are American citizens 
treated anywhere near as harshly as Jews of other nationali- 
ties. ee Cees of Jewish rye 3 
seized deprived of their property. e grchives of te 
Washington show this. They do more. They 
that the actual state of the Jews in Russia 
is far worse than these archives show. 
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Russia says that Jews clothed with American citizenship are not sub- 
ject to as bitter persecution as those of other nationalities. This repre- 
sentation itself almost invites the world’s censure. It is getting to be 
the universal feeling that not only laws, but the administration of 
laws, should be impartial. Besides, it ought by this time to be dis- 
tinctly understood throughout the world that American citizens, be 
they Jews or Gentiles, are not to be treated as Jews or Gentiles, but 
as American citizens. The shield of the Republic is over them all, 
wherever they are. It will permit no distinction of race or creed, It 
shelters every belief and protects every opinion. 

Daniel Webster, in his great speech in behalf of the Greeks strug- 
gling for independence, delivered in this House in 1824, said: ‘‘ The 
question is asked, ‘ What have we to do about it?’’’ The question, I 
believe, is asked now, but with greatly diminished force, ‘‘ What have 
we to do with the internal administration of Russia in respect to the 
Jews ?”’ 

It is said that international comity forbids ourinterference. Weare 
told that national etiquette will not permit even an expression of opin- 
ion on the part of this House to be officially brought to the attention 
of the Czar. His action toward the lord mayor of London gives good 
ground for the statement. 

This is the excuse offered for the modification of my resolutions. It 
is for this reason that one of the resolutions has been entirely lopped 
off by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Sir, there is a tribunal that presides over all diplomacy. To it ail 
nations and all men may appeal. It is the tribunal of public opinion. 
The greatest minds of former generations have taken notice of its un- 
limited jurisdiction and of its overmastering power. The world’s 
court of conscience never adjourns. It is alwaysinsession. To it all 
may appeal, and before it all must plead. Before it sovereign and sub- 
ject are equal; to it all are alike amenable. 

This proposition is sustained by the greatest minds of the age. 
ster said in Faneuil Hall, on September 30, 1832: 

We live in an age when there has been established among the nations a more 


elevated tribunal than ever before existed upon earth—I mean the tribunal of 
the enlightened public opinion of the world. 


Web- 


In his speech at the laying of the cornerstone of Bunker Hill mon- 
ument, on June 17, 1825, he said: 

Public opinion has attained an influence over governments which do not ad- 
mit the popular principle into their organization. A necessary respect for the 
judement of the world operates in some measure as a control over the most 
unlimited form of authority. 


‘* Thank God,’’ Webster exclaimed, ‘‘ we live in an age when some- 
thing has influence besides the bayonet, and when the sternest au- 
thority does not venture to encounter the scorching power of public 
reproach.’’ 


In his speech delivered in this House on January 19, 1824, Webster 
said: 


Moral causes come into consideration as the progress of knowledge is ad- 
vanced, and the public opinion of the civilized world is rapidly gaining the 
aseendency over mere brutal force. It is already able to oppose the most for- 
midable obstruction to the progress of injustice and oppression, and as it 
grows more intelligent and more intense, it will be more and more formi- 
dable. 


Sir, Webster’s prediction was an inspiration. 
never heen so formidable as it is to-day. 
Speaking of the triumphs of the Turkish despot, he said: 


Public opinion calls upon him to take notice that the world, though silent, is 
yet indignant. It denounces against him the indignation of an enlightened 
and civilized age. It turns to bitterness the cup of his rejoicing, and wounds him 
with thesting which belongs to the consciousness of having outraged the opinion 
of mankind. 


Public opinion has 


A quarter of a century later, Kossuth, in a speech in London, said: 

IT will concentrate all the force of my sentiment, all the blood of my heart, 
all the energy of my mind, till the almighty echo of public opinion becomes 
like the thundering trumpet before which the Jericho of human oppression 
falls. Should this feeble arm succumb sooner, should it succumb) to the longing 
of my heart to see my fatherland independent and free, even the grass which 
will grow out of my grave will cry out to Heavenand toman. England and 
America, do not forget, in your proud security, those who are oppressed. 
not grant a charter to the Czar to dispose of humanity. 

So much for the power of public opinion. 

Right here, sir, let me emphasize to this House that public opinion 
is evolved by public debate; that without free and open discussion 
there can be no such thing as intelligent public sentiment; that but 
for this freedom of expression the great orators whom I have quoted 
could not have come before us to-day with their persuasive and pow- 
erful appeals, more moving than living oracles; that free speech is the 
first, last, and greatest defender of liberty; that when despotism passes 
this barrier its struggle with liberty is hand to hand. It may then ‘‘cry 
‘Havoc’ and let slip the dogs of war’’ without rebuke. 

Lord John Russell boasted that his reform measures enlarged the 
field of debate in the House of Commons and induced a greater num- 
ber of members to enter it when important measures were under con- 
sideration. Lord John was a wise man. 

Mr. Chairman, standing here in the House of Representatives in the 
effulgence of the great lights of the nineteenth century, recognizing 
the constantly increasing power of public sentiment, I should feel that 
I was recreant to my duty if I did not invoke from this House, as the 
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proper organ for voicing the public sentiment of the American people, 
a protest against this great wrong. The resolutions which I had the 
honor to introdace were intended to be open and manly—to bave the 
true American ring, They were proposed in the purest friendship 
toward Russia. Ifthey had been reported to and passed by this House 
and then properly brought to the attention of the Russian minister of 
foreign affairs, they should have been received in the same spirit in 
which they were offered. 

I hear that fears are expressed in some quarters that a suggestion to 
the Czar from this House in respect to the treatment of the Jews in 
his empire might stimulate to greater activity repressive measures 
which are said to impoverish and to drive them into prison and to ex- 
ile. I trust these fears are unfounded. I do not believe that the Em- 
peror of Russia has decided to close his ears and his heart to human re- 
quirements. But if it be true that, when we are receiving four thou- 
sand of his subjects per month, driven here by inhuman treatment for 
no alleged cause but that of worshiping Jehovah and believingin Moses, 
he will treat as impertinent our friendly suggestion, then, despite all 
former ties, I would have the gfeat Republic turn its back upon him 
and treat him to an isolation compared with which the cold and cheer- 
less isolation of Siberia would appear like genial intercourse. [Ap- 
plause.] It may be of little account to him, but it is of vast conse- 
quence to us that we discountenance inhumanity in every quarter of 
the earth. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs have seen fit to melt my resolu- 
tions in thecrucibleof extreme cautiousness. Idonotcomplain. There 
was no dross in the resolutions. Much of the gold has been lost in 
the effort to smelt them, but enough remains to entitle the substitute 
to the favorable consideration of the House. I trust it will receive it 
and without opposition. To this end I shall patiently seek recognition 
from the Speaker to ask the unanimous consent of the House to con- 
sider it until the fall of the gavel announces that the Fifty-first Con- 
gress is no more. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to discuss 
the bill now before the committee, though it is full of extravagance, 
like every other appropriation bill which has been presented in this 
Congress. I want to address myself to another bill involving the ex- 
penditure of millions which has been discussed for some days during 
this session, and which may be called up again at any hour. I avail 
myself of the rules of the House to present my views at this time, 
because under the peculiar circumstances which surround us we can 
never know what latitude will be given to debate upon any proposi- 
tion, and it may be that there will be no disposition to farther discuss 
the bill on the other side of this Chamber when it shall come up, and 
consequently debate will be closed regardless of the wishes of this side 
of the Chamber. 

The bill to which I refer is the bill which is known as the ship-sub- 
sidy bill, or, as its friends prefer to call it, the ‘‘ tonnage” bill. It 
is entitled ‘‘An act to place the American Merchant marine engaged 
in the foreign trade upon an equality with that of other nations,’’ 

What a high-sounding title ! 

The American people have pride, national pride. Itis born in them. 
The object of this title is to arouse that pride and make it respond fa- 
vorably to the passage of this bill. The American citizen is told that 
the vessels which carry our trade to foreign countries and bring the 
trade of foreign countries to us are not upon an equal footing with 
those of other nations; and the principle of equality so dear to his heart 
is invoked. 

Sir, I trust I am not lacking in national pride and that I havea due 
regard for our flag wherever it may float and over whatsoever it may 
float. But I can see nothing in this bill to commend it tomy support 
except its attractive title. It is, in my opinion, un-American and un- 
republican, contrary to the teachings of our institutions and the spirit 
and letter of our organic law. It proposes to subsidize every Ameri- 
can vessel, if of 500 tons or more, t is now under sail or which may 
hereafter be put under sai]. It proposes to call upon the people of this 
country to contribute for the support and maintenance of every vessel 
which may now ply between this and foreign countries or which may 
now < rotting in our harbors.. This is the burning, vital proposition 
of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, in the first session of this Congress the Republican 
party passed a bill which carried, as it was thought at the time, pro- 
tection to its utmost limit. It protected every industry, great and 
small, old and young, strong and weak, in existence and in expectancy, 
from ocean to ocean, and from the lakes to theGulf. It was protection 
run mad, It levied increased tribute upon everything from thecradle 
to the coffin; from the swaddling clothes of the infant to the shroud of 
the old man in the embrace of death; from the calico gown of the 
kitchen maid to the alpaca dress of the housewife; from the saw of 
the carpenter and the anvil of the blacksmith to the wagon and plow 
of the farmer and the shoes on his horse’s feet; from the sugar in 
the poor man’s coffee to the salt in his bread; from the primerof the 
schoolroom to the Book of Inspiration on the altar of the living God; 
from the cod-liver oil of the hectic consumptive to the quieting drug 
of the dying. It robbed labor of its hard and ved the 
needy of food and raiment—all, all for the t of classes, 
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-_ ae classes might become richer. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

We were told, sir, that this was for equality’s sake; that the manu- 
facturers of this country could not compete with the manufacturers of 
other countries without this protection. That was the cry upon this 
floor. We heard it; the people at large heard it; and it aroused them 
like a fire bell in the night arouses all within the sound of its peal. 
Standing here, sir, as I do in the presence of so many pale faces of po- 
litical death, it is hardly necessary for me to remind this House of the 
manner in which this ery was met by the millions of freemen in this 
land. The people rising in their might repudiated the doctrines of the 
Republican party, and elected a Democratic Congress by the largest 
malteiiy that has ever been recorded in the history of this country 
for any party since it has been a se te and distinct nationality— 
a majority so overwhelming that instead of that side of the House pre- 
senting as it did in the last session the appearance of a room of revelry 
of a powerful party drunk with power, it now presents the appearance 
of a sepulcher filled with dead men’s bones. lceaatles and applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Our friends, however, seem not to be disposed to learn anything by their 
ingloriousdefeat. They not only refuse to modify the most severe pro- 
visions of the tariff law so as to make them more bearable, but they 
come now with a proposition which goes a bowshot farther than even 
the McKinley tariff bill in the way of protection. Having levied a 
land tribute, they propose now to levy a water tribute. Having pro- 
tected every industry—everything from a needle to a thrashing ma- 
chine, from a spool of thread to a bolt of cotton cloth—they now pro- 
pose to protect, to aid, support, and maintain every American vessel 
that is engaged now or may hereafter be engaged in carrying our trade, 
if of 500 tonnage or more. 

When, Mr. Chairman, will these levies of tribute upon the people 
stop? Considering the legislation of the last session and confronted 
as we are with this bill, no man can even conjecture the extent to 
which the Republican party will go in its levies of tribute upon the 

le. 

Perind upon examination of the report made on this bill by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FarquHAR], for whom I 
have a high personal regard, that he refers to these tributes as ‘‘navi- 
gation bounties.’’ This isa new name for a very old thing. It has 
always been termed ‘‘subsidies’’ heretofore. By that name it was 
christened years ago; under that name it is known everywhere. Does 
the gentleman imagine that by giving this thing a new name he can re- 
lieve it from its objectionable features, or that the people will not 
recognize it as the same abominable thing that has been popping up in 
these Halls for years? 

Why, sir, the word ‘‘subsidy ’’ stinks in the nostrils of the people 
of this country; it stinks ‘‘as the dead carcasses of unburied men;’’ 
and though it may be called by some other name, the stench will hang 
around it still, and its hideous features and unsavory character will ad- 
here to it; and its miserable paws will still be present to gather into 
its capacious maw the hard earnings of honest sweat and toil. 

It is stated, sir, that our merchant marine is in a languishing condi- 
tion. OfthisIhavenodoubt. But why isitin alanguishing condition? 
By reference to a letter which was written by the Commissioner of 
Navigation to Congress in 1886, when a bill similar to this was under 
discussion, it will be found that in 1858 American vessels carried 83 per 
cent. of the foreign trade of this country, and foreign vessels only 17 
per cent, That letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 


Washington D. C., July 26, 1886. 
Str: In compliance with your verbal uest while at the nt on 


Saturday, I have to state that this office estimates that the sum of $6,318,790.40 
would be required to the bounty or subsidy for one year to the sail and 
steam vessels of the United States contemplated by the provisions of bill H. R. 
2076, introduced by Mr. Negley. 

The proportion of foreign trade with the United States carried on by Amer- 
ican vessels is found to have been in 1885 17 per cent., and that carried on by 
fore vessels to have been 83 per cent. of the whole. 

In 1858 these were oy, nearly reversed, American vessels hav- 
ing done over 83 per cent. of the whole business. 

Respectfully, yours, 
JARVIS PATTIN, Commissioner. 


It is herein stated that in 1885 our vessels carried only 17 per cent. 
of the trade eran the —_— States and ae ye foreign 
vessels carrying balance, 83 per cent., while our vessels 
carried over 83 per cent. of the whole trade, or, as the letter puts it, the 
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edly for years, in 1858, and our merchant marine was and 
that, too, without a dollar of subsidy. In 1885 the Republican 
was in power—I mean at the commencement of that had 
held ao unrestricted sway for about twenty-five years, and 
our t marine had become almost a thing of the past. 
Draw the contrast. Under Democratic administrations and policy 

; under Republican administrations and 

policy it was weak puny, and is so to-day. 
This simple contrast would seem to tell its own tale and teach its 
own lesson and sound its own decree of condemnation of the ruinous 











1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2889 





effects of the policy of the party which for the last thirty years has 
shaped tion and administered the affairs of this country. 

Let us take the percentage of foreign trade carried by American ves- 
gels in 1858, under Democratic rule, and the percentage each year un- 
der Republican rule. Let us compare them. 


UNDER DEMOCRATIC RULE. 





At the end of the first year of Republican rule the percentage dropped 
down from 83 per cent. to 50 per cent. ; in the first ten years from 83 to 
28; in the next ten years it fell off to 16, and in 1890 it had shrunk 
to 13 per cent. 

I take this table from the speech of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FarquHap], who has charge of the subsidy bill. 


It is not incumbent on me to assign reasons for this decline. I 
simply call attention to the decline and to the fact that during all 
these years of decline the Republican party has either directed legis- 
lation or it has held this or the other branch of Congress, so that the 
Democratic party was powerless to legislate. 

I will say, however, that in my opinion it has been caused by the 
substitution of iron for wooden vessels, and that the foreign vessels 
could be built for less than the American vessels; and, as under our 
navigation laws foreign-built ships could not be bought and put into 
our m t marine and under our flag, our merchant marine has 
naturally gone down because of our more expensive ships. 

According to a statement which I have seen, and which I believe to 
becorrect, in 1870 it cost $125 per ton to build a thousand-ton iron ship 
in the United States, while it only cost $94.90in England. The whole 
cost of the American-built iron ship of a thousand tons was $125,000, 
while that of an English-built iron shipof the same tonnage was only 
$94,900, or $30,100 less. 

Now, I know that in the McKinley bill, ship materials have been 
put on the free list, and according to Democratic theory that will re- 
duce the expense of shipbuilding in the United States, but according 
to the theory of the Republican party, tariff does not increase the 

rices of commodities in this country, and therefore the cost of ship- 
building here will not be reduced. 

I maintain, however, the Democratic doctrine, and believe that the 
placing of ship materials on the free list will materially lessen the cost, 
and enable vessels to be built here for much less than formerly. 

In 1870 it was stated by the chief of the tonnage division of the 
Treasury ent that the duties on the materials of a thousand-ton 
iron ship, if they were imported, would be as follows: 

















Material. 
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Which, added to the $18,133.33 already given, makes the whole du- 
ties the sum of $21,006.66, 

Now, these duties have been taken off, and I insist this will inure 
to the benefitof the shipbuilder in this country; and as the Republican 
leaders seem to be so anxious to try the McKinley bill, and they pre- 
dict such wonderful results from it, Jet us wait and see what will be 
the effect of this particular provision upon our merchant marine. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand why the Republican party 
— anxious to have a merchant marine or any American vessels at 
all, 

This party has proclaimed boldly that the object and mission of pro- 
tection is to keep our American products at home, and bar our ports 
against the products of other lands. 

What does this change of front mean? Have you, my Republican 

friends, already lost faith in your ‘‘ home market ’’ theory ? 
_ Are the beautiful pictures which you have been drawing of nationai 
independence, home consumption, prosperity and plenty within our 
own borders and within ourselves, turning out to be myths? Do you 
want so soon to batter down the walls which you declared you were 
building last year to keep our agricultural products here to feed the 
mouths of our own people who are engaged in manufacturing pursuits, 
and keep our manufactured products here to clothe and make happy 
our farm toilers and laborers and supply their wants? What is the 
matter with you? What has come over your zeal of a few months 
ago? Is overproduction staring you in the face? Is a surplus loom- 
ing up before you ? 

Why, we were assured during the discussion of the McKinley tariff 
bill that there was no necessity whatever for our farmers to seek a for- 
eign market; that with a protective tariff, such as the McKinley bill 
gave, industries would spring up in every hamlet and at every cross- 
roads in the land; that the song of the saw, the spindle, and the loom 
would be heard everywhere, while the cinders of the rolling mill, fur- 
nace, and forge would obscure the sun by day, and their lurid glare 
light the heavens by night everywhere; that villages would become 
towns and towns would grow into cities like magic everywhere, thus 
furnishing to the farmer everywhere a market at his door for all the 
products of his toil and the fruits of his labor. 

Now, we are told we must tax the people to build vessels to carry 
the commerce of this country to foreign countries and bring the com- 
merce of foreign countries to us. 

Sir, the Republican leaders did not believe what they proclaimed in 
1890, or they have since lost faith in their theory of protection. They 
did not believe that a protective tariff would give a home market for 
all the products of the farm and factory as they pretended when the 
McKinley bill was passed, or they have been brought to realize the 
utter fallacy of their doctrine. 

To insist now upon the expenditure of millions of dollars to build 
up and maintain a merchant marine is equivalent to an abandonment 
of their cherished doctrine of protection; for I repeat, if protection is 
to bring to us all that has been claimed for it, then we will need no 
seagoing vessels, no crafts, no merchant marine, for a home market 
will be found for all our wheat and cern, rye and oats and cotton, and 
all else that the kind soil of our country yields. 

Our Republican friends must take one horn or the other of the di- 
lemma. If they adhere to their doctrine that a protective tariff will 
bring independence and enable us to prosper and grow without com- 
mercial intercourse with foreign nations, and that we will have noth- 
ing to sell to the outside world and will need nothing of foreign pro- 
duction, then they can not in reason demand that the people shall be 
taxed to build vessels which will rest in our harbors as mere ornaments 
or cruise upon the seas for mere pleasure or pastime. 

If they adhere to their roseate theory of protection they can no longer 
insist upon the necessity of more ships. 

If they adhere to their advocacy of strengthening and enlarging our 
merchant marine, they must abandon what they have with apparent 
pride denominated the great American idea—a protective tariff. 

They can not blow hot and cold at the same time; they can not ride 
two horses going in opposite directions at the same time; they can not 
maintain a doctrine that they claim will make us entirely self-reliant 
and self-supporting, free and independent of every portion of the habi- 
table globe, and insist upon laying a tribute upon the people for the 
building of ships for commercial intercourse with the nations of the 
world. 

I say they can not do these things, yet I know they are determined 
to try it, relying, as they seem always to do, upon what they suppose 
to be the unsuspecting credulity of the masses. 

With one breath they will say, we must tax you under the McKin- 
ley bill to make this country so great in productive power and con- 
sumptive capacity that we will produce all that we will need and 
consume all that we will produce, and then we will tax you to build 
ships to carry our surplus to foreign countries and bring back to us the 
products of distant lands for our use and comfort. 

This is their tion. . However inconsistent and ridiculous, as it 
may appear, it is nevertheless the position of the Republican who ad- 
voeates this subsidy bill. From one standpoint a Democrat could sup- 
port this measure with much more consistency than a Kepublican. 
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Why? Becanse he has looked with contempt upon the high protect- 
ive tariff idea, the home market, and internal consumption doctrine. 
He knows that it is a false theory, and that the productions of this 
country will far exceed the home demand and that they must seek 
buyers elsewhere, and that there must be vessels to transport them to 
foreign markets. 

But, sir, from the true standpoint of a Democrat, he can not, in my 
opinion, give this bill his support without violating the cardinal doc- 
trines of the Denfocratic party. He can not vote to subsidize any en- 
terprise or any industry under the sun without breaking faith with his 
party. 

Bat, sir, I must hurry on, as my time is rapidly passing. 
to say something about former subsidies. 

I know, sir, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], 
who presented his side of this question with much ability, has pre- 
cedents to which he can point to some extent in support of his bill. 

As far back as 1846 and 1847 there were two small subsidies voted 
to steamship companies for carrying the mails. 

In 1850 the Collins Line received a large subsidy—over $800,000— 
and this was continued for several years. In 1864 another line was 
subsidized to the amount of $240,000. Then came in 1865, I think, 
a mail subsidy of $500,000 to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
This was followed in 1868 by the passage of the subsidy bill in favor 
of the Commercial Navigation Company of New York, but a contro- 
versy arose between it and the Government, and the bill becameinoper- 
ative. 

In 1872 came the scandal in connection with the enlargement of the 
subsidy to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and this it seems 
checked the onward march of the subsidy idea, and it did not again 
come to the front until 1879, when John Roach made an effort to secure 
a subsidy for his line of steamers between the United States and Brazil, 
but failed. 

Now, I think I can say that for the last nineteen years subsidies 
have been frowned down by the Representatives of the people in Con- 
greas, at least by a large majority of them. 

Prior to 1872, as I have said, certain lines had been subsidized, but 
not one of these subsidies and no proposition ever before submitted, 
except, perhaps, one submaitted in 1586 has reached anywhere near to 
the extent of this bill, which proposes te subsidize every vessel, sail 
or steam, carrying now or which may hereafter carry trade from or to 
the United States, ifit is a registered American vessel, and has a car- 
rying capacity of 500 tons or more. 

What amount of money this proposition carries no man, however 
wise or skilled, can form any definite idea, for it will depend upon the 
number of vessels afloat and their tonnage, 

A statement, conjectural of course, was made as to the cost under 
the bill introduced in 1886 to which I have referred, and it amounted 
to $6,318,790. 40 annually.’ 

Will this cost more? Will it cost less? 

Who will undertake to answer with any degree of certainty? Who 
can answer? We have had other estimates made upon other bills by 
gentlemen in official positions and they have been millions under the 
mark. They were held up on this floor as experts in their peculiar 
line and as paragons of correctness. 

I will here give for what it is worth, and in saying this I do not in- 


I want 


tend to cast any reflections, for I have no doubt the officer to whom I ! 


refer has done his best—I will give the estimate of the Commissioner 
of Navigation of the probable cost of this bill for the next ten years. 
Here is his table: 


Tuble showing the possible extent and cost of bounty payments to American 
shipping under the substitute bill. 
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1897... $25, 000 610, 000 23, 825 143, 468 
18968 ... ew. 316,000 | 728,000 26, 020 126, 650 
PIED cccenvttinntaciin | 812,000} 826,900 27, 328 118, 250 
1900... sesveeee| 810,000} 913,000 24, 830 110, 437 
Footings for the period........) 284,915 1, 059, 675 
Total for sail and steam for ten POATS,......00.0...0ceceresnersersersersnenenenananee 


According to this estimate, it will cost an average of $4,718,600 an- 
rually and $47,186,000 in ten years to carry out the provisions of this 
bill; and, judging this estimate by former estimates submitted to this 


Average for sail and steam 





bills and other measures, the country will be fortu- 


House on 
nate indeed if it is not taxed one hundred millions in ten years. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, for whose benefit will this tax be levied? For 
the benefit of the people at large? Ob, no; for they have no more in- 
terest in the shipping business of this country than they have in the’ 
seal fisheries of Alaska. There are vessels enough now on the seas to 
carry the trade of this country. What matters it whether a farmer’s 
wheat is carried to an English market inan American bottom and un- 
der the American flag or in an English bottom and under the English 
flag? 

What matters it, I say, to him ina business or practical point of view ? 
He must pay one as much as he pays the other. There may be some 
sentiment in preferring an American vessel; but in these hard times 
when he is environed by taxes already, and he is delving day in and 
day out to meet the interest upon his mortgaged home or to accumu- 
late something ere he shal! pass into the season of the sere and yellow 
leaf, with low prices for all he sells and high prices for all he buys, he 
can not afford to pay so dearly for the gratification of mere sentiment. 

Sentiment! It is well for him who knows not want, who has no care 
for the morrow, who has his heavy bank account upon which he can 
draw ad libitum, and whose pockets are filled with dividend notices, to 
indulge in sentiment and declare that millions must be levied to place 
the merchant marine of the United States upon an equal footing with 
that of other nations; but the t mass of the tillers and toilers of 
this land, who know well that every dollar they get is at the expense 
of many a sweat drop, do not feel like indulging in sentiment at so 
heavy a cost. 

Sir, this bill, if it should pass, will not reduce the cost of transporting 
our products in the smallest degree; this is admitted by the friends of 
the bill. It will notadd onecent tothe price of any commodity. It will 
not give to the farmer one penny more for his wheat or his cotton or 
increase the of the laborer one farthing. Shipbuilders and ship- 
owners will be the sole beneficiaries and the people at large will be the 
contributors; the shipbuilders and shipowners will draw millions and 
the farmers and the mechanics, the laborers, the masses will pay these 
mnillions. 

Mr. Chairman, having put ship materials on the free list, let us 
now repeal our restrictive navigation laws; let usstrike from our stat- 
ute books the provisions which prohibit any foreign-built ship enter- 
ing our merchant marine or sailing under the American flag; Jet us 
remove the fetters; let us take off the shackles; let us unbind the cords 
that now cramp, confine, and restrain the en ise of our seaboard 
population, and permit our people to buy v wherever they can 
buy the cheapest and place at their mastheads the American flag, and 
the problem of building up our merchant marine will, in my opinion, 
be solved, and the American colors will float in the trade winds as 
proudly as float to-day the colors of any nation, and our vessels will 
ride every billow and glide like swans over every sea. 

I enter my protest against this bill as a whole, against every sec- 
tion, paragraph, and line of it. 

I protest against the proposition to take the money of the people 
and present it as a gift to the owners of vessels now under sail that 
they may continue to sail, or to the owners of bottoms now rotting in 
our harbors that they may be relaunched, or to stimulate shipbuilding 
in this country. 

I deny that Congress has the right to draw money from the people 
to present asa gift, a bounty, or a subsidy, I care not by what name 
you may call it, to any private en ise, whether it be on the land 
or on thesea. I deny that Congress the right to take the money 
of the people and donate it to the owner of a mine, factory, or ship, in 
order that that mine or factory may be operated ata profit or that that 
ship may sail at a profit. 

If the Government has the right to subsidize a mine, a factory, or a 
ship, why has it not the right to run the mine, operate the factory, 
or man and sail the ship, all for the benefit of the owner? 

If the Government has the right to draw from its Treasury the 
money of the taxpayers and turn it overas a ity to some languish- 
ing industry or enterprise, why has it not right to donate money 
to the farmers of this country, that they may lift the mort- 
gages on their farms and keep the sheriff from their doors and the 
sound of the auctioneer’s hammer from their ears? 

If the Government has the right to give the shipowner a bounty for 

ing the farmer’s wheat or cotton to a foreign market, why has it 
not the right te give the farmer a bounty for raising here and sending 
abroad his wheat and cotton? The man who runs a sbip is 
in a business no more laudable than the man who runs a plow. 
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stirred this country, throughout its entire borders, as it was never be- 
fore stirred 


For years the farmer has borne patiently the wrongs which have been 
heaped upon him. A prisoner, incarcerated within the dingy walls of 
a prison, though conscious of his innocence, after long confinement, 
may settle himself down to bear with patience his unfortunate lot, but 
when he sees that the bars are being strengthened and the shackles 
made firmer and the little light excluded and his situation made more 
forlorn, he will strike for his liberty with the power which despera- 
tion brings. 

So with the farmer. He has been bound in base servility to a mo- 
nopolistic aristocracy. For weary days, months, and years he hassub- 
mitted to his bonds and yoke, until now, when the cords are being 
tightened and the burden is being increased, his deadened manhood 
springs into vigorous life and he strikes for the freedom which was 
guarantied to him by the Constitution of his land and the constitution 
of his God. 

Mr, Chairman, the farmers of this country are aroused as they have 
never before been aroused, and they are making themselves felt as they 
have never before been felt. 

Like sheep they have heretofore allowed themselves to be sheared 
and fleeced, but they have now assumed their true character of lions, 
and woe be to the man or party that attempts to beard them. 

They have seen subsidies granted by the millions to railroad corpora- 
tions; they have seen bounties granted to the manufacturing monopo- 
lies, in the shapeof protective-tarifftaxes; they have seen the Shylocks 
and money sharks favored by restricting the volume of currency, so as 
to make money scarce and dear; they have seen pensions by the tens 
of thousands granted to camp-followers and bummers of the Federal 
Army; they have seen the Treasury emptied by reckless and extrava- 
gant appropriations, and now they see a proposition to take from their 
pockets more of their bard earnings and bestow it as a bounty upon 
men whose business is surely entitled to no more consideration than 
the high and ennobling business of tilling the soi), in which they are 
engaged. 

When we pause for a moment to consider the great political event 
of the 4th day of November last we must stand amazed at the favor 
which this bill is receiving on the other side of this Chamber. 

Beaten at almostevery poll; routed, horse, foot, and dragoon, in eight- 
een Northern and Western States and every Southern State, is it not 
strange that the Republican party should persist in the course which 
ous downfall ? 

What does it mean? Does it mean that the leaders of this once 
powerfa! party believe that the uprising of the agriculturists of this 
country is but temporary and that, as the overflowing waters of a 
mighty river return to their channel, the agriculturists will soon return 
to their usual channel? Or does it mean that they are so irritated and 
chagrined at what seems now to be inevitable, the death and burial of 
their party in 1892, that they are determined to take their revenge on 
the farmers who are to so great an extent the cause of their late dis- 
astrous defeat? Whatever it may mean, bear in mind that the princi- 

of Republicanism and the interests of agriculture are recognized 
now and will be henceforth and forever recognized bythe agriculturists 
as diverse as the doctrines of Judaism and the teachings of Christianity. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did you turn around and change your policy 
2 ane on account of the defeat the Democratic party suffered 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Why, no; of course not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Either as an individual or as a party ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. There was no necessity for the Democrats chang- 
ing their policy, because the le of this country responded in favor 
of Grover Cleveland in 1888 by the popular vote. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But not by the electoral vote. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. And they responded again last fall by a majority 
against the Republican party, I think, of between 600,000 and 800,000. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr.CALDWELL. Will they respond to Grover Cleveland in 1892? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I do not know who will be the Democratic 
candidate then; but I will say now that to-day Grover Cleveland is 
down in the hearts of the Democracy than any other living 

It may be that his views on silver do not suit all of the Demo- 
but they are but the views of an individual member of the 
party. In every convention, whether Republican or Dem- 
that has ever been held in this country there have been dif- 
the questions have been discussed; but there 
any true Democrat who failed to place himself squarely 
platform when the Democratic convention spoke. 
not what Mr. Cleveland’s opinion may be to-day on the ques- 
of silver coinage, when the national convention speaks in 1892 he 
I venture to say, indorse the principles and the platform of his 


aoptina: Let me ask the gentleman a question. Do I un- 
him to say that Grover Cleveland’s sentiments concerning 
silver question are not matters of conviction, but policy? 
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Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir; he has the courage of his convictions. 
And let me say to the gentleman 

Mr. HOPKINS, Well, if he has the convictions in the manner ex- 
pressed by his recent letter, does the gentleman believe that he can 
give them up to be on his party’s platform? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr, Chairman, if the gentleman will ask me a 
question, Iwillanswerhim. I believe he asked me whether Mr. Cleve- 
land will give up his convictions upon the question of the free coinage 
ofsilver. I say no, that he will not give up his convictions upon that 
question, but thereare other questions which are paramounttoit. While 
I am in favor of the free coinage of silver and have been ever since I 
have occupied a seat on this floor, there are questions underlying the 
Democratic party which are greater by far than the question as to the 
free coinage of silver. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What are they ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The questions which spring from the principles 
of Democracy. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What are they? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Honest government and free institutions. 

Mr. KELLEY. Perhaps the gentleman means a free ballot and a 
fair count. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the position of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], he is opposed to this sub- 
sidy bill the same as I am, and therefore he is out of line with his party 
on that issue; and yet I would not for one moment question his Re 
publicanism. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Is that the only answer you can give as to what 
principles underlie the Democratic party? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, when a gentleman undertakes to 
charge another with inconsistency, he ought himself to show some con- 
sistency. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was not saying 
there was any inconsistency on the part of the gentleman, but simply 
asked him to state what other principles the Democratic party had. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The great principles of Jefferson and the founders 
of this Republic. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How about George Washington ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL (continuing). Those are the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
dependence? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. My timeis too limited tosubmit further to these 
interruptions, however much I might desire todoso. In conclusion 
let me say that ever since I have been honored with a seat on this 
floor I have voted against class legislation in every form, and | shall 
continue to do in the future as I have donein the past. I am no half- 
way Democrat. I shall not serve the Lord to-day and the devil to- 
morrow. My people know my record and they have just indorsed it 
by re-electing me for my fifth term with hardly the semblance of op- 
position; and, as tillers of the soil and wage-workers principally, they 
authorize me to resist with my voice and vote the passage of this bill 
and all other bills which may have for their purpose the fostering of 
monopolies, the subsidizing of classes, the encouragement of trusts, the 
promotion of money power, or the subversion in any form of the prin- 
ciples of our Republican government which were born amid the throes 
of a people suffering under wrongs no more grievous than the wrongs 
under which this land is now groaning. 

Sir, if our merchant marine can not compete with that of other na- 
tions without being subsidized, without laying a tribute upon the 
people, without violating the fundamental principles of our Govern- 
ment, let our flag disappear from the seas, let every ship rot in our 
harbors, and let every ton of our trade be carried in foreign bottoms, 
and let the world know that American seamen, American merchant- 
men, and American vessels have been driven since 1862 from the great 
water highways of nations by the prohibitory tariff laws of the Repub- 
lican party and the restrictive and proscriptive navigation laws which 
this party has retained upon the statute books. 

Let the world know what republican freedom and national glory 
mean when left to the interpretation cf the Republican party. 

But let the world know, too, that soon will come the day when our 
flag will float in triumph over our merchant marine, restored, rehabili- 
tated, enlarged, and strengthened; commanding the respect and ad- 
miration of all nations by the policy of this Government under the 
administration of the Democratic party, and that, too, without the 
granting of a subsidy or a bounty or the imposition of one dollar ot 
tribute upon the people. [Applause. ] 

If I have any time left, I reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remaining, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I reserve it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire as to what time 
remains on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. There remain yet fifteen minutes on the Demo- 
cratic side and ten minutes upon the Republican side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’Frr- 
BALL] dispose of his five minutes now ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. He stated that he reserved it. 








Do you include also the Declaration of In- 
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Mr. ROGERS. I hope that the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
move that the committee do now rise. It is after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BINGHAM, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] de- 
sires ten minutes and I have said to him that it would be perfectly 
agreeable to me that he should have it in the morning. Therefore I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let us finish the general debate to-night. 

The motion of Mr. BINGHAM was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker protempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the Post-Office appropriation bill (H. Rk. 13511) and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Conmnittee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following: 


In THE SENATE OF THE Unirrep Stares, February 17, 1891. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4655) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Elizabeth R. Gordon, widow of Maj. George A. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this request of the 
Senate will be complied with. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN JOSEPH BRADSHAW. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the follow- 
ing personal request: 

Mr. SrockeR.ipnGE asks leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without 


leaving copies, the papers in the case of John Joseph Bradshaw, there being no 
adverse report. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
considered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
ELIZABETH JONES. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the follow- 
ing request: . 
Mr. Brower asks that the bill (S. 4126) forthe relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow 


of John Jones, deceased, identical with H. R. 3498 on the Private Calendar, 
which Senate bill makes no appropriation, be returned to the Speaker's table, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

ROBERT CARTER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the follow- 
ing personal request: 

Mr. CuLpertson, of Pennsylvania, asks unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill of the 
House (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Robert Carter, and recommit the said bill, with 
the accompanying papers, to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request will be 
considered as complied with. 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was erroneously referred the bill (S. 4348) 
to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort Maginnis military 
reservation, in Montana, under the homestead and mining laws, for edu- 
cational and other purposes, will be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the bill, and it wil! be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


There was no objection. 
RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
McCorp] asks that the bill (S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge 
tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, being identical with the 
bill H. R. 4227, which has been referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, be returned to the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. SWEET obtained leave to have the fol- 
lowing memorial printed in the RecorpD: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


We, the undersigned, being engaged in the lawful pursuit of silver-mining, 
find ourselves laboring under a great disadvantage, co: with ae 
ducers of gold, copper, iron, wheat, and other necessaries, on account of the 


Without objection, the réquest will be 


= j ast, Cteenien r nation against the product of our industry caused by the present 
silver law; an 

Whereas this law operates by indirectly levying a tax upon the production 
of silver,which at present amounts to 20 percent. of our gross witnelar lounce 
out of every 5 produced. This is proven by the fact that the Government is 
buying silver at $1.03 per ounce and issuing it at the rate of $1.29 per ounce,the 
difference accruing to the Treasury as profit. This loss falls upon the producer 
alone, as the coined silver or silver certificates circulate at par with gold; and 

Whereas we do not believe that it is the deliberate intention of the people of 
these United States to levy a tax upon the production of silver any more than 
they would levy a tax upon the production of gold, iron, or wheat: Therefore, 

We earnestly test against and ask the repeal of the mt silver law, 
which permits the Government to reap the benefit of one-fifth of the gross prod- 
uct of our industry. 

Also, that as our product even now circulates at par with gold, we ask that 
youappropriate a portion of the $50,000,000 profit already extorted from the silver- 
producers, sufficient to pay the expense of coining any and all silver bullion 
that may presented free of charge. 

We ask that the Government buy no more silver, but simply coin what we 
produce, and return it to us as money, that wo have the same benefit under 
the law as the producers of — 

Believing that the free and unlimited coinage of silver is our constitutional 
right, and will work beneficially, not only to us, but to all people, your peti- 
tioners will ever pray: 

Triumph Mining Comoaey, W. H. Watt, superintendent; Red Cloud 

Mining Company, E. B. True, superintendent; Idaho Democrat 

Mine, J. O. Swift, superintendent; Buttercup Mining Company, 

J. 8. Childs, superintendent; Carrie Leonard Mining mney, 

J. O. Swift, superintendent; Quaker City Mining Company, W. 

P. Jenney, superintendent; War Dance Mining Company, B. 

M. Mallory, superintendent; Granite-Silver Mining Company, 

Lyttleton Price, superintendent; Western Reserve Mining Com- 

pany Samuel Allen, superintendent; Idahoan Mining Company, 

J Edgington, superintendent; Parker Mining Company, 

H. Watt, superintendent; Durango Group of Mines; Red Ele- 

phant, J. 8. Childs, superintendent; Arctic and Antarctic, W. H. 
Atkinson, superintendent. 


MINT BUILDING AT PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. BINGHAM obtained leave to have printed 
in the RecorD the following memorial of members of the Assay Com- 
mission for 1891: 

PHILADELPHIA, February 13, 1891, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists res fully represent that while serving as members of 
the annual Assay Commission for 1891, they have visited the various divisions 
and subdivisions of the mint at Philadelphia, and therein found the following 
conditions ae 

First. The building is old and now poorly adapted for the pu for which 

been made from time to time for 


it was intended; frequent changes havin, 
the pu of enlarging the cngaciy of the building, it has become a laby- 
rinth of additions, extensions, lways, and underground passages. 

Second, The floor space is wholly inadequate to the proper accommodation 
of the number of persons employed. The metal in process of change from bul- 
lion to coin must of necessity be transferred from one portion of the building 
to another, with constant expense and danger of loss. The vault room and all 
available space within the limits of the mint, where vaults can properly be con- 
structed, is fast becoming exhausted, and it is evident that thesilver being pur- 
chased can not be stored at the Philadelphia mint for more than a few months 
longer, unless additional vault space is provided. The operatives in every de- 
partment of the mint are so crowded together that they can not perform their 
duties with the efficiency and —- uired in mint work. And further- 
more the lack of proper ventilation, together with this crowded condition of 
oe ames of necessity be prejudicial to the health of all employed inthe 

wiiding. 

Your memorialists therefore represent that the necessity of a mint with am- 
ple ground space for continuous operation of each de ent, and constructed 
with special reference to the works of precision utely demanded, is press- 
ing; and we res ully and earnestly ask, in the interest of the Government 
and of the health and well-being of the o tives, that the bill of the House, 
No. 9957, for the purchase of a site and the erection of a new mint building at 
Philadelphia, be advanced to its final passage without delay. 

Nelson F. Evans, J. W. Bailey,jr., Frank A. , H. W. Cannon, F. 
H. Carten, H. G. Torrey, E. 8. Lacey, D. M. Houser, ©. W. Pavey, 
E. 8. Willoox, B. A. Gould, Irwin Shepard, Cabell Whitehead, C. 
W. Moore, G. R. Metten, John Ho Appleton. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


On motion of Mr. McMILLIN, indefinite leave of absence was granted 
to Mr. ENLOE, who was called home by the death of his father. 


DANIEL B. WASHBURN. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the bill (8. 671) for the relief 
of Daniel B. Washburn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas Daniel B. Washburn, of Milford, in the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetis, received, in his capacity of administrator of the estate of William Mc- 
Farland, late of said Milford, from the assistant treasurer of the 
United States, the sum of $1,193.94, being the amount, on the 4th day of June, 
1885, due to said McFarland from the United States on pension certificate No. 


304382 ; and 

Whereas said Washburn, in faith, paid out of said amount of money the 
sum of $1,055.50 in payment of the debts due from the said estate, and expenses 
of administration of said estate, and for a headstone placed at the grave of said 


McFarland; and 
t been compelled to refund 


‘ 


Whereas said Washburn has since said paymen 
said sum of $1,193.94 to said assistant treasurer of the United States; and 
Whereas said Washburn was obliged to his home to raise the mone 
to refend to the Talted Minty ant bes beeen to pay interest on sai 


mortgage note ever since until t: Therefore, 
enacted Senate Representat ited State: 
assed in = dr That the Seorstaryof the Treasury be, — oe 
ereb: money not otherwise appro- 
pan Ny ym a hw Sous the anid pum of $1,193.91. - 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause. Chair hears none. 


The 
ot at wan allteen sand Teaaens Gade wad aomentlaid ‘and 
the third time, and passed, 
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Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


H. J. CHENEY. 


_Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 557) for the relief of H. J. Cheney, and that it be put on 
its passage. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay to H. J. Cheney, of Nashville, Tenn. superintendent “= 
te consent salen te saan Poise Sum tis omies in enka t office build. 
=. without ect or fault of his, on the 4th day of May, 1887, and by him 
promptly and fully accounted for to the Government. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 
Mr. WASHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. _ It is 
now late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana demands 
the regular order. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘ noes”? seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 31. * 
Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the question of order that there is no quo- 
rum present. 
= SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require a quorum on this 
motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise that question anyhow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be raised on this motion. On 
this question the ayes are 7 and the noes 31; so the House refuses to 


ourp, 
= ADAMS. Iask for the present consideration of a bill which 
does not involve any appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not do that, because I will 
raise the question of no quorum. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is now on the House Calendar and I do not think 
anyone will object to it. 

. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The regular order is the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois. The Clerk will read the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13326) to authorize the city of Chicago to erect acrib in Lake Mich- 
igan for water-works purposes. 


Beitenacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to the city of Chi- 
county of Coo’ punoet ele, . toextenda tunnel or inlet pipes into Lake 


= ~ye! soenounntet. so ei as er be anaes 
necessary to insure a supply o water, an erect a pier or piers and crib 
me rr unene ot al fake f for the making, preserving, and working 


panel pe the and location thereof to be subject 
= Daseeel of the Scoretany of : Provided, That said city shall furnish 


. ‘tain, at its own expenses, wane beacon lights or other signals on such 
piers or crib as the Lighthouse Board shall be. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [I eall for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is, Is there objec- 
tion to the consideration of this bill? 


Mr. HOLMAN. [call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. “ Then I move a call of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the following bill, 
which the Chair wili lay before the House. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot Springs, Ark., and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move that the House do now 
motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 min- 

_ utes p.m.) the House adjourned. 
MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


een clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HANSBROUGH (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): Joint 


EE Pe ER ETI 


resolution and memorial to the President of the United States, the 
Secretary of War, and both branches of the National Congress, by the 
Legislature of the State of North Dakota, asking for the enlargement 
of Fort Abraham Lincoln and an inerease of the number of troops at 
said post—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, in favor of the bill now ending in Congress to enable 
the several States to enforce the State laws in relation to the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
_ By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Memorial and resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of Colorado, protesting against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill and in favor of the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memoria! from the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 
that 320 acres of the Fort Crawford military reservation, situate in 
Montrose County, State of Colorado, including the Government build- 
ings thereon, be granted to the State of Colorado for a house for disabled 
miners—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial and resolutions of the General Assembly of the State 
of Colorado, in favor of the bill ratifying the agreement with the Southern 
Ute Indians and the reservation of a part of the reservation now occu- 
pied by them as a national park—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the General Assembly of the State of 
Colorado, praying for the ratification of the treaty with the Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Joint resolation of the Legislative Assembly of 
South Dakota, for the free coinage of silver-——to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of South Dakota, 
for an enlargement of Fort Meade, South Dakota—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2822) increasing the pension of John Winchell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner 
general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner, to the 
Barcelona Exposition --to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4981) for the relief of Sylvester Truesdell—to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (8. 4992) granting to the State of North Dakota the use of cer- 
tain lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation, for the use of the militia of North Dakota, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4498) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 4499) granting a pension to Mary Vance—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4500) granting a pension to Martha Allen—to the Com- 
miteee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4502) granting a pension to Laura A. Burns—to the Com- 
mittse on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaugh- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 4626) granting an increase of pension to George H. Blod- 
gett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-A bill (S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to the 
pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4809) granting an increase of pension to John S. Furling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4944) granting a pension to Maria S. Whitney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 5022) granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of six members elect to the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-second Congress, to be appointed by the er 
of this House, and one person to be designated by the occteay of the Interior, 
shall, prior to the first Monday of December next, inquire into and investigate 
the condition of the Indian tribes of the United States, with the view of recom- 
mending such changes in the Indian policy of this Government and in a 
tion pertaining thereto as may be necessary to the amelioration of the condition 
of those people and to promoting their protection by the law and advancement 
towards citizenship. 

That said committee shall have power to appoint subcommittees and visit the 
places where the Indians live, and in so doing they are authorized to use Gov- 
ernment conveyances and means of transportation. 

Said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have power to send for 
pyeenen and papers and to appoint a clerk, and the committee may report by 
oll or otherwise to the Fifty-second Congress. 

A sum sufficient to pay expenses of said committee and of witnesses that may 
be summoned before it, not exceeding $5,000, is oe poreeeeee of any 
money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which shall be inimediately 
available on the draft of the chairman of said committee in sums not exceeding 
$1,000 at a time; 
te the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. SWEET: 

Whereas certain national banks in various parts of the United States are 
now refusing to loan money except upon contracts payable in gold; and that 
many city banks are refusing to accept credits from country banks except such 
as are payable in gold; and 

Whereas such a course is unpatriotic and tends to discredit the currency of 
the country, whether based upon gold or silver: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of this House that an 
tempting to disparage and degrade the currency of the United States by de- 
manding other than lawful money of the nation in payment of debts due said 
bank should forthwith forfeit its charter ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


national bank at- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIJ, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1323) to clear the military rec- 
ord of George 8. Coyle, accompanied by a report (No. 3858)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13255) for the relief of 
loyal citizens therein named, of Loudoun County, Virginia, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3859)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, in behalf of the minority of said committee, submit- 
ted his views in writing thereon; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 147) authorizing the Post- 
master General to credit O. M. Laraway, late postmaster at Minne- 
apolis, Minn., with certain losses sustained by him by the theft of 
postage stamps instead of postal funds; accompanied by a report (No. 
3860 )—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13616) to prevent the sale of 
firearms and ammunition to Indians, accompanied by a report (No. 
38861)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (8, 4980) to enlarge 
the United States courthouse and post-office building at Birmingham, 
Ala., and to appropriate money therefor, accompanied by a report (No, 
3862)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the joint resolution of the Senate (S, R. 153) to fill 
a vacancy existing in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, accompanied by a report (No. 3863)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CLUNIE, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4770) to increase 
the appropriation for the purchase of a site for a building for a post 
office, courthouse, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., and to com- 
mence the construction thereof, accompanied by a report (No. 3864)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 13040) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John 8. Furling, accompanied by a report (No. 3865)—to the 
Committee of the Whoie House. 

Mr. HILL also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of ion to 
Rebecca P. Nields, accompanied by a report (No. 3866)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

_ Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the following bills of the House; 
which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

4 bill (H. R. 13480) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Howell. (Report No. 3867.) 

A bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Susan A. Malone. (Re- 
port No. 3868.) 

A bill (H. R. 10771) granting a pension to Robert A. Ware. (Re- 
port No. 3869. ) 


Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favora- 
bly the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12666) to pension Alexander Shields. (Report No. 
3870. ) 

A bill (H. R. 13394) granting an increase of pension to Nancy O’ Neal. 
(Report No. 3871.) 

A bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves. 
(Report No. 3872.) 

Mr. RANDALL from the Committee on Pensions, reported favora- 
bly the bill of the House (H. R. 11097) granting a pension to William 
Hale, accompanied by a report (No. 3873)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. RANDALL also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12700) to pension Samuel 
O. Fisher, of Lynn, Mass., accompanied by a report (No. 3874)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Peter William Frederick. 
Report No. 3875.) 

A bill (H. R. 13545) for the relief of Thomas E. Breckenridge, late 
Company A, California Battalion, Mexican war. (Report No. 3876.) 
A bill (H. R. 13629) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber 
to the pension roll. (Report No. 3877.) 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10631) for the relief of James Garret Sadler, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3878)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13575) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Ripley, accompanied by a report (No. 3879)—to the 
Committee ef the Whole House. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3397) for the purchase of 
George B. Matthews’s portrait of John Paul Jones, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3880)—-to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, a favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 1290) to pension Mary A. Bailey. 
A bill (H. R. 13443) to pension Nathaniel Moon. (Report No, 3882. ) 
A bill (H. R. 13318) granting a pension to Agnes C. Junot. (Report 
No, 3883.) 

A bill (S. 4706) granting a pension to Lucy Wood. (Report No. 3884.) 
Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12564) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Brooks. 
Report No. 3885.) 

A bill (H. R. 13340) to pension David Sanders. (Report No. 3886.) 

A bill (H. R. 13445) granting a pension to Evaline Laverty. (Re- 
port No. 3887.) 
A bill (H. R. 13005) for the relief of Maurice O’Conner, late of the 
Mexican war. No. 3888. ) 

A bill (H. R, 13526) to increase the pension of Leah Allen. (Re- 

t No. 3888. ) 

A bill (H. R. 12798) granting an increase of pension to William Mar- 
tin. (Report No. 3890.) 
A bill (H. R. 12607) granting an increase of pension to John Hain. 
(Report No. 3891. ) 
A bill (H. R. 12100) granting a pension to Samuel T. Caston. (Report 
No. 3892. ) 
A bill (H. R. 12855) granting an increase of pension to Adam Deitz. 
(Report No. 3893.) 


(Report No. 3881. ) 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13671) for the relier 
of farmers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of P. lvania: A joint resolution(H. Res. 285) to 
print eulogies upon Lewis F. Watson—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to purchase 
Hey|’s work upon United States Duties and Imports—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indi below: 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 13672) granting a pension to Sue R. 
Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 13673) for therelief of H. 8. Soule— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13674) for relief of Asa Hayes, 
of Warren County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13675) for the relief of Samuel W. Thompson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 13676) granting a pension to Samuel 
T. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 13677) for the relief 
of estate of Andrew B. Conley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13678) for the relief of James Warr 
estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 13579) for the relief of Nicholas Ho- 
taling—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H.R.13680) forthe relief of Florimand 
Izard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. RK. 13681) for the relief of Jean Marie Tatin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13682) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Thomas M. Dyson—to the Committee on Military A(f- 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of William H. Moulton and 93 others, 
citizens of the State of Maine, favoring the adoption of the resolution 
— by the Committee on Foreign Affairs regarding trade relations 
with Canada—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: Affidavit in support of pension bill of Sue B. 
Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of ex-soldiers of Louisville, Ky., in favor 
of a bill giving preference to ex-soldiers in the employment of cierks 
in the Departments of the Government—to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Wideawake Grange, No. 633, Indiana 
County, Pennsylvania, for financial legislation—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition (circulated by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union) signed by Ellen Scott and 81 others. citizensof Jet- 
ferson, Me.; also, by the same organization, signed by Emma Trow- 
bridge and 27 others, citizens of Waldoboro, Me., praying for the pas- 

of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the 
subject of the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of August Post, favoring the passage 
of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of estate of Andrew B. Conley, late of Fay- 
ette County, Tennessee; also, of Benjamin R. Ellis, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee; also, of William H. Ferrell, of Hardeman County, Tennes- 
see; also, of Obediah Fletcher, of Fayette County, Tennessee; also, of 
Robert L. Forbes, of Hardeman County, Tennessee; also, of T. C. Barn- 
ham, of Hardin County, Tennessee; also, of P. H. McBride, of Hardin 
County, Tennessee; also, of Mathew Neville, of Shelby County, Ten- 
nessee; also, of John B. Stafford, administrator of John Stafford, of 
Fayette County, Tennessee, for reference of their respective claims to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition for the relief of James H. Zackery, 
of Spring Lick, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Lowell, Mass., in regard to reciprocal trade relations with Canada—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 450 merchants, manufacturers, bankers, 
and business men of New York and New Jersey for the adoption of a 
resolution favoring unrestricted reciprocity with Canada—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia (by request): Petition of Malvern 

’ Alliance, 25 members, No. 2173, of Emanuel County; also, 
of E. D. Nash, R. W. Sellers, and 19 others, citizens of Appling County; 
also, another petition, 21 others, citizens of the same county; also of 
Elias M. Pofford, J. M. Corbett, and 25 others, citizens of Clinch 
County; also, of W. G. Corbitt, Isham Roberts, and 13 others, citizens 
of Hog Creek, Georgia, asking Congress for an appropriation of money 
for a complete system of levees from Cairo to the Gulf, to prevent 
disastrous floods and to improve navigation—to the Committee on 
Levees and oe of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. LE : Petition of estate ot Dennis Springman, of Kemper 

, Mississippi, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under 
of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. McADOO: Petition of citizens of New Jersey and New York, 
prs + ho with Canada, and urging passage of resolution re- 
ported mittee ou Foreign A ffairs—to the Committee on Rules, 


By 
By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of New York and New Jersey, 
Affairs. 


commercial union with Canada—to the Committee on Foreign 
















By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Anti-Cobden 
Club of Philadelphia, protesting against the passage of the bill for the 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Coshocton County, 
Ohio, asking passage of the Conger lard bill--to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Marcellus John: »n, of Newburgh, 
Ind., and affidavit and other papers to accompany House bill 13650, 
granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of John Threlkeld, of Obion County; also, 
of Isom Polk, of the same county; also, of William Wallace, of the 
same county; also, of John Micham, of the same county; alsoof Hugh 
Taylor, of the same county, Tennessee, for reference of their respective 
claims to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of William H. Kellough, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Eleazar Woods, late of Giles County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Memorial of J. W. Smith and 192 others, en- 
listed men of the United States Signal Corps, in favor of House bill 
to compensate certain enlisted men of the Signal Corps, United States 
Army, for discharge from the military service, and consequent loss of 
the benefits of long service provided by law—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union of Illinois; also, petition of National Farmers’ Alli- 
ance and Industrial Union, adopted at a convention held in Ocala, 
Fla., in reference to the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of District Assembly, No. 66, Knights of Labor, favor- 
ing free text books for pupils of the public schools in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade and Transportation of New 
York City, favoring the establishment of a naval militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the residents of Massachusetts; also, of Maine; 
also, of New England, favoring the appointment of a commission to 
consider the best method of extending trade relations between Canada 
and the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Council No. 532, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, in favor of bill to restrict 
immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 407, of Warren County, in favor ot 
certain financial legislation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SWEET: Petition and resolution of 62 citizens of Idaho, in 
favor of the passage of the option bil!—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of John F. Spalding, 
bishop of Colorado, in favor of reform in the Indian service—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

3y Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Robert Ivey, admin- 
istrator of the estate of William Ivey, Russell County; also, of Spencer 
Townsend, of Madison County, Alabama, for property taken during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri; Petition of 112 citizens of Awhison 
County, Missouri, in favor of the foreclosure of the mortgages due the 
Government from the Union Pacific Railroad Company and other rail- 
roads—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 873, Patrons of Hus- 
baudry, Susquehanna County; also, of Grange No. 927, of same organ- 
ization, in the same county; also, of Grange No. 417, of the same or- 
ganization, in the same county; also, of Grange No. 58, of the same 
organization, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for an increase of currency; 
also, of Grange No. 165, same organization, Wyoming County, in the 
same State, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

jy Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of Farmers’ Grange No. 566, Butler 
County; also, of Farmers’ Grange No. 25, Montgomery County; also, 
of Farmers’ Grange No. 5C9, Butler County; also, of Farmers’ Grange 
No. 688, Butler County, Pennsylvania, for the restoration of silver as 
a money metal—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Also, petition of Uhlertown Council, American Defiance Associa- 
tion, Butler Connty, Pennsylvania; also, petition of Benevolent Coun- 
cil, American Defiance Association, Lower Providence, Montgomery 
County; also, of ArdmoreCouncil, American Defiance Association, Ard- 
more, Montgomery County; also, petition of Conshohocken Council, 
American Defiance Association, Conshohocken, Montgomery County; 
also, petition of Fidelity Council, American Defiance Association, 
Bristol, Butler County; also, petition of Jenkintown Council, Amer- 
ican Defiance Association, of Jenkintown, Montgomery County, Penn- 
sylvania, for restricted immigration—to the Select Committee on Im- 
gration and Naturalization. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
secretary of the Territory of Oklahoma forwarding two copies of the 
journals of the Legislative Assembly of that Territory, as required by 
law; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Library of the Senate. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr, RANSOM presented the credentials of ZEBULON B. VANCE, 
chosen by the Legislature of North Carolina a Senator for that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 


The volumes will be deposited in 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented three petitions of citizens of 
Wew York City and a petition of citizensof Jersey City, N. J., praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of Montana, praying 
for the passage of a bill permitting the construction of a rail by the 
Montana Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee on 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Nokomis, Ill., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Custer Council, No, 12, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, praying for the passage of the bill restrict- 
ing immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 5 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Wayne County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 3731 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Franklin County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 245 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Jackson County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 2827 of the Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Macon County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 4090 of the Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Vermilion County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 86 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Hamilton os Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 4 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Fayette County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 675 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Washington County, Illinois; 6 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 2916 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Cumberland County, Dlinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No. 1059 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Clay County, Illinois; 

Petition of members of District Assembly No, 74 of the Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Williamson County, Illinois; and 

Petition of members of Township Seminary, No. 1222 of the Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association, of Fayette County, Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM also presented the memorial of Charles W. York and 
other citizens of the State of Illinois, and the memorial of Simon Best 
and ¢ther citizens of Cleone, Ill., remonstrating against the 
of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Mermod and Jaccard Jewelry 
Company, William Barr & Co., and the principal merchants of St. 
Louis, Mo., and the petition of Cecil A. Kitchen and other citizens of 
Kirkland, Mo., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial of the Columbia and Snake 
Rivers Auxiliary Water-Way Association, adopted at a meeting held at 
Walla Walla, Wash., February 5 and 6, 1891, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the Columbia and Snake Rivers, the work to be 
constructed by contract; and that the bill introduced by thé Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. McCoNNELL] be passed, and also what is known as 
the ship-railway bill, which has already been passed. I move thatthe 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and printed asa 
document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of M. P. Church and 9 other 
business men of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., praying for the passage of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Merrimac Council of the Amer- 
ican Defense Association of Groveland, Mass. , representing 100 voters, 


praying for the passage of a bill to restrict immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of Terre Haute, Ind., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented a petition of citizens of New York, New 
Jersey, and other States, praying for the passage of a resolution look- 
ing to the total or partial removal of all duties upon trade between the 
United States and Canada; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Relations with Canada. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of the Triumph Mining Company 
and 13 other mining companies of Idaho, praying for the repeal of the 
present silver law and the passage of a free-coinage act; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL. A moment ago my colleague [Mr. DoLPx] pre- 
sented a memorial of the Columbia and Snake Rivers Auxiliary Water- 
way Association, adopted at a meeting held at Walla Walla, Wash., 
February 5 and 6, 1891, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The memorial relates to subjects pending before two commit- 
tees—first, to appropriations to be recommended by the Committee on 
Commerce, and it also favors the early construction of a boat railway, 
a bill for which passed this Senate at the last session, and is now pend- 
ing in the other House, which bill was before the Committee on Trans- 
portation Routes to the Seaboard. 

T present a duplicate copy of the memorial, and move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on tion Routes to the Seaboard, so 
that each committee shall have a copy. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCCONNELL presented a petition of citizens of Parma, Idaho, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr, PLUMB presented a petition of members of Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union No. 647, of Kansas, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill and praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of officers and members of Farmers’ Al- 
liance and Industrial Union No. 1063, of Reno County, Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WARREN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Wy- 
oming; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


Enrolled joint resolution No. 9, house of representatives, State of Wyoming, 
To the honorable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, at Washington, D. C. : 

Your memorialists, the lature of the State of Wyoming, would respect- 
fully representthat the Wind River (or Shoshone) Indian reservation is located 
in the county of Fremont, in the State of Wyoming, and that the same was es- 
tablished pursuant to a treaty between the Uni States and certain Indian 
tribes, concluded at Fort , Utah, on the 3d day of July, A. D. 1868; that 
pursuant to such treatyan I agency and place for the distribution of sup- 
plies to the Indians is maintained in the extreme southern portion of the said 
reservation ; that on n there are now maintained by the United 
States, pursuant to such treaty, two tribes of Indians, namely, the Shoshones 
and the Arapahoes; that the said Arapaho tribe dwells in the extreme northern 
portion of the said reservation, while the said Shoshone tribe dwells in the ex- 
treme southern portion of said reservation ; thatit isa matter of great Pp 
for the members of the said Arapaho tribe to travel from the northern portion 
of said reservation to the said agency in the southern portion of such reserva- 

pplies. 


tion for their weekly rations and su 

Your memorialists res; ully pray that an additional agency and place for 
the distribution of supplies to the Indians may be established in the northern 
portion of such in, near the confluence of the two Wind Rivers, where 
the said Arapaho tribe may receive its weekly rations without the travel, hard- 
ship, and peril incident to the present location of the agency. 

Be That an authenticated copy of this resolution and memorial be for- 
warded by the secretary of state to the honorable the Commissioner of Indian 


Affairs, at Washington, D.C. 
= WM. R. SCHNITGER, 


President of the Senate. 
oO. P. KELLOGG. 
Speaker of the House. 


Srate or Wyomrne, Orrice or THE SECRETARY, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., January 29, 1891. 

I do hereby certify that the annexed and foregoing is a true and correct copy 
of enrolled joint resolution No. 9, house of representatives, State of Wyoming, 
as the same remains on file and of record in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State the date first above written. 

[SEAL] AMOS M. BARBER, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. PAYNE. Ipresenta petition signed by a large number of prom- 
inentand leading business men and firms of New York and New Jersey 
and also a petition signed by 387 business men, firms, and corpora- 
tions of Ohio and Pennsylvania, and in the principal cities on the lakes, 
praying for the passage of a resolution providing for the appointment 
of a commission to consider the best methods of extending the trade 
relations between the United States and Canada. I ask, as the peti- 
tions are short, that one of them may be read, in order that it may go 
into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Ohio asks for the 
reading of.a petition. It requires unanimousconsent. Is there objec- 
tion? 
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Mn HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that he have it printed asa 
document. 

Mr. PAYNE. The petition is very brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the reading will not require more than five 
minutes I shall'not object, butif it would require more than that time 
I should fee! like objecting. Does the Senator think it will take more 
than five minutes to read the petition? ; 

Mr, HARRIS. I have habitually objected to petitions going into 
the Recorp. I have no objection to the petition being printed as a 
document. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have asked that it be read. I think the petitions 
belong to, and should be properly referred to, the Committee on Vor- 
eign Relations. They are on a very important subject, and it appears 
to me that the subject belongs peculiarly to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. I understand, however, that similar petitions have 
been referred to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada, but 
no action has been taken by that committee. It is very important 
that there should be early action. Under the circumstances, I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Select Committee on Relations 
with Canada, 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to be permitted to say that the Select 
Committee on Relations with Canada would have had a meeting weeks 
ago for the purpose of attending to this matter and the matter intro- 
duced by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], which is of the 
same purport, but the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEES] and the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] have both been absent from 
the Senate by reason of illness during nearly all that time and have 
been unable to attend any meetings. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina returned yesterday and I sought him with a view of fixing a time 
for a meeting at once, but he left the Chamber before I was able to 
have an interview with him. There will be a meeting called as soon 
as the Senator from South Carolina returns aud as soon as the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALt}, 
whoare both members of the Appropriations Committee, can be relieved 
from their duties there. 

Mr. PAYNE: Mr. President, I understand that this subject has 
been before the select committee for several weeks, and two or three 
members have informed me that they have heard nothing about it in 
committee or out of it. I should not urge this but for the fact that a 
very large majority, perhaps four-fifths, of the people of the United 
States, are in favor of some additional trade facilities with Canada. 

The legislation asked for in the petitions was suggested by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Represent- 
atives and is yet pending, and the country is surprised and can not 
understand why, with the almost universal opinion in favor of some 
legislation on this subject, no action is taken. : 

Mr. HOAR. This isa matter of very grave importance, which is not 
very likely to be disposed of at this short session of Congress. I am 
informed that it will be very extensively debated in the Senate when 
itcomes up. The committee will get the matter ripe for the action of 
the Senate as soon as they can. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Mr. ident, the resolution referred to was offered 
in the Senate by me very soon after the beginning of the present session, 
and subsequently I proposed an amendment to it, which has also gone 
to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. Although it may 
be true, and probably is true, that it would be impossible to dispose of 
a subject like this during the present Congress, still I shall be very 
much gratified, and I am satisfied that a great many people in the United 
States would be very much pleased, if a report should be made upon it 
either one way or the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 557) for the relief of A. J. Cheney; and 

A bill (S. 671) for the relief of Daniel B. Washburn. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
messagealso announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the followingenrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. , 

A bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
c= W. Lawrence; 

A bill (H.R. 12499) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12573) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

% REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted thereon: 


A bill (A. R. 12550) to grant a pension to Robert Moore, of Kirkwood, 
; and 
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A bill (H. R. 1738) granting a pension to Philip H. Emmert. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill(S. 4986) to provide for the sale of a portion of Lime 
Point reservation, adjoining the town of Sausalito, in the county of 
Marin, California, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3839) for the protection of the lives of miners 
in the Territories, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12400) granting an increase of pension to Xenophon 
Peck; 

A bill (H.R. 
Hyatt; and 

A bill (H. R. 10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 588) authorizing aud directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who owned or oc- 
cupied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reservation, which had 
been condemned by the Hot Springs Commission and afterwards burned, 
and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the evi- 
dence now on file in the Interior Department, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ife also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 5010) to authorize the Fort Gibson, Tahlequah and 
Great Northeastern Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an amend- 
ment, submitted by himself on February 18, intended to be proposed 
to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 5072) to authorize the building of a bridge at Van Buren, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 391) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks; and 

A bill (S. 1013) for the relief of the estate ot Ramsay Crooks. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment, submitted by him on the 17th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it fa- 
vorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4666) to pay to Daniel T, Hedges and Edward B. 
Spalding, executors of Charles E. Hedges, deceased, the amount found 
due them by the Court of Claims, reported it without amendment. 

GENERAL W. H. POWELL. 

Mr.SAWYER. Iamdirected by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5012) granting an increase of pension to Gen- 
eral W. H. Powell, to report it with amendments. The bill ought to 
have been reported before, but it was mislaid. 

Mr. CULLOM. That bill was mislaid so that the Senator from Wis- 
consin was unable to report it and have it considered yesterday when 
that class of bills was taken up. It is a very meritorious case and I 
hope the bill will be considered now. Unless it is considered now it 
can not be passed at this Congress. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that this gentleman was a gallant 
soldier, and that he is absolutely helpless. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, there being no objection, the Sen- 
ate, as in Comwittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendments of the Committee on Pensions were, in line 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘sev- 
enty-two,’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ receives,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘and that this act shall go into effect upon its passage;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ele., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of W.H. Powell, late brigadier gen- 
eraland brevet major general of volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in 
lieu of a pension which he now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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MARION M’KIBBIN. 


Mr. DAVIS. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12278) granting a pension to Marion 
McKibben, to report it favorably, without amendment. On account 


of a mistake that I made yesterday, I ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of this bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon the pension 
roll the name of Marion McKibben, widow of David B, McKibben, 
late colonel of the One hundred and fifty-eighth and the Two hun- 
dred and fourteenth Regiments Pennsylvania Infantry, and brevet 
brigadier general United States Army, and to pay her a pension at the 


rate of $30 per month from the date of her husband’s death, November 
8, 1890, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


# third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I movethat the House of Representatives be requested 
to return to the Senate the bill (8. 4498) granting a pension to Marion 
McKibben. 

The motion was acreed to. 


PORTAGE LAKE BRIDGE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4939) giving the consent of the United States 
for the erection of a bridge across Portage Lake, Houghton County, 
Michigan, between the villages of Houghton and Hancock, to reportit 
with amendments. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill just 
reported be now considered. I will simply say that it is very impor- 
tant as to the matter of time. The parties desire to goon at once with 
the construction of the bridge. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read, and, if there 
be no objection, the amendments reported by the committee will be 
acted upon as they are reached in reading the text of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 10, after the word 
‘*Hancock,’’ to strike out the words, ‘‘at any time within five years 
from and after the passage of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That the consent of the United States is hereby given tothe county of Hough- 
ton, within the State of Michigan, the same being a body corporate existing under 
and by virtue of the constitution and laws of said State, to erect, or cause to be 
erected, and maintain the same, a free bridge, with one or more road ways, foot- 
ways, and draws, over and across Portage Lake, in said county of Houghton, 
between the villages of Houghton and Hancock. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next’ amendment was, in section 1, line 12, after the word 
**built,’’ to insert “‘by draw, span, or otherwise;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That said bridge shall be so constructed and bullt by draw, span, or 
otherwise as not to obstruct, impair, or injuriously modify the navigation of 
said Portage Lake. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection 1, line 17, after the word ‘‘war,’’ 
to strike out the remainder ot the section in the following words: 

A plan of the proposed bridge, with a detailed map of the lake at the proposed 
site of the bridge, together with all other information touching said bridge and 
lake as may be deemed necessary by the Secretary of War to determine whether 
the said bridge, when built, will eonform tothe prescribed conditions of the act, 
not to cbstruct, ae or injuriously modify the navigation of Portage Lake: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of War may detail an officer to superintend 


the surveys of Seoneen site for said bridge and examination of the lake 
with a view to said location, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and 
a map of the loeation, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below 
the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the lake, the shore lines 
at high and low water, the direction and strength of the current, and the sound- 
ings accurately showing the bed of the lake, and the location of any other bridge 
or bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable Secretary of War 
to judge of the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other in- 
formation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understan of the 
subject; and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge g the 
progress of construction or after completion, such ch shall be sul to the 
approval of the Secretary of War: Provided, also, That if the bridge herein au- 
thorized be constructed as a draw-bridge, said draw shall be open rey 
upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats, and whatever kind of dge 
is built the said county of Houghton shall maintain at its own expense from 
sunset to sunrise such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Lighthouse 
Board shall prescribe; 


So as to read: 

And in order to seoure a compliance with these conditions said county of 
Houghton, previous to commencing the construction of said bridge, shall sub- 
mit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, design and 
drawings of the bridge, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as an additional section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 4. That any bridge built under oe and subject to its limitations, 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be zed and knownasa route, 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privil of other post roads in the United 
States; and equal privilegesin the use said b shal) be granted to all 
telegraph and telephone com jes, and the United shall have the right 
of way across said bridge and approaches for postal telegraph purposes. 
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The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was to add as an additional section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire 
removal at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the tary of War 
shall decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as an additional section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 


herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
two years from the date hereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. The last amendment but one should not be concurred 
in. ’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo- 
ment? I see that a court in Iowa seems to have held that the power 
proposed to be given the Secretary of War to require a new construc- 
tion and so on is ineffective and void. 

Mr. VEST. That is just the point. As the Senator from Kansas 
has stated, I see in the morning yaa that the United States district 
judge for the northern district of lowa has just decided in regard toa 
similar provision in a bridge bill that Congress could not delegate this 
power, or rather, to speak more correctly, could not vest the Secretary 
of War with — to require changes in the bridge structure so as to 
remove any obstruction to navigation. It has been, I believe, the un- 
varying rule of Congress since I have been a member of this body to 
put such a provision in bridge bills. It is almost impossible that Con- 
gress should of itself and from any knowledge that it has make these 
changes. 

The provision vesting the Secretary of War with this power is a part 
of the charter which is granted to the bridge company, and with very 
great deference I must be permitted to say that I think the judge who 
made the decision is mistaken. We have, in my opinion, the right to 
put the provision in any bridge bill. 

I suppose that the case will go to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Itseems to have excited a good deal of interest in that locality 
and it is a question of much importance. I would prefer that we in- 
sist in the present bridge bill upon the provision as we have heretofore 
had it, and not make the change that seems to be required by the de- 
cision of the district judge to whom I have referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Toavoid the possibility of error tho 
amendment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLeRK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, in- 
serted as a new section the following: 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire 
removal, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shall decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly reserved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the desire of the Senator from 
Missouri that the amendment shall stand as read ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; that the Secretary of War shall have that 
power. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment will stand as 
read. The question is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT POLICE COURT. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13218) to define the 
jurisdiction of the police court of the District of Columbia, to rt it 
with an amendment, and inasmuch as it is very important to the ad- 
ministration of justice in the District that the bill should be passed, I 
ask that it may be considered at the present time. I willstate further 
that I shonld like to have it acted u now, in order that it may go 
into conference and be disposed of before the conclusion of the present 
session of Con 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that 
the bill may be now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The PR we ek tempore. The bill will be read at length as 
in Committee of the Whole, subject to objection. 

Mr. WYLSON, of Iowa. I would suggest that the amendment be 
read, inasmuch as the differences are slight, most of them relating to 


phraseology. In one or two instances the differences involve impor- 
tant features, but connected with which I do not believe there will be 
any i of it between the two Houses. 


insistence of disagreemen 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment reported an en- 
tire substitute ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is an entire substitute. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a substitute will be read. : 
CuterCLerK. The Committee on the Judiciary report to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That section 1049 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“The police courtof the District of Columbia shall have original | ree 
concurrently with the supreme court of the District of Columbia,ofall crimes and 
offenses hereafter committed against the United States, not capital or otherwise 
infamous, and not punishable by imprisonment in a poatesteer, committed 
within the District of Columbia, except libel, conspiracy, and violations of the 

and pension laws of the United States; and also ofall offenses hereafter 
committed against the laws, ordinances, and regulations of the District of Co- 
lum and shall have power to examine and commit or hold to bail, either 
for trial or further cammalention, in all cases,whether cognizable therein or in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

“Src, 2. That prosecutions inthe police court shall be on information by the 
proper prosecuting officer. Inall prosecutions within the jurisdiction of said 
court in which, according to the Constitution of the United States, the accused 
would be entitled to a jury trial the trial shall be by jury. Andalsoin all pros- 
ecutions in which such persons would not be by force of the Constitution of 
the United States entitled to a trial by jury, but in which the fine or penalty 
may be $50 or more or imprisonment for thirty days or more, the trial shall be 
by jury unless the accused shall,in open court, expressly waive such trial by 

ury and consent to a trial by the judge, in which case the trial shall be by such 
udge, and the judgment and sentence shall have the same force and effect in 
all respects as if thesame had been entered and pronounced on the verdict of 


a jury. 
ea all cases not hereinbefore in this section provided for, the trial shall be 
a jury. 

“Spc. 3. That the jury for service in said court shall consist of twelve men, who 
shall possess the legal qualifications necessary for jurers in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, and such jurors shall be drawn and selected under 
and in pursuance of the laws concerning the drawingand selection of jurors for 
service in said supreme court. The term of service of jurors drawn for service 
in said police court shall be for three successive monthly terms of said court, 
and, in any case on trial at the expiration of such time, until a verdict shall 
have been rendered or the joy shall be discharged. The said jury terms shall 
begin on the first Monday in January, the first Monday in April, the first Mon- 
cay an July, and the first Monday in October of each year, and shall terminate, 
subject to the foregoing provisions, on the last Saturday of each of said jury 
terms; and section 807 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum- 
bia 7 hereby made applicable to and shall be in force in respect of said police 
co’ 


Then, if there be no objection, the 


a 
“At least ten days before the term of service of such jurorsshall begin, as in 
this act provided, such jurors shall be drawn inthe manner in this act provided 
for, and at least ee names so drawn shall be certified by the clerk of 
said supreme court to the said police court for service as jurors for the then ensu- 
ing jary’ term. Deficiencies in any panel of any such jury may be filled accord- 
to the law applicable to jurors insaid supreme court,and for this purpose the 
rf sewn pas all the powers of a judge of the supreme court of 
said District and ofsaid court sitting in special term. Noperson shall be eligible 
forservice onajury in said police court for more than onejury term in any period 
of twelve consecutive months, but no verdict shall be set aside on such ground 
unless objection shall be made beforethe trial begins. Service in said jury shall 
not render any so serving exempt, ineligible, or disqualified for service 
as a juror in said supreme court, except during his term of actual service in said 
police court. The marshal of said District, by himself or deputy, shall have 


ame of such ez, 
“Sxc. 4. That in all cases tried before said court the judgment of the court shall 
be final, except as hereinafter provided. If upon the trialof any such cause an 
exception be taken by or on behalf of any defendant to any ruling or instruc- 
tion of the court upon matter of law, the same shall be reduced to writing and 
stated in a bill of exceptions, with so much of the evidence as may be material 
tothe question or questions raised ; which said bill of exceptionsshall be settled 
and signed b the judge; and if, upon presentation to any justice of thesupreme 
court of the District of Columbia of a verified petition setting forth the matter 
or matters so excepted to, such justice shall be of opinion that the same ought 
to be reviewed, he may allow a writ of error in the cause,which shall issue out 
of the said supreme court, addressed to the judge of the police court, who shall 
forthwith send up the information filed in the cause and a transeript of the 
record therein, certified under the seal of said court, to said supreme court in 
general term for review and such action as the law may require. 

“Any defendant desiring the benefit of the provisions of this section shall give 
notice in open court of intention to apply for a writ of error upon such ex- 


ions, and thereupon proceedi therein shall be stayed for ten days, pro- 
Sfhed the defendant Shall then omitners enter into recognizance with oadielent 


surety, to be ved by the judge of the police court, conditioned that in the 
event of a denial of his ication for a writ of error he will, within five days 
next after the iration of said ten days, appear in said police court and abide 


* and perform its judgment, and that in the event of the granting of such writ 
error he will in said onereme court of the District of Columbia and 

rosecute the writ of error and abide by and perform its judgment in the prem- 
Sey Upon failure of any defendant to enter into the recognizance provided 
for in this section the sentence of the police court shall stand and be executed 


nding proceedi upon his lication for a writ of error and until the final 
disposition thereof by the on yes eam court. 


That if any such recognizance shall be forfeited the police court shall 
have power, on motion of the prosecuting officer, toissue execution thereon for 
the amount of such recognizance against the recognizors, or any of them. But 
said police court shall have power, on pees made by the izors, or 
any of them, at any time before the final execution of writ, to remit such 
amount of any such recognizance as he shall deem to be just, but not below the 
amount of any fine imposed and all the costs of the proceedings. 

“Spo, 6, Thai the President is auety authorized to int, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, an additional judge police court of the 
District of Columbia, learned in the law, who shall receivea salary of $3,000 per 
annum, to be paid in the same manner as now provided by law for payment of 
the judge of said court. The judge so appointed shall have and exercise all the 
powers possessed by the judge of said court as is or may be provided by law in 
common with said existing judge, and the business of said court may be carried 
on _— of said judges sitting rately and simultaneously. 

bes judges of the police court lL hold separate sessions, and they are em- 

to make rules for the apportionment of the business therein, and the 

of each of said judges catnatiing: the business of said court shall be deemed 
taken to be the acts of the said court. 

unt That the judges of said court shall have power to appoint an addi- 

bailiff for service in said court who shall receive $3 for each day’s 


= the court, to be paid upon the certificate of the judges and as 

other of said court are now paid. The clerk of said court is hereby 

— with the consent of the judges, to appoint an additional deputy 

bom service in said court, at asalary of $1,000 per annum, to be paid as the 
deputy clerk of said court is now paid. 


poned, in the absence of objection. 





‘Src. 8. Nothing in this act shall be deemed to affect proceedings in respect of 
any crime or offense heretofore committed; and the prosecution of all such 
crimes and offenses heretofore committed shall be proceeded with in the same 


manner and with the same effect to all intents and purposes as if this act had 
not been passed,” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate in 
Committee of the Whole,and the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 


a third time 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate request a confer- 


ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 


to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. WILSON 
of lowa, Mr. EvARTs, and Mr. Puai were appointed. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Calendar No. 2433, being the bill (S. 4543) 


to define the jurisdiction of the police court of the District of Colum- 
bia, is a bill reported from the Judiciary Committee in terms the same 
as the amendment which has been adopted by the Senate and passed 
as a substitute for the House bill on that subject. 
may be indefinitely postponed. 


Lask that that bill 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
The Chair hears none. 
ARIZONA TERRITORY. 


I report from the Committee on Public Lands favor- 


SCHOOL LANDS IN 
Mr, PLUMB, 


ably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 5003) setting apart and reserv- 
ing a certain tract of land in the Territory of Arizona for Indian school 
and other educational purposes, and authorizing the governor of said 
Territory to select other lands in lieu thereof; and I ask that the bill 


may be now considered. It is in the usual form in such cases. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill. 


The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in section 
1, line 7, to strike out the word ‘‘ value’’ and insert ‘‘area;’’ so as to 


read: 


That the east half of section 36, township 2 north, range 2 east, Gila and Salt 
River meridian, in the Territory of Arizona, be, and the same is hereby, set 


apart and reserved for the exclusive use and occupancy of an Indian industrial 
training school, and other lands of like area may be selected by the governor 
of said Territory, or an agent appointed by him, in lieu thereof from the sur- 
veyed public lands within said Territory not otherwise legally claimed or ap- 
propriate:i at the time of selection, to be applied to schools in said Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 4746) for 
the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the State of Iowa. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 


quest, the bill (S. 4655) to increase the pension of Mrs, Elizabeth R. 


Gordon, widow of Maj. George H. Gordon, Fifth Cavalry. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 5107) for the relief of R. A. Lan- 
caster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. McCONNELL introduced a bill (S. 5108) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Snake River between Lewiston, in tbe 
State of Idaho, and the mouth of Burnt River, in the State of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 5109) granting a pension to 
Georgie Ann Porter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER (for Mr. CAMERON) introduced .a bill (S. 5110) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 164) to provide 
for removing obstructions in the Clarke’s Fork of the Columbia River 
and making an appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CASEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him tothe deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered tobe printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 


to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agricultare and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS (for Mr, FARWELL) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, CAREY submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Atfairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the amendment, this day submitted by Mr. HoAnr, intended to be pro- 
posed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to, 


CLAIMS OF NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr, TURPIE. I introduce a resolution on behalf of my colleague 
[ Mr. VooruExrs], who is absent from the Senate on account of illness. 
lask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the Sen- 
ate how much of the amounts appropriated in the act of March 2, 1839, appli- 
cable to the payment of claims of naval officers, or their legal representatives, 
for the difference between shore pay and sea pay for service on receiving ships 
remain unexpended,and what amount it will take in addition thereto to pay 
all of such claims which have been adjusted and which remain unpaid in whole 
or tn part, 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COAT, BANK SLOUGH IN OREGON, 


Mr. VEST. I am instracted by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5089) authorizing the Coos Bay, Rose- 
burgh and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, in the county 
of Coos, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Coal Bank 
Slough, in said State, to report it favorably without amendment; and i 
am also directed to report the bill (S. 5063) authorizing the Coos Bay, 
Roseburgh and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, in the 
county of Coos, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across Coal Bank 
Slongh, in said State, which is identical with the first bill, with a 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill last reported will be post- 
poned indefinitely, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. LIask the Senator from Missouri to permit the 
first bill which he reported to be put on its passage at this time. 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is an emergency about it, and I am anx- 
ious that the bill shall be considered at the present time. I ask that 
it may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a bill reported this morn- 
ing by the Senator from Missouri [Mr.Vesr]. Is there objection ? 

Mr, PADDOCK, Mr. President, I regret to object, but I am con- 
strained to do so. The morning hour is now concluded and the time 
has arrived to lay the unfinished business before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I appeal to the Senator from Nebraska. The 
bill will only take the time which will be required to read it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ifthe unfinished business can be laid before the 
Senate I shall not object. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to that being done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 12 o’clock having ar- 
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rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now I ask the Senator from Nebraska to allow 
me to have action on the bill to which I referred. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may 
be informally laid aside in order to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill the title of which will be stated. 

TheCurer Cierk. A bill (S. 5089) authorizing the Coos Bay, Rose- 
burgh and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, in the county 
of Coos, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Coal Bank 
Slough, in said State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


Is there objection to the present con- 


| proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES BROWN. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Nebraska if he will yield 
a moment that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a bill to remove the charge of desertion resting upon James Brown. I 
ask thisin the absence of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
who is called to New York. There are unusual reasons for it. The 
The personal dis- 
abilities of the applicant were removed and he is now lying dangerously 
ill and not expected to recover. I ask that the bi!l may be considered 
at this time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On the statement of the Senator from Colorado of 
the urgency of the bill, I yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill referred to by the Senator from Colorado? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of James Brown. 
It directs the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion rest- 
ing upon the military record of James Brown, late of Company B, 
Sixty-third Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RESIGNATION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Four years ago on the 25th of the 
present month I was chosen President of the Senate pro tempore, and, 
by successive elections, was continued in that station until the 3d of 
April last, when, under a resolution of March 12 preceding, I was 
unanimously designated to preside during future absencesof the Vice 
President and at the pleasure of the Senate, a function not before ex- 
ercised by any member of the body during the century of its existence. 

The Senate having been formally notified that my service here will 
end with the close of this Congress, in order to avoid embarrassment 
and to afford opportunity for deliberation, I now tender my resigna- 
tion as President of the Senate pro tempore, to take effect upon the elec- 
tion of my successor in office. 

It would be an affectation of indifference, unworthy of the Senate, 
unworthy of myself, and unworthy of this occasion, were I to pretend 
to be unconscious of the distinction that has been bestowed upon me 
by the suffrages of the Senate, and I should be alike devoid of sensi- 
bility and destitute of gratitude were I to withhold the expression of 
my grateful appreciation of the confidence and the consideration with 
which I have been so long honored by the most dignified, the most 
important, and the most influential legislative assembly in the world. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 13388) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (8, 921) for the relief of John Finn; 

A bill (S. 4126) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company; and 

A bill (§ 772) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in 
the State of Wisconsin. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. [I ask consent to finish the consideration of Cal- 
endar No, 2540, being the bill (S. 4894) to prevent the sale of firearms 
and ammunition to Indians, which was heretofore partly considered 
and eee Ee aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from South Dakota asks 
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unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill named by him. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I regret to say to the Senator from South Dakota 
that I can not at this time yield to him. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill will only take a minute. 
no opposition to it whatever, I think. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think it will require more than half or 
three-quarters of an hour to conclude the consideration of the Indian 
depredation bill, The friends of the measure are not disposed to talk 
upon it, and there are amendments which are to be acted upon. I do 
not think the bill will be antagonized, and it will be speedily concluded. 
Ishould be very glad to yield to my friend, but I do not think I ought to 
do it now under the circumstances. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill to which I have referred is a bill to 
prohibit the sale of firearms to Indians, and the people of Nebraska 
are as much interested in that as the peopleof any of the Northwestern 
States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are; but that bill will lead to discussion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think there are provisions in that bill which 
will not be acceptable to some Senators, although they are to myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill can 
not be considered at this time. 

Mr. GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Pappock], who, I believe, has the floor, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to a matter of some importance. I do it for the 
— of making a motion. 

early ove year ago the House of Representatives passed a bill, known 
as the reveuue-marine transfer bill, providing for a most important ad- 
ministrative reform, in the opinion of the friends of that measure, in 
the naval service and in the revenue-marine service. That bill has 
been on the Calendar of the Senate, reported from the Committee on 
Naval Aflairs, for nearly one year. It isa matter of general public 
concern. It relates to a most important department of the Govern- 
ment service. It is believed, as I said, by those who advocate it, that 
it proposes a most important reform in the administration of the naval 
service of the United States. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs has struggled for the consideration 
of that measure during this Congress since its report from the commit- 
tee, and has been unable to obtain a consideration which would allow 
it to be finally disposed of. It has been before the Senate on two or 
three different occasions, and has been debated pro and con quite at 
length, and, I believe, quite thoroughiy. I do not feel that I would be 
doing my duty, nor does the Committee on Naval Affairs feel that their 
duty would be discharged, if this session were to expire without at 
least an attempt to consider this most important measure. I shall 
therefore, on their behalf, ask for unanimous consent that this evening 
we may have a session of the Senate for the consideration of that bill. 
I 7 so this in order that we may not interfere with the consider- 
a unduly of other measures of importance which are pressing, 
although none, I believe, is of more importance or of more general 
concern than this, and I hope that my appeal will commend itself to 
the good sense and the approbation of the Senators present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me—— 


There is 


The PRESIDENT pro ee. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator will be content with giving the 


notice that he will make this request of the Senate at a later hour of 


the day. I hope he will not make the request now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is only a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to it, and that makes an end of that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I object to it for the reason that I can not tell 
how long it may take to conclude the consideration of the bill which 
is now pending. It has the right of way and the right to unobstructed 
progress. I sympathize with the Senator from Delaware in the mat- 
ter to which he refers. Iam in favor of the proposition he seeks to 
have considered, and have always been, but at this juncture I prefer 
that he should await the determination of the pending measure. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I trust that whatever 
time, day or night, the Senate is ready to give to legislative busine-s 
will be given to the bill in charge of the Senator from Nebraska until 
t is dis’ of. I hope he does not mean to have it understood that 


—e 


he is to give way to measures which are to be discussed and de- 
bated at 1 until after the bill he has charge of is disposed of. 
Mr. PAD K. That would be the natural inference if another 


order is made for this evening which will supersede the order which is 


now pend 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is sufficient to say that I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware has not 
submitted any request, as the Chair understands. 

Mr.GRAY. It seems when that request will be submitted it will 


be objected to by the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr, EDMUNDS. Yes, and the Senator understands, if he will par- 


don me, it is for the reason that gentlemen on both sides know that | dered on agreeing to the amendment. 
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an order of business has been agreed on by gentlemen on this side and 
submitted to the other side. I admit it is not binding on them at all, 
but we all know about it, and, therefore, as representing the gentle- 
men on this side in the arrangement of that order of business, or tak- 
ing care of it after it is arranged, it is my duty to insist that the order 
shal! be observed. Therefore I am compelled to object, whatever my 
opinion may be in respect to the merits of a particular bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that. I have not desired to interfere 
with the regular order of business, but at this late day, with only 
eleven or twelve days of legislative session remaining, it is quite ap- 
parent that that order of business can not be completed, for there are 
seven or eight different subjects included in it. I have endeavored to 
make my suggestion in such shape that it may notinterfere even with 
that order of business, by asking the Senate to consent to an evening 
session for this special purpose, I therefore feel compelled, in view of 
the fact that unanimous consent can not be given asstated by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, to move that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a recess, 
and that Order of Business 422, being the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer 
the revenue-cutterservice from the Treasury Department to the naval 
establishment, be taken up for consideration at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to make it a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has already adopted an 
order to take a recess every evening from 6 until 8 o’clock. That is 
one of the standing orders of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. ThenI will move, upon the convening of the Senate at 
the hour fixed by the standing rules for a recess, that House bill 6944 
may be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that no motion in re- 
spect of that bill will be in order until the bill is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion could 
be entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. It would require a two-thirds vote to make it a 
special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Another question being before the 
Senate at this time, the motion can not be entertained. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill must be before the Senate. 

Mr..PADDOCK. There is already a pending question before the 
Senate, being the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMuNDs] to the Indian depredations bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Vermont will withdraw 
his objection to the request of the Senator from Delaware for unanimous 
consent that the revenue-marine bill may be considered this evening. 
Last evening we undertook to consider the pending bill, with which 
the Senate is going on this morning, and we did not succeed in procur- 
ingaquorum. It may be that enough of the friends of this bill in the 
Senate may come here this evening to proceed to the consideration of 
the revenue-marine transfer bill. What harm is there in allowing them 
to make the effort? Here is a bill which, as the Senatorfrom Delaware 
well says, has been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, has 
been on the Calendar since the 2d day of April of last year, and has 
been fully debated. 

I appeal to the Senator from Vermont to withdraw his objection. As 
we could not get a quorum last evening to consider the Indian depre- 
dations bill, let us see whether we can not get a quorum this evening 
to consider the revenue-marine transfer bill. It may be that that bill 
will bring out more Senators than the Indian depredations bill, and I 
hope the Senator from Vermont will graciously withdraw his objection 
and let us make the trial. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator must understand that 
itis quite impossible for me to withdraw the objection. I am not ob- 
jecting on my individual Senatorial account, but I am objecting for the 
whole body of gentlemen who agreed upon this order of business, and 
I have no right to betray my trust in consenting to anything except 
that order. 





HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 13388) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, forthe year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. : 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the. Whole, resumed the considera- 
ticn of the bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations, the pending question be- 
ing on the amendment of Mr. EpMuNDs to the amendment of the Se- 
lect Committee on Indian Depredations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 3 of the 
amendment of the Select Committee on Indian Depredations as 
amended, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 ofthis 
act shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an Indian, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or- 
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Mr. MORGAN. I desire to inquire whether that section has been 
modified by any amendment which has been adopted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment just reported by 
the Secretary contains the modilication previously agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My motion being to strike out the whole section 
even after the modification. 

Mr. MORGAN, ‘The modification was on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi |Mr. WALTHALL], as I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. So that the condition of it now is, the sec- 
tion having been modified so as to read, in substance, ‘‘on the unsup- 
ported testimony of an Indian,’’ no matter how many; it does not say 
‘one Indian,’’ but any Indian or Indians. My motion now is, as it 
was before, to strike out the whole section reading thus, ‘‘ on the un- 
supported testimony of an Indian,’’ and upon the ground that I had 
the honor to state yesterday when hardly anybody was here, or noquo- 
rum, a3 it turned out, capable of voting, that it is inhumane and un- 
just tocommand a permanent court, as this is, the Court of Claims, if 
it verily believes and finds the truth clearly to be in favor of a claim, 
although all the witnesses to it were Indians alone, to deny to the 
[Indian who has been despoiled the redress which is given to a white 
man; and I will emphasize that a little by way of comparison by stat- 
ing that when you turn to the white man’s section of Indian depreda- 
tions the white man, for aught that appears or is stated, may prove 
his case on the sole testimony of one Indian alone. 

Now, it appears to me, with great respect to the committee, that in 
this age of the world the Senate of the United States ought not to do 
anything of that kind. There is no danger in a court, constituted as 
the Court of Claims is here in this city, of being tempted or misled into 
allowing an Indian claim that is not supported by the testimony of a 
white man, because I think everybody who knows the Indian charac- 
ter knows, although the Indian may have the infirmity of a disregard 
of truth in a somewhat larger degree than the white man has (I say it 
may be so, Iam not affirming it by amy means), that the Indian, of 
ali others, in his simplicity is more easily cross-examined and broken 
down on cross-examination about business affairs than almost any 
white man in the world. So that if the purpose of this is to do jus- 
tice to an Indian who has been despoiled as well as to a white man who 
has been despoiled, let the general rules of evidence apply which pre- 
vail in all courts everywhere. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, however the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont shall-be disposed of, I shall move, unless some other 
Senator does, tostrike out of the bill all of the provisions relating to the 
establishment of a claim on the part of Indians for depredations com- 
mitted by white persons. I think theyshould properly have no place 
in this bill. 

In the first place, the Indian is a person ordinarily under a quasi 
guardianship if he maintains his tribal relation and is an Indian kept 
on a reservation, and the Secretary of the Interior or the Indian Office 
should have some control of everything in regard to his claim. 

We have also existing laws covering a portion of the subject. Isup- 
pose the chief purpose of this bill is to deal with the cases of Indians 
who are pot under guardianship; yet, at the same time, many of those 
cases ought to be left simply to the general law. 

I hope the friends of this measure will content themselves with hav- 
ing an efficacious and safe measure, which I hardly recognize in this, 
for the establishment of the existing claims of white frontiersmen 
against Indian tribes, and leave the Indian matter to be settled sepa- 
rately by a policy of its own. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The purpose of the committee was to make this 
bill, should it become a law, consonant in all its features and provi- 
sions with the general system of law which has existed from the begin- 
ning. 

The doctrine of providing for claims of this kind was laid down in 
the act of 1796, repeated in the act of 1799, again repeated in the act 
of 1802, and again in the act of 1834, and soit has been the settled 
doctrine in respect of this legislation that in all acts in reference to 
the adjudication of claims of any kind the protection should be recip- 
rocal; that Indians and white men should have the same protection. 
The purpose of the committee was to make the law comport in all re- 
spects with that which has been the established theory from the be- 
ginning. 

Mr, DAWES. I wish to call the attention of the Senate fora moment 
from the point which my colleague [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Pappock] have been very properly discussing, to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] to strike out 
section 3. It is of a good deal more scope than I think the Senate is 
aware of. It applies to everybody in the Indian Territory who has a 
particle of Indian blood in his veins. 

I have heard the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAan] speak here 
with great force upon the propriety of putting the Indians in that Ter- 
ritory upon juries, and the safety of trying causes with a jury made up 
in part, if not in whole, of such capable Indians as might be selected 
for that purpose. 

I remember being down in the Indian Territory once with the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair [Mr. INGALLS] and the Senator from Ala- 
bama, when a full-blooded Indian came before the committee in his 
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working clothes, just as he was employed about the business of farm- 
ing, and testified so intelligently about the condition of those tribes, 
their growth and development, and their future as to surprise the whole 
committee, and I remember the question put to him as he was going 
off the stand by the present occupant of the chair: ‘‘ Will you please 
give me your history, sir?’’ ‘‘I was educated at Dartmouth College 
at the expense of the Cherokee Nation. I have come down here with 
the education I got at the expense of my tribe and settled here among 
these Indians.’’ He manifested as much intelligence as the majority 
of the white people we meet every day. 

There is at the Pine Ridge agency at this moment a physician who 
is a full-blooded Indian, who was put in charge there by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and he was the only surgeon who took care 
of the wounded soldiers and Indians at the late fight there. He is 
a graduate of Dartmouth College and a graduate of the medical col- 
lege in Boston. The newspapers report that he is about to be mar- 
ried to a white young lady there engaged in teaching school. He 
is an intelligent man. He would do honor to any position. I have 
met him myself and have heard him talk as intelligently about public 
affairs, and especially his race, as anyotherman. My colleague [Mr. 
HoAR] reminds me what I was about to say, that there was in the 
Army—there was when I was in the House of Representatives—at the 
head of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, appointed by General Grant from 
his own staff, a full-blooded Indian. I have in my hand a letter re- 
ceived by me in the mail yesterday from an Indian girl sixteen years 
of age, written by her own hand, upon the Crow reservation, a half- 
breed Indian girl, who is alarmed at the fear lest she may be deprived 
of her home upon that portion of the reservation which is about to be 
opened for settlement. The handwriting would do credit to any young 
lady of that age I know of. She represents that she and her sister, in 
whose behalf she addresses the Committee on Indian Affairs, have been 
educated at Eastern schools by their parents, and they appear to be so 
educated as to appear respectably in any society whatever. 

At any rate, without knowing anything about the moral standing 
of these parties, there is nothing more convincing than the fact that 
there are hundreds, and I may say thousands, who belong, in the lan- 
guage of this section, to the Indian race, who have all the intelligence 
and have the moral standing that entitles them to be judged on the 
witness stand by the same standard that a white man is judged by. 
We have ceased to make Jaws as to white men determining whether 
courts shall believe them or not. Almost every State in the Union 
permits white men to testify as parties to a suit. In the criminal 
courts all over the land the defendant may go upon the stand and tes- 
tify, and the jury judge from his appearance on the stand and from 
what may be known of his character whether they shall believe him 
ornot. As was said yesterday, an accomplice may be permitted to 
testify in court, and while the court would advise a jury not to de- 
termine an issue upon the unsupported testimony of an accomplice, the 
highest courts have decided that a verdict shall not be set aside merely 
from the fact that the testimony of an accomplice unsupported has de- 
termined it. They leave it for the court and the jury under all the 
circumstances to judge of the character of the eae. 

While it may be true, and while I am sorry to say I believe it to be 
true, that it would not be safe to trust a great many, and it may be a 
majority, of the Indiansat the present moment, in the condition in 
which they are, unsupported in their testimony, this provision sweeps 
out those who by civilization and by personal effort and personal char- 
acter have lifted themselves up to be entitled to treatment at our 
hands precisely as white men are. We have enacted that as to all the 
rights and immunities of citizenship every Indian who shall abandon 
the habits of savage life and adopt those of civilized life shall by that 
fact become a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And when he has got into that condition any such 
act of Co’ would be absolutely unconstitutional. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggested yesterday whether this would not be in 
direct conflict with that provision of the Constitution which prohibits 
any distinction between citizens of the United States because of race, 
or color, or previous condition; but I desire to impress upon the Senate 
a higher reason, and that isa moral reason. Weshould not brand every 
Indian in this way and load him down. If he can lift himself up to 
such a position as will entitle him as much as a white man to be be- 
lieved, let him not go forth and say that I can not vindicate in the 
courts of justice, although I am acitizen of the United States, my rights 
upon the same footing with a white man. 

The Senator from Vermont ania out a moment ago the peculiar 
position of this bill, that a white man under it may be able to main - 
tain his claim when he has no other evidence than that of an Indian to 
support hjm, ‘buat an Indian can not maintain his claim if he has no 
other evidence than an Indian. If he has the testimony of a man who 
belongs to the Indian race let that man be judged by his surroundings, 
by such attainments as he has been enabled to acquire, by the position 
which he has been able to gain. Let him be judged, in other words, 
just as a white man is when he comes upon the stand, and although a 
white man may not wear a blanket he may wear those habiliments 
that are more degrading and detract more from his eredit than a 
blanket. 
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I have seen blanket Indians whose word I would take as quickly as 
that of many white men. I do not mean to controvert the idea that 
there ere a great many Indians (1 am sorry that the treatment they 
have received at the hands of the Government issuch) who think itis 
just as proper to deceive and to cheat and to falsify on their part as it 
is on the part of white men when they treat with them. They have 
come to believe that it is just as fair for them to cheat and lie as it is 
for the white men who have dealt with them inthe past, Butall that 
has passed away. We are notcheatinginthesedays. The public sen- 
timent of the country on all sides is a disposition to treat fairly and 
honestly the Indian in every position in which he is found. Now, let 
us meet it and say to the Indian, If your character is such that it en- 
titles you in a court of justice to credit as much as a white man, you 
shall have it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a moment. 
Yesterday, when the amendment of the Senator from Vermont was 
pending, I was disposed to oppose it because it excited my prejudice 
against an Indian who would testify against his own people and his own 
tribe. My first impression was that it placed these witnesses in the at- 
titude of renegades who were disposed to testify to outrages commit- 
ted by their own people upon white citizens and settlers in order that 
damages might be awarded to these settlers and citizens. Like every 
man with correct sentiments I entertain a prejudice, at first blush at 
any rate, against every human being who is disposed to lend himself 
to influences and interests opposed to his own people. That sort of 
thing is antagonistic to my idea of what should be the natural and al- 
most inevitable position of every human being in questions of this kind. 

This debate, however, and thedelay that has attended this question, 
in my own case at any rate, illustrate the absolute necessity of pro- 
ceeding slowly as to all these racial questions. I am disposed to think 
to-day, and to admit publicly, that my impressions were incorrect upon 
this subject. If I had any doubt in regard toit one observation of the 
Senator from Massachusetts has convinced me that I was mistaken. 
All the endeavors, all the proper endeavors, of the Congress of the 
United States have been in the direction of making citizens of Indians. 
We have in every attempt, in every proper attempt, endeavored to lift 
these people up to the plane of our own civilization. If there is ever 
any solution of the Indian question it must be in that direction, and 
it can be in none other. 

We have statutes now providing that every Indian who leaves his 
own tribe and applies to become a citizen of the United States shall 
have that privilege, and I take it that no well-informed lawyer will 
undertake to say that after an Indian has become a citizen he can be 
debarred as a witness in any court of justice in our country. That 
would be unquestionably in violation of the amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States which declares that there shall be no 
right of citizenship denied to any citizen by reason of race, color, or 
previous condition, and that amendment to-day meets, I undertake to 
say, with the approbation of the people of this country in every sec- 
tion. Under that aspect of the case this provision of the bill would 
be manifestly unconstitutional. Upon the very face of it it would be 
unconstitutional. 

But besides that, Mr. President, I did not appreciate fully upon yes- 
terday the entire scope of the provision of the bill when it says ‘‘every 
Indian.’’ It means, if my examination over night is correct, that every 
human being with Indian blood in his veins shall be debarred, not from 
being a citizen, but from having the full weight given to his or her testi- 
mony if it is unsupported by that of a white witness. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator, in respect of the 
Indians who are not citizens of the United States, does he think that 
the constitutional provision would apply to those nomadic savages who 
roam over the plains and have no character of citizenship ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that proposition. [I am not prepared 
to go to the extent of saying that every full-blood Indian is not to be 
believed asa witness. I am nosentimentalist on the Indian question. 
I have been with the Indians; I know them. My ideas of the Indian 
question are based upon contact and observation, and I under- 
take to say now that some of the full-blood Indians are as truthful as 
pe, Fg in the world. 

- WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I find by reference to the Constitution of the 
United States, Article XIV, section 1: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the juris- 
diction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein the 
reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privi- 


leges or immunities of citizens of the United States; norshall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law. 


And the fifteenth article says: 
The <— of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 


For information only I will ask what section of the Constitution is 
violated by a provision of law which requires the testimony of an In- 
dian against a white settler in the West to be supported by other tes- 
“eae io the Senator please inform me ? 


I think the provision of the Constitution which says 
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| that ao right of citizens of the United States shall be abridged by 
reason of color 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the section pointed out to me. 

Mr. VEST. That is one of the ameudments to the Constitution. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No, it says 
_ No State shall make or enforce any law which shal! ab: e the 
immunities of citizens of the United States, 

It refers to State legislation. I should like to know what section of 
the Constitution would make such a provision of law unconstitutional. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. If every State is prohibited by the Constitution of the 
United States from doing this thing as a matter against common right, 
would it ever be supposed that Cougress would undertake to do it? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is not the question atall. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is on the Judiciary Committee and the Senator from 
Missouri is on the Judiciary Committee. Both get up here and tell 
us it is unconstitutional. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not said so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood the Senator to say this morning that 
it is unconstitutional. Now, if it is unconstitutional, as an humble 
worker in the vineyard, not on the Judiciary Committee, not under- 
standing these matters, I think the members of the committee ought 
to give us the section of the Constitution 
tional. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not say it was un- 
constitutional. I did not say a word on the subject. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I will ask the Senator now, as a member of the 
Judiciary Committee, if it is unconstitutional in his opinion ? 

Mr. HOAR, I shall answer that pretty soon. 

Mr. VEST. It may be that to use the broad expression that such 
an enactment by the Congress of the United States would be unconsti- 
tutional and would not be supported by the letter of the Constitution 
or the amendment would be going too far, but the spirit of that amend 
ment unquestionably is opposed to this legislation. We prohibit the 
States from passing any such law, and asa matter of course it was sup 
posed that the Congress of the United States would accept the spirit of 
that amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Does 
yield to the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I suggest to my friend, in precise connection 
with what he is saying (for I aflirm it is unconstitutional in my humble 
opinion), that what he is just now saying is perfectly illustrated by that 
clause in the Constitution—the old Constitution—which says that no 
State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts? There 
is no provision in the Constitution of the United States which prohibits 
Congress from doing that thing, and yet the Supreme Court have unani- 
mously held that Congress, upon the general principles and spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States, can not pass a law impairing the 
obligation of a contract any more than a State can. So whena State is 
denied any opportunity to deprive every person within its jurisdiction 
of the equal protection of the laws, Congress is equally denied on the 
same principle. 

Mr. VEST. I do not think that we should be hypercritical in ref- 
erence to the enactments of the Constitution when it must be admitted 
that the spirit of the amendment to which I have alluded intended to 
abolish all distinctions as to color in this country in regard to human 
rights. That is what I understand to have been the meaning of that 
amendment, and I believe it is accepted to the fullest extent, as to its 
spirit at least, in all portions of this country. There have been very 
eminent lawyers in this body who believed that all Indians by virtue 
of the amendments to the Constitution had become citizens. An ex- 
Senator from Arkansas, Mr. Garland, who leit this body to become 
Attorney-General of the United States, announced that doctrine upon 
this floor. _ lam not prepared to go to the full extent, and I am not 
prepared to say that I have examined that question as it should be ex- 
amined in view of its importance, but, to say the least, it isextremely 
plausible, whether so intended or not. We know why that amend- 
ment was enacted. We know that it was intended to apply to the 
negro race, but whether it did not go further is a very serious ques- 
tion, and eminent lawyers disagree about it to-day. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
whether he refers to the fifteenth article of amendment 
tion of race, color, ete. 

Mr. VEST. I mean that, of course. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That isexpressly limited to the question of the right 
to vote, and does not include the right to testify. 

Mr. VEST. But there is an enactment in one of the amendments 
which prohibits any State from depriving any citizen of the United 
States—- 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. VESY. That is the fourteenth amendment. That has been 
construed again and again by the SupremeCourt of the United States. 
I have argued two cases, I believe, there myself involving the meaning 








privileges or 


which makes it un 


‘Y 


nstitu 


the Senator from Missouri 


Missouri 
on the ques- 





2904 


of that amendment. It was decided by the Supreme Court in the 
Slaughterhouse case, Justice Miller delivering the opinion, that that 
amendment applied to the rights of a citizen, not of a State, but of the 
United States, and Justice Miller went on to define what those rights 
were. He declared that that amendment was intended to protect 
every citizen of the United States in all the rights and privileges that 
accrued to him as a citizen, not of a State, but of the United States, 

Mr. SPOONER. Against the laws of the States. 

Mr. VEST. It prohibits any State from enacting any statute that 
infringes upon the rights of a citizen of the United States, 

Mr. SPOONER, I say it protects the citizen of the United States 
against any infringement by the legislation of States. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; and I say that that provision in its spirit 
means, if it means anything, thatall citizens of the United States shall 
stand upon an ejual footing as to their rights, among which one of the 
dearest is the right to appear in a court of justice as a witness and to 
have due weight given to the testimony that is there produced. Now, 
when an Indian comes from his tribe under our statutory invitation 
and swears allegiance to the United States Government and becomes a 
citizen, is it not one of his rights to appear in a court of justice as a 
witness? Is it possible that the anomaly exists in this country that 
any citizen of the United States—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The provision in the bill allows him to come into 
court, but says he shall not be believed. 

Mr, VEST. Oh, yes; that is the provision in the bill, bat is it pos- 
sible that it is contended for a moment that any citizen of the United 
States shall come into court and there testify as a witness, and then, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin observes, have his testimony thrown 
out as worthless? - 

No, Mr, President, the more I reflect upon this provision in the bill 
the more averse I am to enacting it. Take the citizens of the Indian 
ferritory, who are educated in our colleges with money furnished by 
their respective tribes. Take the Boudinots and the Porters, men with 
whom we have associated and whom we have met here and elsewhere 
as equals. They are Indians. Are they to be branded as men whose 
testimony shall not weigh against the testimony of worthless, drunken 
whitemen? Are they tobe told, ‘*‘ Education avails you nothing; good 
conduct avails you nothing? You have in your veinsthe deadly virus 
ot Indian blood; and therefore your testimony is not worth that of the 
meanest and vilest criminal who happens by heredity to be a white 
man.’’? When I reflect upon it, I am astonished at myself that I ever 
had any doubt about this question. It is wrong in principle and it 
will be worse in practice. 

There is another feature about it. It deprives the judge upon the 
bench of one of his privileges, and that is the privilege of weighing testi- 
mony. 

Mr. SPOONER. The jury. 

Mr. VEST. And the jury also. 
justice that ought to have the broadest and widest discretion in regard 
to the weight of testimony that privilege, and says to that judge or to 
that court, ‘‘ You are limited and circumscribed by color as to whether 
a witness shall be believed or not.’’ 

Mr, HOAR. I wish to make one observation only upon what has 
been said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotr]. I am not 
the Senator he had in mind who made the statement that this pro- 
vision is unconstitutional. It seems to me that when the Constitution 
has prohibited every State from doing something as a matter against 
common right, it is a very strong implication on the part of the Amer- 
ican people to place that provision in their Constitution that it is 
against common right that the thing should be done by Congress, If 
it were a positive deprivation of property, a matter like that of im- 
pairing the obligation of contracts, the decision of the Supreme Court 
which was referred to by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunpDs] 
would undoubtedly be applicable to thiscase. But itseems to me very 
questionable whether a mere regulation of testimony in court, espe- 
cially in regard to a claim against the Government, would come within 
that constitutional provision as a matter of strict constitutional law. 
tlowever, the argument of the Senator from Missouri seems to have 
equal strength whether the prohibition is found an ample one in the 
Constitution or whether it is to be treated as an expression by the 
American people of their sense of what is right and proper in legislation. 

Mr.WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I had not intended to take any part 
in this discussion, and I do not seek to doso now, except in the way of 
getting someenlightenment. As I understand the existing law, the In- 
dians are not citizens of the United States. I understand that no In- 
dian becomes a citizen except by act of Congress, and that Congress 
has, in two instances, made Indians citizens with a view, I suppose, 
to encourage them to better living. If they are born out of tribal 
relations they are citizens per se. Otherwise, Indians who own their 
lands in severalty are endowed with the right of citizenship. Indians 
who hold the right to their lands in severalty and Indians who leave 
the tribal relations are entitled to the rights of citizenship, and none 
others. 

Now, just as soon as you say by law that an Indian may testify, and 
you make him competent and he comes before a court and his testi- 
mony is not impeached, any honest jadge or any honest jury must give 
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his testimony the same weight that they would give the testimony of 
any otherman. When an Indian comes in with a blanket and testi- 
fies, and is not shaken on his cross-examination—and they all will tes- 
tify through an interpreter—testifying as to some damage that he claims 
has been inflicted upon him by some white settler, and the white set- 
ter testifies to the contrary, no judge has a right to say that that In- 
dian’s testimony shall not have just thesame weight that the testimony 
of the white man may have. 

It may be, Mr. President, that certain Indians, the two Indians who_ 
have been educated in Dartmouth College and the little gir] of sixteen 
who wrote this astonishing letter to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
might give testimony in a court that a judge or a jury would believe. 
It may be that Indians who leave the tribal relations, Indians who 
hold their lands in severalty, Indians who are trying to be decent, who: 
do not go on the warpath and scalp and murder periodically, should 
be able to give testimony that a judge or a jury ought to believe; but 
it by no means follows that the Sioux, Apaches, or other Indians who 
haunt the mountains, who are sullenly brought on their reservations, 
and who rob and steal and murder whenever they have an opportunity, 
should have this right given them by Congress. 

Should these men, not citizens of the United States, no more citi- 
zens than wild animals are citizens, so far as the rights of citizenship 
go, come into court and have the same right to testify and the same 
right to have their oath believed? It is easy to say that they face a 


judge and the judge gives their testimony the weight he thinks it 


ought to have; but any honest judge, as I have said, is bound to find 
that those witnesses tell the truth if they are notimpeached upon their 
testimony; or if their testimony be not contradicted. 

For one, knowing something, though vaguely, and fortunately re- 
cently at a distance, of the sort of violence settlers are subjected to, and 
the sort of wrongs and outrages Western frontiersmen are subjected to, I 
am unwilling by my vote to say that an Indian, it may be fresh from 
the warpath, may come in and testify before a court that he has suf- 
tered some injury at the hands of a white man and that the judge shall 
give his to testimony unsupported the same weight that he would give 
to that of a white respectable American citizen. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is not the question. The Senator 
in one breath, permit me to say, asserts the proper rule, and that is as 
to the credibility of testimony. This enactment which is proposed 
now to go upon the statute book wipes away that rule and puts in an 
impeachment by reason of race. The Senator supposes the case of an 
Indian, red with the blood not only of his own heredity, but that of 
white people, put tace to face with a witness of great respectability 
and unimpeachable character who isa white man. Let him reverse 
that supposition and put before a court a witness whose only fault, 
whose only ground of impeachment, is his race, antagonized to a man 
whose only virtue, under this bill, isthat he is white. That is a case 
just as supposable as the other. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the question of wrongs 
and outrages perpetrated upon the border. That question has two 
sides within my personal knowledge. There have been wrongs com- 
mitted upon both sides, as will always be the case when these racial an- 
tagonisms exist. But that is not the question here, The question is 
whether we ought not to leave this matter to the tribunal that is to 
weiglr the testimony or whether we ought to inject an overruling req- 
uisite for credibility which is beyond the reach of the courtand beyond 
the reach of Congress, which is an accident of birth. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yesterday when he by his statement was voting 
altogether wrong we seem to have voted down an amendment which 
would confer this right. upon Indians who were citizens. Now, with 
the new light which the Senator has seen since he heard the Senator 
from Massachusetts on the subject, would he be willing that the bill 
should be amended by limiting this right to Indians who were citizens, 
or does he desire that Indians who never have any claim to citizenship 
shall be made competent witnesses? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator why it should be limited 
to those who have become citizens? An Indian might lie and bea 
citizen. He is no more a truthful man because he had severed tribal 
relations and no more worthy of credibility. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may interrupt the Senator further, the very 
basis of the claim that these Indians should have the right to testify 
is that we are making citizens of them for the purpose of encouraging 
them and bringing them up into the light and making good men of 
them. For that reason we make them citizens, and we ought not, in 
the words of the Senator from Massachusetts, put the stigma on them 
of saying that they ought tobe made citizens but their testimony should 
not be believed. The only reason I have heard advanced why the testi- 
mony of these people should be accepted if not unsupported was be- 
cause we are trying to encourage them by making citizens of them; and 
having made citizens of them, we ought to give them the right to vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
consent to these interruptions ? 
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Mr. VEST. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Colorado and also of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that this 
discussion as to the expediency of derogating from the testimony of an 
Indian witness is applicable properly only to the language of this bill 
and to the class of claims for which a remedy is provided for the In- 
dians. On the tenth page of the bill the Senator will notice that the 
claims to be adjudicated are— 


All claims by Indians under the protection of any treaty with the United 
States who, while residing and being upon any lawful reservation provided for 
them, or while absent therefrom by authority, and peaceably conducting them- 
selves, shall have suffered a loss of property through unlawful destruction or 
taking by white men, or by Indians of another tribe or nation then belonging 
to the United States and in amity therewith, and not authorized tobe upon the 
reservation or other place where such destruction or taking occurre. 


So that Senaters will see, especially the Senator from Colorado, that 
there is no such case possible as he has supposed of an Indian fresh 
from the warpath and steeped in the blood of the settlers appearing 
in court to testify. 

Mr. DAWES. But, if the Senator from Missouri will allow me, this 
is an enactment that if a white man can catch an Indian alone he may 
despoil him with impunity. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
make a suggestion ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I notice that section ‘ 
be stricken out, reads, as amended: 

That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this act 
shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an [ndian. 

Now turn to the section to which this refers and you will find that 
it applies to the claims of Indians, and it may be of Indians attacking 
another tribe or nation. Now I wish to know, if this section 3 re- 
mains in, how it is possible for one Indian tribe to prove any claim 
against another. If the testimony of an Indian is not to be taken cer- 
tainly as to all the claims between Indian tribes, there is no power 
whatever to determine the question, because there is po probability of 
any white witness being present to know anything about it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I confess that I have not examined these 
sections, and I will leave to the Senators in immediate charge of the 
bill to answer the Senator from New Jersey. I was addressing myself 
to the broad question as to whether we should make this distinction be- 


» 
"y 


tween the testimony of whites and of Indians in regard to these claims; | 


that is all. It may be that what the Senator from New Jersey says is 
correct, and that all these considerations would be an objection to the 
provision; but, I repezt, the more I reflect about it the better satisfied 
I am as to the conclusion that it is infinitely better for us to leave the 
weight of testimony to the tribunal to whose judgment we have com- 
mitted this question without trammeling the courts of justice with 
any of the distinctions that grow out of race and color. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I shall occupy only two miprutes 
of the time. I wish to recall to the attention of the Senate what I 
alluded to before, the extraordinary and irreconcilable difference and 
distinction which this makes between the proof of theclaims of white 
men and the claims of Indians. The first subdivision of the first sec- 
tion provides that— 


All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or destroyed by 
Indians belonging to any band, tribe, ornationin amity wiih the United States, 
without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner or agent in charge 
and not returned or paid for— 


Shall be referred to the Court of Claims. 
clause. Now, the third section does not provide that unsupported In- 
dian testimony may not apply to that class of cases. The white man 
is authorized to prove up his claim on the unsupported testimony of a 
single Indian. The white man may be absent from his ranch. His 
horses are gone. This goes back thirty years. By and by he comes 
to this court and brings an Indian before a commissioner to take his 
deposition, out on the plains somewhere. The Indian may be a man 
who is not in amity with the United States. He may be one of the 
people who have just come in from slaughter and murder, to whom my 
friend from Colorado refers; but he puts him on the stand and he 
swears he was the man who stole that white man’s horse thirty years 
or ten years ago. 

That is good enough for the white man; but when a peaceable In- 
dian, who has done no wrong against the United States, as described 


carefally in the second subdivision, comes and says, ‘‘ The white man | 


has burned down my little cabin where I was living, has killed my 
only cow, carried her off,’’ or whatever, then it can only be proved by 
the white man who did it. I say it is a shame. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The second subdivision of the first section of 


the bill, if the Senator from Vermont will give me his attention for a 
moment, refers, as I think, totribes of Indians with which the Govern- 
ment have treaties. It provides, as you will see, in line 18 that where 
there has been a destruction or taking of property, either by white 


men or by another tribe of Indians, then section 3 begins to apply as 
much to that condition of things as to a difficulty between a white man 
or white men and Indian tribes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is perfectly true. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Therefore, if section 3, on page 11, remains in 
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the bill, none of these claims can be considered at all by the court upon 
the unsupported testimony of an Indian. How is it possible for one 
Indian tribe injured or damnified by another to get any standing in 
court, because an Indian’s testimony is not to be taken as against a 
grievance of another tribe? If I am correct in my interpretation of 
2, under the first section of the bill, that would certainly seem 
to be the case. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 
sion to any extent. 


eng 


clause 


Mr. President, I shall not prolong this discus- 

In agreeing to the report of the committee in refer- 
» to the point made by the Senator trom Vermont I was governed 
in my action very much by those more familiar with the Indian charac- 
ter than lam. I became satisfied that it would not be safe to open the 
| door of the Treasury to these claims of the Indians, founded upon the 
unsupported testimony of an Indian witness, and make the Govern- 
ment liable for them, on the information that I had received as to the 
character for truthfulness and veracity and cunningly devised schemes 
of the Indians upon the reservations to get up claims against the whites 
as well as against the Government. I believe that is the concurrent 
opinion of all who have been thrown in connection with the Indians, 
who have had control of them, and have been familiarwit h their charac- 
teristics. 

[ assume that what was stated by the Senator from Colorado as to 
the action ofajudge is absolutely accurate. Having occupied that posi- 
tion certainly it was always the conclusion which I had reached as a 
judge upon the bench that where the law made the person a competent 
witness and that witness’s testimony was uncontradicted, under the 
oath of office which I had taken I was compelled to render judgment 
based upon that uncontradicted evidence of a competent witness. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whether you believed it or not? 

Mr. HOAR. Whether you believed it or not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It was not a question whether I should believe 
an uncontradicted witness. If the circumstances surrounding the case 
were such as to discredit the testimony of the witness then the matter 
of belief was addressed to the mind of the judge; but if there was no 
circumstantial evidence surrounding the case which justified me in say- 
ing that the man who was swearing at the bar of the court over which 
I presided was a deliberate perjurer, either when acting in the capacity 
of judge or performing the functions of a jury, I had no right to dis- 
| regard that testimony. Consequently when the Senator from Missis- 
| sippi [Mr. WALTHALL] moved the amendment which was made yester- 
| day, I fully approved that amendment. Why? Because it allowed 
the judge to take into consideration all the surrounding circumstances 
which corroborated the evidence of the Indian and opened the door 
wide for him upon the testimony of any single Indian whose evidence 
he felt a confidence in by the surrounding circumstances which cor- 
roborated that testimony to render judgment in his favor. But I say 
that, as a matter of law, if a witness is competent and there are no sur- 
rounding circumstances to lead the judge in his mind to come to the 
conclusion that his evidence is based upon perjury, he is bound to ac- 
cept the testimony and to render his judgment accordingly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is nothing in the testimony of the wit- 
ness or in the surroundings of the case, including the cross examina- 
tion, which would warrant the judge in the belief that the testimony 
was perjured testimony, why should not the testimony have weight and 
be given effect? The Government of the United States will be rep- 
resented by counsel, and there will be abundant facilities for obtain- 
ing the facts in contradiction of the witness. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not know where the abundant facilities 
would be, if a fraudulent claim should be concocted by Indians upon 
a reservation as to the destruction of certain property which perhaps 
they had sold and disposed of some 50, 60, or 100 miles away from 
there a few days before. It would be rather difficult to disprove their 
claim if they determined to make it in such a case against the United 
States Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. What about fraudulent claims concocted in the 
same way by some rascally white man ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Well, iflivingseparately and isolated on the plains 
which they occupy, if they can get together and make these combina- 
tions and conspiracies.to defraud, they may succeed in doing it. | 
have not any hesitation in saying thatin some instances that is done, 
but I do not think that it is the general rule, asI understand it is in 
reference to the case of Indians whenever a claim is made against a 
band or tribe. 

Mr. SPOONER. DoestheSenatorthink that Congress ought to place 
in the permanent statutes of the country a declaration of this purport, 
that the Indian race, as a race, is a race of liars; that we ought to 
admit them as suitors in the courts of the United States, and recognize 
them as having property rightsand personal rights which are to be pro- 
tected against violence, and yet declare by a general provision of law 
that none of them are worthy of belief, and make a statutory im- 
peachment of the race, instead of leaving it to the court, as in other 
cases, to determine, the Government being aided by counsel, its inter- 
est being protected by counsel, whether in the given case the testimony 
ought or ought not to be believed ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think that members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives in legislating should base their enactment upon the 
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experience and the lights which are before them in reference to the 
subject-matter; and if a member of this body who has the functions 
and powers of legislation is convinced that such is the character of the 
Indian in treating with him, not as a citizen, but as the mere ward of 
the nation, a person who is absolutely taken control of by the Federal 
Government, and who is protected even from prosecution, from litiga- 
tion of any character whatever, and treated as we treat the minors in 
civilized communities, then I think we ought to legislate knowing 
their characteristics and the position that they occupy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may interrupt my friend, we do not provide 
in any civilized laws that ever I heard of that a person should not be 
a witness because he was a minor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nobody has ever stated, I think, that there was 
any such law 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend’s argument went to show that these 
Indians we are now speaking of are the wardsof the nation. That is 
no reason, whether we treat them well orill, why weshould deny them 
a privilege that is given to a heathen or infidel or anybody else under 
modern law and the practice of courts that he may be heard to state 
what he thinks he knows or pretends to know. 

Mr. FAULKNER. To some extent the Senator from Vermont is 
mistaken as to the common law. In the case of minors it depends 
upon the capacity and the age and the information of the minor as to 
whether he is a competent witness. We should in dealing with the 
Indian look to the same qualifications that are required of the white 
as to the competency of his evidence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, I agree with him 
entirely, but I have not yet heard of a statute of Congress, or of any 
State, or of any civilized or pagan or heathen country, which declared 
by a legislative act of sovereigu will that a particular minor or a partic- 
ular class of minors were not competent to testify. That is the very 
thing for which courts of justice and trial and investigation are insti- 
tuted to find out themselves, Therefore, treating the Indian as award, 
let him come in as any other ward would, and let the court determine 
whether his conduct and demeanor make it probable that he is telling 
the truth or is capable of telling it. 

Mr. SPOONER. And if he understands the nature of an oath. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, this is not a question of arbi- 
trary discretion left under the common law to the decision of a judge. 
It is a common-law principle that binds and contrels his action, and 
requires of him the exercise of a judicial discretion as to the decision 
of the question of competency of a minor or infidel; and if he errs in 
refusing to allow a minor to testify who under those general common- 
law principles is entitled to testify, it is such a judicial error that it 
would reverse any action of that court. Therefore it is not a mere 
arbitrary discretion to be exercised by a judge, but is based upon a 
common-law principle and needs no expression of the sovereign will of 
the legislature as to a law which is in existence by virtue of the fact 
that it is a common-law principle. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will not the common-law principle apply to the 
Court of Claims? It always has hitherto in the reception of evidence. 

Mr. FAULKNER. But it is on a question of age and capacity in 
which the common-law principle applies, and this is on a question not 
of age or capacity entirely-—— 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Of race. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of color. 

Mr. FAULKNER. But ison the question of the habits, thedisposi- 
tion, the character, as well as the capacity of the parties for telling the 
truth. 

I simply say that if this third section is to go out then I shall cer- 
tainly move to strike out the second clause of the first section. Ishall 
never be willing to open the doors of the Treasury for these claims to 
be made in this way against the United States Government upon the 
unsupported testimony of the Indian, knowing the character and dis- 
position and peculiarities of that race, as I have been informed by men 
thoroughly competent to give advice upon the subject. 

I am frank to say to the Senate, if you strike out that clause and the 
third section I do not mean te say it would not be an improvement of 
the bill; it would leave all these questions where they are left by the 
present law, to be sifted, to be analyzed, to be considered and deter- 
mined by the agents of the Department in the examination of claims 
made by Indians, and hy men who, knowing their character, their pecu- 
liarities, and their ingenuity in the manufacture of these matters, would 
be competent to resist any fraudulent claim made against the United 
States. A similar law tosome extent has been in existence since the 
foundation of the Government in our treaties with the Indians, and it 
strikes me that if the Senate by a majority vote determines that the 
unsupported testimony of an Indian shall justify a court in giving 
judgment against the Government of the United States, then the other 
clause should go ont, and that question ought to be remanded to the 
Department to consider, just as they have done during the last hun- 
dred years of the existence of these laws in reference to claims of In- 
dians against the Government, or against whites. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have voted to retain section 3 
in the bill. Since the discussion yesterday I have asked the chairman 
of the Committee ov Indian Depredations and other Senators who are 
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familiar with this subject to find sorae precedent for this clause. I 
had supposed that th.s rule of evidenve had been adopted in dealing 
with Indian claims, but I have not been referred to any precedent for 
a provision of this kind. I can see very well that the clause is obnox- 
ious to the criticism made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON]}. If Indian testimony is not to be received unless it is cor- 
roborated, then there can be no proofof a claim made by Indians 
against Indians under the second clause of the first section. 

The statement made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] 
is equally true that in a claim under the first clause a white claimant 
can prove his case against an Indian by Indian testimony alone while 
the Indian can not prove his case against the white man by an Indian. 

The suggestion made by theSenator from West Virginia | Mr. FAuLK- 
NER] is that in case section 3 is stricken out, then clause 2 of section 
1 should be stricken out; that is to say, that there should be elimi- 
nated from this bill all provisions for claims of Indians against white 
men. 

Mr. President, there can be no great objection to that, because sec- 
tions 2154 and 2155 of the Revised Statutes make ample provision for 
depredations committed by white persons upon Indians. I will read 
those sections: 

Sec. 2154. Whenever, in the commission, by a white person, of any crime, of- 
fense, or misdemeanor, within the Indian country, the property of any friendly 
Indian is taken, injured, or destroyed, and a conviction is had for such crime, 
offense, or misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sentenced to pay to 
such friendly Indian to whom the property may belong, or whose person may 
be injured,a sum equal to twice the just value of the property so taken, injured, 
or destroyed. 

Sec, 2155. If such offender shall be unable to pay a sum at least equal to the 
just value or amount, whatever such payment shall fall short of the same shall 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. ifsuch offender can not beap- 
prehended and brought to trial, the amount of such property shall be paid out 
ofthe Treasury. But no Indian shall be entitled to any payment out of the 
Treasury of the United States, for any such property, if he, orany of the nation 
to which he belongs, have sought private revenge, or have attempted to obtain 
satisfaction by any force or violence. 

Those provisions are very strong, and theyare ample. Therefore I 
agree with the Senator from West Virginia in the view that if section 3 
be stricken out, the second clause of the first section should be stricken 
out. Ihave voted toretain section 3, in deference to the views of Senators 
who have stated in committee and in the Senate that they thought 
that that clause was necessary for the ample protection of the United 
States Treasury; but I should prefer to vote to strike it out, and in 
that event should be very glad to have the Senator from Massachusetts 
move to strike out the second clause of section 1, or I should vote to 
strike out that clause by whomsoever the motion might be made. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, to restate what was so well stated 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], there is a law 
on the statute books now, and has been for all time, I think, during 
the history of our Government, by which a remedy is afforded to the 
Indian for property taken and destroyed by a white person. In other 
words, the courts are open to him. He may institute the prosecution, 
and, if the white person is convicted, the judgment of the court is 
that the white person shall pay to the Indian injured twice the 
value of the property destroyed or twice the amount of injury done. 
So, not only are the courts open to the Indian, as they have been for 
a long time past, to afford him a remedy for injury or depredation 
committed by a white person, but the remedy has been a judgment 
for twice the amount of the property destroyed. Then if at least 
one-half the amount of the judgment, an amount of the judgment 
equal to the actual damage sustained, can not be collected off the 
white person, the unpaid balance of the judgment stands as a judg- 
ment against the United States, the amount ascertained to be paid 
out of the Treasury. 

Then the next section of the statute goes further and provides that 
if theparty who committed the depredation can not be found and prose- 
cuted the whole amount of the value of the property is to be paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States. I do not know what has been 
the practice in that regard. 

On the other hand, since 1859, not only has remedy been denied to a 
white for obtaining redress for depredations committed by In- 
dians, but he is not allowed to sue in the courts, he is not allowed to 
follow up and retake the property, and he is not allowed to pursue 
any remedy whatever personally. Such persons are required to pre- 
sent their claims to the Government, to submit them to the Interior 
Department to be passed upon by that Department, and they can only 
get their pay when an appropriation for that purpose shall be made by 
Congress. 

In the face of that legislation it was undertaken here to provide that 
those claims might be readjudicated. It would have been far better to 
have ap iated the money to pay for the claims reported upon fa- 
vorably by the Secretary of the Interior, but somebody has tacked on 
a provision that while citizens of the United States are allowed to go 
into some courts to establish their claims against Indians for depre- 
dations (something that has been denied to on for thirty years past) 


Indians having claims for depredations committed, not only by white 
persons, but by Indians of any other tribe that happened to be in re- 
lations of peace or amity with the United States, may sue the United 
States on their claims. 
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I suppose that was in defereuce to a general impression that appears 
to prevail in some portions of our country that great injustice has been 
done to the Indians in some way, and that the matter should be recip- 
roca]. But it will be seen at once that it is not reciprocal, because 
there has been a remedy afforded all the while, and the payment or 
those claims for depredations against Indians has been provided for all 
the while. : 

Besides, I do not understand under what rule it is proposed to obli- 
gate the Government to pay the Indians for depredations committed 
upon one another belonging to different tribes. 

I have an impression, in common with some other Senators who have 
spoken, that it would be far better to let this be a bill to provide fora 
settlement between the United States and its citizens based on the ob- 
ligations of the Government on account of previous legislation, and 
leave all provisions for the protection of Indians to stand as they now 
existin the Revised Statutes. If it isshown that there are any claims 
against the Treasury of the United States on behalf of Indians, I will 
guaranty that they will go right into an appropriation bill, and the 
Indians will not have to stand begging before Congress for a genera- 
tion in order to get money appropriated, but the amounts will go into 
the next aypropriation bill. Not only that, but millions, as last year 
$7,000,000, will go into the appropriation bills, for which there is no 
obligation upon us except the obligations of humanity, for the educa- 
tion and support of Indians. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I said before that I did not careabout going 
into the question of wrong as between the whites and Indians, but I 
can not resist the temptation of saying that it is not always the case 
that the Congress of the United States rushes frantically forward to do 
justice to the Indians. I want to give one example with which the 
Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLP1] ought to be familiar. 

I happened to have been sent, as a member of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, some years ago to a reservation in Montana, The tribe 
had been persuaded to allow the Northern Pacific Railroad to go through 
their lands, and they were promised a certain amount of money, to be 
paid by the company, $25,000, for the right of way. The road went 
through the heart of their reservation. The money was promptly paid 
by the Northern Pacific Company into the Treasury of the United 
States. Not one cent of it belonged to the Government. The Gov- 
ernment had received it simply in trust for the Indians. It was paid 
promptly when the road was built, running through the reservation, 
but not one dollar had been paid to the Indians. 

When I had a meeting with them through their head chiefs they 
called my attention to this fact, and said, ‘‘How are we to believe 
anything you tell us when you have got our money? The railroad 
people (or the people that control the iron horse with the heart of fire, 
as they cali the locomotive) tell us that they paid that money nearly 
three years ago and we can not get one dollar of it.”’ I came back 
here to Washington and found that the money was in the Treasury. 
Appeal after appeal, made in a fashion by some people who are called 
philanthropists, to get this money had been made, but no attention was 
paid toit. I finally succeeded, through the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
‘TELLER ], not now in his seat, who was then Secretary of the Interior, 
in getting the money paid over to those Indians, to which there was 
no adverse claim and no pretense or shadow of a claim. 

I have confined myself to my own personal experience in this matter, 
and I undertake to say that there are cases, I would not say without 
number, but many cases just as gross and justasaggravated. There are 
two sides of this question. The Indians have no representatives in 
Congress; they have no Senators on this floor; they have no votes. 
Our race is the most aggressive and the most intolerant of opposition 
when they want property and anything stands in their way. 

But I do not care to go into any sentimentalism about it. I simply 
want to do these people justice. They have no friends unless it is some 
man who steps out of his way to say something in their favor. They 
have their good qualities, and they have their bad qualities. They 
have been the recipients of more injustice than any other race, except 
one, on the face of the earth. 

This is not, as the Senator from Oregon says, an ex parte matter. 
White men appeal to the Government for justice, and so do Indians. 
It can be said with absolute truth as to both that there are claims which 
ought to have been settled long ago, but this observation is not to be 
confined to one race alone. 

Mr. DOLPH. The money is usually in such contracts, if my recol- 
lection serves me, stipulated to be a toaparticular purpose. Of 
course, it has got to be applied by the Government. I do not under- 
stand how this money was retained, except perhaps it was to be ap- 
plied to the Indians for tribal purposes, for their individual improve- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. That money, $25,000, was paid promptly by the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. They were glad to pay it, in order to 
get the right of way through the Flathead reservation in Montana. 
As the Senator from very well knows, that road runs clear 


through the middle of the Flathead reservation. The money had been 
paid into the Treasury by the railroad company, and there it was held, 
with noclaim or shadow of claim to it on top of the earth, by the Gov- 
ernment. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I will state what I suppose to be a probable expla- 
nation of the circumstances alluded to by the Senator from, Missouri. 
It is customary, I think, where money is paid to the tribe, as it would 
be for a right of way through a reservation, to provide that that money 
should be expended for certain tribal purposes, such as educational 
or other purposes. But in the case of money paid to the Indians for 
damage to individual property it is paid directly to them, and itought 
to be paid to them at once, nodoubt. But, as everybody understands, 
the Government has assumed to be the guardian of the persons and 
property of the Indians. That being the case, I suppose the Govern- 
mentis also guardian of the funds paid in for tribal purposes in that way. 

Lam friendly to the Indians. I have not objected on this floor or 
elsewhere to the amount that has been appropriated, and which has 
been very large, for educational purposes, etc. I do not like the pres- 
ent Indian policy. I believe an Indian should be made to work. |! 
think there should be some change in our policy by which if an In- 
dian is to be paid out of the public Treasury it should only be done 
when he is deserving of it, if he is industrious. He ought to earn his 
bread by the sweat of his brow. 

But what I was trying to show was that we have all the while been 
careful to give Indians a remedy for wrongs, but citizens of the United 
States, who have been deprived of any remedy, have been compelled to 
come begging at the doors of Congress for selief from year to year. I 
have not been disposed to discuss this question on the pending bill. 1 
have given it attention at other times. I am anxious to get some re 
lief, some bill, even if it is not just what I should liketo have. Iam 
not very particular about these several provisions in the bill if we can 
only get something to relieve these people who have waited so long, 
and many of whom are now getting so old and are in such need of 
what is owing to them, so that they may get it while they live, and it 
shall not afterwards be paid to claim agents and others who have pur- 
chased the claims long after the original claimants have passed away. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont whether it 
would not be better to take a voteon the question of striking out these 
two provisions together, although it would not be the parliamentary 
order, because if that should be done his proposition to amend would 
become unnecessary. Of course that course will depend on whether 
he assents to the proposition. We have a verysuflicient provision, for 
the payment of claims of Indians against white men, in sections 2154 
and 2155 of the Revised Statutes. 

Section 2154 provides that— 

Whenever, in the commission, by a white person, of any crime, offense, or 
misdemeanor, within the Indian country, the property of any friendly Indian is 
taken, injured, or destroyed, and a conviction is had for such crime, offense, or 
misdemeanor, the person so convicted shal! be sentenced to pay to such friendly 


Indian to whom the property may belong, or whose person may be injured, a 
sum equal to twice the just value of the property so taken, injured, or destroyed. 


Section 2155 provides that— 

If such offender shall be unable to pay a sum at least equal to the just value or 
amount, whatever such payment shall fall short of the same shall be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States. If such offender can not be apprehended and 
brought to trial, the amount of such property shall be paid out of the Treasury. 
Butno Indian shall be entitled toany payment out of the Treasury of the United 
States, for any such property, if he, or any of the nation to whieh he belongs, 
have sought private revenge, or have attempted to obtain satisfaction by any 
force or violence. 

The Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER] called my at- 
tention to these provisions. ‘The Senator from Vermont is of course 
very familiar with them. The present bill entirely destroys that con- 
trol over the Indian, and I suggest whether it would not be as well to 
leave that out altogether from the pending bill, and then if the general 
statute requires amendment or perfection, we can do it separately here- 
after. 

Mr. EUVMUNDS. I should think if the general statute requires 
amendment it had better be done in this bill so as to finish up this 
matter of Indian depredations and cross depredations. In respect of 
the suggestion of my friend from Massachusetts to strike out both those 
provisions together, I am not able to assent toit (though I say it with 
great respect to him), and for this reason, that after this discussion on 
the fundamental principle of human justice I think it ought to be re- 
corded at the Capitol—as the old Romans used tosay—in the year 1891, 
how everybody stands on that simple proposition of striking out the 
third section. ° 

Mr. HOAR. I wili concur in the policy of the old Romans formerly, 
and of the old Roman who has just spoken. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, this subject is very old, much older 
than the Government. It is perhaps as old as the settlement of the 
country. It commenced on James hiver, or on Massachusetts Bay, and 
it has accompanied the line of frontier civilization from the mouth of 
the Connecticutto thatof the Columbia. There was nodoubt millions 
of dollars’ worth of property destroyed, the same kind of damages in- 
curred, and the same kind of injury inflicted before the existence of the 
Government of the United States at all; and even after the existence of 
the Governmentof the United States and its acknowledged ability to pay 
claims established against it, either equitable or legal, there was a great 
amount of this kind of depredation for which no satisfaction was ever 
made and no dollar ever paid. 

Even in the more recent history of what was, sixty years ago, the Far 
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West, the territory out of which five States have been carved and di- 
vided, as well as the Indian Territory and the debatable land between 
the whites and the Indians still farther south—even in that period the 
loss occasioned by Indian depredations has been very great, and it was 
long before the Government acknowledged, by treaty or otherwise, any 
liability for payment thereof. 

I am satisfied that in my own State there was, sixty or seventy years 
ago, thousands, and perhaps millions, of dollars’ worth of property de- 
stroyed by Indians, Indians in amity too, for which no compensation 
was ever made or tendered. It seems, however, that the virtue of the 
claim of Indian depredations becomes greater as the ability of the Gov- 
ernment to pay for the same is increased, like the Sybilline leaves. 
As those depredations diminish—and I have no doubt they are less in 
the recent new West than they were in the old West of seventy years 
as those depredations decrease and the ability of the Government 
to pay for them increases, it is thought that something of value is added 
to the character of the claims, 

Ido not think so. I think that depredations suffered by the pio- 
neers seventy or eighty years ago were justas great and the claims were 
just as honest and just as much entitled to payment, and that the 
people were just as deeply and greatly damaged, as in the case of any 
of the claims which may possibly be filed under the bill now under 
consideration. 

or that reason, although I feel willing to support the bill, having 
been a member of the committee which reported it, I do not feel under 
any heavy obligation to extend the limitation further or to abolish the 
restrictions, especially the sole restriction almost that is left in it. 

Mr, President, these Indian depredations for the most part—always 
it seems, as the billonly provides for those in a state of amity—would 
in aciyilized country be called malicious trespasses to property, theft, 
and perhaps sometimes robbery. There are now no doubt some In- 
dian depredations of this character in the older States where Indian 
reservations exist, but the Indians there aresimply treated as citizens; 
and white citizens who lose by those depredations are left to the ordi- 
nary remedy, replevin and other similar prosecutions, and actions for 
damages, Why another and extraordinary remedy should be granted 
to sufferers by depredations farther west is not very clear, and yet it 
is claimed that a majority of the Senate, as a majority of the commit- 
tee, are in favor of enacting a provision of this kind. 

rhe limitations of this bill are extremely liberal as to time. 
run back now, I believe, by assent to 1865. 

rhe reason it was placed by the committee at 1867 was that we thought 
that was two years after the war, and that in two years thereafter the 
condition of amity would probably be so settled that evidence or testi- 
mony might be taken to settle it with respect to a particular tribe or 
band, and the Government or people of the United States or of a State 
or Territory. Most of us feel perfectly willing to go as far back as 
1865, which was the close of the war, and to consider that as two years 
after the war had ended there was a state or condition of amity be- 
tween the Confederacy and the United States, there was the same 
fortunate condition existing between the tribes and the white settlers 
in the Far West. 

But to go back any further than 1865 would pass us into the region 
of great doubt, where the courts would have much more difficulty in 
determining whether a state of amity existed—for all these tribes were 
disturbed by the existing civil war—the court would have much more 
difficulty under such circumstances in determining whether a state of 
amity existed or not than in determining as to the justice of the claim 
itself. It was to save the labor of the determination of this condition 
and restriction in the bill implied by the phrase ‘‘in amity ’’ that the 
limitation was proposed to be fixed at 1867. It is now proposed to be 
fixed at 1865. I think that is extremely liberal. 

This bill provides that judgments shall in the first place be paid out 
of the money in the Treasury of the United States belonging to the In- 
dian tribes. We have, not only inthis bill, but by along course of leg- 
islation, assumed our own position as trustees for the money of Indian 
tribes, and we would therefore be bound, under any common-law ob- 
ligations and under any obligations in equity, to enforce for our cestuis 
qué trust the same rules protecting and guarding their fands as our 
own. 

Now, I ask any member of the Senate what would be thought ofa 
proposition in an ordinary court of justice to present and prosecute a 
claim twenty-six years old for a tort against a trust fund? The most 
ordinary limitation in all the States for an action of tort is three 
years. The committee have extended the limitation twenty-three 
years beyond thattime. The longest limitation authorized by law in 
respect of the questions of realty is twenty years. Under the con- 
struction to be placed upon this bill claimants have six years more 
than the longest limitation in ejectment. This is an extremely liberal 
provision. 

It seems to me, then, that the complaint against the single restric- 
tion in it is not well founded, the only restriction left feasible and 
efficient, that is, in respect to the weight of Indian testimony uncor- 
roborated. 

I am not of the opinion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunDs] 
or of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that there is any consti- 
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tutional question in this bill at all. No Indian is excluded from testi- 
fying. No Indian is made incompetent. No distinction is made 
between ordinary white witnessesand Indian witnesses. TheConstitu- 
tion operates on individuals. This bill does not; but it says after all 
testimony is heard uncorroborated evidence of an Indian shall not de- 
cide aclaim, thus being in very close analogy to a great many provisions 
in the statutes of States; for instance, that one witness, together with 
strong corroborative testimony, shall be necessary to prove an indict- 
ment for perjury. Soin other cases. This is not regarded as an in- 
fringement upon the Constitution; neither is this provision in the 
bill. It is a healthy and efficient safeguard which closes to some ex- 
tent a very wide, open door which we have made for these not very dili- 
gent creditors of the Government. 

Sir, I do not see, as I have said before, that the claims for these depre- 
dations are any better founded than those that were never recognized 
and never noticed and are not paid to this day. I think that in this 
matter we ought to preserve this single restriction. It is a mere ques- 
tion of expediency. I donotrecollect, and I think other Senators will 
bear me out in this recollection, that tbis provision of the bill attracted 
any attention in the committee at all. Not a word was said about it. 
It was simply read and heard. Why? Because Senators from the new 
West regarded it as an ordinary provision, as it has been a common 
feature of Indian legislation. There is nothing newaboutit. It isan 
ordinary and usual restriction in Indian legislation. We should be 
governed upon such a question of expediency by the action of the Sen- 
ators from the new West. 

If we had a court for the payment of Indian depredation claims in 
Indiana—which we need not at all, but if we needed one—I should 
think, sir, that Indians there might come in just as any other citizens, 
and this clause would not be needed. That is my judgment of our 
Indian population. We have yet some fragments of the old tribes of 
the Miamis and Pottawatomies resident in that State. They are citi- 
zens of the State, good citizens; they vote at our elections, they pay 
taxes, and they are in every way competent and treated as competent 
witnesses, 

Whether this limitation ought to be extended to the Indians of the 
new West, the vast Territories and States where this new jurisdiction 
willapply, Ido notknow. But knowing and having heard from Sen- 
ators of the new West in the committee that this is a good safeguard 
and a useful one, and that the Indiansthere are not subject, and ought 
not to be subject, to the ordinary rules of testimony, or at least that the 
uncorroborated testimony of the Indians should be subject to this restric- 
tion—having heard the opinions of Senators from Western States upon 
that subject, I follow them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EpMuUNDSs] to theamendmentof the committee, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis to strike out the third section of the com- 
mittee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the amendment to the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported. 

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 3 of theamend- 
ment as amended, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That no claim referred to in the second subdivision of section 1 of this 
act shall be allowed by the court upon the unsupported testimony of an Indian. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CotquitT]. I do not know how he would 
vote on this question, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH]. As I understand he 
would vote for this amendment, I will vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. The Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ] is generally paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Both the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi and the Senator from Nebraska are absent from the Senate in 
attendance upon the funeral of General Sherman, and I stand paired 
for the day {and I now make the announcement for the day) with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I do not know how he 
would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. If he were present,¢I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]}. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr, Trx- 
LER] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. Both 
of them are detained from the Chamber by illness. 

Mr. FRYE. Thesenior Senator from land [Mr. GoRMAN] and 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] are paired on this ques- 
tion. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
Evarts]. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Although announced by the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. SqurRe] I desire tostate again that I am paired with the Senator 
from Illinois tice CuLLoM]. 

Mr. CALL, I wish toannounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. Pasco], 
who is absent, with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr, Cock- 
RELL], who is absent on official duty by order of the Senate, is paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Brown]. Has the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
voted ? 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). Allow me to 
inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] is recorded as 
having voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have voted, not knowing that the Senator from 
Vermont is absent. Iam paired with him, and will tragsier that pair 
to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrn] if he desires it, 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu] 
is in the building; but I wiil vote, and then if he should come in be- 
fore the result is announced I can withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. DOLPH. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—37. 


Allen, Farwell, McPherson, Stewart, 
Blair, Frye, Pettigrew, Stockbridge, 
Butler, George, Piatt, Vance, 
Carey, Hampton, Ransom, Vest, 
Chandler, Higgins, teagan, Warren, 
Coke, Hiscock, Sanders, Washburn, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Shoup, 
Dolph, McConnell, Squire, 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Stanford, 
NAYS—14. 

Barbour, Faulkner, Paddock, Wilson of Md, 
Bate, Harris, Payne, Wolcott. 
Call, Mitchell, Pugh, 
Eustis, Moody, Turpie, 

ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Hearst, Power, 
Allison, Cullom, Ingalls, Quay, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blackburn Dawes, Kenna, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Manderson, Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, 
Casey, Hale, Pierce, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I had given notice of an amendment to strike out the 
second subdivision of the firstsection. Perhaps the Senator will allow 
me to move that amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the second subdivision of the first 
section, and then strike out, in the third subdivision, line 24, the words 
‘of either,’’ and the final syllable of the word ‘‘classes,’’ also in line 
24. If the one be stricken out, the other follows as a matter of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10 it is proposed tostrike out the second 
subdivision of section 1, as follows: 

Second. All claims by Indians under the protection of any treaty with the 
United States who, while residing and being upon any lawful reservation pro- 
vided for them, or while absent therefrom by authority, and peaceably con- 
ducting themselves, shal! have suffered a loss of property through unlawful de- 
struction or taking by white men, or by Indians of another tribe or nation then 


belonging to the United States and in amity therewith, and not authorized to be 
upon the reservation or other place where such destruction or taking occurred. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Is it the intention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to cover, by his motion to strike out, all that part that is de- 
pendent upon the second subdivision of the first section ? 

Mr. HOAR. Itis. If the second subdivision is stricken out, then 
the other changes will follow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that, assuming the second subdivision would be stricken out, I have 
looked carefully through the whole bill and I find that there are quite 
a number of lines that should be stricken out. 

Mr. HOAR. There are other lines that should be stricken ont. 

Mr, MITCHELL. I will name them to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the vote be taken on the motion to strike out this 
clause, and then, if that is agreed to, the Senate will undoubtedly cor- 
rect the bill to correspond, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire simply to say that since the third sec- 
tion has been stricken out I hope it will be the pleasure of the Senate 
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as it now stands under the law. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope so, too. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I desire to state, as briefly as I can, 
that I am opposed to this motion. I do not think that this motion to 
amend, made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], is made 
with a full understanding of the law relating to this matter as it now 

stands and as it will stand with the amendment carried. 

In the first place, in nearly every treaty with an Indian tribe there 
| is a provision which requires the Government of the United States to 
do precisely what this bill intends by the second subdivision to pro- 


to strike out the second subdivision of section 1 and leave this matter 


vide for. There is scarcely an Indian treaty that I have examined 
(and I have examined many of them) that does not contain a provi- 
sion by which the United States agrees to guaranty to the Indians, 
with whom it treats, ultimate indemnity for any loss which those In- 
dians may suffer by reason of depredations by one band against another 
or by the white men against the Indians. 

We are told by learned Senators on this floor that such provision is 
already made by law, but have they examined it carefully? If so, 
they will find in that law simply this: Where a white man has com- 
mitted a depredation against an Indian, and he is pursued, prosecuted, 
and convicted, the judgment shall be in part a compensation to the In- 
dian, to be extracted from the goods of the white man, amounting to 
a penalty upon the white man, as well as compensation to the Indian. 
Then, when such indictment, prosecution, and conviction are had, the 
Government will pay to the Indian whatever the white man is unable 
to pay. But there is no provision of law by which the Indian or the 
Indian tribe can be reimbursed for damages which he or they may suf- 
fer unless such white men are convicted. Every man who knows any- 
thing of the practical workings of that law knows that it is not one 
time in a thousand that the white man is prosecuted to conviction un- 
der sach circumstances. 

Mr. President, this is a reciprocal clause in this bill. First, you 
provide, in accordance with many of the treaties that have been made, 
that the meansof ascertaining what is actually due to the suffering party 
shall be had, and judgment shall be rendered. That judgment is 
first collected out of the Indians if they have the property to pay it. 
Second, the ultimate compensation and indemnity is paid by the 
United States Government. That is one sideof the proposition. That 
is the white man’s side. That is the remedy which you are to afford to 
the white man. That is in accordance with the treaty which these In- 
dians have made, asarule. It isin accordance with the spirit of every 
treaty that has been made with them, if not in accordance with the 
very letter. 

Now, what is the reciprocal obligation? It is that the depredations 
committed upon the Indians shall be compensated for; and in what 
better way can it be done than precisely as the remedy is afforded to 
the white man? The courts, by this bill, are open to the white man, 
and why not open them also tothe Indian? It seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that Senators mistake the law as it now stands, that they mis- 
take the treaty obligations of this Government with these Indians, and 
that they moreover mistake the common rule of justice, which should 
be meted out to the Indian as well as to the white man. It seems to 
me also that they forget that the same punishment as well as remedy 
should be meted out to the white man as to the Indian. 

So far as section 3 is concerned, establishing merely the rule of evi- 
dence in certain cases, as an individual member of that committee I 
care nothing about it. It seems to me that practically it would make 
but little difference, although feeling that the provision does open the 
| 
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door wide to the presentation and absolute proof of what may be the 
most diabolical and fraudulent of claims. But with reference to this 
proposition, the symmetry of the bill is destroyed, justice and right 
are destroyed; and I have a right, Mr. President, to stand here and 
protest that the remedy should be afforded to the white man suffering 
these depredations at the hands of the Indians, and that the Indians 
shall be protected at the same time against the wrong done to him by 
the white man. For what is the practical effect? 

What will it be if you afford to the white man the remedy and not 
the Indian? The Indian will complain, and have a right to complain, 
that he is ynfairiy and unjustly treated. He will refuse to disclose 
facts within his knowledge as to these depredations. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the practical effect of the work- 
ings of this bill will be as I have indicated. These claims will be 
prosecuted in the Ic cal United States courts under this bill. Witnesses 
must be drawn from the Indian tribes in many instances. They must 
be summoned to testify. They have their wrongs as well as the white 
men, because unfortunately where these two races come in conflict 
wrong must necessarily ensue—I mean necessarily when we consider 
the frailties of human nature. 

I am in favor of dealing with both of these classes of people pre- 
cisely alike. ‘Treat them equitably and treat them decently. Give 
them the opportunities to apply to the courts for redress for any wrongs 
that they allege one against the other, and then I am in favor of com- 
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pelling the Indian to perform his obligations, and of compelling the 
white man to perform his to the Indian. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him 
[ should like to ask a question for information. Dves he know any 
reason why an Indian can not sue a white man in any court having 
jurisdiction of the case, without any further legislation? 

Mr. MOODY. Nor do I know of any reason why a white man may 
not sue an Indian if the court’s process can obtain jurisdiction over 
him 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will examinethe law he will find 
that the white man is expressly prohibited from interfering with the 
Indian, or attempting to obtain redress in any form, and when he at- 
tempts it in any form he forfeitshis right. Itis just the reverse as to 
the Indian. The Indian can sue to-day in any court having jurisdic- 
tion of the subject-matter. 

Mr. MOODY. ‘The white man can sue any Indian in any court hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the subject-matter if he can get jurisdiction of the 
Indian by the process of the court. There is no difficulty in bringing 
a suit, and there is no difficulty sometimes in obtaining judgment. 
The difficulty is in enforcing the remedy. 

The ultimate object of this enactment is to provide that this Govern- 
ment which interferes between the white man and the Indian, which 
assumes this care and guardianship, shall be held responsible for the 
duties which that guardianship brings upon it, and to see that these 
wardsof the Government take care not to trespass ppon the white man’s 
property, and to see that the white man shall not press upon the people 
who are the subjects of this guardianship. 

It is all impractical, I think, mere moonshine, Mr. President, to talk 
about the remedy which an Indian may have in the courts against a 
white man without the interposition of the Government to his aid and 
assistance. Iam speaking now of that great mass of people that we 
call Indians, and who are understood to be Indians. I know there are 
people who have outgrown that condition, who still have the Indian 
bleed in their veins yet coursing, but I am speaking of that class of peo- 
ple who commit these depredations and upon whom these depredations 
are committed. I mean the wild Indians of the plains or of the moun- 
tain country, men who are wholly irresponsible in person. 

Now, Mr. President, there is no good reason for striking out this 
provision. 


time by these treaties made with them. 
of the Indians by affording them such protection. 

I remember, Mr. President—and I trust Senators will pardon me for 
calling their attention to it—that in an early day in the history of the 
then ‘Territory in which I reside a remedy was afforded by the court 
to the Indians for depredations committed by certain white men in 
stealing their ponies] and carrying them! beyond the border of the Ter- 
ritory. The local authorities—or rather, private individuals interested 
in property there, cattle owners—caused the depredators to be followed, 
caused them to be arrested, and caused the stolen property to be re- 
stored and the prisoners delivered over to the United States officers. 
They were tried and convicted in court. That was the means which 
prevented for years the commission of depredations by the Indians of 
that tribe. They recognize a sense ofjustice as well as the white man. 

They are dealt with as though they were less than children. The 
trouble is they should be dealt with not as children, but they should 
be dealt with as full-grown, cunning, smart, active, enterprising, hu- 
man beings, ready to avenge any wrong which they suppose they have 
suffered, but always ready to render justice where justice can be rightly 
demanded. 

Now, this bill, as I have said, provides a remedy in favor of the In- 
dian against the white man. That is a remedy that has been too long 
delayed. For years and years, as the records of this Congress exhibit 
and as the records of the Interior Department exhibit, these claimants 
have been denied this merest justice. It is time that some provision 
was made by which their rights should be protected, their claims in 
some way disposed of, and at the same time some rights be granted to 
those against whom these claims are made. 

So that if they have claims against the Government, for like reasons 
against white men, or against another tribe under the control and 
charge of the Government, they should have the courts open to them 
as well as to the white men. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] to the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. VEST. What is that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is tostrike out the second division 
of the first section of the committee’s amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. In section 4, line 7, after the words ‘‘eighteen hun- 
dred and '’ I move to strike out ‘‘ sixty-seven ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-nine;’’ 
so as to read 

That no claim accruing prior to January 1, 1859,shall be considered by the 
court unleas the claim has been allowed or pending, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota to the amendment of the committee. 
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Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the limitation fixed in the bill, the 
year 1867, deprives the claimants of all show of relief, except within 
& Very narrow compass, and leaves out of consideration altogether the 
victims of the most atrocious Indian massacre known in our history, 
which occurred in the year 1862. I refer to the Sioux uprising in 
Minnesota, which laid waste the frontier of that State for 170 miles in 
length and 30 miles in depth, resulting also in the loss of a thousand lives 
and the destruction of hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of prop- 
erty. By the sequestration of annuities payable to that tribe a small 
portion of the money damage for losses was repaid; but for the burned 
homes, desolated farms, and the vast amount of personal property that 
was swept away in the destruction, that people have received no recom- 
pense whatever. 

There seems to be no reason given, which anybody can grasp as a 
satisfactory one, why the limit is fixed at 1867 in the bill. The reason 
I have for fixing the limitation at the year 1859 is because it was in 
that year that the law of 1834 was repealed and the policy ceased hav- 
ing in view the reparation of wrongs of this character which had been 
theretofore the constant policy of this Government from the beginning. 
Why that line of policy which was so long persisted in should be taken 
up again at 1867, leaving a gap of eight years, wherein no redress is to 
be obtained, no one has as yet explained. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May Iask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not the fact that all theclaims to which the 
Senator refers, growing out of the great massacre and raid of the Sioux 
Indians in Minnesota in 1862, have been presented long ago to Con- 
gress and to the Department? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is not the fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course if they had been so presented they 
would be included in the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis not the fact, because a particular and peculiar 
method of reparation was adopted in these cases. The annuities were 
sequestrated, and applied as far as they would go to the satisfaction of 
a certain class; but I am daily in receiptof correspondence from many 
people in my State, asking for relief under the provisions of this bill; 
for having seen in the press something of its provisions they very nat- 
urally have understood that it would cover their cases. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
whether it is nota fact that those claims were presented to the Depart- 
ments of the Government in order that the claimants might obtain 
their pro rata share out of the annuities due those Indians. 

Mr. DAVIS. Not all of them by any means. These people were 
driven out of the country and had no time to return. The annuities 
were absorbed by immediate and instant application under well organ- 
ized claim agents, but a great many people received no redress what- 
ever. 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend from Minnesota will allow me, I will 
suggest to him that if all the claims have been presented the amend- 
ment can do no harm, so far as the Minnesota massacre is concérned. 
If they have hot been presented, upon no principle whatever can it be 
maintained that any depredation should be paid for and those not be 
paid for. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam obliged to the Senator from Wisconsin for the 
suggestion. It is very apropos. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can not concur, as a member of the committee 
oras a Senator, in the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis}. This matter was considered very carefully 
and deliberately in the Committee on Indian Depredations; and after 
a good deal of reluctance a number of us, who were opposed to going 
back even to 1865 or 1867, as a matter of compromise agreed to fix the 
date at 1867. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
him a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Idesire to ask the Senator from West Virginia whether 
the events in Minnesota which gave rise to those claims were before 
the minds of the members of the committee when they acted upon that 
compromise ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Perhaps those identical claims were not, but a 
number of others were, similarly situated to those of the citizens of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. President, if you propose to throw down the barrier and go back 
to 1859, you go back to a period covered by the civil war four years, 
when the whole Indian country was in a state of unrest and disturb- 
ance, and in which numerous offenses were perpetrated because the 
Government was not in a condition to properly protect the settlers on 
the frontier.» You go back further and take in a class of Indian depre- 
dations that were committed in the State of Texas, which was then at 
war with the United States. I am satisfied that Congress would not 
now feel that there was any justification for taking into consideration 
those damages caused by Indians under the peculiar circumstances that 
surrounded the le of the State of Texas during the late civil war. 

Mr. SPOON Will the Senator allow me to ask him if this com- 
promise, then, is not based rather upon the amount which would bein- 
volved than upen any matter of principle or merit? 


Will my friend from West Virginia allow me to ask 
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Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir. One question of principle only have 
I stated. Theother is that the further you go back the more facility 
you furnish to fraudulent claims being brought up against the Govern- 
ment, with an absolute impossibility upon the part of the Government 
now to go into an investigation of those claims occurring during the 
civil war which may be presented for the first time after the passage of 
this bill. 

We have gone to this extent in the bill: We have enlarged the 
rights under the Jaw in reference to Western claims caused by Indian 
depredations by saying that although the obligation of the Govern- 
ment to meet any responsibility by reason of these depredations ceased 
in 1859, we will allow any claim to come in for depredation that has 
oceurred and which has been presented either to Congress or to any 
Department or to any agent, because we propose to insert here a pro- 
vision in regard to agents for the reason that. under the law there was 
a privilege at that time to have these claims brought before the agent 
on the reservation. I think all the members of the committee have 
agreed that they will accept an amendment that will be proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] to cover that provision of 
the old law. We have said that if you have presented any claim 
accompanied by a single affidavit as to its correctmess, accruing dur- 
ing all that period, it shall be a subject-matter for the investigation 
of the courts under the provisions of the bill. 

But we say that if there has been no claim made out and presented 
in these twenty-four years te any agent of this Government, to any 
Department of this Government, the subject-matter of the claim oc- 
curring prior to 1865, by your own laches you have taken the respon- 
sibility upon your own hands and should not nowask the Government 
of the United States to come in and investigate so stale a claimas that. 

I think, Mr. President, that we have been exceedingly liberal in the 
committee in this matter, and that if you go any farther back than 
that you simply say that any claim that any man chooses to get up 
and bring one or two witnesses to prove is a claim that necessarily is 
bound to pass. Iam frank to say that I could not vote for a bill 
that would go back to that extent and open the doors for the prefer- 
ment of claims against the Government which I know the Govern- 
ment would have no means whatever to investigate. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, with frankness equal to that of the 
Senator from West Virginia, I am frank to say that I will not vote for 
any bill by which the people of my State are excluded by a process of 
reasoning so arbitrary as that which we have just heard. The idea of 
the Government setting up a bar of laches in a case of this character 
concerning a policy of this Government which existed from its begin- 
ning until 1859—the idea of recognizing that policy in the year 1867 
and saying that as to all those who suffered between 1559 and 1867 
the bar of laches shall apply, and that as to all of those who suffered 
after the year 1867 they are to be heard, whether they have filed their 
claims or not, will not bear the common tests of fairness. 

Mr. President, the reason which the Senator from West Virginia 
gives, so far as my own State is concerned, why during the time of 
war, whichexisted from 1860 to 1865, claims then arising should not 
be considered, is the most powerful argument in support of the amend- 
ment which I have offered. In 1862 the people of Minnesota were 
poor, they were scattered, they occupied a wide frontier, they stood on 
the very outpost of civilization. When the rebellion broke outa great 
proportion of the fighting men of that State, as of the other Northern 
States, went to the front, and especially did they go from the endan- 
gered frontier of our State. In the month of August, 1562, like a vis- 
itation outof a clear sky, without warning, coming from the bosom of 
profound peace, a stroke fell upon that population which, so far as In- 
dian atrocities are concerned, has not. been equaled during the present 
century. 

The men were away; they were in the South. The old men and 
women and children were there alone to resist the outburst. Children 
were slaughtered, old men were slaughtered, women were swept into 
a captivity worse than death; and now we are told by the Senator from 
West Virginia that because this took place during the timeof civil war, 
when for the protection of the Government those who should have pro- 
tected these families and their property were far away in the South 
doing battle for their country, they are not to be heard. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not yield for a moment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to correct the Senator as to a statement 
of fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota de- 


people of any Southern State while engaged in that war were harassed, 
slaughtered, and spoliated by Indian tribes upon their border as the 
people of my State were, then I am perfectly willing that they shall 
have the same compensation that I claim for the people of Minnesota. 
But I deny the accuracy of the statement that during the war of the 
rebellion any such transactions took place in the South, and I chal- 
lenge any Senator from the Southern States to name an instance where 
an outbreak of that character occurred. There was one in Texas in 
the latter part of the year 1865; but that is the only one that I have 
been advised of. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I have refrained from saying any- 
thing during the discussion of this bill from the simple fact that I am 
very desirous of having the bill come to a vote in order that we may 
have some legislation on this subject. 

[ regret to say that I can not vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota, although the effect of that amendment would be to 
letin, [have no doubt, a large amount of claims of citizens of my State 
which will be barred by the passage of the bill without the amend 
ment. 

The reason why I do not see my way clear to vote for the amendment 
is that I believe the effect of it will be to kill this bill and to prevent 
any legislation on the subject. There have been indications enough 
in the last half hour in the Senate to satisfy me fully and completely 
that if this limitation is enlarged and the time is extended back to 1859 
the bill will not receive a suflicient number of votes in the Senate to 
pass it 

One of the greatest Indian wars that has ever taken place in this 
country took place in Oregon in 1854and 1855. In1854and 1855 that 
Territory was ravaged and desolated by an Indian war—not only the 
territory of the present State of Oregon, but the territory of the pres- 
ent State of Washington. When this bill came from the committee I 
felt very much like the Senator from Minnesota feels. 

I felt very much like insisting upon an amendment placing the limit 
back not merely at the point where his amendment seeks to place it, 
but back as far as 1847. But on reflection and considering the whole 
ease, and taking into consideration the fact that this Committee on 
Indian Depredations had labored patiently in reference to this matter 
for many months, had considered it in all its phases, and by compre 
mising conflicting views had come to a unanimous agreement, I came 
to the conclusion to stand by the committee, and I have stood by the 
committee in the main, and indeed wholly, except as to one or two 
unimportant amendments perhaps; and, as I say now, I believe if we 
depart from the committee so far as to adopt the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota this bill is dead. 

I believe that the Senator from Minnesota will find on investigation 
that the great proportion at least of the claims that grew out of the 
massacre in Minnesota in 1862 have been presented either to Congress 
or to some branch of the Government at some time or another, and i! 
that be so then they can be adjudicated under this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to interrupt 
him for one moment ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say that I am heartily in sympathy with 
all the Senator has stated. [I have shared in just the feeling he has 
expressed and that he entertains. I knew that there were a large class 
of pioneers in the State of Oregon and the State of Washington who 
would be greatly benefited by carrying the time back as is suggested 
in the pending amendment. I was very anxious to have that done, 
and yet I felt that in pressing for that I was imperiling the entire 
measure, and I felt that it was wise and necessary to get as much as 
we could and not in the attempt to get all that should be given im 
peril everything. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am fully satisfied that that was the motive 
which actuated the committee in the decision finally reached by it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Upon what theory, if this amendment is right and 
based upon the prineiple which runs through the bill, does the Senator 
from Oregon claim that the adoption of it by the Senate will imperil 
the bill ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. From the very fact that certain Senators have 
already stated on the floor of the Senate that if adopted they would 
not vote for the bill, and they members of the committee which brought 
the bill here. z 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Asa member of the committee, I desire to state 
that in the committee there was a difference on this question as to the 
limitation. Of my colleagues on the committee the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. ALLEN], I think the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Moopy], who is chairman of the committee, and myself, and 
perhaps one other, were in favor of an earlier limit. I insisted upon 
a limit not later than 1859, because my State was similarly circum- 
stanced to his State in the year to which the Senator from Minnesota 
has referred, and the main claims that originated in my State originated 
in those days. But I found that it was impossible to secure even a 


Mr, DAVIS. I will yield ina momeut. The Senator from West 
Virginia is not entirely ingenuous in his statement of what the purport 
ofthis billis. The bill does not make it sufficient that these people may 
have filed their claims somewhere. Under the bill as it now is not 
only must claims have been filed by these people, but they must be 

by some evidence. 

Mr. President, it is said that if we do not put this limitation at 1867 
there is danger that some Southern State which was engaged in en- 

to establish the Southern Confederacy is going to get some 
benefit. I do not care if that result does follow, for my part. If the 
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favorable majority report from the committee without yielding as to 
this limitation, and believing that the great mass of the claims in my 
State had already been presented, although I had an apprehension 
that there were some that had not been presented and there might be 
some hardship on that,line which might be remedied by amendments 
to the act or by a new measure of relief, I consented in a spirit of 
compromise to take the date as it was fixed, recognizing that there 
were serious obstacles in the way of making an earlier date and being 
anxious to get half a loaf rather than no bread for these people - who 
have suffered as no other people ever did on the face of the earth. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The majority of the committee of course, as in- 
dicated in the report and as indicated by the remarks just made by 
the Senator in charge of the bill, are against the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Now, coming back to the war in Oregon to which I alluded, 1854-55, 
and the claims arising out of which, if never yet presented to Congress 
or any of the Departments, would be excluded even under the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota, after reflection, after thinking the 
matter over carefully, I came to the conclusion it would not be wise 
to attempt to enlarge the limitation in the bill,especially as I also am 
satisfied that the great majority of the claims growing out of that war 
have been heretofore presented either to Congress or to some of the 
Departments, just as I think the claims-of the constitatents of the 
Senator from Minnesota have been presented, as I believe he will find 
upon examination, and that therefore they could be adjudicated under 
the bill as it stands. 

Then there is something to be said on the question of laches that 
may be said without impropriety. The proposed statute of limita- 
tions goes back nearly a quarter of a century, and it goes back for all 
time asto claims that have been heretofore presented either to Con- 
gress or to any of the Departments and in reference to which evidence 
has been offered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to state farther that this bill does not 
deprive anyone who has not even presented a claim during these 
twenty-five years from presenting such aclaim to Congress and having 
it considered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The real object and purpose of the bill was to 
try to get rid of the great mass of accumulated claims which have been 
filed or notice of which had been given by filing petitions and even a 
single affidavit, 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course this bill does not prevent, as no bill can 
prevent, a citizen of the United States from having introduced in Con- 
gress a bill for his relief; but does not the Senator from West Virginia 
think that in such cases the courts of the United States are better adapted 
to deal with them and adequately protect the interests of the Govern- 
ment, at the same time doing justice by a claimant, than the commit- 
tees of Congress ? 

Mr. FAULKNER, I doubt whether a court would be at all com- 
petent to protect the interests of the Government—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Then would a committee of Congress? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In investigating claims as a general rule accru- 
ing over twenty-five years ago, of which the Government up to this 
time had had no notice whatever. 

Mr. SPOONER. What better facilities would a committee of Con- 
gress have for investigating the facts? 

Mr. FAULKNER. There might be an exceptional case when Con- 
gress could give the relief if the claimant clearly convinced a commit- 
tee of Congress that the claim was a bona fide, just, and honest claim 
against the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not the same evidence which would clearly 
convince an honest and painstaking committee convince a court under 
the provisions of such a law as this? 3 

Mr. FAULKNER. The trouble is that the court, being governed 
by the rules fixed by this bill, would have to take the evidence ex parte 
in all cases to prove whether a case was fraudulent or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not the committee then have to take the 
evidence ex parte ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not at all. It is a matter absolutely in the 
discretion of the committee of Congress to report a bill favorably or 
not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, in view of the fact that this bill as reported 
and as it now stands permits every person in the United States who has 
a claim on account of Indian depredations, no matter when it accrued, 
and who has presented that claim to any of the Departments or to Con- 
gress and has offered any evidence, though it be but a single affidavit, 


Will the Senator from Oregon permit me a 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
Of course. 
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in support of it, to come in, and in view of the fact that the bill as it 
stands takes cognizance ofall claims accruing since July 1, 1867, whether 
ever presented for payment heretofore or not, and in view of the fur- 
ther fact that to enlarge the limitation here will seriously endanger 
and, as I believe, absolutely prevent the passage of this bill, and in 
view of the still further fact, that is apparent to all, that the case of 
the State of Minnesota is not an isolated one, that there are various 
other States that stand in the same category—Oregon, Washington, 
Colorado, the Dakotas, and California; there is not aState I have men- 
tioned, and I might mention others, but might be classed in the same 
category in a greater or less extent with the State of Minnesota—I think 
it the part of wisdom, if we hope to obtain any legislation at all on 
this important subject, to stand by the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. In one moment. Now, I say, in view of these 
facts, I think that the friends ot this bill, the friends of an Indian dep- 
redation bill, the Senators who desire to get legislation on this subject, 
should stand by the committee from this hour and pass this bill I 
appeal to every friend of this kind of legislation to stand by the com- 
mittee and pass the bill, notwithstanding I dislike exceedingly to vote 
against my friend from Minnesota; but in voting against him I am 
voting against myself for some of my own constituents, I think, to the 
same extent. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the Senator mean to be understood as being 
opposed to the proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] to strike out ‘‘ 1867” and insert ‘*1865’’? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The proposition of the Senator from Minnesota ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No; the Senator from New Hampshire proposes to 
let the limitation extend to 1865. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not discussing that particularly, but I was 
discussing the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota, which pro- 
poses to place the limitation back to 1859. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not quite like myself the tine 
of argument which is adopted in opposition to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Minnesota, as if the friends of some Indian depre- 
dation bill were to be bunched or classified in the Senate and an argu- 
ment addressed to them not applicable to other members of this body. 
I shall not vote for this bill, Mr. President, underany circumstances, 
for one, if the amendment offered by the Senatorfrom Minnesota is not 
adopted; and the consideration several times suggested by the Senator 
from Oregon as a reason why the amendment should not be adopted, 
that it would thereby endanger the passage of the bill, is hardly one 
which oughtto have much weight with the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It ought to have as much weight, I think, as the 
declaration of the Senator from Wisconsin that he will not vote for the 
bill if a certain amendment he advocates is not adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say I can not vote for the bill, not because this 
amendment represents an interest which I represent on this floor, for it 
does not—it represents an interest local to another State—but I can not 
support it because it seems to me not only a violation of the principle 
upon which the bill is based, but an arbitrary and absolutely indefen- 
sible violation ofit. We ought to make this bill cover every case to 
which the principle of the bill would apply and which is susceptible 
of being established by proof in the courts of the United States. If 
there isa claim for Indian depredation which can be established by 
proof—and neither the Senator from West Virginia nor the Senator from 
Oregon has any warrant for saying that these Minnesota claims can not 
be established by competent evidence in a court—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not said that they can not. 

Mr.SPOONER. Theclaimantought to have an opportunity to come 
into court under the provisions of this bill to establish that. Why not? 
Why limit it to 1867? Was not the obligation of the Government, if 
there be such an obligation, to protect its citizens against violence by 
Indians as sacred, as much to be relied upon, by citizensin 1862 as in 
1867? 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I interrupt the Senator for one moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is nothing more, I submit to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, than a statute of limitations, and the very same ar- 
gument that the Senator is making against this proposition is the same 
kind of an argument that might be made against every statute of lim- 
itations wherein it is insisted that the time fixed by the statute should 
be longer or shorter, as the case might be. Every statute of limita- 
tions is an arbitrary enactment. It is founded upon no particular 
principle except the one that if by the lapse of a certain time, be 
it more or less, the ies do not come into the tribunal provided 
for them they sliall not, in the interest of peace, and for the protec- 
tion of rights which may be ee. by loss of evidence through 
great lapse of time, be i to come in at all. 

Now, that is all there is of this. It is simply a statute of limita- 
tions, and it gives over twenty-four years, nearly a quarter of a cen- 
tury, a very long time, longer than is given by any statute in refer- 
ence to the recovery of real’ estate. 

In nearly every State in the Union to-day we have statutes that give 
title by virtue cf the statute of limitations to real property at the end 
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of ten years’ continued, open, adverse, peaceable possession alone, with- | me, that something of Indian funds, annuities, ete. 
out any muniment of title whatever or any other right except the fact | to help liquidate these claims. 
of possession such as I have described. Now, it is on that principle Mr. SPOONER. 
that this amendment of the committee is sought to be adopted, and 
that is the same principle upon which every statute of limitations is 
enacted. 


, were turned over 


If they have been paid they can not be paid again. 
| Mr.MITCHELL. Considerably over $1,000,000 was paid, I believe. 
Mr. SPOONER, Payment is a good defense to any suit for damages. 

Ita man makes a claim under the provisions of this proposed law and 
Mr. SPOONER. I ought to be much obliged, and I am, to my friend | it can be shown that he has already received from 

from Oregon for informing me that this is a statute of limitations, al- | fund from the Government of the United States in any way moneys 

though I beg leave to state to him that I knew that. | which meet that claim, that is the end of it, it is a complete defense; 
Mr. MITCHELL. From his argument I inferred that the Senator | but if there be a man living in Minnesota, as there 

did not know that it was a statute of limitations, but really thoughtit | them wounded soldiers, men unable to work, who can provean honest 

was something else. claim in the courts of the United States, if there be honesty in any of 
Mr.SPOONER. Iam giving what seems to me a good reason against | these claims, and derive benefit from the provisions of this bill, why 

the injustice of this proposed statute of limitations. Isaythatthereis | should Congress exclude him because, forsooth, the injury occurred 

no apparent reason why claims originating im 1862 in the State of | five years before 1867? 

Minnesota should be excluded by this statute of limitations any more| Mr. MITCHELL. 

than claims originating in 1867. It is only a difference of five years. | wish to submit to the Senator from Wisconsin if that very argument 

I happen to know some of the men, still living, hale and hearty and | is not an argument against any statute of limitations by the bill? 

strong themselves, whose families were destroyed in that massacre and Mr. SPOONER. Suppose it is? 

who were despoiled of their property by that incursion upon the part Mr. MITCHELL. ‘Then why not remove the bar entirely? 

of the Indians. Mr. SPOONER. The question is not whether it is an argument 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whetlier | against any statute of limitation. If itis a good argument against any 

he understands that that incursion of those Indians was the incursion | statute of limitation, then there should not be any 

of a band in amity with the United States? Mr. FAULKNER. Will my friend from Wisconsin permit me to 
Mr. DAVIS. The entire Sioux Nation was living in the most pro- | ask him a question? 

found peace with this Government. The PRESIDENT pro tempor Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. CHANDLER. Did the claims that arose, if any did arise, from vield to the Senator from West Virginia ? 

this incursion come within the provisions of any of the half dozen pre- | ° 


the Indian annuity 


are many, some of 


May I ask the Senator another question? | 





n Mr. SPOONER. Always. 

vious statutes of the United States? Mr. FAULKNER. What is the longest limitation now provided 
Mr. DAVIS. I can not answer that. under a statute of the United States Government for a claim against 
Mr. CHANDLER. If they did, why have they not been presented | the Government? Is not six years the longest limitation ? 

to some of the Departments ? 


Mr. SPOONER. Suppose it is? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Yet we have extended this nineteen years longer 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there has not been any very great 
encouragement to settlers who have suffered by depredations from In- 


: in these particular claims than any other claimant against the Govern- 
dians for presenting their claims. ment can go into any court of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to interrupt, but allow me to say Mr. SPOONER. The Committee on Claims reported a bill yester- 
that the whole ground of the action of this committee is the four ex- : 


day morning covering about a million dollars of claims that area hun- 
press statutes of the United States that recognize certain classes of | dred years old. 
claims, to wit, the classes of claims arising in behalf of white settlers| Mr. FAULKNER. That is exactly the condition and character of 
against Indians in amity with the United States, and if Minnesota | legislation that will result as to the claims the Senator alludes to, pro 
has any considerable number of thisclass of claims that are entitled to | vided you pass the bill in its present shape. They can come to Con- 
recognition under the statute, it is incredible that they should not | gress like these claimants had to come to Congress and get their relief, 
have been presented to the Interior Department or to Congress before Mr. SPOONER. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
this time. | Minnesota only extends the time five years. 

Mr. SPOONER. If they have been presented, and would therefore Mr. FAULKNER. It makes it thirty years. 
be covered by the provisions of this bill without the amendment ofthe | Mr. SPOONER. It onlyextends for five years the limitation which 
Senator from Minnesota, the adoption of the amendment will not do | this committee in its wisdom and in order not to imperil this bill, in 
any harm. They can not be adjudicated by the court in favor of the | order to obtain an Indian depredation bill, has seen {it to preseribe. 
claimants except upon testimony which satisfies the court that the Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 
claim is ajust one, and thecourt may very well be trusted to hear and to Mr. SPOONER. Certainly 
determine that question. The Government will be represented by its Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
law officers, there will be the ordinary processes for ascertaining the truth | that in 1872 the Interior Department was authorized and required by 
in courts of justice by cross examination, and the whole will be within | law to receive evidence relating to Indian depredation claims and to 
the grasp of the Government, Innumerable agents may be sent up | make rules and regulations for the proper investigation of the same, 
into that portion of Minnesota to investigate the facts, to ascertain | and that act has been repeated from year to year until the very last 
whetber the entire claim is a tramped-up case. year. It is in the present Indian appropriation bill; it is now in force. 

The Government can protect its interest, the suit being once brought, | ‘That work has been going forward since 1872. It has been a notice 
and I can conceive of no reason why the citizens of Minnesota, who lost, | through all these years to these claimants that their claims may be in- 
some of them, all family and property, may not, if they can establish | vestigated by the Interior Department, with the hope and expectation 
such a claim, have the right to come into a court of the United States | that the original doctrine that there should be payment by the execu- 
aud make their proofs. tive branch of the Government would be adhered to. 

The claims fall entirely within the principles of this bill. I agree with the Senator from Minnesota as to the desirability for 
the first subdivision of section 1: his State and my own State and some others, that this date should be 
fixed at 1859, and I advocated it in committee, and reserved the right 
to vote on the floor for such anamendment if it should be offered, or to 
offer it myself, and it is very likely that I shall vote for the amend- 
ment. But, nevertheless, I think that the Senator from Wisconsinand 
the Senator from Minnesota have magnified the importance of this 
change of the limitation. I do not believe that the number of claims 
left out under the invitation of the Government to present them, com- 
mencing in 1872, is large enough to warrant those Senators in giving 
notice to the Senate that they will help to defeat this bill by their vote 
if the limitation is not changed. 

I believe, sir, that under the rule of legislation that obtains in passing 
special pension acts for the relief of ex-soldiers, where the technicalities 
of the law are brushed away, in order that the right of the soldier may 
be protected, there will be no difficulty whatever hereafter if any of 
these claims shall turn up, and there will be very few of them, and 
there will be remedies found on the part of Congress to make special 
appropriations, just as there is a remedy always in respect of pension 
claims. Of course, I do not mean by that expression to say that these 
are parallel claims, because they are not pension claims. They are the 
most just claims that have ever been presented to this body for consid- 
eration. 

Mr.SPOONER. These claims? 










This is 


All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or destroyed by 
Indians belonging to any band, tribe, or nation in amity with the United States, 


without just cause or provocation on the part of the owner or agent in charge, 
and not returned or paid for. 


Now, there can not be stated a stronger case for the justice of the 
Government in the application of the provisions of this bill than that 
which has been stated by the Senator from Minnesota. The war for 
the preservation of the Union was on at that time. Minnesota had 
already six regiments of troops at the front battling day by day for the 
preservation of this Government. Their families were left at home 
defenseless, and there came suddenly this attack, followed by a ter- 
rible massacre. One regiment of Wisconsin troops, incamp at Madison, 
Wis., was sent to the scene of hostility to drive off those Indians. As 
the Senator has stated, a great many lives were lost and a vast deal of 
property destroyed. Some men went back wounded on the field of bat- 
tle to find their homes destroyed and their families dead and gone. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senatora question? Isit not the 
fact that over $1,000,000 was appropriated by Congress in part settle- 
ment of those claims ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Minnesota says the annuities 
were taken; no money was appropriated. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is undoubtedly true, if the Senator will allow 
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Mr. PADDOCK. These claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, but those which have been presented, if you 
please, since 1867 are no more just, no more sacred, no more entitled 
to the recognition of this Government than those which arose in 1866, 
in 1865, or in 1862. 

. PADDOCK, That, Mr. President, I indorse with all my heart, 
bens vuse the people who honor me by sending me here are altogether 
intere rested in that class of cases which occurred a year before the date 
the Senator names; but I believe they will be entirely secure under 
this measure; that with the disposition on the part of Congress to have 
all just claims adjusted under general law Congress will provide for 
those by special enactments, if necessary; and, ‘* better half a loaf than 
no bread.” 

Mr. SPOONER. But if these are just claims, if they fall within 
the principle upon which this bill has been drawn, if they are sus- 
ceptible of proof in the courts of the United States, then I insist there 
is no ground upon which they should be excluded from the benefits ot 
this bill, and turned to the uncertain re medy of an appeal to Congress. 
I know something, I think, about the trials and tribulations which 
come to those who are obliged to seek redress from Congress. There 
are men and there are women hanging about this Capitol to-day who 
have been following just claims from House to House and Congress to | 
Congress hopeless, until they have grown old and poor, and yet they 
are denied, 

Me. MOODY 
rupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 
yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. I never decline to be interrupted by anybody. 

Mr. MOODY. I should like to ask the Senator if he has had his 
att ntion called to the act of February 16, 1863, with reference to the 
claims which have been spoken of by the Senator from Minnesota? 
T hat law provided for an abrogation of all laws and treaties heretofore 
made with the Sisseton, W ahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wahpakoota 
bands of Sioux Indians or any of them, and it provided for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to examine these very claims. Those were 
the bands of Sioux Indians who committed the massacre, I under- 
stand. It was the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux. I repeat, 

hat law expressly provid led for the appointment of a commission to 
examine all those claims, and the sum of $200,000 was appropriated 
to pay in part the claims. 

Mr. DAVIS. What are the names of those tribes? 

Mr. MOODY. Sisseton and Wahpeton. 

Mr. DAVIS. Those are different tribes of hostile Indians in Minne- 
BOLA. 


Mr. MOODY. 


pe 


Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to inter- 


Does the Senator from Wisconsin 


ore. 


What bands were they ? 

Mr. DAVIS. They were unjustly treated, it appears, in every page 
ofthereport. There were friends of the whites there who were involved 
in that massacre, and they were unjustly treated by both Indians and 
whites. 

Mr. MOODY. 

Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. MOODY. 

Mr. DAVIS. 


What bands of Sioux committed the massacre? 
The Upper and Lower Agency Sioux, and those —— 
They belonged to these same bands? 

I will give the Senator the information. 
several nations. Those bands were friendly Indians. 

Mr. MOODY. Then some serious error must have crept into the 
legislation of that year. In 12 Statutes at Large I find the act with 
this recital 


There were 


net for the relief of persons for damages sustained by reason of depreda- 
tions and injuries by certain bands of Sioux Indians. 

Whereas the United States heretofore became bound by treaty stipulations to 
the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wahpakoota bands of the Dakota 
or Sioux Indians to pay large sums of money and annuities, the greater por- 
tion of which remains unpaid according to the terms of said treaty stipula- 
tions: and 

Whereas during the past year the aforesaid bands of Indians made an un- 
provoked, aggressive, and most savage war upon the United States, and massa- 
cred a large number of men, women,and children within the State of Minne- 
sota, and destroyed and damaged a large amount of property—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Is that in regard to those same payments? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, That was afterwards repealed, and those Indians were 
reinstated 

Mr. MOODY. The act continues— 
and thereby have forfeited all just claim to the said moneysand annuities to 
the United States 

Repealed? Two hundred thousand dollars of the annuities were 
taken from those Indians and paid to these persons. Now, what I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senator from Wisc8nsin to is this: Here 
is the appointment of three commissioners to investigate these claims, 
and then the act provides— 

That the Secretary = the Interior, immediately after the passage of this ac 
shall cause the same to be published in four of the newspapers of the State o 
Minnesota which, in his opiaton, will give the most publicity to the same among 
the people who have suffered by said depredations, and give notice of the first 
meeting of said commissioners, the expenses to be paid out of the sum appro- 
priated in the next preceding section. 

Is it possible that with all this publicity, with the passage of this 
act and the appropriation of this money, the claims were not presented 


An 
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in some shape? If they were presented, then they come under the 
provisions of this bill and are not included in this limitation. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the facts 
in regard to which the Senator from South Dakota is so misinformed 
are as follows: The two bands of Indians which he refers to were 
friendly Indians, bat in that four or five days of devastation and horror 
their friendly attitude in regard to the whites was not generally known. 
After the massacre had terminated and in the then excited state of 
public opinion the entire Sioux Nation, then composed of seven or eight 
bands, were included in the universal ‘denunciation and confiscation of 
annuities. 

Thestatute which the Senator reads isapplicable to these two friendly 
tribes, and the commission was established and treated their annuities 
as if they had been guilty. That went on until the injustice to thése 
people was discovered, and they were restored to the annuities of which 
they had been deprived, and the Sissetons are now living in peace and 
have been ever since in the Senator's own State, and many of the rem- 

nants of the other bands are living in Minnesota. 

So highly are they regarded by our people and so well known is their 
merciful interposition, that not one of them can knock ata door and be 
refused welcome and shelter and food. It has nothing to do with that 
vast and unregulated tribe of Sioux Indians which arose, with that ex- 
ception, and massacred and devastated the people whom I have the 
honor in part to represent. 

Mr. President, the annuities of the hostile bands were taken and ap- 
plied as far as they would go, but it was not enough for the payment 
of these claims. It was done systematically in a few months, and all 
of the annuities were wiped out forthat purpose. But while ‘this was 
all going on, there were hundreds of Minnesota soldiers in the South, 
whose farms had been devastated, whose homes had been burned, and 
who were not on hand to file their claims with the gentlemen who 
were prosecuting claims herein Washington. That is the kind of cases 
I am speaking for here to-day, and which I wish to have a fair oppor- 
tunity of having embodied in the bill which we shall pass upon this 
subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. Only a word further, Mr. President. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Pappock], ‘and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], 
all assume, as to the class of claims which would be embraced by the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota {[Mr. Davis], 
that as there has been in existence a law during many years under 
which such claims could be presented to the Department, and as this 
bill, if it becomes a law, embraces all which have been presented, the 
Senate ought to assume that all the claims which exist and which 
ought to be allowed or considered have been presented. That is not 
consistent with the provisions of the bill. 

The committee has provided that as to claims arising since 1867, 
even if they have not been presented under the general existing laws 
to the Department, they may be sued upon. Then, what becomes of 
your doctrine of laches growing out of the .act that claimants have failed 
to avail themselves of a general provision of law authorizing them to 
present their claims to the Department? I find here, in section 4— 

That all questions of limitations as to time and manner of presenting claims 
are hereby waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the jurisdiction of the 


court because not heretofore presented to the Secretary of the Interior or other 
officer or Department of the Government. 


I believe the bill allows three years after it goes into effect for claims 
to be filed which have accrued since 1867, but have never been pre- 
sented to the Department. 

Under the provisions of this bill claims which originated in 1867, the 
owners of which have had all the years since then to present them to 
the Department and have failed to do so, never having brought them 
to the attention of the Government at all, have three years within which 
to present them. They are not asked to excuse any laches; the doc- 
trine of laches is not invoked by the committee against them, and yet 
we are told that as to those claims originating in Minnesota in 1862 
they should not be considered by the court and should not be embraced 
in the provisions of this bill because the claimants have been guilty ot 
laches in not having presented their claims under the existing law to 
the Interior Department. 

There is no consistency in the contention. It seems to me if the bill 
is based upon a sound principle, if there is a man living in the United 
States as to whom the Government of the United States has failed to 
do its duty, around whem and around whose home the Government 
has not thrown the protection due to the citizen whom this bill as- 
sumes has been despoiled by the violent act of the Indians—if his claim 
is in such form that he can offer in acourt of the United States compe- 
tent evidence to establish it, he ought to be permitted to do so. 

Mr. MITOHELL. That argument simply means that the Senator 
is not in favor of any statute of limitations at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the argument, that every man who has a 
claim and can establish it can come into court and establish it, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If eo aplie. of huatienci aaliewreed by @ measure 
which pays these claims for Indian depredations, and it would be bet- 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2915 





ter, in the Senator’s opinion, to go back of 1859, and this bill does not, 
and if the sense of the Senate shall be that we shall go back only as 
far as 1867, I wish the Senator, who has stated ». very eloquently why 
the Government should pay these claims, would tell us why he will 
not vote for a bill which goes back even so far as 1867. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think for the simple reason that it arbitrarily, 
and, to my mind, without any justice whatever, excludes a class of 
cases which ought to be included. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is it not justice to pay from 1867 until now ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think while we are framing this bill we ought 
to make it right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to ask the Senator, before he finishes 
his interesting argument, whether or not we are to understand him as 
being against any statute of limitations whatever in connection with 
claims against the Government? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not say that, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then [ask the Senator another question. Iask 
whether, if he is in favor of any statute of limitations for claims of 
any kind, he does not think that twenty-five years is very liberal? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I asked the question of the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. DAVIS. Willi the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I should like to have the Senator from Minne- 
sota answer also. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is no statute of limitations now atall. If you 
are going to put a statute of limitations in now, you should allow some 
reasonable time for the operation of your law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator from Minnesota whether, if 
we do adopt astatute of limitations—and he certainly will not consent, 
for he is against it—he does not think that twenty-five years is a good 
limit ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not think twenty-five years is a good limit in a 
statute of limitations in a case of this kind, where the fighting popu- 
lation of my State was absent in the South and their homes were left 
to be ravaged by the Indians. It may be very nice and pleasant for 
the contemplation of a gentleman who was safe up in New Hampshire 
at the time, but in Minnesota we were in trouble; the fighting popula- 
tion of the State was in the South, and there was a massacre and dev- 
astation unprecedented in our history. Now, what is the sense, what 
is the reason, or what is the clemency and the fairness in cutting out 
the rights of a State of that character? 

A few moments ago we were very tender here in regard to the In- 
dian being entitled to be a witness, and that was all stricken out; but 
when we come to ask a change of five years by way of limitation the 
sacred right and bar of limitations is not to be overpassed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I crave the pardon of the Senator from Minne- 
sota for not having been so fortunate as to be a Union soldier in the 
late war. I regret it was not my fortune to participate so gallantly as 
he did in that struggle. I do not consider the argument as pertinent 
to the question now under discussion. 

Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that these claims which are now presented for the consideration 
of the Senate are brought to the attention of the committee of the Sen- 
ate for the first time in this debate. The committee took up this sub- 
ject of Indian depredation claims. They sought all the information 
that was to be obtained on the subject. 

The chairman of the committee called upon the Secretary of the In- 
terior fora list of allthe claims. The list was forwarded and has been 
before the committee, and, so far as I know, as one member of the com- 
mittee, we never heard from the beginning of the investigation down 
to this hour that the Senator from Minnesota or the Senator from Wis- 
consin wished to have included within the purview of this bill what 
are known as the Minnesota Indian war claims. If the Senators took 
any interest whatever in that subject they carefully kept that interest 
to themselves and did not make, as I understand it, any suggestion 
whatever to any member of the committee. 

Mr. President, whenever there is presented to the Senate, or to any 
committee of which I have the honor to be a member, the question of 
further reimbursement to the sufferers in the Indian wars which took 
place in Minnesota at the time specified by the Senator, I shall beglad 
to deal with the question presented in the most liberal spirit. It is 
enough for me to say now that those claims never have been presented 
to the committee and no suggestion whatever has been made in regard 
to them. 

I stated in the opening of this discussion that the theory upon which 
this bill was constructed was to deal with the claims which are now 

ted. We tound that there had been presented, either in Con- 
gress or to the Interior Department, claims which amounted in dam- 
ages to $19,000,000. 

We found that those claims had been adjudicated to the amount of 
about $1,600,000, and we found these claimants pressing upon the De- 
partment and pressing upon Congress every moment for help and for 
relief. The committee therefore constructed this bill upon the theory 
that we would give adjudication to claims already presented, and a 
large number of members of the committee were against going one inch 
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beyond the claims that had been already presented tothe Government, 
That was the theory, that was the idea, that was the motive of the 
committee; that we would take these claims already on the files of 
the Government and provide a method of adjudication and a prompt 
method of payment. I, for one, was in favor of confining the jurisdic- 
tion of the tribunal which was created to the trial of claims already 
presented. I was against going one inch beyond that, and so were 
other members of the committee; but after the bill had been agreed 
upon for the consideration of this great mass of claims which were then 
pending, the committee was pressed to allow claims which had not been 
presented to be adjudicated, and with reluctance and with great doubt 
about the expediency of doing it the committee consented to report 
a bill which placed before the Court of Claims all claims of the char- 
acter described in the bill which had accrued since 1867 

For one, Mr. President, in a spirit of the utmost liberality, Iam will- 
ing now to extend the time back from January 1, 1867, to July 1, 
1865. Here we have not only a bill which takes within the cognizance 
of the court every single claim that under all these statutes has been 
presented, either in Congress or to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
provides for trying and paying that claim, but we have a bill which 
takes in all new claims, going back to the close of the war in 1865, 
twenty-five years. For twenty-five years we have opened the door, 
and when this bill stands upon its passage, in come the Senator from 
Minnesota and the Senator from Wisconsin and demand that we shall 
adopt the statute of limitations of thirty years, when I undertake to 
say that if this case was submitted over again to the committee which 
passed upon this bill, a majority of that committee would be found in 
favor of going back to the original idea of providing a tribunal to in- 
vestigate the claims which have already been presented, and of leav- 
ing all claims not hitherto presented to the Secretary of the Interior 
or to Congress for future determination by Congress, 

I say I believe that would be thetrue rule, and I say in all sincerity 
that I believe we have made a mistake in undertaking to pass this bill 
as a bill for the adjudication of any claim, except the claims amount- 
ing to $19,000,000, which have already been presented, and which we 
know something about. 

Nevertheless, Mr. President, we are now called upon to open the 
door toa large mass of claims, meritorious it may be, claims which 
would commend themselves to the equity and the conscience of the 
Senate if they were investigated; we are called upon to open the door 
to this large class of claims, and when we ask what is their number, 
who are the claimants, and how much is the amount of the claims, the 
Senator from Minnesota is wholly unable to give us any particle of in- 
formationabout them. We ask him to tell us how many of the claims, 
about which he is now so solicitous, are embraced within the lists 
which have been furnished us by the Secretary of the Interior. He is 
unable to tell us. We ask him how many of these claims have been 
presented, and he has no information whatever to give us upon the 
subject; but still he comes in here and argues, and the Senator from 
Wisconsin argues, that because we have mistakenly, I think, agreed to 
open this bill to new claims for the last twenty-five years, therefore 
we must go back thirty years in order that this unknown mass of claims 
may be brought in here and may have the same privileges under this 
bill which are given by the bill to the claims which have been already 
presented, many of which have been adjudicated, and which have been 
pressed upon the attention of Congress during the whole of the present 
session. 

I say, Mr. President, that I think the Senator from Minnesota is 
unreasonable. I think the Senator from Minnesota, when he finds here 
a bill which provides a tribunal to adjudicate this large mass of care- 
fully described claims, ought to be content to assist in the passage of 
that bill, and net undertake to enlarge the bill and give it such ex- 
traordinary scope that I can not believe, in that shape, it would re- 
ceive the sanction of Congress. 

It is very easy to overload this bill. It is very easy to put provi- 
sions upon the bill which will throw open the door to new claims, to 
unheard-of claims, and unpresented claims, so that it will be impos- 
sible to make the bill a law at the present session of Congress; but 
if Senators whose constituents have claims which are to be heard and 
tried under this bill will refrain from making these extraordinary de- 
mands, the bill in its present shape, in my judgment, will commend 
itself to the good sense and to the discretion of Congress. 

The bill has been carefully guarded by the committee. The bill in 
its present shape is reasonable and just. My judgment, my convictions, 
my whole heart go with the bill in its present shape; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if it be insisted upon that we must enlarge thisstatute of limita- 
tions from twenty-five years to thirty years, I say with far more rea- 
son the limitation of twenty-five years should be stricken out and the 
bill should be confined to what I think should have been the original 
scope of the bill, and I think now should be the only scope of the bill. 
It should be confined to the adjudication of claims which have already 
been filed, which we know all about, and to which, I believe, we are 
bound to give a speedy and a prompt adjudication. I therefore hope 
the Senators will not press upon the Senate an amendment which is 
not, in my judgment, just or wise in itself, and which can not but be 
utterly destructive of the measure which is before the Senate. 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me the positions taken 
by the Senators from West Virginia and from Oregon in this matterare 
not very reasonable and do notseem tomeentirely fair. IsupposeifCon- 
gress is to pass a bill of this character, looking to the payment of dam- 
ages for Indian depredations, it wants to do justice, and it wants to do 
fall justice. It seems to me this bill, if it is to be passed, should be 
formulated upon that basis, rather than on the basis that it must be so 
framed as to secure votes. It used to be said that the river and harbor 
bills were passed on the principle of making appropriations here and 
there sufficiently large to secure enough votes to pass them through. 
It would seem that this bill has been formulated on the same principle, 
and if it can not pass in this shape, Senators say that it can not pass 
at all. 

I do not believe that is a correct and just method of legislation. If 
claims going way back to 1862 in Minnesota are just and have never 
been paid, I can not conceive anything in the surroundings—anything 
in the situation—why they should not come in on the same basis as 
these claims that have grown up in the last few years. I know some- 
thing about these old claims of 1862. I lived in Minnesota at that 
time, when it was on the very frontier, when Minneapolis and St. 
Panl were almost frontier towns. I remember well when the Indians, 
friendly Indians as we supposed, swept down the entire frontier mas- 
sacreing a thousand men, women, and children, destroying every house 
and almost every particle of property within 75 miles of the Mississippi 
River. It is true that some of these claims were paid by the confisca- 
tion of the annuities of the Indians, but a large portion of them have 
never been paid and never will be paid, unless they come in under some 
such general legislation asthis. I believe that these Minnesota claims 
are much more equitable, much more just—— 

Mr. HOAR. What is the amount of those claims? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I can not tell, because there has never been any 
opportunity to determine. I believe those claims are much more just 
than very many of these modern claims. Of course I have not gone 
into acarefal investigation of this question; butif this bill becomesalaw, 
my judgment is that the bulk of the claims will be of recent growth, 
recent claims, largely going to semispeculators, the ranchmen, the men 
who have had great flocks and herds on the Government domain, for 
which they have paid nothing, who went out there with their eyes 
open, who knew that the Indians were there, and were supposed to 
take the chances. Those are the very people who are coming in now 
and substantially asking the Government of the United States to in- 
sure them against all Indian depredations. I think that the bulk of 
the money which is to be taken out of the Treasury is to go into the 
hands of men who own thousands and hundreds of thousands of cattle, 
who have gone onto the vast prairies of the West rather as speculators, 
doing business on a large scale, instead of going out there, settling and 
making homes, as did the men in Minnesota in 1862. 

So when we come to consider the justice of this business, I believe 
our Minnesota friends are on the right side and that they have a stronger 
equity to have these old claims recognized than bave some of these 
modern claimants to whom I have referred. 

Mr. DAWES. Except perhaps in this last war, within the last ten 
years have there been any raids of Indians destroying private property 
to any great extent? 

Mr. WASHBURN. To what places does the Senator refer? 

Mr. DAWES. Anywhere. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Personally I do not know very much about this 
thing, but I assume from the pressure which is brought to bear to pass 
this bill that these depredations have been going on all the time. 

Mr. DAWES. lI ask for information. Ido notask with any knowl- 
edge of the case. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Isuppose thatmust bethe case, I assume that. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not been aware of any raids within two years 
to amount to very much, but I may be mistaken. Inreference to con- 
fiscations of the property of the Indians growing out of the Sioux war, is 
there not a considerable sum of money now in the Treasury of the 
United States arising from that confiscation ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand it was covered back into the Treas- 
ury funds a good many years ago. 

Mr. DAWES. That does not answer myinquiry. The money may 
have been technically covered back, but how much was covered back 
so that it went into the common fund of the Treasury? 

Mr. WASHBURN. All the balance of the annuities. 

I want tosay one word in regard to the question of limitation. Isee 
no good reason why you should cut this thing off at 1867 any more than 
1865 or any more than 1859, unless it be on the theory that you can 
not pass a bill if you take in these claims. Really the most legitimate 
claims of all are those that grew up between 1859 and 1867. Now, 
why should these particular claims be cut off, so far as the question of 
limitation is concerned? I do not understand that the United States 
Government ever puts itself on that low basis. Within the last six 
years we have passed a law providing for the taking up the old French 
spoliation claims, which occurred almost a hundred years ago. The 
Government never has pleaded the statute of limitations on the French 
spoliation claims. 

This Government never got down to the basis of pleading thestatute 
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of limitations. Itmay do for a certain classof men to plead the statute 
of limitations, but I donot think much of a man who will do that. It 
will never do, however, for a great government to plead the statute of 
limitations against a just claim; and I do not believe the Government 
is prepared to do it at this time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask. the Senator if he knows of 
his own knowledge, or if he has had any information, as to the num- 
ber of the claims to which he refers which have already been filed in 
the Department of the Interior ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course I do not, because I have never gone 
into that detailed investigation. It was never necessary. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to state that one of the oldest citizens of 
Minnesota, who has taken great interest in the subject of the reim- 
bursement of settlers on the frontier for losses thus sustained, General 
Sanborn, of St. Paul, has had his eye on this legislation all the time. 
He has taken an intense interest in this thing, and since the act of 
1872, which I think was one of the acts inspired by him, he has stood 
for these claims, and he stood for them before that time, to my certain 
knowledge, for I met him here, and I have the belief that through his 
agency a very large proportion of the claims in Minnesota and in Ne- 
braska have been filed and will come within the limitation of the 
statute. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will pardon me, I have no doubt 
the claims General Sanborn refers to and to which the Senator refers 
are the Sisseton claims and not those old claims arising from the Sioux 
massacre in 1862. Idonot think, however, that that euts any figure 
whatever. If the claims have all been filed, well and good; if not, let 
the few remaining ones come in. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I believe that nineteen-twentieths of those claims 
are in. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not have any definite belief about it, be- 
cause I do not know, and I think I know just as much about it as the 
Senator from Nebraska does. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator does not know anything to the con- 
trary. Certainly a very large proportion of those claims has been filed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. As I said when I commenced, I do not agree 
with the Senators who have stated that if amendments which widen 
the ground and take in legitimate claims are adopted they will vote 
against the bill. I hardly think that is fair. Iam not prepared to 
say, as my colleague and the Senator from Wiscoasin have said, that 
if amendments I desire are not adopted I will vote against it. I am 
not prepared to say that, because in that case the bill would still be 
‘* between the devil and the deep sea,’’ and would not stand much 
chance. 

I do appeal to the Senate to act in this matter fairly and justly, and 
without any reference to the statute of limitations to take this bill in 
a broad way and treat old and new claims on the same platform. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from Minnesota will allow me, I 
wish to make one statement. The Senator from Minnesota has stated 
that he thought the position taken by the Senator from West Virginia 
and the Senatot from Oregon was rather unfair. I believe just as 
strongly as the Senator from Minnesota believes that all these claims, 
as a matter of simple, square justice, wherever they occurred or when- 
ever they occurred since the foundation of the Government, ought to 
be paid; but I believe religiously at the same time that if we enlarge 
this limitation so as to take in claims which have not been presented 
to Congress or the Department since 1867 there will be no possible 
chance whatever to pass this bill. Therefore I oppose this amendment 
for the simple and sole reason, I am frank to say, because I believe 
if it is adopted the bill will fail. 

I have but one word more to say and then I will suspend, because 
I desire to get toa vote. AsI said in my remarks awhile ago, there are 
perhaps quite a number of claimants in the State which I in part rep- 
resent, growing out of the great Indian war in that State of 1854 and 
1855, which will be ruled out by this bill, but I can not help it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Are they on file? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope they are, and I believe most of them 
are, and I believe most of them will come in, just as I believe most of 
the claims of the Senator’s constituents have been filed and that most 
of them willcome in. But, as we can not get all, and as we are jeop- 
ardizing the passage of this bill by extending the limitation, I think 
we ought not to extend it, but try to get what we can and pass the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yielded to the Senator for a question, but I 
have not heard it yet. I suppose it will come a little later. I expect 
to vote for this bill. I believe in this great nation treating every citi- 
zen honestly and fairly. I believe it can not afford to do anything 
else. I think the most scandalous outrage ever perpetrated by this 
Government is its refusal to pay the old French spoliation claims, 
which are ‘hs just as any claims ever made against any government. 
I have voted for such claims in season and out of season, and I expect 
to vote for this bill, because I believe in the Government, like an in- 
dividual, treating everybody fairly and justly. I expect to vote for 
it whether this amendment goes upon it or not, for the reason that if 
the bill does not do full justice it will come somewhere near it. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I feel that I would not be doing 
justice to the peopleof the State whom I have the honor in part to rep- 
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resent, or the people of the States of Nevada, California, and Oregon, in 
which I have at one time or another lived during the last thirty years, 
if I did not get up on this floor and indorse this amendment. 

I believe that there are but few men on the floor of this Senate who 
have a better knowledge of the justice of this amendment than I have. | 
My first experience on the Western coast and in the Indian country 
was in the year 1860, at which time I took up my residence in what 
is now Virginia City, but which was then a town of tents. It is well 
known by the Senators on this floor who represent that State what | 
losses the citizens there incurred. I went from there to Idaho, and it 
is well known to my colleague as well as to myself, and perhaps other | 
Senators, that the early pioneers who went there were year ofter year | 
deprived of their property by Indians, who made raids upon the settle- 
ments and drove off their horses. 

It is true their losses were not large in amount, because they were | 
poor. Those early pioneers who went to California, Nevada, Oregon, 
Washington, and Idano were poor men. They had probably a mule, | 
pack horses, or a few team horses, but it was their all. Should their 
claims be ignored to-day, should the property which they have ac- 
quired since be taxed to pay the losses of those gentlemen who went 
there after those pioneers made it possible for them to gothere? Should 
they pay taxes to pay those losses and their losses be ignored ? 

I went to that section of the country in 1866, after the close of the 
rebellion, after three or four counties had been devastated by Indians. 
The trouble which you people had here on the Atlantic coast was | 
enough to engage your attention. You knew nothing of those early 
pioneers. 

Home after home was burntdown; thesettlers were murdered. Some 
of them, it is true, made their escape to the woods and the mountains, 
and after a time got out, but the property they had accumulated by 
days and years of toil was destroyed. The county of Humboldt was 
almostentirely devastated. The gentleman who was my partner in the 
cattle business in that county at that time had his brother shot down 
within one mile of the flagstaff in the town of Arcata, which then con- 
tained six orseven hundred people. His head was chopped off; every: | 
thing he had on earth was destroyed; and the passage of this bill with- 
out the amendment which is proposed would deprive him of any re- 
course from the Government or any expectation of getting any remu- 
neration for what he lost. 

These losses are not large. This Government can well afford to pay 
them. The gentlemen who are to be benefited by the bill as proposed | 
by the committee can ‘well afford to pay their share of it. I presume 
some of these claims have been filed, but a large number of them have 
not. In amount they are not a great deal, but they are a great deal 
to those people who lost their all, or their children who are there to- 
day, expecting something from this generous Government, expecting 
that a time will come when these gentlemen here in the East, who have 
stood up for the liberties of this country, who have stood up for the 
black men in the South and the wild man on the plains of Minnesota 
and the Dakotas, will stand up for them who made it possible for you 
to secure your customs duties in the customhouses on the Pacific coast. 

I hope that this amendment will pass. It is justice to the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it seems to me the attitude of a num- 
ber of Senators on this measure is very much as if an original pension 
bill should be presented before Congress and they would take the posi- 
tion that unless a pension could be given to every soldier deserving of | 
one none should have a pension. 

I heartily syinpathize with all that Senators say in regard to the | 
merit of these claims. My heart is with them in their demands. I 
lived in the State of Minnesota just after this terrible massacre. I 
caught the sympathy and the feeling to which they give expression, 
and can very heartily enter into the convictions the Senators from that 
State have upon this subject. But, Mr. President, is it right because 
all claims can not be adjudicated, that therefore none shall be? 

We have taken certain claims which the Government bound itself in 
an especial manner to meet, absolutely entering into an express contract 
or guaranty of indemnification, and we have asked that those claims 
may be allowed. It seems to me that these claims which the Govern- 
ment has directly pledged itself to allow should not be cut off because 
all other claims are not allowed. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator to this fact, that all the way along the line since the year 1872, 
I think it was, all claimants have been given an equal opportunity of 
presenting theirclaims. Those persons who have suffered from Indian | 
depredations in the State of Minnesota, in the State of Idaho, and the 
other States which have been named, have had the same opportunity 
of presenting their claims to the Interior Department and the privilege 
of having them allowed; and yon will find, I think, not only from the 
State of Idaho, but from the State of Minnesota, claimants largely rep- 
resented in the classes provided for in this bill. 

If this invitation has been held out alike to all, and if perhaps nine- 
tenths of the citizens have availed themselves of it, have been diligent, 
and have placed their claims upon this list of allowed or investigated | 
claims, it does not seem to me right or equitable that those who have 
, not thus availed themselves of the opportunity given them should at 

this twelfth hour stand out and say because, forsooth, they have neg- 








lected to put their claims upon the basis that other and more diligent | vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
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claimants have done, that therefore no reward and no compensation 
should be made to those who are diligent. 

It seems to me, Mr. President,that we are working no prejudice, we 
negligent in providing 
compensation to those who have been diligent. My inclination would 
be to provide for all these meritorious claimants regardless of the lim- 
itation of time. But when I realize by so doing the bili will be loaded 


| down and defeated I feel called upon to defend the limitation fixed 


by the committee. 

It is better to be practical and secure something than to lose every- 
thing in our attempt to accomplish all we may desire. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment, 

The SECRETARY. 
to strike out ‘‘1867”’ 


In line 7of section 4, on page 11, it is 
and insert ‘' 1859 ;’’ so as to read: 


proposed 


That no claim accruing prior to January 1, 1859, shall be considered by the 
court, etc. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would a motion at this time toinsert ‘‘ July 1, 
1865,’’ have precedence over the pending motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee being 
to strike out and insert, both the part proposed to be stricken out and 
the part to be inserted are treated as separate questions, and the pend- 
ing amendment can be amended. The amendment suggested by the 


| Senator would be in order. 


Mr.CHANDLER. ThenI moveto amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota by inserting ‘‘ July 1, 1865,”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
at the desk. 

The Secretary. In section 4, line 6, after the words ‘‘prior to,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ January 1, 1867,’’ and insert *‘ July 1, 
1865;”’ so as to read: 

That no claim accruing prior to July 1, 


court, ete. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


1865, shall be considered by the 


Inasmuch as the massacres in Minnesota, Iowa, and 


| other States occurred in 1862, the amendment putting the limitation 


at 1865 amounts to nothing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my motion to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. DAvis] to the amend- 
ment of the committee, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
ator from North Dakota [| Mr. CAsgy]. 
vote, 

The roll call was concluded. 


I am paired wita the Sen- 
J am paired with the 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


I am paired with the Sen- 
In his absence, I withhold my 


Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
| TELLER]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
Mr. FAULKNER, I desire to state that the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
{[Mr. MANDERSON], both of whom are detained from the Senate by 
reason of the official service required of them under an appointment 
to attend the funeral of General Sherman. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. Cammnon}. I do not know how he would vote on this 
amendment, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I have already stated, I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky {Mr. BLACKBURN ], 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts]. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired withthe junior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB], and my colleague [Mr. CocKRELL] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [| Mr. 
Eustis]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will vote ‘‘ yea’’ under reservation. 

Mr. DAVIS, is my vote necessary to make a quorum ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s vote will not makea 
quorum, 

Mr. DOLPH. ILauggest to the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Berry], 
who is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TeLLer], that if 
it isagreeable to him we transfer our pairs. I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. That will enable us both to 
vote. 

Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. DAWES. 


That is agreeable to me. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


If it is necessary to make a quorum I can vote, I 
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Mr. BUTLER. I will vote under the same circumstances in order 
to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. It is understood between the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TurPi£]} and myself that I may vote whenever it is necessary to 
make a quorum. I vote ‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK, To make a quorum I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. I voted, although I was paired with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BaArnovur]. If a quorum has voted I will withdraw 
my vote. Otherwise I will let it stand. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
«change pairs. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH} and the Senator from Connecticut is paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR]. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut and I will then be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR] will 
stand paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and the Senator from New Jersey and I can vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] 
and the senior Senator trom Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] are paired and now 
engaged on appropriation bills in the room of the Committee on Ap- 
propt iations. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—22. 

Platt, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Sanders, 
Sawyer, 
NAYS—26. 
Kenna, 
McPherson, 
Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Morrill, 
Payne, 
Arkansas, Reagan, 


we ¢ 


Biair, 
Call 
Oarey, 
Daniel, 
Davi 
Edimun 


Farwell, Stanford, 
Stewart, 
Washburn, 


Wilson of lowa. 


Paddock, 


Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Faulkner, 
Harris, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 
Jones of 


Stockbridge, 
Vance, 
Warren, 
Wilson of Md. 
Wolcott. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry 
Butler 
Chandler, 
Coke, 
Dawes, 


ABSENT—40. 
Hearst, 
Hiscock, 
Jones of Nevada, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Morgan, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pierce, 
Plumb, 


Aldrich, 
Ailisen, 
Barbour, 
Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
Brown 
Cameron, 
Carlisle, 
Casey 
Cockrell, 


Colquitt, 
Cullom, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale 
Hawley, 


Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Spooner. 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTARyY. It is proposed to add to section 4 of the commit- 
tee’s amendment the following: 


Rrovided, That the limitation of time in this bill shall not apply to or bar 
claimants for compensation for Indian depredationsin Minnesota, Iowa, Ne- 
braska, and the Territory of Dakota in the year 1862 or thereafter. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if I were to consult alone the in- 
terests of my own immediate constituency, I should vote for that propo- 
sition, but I hardly think that section of country ought to be segre- 
gated from all the rest and receive special and particular benefit by this 
legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
why, in going back to 1862, he includes within the purview of his 
amendment certain States and excludes all others? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould be very glad to inform the Senator upon that 
point by stating that I am willing to accept any amendment any Sena- 
tor chooses to offer which will include his State. I have the 
amendment slightly since it was read by striking out the word ‘‘bill’’ 
and inserting the word ‘‘section,’’ so as to make the limitation apply 
to the limitation of 1867, I have also added theState of Kansas to the 
States enumerated as saved from the limitation. 

Mr. President, the reason I have included the States of Iowa, Min- 
nesota, Nebraska, and Dakota is that they were all more or less af- 
fectelby the Sioux outbreak of 1862. While my former amendment 
wes under discussion we were assured of the most charitable disposi- 
tion by this committee whenever any special measure should come up 
which would benefit Minnesota in regard to this particular class of 
cases, 

Mr. PADDOCK, 
other State alike. 

Mr. DAVIS. Of course; and if any Senator has any State in mind 
which I have omitted, and whichasa matter of justice he thinks should 
be included, he is at perfect liberty to move to amend my amendment. 
But we were assured whenever the particular and isolated merits of 
those who claim under the depredations of 1862 should be presented 
they would receive the most charitable consideration from this com- 
mittee, who have adjusted this bill in such a way by limitation of time 
that large populations who have suffered to great extremity from In- 


The individual claims of Minnesota and every 
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dian depredations are entirely omitted from its provisions, and now, 
when Senators who represent those constituencies complain of this, it is 
threatened that this bill will be destroyed, that it shall not pass, and 
the edict of the committee has gone out that profaning hands must 
not be laid upon it by way of amendment even to do that the abstract 
justice of which nobody here denies. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. DAVIS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. In whatdoestheSenator’s presentamendment differ 
in principle from the one that the Senate, upon the yeas and nays, a 
few moments since voted down? I know it differs in phraseology, but 
in principle how does it differ? 

Mr. DAVIS. It differs in this, that the amendment voted down 
fixed the period at 1859 and this fixes it at 1862. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not this intended to cover, and does it not cover, 
the cases which the Senator had in mind when he offered the former 
amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS. That covered othevs besides. 
tion. It was said here, why go back to 185y? 
of principle cover the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator will excuse me. 

Mr. President, I have not heard yet one solitary substantial reason 
arising above a technicality why this absolute limitation was fixed at 
the year 1867. Whatis the use of fixing an absolute limitation as to 
one class of States or as to one large, deserving class of population, and 
then say that the limitation should be barred, when there never has 
been any remedy offered before, from the period of 1859 down to the 
present time? 

I want to know, Mr. President, and many of ys want to know, why 
and for what reason the people of Minnesota are to be excluded from 
any consideration in this bill. What States and what populations are 
they that fall within the limits of time exactly adjusted to this sacred 
year of 1867? What States have their claims all in, filed, and but- 
toned up? 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] taunted us 
upon this floor with not having statisticson hand. We supposed that 
such an infallible committee would not have overlooked the most mem- 
orable event in our Indian history for the last century. It struck me 
with amazement when I examined this bill to find that the interests 
of my State were studiously barred by the limitation of time imposed 
by this document. 

Ifany Senator will tell me any reason inherentin justice, in the history 
or the facts, why the people of Minnesota, invidiously and by name, 
and now of Minnesota, Nebraska, Iowa, Kansas, and Dakota, invidi- 
ously and by name, are to be barred from the execution of a great 
equity which the Senator from New Hampshire says has been neglected 
from the foundation of the Government, I should be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. DAVIS: When I get through. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The Senator calls upon every Senator here to 
answer a certain question and then he will not yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Fora question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will put it in the form of a question. Is not 
the Senator assuming wrongfully and unjustly that this bill applies one 
rule and one remedy to all the balance of the States, and another and 
a different rule, and an unjust rule, to the State of Minnesota ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Notatall. It applies no rule whatever to the State 
of Minnesota. Minnesota is remediless. It is the rule of exclusion. 
It says to the deserving people of one sovereign State, ‘‘ You shall have 
no hearing here.’’ 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota takcs 
occasion to say that an edict of this committee has gone out that this 
bill is not to be amended. I take occasion tosayin reply that nosuch 
edict has been put forth in behalf of the committee by any member of 
it. I certainly have not undertaken to suggest anything of the kind, 
and I have no desire other than that every Senator shall vote upon the 
amendments which are proposed to this bill in accordance with his 
convictions of duty. The Senator will look in vain for any suggestion 
to the contrary proceeding from the committee or from any member 
of it. 

Mr. President, the State of Minnesota is not debarred, in accordance 
with the provisions of this bill, from any of its benefits. It mentions 
no State. It provides for the adjudication of every claim which has 
been heretofore presented, and among those claims, I undertake to say, 
are many*presented from the State of Minnesota. When the Senator 
undertakes to say that the bill is invidious he is mistaken and is giv- 
ing a wrong impression to the Senate and to the country. 

The fact is, as I have taken occasion to state before, it takes every 
claim that during the last twenty-five years—yes, during the last fifty 
years—has been presented to this Government, eitber to Congress or 
to the Interior Department, and it provides for speedy adjudication 
and prompt payment. When it has done that italsoallows any claim 


That is not the ques- 
It does not as a matter 
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which has not been presented within the last twenty-five years to be 
taken up and adjudicated, and among those claims, I undertake to say, 
will be found many from the State of Minnesota. 

The bill as it is now proposed is impartial. It makes no discrimina- 
tion as to sections, and it is a bill which, as it stands, commendsitself, 
I think, to every Senator on this floor, while on the other hand the 
amendment of the Senator proposes.to lay down one rule for four or 
five States in the Union, and to exclude all the rest of the Union from 
participation in the benefit of his amendment. 

Mr. President, I move that the amendment be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
having been modified by the mover since it was last read, it will be 
again reported. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of section 4 of the amendment of the 
committee it is proposed to add: 

Provided, That the limitation of time in this section shall not apply to or bar 


claimants for compensation for Indian depredations in Minnesota, Iowa, Ne- 
braska, Kansas, and the Territory of Dakota in the year 1862 or thereafter. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire to withdraw 
the motion for one moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish simply to say that I suppose these claims are 
just. I voted against the amendment of the Senator from Minneséta 
because I believe that practically these claims will be more certain to 
be paid by this bill at the present time without this provision than 
with it. I believe the establishment of the precedent contained in 
this bill will render certain future legislation. I further believe that 
if the amendment be now adopted making this very large present pro- 
vision for a great outlay from the Treasury it will be sure to defeat 
the bill itself. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have nosuch apprehension. The House of Repre- 
sentatives sent a bill here with a limitation back to the year 1347. 
There has not been any such crying need for this bill up to this pres- 
ent date; and if this is right, as the Senator from Massachusetts sup- 
poses, there never was a better time to do it than now, instead of mak- 
ing my State and others remain for years invoking the benefit of the 
precedent which is proposed to be established here and in the very act 
of doing which an injustice is worked to my State. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator takes the responsibility and thinks there 
is a likelihood of the accomplishment of this adjustment, and that it 
will not imperil the biil, I will vote with him. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to lay on the table is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. DOLPH. If I believed what is asserted by the Senator from 
Minnesota, I should vote with him, but Ido not believe it, and I wish 
to state in a very few words why I do not. 

In the first place, the claimants he speaksof have been the only claim- 
ants who have received any payment for their claims, with the ex- 
ception of here and there a case, three or four probably, in the whole 
time since 1860, and they have received a million dollars, which was 
diverted from the annuities due to the Indians who committed the dep- 
redations and which was paid to the claimants. 

Mr. DAVIS. The people of whom I have spoken have never re- 
ceived a cent. 

Mr. DOLPH. The sufferers from the .war during the hostilities, 
during the outbreak, have been provided for. The bill as reported from 
the committee covers all the claims which have been presented, and no 
claimant could have received any payment whatever out of an annuity 
or from the Government until the claim had been presented and prov ed 
to the Department or to Congress. Therefore, I assume that a very 
large proportion of the claims for depredations committed at the time 
the Senator referred to have been presented, and the court would have 
jurisdiction over them. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I will supplement 
his statement-—— 

Mr. DOLPL. I will yield, but I should like to finish my statement. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In the report of the Secretary of the Interior to 
Congress on the claims allowed and disallowed for depredations com- 

mitted from 1859 to 1862 and 1863, and along there, on three or four 
pages only of this very voluminous report I find forty claims filed from 
the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS. Forty? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Forty. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatison three pages of a book containing 300 pages. 
I say, as a necessity, before these claimants could have received any- 
thing—and they did receive a million dollars out of the annuities due 
Si the Indians—their claims must have been presented. So there is a 

portion of the Senator’s constituents who have claims which 
—_ paid in part, as I understand him, out of these annuities, 
and a large proportion of them have been presented. His State does 





The Chair understands the motion 
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ting from the State of Oregon. Ne 
all of the claims of citizens of the State of Oregon were fi on predations 
committed before 1859, and even if the amendment had been adopted 
which was first offered by the Senator from Minnesota, they would 
have been cut out unless their claims had nted to Congr 
or to the Department. 








not stand upon a different fo urly 


been prese 


ess 


As to the abstract justice of going back and including all claims 
which have never been presented to Congress or the Department, as 
well as those which have, perhaps but little can be said, but there are 
two or three reasons why there might be a distinction mad In the 
first place, there was a statute of limitations attached to rect of 
1834, and claimants were required to present their claims to the De 
partment within three years. I? they d lid not do it, they were not en- 
titled to present them under that statute. In the second place, there 
is a difference between a claim that has accrued within twenty-five 
years and a claim that accrued fifty years ago or forty years ago, in the 
facility which the Government may have in ascertaining whether it is 


an honest claim or not; and there would be some reason for applying 
a short statute of limitations, During all this time, as has been said, 
claimants could present their claims to Con with the proof, and 
the diligent have done it. If the ne not done it, 


gress 
vligent claimants have 


they must suffer the penalty of negligence, which is imposed every- 
where in every statute that rewards diligence. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I move that the amendment to the amendment 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the Senator from Minnesota to further 


will 


modify his amendment, 
I can make the request. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I can not refuse 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR, I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota if he will 
not be willing to substitute for his amendment the general date of the 
outbreak of the civil war, July 1, 1861, and let the period of limitation 
be fixed at that date and apply to the whole country ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not dv that now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Irenew my motion 

The PRESIDENT pro temp The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the amendment to the amendment on the table; on which 
motion the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. Davrs] asks that the yeasand 
nays be entered on the Journal. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE), 
aquorum. I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. McCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
Senator trom Rhode Island [ Mr. 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBourR], and I will vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was vounee ) Tam paired with the 
Senator from New York | Mr. EVAR 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. 


if my colleague suspend his motion until 


Mr. President. 


my colleague, 


motior 


1 am paired with the Sen- 
but I am at liberty to vote to make 


My pair with the 
ALDRICH] has been transferred to 


Iam paired with the 
I am satisfied he would vote 


‘‘vea’’ if here, from a conversation I had with him, and I will vote 
**vea.’’ 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Chamber 
I withhold my vote. 


ASEY |, who left the 
In his absence, 


the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. ¢ 
in consequence of indisposition. 
The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. BERRY. ,I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. To make a quorum | vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague {[Mr. HALE&] is detained in the room ot 


the Committee on Appropriations, eng rom! on bills. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould like to have the Chair state the 
do not think it is understood by Senators 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Minnesota having 
moved an amendment, the Senatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] moves to lay the amendment on the table, on whichthe yeas and 
nays are now being taken. 


question. I 


Mr. DOLPH. Has a quorum voted? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is recorded. 
Mr. DOLPH. Then I withhold my vote. I am paired with the 


Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows 
YEAS—26 
Allen, Faulkner, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Bate, Hampton, Morrill, Vance, 
Chandler. Harris, Paddock, Vest 
Coke, Higgins, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Kenna, Stanford, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Stewart, 
NAYS—19 
Blair, Hoar, Payne, Sawyer 
Call, Ingalls, Platt, Shoup, 
Davis, McConnell, Plumb, Washburn, 
Farwell, MeMillan, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Frye, McPherson, Sanders, 
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ABSENT—43. 

Aldrich, Casey Cray, Quay, 

Hison Cockrell, Hale, Ransom, 
Harbour Colquitt, Hawley, Sherman, 
bx Cullom, Hearst, Spooner, 
Black Dawes, Hiscock, Squire, 
Blod Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Brown Eustis, Manderson, Turpie, 
Butler Evarts, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, George, Pasco, Walthall, 


Carey 
Carlisle, 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 


Pettigrew, Warren, 


Pierce, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move my amendment, on page 11, in sec- 
tion 4, line 6, to strike out ‘“‘ January ’’ and insert ‘‘July,’’ and in 
line 7, to strike out ‘‘1867’’ and insert ‘‘ 1865,”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
reported. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 4, line 6, after the words “ prior to,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ January 1, 1867,’’ and insert ‘*‘ July 1, 
1865;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, That no claim accruing prior to July 1, 1865, shall be considered by 
the court, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment, which I believe the com- 
mittee are willing to accept. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The Cu1er CLERK. In section 4, line 10, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,’’ it is proposed to insert “or before any superintefident, agent, 
subagent, or commissioner authorized under any act of Congress to 
inquire into such claim;’’ so as to read: 


The amendment to the amendment 


Provided, That no claim accruing prior to July i, 1865, shall be considered by 
the court unless the claim has been allowed or pending prior to the passage of 


this act before the Secretary of the Interior or the Congress of the United | 


States, or before any superintendent, agent, subagent, or commissioner author- 
ized under any act of Congress to inquire into such claim. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I feel authorized by what has been said to me by 
members of the committee to accept that amendment on behalf of the 
committee. 

[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] to the amendment of the 
com mittee, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
of the bill that on page 15, section 8, line 15, after the word “ identi- 
fied,’’ it would be proper to strike out the remainder of the section. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I was just about to move that amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And also to strike out section 10. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I also intend to include that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Nebraska to move to strike out all of section 8 after the word 
‘*identified,’’ in line 15. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir; to the words ‘‘Provided, however.”’ 

Mr..CHANDLER. Down tothe words ‘‘ that if said property,” in 
line 2}. 

Mr. PADDOCK, 
in line 21. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The Cu1er CLERK. On page 15, section 8, line 15, after the word 
**identified,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down to and inciuding 
the words ‘‘Provided, however,’ in line 21, on page 16. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think if the Senator from New Hampshire 
will look at the section he will see that the proviso ought to go out. 
It refers to the second clause, and not to the other at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The word ‘‘Indians,’’ in line 21, is the word 
which should end the portion to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion should prevail the paragraph would not be intelligible. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from West Virginia is correct, 
The entire section should go out. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
word ‘‘identified,’’ in line 15. 


To and including the words ‘‘ Provided, however,’’ 


The amendment to the amendment 


Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator in charge | 


‘The Chair would suggest that if the | 


The whole paragraph ought to go out after the 
The proviso has relation solely to the 


The Cuter CLERK. In section 8, line 15, of the amendment of the 
committee, after the word ‘‘identified,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 

And if the cause be in favor ofany Indian or Indians. tribe, or band of Indians, 
and against any white man or men, as provided in the second subdivision of sec- 
tion 1, such white man or men shall be made a party defendant, when they can be 
identified, and judgment shall be rendered against them in behalf of said In- 
dian or Indians: Provided, however, That if said property taken or destroyed 
was unlawfully, and with the knowledge and consent of the owner or agent in 
charge thereof, upon a reservation set apart for the exclusive use of the tribe 
or band committing the injury, no judgment therefor shall be rendered against 
the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment of the committee, to strike out the words which 
have been read. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move now to strike out section 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out section 10 of the 
committee’s amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 10. That judgments against white men and in favor of the Indians shall 
be collected a the ordinary process of the courts from the property of 
such white men, if sufficient is possessed by them; otherwise the amount of 
such judgment shall be paid from the Treasury of the United States. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In section 4, line 8, after the word ‘‘or,’’ I move 
to insert the words ‘‘ has been or is.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 4, line 8, after the word ‘‘or,’’ in the 
committee’s amendment, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ has been or is ;’’ so 
as to read: 

That no claim accruing prior to July 1, 1865, shall be considered by the court 


unless the claim has been allowed or has been or is pending prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, etc. 


Mr. MORRILL, I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska what is 
understood by the word ‘‘pending.’’ Isa claim to be understood as 
pending if a petition or a bill has been presented at any time? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No,sir. If the Senator will allow me to read the 
paragraph which follows, he will see: 

But no case shall be considered pending unless evidence has been presented 
therein. 

In order to be considered pending the claim must have been filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior under the act of 1872 and the subse- 
quent acts in the same line, or it must have been presented to one or 
| the other House of Congress with evidence to support the same. It is 
about as full and clear as it can be made. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it is a very loose way to legislate as to 
what shall be evidence. It may be claimed that a letter of some citi- 
zen is evidence. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thatisnotasworn statement. I supposeevidence 
means a sworn statement or affidavit. 

Mr. MORRILL: I think it should be morespecifieally stated in the 
bill as to what are to be considered as pending claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire of the Senator in charge of the bill if 
there be any objection on the part of the committee tostriking out the 
word ‘‘pending,’’ and in lieu thereof inserting the word ‘‘ presented ?’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam not authorized on behalf of the committee 
to accept that change. I think myself that the word ‘‘ presented’’ 
| might answer as well, but that is not the phraseology determined upon 
| by the committee, and therefore I am not authorized to accept it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would state in reference to the amendment 

| offered by the Senator in gharge of the bill that that is the language 

| which was in fact offered in the committee and adopted by the commit- 

tee, but left out in the printing of the bill. The Senator who offered 

| that amendment in committee is not now present. If the word ‘‘ pre- 

sented’’ should be inserted instead of the word ‘‘pending’’ it would 
be necessary to change another portion of the section. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The amendment I have proposed leaves the bill 
exactly as it was reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
| of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock] to the amendment of 

the committee. 





The amendment to the amendment was to. 
Mr. PADDOCK. On page 10, the third subdivision should now 


clause which precedes it, and refers to the second clause of the section | peen eliminated, 


and not to the first clause. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


- and not the claims of Indians. 
Mr. MITCHELL, Undoubtedly. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
move to strikeoutall the section after the word ‘‘identified,’’ inline 15? 


Mr. PADDOCK, I think it had better all go out, and I so move. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out will be read. 


I have no objection to its going out, but Ihave 
an impression that the last proviso relates to the claims of white men 


The words proposed to be stricken 


be changed to the second, the second subdivision in the bill having 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made by the 
Secretary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The numberofthesections should also be changed 


to correspond to the amendments which have been made. 
The PRESIDENT pro fempore, That will be done, 


Mr. PLUMB, Ion section 7, on page 15, line 53, I move, after the 
word ‘‘evidence,’’ to insert ‘‘including reports of Department agents.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK, I think that is a very proper amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 
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TheCuriEF CLERK. Insection 7, line 53, after the word ‘‘evidence,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ including reports of Department agents.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. How would it then read ? 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to read: 

In which event the testimony in the case given by the witness and document- 
ary evidence, including the reports of Department agents therein, may be read 
as depositions and proofs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
whether there is any need of that amendment when, in line 39 of the 
same section, on page 14, the words ‘‘ reports of special agents’’ are 
already mentioned as evidence which shall be considered by the court. 

Mr. PLUMB. On what page? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Page 14, line 39. The provision is: 


In considering the merits of claims presented to the court any testimony, 


affidavits, reports of s ial agents, or other officers, and such Other papers as 
are now on file in the Departments or in the courts, relating to any such claims, 
ete. 


Mr. PLUMB. That will need to be repeated, I think, as the Senator 
will see, because this refers to another class of cases. This relates toa 
class of cases which have been presented where the United States or the 
claimant reopens the case, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will notice thatit authorizes to be 
read as depositions and proofs ‘‘ the testimony in the case given by the 
witness’’—I think that word should be ‘‘ witnesses’’—‘‘ and the doc- 
umentary evidence therein.’’ Can anything be more explicit than that? 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble there is that it might possibly be held 
that the report of a special agent would not be evidence in the sense 
that might be described in Greenleaf on Evidence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That would hardly be the case when the words 
rn reports of special agents’’ are inserted in line 39, on 

age 14. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that be true, then there can be no objection to 
repeating the proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Sens‘or from Kansas to the amendment of the commtttee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In the proviso, beginning in line 44 of section 7, on 
page 14, it is stated: 

Provided, That all unpaid claims which have heretofore been examined, ap- 


proved, and allowed by the Secretary of the Interior or under his direction in 


pursuance of the act of Congress relating thereto shall have priority of consid- 
eration. 


Mr. CHANDLER, 
acts. ”7 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a very indefinite term. 
gress relates to a special claim? 

Mr. CHANDLER. i suggest to the Senator tosay ‘‘any act of Con- 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; but here is a condition of things which 
I think the Senator will appreciate. Many of these claims have been 
transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior on mere formal 
examination, which does not amount to the tabulation of the claim or 
the addition of the sums alleged by the parties to be due for the prop- 
erty lost. Since 1885, however, there has been an examination carried 
on by the Department, which was never before the case, under special 
authority, by a provision in the Indian appropriation act of 1885, under 
which the special agents of the Department have gone to various parts 
of the country and interrogated witnesses and looked into the circum- 
stances of the cases and reported certain sums for allowance. 

I have been desirous myself that there should not be a loose practice 
established here, because, if there was, I know that would finally 
come under the condemnation of Congress. I say wherever the Gov- 
ernment itself has investigated a claim by its own instrumentalities 
and has determined that a certain sum ought to be allowed, based upon 
the theory that damage has been incurred, that certain property of a 
certain value has been destroyed, the party who has been subjected to 
this investigation should have the right to come in and say ‘‘ I will take 
the amount awarded,’’ unless the Government says the case shall be 
reopened. ‘Therefore, in order to make this thing certain, I move to 
strike out, in line 47 of section 7, on page 15, the words “relating 
thereto,’’ which ore entirely indefinite, and insert the title of the In- 
dian appropriation act of 1885 and the words which follow, making 
that act and succeeding acts determine the question in regard to the 
investigation, and so on, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it not suit the Senator just as well to 
say ‘‘any act of Congress,’’ and strike out the words ‘‘relating there- 
to?”? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; and insert ‘“‘the act making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes,’’ and so on. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I am afraid the Senator, by undertaking to name 
the acts, will defeat his own purpose. There can be no objection to 
allowing the evidence to be used which has been taken in any claim 
which has been examined and approved and allowed by the Secretary 


I suggest that it ought to read ‘‘the several 


What act of Con- 


of the Interior or under his direction in pursuance of any act of Con- 
gress. That language, I think, will accomplish the Senator’s purpose 
If he undertakes to name the acts, there are so many of them that he 
may find he has excluded claims which ought to have come within the 
purview of the act. 

Mr. PLUMB. That would be true toa certain extent, undoubtedly, 
but still the bill would have the benefit of certainty. If it is left as 
it is now, then the court would be required to decide whether it was 
under one particular act or some other act that this allowance had been 
made. There are cases which have been allowed under two different 
acts of Congress. For instance, under the Revised Statutes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is required—or perhaps the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, who is a mere subordinate to the Secretary of the Interior, is 
required—toinvestigate and report to Congress as to the amounts which 
have been lost by Indian depredations, and giving the special cases 
which have been presented. Those cases, or many of them, have been 
subject to investigation under these specific acts of Congress. 1 think 
thisoccurred in most cases, and [ have no doubt it has occurred in every 
case practically that the sums allowed under the original act of Con- 
gress have been reduced by subsequent investigation. 
tigation was nota thorough investigation in fact. The Interior Depart- 
ment had no funds for the purpose of employing agents, and no instru 
mentalities or means whereby the investigations could be made. The 
result was, when a man presented a claim, whether it was proved by 
his own testimony or that of his neighbors or others, the Interior De- 
partment simply assumed to put the sums together which were alleged 
to have been due for the property destroyed and certified the claim to 
Congress and approved it, you might say. 

The Senator from Massachusetts who sits by me [Mr. DAwes] will 
remember, as the basis of this provision in the Indian appropriation act 
of 1885, that he and I were called upon as members of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations to consider six different 
claims in the Indian appropriation bill of that year, which had passed 
the House, and we found them loosely footed up. We found the In- 
terior Department had accepted additions made by the claimants or 
their attorneys, which did not correspond with the amounts shown in 
detail. I think in one case $1,100 was added by a mere mistake in 
figures. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
purely perfunctory. 

Mr.PLUMB. Yes. I want to get away from that. We found also 
that there was defective proof. We were called upon on our responsi 
bility as members of the subcommittee to consider whether these claims 
should be allowed, and that involved not only the question of the 
amounts, but the question of the principle. We reported the matter 
to the full committee—this was at a short session of Congress—and we 
said, ‘‘These claims are in the bill.’’? Claims amounting to three or 
four hundred thousand dollars besides had been proposed in the Senate. 
We said, ‘‘ We will consider all these if you think we ought to do so, 
although the time is soshort.’’ These were the difficulties in the way: 
We could not summon witnesses from Texas or from California, and it 
happened that all the casesin that bill were from either Texas or Cali- 
fornia, 

In the case of one of the claims from Texas, I remember there was 
an allegation that a certain number of horses had been lost or taken 
away by the Kiowa Indians in the Indian Territory, and the horses 
were alleged to be of the value of one hundred or two hundred or three 
hundred dollars apiece, or quite a large sum, at all events. There 
was nothing to show that some of these horses had not been recovered. 
Our observation and experience was that in cases of this kind it nearly 
always happened that some of the horses which were carried off were 
recovered through having fallen by the way or something of that kind. 

In other words, there was hardly a prima facie case in regard to any 
of these claims, and we did not feel that we could, on our responsibility as 
members of the committee and members of the Senate, report in favor 
of their allowance. We therefore drew on the suggestion of the com- 
mittee, or on our suggestion, sanctioned by the committee, the provi- 
sion which appeared in tne appropriation bill of that year, which I 
think I have in my desk, which provided for an investigation by the 
Government—the first thing of that kind that had ever been attempted, 
as I remember. 

If I may be permitted to do so, I wish tostate a conversation I then 
had with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs], in which I recall 
very well the fact that he stated the trouble which had existed chi. fly in 
his mind in regard to these claims was the belief, or the fear, that they 
had been padded; that they represented claims which were not always 
losses through Indian depredations, but which might have resulted from 
other accidents or misfortunes that occurred on the frontier; that the 
price of the property had been put up, and the amount which had 
been lost had been added to with that facility which more or less o¢- 
curs where claims are entirely ex parle. I remember very well the 
assurance I had in his statement, if he will permit me to quote him— 
and if Ido not quote him correctly he will correct me—that if he 
knew the entire amount which had actually been lost by bona fide 
settlers on the frontier as the result of Indian depredations, he would 


The first inves- 


> 


The action of the Interior Department, then, was 


_ ic Cc CCC 
NT 


oe 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


vote to pay it either out of the Indian funds or out of the Treasury of 
the United States, according as it might seem proper. I took thatinto 
account, Iam glad the Senator nods his assent, because that was a 
large thing, and it is now, and I was exceedingly anxious that there 
might be some practical solution of it. I knew that solution would 
never come until there were investigations whereby the amount could 
be ascertained which the Government ought to pay. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator’s amendment is to be inserted in the 
clause which provides that claims which have been allowed by the In- 
terior Department may be reopened by either the Government or the 
claimant who desires a new trial, the Government having the right to 
object to any allowance made under any law as the bill now stands. 
The Senator proposes by his amendment to require the Government to 
retry all the cases except those which have been passed upon under 
the act he refers to. 

Mr. PLUMB. That would be perhaps the effect of the amendment 
as 1 offered it, but I propose to modify it still further. 

I am entirely in sympathy with the men who have lost their property 
on the frontier by means of Indian depredations, I think I know 
enough about the sentiment of the American people and the character 
of our legislators to say that, unless it can be demonstrated that these 
losses actually occurred and are bona fide to the last degree, such al- 
lowance would not prevail. If we commence a series of allowances 
not based upon this proposition, they will be interfered with, and the 
result will be that men will die without getting their money and pos- 
sibly their legatees andattorneys will get the money and not the claim- 
ants. I therefore want to button this thing upif I can. I want to 
put it upon an absolute basis that shall prevent any challenge whatever 
upon the question of the amount which has been lost, the property 
which has been lost, and the value of it. 

I have never had any doubt in my own mind if the American people 
could be satisfied that claims of this kind only are presented they would 
at any time be willing to have them paid. When I quoted theSenator 
from Vermont I quoted him as representing to some extent the ex- 
treme of the other view. He lives so far from the scene of these dis- 
asters, from the locality of these depredations, that he is as much as 
any, perhaps, out of sympathy with the people who have encountered 
them, and who, at the same time, represented the purpose and idea ot 
Government liability which would finally have to be satisfied in order 
that the claims might be paid. 

I remember very well the care with which the Senator from Massa- 
. chusetts [Mr. DAwes] and myself acted—I merely acting as a tender 
to the locomotive—and went over this provision contained in the In- 
dian appropriation act of 1835: 

For the investigation of certain Indian depredation claims, $10,000; and in 
expending said sum the pocneteny of the Interior shall cause a complete list of 
all claims heretofore filed in the Interior Department and which have been ap- 
proved in whole or in part and now remain unpaid, and also all such claims as 
are pending but not yet examined, on behalf of citizens of the United States on 
account of depredations committed, chargeable against any tribe of Indians by 
reason ofany treaty between such tribe and the United States, including the 
name and address of the claimants, the date of the alleged depredations, by 
what tribe committed, the date of examination and approval, with a reference 
to the date and clause of the treaty creating the obligation for payment, to be 
mado and presented to Congress at its next regular session. 

That we had, and that simply put before Congress the object lesson 
of what had already beendone and enabied it to see the scope of these 
claims, with the representations of the claimants, the tribes of Indian 
against whom the charges were made, the liability of the Government 
to the claimant based on the law or the treaty, and whether that lia- 
bility was on the part of the Indian tribes or on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, and this followed: 

And the Secretary is authorized and empowered, before making such report, 
to cause such additional investigation to be made and such further testimony 
to be taken as he may deem necessary to enable him to determine the kind and 
value of all property damaged or destroyed by reason of the depredations afore- 
said, and by what tribe such depredations were committed; and his report 
shall include his determination upon each claim, together with the names and 
residences of witnesses and the testimony of each, and also what funds are 
now existing or to be derived by reason of treaty or other obligation out of 
which the same should be paid. 

Since the passage of that provision in the Indian appropriation act 
of 1885, the Interior Department has carried on a searching and thor- 
ough investigation, inaugurated under the then Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, Mr. Atkins, and carried on with faithfulness by him and 
his successor. I know, from an examination of the cases arising in 
my own State, that the Department did not err on the side of the 
claimant, but that it largely resolved doubts in favor of the Govern- 
ment and not in favor of the claimant. 

I believe in a large number of cases if the exact facts could be ob- 
tained that larger amounts would be allowed than have been allowed 
by the Interior Department; butthis was an examination by the Gov- 
ernment practically without expense to the claimant. I believe that 
if these claims were to be reinvestigated two things would result, per- 
haps three, two things certainly, that while the Government would 
lose something, because the claim would be finally adjudicated at a 
larger price, that that excess to the claimant would go to attorneys, 
and the payment would be postponed in such a way that the men 
whose courage and whose constancy and whose enterprise have pushed 
out the frontier of the American Republic into the solitudes of the 
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West would be defeated of their reward, and it would go to the men 
who succeeded them and to their attorneys. 

Therefore I believe that while it is far short of justice, there ought 
to be an opportunity offered to these people to take the sums that have 
been allowed to them by the Interior Department under the drastic and 
thorough and comparatively hostile investigation that has been carried 
on by the Interior Department under the provisions that I have quoted, 
and under similar provisions in succeeding appropriation acts. 

I want, what I have no doubt everybody does, that there should be 
somewhere a cessation of litigation, and I think I know, as every other 
Senator knows, that it is conducive to the best interests of the Govern- 
ment to close the claims as early as possible, because claims grow by 
lapse of time, and yet at the same time while claims grow the interests 
of the claimants in them do not grow, but the interests merely of at- 
torneys, and therefore the honest claimant at any time who presents 
his claim to the Government might in a majority of cases be willing to 
say, ‘‘I will take 50 per cent. of what is due me,’’ and he would get 
more out of it at 50 per cent, than he would by waiting five, ten, or 
fifteen years, with the accompanying burden of attorney’s fees, even if 
the claim would in time be multiplied fourfold. 

Mr. President, I want that done first, and I want to do the next thing 
which shall be regarded and understood as the just thing, and as that 
thing which having been subscribed to by Congress would not involve 
discreditable legislation or any reflection upon the methods which ob- 
tained here in ascertaining the legitimacy and the amount of claims 
against the Government. 

In making this proposition, therefore, while on the face of it it is 
against to some extent the claimants, it is, in my judgment, on the 
whole greatly in their favor, because it will give them money now while 
they live, and because it will relieve them from the obligation and the 
necessity of employing attorneys who will first divide the amount, and 
then subsequently divide what is left, and afterwards divide the bal- 
ance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the committee will be re- 

rted. 

PThe Curer CLERK. On page 15, section 7, line 46, after the word 
‘*Congress,’’ strike out the words ‘‘relating thereto’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof: 


Making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1885, and subsequent Indian appropriation acts, 


So as to read: 


Provided, That all unpaid claims which have heretofore been cxamined, ap- 
proved, and allowed by the Secretary of the Interior, or under his direction, fn 
pursuance of theact of Congress making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes, approved March 3, 1885, and subsequent Indian appropriation 
acts, shall have priority of consideration by such court. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MOODY. I move to add, after the last word in section 16, at 
the end of the bill: 


Except so much thereof as may be necessary for disposing of the unfinished 
business pertaining to the claims now under investigation in the Interior De- 
partment pending the transfer of said claims to the court or courts herein pro- 
vided for, and for making such transfers and a record of the same, and for the 
proper care and custody of the papers and records relating thereto. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from South Dakota to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 15 of the italics, section 7, line 48, I 
move to strike out the words— 

And shall be held to be prima facie correct. 


If these matters are to go to a court the court ought to have full 
liberty to find out the truth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I were to consider that amendment without refer- 
ence to the source from which it comes, I should say it did not change 
the sense of the sentence at all. My understanding of the section 
now is that if the claimant has had his claim allowed under the act 
of Congress by which it has been investigated on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, and he is willing that it shall stand at the amount allowed, 
and the Government is willing that it shall stand at the amount al- 
lowed, a judgment is rendered pro forma for the amount. 

Now, how would it add to or detract from the operation of the sec- 
tion to leate out the words ‘‘shall be held to be prima facie correct,’’ 
if you leave in the words providing that the judgment shall be ren- 
dered therefor? I do not know but, as the suggestion is made to me, 
it may even prejudice the case by striking out those words; but I want 
to know just precisely what the Senator from Vermont has in mind. 
What I am willing to do is that these men shall have the right to go 
into court with the claims that have been allowed by the Interior De- 
partment upon the investigation of the Government, in which they 
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have had no part, and have judgment rendered for the amounts allowed 
by the Interior Department if the Government itself has not found 
some reason upon the face of things or otherwise whereby the case shall 
be opened up, whether it be called correct or not, and as an adjunct to 
that correctness a judgment shall be rendered, 


know what the view of the Senator from Vermont is. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


unless something is produced to the contrary they must be taken to 
be correct, whereas if you leave them out and leave it to the general 
course of law it would be true, as my friend from Kansas says, that 
the court, having full jurisdiction over the matter, would render judg- 
ment accordingly unless the court should choose to order that a new 
investigation should be made. So I think it is safer for the United 
States and just to the claimants to leave it to the general principles of 
law. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment totheamendment. [Putting the question.] By thesound 
the ayes have it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I feel compelled to call for a division. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think there is no objection to the amendmentafter 
the explanation of the Senator from Vermont. I think it is all right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the words be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. 


And shall be held to be prima facie correct. 


In section 7, line 48, strike out the words: 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to obtain some information from the Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill. I call his attention to lines 54 and 55 of 
section 7, providing ‘‘that the party electing to reopen the case sball 
assume the burden of proof.’’ I desire to be advised by him what his 
understanding is as to the proof referred to in that case. Does it refer 
to the merits of the claim? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The merits of the claim. The party who elects 
to reopen the case must assume the burden of proof. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The burden of proof, how? On what question? 
Qn the merits of the claim ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Excess of claim. 
the claim. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In other words, if the Government proposes to re- 
open the case, then doI understand it is the duty of the Government 
to prove that there is no such claim? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is for the Government to prove that it has al- 
lowed all that is justly due, 

Mr. HISCOCK. It seems to me the fair meaning of it is that if the 
Government should make a motion to reopen a claim and it is reopened 
for trial, then it is incumbent upon the Government to prove that no 
such claim exists. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not necessarily. 
amount through this legislation. 
tion of the Interior Department. 
cent, of the amount. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is not limited to cases of reduction; it applies 
to all cases. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It applies to all cases adjudicated. When they 
shall have been adjudicated the party whois not satisfied and elects to 
reopen the case must prove against the Government that it has al- 
lowed all that is due. 

Mr, HISCOCK,. In other words, it is in effect this, that where a 
party moves for the retrial of a case the condition imposed upon him 
is that if it is awarded to him, even if he is a party resisting a claim, 
he is compelled to prove that no such claim exists. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me, the proviso abou 
the burden of proof, following the amendment that the Senate has 


He must prove the merits of 


These claims will be reduced in 
They are reduced by the investiga- 


Judgment shall be | 
rendered anyway, as I understand the clause, but I should like to | ‘ 


My view is that the words which I propose to | 
strike out put a legislative bias and direction upon the court that | 


Many of them are reduced to 25 per | 








Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will have the question stated 
on the motion of the Senatcr from New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 15, section 7, line 64, after the word 
proofs,’’ strike out the proviso, the words to be stricken out being 


P ded, That the party electing to re 
den of proof. 


Mr, WOLCOTT. Icall the attention of the Senator from New York 
to the fact that, in the opinion of most of us over here, the whole 
paragraph applies only to unpaid claims which have been examined, 
proved, and allowed by some competent tribunal. As 


ypen the case shall assume the bur- 


to those claims, 


judgments shall be entered by the court as a matter of form, unless 


either the Government of the United States or the claimant desires 
the claim to be reopened, necessarily as to the quantum of his damages. 
As to that, if the Government desires to reopen upon the amount of 
the damages, upon the Government rests the burden of showing that 
the allowance theretofore made by a competent tribunal was insufiicient 
or was too much, and if the claimant elects to open, then he must 
show that the claim allowed was not enough. The amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont, in striking out the clause in the former part of 
the paragraph, in no wise, in my opinion, affects the latter part of the 
paragraph. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I agree with the Senator thoroughly 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the Senator from Vermont introduced hi- 
amendment, which was carried, the order of the Secretary of the Ins 
terior stood as prima facie correct. Being stricken out, it stands as 
conclusively correct. In no wise does it affect the proviso at the end 
of the section. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not understand that it does. The Senator 
from Colorado has stated precisely my understanding of the section 
I agree with him and the other Senators over there. But the section 
provides this condition if it is opened: 

In which event the testimony in the case given by the witneas and the docu 
mentary evidence therein may be read as depositions and proofs 

It preserves all the evidence which has been filed to be used by the 
parties for their benefit, respectively. But then it goes a little further 
than that and provides that the party electing to reopen the case shall 
assume the burden of proof. Now, the Senator from Colorado says that 
is upon the question of the quantum of damages. Notatall. It is 
upon the question whether there was any damages; whether there is 
any claim. Every question involved in that claim is up, and the Gov- 
ernment; assumes the aflirmative; in other words, it is compelled to 
prove that no case exists. It would goto the extent of a case where it 
is fraudulent from the beginning, fabricated by aclaimant. You might 
take a case, to illustrate, where the claimant is a myth and the Gov- 
ernment has imposed upon it the affirmative. 

It seems to me that all the testimony being preserved for the benefit 
of the claimant, he losing nothing in the way of evidence to be used 
for his benefit, that is quite enough, and that he then should estab- 
lish his case, and the affirmative should not be thrown upon the Goy- 
ernment to refute or repel or destroy not only the case, but the exist- 
ence of the claimant, if you please. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator not think that in a bill of this 
kind, which goes back to 1865, if aclaimant under this Indian depre- 
dations act shall file his poofs before the Secretary of the Interior un- 
der a statute passed for that purpose, and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall deem that he makes a good case, and shall have gone over the 
proofs and found them good, and make him an allowance of money, 
if the Government seeks to overthrow so solemn an adjudication it 
ought to take the burden of saying that the party never had any claim ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I answer the Senator’s question very frankly, and 
no. The very ground for moving to reopen the case may be be- 


say 


| cause there was insuflicient evidence upon which it was based and ab- 


| solute failure of proof. 


agreed to, ought to be stricken out, and leave it on the ordinary prin- | 


ciples of law for the court to determine in the particular situation of 
each particular case whether any and what kind of further proof should 
be produced and who ought to propound it. Therefore, if my friend 
will allow me, I will move to strike out the proviso in lines 54 and 55. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
proviso unless I received some information to enlighten my mind in 
respect to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to go out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ean hardly understand that it is just, where a 
a y should take a retrial, that the condition should be imposed that 

e must prove a negative, prove that a claim does ngt exist. That is 

what this means. [ move to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. PADDOCK. - It has not any such scope as that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair please state the question? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from New York to the fact—— 


I intended to make the motion to strike out the | 


Now, I say when there is preserved by this 
bill for the benefit of the claimant all the testimony he had filed, that 
is all he has a right to ask. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose there were found a clear mistake in the com- 
putation by the Secretary of the Interior, and he had found that there 
were $10,000 ‘due when the mere footing from the proof showed but 
$5,000 due, and that case was reopened by the Government. Upon 
this bill as it stands it would not be enough to show that there was 
not evidence before the Secretary of the Interior which warranted his 
judgment, or that he had made a mistake, or that all the proof which 
was in question before them showed but $5,000. The Government 
would have, if I read this rightlv, to show affirmatively if there were 
not $10,000 damages due. 

Mr. PLUMB. That would simply be done by reference to Adams's 
Arithmetic. The burden of proof would be on the Government to show 
that twice 2 was not 5 but 4. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the point atall. It does not prove affirm- 
atively that I am not entitled to receive $10,000 from the Government 
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simply to show that the person who formerly considered the question 
had only proof before him in regard to the $5,000, and he made a mis- 
take and called it $10,000, That is not having the burden of proof on 
the party opening the case. The case has got toshow something more. 
It has got to show aflirmatively what the facts of the case are. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think so atall. This class of cases, as the 
Senator from Colorado well said, are cases investigated by the Govern- 
ment, and not by the claimant. The Government itself through its 
own instrumentalities, unbiased and uninformed, unless it chose to get 
information from the claimant or by anything which he may offer, has 
investigated these claims and found a certain amount due; and this 
only says the Government knows better now than it did before, has 
got other testimony than it had before, which would warrant it in put- 
ting this claimant upon his defense; he shall not be put upon his de- 
fense. If the case should arise, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
says, which, of course, is only a mere supposition—such cases can not 
practically arise—that the Secretary of the Interiorshould have wrongly 
added up a certain column of figures whereby $5,000 should have be- 
come $10,000, the Government would have proof of the incorrectness 
of that amount by referring to the arithmetic, That is all I said. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I desire to say to the Senator from Kansas that it 
is not a question of arithmetic. You might takea case of this kind, 
though I do not know that such a case exists. The award is for $10,- 
000; all of the testimony ever considered by the Department is there 
on file, and upon that testimony it is impossible to figure out that the 
claim is more than $1,000. Now, itis not a question of arithmetic. 
You simply say that the Government has got to go to work and go back 
to the scene of action, and investigate this matter for itself, and prove 
affirmatively that there was noclaim for $10,000. 
of arithmetic. - Adams can not be invoked in it at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. He is not very good authority at this day, anyway. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I appeal to the Senate to give us a vote on the bill, 
so that We may save the necessity of an evening session. 

Mr, PLUMB. I want to say to the Senator from New York that I 
think he misconceives the situation of the bill. One tribunal of the 
Government has already rendered judgment in favor of the people whose 
claims are mentioned in this section. What he wants now is that the 
Government shall have the right to retry it before another Government 
tribunal, to have the affirmative. I do not think he ought to want 
that. 

All these people have been subjected to delay, to the expense and 
trouble of the investigation that has already been had under the law. 
It has been without their control, and what has been done in their be- 
halfor otherwise has been presumably fair from the Government stand- 
point, and it ought not to be set aside and subject them to farther 
delay unless the Government is willing to undertake to say that the 
investigation it has already had is wrong, and therefore to that extent 
it is to be affirmative. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment, to strike out the proviso in lines 54 and 
55 of section 7. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. I 
think it is a verbal one entirely. On page 19, section 15, line 7, I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘at’’ and insert the word ‘‘or.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 19, section 15, line 7, strike out ‘‘at’’ 
and insert ‘‘or;’’ so as to read: 


Shall be furnished tothe proper court upon its order or the request of the 
Attorney General. 


Che amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

Che amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, before the vote is taken on the passage 
of the bill, to have printed in the Recorp a letter from the chief 
justice of the Court of Claims in reference to the condition of business 
in that court. I ask to have it printed without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


Court or CLaims, Washington, D. U., February 18, 1891. 
Dear Str: Your letter of the 17th instant has been received and laid before 
the judges,and with their concurrence and by their direction I make this reply. 
You are quite correct in saying that, “ however many cases may be pending 
in the Court of Claims, the dourt iiself is not overburdened with cases ready for 
decision; that all cases submitted are decided promptly, and that more work 
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can be speedily and satisfactorily done by itif such shal! be imposed by legisla- 
tion.”’ 

You ask for such other facts as may be pertinent to the subject. 

It is true that on the general docket there area large number of cases,but many 
of them are never brought to trial, and others are quickly disposed of when 
put on the trial list. To illustrate: At one time at the present term the Assist- 
ant Attorney General filed a motion to dismiss five hundred and forty cases for 
want of jurisdiction, no action having been taken thereon by the claimants for 
mere than two years. 

Then there are many class cases which follow the decision in one of them, 
In a recent instance one hundred and six cases were disposed of upon the au- 
thority of a single decision. 

Occasionally cases of unusual magnitude cr importance tried in the latter part 
of aterm are held over for more careful consideration by the judges, as is the 
custom of all courts. Otherwise all cases on the trial list are disposed of before 
the court adjourns. 

A number of Indian cases have been referred by special acts of Congress and 
have been or will shortly be determined. 

Iam, very respectfully, yours, etc., 
WILLIAM A, RICHARDSON, 
Chief Justice. 
Hon, Wriii1aM E. CHanpier, Senator, etc. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [also ask to have printed a former letter from 
the chief justice of the Court of Claims, dated February 23, 1886, 
which is contained in the speech of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLpH], made in the Senate on the 16th day of April, 1886, on Indian 
depredation claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The letter is as follows: 


The Chair hears no objection. 


Court or CLAms CHampers, Washington, February 23, 1886, 

My Dear Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 19th instant, with a copy of Senate bill No, 1407, “‘in relation to Indian dep- 
redations.”’ ¥ 

You say that you “ have been informed that the impression is prevalent, to 
some extent, that the Court of Claims would be unable to dispose of any con- 
siderable addition to the business now before it,’’ and you ask me to inform you’ 
whether it would be possible for the court to dispose promptly of cases which 
might arise under this bill should it become a law, and whetherany changes in 
existing law would be necessary to enable the court to determine the causes 
which might go before it should the bill be passed by Congress, 

The impression to whieh you refer is anerroneousone. Althoughthe business 
of the court has been largely increased of late, no difficulty has been or is likely 
to be found in disposing of it as fast as the parties are ready for trial. 

Of course the judges are required to work somewhat harder, but of that they 
do not complain. They always hold themselves in readiness cheerfully and 
promptly to do whatever business Congress sees fit to put upon them. 

When the Bowman bill,which became the “act to afford assistance and relief 
to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and 
demands against the Government” (22 Stat. at Large, 485), was before a com- 
mittee of Congress, the judges made reply to a similar request as follows : 

“The business of the court has frequently been increased by special matters 
of jurisdiction referred to it by Congress, such as the abandoned and captured 

»yroperty cases, under the act of March 12, 1863; casesagainst the District of Co- 

umbia, under the act of June 16, 1880; and numerous cases and classes of cases 
referred by private acts. It is found that such cases bring in new litigants and 
new counsel, who prepare and submit their cases while others are in prepara- 
tion, and do not obstruct the general business. Litigants are always promptly 
heard whenever their cases are ready for submission, and the court promptly 
decides them, and the business has never been in arrears; so that the extent of 
business which the court may transact can hardly be estimated.”’ 

Further experience with the business of that act before the court has con- 
firmed the views there exp > 

I have no doubt that the court, with no additional assistance, would be able 
todo promptly all the business that would come to it if the present bill becomes 
a law. 

I send herewith a copy of the History, Jurisdiction, and Practice of the Court 
of Claims, from which you will get a full account of the business of the court. 


I am, very truly, yours, ctc., 
WILLIAM A, RICHARDSON, 
Chief Justice, 
Hon. J. N. Dourn, Senator, etc. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill pass ? 

The bill was ‘ 

Mr. MOODY. I move that the Senate request aconference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Moopy, Mr. 
Pappock, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the bill be printed as amended by the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FROM EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I ask to be excused from attend- 
ance at evening sessions. It is not my purpose to be absent all the 
time, but I desire to have permission not to attend in case my own 
condition, or that of the weather, should be unfavorable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
leave to absent himself from evening sessions of the Senate. The 
Chair hears no objection, and he is excused. s 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. Will it be 
necessary to ask leave in order to be absent from the evening sessions 
of the Senate? , 


METROPOLITAN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I entered a motion yesterday to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate passed the bill (8. 4119) granting a right of way 
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to the Metropolitan Southern Railway Company through the property 
of the United States in Montgomery County, Maryland. ‘That bill 

the Senate several days ago, and under the rules of the Senate 
it must go to the other House. I ask that the vote be had upon the 
reconsideration, so that I may call up the bill for consideration either 
this evening or to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ported. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 4119) granting a right of way to the 
Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through the property of the 
United States in Montgomery County, Maryland. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
to reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered toa third reading 
and passed by the Senate. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


The title of the bill will be re- 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to take up at 
this time the act for the erection of United States prisons, which was 
partially read the other day. It will take but a few moments, and 
there is no objection to its passage, as far as I am aware. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to bring before the Senate, as the unfinished 
business for to-morrow, the next bill in order, and then it can be laid 
aside informally. 


OF NICARAGUA, 


Mr. HOAR. Very well. 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of the bill (S. 4827) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ approved February 20, 
1880. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 


The bill is before the Senate as in 


EVENING SESSIONS, 


Mr. HOAR. In order that there may be no uneasiness about com- 
pelling an evening session, I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for a recess at 6 o’clock be rescinded for this evening only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the order for a recess this evening may 
be rescinded. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that does not interfere with the 
general order. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all, only for to-night. 
order this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
when the Senate adjourns this evening it will be to meet at 11 a. m. 
to-morrow. 


It only rescinds the 


UNITED STATES PRISONS, 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 182) for the erection of United 
States prisons for the imprisonment of United States prisoners, and for 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Sec, 2. That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate of the United States, shall appoint three persons, citizens 
of the United States, one of whom shall be an officer of the Department of Jus- 
tice, as a commission, whose cuty it shall be to procure plans and specifications 
for the construction of three Government prisons, together with all necessary 
offices, workshops, and other appurtenances, and with accommodations for 
juvenile convicts and first offenders, each of which prisons is to be of sufficient 
capacity in all its parts and appointments to accommodate and employ at least 
six hundred re the said specifications to contain an exact estimate, as 
near as may be, of the cost of es of said prisons in detail, namely, the 
fixtures, the superstructure, the furnishing of all their parts, and all necessary 
appurtenances, including heating and lighting apparatus, waterworks and 
sewe , the cost of the inclosure walls, the amount of cost of each and every 
kind of material to be used in the construction of the same, the cost of labor, 
and the necessary time required for the completion of said institutions. To en- 
able said commission to perform the above-named duty it is authorized to em- 
ploy anarchitect, They shall adopt plans for the building of the above-named 
prisons and submitthe same with their approval to the Attorney General and 
the Secretary of the Interior. The said commission is authorized to ascertain 
what sites can be pure’ in accordance with section | of this act, the price 
and location of the same, and report these facts, together with such recom- 
mendations as they may have to make, to the Attorney General and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. The members of said commission shall receive for 
their services, out of the appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion and construction of the Government prisons, the sum of $10 for each day 
actually employed in the discharge of their duties, and their expenses, except 
the member of the commission from the Department of Justice, who shall re- 
ceive only his expenses; these sums to be allowed and audited by the At- 
torney General of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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thorize/,’’ to insert “‘in considering the report and recommendation 
of the commission provided for in section 2 of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That the Attorney General and the Secretary of the Interior be, and are 
hereby, authorized, in considering the report and recommendation of the com- 
mission provided for in section 2 of this act, to select the State, district, or 
Territory in which to locate and crect the prisons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after the word ‘‘su- 
perintendent,’’ to insert ‘‘ whose compensation shall be $3,500 per an- 
num,;’’ in line 5, after the word ‘* superintendent,’’ tostrike out ‘* war- 
den, keeper’’ and insert ‘‘ whose compensation shall be $2,500 per 
annum,;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘* prisoners,’’ to insert ‘‘ whose 
compensation shall be determined by the Attorney General;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

That the control and management of said prisons be vested in the Attorney 
General, who shall have power to appoint a superintendent, whose compensa- 
tion shall be $5,500 per annum, assistant superintendent, whose compensation 
shall be $2,500 per annum, and all other officers necessary for the safekeeping, 
care, protection, and discipline of such United States prisoners, whose compen- 
sation shall be determined by the Attorney General. He shall also have au- 
thority to promulgate such rules for the government of the officials of said 
prisons and prisoners as he may deem proper and necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Src. 9. That the courts shall be authorized to sentence juvenile and female 
offenders to institutions established by the States for the confinement of such 
offenders, in their discretion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Imove that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conterees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Hoar, Mr. 
WILson of Iowa, and Mr. PUGH were appointed. 


NATIONAL 


Mr. HIGGINS. lLlask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 1861) forthe relief of the National 
New Haven Bank, of the State of Connecticut. It isa very short bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information, subject to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as follows: 


NEW HAVEN BANK OF CONNECTICUT. 


Whereas the Bureau of Construction and Repair, in the Department of the 
United States Navy, on the 28th of February, 1877, did issue a certificate in trip- 
licate toone John W. Griffiths, which was duly approved in triplicate by [. 
Hanscom, chief of bureau, and made payable out of the appropriations for 
eonstruction and repairs, 1876 and 1877,by the paymaster at Washington, for 
the sum of $3,519.15, in full settlement of his claim for damages sustained by 
reason of the closing of the workshops at the Kittery yard while the United 
States steamship Enterprise, built by him under contract, was under construe- 
tion, being the full and final payment on that vessel, and in full for all claims 
and demands under contract, or for extras of whatever name or nature 
report of board dated February 27, 1877, on file in bureau; and 

Whereas said John W. Grifliths, on or about the 9th day of January, 1878, 
made his certain promissory note in writing for $3,000, payable four months 
from date, and gave same to said bank, together with the said navy certificate 
indorsed by him and the blank receipts signed by him as collateral, and said 
note was duly discounted by said bank at the lawful rate of interest, At ma- 
turity of said note the same was not paid, but wasduly renewed at the request 
of the maker for three months longer, but said second note was not paid at ma 
turity; and 

Whereas, on orabout the 27th day of November, 1878, at the city of New York, 
the said navy certificate was duly advertised for sale in accordance with the 
stipulation contained in said note, and being sold at public auction, was regu- 
larly purchased at such sale by said bank, as the highest bidder, for $3,100, and 
said bank is now the lawful holder and owner of said navy certificate, which 
has never been paid: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay the said National Bank of New Haven the sum of 


x 


$3,519.15 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


, 48 per 


oo 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that the preamble may be stricken out with- 
out injury to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amble will bedisagreed to. It is disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lam afraid there is no quorum present just now, 
and I call the attention of the Chair to the fact. 

Mr. HARRIS. Instead of the suggestion, it seems to me so obvious, 
I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that we had better adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so, too. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

The motion wasagreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 


If there be no objection, the pre- 


The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word ‘‘an- | journed until to-morrow, Friday, February 20, 1891, at 11 o’clock a, m. 





















































2926 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1891. 
The House metat 11 0’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
Hi. Miipury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
EASTERN AND WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF KANSAS, 


Mr. PETERS, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, subject to objection, 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (A. 1. 134 to divide the State of Kansas into an eastern and western 
judicial district, and for other purposes 

During the readiag of the bill, 

Mr. PETERS said: I desire to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas withdraws the bill. 
GEORG! QUINTARD AND GEORGE E. WEED, ASSIGNEES OF JOHN 

ROACH, 


Mr. QUINN. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bili 1160) for the relief of George W. Quintard 
and George E. Weed, assignees of John Roach, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we may just as well have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


LEASES AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11736) to reg- 
ulate the granting of leases at Hot Springs, Ark., and for other pur- 
poses, with Senate amendments. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, that isa 
long bill and there are numerous Senate amendments. To save time 
I ask that the Senate amendments be nonconcurred in and that the 
conference asked for be agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to hear the title of the bill again. 

The title was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] asks 
unanimous consent to omit the reading of the bill and to nonconcur in 
the Senate amendments. Is there objection to the firstrequest? [Aft- 
era pause.| The Chair hears none. The question is on nonconcur- 
rence in the Senate amendments and agreeing to a committee of con- 
ference. 

The question was put and the motion was agreed to. 

CERTAIN HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 4746) for the 
relief of settlers upon certain lands in the State of Iowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., Thatall actual settlers upon the lands heretofore relinquished 
by the State of Lowa to the United States because theretofore erroneously con- 
veyed to said State on account of the grant for the Sioux City and St. Paul Rail- 
road, and restored to the public domain and opened to settlementand entry un- 
der the decision and order of the Secretary of the Interior, dated July 26, 1887, 
shall, if found entitled to enter the same, be allowed, when making final proof, 
for the time they have already actually resided upon and cultivated the same. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask for the present consideration of that bill. A 
bill identical with it has been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands and is now upon the House Calendar. 


Mr.McMILLIN, Let us have the report that accompanies the House 
bill read or some statement concerning the merits of this bill, 

Mr. PAYSON. Ihave not the reportat hand, but I can makea state- 
monet if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have the report, which I will send to the desk. 

The report (by Mr. PAyson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13152) authorizing certain homestead settlers in the State of lowa to make final 
proof, ete... make the following report: 

Phe facts upon which the committee rely for justification in reporting this bill 
ind advocating its passage are as follows: 

In ls64, by an act of Congress approved May 12 (see U. 8. State. at Large, vol. 
13, p. 72), a ~rant of lands was made to the State of lowa to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads, one of which (and the only one necessary to be considered in 
this case) was to run from Sioux City to the south line of the State of Minnesota. 

Section 2 of said grant fixed double minimum value to the even-numbered 
sections remaining and lying within the limits of the said grant, and provided 
for their entry and sale 

Section 3 deolared that the lands granted should remain subject to the dis- 
posal of the Legislature of lowa for the purpose aforesaid, and no other, and 
that the railroads should be and remain public highways for the use of the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States free of all toll or other charges upon the trans- 
portation of property or the troops of the United States. 

Section 4 provided the manner in which the lands should be disposed of, 
which disposition was to be by said State, but the patents forthe lands granted 
were to be issued by the Secretary of the Interior to the State of lowa upon 
the certificate of the governor of said State that any section of 10 consecutive 
miles of said road had been completed in a good, substantial, and workman- 
like manner as a first-class railroad, at which time said Secretary was author- 
ized to issue patents for one hundred seetions of said Jands for the benefit of 
said road. 

The Eleventh General Assembly of the State of Iowa, by act approved April 
18, 1866, acoepted this crant, and, as to the live of road mentioned herein, con- 
ferred the same on the Sioux City and St. Paul Railroad Company upon cer- 
tain conditions not necessary to be stated. 
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Said railroad company omega said grant and entered upon the construction 
of said road under the conditions of the State and Federal grants, beginning at 
a point selected by it on the south boundary lineof the State of Minnesota and 
continuing southwest in the direction of Sioux City, lowa, and by the spring of 
1873 it had completed and put in operatiun its road in substantial compliance 
with said grants to Lemars, in Plymouth County, a distance of 56.13 miles. 

Lemars is distant from Sioux City about 26 miles in a northeast direction. 
This company has never built its road farther in the direction indicated than 
Lemars, but has ever since 1873 run its trains over the Illinois Central Railroad 
Company’s track between Lemars and Sioux City under traffic arrangements 
withsaid company. 

At various times between the commencement of the construction of said road 
and its completion to Lemars, patents were issued for lands as said company 
earned the same, four patents in all having been issued containing in the aggre- 
gate 407,910.21 acres. Thisquantity was largely in excess of the number of acres 
earned by said company, it not being entitled to any lands for the fractional 
10-mile section above the five 10-mile sections, to wit, 56.13 miles. The com- 
pany, however, claimed said lands and that it was entitled to the proper pro- 
portion for building the fractional 10-mile section. This claim the State of lowa 
denied, and for years a controversy was pending between the State and said 
company in relation to said lands. 

Of the lands patented to the State for said company, to wit, 407,911.21 acres, 
35,457.40 acres were never patented to the company and the contention between 
the State and the company was over these. 

On March 16, 1882, the General Assembly of the State of Iowa passed a law re- 
suming all lands and all rights to lands granted to said company above ro- 
ferred to. 

On March 7, 1882, the Commissioner ofthe General Land Office addressed the 
governor of Iowa a letter calling his attention to the grant to the Sioux City 
and St. Paul Company,and requested that the governor would indicate what 
his action would be in regard to the surrender ofthe patents issued to the State 
for said company, for lands which had not been earned by it. The governor 
answered the letter of the Commissioner, stating the position of the State as he 
then understood it. 

On February 6, 1883, Secretary of the Interior Teller addressed a letter to the 
governor of Iowa, again calling attention to these uncertified lands, and sug- 
gested that, if the governor had no authority to revest in the United States the 
legal title to the unearned lands referred to, it might be proper to obtain such au- 
thority from the General Assembly at an early date in order that said lands 
might be restored to the public domain. 

By an act approved March 27, 1884, the General Assembly of Iowa authorized 
and directed the governor of the State to certify to the Secretary of the Interior 
all lands which had not been patented to said Sioux City and St. Paul Railroad 
Company except such of the lands as were situated in the counties of Dickin- 
son and O'Brien, ,. 

On January 12, 1887, the governor of Iowa certified back to the Government 
all of the unpatented lands referred to and lying in the counties of Plymouth, 
S.vux, and Woodbury, and on July 26, 1887, the Secretary of the Interior di- 
rected that said lands be restored and held subject to entry. 

in 1882, and soon after the Commissioner of the General Land Office addressed 
ene governor of Iowa as herein set forth, calling his attention to the lands herein 
referred to and requesting [to be informed] what action he would take in refer- 
ence to surrendering them to the Government, homeseekers moved on the 
lands, and from that day to this have continued to reside thereon. 

The purpose of this act is to enable these people to receive the benefit of the 
time spent on the lands, and to make final proof at the expiration of five years 
from the date of settlement on the lards, without being compelled to wait five 
years from the date of the opening of the lands to settlement under the action 
of the Department. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. McMILLIN, I have no objection to the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is entitled to consideration as a matter of right. 

Mr. DUNNELL. By what right? 

Mr. PAYSON. As business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I desire to ask the gentleman how much of the 
four hundred and odd thousand acres of land originally granted were 
involved in this. 

Mr. PAYSON. There are about 85,000 acres that might be involved 
here, but I understand from letters which I have received that not 
over twelve or fifteen thousand acres will be really involved, and no 
one will be a beneficiary of this act unless he was an actual settler in 
good faith under the homestead law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And this is simply to enable them to perfect their 
titles at an earlier date than they could do without it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely. They have been prevented from doing 
that by reason of the involved condition of the title in the Interior De- 
partment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, The bill seems to be a proper one. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I notice that this bill affects the dis- 
trict represented by my colleague, Mr. Linp, who is not at this mo- 
ment in his seat, 

Mr. PAYSON. No. This land is all in the State of Iowa and in 
the district represented by the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. STRUBLE. 
Not an acre of land is involved in this bill except in the southern part 
of Iowa, in Mr. StruBLE’s district. There is none of it in the State 
of Minnesota, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I observe that places are named in the report which 
are within the limits of the district represented by Mr. Lunn. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is because the original grant was made to the 
Sioux City and St. Paul Railroad; but at the northern end every re- 
quirement was complied with and nothing there is involved in this 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. PAYSON moved to recousider the vote by which the biil was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, House bill 13151, in relation to the same sub- 
ject, was laid on the table. 


THE PORTLAND COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (5S. 4749) for the 
relief of the Portland Company. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to inquire into and determine how much the steam machinery built for 
the United States double-enders Agawam and Pontoosuc by the Portland Com- 
pany, under its contract with the Navy Department, necessarily cost the said 
contractor over and above the contract price and allowances for extra work, 
and to enter judgment in favor of the said Portland Company for the same 
Provided, That the jadgment shall not exceed the sum allowed by the board 
convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States dated 
March 9, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, the said allow - 
ance being set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session: And provided further, That the Court of Claims, before en- 
tering such judgment, shall be satisfied from the evidence either that the claim- 
ant entered into said contract under a misapprehension as to the weight of the 
engines and boilers and that said misapprehension was due to the officers of 
the Government, or that the compensation in the contract was fixed by the Gov- 
ernment aloneand the claimant accepted the contract at the solicitation of offi- 
cers of the Government by reason of statements that a refusal to do so would 
place it in the category of those not entitled to the patronage of the Govern- 
ment thereafter, and that in case of failure to accept the Navy Department 
would be recommended to take possession of the shops of the claimant and 
have them operated exclusively for Government work: And provided further, 
That the court shall not render judgmeut for any part of such cost as might 
have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the 
part of the contractor. 

Sec, 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevantand competent upon the issues 
ioined between the parties; and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and judg- 
ment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as all other cases before 
the said Courtof Claims and have the same effect; and that either party, plain- 
tiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said Court 
of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner as 
now provided for in other cases. 


Mr. SPRINGER. What is the status of this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all 
points of order against this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from Illinois asks what the status 
of this billis. The billis ontheSpeaker’s table. An exactly similar 
measure has been recommended by the Committee on War Claims, 
and they have authorized me to ask for the passage of this Senate bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the title of the bill, Mr. Speaker? I 
want to know the names of the claimants, 

Mr. THOMAS. This is what is known as the Portland bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not this case been through the courts once 
already ? 

Mr. THOMAS. No. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is one of those gunboat claims, I suppose? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is very strange to me that this is about the only 
class of cases that has come before the House from this committee, and 
they all seem to be in the same groove. The matter has evidentiy 
been studied with very great care and managed elegantly so far as the 
claimants are concerned. I move, Mr. Speaker, that this bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this claim has been referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and they have reported in favor of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois that this bill be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. THOMAS. Before that motion is considered I would like to 
state the facts in the case. I think this is one of the most meritorious 
of all the gunboat cases that have been before Congress. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is there any merit in any of them? 

Mr. McCREARY., 
question. I do not understand this bill. 
Senate bill on the Speaker’s table, and I understand the gentleman 


from Wisconsin to say that it is very meritorious. Now, I would like 


to hear the reasons why it is so. 
Mr. THOMAS. I will try to state to the satisfaction of the gentle- 


man from Kentucky and of the House why I think this is a very meri- 
torious bill. In the first place, this is only a bill to refer the claim to 
the Court of Claims. It carries no appropriation with it. This is a 
case that was before the Selfridge board, and is one of the few cases in 


which the board found for the claimant. 


The claimants contend (and the evidence te my mind shows that 
their position is correct) that they were compelled to take this contract 


by the Navy ent—— 
Mr. McCREARY. What is the amount? 


Mr. THOMAS. About $80,000is the amount claimed. These par- 
ties were informed that if they refused to take the contract they would 
be blacklisted and would receive no employment under the Govern- 
Depart- 
ment (the report shows the names and everything of that kind) that 


ment, They were farther informed by the agentsof the Navy 


I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a 
I understand that it is a 
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the Government would probably take possession of their shops for its 
own use if the parties refused to take this contract. It was further 



































































per cent. the engines of a certain other beat, known as the Paul Jones. 
rhe specifications were furnished to the contractors as the work went 
along, and it was discovered when too late that these engines aciually 


weighed some 60 per cent. more than those of the Paul Jones, the latter 
weighing 387,398 pounds and these engines v hing about 600,000 
pounds. 

The Government by its own action caused delay in the carrying out 
of these contracts, and in the mean time, without any fault on the part 
of the contractors, the wages of labor and the cost of materials reased 
to a wonderful extent. lron which, asis stated, was worth at the time 
the contract was made $60 or $70 a ton increased in pr to a 
ton and wages doubled or t led 

Mr. ROGERS. Will itleman from Wisconsin [| Mr AS] 
allow a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. First let me make a brief statement. This I under 
stand is a Senate bill which has been considered in that body, but 
never considered here. Now, while the gentleman’s statement is per- 
fectly clear so far as it goes, yet in order that the House may under- 
stand the matter fully we want to know all the facts. Will not the 
gentleman go back and state what the contract was and all aboutit, so 
that we may know the exact question presented to the House? 

Mr. VAUX. I would like to know when the contract was made 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrkrs] is 


entirely mistaken. This bill passed the House and the Senate at the 
last session; but because of a slight mistake in not providing that the 


Government shoald be shown to be entirely in fault that bill was ve- e 
toed. Everybody, however, who hasexamined the facts concedes that to 
this is a case more meritorious than any other of these cases. ‘od 


Mr. ROGERS. That is not the point. What we want to know 





is ae 

why it is meritorious. vm 
Mr. THOMAS. Because the bill has been amended in respect to the a 
point to which the veto applied, so that that ground of objection is na 
removed. A bill similar to this has been introduced in this House tpi 
and reported favorably by the Committee on War Claims. +l 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Was not the bill to which the gentle- Pt 
man refers vetoed upon the ground that the Government was not equi- } i 
tably liable for any further remuneration to these parties? ay 
Mr. THOMAS. Notatall. There was nosuch suggestion in the veto. a 
The veto was based on the ground that the bill did not guard sufii- ve 
ciently the rights of the Governmentin the court. This whole matter i 
is left to the Court of Claims. This bill is now like the McKay bill, “2a 
which provided that it should be affirmatively shown that the fault he 
rested with the Government. This provision having been accidentally a 
omitted in the bill of last session; the bill was vetoed for that reason. ¥ 
The present bill supplies that deficiency. ee 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then this billissubstantially the same ay 
bill which was vetoed, except that there is some little provision added ie 


to ‘‘flank’’ the veto. 
Mr. THOMAS. We have simply inserted the provision the absence 


of which was the ground of the veto. There is no attempt to ‘flank mt 

the veto.’’ He 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is about what it amounts to, 1 
Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. This wat 

is one of the most meritorious bills of this whole class of measures, f 


It ep 


simply submits to the court the question whether in justice the Gov- i 
ernment ought to pay these claims. wa 
Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him two ques- Bs 
tions’ ey 
Mr. THOMAS. Certainly iy 
Mr. VAUX. When was this contract made? mS 
Mr. THOMAS. It was made during the war— We 
Mr. VAUX. That is sufficient on that point. Now, will the gen- a 
tleman state where the evidence is to which he has referred that these eu 
parties were threatened with being blacklisted if they did not take the a 


contract? 


2H 
Mr. THOMAS. That evidence is found in affidavits filed with the as 
papers in this case, affidavits from persons then connected with the ont 
Navy Department. Bg 
Mr. ROGERS. I have been unable to ascertain why this is a ‘‘ meri- ae 


torious’’ bill except on the ground that the Committee on War Claims ih 
has recommended it. The gentleman says that this bill has been con- 
sidered in the House. He means to say, I suppose, that a bill provid- 
ing for this particular claim, whatever it may be, was passed at the 3 
last session. But this bill itself, I understand, has never been con- ae 
sidered by the House. Now, we can not recollect every bill which may 
have been brought here six months or twelve months ago. What are 
the facts in this case which, in view of the gentleman, would justify 
the House of Representatives in passing this bill? 4 

Mr. THOMAS. Ifthe gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. RoGrrs] can 
hear me I will repeat what I have said. The gentleman evidently did 
not hear the statements I have made. 

Mr. ROGERS. No; I could not, 
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Mr. THOMAS. A contract was entered into to build these engines 
for these two monitors. ‘The claimants contend (and there is strong 
proof to show that their contention is correct) that in the first place 
they were compelled te take the contract by the threats of agents rep- 
resenting the Navy Department that if these parties failed to take the 
contract their yards would be blacklisted and they would not receive 
any other work from the Government or that the Government. might 
take possession of the yards and do the work itself. 

It is contended further, and there is very strong proof to sustain it, 
that there was a misrepresentation as to the weight of the engines con- 
tracted for, The contract provided that they should not exceed 15 
per cent. in weight the engines on the Paul Jones, whereas in fact they 
exceeded that rate by 60 per cent., and this was not discovered until 
it was too late to be remedied, for the reason that the specifications 
were furnished as the work progressed. 

These parties further contend, Mr. Speaker, that by reason of the 
action of the Government they were delayed in the execution of this 
work six months in the one case, and in the other nine months, in the 
building of the engines and carrying out the contract, whereby they 
suffered great loss and damage by reason of the increase in the price 
of material and wages. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me ask the gentleman where this yard is lo- 
cated, 

Mr. THOMAS. These shops are located in Portland, Me. 

Mr. ROGERS. What was theconditionof Maine at that time that 
would authorize the Government to take possession of the private prop- 
erty of an individual? Was there any martial law prevailing or such 
a condition as would justify the military authorities in assuming con- 
trol of private business ? 

Mr. THOMAS. The war of the rebellion made it necessary often 
to act arbitrarily on the part of the Government to put it down. 

Mr. ROGERS, But was there anything in the condition of Maine 
at that time to warrant this action of the military authorities? 

Mr. THOMAS. The condition was such that even the loyal States 
were not exempt from the necessity of prompt action on the part of 
the Government, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There was no rebellion prevailing in Maine. 

Mr. THOMAS. But it affected the State of Maine as it did all the 
rest of the Union, and the people there suffered as they did everywhere” 
else, by reason of the rebellion. 

But to go back to the case, this is simply to submit it for the action 
of the court to find the facts. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understood the gentleman from Wisconsin 
the other day, in the consideration of the case of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana, to say that the report of the War Claims Committee was 
merely pro forma and not expected to carry the bill through. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yon certainly misunderstood me, then, for I said 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr, STOCK DALE. 
substance of it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Where I make a report from the committee I care- 
fully consider al! the facts in connection with it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Do not the balance of the committee? 

Mr. THOMAS. That is the action of the committee with regard to 
all matters presented tothem; and while I do not sometimes with 
the reports of the committee, and did not in the Louisiana case, yet 
every one of them is given full consideration. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But the gentleman made that remark. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman is entirely in error. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman made the remark, and it is in 
the REcoRD. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think the gentleman clearly misunderstood me. 

But this is simply a submission of the case to the court. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Was not that exactly the case in regard to the 
Citizens’ Bank in Louisiana? Did not the gentleman distinguish him- 
self by his opposition to that case which had precisely the same object 
in view? 

Mr. THOMAS. I want to know if the gentleman thinks that every 
case submitted to the court for a finding involves the same general 
features? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 


That is the gentleman’s own language or the 


The principle here is precisely the same. 

Mr. THOMAS. The basis on which the case rests is-entirely differ- 
ent. Now, if you mean, by saying that I opposed the Louisiana case 
and favor this one, to imply that there is any inconsistency in my po- 
sition, an examination of the two cases will convince the gentleman 
to the contrary. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But the principle of each is the same. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The report of the committee was in each case 
to submit the claims to the action of the court for a finding of fact. 

Mr. THOMAS. But the Citizens’ Bank case stands on an entirely 
different footing from this. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That was never vetoed, I believe. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion istoreferthe bill, Does the 
gentleman yield the floor? 
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Mr. THOMAS. No,sir; I donot yield the floor. 
vious question 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
take up all the time and then try to cut off discussion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois had 
made the motion to commit the bill before the demand for the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And on the motion to commit I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman in charge of the 
bill is entitled to the floor. He has not relinquished it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Noton my motion tocommit, Mr. Speaker. 
motion has been entertained, and I wish to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has been entertained, although the 
Chair has some doubt about the propriety of entertaining it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair seems to be always in doubt about en- 
tertaining snch motions coming from this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is an entirely gratuitous remark on the part 
of the gentleman from Illinois, and it is one that he will never have an 
opportunity to reply to from the same positien. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. In regard to that there may be a difference of 
opinion. But my remark was true, nevertheless. 

Mr. THOMAS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
insist upon the previous question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Oh, this money goes to Maine, 
debate. 
chance. 

The SPEAKER. 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not in- 
sist upon the previous question after he has occupied all the time for 
debate himself, and allowed nothing to be said on the other side. 

Mr. THOMAS. How much time does the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] want? 

Mr.SPRINGER. I want enough time to present some of the facts 
in this case which the gentleman has not presented, and also to have 
the report of the committee read. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. This looks very much as though gentlemen did 
not dare to have this bill discussed. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am quite willing to yield a reasonable time to the 
gentleman from Illinois. How much time does he wish? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want thirty minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I can not yield as much time as that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to have the report of the committee read, 
and that will take fifteen minutes. We certainly ought not to have 
the previous question ordered upon this bill without even hearing the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield to the gentleman fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will ask that the report of the committee 
be read without being taken from my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs] 
yields fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, if the House will be in order, during the 
brief time allowed me I will endeavor to explain some of the facts in 
this case, and I ask for order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has stated that 
the reason why this contractor could not get justice done him was be- 
cause the Government of the United States, through the Navy Depart- 
ment, had threatened to blacklist his yard or establishment. Thesame 
fact is stated in the report of the committee, from which I quote as 
follows: 


I demand the pre- 


That 


Let it go without 
It goes to Maine, and is therefore all right. It is the last 


The gentleman from Wisconsin moves the previous 


It is claimed by the claimant, and there is some evidence before your com- 
mittee tending to support the claim, that the contracts were entered into at the 
urgent request of prominent navy officials, acting under instructions from the 
Navy Department, and in advance of the preparation of the working drawings, 
and under what may be not improperly described as threats that, unless the 
contracts were taken on the terms proposed by the Department, namely, of 
$82, 000 each, or $164,000 for the two, the company would by the Department be 
placed on the blacklist, or in the category of those establishments not entitled 
to the patronage ofthe Department inthe future; and, stillifurther, thata failure 
to accept the offer made — Department to take these contracts would re- 
sult in a probability that claimant’s shop would be taken possession of by the 
Department and operated exclusively for the Government work. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I undertake to say this is a foul slander upon the 
naval officersof the Government. To say that the officers of this Gov- 
ernment, who were then earnestly desirous of putting down the re- 
bellion, were engaged in the meanest of all mean subterfuges in order 
to get work done in the State of Maine, a loyal State of this Union, is 
to pronotnce a slander upon the Government; and this claimant ought 
not to have any standing in this House, for he comes here and asks 
consideration, at the same time thrusting his slanders in the teeth of 
the officers of the Government of the United States. I undertake to 
say that this claimant has had justice done him already by the officers 
of the Government, and that his plea of delay is without foundation; 
for, of all others, the officers of the Government were interested in the 
prompt dispatch of the business of the Department and in the prompt 
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execution of all contracts. The statement that the Government has 
caused the delay is without foundation entirely. The Government de- 
sired to have this work done promptly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Did the President of the United States veto a 
bill for the relief of this same company; and if so, when, and will you 
have it read ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The President vetoed this bill, with only slight 
modifications; and I will send to the Clerk’s desk the President’s veto 
and ask that it be read. It is the message of President Harrison, veto- 
ing this bill at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. DoTI understand the gentleman to 
say the President has vetoed this bill ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. President Harrison vetoed this bill at the last 
session of Congress? 

Mr. ANDERSON, ofKansas. I would like tohear the veto message. 

Mr.SPRINGER. And under all parliamentary rules that bill could 
never come before this House again. It is regarded as a quietus on 
every other bill, except this class of claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate : 


I return to the Senate, without my approval, the bill (5. No. 473) for the relief 
of the Portland Company, of Portland, Me. 

This bill confers upon the Court of Claims jurisdiction to inquire into and 
determine how much certain steam machinery, built for the United States under 
contract and to be used in the vessels Agawan and Pontoosuc, cost the contract- 
ors over and above the contract price and any allowances for extra work which 
have been made, and requires the court to enter judgment in favor of the claim- 
ant for the excess of cost above such contract price and allowances. 

The bill differs from others which have been presented to me, and one of 
which I have approved, in that it does not make the further allowance to the con- 
tractors contingent upon the fact that the additional expense was the result of 
the acts of the Government, through its officers, causing delays and increased 
cost in the construction of the work. 

The bill in effect directs the court to ignore the contract entirely, except as 
payments under it are to be treated as credits, and to allow the contractors the 
cost of the work, and that without reference to their own negligence or want of 
skill in executing the work. There would seem to be no object in the Govern- 
ment making a contract for work ifthe contract is only to be binding upon the 
parties in the event that the contractor realizes a profit. 

I can not give my approval to the proposition applied here, which, ifallowed 
here, should be given general application, that every contractor with the Gov- 
ernment who, during the early days of the war, failed to realize, by reason of 
inerease in cost of labor and materials, a profit upon the contract shall now have 
access Ge Court of Claims to recover upon the quantum meruit the cost of 
the work. 


BENJ. HARRISON 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, October 1, 1890. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire tocall the attention 
of the House to the fact that the feature objected to in the President’s 
message, saying he could not give his sanction to any measure which 
allowed contractors to disregard the contracts they had made and sue 
the Government upon the quantum meruit, is still preserved in the ex- 
isting bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman state what became 
of the veto message at the last session ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was referred to the Committee on War Claims 
and never ae back. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. And the House never reconsidered the 
matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It never did. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then is not that still pending? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The veto message was referred tothe Committee 
on War Claims, and I presume never has been reported back. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THoMAs] can state that. As I under- 
stand it, the veto message was never reported back, and is now pend- 
ing. 

Sut he claims that the bill has removed the objections of the Presi- 
dent. It is attempted to remove them by the insertion of a clause in 
the new bill that the delay must have resulted from the fault of the 
Government. Then they proceed to state what the fault of the Gov- 
ernment was: First, that the Government delayed this work to the 
detriment of the contractor; and second, that the Government threat- 
ened the contractor that it wou!d put him on the blacklist if he did not 
do the work according to the Government’s proposal. So that this bill 
lays down a narrow groove in which the Court of Claims is required to 

place this c’aim and consider it; and it can not consider it on its mer- 
its. The court is first required to find the difference in the price of 
labor and material between the times when the contract was made 
and when the work was done. They are to proceed on the assump- 
tion that the Government was at fault for this delay, and the court is 
asked to certify the amount of that difference and enter judgment for it. 

If these cases were submitted to the Court of Claims upon their 
merits, as other cases are, there would be very little objection; but in- 
stead of this being submitted upon its merits, the merits are eliminated 
by this bill, which sends the claim to the court, the effect of which 
will be to have them make a mere mathematical calculation as to the 
difference in the cost of material at the time when the contract was 
made and at the time when the werk was done. 
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I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Arkansas 
{[Mr. Rocrnrs]. 

Mr. ROGERS, I wanted to ask the gentleman if there is not a 
striking resemblance between this claim and the ‘‘Denman claim,”’ 
which itissaid was placed in charge of ‘‘ Senator Rivers.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not up in that matter. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. There seems to be a striking resemblance in the 
character of the bills. Here is a bill which has passed the House of 
Representatives once; and it is said to have passed the Senate. It is 
said that it did not exactly pass the President. I do not understand 
how it gets precedence over all other bills on the Private Calendar, for 
I thought that in this Congress private claims were to have no rights. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Illinois yield ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. ROGERS. I yield to the Chair if he desires it. [Laughter. } 
[am through. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say further in regard to this 
claim, that this is one of a class of cases that has been running through 
Congress for twenty-five years, The first bill upon this subject that 
passed was vetoed by President Grant; another bill was vetoed by 
President Cleveland, and now the third one has been vetoed by Presi- 
dent Harrison. One of the cases was taken to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and it decided that the Government was not liable. 
That case came back to Congress, and an effort was made to get it sent 
to the Court of Claims in a way so as to avoid the decision of the Su 
preme Court. So that if we pass this bill it will be but one of many 
that will amount in the whole to six or eight million dollars that 
have been running round the vetoes of the President, dodging the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, and trying to enter into the Court of 
Claims in such a way as to get into the Treasury, for the last twenty- 
five years. ‘This is the lastscheme of dodging the President's veto and 
endeavoring to get into the Court of Claims; and to do so they are 
dodging the grounds that have been laid down in three vetoes and in 
the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. THOMAS. I want to say just one word. If this is not a just 
claim, it is astonishing to me, and it must be to every gentleman who 
diseusses this case, that every board organized by the Government to 
examine into the merits of this case has decided in favorof it It has 
been decided by the Committee on War Claimsin this House time and 
time againtobeajustclaim. Reports of like character have been made 
to the Senate from the Committee on Claims. In an early day Senator 
Sumner and Senator Hendricks, two gentlemen exactly opposite in 
political belief, announced in the Senate that they believed in the jus- 
tice of this claim. No President has ever vetoed this claim upon its 
merits, but upon the fact that there was a mistake made in the bill in 
not gusrding the rights of the Government. 

Bat this bill from the Senatecovers that, and so does the House bill. 
There can be no objection to submitting the case upon its merits to the 
Court of Claims in the form which this bill provides. It is to de- 
termine whether or not the contract was violated in making the ma- 
chinery 45 per cent. heavier and containing more material than was 
provided for in the contract. It provides that, if the Government was 
at fault in preventing these parties from carrying out the contract, and 
that thereby the wages were increased by prolonging the time under 
the circumstances, and that they had to put more material into the con- 
struction at an increased cost, these parties ought to be compensated. 
The Selfridge board so decided. Congress has from time to time, 
through one Honse or the other, and finally both Houses in the last 
session, so decided. 

This is a meritorious claim, and ought to be passed, in my judgment, 
unanimously by this House. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
whether it is not true that in all these cases the claimants applied for 
an increase of price on account of changes in the contracts, and that 
they were paid the full amount, and that now they are simply asking 
to be allowed for the increased cost of materials owing to war prices. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have stated that, and also because the Govern- 
ment delayed the parties in the completion of the contract. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, has the Government ever in other cases 
allowed to any individual, a soldier or anybody else, any increase of 
wages or pay on account of war prices? 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam not discussing the question whether the Gov- 
ernment has done that in othercases. I am saying that in this case it 
was right and just for the Government to make these parties whole for 
the injury which they sustained by reason of its own laches. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I would like to ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin this question—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr.Speaker, I have got through, and I have called 
for the previous question. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I think the gentleman is right not to answer 
questions in such a case. 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, you would not be satisiied in any case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a 
question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin has asked for the 
previous question. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Well, the gentleman has made a statement which 


So the previous question was ordered. 
I think is not consistent with the facts. He hasstated that this claim 


The following-named members were aunounced as paired until fur- 


his own report shows that it was not approved by the Selfridge board 
or the Marchand board. 
Mr. THOMAS. 


Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. THomMaAs M, BRowNneE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. COGSWELL with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. Hovux with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. Rrep, of Iowa, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGORE, 

Mr. BurRkows with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
The following on this vote: 

Mr. FLick with Mr. Stewart, of Texas. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. KeTCHAM with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. ALDERSON. 


Mr. Speaker, that remark shows that the gentleman 
is entirely ignorant of what he is talking about. The Selfridge board 
did approve of the claim and did award a certain amount. The case 
never was presented to the Marchand board, because it was well under- 
stood that that board refused to consider any claim. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Marchand board reported upon the whole 
class of cases, and every one of them was included in its report. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 83. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 103, not vot- 


has been approved by every board before which it has been heard. Now ther notice: 


ing 103; as follows 


Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Bayne, 
Beiden, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Bliss 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burton, 
Oald well 
Cannon, 
Carter 
‘aswell, 
‘headle, 
heatham, 
lark, Wyo 
oleman, 
Somstock, 
raig, 
Culbertson, Pa 
Daizell, 
Darlington, 


Abbott, 
Anderson, Miss 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Blount, 
Boatner, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. * 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Caruth, 
Chipman, 
Clan vy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 


Adams, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Biggs, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Buckalew, 
Rullock, 
Buprn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Candler, Mass. 
Carlton, 
Oatchings, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clunie, 
Cogswell, 


Connell, 


YEAS—i23 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Ewart 
Farquhar, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Greenhalge, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Haugen, 
Hays, E. R 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Lacey, 

La Follette 
Laidlaw, 
Langston 
Lansing, 
Laws, 
Lehlbach, 
lAnd, 
Lodge, 
McComas 
McCord, 


McCormick 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Nute, 

O’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa, 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbush, 
Quinn, 
Raines, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Sawyer, 


NAYS—103 


Culberson, Tex. 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 

Fitch, 

Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 

Hare, 

Hatch, 

Hayes, W. I. 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N, C. 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 

Kerr, lowa 


Kerr, Pa. 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 

Lee, 

Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va 
Lewis, 
Magner 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 

O’ Ferrall, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 


NOT VOTING—108. 


Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 

De Lano, 
Dunphy, 
Enloe, 
Evans, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Lowa 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Houk, 


Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 
Lane, 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
Miller, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Niedringhaus, 
Oates, 
Outhwaite, 
Pee}, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Pierce, 


Price, 
Randall, 
Ray, 

Reed, lowa 
Ro 


Rowland, 
Sanford, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 


Scranton, 
Soull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Di. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa. 
Struble, 
Sweet, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans. 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Wickham, 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Yardley. 


Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Penington, 
Pickler, 
Pindar, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Rogers, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Springer, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Wike, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Il. 
Yoder. 


Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Mo. 
Sweney, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 


Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Ohio, 


Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright. 


Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. DunpHY, until Friday next. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to refer this bill to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. ROGERS asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 97. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. ROGERS asked for tellers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, we may as well have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 125, not 
voting 99; as follows: 

YEAS—105. 


Hooker, 
Crisp, Kerr, lowa 
©ulberson, Tex. Lanham, 
Davidson, Lee, 
Dibble, Lester, Ga, 
Dickerson, Lester, Va. 
Bland, Dockery, Lewis, 
Blount, Edmunds, Maish, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Mansur, 
Brickner, Fitch, Martin, Ind. 
Brookshire, Fithian, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, 
Brunner, Forney, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, 

Bunn, Geary, 

Bynum, Geissenhainer, 
Campbell, Goodnight, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, 
Cariton, Hare, 

Caruth, Hatch, 
Catchings, Hayes, W. I. 
Clancy, Haynes, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, 
Clements, Hemphill, 
Clunie, Henderson, N.C. 
Cobb, Herbert, 
Cothran, Holman, 


Abbott, 
Anderson, Kans, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Blanchard, 


Cowles, Perry, 
Pierce, 
Pindar, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Wike, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Il. 
Yoder. 


y, 
McClellan, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
Oates, 
O'Ferraill, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Penington, 


NAYS—1D. 


McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
M 


offitt, 
ee N.H. 
orey, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Nute, 


O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson,W.Va. Ewart, 
Baker, Farquhar, 
Bayne, Flood, 
Belden, Frank, 
Bergen, Funston, 
Bingham, Gear, 
Bliss, Gest, 
Boothman, Gifford, 
Boutelle, Greenhalge, 
Bowden, Grout, 
Hansbrough, 
Haugen, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hays, E. R. 
Burton, Hitt, 
Caldwell, Hopkins, 
Carter, Kelley, 
Caswell, 


Dorsey, 
Dannell, 
Evans, 


Scranton, 
Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Pa. 
Thomas, 


Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa. 
Van Schaick, 


Owen, Ind. 
Payne, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 


Cheadle, 
Cheatham 
Clark, Wy. 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 


§ Dolliver, 


Kennedy, 
tcham. 


Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 


Wiley, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 


Yardley. 





1891. 
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NOT VOTING—99, 


Alderson, Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Spinola, 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Lane, Stahinecker, 
Andrew, Covert, Lawler, Stewart, Ga. 
Arnold, Crain, Lind, Struble, 
Banks, Cummings, Magner, Sweet, 
Barnes, Cutcheon, Mason, Sweney, 
Bartine, Dargan, McAdoo, Tarsney, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, McCreary, Taylor, FE. B. 
Belknap, Enloe, Miller, Taylor, Il. 
Biggs, Featherston, Morgan, Taylor, J.D. 
Boatner, Finley, Morrow, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flick, Niedringhaus, Turner, Kans. 
Brower, Flower, O'Donnell, Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Payson, Waddill, 
Buckalew, Hall, Peel, Wade, 
Bullock, Harmer, Perkins, Walker, 
Burrows, Henderson, Ill. Price, Washington, 
Butterworth, Henderson,Iowa Reed, lowa Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Rowland, Whitthorne, 
Cannon, Hill, Rusk, Wickham, 
Chipman, Houk, Sanford, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Pa. Seney, Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Kilgore, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
Connell, Kinsey, Skinner, 


So Mr. SPRINGER’S motion to refer the bill to 
War Claims was not agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this vote: 


Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 


Mr. Fuick with Mr. SHIVELY. 


Mr. Linp with Mr. CRAIN. 


Mr, O’ DONNELL with Mr. PRICE. 
For the rest of the day: 


Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. 
Mr. HenpERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. ENLOg. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like tobe recorded in the 
I was not in the House when my name 


Mr. McCREARY. 


affirmative on th 
was called. 


The SPEAKER. 


quest, 
Mr. ROGERS. 


as above stated. 


The SPEAKER. 


is question. 


Let the vote be recapitulated. 
The Clerk having recapitulated the vote, the result was announced 


3UCKALEW. 


the Committee on 


The Chair is not allowed to entertain such a re- | 


The question is now on ordering the bill toa third 


Dickerso 





Forman 
Forney, 
Fow) 
Geary 





Geissenhainer, 
Goodn ght, 
Grimes, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, 
Heard 
Herbert. 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss 


Andrew 

Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa 
Atkinson, W. Va, 


Bartine 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Biggs 
Blount, 
Boat ne P, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brower, 
Browne, Va. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Candler, Mass. 
Carlton, 
Clark, Wis 
Ciunie . 
Cogswell, 
Connell, 

( 


Jooper, Ind, 


Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lee, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Maislh, 
Martin, Ind 
Martin, Tex 


McClellan, 

McCreary, 
MeMillin 
McRae, 


NOT VOTING—10 


Cooper, Ohio 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Culberson, Tex 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy 
Enloe, 

Evans, 
Featherston, 
Finley, 

Flick, 

Flood, 

Flower, 
Gibson, 
Grosvenor, 
Hare, 

Harmer, 
Hayes, W. I 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, lowa 
Henderson, N.C 
Hermann, 
Hill, 


Mill's, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Nortor 
Uates, 

O' Ferrall, 
©’ Neall, Ind, 
Owens On > 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peningt 
Perry 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 


Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kelley, 
Kilgore, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 

La Follette, 
Lawler, 
Lind, 
Mansur, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Miller, 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Niedringhaus, 
Outhwaite, 
Peel 
Pickler 
Pindar, 
Reed, lowa, 
Robertson, 
Rowland, 


©o the bill was ordered toa third reading. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. 


| with him until 2 o’clock. 
‘The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The bill was accordingly read the third time. 
The question is now on the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. 


Otherwise 
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Rogers, 
Rusk, 
Sayers 
Springer 
Stewart, Tex, 


Stone, Ky 





Stone, Mo 
stump 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Pucker 
burner, Ga, 


Wheeler, Ala, 
Whitelaw 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill, 
Wilson, Mo 


rantiord, 


Sawyer, 
Seney, 
Shively, 


Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Smith, lil 
Spinola, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga 
Stewart, Vt 
Stockdale, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Tarsne) 
Taylor, J.D, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, N.Y 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Whitthorne, 


Wike 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 


Wilson, W. Va 
Yoder 


The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Man- 
Un] was called out on business a few moments ago, and | am paired 
I would have voted ‘‘ay 


”? 





reading. 
Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. ROGERS. I did not understand that the previous question ap- 
plied to anything more than the motion to refer. 

The SPEAKER. It did. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, 
there were—ayes 92, noes 77. 


Mr. ROGERS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


Let us have tellers. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


128, nays 96, not voting 107; as follows: 


Adams, Dingley, Milliken, Smyser, 
Allen, Mich. Doliiver, Moffitt, Snider, 
Baker, Dorsey, Moore, N. H. Spooner, 
Banks, Dunnell, Morrow, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Ewart, Morse, Stivers, 
Belden, Farquhar, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Bergen, Frank, Nute, Stone. Pa, 
Bingham, Funston, O’ Donnell, Sweet, 
Bliss, b O’ Neil, Mass. Taylor, Ill. 
Boothman, Gest, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Gifford, Osborne, Thomas, 
Bowden, Greenhalge, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Brewer, Grout, Payne, Townsend, Colo. 
Brosius, Hall, Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Perkins, Turner, Kans. 
Burton, Hays, E. R. Peters, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Hitt, Post, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Kennedy, Pagsley, Waddill, 
Cannon, Ketcham, Quackenbush, Wade, 
Carter, y, Quinn, Walker, 
Caswell, Laidlaw, Raines, Wallace, Mass. 
Cheadle, Langston, Randall, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Lansing, Ray, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wyo. Laws, Reyburn, Wickham, 
ieman, * Lehlbach, Rife, Wiley, 
k, Lodge, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Craig, Magner, Rowell, Wilson, Ky. 
Crain, Mason, Russell, Wilson, Wash, 
. Pa. McCord, Scranton, Wright, 
1, McDufiie, Scull, Vardiey. 
Darlington, McKenna, Sherman, 
De Lano, Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
NAYS—96. 
Abbott, Bland, Bynum, Clarke, Ala, 
Anderson, Kans. Breckinridge, Ark. Campbell, Clements, 
Anderson, Miss. Brickner, Candler, Ga. Cobb, 
Bankhead, Irookshire, Caruth, Cothran, 
Barnes, Brown, J. B. Catchings, Crisp, 
Barwig, nner, Chipman, Davidson, 
Buchanan, Va. Clancy, Dibble, 


YEAS—126. 


We may as well have the yeas and nays. 


Mr.SPRINGER. Was the previous question ordered on the passage 
of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. COBB. 
tions. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It is, under the rules. 

Mr. BAYNE. A motion to refer, which is equivalent to a motion 
to recommit, has already been voted down. 

TheSPEAKER. This motion comes under the special rule, which 
allows such a motion to be made at this stage, if any gentleman chooses 
to make it. 

The motion of Mr. Cops was read, as follows: 


It was. 


I desire to move to recommié the bill with instruc- 


ee 


Recommit to the Committee on War Claims, with instructions to amend the 
bill as follows: 
By inserting in line 19, on page 2 of the bill, after the word “ misapprehension, 


the words “ which he could not have avoided by due diligenee.”’ Also, by in 
serting in line 20, page 2, afler the word ‘due,’ the word “‘alone.”’ Also, by 


inserting in line 24, page 2, after the word ** Government,” the words “ having 
authority to bind the Government.”’ Also, by striking out, in lines 27 and 
page 2, the words “ be recommended to."’ Also, by inserting at the end of sec 
tion 1 of the bill the words “and no judgment shall be rendered if the claimant 
failed to exercise due diligence in the making and execution of the contract. 

Mr. COBB. 
as proposed ? 

The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion to recommit with instructions. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 67, 
noes 87. 

Mr. COBB. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 131, not vot- 
ing 105; as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, can the bill be read with the amendment 


YEAS—93. 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 


Abbott, junn, 


Heard, 
Anderson, Kans, synum, 


Hemphill 


Anderson, Miss, Campbell, Dickerson, Henderson, N., C. 
Bankhead, Candler, Ga. Edmunds, Herbert, 
Barnes, Caruth, Ellis, Holman, 
Barwig, Catchings, Fithian, Hooker, 
Blanchard, Clancy, Forman, Kerr, lowa 
Bland, Clarke, Ala. Forney, Lane, 
Blount, Clements, Fowler, Lanham, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Ciunie, Geary, Lee, 
Brickner, Cobb, Geissenhainer, Lester, Ga, 
Brookshire. Cothran, Goodnight, Lewis, 
Brown, J. B. Cowles, Grimes, Maish, 
Brunner, isp, Hare, Martin, Ind. 
Buchanan, Va. Culberson, Tex. Hatch, Martin, Tex. 
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McClammy, 
McClellan, 
MeMillin, 
Melac 

Mills 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Norton, 
Vatea, 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich 
Atkinson, Pa, 
Atkinson, W, Va. 
Baker, 

Banks, 

Bayne, 

Belden, 

Bergen, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burton, 
aidwell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Coleman 
Comstock, 
Craig, 

Crain, 
Culbertson, Pa 
Dalzell 
Dariington, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Dartine, 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Riges, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boatner, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brower, 
Browne, T. M, 
Browne, Va, 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
‘arlton, 
‘aswell, 
Nark, Wis. 
‘orgawell, 
Jonnell, 
‘ooper, Ind. 
‘ooper, Ohio 
‘overt, 


O'Ferrall, 

O’ Nea!ll, Ind, 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Price, 
Richardson, 
Rogers 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Sayers, 
Seney, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 


NAYS—131. 


Dolliver, 
Dorsey 
Dunnell, 
Ewart, 
Farquhar, 
Finley 
Frank 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, W. I, 
Hays, E. R. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Langston, 
lansing, 
Laws, 
Lehibach, 
Lodge, 
Mason, 
McComas, 
McCord, 
McCormick, 


McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Moflitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Nute, 

O’ Donnell, 
O' Neil, Mass. 
O' Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Pugsiey, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Ray, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Scranton, 
Seull, 


NOT VOTING—10. 


Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Enloe, 
Evans, 
Featherston, 
Fitch, 

Flick, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Gest, 
Gibson, 
(srosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hermann, 
Hopkins, 
lHiouk, 
Kelley, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Kilgore, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 


Lawler, 
Lester, Va. 
Lind, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McAdoo, 
MeCreary, 
McDufiie, 
Miller, 
Morgan, 
Mutchler, 
Niedringhaus, 
Outh waite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Peel, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Pindar, 
Quinn, 
Randall, 
Reed, lowa 
Reilly, 
Robertson, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. Linp with Mr. SHIVELY, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


The bill was passed. 


Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The bills H. R. 3986 and H. R. 12842, of the same titles, were or- 


dered to be laid upon the table. 


ELIZABETH 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 4126) for the 


JONES. 


Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Wi'son, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Il. 
Spinola, 
Spooner. 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tracey, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Washington, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Yoder. 


The question recurs on the passage of the bill. 


relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, deceased. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to 
place the nameof John Jones on the muster rolls of Com 
Carolina Mounted infantry, as a private, mustered into the service on the 12th 


day of October, 1863. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr, SPRINGER. 
ing of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. 


ny B, Second North 


This, I believe, is a Senate bill. 
It is, and the question is on the third reading. 
How is it that the question is on the third read- 


This bill is on the table, and Senate bills are 


always on their third reading when before the House for passage. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


far as we have any information. 


committee. 


It has not been read its first and second time as 
I would like to ask if it is in order 
by reason of the fact that asimilar bill has been reported by the House 


FEBRUARY 19, 


The SPEAKER, It is in order because the House by unanimous 
consent placed it on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lonly wanted to ascertain the facts. The ques- 
tion now is on the passage? 

The SPEAKER. On the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. EWART moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The corresponding bill (H. R. 3493) was ordered to be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
table first. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 


I rise to a question of privilege. 
The Chair would like to finish the business on the 


I will withhold the question for the present. 
JULIUS A. KAISER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2554) for the 
relief of Julius A. Kaiser. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a bill of the same character as that just 
disposed of ? 

The SPEAKER. 
but will examine. 

A similar bill has been reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that bill can be referred to, all right. Other- 
wise I will move the reference of this bill to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. This bill might lie over until the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WALLACE] is present, if there be no objection. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be retained on the table for the pres- 
ent. 


The Chair does not know anything about this bill, 


JOHN FINN. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will also lay before the House the fol- 
lowing bill, which was restored to the Speaker’s table by the House on 
yesterday. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 921) for the relief of John Finn. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo., successor 
to the firm of John Finn & Co., for the value of twenty-four horses and seventy- 
eight mules, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, with 
jurisdiction to hear, determine, and allow the same; and if it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of the said court that the said horses and mules were duly inspected 
and accepted as suitable for the service for which they were intended by an of- 
ficer of the United States, under the regulations, practice, or custom in force in 
and observed by the quartermaster’s department at St. Louis, Mo., in the pur- 
chase of horses and mules for the Government at the time the said claim origi- 
nated, and that the said horses and mules thereby became the p: rty of the 
United States, the court shall render judgment for the agreed price of said horses 
and mules: Provided, That said court shall hear and determine said claim, not- 
withstanding the bar of any statute of limitation tothe contrary: And provided 
further, That all the testimony taken in Congressional case number 127, and 
also in case 15223, upon the subject of this claim now on file in the office of the 
clerk of the Court of Claims may be used and_read in evidence upon the hear- 
ing and trial of the claim herein mentioned ; subject, however, to the objections 
of either party as to its competency, relevancy, and materiality. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask, Mr. Speaker, if this bill has been con- 
sidered by a committee of the House, and have directed this motion to 
be made, to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill? 

Mr. HATCH, I will state to the gentleman from Iowa that the 
House bill is identical with the Senate bill and was reported favorably 
on two or three different occasions by the committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has the committee directed this motion to be 
made? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH. The committee have directed this bill to be taken 
up instead of the House bill. 

Mr. CARUTH. This Missouritestimonyseemstobe good. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read before action is 
taken upon this bill. How does the bill get on the Speaker’s table ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not know how the bill gets here 
except that it was done by the unanimous consent of the House, which, 
of course, gives to the bill a position it would not have under the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to have some explanation of the 
bill, or the report read. 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman that this bill simply 
gives the clajmant the right to go into the Court of Claims and estab- 
lish his claim, if it can be done, by evidence. 

Mr. MANSUR. I reported this bill myself, and can satisfy the 
gentleman in a moment that it ought to pass. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me state first that there is a proposition 
in this bill that I do not think I ever saw in any other bill, a provi- 
sion that the testimony taken before the committee of the House shall 
be evidence. I do not think that a very good precedent, and that por- 
tion, it seems to me, should be stricken out. 








eee ss ae 


1891. 





Mr. MANSUR. I do not understand that any testimony taken by | 
this Committee on Claims is to be used at all. It was a committee of 
investigation on the part of the Government. Have I the floor, Mr. 
Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsUR] has 
the floor unless the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] claims it. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to make a statement about the matter. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understood from the reading of the bill that 
it provided that certain testimony taken heretofore, perhaps not before 
the committee, but in a former investigation, should be received as 
evidence. 

Mr. MANSUR. It was testimony taken with the knowledge of the 
United States, and preserved in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HATCH. But with the understanding that it is subject to all 
objections as to competency and relevancy. 

Mr. MANSUR. Subject to all proper objections. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Does the gentleman understand that the United 
States was represented at the time the testimony was taken? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly; it is a suit in the United States Court of 
Claims. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

d; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the corresponding House bill (H. R. 1649) 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


STOCKBRIDGE TRIBE OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 


A bill (S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the 
State of Wisconsin. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the eighteen sections of land in the county of Shawano 
(Shawanaw), State of Wisconsin, which were reserved by the Secretary of the 
Interior for allotment to members of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, accord- | 
ing to the provisions of section 2 of the actapproved February 6, 1571, entitled 
“An act for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians in the | 
State of Wisconsin,”’ shall be examined and appraised in 80-acre lots, accord- 
ing to public survey, by at least two or more appraisers, to be appointed by the 
Secretary of the Interior; such appraisal sliall state the quality of the soil,the | 
quantity and quality of the pine timber, if any, growing on each lot, and the 
value of all improvements, if any, made thereon, by individual members of 
the tribe since the year 1872, with the name of each said members who are the 
owners of such improvements, as certified by the sachem and councilors of the 
Stockbridge tribe of Indians. 

The said appraisers shall also —— all other improvements made on said 
lots prior to the year 1872, which have been paid for to individuals at the ap- | 
praised value from the proceeds of the sale of lands and timber made under 
the provisions of section 2 of the act of Congress aforesaid ; and the value of said 
reserved 18 sections of land shall be fixed by said appraisers at not less than 
the minimum of $2 per acre; andsuch appraisal shall be immediately thereafter 
returned to the land office of the district in which said lands are situated, and 
be subject to public inspection for at least sixty days before the day appointed 
for the sale of such lands, as hereinafter provided. One copy of said appraisal 
shall be made and returned by said appraisers tothe Secretary of the Interior; 
and the persons appointed to make such appraisal shall receive such compen- 
sation for their services as may he fixed by the Secretary of the Interior : Pro- 
vided, however, That if any individual member of the tribe, who is the owner 
of any improvements made on said lands since the year 1872, will select and 
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designate the lot or land on which his or her improvements are made, to be 
allotted and patented to him or her, as hereinafter provided, then such im- 
provements shall not be examined or appraised. 

Sec. 2. That the said eighteen sections of land, with the improvements 
thereon, shall be etvediinndl for sale by notice of not less than sixty days, to be 
published in at least two newspapers of the district having general circulation, 
and shall be offered at public auction, at the Government land office at Me- 
nasha, Wis., to the highest bidder, in lots of not exceeding 80 acres, but shall 
not be sold for less than the appraised value thereof, and shall in all cases be 
sold for cash only; and thatall of said lands remaining unsold after having 
been offered as aforesaid shall be purchased by the United States at the mini- 
mum of $1 per acre, and shall be paid for out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated: Provided, however, That each head 
of a family of said tribe shall be allowed to select 160 acres of said eighteen sec- 
tions of land, and for each male minor member of his or her family 80 acres, 
with the improvements, if any, made thereon prior to the year 1872, for allot- 
ment in severalty to them, at the fixed apraised value of $2 per acre and the 
value of said improvements; and, also, each male adult member of the tribe 
not the head of a family may select 80 acres, and each female person, if a mem- 
ber of the tribe, above the age of eighteen years, not included in any family, 
may select 40 acres at said appraised value of $2 per acre and the value of said 
improvements: Provided, That the valuation of said lands and improvements 
which may be selected, as above provided, shall not exceed the estimated sum 
of money which shall be due and payable under the provisions of this act to 
heads of families and other members of saidtribe making such selections: Pro- | 
vided further, That all individual members of the tribe who are the owners of | 
improvements made on different portions of said eighteen sections of land since 
the year 1872 shall be entitled to select the lot or land on which their improve- 
ments are made, for allotment in severalty to them, if they so desire, and if 
said lands shall be so allotted, then such improvements made thereon shall not 
be paid for to the individual owners thereof from the proceeds of the sale of 
other lands and improvements, or out of other tribal funds, unlessany or all of 
said individuals shall voluntarily surrender their improvements with the lands 
on which they are made, and consent to select and take other land in lieu 
thereof, then the improvements surrendered shall be subject to examination, 

1, and’ sale, with the lands on which they are made, or such improve- 
ments and land may be allotted to other members of the tribe as other lands 
and improvements may be allotted under the provisions of this act: Provided, 
That heads of families and other members of said tribe who are entitled to re- 
ceive allotments of land may, if they desire, select lands from other portions 
ofsaid eighteen sections of land on which no improvements have been made, in 
quantities above provided, at the fixed appraised value of $2 per acre, and shall 
make their application for the allotment of the lands selected by them to the 
persons making said appraisal; and thereupon it shall be the duty of said ap- 
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praisers to apportion or allot the lands selected by such heads of families and 
other members of the tribe in conformity to the provisions of this act, and shall 
make or cause to be made aschedule of such allotments of land, with a full report 
of their proceedings, setting forth the name and age of cach person to whom they 
have apportioned or allotted any part of said lands, the quantity allotted, and a 
detinite description thereof, with the fixed appraised value peracre,and value 
of the improvements, if any, made and appraised thereon; and they shall ac- 
company said report with a fair and accurate map of the whole, showing the 
divisions or allotments aforesaid: Provided, That for the purpose of further en- 
abling said appraisers to ascertain the quantity of land, with improvements 
thereon, and lands withoutimprovements, that may be allotted to heads of fam- 
ilies and other members of said tribe as above provided, they shall make the 
estimate at $600, as the sum of money due and payable to each and every mem- 
ber of the tribe, under the provisions of this act, and shall accredit each and every 
head of a family with the aggregate sum of money due to the members compos- 
ing such family, according tosuchestimate: Provided further, That all bees of 
families and other members of thetribe who do not desire to select and have any 
part of said lands apportioned to them shall each be compensated for their im- 
provements, if any, made and surrendered by them, as provided in this act. 
Sec, 3. That the appraiser shall permanently locate such quantity of land, of 
the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 23, embraced in said 
eighteen sections of land, as the sachem and councilors of said tribe may deter- 
mine, so as to include the grounds heretofore used by said Indians to bury their 
dead, and they shall also include in said schedule and map the quantity and loca- 
tion of such cemetery grounds; and after said schedule, map, and report shall 
be finally completed, three copies thereof shail be made and certified by the 
appraisers, andes shall place one copy thereof on file in the office of the secre- 


| tary of state of the State of Wisconsin, one copy in the office of the register of 


deeds of the county in which said lands are situated, and the other shall be 
transmitted to the President of the United States, who shall thereupon direct 
that said cemetery grounds, and other lands and improvements allotted to 
heads of families and other individual members of said tribe, be reserved and 
withheld from advertisement and sale, and shall thereafter cause patents to 
issue to the severai persons named in said schedule and report for the lands so 
apportioned to them, respectively, by which patents the said persons shall be- 
come seized in fee-simple of the lands so apportioned, to hold to them, their 
heirs and assigns, forever: Provided, That the patents shall be withheld of all 
lands apportioned to minors until they shall severally attain full age; and in 
no case shall the lands be subject to attachment or execution for anv debt con- 
tracted or to taxation prior to the issue of the patent: Provided further, That the 


| land located as cemetery grounds, as hereinbefore provided, shall be forever re- 


served and held by the United States in trust for the inhabitants of the township 
in which such grounds are located, to be used by therm as a cemetery; and the 
laws of the State of Wisconsin, providing forthe protection of cemetery grounds 
from injury or damage of every kind by persons, shall be extended over such 
grounds; and the jurisdiction of the said State of Wisconsin shall be extended 
fully over the lands allotted and patented to persons as aforesaid after said 
patents shall be issued, in the same manner as over other portions of said State. 

Sec. 4. That from the proceeds of the sale of lands, as provided in the preced- 
ing sections of this act, or from the sum of money to the credit of said tribe on 
the books of the Treasurer of the United States, shall be paid the expenses of 
appraisal and sale of said lands, the amount due to individuals of the tribe for 
improvements as returned by said appraisers, and also the amount of tribal 
debts heretofore or hereafter allowed by resolution or resolutions passed by the 


| sachem and councilors of said tribe, not exceeding $8,000, according to a sched- 


ule to be certified by said sachem and councilors of the tribe and returned to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Sec.5 That immediately after the returns shall be received at the General 
Land Office of the sale according to the provisions of this act, a statement shall 
be made up under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, exhibiting the 
gross amount of moneys realized from the sale of the said eighteen sections of 
land, or any part thereof, to which said amount shall be added the moneys, if 
any, paid by the United States for the lands remaining unsold, as provided in 
the second section of this act, and the value of all improvements made on any 
of said lands prior to the year 1872; also the appraised value of the lands at $2 
peracre which may have been apportioned to individual members of said tribe, 
as reported by said appraisers, and the sum of moneys as may be in the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of said tribe and the accrued interest 
thereon; also the moneys which were recovered by the United States from one 
W.C,. McKey in certain litigations in 1878, and from other persons in 1880, for 
pine timber cut and removed unlawfully from said lands, which moneys, 
amounting in the aggregate to $3;557.16, more or less, afterdeducting therefrom 
the sums authorized to be paid as provided in the fourth section of this act, 
shall, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, be equally divided 
among the members of said tribe per capita, and paid to the headsof families 
and adult persons whose names appear on the roll made, as hereinafter pro- 


| vided: Provided further, That the per capita share of said moneys and valuation 
| of lands and improvements of any demented person shall! be paid to the parent 


or guardian of such person: Provided also, That the appraised value of the 
lands and improvements, as may be apportioned to any persons as provided 
in this act, shall be deducted from the per capita share of such person of the 
moneys and valuation of lands and improvements aforesaid. 

Sec, 6. Thatimmediately upon the approval of thisact there shall be prepared 
or made, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or such person as 
may be selected by him to superintend the same, a roll of the names of all per- 
sons who are members of said ‘‘ Stockbridge tribe of Indians,’’ as recognized in 
section 7 of the said act of 1871, and entitled toshare in the property or moneys 
to be divided and paid under the provisions of this act: Provided, That any 
female person who has been adopted by said tribe or has legally married witha 
man whois a member of said tribe since the enrollments of the tribe were 
made in 1874, as provided in section 6 of the said act, shall be enrolled as other 
members of said tribe on said roll, and after said roll shall be completed in con- 
formity to the provisions of this act, the same shall be signed by the sachem 


| and councilors of said tribe, certified by the person superintending the same, 


and returned to the Secretary of the Interior; and thereupon, upon the appoint- 
ment of the appraisers provided for in section 2 of this act, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall furnish them with a copy of said enroliment, and the appraisers 
shall consider and treat only those appearing on said roll as members of said 
Stockbridge tribe: Provided further, That immediately preceding the distribu- 
tion of funds as provided in section 5, the enrollment herein provided for shall 
be supplemented, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, by add- 
ing thereto the names ofall children properly belonging to said tribe who were 
born subsequent to the first enrollment,and such completed enrollment shall 
be the basis for the distribution of said funds. 

Sxc. 7. That thesix preceding sections of this act shall be and remain inoper- 
ative until full and satisfactory evidence shall have been furnished the Secre- 
tary of the Interior that a full and undoubted majority of said tribe desire and 
ask for the execution thereof, evidenced and manifested by them on their res- 
ervation in general council. e 

Sec. 8, That when the enrollment of the individual members of said tribe, as” 
provided in this act, shall have been duly made, then, and from thence for- 
ward, the Indians so named on said roll are hereby declared to be citizens of 
the United States, entitled to all the rights, privileges, and immunities, and 
subject to all the duties of such citizens, Butnothing herein contained shall be 
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construed as prohibiting them, as an association or otherwise, from prosecuting 
any claim for compensation due them from any State, Territory, or individual, 
or from the United States, accruing to them as individual Indians or asa tribe 
previous to the date of this act. 


During the reading of the bill, 


Mr. McCORD said: I ask unanimons consent that the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that request is granted I wish to ask what 
is the status of the bill? Is there a corresponding House bill? 

Mr. McCORD. There is a House bill corresponding exactly with it 
which has been favorably reported, and which is on the Calendar. 
This simply allows the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in Wisconsin to 
sell and settle up a little reservation of eighteen sections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the question is to come up on the passage of 
the bill it ought to be read once, and therefore I object. If it is going 
to be referred I shall not object. 

Mr. McCORD. The question will come up on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let it be read 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 
Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. McCorp] yield? 

Mr. McCORD. Yes, I yield for a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman wishes to call the previous ques- 
tion I shall ask to occupy some time afterward. 

Mr. McCORD. Well, I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has twenty minutes 
in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will observe the 
fact that, judging from the terms of that bill, these Indians are not 
asking for the sale of their lands; and lands that are certainly worth 
from five to ten dollars an acre are proposed to be sold virtually at 
$2 an acre for the benefit of speculators. The seventh section shows 
clearly that, up to this time, no expression has been made by these In- 
dians of any desire for this sale, and it is quite obvious that if this bill 
is passed, and these Indians are tricked into allowing their lands to be 
sold, they will become simply vagabonds and vagrants in the course of 
a very few years. I ask that the report may be read, and I hope that 
the House will understand that there is no evidence that, up to this 
time, these Indians have expressed any wish to have their lands sold, 
and to be turned out of house and home. In my time, I ask for the 
reading of the Senate report or the House report, The House report is 
perhaps the best. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 4227, hav- 
ing had the same under consideration, beg leave tosubmit the following report: 

This bill was favorably reported by the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs 
at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, which was made by Senator STock- 
BRIDGE, which report your committee here = 

‘In 1871 the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians was occupying a reser- 
vation in Shawano County, Wisconsin, consisting of twotownshipsof land. A 
portion of the tribe then desired to terminate their tribal relations and become 
citizens of the United States. Therefore Congress passed the act which this bill 
purports toamend. That act provided for the a land sale of the reser- 
vation and improvements thereon under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior. Two rolls were to be made, one containing the names of those desir- 
ing to become citizens, and the other the names of those who wished to pre- 
serve their tribal relations. 

* The funds derived from such sale, together with a fund then in the Treasury 
to the credit of the tribe, were to be divided between the citizens and Indian 
parties in proportion to the number of each. The act also authorizes the Sec- 
retary to reserve from sale a quantity of the reservation, not exceeding 18 
contiguous sections, as a new reservation for the Indian party—those who did 
not desire to become citizens. The Indian party, or what should remain of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee tribe after the execution of that law, was to be there- 
after known simply as the ‘Stockbridge tribe of Indians.’ 

“ This act was carried into effect. The Secretary of the Interior, under its 
authority, set aside 18 sections of the old reservation for the use of the Indian 
party, and this little reservation they are now occupying. The roll, made in 
pursuance of the act, showed 112 persons who determined not to accept citizen- 
ship, and who wete thus legally determined to thenceforth constitute the 
‘Stock bridge tribe.’ 

‘The present bill provides that the eighteen sections of land comprising this 
small reservation shall be examined and appraised in 80-acre lots, the ap- 
praisal to describe each lot, stating the value of any improvements that may 
be thereon, and such other details as are necessary to insure justice to the in- 
dividual members of the tribe in the further execution of the pro law. 
After due notice in the newspapers the lands are to be sold at public auction, 
and the whole reservation to be disposed of in the same manner as the balance 
of the two townships were sold and disposed a =e the provisions of the 
law of 1871. The individual members of the tribe, however, are permitted to 
select from the land, after it has been appraised,as follows: Each head ofa 
family for himself or herself 160 acres,and for each minor child 80 acres, and 
each adult male, not the head of a family, 80 acres, and each female overeight- 
een years of age, and not included in any family,40 acres. The land so se- 
lected by any individual to be charged to him or her at the fixed value of $2 per 
acre, and such improvements as may be on the same to be at the rate 
“stated in the appraisal, it being provided that the value of the lands and im- 
provements so selected shall not exceed the estimated sum which in an even 
distribution would have fallen to the lot of the selectee. 

‘After the selections are made and the balance of the notGhueass of as pro- 
vided, the fund arising therefrq@m, together with all money now im the Treasury 
of the United States to the credit of said tribe, with the interest thereon, and a 
sum of money now in the keeping of the United States, reeovered by suits 
for pine timber cut and removed from the reservation, amounting to about 
$3,557.16, is to be divided among the individuals of the tribe pro rata, except 

ie where individuals have selected and had al- 


‘ 


proper deductions are to be ma: 
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lotted to them portions of the land, 
enrollment, 

**Those who now make up the Stockbridge tribe are probably as well pre- 
pared to perform the duties of intelligent citizenship as any Indians in the whole 
country. For many years they have maintained schools on the reseryation, 
= it is said that all theadults can read and write. They all speak the English 

anguage. 


“The bill is in line with the paar of Congress relating to the Indians. It 
provides for extinction of the tribe and the absorption of the individuals into 
the body of citizens. It terminates all questions of supervision and annuities, 
and relieves the State by providing that the land shall be subject to taxation. 

‘* We therefore report the bill to the Senate, with certain amendments which 
will oopast. and, as thus amended, recommend its passage.”’ 

This bill must be ratified by three-fourths’of the adult male Indians before it 
takes effect. 


With the slight amendment made in line 2, section 2, we recommend that the 
bill pass. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this report very clearly shows, as the 
terms of it express, that the purpose is the extermination of the tribe. 
That will be the final result. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield that time to the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania [Mr. Vaux]. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, if this was a new question, if the Con- 
gress of the United States was called upon for the4irst time to legislate 
upon the treatment by the United States of the Indian tribes that re- 
main on the territory they once owned, and to regulate the mode by 
which it should be taken from them against their consent, there would 
be a very different line of argument to be addressed to the Congress of 
the United States on that initial attempt to introduce such legislation ; 
but for the last two weeks we have been sitting here listening to bills 
reported and passed by this Congress affecting the Indians in their po- 
litical, social, tribal, and industrial relations to each other and the 
country, and in every instance, as far as my recollection of the legisla- 
tion goes, the Indians have been lost sight of and the speculators in 
land have been protected and encouraged. We have had large appro 
priations for Indian schools in the eastern part of this country. Of 
what earthly benefit to the Indian tribes have these schools been ? 
What benefit is resulting? You bring the children of the Indians here 
into a civilization like ours, and when the time of their instruction is 
over they go back to the tribes utterly incapacitated for any relations 
with their people. 

This is a bill to take the lands of the Indians and drive them off. 
For what? For the benefitof the Indians? No. Butsnuch legislation 
is for the benefit of speculaters going upon Indian lands for the pur- 
pose of becoming the owners of the land in the first instance, then 
controlling the Territorial organizations, and at last of the organization 
which comes out of the Territories into the Union as States. The In- 
dians have no friends who undertake to stand up forthem. They have 
no voice in legislation. They can not send a Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory to Congress or to the organizations in the States. Whyshould 
the Indians be considered by the people who go to depredate upon 
them, who take away from them their living, who destroy their no- 
madic character and the civilization of which they are by 
the civilization that comes near them? ‘The tendency of the policy of 
legislation, so far as the Indians are concerned, is to increase the power 
of the population that goes onto their lands and to destroy the popu- 
lation to which those lands originally belonged. 

Speaking as one who for many years past has had knowledge of the 
treatment of the Indians by Congress, from the Cherokees down to this 
day, I assert that the tendency of legislation has been injurious to the 
Indians. You put them in a position where they can not obey the law. 
You drive them to revolt against the mastership placed over them. 
You create Indian wars; and the Government has to expend hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to suppress outbreaks which the legislation of 
Congress has excited. Then you say that these Indians are unworthy 
to hold the land, and therefore you must, by legislation, drive them 
from their own property and put in other people under more favorable 
conditions. Iam to such a policy, and in the name of human- 
ity I protest against it, In the name of the Christian civilization that 
these United States profess before the world, I protest against it. 

I protest against it as being dishonest, unjust, unnecessary, and un- 
philosophic; contrary to the great trend of philosophic civilization. | 
protest against it because the Indians seem to have no friends. I am 
for them as I am for the under dug in a fight, as lam for the man who 
is weak against the man who is strong, so that the weak man could 
have his rights, and the strong man may be confined in the exercise of 
his power. 

The Indians have no organized friends here. They have no politi- 
cal friends; no stands up here for them, and the only represent- 
ative they have are the philanthropists in this House who speak in 
their favor; the statesmen in this House who seek to prevent a conflict 
between the civilization of the whites and the civilization of the Indi- 
ans. The Indians bave a civilization of their own, and I say to-day 
that theirs is a civilization based on a higher order of philosophy than 
that of the white men who go among their tribes, then starve them into 
revolt, and finally shoot them. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. VAUX. Certainly. 


Provision is made for taking the necessary 








1891. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. VAUX. Ido. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Where would the gentleman be to-day if the In- 
dians in Pennsylvania had been allowed to remain? 

Mr. VAUX. Iam glad you asked me that question. The highest 
authorities in the world of history state that the treaty made by the 


Does the gentleman yield to the gen- 


people of Pennsylvania with the Indians is the first one that was made | 


without oath, and was a treaty that never was broken. We did not 
cheat them out of their possessions. And now look at that State; look 
at Pennsylvania; take it as it stands to-day. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Wedo not see any Pennsylvania Indians. 

Mr. VAUX. No, sir. 
dians? 

Mr. COLEMAN. That is what I ask. 

Mr. VAUX. We have humanized them; we have civilized them: 
we have Christianized them, and made citizens of them, and they stand 
to-day, from Logan, the great chief of the Six Nations—— 

Mr. CARUTH. ‘‘Who cares for Logan now?’ [Laughter. | 

Mr. VAUX. Noone. But I am standing here to speak for the 
shade of Logan; for the action of the members of the Pennsylvania 
proprietary among the Indians. 
look about from the foot of the tree where Penn made his treaty with 
the Indians, you will see shipyards and manufactories everywhere; 
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And why do you see no Pennsylvania In- 


| it on the same side of the question. 


If you go to Pennsylvania now and | 


but you will not see the ghost of a slaughtered Indian stalking | 


around. 

Mr.COLEMAN. I donot want to see anythinglike that. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS], chairman of the committee will make a statement and then 
I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. PERKINS, 
provisions of this bill, and I am sure there will be but very little dif- 
ficulty in disposing of it. I thinkitis eminently fair to these Indians. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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The communication was read, as follows: 


GresnHam, Wis., February 9, 1891 


DEAR Str: We, the sachem and councilors of the Stockbridge tribe, would 
most respectfully ask you to try and have the Senate bill No.712, which Hon 
P. SAWYER has succeeded in getting through the Senate, passed through the 
House of Representatives just as it passed the Senate. 

Pay no attention to any person who may be t ngtodelay the bill. Our peo- 

|} ple are satisfied with the bill just as it passed the Senate if there should be 
any amendment to the bill it would be a loss to the tril 
¥ rs, in haste 
ZACHARIAH MILLER, Sachem 
EDWIN MILLER 
riMOTHY CHARLES 
ANDREW METOXEN 
WILLIAM DAVIDS 
ANDREW WILLIAMS, 
( 
lion. M. H,. McCo 


Mr. PERKINS. Now, M I hope we shall have a vote. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Does my friend from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] desire 
to consume the remainder of the time? If not, 1 would like to occupy 


- ©peaker, 


Mr. McCORD. Allright. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield for a quest 
gentleman from Virginia | Mr. LER}. 

Mr. LEE. I wish to ask the gentleman in relation to these young 
Indians who are educated at the schools at Carlisle and Hampton and 


on the 


trom 


elsewhere, what is their history generally after they return to thei: 
tribes ? 

Mr. PERKINS. The history of most of them is that they make 
| good citizens and retain the useful lessons that are taught them at 


| those schools, 


Mr. Speaker, I think the House understands the | 


We have two communications from the councilors and sachems of the | 


tribe asking for its approval. 
land. It is a remnant ofthe reservation that was disposed of under the 
act of 1871. 
est bidder for not less than their appraised value. They are to be sold 
in tracts not to exceed 80 acres, and the proceeds are to go, not to the 
Government of the United States, but to these Indians, and are to be 
distributed among them per capita. The Indians themselves, however, 
have the right to take these lands, if they desire to do so, at the ap- 
praised value, and it is to be charged to them from the fund realized 
from the sale of what remains. 

The bill was carefully considered by the committee when it was 
before them, and it has the indorsement and approval of the Indian 
Office ; and, notwithstanding the suggestions of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. VAUX], I think that the committee reporting this bill 
acted in a friendly spirit toward these Indians and is looking after 
theirinterests. Why, sir, thethousandsand the millions of dollars that 
we are appropriating every year by legislative provisions for the care, 


education, and benefit of the Indians ought to satisfy the gentleman | fertile plains and beautiful valleys o 


that the Indians have a good many friends in Congress and else- 
where, 

The gentleman speaks of the civilization of Pennsylvania and of the 
kind treatment that the people of that State have always extended to 
the Indians. Sir, it is partly for that reason that we sent some Indian 
children to Pennsylvania to be educated; but the gentleman complains 
ofthat. My friend is alittle inconsistent when in one breath he boasts of 


the Christianity and the civilization of the people of Pennsylvania, and | who may oppose this bill. 


in the next criticises us because we send some Indian children to he 
educated there. The industrial school at Carlisle, in my judgment, 
has proven to be one of the most useful of all the schools in the Union, 
because it not only teaches the Indian children the elementary branches 
of a common education, but at the same time it teaches them to work. 
They are hired ont to the good families of Pennsylvania, where they 
learn to work. The girls are placed where they can learn the duties 
of a civilized household; they are cared for by the best people of that 
great Commonwealth and taught the duties and the habits of a Chris- 
tian home. 

The boys are hired out to the farmers of that State and they are 
taught tocultivate the farm and all the other useful lessons which will 


fit them for the duties and responsibilities of citizenship. Now, the | provides alsofor establishing a graveyard among them, another national 


Indian schools on the reservations can not give instruction of this kind, 
and for that reason I have always been partial to the industrial schools 
situated in the States, where the Indians can not only be educated in 
the ordinary sense, but also taught these useful, practical lessons. My 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Vaux], after recalling to the attention 
of the House the good treatment that the Indians have always received 
in that State, ought not to complain that we send some of the young 
Indians to be educated among the people of his State. 

Mr. VAUX. That is what you provide for and promise but do not 
secure; and that is what I object to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill is an eminently fair 
one, and it is asked for by the sachem and councilors of these Indians, 
as will appear from the communication which I send to the desk. 


There are but eighteen sections of this | 





| cemete 


| Hampton and these other schools, when they go bacl 
These lands are to be appraised and then sold to the high- | 


| course of empire takes its way.”’ 


Of course there are some ex in civilized commun 
ties, the gentleman knows, we oiten find white boys who have been 
well educated and well taught who, when they go out into the world, 
fail to adhere to their early training 

Mr. LEE. I asked the question because I have been informed by an 
army oflicer that these Indian boys who are educated at Carlisle and 


amtin? ‘ 
eptions, just a 


<s to the tribes, 
often turn out to be the worst Indian 

Mr, PERKINS. Undoubtedly there ar id. The 
same is true of white families. Some of the young men whoare grad- 
uated from Yale and Harvard turn out to be poor citizens, and the fact 
that there are such cases among these Indians should not be used to 
depreciate the usefulness of our Indian schools. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. McCorp] to say he would yield to me. 

Mr. McCORD. 
that is left. 

Mr. SPINOLA, 
five minutes, 


‘instances of thatk 


I yield the gentleman five minutes—all the time 


That is not enough, but I will do the best I canin 
[Laughter.j Mr. Speaker, in the other end of this Capi 
tol, over oneof the historic paintings, are the words, ‘‘ Westward the 
It is many moons since the star of 
empire passed over the State of Wisconsin, shedding its rays on the 
that region, and the white men 
set aside there, for the use of one of the Indian tribes, a certain amount 
of the public lands, agreeing that the Indians should be allowed to 
enjoy perpetually all the privileges and advantages which were ac- 
corded to them. 

But now, sir, we have before us a bill proposing to take away those 
rights from these Indians, and the communication which has just been 
read contains a warning, and I re-echo thesentiment, against any man 
He is to be looked upon as a 
by the men who are surrounding thes 
an opportunity to grab them up. 

Now, sir, during the past week I have sat here, not pretending to 
know anything about these Indian affairs, but listening in the hope 
that I might be enlightened, and I regret to say that .up to to-day I 
am as ignorantas I was when the debate began, and I do not now have 
the least hope of being enlightened here in regard to the rights of the 
poor Indians either in Wisconsin or upon the far western plains. My 
friend from Kansas [| Mr. PERKINS] seems to be the champion of the 
Indians here—that is, if you allow him to tell it. [Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, the bill under consideration, if I heard it read correctly, 
not only provides to take away these lands from these Indians, but 


bad Indian 
lands, and anxiously waiting 


ry. Mr. Speaker, it is only a few days since I appealed to this 
House to establish a small national cemetery, or rather to erect a mon- 
ument to the eleven thousand five hundred American patriots who per- 
ished in the British prison ships during the war of the Revolution. 
{ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is not confi 
the bill before the House. 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘I am pretty close to the line, Mr. Speaker. 
speaking about one of the sections of the 
to the graveyard. 

There is one such section in this bill, for I heard it read. Now, it 
strikes me that opens the door for at least a limited discussion in refer- 
ence to graveyards of a national character. 


ning 


himself strictly to 


I am 
bill, the section in relation 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self to the question immediately before the House. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not find fault with the Speaker tor trying to 
rap me out on this point, for the reason that the march of civilization 
fall filled the political graveyard so full that there is scarcely room 
left for another corpse. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York will see that the | 
Chair must at once rule him out. - [Laugbter. ] 

Mr. McCORD. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

The question being tak en; there were on a division—ayes 64, noes 68. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PERKINS, If gentiemen desire the yeas and nays why not 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. FLIck with Mr, EpMuNDs. 
Mr. DorsEy with Mr. McCLELLAN. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. DAvipson. 
| Mr. PEEL. I desire to vote. I was in my seat, and heard the Clerk 
| call my name, but not in time to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening, and did he fail to 
hear his name called? 
Mr. PEEL. I heard my name just as the Clerk passed on, but I did 
| not hear it in time to vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think he can entertain the 
gentleman’s request. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The SPEAKER. 


take them on the passage of the bill? 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | 


104, nays 115, not veting 110; as follows: 
YEAS—104. 


Abbott, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Biand, 
Boatner, 
Brickner, 
Brook shire, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bynum, 

aim pbell, 
‘andiler, Ga, 
aruth, 
hipman, 
larke, Ala, 
‘ements, 
‘Innie, 

obb, 

‘ooper, Ind, 
othran, 
overt, 

ow les, 

rain, 
ulberson, Tex. 


Adama, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Baker, 
Banks, 
Beldep, 
bergen, 
Bingham, 
lise, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Lrosius, 
Brower, 
Buchanan, N, J. 
Burton, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 
Oulbertson, Pa. 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Biggs. 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 


Browne, Va. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, J. B. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Candler, Mass. 
Carlton, 
Carter 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 


Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Ellis, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


. 


Henderson, N.C. 


Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, Pa, 
Lane, 

Lanham, 


Lawler, 

Lee, 

Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex. 
McClammy, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 

O' Neil, Maas. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Pierce, 
Pindar, 


NAYS—115. 


Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Haugen, 
Hays, E. R. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 


Mason, 
MeCord, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 


NOT VOTING—110. 


Cheadle, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Ohlo 
Craig, 

Crisp, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Enloe, 
Featherston, 
Flick, 
Fiood, 
Geary, 

Gest, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Hayes, W. I. 
Henderson, DL 


Hlenderson, Lowa 


Hermann, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kilgore, 


Kinsey, 
Knapp, 
Langston, 
Laws, 
Lehibach, 
Maish, 
McAdoo, 
McClellan, 
MeComas, 
MeCormick, 
Milliken, 
Morgan, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Nute, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
Outh waite, 
Paynter, 


Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo, 
Stump, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Whitelaw, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Williams, Ill, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 


Rowell, 
Russell, 
Sawyer, 

Scull, 
Sherman, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa. 
Sweney, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
‘Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Yardley. 


Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Simonds, 
Snider, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Struble, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, LiL. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whiting, 
Wickham, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Wright. 


The question is now on the passage of the bill. 
The question being taken, there were, on a division (called for by 
Mr. HOLMAN)—ayes 82, noes 55. 


Mr. VAUX. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 132, nays 90, not voting 107; as follows: 


YEAS—132. 


McComas, 
McCord, 
McDuffie, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 

: Owen, Ind. 


Adams. 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bayne, 
Belden, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, Hall, 
Brewer, Hansbrough, 
Brosius, Hare, 
Buchanan, N., J. Hays, E. R. 
Burton, Heard 
Caldwell, Hill, Payne, 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Payson, 
Cannon, Kelley, Peel, 
Carter, Kennedy, Perkins, 
Cheadle, Kerr, lowa Peters, 
Cheatham, Ketcham, Post, 
Clark, Wyo. Lacey, Pugsley, 
Coleman, La Follette, Raines, 
Comstock, Laidlaw, Randall, 
Connell, Langston, Ray, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Reyburn, 
Dalzell, Lawler, Rife, 
Darlington, Rockwell, 
De Lano, Rogers, 
Dingley, Rowell, 
NAYS—%. 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex. 
McClammy, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 


Oates, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 


Dolliver, 
Dunnell, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 
Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grout, 


Rusk, 

Russell, 
Sawyer, 

Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Smith, D1. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Pa. 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Yardley. 


Lee, 
Lodge, 
Mason, 


Abbott, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bland, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 


Culberson, Tex. 


Richardson, 
Dickerson, 


Robertson, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 


Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Hatch, 

Haynes, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, O’ Neil, Mass. Whitelaw, 
Holman, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Hooker, Parrett, Wike, 

Kerr, Pa. Paynter, Williams, Ml. 
Lane, Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Lanham, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Lester, Ga. Pindar, Yoder. 

Lester, Va. Price. 

Lewis, Quinn, 


NOT VOTING—107. 


Butterworth, 
Carlton, 
Caswell, 
Clancy. 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 


Craig, 
Crisp, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Bankhead, 
Bartine, 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 


Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, Cummings, 
Boatner, Cutcheon, 
Boutelle, > pene 
Breckinridge, Ark. Davidson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dibble, 
Brower, Dorse 
Brown, J. B. 

Browne, T. M. 


Geary, 
Gibson, 
Grimes, 
Grosvenor, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, W.I. 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Houk, 
Kilgore, 
— 

APP, 
Laws, 
Lehl 


Lind, 
MoAdoo, 


M 
McCormick, 


Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 

Nute, 
Outhwaite, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Quackenbush, 
Reed, Iowa 
Reilly, 
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Tarsney, Vandever, Wheeler, Mich. Wilkinson, Mr. OATES. 

Taylor, Tenn. Walker, Whiting, Willcox, 

Taylor, E. B. Washington, Wickham, Wright. 

Townsend,Colo. Wheeler, Ala. Wiley, ir 1OMPSON 
So the bill was passed. Che SPEAKER, 
The following additional pairs were announced: | Mr. OATES 
For the rest of the day: } Mr. VALES. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CowLes. 

The result of the vote was then announced as gbove recorded. 

The bill H. R. 4327, of the same title, was ordered to lie upon the 
table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Pending that I rise tosubmita privileged 
report. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 

rt from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio submits a conference 
report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House—— 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker,I am directed by the Committee 





on the Judiciary to submit a privileged report. Does the Chair rule 
that the resolution of impeachment, which I desire now to submit, 
must await the action of the House on the conference report ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would nottake precedence of 
the conference report. 


JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to the 
Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company, into and upon the Fort 
Riley military reservation in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the House 
and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

1, In line 1, page 2, section 2 of the House amendment, after the word “and” 
insert the words ‘‘to have the; ”’ and the House agree to the same. 

2. In line 1, page 2, section 2 of the House amendment, after the word “ use’’ 
insert the word “thereof;’’ and the House agree to the same. 

3. In line &, page 2, section 3 of the House amendment, strike out the words 
“one passenger”’ and insert in lieu thereof the following words: ‘all persons 
in the military service of the United States and their families ;’’ and the House 
agree to the same. 

4. In line 10, page 2, section 3 of the House amendment, after the word 
“cents” insert the word “each; ” and the House agree to the same. 

E. 8S. WILLIAMS, 
JOS. WHEELER, 
W. M. KINSEY, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


Statement of managers on the part of the House of Representatives relating to 
the conference report on Senate bill 2618. 


The amendmentof the House consisted in striking out all after the enacting 
clause and substituting a bill guarding more carefully the rights of the United 
States and locating more definitely the route of the street raijroad ; also pro- 
viding for a limitation of the fare on said road, which amendment was agreed 
to in conference, with amendments 1,2,and 4, which are mere verbal amendments, 
and amendment 3, which provides that all persons in the military service 
of the United States and their families shall not be taxed a fare to exceed 10 
cents from one terminus of the read to the other. 

Respectfully submitted. 

EE. 8. WILLIAMS, 

W. M. KINSEY. 

JOS. WHEELER. 
The conference report was adopted. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the conference report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE ALEXANDER BOARMAN. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to report back a resolution impeaching Alexander 
Boarman, judge of the United States district court for the western dis- 
trict of Louisiana, of high crimes and misdemeanors, and to give no- 
tice that the committee will ask the consideration of this resolution to- 
morrow afternoon, at 2 o’clock, 

I want to say in this connection that the testimony has not yet come 
up from the Printing Office, and may not be here in time to proceed 
to-morrow. If so I may be compelled to ask some further delay. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will lie over for the present. 
Some time subsequently the following proceedings took place: 
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Mr. Speaker, before passing from the matter I co not 
believe that the resolution reported back by the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. THOMPSON ] a few moments ago was read to the House. 

It was not read, but the gentleman made a state- 
ment of its purport, and it will be printed in the REcorD. 

I refer to the resolution of impeachment. 

Mr. McCREARY. We have not been able to hear a single word of 
the resolution, nor of the statement made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from Ohio 
gave notice that he would on to-morrow, at 2 o'clock, call up the res- 
olution of impeachment submitted by him on behalf of the Judiciary 
Committee, and would ask that it be then considered, if the printed 
testimony shall be received in time. 

Mr. McCREARY. The resolution submitted by the gentleman has 
not been read. Wehave been utterly unable to ascertain what its pur- 
port was, 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

Mr. McCREARY. To what did it refer? 

The SPEAKER. To the impeachment of a judge of the United 
States district court for the western district of Louisiana. 

Mr. MCCREARY. And gave notice that he would call it up to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, I gave notice that I was instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to call it up at 2 o’clock to-morrow, but sug- 
gested at the same time that the testimony might not then be printed, 
in which case I would ask further delay. 

Mr. McCREARY. This resolution has not been read, I believe? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been read, but it will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope that will be done 

The SPEAKER. The resolution wil! be printed in the REcorD, 
and lie over for the present. 

The resolution is as follows: 


The gentleman stated the purport of the resolu 


Resolved, That Alex. Boarman, judge of the United States district court for 
the western district of the State of Louisiana, be impeached of high crimes and 
misdemeanors. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, [submit the resolution I send to the 
desk and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as iollows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and is hereby, authorized 
to employ an additional clerk during the remainder of the present session of 
Congress; and to be paid as compensation at the rate of $% a day out of the 
contingent fund of the Llouse 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
session. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. KENNEDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


For the remainder of this session? 
This is the ordinary resolution at the end of each 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill, Mr. AL- 
LEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the bill now pending before the com- 
mittee there remain for general debate on the Kepublican side twenty- 
five minutes, and upon the opposite side fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would suggest to gentlemen on the other side, 
who have fifteen minutes remaining, that they proceed to occupy that 
part of the time. I reserve the twenty-five minutes in which to close 
the debate, the other side having opened it in an hour and ten min- 
utes’ discussion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Evans having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, 
| its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
| ment bills of the following titles: 


se IE 





A bill (H. R, 8970) for the relief of James Brown; 

A bill (R. R. 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; and 

A bill (H. R, 12278) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 10881) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to copyrights, with amendments; asked a 
conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. PLatrr, Mr. Hiscock, and Mr. GRAY as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 13218) to define the jurisdiction of the police court of the District 
of Columbia, with an amendment, asked a conference with the House on 
the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. WILson, of Iowa, Mr. 
EvArtTs, and Mr. PuGu as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 

Che message also announced that the Senate requested the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4498) granting a 
pension to Marion McKibben. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 4224) for the erection of a new customhouse in the city of 
New York, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4924) to provide the times and places for holding terms of 
the United States courts in the State of Idaho; 

A bill (S. 4939) giving the consent of the United States to the erec- 
tion of a bridge across Portage Lake, Houghton County, Michigan, be- 
tween the villages of Honghton and Hancock ; 

A bill (8. 5003) setting apart and reserving a certain tract of Jand in 
the Territory of Arizona for Indian school and other educational pur- 
poses, and authorizing the governor of said Territory to select other 
lands in lieu thereof; 

A bill (S. 5012) granting an increase of pension to General W. H. 
Powell; and 

A bill (S. 5089) authorizing the Coos Bay, Roseburgh and Eastern 
Railway and Navigation Company, in the county of Coos, State of 
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Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Coal Bauk Slough, in said | 


State. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CANNON. If nobody wants to occupy the time I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman that he go ahead with the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to know from the gentleman from Indi- 
ana | Mr. Ho_MAN] if it is his desire to debate the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRArN] has con- 
trol of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CrArn] has 
control of the time on that side. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to the discussion of 
this bill, I desire to make a statement in regard to the division of time 
on yesterday. 

A misunderstanding has arisen among the members on this side of 
the House, at least among some members, in regard to the manner in 
which the time on this side of the House was divided. As I under- 
stood when we entered upon the general debate yesterday, the com- 
mittee had given unanimous consent that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads [Mr. Brinau am] should control the 
time on the Republican side, and that I should control it on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

My understanding further was that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[| Mr. MonTGOMERY ] was to have forty-five minutes of the time al- 
lotted to the Democratic side for the general discussion, and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr.CummMrInes] asked me for twenty minutes 
of the time. The twenty minutes asked by him, I agreed that he 
should have, which, added to the forty-five minutes to be taken by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY] or, by the gentleman 
from Virginia| Mr.O’ FERRALL ],to whom he had assigned his time, with 
the time occupied by me, namely, fifty-five minutes, gave exactly 
twenty minutes for the gentleman from New York. By some misun- 
derstanding of the Chair and the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr.O’ FEer- 
RALL |], instead of the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMInas] re- 
ceiving twenty minutes, which as the Recorp discloses I yielded to 
him (being the balance of the two hours given to this side of the 
House), the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. O’ FERRALL] suggested that 
[ had only ten minutes left, and that he would give ten minutes of his 
time in addition to the ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cum™mrneas]. 

I have been advised that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] has charged me with bad faith in this matter, and I appeal to 
the RecorD and to the time kept by the Chairman to bear me out in 
this statement, that I yielded the full twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York |Mr.Cummrnes], as I had promised, and only 
occupied fifty-five minutes of the time allotted to this side of the House 
for general debate, and I really had ten minutes more left. 

Mr. O°FERRALL. I gave him five minutes more. 

Mr, CRAIN, I had ten minutes more left, and the Chairman’s ac- 
count of time will disclose this fact, that there are fifteen minutes still 
left to the Democratic side of the House for the discussion to-day. I 
acted in perfect good faith with the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS |], allotted him the twenty minutes I had left, and if a mis- 
take arose it is attributable to the gentleman from Virginia and to the 
Chairman. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, it is perhaps proper for me to 
say something in this connection. As I supposed I had made the ar- 
rangement, by which I could occupy forty or forty-five minutes of the 
time of the House, with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mont- 
GOMERY ] who isa memberof the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
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Roads, I did not understand at the time thatI was relying at all upon 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] for time. 

The time which I was to receive was to come through the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. MonTGOMERY] and not through the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. When I took thefloor it was with that idea, 
that I had the right to speak then for forty-five minutes. I was ap- 
pealed to by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MonTGOMERY] to 
yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumminGs] who desired 
to speak in order that he might meet some engagement. With that 
understanding I yielded to him, as I supposed I had the right to do, 
twenty minutes; and then afterwards yielded five minutes more. So 
thatthe gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGs] received not only 
twenty minutes in which to make his remarks, but twenty-five min- 
utes. I certainly did not intend to trample upon the rights of the gen- - 
tleman from New York [ Mr. Suemameal or to treat him or any other 
member of this House with any discourtesy. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
O’ FERRALL] will permit the interruption, I desire to make this sug- 
gestion to him, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMiInes] 
found no fault with him at all, but on the contra-y blamed me for 
having promised him twenty minutes and then giving him only ten 
minutes. The Recorp discloses the fact thatI yielded to him twenty 
minutes of the time that I had. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wonld like to inquire if this can not be settled 
in a Democratic caucus. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido not yield to the gentleman and do not propose 
to be taken off the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Texas yield ? 
The gentleman from Texas had fifteen minutes remaining, but has oc 
cupied five minutes and now has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr, CRAIN. I reserve the time. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I have five minutes which I reserved yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time occupied is as follows: The entire 
time allowed to the Democratic side by order of the House was two 
hours, of which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] used fifty-five 
minutes, tlie gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] twenty-five 
minutes, and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] twenty- 
five, leaving fifteen more under the control of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CRAIN }. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The point that I make, Mr. Chairman, is this, 
that of the time yielded to me on yesterday I had still five minutes 
which I reserved. ‘That is included, of course, in the fifteen minutes 
to which the Chairman refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. RKive minutes have now been occupied by the 
gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Virginia, leaving only 
ten minutes remaining on that side of the House under the order of 
the House, which must control. 

Mr. CRAIN. I reserve my time. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not read the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. If no further general debate is desired the bill 
will be read by sections. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Myr, Chairman, as there are twenty-five minutes 
remaining to this side of the House—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hot- 
MAN] desires to debate the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not take time now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the attention of the 
House to the bill now, I trust, underconsideration. There was a gen- 
erous, liberal allowance for debate, and but one line of criticism made— 
that with reference to the paragraph containing general legislation. 
I had supposed when I made the statement to the House yesterday that 
the bill came from the committee unanimously in all its paragraphs 
that I was making a correctstatement. Thegentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. EvANs], however, in his'remarks yesterday saw proper to make 
some criticism with reference toseveral paragraphs. I therefore make 
this statement to the House in order that I may be understood, having 
made the statement that the bill was reported unanimously. I had 
supposed that, as the bill had passed the committee, and no objection 
having been filed by any member, it was the unanimous judgment of 
the committee that the recommendations for the legislation submitted 
should pass the House. 

Theappropriation for thecurrent fiscal year for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment is $72,000,000 in round numbers. The estimated revenue for the 
current year is submitted on the basis that it will be $65,000,000. The 
deficiency submitted is $6,812,000. In view of the very large increase 
during the past fiscal year, the Department have submitted a corrected 
estimate, so that in lieu of $6,812,000 deficiency estimated for the pres- 
ent year it will only reach $5,581,000. In the Book of Estimates, on 
pages 87 and 88, is submitted a recommendation of $77,545,000 for 
the conduct of the Department for the next fiscal year. 

Your committee recommend an appropriation of $77,365,000, or $180, - 
000 less than the estimates of the Postmaster-General. The bill carries 
$5,138,000 larger appropriation than that of the present current year; 
but when we come to an estimate of the deficiency we find that the 
bill will only carry, of this very large increase of upwards of $5,000,000 
in appropriations, a deficiency of $3,410,000. is deficiency. Mr. 
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Chairman, will compare most favorably, conceding that the House will 
make appropriations in this generous legislation for the post-otlice serv- 
ice for the next fiscal year, with the deficiencies of preceding years, 
and will be one of the small deficiencies for the last fifteen years. 

I hold in my hand the report of the Treasury on the annual defi- 
ciencies reported from 1875, which I shall print with my remarks, which 
will show that on but three occasions has there been a less deficiency 
than $3,400,000, unless we include the exhibit of 1882 and 1883, when 
the Post-Office Department showed a surplus, which was a justification 
for the legislative branch of the Government in enacting the 2-cent 
postage rate. While this increase of appropriation may seem exceed- 
ingly large it is confined to but a limited number of items; and for the 
understanding and intelligence of the House I will quickly run over 
them. 

The item of compensation to postmasters is increased to $900,000. 
Gentlemen are familiar with the fact that the compensation of post- 
masters runs with the general statute; and the Post-Office Department, 
unless it would curtail the postal facilities of the people, could not de- 
crease this compensation. The best judgment of the Department is 
based upon the increase of the service during the preceding years, and 
upon that an estimate is made for the compensation of postmasters for 
the next fiscal year. That item, as I have said, is increased $900,000; 
or, in other words, makes the $14,900,000 in the bill under considera- 
tion. 

The next large item consists in clerks in post offices. They are run 
in accordance with percentages, and are increased according to the 
necessities of the service. Your committee has given an increase of 
$610,000. In another paragraph of the bill we have provided for an 
expenditure of $40,000 for what are called machines for postmarking 
stamps, which, upon the statement of the Postmaster-General, will be 
a saving of $100,000 in clerk hire in the post offices of the country. 
The free-delivery service we have given an increase in the paragraph of 
$1,094,000. In the mail messenger service there has been an increase 
of $100,000. 

In the inland and mail transportation—that is, the railroads—the 
rates are increased $1,440,000, the postal-car service $221,000, the rail- 
way mail service $443,000. So that the House will understand that in 
these few items $4,700,000 of the appropriations isabsorbed. The bill 
which the committee submits to this House, with the exception of one 
line, which I shall read, is identical, save in the change in the figures, 
with the bill that passed the first session of this Congress, and received 
the unanimous approval of the House after but twenty minutes’ con- 
sideration. 

This bill in no wise, save that which I will refer to, and in no part, 
varies from the bill of one year ago, and the amendments which, under 
direction of the committee, I shall submit for the consideration of this 
body and its unanimous approval, will be, of course, under the rules of 
the House, subject to objection; but, coming as they do from the com- 
mittee, unanimously, I have hopes that the major part of them will be 
adopted by the House. The linein the bill to which I refer is on page 
3. Tread: 


For postmarking and rating stamps, and repairs to same, and ink and pads 
for stamping and canceling purposes, and— 

That is the language as we have heretofore passed it in the post-office 
appropriation bill. In this bill the committee have added these words— 


and including $40,000 for the purchase of one hundred improved canceling 
machines, $80,000. 


That is the only item in the bill to which a point of order might run. 
I do not think it would, but in making the statement to the commit- 
tee, that this bill is identical with the bill of a year ago, I have felt 
that this explanation is necessary. 

There is one other item in the bill which was the subject of discus- 
sion yesterday to a qualified extent, and doubtless when that para- 
graph in the bill shall be reached it will be subjected to some criticism 
by gentlemen upon this floor. I have reference now to the paragraph— 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,421.79: Provided, That 
the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, withdraw this fund, or any por- 
tion thereof, from any railroad company, when in his judgment the pyblic in- 
terests require it. 

Mr. LEE. Does that refer to the fast-mail service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It refers to the fast mail south, going to Tampa, 
Fla., and making connection there with the fast Havana steamers. 

Mr. LEE. Is there any desire on the part of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to change that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam referring now tothe fact that there was some 
criticism of this provision in the debate here yesterday, and I am en- 
deavoring to reply to that criticism. I think this House is familiar 
with the history of special-facilities legislation. It isa subject which 
in preceding Congresses has been ably and fully, and, in the judgment 
of the House, conclusively, debated and decided. The law of 1873 
fixed the compensation for inland mail transportation, known as rail- 
road transportation. In 1876 Congress, by a provision upon an appro- 
priation bill, reduced the compensation from the standard of the law of 
1873, making a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent. 





In 1878 another reduction of 5 per cent. was made by Congress. The 
reduction being severe, the great muin lines of the country withdrew 
their expedited or fast service, the withdrawal resulting in great in- 
convenience to the Post-Office Department, and, in a large degree, in 
disaster to many sections of the country. In order to make compro- 
mise with some of the main lines a special provision was enacted in 
an appropriation bill whereby the Pennsylvania Railroad and the New 
York Central, for their expedition of trains, were granted $150,000 ad- 
ditional compensation. From that time to this special facilities have 
been a subject of every year’s action on the part of Congress, until 
during the past few years, but one line of special service has been con- 
tinued ; that is the line for which this bill appropriates. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What line is that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I makea mistake when I say one line. There 
are four lines, but three of them are very short. ‘The first is the New 
York and New Haven Railroad, for which a special compensation ot 
$17,000 is allowed under the bill. This is a train leaving New York 
at 5 o’clock in the morning, which was put on that road by special 
contract in 1878. It is distinctively a mail train. The next item is 
$25,000 for special facilities from New York to Albany, a train which 
leaves New York at 4.35 in the morning, a distinctive mail line, carry 
ing only a mail car, together with a car for train hands; in other words 
it is governed and controlled by the Post-Office Department in its me 
ment of departure, in its speed, and in its moment of arrival. 

The next is to Hagerstown, Md., a train which leaves Baltimore at 
1.10, arriving at Hagerstown at 7.12. This was put on at the instance 
of the Post-Office Department, and is run solely for mail purposes and 
forthe pay received from the special appropriation for such postal serv 
ice. The other, the main line, is the line which starts from Phila 
delphia at 7.20 in the morning, close connection having been made 
with that departure all the way from Halifax, bringing the NovaSco 
tia mail through New England and New York, and making this con- 
nection at Philadelphia, where commences the southern line runnin 
along the coast until it reaches Tampa, where it makes connection 
with the special mail linecalled the Tampaand Florida Mail, for which 
that line receives $52,000 perannum torun from Tampa, Fla., to Havana 
And in this connection I may say that almost half as much money a 
we pay for our entire mailservicecarried upon American vessels is paid 
to the two smali vessels which carry this expeditious mail to Havana. 

The appropriation bill of last year having given the Postmaster-Gen 
eral discretionary power to curtail this service or otherwise deal with 
it as he might deem wise, having allowed him the privilege of exercis- 
ing a broad judgment, conversant with all the details, the committee 
recognizing the fact that this service is valuable, is a great benefit to 
that belt of country, the schedules for which as to the times of arrival 
and departure will be greatly disturbed if thisspecial appropriation be 
withheld; recognizing the further fact that this line of service can 
not continue to live except as it has livedin the past, under the special 
protection of this House, by granting this additional amount of money 
for the additional service rendered, wehave made the recommendation 
embraced in the bill. 

This matter will be absolutely and entirely under the control of the 
Post-Office Department, which will indicate the time of arrival and 
departure from central points, which will indicate the speed at which 
the train must go. In other words, the train carrying this special mail 
along that belt of country is practically owned by the Department. I 
believe this is the straightforward way to legislate. In my view this 
body has a right to know where the money appropriated in bulk for 
inland mail transportation is to be disbursed by the Department and 
how. 

For years past there has been a system of reweighing by the Depart 
ment, whereby, in return for special facilities furnished by the railroad 
companies, they have received a larger compensation than the general 
statute would seem to indicate. Under the rule of the Department, 
there are weighings in some one of the four geographical divisions of 
this country évery year, so that upon each road there isa weighing once 
in four years. It sometimes happens, however, that the Department 
says to a railroad company, ‘‘We want better mail facilities on this 
road; we want a special train to carry mail out from New York at 3 

o’clock in the morning; we want a special train to go from Chicago at 
4 o’clock in the morning.’’ The answer of the railroad corporation 
is, ‘‘ We can not give you that train because we can carry no passen- 
gers if we leave at that hour; we have no custom to support such a 
train. We cannot give youthetrain.’’ Then follows the proposition, 
‘If you will give us a reweighing of our mail, which otherwise would 
occur only once in four years, we can afford to give you special facili- 
ties.’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will allow me to suggest at this 
point that, under the practice to which he refers, the reweighing occurs 
but once in four years and does not involve a continuing additional ex- 
pense. To illustrate: When the fast mail was established between New 
York and Kansas City there was a reweighing ordered from Pittsburgh 
to Kansas City; but that was made but once, being the basis for a four 
years’ contract, which is renewed without additional expense so far as 
special weighing is concerned. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; the gentleman isin error. The railroad 
companies get their reweighing under the statute every four years. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatisquitetrue. The gentleman misapprehends 
my statement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Assume thata railroad corporation is in the middle 
of its four years’ term. Itsaysto the Department, ‘‘ If you want these 
increased facilities you must give us a reweighing of our mail.’”’ But 
they get their regular reweighing when the four years are up. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is correct in thatstatement. But 
the increased expenditure occurs only once; thatis the point; whereas 
this item involves an increased expenditure annually. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In this connection permit me to state that during 
the last four years all the special weighings provided for in these con- 
tracts were made retroactive, and they have also been more frequent 
than they would be under the ordinary methods of the Department. 
The increased compensation resulting therefrom amounts to $1,195,- 
252. I do not object to the reweighing, if Congress has in some way 
authorized and made provision for it. I do object to the continuance 
of the reweighing upon the great trunk lines if the legislation which 
would indicate exaetly what shall be spent for special facilities is to be 
antagonized. 

This class of special service has been before the House thirteen years 
and has always been approved. But the line of special service amount- 
ing to $1,100,000 annually has never been before the House. I say it 
is but fair and right, if there is a necessity for this service, as your 
committee believe there is, that Congress should follow its precedents 
and continue this service for that great belt of country south. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there any warrant in the law for this in- 
creased expenditure ? 
Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In the general law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What increased expenditure ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. For special mail service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no warrant of law save the fact that for 
thirteen years this has been recognized as a valuable and necessary 
service; and there has never been an objection to it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then you admit that this provision is subject 
to objection as new legislation ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido, Ihave so stated in the first page of my re- 
port. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is what I understood. I do not teel fa- 
miliar enough with this subject to make the objection on my motion; 
but if the report of the Postmaster-General is, as I understcod the 
gentleman, to the effect that he would like to have this service discon- 
tinued—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
ment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If that is the opinion of those familiar with 
the matter, it seems to me a member here would be justified in inter- 
posing the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Postmaster-General makes no such report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I had intended to yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. However, he can get that 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from New 
York desires to take part in this debate to demonstrate the inefficiency 
of the mail service, on account of the fact that a certain letter mailed 
in Louisville did not reach Albany in time. I yield to the gentleman 
ten minutes, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, in the first place I intend to raise a 
point of order on tlie item in this bill found on page 3, in lines 3 to 6, 
which proposes an appropriation of $40,000 to pay for certain machin- 
ery for the cancellation of postage stamps. That, I think, is clearly 
subject to the point of order. It strikes me that $40,000 for any such 
purpose is going rather far and is a littleextravagant. It comes under 
the head of new legislation undoubtedly. Thereis, in my opinion, no 
justification for such an appropriation, and it has no place ip this bill. 
Whenever I find items of that kind coming up here in these general 
appropriation bills itstrikes me with sufficient force to. warrant my call- 
ing attention to it, as I do now. 

Now, sir, there has been no explanation made of the character of 
these particular machines that are to cost so much money for the can- 
cellation of the old stamps upon letters. And while I am on that ques- 
tion of the stamps I am reminded of the fact that the Government is 
to-day paying $2°0,000 more for the purchasing of its stamps than it 
formerly did. So that to-day the American people are compelled to 

- pay $280,000 more for the stamps that are placed upon their letters 
than they were offered to be furnished by some of the most responsible 
and respectable parties in this country, who offered to give any amount 
of bond and any character of guaranties necessary to establish the fact 
that they were able to doitand would perform the work to the entire 
satisfaction of the Post-Office Department and of the public. If that 
be so there must be an enormous ‘‘African in the wood pile’’ some- 
where [laughter], and if I can smoke him out I shall think ita very 


What law ? 


That is not the recommendation of the Depart- 
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Christianlike proceeding on my part to perform in the interest of the 
taxpayers of this country. 

Again, sir, while on this point my mind reverts to the fact that the 
present postage stamp is only about two-thirds of the size of the old 
one; and the old one in color wasemblematic of the “ Green Isle of the 
sea,’’ from which so many of our members of this House have derived 
their origin, the grand old isle of the ocean of which our green stamp 
was undoubtedly emblematic. The green was selected originally as a 
compliment to the Ivish race in America, I am satisfied, but it has been 
wiped out by this “ English ’’ Administration under which weare living. 
[Laughter.] In addition to that, they havenot only taken the color, 
but we are given an insignificant two-thirds-size stamp in its place, 
because that is so much more to the benefit of the man who makes the 
stamps and furnishes them to the Government. 

In addition to that, and to still further indicate the English char- 
acter of the present Administration, when Lord Sackville was driven 
from Washington by Grover Cleveland, and Harrison came in as Presi- 
dent and got possession of the White House, he took Lord Sackville’s 
retinue of servants and put them in the White House, driving the ne- 
groes out. [Laughter.] Thefe my poor African friend had to suffer 
again. 

A MEMBER. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SRINOLA. Iam here as the friend of the African race to pro- 
test against such things. Still further, Mr. Chairman, when the time 
came to take the Eleventh Census of the United States no man in 
America could be found ‘‘to the manner born,’’ capable of discharging 
that duty, and the Administration again selected an Englishman. 

Mr. CRAIN. What about the color of the stamp now? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, that is red, English red, all through. [Laugh- 
ter.] Weare against that; everybody knows that we are for the other 
wing. 

Now, with all this evidence before me, and this bill, containing the 
item of $40,000 for machinery to cancel the stamps, it looks to me very 
peculiar, to say the least. But I forgot while the English point of this 
question was in my mind to mention the fact that the private secretary 
of the President is an Englishman, which may account for the ultra- 
English tone of thisour Republican Administration. [Laughter.] It 
is very evident that they do not expect so much favor at the hands of 
my Irish friends. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when they talk of our mail service in this coun- 
try being so nearly perfect, here is a case of one of the most prominent 
men in the land, the editor of one of the most noted journals in 
America, a paper which goes all over this country, and the editor sends, 
in a very important letter, his views and convictions from his stand- 
point to a very distinguished gentleman in this country, the governor 
of the great State of New York, and there is no evidence on the face 
of the earth to show—the governor declares in fact that he never re- 
ceived it—that the mail service has been satisfactorily or perfectly per- 
formed, and as a consequence we are told that that particular mail 
was never delivered. 

Mr. FRANK. The letter did not have a postage stamp on it, per- 
haps. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I think if it had, it would have been red, be- 
cause Watterson would have tried to get one of the old style. 

A Memprr. Perhaps the governor would not take it because it had 
a red stamp. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I hardly believe the governor would have 
taken it out of the post office with a red stamp on at this particular 
time, for there is something peculiar on the face of the moon now, if 
you will consult it occasionally. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TRACEY. How about the face of the Sun? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to be understood as 
raising the point of order upon that item in this bill, unless the chair- 
man of the committee can explain to me why it is that that amount of 
money is called for to pay for machinery to cancel the stamps placed 
upon the letters. It only provides for one hundred of them. If $80,- 
000 are necessary to farnish one hundred machines—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amount is $40,000 instead of $80,000. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I thank the gentleman for correcting me. I saw 
that it was $40,000 just above, but the other $40,000 is for this. It 
is $80,000 you will find, at the end of the sixth line, The first $40,- 
000 is *‘ for post-marking and rating stamps, and repairs to same;’’ 
that is, to repair stamps. [Laughter.] Why, who is there 
here upon the floor of this House who will be authorized and allowed 
to use arepatred postage stamp upona letter? [Laughter.] I believe 
the law prohibits it if I understand it rightly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am very sure the gentleman with his broad 
intelligence can read correctly —— 

Mr. SPINOLA. This is the way it reads: 

For post-marking and rating stamps, and repairs tosame, and ink and pads 


for stamping and canceling purposes, and including $40,000 for the purchase of 
one hundred improved canceling machines, $80,000. 


That was driving the African out of the wood pile. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied five minutes, and 
his motion is not in order at this time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have only just struck my gait. [Laughter.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time for general debate upon this bill has 
expired, and the bill will now be read. 

Mr.SPINOLA. But I raised a point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be heard on the point of or- 
der when the paragraph to which it refers is reached. The Clerk will 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


For mail depredations, and post-office inspectors, and fees to United States 
marshals, attorneys, and the necessary incidental expenses connected there- 
with, $295,000, 

For advertising, $18,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Iam directed by the committee to submit the 
following amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will be recog- 
nized later. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Under paragraph ‘“‘ Mail depredations and post-office inspection,’ add the 
followin 


“And the act of Congress approved April 17, 1878, is hereby amended so as to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to appoint twelve instead of ten post-oflice 
inspectors, to be assigned to duty at such points as he may designate, who shall 
each receive a salary of $2,500 per annum and no more,” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order on that until I hear 
some explanation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will make thisstatement: Under the act of 1878 
there are ten geographic divisions of the country, with reference to the 
mail-depredation division of the Post-Office Department. There has 
been such a growth of the population, together with the extension of 
the service throughout the country since 1878, that these ten inspect- 
ors, who are what you may call major generals in the post-office army 
scattered throughout the country, find it impossible to handle and 
properly supervise these geographical divisions. The act of Congress 
approved June 17, 1878, authorized the Postmaster-General to appoint 
ten post-office inspectors, and the Department asks that this body may 
he increased to twelve, in order that there may bea reassigument and 
to a certain extent a qualified redivision of the country. The follow- 
ing is from a letter of the chief inspector: 


In this connection I will say that it became necessary to carve out two new 
divisions because of the growth of the postal service, and it was done by re- 
lieving the St. Louis division of the States of Texas and Louisiana, and mak- 
ing a headquarters at Austin, thus relieving the division inspector of the St. 
Louis division to that extent, which was absolutely necessary, because the di- 
vision was so large that Mr. Dice could not do himself or the service justice. 
A new division was also created at Helena, Mont., com of the States of 
Idaho, Montana, North and South Dakota, thus relieving the Chicago and San 
Francisco divisions. 

It will be observed that it does not increase the appropriation in the least, but 
simply empowers the Postmaster-General to appoint two division inspectors, at 
$2,500 salary, the same as the ten division inspectors are now paid, 


Very respectfully 
, E. G. RATHBONE, 
Chief Inspector. 


The inspectors are given certain geographical limits. They report 
directly to these division inspectors at their headquarters, and the judg- 
ment of the division inspector determines a large amount of the busi- 
ness and work to be done, without referring it to headquarters at Wash- 
ington. 

This provision does not increase the appropriation. It simply al- 
lows the Postmaster-General—because the law of 1878 is mandatory 
in its limit of ten—by reason of the increase and growth of the coun- 
try since 1878, to locate at these two additional geographical divisions 
the two additional inspectors asked for. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
VAUX] desire to ask a question? 

Mr. VAUX. I only want to ask one question. I would liketoask 
my friend the distinguished chairman of this committee, while he is 
referring to the number of men as being the same, and while he states 
that the salary is the same—i would like to ask whether the duties of 
these officers have in any way been increased or enlarged or new 
duties imposed upon them, to act as censors over the transmission in 
the mails of the correspondence and papers of the people. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope not. 

Mr. VAUX. Because in the lottery bill they say that the Post- 
Office Department shall have the power to say what is hurtful to the 
morals of the people of the country and give the Post-Office Depart- 
ment authority to seize and supervise. I wish to know whether these 
officers have any such duty to determine what papers shall not go 
through the mails. For by and by it may happen that a Democratic 
paper may be thought by somebody to be hurtful and may be kept 
out. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. 
such power. 

Mr. VAUX. I hope so, too. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will have to raise the point of order upon the 
proposition of the chairman of the committee, on the ground that it 
interferes with existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that it does not in- 
crease the expenditure at all; it is merely a recognition of the devel- 
opment of this service. That is all. 

Mr. SPINOLA,. I raise the point of order, and the Chair must de- 
cide it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The course the gentleman proposes will simply 
compel the Department to detail men from the force to do this work 
at less than a living salary. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection to the Postmaster-General de- 
tailing men for any purpose he may think necessary to improve the 
mail service of the country; but this is new legislation beyond a doubt. 
Nobody will deny it. If the Chair wishes to rule otherwise, it is in 
his power to do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I recognize the force of the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will withdraw it I will give him 
five minutes of my time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have got all the time I want on this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam very sure the gentleman representing the 
city he does, with the large contribution that this bill will throw into 
that city for increased facilities, ought not to insist on his point of 
order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And the $4,000,000 surplus which the city of New 
York turns over to the Treasury to help tosupport the Post-Office De- 
partment is also accredited to that city. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; it is because of the character of the service 
that this surplus accrues there. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if 
the post-office inspectors are in this division under consideration ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. All the inspectors arein this division. The en- 
tire force is divided to-day into ten districts, and they are apportioned 
to their respective localities under the act of 1878. 

Mr. ROGERS. , I just want to observe, Mr. Chairman, that if the 
Postmaster-General will confine his inspectors to their proper duties, 
instead of the investigation of homicides that occur in the different 
States, he will not have so much use for such a force. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I trust the gentleman from New York will with- 
draw his point of order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I must insist uponit. We certainly do not want 
any more officers in America at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist on 
the point of order? 

Mr. SPINOLA. 1 do, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
amendment offered changes existing law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All T can say is that I trust they will have no 


For compensation to clerks in post offices, $8,000,000, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, at the end of line 7, insert after the word “ million” the words 
“two hundred thousand.” . 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the effect of that 
amendment is briefly this: In the appropriation bill for 1891, which 
is now in force, there is appropriated for this service $7,290,000. The 
estimate submitted by the Department for the coming vear is $8,249, - 
000. The adoption of my amendment;would give the Department, 
not all that they have asked for this purpose, but would give them 
$8,200,000. I suppose, of course, the committee have gone carefully 
over these estimates, and have given the Department as near the 
amounts asked as they felt they could. They have undoubtedly given a 
considerable increase over the present year. Butone thing must be borne 
in mind; that is, that the postal service is increasing at a tremendous 
ratio. And Idohappen to know, from applications made by myself to the 
Department for additional clerical help in instances where it was ab- 
solutely needed to give the people even decent service, that they were 
compelled to decline to accede to those applications because the ap- 
propriation was insufficient. The people pay nearly the whole ex- 
pense of this service by contributing directly to the revenues of the 
Post-Office Department; and my observation is that in all lines of 
business a fairly liberal expenditure is productive of a liberal return. 
It seems to me it would be an application of a sound business propo- 
sition for the Congress of the country to give the Department a suffi- 
cient amount of money to be enabled to transact the business of the 
people in this direction. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I am not sufficiently conversant with 
the post-office appropriation bill to know whether or not the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from New Jersey ought to be adopted, 
Upon that point I should feel inclined to follow the committee in its 
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unanimous report; but I want to say that for some time past, for rea- 
sons I can not explain, I have scarcely received a newspaper from the 
State I have the honor in part to represent that is not teeming with 
complaints about the mail service. 1 saw one statement the other day 
where a town, probably a hundred miles from the capital of the State, 
through which two daily trains run, could not geta local paper pub- 
lished at the capital short of thirty-six hours, whereas it could be de- 
livered there inside of six hours by the ordinary trains. 

But that isonly asample. What the trouble is with the mail serv- 
ice in Arkansas Ido notknow. Iremember thatin the last Administra- 
tion I had occasion to make somecomplaints. They come to me some- 
times not only with reference to the want of sufficient salaries for the 
clerks, but also with reference to the carriage of the mails. I made 
these complaints then, and gentlemen representing States like Ohio and 
Indiana and other States that were close politically generally bore tes- 
timony to the great efficiency of the mail service. But it seems to me 
it does not make any difference which Administration is in power so 
far as Arkansas is concerned. We get a mail service that is so ineffi- 
cient that the ordinary newspapers can not be delivered in a hundred 
miles of the capital inside of thirty-six hours. 

I do not mean to say that thisis universally the case, but such things 
are occurring all over the State. Every newspaper that I receive con- 
tains a discussion about the way the mails are carried. Whether the 
difficulty lies in the contract system, whether it lies in the ignorance 
and inefficiency of the railway mail service, whether it is the fault of 
the contractors in the towns who carry the mails from the post offices 
to the depots—whose fault itis Ido not know. Whether this result 
happens because the inspectors are devoting their attention to matters 
that are not related to their public duties and looking into questions 
concerning the jurisdiction of the States in their domestic concerns— 
and certainly they have examples enough of that sort of action in high 
places—whether that is the reason of this inefficiency I do not know, 
because I am here and they are there, 

Put complaints do come up from all parts of the State of the utter 
inefliciency of the mail service, and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that these 
additional inspectors—for it seems the Postmaster-General wants more 
inspectors—will turn their attention to an investigation of the mail 
service in order to ascertain whose fault it is and fix the responsibility 
where it properly belongs. I hope they will devote themselves to that 
instead of to matters that do not concern them, and I throw out this 
delicate hint here in order that it may reach the head of the Post-Office 
Department, who, I understand, occasionally sends these people out 
on business not related to their public duties. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [| Mr. BLouNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I understood that the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. BrInGHAM] desired to take the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I ask to be recognized for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I think I have endeavored, in the 
study of the postal service, to treat of the expenditures from a basiness 
point of view and with regard to the convenience of the public, with 
liberality. For some several years past there has been but little dif- 
ference of opinion between the members of the committee in relation 
to those expenditures. No man who ever presided at the head of the 
Post-Office Department of this Government has been voted so liberal 
appropriations as the present incumbent. I wish to say that in the 
matter of clerks for several years we have transcended immeasurably 
the previous action in reference to increases for clerks in the post offices 
of the country. 

In 1884 the increase over the previous year was $200,000; the next 
year the increase was $175,000; the next year the increase was $468, - 
000, and then came one of $425,000, this latter increase being allowed 
in connection with an explanation to the House that it was required 
by reason of the bill to classify the clerks in the post offices. Now, 
sir, this very pending bill proposes an increase of $610,000, a most ex- 
traordinary increase. Not only that, sir, but you have here an item 
for the cancellation of stamps which it is estimated will save at least 
$100,000; thus making this increase for clerks in the post offices practi- 
cally equivalent to over $700,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of these appropriations being so large, 
in view of the fact that the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads have recommended the amount contained in this bill, it is well 
that the House shall hesitate before it reverses the action of the com- 
mittee. If it was a matter of a difference of opinion, or of compro- 
mise of opinion, I take it that the wiser course for the House to pur- 
sue would be to follow the action of the committee, unless members 
should have already given careful consideration to the details involved. 

Again, Mr, Chairman, I wish to say in relation to clerks in the Post 
Office that the classification bill provided for a minimum and maximum 
rate of compensation, and it passed Congress on the theory that there 
were to be maximum and minimum rates, and that the various sala- 
ries were to be adjusted. But it appears that whenever we legislate in 
this manner the Government employés ignore everything except the 
maximum rates, and clamor for them, and that is the experience to- 
day. That is the pressure that is broaght to bear on the Department 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


largely to-day from various directions, to allow these salaries to be in- 
creased not to some intermediate point, but to the maximum point. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. IfI can be recognized to move to strike out the 
last word, I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount] be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit the question to this 
House whether, now and hereafter, we are going to pursue the policy 
of allowing the Government employés in the postal and other Depart- 
ments, by the clamors of individuals and their representatives, clamors 
directed to the heads of the Departments and elsewhere, to force the pub- 
lic expenditures in this direction up to the maximum rates permitted 
by the law? I want to say, sir, in relation to our civil-service law, 
which has made permanent the great body of our officials, that contem- 
poraneous with the operation of that law there has grown up amongst 
the Government officials organization for the purpose of dictating to 
the Congress of the United States in relation to their salaries, and to- 
day they are standing in their organizations and sending out their com- 
mittees, and, in every branch of the service, operating through the 
press and in other ways, and threatening gentlemen here in order to 
extort appropriations. 

If we are to have through this land a body of organized officers with 
life tenure, whose only idea of their duty to their country is that the 
Government should vote to them to the extremest limit of the law 
salaries without reference to legislative discretion, if we are to have 
this new power dominating our work in the Capitol, dominating gov- 
ernmental expenditures, then, for one, I say that whatever virtue there 
may be in ‘* civil service,’ the sooner this power is stricken down the 
better, even if it means ‘‘civil service’’ itself. [Applause. ] 

For one, I am tired of this thing. This very appropriation is based 
in part upon a suggestion of the Postmaster-General that he may be 
allowed not only to increase these salaries, but may, at his pleasure, 
practically inaugurate, without waiting for legislation, the operation 
of the eight-hour system in the post offices of the country. In our va- 
rious towns where these post offices are located the mass of men who 
pay the taxes, who transact the business of the country, are not so 
favorably situated as to hours of service or as to rates of compensation. 
Here we have this body of officials demanding what the masses of men 
in the ordinary pursuits of life can not obtain, and this demand is 
countenanced to such an extent that the head of a great Department 
is ready to rush forward in advance of legislation, and to urge upon 
Congress that the public funds be placed under his control in such a 
way that by his action there may be accomplished indirectly that 
which we have not by our laws allowed. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. As the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLountT] has occupied ten minutes, I desire to say in one mo- 
ment that the observations which he has made do not apply to this 
amendment at all. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I moveto amend bystriking out the last word. 
The gentleman from Georgia says that he is tired of this dictation in 
regard to the salaries of these publicoflicers. The gentleman had some 
experience in this matter during the last Administration, when the post- 
masters of the country, for the first time, I believe, in our history, held 
a convention making certain demands upon the Post-Office Department; 
and the gentleman from Georgia, at that time the chairman of the Post- 
Office Committee, made a considerablenumber of concessions to their 
demands. Iam notatall surprised that he is tired of going in that 
direction. At that time there was a national convention of postmas 
ters, and of course their recommendations came with more weight than 
would those of individuals; and the proceeding was on that account 
much more objectionable. 

But I agree that the amendment increasing the amount named in 
this paragraph ought not to be adopted, I think we have gone far 
enough in that direction. There is a very general demand throughout 
the country for a reduction in rates of postage; and the party to which 
I belong has in its national platform pledged itself to reduce the rate 
of postage so that an ordinary letter will be carried for 1 cent. If we 
increase these appropriations at the demand of everybody who desires 
such increase a reduction in the rates of postage will be an impos- 
sibility. Hence I say that for my part I think we have gone far 
enough in that direction. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, BucHANAN, of 
New Jersey, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For free-delivery service, $10,092,542. 


Mr. BINGHAM. By direction of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

aor ohne hd hel oa hart be ded fi ri tal 
duon daleveny oh amaih aiieen pabbeviagtna caghinumante ot pupuinion on ser- 
enue under existing law." 
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Mr. ROGERS. I reserve a point of «rder on this amendment. 
Where does it come in? . 

Mr. BINGHAM. At the endof the free-delivery paragraph. I will 
state to the gentleman that by a joint resolution passed at the first ses- 
sion of this Congress $10,000 was authorized to be used, in the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General, out of the free-delivery appropriation 
for the presént year, for the purpose of experimental free-delivery serv- 
ice in outlying or country districts. That resolution passed the House 
without objection, and the Postmaster-General is now in the midst of 
that experiment. This amendment proposes that$10,000 may be used 
under the present bill to continue the experiment. ‘The money is to 
be taken from the appropriation for free-delivery service, and the ex- 
penditure authorized by the bill is not increased one cent. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania be kind 
enough to state the places at which these experiments are being made? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are being made in all sections of the coun- 
try upon the application of the people or of their Representatives. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Postmaster-General can not be making exper- 
iments ‘‘in all sections of the country ’’ with $10,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is true the expenditure is limited to $10,000; 
but I mean tosay he is making his experiments without any geograph- 
ical discrimination. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman designate some of the places? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not familiar with the places. The Postmas- 
ter-General has only recently entered on the experiment. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wanted to know whether the experiments were 
being indulged in in the suburbs of the large cities, or in towns of less 
than 10,000 inhabitants ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Solely confined to towns of less than 10,000 in- 
habitants, in the rural districts. 

Mr. HERBERT. But the gentleman can not give us any informa- 
tion as to where they are being carried on? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know where the Postmaster-General is 
making the experiments. 

Mr. ROGERS. At present I believe the law requires a population 
of 10,000 to have free delivery. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. Or $10,000 gross receipts. 

This is a wise experimental policy, let me say, for the Postmaster- 
General to pursue, and hereafter to submit to Congress the results of 
his experiments for future legislation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What evidence has the gentleman that the $10,- 
000 already given would not make ample experiments ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Simply the request of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This appropriation is not available until next 
year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
than a year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. For the remainder of this year and such portion 
of the coming year as may be necessary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has he such authority under the law ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He has, by authority of the law passed by Con- 
gress at the last session. 

Mr. DOCKERY. May I ask who has the floor? 

Mr. ROGERS. I yield the floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I desire tosubmitasuggestion. About four 
years ago the law was amended so that the free-delivery service was 
extended to cities having 10,000 inhabitants or $10,000 gross postal re- 
ceipts. The effect of that change in the law has been to increase the 
expenditures of this branch of the postal service from about $5,000, - 
000 annually to nearly $11,000,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The expenditures have been increased ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, to the amount I have named. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will permit me a moment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. ° 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is in error in putting it in that 
form. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that has been the effect of the legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. While the increase has been great, yet the bulk 
of that increase arose from the eight-hour law applied to the letter- 
carriers’ service. The first appropriation under that, to pay them their 
compensation, amounted toover a million of dollars. Then it has been 
steadily increasing all along. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the increased annual expenditure on ac- 
count of the eight-hour law? Can the gentleman tell? , 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very largely over $1,000,000 each year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At any rate, the expenditure for this branch of 
the service has increased from about $5,000,000 to the amount carried in 
this bill, over $10,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am quite in sympathy with any proposition 
looking to more efficient mail service and securing to the smaller cities 
all the privileges to which they are entitled. But I very much ques- 
tion at this time, with a certain deficiency in the Treasury confront- 


ee whether we ought to embark on this additional line of expend- 
re. 


Not a dollar of it until after the 1st of July. 
So that he wants to run the experiments for more 
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Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘The gentleman understands that this is not an ad- 
ditional proposition, but is taken from the sam already provided in that 
section of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that statement to be correct. But 
it is entering upon a policy that has the effect to which I have just in- 
vited attention. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This is purely experimental, and if it should turn 
out that it is not a wise provision, we shall not ask any legislation in 
future. But, if it is wise and results beneficially to the service, then 
Congress will be asked hereafter to enact the necessary legislation to 
carry it into effect. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 
of increasing expenditures. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Notat all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know whether I should favor legislation 
extending this serviceor not. I shall consider that question when the 
proper time arrives. But I submit in all candor, confronted as we are 
with an exhausted Treasury—a deficiency—whether it is wise at this 
moment to embark upon any experimental legislation which will nec- 
essarily result in increased expenditures. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is not the gentleman from Missouri aware of the 
fact that the deficiency in the Post-Office Department is decreasing in- 
stead of increasing? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true as to the Post-Office Department; but 
I speak of the general revenues of the country. They are increasing 
itis true, but not as rapidly as expenditures. 

Mr.CHEADLE, And the free-delivery system is not only self-sus- 
taining, but it has provided for itself a large surplus in excess. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That istrue; but I do not think that we ought to 
give up any source of revenue with the certainty of a deficiency in the 
next two years. I shall, however, not antagonize this proposition 

[ Here the hammer fell}. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to strike out the last word 

All I desire to say in response to what the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Dockery ] has stated is that this amendment, as proposed by the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, does not increase the ex 
penditure for the year at all. It simply sets apart $10,000 of a gross 
sum that is already appropriated in the bill for a specific purpose, 
which is to extend the free-delivery system to a class of cities less in 
population and in gross revenues than already provided for in the 
present law. 

Now, if it shall be found by this experiment that it will increase the 
mail facilities in the rural districts of the country, then the Postmas- 
ter-General in the next Congress will make arecommendation for some 
general legislation; and it seems to me that it is eminently wise, at 
this stage of this question, to permit the Postmaster-General to use so 
small a fund as $10,000 for this purpose, so that when we come to the 
question of legislation we can act intelligently upon facts and figures 
that will be presented by the Department. [Criesof‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that the objection I have to the amendment offered by the chairman 
is that it does not go far enough. I believe that the true reformation 
of our mail service is to be found in the adoption of some system by 
which, instead of having so many post offices, we will have a delivery 
not only in the small cities, but in the country. I believe that the 
mail can be more expeditiously delivered at a less cost and with in- 
creased advantage to those who obtain their mail. There is no earthly 
reason why a man may not start from one of our shire towns and travel 
in a circuit every day, delivering and taking up letters and papers, so 
that those who live in the country can have a daily mail. 

I believe a system of this kind could be established at a compara- 
tively small expense, so that every person could receive his daily pa- 
pers and obtain his daily mail and be in communication with the out- 
side world. As it is now, the mails are delivered to the country post 
offices once, twice, or three times a week, sometimes only once in two 
weeks. The citizen is obliged to go to the post office to obtain his 
mail. There is a vast loss of time. The mails are irregular, and this 
prevents the growth of the mails. I believe that if the Postmaster- 
General would take this matter up he could devise a plan that I be- 
lieve can be made practical, by which the people outside of the large 
cities and outside of the small towns may obtain a daily mail at a com- 
paratively small cost. I understand such a plan is now on file. 

I am in favor of this experiment, because it is in the line of the im- 
provement I wish to see made, The cities have their mail facilities. 
They have obtained them at great expense, but that expense has been 
more than paid for by the great increase in the mails, so that the large 
cities of the country contribute a much greater sum, in the shape of 
a surplus, to the mail revenues than these added expenses take from 
the revenue; and I believe that as the system is extended, as facilities 
are increased, as these advantages are brought nearer to the homes of 
the people, the revenue will increase; and it is one of those cases where 
a wise economy is in the direction of a comparatively large expenditure 
at the beginning. I desire to cal! the attention of the committee to it, 
and I hope to remain in Congress long enough tosee some practical man 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


But it is a step in the direction 





2944 


like the present chairman of the committee, or some of the other mem- 
bers, take the matter up and carry it out as far as practicable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the com mittee. 

Mr. ROGERS. There is a point of order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. ROGERS. I made the point of order against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman to reserve 
the right to make the point of order. Does he make the point of or- 
der? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, I make the point of order; but first I want to 
make an observation or two in regard to this matter. I want to say, 
Mr, Chairman, that I am somewhat in sympathy with the object of 
this amendment. The trouble about it lies in the fact that I do not 
believe it is wise to ever give a gross sum to any executive officer for the 
purpose of experimenting. There is scarcely a member of Congress to- 
day who has not as much practical experience in what is desired in the 
mail service for the small towns throughout the country as has the 
Postmaster-General. 

The only part of the postal service in the State in which I live, of 
which I have heard no serious complaint, is the carrierservice. 
gard it as the most efficient, the most useful, and the most successful 
of all the departures that we have made in the postal service. But I 
believe when we wish to extend this service we ought to limit it just 
as we have heretofore. In other words, we should notgive this money 
to the Postmaster-General to experiment with in towns of various 
sizes; but, if we see fit to do so, we should fix the minimum receipts at 
$6,000 and the population at 6,000 people, or some figure less than 10,- 
000 that will meet the judgment of the House, and allow the service 
to be extended to that extent. 

I myself think that it may well be extended to towns of six, seven, 
or eight thousand, probably 8,000 would be a safe line now; and if 
this amendment, instead of giving the Postmaster-General this gross 
sum forexperiment, limited it to towns of seven or eight thousand, I 
should be inclined not to insist on the point of order; but I have always 
opposed on every occasion, in this Department and all others, the giv- 
ing of any gross sum to any officer to experiment with as he may think 
proper or see fit, 

It is against the Constitution itself, which requires us to make our 
appropriations for public purposes, and not to give them in gross sums 
to be used by executive officers in such way as they may see fit in ex- 
periments. Therefore, I am inclined to insist upon this point of order 
which I have just made. [Cries of ‘‘ Rule !’’} 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not know what the point of order is yet. The 
gentieman said that he proposed to explain it, but he went on to the 
merits of the question. 

Mr. ROGERS. The point of order is that it is pew legislation. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not a point of order under the rules of the 
House that would apply to this provision. There is no point against 
new legislation, except 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itisinthe appropriation bill for the current year. 

Mr, ADAMS. The rule is directed against a change in existing law. 
This is not a provision of law, but is an appropriation; and it is an ap- 
propriation for a public work or object already in progress. The rule 
specifically provides that we can appropriate for objects that are not 
previously authorized by law, if those appropriations, although not 
authorized by existing law, are for a public work or object already in 
progress. 

It is evident from the whole discussion that this work is in progress, 
as the Postmaster-General has already been experimenting under the 
appropriation made. The fact that there is no statute authorizing it 
does not cut the slightest figure in the case, because the rule was made 
to include purposes not authorized by law, provided that, although 
not being authorized by law, they were nevertheless in continuance of 
work already in p y 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the existing law relative to free-mail 
delivery? Does it not confine free delivery to places having 10,000 popu- 
lation, or where the postal receipts are $10,000? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is precisely ascontemplated in this bill; and, 
under the last act, $10,000 was set aside for the purpose expressed in 
the amendment proposed by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. The existing law gives free delivery to cities of 10,000 
population, and cities having gross postal receipts of $10,000. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so understands it.. Then the amend- 
ment would change existing law. Can the Postmaster-General estab- 
lish free delivery except as now provided by law? 

Mr. ADAMS. He can, if it is provided for this purpose—for a vil- 
lage of 500 inhabitants, or a country district like that described by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am quite willing for this appropriation to be 
made; but I think it far better it should be omitted than that we 
should invoke a ruling which is likely to put us at a disadvantage all 
along the line in appropriation bills. 

The law limits the Postmaster-General, as to free delivery, to cities of 
a population of 10,000 or with a gross revenue of $10,000, That is an 
admitted fact. That is our system; and it is no answer to the point 
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that this is new legislation to say that in the current fiscal year we gave 
the sum of $10,000 with which to experiment. That was ruled several 
times by the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], and I 
think that the Chair will have no difficulty on that point. I would be 
glad to see the point of order withdrawn, but I think my friend the 
chairman of the committee, and all of us, will feel much safer with 
this ruling. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, out of deference to my friend from 
Georgia, I will withdraw the point of order and let the House vote 
upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment. 

The question was put; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For post-marking and rating stamps, and repairs to same, and ink and pads 
for stamping and canceling purposes, and including $40,000 for the purchase of 
one hundred improved canceling machines, $80,000. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order against 
the $40,000 for the purchase of improved canceling machines as new 
legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make this statement to the Chair. For 
post-marking and rating stamps the amount stated in the estimates was 
$40,000. The post-marking and rating stamp is a piece of mechanism 
whereby a clerk kills or destroys the freshness or the clearness of the 
stamp, and makes upon the face of the envelope an indication of the 
office of mailing and its State. The rating stamp is not, as my dis- 
tinguished friend said, a postage stamp, a weight stamp, to indicate the 
amount due upon an overweight letter, or other overweight matter 
going through the mail. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Is not that paragraph for canceling, whether it be 
by machine or by hand stamp? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam coming to that. To-day these machines are 
run by whatever power is used in our great cities. Whether electric- 
ity or steam is used in the large post offices it is applied, and the Post- 
master-General has submitted a statement, which I have made a part 
of my remarks, that after having experimented for two years in the 
large post offices he is satisfied $40,000 invested in a hundred of these 
machines will save a hundred thousand dollarsinclerk hire, In other 
words, so rapid are these machines that one of the machines has reached 
the maximum of stamping fourteen thousand pieces of unselected, mis- 
cellaneous mail matter in thirty minutes. 

The rapidity with which the stamping can be done is remarkable. 
I have forgotten the exact number, but I think a man can stamp about 
one hundred and fifty letters in a minute. In half an hour these ma- 
chines will stamp, indicating the place of mailing, together with the date 
and hour of mailing, many times the number of letters that could be 
stamped by the old method. They are away in advance of the former 
methods of postmarking stamps, and therefore, in the interest of econ- 
omy in administration, and in lieu of $100,000 for clerk hire, we have 
recommended appropriating $40,000 for postmarking and postrating 
machines. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire to 
be heard further on the question of order? 

Mr.SPINOLA. Yes, sir. On the point of order, in reply to the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. BinaHAm], I desire to say that the 
first two lines in the item in the bill read: 


For t-marking’and rating stamps, and repairs to same, and ink and pads for 
stamping and canceling purposes— 


Then comes the conjunction ‘‘and,’’ and the paragraph proceeds— 


including $40,000 for the purchase of one hundred improved canceling ma- 
ines. 


That last is entirely new matter, and comes in as a separate provi- 
sion. 

Now, in addition to this, it is an astonishing thing to me, sir, that 
with an empty Treasury staring us in the face we should be asked to 
pay $400 apiece for one hundred of these stamping machines, without, 
I venture to say, any man upon this floor knowing actually what the 
machines are. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not $400 apiece, $100 apiece. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Forty thousand dollars for one hundred of them. It 
strikes me that according to old Daboll that is $400 apiece. [Laughter. } 
Here are t enormously expensive machines cos the Government 
$400 apiece, ‘ind, instead of one hundred of them, we shall ultimately 
want one thousand, or, as a friend near me s ten thousand. 
Now, I ha¥e no objection to doing anything which will benefit the 
postal service, or enable the Postmaster-General to give us better service 
throughout the country, or anything which will facilitate the proper 
discharge of the duties of his Department. I am in favor of the eight- 
hour law for letter carriers, and have always voted for it since I have 
been in this House, because I have looked upon them as the hardest- 
worked in the employ of the Government. But the gentleman 
from [Mr. BLounT] stated this question correctly, and some 
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of you gentlemen on the floor understand it just as he hasstatedit. I 
have heard no reason given by the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roadsor by any other gentleman here, 
which would justify an expenditure of this character. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But they say that it will save $100,000. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, they say it will save $100,000, and it will in- 
crease the expenditures several hundred thousand dollars. 

Now, sir, I do not feel disposed to occupy the time of the commit- 
tee. I have called the attention of gentlemen to facts, and I have 
called the attention of the country to this proposed enormous expend- 
iture for these machines, and I say here, sir, that every man who votes 
to retain this item in this bill will have to render an account of it to 
his constituents when they learn that $400 apiece has been appropri- 
ated for these machines, as to which none of us have been able to find 
out what they are or what they are for. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, the House has ordered a session to be | 


held this evening beginning at 8 o’clock, and in view of that I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hopethegentleman will allow us to get through 
with this paragraph. 
the point of order, that in the matter of post-marking and rating 
stamps, itis within the power of the Postmaster-General to determine 
whether that work shall be done by hand, or by existing mechanical 
devices, or by the most recent improved patents. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is prepared to rale. 

[Cries of ‘‘Rule!’’ “‘ Rule!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the language of the 
paragraph is merely directory. Under the law provision is made for 
post-marking and rating stamps, and it may be done by hand or by 
machinery. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of order is not 
well taken, and itis therefore overruled. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then | move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I thought I was recognized to make 
the motion that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman yielded the floor for the pur- 
pose of having the question of order passed upon by the Chair. 

Mr. OATES, At the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BinGHAM] I withdrew the motion temporarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yielded the floor. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SprNoLA] will please state his amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. 1 move to strike out these words: ‘‘and including 
$40,000 for the purchase of one hundred improved canceling machines,”’ 
and then I move to strike out at the end of the paragraph ‘‘ eighty 
thousand ’’ and to make the total $40,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee of the Whole, 


reported that they had had under consideration the Post-Office appro- | the substitute. 


priation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. 
now adjourn. 


RIGHT OF WAY OVER PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 10956) to grant to the 
Birmingham, Sheffield and Tennessee River Railroad Company aright 
of way over the public lands traversed by it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (when the title of the bill had been 
read). I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I hope the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey will withdraw that motion. This bill simply proposes to give this 
railroad company the same right of way enjoyed by other railroad com- 

nies. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] 
moves that the House adjourn. 

Mr. McKINLEY. An evening session has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the House adjourns it will be to meet 
at 8 o’clock this evening for the special purpose mentioned in the or- 
der heretofore adopted—for the purpose of considering a bill relating 
to immigration. 

Mr. FLOWER. I wovld like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Are we going to vote on that bill to-night? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing to prevent a vote on it. 

Mr. FLOWER. Except perhaps the absence of a quorum. 

CHANGE OF VOTE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire either to enter a motion to reconsider or 
to get consent to change my vote. On the passage of the bill for the 
relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians I voted under a misappre- 
hension. If I can get consent to change my vote from ‘‘ay”’ to ‘‘no”’ 
I will not enter a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The change will make no difference in the result? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ob, no. 
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Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do the reading of the bill. 


I merely wish to submit, Mr. Chairman, upon | 


| 


| 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now | 


The SPEAKER. Is there chjection? TheChair hears none. The 
gentleman’s vote wil! be changed as requested. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair, before putting the question on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey io adjourn, will again state 
that the effect of aiopting the motion will be an adjournment till 
8 o’clock this evening. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to; and, the Speaker 
having announced that Mr. Moxrow would preside at the evening 
session as Speaker pro tempore, the House accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 


25 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House met at 8 o’clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. 
MoRRow, as Speaker pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution 
under which the House convenes this evening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening, February 19, 1891, be set apart for the con- 
sideration of bills reported by the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, the session to open at 8 o'clock and not to continue later than 10.30 o'clock 

The Journal of the proceedings of this day’s session was read and 
approved. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the regular order for this evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DINGLEy in the chair. 

IMMIGRATION, ETC. 

The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 13586) in amendment 
to the various acts relative to immigration and importation of aliens 
under contract or agreement to periorm labor. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. This bill has once been read; and I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading at this time be dispensed with. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understood there was a substitute reported from 
the committee. Has that been read ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Can we not have the substitute read ? 

Mr. COBB, I think we had better have the bill itself read. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. It will be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. COBB. Very well. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. HAUGEN] that the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OAreEs], 
who has charge of the substitute, desires to occupy the floor in expla- 
nation of bis measure; and then we hope we can dispense with general 
debate and proceed to consider this bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Very well; I will not insist upon the reading of 


The CHAiRMAN. TheChair hears no objection to dispensing with 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. The gentleman trom Alabama [| Mr. 


| OATES] desires to occupy the floor to speak on his proposed suhsti- 


tute. 

Mr. OATES. Mr, Chairman, I happened to be a member of each of 
the committees from which the bills coming before us to-night have 
been reported. House bill No. 13586, reported from the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization, contains thirteen sections. 
its provisions meet my approval; but [ have a general objection to the 
measure; I do not think it goes as far as it ought to go. The evil 
which should be remedied by legislation is not confined simply to one 
subject. The number of immigrants coming to the United States dur- 
ing the last ten years has averaged annually about half amillion. In 
some years the number has fallen below that number, while in 1880 
or 1881 it exceeded 800, 00. 

I have served for several Congresses on committees charged with in- 
vestigating the subject of immigration. I was a member of what was 
known as the ‘* Ford investigating committee,’’ which did quite an ex- 
tensive work, as the report and volume of testimony will show. Asa 
member of the committee in this Congress I have not been able to at- 
tend the sittings of the committee or subcommittee while they were 
engaged in a large part of the work of investigation. But so far as I 
have been able to examine the testimony taken it is pretty much of the 
same character with that taken by former committees. In the limited 
time which I feel justified in consuming I can not undertake to quote 
from this testimony to prove what I may say; but must content my- 
self with stating the conclusions at which I have arrived. 

My conclusion with respect to immigration is that the laws now upon 
the statute books have not been vigorously enforced at any time, or 
have been enforced in very few places; that those laws in themselves 
are defective, and that consequently about 20 or 25 per cent. of the 
immigration we have received into this country may properly be char- 
acterized as undesirable. 

Prol -bly 300,000 of the number annually received into this country 
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are desirable immigrants. I do not know of anyone who desires to 
shut out from this country any immigrants who add to the wealth, 
knowledge, or moral status of the communities in which they locate. 
Very many industrious, economical, sober, and desirable people, of 
gvod moral standing, come into this country every year and add tothe 
national welfare and prosperity. 

I repeat, therefore, that | know of noone who desires to shut out 
any such people from coming to our shores from any nation. But in- 
asmuch as of the vast number coming a great many are admitted who 
do not add to the wealth of the country, nor do they add anything that 
is desirable to our population, legislation has been invoked to regu- 
late this matter. It may be stated, on the contrary, that many come 
who are beastly, illiterate, and thoroughly ignorant, low in the scale 
of morals, and many of them acharge upon the public, orsoon become 
such after they land. 

The investigation into this subject in most of the States proves that | 
more than 50 per cent. of the insane and paupers are of foreign birth. | 
In New York the experts of the insaneasylums, men of long experience 
in the care of charitable institutions, proved before the committee that | 
an average of 75 per cent. of the inmates of such institutions were of 
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foreign birth. This would not be so if our laws regulating inspection 
were as they should be and if they were properly enforced. 

The bill reported from the committee by the gentleman from Indiana | 
[Mr. OWEN], the chairman, provides in its sections for the exclusion 
of about the same classes of people which the bill reported from the | 
Judiciary Committeeexcludes. And let meexplain here, Mr.Chairman, 
for some may not understand how it is that a bill covering this subject | 
comes before the House from two different committees. The Judiciary | 
bill, No. 58, was introduced by myself at the meeting of this Congress, 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee before the Special Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization had any existence, before the adop- 
tion of the rules which provided for the raising of that committee. | 
The bill not only contains provisions for the regulation of immigration, 
but also for the amendment of the naturalization laws. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman permit me | 
to interrupt him to ask if the bill No. 13586 is the one now before the 
committee for consideration ? 

Mr. OATES. That is the bill which is called up by the chairman of 
the committee; but by consent of the committee, indeed by request, I 
have heen permitted to explain in this connection the bill which I in- 
troduced, so that when it is offered as a substitute the committee may 
understand its purport. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I simply ask this in order to 
know what we are to consider as a substitute. 

Mr. OATES. The bill before the committee is No. 13586 and is the 
bil) to be considered. The Judiciary bill, which I shall offer as a sub- 
stitute, is No. 58 

The first section of each bill prescribes the classes which shall not be 
admitted, and they aim to cover the same classes; but the language of 
the bill under consideration, I think, is involved and more difficult of 
comprehension than the other. Now, one objection I have to this bill | 
under consideration is that it provides for inspection of immigrants 


ance. I think that is a great defect in the bill. 

The bill I offered, on the contrary, or will offer, provides for an in- 
spection not only at the ports where ships enter, but all along the 
Canadian border, British Columbia, and Mexico; and, in order that no 
inconvenience may result to the traveling public from this extended 
inspection, you will find a proviso requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make and enforce such rules and regulations as will not obstruct, 
or materially obstruct, or delay the ordinary transit and passage of peo- 
ple across these borders. You will at once see that it is almost impos- 
sible to provide by legislation any iron-clad rules by which inspection 
can be enforced along these borders without creating very much incon- 
venience, 

So it was deemed by the Judiciary Committee much better to invest 
the Secretary with that authority, so that he could make rules of a 
ilexible character, that would nevertheless answer the purpose of ex- 
cluding objectionable persons and persons whoarecharacterized as unfit 
or improper to be admitted as immigrants, while at the same time 
not to interfere with or delay intercourse between this and the other 
countries. That is one of the objections, I think, to the committee 
bill, the bill under consideration. 

There is another provision in it intended to remedy an admitted 
evil in the enforcement of what is known as the contract-labor law, 
which prevents the bringing of aliens here under contract to labor after 
they arrive, and which was enacted in the interest of American labor- 
ers—to prevent, for instance, in the case of strikes, employers from at 
once importing a large number of working people from Europe to take 
their places. That was deemed improper, and Congress some years 
ago enacted the contract-labor law to meet that condition. In its en- 
forcement numbers of suits have been brought in various places, from 
Texas to Maine, for the recovery of the thousand-dollar ty at- 
tached by the law to the violation of it, in the bringing each and 
every person under contract. For every one who is brought under such 
contract subjects the contractor to the payment of that penalty. But 


| order to compromise is his sanction. 


| of the provisions of our immigration laws. 
only at seaports, where they may reach our shores by water convey- | 
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it has been found thatnearly all of these cases are compromised. There- 
fore the law is not efficient because of that fact, because it is improp- 
erly administered. I may use that term, because the compromises 
have been almost universally made. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Is not the reason because it is im- 
possible to hold the witnesses; the cases are put over from one term 
to another, and finally when they come to trial no witness can be 
found? That is exactly what we tried to remedy in the bill we passed 
here. 

Mr. OATES. I only know the reasons which are assigned of record, 
and I do not know that that constitutes the reasons for these com- 
promises, 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I know that it is. 

Mr. OATES. I think thatin a large number of cases it is because 
the law is considered rather harsh, and it is a matter of sympathy. 
This bill under consideration provides that no compromise shall be 
made except by the assentof theSecretary of the Treasury. Thatdoes 
not remedy the evil, because exactly what they have to have now in 
In the bill I reported from the 
Judiciary Committee there is a clause which prohibits the compromise 


| of such suits at all by any Department or officer of the Government. 


If you want that law effectively administered, so as to break up this 
evil, take away from the Department the right to compromise at all 
and Jet the law be enforced. There never was a truth more concisely 
asserted than when General Grant said, ‘If you want a bad law re- 
pealed, vigorously enforce it.’’ 

If there is anything bad about this law, if it is unreasonable, if it 
ought to be modified, enforce it, and very soon thatend will be reached. 

I do not see anything objectionable about it. I think it ought to 


| be enforced, and therefore I am in favor of taking away from the De- 


partment the right to sanction a compromise at all. 

Now, there are some other differences of a material character, one of 
which is that the bill under consideration makes no provision for any 
consular examination, or the giving of a certificate to persons intend- 
ing to emigrate from other countries to this. I was at one time in 
favor of absolutely requiring that, but I have modified my views, for 
the reason that if you absolutely require a consular certificate, in those 
countries where military conscription is rigid and harsh, and young 
men who are valuable acquisitious to this country escape from it as 


| they do insome cases, if you were to require as a prerequisite a consular 
| certificate, it would practically prevent that class from coming; which 


I think ought not to be done. 

But this difficulty does not satisfy me that there ought to be no such , 
thing as a consular certification. Therefore in the bill I reported pro- 
vision is made in the fifth section that any alien desiring to come to 
this country may obtain such a certificate, may apply to the consul 
nearest him and satisfy that consul that he is a proper person to come 
to this country, and that his coming would not be in violation of any 
Such a document would 
be a certificate of character. 

It would be beneficial to the immigrant himself, far exceeding in its 
results any trouble that it would involve him in to obtain it; and on 
the other hand, the inquiry would necessarily be made in the inspec- 
tion as to whether he had such certificate. If he had it not, our in- 
spectors would be much more vigilant and rigorous in their examina- 
tion to see whether there was not something wrong. It would be per- 
suasive that a man who had such a certificate was a proper immigrant 
and a desirable one. Therefore, I think that such a provision as the 
fifth section contained here ought to be embodied in any bill we pass. 

Mr. HERBERT. Do you make that certificate persuasive only ? 
Do you not make it conclusive where the immigrant has it ? 

Mr. OATES. No, not conclusive. It ought not to be conclusive, in 
my judgment. 

There is another difference between these two bills, of a very mate 
rial character, and that is in the head tax. The bill under considera- 
tion does not provide for any increase of it. You know that now the 
head tax is 50 cents. Receiving nearly 500,000 immigrants yearly, 
that creates a sufficient fund to administer the system of inspection 
which we now have. Insomeyearsit leaves asurplusover. Inothers 
there is a deficiency. It is not uniform; but I maintain that it is in- 
suflicient, if we are to have eflicient inspection, and therefore it ought 
to be increased. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman allow me ask him a question? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does this head tax apply to all personscoming into 
the country? 

Mr. OATES. All immigrants. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it confined to immigrants? 

Mr. OATES. There is an exception of course as to foreign repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does it apply to every alien? Suppose a person 
should come here to see the country or come on invitation to the 
World’s Fair; is he liable to this tax? 
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Mr. OATES. Oh, I think not. 

Mr. STUMP. I think it applies to all, but the steamship compa- 
nies pay it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It would be applicable to the visitors to the World's 
Fair in that case. 

Mr. HERBERT. You ought not to make it apply to visitors. 

Mr. OATES. The bill reported from the Judiciary Committee con- 
tains a provision to make this head tax $5. Ido not think that isa 
proper provision for this reason: If it is intended to put the head tax 
high enough to limit immigration, to restrict it, to prevent the poorer 
classes from coming to this country, $5 is not enoughtoeffect that. It 
ought to be higher. If the object of the head tax is merely to pay the 
expenses of the administration of an efficient system of inspection, $1 
would be sufficient. 

Mr. STUMP. I would liketo ask the gentleman whether the present 
tax of 50 cents a head does not yield more money than is necessary 
property toadminister the reception of immigrants into this country, and 
is there not at the present time over $139,000 of surplus in the United 
States Treasury. 

Mr. OATES. If my friend from Maryland [ Mr. Stump] did me the 
honor to listen to what I said a few moments ago, he knows that I 
stated that under the present inefficient system of inspection it does 
yield enough, and in some years there is a surplus, while in some 
others there isa deficiency; but on an average it vields enough. Now, 
the bill under consideration creates a new office of commissioner of im- 
migration. I do not undertake to say that that is unwise. It may 
be well, but I chose rather in the bill reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to provide for the enlarging and rendering more efficient of the 
present system than to try new experiments. 

It provides for continuing the Secretary of the Treasury as general 
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supervisor of immigration in both bills, but in the one under consid- 
eration the Commissioner of Immigration takes the place practically 
held now by the collectors of the various ports of the country. Inthe | 
judiciary bill the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to appoint | 
inspectors, not more than three for any one port of entry, whose sal- | 
aries shall be not less than $500 nor more than $4,000 a year. It in- 
vests him with a large discretion as to the appointment of these in- | 
spectors and in fixing their salary. They are to be under the general | 
direction of the collector of the port, and an appeal lies primarily from 
the action of these inspectors, or agents, as the case may be, to the col- 
lector of the port, and from him tothe Secretary. The bill under 
consideration, the bill of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN], 
provides for an appeal from the decision of the commissioner to the 
Secretary. 

I wish to state in this connection, calling the attention of the com- 
mittee particularly to that point, that the bill which I propose offering | 
as a substitute does not stop with the regulation of immigration. Nine 
sections of it apply to that subject, and cover it, I think, pretty com- 
pletely; but from the tenth to the seventeenth sections inclusive are 
amendments to the naturalization laws. I believe that the two sub- 
jects ought to be considered, and the laws of each made to harmonize, 
because as the law now stands, if you pass this bill, you will have the 
anomaly of excluding people from landing in this country who, if 
landed, are eligible to naturalization. Those who are prohibited from 
coming to this country ought to be prohibited from becoming citizens 
in the event they come here. The chief features in the bill to amend 
the naturalization laws are these. 

I do not wish to take up any time, but will merely state them. The 
first is the abolition of the declaration of intention, which leads to | 
confusion and fraud; so that it provides when an alien who comes here, 
and is such as can be lawfully admitted under the immigration laws, 
and resides here as a good citizen for five years, he may file his petition 
in any court—the circuit or district court of the United States, the 
courts of the Territories or of the District of Columbia, and of the State 
courts, the highest original common-law jurisdiction. It prescribes 
the form of petition and allegations that must be set out in it, and the 
affidavits that must be made, and that he must give his particular place 
of residence, must allege that he has resided in this country for five 
years, and give the place of his residence for one year, describing the 
place of residence so that it can be found. 

He must give the names of the two witnesses by whom he proposes 
to prove the allegations of his petition, and their particular residence. 
It is made the duty of the clerk of the court when such a petition is 
filed to put it upon a docket, and to give ten days’ notice in writing to 
the district attorney, whose duty it shall be to appear and require the 

of the petition to be satisfactorily proved; and that the 
court shall hear these cases in preference toany others, so that they may 
not be delayed. 

In that way proofs can be made which will satisfy the judge, as there 
is some one present to represent the Government. The residence of 
the witnesses is given, and time is given to the district attorney to as- 
certain whether they are men of straw or men of substance. If the al- 
legations are proved, provision is made that the applicant shall not be 
admitted to citizenship upon his own uncorroborated evidence, but that 
corroboration shall be required as to anything which antedates his 
coming to this country, his own oath therein being sufficient for ad- 








QOAT 
met 
mitting him. The amountof costs which he shall pay is fixed at $15, 
and that it shall entitle him to a certified copy of the decree of the court 
admitting him, under seal, which shall be evidence in any court of the 
United States, or other tribunal, that he isa citizen of the United States. 

Mr. COBB. Willthe gentleman from Alabama allow me a question? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr.COBB. Does mycolleague think that the Congress of the United 
States has authority to require a State court to give preference in those 


cases 7 


Mr. OATES. It does not have authority to require a State court to 
take jurisdiction at all in any case; but it has always been the law if 
the State courts bave elected to exercise such jurisdiction under the 
law, as if the State courts choose to exercise the jurisdiction conferred 
by Congress, why, their action is good; but they need not do it unigae 
they choose. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Under the present homestead law a man can make 
an entry on a homestead after having declared hisintention to become 
a citizen. 

Mr. OATES. I will meet that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Do you require that he must have resided in this 
country five years before he can make an entry under the homestead 
law? 

Mr. OATES. No. There isa provision to this effect: That an alien 
who comes here and who is otherwise qualified, except being able to 
read the Constitution of the United States (they are required to read it), 
while unable to read it in English, must be able to read it in some 
language before being admitted to citizenship. If he is otherwise able 
to read the Constitution, after five years’ residence he can take a home- 
stead, setting forth the facts of his alien condition in his application to 
the local land office, and then when he becomes naturalized he can ob- 
tain his patent, but not before. 

That is the provision of this bill, Then there is also a provision made 
for a division in the Department of State, where a certitied copy of the 


| decree in every case of naturalization shall be forwarded by the clerk 
| of the court, andthere kept, so that whenever any complications arise 


between thisGovernment anda foreign government, as has been the case 
more frequently than I had any idea of until I investigated, this Gov- 
ernment will no longer experience the difficulties that have been ex- 
perienced in ascertaining and fixing the status of an alien who claims 
that he has become a citizen of the United States. 

I think that is a very important provision; but it is provided that 
these changes proposed in this part of the bill shall not apply to or affect 
any alien who has already come here and undertaken to fix his status. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think I should be justified in occupying 
any more time, although there are other provisions of the bill that I 
should like to explain. 

Mr. CASWELL. Before the gentleman sits down let me ask hima 
question. I understand that this bill reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee repeals the statute authorizing preliminary declarations. 

Mr. OATES. I stated that awhile ago. 

Mr. CASWELL. The effect of that would be that no State would 
be able to provide that an alien might become a voter on his making 


| adeclaration that he intended to becomea citizen, and the result would 


be that no foreigner could become a voter anywhere in the United 
States until he had lived here five years and had actually become a 


| citizen. 


Mr. OATES. That opens upa very interesting legal question which 
I do not care to enter into the discussion of now, but I will say to my 
friend, if he wants my opinion about it, that I do not think any State 
ought to provide for making any alien a voter or etititled to hold oflice. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. CASWELL. I was only asking my friend to explain that part 
of the bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. Nevertheless the States have the right now to 
grant the right of suffrage to aliens, and a great many of them do it. 

Mr. OATES. I will say to my colleague that our State is not an ex- 
ception in that respect. It provides that any alien who has resided in 
the State for twelve months and declares his intention to become a citi- 
zen is not only a voter, but is eligible to fill several of the State offices, 

Mr. CASWELL. Having taken away the authority for the prelim- 
inary declaration, the effect would be to deprive the States of the right 
to make an alien a voter by reason of his having made a declaration. 

Mr. OATES. That is aquestion for future consideration; but it is 
here provided that the provisions of this bill shall not affect the status 
of any alien who has already come to this country and made his decla- 
ration. 

Mr. OATES. NowlI wish to say only one thing further—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I think a State could dispense with that qualifi- 
cation if it wanted to do so, and make anybody a voter that it desired. 

Mr. OATES. I do not enter upon the discussion of that question 
at the present time. 

Now I want to cite from a memorial, which I suppose is a good au- 
thority, a statement of one evil which the bill under consideration 


would not remedy, that is with reference to the coming of aliensacross * 
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the Canadian and Mexican borders. I have herea statement from the 
Boston Journal of February 6 as to the methods which prevail in the 
Canadas of offering inducements to alien farmer’ to go and settle in those 
provinces, and I read an extract from the statement: 

We protest against this class of immigration from Canada, It isa well-known 
factin New England that the public institutions are filled with women, about to 
become mothers,from Nova Scotia and Lower Canada, and they are filling up our 
institutions with paupers, We also protest against the Chinese, who evade the 
United States laws by slipping over Som the Dominion of Canada and via Mex- 
ico, thereby filling the United States with undesirable immigrants, 

Then follow some statistics. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not feel that I have any right to consume more 
time now either in criticising the bill of my colleague on the commit- 
tee [Mr. OWEN, of Indiana] or in explaining this bill from the Judi- 
Giafy Committee. It is my purpose at the proper time to offer that bill 
a8 &@ Substitute for the other, and I willask a voteon it when we reach 
that point in the proceedings. Thanking you, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, for the attention you have given me, I resume my seat. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEWART}. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the sub- 
stitute proposed to be offered by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
OATES] will not be adopted. I am frank to say that I am opposed to 
it, because it is more restrictive of immigration than the bill now pend- 
ing before the House. What the country needs is not more law on the 
subject of immigration, but a proper enforcement of what we now have. 

The census shows that in the Southern States there is a population 
of a little more than 22,000,000, and of that number it can be safely 
estimated that at least seven millions, or perhaps seven and one-half 
millions, are negroes, and I think the South needs white immigration, 
no matter whence it may come. I say this not from any fear of the 
race question, for [ entertain no such fear and believe that question 
will settle itself if the South can be let alone, without injury to either 
race, but I do think its adjustment will be hastened by immigration. 

Before the war between the States foreign immigration did not go 
tothe South. The South did not seek or desire such immigration. In 
fact the slave-holding States cared but little about immigration from any 
quarter, and immigrants from foreign lands did not care to enter into 
competition with slave labor, and for these and other reasons the South- 
ern States were ignored by foreign immigrants, who for the most part 
sought and found homes inthe Western and Northwestern Territories 
and States. but conditions have changed, and the South not only 
needs, but desires white immigration, and nowhere is there to be found 
a more inviting field for white immigrants than is found in the South- 
ern States. 

It has been repeatedly demonstrated that the South is well adapted 
to white labor, and especially is this so in Texas, and nowhere can 
fertile lands be obtained at so little cost as in Texas and in other States 
in the South. We need white labor in the South to eultivate our rich 
and productive lands, to develop our mineral resources, and to make 
our section as prosperous and wealthy as nature intended itshould be. 
The time is near at hand when white immigration from Europe will 
go to the South, and when it does that section of our country will 
bound forth upon an unexampled career of progress and prosperity, 
for no one can now approximately estimate the value of its material 
resources which await development. 

The Western and Northwestern States of this Union have grown 
great, rich, and prosperous by foreign immigration. Why should not 
the South be permitted the same means by which to grow great, rich, 
and prosperous? 

I was reading not long since a statement published in the Baltimore 
Manufacturer, which contains some interesting figures in regard to the 
population of the different States, and with permission of the House I 
will publish it with my remarks. From that statement it appears that 
if the State of Texas had as much population to the square mile as the 
State of Pennsylvania now has Texas would have over 31,000,000 of 
people. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a question right there? 
Does he think that the class of immigrants now being landed, or that 
have been recently landed at New Orleans, the lowest class of Italians, 
more ignorant than the negro and a great deal more vicious, are at all 
desirable ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I answer the gentleman by saying that 
I believe iv the white man there will be a greater outcome than in the 
negro, and that I would take him in preference. 

Mr. GEARY. Do you not object to the negro on the ground that 
he is ignorant, vicious, incapable of civilization? What difference does 
it make about the color of the skin if the capacity for improvement is 
no greater? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I donotsay thatthe negro is incapable of 
development; I make no such assertion. But I say that the present 
need of my section of country is that we should have white immigra- 
tion from every quarter, 

The statement to which I alluded a moment ago reads as follows: 

It may be well taken as a confirmation of what the Manufacturers’ Record 


las persistently and emphatically claimed for the South and Sones of her 
position before the wor!d to-day that every effort to decry Southern ind 
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and development has its foundation in purely fictitious conditions that vanish 
into thin air upon the most casual investigation. For a single example of this 
take the absurd talk of a few critics, who are endeavoring to show that the 
building of new towns in the South has gone as faras it can with safety. Just 
while this idle talk is being intruded upon unwilling listeners and readers, the 
figures of the present census show that the population of the South has not vet 
reached the point that will make it necessary to fill in the water courses in order 
to accommodate those who desire to find sites for homes. 

As a preliminary to the consideration of the possibilities of the South, a few 
figures of the density of population in the different sections of the country may 
be of interest. The figures in the following tables are based upon the popu!la- 
tion as returned by the Eleventh Census, 
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States. 
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There is nothing in these tables to excite solicitude for the future of the South 
so far as the ability of that region to suppert a larger population than it now 
has is concerned. In fact, the figures reveal a very sparse population in al! of 
the Southern States, despite the arguments of the alarmists to the contrary. 
We have yet to hear that Massachusetts or Rhode Island or Connecticut is 
overcrowded; on the contrary,there are thousands of acres of good land in 
these States that have not yet been cultivated, and there are vast areas thatare 
still covered with timber and devoid of any evidence of civilization. How far 
the South still is from the density of population of the Northern States appears 
at a glance at the tables above. With the exception of Maryland, which lies 
close to the nation’s Capital, there is not a State in the South that has one-fifth 
the density of population of the little New England State of Massachusetts. 
And would any ae the ability of any of the Southern States to sup- 
port as large a number of people to the square mile as now live in Massachu- 
setts? Surely not. 

This subject of population is a very fascinating topic, and it suggests some 
further calculations that may be of interest. The population of Pennsylvania 
is 5,248,574, which gives a density of 114,05 persons to each square mile of terri- 
tory. This could not be characterized as Sey nor could Pennsylva- 
nia be considered as in peril of famine or pestilence if the population should 
reach two or three times its present figures. In many respects Pennsylvania 
presents conditions that are found in the South, and for a very modest esti- 
mate of Southern bilities Pennsylvania might be taken as a standard. Al- 
lowing to each of the Southern States a density of population equivalent to that 
existing in Pennsylvania would give to the South nearly one and one-half times 
as many people as there are now in tle entire United States, or about 88,000,000. 
These figures of Southern possibilities based upon Pennsylvania's condition are 
of no little interest. Here they are: 


Virginia. 


North Carolina....... 
South Carolina........ 
Geo os 
Florida... 
Alabama......... 


The figures given in this statement show the capacity of the South 
for sustaining a very large population and that no danger exists of 
overcrowding that section for many, very many years to come. 

There can be no danger of this country or any portion of it becom- 
ing overcrowded with population, and this is made manifest by com- 
paring our present a with the population of the different 
countries of Europe. In 1880 we had a population of 13.92 per square 
mile. Bot Belgium had in 1885 a population of 481.71 per square 
mile; France, 180.88; Germany, 216.22; England, Scotland, and Ire- 
land, 289.92. And they all managed to make a living in countries 
bearing no comparison whatever with the United States in regard to 
fertility of soil and natural resources. 

1 do nog believe there is any necessity for more legislation upon the 
subject of immigration. I believe onr present laws are sufficient to 
keep out bad immigration, if properly enforced. 

Let me for a moment advert to those laws. We have various stat- 
utes in regard to the importation of coolies and to prohibit the immi- 
gration of Chinese to this country—all very stringent in their pro- 
visions—and yet Chinese come, in spite of these prohibitory laws, be- 
cause of the loose manner in which they are enforced. 

The act of August 3, 1882, prohibits the immigration or importation 


5, 117, 804 
wave 81, 276, 584 
5, 198, 400 





1891. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2949 





of convicts, and if they come or are brought to this country it provides | 
for sending them back to the country whence they come. The same | 
act provides that there shall be collected from each immigrant the sum | 
of 50 cents, and provides regulations for collecting the money, and 
designates the use to which it shall be applied. 

The act of February 26, 1885, and amendments thereto prohibit the 
importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract 
or agreement to perform labor in this country. I gave my most ear- | 
nest support to the last-mentioned laws, because I knew that manufac- 

| 


turers and other capitalists, whose agents at times swarm in the corri- 
dors of this Capitol and assume to speak for the dignity and protection | 
of American labor, bring from Europe the very cheapest class of labor- 
ers and place them in competition with American workmen. 
These statutes prohibiting the importation of foreign laborers under | 
contract to perform laborin this country have done some good, but 
they have not been properly enforced, as will be seen by the response | 
made by the Attorney Genera! of the United States toa resolution in- | 
troduced by me early in the last session of this Congress, calling upon 
him for information as to the manner in which this law had been en- 
forced. This response of the Attorney General is known as Executive | 
Document No. 206, and an inspection of it will satisfy anyone that 
the law prohibiting the importation or immigration of foreigners and | 
aliens to this country under contract to perform labor has been ren- 
dered of but little value, if indeed it has not been rendered almost 
nugatory, by the manner in which it has been enforced by the courts. 
As I said before, the country needs no more legislation upon the sub- | 





ject of immigration; but it does need a more rigid enforcement of the | 
laws that we now have upon that subject. I donot believe the passage | 
of the pending bill, or the one that is proposed to be offered as a sub- 
stitute for it, will bring about a better execution of the law in regard 
to immigration, but may lead to further complications and a less vig- | 
orous enforcement of the law upon the subject, and, what is worse, it | 
may hinder and discourage, if not prevent, the immigration of white 
people to this country. We have derived great benefit from European | 
immigration in the past, and I believe it will be of as great benefit in | 
the future. 

In 1790 our population was but 3,231,000, and the census just taken 
shows our population now in round numbers to be 63,000,000. In 
1790 our population west of the Alleghanies was nothing to speak of, 
but to-day it extends from the St. Lawrence to the Gulf of Mexico 


and from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and the Representatives of forty- | 
four States sit upon this floor. This growth of a century is largely the | 


result of foreign immigration, and but for this immigration our popu- 
lation would not be halfso great, and the country west of the Mississippi 
a would be but sparsely settled and certainly not organized into | 
tates, 
It is frequently suggested that the importation from all parts of the | 
world of composite classes, who have little education of any kind and | 
none at all touching the elements of popular government, is incom- 
patible with asound democratic system and the healthy growth and 
rpetuity of the American Government. Butthere is nothing in the 
Pistor y of this Government to give force to such suggestions; on the con- 
trary, it gives much to refute them. 
It would be strange, indeed, if some bad people did not immigrate | 
to this country, but their number is, I think, greaJy exaggerated. I | 
do not believe the charge so often made, that Europe is making the | 
United States the ‘‘dumping ground ”’ for her criminals and other dan- 


gerous classes. If it were so, we would have experienced the evil ef- | 
fects thereof long since in some plain and unmistakable manner. The | 


finding of a few anarchists in this country does not establish the truth | 
of the charge. 
I have no sympathy for anarchists and other deluded persons who 
would destroy every kind of government and who would substitute 
license for liberty, but I do confess to a very great sympathy for those | 
in Europe who are endeavoring to destroy despotism, and I would con- | 





tinue to make this land of ours the ‘‘asylum for the oppressed of all 
nations.’’ We need not be alarmed about adangerous foreign influence | 
because of immigration from Europe. 
The larger our population the greater must be the percentage of in- | 
crease of population by American-born children, and all experience has | 
shown that the child born in this country of foreign-born parentage is | 
an American; and experience has also demonstrated that our foreign- | 
born citizens have been loyal to this Government. 
Nor do I believe that foreign immigration, not brought here under | 
contract to perform labor, will overstock the labor market and cheapen | 
wages. Such immigration will not hurt skilled labor, but will*be of | 
benefit to it. It will increase farm acreage and cause greater farm 
tempi: open and develop new mines, erect new furnaces, and bring 
nto existence many industrial enterprises, which, will give employ- 


ment and prosperity to wage-earners of all kinds and add much to | another or whoare assisted by others to come.”’ 


our material wealth. 
There are several provisions in the pending bil) which I do not like. | 
At the last session of Congress we amended the act of February 26, | 
1885. Thisis the act prohibiting theimportation of aliensand foreigners | 
under contract to perform labor in thiscountry. At that time I offered 
an amendment which was adopted by the House, that prohibits the 


settlement or compromiseof any suit brought fora violation of the act. 
That bill is now pending in theSenate, and before theSenate has acted 
upon it this bill is introduced, section 2 of which provides— 


rhat no suit or proceeding for violations of the act of February 26, 1885, pro- 


hibiting the importation and migration of foreigners under contract or agree- 
ment to perform labor, shall be settled, compromised, or discontinued without 
the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury 

I do not believe this power should be given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. If parties aré unjustly convicted for violating this law let 
them like others depend upon executive clemency for relief, 

At the proper time I shall move to strike out the words ‘‘ without 
the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury.’’ The next section of 


| the bill reads as follows: 


Src. 3. That it shall be deemed a violation of said act of February 26, 1835, to 
assist or encourage the importation or migration of any alien by prohtise of 
employment through advertisements, printed and published in any fereign 
country; and any alien coming to this country in consequence of such an ad 
vertisement shall be treated as coming under a contract as contemplated by 


such act; and the penalties by said act imposed shall be applicable in such a 
case. 


Chis is an unreasonable extension of the law, and goes much further 


| than is demanded or desired by any class of our citizens. The effect 


of this provision will be to prevent States which desire immigration 
from advertising in Europe the inducements they have to offer to 
immigrants. The people of the West and the Northwest for many 
years advertised all over Europe the inducements they had to offer 
immigrants, and thereby secured large immigration and the rapid set- 


‘ tlement of their States. Why should not the States in the South be 


permitted to do likewise? J shall try to amend this section so as to 
provide that it shall not apply to States or to immigration bureaus ot 
States, 

There are other objectionable features in the pending bill, but I have 
not time to noticethem now. With allits objections | prefer the pend- 
ing bill to the one proposed to be substituted for it, but reserve to my- 
self the right to vote against all bills upon the subject of immigration, 
believing, as I have repeatedly said, that we have enough law on that 
subject. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I shall not enter into any 
discussion of the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES], especially the naturalization feature of that substitute, 
The Committee on Immigration and Naturalization has not taken into 
consideration the question of naturalization. We have before us bills 
on that subject, but with the investigation we have had on hand we 
have not had time to reach that matter. I will say, however, that the 


| committee does not concur in the substitute, either in its immigration 
| feature or its naturalization feature. 


The committee has made an extensive investigation into the work- 
ings of the immigration law. The bill which we have prepared has 
been presented to the House not only after an investigation into the 
workings of the law but after consultation with the present super- 
intendent of immigration, with the late commissioners of immigra- 
tion of the State of New York, and with public men all over the couu- 
try who have given careful consideration to this question. The bill 
which we have presented met the unanimous approval of the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization, of which the gentleman from 
Alabama who offered the substitute is a distinguished member. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman should add one qualitication to his 
statement. My position is that this bill, while it contains some good 
features, does not go as far as I wish it to go, and I made this view 
known to the committee, 

Mr. STUMP. I understood the gentleman to say he approved of it 


} as far as it went. 


Mr. OATES. Yes, sir; but it does not go far enough. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. The gentleman from Alabama approves of 
this bill as far as it goes. We have brought this bill to the House with 
the unanimous report of our committee in support of it. The bill 
which the gentleman reports from the Judiciary Committee has not 
back of it a unanimous report. The bill which we have reported is 
supported also by a unanimous report of the Committee on Immigra- 
tion of the Senate. The first paragraph of the bill prohibits the en- 
trance into this country of— 

All idiots, insane persons, paupers, or persons likely to become a public charge, 
persons suffering from a loathsome or a dangerous contagious disease, persons 
who have been convicted of a felony or other infamous crime or misdemeanor 
involving moral turpitude, polygamists, and also all persons whose tickets or 
passage are paid for with the money of another or who are assisted by others to 
come, unless it is affirmatively and satisfactorily shown on special inquiry that 
such persons do not belong to one of the foregoing excluded classes, or to the 
class of contract laborers excluded by the act of February 26, 1885. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentleman allow mea question 
in regard to the clause which he has just read? That clause speaks 
of ‘‘ persons whose tickets or passage are paid for with the money of 
Now, I know thatin 
the German settlements of my State it frequently happens that men who 
come there inan impecunious condition, stay awhile make some mouey, 
and then send back to the old country for their families. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. This bill would not prevent that. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Stump] has an amendment which he 
proposes to offer in reference to this matter. It is the unanimous judg- 
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ment of the committee that the best immigrants who come to this coun- 
try are those who come on what are known as prepaid tickets, who 
come here with money sent them by some relative or friend. 

Under the law of 1882 the Secretary of the Treasury is charged with 
the duty of entering into contracts with various State commissions for 
the purpose of executing the immigration laws. It has been found 
that that does not work well. Secretary Manning, a late Secretary of 
the Treasury, looked forward to a time when his contract with the 
State commissioners could be annulled; and the Jate Secretary Win- 
dom, following the suggestions of Secretary Manning, did annul the 
contract with the commissioners of immigration of the State of New 
York. He appointed asuperintendent of immigration, Colonel Weber, 
at that pwt. This committee recommends that the Government shall 
take control of this subject at all ports of immigration, and have a su- 
perintendent of immigration in the city of Washington, under whose 
direction this law shall be executed. 

We also add two clauses to the bill, Mr.Chairman, in relation to the 
steamship companies. At this time, when a vessel pulls into a port, 
her immigrants can walk off the dock up into the streets of the city 
of New York, Boston, or elsewhere where the vessel may land, and 
not report at all for inspection. When the commissioner of immigra- 
tion at New York goes to the commander of a vessel and asks, ‘*‘ Why 
was not this man brought to us for inspection?’’ the answer is, ‘‘I 
have no authority to hold this man on board, or put him on the floater 
and send him to the barge office or Castle Garden for inspection.’’ 

When the Majestic landed at New York the other day one hundred 
and twenty-eight of her immigrants walked off the dock and up the 
streets in the city of New York and were not inspected. From five to 
one hundred immigrants walk away from every vessel landing in New 
York, and a corresponding number at other ports, without inspection. 
By this bill we make it incumbent on the managers of the vessel to 
bring the immigrants to the point of inspection, and impose a penalty 
in the event of a failure to do so. 

Again, under the present system when a man is decided as prohib- 
ited from landing, the superintendent or one of the commissioners of 
immigration orders him back to the boat, and the officer or manager 
of the ship says: ‘‘All right; go right back on board;’’ but they make 
no effort whatever to keep the man there. When the superintendent 
brings complaint that he was not kept aboard they say: ‘‘ We do not 
have to keep him on board until we are ready to sail. If he is there 
when we sail we will take him, but do not propose to hunt him up.’’ 
Under the clause of this bill, however, if a man is decided as prohib- 
ited from landing he shall be put at once on board of the boat which 
brought him, and the law compels him to be kept there and returned 
to the port from whence he came. 

The value of this bill as an administrative bill is incomparably 
above the substitute offered by the gentleman from Alabama. I will 
say therefore in conclusion that this dill has received the ripest sug- 
gestions of the commissioners of immigration in four different States; 
has received the approval of the late Secretary of the Treasury; is a 
wise, conservative measure, designed and proposed to accomplish a good 
purpose; it does not propose to levy any tax of $5 a head; allows the 
present tax of 50 cents to lay as it is; and we believe that its passage 
into law will give all the control and all the discrimination and re- 
striction on the question of immigration that is needed. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will thegentleman, before he concludes, allow me 
to ask this question: Is there anything in the bill to prevent such 
people as may come to Montreal or anywhere else in Canada from cross- 
ing the border line into the United States? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. We followed the act of 1282 in that mat- 
ter, making no provision for the Canadian immigration. 

Mr. OATES. There is no provision for an inspection of the Canadian 
line. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. There is a gentleman present who proposes 
to offer an amendment which will meet that suggestion. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has it received the consideration and sanction of 
the committee ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. The committee have not considered it, 
We followed the act of 1882 on that question. 

Now, according to agreement, I shall ask that the bill be read by 
paragraphs for debate and amendment under the rule. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc,, That the following classes of aliens shall be excluded from 
admission into the United States, in accordance with the existing acts ulat- 
ing immigration, other than those concerning Chinese laborers: All idiots, 
insane persons, paupers or persons likely to become a public charge, persons 
suffering from a loathsome or a dangerous contagious disease, persons who 
have been convicted of a felony or other infamous crime or misdemeanor in- 
volving moral turpitude, polygamists (and also all persons whose tickets or 
passage are paid for with the money of another or who are assisted by others 


- to come, unless it is affirmatively and satisfactorily shown So inquiry 


that such persons de not belong to one of the foregoing exclu classes), or to 
the class of contract laborers exoluded by the act of February 26, 1885. 

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Mr. THOMAS. It seems to me that this provision has a doubtful 
meaning. It would have to be very carefully construed. 

I offer an amendment to strike out all that portion of the proviso, 
as a substitute for the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read what the gentleman pro- 

se8, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ‘‘and also all persons whose tickets or pas- 
sage are paid for with the money of another or who are azsisted by others to 
come, unless it is affirmatively and satisfactorily shown on special inquiry that 
such persons do not belong to one of the foregoing excluded classes.” 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that the grammar of that sentence is not perfect. 

Ticket or passage are paid—— 
is not good grammar. 

Mr. THOMAS. By striking out those words, the difficulty is, it 
seems to me, cured. It looks to me as though it would be very difii- 
cult indeed to carry out the provisions of the paragraph. How are 
gentlemen going to require those coming to this country to prove a 
negative? By the provisions of this bill it must be affirmatively and 
satisfactorily shown that one has not been convicted of a felony or infa- 
mous crime or misdemeanor in Europe. If a man is sent for by rela- 
tives or personal friends, and the money furnished by them, they are 
required to satisfactorily prove within two years, or be subject to heavy 
penalties and fines, that their relative has not been convicted of some 
infamous crime; in other words, they are required to prove a negative. 
What kind of testimony is going to be satisfactory? No rule is laid 
down here on that subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a very large portion of the people of my State 
are immigrants. They are as intelligent, as respectable, as moral, and 
as enlightened a people and as law-abiding citizens, I imagine, as can be 
found in any other State in the Union. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Yes; but are they all equally so? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think they will average with any people, and I 
do not believe in passing a law that will exclude the young men of 
my State from sending for their fathers and mothers to come to this 
country, and put upon the father and mother that provision that they 
must affirmatively and satisfactorily show that they are not criminals, 
that they have never been convicted of infamous crime, before they 
can be admitted. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Let the member of the committee [Mr. 
LEHLBACH], who is one of the kind of gentlemen you refer to, make 
the explanation. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I want to say that it was not the intention of 
the committee to exclude any person from sending to the other side for 
the purpose of bringing a-relative or friend over here, and by the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Stump], 
who is also a member of the committee, an immigrant who comes here 
by a ticket prepaid will merely be required to show that he was not 
sent over by the municipal authorities; that he was not an inmate of 
an almshouse or prison. The intention of the committee was simply 
to exclude those Classes of immigrants which it is agreed upon by all 
should be excluded. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman listen to me for a moment? In 
section 5 of this bill you propose to repeal a portion of the old law of 
February 26, 1885; which permitted this very thing, by striking out 
the words ‘‘relatives and personal friends.’’ 

Mr. LEHLBACH. No, sir; that is under the contract law and re- 
lates to people who come in under contract to do work. I will say to 
the gentleman that no member of this committee is opposed to perfect- 
ing this bill and making it more consistent, but we do desire to give 
the superintendent of immigration power to exclude idiots, paupers, 
and criminals who are shipped here from other countries, their passage 
money having been paid often by municipal authorities in order to re- 
lieve themselves of providing for theirsupport. That isall we desire. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Whether they are sent for by friends on this side 
or not? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes, and weare willing to have the bill amended 
on that point. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentlemanallow me to read the section of 
the present law which it is proposed to repeal ? 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any indi- 
vidual from assisting any member of his oon or any relative or personal 


friend, to migrate from any foreign country to the United States, for the pur- 
pose of settlement here. 


Now, you strike out the words ‘‘ relative or personal friend.”’ 

Mr. LEHLBACH. But that refers to cases in which they come in 
under contract. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; it seems to me the provision of the bill was 
intended to prevent persons from sending for their relatives and friends 
in the old country. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Stumr] 
has offered an amendment which will remedy that. 

Mr. FRANK. That will cover one difficulty, but it does not cover 


Tn line 11, after the words “also all pee insert the words “except those the other. 
n 


sent for by relatives or friends living in the United States."’ 


Mr. LEHLBACH. When wereach section 5 we will strike that out, 
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on motion of the gentleman from Missouri, if he desires to make the 
motion. 

Mr. FRANK. But the gentleman misapprehends the whole force of 
the objection of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs], and 
that is the affirmative proof that becomes necessary on the part of an 
immigrant toshow that he does not belong to the excluded class. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri, as 
far as I am concerned I would be willing tostrike out the whole clause 
as proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs]. I have 
no objection to doing that; but it does not seem to me 

Mr. STRUBLE. Do not do that. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It seems to me it is a proper thing to be in the 
bill. The landing officer ought to have some authority to exclude 
those persons who have come in on a prepaid ticket, who are paupers, 
criminals, or idiots. 

Mr. FRANK. He can exercise that power without giving him the 
further power to make the immigrant prove aflirmatively that he has 
not been convicted of an infamous crime. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH ] 
allow a question ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Iftheamendment of the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr 
Stump] is adopted and thesection is passed with that amendment, will 
it not permit persons on this side to send for relatives and friends who 
are excluded by the other provisions of the bill? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. No, I think not. 

Mr. COBB. Why, the wording of the bill, if the gentleman will 
permit me—— 

Mr. LEHLBACH, No, I think not. 

Mr. COBB. I read from the bill: 

All idiots, insane persons, paupers, or persons likely to become a public 
charge, persons suffering from a loathsome or a dangerous contagious disease, 
persons who have been convicted of a felony, or other infamous crime or mis- 
demeanor involving moral turpitude, polygamists, and also all persons 

“*Except.’? Now, how doesthe amendment read? Will the Clerk 
read the amendment? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Except those sent for by relatives or friends living in the United States — 


Mr. COBB. And all persons except the class read there by the 
Clerk: 
whose tickets or passage is paid for with the money of another, or who are 
assisted by others to come, unless it is affirmatively and satisfactorily shown 
on special inquiry that such persons— 

And I submit that the words ‘‘such persons’’ do not include the 
petsons excepted by this amendment. 

Mr. FRANK. The difficulty with the amendment is that it comes 
in at the wrong place. Therefore it creates an ambiguity. 

Mr. COBB. It comes in at the wrong place, and if adopted it will 
allow the relatives and friends of parties on the other side to bring in 
idiots, insane persons, or any persons excluded by the first part of this | 
section. 

Mr. ROWELL. If the gentleman will read the language, it says all 
such persons whose tickets are paid for are the only ones referred to. 

Mr. STUMP. I would say, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to 
the floor. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from Maryland ? 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland desires to be rec- | 
ognized. 
aM. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the committee that 
the object aimed at, the evil to be remedied by this clause and kin- | 

dred clauses of the bill that has been offered is this: 

Investigations have developed that there are certain men—mostly 
Italians—in New York City who are running the padrone system in 
this country. They are buying large numbers of tickets and sending 
them to Europe, putting them in the hands of one man there who acts 
as their agent, and he gets hundreds of men to come over on those 
tickets. When they come here they farm them out to railroad con- 
struction companies and other large works, and get apercentage. Now, 
the object and purpose is to prevent persons from sending abroad these | 
tickets, so as to break up just such a practice as this—to prevent these | 
peddlers in Europe who are sent these tickets to induce men to come | 
here. They are tickets that are paid for in the United States. 

Now, I think this in the bill which the gentleman from 
Wisconsin movesto strike out is involved and subject to misconstruction. 
I agree with the gentleman that it ought to be stricken out; but if you 
will substitute this language from the bill which I will offer, if gentle- 
men will give me their attention— 


Who comes on a ticket purchased in the United States and known asa prepaid 
ticket. 


Mr. THOMAS. What page is that? 

Mr. OATES. It is on page 14 of the bil] 58. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. OATES. Please let me finish my explanation. Now, this will 
not prevent any friend in this country from sending money to their rela- 
tives to enable them to come here; and the only practice intended to be 








subserved by this prohibition is to break up just such a practice as I 
have stated, of buying great batches of tickets, putting them in the 
handsof an agent over there, who will go and work up men by hundreds, 
bring them over here, and allow some man to speculate on the tickets 
and make a profit. It is to break up this species of slavery. 

That is what is intended to be reached, and if the committee will 


agree to strike out that language and insert this, it will completely 
meet their object and will prevent that evil, while it will not prevent 
people from sending home to bring their relatives to this country, and 
it will not be subject to any misconstruction, as would be the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend the 
amendment, 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this 
section be passed over for the present, so as to give to the committee 
an opportunity to perfect an amendment which will be satisfactory 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Other sections of the bill may be di 
ent upon this, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr.Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 
ment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is already an amendment pending, and 
also a motion to strike out. A vote must fi 
ments that are now pending. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask attention to a proviso 
which I believe will meet the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There are already two amendments pending. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I simply desire to read this proviso at this 
time, not to offer it. 1 propose to add the following: 


But this section shall not be held to exclude persons living in the United 
States from sending for relatives or friends who are not of the excluded classes 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may suggest 


) 


“y 
i 


be had on t s amend 


Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire whether this will not ad- 
mit of all the Italians sending for all their friends, with the monkey 
and the hand organ thrown in? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, Not if they are of the excluded classes. 1 
believe this will meet the views of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been read for information. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
my amendment, 

Mr. STUMP. I withdraw the amendment which I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN] has 
the floor. 

Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me 
a word, I think the suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan | Mr 
BREWER] is a very wise one, that this section be passed over for the 
time being, so that thecommittee may have an opportunity to prepare 
such a provision as will reach the case. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Before that is done I ask to read the 


amendment which I propose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio [| Mr. Josern D. TAYLOR] to read his amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I propose to insert at the end of the 
section these words: 

Provided, That the provisions of this bill shall not exclude persons whe are 


sent for by relatives or friends residing in this country, who shall be in circum 
stances and condition other than those prohibited. 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that we pass this section over for the present without prejudice. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana | Mr. OWEN] will be satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, or Arkansas. I object, because I desire to 
offer another amendment in relation to another subject in this para- 
graph. 

A MeMBER. Let it go over with the rest of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment may be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Arkansas for the information of the committee, but it 
will not be pending. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “or persons likely to become a public charge,”’ 


in lines 
6 and 7, page 1. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKInLey] 
asks unanimous consent that this section be passed over without preju- 
dice, to be recurred to hereafter. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suggest that the gentleman 
hold that request in abeyance until we settle this proposition, and if 
there be no objection that I be allowed to offer my amendment at this 
point. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are already two amendments pending, 
and unless they are withdrawn—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But this is an amendment in 
relation to another proposition. It relates to another subject entirely. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, the only proposition that has been sub- 
mitted to the committee is that this particular matter now under con- 
sideration be passed over without prejudice. That does not prevent 
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us from going on and completing the paragraph in other respects, leav- 
ing this particular question open for consideration hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, then, will putthe proposition in that 
form, although that was not its original form. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COVERT, What has become of the substitute offered by the 
gentieman from Indiana [ Mr. OWEN], the chairman of the committee— 

the substitute offered by him for all pending amendments, and to 
which, as I understand, there is absolutely no objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ina parliamentary point of view it is not a sub- 
stitute. It is offered as an amendment only. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I will state to the gentleman that I read it 
only for information, as it could not then be offered, but I believe it will 
be acceptable to everybody. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, asI find there 
is a disposition on the part of the committee not to consider anything 
in this paragraph until we take it up and dispose of it as a whole, I 
ask that my amendment be considered as pending. 

Mr. COBB. One moment. I will object to that for this reason: 
There is no necessity for passing this paragraph except with reference 
to the matter that is now under consideration touching the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Stump]. What 
is to prevent us from going on and considering the paragraph in other 
respects than that and perfecting it in other respects? Does the chair- 
man of the committee object to that proposition? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I did not hear the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. COBB, That we pass this paragraph without prejadice so far 
as the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland and the 
substitute are concerned, and that in other respects we go on and per- 
fect it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The difficulty is thatif you have two amendments 
pending to the paragraph, no other amendments will be in order ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBB. Well, I ask unanimous consent-—— 

Mr. LANSING. I object. 

Mr. COBB, Well, I will not press the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing over the section 
without prejudice? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 2. That no suit or proceeding for violations of said act of February 26, 
1885, prohibiting the importation and migration of foreigners under contract or 
agreement to perform tabor, shall be settled, compromised, or discontinued 
without the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I move to amend this section by striking 
out the words ‘‘ without the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury.’’ 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. We accept that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I think there should perhaps be in- 
serted in this section some words besides ‘‘settled, compromised, or dis- 
continued.’’ I have been looking over the report made by the Attorney- 
General of the suits which have been brought under the actof 1885, and 
I find that in certain cases here execution has been stayed for twelve 
months on the paymentof costs ‘‘to give defendants time to apply to Con- 
gress for relief.’’ Now, itseems to me this is an abuse which ought to be 
forbidden or provided against. The cases to which I have just referred 
arose in the western district of Texas—the cases of Gus. Wilke et a/,— 
sixty-four cases, in which there is judgment for $64,000; and the mem- 
orandum is— 

Execution stayed for twelve months on payment of costs, to give defendants 
time to apply to Congress for relief; $705 costs paid into Treasury. 

Now, I would like to know who has the authority, or whether in 
the opinion of the committee anybody should have authority, tostay 
a judgment of this kind on payment of a petty amount of costs in order 
to give defendants an opportunity to appeal to Congress. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Is not that just what is defeating the operation of 
the existing law? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I presume so, If gentlemen will 
examine this document which has been brought to my attention, Ex- 
ecutive No. 206, first session, Fifty-first Congress, giving a report of the 
suits brought under the alien-labor contract Jaw, they will find other 
cases of abuse of similar nature. For instance, here are forty-eight 
suits against the Riverside and Oswego Mills, in the district of Rhode 
Island. The statement in connection with these cases is— 

Judgment for $1,090 entered in one case and judgment for $l in each of the 
other cases. 

Now, there is an abuse, it seems to me, which ought to be corrected 
by law. 

“Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. If the gentleman has an amendment on 
the subject will he please send it to the desk? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The words ‘‘norexecutionstayed”’ 
would meet the first case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia will please 
redace his amendment to writing. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I very much doubt whether Co has au- 
thority to adopt the amendment last proposed. What authority have 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


we to bind the courts by undertaking to say that they shall not con- 
sider a case? Suppose in the judgment of the court there is no case; 
suppose the action has beep improvidently brought and can not be sus- 
tained; is it competent for a legislative body to say to the courts, 
“Your judgment must be so and so; you dare not discontinue the 
case; you dare not settle it; you dare not compromise it; but it must be 
proceeded with’’? It seems to me we have no such authority as that. 
The authority with reference to this matter belongs to the judiciary 
alone—not to the legislative branch, which has no authority under 
the Constitution to interfere with the courts and say that they shall 
not discontinue a case, but shall proceed to try it even though there 
are no witnesses or parties. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Is not a discontinuance a dismissal ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER,. Oh, no, it maynot be. Butsuppose it is a dis- 
missal, what is the difference if there is no case? Suppose the action 
has been improvidently brought and there is nothing before the court, 
shall Congress say to the court, ‘‘ You shall not discontinue that casef”’ 
What is'the court to do? 

Mr. OATES. Is it not competent for Congress to direct, in cases 
where the Government of the United States is a plaintiff, that a suit 
shall not be discontinued or shall be? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think not. 

Mr. OATES. Congress may not interpose between private parties 
or interfere with vested rights or with the course of the administra- 
tion of justice. But this provision is directed against the practice 
of the Treasury Department of the United States in authorizing com- 
promises. It is not an invasion of the judicial power. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Would it be competent for Congress to direct a 
court what its judgment should be in any particular case? 

Mr, OATES. This is not an interference with the judicial power. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Certainly itis. If you say to thecourt, ‘‘ You 
shall not discontinue that case’’ or, ‘‘ You shall not stay that execu- 
tion,’’ is not that an interference with the jurisdiction of the court? 

Mr. OATES. Iam not alluding to that language at all, but to the 
substance of theamendment. Whatis intended is to prevent any De- 
partment of the Government from compromising the case. It may be 
an interference with judicial proceedings to some extent to say that a 
suit shall not be discontinued—— 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him to ask that the gentleman from West Virginia submit his amend- 
ment, in erder that we may proceed with the bill? If that amend- 
ment is not presented I believe there is nothing before the committee. 
Our time is limited—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and to the chairman of the committee that the whole difficulty 
can be remedied by inserting after the word “ discontinued,’’ in line 
5, the words “‘ on the part of the United States.’’ Manifestly the im- 
migrant himself need not apply for any such authority to discontinue, 
compromise, or settle such suit, but it is the attorney of the United 
States who must apply to the Secretary of the Treasury; and therefore 
if you insert the words I have suggested it seems to me it covers the 
objection which has been urged. It will then read: 

Thatnosuit * * * shall be settled,compromised,or discontinued on the part 
of the United States without the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BREWER. But the United States is the complainant. There 
is nobody else to discontinue it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It means that the plaintiff shall not discontinue. 

Mr. BREWER. The United States is the sole complainant. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But that the attorney representing the United 
States shall not do it without the consent of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 
Mr. PERKINS. That istheeffect of itnow. It could not be other- 


wise. 
Mr. WHITELAW. Is not the whole thing left to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury anyway by the provision as it stands? 
Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the 
committee for a moment I think this difficulty can be obviated. The 
section is all right if we had left it as originally submitted and only 


stricken out the word ‘‘discontinued.’’ That would have left it so 
that no cases should be settled or compromised without the consent of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. That meets the objection that has been 
urged against the former law. 

But I apprehend that the point suggested by my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, to absolutely bit the power of discontinuing, presents 
an important question; use, suppose it should turn out on inves- 
tigation that there is no case, and the prosecuting attorney should sug- 
gest that to the court, and ask that proceedings might be discontinued. 
I presume that, we do not wish to prohibit the court from taking that 
course where there is manifestly no case. But what we wish to do is 
to prevent the settlement of these cases simply by the payment of the 
costs or the payment of a nominal fine. That is what we want to pro- 
hibit and what this legislation is aimed at. 

You do not desire, I apprehend, to take the power from the court 
absolutely to discontinue or compromise the case—to discontinue a 
case when there is no case d by the evidence. Hence, if we 
strike out the word “‘discontinued,’’ we will accomplish all we desire, 
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and there will be no conflict such as that suggested by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. Any compromises or settlements will then be done 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury. Hence if we 
strike that out, we remedy the matter by removing the objection. 
Mr. COBB, Let me ask this question: Has the committee stricken 
out the words ‘‘ without the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury ?”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘They have been stricken out. 
Mr. COBB. Then I move to amend by inserting— 


without the consent of the court entered of record with the reasons therefor. 


If you leave the section as it stands with the words stricken out, 
then you absolutely deprive the court trying the case of any power 
whatever to do anything except to go on and try it. You hamper the 
court. Itisa reflection upon the courts of the United States to sav 
that a presiding judge, a man competent to preside over one of the 
courts of the country, would not act honestly, judicially, and prudently 
in such matters, and that therefore would be without that discretion 
necessary to enable him to dispose of the cases on the docket which 
are there improvidently. 

Now, it makes no difference how the cases got there. Under the 
clause as it stands no suit, no proceeding of any character whatever that 
may be brought in the court, can be disposed of by the court itself in 
any other way except by trial. There should then manifestly bea dis- 
cretion lodged somewhere to dispose of cases that have been improvi- 
dently brought, in the trial of which the parties should not be subjected 
to the inconvenience attending the trial and the expense involved 
when there is manifestly no case presented. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will con- 
sent, I believe the House will accept this amendment. Iwish only to 
say the committee put this in because of the continued complaints that 
these cases were compromised fora mere pittance, and that they ought 
to be prosecuted faithfully and justly. Now,the committee are will- 
ing to accept the amendment the gentleman offers, and let us take a 
vote on it. 

Mr, DICKERSON. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
does the right to nol. pros. yet remain with the attorney of the United 
States? Cana nol. pros. be entered by the district attorney? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. If the gentleman will listen to the amend- 
ment he will see that the reasons for the dismissal of the case must be 
entered of record. 

Mr. DICKERSON. That is by the court. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Insert, after the word “ discontinued,” the following: 
“ Without the consent of the court entered of record with reasons therefor.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cons]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an addi- 
tional amendment. I move to amend by adding the following: 

And that no nolle prosequi shall be entered by the district attorney without 
the consent of the court. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the effect of the provision as it now stands. 

Mr. QUINN. That is the exact provision now. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 3. That it shall be deemed a violation of said act of February 26, 1885, to 


assist or encow the a or ae of any alien by promise of em- 
ployment through advertisements published in any foreign country; and any 


alien coming to this country in consequence of such an vertisement shall be 
treated as coming under a contract as contemplated by such act; and the pen- 
alties by said act imposed shall be applicable in such a case. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I desire to say that this section is almost 
identical with a section in the bill reported by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] which passed the House at the last ses- 
sion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Let me ask the Chairman a question: Should not 
the word ‘‘knowingly’’ be inserted after the word ‘‘to?’’ 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, Yes, that wasomitted. The word ‘‘know- 
ingly”’ is in the section that was passed in the bill I referred to, 

i . THOMAS. Inline 3. Then let me ask the gentleman would 
pel =. be proper to add a line at the bottom to show the applicability 
° ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Owen, of 
Indiana] was recognized. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. STEWART] to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all of section 3. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think if this section is 
adopted it will cripple, if not absolutely destroy, the efforts that are 
being made by different States in the Union, by immigration bureaus 
and other means, to obtain immigration from Europe. I think any 
well-informed gentleman on this floor knows that the Northwestern 
States have for years sent advertisements to Europe to induce immigra- 
tion; and I think this is in extension of law in regard to the importation 
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of contract labor, which is not desired or demanded by the laboring 
people, or any class of citizens of this country. I can not see why it is 
that the Southern States, if they see proper to do so, shall not have the 
right that has been enjoyed by the Northwestern States tor many years, 
of offering inducements to the people of Europe to come here by means 
of advertisements. It would operate unjustly, I think. It is nota 
case of contract. You simply prohibit the advertising of any induce- 
ment—— 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. If the gentleman will yield for a moment 
I will say that this is identical with a section whic h has already passed 
the House in another bill, and if the gentlemam is tenacious about it 
the committee are willing to have it stricken out. A section identical 
with it has already passed the House and is now pending in the Senate, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I insist on striking it out, and I hope 
that what has passed the House will not become a law by passing the 
Senate, 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments to perfect the section will be in 
order before a motion to strike out the section is in order, if any gen- 
tlemen desire to offer amendments looking to the perfection of the 
section. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move to strike out the last 
word, and I will say that the section in the bill referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [| Mr. OWEN] was placed in that bill because there 
was urgent need for such an enactment. It is a fact that steamship 
companies have plastered all Europe with advertisements setting forth 
in the most glowing terms the possibility and certainty of immigrants 
from those countries receiving immediate and highly remunerative 
employment in the United States, and they have misled thousands 
and tens of thousands of persons by those advertisements. 
aimed simply at that practice. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. How will you prevent anybody from advertising in a 
foreign country by an act of the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Wecan not do that, but we can 
strike the men in this country who send those advertisements abroad. 
Of course our enactments do not have any effect further than the 
boundaries of the United States. 

Mr. COBB. Nor can you prevent any man in this country from 
sending advertisements abroad. Now, another question: How are you 
to tell whether an immigrant comes here because of those advertise- 
ments or not? 

Mr. SMYSER. That is a question of evidence 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely so. It is a question 
of evidence. I have simply stated the remedy that is proposed, and 
if the committee does not choose to accept it, that is with it. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. When the committee were investigating 
in New York it appeared 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
himaquestion? Did I understand the gentleman to accept the amend- 
ment I offered ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. 
to accept it. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. This 
discussion is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. COVERT. My point of order is that the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Texas having been accepted by the gentleman 
from Indiana, the chairman of the committee, and there being no ob- 
jection coming from any other source, discussion is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The acceptance of the amendment by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana does not amount to an acceptance by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. OATES. No gentleman, neither the gentleman from Indiana 
nor any other gentleman has the right to accept it for the committee. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. ‘The ‘‘ gentleman’”’ accepted it for himself. 

Mr. COVERT. Nobody has opposed the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the committee, has the floor. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I only speak for myself, because the meas- 
ure has already passed the House in a former bill. This is a just and 
proper section, and it ought to pass this House. The freestone cutters 
in Boston advértised in the papers of Great Britain, London, and Scot- 
land for freestone cutters in Boston when there was a strike in Boston. 
They advertised to pay 50 cents an hour for laborers. Men came from 
Scotland and from London where the wages are 20 cents an hour to 
Boston and supplanted the men whom we had before us on the wit- 
ness stand and whose families were suffering and in want. it is to 
prohibit entirely these newspaper advertisements, and to prevent men 
from coming herein answer to advertisements, which really isan evasion 
of the contract-labor law. 

Mr. COBB. How could he know that they came in obedience to 
that advertisement? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. 

Mr. QUINN. 





This is 





I said the committee is perfectly willing 


It was admitted on the stand. 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


The gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of 


on 


sr ee oT 


4 
7 
e 
a 
4 
i 


aS nn Care 


panera i ee — 


ot 


ap EE CO ince A TE 
Bs 


8 at TOE CE 


<7 
- 


LSet SaaS 


Fn i cael 


eas 





|“ Sante entrant 


AOR AS cathe eS 


Ca 


dae a 


— 


SON 0 
set Pala se 


oe Oe sO 


te Rk RS ate 


es 
3 
¢ 
7 
is: | 
Bes 
ig’ 
} 


AS 


SEP SE 


gen 


Jat nA Se. te 


PCa le” gs eee AOR, 


2 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19 


etc hel ee led ee 


Owen] has struck the very keynote of the situation. Being a stone- 
cutter myself, I am perfectly familiar with the facts as stated by the 
gentleman, and while | would protect a healthy and honest immigration 
coming to this country as much as any gentleman on the floor, I think 
we can not be too careful; that we can not be too guarded in our efforts 
to keep out objectionable classes. We know that for the past few years, 
a class of immigrants has been permitted to land that has wrought in- 
calculable injury to our American working menand women. Asastone- 
cutter I know that time and again hundreds and thousands of men of 
this class have come over from Europe lured by advertisements, which 
ixone of the plans that the bosses of this country adopt to overcome 
4ive American mechanics, and drive them and their families even to a 
condition of starvation. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. It is so; and their object is to evade the 
contract-labor law. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. QUINN. While we can not be too liberal in our immigration 
laws, they ought to be surrounded with proper safeguards. During 
the discussion in this House on the contract-labor bill, I stated what 
was the fact, that every year thousands of masons and stonecutters 
come to this country from Scotland and England with the first dawn 
of spring, and leave again on the first appearance of frost in the fall. 

It is also a notable fact that this class of men will get employment 
before the honest American citizen who has come to this country to 
build up a home for himself and his family. The reason they are 
preferred is because they will accept almost any terms and conditions 
offered them by the bosses. Their sole object being to work every 
day they possibly can, and by living as sparing as possible they return 
in the fall with more money saved than they would have earned in 
their own country in two or three years. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr, Chairman, I should like to have the Clerk re- 
port the amendment. 

Mr. OWEN, ofIndiana. It is to strike out the section. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend by striking out all of section 3. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. THOMAS. Itseems to me that this section is not worded to 
accomplish the object sought. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, if it is stricken out it is not necessary to 
change the phraseology. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, not if it is stricken out; but I understand the 
gentleman wants to retain it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I yielded the floor a moment since be- 
cause I understood the gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the 
committee, to accept my amendment. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Ispoke of my personal willingness. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. My objection to it is that it will prevent 
State emigration and labor bureaus from advertising inducements for 
immigration to their States. If the steamship companies are respon- 
sible for that which the gentleman complains of, then you can amend 
the section so as to apply to the steamships, but you should not cut 
off the State emigration bureaus from advertising inducements for im- 
migration to their States. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I withdraw my personal acceptance of 
the amendment, and will let the committee vote upon it. [Cries of 
“Vote !’’] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. An amendment could be made that 
would obviate the whole trouble. Let it be amended so that it shall 
not apply to States or agents who are appointed by States. [Cries of 
“Oh, no!’ and ‘* Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

The Chair put the question. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman—— ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama. 7 

Mr. COBB. Itseems to me, Mr. Chairman, that thigis too impor- 
tant a matterto be rushed through this Houseupon thesé repeated cries 
of ** Vote!’’ > ° 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I make the péfnt of order that the com- 
mittee had entered upon a division. The Chair had taken the ayes. 

Mr. COBB. 1 do not so understand. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair had begun taking the ayes. [Cries of 
** Regular order!’’ | 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recogeize the gentleman from 
Ajabama for a moment. 

Mr. COBB. If this matter is to be precipitated in this way gentle- 
men will find some obstruction upon this side of the House in passing 


_ the bill now. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No doubt. 

Mr. COBB. From individuals on both sides, I hope. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment, 

Mr. COBB. I thought I was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will be less impatient I will . 
This bill provides, Mr. Chairman, in one section of it, as to class 


- 


of persons may come to this country and become citizens. If we by 
the bill excludeall objectionable people and only receive here the classes 
which are permitted to come in under the other section of the bill, what 
difference could it make with anybody if they come by reason of ad- 
vertisement made in these foreign countries? 

It makes no difference whether they come in under contract or not 
if they are good people and will make worthy citizens of the United 
States. We invite such men here. 

Mr. QUINN. The object is to strike a blow at the contract system, 
and this will effect that object. 

Mr. COBB. But the contract system can do no harm if we exclude 
the objectionable people. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, many of the laborers brought in here under 
the contract system are not objectionable personally, but the system is 
objectionable. 

Mr. COBB. Perhaps so, and I am not advocating it. There are 
other reasons why this section should goout. Every gentleman under- 
stands readily that the Congress of the United States has no authority 
whatever to prevent any persons from making such advertisement as 
he pleases in foreignlands. Therefore if you adopt the bill in thisform 
with this section in it, it will not strikea blow at theadvertising. The 
men who advertise are subjected to no penalty. They can goon mak- 
ing their advertisements with this section in the bill just as well as 
with it out, and I asked the question a moment ago to which I have 
received no satis‘actory answer: By what process are you to ascertain 
whether parties who come here come by reason of an advertisement or 
not? 

Mr. ELLIS. Well, let the fellow who comes prove for himself that 
he did not come by reason of the advertisement. 

Mr. COBB. He would be too big a fool to become a citizen of the 
United States if upon landing he would declare that he had been 
brought here by an advertisement when the law required that he should 
be sent back if that was the case. This is wholly unnecessary in that 
view, and whatever is unnecessary should not become law. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, with the consent of the 
committee, I will withdraw the amendment that I offered and in lieu 
thereof I will present this, which I will read: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to States or to immigration bu- 


reaus of the States advertising the inducements that they offer for immigrants 
to such States. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COBB. What has become of the motion to strike out? 

The CHAIRMAN, It was withdrawn by the gentleman who of- 
fered an amendment in lieu of it. 

Mr. COBB. Irenewit. I move tostrike out the section as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments to perfect the section will be first 
in order. The Clerk will read the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER]. 

Mr. MUTCHLER’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Section 3, strike out all after the word “ country”’ in line 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, just one word before the vote is 
taken. I agree with my friend from Alabama [Mr. Cops] that that 
part of the section will be totally inapplicable and inoperative— 
and any alien coming to this country in consequence of such an advertisement 
shal! be treated as coming under a contract as contemplated by such act. 

Now, I want to know how it is possible to determine whether an im- 
migrant coming to this country comes in consequence of an advertise- 
ment, or does not come in consequence of an advertisement, and then 
again I want to know how you are going to determine whether an alien 
comes into the country in consequence of an advertisement that he 
may have seen somewhere in the country from which he comes. 

Mr. QUINN. That might be ascertained by the proper authorities 
in this country. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. It might be, but how are you going to prove it ? 
Will you send to Europeand bring witnesses here? Will you give the 
man a trial, and if so, before whom ? 

Mr. QUINN. Before the properly constituted authorities of this . 
country. 

Mr WHITELAW, Let meask the gentleman from Pennsylvaniaa 
question. Who is to determine who are ‘‘idiots, insane persons, pau - 
pers, or persons likely to become a public charge ?”’ 

Mr. MUTCHLER. A board of physicians appointed to examine the © 
immigrant will determine whether he is an idiot or an insane person 
or not; but in this case you havea man that is not insane, who simply 
comes to this country, and the problem is to find out whether he comes 
in consequence of having seen an advertisement in his own country or 
not; and how are on qlee Ses at ont? 

Mr. WHITELAW. Will that board of which the gentleman speaks 
cee whether an immigrant is “likely te become a pauper or a 

ublic ? 

, Mr. MUTCHLER. I do not know whether they will er not. Ican 
not answer that question. Neither can I tell how you are going to 
determine whether an immigrant came to this country by reason of 
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an advertisement or not. It can not be determined, and great injustice 
may be done to many a good immigrant by the charge being made that 


somewhere in the country from which he came, he saw posted up a | 


hand bill advertising for employés. ; 

Mr. QUINN. Well, while there might be difficulty in proving the 
fact, still this provision in the law would have a deterring effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentleman 

. : . . 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MuTcHLER] to the fact that his amendment, 
as read, would strike out also the proviso just adopted. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. My amendment is to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘country,’’ in line 5 of section 3, down to and including the word 
** case,’ in line 9. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment in that form would not inter- 
fere with the proviso. The Clerk will again report the amendment so 
that it may be distinctly understood by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking outall after the word “country,” in line 5 of section 
down to ard including the word “ case,” in line 9. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. MuTCHLER 
rejected. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4. That no steamship or transportation company or owners of vessels 
sha}! directly, or through agents, either by writing, printing, or oral representa- 
tions, solicit, invite, or encourage the immigration of any alien into the United 
States except by ordinary commercial letters, circulars, advertisements, or oral 
representations, stating the sailing of their vessels and the terms and facilities 
of transportation therein; and for a violation of this provision any such steam- 
ship or transportation company, and any such owners of vesgels, and thé agents 
by them employed, shall be subjected to the penalties imposed by the third 


section of said act of February 26, 1885, for violations of the provisions of the 
first section of said act. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move pro forma to strike out 
the last word. My object is to call attention to some incongruities in 
the language of the bill. In the first line of this section it will be 
observed reference is made to ‘‘ steamship or transportation company 
or owners of vessels.’’ The designation ‘‘steamship or transportation 
company ’’ is alternative in form, and clearly embraces railroad com- 


was 


panies, which are one class of transportation companies; but that idea | 


is not maintained throughout the section. To amend the language so 
as to incorporate this idea properly would be a more difficult task than 
I propose to engage in at this time. It will be observed also that in 
the sixth line of this section, the language is limited to transportation 
companies operating entirely on water. Again, going a little ahead of 
the present section, to show the inconsistency of the language, I find 
it is provided in section 6— 

That any person who shall bring into or land in the United States by vessel 
or otherwise etc. 

That language clearly embraces railroads. In line 3 of the same 
section the words, ‘‘ by vessel or otherwise ’’ embrace railroad or wagon 
transportation. Yet gentlemen will not fail to observe, as exemplified 
in section 4, and in many other places throughout the bill, that in 
providing penalties the railroad system is timeand time again omitted. 
There isa marked inconsistency in the definition of offenses and the 
provision of penalties. Having called attention to this incongruity of 
the bill, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Glerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That section 5 of the said act of February 26, 1885, shall be, and hereby 
is, amended by adding to the second proviso in said section the words “nor to 
regularly ordained ministers of the gospel, nor persons belonging to any 

ized profession, nor professors for colleges and seminaries,” and by ex- 


eluding from the second proviso of said section the words “any relative or per 
sonal friend.” 


Mr. FRANK. I move to amend by striking out in the section just 


read the words ‘‘nor to regularly ordained ministers of the gospel’’ and | 


inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘nor to ministers of any religious 
denominaticn.”’ 

Mr. LEHLBACH. We accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend by striking out at the close 
of the section just read the words ‘‘any relative or personal friend.’’ 
Ido not think this bill, if passed, should contain a proviso which 
would prevent any son from bringing here his parents, or any man 
from bringing here his family. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. This bill does not do any such thing. The 

tleman does not read the bill as an entirety. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, This refers to those persons who came in under 
contract. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, The very thing which the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Keer] favors is permitted by the bill. In the opinion of the 
committee the very best immigrants coming to this country are those 
sent for by their relatives or friends. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, 
it was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I think that in line 5 the word 
“learned ’’ should be inserted before ‘‘profession ;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ per- 
sons belonging to any recognized learned profession.’’ In these days 
when the term “ profession ’’ is so widely used, the language without 
this addition might be construed as including a great many mechanical 
pursuits. 
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| Mr. LEHLBACH,. Ido not think the amendment which the gen- 
| tleman suggests is necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey offer any 
| amendment? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will not offer any amendment. 
Mr. BOWDEN, I desire to suggest as a correction of the phraseol- 


ogy of the section that the word ‘‘or’’ should be inserted before the 

words ‘‘any relative or personal friend.’’ If the section of the exist- 
ng law be amended as proposed in this section of the bill it will read: 
i” led, That n« 






‘thing in this act shall be construed as prohibit 


from assisting any member of his family or to « 


ng any in- 
ligrate from any 
mh ¢ intry et 
| Therefore the concluding clause of this section of the bili should pro- 
| vide for striking out the word ‘‘or’’ as well as the words ‘‘any rela 
| tive or personal friend,’ 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. ‘here is no objection to the amendment 
| Suggested by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. BowDEN ]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows 


a 
Se 


nsert before the word “ any,”’ in line 7, the word “or 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, tostrike 
out the proviso as amended. I mean the words— 


Or by excluding from the second proviso of said se 
relative or personal friend." 


| ection the words “‘ or any 
| 

Mr. LELHBACH, That has already been voted down. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; a motion was made to strike out the language 
of the bill, the original text; but it has been amended since that, and 
I want to give my reasons for the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, I raise the point of order that this has been voted 
down already. 

Mr. THOMAS. I make this point, Mr. Chairman, that since that 
time it has been amended and reads now differently from what it was 
| before. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is correct; and 
the Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Amend by striking out the following words in lines 6,7 and 8 


| 

‘and by ex 
| cluding from the second proviso of said section the words 

| 

| 


or any relative or 
personal friend.’”’ 


Mr. THOMAS. A word now on the amendment. The law as it is 
provided in this section, without the amendment, prohibits a man from 
| sending for his brother or his sister-——— 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Or his cousins or his aunts. 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes; or his cousins or his aunts. Prohibits him 
from sending for anybody except his parents. 
| Mr. BOWDEN. Ora member of his family. 
Mr. THOMAS. And I think in that respect is a little too stringent 
| for us to undertake to adopt. Are we to prevent men in Wisconsin 
| who have farms, stores, or other property there, earned by their own 
| exertions, whose relatives and personal friends are living in Germany 
| 
| 
| 
| 


or Norway or Ireland or other countries, from sending them money to 
pay their passage to the United States? This provision of the bill 
would prohibit that, as I understand it. I want it understood that 
that is not the meaning of the act, and that is not our intention. I 
object to it. 

I do not believe, sir, that we are prepared to go to the extent of say- 
ing that men wholivein this country, and are citizens and have means 
of their own, shall not send to the older countries for their relatives. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. There is no one on the committee who intends 
to do that. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is the effect of this provision. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Not atall. There would be no need for 
immigration laws if that was the only element that came to this land. 
Everybody would be in favor of it. The bill has no such meaning. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The committee is very anxious to pass this bill, 
and I hope that objections of this kind, which have no foundation, 

will not be insisted upon, but that we may have a vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the words quoted 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and which he proposes to strike out, 
are simply intended to make the contract-labor law now on the statute 
book effective. They are intended to prevent the importation of con- 
tract labor under the pretense of family relationship or personal friend- 
ship. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. That is all. 

Mr. LODGE. We put thatcontract-labor law on our statute books 
after due consideration. I believe it is a good law in intention, butit 
has been worthless practically from lack of intelligent and efficient en- 
forcement. This provision is simply intended to make it more effective, 
not to affect any one who honestly seeks to bring to this country a per- 
sonal friend or a member of his family. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to see this bill pass. In my opinion it does 
not go far enough, but I do not propose on that account to delay it 
even by offering amendments; still less shall I attempt to stop its pas- 
sage because it does not in all respects meet my approval. It is a 
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step, I think, in the right direction, and slight as the advanceis I think 
it is in line with public sentiment on a great question of public policy, 

The question ot regulating and restricting immigration is one of the 
gravest which now confront the country. Two Congresses have ap- 
pointed committees which have made exhaustive investigations, but, al- 
thongh the mountain has labored, the only result hitherto has been 
the conventional mouse, I do not think that Congress appreciates the 
danger that threatens us in this matter, for if it did I am sure that it 
would not display such indifference or timidity in dealing with the 
subject. It has been said here to-night that we are in no danger of 
being overcrowded in the United States. We are certainly in no pres- 
ent danger of being overcrowded by desirable immigrants, but we are 
at this moment overcrowded with undesirable immigrants, and this 
latter condition is steadily growing worse. 

The immigration of people of those races which contributed to the 
settlement and development of the United States is declining in com- 
parison with that of races far removed in thought and speech and blood 
from the men who have made this country what it is. Moreover all 
immigration from every quarter is showing a tendency towards deteri-. 
oration which is by no means gradual. Thelast census bulletin shows 
that the foreign-born citizens, or those of foreign parentage, furnish 
more penitentiary convicts than are supplied by the entire native-born 
population, which, of course, greatly outnumbers the population of 
foreign birth. In the immigration of late years we note also the ap- 
pearance of secret societies dangerous to law and order and hostile to 
every theory of American institutions, 

‘The more any thoughtful man examines the statistics relating to this" 
question the more he must be alarmed at what they show. The dis- 
ease, in my opinion, can not be treated by gentle palliatives. It will 
require sharp remedies, and the longer a cure is postponed the more 
heroic those remedies will have to be. 

This bill now before the House aims simply to enforce existing laws 
more thoroughly, but existing laws, even if enforced, are inadequate. 
I believe that we need intelligent and discriminating restriction and 
that we must sift the chaff from the wheat. It was with this object 
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hat I introduced a bill which requires that immigrants should know 
how to read and write their own language before they are allowed to 
enter the United States. This is a fair test, based upon intelligence, 
and notupon money. I wish that Congress was ready now to adopt 
some such measure, but if it is not I welcome this discussion, as I do 
everything which calls attention to the subject and contributes to the 
creation of a vigorous and intelligent public opinion. 

We have now before us race problems which are sufficient to tax to 
the utmost the fortunate conditions with which nature has blessed us 
and the highest wisdom of which our public men are capable. I do 
not, for one, desire to see these race problems multiplied or compli- 
cated. I do not want to see the quality of American citizenship decline 
beneath the effects of an unrestricted immigration, and I am utterly 
opposed to a system which is continually dragging down the wages of 
American labor by the introduction or the importation of the cheapest, 
lowest, and most ignorant labor of other countries. 

I have already brought together elsewhere some statistics which bear 
upon this question, and through the kindness of Hon. Lloyd Bryce, 
editor of the Nurth American Review, I am permitted to reprint them 
bere:. 

{From the North American Review, January, 1891. ] 
THE RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


[By Hon. Henry Casor LopGe, [oe in Congress from Massachu- 
setts 


The immigration into the United States from 1874 to 1889, inclusive—a period 
of sixteen years—has amounted to 6,418,633 persons, without counting since 1884 
the overland immigration from Canada or Mexico. To putit in another form, 
the immigration into the United States during the last sixteen years is equal to 
one-tenth of the entire population of the country at the present time, and has 
furnished probably every four years enough voters to decide a Presidential 
election, if rightly distributed. During those sixteen years immigration has 
fluctuated with the business prosperity of the country, the highest point being 
reached in 1881 and 1882, 720,645 persons arriving in the former year and 730,349 
in the latter, while the average annual immigration has been 401,14. If we 
divide these sixteen years into two periods of eight years each, one of the two 
heaviest years coming in the first and one in the second half, we find that for 
the eight years from 1874 to 1881, inclusive, the average annual rate of immi- 
gration was 307,185, and for the eight years from 1882 to 1889, inclusive, it was 
482,643—a gain of 57.1 per cent. 


Statement showing the number and nationality of immigrants arrived in the United States during each year ending December 31, from 1874 to 1889, inclusive. 
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During the last eight years the exclusion of the Chinese since 1882 bas caused 
the immigration from Asia to decline from over thirty thousand to a few hun- 
dreds annually, and in addition to this real loss no attempt has been made since 
1883 to oe the very heavy overland immigration from Canada, which, of 
course, makes a still further apparent decrease. Yet, despite these important 
deductions, there has been the gain of 175,458 persons in the average an- 
nual immigration of the last eight as compared with the eight years next 

anne tengolereeaton is increasing in quantity, 
the next point is to determine its quality. 

In the consular reports on “ Em on and Immigration,’’ published by the 
State Department in 1887, when Mr. ares was orwell table is given 
which classifies the immigration into United States from 1873 to 1886, in- 
clusive,ea follows 
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Taking the table as it stands out those imm: ts “‘ with oc- 
cupations not stated,” itappears of all the vast immigration during those 
fourteen years 48.1 per cent.,or nearly one-half, ao pees avowedly without 
occupation gr training. or, in other unskilled labor of the lowest kind, 
while professional and skilled labor amounts to only 11.49 percent. of the whole. 
‘* Miscellaneous,” which is neither skilled nor professional labor, amounts to 
38 per cent. It may be assumed that the same p: rtions hold good for the 
three years 1886 to 1889, and it must be thatthe detailed tables 
indicate that the number of without occu increases in a slightly 
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examining the rate of increase \n the immigration from the different countries 
from which it chiefly comes during the two periods of eight years each from 
1874 to 1881 and from 1882 to 1889, respectively : 
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These percen of increase are interesting and deeply significant. The na- 
tions of Europe which chiefly contributed to the upbuilding of the original thir- 
teen colonies were the English, the Scotch-Irish, so called, the Dutch, the Ger- 
mans, and the Huguenot French. With the exception of the last they were 
practically all people of the same stock. During this century and until very 
recent years these same nations, with the addition of Ireland and the Scandi- 
navian countries, have continued to furnish the chief component parts of the 
immigration which has helped to populate so rapidly the territory of the United 
States. Among all these people, with few exceptions, community of race or 
language, or both, has facilitated the work of assimilation. In the last ten years, 
however, as appears from the figures just given, new and wholly different ele- 
ments have been introduced into our immigration, and—what is more impor- 
tant still—the rate of immigration of these new elements has risen with much 
greater rapidity than that of those which previously had furnished the bulk of 
the population of the country. 

The mass of immigration, absolutely speaking, continues, of course, to come 
from the United Kingdom and from Germany, but relatively the immigration 
from these two sources is declining rapidly in comparison with the immigra- 
tion from Italy and frow the Slavic countries ussia, Poland, Hungary,* 
and Bohemia, the last of which appears under the head of Austria. Of the gen- 
erally good character of the imm tion from the United Kingdom, Germany, 
and the Scandinavian countries it is hardly necessary tu speak ; but I will 
quote a single sentence from the State A report already referred to 
in rd to the immigration from the United Kingdom and Germany : 

“ The diagrams show the remarkable pestonnence of the United Kingdom 
and Germany in supplying the United States with skilled labor, and also the 
fact that the Germans represent those indystries that depend upon hand labor 
or the requirements of everyday life, whilé the English supply the mechanical 
element, While Germany sends blacksmiths, butchers, coopers, saddlers, shoe- 
makers, and tailors, the United Kingdom supplies miners, engineers, iron and 
steel workers, mechanics and artisans, weavers andspinners. This distinction 
is clearly marked and is certainly important.” 

Now as to the immigration from the other countries, which has been increas- 
ing so much faster than that to which we have been accustomed and which we 
know from experience to be inthe main valuable. Consul General Jiissen says 
in his report (1886) in regard to the Austrian immigration : 

“The young men who want toescape military service, the ultrasocialist, the 
anarchist, the men who have lost all social and business footing here, the bank- 
rupt, embezzier, and swindler, stop not toobtain permission of the governmerft, 
and naturally the authoriiies have no sort of recofd here either as to the num- 
ber or the place of destination of this class ofemigrants. * * * The govern- 
ment would, as a matter of course, prohibit, if it could do so, the emigration of 
all young men subject to military duty, but it is quite natural that it feels no 
regret to get rid of the ultrasocialists and anarchists and that it is quite willing 
the bankrupt and swindler should depart for foreign countries and that the 
paupers find su away from home.” 

Healso speaks as follows in regard to the Bohemian emigration, which forms 


a nag) of. is which is classed under the head of Austria: 
“ labor and et classes of Bohemia probably supply the greatest 
number of emigrants to the United States, and among the Bohemian ifidustrial 


laborers some of the most violent ultrasocialists are to be found. The great 
majority of these Bohemian laborers, both of the industrial and africultural 
class, are illiterate and ignorant in the extreme. They stand in great awe of 
the police auchorities at home.” 


In regard to Hungarian emigration, Mr. Sterne, consul at Buda Pesth, speaks 
(1886) as follows: . 

“Tam of the opinion that with the present condition of the labor market in 
the United States there is no room there at present for this class of people. I 
even believe that under more favorable conditions in the United States these 
Slovacks are not a desivable acquisition for us to make, since they appear to 
have so many items in common with the Chinese. Like these, they are ex- 
tremely frugal, the love of whisky of the former being balanced by the opium 
habit of the latter. Their ambition lacks both in quality and quantity. Thus 
fez will work similarly cheap as the Chinese, and will interfere with a civil- 
laborer’s earning a‘ white’ laborer’s wages.”’ 

The em tion from Italy comes largely {rom the southern 
eo Sicily, a smaller proportion being drawn from the 
of Northern Italy. In rega‘ 
eral at Rome, says (1886) : 

* As tothe habits and morals of the emigrant to the United States from the 
Fy and central portions of Italy, both men and women are sober and in- 

ustrious, and as a rule trustworthy and moral. They are generally strong, 
powerful workers, and capable of enduring sont fatigue, 


rovinees, from 


D ner population 
to this Italian emigration Mr. Alden, consul gen- 


may be taken of the emigrants from th 


A less favorable yi 
are the most illiterate parts of Italy, aud 


uthern districts and Sicily. Th 
n these districts brigandage was for 


many years extremely prevaleht.”* 
mm to the emigration from Russia, Mr. Young, the consul general says 


7 On the con- 


e Government of Russia does not encourage qunlqzations pe te 
mbire of Russia, ex- 


trary, it prohibits all Russian subjects from leaving the 
cept Polesand Jews. * * * The Mennonites have emigfited perhaps more 
extensively than any other class of Russian subjects. * * * The lowest 
classes spesrelty form the r part of emigration. s 

Thus it is proved, first, that immigration to this country is increasing and, 
second, that it is making its greatest relative increase from races most alien to 
a 


*The meen immigration a; to be mainly Slavic, and not Magyar. 
and hence I have classified it with that of the Slavic countries, oa 
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the body of the American people, and from tlhe lowest and mos} illiterate classes 
among those races. In other words, it is apparent that, while our immigra- 
tion is increasing, it is showing at the same time a marked tendency to de- 
teriorate in character. 

It has been the policy of the United States until very recent years to encour- 
age immigration in all possible ways, which was, under the circumstances, a 
wise and obvious course to pursue. The natural growth of the people estab- 
lished in the thirteen colonies was not sufficient to occupy or develop the vast 
territory and valuable resources of the Union. We therefore opened our arms 
to the people of every land and invited them to come in, and when ail the region 
beyond the Alleghanies, or even beyondthe Mississippi, was still a wilderness, 
the general wisdom of this policy could not be gainsaid. To the practical ad- 
vantages to be gained from the rapid filling up of the country we also joined 
the sentimental and generous reason that this free country was to be a haven 
of refuge for the unfortunate of every land. 

This liberality toward immigration, combined with the normal growth of the 
population in the course of the present century, rapidly filled the country, and 
the conditions under which at the outset we had opened our doors and asked 
every one to come in changed radically. The firstsign of an awakening to this 
altered state of things was in the mavement against the Chinese, When that 
great reservoir of cheap labor was opened and when its streams began to pour 
into the United States, the American people, first on the western coast and then 
elsewhere, suddenly were roused to the fact that they were threatened with a 
flood of low-class labor which would absolutely destroy good rates of wages 
among American workingmen by a competition which could not be met and 
which at the same time threatened to lower the quality of American citizen- 
ship. The result was the Chinese exclusion act, much contested in its inception, 
but the wisdom of which everybody now admits, The next awakening came 
upon the discovery that employers of labor were engaged in making contracts 
with large bodies of working people in other countries, and importing them 
into the United States to work fora remuneration far below that which Ameri- 
can workmen were accustomed to receive. This resulted in the passage of the 
alien contract-labor law, intended to stop the importation of this low-priced 
labor. No one doubts to-day that the general principle of that law is sound, al- 
though its details are defective and its ‘enforcement is so imperfect that it has 
little practical effect. 

Such have been the actual departures thus far from the former policy of the 
United Statesin regard toimmigration. Thatthey were needed iscertain. That 
they are insufficient appears to be equally so. The committee of the Fiftieth 
Congress appointed by Speaker CARLISLE to investigate the subject of immigra- 
tion say at the close of their report: 

‘Certainly the effect of the present unrestricted system of immigration, as 
applicable to the conditions under consideration, upon the industrial situation 
of this country, has been very bad, and the committee believe that the time has 
come when immigration should be more effectively regulated; that persons 
who immigrate to the United States should at least be composed of those who 
in good faith desire to become its citizens and are worthy to be such.” 

As one example of the practical effect of unrestricted immigration the com- 
mittee cite the case of the coal-mining country. 

‘Generally speaking, the class of immigrants who have lately been imported 
and employed in the coal regions of this country are not such, in the opinion of 
the committee, as would make desirable inhabitants of the United States. The¥* 
are of a very low order of intelligence. 
tion of becoming citizens, their whole purpose being to accumulate by parsi- 
monious, rigid, and unhealthy economy a sum of money and then return to 
their native land, They live in miserable sheds like beasts; the food they eat 
is so meager, scant, unwholesome, and revolting that it would nauseate and dis- 
gustan American workman, and he would find it difficult to sustain life upon 
it. Their habits are vicious, their customs are disgusting, and the effect of 
their presence here upon our social condition is to be deplored. They have not 
the influences, as we understand them, of a home; they do not know what the 
word means; and,in the opinion of the committee, no amount of effort would 
improve their morals or ‘ americanize’ this class of immigrants. They have 
been brought here in such numbers and have been employed at such low wages 
that it has resulted in their replacing the American citizens who formerly per- 
formed this class of labor, until now there are comparatively few Americans en- 
gaged in mining coal in Pennsylvania.”’ 

The state of tacts thus set forth by this comfhittee, of which Mr. Ford, of 
Michigan, was chairman, grows out of changed conditions. We no longer 
have endless tracts of fertile land crying for settlement. Many parts of the 
United States, it is true, are still unsettled, and much of our territory is sparsely 
inhabited as compared to the standards of Evrope. None the less, the condi- 
tions have changed utterly from the days when the supply of vacant land was 
indefinite, the demand for labor almost unbounded, and the supply of people 
very limited. We have now a large population, the natural increase of which 
is quite sufficient to take up our unoceupied lands and develop our resources 
with due rapidity. 

In many parts of the country the struggle for existence in large cities has be- 
come as fierce as in the Old World. Our labor market, if we may judge from 
the statistics of the unemployed, is overstocked in many places, and that means 
a tendency toward a decline in wages. This tendency is perilous both so- 
cially and politically. Ina country where every man has a vote and where 
the government is of and by the people, it is as essential as it is‘right every- 
where that the rate of wages should high and the average standard of liv- 
ing good. If it comes to be otherwise our whole system is in serious danger. 

That this is not a fanciful anxiety is only too readily proved, Any one 
who is desirous of knowing in practical detail the degrading effect of this 
constant importation of the lowest forms of labor can find a vivid picture of its 
results in the very interesting book just published by Mr. Riis, entitled “* How 
the Other Half Lives,’’ The story which he tells of the condition of a largg 
mass of the laboring population in the city of New York is enough to alarm 
every thinking man; and this dreadful condition of things is intensified every 
day by the steady inflow of immigration, which is constantly pulling down the 
wages of the working people of New York and affecting in a similar way the 
entire labor nftarket of the United States. 

In a word, the continued introduction into the labor market of four hundred 
thousand persons annually, half of whom have no occupation and most of 
whom represent the rudest form of labor, has a very great effect in reducitht 
the rates of wages and disturbing the labor market. This, of course, is too off- 
vious to need comment, and this tendency to constantly lower wages by the 
competition of an increasing and deteriorating immigration is a dange: to the 

eople of the United States the gravity of which can hardly be overestimated. 
Moreover, the shifting of the sources of the immigration is unfavorable and is 
bringing to the country people whom it is very difficult to assimilate and who 
do not promise well for the standard of :ivilization in the United States, a mat- 
ter as serious as the effect on the labor market. 

The question, therefore, arises—and there is no more important question be- 
fore the American people—what shall be done to protect our labor against this 
undue competition and to guard our citizenship against an infusion which 
seems to threaten deterioration? We have the power, of course, to prohibit 
all immigration or to limit the number of perscns to be admitted to the coun- 
try annually, or—which would have the same effect—to impose upon immi- 
grants a heavy capitation tax. Such rough and stringent measures are cer- 
tainly neither necessary nor desirable if we can overcome the difficulties and 
dangers of the situation by more moderate legislation. These methods, more 
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over, are indiscriminate; and what is to be desired, if possible, is restriction 
which sba!! at the same time discriminate. Wedemand now that immigranis 
shal! not be paupers or diseased or criminals, but these and all other existing 
requirements are vague, and the methods provided for their enforcement are 
sti)! more indefinite and are perfectly ineffective. Any law to beof use must 
require, in the first place, that immigrants shall bring from their native coun- 
try, from the United States consul or other diplomatic representative, an effect- 

ve certifieate that they are not obnoxious to any of the existing laws of the 
United States. We ought,in addition, to make our test still more definite by 
requiring a medieal certificate in order to exelude unsound and diseased per- 
sons 

In reference to this matterof medical inspection, Surgeon General Hamilton, 
in bis report just published, states, as an illustration of the inefficiency of the 
present law, that of fifteen insane persons and eleven idiots reported by the 
medical officer at New York, four of the insane and all of the idiots were per- 
mitted to land. In this same report, which is one of the ablest and most im- 
portant papers that have appeared on the subjeet of immigration, Dr. Hamil- 
ton says further that every emigrant should ‘* produce to the consul a certifi-\ 
cate from a legally qualified resident physician to the effect that such emigrant | 
isat the time suffering from ro contagious or chronic disease or disability."’ 
Dr. Hamilton also states that at the present time there is no medical inspection | 
whatever of immigrants except at the portof New York, and thus we have prac- 
tically no protection against the importation of disease or insanity. 

We ought also to insist that the consular certificate be given only after care- 
ful inquiry and due proof, and we must make a further definite test which will 
discriminate against illiteracy if we desire any intelligent restriction or sifting 
of the total mass of immigration. It isa truism to say that one of the great- 
est dangers to our free government is ignorance. Everyone knows this to be 
the case, and that the danger can be overcome only by constant effort and vigi- 
lance. Wespend millions annually in educating our children that they may 
be fit to be citizens and rulers of the Republic. We are ready to educate also 
the children who come to us from other countries; but it is not right to ask 
us to take annually a large body of persons who are totally illiterate and who 
are for the most part beyond the age at which education can be imparted. We 
have the right to exclude illiterate persons from our immigration, and this 
test, combined with the others of a more general character, would in all prob- 
ability shut out a large partof the undesirable portion of the present immigra- 
tion. It would reduce in a discriminating manner the total number of immi- 
grants, and would thereby greatly benefit the labor market and helpto maintain 
the rate of American wages. At the same time it would sift the immigrants 
who come to thiscountry, and would shut out in a very large measure those 
elements which tend to lower the quality of American citizenship, and which 
now in many cases gather jn dangerous masses in the slums of our great cities. 

The measure proposed would benefit every ho im migrant who really de- 
sired to come to the United States and heeomean American citizen, and would 
stop none. It would exclude many, if not all. of those persons whose presence 
no one desires and whose exclusion is anded by our duty to our own citi- 
zens and to American institutions. Above all, it would be a protection and a 
help to our workingmen, who are more directly interested in thisgreat question 
than any one eise can possibly be. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, if in order I 
think this side of the House might be heard for a momenton the pend- 
ing question. 

I wish to commend to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE]}| who has just addressed the committee that other feature in 
the bill to which I called attention but a short while ago. You will 
find in that paragraph and all through the bill provisions against in- 
troducing laborers in an improper manner from vessels, but the entire 
factor of the Canadian border is left unguarded, in order, I presume, 
that the cheap iabor of Canada can be brought into competition with 
the native labor of Massachusetts. 

And I wish the gentleman would bring his abilities to bear upon this 
question so that he would protect the laboring people of the commu- 
nities in which he resides. [Cries of ‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomMAs]. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, we would like to recur to section 1, 
which was passed over informally. I asked to withdraw the amend- 
ment which I offered and to substitute the following—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the committee will now 
reeur tosectionl]. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Stump] with- 
draws the amendment which he previously offered and offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend by adding to the section the following words: 

‘But this sectionshall not be held to exclude persons living in the United States 
from sending fora relative or friend not of the exeluded classes, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may approve.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. 
section 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report theamendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following at the end of section 1: 


“ That any alien who desires to emigrate to the United States, to reside therein 
or to become a citizen thereof, may apply to a consul or diplomatic representa- 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment to 


_ tive of the United States, resident at or nearest to the place of residence of the 


applicant, for a certificate of emigration, and thereupon such consul or diplo- 
matic representative shall inquire into the of such applicant, and may 
require proofto be made to his satisfaction that such applicant is not excluded 
by any law of the United States from em thereto, and if not, such consul 
or diplomatic aenneteine shall give to suc 

form prescribed by the Secretary of with 

such certificate shall be presumptive but not be 

of the person to whom given to come to the United States, norshall the 
sion thereof by the identical person to whom it is given relieve 

other officer or nt ofa vessel, railroad, or other carrier from any 


requirements of this act, or any other Jaw in respect to the transportation 
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persons to the United States from other countries: Provided, That no consul or 
diplomatic representative shal! receive any fee, or accept any gift or compensa- 
a any such applicant or any other person for the services herein pro- 

Mr. LACEY. Just one word in connection with this: Itis not com- 
pulsory, but gives permission to consuls to issue certificates of this 
kind so that those assisted immigrants who are usually notified in ad- 
vance by their friends here as té what their rights are, may procure 
such certificates as to relieve them from any trouble upon entering this 
country. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I hope this will be voted down. 
compulsory, it will not be followed by any one. ; 

I ask at this time that any one who desires may have leave to print 
remarks in the RecorD on this whole question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LExt- 
BACH ] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen may print remarks in 
the RecorpD upon this subject. Is there objection? [After a pause. } 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to emphasize what 
my colleagae [Mr. LACEY] hassaidabout this. If an immigrant com- 
ing to this country desires in advance to be sure that he will not be 
troubled when he gets here, it seems to me that by the adoption of 
this amendment that can be accomplished in advance, and I think it 
will be very generally done. Therefore, I think it is a desirable amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. ‘The committee had that under consideration and 
decided against it. I hope it will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. LAcry) there were—ayes 12, noes 
47. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

Sec. 6. That any person who shall bring into or land in the United States by 
vessel or otherwise, or who shall aid to bring into or Jand in the United States 
by vessel or otherwise, any alien not lawfully entitled to enter the United 
States, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and sball, on conviction, be 


punished by a fine not exeeeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not ex- 
ceeding one year, or by beth such fine and imprisonment— 


The CHAIRMAN said: Does the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] desire to offer his amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have an amendment pend- 
ing to section 1, to which we will recur. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by strik ing out the words “or persons likely to become a public 
charge,”’ in lines 6 and 7 of section 1. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to say in that connection that I think it is entirely too vague a pro- 
vision to say ‘‘ persons who are likely to becomea publiccharge.’’ We 
have made provision against a present condition of pauperism; but to 
speculate as to what may be a future condition of people who are not 
millionaires at best, is drawing the line rather too tight upon honest 
working people. 

I do not think that we ought to put in a provision that provides for 
vague speculation. It is prospective pauperism, It is too much dis- 
cretion to allow anybody in relation to immigration. You provide for 
a rigid examination of the immigrant’s condition, and if after all that 
is done the Government can not pronounce him as belonging to one of 
these objectionable classes, then that person ought not to be kept out 
by any vague prophecy. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I will state to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas that we are now within two or three minutes when the House will 
adjourn under the order. Will the gentleman yield so that a motion 
can be made that the committee rise, and we can take up his amend- 
ment afterwards? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not care tosay anything 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Division. 

* The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 35. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that a 
yea-and-nay vote be taken on this amendment in the House when we 
have a full Honse. 

Mr. OATES. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas that it is 
the law now, and this would only be a repetition. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. That is the reason why I had asked for a 
continuance, so that the gentleman could speak to it fully. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Dol understand you to say 


that it isa of existing law now? 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Ita, 


If it is not 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I will not insist upon it. 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. Morrow having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DINGLEY, chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 13586 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. , 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Iask unanimous consent fora session of 
the House to-morrow evening for the consideration of the immigration 
bill now under discussion. 

Several Members. ‘That is pension evening. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We are now acting under a special order, and that 
would not be in order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that he make his 
request to-morrow. I think it would be better, under the circum- 
stances; and I have no doubt it would be granted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Such anorder could not be made now, asthe House 
is limited by the special order for to-night. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
JOURNALS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting two 
copies of the journal of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 


CLERK HIRE, PENSION AGENCIES. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting 
estimates of deficiencies for clerk hire, pension agencies, for the current 
fiscal year—to the Committee on Appropriations. 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3of Rule X XII, the following State memorials and reso- 
lutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Jointresolution and memorial of the Leg- 
islative Assembly of the State of North Dakota to the President of the 
United States, the Secretary of War, and both branches of the national 
Congress, asking for the enlargement of Fort Abraham Lincoln and to 
increase the number of troops at said post—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
State of Kansas, asking for the repeal of that part of the national-bank- 
ing act that compels national banks to purchase bonds of the United 
States—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Resolutions of the house of representatives 
of the State of Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of the bill to in- 
crease pensions for loss of eyes, etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 5012) granting an increase of pension to General W. H. 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. KENNEDY: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and is hereby, authorized 
to employ an additional clerk during the remainder of the present session of 
Congress, to be paid a compensation at the rate of $6 per day out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House: 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senale concurring), That there be 

nted of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late James Phelan, a 

tative in the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Tennessee, 12,000 

copies, of which 3,000 copies shall b= for the use of the Senate and 9,000 copies 

shall be for the use of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the 

be, and he is hereby, directed to have printed a portrait of the said 

James lan to accompany said eulogies; that of the quota to the House of 

ves the Public Printer shall set apart 50 copies, which he shall 

have bound in full morocco, with gilt edges, same to be delivered when 
completed to the family of the deceased ; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
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REPORTS OF COMMI’VTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4833) to provide for beginning the 
construction of a military post at or near Essex Junction or Swanton 
Junction, Vermont, accompanied by a report (No. 3894 to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Dlinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7922) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas C. Monroe, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 3895 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13665) grantinga pension to Mrs. 
Eliza Weaver, accompanied by a report (No. 3896)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 10485) for the relief of Cynthia H. Quack- 
enbush, accompanied by a report (No. 3897)—to the Committee of the 


Whole House. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4376) for the relief 
of William G. Tidwell, accompanied by a report (No. 3898)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13025) to amend 
and re-enact paragraph 6, section 1, of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
right of way and other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Rail- 
way Company,’’ reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R, 15684 
authorizing the construction of a railway upon the Government reser- 
vation at Fort Monroe, Virginia; which was read twice, and, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3899), referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12286) granting a pen- 
sion to Nora Goldsborough, accompanied by a report (No. 3900)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7646) for the relief of I. 
and O. P. Cobb & Co., accompanied by a report (No, 3901)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju 
diciary, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 4811) to 
provide for the creation of a fourth judicial district in the Territory ot 
Utah, accompanied by a report (No, 3902)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13022) 
increasing the pension of Daniel Birchett, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3903)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the following bills of the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11989) granting a pension to Augusta J. Crawford. (Re- 
port No. 3904.) 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Amelia T. Seywert. (Report 
No. 3905.) 

Mr. MANSOUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1688) for the relief of Jacob Kern, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3906)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 13596) for the relief of Jacob Taylor, 
late Company B, Powell’s Battalion, war with Mexico, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3907)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 2369) for the relief of Gottlob Groez- 
inger, accompanied by a report (No. 3908)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 8710) for the relief of Robert Tillson and Maitland Boon. 
(Report No. 3909. ) 

\ bill (H. R. 12637) for the reliefof the legal representative of Ewing 
M. Skaggs, deceased, late of Sacramento, Cal. (Report No. 3910. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
with amendments the bill of the House (H. R. 13426) giving the con- 
sent of the United States to the erection of a bridge across Portage Lake, 
Houghton County, Michigan, between the villages of Houghton and 
Hancock, accompanied by a report (No. 3911)—to the House Calendar. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles wereintroduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. GREENHALGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13683) author- 
izing the purchase of oil paintings for the White House—to the Com- 


' mittee on the Library. 
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By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 13685) to repeal that part of the na- 
tional-bank act that requires national banks to purchase United States 
bonds—to the Committee on Banking and Carrency. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A joint resolution (H, Res. 288) providing for 
printing the Sixth Annual Report of the Commissioner of Labor—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A joint resolution (H. Res, 239) to supply bound 
copies of public documents to newspaper correspondents whose names 
and addresses are in the Congressional Directory —to the Committee on 
Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rale X XII, private bills of the following titles 
were presenzed and referred as indicated below: 

jy Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 13686) granting a pension to 
Georgie Ann Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 13637) granting a pension to Liz- 
zie A. Haskett, a volunteer army nurse withort pay—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Peasions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13688) granting a pension to John 
B. Angel, fatherof James C. Angel, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of J. M. Campbell and others, of Ohio, to 
regulate immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Cleveland, 
Ohio, in favor of an appropriation for lighthouses on the Great Lakes— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Catherine Bratt, widow of Cyrenus 
Bratt, to remove charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. CRAIG: Resolution of Rural Valley Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics; also, of Worthington Council, of the same 
organization, Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 915, Armstrong County; also, of Paint- 
erville Grange, No. 921, Westmoreland County; also, of Grange No. 
421, Indiana County, Pennsylvania, for financial legislation—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

iby Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the United Presbyterian Church of 
Lecompton, Kans.; also, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
the same city, against opening on Sunday any exposition where appro- 


priations of the United States are expended—to the Select Committee | 


on the World’s Fair. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of P. J. Henness, pastor of Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Danville, Iowa; also, of George H. Mix, secretary of 
the Congregational Church of the same place; also, of the Baptist 
Church of the same place, praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit 
the opening on Sunday of any exposition which is aided by the Gov- 
ernment—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

Also, petition of Sarah A. Thompson, fora pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. L. Matthews and others, for the passage of a bill 
to remove the charge of desertion against W. H. Carlisle—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavits in case of Levi Loar—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolutions of Big Creek Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union, No. 2725, of Coffey County, Kansas, asking for the 
passage of the bill (H. R. 5353) defining options and futures and im- 
posing special taxes on dealers therein—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of 20 ex-soldiers of Pennsylvania, 
lavoring House bill 8287 giving preference to soldiers in appoint- 
ments—to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of 58 citizens of Montoursville; also, of citizens of 
Elimsport, Pa., to restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions by Producers’ Protective Association, McKean 
County, Pennsylvania, for amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law-—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions and petitions ot Swingate Farmers’ Alliance, favor- 
ing House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the officers and members of Grange No. 363, of 
Tioga County; also, of Grange No. 365, Sullivan County; also, of 
Grange No. 929, of Tioga County; also, of Grange No. 454, of thesame 
county; also, of Grange No, 334, of Clinton County; also, of Grange 
No. 274, of the same county; also, of Grange No. 989, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania, for the restoration of silver as a money metal—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measares. 
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By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Mary A. Graybeal for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of Wilkes-Barre Council, No. 487, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; also, of Shickshinny Coun- 
cil, No, 203, same organization, Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. RAY: Memorial of Grange No. 153, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, asking for the restoration of silver 
as a money metal—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Producers’ Protective Association, 
at Warren, Pa., for the passage of certain amendments to the inter- 
state-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of officers and 
members of Grange No 463, Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for the free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Affidavits in support of pension 
claim of Sarah Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 101, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, Susquehanna County; also, of Grange 876, same organization, 
of Tioga County, Pennsylvania, in favor of increased circulation—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 20, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is no quorum present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri raising the 
question of the presence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Edmunds, 
Allison, Farwell, 
Barbour, Frve, 
Bate, Gorman, 
Berry,, Hale, 
Blackburn, Harris, 


* MeMillan, 
McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Manderson, Turpie, 
Mitchell, Vance, 

Morgan, Vest, 

Morrill, Walthall. 
Cameron, Hawley, Paddock, Washburn, 
Casey, Higgins, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Reagan, 

Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Shoup, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I was requested to state that the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. SANDERS] is absent on account of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have responded to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the credentials of LELAND STAN- 
FORD, chosen by the Legislature of California a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 


Stewart, 


IRRIGATION INVESTIGATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senatea communication from 
the Acting Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, as a part of the in- 
formation called for by Senate resolution of December 8, 1890, the 
report of progress work for November and December, with map, pro- 
files, and appendix, showing surface elevations and the water plane 
beneath, prepared by Edwin 8. Nettleton, chief engineer of artesian 
and underflow investigation, and by W. W. Follett, the assistant en- 
gineer; which was referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the General As- 
sembly of Colorado, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
| lard bill and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill: 

which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Lawrence Grace, contractor, and 
14 other contractors and builders, praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Maryland, Ohio, 
and Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of measures looking to the 
opening of negotiations to secure increased trade relations with Canada; 
which wexe referred to the select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Indian citizen- 
ship committee, praying for the immediate extension of the ordinary 
laws of the land over the Indian reservations; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 
The petition of H. D. Wagner and other business men of Hinckley, 
Ii; 
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Petition of the Pacific Coast Board of Commerce, of San Francisco, 
Cal. ; 

Petition of over 100 of the prominent mercantile firms and business 
men of New Orleans, La. ; 

Petition of the Board of Trade of the city of Lynchburgh, Va.; 
Petition of James A. Kirkpatrick and 64 other citizens of Sparta, 
Tl, ; 

Petition of the Foster Stove Company, of Ironton, Ohio; 

Petition of the Shreveport Board of Trade, Shreveport, La. ; 

Petition of the Brewers’ Association, Buffalo, N. Y.; 

Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. ; 

Petition of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of New Orleans, 
La.; 

Petition of F. W. Harding and 22 other leading business men of 
Monmouth, Ill. ; 

Petition of McCormick & Spence and other leading business men and 
citizens of Dallas, Tex.; and 

Petition of the Madison Stove Company, of Madison, Ind. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of C. Emanuel and 33 other 
citizens of Jacksonville, Tex., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN. I present a petition of the Producers’ Protective 
Association, of Bradford, Pa., praying, first, that in penalties for con- 
victions under the interstate-commerce law the fines should go to the 
prosecutor; second, that carriers of refined oil or turpentine should 
charge no more for carriage in tanks than in wooden packages or barrels 
in carloads; third, remonstrating against any change or abridgment of 
the fifth section of the interstate-commerce law; and, fourth, stating 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission has proved inadequate to 
prevent discriminations. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of George W. Hilton, Mrs. M. 
Davis, and 24 other citizens of Bremen, Me., praying for the passage 
of the bill providing for the appointment of a commission on the sub- 
ject of social vice; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill and praying for the pas- 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Memorial of 21 members of Local Union No. 1905 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Cole County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 57 members of Local Union No. 2952 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Franklin County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 1997 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Gasconade County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 45 members of Local Union No. 632 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Henry County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 27 membe: of Local Union No. 3122 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Jackson County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 1312 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Jasper County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 1939 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Laclede County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 38 members of Local Union No. 3129 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Lafayette county, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 1972 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Lewis County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 13 members of Local Union No. 45 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Livingston County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 18 members of Local Union No. 1692 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of McDonald County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 50 members of Local Union No. 740 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Macon County, Missouri; ; 

Memorial of 36 members of Local Union No. 860 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Maries County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 20 members of Local Union No. 455 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Marion County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 14 members of Local Union No. 966 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Moniteau County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 16 members of Local Union No. 1702 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Montgomery County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 19 members of Local Union No. 2932 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Montgomery County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 31 members of Local Union No. 2506 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 30 members of Lecal Union No. 930 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 49 members of Local Union No. 98 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 32 members of Local Union No. 2602 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Monroe County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 32 members of Local Union No. 1000 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Oregon County, Missouri; 
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Memorial of 34 members of Local Union No. 3063 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pettis County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 46 members of Local Union No. 2534 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Phelps County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 23 members of Local Union No. 346 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri. 

Memorial of 17 members of Local Union No. 2704 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 31 members of Local Union No 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 39 members of Local Union No. 768 
and Laborers’ Union, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 14 members of Local Union No, 3219 
and Laborers’ Union, of Platte County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 24 members of Local Union No, 2677 
and Laborers’ Union, of Saline County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 22 members of Local Union No. 3407 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Scotland County, Missouri; 

Memorial of 27 members of Local Union Ne. 2050 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of Texas County, Missouri 

Memorialof 58 members of Local Union of the 'armersand Laborers’ 
Union of the State of Missouri; 

Memorial of 77 members of Local Union No. 390 of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Carroll County, Missouri; and 

Memorial of 36 members of Local Union No. 44 of the 
and Laborers’ Union, of McDonald County, Missouri. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of numerous citizens of Min- 
nesota and other Northwestern States, praying for unrestricted reci- 
procity with Canada; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Relations with Canada. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of a free coinage bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 189 members of the 
Baptist Church of Waverly, lowa, praying for the passage of a bill 
prohibiting the opening of any exposition on Sunday where appropri- 
tions of the United States are expended; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select), 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of I. S. Tracy and 28 other 
citizens of Buffalo County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Producers’ Protective Associa- 
tion, producers of petroleum, praying for amendments to the inter- 
state-commerce law as affecting petroleum, remonstrating against any 
amendments affecting the pooling of freights, praying for government 
control of all transportation lines, and expressing opposition to cor- 
porate oppression; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the legislative committee of the Na- 
tional Farmers’ Alliance, praying for the report from committee of 
Senate bills Nos. 2806 and 2876, embodying what is known as the sub- 
treasury plan; which was reterred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maryland, pray- 
ing that when Canada evinces a desire to enter into such commercial 
relations with the United States as to result in the partial or complete 
removal of all duties, the President shall be empowered to appoint 
commissioners to meet those from Canada in furtherance of the proj- 
ect; which was referred to the Select Committee on Relations with 
Canada. 

Mr. DAVIS presented petitions of citizens of Fergus Falls, Grove 
City, Lyle, and Long Prairie, in the State of Minnesota, praying for 
the passage of a law giving to the several States authority to control 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, etc.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Perry Farmers’ Alliance, No. 601, of 
Perry, Lac-qui-Parle County, Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ken- 
tucky, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptey bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Claiborne & Son and other citi- 
zens of Pulaski County, Missouri; a petition of the St. Louis (Mo. ) 
Coffin Company; and a petition of Benton White and other citizens ot 
Boone County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN, I present a memorial of the senate of the State of 
Washington, setting forth somewhat in detail the quantity of public 
lands generously granted by the United States to that State upon its 
admission into the Union; and further stating that by reason of the 
rapid settlement upon and absorption of the public domain the pub- 
lic surveys are anticipated, so that as rapidly as surveyed they are ap- 
propriated by the actual settlers, and no opportunity of selection is left 
the State; and thatin order to enable the State to availitself of the 
generosity of the Government, reservations of the public lands must be 
made out of which such selections can, upon survey, be made. 

To accomplish this object, a proposed bill to be enacted by Congress 
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is incorporated in the memorial. I ask thatthis memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a memorial of the Legislavare of Colorado, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill and praying 
for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of 8. P. Gregory and 22 other 
citizens of Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill. 

I observe that the petition follows what I will now read: 


LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE OF THE VIRGINIA STATE GRANGE. 


Dear Str: By direction of the State Grange of Virginia we herewith hand 
you blank petitions. Please cireulate; getas many signatures as possible, and 
forward to the undersigned. 

A personal letter from each person in your neighborhood to their Congress- 
men and Senators asking a hearty support of this measure will be much more 
effective 

When petition is signed tear off above dotted line. Write names on both 


sides, and add paper if needed 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, 
Secretary Legislative Commitlee, P. O. Box 33, Washington, D. C. 


t appears that they failed to tear off what was above the dotted lines. 

I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. FARWELL presented the following petitions, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table: 

Petition of Fred. Gangloff and 28 other citizens of Jersey County, 
Illinois; and 

Resolutions, Lodge No. 3809, of Jersey County, Illinois. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the petition 
I presented yesterday, signed by a large number of prominent and lead- 
ing business men and firms of New York and New Jersey, and also a 
petition signed by 387 business men, firms, and corporations of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania, and in the principal cities on the lakes, praying for 
the passage of a resolution providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to consider the best methods of extending the trade relations 
between the United States and Canada was referred to the Select 
Committee on Relations with Canada, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The motion made yesterday was 
submitted under a misapprehension. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and the petition was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colnmbia, 
to whom was referred an amendnient, submitted by himself February 
13, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
ported it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Washington L. Par- 
vin and Henry A. Greene, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereor. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1234) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R, 5860) for the relief of Andrew J. Blackstone, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5861) for the relief of George Farwalt, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Stueber, reported it with amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
back a memorial of ex-soldiers and marines of Kentucky, respecting 
civil-service appointments, etc., which, under some misapprehension, 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It should go to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. We ask to be dis- 
charged, and that the memorial be referred to that committee. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6019) for the relief of Luther M. Blackman, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9496) for the relief of Martha D. Gunnison, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Wotcott February 16, in- 
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tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, reported 
it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and that it be printed; which was agreed to.. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 98) pro- 
viding for the greater security of the public buildings in the District 
of Columbia and their contents from destruction or damage by fire, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5013) to amend the charter of the Rock 
Creek Railway Company, of the District of Columbia, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on eaten 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 5111) to establish a free public 
and departmental library and reading room; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I present an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which I 
move be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, without printing, as I think it will be 
reported upon at once, and it can be printed afterwards, of course. 

The motion was to. 

Mr.TURPIE. Isubmit, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. Voorness], 
who is ill at his residence in this city, an amendment which he in- 
tends to propose to the deficiency appropriation bill. I move theamend- 
ment be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the —— appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ig CALL sabmitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred ta 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
raittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred an amendment 
submitted this day by Mr. DoLpn to the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it be printed; which 
was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERsON, 
its Clerk, announced thatthe House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases 
at Hot Springs, Ark., and for other purposes, agreed to the confer- 
ence asked -by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Payson, Mr. HALL, and Mr. McRAr 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: 

74 bill (S. 557) for the relief of H. J. Cheney; 








1891. 








A bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; and 
A bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BELLIS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If there are no resolutions, I wish to ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 4897) to provide 
for the inspection of vessels carrying export cattle from the United 
States to foreign countries, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
there is no further morning business that order is closed, and the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. [rose toask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed for half an hour to the consideration of private pension bills un- 
objected to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont has just 
asked unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
indicated by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wished to make a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill of much interest to the cattle and farming inter- 
ests of the country, but I have no right, I think, to insist upon it 
against the request of my friend from Minnesota, and I yield the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ithinkit very important that the private pension bills 
should be disposed of to-day. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Minnesota to proceed to the consideration of pension bills 
on the Calendar unobjected to? The Chair hears none, and the first 
bill of this class on the Calendar will be stated. 

HENRY A. KING. 

The bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It propose to place on the pen- 
sion roll of the United States the name of Henry A. King, late private 
of the Clay County (West Virginia) Independent Scouts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA AGAN, 

The bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name of Ira 
Agan, late a corporal Company C, Second Regiment United States Dra- 
goons, on the pension rolls. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH H, PHILP. 


The bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philp was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name 
of Sarah H. Philp, widow of Thomas Kinrade, late a member of Com- 
pany K, Second Ohio Cavalry, on the pension roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read as indicated. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER January 31, 1891: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11243) grant- 


ees to Sarah H. Philp, have examined the same and report: 


report on which this bill was passed by the House is concurred in, and 

is as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philp, submit the following report: 

“Sarah H. Philp was the wife of Thomas Kinrade, a member of Company K, 
Second Ohio Cavalry, and who died from injuries received in line of duty April 
3,1862. She was granted a pension by certificate 5631, which was paid to her 
until Mareh 9, 1864, when she married William Philp, with whom she lived un- 
til his death several years ago, since which time she remaineda widow, and 
has supported herself by teaching. She has no other means of support, and is 
now advanced in years. 


“Your committee therefore recommend that her name be restored to the pen- 
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws."’ 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER EVANS. 


The bill (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Alexan- 
der Evans, of Louisville, Ky., a soldier of the Mexican war, the sum of 
$25 a month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET HAWKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion roll the name of Margaret Hawkins, widow of William Haw- 
Saen, who was a privatein Capt. Alexander M. Houston’s company of 
Illinois Mounted Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and to pay her 
a pension of $20 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH HURST. 


The bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst was con- 
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sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Hannah Hurst, widow of William Green, who 
was a soldier in Company I, of the [Llinois Mounted Volunteers in the 
Mexican war, and to pay her a pension at $3 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
EUGENE A. OSBORN. 
The bill (H. R. 11311) granting an increase of pension to Eugene A. 


Osborn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Eugene A. Osborn, late a private in Com- 
pany A, of the Third Regiment of Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, to $60 per 
month; but if he shall become totally blind his pension is to be rated 
in accordance with the provisions of general laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SUSAN WOOD. 


The bill (H. R. 12647) granting a pension to Susan Wood was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Susan Wood, a dependent sister of the late Isaac J. Wood, a private 
in Company C, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, on the pension roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE BRANIGAN, 


The bill (H. R,. 11877) for the relief of Jane Branigan was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion roll, at $12 per month, the name of Jane Branigan, widow of John 
Bb. Maxwell, late private of Company G, of the Thirtieth Regiment ot 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, she having been remarried to Arthur Brani- 
gan, who subsequently died, leaving her without any means of support. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA M. HARRIMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman 
was considered asin Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to placeon 
the pension roll the name of Matilda M. Harriman, widow of William 
Harriman, late of Company F, One hundred and seventieth Regiment 
of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA HORRELL. 

The bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Anna Horrell, daughter of Robert Horrell, late captain of Company 
A, Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension 
roll at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY H. KNOPP. 


The bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to Henry H. Knopp was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Henry H. Knopp, late a member of the Ohio 
Militia, called into active service during the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA S. SHUMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna S. Shuman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Anna 8. Shuman, late a nurse in the war 
of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. R. MARTIN 

The bill (H. R. 9724) granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary A. R. Martin, widow of John Martin, 
a soldier of the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

NANCY J. KNETSAR, 

The bill (H. R. 13080) to grant a pension to Nancy J. Knetsar 
Moline, Ill., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 


, ol 


| amendment, in line8, after the words “‘ rateof,’’ tostrike out ‘‘twenty 
| andinsert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Nancy Jane 
Knetsar, widow of James Knetsar, who was 2 soldier in Capt. Daniel Powell's 
company, in the First Regiment, commanded by Col. Hosea Pierce, in the Black 
Hawk war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was acreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

rhe bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL HENDRICKS, 


The bill (H, R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Joel Hendricks, who was enrolled Juiy 2, 1832, 
in Capt. James Orr’s company of cavalry of Indiana Militia, in the Black 
llawk war, and mustered out of service with that company August 12, 
1832, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS CRAWFORD. 

The bill (11. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, 

Ky., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 


crease the pension now paid, under certificate No. 3920, to Thomas | 


Crawford, of Louisville, Ky., a soldier in the war between the United 
States and Mexico, to $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. MATHIS 

The bill (H, R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to William 
J}, Mathis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension roll the name of William J. Mathis, late a 
soldier of Company E, Second Indiana Infantry, during the Mexican 
war, and to pay him a monthly pension of $20, in lieu of the amount 
now paid him under certificate No, 9545. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. LOUISA M. GORDON. 


The bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Mrs. Louisa M, Gordon, formerly widow of Monroe B. 
Pulliam, first lieutenant and commissary Eleventh Regiment of Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, United States Army, on the pension roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Head was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William H. Head, late a soldier 
in Company G, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, during the 
Mexican war, and to pay him $16 a month, in lieu of the amount now 
paid him under certificate No. 16621. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS D. TERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 12704) granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Lewis D. Terry, late a member of Capt. 
Joe McClintock’s company of State Guards, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. YOUNGER. 


The bill (H. R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 
pension roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Younger, late 
of Company E, Forty-eighth Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. RACHEL WRIGHT. 
The bill (H. R. 7788) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs, Rachel Wright, mother of Charles Wright, 
late a teamster in the United States Army, at $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY SISSON. 

The bill (H. R. 13056) granting a pension to Henry Sisson was an- 
nounced as next in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not see how that bill comes to be on the Calen- 
dar. Letit be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That bill may justas well be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions It is a House bill, which has not been referred to 
or acted upon by the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same fact strikes me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BLAIR. There was a Senate bill for the relief of the same per- 
son, which was reported by the committee and was earlier on the Cal- 
endar. This bill has been passed by the House, and it appears on the 
Calendar, as in other cases where a Senate bill has been reported on the 
same subject, without the House bill having been referred formally to 
the committee. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has taken 
special interest in this case, and is personally informed as to the facts. 
He has the papers in the case, but he is not present. I mentioned it 
to him the other day. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR, Yes, let it be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want this bill to be considered as passed 
over without prejudice. This is an effort to pension the son of a man 
who was in the war of 1812, and that was all. Heisanold man, and 
I do not think he is entitled to a pension simply because he is poor. 
He was not in the service directly or indirectly himself, and I want to 
enter my protest against the bill being considered at this session. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no personal knowledge of the facts, but the Sen- 
ator from Kansas has. I spoke to him of the opposition of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] the other day, and he said he desired 
to see the Senator. He isoutof tbe Chamber now. I hope in his ab- 
sence no prejudice may happen to the case. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not do so without adistinct understanding 
that the bill shall not be called up and considered unless Iam in the 
Senate Chamber. I am obliged to be out a great deal now on confer- 
ence committees, and I do not want the bill taken up in my absence. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggested the matter to the Senator from Kansas, in 
order that he might consult with the Senator from Missouri. The bill 
will not be disposed of unless the Senator is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With that understanding, the bill may go over 
without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 

WILLIAM A, OSBORN. 


The bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension rolls the name of William A. Osborn, late a private Company 
E, First Regiment Maine Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY HYDE. 


The bill (H. R. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hyde was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Mrs. Mary Hyde, widow of Calven C. 
Hyde, late private First Kansas Battery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENOS J. SEARLES. 


The bill (H. R. 1254) increasing the pension of Enos J. Searles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with amend- 
ments, in line 7, before the word “‘dollars,’”’ to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ and at the end of the bili to add “‘and to pay 
said pension to the legally constituted guardian of said Searles;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension now paid to Enos J. — 
Company L, Fifth ment Ohio Velontour Cavalry, to the sum of $25 
month, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the _——* laws, an to 
pay said pension to the legally constituted guardian of said 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TUNIS 8S. DANFORD, 


The bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis S. Danford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Tunis 8, Danford, late a private Company G, 
Seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH A. BLAIR. 


The bill (H. R. 2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Joseph A. Blair, late Company C, Seventh Kentucky Cav- 

| alry, now of Lyons, Kans. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN GUFFEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Ellen Guffey, a hospital 
nurse, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
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place on the pension roll the name of Ellen Guffey, a hospital nurse, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bi!l was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL A, HOLDREN. 


The bill (H, R. 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Joel A. Holdren, of Huntington County, 
Indiana, as the blind and dependent brother of Benjamin F. Holdren, 
deceased, late a private of Company K, in the Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABSALOM M. WOLF. 


The bill (H. R. 13174) to grant a pension to Absalom M. Wolf, of 
Mier, Ind., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension rolls the name of Absalom M. Wolf, of 
Mier, Grant County, Indiana, the dependent father of William Wolf, 
deceased, late a private soldier in Company L, of the Forty-first Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers in the war of the rebellion, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. WHITACRE. 


The bill (H. R. 12902) to increase the pension of George W. Whitacre, 
of Huntington, Ind., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to increase the pension of George W. Whitacre, of the city 
of Huntington, in the State of Indiana, late a private in Company F, of 
the Forty-seventh Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the 
rebellion, and to pay him, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension law as to any future increase. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMBROSE B, CARLTON, 


The bill (H. R. 13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Ambrose B. Carlton, late a corporal in 
Company F,, Second Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in the Mexican 
war, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension 
of $8 per month he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MORGAN D, LANE. 

The bill (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D. Lane was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Morgan D. Lane, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment of 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HORACE B, SEELEY. 


The bill (H. R. 12316) granting an increase of pension. to Horace B. 
Seeley, captain Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infan- 
try Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to increase the pension of Horace B. Seeley, late a captain of 


Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, 
to $50 per month; but nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent 


a further increase of pension by the Pension Office upon proof that the 


disability has increased. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON M. RICE. 

The bill (H. R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
M. Rice was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to Washington M. Rice a monthly pension of $20, in lieu of the 
amount now paid him, for service in the Louisville Legion during the 
war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. RUTH M. ALLEN, 


The bill (H. R. 8913) inereasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


sum of $12 a month, in lieu of the amount now paid her as pension. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. POLLY. 


The bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Polly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Thomas J. Polly, late a soldier 
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| in the war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 a month, in 
lieu of the amount now paid him under certificate No. 7627. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
} 4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


5) 
ALLEN J. MAKER, 














The bill (H. R. 12741) to increase the pension of Allen J. Maker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Allen J, Maker, late of Company I, Fourth Maine Infantry, 
irom $24 to $10 per month, but this act shall not deprive the benefi- 
ciary of the right to apply for and have granted him an increase of pen- 

sion under the general laws relating thereto. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HETTY A. HASSON, 





The bill (H. R. 13140) granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Hetty A. Hasson, widow of Alexander bs. Has- 
son, late a surgeon, United States Army, and to increase her pension 
from $25 a month to $40 a month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ERASTUS D. BUTLER. 

The bill (H. R. 11454) increasing the pension of Erastus D. Butler, 
of Togus, Me., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to increase the pension of Erastus D. Butler, late of Company E, 
Thirteenth Vermont Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN ¥. WHIPPLE 

The bill (H. R. 13300) granting an inerease of pension to John F, 
Whipple was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of John F. Whipple, late of Company L, First 
Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, to $40 per month; but noth- 
ing in this act shall be construed so as to deprive him of any increase 
of pension to which he might otherwise be entitled under any general 
law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH 

The bill (H. R. 11077) granting pension to Sarah Hutchins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Sarah Hutchins, dependent mother of Robert 
H. Hutchins, late of Company L, First Vermont Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHBE 


HUTCHINS, 


S. CURTIS. 
The bill (H. R. 10874) to pension Phebe S. Curtis was announced 
as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


Let that bill be passed over. 
The VICE PR 


ESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over. 
MARY SWIFT. 

The bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
pension roll the name of Mary Swift, formerly the widow of Stephen 
| Bradshaw, late a private in Company B, Eleventh Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH TRUAX. 

The bill (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion roll the nameof Elizabeth Truax, dependent sister of Henry Truax, 
late a private of Company C, in the Twenty-second Regiment of Indi- 
| ana Volunteers, and to pay to ber $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY B. PECK. 
| The bill (H.R. 13138) to pension Mary b. Peck, widow of Maj. James 
S. Peck, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Bb. Peck, widow of James 
S. Peck, late major of the Seventeenth Reviment of Vermont Volun- 
teers, and to pay her a pension as the widow of a major in lieu of the 
pension as the widow of a first lieutenant, which she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ADELINE S. WILBUR. 

The bill (H. R. 13213) to pension Mrs. Adeline S. Wilbur was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
peusion rolls the name of Mrs. Adeline 8S. Wilbur, widow of Charles 
H. Wilbur, late of the ship Edward, Mexican war, and to allow her a 
pension of $8 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE JAMES, 


The bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to George James was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension rolls the name of George James, of Long Plain, Mass., late 
cooper on the whaleship Edward, in the Mexican war, and to pay him 
a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, aud passed. 

ALICE 0. LEIGHTON. 

The bill (H. R. 12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow 
of Everett W. Leighton, deceased, Company C, Thirteenth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alice O. Leighton, 
widow of Everett W. Leighton, deceased, late of Company C, of the Thir- 
teenth New Hampshire Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA SOUTHWICK BRINTON. 

The bill (H. R. 13074) granting a pension to Emma Southwick Brin- 
ton was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Emma Southwick Brinton, a nurse in 
the late war of the rebellion, and to pay hera pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOLOMON MAVYBERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 13329) granting a pension to Solomon Mayberry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Solomon Mayberry, foster father of George 
L. Brown, late a private in Company E, Eighth Regiment of Maine 
Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORENCE PETIGREW LITHGROW. 

The bill (H. R. 13298) granting a pension to Florence Petigrew Lith- 
grow, an army nurse, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Florence Peti- 
grew Lithgrow, an army nurse, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. WOOD FURGESON. 


The bill (H. R. 13297) granting a pension to Martha A. Wood Fuar- 
geson, an army nurse, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place the name of Martha A. Wood Furgeson, an army 
nurse, upon the pension rolls, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE A. BURGHARDT. 


The bill (H. R. 13295) granting a pension to Caroline A. Burghardt, 
was cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Caroline A. Burghardt, an army nurse, upon the pension 
rolls, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ELLIS, 


The bill (H. R. 10611) granting a pension to Mary Ellis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion rollthenameof Mary Ellis, of Griffin, Spaulding County, Georgia, 
who is the widow of Capt. James T. Ellis, in the Creek Indian war of 
1836, and to allow her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER SCOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 12531) granting a pension to Walter Scott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Walter Scott, formerly a private in Capt. Wil- 
liam Robinson’s Company, General Benjamin Patterson’s command, 
in the Creek war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILLIE A. RITENOUR. 

The bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Millie A. Ritenour, a hospital nurse in the war of the rebellion, 
on the pension rolls, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MERIDY SMITH, 

The bill (H. R. 13061) increasing the pension of Meridy Smith, a Revo- 
lutionary pensioner, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

THOMAS T. HICKEY. 


The bill (H. R. 12068) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 
Hickey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay Thomas T. Hickey a monthly pension of $12, in lieu of the amount 
now paid him, under certificate numbered 11719, as a survivor of the 
Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA L. HAMMER. 


The bill (H.R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Hammer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Maria L. Hammer, a hospital nurse during 
the war of the rebellion, from $12 per month to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. BOGGS. 


The bill (H. R. 13200) to increase the pension of William M. Boggs 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of William M. Boggs, late sergeant major 
of the company of California Mounted Volunteer: commanded by Capt. 
William A. T. Maddox, of the United States Marine Corps, in the Mex- 
ican war of 1846, at $12 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving under certificate numbered 9731. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. HOLL. 


The bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of William P. Holl, the father of William P. 
Holl, jr., first lientenant of Company K, Seventy-second Regiment of 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTIAN C. WHISTLER. 


The bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place 
the name of Christian C. Whistler on the pension rolls, he being the 
father of William A. Whistler, who wasa member of Company F, Ninth 
Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE J. CRAFT. 

The bill (H. R. 12525) granting a pension to Caroline J. Craft was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Caroline J. Craft, a sister of David L. Craft, late of Company 
D, Eighth Pennsylvania Reserves, and Company K, Sixth Regiment 
United States Infantry, deceased, upon the pension rolls at $25 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


GEORGE W. JENKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 13029) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of George W. Jenkins, late a private in Com- 
pany G, Forty-third Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY SHOTWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs, Nancy Shotwell, late widow of Arthur 
Stotts, a soldier in the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. DUBRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 13205) to grant a pension to Mary E. Dubridge was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the nameof Mary E. Dubridge, widow of Francis Dubridge, 
late a private of marines, who in the Marine Corps on the 23d 
of January, 1836, and was discharged therefrom January 22, 1840, and 
served in the Florida war, to be paid a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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NANCY F. GLENN. 

The bill (H. R. 11349) to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Nancy F. Glenn, widow of Robert A. Glenn, 
who was a private in Capt. William C. Rall’s company in the Fourth 
Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, which was commanded by Col. Samuel 
M. Thompson in the Black Hawk war, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EVELINE BRITTON. 

The bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Eveline Britton, mother 
of John Britton, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the report be read in that case. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


CATHARINE M’ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Catharine McRoberts 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


the pension roll the name of Catharine McRoberts, the widow of James | 
McRoberts, of Capt. Lemuel! Ford’s company of United States Mounted | 


Rangers in the Black Hawk war, at $12 a month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. AGNES B. COLLINS. 
The bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Agnes 
B. Collins was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension roll the name of Agnes B. Collins, widow of Joseph | 


B. Collins, late a major and brevet colonel of the United States Army, 
and to pay her a pension of $25 per month as 2 major’s widow, in lieu 
of the pension now drawn by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH P. SATTERFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Elizabeth P. Satterfield, widow of John R. Satterfield, late a 
soldier in the Black Hawk war, on the pension roll at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. WALLACE. 


The bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 


the pension roll at $8 per month the name of Andrew J. Wallace, of 


Chesterfield County, South Carolina, late a soldier in the Florida war. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH MOUNTS. 


The bill (H. R. 13471) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mounts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Elizabeth Mounts, widow of Joseph 
Mounts, late of Capt. C. 8S. Maddings’s company, Third Regiment IIli- 
nois Volunteers, Black Hawk war, and to pay her a pension of $12 a 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY ALLHORN. 


The bill (H. R. 13337) granting a pension to Henry Allhorn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Henry Allhorn, late a private in Company D, 
First Regiment United States Infantry, in the Florida war, at $20 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA TENNERY. 


The bill (H. R. 12009) to grant a pension to Martha Tennery, widow 
of James H. Tennery, of Captain Griflin’s company, First Illinois 
Militia, Black Hawk war, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It runes to place on the pension rolls the name of Martha Tennery, 
widow of James H. Tennery, deceased, late a private in Capt. Robert 
Griffin’s company, First Ilinois Militia, in the Black Hawk war, and 
to allow her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A, PHELPS. 


The bill (H. R. 10990) granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion rolls the name of Sarah A. Phelps, widow of William L. Odell, 

of Company E, Second Tennessee Regiment Volunteers, she hav- 

ing, after the death of William L. Odell, married William A. Phelps, 
who died on the 25th day of October, 1887. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


B. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll, at $8 per month, the name of B. Jones, of South Carolina, late a 
private of Captain Chestnut’s company of mounted men, South Caro- 
lina Volunteers of the Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENNIE MAY 
ill (H. R. 13030) granting a pension to Jennie May Cain was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Jennie May Cain, the imbecile and invalid 
daughter of Edwin C. Cain, deceased, late a private in Company EF, 
One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, 
and to pay a pension of $18 per month to her legally appointed guar- 
dian 
} 


Ihe bill was reported to the 
4h} 
I 


ordered to 


CAIN, 


The |} 


Senate without amendment, ordered to 


rd reading, read the third time, and pa 


a 


sec 
FRANCES E. BIDWEI 

The bill (H. R. 10323) to pension Frances EF 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


Bidwell was considered 
It proposes to place on the pension roll 





the name of Frances E. Bidwell, daughter of Daniel D. Bidwell, late 
brigadier general United States volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


JOHN D. TERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Terry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of John D. Terry, formerly a sergeant of Company 
E, Twenty-third Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, and also a 
first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster Thirty-fifth Regiment 
United States Colored Troops, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARITIME CANAL 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty cf the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (S. 4827) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ approved 
February 20, 1889. 


d to 


COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the pending order be informally laid 
aside. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will ask unanimous consent, | 


shall not object for fifteen or twenty minutes, in order that the pension 
bills may be considered. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. PLATT. How long will the bills take’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The consideration of the pension bills will be 
subject to call for the regular order at any time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the unfinished 
business will be informa!ly laid aside and the consideration of unob- 
jected pension bills continued. The Chair hears no objection. 

SARAH STEEDMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 12973) granting a pension to Sarah Steedman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Sarah Steedman, widow of Charles Steedman, 
| late a rear admiral in the United States Navy, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH WOLCOTT, 





ment, ordered to 





The bill (H. R. 12645) to place on the pension rolls the nameof Eliz- 
abeth Wolcott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Wolcott, 
formerly Elizabeth Stoddard, widow of Jonathan Stoddard, late of 
Company F, Thirty-fifth Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GENERAL W. J. 


ordered to 


LANDRAM. 

The bill (H. IR. 12402) for the benefit of General W. J. Landram was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of W. J. Landram, formerly colonel of the Nine- 
teenth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and afterwards pro 
moted to the rank of brigadier general by brevet, and to grant him a 
pension of $50 per month during his natural life, in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES H. WALTON. 


The bill (H. R. 7813) to place the name of James H. Walton on the | 


pension rolls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the name ‘‘ James H. Walton,’’ to insert 
late a private in Captain Lauderdale’s company of Tennessee Mounted 
Militia;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to place the name of James H. Walton, late a privatein Captain | 


lLauderdale’s company of Tennessee Mounted Militia, on the pension rolis, at 
the rate of $15 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion law 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MES. MARY JANE MALLORY. 


The bill (H. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mra. Mary Jane Mal- 
Jory, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease, from $12 to $25 per month, the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane 
Mallory, who is the widow of asoldier of the war of 1812, is eighty-two 
years of age, bas been contined to her bed for five years, and is totally 
blind. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. CALKINS, 

The bill (H. R. 12806) granting a pension to William D, Calkins, 
Company A, One hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, was 
coasidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll, at $40 per month, the name of William D, Calkins, 
late of Company A, One hundred and eleventh Regiment of Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY 8. DAY. 

The bill (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Mary S. Day, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mary 8. Day, former widow of Jesse Day, late of the Fifteenth Ohio 
Battery, on the pension roll, and to pay hera pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


JOHN BRITTON, 


The bill (H. R 13041) increasing the pension of John Britton, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay John 
Britton, late captain of Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Cavalry, $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY C. BROUGHTON, 


The bill (H. R. 13442) granting a pension to Mary C. Broughton, was 
considered in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension rolls the name of Mary C, Broughton, widow of Capt. H. H. 
Hart, lateof Company C, Sixty-tirst Regiment of New York Volunteers, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGIANA SMITH, 


The bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, an 
army nurse, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Georgiana Smith upon the pension rolls and to 
pay hera pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MALINDA PORTER. 

The bill (H. R. 13242) granting a pension to Malinda Porter, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion rolls the name of Malinda Porter, mother of David S. Seldomridge 
late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, at $12 per 
month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. AGNES FINDLEY HALSEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4033) for relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who 
served as nurse in the late war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ‘It proposes to place 
upon the pension rolls the name of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who 
served asa trained nurse from March 14, 1862, to April 30, 1885, at 
$i2 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY JANE ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 13082) granting a pension to Mary Jane Allen was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
| pension roll the name of Mary Jane Allen, widow of George Allen, de- 
| ceased, late of Company B, Seventy-second Pennsylvania Regiment, 
| and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN H. DILL. 


The bill (H. R. 12145) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Dill, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of Edwin H. Dill, late a private in Company K, 

| Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY CONDY RINGOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringold, 
widow of George H. Ringold, late lieutenant colonel, deputy paymaster 
general United States Army, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to pay Mary Condy Ringold, widow of George H. 
Ringold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy paymaster general United 
States Army, a pension of $50 per month instead of the pension she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE DAWSON. 
1 


The bill (H. R. 13159) restoring the pension of Caroline Dawson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, after the words ‘‘directed to,’’ to strike out ‘‘restore 
to the pension roll,’’ and insert ‘‘ place;’’ and in line 6, after the word 
‘** volunteers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ to take effect from and after the passage 
of this act,’’ and insert ‘‘ on the pension rolls, subject to the rales and 
limitations of the pension laws;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Caroline Dawson, widow of C. L. 
Dawson, late assistant surgeon Of the fhirty-first lowa Volunteers, on the pen- 
sion rolls, subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET M. COPELAND, 


The bill (H. R. 7233) granting a pension to Margaret M. Copeland 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 4, after 
the word ‘‘rolls,’” to strike out ‘‘of the United’’ and insert “‘subject 
to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension Jaws, the name of Margaret M. Copeland, late 
oor of Lafayette Pickering, captain Company F, First Regiment Ohio Cav- 
airy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE FOX. 


The bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army 
nurse, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary Jane Fox, late volunteer 
army nurse, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY BROOKS. 


The bill (H. R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army nurse, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary Brooks, late volunteer army nurse, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH. CUMMINS. 

The bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name Hannah Cummins, widow of William Cummins, 
late a private in Captain Fordyce’s company of Ohio troops in the war 
of 1812, at $30 per month, in lieu of pension now being paid to her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 








1891. 





MARY B. COOK. 


The bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B. Cook was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary B. Cook, who was the widow of Henry 
W. Torbett, late second lieutenant of Company K, Eleventh Regiment 
United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. FREDERIKA B. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Frederika B. Jones, widow of the late brig. Gen. Roger 
Jones, on the pension roll, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Elizabeth Johnson, stepmother of John John- 
son, late of Company H, Seventy-first Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The bill was reporte1 to the Senate without amendment, ordered, to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 12864) granting a pension to Joseph Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension rolls the name of Joseph Smith, of Saline County, [llinois, 
late a soldier in the Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers in the 
Florida war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCELLUS A. STOVALL. 

The bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A, Stovall 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Marcellus A. Stovall, of Augusta, Ga., at 
$12 per month, he having been a private in the Richmond Blues, a 
company from Augusta, Ga., commanded by Capt. F. M. Robertson, 
in the Seminole Indian war in Florida in 1836. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C, YOUNG, 

The bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of William C. Young, late a private in Capt. N. 
P. Dodson’s company of Col. William Lindsey’s regiment of Tennes- 
see Volunteers of the Cherokee war of 1836 to 1838, and to allow him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. NANCY SPRINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Springer | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


the pension rolls the name of Nancy Springer, of Spalding County, | 


Georgia, widow of James M. Springer, late a private in Captain Mann’s 


company of Georgia troops, in the Creek Indian war of 1836, and to pay | 


her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A, JOINER. 


The bill (H. R. 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Sarah A. Joiner, » resident of Scottsborough, 
Ala., at $12 per month, on account of disability resulting from disease 
contracted while serving as a hospital nurse during the war of the re- 
bellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY BUCKLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary Buckland, the stepmother of Jerome 
G. Buckland, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment of Michigan In- 


fantry, and to grant her a pension at the same rete as if she was the | 


natural mother of said soldier. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN COTTON. 


The bill (H. R. 9493) granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, late a 
musician, Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Edwin Cotton, latea musician of the Twenty- 
fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RUTH E. FURGESON. 

The bill (H. R. 12305) granting a pension to Ruth E, Furgeson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
| name of Ruth E. Furgeson, former widow of S. J. Naylor, late Com- 
pany K, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry, on the pension roll, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELVIRA BROOKS, 

The bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elvira Brooks, widow 
| of Odney D. Brooks, late assistant sargeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Vol- 
unteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elvira Brooks, widow of Odney 
D, Brooks, late assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Volunteers, 
war of the rebellion. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

VALERIA B. ELLIOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 2139) for the relief of Valeria B. Elliott was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
roll, at $50 per month, the name of Valeria B. Elliott, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen. W. L. Elliott, United States Volunteers, and to pay 
her a pension in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SOLOMON R. 





RUCH, 
79 


The bill (H, R. 4722) granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Solomon R. Ruch, late a private in Company 
A, Fourteenth United States Infantry, at $18 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MORGAN ESDON,. 


The bill (H. R. 7524) granting pension to Mary Morgan Esdon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roils, at $12 a month, the name of Mary Morgan Esdon, of 
Barnet, Vt., on account of the service in the late war of her six sons, to 
wit: Andrew J. Morgan, service not known by mother; Charles Mor- 
gan, Company M, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers; Peter A. (alias George) 
Morgan, Company I, Seventeenth Vermont Volunteers; William Mor- 
gan, Company H, Eighth New Hampshire Volunteers; James Morgan, 
Company H, Eighth New Hampshire Volunteers; Ezra Morgan, Com- 
pany H, Eighth New Hampshire Volunteers, but more particularly on 
account of the service of Ezra, on whom she was a dependent mother. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





CELIA EICHELE, 


The bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Celia Eichele, daughter of Jacob Eichele, late 
| of Company F, Forty-fifth New York Volunteers, and sister of August 

Eichele, late captain Company A, First Regiment Missouri Reserve 
Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY D. JONES, 

The bill (H. R. 10858) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary D. Jones, late volunteer nurse during 
the civil war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET A. MYERS. 

The bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Margaret A. Myers, and to grant her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. 


FRANCIS LAMBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Dr. Francis Lambert, at $25 per month, late 

| @ surgeon in the Creek war. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’MULLIN. 


The bill (H. R, 5869) granting an increase of pension to James Me- 
Mullin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
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place on the pension roll the name of James McMullin, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, at $40 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT MOORE. 

The bill (H. R. 12550) to grant a pension to Robert Moore, of Kirk- 
wood, Ill., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension roll the name of Robert Moore, late a sol- 
dier in Alexander White’s company of Mounted Volunteers in the 
Black Hawk war, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP H. EMMERT. 

The bill (H. R.1738) granting a pension to Philip H. Emmert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Philip H. Emmert, latea private in Company 
D, Twenty-third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

XENOPHON PECK. 

The bill (H. R. 12400) granting an increase of pension to Xenophon 
Peck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Xenophon Peck, late a private in Battery EF, 
First ‘Regiment Ohio Light Artillery Volunteers, to $60 per month; 
but this act shall not be construed to prevent any further increase by 
the Pension Bureau to which the beneficiary may at any time become 
entitled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO R. HYATT. 


The bill (H. R. 13271) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Hyatt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to Alonzo R. Hyatt, late private of Company C, Thirty-eighth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD JARDINE. 


The bill (H.R. 10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Edward Jardine, late colonel and brevet brigadier general 
United States Volunteers, on the pension roll at $100 per month, in 
lieu of his present pension of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unobjected pension cases on the Cal- 
endar have been completed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
thelSth instant, approved and signed the act (S. 4814) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. ’’ 

The message also announced that the President had, on this day, ap- 
proved and signed the act (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON; 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following resolu- 
tions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound in cloth 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintend- 
ent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, together with the usual necessary progress sketches and illustra- 
tions; 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 


the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 copies of the tenth annual re- 
port of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompanying papers and 
Uustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of the series, of which 
“,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Ethnology. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Theregular order will be proceeded with. 
- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 4827) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ approved February 20, 1880. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the blank in section 9, on page 9, line 
26, may be filled with the word ** four,’’ which corresponds with the 
preceding word ‘‘ four.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 9, on page 9, line 26, in the third 
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subdivision, before the words “‘ per cent.,’’ itis proposed to fill the blank 
by inserting ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 

Third. The amount of $70,000,000 of shares to be issued to, and in the name of, 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, in such certificates as he may 
———. to be held in the Treasury as a pledge and security to the United 

tates for the repayment to the United States, on demand, of any sum or sums 
paid by it in pursuance of its guaranty on said bonds, with interest on the sums 
so paid from the date of payment at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, payable 
annually, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in the necessary absence, for rea- 
sons we all understand, of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations [Mr. SHERMAN], who reported this bill, it has fallen to be 
my duty for the time being to take charge of it. 

I only wish to say, first, that the subject with Senators who have 
been here for a half dozen years is not a new one. The whole subject 
of the national importance to the United States of having the kind of 
interest in the canal which this bill provides for bas been fully dis- 
cussed in the Senate, and by a vote only lacking four of two-thirds, 
when the proposition was in the form of treaty, passed this body. 

The report of the committee, Mr. President, which is on the tables 
of all Senators, and has been for two or three weeks, is a full, com- 
plete, and condensed statement of the considerations that led the com- 
mittee unanimously to recommend the passage of this bill in the care- 
ful form in which it is drawn. That report, I say, is so full that I do 
not feel called upon at this moment to take up the time of the Senate 
in going over again the grounds that are stated in the report and that 
were discussed and understood by Senators two, three, or four years 
ago when the treaty was before the Senate, especially so in view of the 
very complete and able observations of my friend from Alabama [ Mr. 
emeaarh who addressed the Senate on this subject the other day. 
Therefore, for the present, I do not think, speaking for the commit- 
tee, that I should occupy the time of the Senate in going over those 
grounds again and again. 

Mr.VEST. Mr. President, I approach the discussion of this question 
without any personal feeling whatever. My relations with some of the 
projectors of this enterprise have been exceedinglyintimate. Inthe list 
of directors I notice the name of Ex-Senator Joseph E. McDonald, who 
has been my warm personal and political friend since I have entered 
public life. I was a friend of Captain Eads. I believe him to be the 
greatest engineer this country has ever produced, if not the greatest in 
the history of the world; and while I never pretended to put my opin- 
ion before the public as worth anything in regard to the practicability 
of the Tehuantepec ship railway, I accepted, on account of my know!l- 
edge of what Captain Eads had done as an engineer, his opinion in re- 
gard to the possibility of constructing that great work. 

I introduced, at his request, as the RecorD will show, the first bill 
that came before the Senate for the construction of the Tehuantepec 
shiprailway. Itcontained no pledge, as I remember, of the Government 
credit. Two bills were afterwards introduced, one by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] and the other from the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate. In one of those bills it was provided that the 
Government should give itscredit to that enterprise when its practica- 
bility should be demonstrated by the construction of the railway and 
the carrying a loaded ship upon it from one ocean to the other. 

lt is not my purpose to discuss now the constitutionality of the 
action proposed in this bill, by which the Government of the United 
States indorses $100,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds for this company. 
So far as legislative action is concerned, thst matter is finished. In 
passing the bill for the Tehuantepec ship railway and in inaugurating 
and passing the bill which authorized the organizatioa of the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua we have, so far as the action of 
Congress can go, disposed of the question of the constitutionality of 
such legislation. It must be determined, if ever opened, in a judicial 
tribunal. Whatever may be the individual opinions of Senators, a 
large majority of both Houses of Congress have placed upon record 
their opinion that under the general commerce clause of the Consti- 
tution we had the right to authorize the organization of companies 
to construct a railway or a ship canal upon foreign soil. 

Another question is involved in the bill before the Senate, which is 
an exceedingly important one, and that is the effect of the proposed 
legislation upon our relations with the great English-speaking people 
ot Great Britain. 

Mr. President, I do not appeal to the prejudices which may exist in 
regard to our relations with Great Britain. It is easy enough and cheap 
enough to denounce Great Britain, to ask the American people to ac- 
cept with great allowance any proposition that comes from that quar- 
ter, and to Iéok with suspicion upon any legislation which does not 
antagonize the interests of that great empire. I have no reason to be 
the special advocate or friend of Great Britain in any regard. Neither 
by heredity, education, feeling, or sentiment can I be reasonably ac- 
cused of having any leaning or a. towards that people. As an 
intelligent man who has read history of Great Britain and of this 
country, I have no hesitation in declaring that the English people, like 
ourselves, are the most aggressive, not to say the most upon the 
face of the earth. Neither Great Britain nor the United States toler- 
ates opposition to its interests, if that opposition can be removed. 
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When we denounce Great Britain for the aggrandizing tendencies which 
it has exhibited in all its relations with foreign countries, we must re- | ® provision inserted by which Great Britain and the United States pledged their 
member that in ourselves are the same characteristics, coming from | faith, each to the other, that neither of them would ever colonize, annex, fortify, 
heredity and racial peculiarities which we could not eradicate if we | ©T exercise exclusive dominion over any portion of Central America. Afterthe 
ld terms of this treaty were agreed to by Clayton and Bulwer, Mr. Clayton re- 

would, . . " . fused to sign it until he could procure from two-thirds of the Senators a private, 
I stand here to-day, at the risk of misconstructior, to say that no pledge that they would ratify it, which being done, he signed the treaty and 
cala could come upon the world equal to a war between the United | set it to the Senate for ratification. 

. — G tB stale It ld ‘, t th every Mr. Douglas was the only man in the Senate who madeany acti 
States and Great britain. would destroy the commerce upon * | to the ratification of thetreaty. He opposed it upon the ground that he wanted 4.— 
ocean. It would involve both nations in antagonisms, difficulties, and | no partnerships with Great Britain in respect to the transit route; that such 
losses of which the least would be the loss of human life. No intel- | *partnership would be productive of constant misunderstandings and disputes, 

; look eh di t ithout idati No | instead of being a bond of peace ; and he urged that the Senate reject the treaty 
ligent man can 00 upon such a isas er withou trepi ation. NO | and call upon the Executive to send to the Senate the Hise treaty, that it might 
honest man, in my judgment, knowing the facts, would ever solicit such 


Mr. Clayton then negotiated with Sir Henry Bulwer the Clayton treaty, by 
which his scheme of a joint protection to the transit route was recognized and 


ve opposition 


be ratified, with such amendments as the Senate might see fit to make, in order 

aconjuncture. It becomes, then, of the very greatest importance that — we should have the exclusive « trol over the tr ansit route, an i might 
> . . . . e “ a ee open o the world on such terms as were compatible with merican inter- 
In considering this bill we should look to what are and have been ests. Mr. Douglas especially opposed the treaty upon the ground that he would 
the relations of Great Britain and the United States in regard to inter- | never enter into any compact with Great Britain or any other European powe: 
oceanic communication across the Isthmus. | in maees os the Americ an continent by which the faith of the nation should 
. . . ‘ > car pe pireagec ora me tocom neve tO annex or colonize such portions o ne 

Mr. President, it is easy enough to denounce the Clayton-Bulwer continent as our interest and safety would inevitably compel us to annex at 
treaty. I join in that denunciation. Never since I understood that | some future day. He did not desire to annex the country then, but insisted 
treaty have I been able to understand why Mr. Clayton caused the re- | that the time would come when we would be compelled to exercise jurisdiction 


- . . . - 5 over that transit route. All ol tion, h rever, tc the treaty p ed useles 
jection of the Hise treaty, which gave the United States absolute con- | 2) ‘arly the whole Senate had been committed to it privately te adwatee, and 
trol of the ship canal across the Isthmus, and went into a partnership, 


when the vote was taken there were but eight votes recorded in the negative 
diplomatically, with Great Britain, by which we divided the control | The treaty had been no sooner ratified then Great Britain di he laim that her 
. : protectorate was still in existence, recognized and acknowledged by th nited 
and management of that great enterprise. s 2 | Stetes, and she has from that day to this persisted in this claim to a protect 
I have in my possession a singular document which throws consider- | rate 
able light upon the contemporaneous history attending Mr. Clayton’s \li this occurred in secret session in 1350, and within the next three years I 
: : i we : - cS tried often to get the Senate to remove the injunction of secrecy so that! might 
action, and as it comes from a very distinguished source, from a man 


- 7 = . , publish my views. In 1853, three years afterwards, the English extended the I 
the mention of whose name once excited great political antagonism in | influence and took possession of Ruatan. Cass,in the Senate, began to get 


this country, but all of whose faults have been condoned by death and | Signinnes. os I —_ pees ted ae i come to pass. ¢ bas made @ apeet h 

. . 2 denouncing Clayton ant 16 treaty iis was occurring abou 16 time when 
who left to the American people, let us hope, only the memory of great | (),yton was retiring from the office of Secretary of State 
patriotism and great ability, I make no apology for placing it before 


Souldé entered into 


the discussion, and in the course of their speeches both he and Cass, forgetting 

the Senate. It is a document that came to the public press from Col. that the injunetion of secrec yhed not been removed, qu nod what add curred 

; ‘ s - . . " = auring the secret session 0 Jor (thereabouts obody interru pte nem anc 

J. Madison Cutts, the brother-in-law of Stephen A. Douglas, who was I thought now is the time to get my speech and my views before the public 

an in eo 10usenoid, and a e reques r. OugIAaS LOOK So I went to a Senator and said to him, **‘ Look here, Soulé and Cass are quot 

mate of his | hold, and at th yuest of Mr. Douglas took } ' 

down in writing his views upon public questions with an idea of fur- | ing what occurred in secret session; suppose you move the Senate to go into 

+ as sas : . . 1, | secret session and have the injunction removed so that they can do so The 
nishing his biography accurately to the American people after his death. 


~ on : 7 : Senator started up mischievousiy; Soulé apologized, said he was not aware 
Colonel Cutts states that ‘‘the following is Mr. Douglas’s exact lan- | that the injunction had not been removed; the Senate went into secret session, 


guage, and was dictated with a view of subsequent publication.’’ It | and the injunction was removed at 
is headed, ‘‘Central America—The Clayton-Bulwer treaty.’’ I will | _ Cl#yton retired from the office of Secretary of State, went back to Delaware, 
, « J+ i 


. | and said Cass had been abusing and slandering him, and that it was necessary 
ask the Secretary to read it. for him to reply in order to vindicate himself, promising to annihilate Cass 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: He was re-elected to the Senate, and could have annihilated Cass, forthe latter Ll 


had taken the wrong ground and Clayton was very powerful in debate. 
Cass vanished, said his wife wassick, and that he had to go home to Detroit 
‘ . ‘ : : Clayton came on ready with a speech, which would have just fitted Cass, and 
The oldest pos session which Great Britain claims ir Central America is tha asked where he was. He was told Cass’s wife was sick,and that he had gone 
which is known as the * Balize Settlement,” dividing Nicaragua and Honduras | jome, and then turning to me, said: ‘‘No matter, what he had to say could 
on the one side and the Mexican State of Yucatan on the other. equally be addressed to me as Cass’s follower.’ When Clayton got through I 
More than a century ago some British merchants sent out ships and cut and | made my speech, which used him up. I stated al! that I had previously said 
loaded them with logwood at the Balize, which at that time belonged to Spain. | jn the secret session, when the treaty was ratified, and good deal more. The / = 
In making a treaty of peace between Spain and England a clause was inserted < - 
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: . speech made a great impression upon the country, and gained me great fam 
continuing the permission to cut logwood without conveying any right of soil ond reputation. and the treaty has be en odious ever since. ’ 
or dominion to England. Under the permission to cut logwood England 
founded a settlement at the Balize, with no fixed or definite boundaries; and —— oe / ; 
she has enlarged and extended it from time to time, and organized it intoa col- Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I stated, I do not think that there is 
oan es peyng any attention to the territorial rights or boundaries of the | any considerable difference of opinion now among intelligent men in 
joining 


Soin iinceme tes Bentend pretended to have made a treaty with a small the United States who have giv en this matter any attention in regard 
tribe of Indians called the uitos, upon the coast of Central America, and to | t0 the impropriety of Mr. Clayton ever having made the Bulwer treaty 
have guarantied to the Indianethe protection of the British Government. Some | in 1850, but it is not a question as to whether that treaty should have 
years ago, perhaps twenty, the Briti vernment sent an agent to the Mos- The stir fore us now is as atti a 
quito coast and found an Indian boy—part Indian and part mulatto—who was | Deen made or not. The question before us now is as to the attitud 
said to have been the son of a Mosquito Indian chief, and took him over to | Of Great Britain in regard to that treaty, and what would be the re- 
ae ean had him as wo ite = Se seeuenen, teak him back | sult of our assuming it not to be in existence, and, without any con 
again to own country and put him in nominal possession of his alleged in- | ¢, s tre: sritai atever roceedipg lacria » an if the 
hecitance, but, in fact, under he direction and control of » British cornu! 4. | rence with Great Britain whatever, proceeding to legislate as if that 
that coast. This Mosquito country was within the chartered limits of the State | treaty had never been made. . 

of Nicaragua, and consequently the Indian tribes, the Mosquitos included, If Senators would place themselves in the position of the officers of 
were subjects of the State of Nicaragua, and incapable of establishing a govern- | the British Government, if they would assume for an instant that they 


ment independent of that State. : ; as 7 . 
This was the condition of aftairs in Central America when the war between | Delong to the foreign office of Great Britain, or that they were ministers 
LE the Government in the House of Commons, they would appreciate, 


the United States and Mexico was brought toa close. It was understood, and 
I am sure, what I say now when I declare that this is a most important 


in fact nat Sous, —_ ——— Britain used ae ae powers of diplomacy to 
would eaquive any Mexican territory. On tho dey wont tenes tee question to the people of the United States. Inthe phase of this ques- 
b aa hege— that a treaty eee Some eae California and New | tion I am now considering it does not matter as to public opinion in 
exico were transferred to n States, the Brit: eet set sail from Vera jni States. except as to whether the sof this c — 
Cruz and proceeded directly to the mouth of the San Juan River, in Central the ere ote en Pape une pee en would 
America, and took possession of the town of San Juan, at the mouth of the river, | JUSti/y @ war with Great britain by reason of this bill. rreat Britain 
Ceanged be meme © by ae eae ee eee aeenenily there in the | assumes that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is in existence (and we have 
name o osquito King. to be exercised by the consul, and, in fact, | no information that that Government does not) then it is fair to assume 
— 
this ach as Eetoein maameates open t e territorial righte of io “aahen that the Government of Great Britain will actas our Government would 
being poomptet by hostile motives toward the United States, it having for its | do under similar circumstances. If Great Britain should ignore the 
be ian, a <> Se oy Sosnoel ee — ee could > | Clayton-Bulwer treaty and undertake to-day to build that canal with 
Sintdl poanaanlons om the Pacific. ad re Terese | ont —e the United States, what would be the position of Sen- 
controversy growing out of this seizure of that transit route led to the | ators on this floor? 
Clayton and Bulwer treaty. It is proper, however, to remark that during the | We have no right for an instant, in the light of history and lineage 
last years of Mr. Polk’s Administration he had appointed Judge Hise, of Ken- ; : a eit he : : , -_* 
tucky, minister to the Central American States, and that Judge Hise had nego- | 0 28sume that the people of Great Britain are not as jealous of their na- 
tiated a treaty on the part of the United States with the State of Nicaragua by | tional honor and of the individual rights of their citizens as we are or 
which the United States were invested with the exclusive right of constructing | gs jt is possible to be. On the other hand, if there is anything patent 
a ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, through the San Juan : : F : ; J shegewn 4 c pycn 
wer and Lake a, together with the right of establishing towns and | t° every intelligent man, and which has often been repeated in ae Bg 
piocl snch end o the coal, and of fortifying the same, and placing the | Chamber, it is that Great Britain of all governments which has ever 
e the canal and its banks, from ocean to ocean, under the exclusive | existed is the most tenacious of her national rights and of the indi- 
sg the United Sites, “This His treaty wan saned in Conta! Amer. | Vidual rights of her people. Whatever may be said of her propensity 
inauguration of General Taylor, and after the appointment of Mr. | to aggression, conquest, dominion, commercially and territorially, one 
er eleiel tremens EE at octet te Contes Aaa thing must be conceded, that as to the governmental functions of pro- 





ae 


; 
: 


: 


ica to have it canceled, and a new treaty made by which the said canal should} “¢ting her national honor and the individual rights of her citizens 
be placed under the joint protection of Great Britain and the United States. no government has ever existed that excels the British Empire to-day. 
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If Great Britain has at any time under any ministry ever conceded 
that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty through any act upon her part at the 
Balize or elsewhere has been abrogated or nullified, I should be glad 
to have that specific information now in this debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not aware that that question has ever been 
made diplomatically. There has never been an occasion to have it dis- 
cussed between our Government and Great Britain, and if we stay in 
the attitude that we are in now we shall not discuss it in a hundred 
years and we shall not have a canal in two hundred years. 

Mr. VEST. That is not pertinent to my statement. I will discuss 
that when the question shall arise hereafter; but I am addressing my- 
self now to the simple proposition as to how Great Britain looks upon 
this treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonot know. Iam nota British man. 

Mr. VEST. I am nota British man, 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say that the Senator was, but he asked 
me a question which nobody but a member of the privy council of 
Great britain could answer. Such a person is the only one who could 
understand what the secrets of the British policy are about this mat- 
ter. It has not come up dip'omatically in discussion between the 
United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing has been done or said by the British Govern- 
ment to show that they do not consider this treaty in full force, and 
on the other hand I will undertake to show that they have repeatedly 
since 1850 assumed the treaty to be in force, and that it should be a 
matter of negotiation between the two Governments as to whether it 
should be modified or annulied. The Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
HiGGins] asks me if our Government has ever undertaken to annul it 
or modify it. 1 am proceeding now to anexamination of the historical 
facts as to that question. If Senators will turn to an exceedingly able 
report made from the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives by the late Mr. Cox, of New York, in the Forty-sixth 
Congress at its second session, they will find an exhaustive discussion 
of the whole question of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which I shall not 
consume my strength nor the patience of the Senate by reading in full, 
but I desire to notice certain parts of it. After reviewing the treaty 
in extenso, and expressing the opivion I have already expressed here 
to-day, that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was a monstrous mistake on 
the part of our Secretary of State, I call attention to the following: 

From a communication made by Lord Napier to General Cass, bearing date 
Washington, November 30, 1857, it appears that the duty confided to Sir Wil- 
liam Gore Ouseley was to effect, through negotiations with the Central Ameri- 
cun States, the objects as to British Hondurasand the Mosquito coast which had 
been aimed at in the British modification of the American amendments to the 
Dalias-Clarendon treaty,on account of which President Buchanan had finally 
and positively dropped the Dallas-Clarendon treaty altogether. Sir William 
Gore Ouseley, therefore, as might have been been expected, had little difficulty 
in learning that the * views of the United States Government were unalterably 
hostile to the maintenance of the Clayton-Bulwer a as interpreted b 
Great Britain,” and on December 7, 1857, Lord Napier submitted to the Presi- 
dent an offer to refer the controversy as to the meaning and force of the Clay- 


ton-Bulwer treaty “‘to the arbitration of a disinterested third party.” This 
offer the United States did not think it proper to accept, 


Without reading exhaustively from the papers I hold in my hand, 
it is enough for me to say now, and I can substantiate the statement 
hereafter if it is contradicted, that Great Britain had asserted its con- 
struction of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to be that it applied in fuduro 
and not as to past years; in other words, that the action of the British 
Governmentin establishing the settlement of the Balize, and with regard 
to the Mosquito coast, were events which had transpired prior to th 
Clayton- Bulwer treaty of 1850, and therefore that treaty did not affect 
those facts at all. To that contention the United States has never 
agreed, but the matter has remained an open one for diplomatic nego- 
tiations or some other form of settlement since that time. 


In his message to the two Houses of Congress, at the commencement of the 
first session of the Thirty-fifth Congress, the President, after making a lucid and 
forcible statement of the history of the pending controversy with Great Britain, 
indicated his own judgment as to the best means of terminating that contro- 
versy in these significant words: 

The fact is, that when two nations like Great Britain and the United States, 
mutually desirous as they are and I trust ever may be of maintaining the 
most friendly relations with each other, have unfortunately concluded a treaty 
which they understand in senses directly opposite, the wisest course is to ab- 
rogate such treaty by mutual consent and to commence anew.”’ 


That was the language of the President of the United States seven 
years after that treaty was made, and I quote it to show that Great 
Britain at that time put one construction on the treaty and we put an- 
other; and the same difference has existed from that day until this. 

On the 10th of March, 1858- 

Says this report— 
the Earl of Malmsbury on his part intimated to Lord Napier in a dispatch 


touching the British proposal foran arbitration his conviction that it would be 
in order for the British Government upon the rejection of that proposal by the 


* United States ‘to determine whether they should originate a proposal for the 


abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty,” and in a letter dated on the 22d of 
March, 1858, Lord Napier wrote the Earl of Malmsbury that he had himself 
been authorized some time before by the Far! of Clarendon “ to inform General 
Cass that Her Majesty's Government would not decline the consideration of 
a proposal for the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty by mutual con- 
sent,” 

it was the opinion of Lord Napier that “the proposal for the repeal of the 
treaty should emanate from the party to which we are told it has become oner- 
ous or unacceptabie,”’ that party being the people of the United States. He in- 
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formed the British foreign office also Gat, in his discussions of the subject with 
the American Secretary of State, Gene Cass had conveyed to him the im- 
pression that he, for his part, “‘was in favor of a naked, unqualified repeal of 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, without conditions, and that such a repeal should 
be effected in the form of a treaty, though he alluded, with a certain depreca- 
tion, to the contingency of the dissolution of the treaty by an act of Congress.” 

A power which we unquestionably have to abrogate a treaty by an 
act of Congress, although as General Cass said it is a power which 
should only be exercised upon rare occasions and in extreme emer- 
gencies. 

Now, Mr. President, that brings me to the manner in which we 
should conduct ourselves as to this Clayton-Bulwer treaty. After re- 
viewing all the facts, Mr. Cox says in behalf of the committee: 

The circumstances in which this treaty was originally negotiated have been 
profoundly modified by the lapse of thirty years, and it appears to your com- 
mittee to be entirely clear that as an obstacle and possible peril in the way of 
a complete and pavific assertion of the sound, necessary, and vigorous Ameri- 
can policy laid down in the President’s message of March 8, 1880, this treaty 
should now be finally and formally abrogated. It has been shown to have led 
only to great misunderstandings and controversies with the power with which”. 
we were unwisely led to make it. It has always been equally inoperative, 
either to peer the independence of the Central American States or to ad- 
vance the general interests of commerce. 

So long as it has even a formal shadow of existence it can not but tend to 
cloud and obscure the perfectly simple, just, and equitable policy of the United 
States in regard to the interoceanic transit, and to any plans or enterprises 


wherever originated or organized for opening a seaway through the Isthmus of 
Panama or the Central American States. 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the following joint res- 
olution: 

“Resolved by the Senate, eic., That the President of the United State be, and he 
is hereby, agen requested, if the same in his opinion shall not be incom- 
patible with the public interest, to take immediate steps for the formal and final 
abrogation of the convention of April 19, 1850, between the United States of 
America and Her Britannic Majesty, commonly called the ship-canal treaty or 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty.” 


Mr, President, it goes without saying, in a contest between Great 
Britain and the United States, that the sympathies and the action of every 
American would be with his own country. In one sense it might be |- 
a blessing to this country to have thrust upon it a great issue that 
would consolidate its people and eradicate past sectional differences, 
but those differences are being healed by the touch of time and are 
rapidly disappearing. It goes without saying that any appeal made 
to the American people upon any substantial basis of protection to 
American rights or national honor would receive the same response in 
every portion of this Union and from every individual, no matter what 
may be his political affiliations. 

jut the question presented to us now is, what as a great nation 
should be our course as to our great progenitor, the rival English- 
speaking nation of the world, with whom our commercial relations are 
more intimate to-day than with any other? What should be the dig- 
nified, the proper, the well-defined course of this Government ii re- 
gard to Great Britain as to a treaty which both countries assume to be 
in force and about tke construction of which they now differ? Will 
Great Britain be satisfied when she is told from these halls that her con- 
duct as to the Balize has destroyed the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and we 
proceed to legislate as if it had noexistence? Would we be satisfied if 
the Parliament of Great Britain should assume that the United States 
had violated the treaty and without the common respect between in- 
dividual adversaries, much less the comity that shou!d exist between 
great and friendly nations, would assume that we were wrong and they 
were right and legislate accordingly? 

I do not propose to elaborate this proposition. It is here at the 
threshold of this whole question. Itis to be determined by our action 
upon this bill. The reportof the committee, unanimously made, with- 
out regard to political distinction, says that the Clayton- Bulwer treaty 
has been abrogated by the conduct of Great Britain. The report of 
the committee ignores any appeal to diplomacy. The report of the com- 
mittee sneers at the idea that Great Britain has any rights under the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, because they have been absolutely destroyed by 
her settlement at the Balize and her control of the Mosquito coast. If 
we are prepared to follow the report of the committee and pass the bill 
upon that basis, if we propose to say to the Empire of Great Britain, 
‘* We determine this question without regard to your wishes, youropin- 
ions, or your interests,’’ then, Mr. President, let us do it and accept 
what must be the consequences—if not war, which, as I said, every 
man should deprecate above every other contingency, a condition of an- 
imosity, antagonism, distrust, which must operate injuriously as to the 
interests of both countries and to those of the whole world. 

Great Britain and the United States to-day represent the same civil- 
ization, modified by conditions, changed by circumstances, but the 
same fundamentally. We are the = English-speaking peoples ot 
the ouult. be guardians of the highest attributes of civilized power; 
and there should benoantagonism between us, unless it be the commer- 
cial antagonism that comes from a desire to accumulate wealth and to 
succeed in the great struggle of existence. As to any other antag- 
onism,I stand here fearless of all misconstruction to say it would hea 
calamity to both countries and to the world at large. 

Mr. President, it is almost aside from the issues now before the 
—— to discuss the importance of an interoceanic transit across the 

mus, 


Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator leaves that question—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtr in the chair). Does the 


ployed against Central American nations friendly to Nicaragua. And no higher 
issouri yi ; f » or other charges or to!ls shall be imposed on the conveyance or transit of per- 
Oar = Cataisies ee nem Aieme sonsand property of citizens or subjects of the United States, or of any other 


’ ot country, across the said routes of communication, than are or may be imposed 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask him if he can point out in what re- ee persons and property of citizens of Nicaragua. : 

‘ ill in any of its visi viol is si Ane the Republic of Nicaragua concedes the right of the Postmaster-Genera 

spect this b Bul y tres er =eee iolates or disregards in any WAY | of the United States to enter into contracts with any individuals or companies 

= a apa uiwer treaty. do not think it does in any respect to transport the mails of the United States along the said routes of communica- 
whatever. 


tion, or along any other routes across the Isthmus, in its discretion, in closed 
Mr. VEST. I intended to discuss that question, if not directly at bags, the contents of which may not be intended for distribution within the 


ome . said republic, free from the impositi f all taxes or duties by the Govern- 
least indirectly, in a subsequent part of my remarks, but I have no ob- ait ennai: tek tile tients Sn es aamimnesl Ge as te ce 


fe . 1 ment of Nicaragua; but this liberty is not to be construed so as to permit such 
jection to answering my friend now. individuals or companies, by virtue of this right to transport the mails, to 
While this bill is ingeniously drawn and does not ix totidem verbis | “TY *!S° passengers or freight. 


attack the principle of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, I assume that the Then in Article XVIT: 
committee themselves, however enthusiastic they may be for this proj- It is understood, however, that the United States, in according protection to 
ect, will admit that it is based upon the idea of the control of this of eon lon, and wuari at Ghie eieatealilr aan Gbeme 


. such routes of communication, and guarantying their neutrality and security, 
canal exclusively by the United States. always intend that the protection and guaranty are granted conditionally, and 
} y i y ; w may be withdrawa if the United State ould deem that the ra or com- 

Mr. MORGAN. Not an exclusive controlat all, Mr. President. rt ay draw re nite ates should deem tha 1e persons cou 


. ; : . . > ° . . pany undertaking or managing the same adopt or establish such regulations 
— exclusive control by the United States of this canal is not in concerning the traffic thereupon as are contrary to the spirit and intention of 
the bill. 


this treaty, either by making unfair discriminations in favor of the commerce 
Mr. VEST This bill of any country or countries, over the commerce of any other country or coun 
. oi. —_— 


Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question crapionaat pa ng A, gem one ae a 
for information? In case of foreclosure who would own the canal ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The purchaser. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But the United States is to be indemnified; it has 
guarantied these bonds. Suppose the United States, finding no way 
to protect itself, should bid in this property, as it will probably have 
to do, as it is almost certain in the minds of a good many people it 
will have to do, would not the United States then become the owner 
of it? 

Mr. MORGAN, It would hold a piece of property in subordination 
to the sovereignty of Nicaragua. That is not exclusive control. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Wouldit not be ownership so faras anybody could 
own it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. The United States may haveaship of war lying 
in the harbor there without losing any control of it. Asa matter of 
course they take it cum onere. 

Mr. VEST. Cum onere, says the Senator from Alabama. Eut what 
sort of burden? The shadowy sovereignty of Nicaragua, without 
money, without troops, without ability to enforce what she wants or 
what she demands. ‘To show that the committee had this idea of the 
absolute ownership of the United States, I read from their own report, | sovereign rights upon a consideration to be paid by the United States 
in the conclusion of it: to that Government in money, as well as upon the consideration of the 

The United States becomes a party strong enough to cope with the magni- | guaranty of the United States that the canal should be built, and 
tude of the enterprise, and to give confidence not only to its securities but to | should be built by the United States Government. 
its safety from injury from internal or external forces. It is believed by your . 


committee that the United States will not be called upon to pay any portion of That treaty went through the Senate within two of having two-thirds 


the principal or interest of the bonds, but that the work itself will amply re- | majority. So the Senate of the United States upon the most deliber- 
ps y all its cost, and yield its benefits not only to the people of Nicaragua and 


The aforesaid 
protection and guaranty shall not, however, be withdrawn by the United States 


without first giving six months’ notice to the Republic of Nicaragua, 

The treaty also provides that we have the right, even without the 
consent of Nicaragua, in case we think it is necessary to do so, to carry 
our troops and munitions of war there for the purpose of protecting 
that canal and the equal rights of all the people of the world in its 
enjoyment, though the Government of Nicaragua may not have invited 
us to do it. 

That treaty, I insist, made seventeen years later than the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, is a mere execution of what was conceded and under- 
stood by Nicaragua, Great Britain, and the United States to exercise 
within that country powers approximating sovereignty, the power of 
making war, the power of conducting war. 

| Then, ifthe Senator will pardon mea moment further, later than that 
the treaty made by Mr. Arthur(which I have before me, and will not 
read just now) provided that the Governmentof Nicaragua would cede 
to the United States a strip of land 12 miles wide across that state 
| from ocean to ocean over which the Government of the United States 
| would excercise a sort of suzerainty, not merely a protection, but quasi 


ate sort of action, and when there was no eye to see and no voice or 
Rica, but to the civilize: é ® ts : , > ‘ 
7 - oe anes tongue to challenge, in its own wise and discreet councils resolved 
Now, mark this: . 


that even that treaty of Mr. Arthur was not in itself an abrogation of 
If it appears at any time that the interests of the United States are in jeop- | the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, or a violation of it, or a treaty made in 
ardy from any cause, it can purchase the majority of the stock and become the lisrecard of it 5 - 
controlling owner of the canal by paving its own bonds to an equal amount, | @!Stegard oF Ir. 
Pp 


and the property, tolls, income, and profits of the canal will be an ample secu- The position that the committee have taken is not at all essential, 
rity against the obligations it assumes. 


but it is only taken arguendo to show that there is nothing in the Clay- 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, being the controlling | ton-bulwer treaty, if it is in full force, against this bill, but there are 
owner of the canal does not mean that the United States shall become | reasons sound and strong why, if we chose to take that ground, we 
sovereign in Nicaragua by any means, or that she has any govern- | could say that the Government of Great Britain has abrogated the 
mental sovereignty about it. Now, will the Senator just allow me a | treaty by her own conduct in violation of it, as is mentioned in some 
moment further? for the committee do not wish to be misunderstood | instances in the report of the committee and in others in the reports of 
about this matter . : other committees, and as has been elaborately argued by the Senator 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. from Missouri on several occasions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Seventeen years later than the Clayton-Bulwer Mr. VEST. I do not remember ever having made any argument 
treaty thé Government of the United States in full view of it, and with- | that that treaty was abrogated, and I repeat now as distinctly as pos- 
out a violation of any of its provisions or any of its spirit or terms in | sible that, whether abrogated or not, there should be no chances taken 
any respect whatever, made a treaty with Nicaragua, in Article XIV of | upon that subject as to the position of the United States and Great 
ie i is provided (if the Senator will indulge me long enough to | Britain, butit should be amicably and properly adjusted, and weshould 

t): 


not assume that the treaty is nullified, irrespective of the opinions of 
The Republic of Nicaragua Resely qunate to the United States, and to their | any member of this body. 
citizens and property,the right of transit bet ween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans Mr. MORGAN. The bill does not assume that. 

h the territory of that republic, on any route of communication, natural ec. VEST. That is tl . li cath ae I that thi 
or cial, whether by land or by water, which may now or hereafter exist or be Mr. wi. hat is the question we are discussing. say that this 
constructed under the authority of Nicaragua, to be used and enjoyed in the | bill throughout from beginning to end goes upon the assumption that 
ia oi oe ceen eaenl —— by both republics _ eee the United States is to control that canal. Here is one provision, as I 

ar RVING Iie Fights ol sovereignty | have read from the report, stating how the United States could take 


over the same. ope 7 g 
control of it by purchasing these bonds, and here again: 


Third. The amount of $70,000,000 of shares to be issued to, and inthe name of, 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, in such certificates as he may 
prescribe, to be held in the Treasury asa pledge and security to the United States 
for the repayment tothe United States,on demand, of any sum or sums paid by it 
n pursuance of its guaranty on said bonds, with interest on the sumsso paid 
from the date of paymentat the rate of 4 per cent. [as amended this meres) 
per annum, payable annually; and the Secretary of the Treasury, on behalf o 
the United States, may at his discretion vote said stock, either in person or by 
proxy, atany meeting of the stockholders of said com pany,and the United States 
shall at any time before the maturity of such bonds, have the option, at the dis- 


ARTICLE XV. 


The United States hereby to extend their protection to all such routes 
of communication as aforesaid, and to guaranty the neutrality and innocent use 

same. They also agree to employ their influence with other nations to 
induce them to pd such neutrality and protection. 

And the Republic of Nicaragua, on its part, undertakes to establish one free 
port at each extremity of one at the aforesaid routes of communication be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. Atthese ports no tonnage or other du- 
ties shall be imposed or levied by the Government of Nicaragna on the vessels 
of the United States, or on any effects or merchandise belonging to citizens or 
—- of the United States, or upon the vessels or effects of any other coun- 
try intended, bona fide, for transit across the said routes of communication, and 


& 


CE 


cretion of Congress, to purchase at par value or subseribe for and hold in its 

not for consumption within the Republic of Nicaragua. The United States | own right all or any part of said stock so hypothecated. And the United States 

shall also be at liberiy, on giving notice to the Government or authorities of | may apply in payment for such stock the sums paid by the United States by 

to carry troops and munitions of war in their own vessels, or other- | reason of said guaranty and the interest thereon, and the remainder of the pur- 

wise, tocither of said free ports, and shall be entitled to their conveyance be- | chase price of said stock shall be applied, according to the discretion of Congress, 

tween them without obstruction by said Government or authorities, and with- | either to the purchase and redemption of the bonds of said company, or for a 

out any or tolls whatever for their transportation on either of said | sinking fund for the purchase and redemption of such bonds at maturity, or for 
routes; provided said troops and munitions of war are not intended to be em- | both of these purposes. 
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Now, there is $70,000,000 of stock to be held by the United States 
which can not be sold by this company, which is hypothecated to the 
Government, voted by the Government before the hypothecation has 
terminated, giving them the control of all the affairs of this company 
except as modified by the original concession made by Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only rose to ask a question, not to go into any 
argument, and only to understand the position of my friend, as I have 
been compelled to be absent for half an hour. I wish to ask him 
whether he thinks the bill as it stands in its broad and substantial fea- 
tures is a violation of any obligation of the United States towards Great 
Britain or any other foreign country. 

Mr. VEST. That question is not at all pertinent to the argument I 
am making, and, on the contrary, if the Senator had been in the Cham- 
ber he would have heard my reply toitagainandagain, I havestated 
that whether there is anything in the bill that violates that treaty or 
not, no doubt should rest upon the relations between Great Britain 
and the United States as to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

But I will go further and answer the Senator in this way, that I 
think unless Great Britain has itself abrogated that treaty this bill 
does, and the argument of the report of the committee is to the effect 
that the treaty is not in existence, that Great Britain has thrown it 
aside by her settlement at the Balize and her colonization of the Mos- 
quito coast. 

Notonly that, but the bill itself, as I undertake to show, gives the 
control of this canal to the United States without regard to the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty or the wishes of Great Britian in the matter. I hope 
that is distinct enough. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me, Iam not certain 
that I quite understand my friend from Missouri now. 

He says if there isany doubt about it that we ought not to doit; but 
what I want to get at is whether my friend from Missouri thinks that 
there is any doubt in respect of international propriety affected by the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty or affected by the general principles of the in- 
tercourse of nations which makes it immoral or unjust for us in the 
foreign sense—be the bill a good one or a bad one as an enterprise— 
whether my friend thinks, with all hiss knowledge of the history of 
what has taken place in the world since 1850, the time of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, that we are committing morally international impro- 
priety in passing this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I am obliged to the Senator from Vermont for his ap- 
parent tribute to my knowledge. Knowing him asI do, I understand 
what he means is that I know nothing about it, and therefore it was 
wholly unnecessary 

Mr. EDMUNDs. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not mean 
that; I did not think it at all. 

Mr. VEST. Iam so familiar with the Senator’s peculiar way of in- 
terrogating brother Senators that I never take any offense. Itis force 
of habit with him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I may have been mistaken, but I certainly was 
perfectly sincere in my suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. If I have said anything, or attempted to say anything, 
it has been in the direction of declaring most emphatically and dis- 
tinctly, with my poor command of the English language, which the 
Senator from Vermont almost monopolizes, that it is improper for us 
to pass this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; now I understand it. 

Mr. VEST. I say it is improper to pass this bill. I do not ac- 
cept the Senator’s verbiage and say that itis immoral. It strikes me 
that language does not apply to the relations of great nations; but I 
say itis improper, because we have every reason to know that Great 
Britain puts a different construction upon the treaty from that which 
is set forth in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Great Britian to-day assumes that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is in full 
force, and, as 1 have repeatedly put it to the Senate, it is now pro- 
posed for us to ignore entirely Great Britain in the matter, and to pro- 
ceed as if Great Britain had destroyed the treaty, and that we could 
go on and legislate as we please. 

Mr, EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. When the treaty of 1884 was made, by which the 
United States Government assumed directly to build a canal and own 
the canal, the English Government did not then make any assertion 
that we were violating the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, or make any objec- 
tion or protest whatsoever, so far as I know. Why should he expect, 
or, as I may also say, invite the English Government to accuse us of 
violating the Clayton-Bulwer treaty when the Government is not pro- 
posing to do that work directly ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if my friend from Missouri will pardon me 
ohne moment more—— 


Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly do not mean to disturb my friend 
from Missouri; I merely want to call his attention to the bottom of page 
5 and the top of page 6 of the report of the committee, where, after 


| our observations in respect of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty were con- 


cluded, the committee state that— 

These observations are submitted as a part of the historical and diplomatic 
consideration of the subject, the omission of which might lead to the implica- 
tion that the committee are of opinion that the convention of 1850 is still in force 
and of binding obligation on the United States, but we think there is nothing 
in the provisions of the bill now reported which is inconsistent with any of the 
engagements of the United States entered into in 1850, as stated in that conven- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. That is the very question at issue between us. I admit 
that the committee says in that report that there is nothing antago- 
nistic to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; but I am undertaking to show 
that when we give $70,000,000 of this stock exclusively to the United 
States, taking it away from the control of this company, it proves upon 
its face and beyond any doubt that we intend to assert control of this 
canal, and that, as a matter of course, if the Clayton-Bulwer treaty has 
not been abrogated by the action of Great Britain, is a violation of that 
treaty in terms. 

Mr. GEORGE. Seventy million dollars is a majority of the stock ? 

Mr. VEST. Of course; there being $100,000,000 in all, $70,000,000 
would be a majority. Besides, there are six of these directors to be 
appointed by the President of the United States. 

In regard to the question of the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis], 
we all very well know that the Frelinghuysen treaty of 1884, during 
the Administration of President Arthur, was not approved by the Sen- 
ate. Great Britain had no right to assume, until it was promulgated 
as the action of this Government, that the people of the United States 
intended to take that position in regard to the canal. 

More than that, Great Britain was not estopped because she did not 
enter a protest against that treaty in its initiatory stages from after- 
wards asserting that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty wasinexistence. The 
last authoritative declaration we have from Great Britain is to the 
effect that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was in existence, but admitting 
at the same time that the two Governments had disagreed in regard to 
itsconstruction. In that condition this question has remained for over 
forty years, and to-day it is open for diplomatic construction between 
the two great countries. All I have said here—and it is enough for 
my position—is that until that misconstruction or difference of opinion 
is removed we should not undertake to cut this knot with this bill 
and say that Great Britain is estopped from claiming any rights at all 
under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

I assume, Mr. President, that this bill is framed to avoid certain 
@rovisions of the concessions from Nicaragua to the Maritime Canal 
Company, or to the original concession company, and especially Article 
VIII, which is in these words: 

ARTICLE VIII. 

The present concession is transferable only to such company of execution as 
shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association,and in no case to gov- 
ernments or to foreign public powers. Nor shall the company cede to any for- 
eign government any part of the lands granted to it by this contract; but it may 
make transfers to private parties under the same restriction. 

The Republic of Nicaragua can not transfer its rights or shares by selling 
them to any government. 

As a matter of course, the plain meaning of that is that Nicaragua 
did not intend that any foreign government should control the canal 
under the concession. Jt makes no difference what treaties have been 
made, we stand here under the rights of the Nicaragua Maritime Ca- 
nal Company as granted to the concession company originally, and 
transferred by it to the construction company, and then to the Mari- 
time Canal Company. We occupy exactly the position, so far as our 
rights are concerned, as the Maritime Canal Company, the concession 
company, and the construction company, which are all the same, as 
is shown by the evidence and are composed of the same individuals. 
Therefore, when we accept these rights we accept them with the limita- 
tion that the control of this canal or of this contract or this concession 
can not be given to any foreign government. 

If Senators are willing to do this, not in the letter but in the spirit, 
it is with them. If the English language in any instrument can be 
construed, this concession, under which this company is operating, 
means that no foreign government shall control that canal; and vet 
the United States steps in and takes a majority of the stock, assumes 
the payment of the debts, wipes out all the obligations of this Mari- 
time Canal Company, pays them back the amount expended with 6 
per cent. interest, indorses their bonds at 3 per cent., payable quar- 
terly, for $100,000,000, has six directors appointed by the P ent, 
and honorable Senators from the committee say there is no shadow o! 
pre. use that the United States proposes to control this property ! 

Now, Mr. President, as I was proceeding to observe when inter- 
rupted, it is not a question of argument as to whether we should se- 
cure, if possible, an interoceanic transit across the Isthmus. There is 
no controversy in to that question. Istand here, without any 

nal feeling in the world, simply to make for the e of the 
nited States, whose trustee and servant Iam, what I believe to be 
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thé best contract and the fairest contract for the interests of the people 
of the United States. If I could be convinced that we could only ob- 
tain this interoceanic transit by this bill, and that it is a fair and just 
settlement of this question, I should support it as enthusiastically as 
my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], or as the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpDMUNDs]. But I assume that I have no right to make a 
contract that I believe to be unfair and unjust and unnecessary, not 
accompanied with at least the same prudence which I would exercise 
in © to my own afiairs. 

Indeed, every honorable man must consider that obligation enhanced, 
when acting as trustee, above what he would do for himself. I under- 
take to say now, without being at all offensive, that not one of my 
friends on that committee would make this contract for himself. They 
have been led away by the glamour of this great world enterprise which 
is to connect the two oceans, which are yearning for a mutual embrace, 
and bring the commerce of the world to our ownshores. Without im- 
pugning their motives in the slightest degree, I am compelled to think 
that they have brooded, to use no other term, over this question until 
they have come to the conclusion that it must be done now, upon any 
terms, by conceding to any demands which may be made upon this 
Government. 

What would be the first thing that any intelligent and prudent busi- 
ness man would do if he contemplated an investment of $100,000,000 
or $1,000,000 in an enterprise in a foreign country or in this country ? 
What would any Senator do? Would he not first examine for himself, 
or by his agents in whom he had implicit confidence, as to the condi- 
tion of the property, as to all its surroundings, as to the obligations ? 
Or would he be satisfied with the statements of the parties who were 
selling? Would he take it for granted that their statements were cor- 
rect? Would he assume that the engineers, who were shareholders 
and projectors and promoters in it, who had made these surveys, were 
tobe taken as absolutely truthful, and invest $100,000,000 upon their 
statements alone, without sending his own engineer or his own agent 
to investigate the facts ? 

Let us look now at this concession, which is the charter of this whole 
enterprise from the beginning, overriding anything that the Congress 
of the United States can do, because it isthe life of the company; it is 
the commencement of its corporate existence; it binds it absolutely, 
unless we assume that Nicaragua, not having the military force and 
national importance to enforce her own rights, is to be ignored in the 
transaction, and that there are only two parties in it, the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua and the United States Government. 

We have heard a great deal about the sovereignty of Nicaragua. 
Very good; let us respect it. Nicaragua has made this concession. 
Wecan not go outside of it. Wecan not ignore it. It must govern 
us here as to our legislation and as toour opinions. And what is that 
concession? I make no apology for analytically discussingit. Before 
I vote upon any proposition pledging the credit of the people of the 
United States for $100,000,000 at 3 per cent. interest, payable quar- 
terly, I propose to use alltthe time I think necessary to enable me to 
understand exactly the basis of that transactidén. 

Here is the concession, published by the committee in connection 
with its report: 

Concession and decrees of the Repubiic of Nicaragua to the Nicaragua Canal 
Association of New York. 

This concession was made with Mr. Menocal, who seems to be om- 
nipresent in this whole transaction. This was made April 12, 1887, 
signed by Mr. Ad. Cardenas and A. G. Menocal as the two contracting 

rties. Mr. Menocal is a naval officer of the United States, and yet 

appears in the character of an engineer and a concessionaire in 1872, 
at the close of the Administration of President Grant. He was one 
of twelve gentlemen who obtained a concession from Nicaragua, he 
going there, although an officer of this Government, to negotiate it for 

vate interests, in regard to which I have a graphic account from a 

ate colleague of mine, who was a distinguished member of the Com- 

mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, Mr. 
Burnes, of Missouri. This was published some years ago, just before 
the Frelinghuysen treaty had failed to be ratified, and when the State 
Department applied to Congress for an appropriation of $250,000 to be 
used forsomesecretservicein Nicaragua. Mr. Frelinghuysen appeared 
before the committee, of which Mr. Burnes was one of the leading 
members, in the House of Representatives, and here is Mr. Burnes’s 
account of it: 

About the close of Grant’s second administration, perhaps justafter, twelve 
men secured a concession from the Government of the Central American State 
of N of a great body of land and the right to construct a canal across 
the State, through Lake Nicaragua, connecting the oceans. By theterms these 
concessionaires were required to perform a certain portion of the work prior to 


October 24 of last year, 1584, under penalty of forfeiture of all the rights granted. 
None of the work has been done. The concessionaires had themselves incor- 


nent CCC LC 











porated under the laws of Colorado as the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
rauga. One of the twelve was for eight years President of the United States; 
another reached the distinction of an Admiral inour Navy; a third isan envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States at one of the 
South American States, besides being closely connected by blood or marriage 
with the of the State Department. All are or were connected with 
this Government, except two or three who are said to be eminent citizens of 


In usual channels, hurriedly, a 


, outside of the roposition was 
beonght beer our committee involving an appropriation of 


$250,000 for the 
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secret-service fund of the State Department. It was alleged that the purpose 
was to secure a contract by which this Government would secure the rights of 
these twelve concessionaires on the further payment of $1,200,000 or $100,000 to 
each ofthem. The concession was represented to be immensely valuable. In 
addition to the $1,450,000 which was to be used to obtain the concession, it was 
represented that the canal could be constructed at a cost to the United States of 
$75,000,000. Civil engineers estimate the cost of the work at $300,000,000, but the 
Secretary of State told the committee that this was an unreasonable and an ab 
surd amount. He claimed that there was no danger to locks and draws from 
volcanic action in that country, no special precautions needed in view of that 
action, and assured the committee that $75,000,000 would be ample for the con- 
struction, 

Why we should purchase that which this Government had suffered French 
men to take at will Secretary Frelinghuysen did notinform us. Why this Gov- 
ernment should purchase a right that Nicaragua tendered, freely and without 
cost, to twelve mere adventurers, he did not tell us. We were asked to submit 
ourselves and our judgments, tranquilly, to the proverbial good luck of the ad- 
ministration, without curiosity to know the secrets of the art diplomatique, with 
the assurance that for $1,450,000 the Government would obtain the barren right 
to construct a canal across the State of Nicaragua. 

When we urged objection against paying out solarge asum of money to mere 
private parties who had nothing to sell, the suggestion was offered that further 
negotiations with the concessionaries would be abandoned and that this Gov- 
ernment treat directly withthe Nicaraguan Government, perhaps the personnel 
of that Government. But it could not be concealed that the results would be 
the same. The same amounts of money would be required and thesame bene- 
fits would have to be conferred on the concessionaries. It was proposed todo 
indirectly what the people would protestagainstifdonedirectly. It was doubt- 
less the refined spirit of diplomacy at work—its essence and genius; but ordi 
nary business simplicity would neither compass it nor yield to it, 

In the best judgment of our committee there was contemplated an expendi 
ture of $301,450,000. The Secretary said $76,450,000. Engineers differed from 
the head of our State Department, profoundly intimate with theodolites as 
with statecraft. It was suggested that as the scheme of the concessionaries 
was in the throes of dissolution they would probably take less that $1,200,000. 
The Secretary said he would be willing to pay “a good roundsum”’ to get their 
rights. They never named a less sum than $1,200,000, as far as [ heard. 

I read that to show that in 1880 Mr. Menocal was a concessionaire, 
as Mr. Burnes termed it; that although then, as now, an officer of the 
United States Navy, he was engaged in obtaining concessions from 
Nicaragua for the construction of this canal. He did obtain a conces- 
sion, the terms of which, without reading it at length, gave to Nicara- 
gua only one-tenth of the net profits of that canal and gave to these 
concessionaires large amounts of land upon each side of the route ot 
the canal, as is proposed in this concession and admitted in this bill 
to be the case. I read the statement of Mr. Burnes to show that these 
same concessionaires who were engaged in it in 1880 and 1884, with 
the exception of those who are dead, are engaged in this enterprise to- 
day. 

In 1880 they obtained the concession, and ia 1384 they asked $100, - 
000 each for their rights, while to-day, under this bill, under a new 
concession granted to them in 1887, they are to receive for a concession 
not so valuable the sum of $4,000,000, in round numbers, to commence 
with, besides their estimates for what they have since expended, with 
an enormous amount of land which they do not give up, but which still 
remains their property, and which they can sell, and which they own 
absolutely, with its gold and silver mines, according to the terms of 
the concession. 

And more, and above everything else, they are to remain in absolute 
control of the power to make the contracts for the construction of this 
canal, which, asevery intelligent man knows, are the most profitable part 
of every such enterprise. The United States, by this bill, if it should 
pass, shuts itself off absolutely from the control of these contracts for 
building this important work. 

We give them, as I said, out of hand, as I shall show from the read- 
ing of the bill, $4,000,000 to start with in 3 per cent. bonds of the 
United States, payable quarterly, equivalent to about 3} per cent. in- 
terest, which asa matter of course will sell above par the very minute they 
are issued, largely above par if there is any comparison between them 
and the price of the securities of the United States Government in 
market overt. They now hold, as I repeat, this enormous amount of 
land absolutely, which is not included in what they grant to the 
United States; and they control, by the terms of the concession, the 
directorship of the canal, because, as I shall proceed to show, underone 
of the clauses of this concession one-half of the directors are always 
to be composed of the promoters or concessionaires in the original con- 
In other words, out of 
the fifteen directors created by this bill certainly one-half of them— 
if they can be divided by cutting one man in two—are to be from the 
concessionaires or promoters. 

The only reply to that is that they may cease to be promoters, or lose 
their character as such in some sort of way, which will take them out 
of the grants in the concession. But so long as they claim their rights 
(and we know they will claim them) they are entitled to one-half of 
the number of directorships. Nicaragua holds one by virtue of the 
concession that she granted herself; and the United States, by the terms 
of this bill, although with $70,000,000 of stock and although we issue 
$100,000,000 of 3 percent. bonds, guarantied, with 3 per cent. interest, 
payable quarterly, is absolutely powerless as to the control of this cor- 
poration, for which we are to take the tax money of the United States 
to be paid out in a foreign land. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 propose to take up this concession, The first 
clause I allude to is that Nicaragua may grant a concession for a rail- 
road if the canal is not sufficient for the world’scommerce. Nicaragua 
has the right under this concession, in her own discretion, to construct 
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a railroad, or to authorize its construction by any company, across the 
Isthmus parallel with the canal, if Nicaragua ever determines that the 
canal is not sufficient for the world’s commerce. The United States is 
not to be consulted; the Maritime Canal Company is not to be con- 
sulted; it is a question exclusively for Nicaragua and for Nicaragua 
alone. 

Again, in case of war between foreign countries the canal is to be 
neutral. I will read these articles, and Senators can refer to them. 
Article VIII provides: 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is reading from Appendix I? 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading from Appendix I. I shall notread all the 
concession, but I shall read the salient points. Article VIII provides 
that— 

The present concession is transferable only to such company of execution as 
shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association, and in no case to gov- 
ernments or to foreign public powers. Nor shall the company cede to any for- 
eign government any part of the lands granted to it by this contract, but it may 
make transfers to private parties under the same pestriction. 

The Republic of Nicaragua can not transfer its rights orshares by selling them 
to any government. 

As I have already had occasion to observe, this bill violates the spirit 
of that article. It is as broad and explicit as it is possible to make the 
English language: 

The present concession is transferable only to such company of execution as 
shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association— 
this construction company that figures in the contract and is composed 
of the same personnel as the Maritime Canal Company and as the orig- 
inal concession company. 

I will say now, parenthetically, that the history of this transaction is 
this: After the failure of the Frelinghuysen treaty Mr. Menocal appeared 
again in Nicaragua and applied to the Government of Nicaragua for a 
concession, as appears in one of the reports of his company, made by Mr. 
Warner Miller, who is the president of the construction company, Mr. 
Hitchcock, of New York, the keeper of the Fifth Avenue Hotel, being 
the president of the Maritime Canal Company. Mr. Menocal appeared 
in Nicaragua and obtained this concession from the Government of 
Nicaragua in 1887. 

This concession was given to what was called the original concession 
company, which had the same individual members as the other com- 
pany. That company proceeded to organize the construction com- 
pany, of which Mr. Cheney was first president, and afterwards Warner 
Miller, and it assigned all its rights under this concession to the con- 
struction company. After we passed the bill organizing the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua the construction company assigned all its 
rights and interests under this concession to the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, The consideration of the transfer from the con- 
cession company to the construction company was $12,000,000 of stock 
in the construction company, or $11,998,000. When the construction 
company sold its interest in the concession to the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany the consideration was an even $12,000,000 of stock in the Maritime 
Canal Company’s stock given to the membersof the construction com- 
pany. Afterwards a contract was made by the construction company 
with the Maritime Canal Company for the building of the canal, to 
which I shall allude hereafter. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator desire to be understood as saying 
that the construction company and the canal company are substan- 
tially composed of the same persons ? 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, that the members of the two com- 
panies made contracts with each other? 

Mr. VEST. Thatisall. These three companies just shuffled the 
contract back and forward between themselves, meeting in the same 
house on the same day and fixing the thing up to suit themselves, and 
Mr. Hitchcock so testified. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, twelve men appear to-day as Com- 
pany A, and the same twelve men contract with themselves as Com- 
pany B? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, substantially. 

Mr. GEORGE. And the same men contract with another company, 
as Company C? 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; the substantial controlling interest being the 
same in each case. 

Mr. MORGAN. But they can not do that under this bill. 
bill is framed expressly to prevent that. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, I know you are not. 

Mr, VEST. Iam talking about what was done and about the per- 
sonnel of these companies in all these negotiations and transactions as 
between them. 

* Mr. GEORGE. 
thing. 

Mr. VEST. That is aboutit. It was simply a difference of names. 

The next article to which I call attention is Article XIV: 

Within three years, to be counted from the commencement of the work upon 
the Interoceanic Canal, the company shall, at its own expense, construct a nav- 
igable canal between Lake Managua and the navigab of the Tipitape 


River, near Pasquier, of sufficient dimensions to admit of the free passage 0’ 
vessels drawing 6 feet and of 150 feet in length. When completed this canal 


This 


There appear to be three sets of names for the same 
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shall be taken possession of by the Government of Nicaragua, and will be, after 
that date, the proverty of the republic, which, by virtue of its ownership, shall 
be bound to bear all expenses required in the future for the service, mainte- 
nance, repair,and operation of thecanal, But thecompany shall have the right 
to make use of it for all purposes useful for the maritime canal enterprise, and 
to pass through it freely with its vessels and those belonging to the contractors 
employed in the service of the Interoceanic Canal during the term of this con- 
cession without being subject to any charge whatever, or to pay tolls or contri- 
butions of any kind to the Government of Nicaragua or to any person or com- 
pany that may, through any cause, be in charge of the administration and oper- 
ation of the work and its dependencies. 

The Government of Nicaragua will place at the een of the company, free 
of all expenses and charges, all the lands that may required, as well as the 
materials found thereon, or on those belonging to the Government and that 
may be utilized by the company in the execution of this work. 


In his estimate of the cost of this canal Mr. Menocal, the chief en- 
gineer, and one of the projectors and concessionaires, puts it at $65, - 
770,000. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. The total cost of the canal? 

Mr. VEST. The total cost of the canal, excluding unforeseen con- 
tingencies, commissions, and interest. But that is the actual work- 
ing cost of the canal for construction. I have gone through his esti- 
mates; I may have overlooked some of the items; but I will be obliged 
to any member of the committee who will show me where Mr. Menocal 
in his estimate of $65,770,000 has included the cost of the construc- 
tion of this canal, which is here donated absolutely to the Republic 
of Nicaragua, subject to the use of this Maritime Canal Company for 
its own purposes during the time of the concession. 

I ask now for information, and I call upon members of the commit- 
tee, if I have overlooked it, to show in Mr. Menocal’s statement, or 
any portion of these exhibits, except as I have read from the conces- 
sion itself, where he has estimated for the construction of this canal, 
which becomes the property absolutely of Nicaragua, subject to the 
condition I have named, to the use of this Maritime Canal Company. 
What is that cost? No human being is now able to state, because from 
no report does it appear that any engineer has made any estimate or 
survey. It isa nebulous, inchoate, and indefinite obligation, which 
may cost millions upon millions of dollars, or may be reduced to thou- 
sands, 

I come back to the proposition, What business man of ordinary pru- 
dence would enter into a contract with a showing like that if it is un- 
explained? And in my judgment itisinexplicable. Itshows how the 
enthusiasm of our friends upon the committee has forced them to over- 
look even the construction of a ship canal, to become the property of 
Nicaragua, to be built from Lake Managua to the navigable portion of 
the Tipitapa River; but whether it is 50 miles or 100 or 300 miles, or 
whether it will cost $10,000 or $10,000,000 or $100,000,000, I am not 
able to do more than conjecture, and therefore I ask for information. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. VEST. With pleasure. $ 

Mr. MORGAN. The concession that was made to these first con- 
cessionaires included the proposition that the Senator from Missouri ~ 
now refers to. Those concessionaires would be under an obligation, of 
course, when required by the Government of Nicaragua to make a canal 
to connect the two lakes, Lake Managua and Lake Nicaragua; a short 
canal, of course, following right along the outlet between thetwo. How- 
ever, the Government of the United States, when these concessionaires 
had assigned their contract to the Maritime Canal Company, organized 
the Maritime Canal Company. For what purpose? Only for the pur- 
pose of building a canal across to connect the waters of the Pacific and 
the watersof the Atlantic. The Government of Nicaragua, knowing 
fully, of course, the whole programme, what the Government of the 
United States had chartered this company to do, received from that com- 
pany its deposit of $100,000 in money into its treasury, and has gone on 
making its full and complete acknowledgment of its right to execute the 
act of the Congress of the United States conferring upon this company 
certain charter powers which have no relation to any other than’ a mere 
lateral canal which may be necessary for the convenience of working 
the main canal, if there wasany; but there was none in the programme 
of the surveys. 

No country except Nicaragua could make the objection that the 
Senator from Missouri now states, that the estimates made by Mr. Men- 
ocal or by the surveyors of the Maritime Canal ony route did not 
include this short line of canal to connect the two lakes. Nicaragua 
has made no such objection, and does not make any such objection. 
Nicaragua accepts the work that this American company have pro- 
jected and gone on to execute, not only in good faith and without ob- 
jection, but with a spirit of enthusiasm such as the Senator from Missouri 
thinks this aged and venerable committee, myself excepted, 
who preside over the foreign relations of this body. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunps], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], 
the two Senators from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. Payne], the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DourH] are a remarkable set of light-headed, 
va enthusiasts! As a matter of course we understand that. 

e Senator from Missouri, however, is fishing around for objections, 
it appears, and he has now contrived to find that there is something 
that Nicaragua might insist upon, that he insists upon here, when 








1891. 





Nicaragua has made no such insistence, and never will, and has nothing | 
to do with the main body of this canal, which we have chartered under 
a United States statute. 
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ernment of the existing public lands, forty lots, each 4 miles frontage by 5 miles 
deep, reserving always the acquired rights. 

It is understood that the government reserves around each of the forts, Cas- 
tillo and San Carlos, the lands included in a circle of 14 miles radius, whose cen- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can not be drawn into any personal | ‘er shall be the respective fortresses, 


controversy as to my motives. I think they will stand investigation 
as well as the motives of the Senator from Alabama or of any member 
of that committee. Iam exercising my right as a Senator of the United 
States on an important measure in which my people and all the people 
of all the States are interested. I do not propose to be deterred by any 
such talk as that of the Senator from doing my duty. I propose to 
show what this contract is. If the Senator from Alabama chooses to 
call it picking out objections, I am simply following hisown illustrious 
example when for three weeks in the consideration of the Tehuantepec 
Ship Railway question he followed the same course. But that is 
leather and prunella. 

What we are talking about is $100,000,000 of bonds guarantied by 
the United States at 3 per cent. interest. I reaffirm that under this 
article Nicaragua has a right to demand the construction of this ship 
canal from Lake Managua to the navigable waters of the Tipitapa River. 
The Senator can not show where Nicaragua has ever given up that 
right. He can only stand here and surmise that Nicaragua makes no 
suchclaim. When has Nicaragua eversurrendered it? That Govern- 
ment unquestionably thought it to be of importance, because they de- 
voted this whole article here to putting in this concession. All of us 
can see that a poor, impecunious nation like Nicaragua would look 
upon this as a matter of the very greatest importance to her people. 
There is not one particle of foundation for the conjecture of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama that Nicaragua has given it up. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the Senator’s statement. 
know. 

Mr. VEST. I know that it isin ths concession, and J know that 
Nicaragua has never surrendered it. If the Senator will show where 
Nicaragua ever intimated that she ever intended to surrender it, I will 
abandon the proposition. It is here, and put there by Nicaragua as 
one of the conditions of this concession, and we take this company’s 
rights and stand in their place, nothing more and nothing less. So | 
say that we here bind ourselves that the money of the United States 
shall build the Nicaragua Canal (because it is one of the obligations of 
the parties from whom wederive our rights), without knowing any- 
thing about the distance or the cost, or in fact anything about it. 

The next article to which I call attention is Article XVI: 


ARTICLE XVI. 

The company shall construct, at its expense, and maintain, in good condition, 
two large ports, one in the Atlantic and one in the Pacific, to serve as termini 
of the canal, each of them to have a lighthouse of the first order. It shall also 
construct at the two points on the borders of the lake where the canal disem- 
bogues two ports of lesser size, with the respective lighthouses. 

The company is also obliged to maintain and improve said ports by means of 
dredges, dikes, picrs,embankments, or any other works it may deem advisable, 
having always in view the good service of the traffic through the canal. 

It may, for this purpose, select on the coasts of the two oceans, within the 
7 of Nicaragua, the localities which the surveys made indicate as prefer- 
able. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell me what 

he is reading from? 

Mr. VEST. I read from page1i3, Article XVI. As to what it is to 
cost to make these ports and maintain them, or what these lighthouses 
are to cost, I find no estimate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; they are in the estimates. 

Mr. VEST. If they are inthe estimates, then as a matter of course 
they mustcome, I suppose, in the $65,000,000 which is the estimated 
cost of the canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are estimated at much more than they are 
going to cost. 

Mr. VEST. What is the estimated cost? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will tell you in a moment. 

Mr. VEST. That can be disposed of afterwards. 

Mr. President, I come now to Article XXIII, and this shows what 
a profitable investment it is for these concessionaires and their nom- 
inal successors, the Maritime Canal Company and the construction com- 
pany: 

The mares of Nicaragua, desiring to assist the company efficaciously in the 
construction of the interoceanic canal, a work in which it takes the deepest in- 
terest. cedes in fee simple to the said company the public lands hereinafter men- 
tioned in alternate lots with othersimilar ones which it reserves to itself, and of 
the dimensions an‘i in the places as specified hereinafter : 

First, On the left bank of the river San Juan, from the Atlantic to Castillo 

, lots of 3 miles frontage on the canal and 6 miles in depth from the banks 
of river. Where the canal dive more than 6 miles from the banks of 
the river the lots are to be measu on both sides of it,and shall be 3 miles 
wide and 6 miles deep. And where this distance is less than 6 miles the lots 
shall be 3 miles front and 3 miles deep, and they shail be measured from the 


bank of the canal to the river, taking what may he lacking from the opposite 
bank of the canal, 





He does not 


< 


Second. Three miles distant from Castillo up stream, on the right bank and | 


up to the lake, lots of 2 miles in depth and 2 of frontage on the canal. 
the lake along its south shore tothe river Sa: 
lots of 1 mile frontage and 1 mile de 
point in front of Castillo and up to 
canal and 4 miles in depth. 

Third. Onthe north shore of the lake, as far as the river Tule, lots of 2 miles 
frontage on the lake and 2 miles deep. . 

Fourth. In the places which the company selects,in accordance with the gov- 
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From 


On the left bank of the river from a 
lake, lots of 3 miles of frontage on the 





pod and thence to the river Lajas, | 


As a general rule, at the extremities of the interoceanic canal and at its points 
of contact with the lake the opposite lots will be allotted, one to the govern- 
ment and one to the company, but if this be not possible the first will belong to 
the government. 

From the Atlantic to the lake that part of the river bed occupied by the canal 
shall be considered as part of the latter for all purposes of this article, 

The measurement and setting out of all lands ceded by this contract shall be 
made at the expense of the grantees under the supervision of this Government. 

rhe State shall vest in the company the possession of said lands so soon as 
the said company shall begin operations on the canal. Operations shall be re- 
garded as begun when the provisions setforth in Article X LVIII] shall have been 
complied with. The final title deeds shall not be granted except as the work of 
the canal progresses and in due proportion. 


Article X XVI provides that— 


Mines of coal, stone, gold, silver, iron, or other metals situated in the lands 
granted to the company shall belong to it by right, without need of previous 
**denounciation,”’ it having the right to work them when considered expedient, 
subject to the laws of the country. 


Now, Mr. President, not one foot of that land goes to the United 
States, That is the absolute property of these concessionaires. ‘They 
retain this enormous quantity of land, amounting to millions and mil- 
lions of acres, with all the gold and silver which Mr. Menocal testified 
are found there, because he says that there are both gold and silver 
along the route of this canal, and that bituminous coal has been re- 
cently discovered. I put it to any Senator, as a business man, if he 
made a contract of this sort for the construction of any canal, whether he 
would not demand that the property of that company should be in- 
cluded in the indemity which is given him against loss ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Those concessionaires transferred to the Maritime 
Canai Company all of their rights, of every kind and character, acquired 
under the concession, and they belong now to that company, Of 
course, if the company realizes money from that source it will not want 
the bonds of the United States to assist it, and to that extent we shall 
be relieved from the necessity of raising money upon those bonds for 
the benefit of the company. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri, if he will 
allow me, to the fact that the harbor of Brito is estimated in Mr. Meno- 
cal’s report to cost $1,720,128, and the harbor at Grey Town is esti- 
mated (including one first-order lighthouse complete, three range bea- 
con lights, one breakwater beacon light, two pier-head lights, and one 
first-class nun buoy, two second-class nun buoys, and two third-class 
nun buoys), at $2,649,575. I beg the pardon of the Senator for having 
overlooked this small item which the Senator has commented upon 
here, that the estimated cost of the Tipitapa Canal is estimated by Mr. 
Menocal at $275,000. That is only a little 6-foot canal. 

Mr. VEST. Where are those items ? 

Mr. MORGAN. On page 106. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask permission of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] to puta question which I should like to be informed about? 
How much of the stock of this canal company has already been issued 
and paid for? 

Mr. MORGAN. None atall. 

Mr. HOAR. Arethere no stockholders in fact? 

Mr. MORGAN. There are stockholders by subscription, on prom- 
ises to issue. 

Mr. HOAR. How much of that? 

Mr. MORGAN. The stockengaged for by the Maritine Canal Com- 
pany to the construction company and others was $12,000,000. 

Mr. HOAR. That has been issued? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, notissued; no stock has been issued; it is en- 
gaged for. But this bill wipes out that transaction. That was one 
of the reasons of the committee for taking hold of the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not detain the Senate. It opens up a large 
question, and I do not ask the Senator from Missouri to yield to it 
now. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to do injustice to 
this company. I find on page 106 that the estimate forthe cost of the 
Tipitapa Canal is $275,000, but Iam not able to find any other esti- 
mate or any detailed account of it. I may have overlooked it, for these 
papers are very voluminous. I see the estimate of $275,000, as read 
by the Senator from Alabama. I believe that work is found in the 
western division. I have simply to say that I overlooked it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis a little feeder to the canal for a small steam- 
boat to run in to bring freight down to Lake Managua. It is a very 
valuable adjunct of the main canal, I have no doubt, but isa very small 
matter. 

Mr. VEST. Itis part of the obligation to the State of Nicaragua 
under this concession, TheSenator from Alabama, I suppose, will con- 
cede now that Nicaragua will demand this construction, as the esti- 
mate has been found for it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nicaragua, I have no doubt, hasa right to demand 
it, but Nicaragua has accepted the conditions of this concession as fixed 
by act of Congress of the United States, and it has done it with a great 
degree of satisfaction. There is no possibility of its ever making any 
interruption on account of any question lying behind the charter, as I 
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understand it. I have no apprehension of that kind, and I am sure 
the committee had not the slightest. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say that the estimated 
cost of this canal was about $65,000,000. In that case what is to be- 
come of the $35,000,000 over and above that amount that we are to 
issue our bonds for? What is that lor? 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that, 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have that explained. 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming tothat. Ido not know that any expla- 
nation has been made of it, It is a fact that the full amount for the 
construction of the canal is not to exceed $100,000,000; and, as I shall 
proceed to show, the High Commission, as it was called, at the head 
of which was General Humphreys, appointed during President Grant’s 
Administration, I think, added $48,000,000 to the estimate of Mr. Me- 
nocal, which they had before them, he having gone there with Captain 
Lull’s expedition to make the survey. Mr. Menocal made the esti- 
mate at $52,000,000 for actual construction, and that commission 
added $48,000,000, making in all $100,000,000. Mr. Menocal, in his 
testimony before the Housecommittee, as I shall proceed toshow, when 
asked how that happened, said he supposed it was owing to the gen- 
eral uncertainty which attended the construction of all large enter- 
prises; and therefore the commission added this enormous amount to 
cover all contingencies. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to ask if that did not relate entirely to a 
previous survey and a previous estimate, not this one at all? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about this survey. As I understand 
it, as I read from the report of the committee and from Mr, Menocal’s 
own statement, this survey has been recently made by six surveying 
companies, I believe. As a matter of course it was not this survey, 
for this one was recently made, but it was a survey by Mr. Menocal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ona different line from this one. 

Mr. VEST. But it was one made by him. It might have been in 
some particulars on a different line, and there were a number of dif- 
ferent locks, and the system might have been different. 

Mr. MORGAN. There were fourteen locks, I think. It was a dif- 
ferent survey altogether. This survey now saves 13 miles of canaliza- 
tion in one place by creating estuaries from the dam to the shore, throw- 
ing the water out from behind the hills into the lakes, 

Mr. VEST. I come now to the discussion of Article L of this con- 
cession: 


Does the Senator from Missouri 


ARTICLE L, 


In consideration of the valuable privileges,franchises, and concessions granted 
to the company by this contract, the republie— 

That is, the Republic of Nicaragua— 

Shall receive in shares, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the company 
may issue to raise the corporate capital, 6 per cent. of the totalamountof the is- 
sue. 

I ask the attention of Senators to that. Nicaragua is to receive, of 
the amount issued to raise the corporate capital, that is, as I under- 
stand it, all the money that the company may raise (for that is the cor- 
porate capital), 6 per cent. of the total amount of the issue. That is a 
very important element, as I will proceed to show. 


Such shares, bonds, certificates, or other securities shall be free of all payment 
on the part of the republic, being considered as paid in full. The 6 per cent, 
shal! in no event be less than $4,000,000, thatis to say, forty thousand shares or 
obligations of whatsoever kind, of §100 each. 

Of said shares, bonds, certificates, or securities of whatsoever class, two-thirds 
shall not be transferable; but all shall participate in the benefits, interests, par- 
titions, dividends, sinking funds, rights, privileges, and in all the advantages 
given to paid-up shares without any distinction, The Government in its ca- 
pacity of shareholder shall, besides, have the right to int one director,who 
shall represent its interest in the board of directors of the canal company from 
the time of its definite establishment. Theshares referred to in this article shall 
be delivered to the agent the Government may appoint to receive them and as 
soon as the company shall be ready to issue the certificates for its capital. 

Mr. Hitchcock, the president of the Maritime Canal Company, as 
Senators will see by looking at his testimony, was asked if there was 
any open question between the Government of Nicaragua and the 
company. That was when he testified before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations here some months ago. He said there was not, but in 
a subsequent part of his testimony he admits that Nicaragua claimed 
that it was entitled to 6 per cent. not only of the stock of the company 
but of its bonds and all the securities that they might issue. But the 
committee assumes in its report, as Senators will see by looking at it, 
that Nicaragua is to receive only 6 per cent. of the stock, not 6 per 
eent. of the ‘‘ bonds and other securities,’’ in the language of the con- 
cession. 

Now let me advert fora minute to the immense importance of this 
question. Under the act of organization of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany the company can issue $100,000,000 of stock or $200,000,000 of 
stock and $100,000,000 in bonds, or $200,000,000 in bonds, making in 
stock and bonds $400,000,000 in all. Senators will appreciate at once 
the claim of Nicaragua that if the company should issue $400,000,000, 
or under the proposition embodied in this bill $100,000,000 in bonds 


and $100,000,000 in stock, they are entitled to 6 per cent. of both bonds 
and stock or 6 per cent. in stock. Mr. Hitchcock admits this is an 
open question. But Nicaragua claims that it is entitled to 6 per cent. 
ofall, and the committee assumes and Mr. Hitchcock in his testimony 
claims that it applies to the stock alone. My construction of the con- 
cession is unquestionably, from the language of different portions of 
it, that it refers to the bonds and stock. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator read that clause? 

Mr. VEST. It is Article L, and reads: 

Inconsideration ofthe valuable privileges, franchises, and concessions granted 
to the company by this contract, the Republic shall receive,in shares, bonds, 
certificates, or other securities which the company may issue to raise the cor- 
porate capital, 6 per cent. ofthe total amount of the issue. 

Such shares, bonds, certificates, or other securities shall be free of all pay- 
menton the part of the Republic, being considered as paid in fall. The6 per 


cent. shall in no event be less than $4,000,000, that is to say, forty thousand 
shares or obligations of whatsoever kind of $100 each. 


That is, under no conditions shall Nicaragua have less than $4,000, - 
000, but it is to receive 6 per cent. of all the securities, whether in the 
shape of bonds or stock. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator hold that the borrowing of money 
by a corporation for its purposes is the raising of its capital stock ? 

Mr. VEST. Well, it uses singularlanguage. Itsays, ‘‘ to raise the 
corporate capital.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis very clear. A hotel keeper might be mis- 
taken about that language, but a lawyer can not be. 

Mr. VEST. I havenever kept a hotel, and therefore I can not speak 
for that distinguished class of citizens. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator was speaking for Mr. Hitchcock, who 
is a hotel keeper. 

Mr. VEST. I spoke of him as the president of the company, but he 
had with him an eminent lawyer from New York, Mr. Mason, who 
also testified. So I suppose he spoke under legal advice when he put 
that construction upon the article quoted. Mr. Hitchcock—and this 
is the point I make; whether he is a lawyer or a hotel keeper is cer- 
tainly immaterial—admitted that this was a question open between 
Nicaragua and the company. 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee deny that. 

Mr. VEST. I know; but thepresidentof the companysaysso. The 
committee, as I said, claim that it is 6 per cent. of the stock, and the 
whole question turns upon the words of this concession which embrace 
not only the stock but ‘‘ bonds and other securities.’’ If Nicaragua 
did not mean to include these bonds, why are those words in the con- 
cession? It would have been the simplest thing in the world to say 
** corporate capital ’’ and have that left to be construed to include the 
stock only. But they said ‘‘ bonds or other securities.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the Senator aware of any claim made by Nica- 
ragua that they should have $12,000,000 instead of $6,000,000 under 
that? 

Mr. VEST. Lam not. I suppose, Mr. President, that Nicaragua, 
like any other party to a contract, will claim all they are entitled to. 

Mr. MORGAN, No; Nicaragua will never claim anything more than 
they think they are justly entitled to, and will never set up any such 
claim. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that they have set up any claim yet. I 
am discussing the legal construction of this concession and what is 
meant by it. I submit that the only construction that can be put upon 
it in the future, as to the language which has been repeated over and 
over, is that it embraces bonds as well as shares of stock and all sorts 
of certificates and all sorts of securities—in the language of the conces- 
sion, ‘‘of said shares, bonds, certificates, or securities of whatsoever 
class.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. VEST. This is the purpose stated: 

Two-thirds shail not be transferable; but all shall partici 


interests, partiti dividends, sinking funds, rights, 
edvantages gitea © paid-up hanes without Say aietleetion 


Mr. MORGAN. They all relate, if the Senator will allow me, to 
the raising of the corporate capital and nothing else, not to the bor- 
rowing of money. 

Mr. VEST. Lunderstand; butspecific terms, as the Senator very well 
knows, will control any general phrase. If it did not have in the 
words ‘‘bonds or other securities,’’ then the general language ‘‘cor- 
porate capital’? might be confined to stock. It is very obvious that 
that is specified in order to exclude that conclusion. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would like to inquire what article the Senator is 
reading. > 

Mr. VEST. Article L, on page 130. 

But, Mr. President, I pass on now to Article LIV to see exactly what 
comes to this company, whether we get an absolute ownership of this 
canal or not, 


in the benefits, 
, and in all the 


Articie LIV. 
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There shall be excepted from this condition the vessels belonging to the com- 
y, its stores of coal and other materials, its mechanicaliworkshops, its float- 
ng capital and reserve fund, as also the lands ceded to it by the State, except- 
ing those in which are established the works indicated in the first part of this 
and which will revert to the State together with their immediate appur- 
tenances, as necessary for the service of the canal, and as an integral part of the 
same, 


But the company shall have the right, at the expiration of the aforesaid term 
of ninety-nine years, to the full enjoyment of the free use and control of the 
canal in the capacity of lessee, with all the privileges and advantages granted 
by the said concession, and for another term of ninety-nine years, on the con- 
dition of paying 25 per cent. of the annual net profits to the enterprise tothe 
Government of the Republic, besides the dividends due to it for its shares in 
the capital stock. 

The company furthermore shali have the right to fix, at its discretion, the 
dues referred to in Article X LIII of this concession, so that the shareholders still 
receive dividends not to exceed 10 per cent. perannum on the whole capital after 
deducting the payment of 25 per cent. of the net gains to the Government. 

At the expiration of this second term of ninety-nine years the Government 
shall enter into perpetual possession of the canal and other properties referred 
to in the first part of this article, including also in this possession all that which 
is excluded in the said first part with the exception of the reserve and amorti- 
zation funds. The failure to comply with any of the terms of the lease shall 
terminate it, and the State shall enter into possession of the canal and other 
— belonging to it in accordance with the provisions of the preceding para- 
graph. 


As a matter of course it may be of very small importance to the pre- 
sent generation as to the duration of ownership by this canal company. 
But as this is to be a great national work not only, but a work for the 
whole world, as it is to affect such enormous interests and to change 
commercially the face of this continent, it becomes a matter of serious 
importance that if we pay for the canal weshould control it absolutely 
and forever, subject of course to the territorial sovereignty of the States 
of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

Under the terms of this concession, the canal company, at the end 
of the first term of ninety-nine years, can then become the lessee by 
paying to Nicaragua 25 per cent. of the cost of the canal; and at the 
end of the second term of ninety-nine years—which in the life of na- 
tions is but as a year to the life of an individual—the State of Nica- 
ragua becomes the absolute owner in perpetuity and in fee of the entire 
property, subject of course to the limitation here as to vessels and works 
of art, whatever that may mean, which have been used by the company 
and are then belonging to them. 


I call attention now to a portion of this report in regard to the build- 
ing of this canal, and to the argument made by the committee: 


Any stringency or fluctuation in the money market might prevent their sale 
and thus arrest the progress of the work. Any neglect on the part of the Gov- 
ernments of N ua and Costa Rica to the contractors in the per- 
formance of the would necessarily add to its cost, and perhaps, as in simi- 
lar en’ disable the company and forfeit their charter privileges. Any 
failure of the bankers purchasing these securities to pay for them according to 
the conditions of the sale would have the likeeffect. The work is so great and 
the benefits of its completion so transcendent that it would seem that its execu- 
tion should not be left to private enterprise that, in the chances of the future, 
may fail. It is doubtful whether any private company, corporation, or combi- 

ion, however strong it may appear, would be able to complete so great an 
enterprise, one that could yield no income during its progress and could not in 
any event yield profit until after the whole enterprise was completed. Unlike 
railroads, the investment could not yield any income or profit until it was dem- 
onstrated by actual trial that commercial vessels could pass from ocean to 
ocean with reasonable facility and without delay or danger. In whatever view 
the committee could take of the enterprise there appears grave doubt whether 
itcould be executed without the strong, certain, and powerful support of a great 
nation or a combination of 

Even if completed upon the plan proposed, the amount of stock and bonds 
outstanding would at5 per cent. require that the tolls and other income of the 
company a $12,500,000 a year, a sum that would be so great a burden on 
the commerce of the world as to leave it questionable whether vessels would 

through the canal or follow the old course of navigation around Cape Horn. 

—, engaged in the enterprise are confident of their ability to exe- 
cute work. They did not ress a desire for aid, but seemed to have en- 
tire con of their success. They have already expended, as we are ad- 
vised, about $4,000,000 and are negotiating contracts and loans. 

The committee, however, felt grave doubts, and it was apparent that at all 
events the necessities of the prom, ed would com them to sell their stock 
and bonds in the best market at a discount. stock and bonds would 
naturally flow into the hands of European bankers, and with them the ulti 
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has put the burden of constructing this canal upon the people of the 
United States. 

More than that, Mr. President, it is stated here that peculiar ad- 
vantages are given by this concession to the United States Government, 
I would be glad to have those advantages pointed out, and the articles 
in which they arenamed. This saysabsolutely and specifically, ‘‘ Pro- 
vided that all the nations of the earth shall be invited to subscribe to 
this enterprise.’’ There isnothing in these concessions that I have been 
able to find that limit either the burden or the benefit to the people of 
this country. Nicaragua, if it meant anything in this concession, 
meant that this was to be an enterprise for the whole world, and it is 
80 specifically stated in the different articles of this concession. 

As I said before, there can be but one excuse or object for this legis- 
lation, which is to avoid that article in the concessions from Nicaragua 
which says that no foreign government shall be the owner of the con- 
cession. Therefore, it is necessary, in order to avoid that article of 
the concession, to put the title to this property in the hands of this 
Maritime Canal Company, or the construction company—which is 
the same thing—in order that the United States may, through the 
company, control the canal as absolutely as if it built it with money 
taken directly from its own Treasury andexpended by its own officers. 

I find in the bill of the committee this provision: 


Src. 9. That to secure to the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica the 
benefits stipulated by their concessions, and to indemnify and save the United 
States harmless from its guaranty of the bonds of the said Maritime Cana! Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, the stock of the said company, by this act limited to $100,000,- 
000, shall be issued — as follows: 

First. Ap amount of the stock which at the face or par value thereof shall, 
with the amount of the bonds at their par value, to be issued to the Nicaragua 
Canal Company for expenditures by it prior to January 1, 1891, as provided for 
in section 7 of this act, make an aggregate of $7,000,000 may be retained by the 
said canal company and the stockholders thereof and shall be nonassessable. 

Second. The amounts of shares stipulated to be delivered to the Governments 
of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, according to the terms of their respective conces- 
sions, 


Third. The amount of $70,000,000 of shares to be issued to and in the name of 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, in such certificates as he may 
prescribe. 

So, Mr. President, $7,000,000 are to be issued in the stock of this 
company, besides the $4,000,000 in bonds to these concessionaires, and 

70,000,000 is to be hypothecated in the Treasury of the United States, 
the lien upon which is the only security that the Government of the 
United States has for its issue of $100,000,000 in 3 per cent. bonds, 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator state that over again ? 

Mr. VEST. I state that that amount of stock is to be issued in ad- 
dition to the $4,000,000 in bonds which is provided for in section 7 of 
the bill. The seventh section provides— 

That as soon as practicable after the passage of this act the surrender and 
cancellation of the stock and the cancellation or modification of all contracts and 
agreements of said company for the construction of said canal, as provided for 
in section 3 of this act, the Secretary of the Treasury shal! deliver to the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua bonds of the said company, guarantied as 
aforesaid, at the par value thereof, to an amount equal to the amount expended 
by said company and the Nicaragua Canal Association prior to the Ist day of 
January, 1891, in securing concessions from Nicaragua ancl Costa Rica, in pro- 
moting the enterprise, and in the construction of said canal, including the ex- 
penditures for the plant of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company, if trans- 
ferred to the Maritime Canal Company, together with interest on such amounts 
from the date of payment, not exceeding the total amount of $4,000,000. 


We pay this amount and Mr. Hitchcock testified that the original 
concession cost that company about $500,000. They had expended 
in addition to that, at the time this testimony was given, about two 
and a half million dollars in work and in buying the right of steam 
navigation on the San Juan River, which had been granted to an Eng- 
lishman by the Government of Nicaragua, and purchased by this com- 
pany for $300,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. So thatif this bill passes we are to pay this com- 
pany everything that it has paid out. 

Mr. VEST. With 6 per cent. interest. 

Mr. GEORGE. With 6 per cent. interest, and then furnish the 
money to finish the canal. 

Mr. VEST. They are to make all the contracts for its construction 
and to remain in possession of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. And not advance one dollar. 

Mr. VEST. And not advance one dollar. They do not put up one 
cent and they are to get back all they spend with 6 per cent. interest, 
and they get this enormous amount of land, with all the gold and sil- 
ver mines upon it, and they get, as I said, above all, the most valuable 
portion of this concession, the right to make contracts. 

Mr. GEORGE. With themselves? 

Mr. VEST. With themselves and everybodyelse. Every man who 
knows anything about the construction of public works knows that 
this is worth more in the way of making money than anything else. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator mean that? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I mean under this bill and under the concession. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. Where is there any provision that takes it away? 

Mr. MORGAN. The provision is that the board of directors, of 
course, shall control the operations of this company in every particular 
as to the contracts that the company may make for the building of the 
eanal, and the Government of the United States has $70,000,000 worth 
of shares of this stock in its Treasury, issued in the name of the Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury, with authority to vote it at any election of direct- 
ors. So that the directory of the canal company will be under the 
entire control of the United States Government, and that directory can 
make any contract they please under this bill. 

Mr. GEORGE, Is the directory not obliged to be taken from these 
concessionaires ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 
tion of the company. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not know that I ever can get 

‘through with this argument without going back to the concession. 

The concession provides that at least one-half of the directors shall al- 
ways be of the number of the concessionaires so long as they retain 
their character as sach. 

Mr. MORGAN. What does the Senator read from? 

Mr. VEST. I read from the concession. 

Mr. MORGAN. What part of it? 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator read from the concession from 
Nicaragua? 

Mr. VEST. 
provision. 


That relates only to the first organiza- 


Yes, the concession from Nicaragua, which makes that 
Article X, on page 112, provides: 

The company shall be organized in the manner and under the conditions 
generally adopted for such companies. Its principal office shall be in New 
York, or where it may be deemed most convenient, and it may have branch 


offices in the different countries of Europeand America, where it may consider 
it expedient. 


its name shall be the ‘* Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” and its board 
of directors shall be composed of persons one-half at least of whom shall be 
chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as such. 

Nicaragua has one director, which, under the provisions of this bill, 
there being fifteen directors, would give the company and Nicaragua 
eightand ahalf. The company would have seven and a half under the 
article I have read, and Nicaragua has another, which, if they acted 
together, would, asa matter of course, give them the control of the 
directory; and it goes without saying that these promoters will never 
give up their ‘quality as such,’’ as it is called in this concession. 
Hiow could they give it up? It is also beyond controversy that they 
would not give it up without a struggle if they could, hecause after 
these bonds have been issued and sold for more than par then the stock 
goes up on the market, as it has already, and, as a matter of course, 
with the United States Government behind them, there will not be an 
enterprise in this country which will stand upon such a footing so far 
as the value of the stock is concerned. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from Mis- 
souri, but, as this argument goes on, it seemsto be implied that silence 
gives consent to a good many things. 

The Senator now contends that the concessionaires when they make 
the organization of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua shall be 
compelled therea/ter to preserve in that company and in its board of 
directors one-half of the persons who may be the promoters of this 
scheme. That is not a correct interpretation of this concession. The 
urticle preceding Article X provided that these concessionaires may 
organize the Maritime Canal Company. It means that on the first or- 
yanization it shall be composed of one-half, at least, of the persons who 
were the promoters of thisscheme. That was put in for the benefit of 
the concessionaires, and not for anybody else. e 

Mr. GEORGE, 
refers? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has just been read; but I will read it again: 

Its name shall be the “ Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” and its board 
of directors shall be composed of persons one-half at leastof whom shall be 
chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as such, 

That is to say, should they pass from concessionaires into incorpo- 
rators of the Maritime Canal Company they may yet preserve their re- 
lation as promoters of the scheme. When that same provision of law 
came to be incorporated in the concession from Costa Rica the same 
idea, the same thought was expressed, butin a little different language, 
as we will see. Article LX, on page 125, reads: 

The company shall be organized in the manner and under the conditions 
generally adopted for such companies, Its principal office shall be either in 
the city of New York orin such place as may be deemed convenient. 

its first board of directors shall be composed of persons one-half at least of 
whom uball be chosen from those members of the Nicaragua Canal Association 
who were promoters of the enterprise. 

This Costa Rican concession was made after the organization of this 
company under this act of Congress. This act of Congress in organiz- 
ing this company paid not the slightest attention to this matter. It 
was understood that these comvessionaires when they went into the 
Maritime Canal Company, or would go into it under the act of Con- 
gress, would go in freed of this restriction, because it was made for 
their benefit. After it had been made and the company had been or- 
ganized, the Government of Costa Rica made the concession to that 
* company as a corporation, and used the language which I have just 

employed, to wit, that the first organization of the company should 
be composed one-half of persons who had retained an interest as con- 
cessionaires under this charter. 


Will the Senator please read that part to which he 


That matter has already been wiped out, because the Government of 


the United States has chartered this company and it has gone into opera- 


tion, and both of these companies, withoat respect to the question 
whether or not these concessionaires were or were not the original pro- 





moters, have made no objection. The matter goes along smoothly and 
without any thought or concern by anybody, and nobody in the world 
has any real interest in raising an exception or an objection of that 
kind, which in its nature would be purely technical, except one of 
these governments. The Government of Costa Rica can not do it under 
the very terms of this concession, and the Government of Nicaragua 
can not do it under the evident meaning of its concession, though ex- 
pressed in different words. 

Mr. VEST. The Government of Nicaragua could not? 

Mr. MORGAN, No, under the evident meaning of it, though ex- 
pressed in different terms. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will allow me, I would 
tike to suggest to the Senator from Alabama that this is in somewhat 
different language from the terms used in every act of incorporation, 
that such and such individuals shall constitute a body corporate. 

Mr. MORGAN. For the purpose of giving a sort of legal succession 
and preserving the rights of the original promoters. 

Mr. VEST. In this instance they are not mentioned byname. The 
peculiar language is that they shall remain directors so long as they re- 
tain their quality as promoters. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are, every one of them, named in the act of 
incorporation. 

Mr. VEST. What is the meaning of the language, ‘‘so long as they 
retain their quality as such?’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I have stated it to be a right on the part of the 
concessionaires to protect themselves by the consent of these Govern- 
ments against being thrown out. It is for their benefit, and nobody 
else’s. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It does not use the language, ‘‘so long as they con- 
tinue to be promoters.’’ Itsimply says, ‘‘who may yet preserve their 
quality assuch,’’ ‘Yet’ refers to the time of organization. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire if the Senator from Missouri 
contends that, under that concession, the stockholders of this corpora- 
tion can never, so long as these men survive, elect their own directors? 
Is that the contention of the fenator? 

Mr. VEST. If the language means anything, it must mean that, 
that they retain ‘‘their quality as such.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. That is impossible. 

Mr. VEST. The provision of the concession is absolute that one- 
half of the directory shall be composed of these concessionaires or pro- 
moters if they retain ‘‘their quality as such.’’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Missouri will permit me a 
moment. I think the language is exceedingly unfortunate in any 


event, because, in the first place, the Maritime Canal Company must 
necessarily consist of a certain number of incorporators, and, as I un- 
derstand the Senator from Missouri, they are named in the bill. 
lowing the context of Article X, we find it says: 


Fol- 


And its board of directors— 
Not its present board of directors, or its future board of directors, 


but clearly implying that it may be any board of directors— 
shall be.chosen from the promoters— 


Who are the promoters? Unquestionably those named as the in- 
corporators in the Maritime Canal Company act— 


who may yet preserve their quality as such. 


I presume that they will always maintain their quality assuch. As | 
long as the act incorporating the Maritime Canal Company remains 
upon the statutes of this country they will retain their character «s 
promoters of the enterprise, and they must be selected as part of the 
board of direction. It certainly is very unfortunate language if it does 
not mean exactly that. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, on page 18 of the report of the commit- 
tee I find a statement which I advert to now, because I read a few mo- 
ments ago that portion of the bill of the committee which apportions 
out the full $100,000,000 of stock to be issued by this company. 

By the terms of these concessions— 


Referring to the concessions of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

By the terms of these concessions the Maritime Canal Company became ecn- 
titled to $12,000,000 of the capital stock, and this amount has been, by the agree- 
ment with the construction company, transferred to the latter company. The 
agreement heretofore referred to between the Maritime Company and the con- 
struction com provided for the transfer of the residuum of the stock and 
iso $150.000,000 of | bonds to be issued in payment for the work as performed. 

I should like some member of the committee to tell me in what por- 
tion of these concessions $12,000, 000 of this capital stock is to be issued 
to the Maritime Canal Company. 

Mr. MORGAN, There is no such provision in the concession at all. 
When the word ‘‘transferred”’ is there it means simply that the 
Maritime Canal Company, under a contract which they made and which 
this bill obliterates and destroys with the consent of that company, 
agreed on a plan for the construction of a canal, and, as a part of that 
agreement and also as following out some other antecedent ents, 
that they would transfer to this company $12,000,000 of 
the capital stock of the company as paid-up stock, but there is nothing 
in the concession that relates to it. It is a mere agreement between 
the Maritime Canal Company and the construction company, which 
this bill destroys. 
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we demanded at their hands, I will not say under a threat, but at least 
under the intimation that they might go further and fare worse, be- 
cause we had the power of alteration, amendment, and repeal, and the 
committee determined that they would stand by the people of the United 
States and their commerce and see that this company did not do what 
they had agreed to do, and hence we wiped that whole transaction out. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, May I ask the Senator from Alabamaa question ? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The report of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, on page 14, states that this company is abundantly able appa- 
rently to build itsown canal, but the sacrifices involved by reason of the 
fact that it would have to sell its bonds at about 60 cents on the dollar 
and other sacrifices would make the canal cost the company $242,500,- 
000; and because they would have to pay interest on their bonds 
and dividends on their stock, this would be so heavy a tax upon the 
commerce of the nations of the world that it was infinitely better that 
the Government itself should take hold and guaranty the $100,000,000 
necessary to build the canal, and thereby save the shippers of the world 
the necessity of having to pay these increased tonnage duties. 

Now, referring on page 188 to the letter which the Senator from 
Missouri has just read, here is this convenient construction company, 
which makes the offer to the Maritime Canal Company to build this 
canal upon definite terms; thatis,upon $200,000,000 in first-mortgage 
bonds and $75,000,000 in stock. There is $275,000,000. This was 
shaded somewhat, as appears by the committee’s report, which I have 
already read. But assuming thatit still stands at $275, 000,000, they then 
offer in the same letter, as a guaranty of good faith, to subscribe for 
$100,000,000 of the stock of the Maritime Canal Company at par and 
pay cash for it. Then the Maritime Canal Company would be in this 
condition: It would have its canal finished; it would have outstand- 
ing its $200,000,000 of bonds, $75,000,000 worth of stock which it 
pays for the canal, and it would have $100,000,000 of money in its 
treasury, with which it could at once satisfy one-half of its $200,000, - 
000 mortgage. How, then, is a burden laid upon the company and 
what was the necessity of the company’s issuing $200, 000,000 in bonds 
when it was at once to receive $100,000,000 cash in its treasury, for 
which it would have no earthly use? 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator from Colorado has not observed that 
the Maritime Canal Company never accepted that proposition. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Why did it not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not responsible for that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. With all deference to the Senator from Alabama, 
it states that it does accept it. 

Mr. MOKGAN. No, not the latter part, the subseription of $100,- 
000,000. All this simply shows that this company, having a very im- 
portant line of communication, the only one in the world of the sort, 
having a perfect monopoly of the commerce passing from the Pacific 
to the Atlantic so far as charges are concerned, considered that they 
had a very great piece of property, and they have. They have a piece 
of property upon which they can make a handsome earning on an in- 
vestment of $500,000, 000 at the rate of the Suez Canal charges at $2.50 
a ton. 

But the committee were not acting, as the Senator from Colorado 
supposes, alone for the commerce of the world. We were acting in 
regard to our coastwise commerce and the prolongation of our coast 
line, which this canal completes, and we thought there was a double 
duty resting upon us, one of consideration for the commerce of the world 
and the other the consideration of that sort of charity that begins at 
home, when we can protect our own people in their coastwise trade 
from the enormous charges by @ corporation. So we resolved, if we 
could get the assistance of the Senate and ®f the people of the United 
States, that we would cut that down, and we would give to all the ag- 
ricultural and timber and mining and other material interests and in 
dastries in this country lying on the Pacific coast, the Gulf, and the 
Atlantic coast opportunity for traffic back and forth through this great 
canal without sacriticing so much in the payment of charges; and I will 
say also just here, to have water competition with the great transcon- 
tinental railway systems of the United States, which, to my mind, is a 
very desirable thing. 

Mr. VEST. The views expressed by the Senator from Alabama are 
set forth at great length and with great force in the report of the com- 
mittee, and, as he states, that is the key, as the committee contends, to 
this bill and this entire enterprise. It is to save an enormous sacrifice 
of securities issued by this company, which is to be a tax upon the 
commerce that goes through the canal. It seems to me, however, as 
a primary consideration, that the people of the United States are inter- 
ested in the question of whether the canal can be built, whether pri- 
vate enterprise can build it—which is much to be preferred—or whether 
we shall be compelled, in order to insure its completion, to put the tax 
money of the people into this enterprise. 

The question of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] remains 
unanswered. All this transaction must be considered in the light of 


was perfect, the simple facts that the same body of gentlemen are dealing with 
States at least $1 or $1.50 a ton. Hence the committee say that they | themselves. They were the same men of whom Mr. Hitchcock speaks, 


did not receive any proposition from this company. having the same interests and simply operating under different names. 
On the contrary, we had difficulty in getting them to accede to what | Here is this construction company, which proposes to put up $100,- 





Mr. VEST. The committee stated in their report that this bill and, 
in fact, this whole idea binding the Government of the United States 
for these bonds came from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
that these concessionaires or promoters never made my advances in that 
direction. In publications in the New York papers I see it stated that 
they consider they are making a great sacrifice in entering upon this 
arrangement with the Government of the United States, They stated, 
also, in their testimony, that they expected to sell these bonds at 60 cents 
on the dollar, which was the amount at which the bonds of the Suez Canal 
were sold for the purpose of raising money towards its construction. 
Now they give up $12,000,000 in the stock of the company and receive 
in payment for that $3,000,000 in stock. That shows the valuation 
they put upon the stock in their enterprise. 

But, besides that, there is a remarkable statement, to be found upon 
page 188 of this report, in Exhibit A. ‘This was one of those proposi- 


tions made from one room in a building to another between these com- 
panies. 













































OFFICE OF THE NICARAGUA CANAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 
44 Wall Street, New York, May 24, 1889. 

GENTLEMEN: The Nicaragua Canal Construction Company hereby offers to 
do the entire work of every kind and nature of constructing the interoceanic 
canal to be built by your company, and in accordance with the plans of A. G. 
Menocal, as approved on the 9th day of March, 1889, by the boerd of civil en- 
gineers to whom the same was submitted for examination, and also according 
to any modifications or changesthat may hereafter be made in said plans which 
do not substantially vary from the general route as now laid down in Mr. Meno- 
cal’s plans or fncrease the expenses of constructing the same, and to begin the 
work at once and tocomplete the same in all respects as required by the stipu- 
lations and conditions in the concessions held by your company, for the sum 
of $200,000,000 in the first-mortgage bonds of your company, and $75,000,000 of 
the capital stock, payments to be made in equal proportions of stock and bonds 
every thirty — for such portions of the work as the engineers of your com- 
pany shall certify have been completed, the work to be begun at once. 

Asa guaranty of good faith this company— 


The construction company— 
hereby agrees to subscribe for $100,000,000 of the stock of your company, and 


to pay for the same in cash. 
Yours very truly, 




















A. C. CHENEY, 
President of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 

Tar Maritime CANAL CoMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is that? 

Mr. VEST. A letter from the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 
pany, of which Warner Miller is president, to the Maritime Canal 
Company, of Nicaragua, of which Mr. Hitchcock is president. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, a letter from one person of this com- 
mercial trinity to another. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; from one of these companies to the other. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Missouri will indulge mea 
moment, that is the key to this bill. The committee found the exist- 
ence of such propositions between these two companies, They found 
that they were lawful and could be executed, as is done every day be- 
tween construction companies and the original corporators. They 
found that it would make an immense tax upon the commerce of this 
country and of the world, and, under instructions that we should take 
into consideration the whole situation, we concluded that we would 
lay the hand of the law upon this company and we would confine them 
so that they should have but $100,000,000 of stoek, and that $70,000, - 
000 of that should go into the Treasury of the United States as se- 
curity for the bonds; that they should not have a loan of $100,000,000 
instead of $200,000,000 of bonds, and that the Government of the 
United States would nty that, and the Government of the United 
States, instead of paying them $12,000,000 of stock that the Maritime 
Canal Company made an agreement to issue, would cut down all that 
they should receive, in every sort and shape and fashion, to $7,000,- 
000, of which an estimated sum of $4,000,000 was the amount of 
money they had actually expended in the construction of the canal, in 
the purchase of plant, the purchase of concessions, and the like, in 
money, to be audited by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States, and that the balance of the $7,000,000 should be made up to 
them in paid-up stock. 

So that all the profit they can possibly make out of this transaction 
is the difference between the sum of money that they have actually ex- 
pended upon the canal and $7,000,000, which would be about $3,000, - 
000 in stock. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That depends on how much the stock turns out 
to be worth. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course that depends on how much the stock 
may turn out to be worth, and it can not be worth anything as a pay- 
ing investmentuntil after the canal iscompleted. The committee saw 

* that the company, under the concession and under the charter privi- 
leges which been granted by the Congress of the United States, 
could do precisely what was done inthe Suez Canal. They could build 
at such cost that it would take $2.50 a ton upon shipping to go through 
there to pay a reasonable profit upon the investment, whereas by the 
Government of the United States taking hold of it, upon a security that 

they could reduce the tax upon the commerce of the United 
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000,000 in actual cash for $100,000,000 of stock of the Maritime Canal 
Company. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think that ‘‘$100,000,000”’ is a misprint, 

Mr. VEST. Of course I can not be responsible for misprints. I do 
not know as to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That proposition was never accepted. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to say a 
word ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no doubt that ‘‘$100,000,000”’ there should 
be ‘‘ $1,000,000,’ and that was subscribed for 10,000 shares. It isa 
mistake of the printer. I have been trying to find the original paper, 
but have not been able to place my hands upon it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The question was asked Mr. Hitchcock by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps]: ‘i 

Set ie construction company itself isa stockholder to the extent of $1,000,000? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We are told that this contract was not accepted. 
These figures would look as if there were a great many misprints scat- 
tered through the volume. 

Mr. VEST. The construction company was a stockholder for $1,- 
000,000, and paid the money, and ex-Senator Miller, of New York, tes- 
tified that they paid it. He was asked by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMuNDs] how they raised the money, and hesaid, ‘‘ By selling 
our stock.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. The list of stockholders, on page 186 of the report, 
shows that the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company took 10,000 
shares, making $1,000,000. That subscription was made in pursuance 
of this proposition. Thereis no question aboutthat. There was never 
any pretense that there was any contract. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Alabama in front of me [Mr. Mor- 
GAN | says that the proposition was never accepted. 

Mr. MORGAN. I referred to the language of the two instruments 
which are printed here, which show that the contract for the execution 
of the work was accepted, and the other part there was nothing said 
about. Therefore, I infer it was not accepted, but I was not present 
in the committee at that time. It is said 10,000 shares, amounting to 
$1,000,000, had actually been paid to the Maritime Canal Company by 
the construction company 

Mr. DOLPH. Undoubtedly that subscription was made in pursu- 
ance of this general arrangement as part of this proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not responsible for misprints. I read it as it is 
printed in all the editions. 

I was about to observe that, if they could pay $100,000,000, that 
would build the canal, even under the largest estimate made by the 
high commission and the report of the committee, and the correspond- 
ence shows that they went on under that contract. On the next page, 
page 189, Mr. Hitchcock says, in reply to that proposition: 

You are hereby authorizedand directed to begin such construction work at 
the earliest possible moment, with this understanding and agreement: That if 
within three months this company does not/accept poe pospenee, ae execute 
a contract with your company thatshall be mutually satisfactory, then, in such 
an event, this company will reimburse your company for all the expenditures 
sammet inconnection with the construction work and 10 per cent. in addition 

ereto, 

‘That, of course— 

Says the witness— 
was because we could not make a large contract with any company at that 
point of time, and therefore we reserved the right to simply pay them for what 


they did and 10 per cent. additional. 
Q. Well, that is within three months? 


A. If we did not make a contract within three months, Well, we did not 
make a contract within three months. 
Q. So that— 


Said the Senator interrogating him— 


Q. Sothat as the thing stood they were going on under this authority and 
you were either bound to make a contract that was mutually satisfactory or 
else you were bound to reimburse them, with 10 per cent. profit ? 

A. That is itexactly. To that they responded as follows : 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What page is that? 
Mr. VEST. Page 189. Here comes the answer: 


Orricre or THr NrcarRaGua CANAL Constavetion Company, 
44 Wall street, New York, May 24, 1889. 
Dear Sim: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, 


authorizing and directing this company to begin the construction of the Nica- 
cague, Canal at the earlicst possible moment upon termsand conditions therein 
stated. 


In reply I beg to advise you that this company will, in compliance with your 
directions, commence the work of constructing the Ni Canal at once, 
and to that end will dispatch an expedition to Nicaragua on the 25th instant. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. C, CHENEY, 
President of the Nicaragua Canal Con Company. 
Hiram Hrrencock, Esq., 
President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

It does not make so much difference about the correspondence be- 
tween them or the contract, because it was all the samecompany. All 
they had to do was to meet in one room and abrogate or modify the 
whole thing, as they saw fit, This shows that they wenton under that 
contract, whether it was a misprint as to the $100,000,000 or not. 

Mr. President, I said in the opening of my remarks that any busi- 


ness man of ordinary sagacity and prudence, if he were about to invest 
$100,000,000 or $1,000,000, would send to examine the property he 
was about to buy, and not take the statements of the parties interested 
or of the engineer who made the surveys and who was himself a pro- 
jector and a stockholder, as the list of stockholders shows. No ordi- 
nary business man who was not inviting bankruptcy would do any such 
thing as that. 

Mr. MORGAN. =I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
make a statement in that connection. He has referred to this matter 
twice. 

The report made by Mr. Menocal was taken by the Maritime Canal 
Company and submitted to five of the most distinguished engineers in 
the United States, none of whom had any interest in this work as stock- 
holders or anything of the kind. They went over it and they raised 
his estimates, not on account of the impropriety of any charge he 
made or the low rate at which he valued any work at all, but taking 
into consideration all the possibilities—not the probabilities—of delay 
and detriment from earthquakes, or any other thing which might 
happen in that country, they put on, as I remember now, $14,000,000 
additional to Mr. Menocal’s estimate. 

The Maritime Canal Company took the report as it was modified 
and increased it by $14,000,000, and acted upon that, and not upon 
Mr. Menocal’s rtin its further transactions, though that company 
believe, and I think every member of the committee believes, that when 
this work comes to be completed it will be completed dt least down 
to Mr. Menocal’s estimates, which have certainly been made with great 
ability and care, and in every respect they are worthy of one of the 
best engineers in the United States, if not in the world. He spent 
four years’ solid time in examining that country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Referring to what the Senator mentioned, on page 
188 of the report of the committee, near the end of the letter of the 
construction company of the 24th of May, 1889, it reads: 

As a guaranty of good faith this company hereby agrees to subscribe for 
$100,000,000 stock of your company— 

As it is written here— 
and pay for the same in cash. 


Iam bound to say, from the testimony of these gentlemen, that I am 
certain there is a mistake in the print or in the writing of that thing, 
because they all said that as a guaranty of good faith they would sub- 
scribe a million dollars and pay for it in cash, which they did. They 
did pay that million dollars in cash into the treasury of the company. 
Therefore that is a mistake either of the clerk who wrote it out or of 
the printer. There is no doubt about *hatat all. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. By Mr. Cheney, who made the offer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or by somebody, because, taking the testimony 
of these gentlemen, anybody ean see the statement is absurd on the 
face of it. They were to subscribe for a million dollars and pay for it 
in cash, which they did, and put the money into the treasury of the 
company. Whether it amounts to anything or not is another thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. For the sake of getting a matter before the Senate 
about which there has been very little disputation so far, I wish to read 
who are the co in the original act, and then to show, by ref- 
erence to Senate Report No. 2234 of the present Congress, that these in- 
corporators, while there are a few of them mentioned as shareholders 
in the other company, the other company consists, I suppose, of two 
hundred shareholders, comprising many of the best men in the whole 
country. I ha to know some of these men. 

Mr. McPH N. Which company? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam talkingaboutthe construction company. It 
has been assumed here that the construction company and the Maritime 
Canal Company were one and thesame thing, and that they had merely 
to transfer from one room to another in order to make agreements with 
themselves. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may interrupt theSenator on this same mat- 
ter, I find that in Senate Report No. 2234, to which the Senator from 
Alabama has called our attention, on page 6, the letter of Mr. Cheney, 
certified to be correct by one Thomas B. Atkins, also contains a clause 
that the offer is to subscribe for $100,000,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was evidently a blunder, because in truth 
it was not so, and nobody ever understood it so. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will read the incorporators in the orginal act. 
They were as follows: 

Frederick Billings, ae P. Daly, Daniel Ammen, Francis A. Stout, Horace 


L. Hoteh m Hitchcock Goodwin, A.C. 
Cheney, J. F.0 . H.C. Taylor, J. W. Miller, A.S. inshield, A. 
G.M Charles H. Stebbins, T. Jules Aldige, R. A. Lan- 
caster, Alfred E. Mills, Gustav E. Kissell, Horace ks, H. Robin- 


son, Alfred B. Darling, Joseph 3b yg Roosevelt, Christian Dev- 
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Edward Holbrook, treasurer. In 1890 the following officers were 
elected: Warner Miller, president; H. R. Hoyt, treasurer, and A. C. 
Cheney, first vice president. And in July, 1890, the following officers 
were elected: President, Warner Miller; vice president, A. C. Cheney; 
secretary, J. W. Miller, and treasurer, H. R. Hoyt. 

Then follows the list of stockholders in that company, a very large 
number of persons, and amongst them are some ladies, Some stock 
seems to have been subscribed for by persons acting in a fiduciary ca- 

city. I notice in the list John M. Crawford, trustee; Lancaster & 

cke, agents; Charles N. Vilas, trustee; Samuel Thorn et al,, trust- 
ees; Thomas A. Rich, trustee, ete. 

The stock in the construction company was taken up by a large 


number of people who had not any interest aud were not stockholders | the report of the committee. 


in the Maritime Canal Company. 





Mr. VEST. I do not say that the dams are 5 or 6 miles long; I say 
the valley is that wide. 

Mr. MORGAN, There is not one more than 500 feet long. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose the dam they propose to build there will be 
the longest dam in the world if it is compieted. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is nothing like as large as the dam that brings 
water into New York City. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care about those details, but the dam is an 
enormous one. However, I suppose it makes no difference as to its 
size. Mr. Menocal’s testimony, which I hold in my hand, was given 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations. He was asked as to the 
result of earthquakes. This is his testimony, taken and printed with 
He was asked by the Senator from Ver- 
mont what has been the result or effect of earthquakes upon the dams 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in order to dispose of the question as to | built out of these enormous bowlders that are just rolled into the 


the identity of these stockholders, that the same parties were inter- 
ested in all three of these companies, the concession company, the 
Construction Company of Nicaragua, and the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany, I will read the statement of Mr. Mason, who was the attorney 
for all the companies, to be found on page 205: 

The Nicaragua Canal Association was formally organized on the 3d of De- 
cem ber, 1886, by Messrs. Daly, Stout, Hotchkiss, Taylor, Billings, Crowninshield, 


Hitcheock, Miller,and Menocal for the pu e of securing from the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua a concession or grant with all the rights and privileges, etc. 


Mr. Hitchcock was on the stand as president of the Nicaragua Mari- 
time Canal Company, and Senator EpMuNDs asked him, as appears on 
page 191: 

Q. Are any of the officers of the Maritime Canal Company members of the 
construction company? 

A. Not as officers; they are stockholders. 

Q. The management is entirely separate ? 
A. Entirely separate. 
By Senator DoLru: 
you state how nearly identical the stockholders of each company are? 


Q. Can 
A. Well, Ishould say allthe stockholders of the maritime company are also 
stockholders of the construction company. 


Mr. GEORGE. That settles it. 


The officers are entirely different. 


water—— 

Mr. MORGAN. They are very small bowlders, not enormous ones, 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know whatis called small, but they weigh a 
ton, and I consider that a pretty good rock. These bowlders are rolled 
in, and Mr. Menocal, when asked what is the effect of an earthquake, 
says it will make a dam better; that it will shake the rocks together 
and stop the water from running through. That is in his testimony 
in response to a question put by the Senator from Vermont. The vul- 
gar impression has been that the tendency of an earthquake is to disin- 
tegrate and loosen, but Mr. Menocal has made a new discovery, itseems 
to me, in physics, not to say engineering, and that is that an earth- 
quake is an accessory. 

Mr. HOAR. Were there any experts in earthquakes examined be- 
fore the committee? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Menocal was. He said that from 1872 to 1890 he 
had been in Nicaragua altogether, not continuously of course, four 
years, and that he never had heard of but one earthquake that did 
damage of any consequence, and that was in 1845 or 1846, I believe, 
when a steeple was jostled down in the town of Rivas. 

But in order to show the absolute necessity, in my judgment, of the 
United States having some information from its own officers who are 


Mr. MORGAN. No, that does not settle it, because we all know | not in this concession, who do not belong to this corporation, I want 


that Ex-Senator McDonald is not a stockholder in the Maritime Con- 
struction Company, and we know that there are a number of gentle- 
men who are named in the Maritime Canal Company who are not mem- 
bers of the construction company. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question ? 
Mr. MORGAN, Yes. 


to allude to some testimony given by this same gentleman, Mr. Menocal, 
in February, 1880. He appeared before the committee of the House of 
Representatives. The distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye} 
was a member of it. Mr. Menocal’s estimate then for building this 
work, upon a different survey, it is true, as the Senator from Alabama 
says, was $52,577,718. Now the high commission, at the head of which 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Is it not a fact that, with the exception of the | was Humphreys, added $48,000,000 to that estimate, for they stated 
$14,500 subscription, every dollar that has ever been subscribed to the | that the work would cost $100,000, 000. 


Maritime Canal Company has been subscribed by the construction 
company ? 
Mr. MORGAN. I expect that is true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis substantially true. 

Mr. MORGAN, ‘Ihavenodoubtitis true. That is one of the things 
we did not like. We wanted to stop that. If the Senator likes that, 
he will let the thing stand as it is. 

Mr. VEST. The evidence shows beyond any question the state of 
facts to which the Senator from Colorado has aliuded. One million 


dollars was paid by the construction company for stock of the Mari- 
time Canal Company, and Mr. Warner Miller, president of the con- 
struction company, testified before the committee that he paid that 


million dollars out of the proceeds of stock of the construction com- 
pany, which had the same stockholders that the Maritime Canal Com- 
panyhad, It was like passing it from one hand to the other; and all the 


money outsiders ever = is $14,500, 
The Senator from Alabama says that the objection I make to accept- 


ing the reports of the surveys of Mr. Menocal, one of the concession- 
aires and one of the stockholders, and one of the chief promoters, is ob- 
viated by the fact that his surveys were submitted to five advisory 
engineers, one of whom, I aminformed, was the brother of the president 
of the Maritime CanalCompany. I do not know anything about that. 
Out of the five advisory engineers not one of them had ever been on the 
Isthmus of Darien, and not one of them had ever made a survey of the 
canal route. They accepted the report of Mr. Menocal, they tock his | 
statement u , and then made their estimates and added to the 
$65,770,000, which was his estimate for the whole construction, ex- 
penses enough to make it $87,000,000 to cover expenses and contingen- | 
cies that might not have been contemplated; and in the report of these 
ad they say that nobody can tell absolutely what would 
be the cost of that work oreven approximate to it in a country like the 
Isthmus. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who says that? 

Mr. VEST. Theseadvisory 


what will be the leakage as to those enormous dams that are constructed 


across a valley 5 or 6 miles wide in order to make a continuation of | works generally cost more than is estimated f 


Lake Nicaragua. They say that the water may 


late through it 
in spite of everything that can be done in the i 


of engineering 


PRT ee BY Ba 


because they say nobody can tell | ,, 


The Cuarmmay, Was the survey made complete from one end of the line to 
the other? 

Mr. Menoca. Yes, sir; but a final and more detailed survey may suggest 
changes in the location of the line that will, I have no doubt, greatly reduce the 
estimate I have named, 

The CHAIRMAN. On the whole, was the cost of labor and materials at that timo 
about the same as at present’ 


It was in 1872 when he made the survey under Captain Lull, and 
this testimony was given in February, 1880: 

Mr. Menocat, The cost of labor was assumed to be $1.25 per day for common 
laborers, 

The CHAIRMAN. How was that as compared with its present cost ? 

Mr. Menocar. About the same as at present. The prices adopted for the 
different items of the work have been considered very liberal by many engi- 
neers in this country of large experience in public works. I have been told by 
responsible contractors that they would be willing to take the work for the 
prices allowed in the estimates. 

Mr. Concer, Twenty-five per cent. was added to that estimate ? 

Mr. Menocat. Yes, sir; that raised the total amountto $65,700,000. Thehigh 
commission appointed by the President added about 100 per cent. to the orig- 
inal estimates, and fixed the maximum cost at $100,000,000; but I do not believe 
that the canal when completed will have cost over $70,000,000, as I know of 
many alterations that can be made tothe line as originally located that will re- 
duce the estimate before named. 


Now, said Mr. FRYE: 

If your estimate was carefully made, by what authority did the high com- 
mission add $48,000,000 to it? 

Mr. GEORGE. Whomade that survey ? 

Mr. VEST. Humphreys, the Chief of Engineers, appointed by Gen- 
eral Grant. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was a different survey. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, but it was not a different survey when the 
high commission put this additional estimate on it. They took the 
same survey that Mr. Menocal had made. 

Mr. GEORGE. They made their own survey themselves. 

Mr. VEST. They went there and went over the lines. That raised 
the total amount to $65,700,000. Then he goes on: 

Mr. Frye. If your estimate was carefully made, by what authority did the 
igh commission add $48,000,000 to it? 

Mr. Meyocan, The only authority they bad was the precedent that such 
Mr. Frye. So thatthe forty-eight millions additional is a guess? 

Mr. Menocat, It is certainly a guess, as it is not based on any calculations of 


a probable increase, either in the works proposed or in the adopted prices tor 
labor and mai 


Mr. Frye. If your original estimate of $52,000,000 was carefully made, and if 
you knowa many places w that estimate can be reduced, why do you 
say that you believe the canal can be constructed fer $70,000,000? 
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Mr. Mewocat. Because there are always contingencies in an enterprise of 
this kind that can not be estimated beforehand, and which are really not within 
the province of the engineer. Forexample, the Government of Nicaragua will 
probably receive a percentage of the stock of the company in lieu of certain 





concessions granted ; commissions will have to be paid tobankers, and interest 
paid to the stockholders during the construction of the canal, ali of which will 
have to be added to the estimated cost of the work proper. 

Mr. Hovreutns, Have you yourself any prejudice in favor of either line as 


against the other? 

Mr. Mewocan. No, sir. 

Mr, Hurcuinxs. Are you an American? 

Mr. Mesocat, Iam an American citizen. My native land is Cuba. 

Mr. Hurcurns. Have you any interests that would be benefited by the adop- 
tion of either route? 

Mr. Menoca, Not any 


Mr. Ylurcurns, Have you any personal friends who have an interest or who 
would be bengfited by the adoption of either route? 

Mr. Menocat, | have no personal friend interested in either route. My judg- 
ment is not influenced by any such consideration. I do not know anybody in 


Nicaragua who would be especially benefited by the adoption of that route, ex- 
cept inageneral way. I know gentlemen in this country who are endeavoring 
to form an American company to build the canal, and who may become finan- 
cially interested in the affair. 


Mr. MORGAN, What year was that? 

Mr. VEST. In Febraary, 1880. Now, according to the report of 
Mr. Miller, in his historical résumé of the interoceanic canal, Mr. Me- 
nocal was in Nicaragua by the 1st of April and obtained the concession 
of which I have read here to-day from the Nicaraguan Government, 
the first concession, in May, 1880. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not the one you read here to-day. 

Mr. VEST. No; that was the last concession, the concession ob- 
tained in 1887. But 1 speak of the concession which he obtained and 
to which Colonel Burnes alluded in the extract that I read from his 
statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. That concession has not been read from here, 

Mr. VEST. No, that has not been read, but we know the general 
provisions of it, and it can be produced if necessary. It has nothing 
to do with this question. I simply want to show that Mr. Menocal 
was then contemplating a concession from Nicaragua, because he must 
have left this city and gone immediately there in order to have secured 
that concession in less than two and a half months afterwards. 

At that time Mr. Menocal, as his report shows, estimated the level 
of Lake Nicaragua above the sea level at 107 feet. He now puts it in 
his report here at 110. Lull put it at 107. Whatever may have been 
the difference of survey, there could not have been any difference in 
regard to the summit level, as it is called, of Lake Nicaragua. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difference, if the Senator will allow me, is be- 
tween high and low water. This last survey is the mean between high 
and low water. 

Mr. VEST. This statement was of the mean, expressly stated so by 
Mr. Menocal. One officer put the height of the level there at 114 feet 
in extreme high water, in the rainy season, and they took the mean. 
Lull and Menocal state that in 1872, when they made their survey, it 
was 107 feet; and Menocal now states that it is 110 feet. As a matter 
of course, it is a fact about which there could not have been any vari- 
ance; and there was not. I mention this simply to show that, no mat- 
ter how high the character of Mr, Menocal, we ought to accept with 
the greatest reluctance the statement of any engineer who comes here 
in the promotion of an enterprise in which he is interested. It was 
urged here against Captain Eads (and I never denied the legitimacy of 
the argument) that he was interested in the Tehuantepec Ship Rail- 
way, and even his high character as an engineer and a man of honor 
was not sufficient to do away with that argument as made here in the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I have consumed more of the time of the Senate than 
Lintended. 1 have no personal interest in this matter. Iam treating 
it exactly as I would any other business transaction, considering its 
magnitude. Like every other American citizen desirous of the honor, 
the glory, and the welfare of our country, I should be glad to see its 
coast line exténded, as the report says, and the commerce that whitens 
every ocean passing through that canal. But I am here for another 
purpose, and that is as a trustee for the people to scrutinize every prop- 
osition that looks to the expenditure of such an enormous amount of 
money, and I should consider myself derelict to every demand of duty 
if I did not do so without regard to consequences to myself, 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, before the Senator from Missouri 
takes his seat I desire to ascertain a very important fact. I ask leave 
to propound a question to him because I am a learner here. I. have 
listened with a great dea! of interest to his exposition of this proposed 
contract. I do not know if I have got it right and I want to see if I 
have. 

I understand now—and I want to know if this is correct—that this 
company gota concession from Nicaragua and Costa Rica, In that con- 


-cession they are to have lands of very great value. I understand tur- 


thermore that they have expended about $4,000,000 of their own motiey 
in getting this concession and in doing the work on the land and on 
this canal. I understand that the proposition is for the Government 
of the United States to issue bonds which will be applied, first, to 
paying back to these men every dollar that they have expended on 
the canal, so that they start out without its having cost them a cent. 
Then the next proposition is that they get the canal built without cost- 
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ing them a cent, and they retain all this valuable land and the United 
States pays for the canal and they own it. Is that the statement? 

Mr. VEST. That is it, of course subject to this concession, that at 
the end of ninety-nine years it reverts absolutely to Nicaragua unless 
they become the lessee and pay Nicaragua 25 per cent. of the profits, 

Mr. GEORGE. So the result would be, if we pass this bill, that 
we pay these men every single cent they have ever advanced, we allow 
them to retain all these valuable lands, and then we furnish the money 
to build the canal of which they are to be the owners. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, whenever we issue $100,000,000 
of 3 per cent. bonds we are bound to build the canal if it costs $500, - 
000,000, because we commit ourselves to it. 

One statement which probably has not been brought: out is that 
Nicaragua gets $6,000,000 of these securities, Costa Rica gets only 
$1,500,000; and then the concessionaires, as they are called, the mem- 
bers of these companies, receive the $4,000,000 to compensate them for 
what they paid for the concession and for other expenditures prior to 
January, 1891. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I understand furthermore that the estimated 
cost of the canal is $65,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. That is Mr. Menocal’s estimate, 

Mr. GEORGE. He is the leading man. 

Mr. VEST. He is the principal engineer. The committee say in 
their report that they think it will cost $100,000,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then they will have $35,000,000 of surplus if the 
estimates turn out to be correct. 

Mr. VEST. They would have to pay commissionsif they sold the 
stock, and possibly other expenses, but they will have a very large 
start on that surplus. 

Mr. DAVIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish merely to make a statement in regard to the 
question of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gzorcr}. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
Davis] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask the Senator to yield until I can offer an 
amendment to the bill and have it read. 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada offers an 
amendment to the bill, which will be read. 

The Secrerary. After the word ‘‘par,’’ at the end of line 27, 
section 8, on page 8, insert: 

The Chief of Engineers of the Army shall have the supervision and control of 
the construction of such canal, toge with all rights, appurtenances, and fix- 
tures connected with the same, and the construction of such canal and the im- 

rovements connected therewith shall be subject to the laws, rules, and regu- 

ations applicable to the construction of public works in the United States and 
such other laws and regulations as may hereafter be prescribed by Congress or 
the Seeretary of War. And no money shall beexpended suceps through the En- 
gineer's Department for any purpose whatever connected with the construction 
and equipment of the said canal until the same shall have been completed. The 
compensation of all officers and employés of the company shall be fixed by the 
President of the United States, and no os be paid out of the treasury 
of the company for dny purpose except for the construction and equipment of 


the canal, as hereinbefore provided, until the accounts have been examined and 
approved by the chief Comptroller of the Treasury. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada will be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPn] to 
make a statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I am sorry to interrupt the speech of 
the Senator from Minnesota, but I do not like the statements, made 
in the form of an interrogation by the Senator from Mississippi and 
apparently assented to by the Senator from Missouri, to go unchal- 
lenged. 

rs true that by the bill reported by the committee and now before 
the Senate it is proposed that the company shall receive out of the 

of the bonds to be guarantied by the Government all that 

they have expended for the concession and in the constraction of the 

canal. That is supposed to be in the neighborhood of $4,000,000. It 

is also provided that they shall receive in addition stock enough atthe 

par or face value thereof to the neighborhood of $3,000,000 of stock 

for their concession, for their risk, and for their interest in the enter- 
rise. 

But that is only 3 per cent. on the amount of the stock of the com- 
pany. So it is not correct to say that they will own the canal, that 
they will own the land, or any other property belonging to the com- 
pany, or that they will have any surplus after the canal has been com- 
pleted, because it is provided that the bonds shall only be issued—no 
other bonds shall be issued, no stock can be sold; there will be no 
means of obtaining money, but the bonds guarantied by the Govern- 
ment shall only be for work actually done and as it proceeds, 
and the total amount of bonds issued shall not exceed the total cost of 
the canal. Soall that the company receive for their interest and their 
risk and for all their trouble in the matter is the $3,000,000 stock which 
may or may not have value at some future time, depending on when 
the canal is completed, dag aap ape whether they pay the 
fixed charges, and then pay dividends on stock. 
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Mr. VEST. Do they not receive the land? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, the company hold the land. 

Mr. VEST. I say the company hold it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Bat the stockholders of the present company, the 

t organization, only receive the $3,000,000 of stock. If the 

nited States takes the $70,000,000 of stock, they own seven parts out 

of ten of the land as theowners of seven-tenths of the stock of the com- 
pany. The provisions of the bill—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Allow me to make my statement. Under the bill it 
is provided that this company shall be — what they have expended 
in money; that they shall be paid in the neighborhood of $3,000,000 
of stock, which may or may not have an actual value—a value depend- 
ent u future circumstances—for their risk and for their concessions, 
and the United States virtually takes control of this enterprise, con- 
stracts it out of the bonds of the company guarantied by the Govern- 
ment, with the right to become the owner of the stock, and actually it 
is the controlling owner by virtue of holding the stock in pledge, $70, - 
000,000, with the right of the Secretary of the Treasury to vote it, and 
it may become the absolute owner of it at any time before the bonds 
mature by taking the stock and paying the face of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Oregonallow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifthe Senator from Minnesota yields. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not think I can yield further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota has the 
floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I suggest that the Senator from Minnesota should 
not yield to the Senator from Oregon to make a statement and then de- 
cline to allow another Senator to ask him as to the correctness of that 
statement. 

Mr. DAVIS. If my friend insists in that way, I yield, of course. 
[To Mr. WoLcotr:] Proceed with your question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. TheSenator from Oregon states that the only thing 
the company receives is $3,000,000 in stock. As I understand the pro- 
posed bill stock can only hereafter be issued at par, and the Gov- 
ernment reserves what the committee says is a valuable concession, the 
right to buy the stock at par. It appears by the reports that but a 
million dollars of stock has been subscribed for altogether. Assum- 
ing the stock to be worth par, which is the value the Government 
places upon it, does not the passage of this bill at once pay to every 
stockholder of this maritime canal company a dividend of 300 per cent. ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainlynot. The. United States reserves the right 
to pay in par for this stock twenty years hence, I submit the prob- 
lem to the Senator, what would be the value of that stock at the pres- 
ent day if twenty years from now it is worth par? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Your own report says it is worth par now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I desire to state, in a manner which I 
shall regret will necessarily be disconnected and imperfect, some of the 
reasons why I can not support this bill. 

For more than three centuries the idea and hope of a passage from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean through the isthmian portion of the 
North American continent have appealed to both imagination and | 
judgment. It was one of the visions of Charles the Fifth; it wasa 
conception of Philip the Second. Generation after generation of rulers, 
navigators, and engineers has encountered this problem in the hope of | 
a favorable solution. I had expected to find that solution in the meas- | 
ure proposed. I have been disappointed, after the investigation which 
I have given to the question. 

This proposition, in plain terms, is to subsidize, by way of guaranty | 
by the United States of the bonds of the canal company, to the extent | 
of $100,000,000 the construction of a work of great importance, it is | 
true, but lying entirely outside our national domain and traversing a 
foreign country. 

The American people have notbeen fortunate in the matter ofsubsidies, 
A little less than thirty years ago, under a conception somewhat similar, 
under the urgency of national considerations much the same as those 
now advanced, the United States guarantied the bonds of the Pacific 
railroad companies, the Central and the Union, to the amount of $30,- 
000,000 each. The same alluring visions and alleged certainty of ulti- 
mate payment by the companies were held forth then as now. Secu- 
rity, substantially of the same character and nature, was carefully pro- 
vided by statutory enactment. 

Nearly thirty years have passed since that was done, and to-day we 
are struggling with the financial question as to how the United States 
is to obtain reimbursement for that which it has paid and that which 
it is ultimately bound to pay. No financial ingenuity has as yet 
solved that problem, although Congress has, for many years, been en- 
dea to solve it. We are engaged now in deliberations upon a 
measure by which this enormous amount of $120,000,000 (for that is 


LE: 
cee 





about the aggregate now due and to become due from the Pacific Rail- 
Way companies) is to be obtained from them, and no plan which has 
yet been submitted meets with universal favor. 

Mr, President, at about the same time we endowed some of the trans- 
continental and other roads with land grants, and I question very much 
upon the whole whether the result has been beneficial. The result of 


it all has been that a public sentiment was awakened shortly after the 
policy was adopted to which I have referred which is distinctly hostile 
to any such subsidies, assistance, or grants. For more than twenty-five 
years not a single subsidy or land grant has been made by the United 
States in aid of any corporation, and for more than twenty years any 
project of that character has been consistently and stead{astly con- 
demned in the platforms of all political parties. 

Mr. President, imposing as this measure is, appealing as it does to 
the sentiment of national dignity and power, it should be treated 
with ‘‘ large discourse, looking before and after,’’ before we commit the 
Government to it. This policy has been recommended suddenly as to 
this enterprise. It comes without warning. Indeed it reverses the 
policy explicitly expressed two years ago in the act incorporating the 
Nicaragua Maritime Canal Company. We were assured in the debate 
upon that measure, and indeed it is expressed in the act itself, that 
under no circumstances, in no contingency, was the United States to 
intervene in the construction of the canal or become liable for any- 
thing growing out of the same. 

What has taken place within the last two years which has changed 
a policy so solemnly announced? There is no portent in the wide 
circle of the political horizon of a threatening character. Our rela- 
tions with the foreign countries involved, or supposed to be involved, 
are the same now asthen. If there isa necessity now to engage di- 
rectly or indirectly in the construction of this caual, it existed then, 
Had what is proposed now been proposed when the act incorporating 
that company was under consideration, that act of incorporation would, 
I venture to say, have been rejected by a very decided vote. 

To my mind the instrumentalities by which the canal is to be con- 
structed provided in the pending bill are objectionable. Theprocesses 
and details of that construction as provided for in the bill are objec- 
tionable. Without saying anything at present of the national im- 
portance of this enterprise, which I do not wish to depreciate, it is my 


| opinion that, if it is to be constructed at all, it should be built by this 


Government directly in its sovereign capacity, through its Corps of Engi- 
neers, built like any work of public importance, built as we improve 
the Mississippi River, built as the canal and locks at the Sault Ste. 
Marie are being constructed, and built under treaties to be made. 

I regard as one of the most unfortunate events in the history of 
our foreign relations that the treaty of 1884, which we had negotiated 
with Nicaragua, and which explicitly and with care provided for the 
construction of a canal by the United States in its sovereign capacity, 
was ever withdrawn from tke consideration of the Senate. In my 
opinion, however, differing from my friend the Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. Vest], this question is not embarrassed by any complications, 
real or apprehended, with Great Britain under the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. Ithinkthe report of the Committee on Foreign Relations dem- 
onstrates that fact. That convention, which was concluded in 1850, 
had for its main objects the exertion of the influences of the two Gov- 
ernments for the then speedy construction of the canal. 

Forty years have elapsed since then. Nothing substantial or mate- 
rial by the two governments has been done to that end. Neither one 
has attempted to enforce the obligations, if any, of the other in that 
respect. The matter, like many important matters in public and pri- 
vate life, has been found to be not adapted to the times perhaps, and 
has passed into disregard and disuse. 

But, Mr. President, it was agreed by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
that— 


Neither of the governments will ever obtain for itself any exclusive control 


| over the canal,‘ or colonize or assume or exercise any dominion over Nicaragua, 


Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any part of Central America," ete. 


In Violation of that clause of the treaty by Great Britain lies con- 
clusively the establishment of the claim made by the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. By that violation all the obligations 
of the Government of the United States under the treaty were termi- 
nated. From an insignificant settlement of wood-cutters, having no 
natioval or colonial status, upon the Mosquito coast, little by little, 
by processes which it is not necessary ‘or me to detail, the British 
Government has set up a colonial possession of over 7,000 square miles, 
with all the appurtenances of colonial administration. There is no 
question, in my mind, that that act terminated all the obligations of 
this Government under the convention of 1850. 

By the treaty of 1867 between the United States and Nicaragua, 
Nicaragua granted to the United States, for its citizens, the right of 


| transit between the two oceans over any route of communication, nataral 


or artificial, whether of land or water, that might be constructed, to 
be used on equal terms by the citizens of the contracting parties, and 
it is upon that treaty, as I understand it, that the relations of these 
two governments depend for the purposes of the present discussion. 

On the 20th of February, 1889, the act incorporating the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua became a law, and I quote the proviso 
at the end of section 1, the clause which provides respecting the liabil- 
ity of the United States: 


Provided, however, That nothing in this act contained shall be soconstrued as 
to commit the United States to any pecuniary liability whatever for or on ac- 
count of said company, nor shall the United States be held in anywise liable 
or responsible, in any form or by any implication, for any debt or liability, in 
any form which said company may incur, nor be held as guarantying any en- 
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gagement or contract of said company, or as having assumed, by virtue of this 
act, any responsibility for the acts or proceedings of said company in any for- 
eign country, or contracts or engagements entered into in the United States. 


It is that exemption from liability, it is that disclaimer of responsi- 
bility, sovereign or otherwise, which we without warning, without 
opportunity to consult the public sentiment of this country upon this 
question, are asked to reverse, and that without any intervening cause, 
without any additional foreign complications. We are not even under 
the daress of a menace from anybody in this respect. It seems that 
after examining thecondition of this company, its possessions, its pros- 
pects, and its doings, the Committee on Foreign Relations have tendered 
to the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua certain requirements by 
which all the stipulations of this proviso are to be reversed. 

The Nicaragua Canal Association—whether it was a mere association 


of individuals or a corporation I am unable to learn—was organized on 
the 3d of December, 1886, 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not a corporation, I will say to the Sena- 
tor. 

Mr. DAVIS. It was a mere association of gentlemen for business 
purposes ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. The concession by Nicaragua to this company was 


made June 10, 1887. On the 12th of August, 1887, the Nicaragua 
Canal Association, thjs unincorporated body, sold and assigned to the 
Nicaragua Canal Constraction Company, a corporation which had been 
previously formed under the laws of Colorado, everything that it, the 
canal association, took under the concession from Nicaragua, in con- 
sideration of $11,998,000 in the capital stock of the construction com- 
pany. Nowwe have this concession vested in the construction company 
two years before the act of incorporation of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany was passed. 

After this transfer had been made and the consideration fully paid 
the Nicaragua Canal Company turned back into the treasury of the con- 
struction company, as a gift, $6,000,000 of the stock which it had re- 
ceived, for the purpose of enabling the construction company to raise 
by its sale the money necessary to carry on the preliminary work, such 
as surveys, location, etc, 

About this time came up a difficulty with the Republic of Costa Rica, 
which claimed that under the concession from Nicaragua certain rights 
must necessarily be claimed by the canal association inimical to Costa 
Rica, and the result of it was a concession from the Government of 
Costa Rica, which was also turned over to the construction company. 
That company thus became the absolute owner of both concessions. 

On the 24th of May, 1889, about three months after the incorpora- 
tion of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, the Canal Con- 
struction Company assigned the two concessions tothe Maritime Canal 
Company, in consideration of $12,000,000 in full paid-up shares of the 
capital stock of the Maritime Canal Company. Then a contract for 
construction was ordered by the directors of both companies to be ex- 
ecuted (but is not yet signed) to finish the work on or before October, 
1897. 

The result of all this is that the issued stock as to these various com- 
panies standsthus: The Nicaragua Canal Association has $5,998,000 of 
the stock in the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. The Nicara- 
gua Canal Association has $12,000,000 stock in the Maritime Canal 
Company. By the terms of concession from Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
these Governments have stock in the Maritime Canal Company—Nicara- 
gua $6,000,000 and Costa Rica $1,500,000. 1 am stating these histori- 
cal facts because they will become of some importance in connection 
with what I shall have to say hereafter. 

By the act of incorporation of the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua the capital stock was to be not less than one million shares, of 
$100 each, or $100,000,000. The company by that act has the power 
to increase the stock to $200,000,000. It also has the power to bond 
and mortgage the property, but that power is not limited by the act 
of incorporation. 

This being the state of things, the contract was made, after all this 
had been done, between the Maritime Canal Company and the Nica- 
ragua Canal Construction Company for the construction by the latter 
of the canal, by which the canal company was to pay the construc- 
tion company in stock $92,500,000 and in bonds $150,000,000, in all 

242,500,000 in stocks and bonds. The Maritime Canal Company has 
already expended $4,000,000 in procuring the concessions and in vari- 
ous transactions antecedent. 

The canal in question extends from Grey Town on the Atlantic coast 
to Brito on the Pacific coast. It is 169.44 miles in length, and it is all 
slackwater navigation, or will be made such, except 26.78 miles, leav- 
ing 142.66 miles of free navigation. A dam at Ochoa, on the San Juan 
River, on the divide between the San Francisco River and the Deseado 
River, about 16 miles from Grey Town, and a dam at Tola, within 4 miles 
of the Pacific Ocean, with a short interval of canal, secure a clear sur- 
face level of 153} miles of the 1694 miles between the Atlanticand the 
Pacific. 

In this are involved enormous structures; dams of 50 and 70 feet in 
height, locks to overcome the difference in level of 110 feet, lateral 
embankments which retain the waters of affluents of the San Juan 


River, the construction of reservoirs, and altogther a most complicated 
work is intended, and must be completed before the canal can be 
opened. 

For the purposes of the construction of this canal the engineer, Mr. 
Menocal, estimating without interest or contingencies, places the cost 
at $65,084,176. A board of consulting engineers, who were called to 
pass upon this estimate, raised it to $73,166,308. Tothis they add for 
certain contingencies, among other things the operations of nature, 
$14,633,262, making in all $87,799,570 as the cost of the construction 
of the canal. 

The Committee on Foreign Felations has added to this estimate about 
$13,000,000 on account of interest to accrue on money actually ex- 
pended during the six years of construction, making a total in round 
numbers of $100,000,000, equal to the total amount of stock or bonds 
which this company is authorized to issue. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does that include the commissions or profit on the 
work itself ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose so, necessarily. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is estimated that that would be 10 per cent, I do 
not know whether it is embraced in those figures or not. 

Mr. DAVIS. Now, I desire to state the substance of the bill under 
consideration, with some comments upon itas I go along. 

Section 1 of the bill provides that the capital stock of this company 
snall be $100,000,000 and no more. It limits the amount to be issued. 
Section 2 defines what the words ‘‘Nicaragua canal’’ shall mean as 
used in the bill. Section 3 is a very important section, and it pro- 
vides in substance that in consideration of this act all stock (except as 
herein provided) and all contracts inconsistent with this act shall be 
made to conform therewith or be canceled, and the stock of said company 
shall only be disposed of as hereinafter provided—it being the intent of 
the act to secure the construction of thecanal by said company, with the 
aid of the United States to the extent herein provided, on the basis of 
the concession by Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and the contracts and 
agreements heretofore made consistent with this act, or that may be 
made consistent, etc., and as far as practicable at its actual cost. 

Mr. President, I supposed when I first examined this bill, or heard 
its purport stated, that as to all antecedent contracts and agreements 
between these companies there was to be a tabula rasa; that all con- 
tracts were to be canceled; that all outstanding stock was tobe taken 
up, and that matters were to be restored to just precisely the condition 
they would be in if the Maritime Canal Company had never made a 
contract with the constraction company for this work, 

But section 3 does not mean that upon close examination. I shall 
show as I go along that there is not in this bill a single clause creating 
any necessity for the cancellation of a single share of stock that has 
been issued or the modification of a single contract that has already 
been made except to reduce the consideration, and that the substance 
of this section is simply this: That the contract between the canal 
company stands as it was originally made, and with the only excep- 
tion that it is cut down forty-two odd million dollars, fifty millions 
we will say, being the amount of bonds in excess of one hundred mil- 
lions to which the company is restricted under the provisions of the 
bill, to which it was not restricted under the act of 1889, and to which 
it was not restricted when it made this contract. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say to him 
that if he can demonstrate that proposition he can demonstrate that 
the committee do not understand the bill, for that is our purpose. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is putting me in a very delicate position. 

Mr. MORGAN. We may have used unhappy phrases in coming to 
the conclusion, but the sense is a very clear one, that we intended to 
expunge every contract inconsistent with the provisions of the bill. 

Mr.DAVIS. Certainly; and I shall proceed to show that there is 
not a contract, either for the issue of s or bonds or for construction, 
inconsistent with the provisions of the bill, except as I have stated or 
shall state. The Committee on Foreign Relations contemplate that 
this canal will cost $100,000, 000. 

Mr. MORGAN. But we do not contemplate that it will cost $150, - 
000,000 or $250,000, 000. 

Mr, DAVIS. The stock goes in. 
account here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator will allow me to go on, for this is a mat- 
ter of close statement, and Iam speaking in good faith in this matter, 
with no desire to be wiser than the committee, but expressing my opin- 
ions on the bill, as I have a right to do. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubtof that, but I called the Senator’s 
attention to it so that he might suggest any change of phraseology which 
would carry his intent, which is exactly that of the committee in its 
effect. 

Mr. DAVIS. ka oe Se measure, and therefore I do not 
propose to char. ze ae. 

Tn the first pince, this seetion provides, not for the cancellation o! 
all antecedent contracts, but only provides that all stock and all con- 


That does not seem to be of much 
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inconsistent with this proposed act, all that is necessary to do is to con- 
‘form them thereto; and if the only substantial difference between this 
proposed actand the actof incorporation in that respect is the amount 
of consideration which the construction company shall receive for con- 
structing the canal, then that is all the modification that is necessary 
to be made under the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it will not disturb the Senator from Minne- 
sota—— 

Mr. DAVIS. It will disturb me, for I am going on to explain the 
section in my own way. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely wished to call attention to a fact, not to 
any . The Senator had observed that there were $12,000,000 
of stock that the company had agreed tosell to other persons, the con- 
struction company and to other persons, and he alluded to the $3,000,000 
of stock. Now, as to the purchasers, we can not of course break their 
contracts by an act of Congress, but we can provide that those agree- 
ments shall be entirely canceled or else they shall be made to conform 
to the act. 

Mr. DAVIS. AsIgoonI think I will answer the Senator in due 
time and in the due order of my argument. 

Mr. MORGAN, That is the difficulty we were trying to provide 
against. We were obliged to usesome phraseology to provide against 
that difficulty. 

Mr, DAVIS. This section goes on to provide: 

It being the intent and object of this act to secure the construction of the 
Ni @ canal by the said company, with the aid of the United States to the 


extent herein provided, upon the basis of the concessions of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica— 


Mark the language— 


and the contracts and engagements heretofore made consistent with the provi- 
sions of this act, or that may hereafter be made by said maritime company con- 
sistent with the provisions of this act. 

Ia other words, it is as plain to my mind as anything can be, that 

it is the intention of the bill that the contract for the constraction of 
this canal which the Maritime Canal Company, composed of certain 
persons, has made with the construction company, composed of the 
same persons, is to stand with certain modifications in the way of re- 
duction of the consideration, which are not at all so inconsistent with 
the entire purview of the act as to require anything more than a modi- 
fication as to the amount of the consideration. By section 4 it is pro- 
vided, in substance, that to secure the means to construct, thecompany 
is au to issue its bonds, not exceeding $100,000,000, of date 
January 1, 1891, payable January 1, 1911, at 3 per cent., the bonds to 
be secured by a first mortgage. 
It od by section 5 that these bonds are to be guarantied 
by the United States, and if the company fails to pay interest at ma- 
turity the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay it, and the sums required 
for that purpose are hereby appropriated. In case the United States 
pays interest, the company is to repay it to the United States, with 4 
per cent. per annum interest. 

Section 6 provides that for all sums the United States shail pay as 
principal or interest it shall be subrogated to all rights or liens under 
said first mortgage of the holders of said bonds, but until the expira- 
tion of five years after the canal shall be put into operation, and so 
long as during said five years shall be in operation and remain under 
the control of the Maritime Canal Company, this subrogated right 
shall not be enforced by foreclosure. 

In other words, whatever may be the disasters of this enterprise, 
whatever fantastic tricks these promoters, contractors, and construct- 
ors may play with it, yet until five years after the canal shall be put 
into operation this subrogated right of foreclosure by the Government 
shall be held in abeyance. 

Section 7 provides that as soon as practicable after the cancellation 
of stock and cancellation or modification of contracts, as provided in 
section 3, namely, cancellation or modification so far as may be neces- 
sary on the ground of inconsistency and no other, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall deliver to the Maritime Canal Company bonds of the said 
company guarantied as aforesaid at par value to an amount equal to the 
amount expended by said company and the Nicaragua Canal Associa- 
tion prior to July 1, 1891, in securing concessions from Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica, in promoting the enterprise, and in construction of the 
canal, including expenditures for the plant of the Nicaragua Canal 
Construction Company (if transferred to Maritime Canal Company), 

? r with interest, not exceeding $4,000,000. 
is $4,000,000 is a reimbursement to the Maritime Canal Associa- 
tion of the amount which it is claimed it has expended up to the date 
mentioned in the section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But all to be approved and vouched for by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

The act also provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall also de- 
liver to the Maritime Canal Company guarantied bonds equal to the 
amount actually paid by said company in construction of thecanal from 
January 1, 1891, to the final adjusunent of accounts, with interest at 6 
per cent. 
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tained to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury upon ac- 
counts to be rendered by the company. 


liabilities, the performance of such condition to be ascertained by the 
Secretary of the Treasury prior to the delivery of the bonds. 


cost of construction according to the plans and specifications of the 
canal company. 


pany upon which the President is to cause an estimate and specifica- 
tion to be made, 
consistent with the proposition which I am endeavoring to establish, 
that it is the design of the bill, or that it is susceptible of that con- 
struction, that the existing contract between the canal company and 
the construction company shall not be abrogated, but only modified in 
certain particulars as respects the amount of the consideration; that 
this Government is to take the estimates by the engineers of that com 
pany instead of calling upon its own functionaries to make surveys or 
even to revise them, and to assume as a conclusive fact that the canal 
is to cost exactly $100,000,000, the extent to which it is to be aided 
by the guaranty of the United States. 


from time to time thereafter and as frequently as once in sixty days, 
he—the President—shall cause an estimate and statement to be made 


or the last preceding estimate, and thereupon he shall deliver to the 






All such moneys paid prior to said date and subsequently to be ascer- 
Such bonds are to be received and applied in satisfaction of all prior 


By section 8 the President is to cause an estimate to be made of the 








Here is a clear adoption of plans and specifications of the canal com- 








From the phraseology of the bill throughout it is 





































lt is further provided that sixty days after passage of this act, and 


of the cost of work actually done on the canal since December 1, 1890, 


Maritime Canal Company the bonds of the corapany so guarantied to 
theamount of such cost and also interest to come due before the next 
estimate; the proceeds of bonds are to be applied to cost of constrac- 
tion and reasonable expenses of administration and accrued interest 
upon outstanding bonds of the company, and shall not be sold or dis- 
posed of at less than par. 

It is provided by section 9 that to secure to Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
the benefits stipulated by these concessions, and to indemnify and save 
harmless the United States from its guaranty, the stock of the com- 
pany is limited to $100,000,000, to be issued as follows: 

First. An amount of stock which at its par shall, with the amount 
of bonds at their par to be issued to the Nicaragua Canal Company, as 
provided by section 7, make an aggregate of $7,000,000, may be re- 
tained by said company and be nonassessable. 

Second. The amount of shares stipulated to Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica, aecording to the terms of their concessions, which are $6,000,000 
to Nicaragua and $1,500,000 to Costa Rica. 

Third. Seventy million dollars to be issued to and in the name of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to be held in the Treasury as a pledge 
and security to the United States for repayment to it on demand of 
any sums by it paid in pursuance of its guaranty of the bonds, with 
interest on sums so paid at —— per cent. per annum. 

The Secretary is empowered to vote said stock for the United States. 
It is provided that the United States shall, at any time before matu- 
rity of bonds, have the option, at the discretion of Congress, to purchase 
at par value, or subscribe for and hold in its own right, all or any of 
said stock so hypothecated; and the United States may apply in pay- 
ment of said stock the sum paicé by it by reason of said guaranty and 
interest thereon; and the remainder of the purchase price of said stock 
shall be applied, according to the discretion of Congress, either to the 
purchase or redemption of the bonds of the company, or for a sinking 
fund for such purchase or redemption at maturity. 

Fourth. The residue of thestock shall only be issued by the Maritime 
CanalCompany after the same shall have been subscribed for; and shal! 
be offered for subscription only when, in the opinion of the President 
of the United States, the proceeds of the installments of the mortgage 
bonds shall be insufficient to meet the current requirements of the 
company in respect to the enterprise. 

Section 10 provides that six of the fifteen directors shall be appointed 
by the President, 

It is provided by section 11 that all rights reserved to Congress by 
section 8 of theaet of 1889, including the rights of repeal and amend- +e 
ment, shall apply to this act. af fl 

I have made, for convenience of reference, what I believe to be a fair a 
statement of the provisions of the bill, and it leaves the distribution of Bi 
the stock of the Maritime Canal Company as follows: PA 

The construction company has $12,000,000 of that stock; the Re- ar) 
public of Nicaragua has $6,000,000; Costa Rica has $1,500,000; the r 
United States has $70,000,000; the Maritime Canal Company has 
$3,000,000, leaving not issued and subject to the provisions of section 
7, stock which shall not be disposed of except on certain conditions, 8 
only $7,500,000. In other words, this stock is all taken up and pro- 
vided for except the insignificant amount comparatively of $7,500,000. 

Mr. President, the exposition given by the Senator from Missouri aa 
{Mr. Vest] as to the terms of the concession by these two republics ‘a 
makes it necessary for me to say but little upon that subject. But I 4 
call attention to the concessions from Nicaragua and Costa Rica made co 
in article 8 as to Nicaragua and article 7 as to Costa Rica. They are 
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identical in language. They provide that the present concession is 
transferable only to such company of execution as shall be organized 
by the Nicaragua Canal Association, and in no case to foreign public 
powers. The Government of Nicaragua studiously guarded against 
the inevitable destiny to which this bill, by its very theory and by the 
very terms of its exposition, intends to guide this great work. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to call my friend’s attention toone 
consideration, for I know his sinctrity and I respect his opinions. 
Article 8 provides, as he says, against the transfer of this concession 
to any foreign public power. That is the shortest way of stating it. 
But it does provide that it may and must be in effect transferred to a 
company of execution. It has been transferred toa company of execu- 
tion created by act of Congress. The eighth article of the concession, 
therefore, has exhausted itself, and the Republic of Nicaragua has af- 
firmed and assented in a formal and official way to the existence of the 
Maritime Canal Company that we incorporated as the successor and 
proprietor of these concessions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not quite understand the Senator from Ver- 
mont. Will he please repeat his statement? He says it is abrogated 
by what? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I do not say it is abrogated; I say it is executed. 
The concession has not been transferred to any foreign power, but ac- 
cording to the provision of this eighth article it has been transferred to 
a company of execution organized underthe laws of the United States; 
that is, the incorporation that we made by act of Congress of the Mari- 
time Canal Company, and the acts of the company down to a month 
ago, or whatever the time, have been approved by the Republic of Nica- 
ragua in its formal and official capacity. 

Mr. DAVIS. The concession has been made to a company of execu- 
tion, that is true; but that is not all which article 8of this concession 


requires or prohibits. The prohibition that this concession shall not 
be transferred in any case to governments or to foreign public powers 


remains as a limitation upon the power of any transferee, in my hum- 
ble opinion, 
Mr, EDMUNDS. 
there 
Mr. DAVIS. 





transaction involving $100,000,000, and that Nicaragua may possibly 
complain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
government subscribers, but I will wait. 

Mr. DAVIS. By article 10 of the concession Nicaragua as a share- 
holder has a right to name one director who shall take part in all elec- 
tions, and Costa Rica has the same right by article 10 of her concession. 
The total number of directors is fifteen. The United States can nomi- 
nate but six under the terms of the bill unlessshe chooses to vote her 
$70,000,000 of stock and take them all but two, which I do not think 
is intended. The result isthat by this measure, by which we are asked 
to commit this Government in $100,000,000, these two foreign repub- 
lics, by virtue of their right to name one director each, hold the balance 
of power in all the transactions of the company at a meeting of the 
board of directors. 

In other words, they can combine with the private directors of this 
company to the number of seven. One of them can do it, hold the 
balance of power, and nullify the power of the United States in this 
respect, notwithstanding our Government holds $70,000,000 of stock, 
unless it is clear that the Government can take the directory by voting 
$70,000,000 to elect directors, which I do not think can be the case by 
reason of the express provision in the tenth section as to the number 
of directors to be appointed by the President. 

The canal company is required, within three years from the com- 

mencement of the work, at its own expense, to construct a navigable 
canal between Lake Managua, on the navigable waters of the Tipitapa 
River near Pasquier, navigable for vessels 150 feet long and drawing 6 
feet of water, the same to be the property of Nicaragua. Upon that 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] commented so forcibly, that I 
do not care to enlarge by any remarks of my own. 
' Mr. President, if it is a matter of such supreme national importance, 
looking not only to the present, but to all apprehended future contin- 
gencies, that the United States shall be in such a position towards this 
canal as to be entitled to control it, whether as sovereign or pro or, 
it is in my judgment of equal importance, to reach that end, t this 
Government should build that canal in its sovereign capacity, and 
without the intervention of companies incorporated for that purpose 
either by way of taking the concessions or for the purpose of construc- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would it disturb the Senator if I should ask him 
-whether the Government of the United States in the existing situation 
of our treaty relations with Nicaragua could take that matterin hand 
and build it as a sovereign government without the consent of that 
State? 

Mr. DAVIS. I certainly do not think it could at present, but I 
think negotiations should be entered into. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have been, and the Senate did not concur. 


Suppose Nicaragua does not complain, but it is 


It is enough for the purposes of my argument that 
we are trying to commit the Government of the United States to a 


I was going on to call attention to article 9, about 





Mr. DAVIS. I understand that a Democratic President withdrew 
that treaty from the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very happy to say that a good Republican 
President negotiated the treaty, and it was a very good treaty indeed. 

Mr. DAVIS. And the Democratic President aborted it the moment 
he came into power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have got to take the thing as it is now. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is true for the present. I was merely answer- 
ing the question of my friend from Alabama. 

Now, if there is any one thing in the history of the construction of 
great works in this country during the last twenty-five years which is 
the cause of the present discontents in regard to railroad management; 
which has encumbered railroads with the obligations of fixed charges, 
such as bonds; which has made extortionate rates inevitable; which 
has excited the indignation of the people so that it has been converged 
on this whole subject in one focus of consuming power, it is the method 
of construction of railroads, throughout the West especially, whereby 
the railroad company, or the persons of whom it is composed, form a 
construction company and contract with themselves to build the railroad 
for the wholeamount of the bonds and stock of the line, and they stock 
and bond it for all that they are allowed and more than it can carry. 
Properties are stocked and bonded throughout the Northwest for $60,- 
000 a mile, which, allowing for all the differences of the cost of construc- 
tion between the time when they were built and the present time, 
should be built for half that money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what we are trying to prevent by 
this bill and this canal. 

Mr. DAVIS. I beg to differ in the strongest manner possible from 
my learned friend from Vermont, because I say that upon a propercon- 
struction of this bill things go on just exactly as they were betore, ex- 
cepting as to the abatement of a portion of the consideration, as I have 
stated. The contracts which have been made stand by section 3 of 
this bill. This canal is to be completed according to the estimate of 
the canal company upon the contracts already made so far as the same 
mav be consistent with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. President, what is the personnel of the three companies that 
have appeared upon thisscene? There is the Nicaragua Canal Associ- 
ation, composed of certain gentlemen named. The Maritime Canal 
Company appears in other habilaments, but it is the same person. 
These two vanish from the scene upon the pretext that they are no 
longer substantially interested in this property, and another personage 
appears, but when the mask is raised, although it has taken the alias 
of the Nicaragua Construction Company, it is the same as the others. 
Mr. Hitchcock says that all the stockholders of the maritime company 
are stockholders in the construction company. (See page 191 of the 
report. ) 

et if this canal can be built for $100,000,000, or less, and that 

money is to be furnished by the United States with the idea of an 
eventual acquirement of the property by the United States, why not 
pause, for two reasons: One, in deference to the people of this country, 
whose views upon subjects of this character are very decided, as we 
now know or as we shall be taught to know if we act in contravention 
to their wishes, and the other reason is, why not pause and endeavor 
to make a treaty with Nicaragua, the same as that of 1884, and pay 
this company $4,000,000 for what it has expended, repez] or amend 
the act, as we have reserved the right to do, and construct this work 
as a great national work, if itcan be constructed at all? Forafterall, 
say what you may, Mr. President, involve this bill in a maze of words 
as you may, it appears from the bill and from the report that the ulti- 
mate design of this measure is the acquirement of this property by the 
United States in a proprietary capacity as holding the stock as pledgee, 
and ultimately under the bonds. There the difficulty is going to be 
made in regard to article 8 of the concession by Nicaragua. As the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotr] asked some hours ago, under 
the present status can the United States become the purchaser at a fore- 
closure sale? 
Mr. President, I have not perceived, either in this debate or in the 
signs of the times, any particular urgency for immediate action in this 
matter. The American people are certainly not crying for it. Great 
Britain has assumed no menacing attitude. The terms of the con- 
tracts between these various companies manifestly require more scru- 
tiny than they have received. I am not willing to vote $100,000,000 
to aid in the construction of any canal upon the survey of its own 
engineers or on its own estimates of cost. There is no fear of adverse 
action by foreign powers, and in my judgment would not be if this 
canal were yndér the control of any government, however weak, or of 
any company, however disconnected from any government. 

Mr. President, public opinion has moved within the last hundred 
years. The exclusive rights claimed by certain nations over portions 
of seas tributary to their shores are no longer recognized. The sound 
dues of Denmark stood for tenturies, and yet the right has 
away. Astothe Dardanelles, itis a matter now of convention between 
foreign powers and Turkey, with which the United States is not con- 
cerned. Does anybody suppose with land’s control of the Suez 
Canal that in case of war the civilized world would allow her to sea) 
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up that great avenue of commerce any more than it would allow her to 
seal up the Gulf Stream, or than it did allow Spain to seal up the Span- 
ish Main two hundred years ago under her plea of sovereignty ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She did seal it up when she had the last war. 

Mr. DAVIS. But that claim of right was abandoned. How long 
did England seal up the Suez Canal? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, As long as it was necessary for her purposes, to 
accomplish what she wished. 

Mr. DAVIS. Simply for military purposes, and as a base of opera- 
tions to get her armies into Egypt. She did not shut up the Suez 
Canal against the commerce of any foreign power. 

There are some questions in connection with this measure which 
I can not find that any of the promoters or speculators upon this en- | same cause. 
terprise have considered exceptin the most cursory and superficial way. The Indian name of this region is ‘‘Cuscatlan’’—‘‘the land that 
The region to be occupied by the Nicaragua Canal is a peculiar region. | swings like a hammock.” 

It is the theater of political revolutions and has been from the begin- | ‘Phe isthmus of Tehuantepec and the State of Oaxaca in Mexico are 
ning. Physically it isa phenomenal region. It is the home of the | free from volcanoes 
voleanoand the earthquake. It is laid down by scientific men thatthe | yistances from section of canal between west shore of Lake Nicara- 
a oo ra ae upon this globe are the island of | gua and the Pacifie Ocean are as follows: 

ava e states of Central America. : 

a = we find ae the literature upon this canal that this subject | [0 Manseua, 60 miles. 
m adequately considered. In the very able report which has To Momotombo (volcano, north of canal), 90 miles. 

been presented by the Committee on Foreign Relations it is mentioned z= Mombache (voleano, north of canal), 35 miles. 
; j : o Or volcano, south of canal), 25 miles. 
oo or ae tae ot Cabos 0 fect high T think. coer the To Omotepe and Madeira volcanoes (on island in Lake Nicaragua), 20 miles, 
ground that a canal of that character is better adapted to resist earth- 
quakes. On another occasion, when the acumen of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] dictated a question upon that subject, he 
answered that during his acquaintance with that country for some La Antigua, in Guatemala, was destroyed in 1717. In 1773, eighty 
years there had been a slight earthquake at Rivas; and the other one, | churches were destroyed. 
I think, is in one of these contingencies for increased cost of construc- In 1835, occurred an eruption of Conseguina, in Nicaragua, on the Bay 
tion. of Fonseca, with accompanying earthquakes. It was one of the most 

Now, when we consider the height of the dams and the number of | appalling events of that character in modern times. 
embankments which can be examined upon that map in connection 


Mr. Savage, distant 120 miles, saw this; yet where he was earthquake 
with the report, the fact that the locks, each 650 feet long, 70 feet wide, | shocks prostrated the people, who were marching in penitential proces- 
30 or 40 feet deep, are built not of masonry, but of concrete, in one sion. The sounds as of the earth breaking up were heard at places in 
solid mass; that two of them are in direct connection with each other, 


Mr. DAVIS. Thereare fourteen volcanos: Los Marabios, extending 
from Lake Managua northwest to the Gulfof Fonseca, about 75 miles. 

Momotombo, at the head of Lake Managua, is always smoking, and 
is often in eruption. 

The buildings in Managua are one story on account of the frequency 
of severe earthquake shocks. That is the way the buildings are con- 
structed in the capital of that country, about 50 miles from the site of 
this canal. 

All the houses of Leon are one story, except the cathedral, whose 
much buttressed walls show the ravages of earthquake shocks. The 
cathedral shows a great crack passing from tower to tower across the 
center aisle. Several smaller churches show similar cracks from the 


Now what is the history of the operations of these volcanoes and 
earthquakes in this country for the period of time which it is prudent 
for us to consider. 


Guatemala, 400 miles distant, and in Kingston, 700 miles away. 
the one letting into the other up or down, as the case may be, prac- | Churches 400 miles distant rocked and tottered over the affrighted 
tically making one mass of concrete over 1,200 feet long, 70 feet wide, | people. 


and about 40 feet deep, is it not worth while to consider, what has 
not been considered so far as my researches have extended (and they 
have been as faithful as time would allow), whether it is going to be | 
entirely safe to commit the United States to this enormous responsi- 

bility and expenditure in a country where such physical and political | is about 5 miles north of the western section of this canal, was much 
conditions exist? damaged, and the water of the lake rose and fell with the throes of the 

Daubeny, on Volcanoes, describing Central America, as to Guate- | earth. 
mala and Nicaragua, states that ‘‘there is perhaps no part of the world Mr. EDMUNDS. 
where so many active vents lie within a short com r 

Humboldt enumerates thirty-five, and Von Buch (Philosophical Mag- 
azine for 1827) considers twenty-five of these as active. They are all 
situated between latitude 16 and 10 degrees. The most northern is 
Soconusco, north of Lake Aztitlan, and the most southern that of Barua, 
near the Gulf of Dulce, considerably below Lake Nicaragua. Daubeny 
enumerates thirty-two of these. 

The volcano is so pervasively a Nicaraguan characteristic and prod- 
uct that a facsimile of a range of them, stretched from Lake Mana- 
gua northwest to the Gulf of Fonseca, and named ‘‘ Los Marabios,’’ 
or ‘‘The Marvels,’’ forms part of the national coat of arms and is 


stamped upon the Nicaraguan silver coins, as the eagle is stamped on | nagua simultaneously with activity in the volcano of Momotombo. 
ours or the lion on the British. On July 27 and 28 there were two earthquakes in the adjoining Re- 
The escutcheon of Nicaragua isthe volcano. Itisengraved upon her | public of Salvador. San Salvador was entirely destroyed March 19, 
seal, because it is the distinctive physical feature of the country. 1873. 
I propose to give a statement of the seismic convulsions of that region, In 1882, in the City of Mexico, an earthquake cracked the front of a 
ualing in grandeur and destractiveness anything that has ever taken | church and the walls of the London Bank building. 
wes in any other country upon the face of the earth. I will give a Mr. President, I come now to call the attention of the Senate to the 
of those as they have occurred in that region since 1835. most extraordinary event of this character which I have read about. 
In 1835 Conseguina formed two new islands and produced shoals in | It will be observed on the map of Lake Nicaragua that immediately 
the sea; the nver Chiquito, which ran northwest, was completely | oppo.ite the exit of this canal towards the Pacific is an island, which 
choked up. Another river, 6 yards broad, appeared runningin an op- | I should say is about 15 or 20 miles long. It is called the Island of 
posite direction. Omotepe. The northern end of that island is marked by the volcano 
Squier says that— of that name, and the southern extremity of the island is occupied by 
No equal extent of the Americaa continent, perhaps of the globe, possesses the volcano of Madeira, well-ascertained volcanoes and set down as 
so many voleanoos. active or extinct, or exhibits so many traces of volcanic | such in scientific works. How have they performed ? 
action as Central America, or the region embraced between the Isthmus of Te- On the 19th of June, 1883, while these negotiations were going on 
huantepec and thatof Panama. and while these promoters were upon the ground, from the volcano of 
Stephens speaks of thatregionas ‘‘ bristling with volcanoes.’’ These | Omotepe lava flowed for days and spread over the island. The erup- 
are fourteen volcanoes—-Los Marabios—extending from Lake Managua | tion was accompanied by earthquakes, and the whole population of the 
northwest to the Gulf of Fonseca, about 75 miles. 


In 1841 the city of Cartago, in Costa Rica, was nearly destroyed by 
an earthquake. 

In May, 1844, in Nicaragua, a succession of earthquakes occurred 
which lasted for several days, and the city of Nicaragua, or Rivas, which 





What year was that? 

Mr. DAVIS. That was in May, 1844. 

In 1847 a violent shock in the city of Mexico threw down the Con- 
vent Church. Squier describes the birth in 1850 of a volcano 20 miles 
from Leon, near the base of a long extinct voleano, and it was accom- 
panied with concussions of the earth. 

In June, 1858, there was a most violent shock in Mexico, which de- 
molished the aqueduct. 

In 1867, in the month of November, a new volcanic cone was formed 
in Nicaragua 24 miles east of Leon. At the same time two hundred 
and eighty-two shocks of earthquake were felt in the West Indies. 

In 1870, on the 26th day of July, there was an earthquake in Ma- 


| island took refuge on the mainland. That was as late as 1883 and 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend, whose observa- | within 20 miles of the exit of this canal going west from the Lake of 
tions are exceedingly interesting, if he can tell us of any living and | Nicaragua. Omotepe is on the island of that name in Lake Nicara- 
active volcanoes, as he calls them, within 200 miles of the line of this | gua and ‘‘is now (1887) twice as active as it used to be.’’ For more 
canal at this time, or within 300 or 400 miles of it. than a century it has been quiet, but during the last few years it has 
Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will listen to me just five minutes he | been active, so much so on one occasion as to nearly destroy the town 
will get the information he desires. at its base. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very glad to be a listener. 


In 1885 the town of Amatitlan, in Guatemala, was almost destroyed, 
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An eruption of Momotombo occurred on the 22d of May, 1886, and 
Nicaragua, or Rivas, and other towns experienced an earthquake si- 
multaneously. 

In Nicaragua a great eruption of Momotombo occurred on the 22d of May, 
1886, It was accompanied by severe earthquake shocks, during which the 
whole area of Managua, the capital, * * * sank three feet, completely de- 
stroying all the most important buildings and many lives.— Kneeland, Volcanoes 
and Earthquakes, pages 158-159. 


In 1887 an earthquake in the city of Mexico badly injured the great 
aqueduct. The walls of the cathedral were cracked by the shocks and 
the walls of a number of houses recently built were fractured. 

In 1888, on the 30th day of September, Poas voleano was in erup- 
tion and destroyed the capitol and cathedral in San José, the capital 
of Costa Rica. 


My authorities, Mr. President, for what I say are Vincent, In and 
Out of Central America, 1890; Hooker, Great Earthquakes; Daubeny 
on Volcanoes; Kneeland on Volcanoes and Earthquakes, and the works 


of Humboldt. 

I submit these relations with no design to discredit this enterprise, 
but with the sole purpose of urging the importance of the United States 
proceeding carefully in this matter. In my humble opinion, this ele- 
ment of natural disturbance has not been sufficiently considered. All 
over that region the great ecclesiastical structares, the aqueducts, and 
the towns themselves are constructed with reference to the shocks of 
the earthquake, 

lt is Cuscatlan—‘‘ the land that swings like a hammock,’’ according 
to the translation of its Indian name. There is not a city within the 
state of Nicaragua; there is not a city within 150 miles of this canal, 
either way, thatin the last forty years has not had the bellsin its churches 
tolled by earthquakes. The awful operations of nature, in my opin- 
ion, Mr, President, explain why that vanished civilization in Yuca- 
tan was so transitory. That people disappeared in the abyss of time 
and left no trace excepting those colossal structures which rival the 
‘pyramidal immensities’’ of ancient Egypt. That is one of the rea- 
sons why modern civilization has taken no fruitful and enduring root 
inthatcountry. Theforces of nature are so stupendous and destructive 
that they annihilate the works of man, the most enduring of which are 
there but as bubbles. 

I have looked into this subject because I found that it had not been 
fairly considered in any examination which I have seen of this ques- 
tion, and 1 present it in all earnestness and sincerity to the consider- 
ation of the Senate and the country. 

In my judgment it is not wise and prudent to commit this Govern- 
ment to the expenditure of $100,000,000 in a country which is the 
crater of political revolutions, to build a canal over the lair of earth- 

uakes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if I may be permitted for a min- 
ute, I should like to state as to the earthquake part of my friend’s ar- 
gument, that it is a curious thing he has not given us any instance in 
the whole course of time when any part of the line of the San Juan 
River or of Lake Nicaragua, or of the solid divide between it and the 
Pacific down to Brito—a dozen or fifteen or twenty miles—has ever 
been otherwise disturbed by earthquakes than, as he said, that the 
waters of Lake Nicaragua rose and fell as the result of some oscillation 
of the earth somewhere, 

All along the river San Juan, which falls into the Caribbean-Atlan- 
tic side of the continent, after you have got out of the dead, low swamps 
where this canal goes starting away from the river and stretching out 
about 9 or 10 or 11 miles up to the first lock, of course an earthquake 
ordinarily would not show any physical symptoms; but from the point 
where this canal strikes the river at the first lock there have 5 
since any kind of civilization existed there, habitations, little towns 
here and there, and navigation of that stream and of that lake, and so 
on, following its western and southwestern shores to the place where 
this canal is to cut across the tinal continental divide, only 148 feet 
above the sea; and going down to Brito on the Pacific side, nothing 
has ever happened to anybody, so far as this exhaustive research of 
my friend—and it is exhaustive and complete—can find. There has 
been no convulsion of nature that has disturbed anything. 

Now, I beg to assure my honorable friend from Minnesota that the 
committee was not oblivious to the considerations which travelers and 
book writers and common sense would lead any intelligent business 
man to take into view in regard to the danger of a canal from earth- 
quakes in that particular region of country where the canal is to go. 
We had known that there were earthquakes in Central America, as 
there have been at San Francisco, as there have been at Washington, 
and as there have been at South Carolina only four or five years ago. 

We had known that there were volcanoes within 15 milesof the city 
‘of Naples, on the Mediterranean, active volcanoes still on, and 
yet railways and water works and conduits, going back tothe of the 
Romans, built upon masonry and upon arches and all that sortof thing, 
have brought water to those various towns in one way and another for 


more than two thousand years; and yet no Roman nor Roman 
republican senate—as it was in the first place, and I am it did 
not continue to be so all the time—and no successor having of 


the governments and progress of those countries ever hesitated to go 


into any public work that was thought to be useful to the people no 
account of the possible danger of a cataclysm of nature which should 
overthrow that public work. 

It might happen to-day or any other day, Mr. President, that the 
aqueduct that comes down from the Great Falls might be broken up 
by a convulsion of nature, but it is extremely improbable. It is ex- 
tremely improbable that this great public work, if it were built, would 
once in five hundred years have a crack happen to it by any convulsion 
of nature, It might happen. It may happen the day after the thing 
is done, or it may be a thousand years or ten thousand years before it 
happens. But the progress of human affairs can not be delayed on ac- 
count of such possibilities. 

I repeat that on the line of this canal, instead of there being evi- 
dences that there has ever been a convulsion which has disturbed the 
smallest building, as I now remember it—I am not speaking by the 
book for the moment—there are some ancient structures of water works 
and things of that kind which have stood nobody knows for how many 
hundred years, but certainly since the Spaniards first got in there, 
which have been abandoned and are ruins, and have not been touched 
or tried to be kept up for ever, ever so many years, and which on in- 
spection do not show the slightest crack or disturbance in their struc- 
ture. I do submit, therefore, with great respect to my friend, that the 
earthquake theory of opposition is rather a convulsion of the imagina- 
tion than one which is likely to happen in the future. 

Mr. President, as regards another point my friend referred to, I will 
only take a minute or two concerning what the United States are com- 
mitted to and what is the danger of our committal in regard to in- 
volving ourselves in something that is a violation of this concession by 
our coming in to be the controlling force in thiscorporation. The con- 
cession distinctly declares in terms that the concessionaires, the people 
to whom the concession was first made, should not transfer it to any 
foreign government. The very same article distinctly declares that 
they can transfer it to a company of execution—I am not using the 
language of the concession, but the substance of it—which is to be 
organized under the authority of some law somewhere. 

It would have been perfectly competent under this concession for the 
people who had it to have gone to France or Germany or England, and 
obtained the authority, if they could, to organize a company there, and 
have the stockholders and bondholders, etc. , people of those countries. 
Money is cheaper in those countries than it is here, and a good com- 
pany could doubtless have been organized there to execute this work 
under the concession and according to its terms. 

That would have been more advantageous to the concessees than the 
organization which the United States permitted; butit happened that 
these concessees were citizens of the United States, and it happened 
that their eyes and their minds and their hearts were broad enough 
and bright enough to see thatthat gap, that gateway of the commerce 
of the world, the correlative and the counterpart of the Suez Canal, 
was one that of rightand justice and fair play belonged to the people of 
the United Statesand to the sister republics north and south—all repub- 
lics now—that are-connected with that great isthmus. 

They therefore applied to the United States, as the Governments of 
Nicaragua and of Costa Rica hoped and believed they would, for it is 
many and many a year since the Government of Nicaragua, when she 
first came to be out of the dominion of Spain and became a republic, 
appealed to the United States to enter into this enterprise and to build 
this waterway for the common benefit of us all. So they came. 

Therefore, Mr. President, that concession, forbidden to be transferred 
to a foreign government, was transferred, according to the very law of 
its existence and its grant, to a corporation of the Congress of the United 
States of America. 

So far the concession has been executed. It was not only transferred 
in that way, but since that time the Republic of Nicaragua has approved 
of it and has taken up this corporation as being a fulfillment of that 
concession, the work to be done within the given times, by a formal 
and official act. They took up that corporation with the contents of 
its act of existence before their eyes, and that was that the Congress of 
the United States in this case, as in the case of all other of its corpora- 
tions, should have the control of amending, altering, and changing the 
charter of this company according to the general purpose of its exist- 
ence. 

There is no want of harmony, there is no danger of international ob- 
struction or violation of this concession in the fact that we propose to 
provide that shall furnish the means to build that work for 
cash, and not on, the credit of a private company, which would be to 
double and¢more than double the amount of its outstanding obliga- 
tions. 

More than that, the oe wae article, or the next but one, of this 


concession provides that when this company of execution, that is, the 
Maritime Company of N ted by the United 
States, is once formed, foreign governments are to be invited to con- 


tribute to the building of the canal, 
as many private citizens of their 
come in and take stock, or in 

Mr.SPOONER. And without any limitation whatever of the amount 
they may take. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. And without any limitation whatever. All that 
was done by this company in conformity with this concession. No for- 
eign government, I am most happy to say, has yet entered into a con- 
tribution, or a subscription, or any other means of aid, and for this 
obvious and, as I think, only reason, that it was only two or three years 
ago when it was proposed that the French Republic, with whom we 
have the largest sympathy as a republic, of course, was invited and it 
was seriously proposed that it should come officially to the aid of the 
Panama Canal, that the Senate of the United States, and I believe the 
House of Representatives as well—but no matter about that—certainly 
the Senate of the United States by a unanimous vote called the atten- 
tion of the President to the subject—I am not speaking in the terms, 
but the substance of it—and declared the opinion of this body in diplo- 
matic and courtly phrase, but it had its definite meaning all the same, 
that the people of the United States would look with serious concern 
upon any connection of any foreign government with any transit across 
the continents of North and South America, whieh meant, just as 
plainly as if it had been written in the ugliest of English, that the 
United States would not tolerate any such interference. Therefore it 
is that foreign governments and foreign capitalists are off-hands, and 
they must come in privately if at all. 

Now, how are they tocome in? Thiscompany, being in the situa- 
tion they now are, did not invite the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to enter into this scheme or make the slightest hint or suggestion, 
directly or indirectly, that they desired that the United States should 
come into it; but the Senate of the United States, looking to the wide 
questions which were involved and the great future which is involved 
in this thing for somebody and some people, unanimously passed a res- 
lution directing the Committee on Foreign Relations to consider the 
subject and to recommend to the Senate what, in its opinion, ought 
to be done in view of the whole situation. 

That situation is, as it is claimed in the report of the committee, 
which I hope every Senator will read, if he has not already done so— 
and that is in the business sense, saying nothing for the moment about 
its wider and much more important sense—that if this canal was to go 


on, as it is to go on and will go on, and to be built on private credit, 


will have charged up against its traffic more than double what its actual 
cash cost must be if money can be got dollar for dollar on its securi- 
ties. 

The committee was looking at the question in its narrowest and mere 
business sense, for the particular traffic of the people of the United 
Statesand oursister republics, and the question was, whether the United 
States could not come to the aid of the enterprise and keep the cost of 
it down to its actual cash and necessary expenditures, I do not pro- 
pose to speak of the wider aspects of the question at the present stage 
of the debate, but only in reference to what my friend has said about 
this state of things in a business way, and the concessional difficulties 
that he has referred to. If the United States are not willing to do any- 
thing about it, then this company will go on, as it is going on to-day, 
taking out 10,000 cubic yards of the prism of the canal every day. 

Mr. MORGAN. And with only a single dredge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With only one single dredge 10,000 cubic yards 
a day are taken out now in these 9 miles of the first cut before you 
get to the first lock where you strike the San Juan River. They can 
get the money, and they can get it on the terms that this construction 
company, be it the same people or other, I do not care at all, and it 
is not of the slightest possible consequence to the United States, pro- 
vided we are safe and secure in the binding precautions we think we 
have taken about the business, 

Where are they to get the money if we do not come in? They are 
to get it in the markets of the world; their stock is to be held by Eng- 
lishmen, by Germans, by Frenchmen; their bonds are to be held and 
taken by English and French and German capitalists, and then we 
shall have a repetition in a little while—we can not help it then—of 
the Suez Canal business. We shall have one, two, or three, or all of 
those governments competing with us for the great storehouse of trade 
on the eastern coast of Asia, China, and Japan, and Siam, and so on, 
and will be the masters of the situation and not we. 

That is all, Mr. President, that I am able to say just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the question 
ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Stew- 
ART], but the amendment was ordered to be printed, and it having 
= sent to the Printing Office it is not now in the possession of the 

nate, 

Mr, SPOONER. I suppose it is not expected that any vote will be 

on the pending bill this evening, and I therefore move that the 


Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr.SPOONER. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minates spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 48 minutes 
P. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 21, 

891, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 20th day of February, 1891. 
POSTM ASTERS, 


Elmer E, Fitch, to be postmaster at Galva, in the county of Henry 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Jonas W. Olson, whose com- 
mission expires February 28, 1891. 

Mary McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Lake Forest, in the county 
of Lake and State of Illinois, in the place of Mary McLaughlin, whose 
commission expires March 3, 1891, 

William A. Brock, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county of 
Republic and State of Kansas, in the place of John McLaury, re- 
moved. 

Jacob Stotler, to be postmasterat Wellington, in the county of Sum- 
nerand State of Kansas, in the place of Edith Love, whose commis- 
sion expired February 14, 1891. 

Simeon W. A. Stevens, to be postmaster at South Gardner, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts; the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President from and after January 1, 1891. 

Hiram E. Hardy, to be postmaster at Big Rapids, in the county of 
Mecosta and State of Michigan, in the place of Joseph H. Kilbourne, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Ogden Tomlinson, to be postmaster at Plainwell, in the county of 
Allegan and State of Michigan, in the place of Jacob N. Rogers, whose 
commission expires March 3, 1891. 

John M. Farmer, to be postmaster at Le Sueur, in the county of Le 
Sueur and State of Minnesota, in the place of Henry J. Dane, whose 
commission expired January 7, 1891. 

George Baird, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of Mower 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Christian Johnson, resigned, to 
take effect March 31, 1891. 

Alexander Laverty, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Saunders and State of Nebraska, in the place of Richard M. Scott, 
whose commission expires February 28, 1891. 

Edward Whatcomb, to be postmaster at Friend, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska, in the place of William I’, Wolfe, whose 
commission expired February 3, 1891. 

Charles F. Leicham, to be postmaster at Socorro, in the county of 
Socorro and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Andrew J. Bah- 
mey, whose commission expired February 14, 1891. 

John I. Platt, to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of William M. Ketcham, 
whose commission expires February 22, 1891. 

Olius Anderson, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of 
Traill and State of North Dakota, in the place of Charles W. Morgan, 
removed. 

Elmer I. Smith, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Traill and State of North Dakota, in the place of Daniel D. Murray, 
whose commission expired January 5, 1891. 

S. D. Cowden, to be postmaster at Gallipolis, in the county of Gallia 
and State of Ohio, in the place of William G. Brading, whose commis- 
sion expired February 14, 1891. 

F. Howard Armstrong, to be postmaster at Plyraouth, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Adolph F.. Hitch- 
ler, whose commission expires February 26, 1891. ‘ 

Isaac Burk, to be postmaster at Sayre, in the county of Bradford and 
State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Sidney Hayden, deceased. 

Charles H. Montgomery, to be postmaster at West Randolph, in the 
county of Orange and State of Vermont, in the place of William B. 
Viall, whose commission expires February 26, 1891. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 20, 1891. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 
Edgar Aldrich, of New Hampshire, to be United States district judge 
for the district of New Hampshire. 


James H. Reed, of Pennsylvania, to be United States district judge 
for the western district of Pennsylvania. 


TERRITORIAL PROBATE JUDGES. 
Joseph D. Jones, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Utah 
County, in the Territory of Utah. 


James A. Stark, of Utah Territory, to be judge of prebate in Pi Ute 
County, in the Territory of Utah. 


POSTMASTER, 


James Gipson, to be postmaster at Coleman, in the county of Cole- 
man and State of Texas. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FripAy, February 20, 1891. 


The House met at 110’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. WIL- 
LIAM H, MiLBurRn, D. D. 
JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of last night’s 
proceedings to be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the Journal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings be read. I observe by the RecorpD that the Journal of 
yesterday's proceedings was read at the evening session. Certainly 
such a proceeding was not contemplated by the order of the House, or 
by the rules of the Hoase; and therefore my request that the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings be now read. ‘The approval of the record 
at an evening session is certainly a new departure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like the attention of the gentle- 
man from Missouri. Yesterday the Chair found that in his absence an 
order had been adepted by the House for a session last evening, com- 
menacing at 8 o’clock, and the Chair announced that when the House 
adjourned it was an adjournment until 8 o’clock, the same as an ordi- 
nary adjournment of the House is until 11 o’clock the next day. It 
seemed to the Chair that that was the only way in which the matter 
could be determined, because it was an arrangement made by the House 
itself, and therefore the adjournment would have that effect. The 
House ratified that action by implication. 

The Chair understands that it is the first occasion on which there 
has been a session held under precisely the same circumstances. The 
impression which the Chair had was that the adjournment concluded 
the session of yesterday, and that the Journal of that session was the 
one which should be read, and it was read to the House last night and 
approved, and the Journal to be read this morning would be the Journal 
of the last session. The last legislative day was divided yesterday, as 
it were, into two legislative days, just as sometimes we have three or 
four calendar days rolled into one legislative day. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that the order which 
was adopted the other day did not contemplate any adjournment or 
division of the day into two parts, as the order is in the following words: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening, February 19, 1891, be set apart for the con- 


sideration of bills reported by the Comznittee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, the session to open at 8 o’clock and not to continue laterthan 10.30 o'clock. 


TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois would see the result of 
that. There was no timefixed for adjournment, and if a recess had been 
ordered instead of an adjournment, it would have been an entirely new 
transaction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that frequently occurs when an evening ses- 
sion has been provided for, and the House has adjourned-—— 

The SPEAKER. But this is a different thing, because in the case 
suggested a time when the recess shall take place is provided, and 
this order omitted that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It sometimes is provided; but where the House 
has adjourned when an evening session has been provided for, it has 
always vacated the order for the evening session. So that the adjourn- 
ment of yesterday should have vacated the order for the evening ses- 
sion—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, and so announced to the 
House before adjournment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the whole session of last evening was with- 
out any precedent, and therefore under parliamentary rules I am satis- 
fied that the Journal of yesterday should now be read and that the 
RecorD should show that there was a recess on yesterday, that the 
House was in recess from the time the adjournment was taken until 8 
o'clock, and that the evening session was devoted to a particular pur- 


p0se, 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, 

Me. SPRINGER. I have never known in my legislative experience 
of two legislative days being crowded into one, and I think it is en- 
tirely without precedent, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that all such transactions should be vacated. 
But as this seems a session of unprecedented parliamentary proceed- 
ings, I think it is consistent with the history of the preceding parts of 
the session. 

The SPEAKER. Then the language of the gentleman from Illinois 
during most of the session has been of the same unprecedented char- 
acter. [Laughter.] The Clerk will proceed, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, the Chair having stated that the precedents 
of one hundred years were to be set aside, I suppose that setting aside 
is to go on to the end of the session. [ Laughter. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the Journal of the 
proceedings of last evening’s session, and it was approved. 


LEASES AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of 


leases at Hot Springs, Ark., and for other purposes, Mr. PAYSON, Mr. 
HaLt, and Mr. McRAg. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 557) for the relief of H. J. Cheney; 

A bill (S. 3770) to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Custer. 


THE DIGEST. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

“Resolved, That 2,750 copies of the Digest for the present session be printed, of 
which number 2,500 copies shall be bound in paper covers for the use of the 
House, and 2 copies, bound as nsual, for distribution asfollows: One copy each 
to Senators, officers of the two Houses, heads of Depfrtments and Bureaus, and 
correspondents entitled to admission to the press gallery.” 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying House 
resolution to print extra es of the Digest for the present session, have had 
the same under consideration, and respectfully report it back with a favorable 
recommendation. The estimated cost of printing the number provided for in 
the resolution is $1,140. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of theresolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does this come from the Committee on Print- 
ing? 

TheSPEAKER. It comes from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there a report? 

TheSPEAKER. The report has just been read. 

The resolution was adopted. 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, also submitted the 
following: 


“* Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 copies of the tenth annual re- 
port of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompanying papers 
and illustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of the series, of 
which 3,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Ethnology." 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution 
to print 15,500 extra copies of the tenth annual re of the Director of the 
Bureau of Ethnology have considered the same, and respectfully report that the 
resolution provides for eee of the usual extra edition of this valuable 

ublication and the usual distribution of thesame. The estimated cost of print- 

ng 15,500 extra copies is $27,841. The committee report the resolution favor- 
ably and recommend its adoption. 


The resolution was adopted. 
REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, also submitted tha 
following: : 

‘Resolved by the House of Representatives = Senate concurring), That there ba 
printed and bound in cloth 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1590, 
together with the usual necessary p sketches and illustrations; 1,000 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the United States Coast 
and Geodetic Survey.”’ 

The Committee on Printing,to whom was referred the concurrent resolution 
to print 5,000 copies of the report of the Superintendent of the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1890, have had the same under consideration, 
and respectfully report that the resolution provides for the printing of the usual 
extra edition of this valuable publication and the ool distribution of the 
same, The estimated cost of printing and binding the 5,000 extra copies is 
$9,000. The committee report the resolution favorably and recommend its 
adoption, 


The resolution was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. Stone, of Kentucky, Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, and several other 
members addressed the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stonx] has 
a matter which—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, Ihave a matter of privilege, 
a report from the Judiciary Committee in relation to obtaining infor- 
mation from the Attorney-General. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a resolution of inquiry ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. That has precedence. 


RIGHT OF CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES TO VOTE, 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the honorable Attorney-General of the United States be re. 
quested to transmit to the House of presentatives all communications, 


orders, di: and instructions which have been made, issued, or given by 
him to any Uni States district attorney, apne at deputy marshal, com- 
missioner, or officer with regard to the insti! n and prosecution of any 


suit of whatsoever character under the act to enforce the right of citizens of 

the United ae to vote oo ae Gor een Union, and for es yer 

passed by Congress May 31, 1870, amendatory thereto, passe: 

by Congress February 28, 1871, and to communicate to the House the results of 
any suits instituted and prosecuted as . 

he Committee on i ty ny whom was referred the resolution of in- 

uiry introduced into the House by Mr, Laneston January 17, 1891, report in 

vor of the passage of the same. 
The resolution was adopted. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A messag 


e from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 8150) to 
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations, asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. Moopy, Mr. PADpockK, and Mr, FAULK- 
NER as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 182) for the erection of United States prisons and 
for the improvement of United States prisoners, and for other purposes; 
asked a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. HoAr, Mr. WiLSoN of Iowa, and Mr. PUGH as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
1861) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank of the State of 
Connecticut; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


JOHN H. M’CLURE. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have another resolution, Mr. Speaker, 
of the same kind. 

The resolution in this case, I will state, is similar to the last one, 
but I have mislaid the original, There is a substitute submitted bv 
the Judiciary Committee that only changes it verbally. I would ask 
the consideration of the substitute at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question whether consent will be given to 
consider the substitute in lieu of the original resolution is waived un- 
til I know what the matter is. I do not yield the right to object to 
the reading of the original resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. TheClerk will read the resolution reported by the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that since the election held for members of Congress on 
the 4th of November last, one John McClure has instituted proceedings in the 
Federal court of the eastern district of Arkansas, under instructions from the 
Attorney-General, in the absence of any indictment or accusation of violation 


of the election laws, to obtain possession of certain ballots and poll-books of 
said election: Therefore, 

Resoived, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested to :nform 
the House at his earliest convenience if any such proceedings have been insti- 
tuted by said McClure, or by anyone under the authority or instruction of the 
Department of Justice. He is also requested to state what amounts of money 
have been paid the said McClure since November 6, 1888, and for what purposes; 
and what accounts from him are now pending and unpaid, either pending 
before the United States courts or the Department of Justice, either on ac- 
count of services as special United States district attorney or as supervisor of 
elections; also, to transmit to the House a copy of all correspondence and in- 
structions, since November 4 last, in connection with his services and employ- 
ment; also, to state whether any United States deputy marshals were a inted 
in said judicial district on or within three weeks a tothe 4th da of Roven- 
ber last and by what authority, and what disposition was made of them prior 
to and on the said 4th day of November, together with a statement of all funds 
paid out therefor. 


The report (by Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the resolution of in- 

uiry introduced by Mr. Baeckinripas, of Arkansas, on the Léth of January, 
1891, have had the same under consideration, and herewith report a substitute 
therefor and recommend the passage of the same. 


Mr. PEEL. I would like to ask if my colleague, Judge Roarrs, 
who is familiar with this subject, has examined this report ? 

Mr. EZRA B.TAYLOR. This is precisely what the gentleman 
from Arkansas recommends. 

Mr. PEEL. And my coll 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, 

The substitute was adopted. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES, ETC. 
Mr. CANNON. I submit a privileged report. I am instructed by 


the Committee on Rules to report back the accompanying resolutions 
with a substitute therefor. 


ue, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE? 
is is in form to meet their wishes. 


TheSPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That , immediately after the expiration of the morning hour. 





be set apart for the consideration of Senate bill 174, relating to salaries of Uni 
felon district judges, and H. R. 966, relating to salaries of United States circuit 


And 
Resolved, That on Friday, January 23, 1891, immediately after the passage of 
this resolution, House bill No. 9014, to define and regulate the juriediction of 
the courts of the United States, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, 
shall be considered, and after one hour of such consideration the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered, and the vote taken upon the bill and re- 
= the Committee on the Judiciary recommending nonconcurrence in the 
amendments thereto and agreeing to a conference thereon. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the question of con- 
sideration 


Mr. CANNON. Let the report be read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve the point of order against this proposi- 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


the House of January 22, 1891, relating to H.R. 9014, @ bill to define and regu- 
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The Conimittee on Rules having had under consideration the resolution of 
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; late the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States; and also having had 

under consideration the resolution of the House of December 18, 1890, relating 
to 8S. l[ji—relating to salaries of United States judges-—-beg leave to report, asa 
substitute for these resolutions, the following : 

‘Resolved, That immediately afier the passage of this resolution the day shall 
be set apart for the business of the Committee on the Judiciary, and the House 
shall first proceed to consider Senate amendments to H. R. No. 9014; andat2.30 
o'clock p. m., or as soon thereafter as this order is passed, the previous question 
shall be considered ordered on the motion to nonconcur in gross and agree to 
a conference with the Senate ; if the motion be decided in the negative the bill 
shall be recommitted to the Committee of the Whoie; and that after H. R, 9014 
shall be disposed of, the House shall take upsaid Senate bill S. 174, with amend- 
ments proposed by the committee, for one hour and a half, at the expiration of 
which time the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and pending amendments to its passage.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
point of order 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. SPRINGER, 

Mr, CANNON. 





I raise a question of order on that. I make the 





Let me present the report. 
But | raise a question of order. 
Precisely. I am not proposing to discuss this mat- 
ter atall. I have presented the report of the committee which was last 
read. Now, ifthe gentleman, before I move the previous question, has 
any question of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sprincer] 
raises a question of order 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to say I did not want the comments 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to be considered as de- 
bate, so as to exclude the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly not; | was merely completing the mak 
ing of the report. As soon as I get an opportunity I desire to move the 
previous question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr, HOLMAN. [I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky raises the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 








But the point of order takes precedence of that. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not catch the full purport of this report by 
reason of the fact that there seemed to be a difference between the re- 
port and the resolution as read. If I understood aright the substitate 
reported by the committee, it was a substitute of a resolution with ref- 
erence to a Senate bill for resolutions which proposed to dispose of two 
bills—two separate resolutions. Those two resolutions related to two 
separate and distinct bills referred to the Committee on Rules; and the 
committee, as I understand, has reported back as a substitute for the 
two resolutions a single proposition relating to oneof the bills. AmI 
correct? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, if he had paid attention to the re- 
port of the committee, would have ascertained that it fixes a day for 
the Judiciary Committee to call up and consider certain bills, and or- 
ders the previous question on one of them at acertain time and on the 
other at a certain other time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the resolution which the committee has 
now reported? I understood it to be entirely different from the one 
referred to in the report. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The committee report a substitute for the two res- 
olutions. 

Mr. SPRINGER, 

The SPEAKER, It has been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood that the substitute related to an 
entirely different subject from the one read as part of the report, for 
which the committee say this is a substitute. If the substitute has 
been read, I make the point of order upon it that it undertakes to dis- 
pose of two resolutions by reporting a single resolution, and does not 
relate to the bills embraced in the origina) proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. The Clerk read the original resolutions for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know; but I understand that two resolutions 
were referred to the Committee on Rules, and they have reported a 
substitute for both, and the substitute relates to the subject-matter of 
only one of the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that is an error of fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that is an error, it can be corrected by the 
reading of the original propositions and the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. They have been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it notin order to have the question settled 
now? IL am of one opinion; the Chair thinks otherwise. Now can 
we not have that point settled ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not differ with the gentleman 
from Illinois if he could help it. The gentleman assumes the differ- 
ence. The Chair does not know whether there is any or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the House is entitled to know what mat- 
ter it is acting upon, 

The SPEAKER. It has been read to the House. 

Mr.SPRINGER. But the question of order being raised, the House 
ought to know—— 

The SPEAKER. It has been read to the House. 
man from Ilinois—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the reason the Chair objects to having 
this matter understood by the House? 


Now what is thesubstitute? Let us hear it read. 


And the gentle- 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair does not object, except that the cus- 

toms of the Ilouse require but one reading of a bill or a proposition. 
Ir. SPRINGER. I do not understand there is anything so impor- 
tant or essential here that we should be kept in the dark in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not ‘‘in the dark.’’ The prop- 
osition has been read to him. 

Mr. HOLMAN, In such a form as not to be understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know, and I am sure many other gen- 
tlemen of the House do not—— 

‘the SPEAKER. If gentlemen of the House desire to have the res- 
olution reread the Chair will put the question. Is there objection to 
the rereading ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the objection? 
resolution we are going to vote upon. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thenif we can not have proper deliberation upon 
the business we are doing, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that that motion is dila- 
tory. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
sideration. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
ripae] has already raised the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not know whether the Chair would enter- 
tain it or not, 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of considering the reso- 
lution will say ‘‘ay.”’ 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

_On a division (demanded by Mr. SprRinGeR and Mr. McMILLIy) 
there were—ayes 84, noes 62. 

Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. SPRINGER demanded tellers. 

Mr. CANNON, I think we may just as well have the yeas and 
naye. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 80, not vot- 
ing 134; as follows: 


I ask to have read the 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
And, Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of con- 


YEAS—115. 
Adams, Darlington, Lind, Smith, I. 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Lodge, Smith, W. Va. 
Anderson, Kans. Dingley, McCormick, Smyser, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dorsey, McDuffie, Snider, 
Atkinson,W.Va. Dunnell, McKenna, Spooner, 
Raker, Evans, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Ewart, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Farquhar, Miller, Stivers, 
Belknap, Finley, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Bergen, Frank, Moffitt, Stone, Pa. 
Jingham, Gear, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Bliss, Gifford, Morey, Sweet, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, Morrow, Taylor, E. B 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, Grout, Mudd, Thomas, 
Brosius, Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N, J. Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, Pa. 
Burton, Hays, E. R. Owen, Ind. Vandever, 
Caldwell, Hill, Payne Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Hitt, Peters, Wade, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Pickler, Wallace, Mass. 
Caswell, Kennedy, Raines, Wallace, N.Y 
Clark, Wyo, Ketcham, Rockwell, Wheeler, Mich 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Rowell, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Laidlaw, Russell, Wilson, Wash. 
Culbertson, Pa. Langston, Soull, Wright, 
Cutcheon Lansing, Sherman, Yardley. 
Dalzell, Lehlbach, Simonds, 
NAYS—%0. 

Abbott, Crain, Lee, Pindar, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lester, Ga. Quinn, 
Andrew, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Mansur, Sayers, 
Barnes, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Springer. 
Blount, Ellis, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Boatner, Fithian, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Flower, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Brunner, Forman, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, McRae, Stump, 
Bunn, Hare, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Campbell, Hatch, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Norton, Tucker, 
Caruth, Heard, O’ Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Vaux, 
Clancy, Holman, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa. Paynter, Whitelaw, 
Covert, lan . Penington, Wike, 

- Cowles, Lawler, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 

NOT VOTING—131L 

Allen, Miss. Blanchard, Browne, T. M Catchiugs, 
Anderson, Miss. Bland, Buckalew, ie, 
Arnold, Bowden, Bullock, Cheatham, 
Banks, Breckinridge, Ark. Burrows, Clark, Wis. 
Bartine, Breckinridge, Ky. Butterworth, Clements, 
Barwig, Brickner, Bynum, Clunie, 
Beck with, Brower, Cariton, 
Biggs, Brown, J. B Carter, Connell, 


Cooper, Ind. Hempbill, Niedringhaus, Seney, 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, Ill. Nute, Shively, 
Cothran, Henderson, Iowa Oates, Skinner, 
Craig, Herbert, O’ Neall, Ind. Spinola, 
Culberson, Tex. Hermann, Outhwaite, Stahlnecker, 
Cummings, Houk, Payson, Stewart, Ga. 

. Kelley, Peel, Sweney, 
Davidson, Kerr, lowa Perkins, Tarsney, 
Dibble. Kilgore, Perry, Taylor, Ill. 
Dolliver, Knapp, Post, Taylor, Tenn. 
Dunphy, Lacey, Price, Turner, Kans, 
Enloe, La Follette, Pugsiey, Turner, N.Y. 
Featherston, Lane, Quackenbush, Van ck, 
Fitch, Laws, Randall, Walker, 
Flick, Lewis, Ray, Whiting, 
Flood, Magner Reed, Iowa Whitthorne, 
Powler, Maish, Reyburn, Wickham, 
Funston, Martin, Ind Richardson, Wiley, 
Geary, ason, Rife, Wilkinson, 
Geissenhainer, McAdoo, Robertson, Willcox, 
Gest, cComas, rs, Williams, Ill. 
Gibson, McCord, Rowland, Wilson, _. 
Goodnight, Mills, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Grimes, Morgan, Sanford, Yoder. 

Hall, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Hayes, W. I. Mutchler, Seranton, 


So the House determined to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to say that I am 
paired with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], who was 
called away by a death in his family. If I had not been paired, I 
should have voted ‘‘ no.’’ 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Davipson. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. THomas M. Browne with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Hovuxk with Mr, ENLOE. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. SrEwWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. CLARE, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. Coorer, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGore. 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

On this vote: 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. CANNON, This resolution ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The one reported by the committee ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I submit that is not in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

The question was taken upon the motion to lay the resolution on 
the table, and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. SPRINGER) there 
were—ayes 63, noes 96. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BLOUNT demanded tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 128, not vot- 
ing 108; as follows: 


YEAS—93., 
Abbott, Crain, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Alderson, Crisp, McClammy, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Dickerson, MoClellan, Skinner, 
Andrew, Dockery, McCreary, Springer, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex 
Blanchard, Fithian, McRae, Stockdale, 
Blount, Flower, Montgomery, Stone, Ky 
Boatner, Forman, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo 
Brickner, Forney, Mutchier, Stump, 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, Norton, Tillman, 
Brunner, Hare, O'Ferrall, Tracey, 
Bu , Va. ‘ O’ Neil, Mass. Tucker, 
Bunn, Haynes, Outh waite. Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Heard, Owens, Ohio Washington 
Campbell, Herbert, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala 
Candler, Ga. Holman, Paynter, Whitelaw, 
Caruth, a a wae 
Chi ham, Penington, y; 
a Lawler, . Wilson, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. Lee, Pinder, Wilson, W. Va 
Clements, Lester, Ga. . Yoder. 
Cobb, s Lester, Va. Quinn, 
Covert, Magner, in, 
Cowles, Mansur, Robertson, 
NAYS—1228. 

Adams, Bliss, Candler, Mass. Dalzell, 
Allen, Mich. Boothman, non, . 
Anderson, Kans. Boutelle, Caswell, De Lano, 
Atkinson, Pa. Brewer, Dingley, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Brosius, Dorsey, 

er, Browne, Va. Clark, Wyo. Dunnell, 
Bayne, Buchanan, N. J. —_——_ Evans, 

en, Burton, Pe Ewart, 
Belknap, Butterworth, Culbertson, Finley, 
Bergen, Caldwell, COutcheon, Frank, 
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Funston, Langston, Owen, Ind. Stewart, Vt. 
Gear, Lansing, Payne, Stivers, 
Gest, Leh!bach, Perkins, Stockbridge, 
Gifford, Lind, Peters, Stone, Pa. 
Greenhalge, Lodge, Pickler, Struble, 
Grosvenor, McComas, Pugsley, Sweet, 
Grout, McCord, Quackenbush, Taylor, E. B. 
Hall, McCormick, Raines, Taylor, J. D. 
Hansbrough, McDufiie, Rockwell, Thomas, 
Harmer, McKenna, Rowell, Thompson, 
Haugen, MeKinley, Russell, Townsend, Colo, 
Hays, E, R. Miles, Sawyer, Townsend, Pa. 
Hill, Milliken, Scranton, Vandever, 
Hitt, Motiitt, Scull, Waddill, 
Hopkins, Moore, N. H. Sherman, Wade, 
Kennedy, Morey, Simonds, Wallace, Mass, 
Kerr, Iowa Morrow, Smith, DL Wallace, N.Y. 
Ketcham, Morse, Smith, W. Va. Wheeler, Mich. 
Kinsey, Mudd, Smyser, Williams, Ohio 
Lace O’ Donnell, Snider, Wilson, Wash. 
La Follette, O'Neill, Pa. Spooner, Wright, 
Laidlaw, Osborne, Stephenson, Yardley, 

NOT VOTING—108. 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Hermann, Reilly, 
Arnold, Cothran, liouk, Reyburn, 
Banks, Craig, Kelley, Rife, 
Barnes, QCulberson, Tex. Kerr, Pa, Rogers, 
Bartine, Cummings, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Barwig, Dargan, Knapp, Rusk, 
Beckwith, Davidson, Lane, Sanford, 
Biggs, Dibbie, Laws, Seney, 
Bingham, Dolliver, Lewis, Spinola, 
Bland, Dunphy, Maish, Stah!necker, 
Bowden, Ellis, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Mason, Sweney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Farquhar, McAdoo, Tarsney, 
Brower, Featherston, Miller, Taylor, Lil. 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Mills, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, J.B. Flick, Morgan, Turner, Kans. 
Buckalew, Flood, Morrill, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, Fowler, Niedringhaus, Van Schaick, 
Burrows, Geary, Nute, faux, 
Carlton, Gibson, Oates, Walker. 
Carter, Goodnight, O' Neall, Ind, Whiting, 
Catchi Grimes, Payson, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Wis Hayes, W. L. Perry, Wickham, 
Clunie, Hemphill, Post, Wilkinson, 
Comstock, Henderson, Nl. Randall, Willcox, 
Connell, Henderson,Iowa Ray, Williams, Il, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N.C. Reed, lowa Wilson, Ky. 


So the motion to lay upon the table was disagreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 
Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. MoRGAN on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire for a moment to say to the 
House—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman regard this as debate? 
Mr. CANNON. I am going to hold the floor and speak for a very 
few minutes. 
Mr. SPRINGER. In order to cut off the twenty minutes allowed 
on each side if the previous question should be ordered ? 
Mr. CANNON. In order to say what I desire to say and save time, 
so as to have this order adopted before half-past 2 o’clock—— 
Mr.SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allowsometime on this side ? 
Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee a 
question. Isithis object, by debating before the previous question is 
ordered, to cut off that twenty minutes ona side for debate which the 
rules allow when there is no debate before the ordering of the previous 
question ? 
Mr. CANNON. I will be entirely frank with the gentleman—— 
Mr. McMILLIN. But it is too late for the gentleman to be frank 
after he has accomplished his object. I want to know what his object 
is. 
Mr. CANNON, I will be entirely frank with the gentleman and 
give him a direct answer to a direct question. In view of the motions 
that have already been made, we accept the same as notice that gen- 
tlemen on that side, under the lead of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMILLr], as it seems, do not desire to facilitate the oppor- 
tunity to vote upon the adoption of this order, so as to have real de- 
bate upon the order of business to be done under it. 
That being the case, it is my object to state very briefly my position 
and then to move the previous question. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to engage in 
any unseemly wrangle; but I will ask my friend right there if he pro- 
after attacking my action and impugning my motive, to then 
the previous question, and to say that my mouth shall be shut 
and I shall not defend myself. 
Mr. CANNON, I have not made any attack on the gentleman. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, you did. 
Mr. CANNON. I have only called attention to what is evident to 
the House and what the gentleman himself, frank as he is, willavow. 
Mr, McMILLIN. This is a proposition to increase salaries, to in- 
crease the number of judges, and you would set aside the appropria- 
tion bills in order to do it. 
Mr. CANNON. That is exactly what we propose to do; being in 
the majority, we propose to give this House an opportunity to put the 
court bill imto conference, and the salary bill into conference, if the 
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majority of the House desire to do so. 
side.] Now, then 

Mr. McKINLEY. I would suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Illinois, that if gentlemen on both sides 
will consent to regard the previous question as ordered, then we can 
have twenty minutes’ debate on each side, which will save so much 
time and give an opportunity to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam willing to do that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has announced his course; he has 
attacked my motives and the action and motives of this side of the 
House, and said that we shall not be heard in reply. If that is to be 
the method of procedure, let him proceed. Proceed and we will meet 
you. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We will meet you at 
every point. This is a question of increasing expenditures and in 
making appropriations, and it is a proposition to take care of your 
**dead ducks.’’ [Renewed applause on the Democratic side.] ‘This 
is a proposition which is the forerunner of divers other bills that are 
intended to bleed the Treasury now that you linger superfluous on the 
stage after having been overwhelmingly defeated. [Renewed applause 
on the Democratic side.] And we are ready to meet you. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield the gentleman three minutes longer, so 
that he may get all the bile off his stomach. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will be glad to take it, although not just or 
sufficient. The gentleman has yielded me three minutes, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I want the gentleman to get all the bile off 
his stomach. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, In the mean time I would like to ask the 
gentleman why he is excited. Will the gentleman from Tennessee in- 
form me why he is excited? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the statement of the gentleman? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The question I asked was why the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee was excited? 

Mr. McMILLIN. [am excited because I see you propose to plunder 
the Treasury [cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ ‘‘Oh!’’ on the Republican side], and to 
increase salaries already large. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Another question. What does my friend 
from Tennessee care about that? How is he interested in that? 
[Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is my duty as a legislator to scrutinize public 
expenditures. The gentleman from Illinois has yielded to me three 
minutes’ time. He has announced that I am to take that or nothing. 
Tn the three minutes’ time I wish to state simply that here is a bill 
which proposes to increase the judges of the Federal court by eighteen, 
if I remember the number correctly, that is to be put through with- 
out due deliberation and without proper discussion. 

There is also a proposition embraced in this resolution to increase 
the salaries of those judges already holding positions in the district 
courts of the United States; and that, too, is to be put through with- 
out due deliberation and discussion. ,No chance for amendment is 
given. The House is again told by the Committee on Rules that the 
country was right when it said that this House of Representatives was 
not fit to govern ilself or to govern the country, and the Committee on 
Rules is proposing to govern it. [Lond applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When did the country say that; will the gentle- 
man from Tennessee enlighten us? 

Mr. McMILLIN (and several members on the Democratic side). 
the 4th of November last. Do you not remember it? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What did it say in the elections of 1888? 

Mr. MOMILLIN. I want to call attention to the fact that in order 
to secure the consideration of these measures you stop all these neces- 
sary appropriation bills that are now being considered—the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, the deficiency bill, and the agricultural bill, which 
are yet undisposed of. 

The Speaker rapped for order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Do I understand, Mr, Speaker, that my time has 
expired ? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. CANNON. 
now. - 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve that half minute. 
me even to attempt to use it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can not reserve it as I understand. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say very briefly that at the last session 
of Congress the House passed what is known asthe court bill and sent 
it to the Senate. The Senate amended that bil! and returned it to the 
House and it is now upon the Calendar. The bill does provide for an 
increase of the judges of the United States courts, The bar univer- 
sally throughout the country demands it, and the people too, whose 
business is unduly delayed in the Federal courts for months and years 
so that justice is practically denied to the citizen in those courts for 
the reason that there are not judges enough to adjudicate the cases. 

Now, we propose by this order to consider that bill, and if a ma- 
jority desires to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, to nonconcur 


[Applause on the Republican 
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The gentleman has half a minute remaining. 
I will reserve it. 
I hope the gentleman will take his half minute 
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and send the bill to a conference; it being our intention to give to the 
majority of this louse an opportunity to legislate upon this important 
matter if it desires so todo. Next, the court salary bill which is in- 
cluded in this order isa bill that was reported trom the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I believe by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. RocErs], and, 
if I understand the case, the people, the bar, and many members of 
this House upon both sides favor that bill. But whether they favor it 
or not, each man upon each side of the Hall being at perfect liberty to 
vote as he pleases, as we all are, itis but fair that that bill, having been 
upon the Calendar for long months, should now be considered and dis- 
posed of. We propose to give an opportunity for an hour and a half’s 
debate, and then to take a vote upon nonconcurring in the bill as it 
comes from the Senate. That is all that I desire tosay. This is in 
the direction of the consideration of important public business. 

Mr. CASWELL. The Supreme Court is four years behind. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, as my friend from Wisconsin suggests, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States is four years behind. It is evident 
that unless the court bill passes at this session of Congress its passage 
will be indefinitely postponed, and, in the interest of the people, it is 
right that the Honse should have an opportunity to either pass or re- 
ject the bill. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Before the gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion I ask him to yield to me fora moment. 

Mr. CANNON, I doso. 

Mr. McKINLEY. In order that I may ask unanimous consent that 
























Mr. CANNON. That is merely dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favorof taking this question by 
yeas and nays—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand tellers. 

TheSPEAKER. Will rise and stand till counted. A sufficient 
number, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to order tellers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Chair decline to entertain the demand 
for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the Chair declines—— 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Chairdecline to let the House determine 
the question by tellers? This was never refused before since Congress 
was organized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the demand for 
tellers on ordering the yeas and nays in view of the fact that more than 
one-half of the House has risen in support of the call for the yeas and 
nays, and the request is evidently dilatory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Chair has no right to decline to entertain the 
demand in any case, none. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 12, nays 150, not 
voting 167; as follows: 


the previous question shail be considered as ordered, to the end that YEAS—12. 

we may have discussion under the rule. Abbott, Lanham, Mutchler, Reilly, 
Mr. McMILLIN. I object to it. The right of debate even for somrew, —" Paynter, Wier” Tex. 

twenty minutes was refused to us, and only three minutes wasallowed | “°"" — oom, ie 

to this side. You enforce your own rules and do not violate them, NAYS—150. 

and they allow twenty minutes on a side. Adams, Dalzell, Laws, Scranton, 
Mr. McKINLEY. I make this proposition in order that the gentle- =. a paeagton, Lehihach, Scull, 

man may have the twenty minutes for debate that he seemed to de- | 4i\\ncon'Pa”  Dingley, oa omnen, 

: See A . : son, Pa. : . 8, 
sire, for I did not understand that it was the intention of the gentle- | Atkinson, W.Va. _—Doolliver, McComas, Smith, Ul. 
man from Iilinois [ Mr. CANNON] to cut off debate. Baker, ——e, ees . Smith, W. Va. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois said that was his | Banks. —* MeDuftie, Snider” 
object, and I said to him that if he proposed to proceed in that way he | Beckwith, Ewart, McKenna, Spooner, 
might take his course. He has elected to take that course and let him | Belden, Farquhar, McKinley, Stephenson, 
abide his election oe oa a a, 

; on ye n, ck, er, , 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Nomatter what the gentleman from Illinois may raat. Frank, Milliken, Stone, — 
have said, I ask unanimous consent that the previous question may be worl Punston, ot, = Strubie, 
considered as ordered, to the end that we may now have the debate | pe\cne” Gest’ gona aioe 
under the rule, Brewer, Gifford, Morrili, Taylor, E.B. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And, in view of the statement of the gentleman oman pa —, ee 
from Illinois in the colloquy that occurred between us, I object. B Sy G ' Mudd. Th 

Mr. CANNON. I say to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. McKINLEY] Buchanan, N.J. Hall, Nute,’ Townsend, Colo. 
that it is love’s labor lost. The water is being muddied from below | Burvov, sacwoneh, a ee Townsend, Pa. 
and up the stream for the gentleman from Tennessee and his side of | Butterworth, 4 — urner, Kans. 

' . . Caldwell, Haugen, Osborne, Vandever, 
the House, and no proposition could be submitted touching this court | Candler, Mass. Hays, E. R. Payne, Van 
bill that he or his colleagues on that side would assent to, The propo- | Cannon, ; ae, were Weadill, 
sition to pass or to consider the bill is what they object to, and the | ee Hitt, oy Wallnne, Mass. 
demand for debate is pure false pretense, in my opinion. [Applause Cheadle, Hopkins, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
on the Republican side. } nee, = ley, + Post, Wheeler, Mich. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. _I donot propose to diseuss wind and water with Cogswell, ew: o a Win Ohio 
the gentleman from I)linois. Coleman, Kinsey, aus, Wilson, L 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question, Mr. Speaker. Comstock, cey y; son, Wash. 

Mr. REILLY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that sev- | Conne!!. La Foilette, peewee, = 

Craig, Laidlaw, Rowell, Yi 
eral members upon this side of the House voted for the bill at the last Ouibertson, Pa. Langston, Russel. 
session. Cutcheon, Lansing, wyer, 

Mr. SP E AKER. ‘The question is on ordering the previous question. NOT VOTING—167. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Pending that, I offer the resolution which I send Alderson, Clark, Wis. Grimes, Mills, 
to the desk. Allen, Miss. Clements, Hare, Montgomery 

Mr. CANNON. What is it? a Heyes’ W.1 peeuee, Se. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will listen he will hear what it is. | Rank Gooper, Ind. Haynes, Niedringhaus, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will beread. It is offered pending , Ohio Heard Norton, 
the motion for the previous question. —— a pee ul ie 

The Clerk read as follows: . Cowles, H Iowa 0’ eall, Ind. 

Resolved, That the resolution reported by the Committee on Rules be recom- Blanchard, Crain, Henderson,N.C Neil; 
mitted with instractions to report the same back after the office, agricul- Bland, Crisp, Tex Hol oO Ind. 
tural, and general deficiency bills have been passed by the House, and so . Sneteenioae H — oe Ohi 
amended as lo allow five hours for debate or consideration on each bill. - — me — ngs, ion » 

Mr. CANNON. Why, the gentleman does not even deceive himself | Breckinridge, Ky. Davidson, at fowa ee. 
by that proposition, let alone the country. ——s + Kiles — 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman does not try to deceive anybody. | Browne, T Sr Knapp, 

The question was taken on the resolution of Mr. BLount, and the wn, J B Dunphy —_— ——— 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. en wie, Eanende, —. > 

Mr. McMILLIN, Lask for a division. Buckalew, —~ Lester, ‘Ge. Reed, Iowa 

. ivided; —_ 5 ; Bullock, Featherston, Lester, Va. Reyburn, 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 57, noes 107. = Fieb, ss 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘Tellers. ws, Fithian, Rife, 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee demands tellers. | Bynum, Flood, . Robertson, 

T i i Cam 1, Flower, Rogers, 

. a being put on ordering tellers, there were 54 voting Geeies, Ge. F Martin, Ind. Rowland, 
Si ene ‘ Carlton, Forney, Martin, Rusk, 
The SPEAKER. A sufficient a Caruth, Fowler, Mosvn, Sanford, 
Mr. CANNON. I ask for the yeas and nays, Catchings, Geary, eAdoo, Sayers, 
Geixsenhainer, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And upon that I demand tellers—I demand tell- | Chipman, . > Metaeltans” Shively, 

ers ov ordering the yeas and nays. Clarke, Ala. Goodnight, McCreary, Skinner, 
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Spinola, Stump, Turner, N.Y. Wike, 
nger, ‘Tarsney, Vaux, Wilkinson, 
Stahl necker, Tay lor, Il. Walker, Willcox, 

Ga. Taylor, Tenn. Washington, Williams, IL. 
Stewart, Vt. Tillman, Wheeler, Ala. Wilson, Mo. 
Stockdale, Tracey, Whitelaw, Wilson, W. Va. 
Stone, Kr. Tucker, Whiting, Yoder. 

Stone, Mo. Turner, Ga. Whitthorne, 
Additional pairs: ° 


Until further notice: 

Mr, FEATHERSTON with Mr. MorGAN. 

Mr, BOWDEN with Mr. DARGAN. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. FLOWER (Mr. WALKER 
serving on the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures). 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of members,re- 
corded as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Bruyner, Mr. BucHanan of Virginia, Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. 
Catcuines, Mr. CLuntg, Mr. Covert, Mr. Crisp, Mr. CoLeerson of Texas, Mr. 
Dunpuy, Mr. Epmunps, Mr. Firatan, Mr. Geary, Mr. Grssoyx, Mr. HENDER- 
son of North Carolina, Mr. Hooker, Mr. Kerr of lowa, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. 
McC.iam™y, Mr. Oates, Mr. O’Fereat, Mr. Perry, Mr. Pinpar, Mr. RoGers, 


Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. Stump, Mr. Turner of Georgia, Mr. Vaux, Mr. Wutre- 
LAW. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I demand a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inoticethat the name of Mr. OATEs, of Alabama, 
is recorded among the names of those present and not voting. I make 
the point that he is not here, and has not been in the Hall this morn- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state of his personal know!l- 
edge that it is an error? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I state from my personal knowledge that Mr. 
OATES has not been in the Hall this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Has he not been in the cloakroom? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Hemay have beenthere. He has not been in the 


Hall. Iam so informed, and I have no doubt my information is cor- 
rect. ’ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the cloakroom is a part of 


the floor of the House; but in order that there may be no occasion for 
any question, the name of Mr. OArTEs will be erased, there being an 
ample number. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
permitted to vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine need not vex himself; 
the ‘* gentleman from Tennessee ’’ has voted. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 12 and the noes are 
150, and with those reported by the Clerk as present and not voting 
constituting a constitutional quorum for the transaction of business, 
the motion is rejected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How many members are recorded as present and 
not voting ? 


I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will be 


The SPEAKER. Twenty-eight. 
Mr. McMILLIN. As present and not voting? Have they been re- 
capitulated ? 


The SPEAKER, The names have been read under the rule. 
The question now is on agreeing to the demand for the previous 
question. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 134, 
noes 2. 
Mr, McMILLIN. 
present, Mr, Speaker. 
The SPEAKER having counted the House announced the presence 
of 169 members— more than a quorum. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the yeas and nays. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will count only those gentlemen stand- 
ing in front of the railing. 
Mr. ROGERS. I thought the Chair wanted to count those in the 
cloakroom a little while ago. 
The SPEAKER announced the number rising in support of the yeas 
and nays as 31—not a sufficient number. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. CANNON were appointed tellers, 
Mr. CANNON. We may as well have the yeas and nays 
The SPEAKER. That is the very question on which tellers were 
ordered. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’}] The tellers will take their 
laces. 
fa The tellers reported—ayes 42; negative vote not counted. 
The SPEAKER. A sufficient number having passe(l between the 
tellers, the yeas and nays are ordered and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 8, not vot- 
ing 171; as follows: 


I make the point of order that there is no quorum 





YEAS—150. 
team, Atkinson, Pa. Banks, Belden, 
Allen, Mich. Atkinson, W.Va. Bayne, Belknap, 
Anderson, Kans. Baker, Beckwith, Bergen, 





Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Bouteille, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
‘andler, Mass, 
‘annon, 
‘arter, 
‘aswell, 
*headle, 
‘heatham, 
ark, Wyo. 
fogs well, 
‘oleman, 
‘omstock, 
Connell, 
Craig 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunnell, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 


~ 


i i tm ti fm 


Andrew, 
Blount, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Ligges. 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 

‘own, J. B. 


i Ve 
| Br »wne, T. M, 
Li 


runner, 
Duchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala, 
Clark, Wis, 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 


The SPEAKER. 


Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Frank, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Harmer, 
Haya, E. R. 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham, 


Kinsey, Quackenbusb, 
Lacey, Raines, 
La Follette, Randall, 
Laidlaw, Ray, 
Langston, Rockwell, 
Lansing, Rowell, 
Laws, Russel), 
Lehibach, Sawyer, 
Lodge, Scranton, 
McComas, Seull, 
McCord, Sherman, 
NAYS—8. 
Mutchler, Quinn, 
Owen, Ind. Reilly, 


MeCormick, 
McDuftie, 
McKenna, 
Mx Kinley, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mofllitt, 
Moore, N. H 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Nute, 

O’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 


NOT VOTING—I7L 


Cowles, 
Crain, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex, 
Cummings, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 

Enloe, 
Featherston, 
Fitch, 

Fithian, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 

Hare, 

Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, W, I. 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, DL 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N, OC, 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 

Kerr, Pa. 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 


present and not voting. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Apnort, Mr. BARNES, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Boatner, Mr. Bunn, Mr, CAND- 


Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 

Lee, 

Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 

Lind, 
Magner, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
Oates, 

0’ Ferrall, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Pennington, 
Perry, 
Pierce, 
Pindar, 
Price, 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 


Smith, Tl. 
Smith, W,. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 

Stock bridge, 
Stone, Pa, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
raylor, EF. B. 
Taylor, Ul. 
Taylor, J, D. 
rhomas, 
Thompson 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 

Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, 
Yardley 


Stewart, Tex. 
Wiley, 


Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Witthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wike, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 


The Clerk will announce the names of members 


Ler of Georgia, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. CLunte, Mr. Cons, Mr. Crary, Mr. Crisp, Mr. 
CuLperson of Texas, Mr. Firaran, Mr. Gresox, Mr. WAvren I. Hayes, Mr. 
Hooker, Mr. Lang, Mr. Lannam, Mr. McCitammy, Mr. McMivuty, Mr. McRar, 
Mr. Morey, Mr. Oates, Mr. O’ FerrRact., Mr.O’ Nein of Massachusetts, Mr. Peer, 
Mr. Perry, Mr. Pinpar, Mr. Rogers, Mr. SANrorp, Mr. Savers, Mr. STOCKDALE, 
Mr. TuRNER of Georgia, Mr. W AITELAW, and Mr. WILson of Miszonri. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand a recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe I have a right to a recapitulation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee think that 
there has been any mistake to warrant a demand for the reading of 
the roll? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Where there isa suspicion, such as I eutertain, 
of mistakes in the list of members present aud not voting, just read 
by the Clerk, I am not able to say what errors may appear in the roll. 
Gentlemen are announced as being present whom I have not seen here, 
quite a number of them. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
ifestly for delay. 

The SPEAKER, 


Regular order! ‘This proceeding is man- 


On this question the yeas are—— 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I insist on my right to have a re- 
capitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked the gentleman if he had rea- 
son to believe that there was any mistake in the roll as made up. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the Speaker has no right to demand that as 
a prerequisite of my right or the right of any member to make such 
demand, 

The SPEAKER. The point is, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
will at once perceive, whether this is a question of delay. If the de- 
raand is purely for delay the Chair is warranted, under the rule, in re- 
fusing to entertain it 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it is a delay which every predecessor of the 
Chair has recognized the right of any member to demand. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And it has always been accorded until the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair has undertaken to refuse it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. But the difference is, 
as he will at once perceive, the rules have been changed since then. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But notchanged inthis particular; there has been 
no change concerning the recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. And the right undergeneral parliamentary law and 
practice to suppress dilatory proceedings—proceedings indulged in 
simply for the purpose of delay and to waste the public time—has 
been thoroughly recognized in the rules. This recapitulation under 

the circumstances thus demanded seems to the Chair to be of that na- 
ture. But if the gentleman thinks that there is any error in the count 
the Chair will order a recapitulation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I deny in the first place the Chair’s 
right to criticise my motives or my actions. I would have the same 
right to criticise the action of the Chair and to denounce the motives 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. 
capacity. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And I am acting in an official capacity and have 
rights as high as the Chair has. You are refusing the reasonable and 
just demands of the members of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is not acting as representative of 
the House, and the Chair is, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, that is true, but I wanted to state 
to the Chair 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that there is no pos- 
sibility of any error existing which can affect the result in the record 
ofa vote of 150 to 8, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But what I was stating, Mr. Speaker, is that 
there never has been a refusal of this right till you occupied the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. And that refusal has been passed under the review 
of the House of Representatives and has been sustained. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The request has never been made be- 
fore under such circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines the request, under the circum- 
stances, and will announce the vote, which is—yeas 150, nays 8. The 
previous question is ordered. The question is now upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

Che SPEAKER. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

The SPEAKER. 


By no means. The Chair is acting in an official 





Mr. Speaker, before that is—— 
As many as are in favor—— 
Mr. Speaker—— 
The House has ordered the previous question. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I wish just there—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Georgia 
ought not to interrupt the action of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to interrupt, but I presume—I have 
uo doubt the Chair proposes to do what is fair. I want to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to that list of fifteen names noted as present and 
not voting. The name of the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. Boat- 
ner] is on that list and Tam assured he was not in the Hall during 
the roll call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed from the Clerk’s desk that 
be passed between the tellers on the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYNE. I myself saw Mr. BoatNeER in the Hall. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. ‘Che gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] has been here attending to his duties. 

The SPEAKER. The very object of reading those names is for the 
purpose of correction if there is any error. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
the Speaker that the fact——- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the colloquy has extended quite 
far enough and the Chair will put the question. The gentleman from 

Tennessee must see that the Chair has permitted a full debate on that 
potnt, 

Mr. McMILLIN, Bat, Mr. Speaker, I was not proposing to debate; 
I was going to announce the truth that the fact that the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] passed through the tellers in demand- 
ing tellers, or ayes and noes, does not give the right to count him on 
another vote when he was not here. 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the adoption of the resolution 
will say ‘‘aye.”’ 


| of ‘* Regular order !’?} 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Those opposed ‘‘no.’’ [The question being taken. ] 
The ayes seem to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. McMILLIN) there were—ayes 128, 
noes 3. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Noquorum, Mr. Speaker, and there is no quorum 
present and has not been since the beginning of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the point 
that there is no quorum present. [Having counted the House.] The 
count shows 158 members present, including two in the cloak room. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. There is no oa present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House can take that course or can move for 
the yeas and nays as another method of ascertaining a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. I expect that is better, to call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I prefer to take the course that the rule points to. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum present, and 
when that is ascertained a call of the House follows, when a motion is 
made for it, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] has moved 
a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. But there are two ways of ascertaining it—one 
under the fules by taking the yeas and nays, and one as it has been 
ascertained, which is also under the rules. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the point I make is that the gentleman from 
Georgia has moved a call of the House—— 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman can move for the yeas and nays 
on the question for the purpose of determining that matter. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not in lieu of the other, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of taking this question 
by yeas and nays—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to apoint oforder. Thegen- 
tleman from Georgia moved a call of the House before the other motion 
was made, and that has to bedecided before the other is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. There need be.no confusion about 
this. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not making any confusion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. But the House is dividing, and the prior right is 
to go on with the division. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, if the House finds out that a 
quorum is not present and amember moves a call of the House, that 
can not be set aside until it is disposed of. This is a well-settled 
rule. 

_The SPEAKER. But the House can go on with the division, be- 
cause that at the same time affords an opportunity for determining 
the question whether there is a quorum present or not by another 
method. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will permit the Chair to put 
one sentence in connection with another, possibly the Chair may beable 
to elucidate his meaning more clearly. The gentleman will recollect 
that one argument that was used with regard to the count by the 
Speaker was that it might be inaccurate, and it was replied to that 
that thereupon the yeas and nays might be ordered, and the count might 
be ascertained in that manner to corroborate or to correct the count 
which had already been made. A division is going on, and the Chair 
holds that it seems under the custom—because it has been repeatedly 
done—we must go on, as this motion is to have the same effect, and in- 
cidentally may disclose a quorum, which destroys the foundation on 
which the motion of the gentleman from Georgia is founded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it has not been held—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides, The question is on taking 
the yeas and nays—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. A point of order. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of ordering the yeas and 
nays will rise and be counted. [Aftera pause.] Evidently a sufficient 
number; and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Chair hold that it was not in order for 
the gentleman from Georgia to move for a call of the House? [Cries 


The SPEAKER. No; the Chair holds that it wasin order at the time 


\nd I wish to say in reply to the statement of | when it was made to demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The motion for a call of the House being made, 


Mr. Speaker, has to be disposed of first. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays having been ordered, that dis- 
of it. 


Mr. McMILLIN. But theother motion having been made in order, 
having the right as prior in time, sega whine es ome 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not decide that it was in order on 
the whole situation nor that it has that right, and never so decided. 
He decides that the other motion has preference. The Clerk will call 
the roll. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. As the gentleman retired before without 
voting, has be the right to retire again? 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 4, not vot- 


ing 169; as follows: 


Allen, ‘Mich. 


Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
soa 
Beckwith, 
Belden, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Barwig, 


Blanchard, 
Bland 


” 


Blount, 


Boatner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 

ner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 


Bunn, 
Burrows, 


Bynum, 
Gani, Ga. 


Carlton, 
Caruth, 


Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clark, Wis. 


Clements, 
Clunie, 


Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON in the chair). 


will recapitulate 


YEAS—156. 
Cutcheon, Lawa, 
=o 
’ na, 
— ie 
vy. mas, 
Dolliver, MweCord, 
Dorsey. McCormick, 
Dunnell, McDuffie, 
Evans, MoKenna, 
Ewart, McKinley, 
Farquhar, Miles, 
Finley, Miller, 
Flick, Milliken, 
Frank, Moffitt, 
Funston, Moore, N. 7 
Gear, Morey, 
Gest. Morrill, 
Gifford, Morrow, 
Greenhalge, Morse, 
Grosvenor, Mudd, 
Grout, Nute, 

+ ©’ Donnell, 
Hansbrough, O’ Neill, Pa, 
Harmer, Osborne, 
Haugen, Owen, Ind. 
Hays, E. R. Payne, 
Hermann, Payson, 
Hill, Perkins, 
Hitt, Peters, 
Hopkins, Pickler, 
Kelley, Post, 
Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Ketcham, Quackenbush, 
Kinsey, Raines, 

moey, Randall, 
La Follette, Ray, 
Laidlaw, Reyburn, 
Langston, Rockwell, 
Lansing, Rowell, 
NAYS—4. 
Quinn, Stewart, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—169. 
Crain, Lane, 
Crisp, Lanham, 
Culberson, Tex. Lawler, 
Cummings, Lee, 
argan, Lester, Ga. 
Davidson, Lester, Va. 
Dibble, Lewis, 
Dickerson, Magner, 
Dockery, Maish, 
Dunphy, Mansur, 
Edmunds, Martin, Ind. 
Ellis, - Martin, Tex. 
Enioe, Mason, 
Featherston, McAdoo, 
Fitch, McClammy, 
Fithian, McClellan, 
Flood, McCreary, 
Flower, MeMillin, 
Forman, McRae, 
Forney, Mills, 
Fowler, Montgomery, 
Geary, Moore, Tex. 
Geissenhainer, Morgan, 
Gibson, Mutchler, 
Goodnight, Niedringhaus, 
Grimes, Norton, 
Hare, 3, 
Hatch, O’ Ferrall, 
Hayes, W. [. O’Neall, Ind, 
Haynes, O’ Neil, Mass. 
H . Outhwaite, 
Hemphill, Owens, Ohio 
Henderson, Ill. Parreit, 
Henderson, lowa Paynter, 
Henderson, N.C. Peel, 
Herbert, Penington, 
Holman, Perry, 
Hooker, Pierce, 
Houk, Pindar, 
Kerr, Iowa Price, 
Kerr, Pa. Reed, Iowa 
Kilgore, Reilly, 
Knapp, Richardson, 


the vote. 


The vote was recapitulated. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 


ative. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman present ? 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 


Yes, sir. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


corded, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


tleman from Michigan. 
The name of Mr. CUTCHEON was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” 





The gentleman from Michigan. 


Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa. © 
Struble, 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
‘Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
‘Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Wiley. 


Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Il, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Whittborne, 
Wickham, 
Wike, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, [ll, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Yoder. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded in the affirm- 


The gentleman will be recorded. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has not made the 
statement that would entitle him under the rules to have his vote re- 


Under the rule, the gentleman being 
t and not voting and being on the list to be announced by the 
Clerk, he is entitled to vote. ‘The Clerk willcall the name of the gen- 


The Clerk 


Was 





Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
same position ? 

Mr. POST. Iam. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The name of Mr. Post was called, and he voted 

Mr. KETCHAM also appeared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York. 

The name of Mr. KETCHAM was called, and he voted *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I raise the point that these gentlemen who have 
voted were not present when their names were called, and could not 
under the rules vote. But thatseems to make no difference. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiil read the names of those present 
and not voting. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Bianp, Mr. Buiovunt, Mr. Boatner, Mr. Cutperson of Texas—— 

Mr. McMILLIN., 

The SPEAKER, 
list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My point of order is that the three gentlemen 
whose names have been recorded were not present. 

The SPEAKER. Their names were recorded as present and not vot- 
ing, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLanpb, Mr. Buount, Mr. Boatyer-— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are they counted twice ? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

The Clerk continued the reading 

Mr, CuLeerson of Texas 

The SPEAKER. Their names were called. 
the former vote. 

The Clerk continued the reading: 

Mr. FLoop—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
ing, Mr. MCMILLIN. 

The Clerk continued the reading: 


Mr. Kere of Iowa, Mr. McMitiay, Mr. 
Speaker Reep. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


Is the gentleman from Illinois in the 


The Clerk will call the name of the 


ven,” 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order—— 
The gentlemen’s names are recorded on the Clerk’s 


They were in during 


This is a purely Republican proceed- 


Rocrens, Mr. WicKkHAm, and Mr. 
A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Was the name of the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BoATNER] called as among those present and not voting? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is an error. 

The SPEAKER. He is in the cloak room. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He was not in the Honse, and he has not been 
in the cloak room as I am informed since this roll call began. I make 
the point of order 

The SPEAKER. 





That is the information the Chair has. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The Chair’s information is erroneous, then. 

The SPEAKER. It is the information at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The information at the Clerk’s desk is inaccurate, 
then; and I challenge the counting of that vote. 

The SPEAKER. The name is not necessary to make a quorum, 
therefore there is no need to settle the fact in the affirnrative, and the 
correction will be made on the statement of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. On this question the yeas are 156 and the nays are 4, and, a 
quorum being present, the order is carried and the House will proceed 
to the consideration of the Senate amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Chair has not announced the number of those 
recorded as present and not voting with the others. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has announced that 
quorum is present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not hear that announcement. 

The bill as amended by the Senate was read, as follows: 


That there shall be appointed by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, in each circuit an additional circuit 
judge, who shall have the same qualifications, and shall have the same power 
and jurisdiction therein that the cireuit judges of the United States, within 
their respective circuits, now have under existing lawa, and who shal! be enti- 
tlea to thesame compensation as the circuit judges of the United States in their 
respective circuits now have. 

Src, 2, That there is hereby created in each circuit a circuit court of appeals, 
which shall consist of three judges, of whom two shal! constitute a quorum, 
and which shall be a court of record with appellate jurisdiction, as is here- 
after limited and established. Such court shall prescribe the form and style of 
its seal and the form of writs and other process and procedure as may be con- 
formable tothe exercise of its jurisdiction as shall be conferred by law. Itshal! 
have the appointment of the marshal of the court with the same duties and 
powers under the regulations of the court as are now provided for the marshal 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, as fur as the same may be applicable. 
The court shall also appoint a clerk, who shall perform and exercise the same 
duties and powers in regard to all matters within its jurisdiction as are now 
exercised and performed by the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
so far as the same may be applicable. The salary of the marshal of the court 
shall be $2,500 a year, and the salary of the clerk of the court shall be $3,000 a 
year, to be paid in equal proportions quarterly. The costs and fees in the Su- 
preme Court now provided for by law shall be costs and fees in the cireuit 
court of appeals; and the same shall beexpended, accounted for, and paid over 


a constitutional 





Laie? a 
Ben ee ne a 
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to the Treasury Department of the United States, in the same manner as is pro- 
vided in respect of the costs and fees in the Supreme Court, 

The court shall have power to establish all rules and regulations for the con- 
duct of the business of the court within its jurisdiction as conferred by law. 

Sec, 3, That the Chief Justice and the associate justices of the Supreme Court 
assigned to each circuit, and the cireuit judges within each circuit, and the sev- 
eral district judges within each circuit, shall be competent to sit as judges of the 
cireuit court of appeals within their respective circuits in the manner herein- 
after provided, in case the Uhief Justice or an associate justice of the Supreme 
Court should attend at any session of the circuit court of appeals he shall pre- 
side, and the circuit judges in attendance upon the court in the absence of the 
Chief Justice or associate justice of the Supreme Court shall preside in the or- 
der of the seniority of their respective commissions, 

In case the full court at any time shall not be made up by the attendance of the 
Chief Justice or an associate justice of the Supreme Court and circuit judges, 
one or more district judges within the cireuit shall be competent to sit in the 
court according to such order or provision among the district judges as either 
by general or particular assignment shall be designated by the court: Pro- 
vided, That no justice or judge before whom a cause or question may have been 
tried or heard in a d’strict court, or existing circuit court, shall sit on the trial 
or hearing of such cause or question inthe circuit court of appeals. A term 
shall be held annually by the circuit court of appeals in the several judicial cir- 
euiis at the following places: In the first circuit, in the city of Boston; in the 
second circuit, in the city of New York; in the third circuit, in the city of Phil- 
adelphia; in the fourth circuit, in the city of Richmond; in the fifth cireuit, in 
the city of New Orieans; in the sixth circuit, in the city ot Cincinnati; in the 
seventh circuit, in the city of Chicago; in the eighth circuit, in the city of St, 
Jouis; in the ninth circuit, in the city of San Francisco; and insuch other places 
in each of the above circuits as said court may from time to time designate. 
The first terms of said courts shall be held on the second Monday in January, 
1891, and thereafter at such times as may be fixed by said courts. 

Sec. 4. That no appeal, whether by writ of error or otherwise, shall hereafter 
be taken or allowed from any district court to the existing circuit courts, and 
no appellate jurisdiction shall hereafter be exercised or allowed by said existing 
circuit courts, but all appea's by writ of error or otherwise from said district 
courts shall only be subject toreview in the Supreme Court of the United States 
or in the circuit court of appeals hereby established, as is hereinafter provided, 
and the review, by appeal, by writ of error, or otherwise, from the culethan cir- 
cuit courts shall be had only in the Supreme Court of the United States or in the 
circuit courts of appeals hereby established according to the provisions of this 
act regulating the same. . 

Sec, 5. That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts 
or from the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court in the following 
CASCS: 

In any case in which the jurisdiction of the court is in issue; in such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be certified to the Supreme Court from 
the court below for decision. 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize causes. 

In cases of conviction of a capital or otherwise infamous crime. 

In any case that involves the construction or application of the Constitution 
of the United States, 

In any case in which the constitutionality of any law of the United States, or 
the validity or construction of any treaty made under its authority, is drawn 
in question, 

In any case in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to be in 
contravention of the Constitution of the United States, 

Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in cases 
appealed from the bighest court of a State, nor the construction of the statute 
providing for review of such cases, 

Sec. 6. That the circuit courts of appeals established by this act shall exer- 
cise appellate jurisdiction to review by appeal or by writ of error final decision 
in the district court and the existing circuit courts in all cases other than those 
provided for in the preceding section of this act, unless otherwise provided by 
law, ond the judgments or decrees of the circuit courts of appeals shall be final 
in al! cases in which the jurisdiction is dependent entirely upon the opposite 
parties to the suit or controversy, being aliens and citizens of the Uni States 
or citizens of different States; also in all cases arising under the patent laws, 
under the revenue laws, and under the criminal laws and in admiralty cases, 
excepting that in every such subject within its appellate jurisdiction the circuit 
courts of appeals at any time may certify to the Supreme Court of the United 
States any questions or propositions of law concerning which it desires in- 
struction of that court for its proper decision. And thereupon the Supreme 
Court may either give its instruction on the questions and propositions certi- 
fied to it, which shall be binding upon the circuit courts of appeals in such 
ease, or it may require that the whole record and cause may be sent up to it 
for its consideration, and thereupon shall decide the whole matter in contro- 
versy in the same manner as if it had been brought there for review by writ of 
error or appeal, 

And excepting also that in any such case as is hereinbefore made final in the 
circuit court of appeals it shall be competent for the Supreme Court to require, 
by certiorari or otherwise, any such case to be certified to the Supreme Court 
for its review and determination with the same power and authority in the 
case as if it bad been carried by appeal or writ of error to the Supreme Court. 

In all cases not hereinbefore in this section made final, there shall be of 
right an appeal or writ of error or review of the case by the Supreme Court of 
the United States where the matter in controversy shall ex $1,000 besides 
costs, Butnosuch appeal shall be taken or writ oferror sued out unless within 
one voor after the entry of the order, judgment, or decree sought to be re- 
viewed, 

seo. 7. That where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court, or in an ex- 
isting circuit court, an injunction shall be granted or continued by an interloc- 
utory order or decree, in a cause in which an appeal from a Gaal desfes may 
be taken under the provisions of this act to the circuit court of appeals, an ap- 
peal may be taken from such interlocutory order or decree granting or con- 
tinuing such injunction to the cireuit court of appeals: Provided, That the ap- 
peal must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or decree, 
and it shall take precedence in the appellate court; and the proceedings in 
other respects in the courts below shall not be stayed unless otherwise ordered 
by that court during the pending of such appeal. 

Sec. 8 That any justice or judge who, in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act, shall attend the circuit court of appeals hela at any place other than where 
he resides shall, upon his written certificate, be paid by the marshal of the dis- 
trict in which the court shall be held his reasonable expenses for travel and at- 
tendance, not to exceed $10 pér day, and such payments shall be allowed the 
marshal in the settlement of his accounts with the United States. 

Sec. 9. That the marshals of the several districts in which said circuit court 
of appeals may be held shall, under the direction of the Attorney-General of the 
United States, and with his approval, provide such rooms in the public build- 
ings of the United States asmay be necessary, and pay al) incidental expenses 
of said court, including criers, ee ee: Provided, however, That 
in case proper rooms can not be provided in such buildings, then the said mar- 
shals, with the approval of the Attorney-General of the United States, may, 
from time to time, lease such rooms as may be necessary for such courts. That 
the marshals, criers, clerks, bailiffs, and messengers shall be allowed the same 


compensation for their respective services as are allowed for similar services 
in the existing circuit courts. 

Sec. 10. That whenever on appeal or writ of error or otherwise a case com- 
ing directly from the district court or existi1.g circuit court shall be reviewed 
and determined in the Supreme Court the cause shall be remanded to the proper 
district or circuit court for further proceedings to be taken in pursuance of such 
determination. And whenever on appeal or writ of error or otherwise a case 
coming from a circuit court of appeals shall be reviewed and determined in 
the Supreme Court the cause shall be remanded by the Supreme Court to the 
proper district or circuit court for further proceedings in pursuance of such de- 
termination, Whenever on appeal or writof error or otherwise a case coming 
from a district or cirouit court shall be reviewed and determined in the circuit 
court of appeals in a case in which the decision in the circuit court of appeals 
is final such cause shall be remanded to the said district or cireuit court for fur- 
ther proceedings to be there taken in pursuance of such determination. 

Sec. 11, That no appeal or writ of error by which any order, judgment, or 
decree may be reviewed in the circuit courts of appeals under the provisions of 
this act shall be taken or sued out except within six months after the entry of 
the order, judgment, or decree sought to be reviewed: Provided, however, That 
in all cases in which a lesser time is now by law limited for appeals or writs of 
error such limits ot time shall apply to appeals or writs of error in such cases 
taken to or sued out from the circuit courts of appeals. And all provisions of 
law now in force regulating the methods and system of review, through appeals 
or writs of error, shall regulate the methods and system of appeals and writs of 
error provided for in this act in respect of the circuit courts of appeals, includ- 
ing all provisions for bonds or other securities to be required and taken on such 
appeals and writs of error, and any judge of the circuit courts of appeals, in re- 
spect of cases brought or to be brought to that court, shall have the same pow- 
ers and duties as to the allowance of appeals or writs of error, and the condi- 
tions of such allowance, as pow by law belong to the justices or judges in 
respect of the existing courts of the United States, respectively. 

Sec. 12, That the circuit court of appeals shall have the powers specified in 
section 716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Sec. 13. Appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the 
decisions of the United States court in the Indian Territory to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or to the circuit court of appeals of the eighth cir- 
cuit, in the same manner and under the same regulations as from the circuit 
or district courts of the United States, under this act. 

Sec. 4. That sectioh 691 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and sec- 
tion 3 of an act entitled “An act to facilitate the disposition of vases in the Su- 
preme Court, and for other purposes,” approved February 16, 1875, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. And all actsand parts of acts relating to appeals or 
writs of error inconsistent with the provisions for review by appeals or writs 
of error in the preceding sections 5 and 6 of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 15. That the circuit court of ee in cases in which the judgments of 
the circuit courts of appeal are made final by this act shall have the same ap- 
pellate jurisdiction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the judgmeuts, orders, 
and decrees of the supreme courts of the several Territories as by this act they 
may have to review she jedgresnta, orders, and decrees of the district court and 
circuit courts; and for that pur the several Territories shall, by orders of 
the Supreme Court, to be made from time to time, be assigned to particular cir- 
cuits. 


The SPEAKER (at the conclusion of the reading). The hour of 
half past 2 has arrived, and the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TaYLor], the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, that as we have consumed the time which the report of the 
Committee on Rules allowed for debate, if any gentlemen on the other 
side desire to debate this question, we may by unanimous consent, 
make arrangements to that end. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentlemen on the other side are all 
absent. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLAN. We would like to have four or five hours for the 
discussion. It would take that time to consider the bill properly and 
ventilate it thoroughly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I see the gentleman has no desire to discuss the 
subject. 

M r. MCMILLIN. The whole judicial system is changed by this bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the minority do 
not desire debate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We desire it, but can not get it. 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question is ordered, and the ques- 
tion is on nonconcurring in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken on the motion to nonconcur; and the Speaker 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, noes 1. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is not a quorum, and there is no quorum 


present. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 0, not vot- 
ing 164; as follows: 

YEAS—166, 
Adams, Brewer, Craig, Gest, 
Allen, Mich, Brosius, Culberson, Tex. Gifford, 
Anderson, Kans. Brower, Culbertson, Pa. Greenhalge, 
Andrew, Browne, Va. Cutcheon, Grosvenor, 
Atkinson, fa. Buchanan, N.J. Dailzeil, Grout, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Burton, Darlington, Hall, 
Baker, Butterworth, De Lano, Hansbrough, 
Banks, Caldwell Dingley, er, 
Bartine, Candler, Mass. —_—Doliliver, Haugen, 
Bayne, Cannon, Dorsey, Hays, E.R 
Beck with, Dunnell, H n, 
Belden, Caswell, E Hilt, 
nap, 

Bergen, . aeceken, Hopkins, 
Bingham, Clark, Wyo. Finley, Kelley, 
Bliss, een, Flick, Kennedy, 
Boothman, n, Frank, Kerr, Iowa 
Boutelle, Comstock, . Ketcham, 
Bowden, Connell, Gear, Kinsey, 
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Lacey, Morrow, Rogers, Taylor, J. D. 
La Follette, Morse, Rowell, Thomas, 
Laidlaw, Mudd, Russell, Thompson, 
Langston, Mutchler, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo. 
Lansing, Nute, Scranton, Townsend, Pa, 
Laws, O’ Donnell, Scull, Turner, Kans. 
Lehlbach, O'Neill, Pa. Sherman, Vandever, 
Lind, Osborne, Simonds, Van Schaick, 
Lodge, Owen, Ind. Smith, ll. Waddill, 
Mason, Payne, Smith, W. Va. Wade, 
McComas, Payson, Smiyser, Walker, 
McCord, Perkins, Snider, Wallace, Mass, 
McCormick, Peters, Spooner, Wallace, N. Y- 
McDuffie, Pickler, Stephenson, Wheeler, Mich. 
McKenna, Post, Stewart, Vt. Wickham, 
McKinley, Pugsley, Stivers, Williams, Ohio 
Miles, Quackenbush, Stockbridge, Wilson, Ky. 
Miller, Raines, Stone, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 
Milliken, Randall, Struble, Wright, 
Moffitt, Ray, Sweet, Yardley, 
Moore, N. H, Reilly, Sweney, The Speaker. 
Morey, Reyburn, Taylor, E.5B. 
Morrill, Rockwell, Taylor, Il), 
NAYS—0. 

INOT VOTING—164. 
Abbott, Covert, Kilgore, Reed, Iowa 
Alderson, Cowles, Knapp, Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lane, Rife, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lanham, Robertson, 
Arnold, Cummings, Lawler, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Dargan, Lee, Rusk, 
Barnes, Davidson, Lester, Ga, Sanford, 
Barwig, Dibble, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Lewis, Seney, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Magner, Shively, 
Bland, Dunphy, Maish, Skinner, 
Blount, Edmunds, Mansur, Spinola, 
Boatner, Ellis, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Martin, Tex. Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Featherston, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, Fitch, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Fithian, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. B. Flood, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, T. M. Flower, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, Forman, McRae, Stump, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Millis, Tarsney, 
Buckaiew, Fowler, Montgomery, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bullock, Geary, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Tracey, 
Burrows, Gibson, Niedringhaus, Tucker, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Grimes, Oates, Turner, N, Y. 
Candler, Ga. Hare, O’ Ferrall, Vaux, 
Carlton, Hatch, O’ Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Caruth, Hayes, W. L O’ Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Haynes, Outhwaite, Whitelaw, 
Chipman, Heard, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Ill. Paynter, Wike, 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa Peel, Wiley, 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Penington, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Herbert, Perry, Willcox, 
Cobb, Holman, Pierce, Williams, Ill, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Pindar, Wilson, Mo, 
Cooper, Ohio Houk, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Quinn, Yoder. 





The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote and the Chair 
hopes the House will give attention to the recapitulation, as the pres- 
ence of a quorum is in question. 

The Clerk proceded to recapitulate the names. 

Mr. McMILLIN (interposing). I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 
affecting the recapitulation. I wish to know of the Chair how it is 
that it is in order to recapitulate the vote now, but was not in order 
when I demanded it awhile ago on a different vote ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very happy to state to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the reason why the Chair has ordered this 
recapitulation is that the question of a quorum is involved in the ac- 
curacy of the tally made by the Clerk, and the vote is said to be very 
close on that question, and of course there is a possibility that there 
may be need of correction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the question of a quorum was involved be- 
fore, Mr. Speaker; the vote was close, and the count was questioned. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to say in reply to the inference 
suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee that the vote on that occa- 
sion was not very close. 

The Clerk completed the recapitulation of the vote. 

TheSPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tennessee will give his at- 
tention, the Chair desires to say that when he spoke of the closeness 
of the vote awhile ago he had misunderstood the information that had 
been given him by the Clerk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not catch the Speaker’s remark. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairstated that he had ordered this recapit- 
ulation on account of the closeness of the vote, understanding that it 
was within one or two of a quorum, but it appears that the Chair mis- 
understood the Clerk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not question the propriety of this action. 
You acted according to the requirements of the rules in ordering a re- 
capitulation. Mr. Speaker, my questioning was of the propriety of 


the former action of the Chair in refusing it, and I saw that the two 


were inconsistent, and thought proper to call attention to the incon- 
sistency. 

The SPEAKER. I think the gentleman will find that the idea 
which the Chair had in mind was entirely consistent from first to last. 
It is important that the record should be accurate, and it is equally 
important that time should not be wasted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And, Mr. Speaker, that accuracy the House has 
always judged of for itself without dictation from the Chair, until now. 


[Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’ on the Republican side, and confusion in 
the Hall. ] 

The SPEAKER. The House will please bein order. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee must have the Jast wordinvariably. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to ‘‘jaw’’ with 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman insists upon the last word. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have tried toinsist on nothing except my rights 
and the rights of the House under the rule. That I have insisted upon 
and that you have denied without authority, and for that you are 
blamable and not I. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman illustrates again the observation 
just made by the Chair. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the Chair desires to wrangle I will not join in 
the wrangle with him. If he can afford it, I can not. 

The SPEAKER. Again! Again! Three times! [Laughter.] 
The Clerk will announce the names of members present and not 
voting. 

The names were read, as follows: 

Mr. Firood, Mr. McMriuin, Mr. SANFoRD, and Mr, WILEY. 


The SPEAKER. On the question the yeas are 166 and the nays are 
none. There being a constitutional quorum present, the motion is 
agreed to and the conference ordered. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 13159) restoring the pension of Caroline Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. 13080) to grant a pension to Nancy Jane Knetsar, of 
Moline, Ll.; 

A bill (H. R. 7813) to place the name of James H. Walton on the 
pension rolls; 

A bill (H.R. 7233) granting. a pension to Margaret M. Copeland; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 1254) increasing the pension of Enos J. Searles. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendments bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1738) granting a pension to Philip H. Emmert; 

A bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to Henry H. Knopp; 

A bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Ham- 
mer; 

A bill (H. R. 2139) for the relief of Valeria B. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R, 2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair; 

A bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones; 

A bill (ff. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins; 

{ <A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King; 

A bill (H. It. 4033) for relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who 
served as nurse in the late war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley; 

A bill (H. R. 4922) granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch; 

A bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers; 

A bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hyde; 

A bill (H. R, 5869) granting an increase of pension to James Mec- 
Mullen; 

A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Mary Morgan Esdon; 

A bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright; 

A bill (H. R.7924) granting a pension to Christian C, Whistler; 

A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louis- 

| ville, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

A bill (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 

A bill (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 

A bill (H. R. 9493) granting a pension to Edwin Colton, late musi- 
cian Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Ella Guffey, a hospital 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert; 

A bill (H. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
lory; 
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9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Tatlerfield; 
9724) granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin; 
9763) granting a pension to Tunis 8. Danford; 

9876) granting a pension to Mrs. Agnes B. Collins; 
9921) granting a pension to William P. Hall; 

10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele; 

10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn; 
10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman; 
10323) to pension Francis E. Bidwell; 

10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 
10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; 
10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; 
10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall; 
10611) granting a pension to Mary Ellis; 

10683) granting a pension to Millie A, Ritenour; 

A bill CH. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 

A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elvira Brooks, widow of 
Odney D. Brooks, late assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Vol- 
unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 10588) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones; 

A bill (11. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 

A bill (H. R. 10990) granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension to Sarah Hutchins; 

A bill (H. R, 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren; 

A bill (HL. R. 11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philps; 

A bill (H. R. 11311) granting an increase of pension to Eugene A. 
Osbora; 

A bill (H. R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 
pension roll; 

4 bill (H. R. 11349) to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn; 

\ bill (H. R. 11454) increasing pension to Erastus D. Butler,of Togus, 
Me. ; 

A bill (11. R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
M. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B. Cook; 

A bill CH. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna 8. Shuman; 

A bill (H. R. 11877) for the relief of Jane Branigan; 

A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland; 

A bill (H. R. 12009) to grant a pension to Martha Tennery, widow of 
James H. Tennery, of Captain Griffin’s company, First Illinois, Black 
Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Catharine McRoberts; 

A bill CH. R. 12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringold, 
widow of George H. Ringold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy pay- 
master general United States Army; 

A bill CH. R. 12145) grantingan increase of pension to Edwin H. Dill; 

A bill CH. R. 12305) granting a pension to Ruth E. Furgeson; 

A bill (H. R. 12316) granting a pension to Horace B. Seeley, captain 
Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Head; 

A bill (H. 
Mathis; 

A bill (H. 
Peck; 

A bill (H.1 

A bill (H. I 
Polly; 

A bill (HL. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
wood, IIL; 

A bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Springer; 

A bill CH. R. 12608) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T, 
Hickey; 

A bill (HL. R. 12645) to place upon the pension roll the name of Eliz- 
abeth Wolcott; 

A bill (H. R. 12647) granting a pension to Susan Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 12704) granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry; 

A bill (H. R. 12741) to increase the pension of Allen J. Maker; 

A bill (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Mary 8S. Day; 

A bill (H. R. 12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow 
ot Everett W. Leighton, deceased, Company C, Thirteenth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12806) granting a pension to William D. Calkins, Com- 
pany A, One hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

\ bill (H. R. 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner; 

A bill (H. R. 12864) granting a pension to Joseph Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 12902) to increase the pension of George W. Whitacre, 
of Huntington, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 12973) granting a pension to Sarah Steedman; 

A bill (H. R. 13030) granting a pension to Jennie May Cain; 

A bill (H. R. 13041) increasing the ion of John Britton; 

A bill (H. R. 13074) granting a on to Emma Southwick Brinton; 

A bill (H.R, 13082) granting a pension to Mary Jane Allen; 

A bill CH. R. 13095) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins; 


R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
R. 12402) granting an increase of pension to Xenophon 


. 12400) for the relief of General W. J. Landram; 
. 12457) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


ov ee 


R. 12525) granting a pension to Caroline J. Craft; 
R. 12531) granting a pension to Walter Scott; 
R. 12550) to grant a pension to Robert Moore, of Kirk- 
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A bill 

A bill 
8. Peck; 

A bill CH. R. 13140) granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson; 

A bill + R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase of pension to John D. Terry; 

A bill (H. R.13174) to grant a pension to Absalom M. Wolf, of 
Mier, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 13200) to increase the pension of William M. Boggs: 

A bill (H. R. 13205) to grant a pension to Mary E. Dubridge; 

A bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to George James; 

A bill (H. R. 13213) to pension Mrs. Adeline S. Wilbur: 

A bill (H, R, 13242) granting a pension to Malinda Porter; 
- A bill (H. R. 13271) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 

yatt; 

A bill (H. R. 13295) granting a pension to Caroline A. Burghardt; 

A bill (H. R. 13297) granting a pension to Martha A. Wood Furge- 
son, an army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13298) granting a pension to Florence Petigrew Lith- 
grow, an army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Georgiana Smith, an 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13300) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Whipple; 

A bill (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 13329) granting a pension to Solomon Mayberry; 

A bill (H. R. 13337) granting a pension to Henry Allhorn; 

A bill (H. R. 13442) granting a pension to Mary C. Broughton; and 

A bill (H. R. 13471) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mounts. 


SALARIES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (3. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States dis- 
trict courts at $5,000 per annum. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the salaries of the several judges of the district courts 
of the United States sha!l hereafter be at the rate of $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it in order under the rule just adopted to 
amend the bill now under consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, being in charge of the bill, would of course have the first priv- 
ilege with regard to offering amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Isshall be recognized then in due time to offer 
such amendments as I see fit? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman’’ will not seek to be recognized 
in any other way, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter. } 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman inchargeof the bill [Mr.Srewarrt, 
of Vermont, ] will proceed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. When anumber of members of this 
House enter into a conspiracy to defeat legislation, I wish to know 
whether a member is entitled to be recognized in furtherance of that 
conspiracy every time he asks to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that is a parliamentary 


(H. R. 13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton; 
(H. R. 13138) to pension Mary B. Peck, widow of Maj. James 


inquiry, because it takes a very wide range. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I suppose the rale of the common law 
would apply. 

The SPEAKER. Unfortunately the common-law rule does not ap- 
ply. The gentleman from Vermont in charge of the bill is ized. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. How much time is there for discus- 
sion? 


The SPEAKER. One hour and a half, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. How is this time to be divided? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it is to be divided one-half on 
either side, according to the custom of the House. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, the question presented 
upon the report and bill now before the House is one which has en- 
gaged the attention of the bar and the country fora long time. I pro- 

to state the ise situation of the question as now presented. 

e Senatedill which hasbeen read provides that all the United States 
district judges shall receive a uniform of $5,000. The report of 
the Judiciary Commitee presents a graded , making some changes 
which were thought by the committee to be justified by the difference 
in the expense of living in the different districts. Butsince the report 
was made it has been thought, upon consultation with the committee 
and with other gentlemen, that House would do best to concur in 
the uniform rate by the Senate. The ideas which I would 
like to submit to the House in opening the discussion are succinctly 
embodied in the report of the committee; and as I do not wish to con- 


sume time unnecessarily, I ask attention to the reading of the report, 
in which the whole case is stated. 
oo 
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The report of the committee (by Mr. Stewart, of Vermont) was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 174) fixing 
the salaries of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 
perannum,submitthe following report: — 

The inadequacy of Federal judicial salaries is felt and admitted by all whose 
attention has been drawn to the subject, which long since en the atten- 
tion of the various bar associations of the country. Congress been re- 
putes u todo at least supesatnnte justice to this class of generally over- 
worked and underpaid officials. p 

Conditions have greatly changed since the present scale of judicial salaries 
wasfixed. The recent rapid growth and development of the business of the 
country have brought corresponding increment to the business of the Federal 
courts, 

In alittle more than a half a century the docket of the Supreme Court has in- 
c from one hundred to about fourteen hundred cases, and its business is 
now more than three and a half years behind. With this increase of business 
has come centralization of wealth and population, and increased cost of living. 
‘The business of the Federal courts clusters at these centers, It wasin evidence 
before your committee that in some instances judges resident at such points, 
even while practicing rigid economy, were unable to make salary meet expenses, 
but were driven to draw upon other resources for support, 

Whatever may be said for republican simplicity and economy, surely it is 
unworthy the character and dignity of this great and rich country—nay, more, 
it is a standing reproach to its people and its civilization—that this body of able, 
learned, and faithful expounders of its laws should be unjustly stinted in com- 

nsation for their invaluable service, and compelled to live narrowly, die 
poor, and, as has happened again and again, to leave their families in destitu- 
tion. 

The number of United States district judgesis sixty-two. The salaries of these 
judges at present are as follows: 

Judge Hoffman, of San Francisco, $5,000; Judge Billings, of New Orleans, 
$4,500; Judges Blodgett of Chicago, Norris of Baltimore, Nelson of Boston, Nixon 


of Trenton, Brown of New York, Benedict of Brooklyn, Coxe of Utica, Sage - 


of Cincinnati, Butler of Philadelphia, Acheson of Pittsburgh, and Ross of Los 
Angeles, each receive $4,000. The remaining judges receive $3,500 each. 

In many instances the district judge is required to hold court in two and some- 
times in three different places, thus entailing upon such judges traveling and 
other expenses incident to absence from home. Besides that, judges hold cir- 
cuit courts, and much circuit work falls to them—often more than the circuit 
judge does. 

In many of the States the salaries paid the judges of the State courts exceeds 
(in some States very largely) the salaries of the Federal judges of the district 
courts. 

The American Law Review, for January and February, 1890, contains a care- 
fally prepared and exhaustive review of the subject of judicial salaries, includ- 
ing a comparison of Federal and State salaries. It embraces also a statement 
of judicial salaries paid by the English Government, home and provincial. 

These latter are referred to, however, not as affording a standard for our 
imitation, but by way of contrast to our extreme in the opposite direction. 

A copy of the article referred to is appended hereto, and made a part of this 
report. 

Your committee are unanimously of the opinion that the time has arrived 
when some measure of correction of the evil disclosed should be adopted, and 
therefore recommend to strike out all after the enacting clause of the Senate 
bill under consideration and to insert substitute accompanying, with recom- 
mendation of its passage. 


THE BUSINESS OF THE FEDERAL COURTS AND THE SALARIES OF THE JUDGES, 


Two things in connection with our Federal courts deserve the attention of the 
people of the country, and they should receive the prompt attention of Con- 
gress. The first is the great accumulation of business before the Supreme 
Court, and the second is the salaries of all our Federal judges. Both matters 
have for some time been before Congress, but for some inexplicable reason no 
final action has as yet been taken. 

The number of cases before the Supreme Court has steadily increased for a 
number of years, and to such an extent that it now requires over three years 
to get a case to a hearing inthe ordinary course of business. Asaconsequence, 
many important interests suffer. 

This court convened for the first time after the adoption of the Constitution 
in the month of Feb: , 1790, The Judiciary act of September, 1739, under 
which the court organized, provided for a Chief Justice and five associate j.us- 
tices. February 24, 1807, one associate justice was added, March 8, 1837, two 
more were added, March 3, 1863, still another wasadded. A littlelateratenth 
wasadded. July 23, 1866, an act was passed providing that no further appoint- 
ment should be made until the associate justices were reduced to six, and that 
thereafter the court should consist of a Chief Justice and six associate justices. 
April 10, 1869, this was repealed, and it was enacted that the court should con- 
sist of a Chief Justice and eight associate justices. Since then there has been 
no chan 

U to 1802 two terms were held each year, commencing on the first Monday 
in February and August. April 29, 1802, it was enacted that thereshould be but 
one term each year and it wastocommencein February. May 4, 1826, the time 
of the court’s convening was changed to thesecond Mondayin January. June 
7, 1844, it was cha: to the second Monday in December, and July 23, 1866, it 
was again chan to the second Monday in October, and since that time it has 
— in October and adjourned, usually sine die, in the month of May fol- 

owing. 

For the first ten years of the court’s existence there was nota great deal of 

before it; less than twenty cases a year are reported for this period. 
At the February term, in 1794,a special jury was impaneled by the court, and 
one case, the State of Georgia vs. Brailsford et al., was tried before the court 
with os Tio, Up to 1830 the reported cases are less than fifty a year. Between 
1830 and th the exception of two or three years, about fifty cases a year 
are reported. In 1850 there were one hundred and fifty, but following to 1870 
they averaged below a hundred a year. In the latter year over one hundred 
were reported. In 1875about two hundred were reported, and up to 1880 there 
was no very marked change. Since then there has been a steady increase. 

The following is a detailed summary of the business transacted by the court 
at the term commencing in October, 1884, and closing May 4, 1885: 

“Number of cases on the docket at the close of October term, 1883, not dis- 
ree ; number of cases docketed during the October term, 1884, 470; total, 
1,815. lumber of cases disposed of at that term, 464; number of cases remain- 

of, 851; total,1,315, Number of cases continued under advise- 
ment from October term, 1883, 10; number of cases argued orally, 196; number 
of cases submitted, 119; number of cases continued, 16; number of cases passed. 
8; pe Number of cases affirmed, 199; reversed, 97; dismissed, 39; dock 
eted dismissed, 27; questions answered, 2; settled and dismissed, ete., by 
eens, dieustnsed in vacation (under twenty-eighth rule), 15; total, 464. 
Number ay delivered, 272.” 

The is a detailed summary of the business transacted at the term 
commencing in October, 1885, and closing May 10, 1886: 








““Number of cases on the docket at the close of October term for 1884 not dis- 
posed of, 851; docketed during the October term, 1885, 489, making a total of 
1,340. Number of cases disposed of at that term, 440; remaining undisposed of, 
900; total, 1,340. Number of cases continued under advisement from October 
term, 1884, 14; number of cases argued orally, 19°; submaitted, 105; continued, 
8; passed, 3; total,323. Number of casesaflirmed, 179; reversed, 94; dismissed, 
60; docketed and dismissed, 11; questions answered, 13; settled and dismissed 
by parties, 93; total, 440. Opinions delivered, 261.’ 

At the term commencing in October, 1886, and closing ia May, 1887, there were 
1,396 cases oa the docket; 451 were disposed of and 945 went over to the next 
term. Atthe term commencing in October, 1887, and closing in May, 1888, there 
were 1,427 cases on the docket, 414 of which were disposed of and 1,013 went 
over to the October term for 1888. 

At the term commencing in October, 1888, and closing on the 13th of May last 
there were 1,013 cases on the docket at the opening of the term, 550 were dock- 
eted during the term,417 were disposed of in various ways during the term, 
leaving 1,146 on the docket at the close of the term. 

To recapitulate for these last five terms of the court, there were left over at the 
October term, 1834, 851 cases; atthe October term, 1855, 900; atthe October term, 
1386, 945; at the October term, 1887, 1,013; at the October term, 1888,1,146. These 
figures speak for themselves. 

In an address delivered by Chief Justice Waite a few months before he died, 
speaking upon this subject, he made use of the following language: 

“ The law which fixes at this time the appellate jurisdiction of the Sapreme 
Court was enacted substantially inits present form at the first session of Con- 
gress, nearly one hundred yearsago. With few exceptions, and these for all 
practical purposes unimportant to the point [ wish to make, the jurisdiction 
remains to-day as it was at first, and consequently, with a population of the 
United States approaching 60,000,000 and a territory embracing nearly 3,000,- 
000 square miles, the Supreme Court has appellate jurisdiction in all of the 
classes of cases it had when the population was less than 4,000,000 and the terr!- 
tory but little more than 800,000 square miles, Under such circumstances it is 
not to be wondered at that the annual docket of that court has increased from 
100 cases, or perhaps a little more, half a century ago, to nearly 1,400, and that 
its business is now more than three years and a half behind; that is to say, the 
cases entered now, when the term of 1887 is about to begin, are not likely to be 
reached in their regular order of hearing until late in the term of 1890. In the 
face of such facts it can not admit of a doubt that so:aething should be done, 
and that at once, for relief against this oppressive wrong... It is not for me to 
say what this relief shall be, neither is this the time to consider it. My present 
end will be accomplished if the attention of the public is called to the subject, 
and its importance urged in some appropriate way on Congress,” 

What is said in the foregoing extract is true. Originally the jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court as to amount involved was limited only to the sum of $2,000, 
In February, 1875, it was raised to $5,000, 

The provision for the appointment of circuit judges in 1869 and their appoint- 
ment largely relieved the justices of the Supreme Court of their duties on the 
circuit, but not wholly, They still do work in their various circuits during their 
summer vacations. 

An act passed March 3, 1887, restricts the right of transferring cases from the 
State to the Federal courts quite a little, and this will have some effect upon the 
number of cases before the circuit courts and the Supreme Court. 

Provision has also recently been made by act of Congress which allows each 
justice to appoint a clerk to assist him; but this, while calculated to relieve 
somewhat from the work that is mainly mechanical, is not sufficient to enable 
these justices to catch up or keep up with the work before the court. 

The question of what relief can be had has been discussed and considered not 
alittle. It has been proposed to increase the membership of the court. But 
this would not be wise, The court is large enough now forthe best work. In- 
creasing the membership would facilitate nothing unless the court was broken 
up into divisions. The best work could not then be secured. Happily this 
scheme has not found favor in Congress. Instead some appellate court should 
be established between that court and the circuit courts to dispose finally of a 
vast amount of business that now goes to the Supreme Court. Atthe present 
time criminal cases are taken from the supreme courts of the Territories to the 
United States Supreme Court. There is no reason for this, any more than for 
allowing the same thing from the courts of last resort in the different States. 
The courts of many of the Territories are able, and all may be if the right kind 
of men are appointed judges. 

A large number of patent cases, admiralty, and others now go before the Su- 
preme Court, which might be disposed of before an appellate court. Theamount 
to confer jurisdiction on appeal or error should be raised. In various ways, 
such as these, the business should be disposed of so as to relieve the Supreme 
Court of this vast amount of business, under which it is now nearly buried out 
of sight, and it would then be able to do the business that comes before it and 
keep up promptly withit. The business of the court is likely to increase rather 
than diminish for some time tocome. The South is developing more rapidly 
than ever before. The volume of business done inthe country is constantly in- 
creasing. New matters and subjects of litigation are constantly coming before 
the courts for adjudication and settlement, and they are likely to continue. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress Senator David Davis, of Illinois, formerly one 
of the justices of the Supreme Court, introduced a bill in the Senate which pro- 
vided fora court of appeals in each of the nine circuits, and the appointment 
oftwo additional circuit judges in each circuit. The object was todispose of 
a considerable amount of the business that now goes to the Supreme Court in 
this new court, and thus relieve the Supreme Court. The bill passed the Senate 
May 12, 1882, and went to the House, where it died anaturaldeath. In the next 
Congress Mr, Payson, of Illinois, introduced substantially the same bill in the 
House, but no action was taken upon it. 

In the last Congress six bills were introduced, each proposing relief to the 
Supreme Court, two in the Senate and four in the House. The most compre- 
hensive was one introduced in the Senate by Senator Gray, of Delaware. It 
proposed to establish at Washington a court of appeals of the United States, con- 
sisting of a chief justice and six associate justices to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, and to give it jurisdiction of all cases now arising = the several courts. 
“Where the sole ground of jurisdiction of said cireuit court was that the con- 
troversy was one between citizens of different States, or between citizens of the 
same State claiming lands under grants of different States, or between a citizen 
or citizens of a State and a corporation organized under the laws of the United 
States, or between citizens of a State and foreign states, citizens, or subjects.” 

It proposed totransfera considerable portion of the business that now goes to 
the Supreme Court to this new court, and some of it that is now before the Su- 
preme Court. It proposed a salary of $10,000 to the chivf justice, and $9,500 each 
to the associate justices. It also provided for the appointment of an additional 
circuit judge in each circuit, and for the meeting of the several judges in each 
circuit in banc for the purpose of reviewing certain matters from the circuit 
and district judges and certain other matters 

Another bill introduced in the Senate by Senator Puen, of Alabama, was 
much likethe David Davis bill, except that it provided for the appointment of 
one additional circuit judge in each circuit, instead of two, asinthe David Davis 
bill. In the House Mr. Spretnces, of [llinois, introduced a bill which seems to 
be a copy ofSenator Pvenu’s, and Mr.Wuecever, of Alabama, and Mr. Payson, 
of Illinois, introduced bills which differed somewhat. Mr. Paysown’s bill was 
substantially a reproduction of the David Davis bill. Mr. Waee.er’s bill was 
somewhat like it, but this bill, in addition to appointing two additional circuit 
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judges in each cireuit, also proposed the appointment of a chief justice for the 
court of appeals in each circuit. 


The David Davis bill would require the appointment of eighteen additional 


cireult judges. Senator Gray’s bill, of theseven judges for the court of appeals 
nnd nine additional cireuit judges, making a total of sixteen. Mr. WHEELER’s, of 
nine chief justices and eighteen circuit judges, making a total of twenty-seven, 
and Senator PuGu's, of nine additional circuit judges only. 


One strong feature in the David Davis bill, and in all of these bills except Sena- 
tor Gray's, is the proposal to establish this court of appeals in each circuit, 


‘This brings the court nearer to litigants, and avoids the necessity of going to 
Washington from sections of the country. It is a feature that ought to be 
adopted, whatever bill is finally passed. 

Still another bill was introduced in the House by Mr. Kayner, of Maryland 
and it provided for a court of patent appeals of the United States, to consist of 


a chief pontine and two associate justices, who shall receive a salary of $6,000 
each. It provided that from and after the passage of the act there shall be no 
appeal from the cireult courts of the United States in cases touching patents, 
trade-marks, copyrights, or labels to the Supreme Court of the United States 
directly, but that all such cases finally appealable to the Su »reme Court shall 
be heard on appeal by the court of patent appeals. It also provided that there 
shall be a rightof appeal from the courtof patent appeals to the Supreme ('ourt 
of the United States in all cases which individidually involve $100,000 or more, 
exclusive of costs, or in which the court of patent appeais shall deem the ques- 
tions involved to be sufficiently important and sufficiently doubtful to justify 
such an appeal, and consents that it may be taken. 

The object of this bill is to relieve the Supreme Court from hearing so many 
patent cases, That it mightaccomplish, but it is questionable whether it would 
be wise to establish a court for a particular subject. 

None of these bills passed in the last Congress, and the question of relief to 
the Supreme Court is more pressing than ever. 


SALARIES, 


Justices of the Supreme Court.—The salaries of the justices of the Supreme Court 
were first fixed by act of September 23, 1789,at the sum of $4,000 for the Chief 
Justice, and $3,500 for the associate justices. February 20, 1819, they were 
changed to the sum of $5,000 for the Chief Justice, and $4,000 for the associate 
justices, March 8, 1855, they were again raised to $6,500 and $6,000; March 3, 
1871, to $8,500 and $8,000; and March 3, 1873, to $10,500 and $10,000, at which amount 
they have ever since remained. 

These justices stay in Washington continuously from October to May each 
year, and not # little is expected of them socially. The expenses of living in 
Washington have steadily increased for some time. Rents, real estate, and 
living expenses generally are high there. Besides, as before stated, the justices 
of tue Supreme Court do more or less circuit work in their respective circuits 
each summer, and have traveling expenses then to meet. 

On September 1, 1857, Associate Justice Benjamin Robbins Curtis, of Boston, 
tendered his resignation as such justice to the President, and it was accepted. 
In letters to his friends hestated that his main reason for doing so was that the 
salary was s0 smail—it was then $6,000—he could not support his family in 
Washington without expending, in addition to his salary, his entire private 
income, and that he did not deem it his duty to do so. 

After his resignation he entered at once upon the practice of his profession, 
and was soengaged untilhisdeath. His brother, Mr. George Ticknor Curtis, of 
New York, in his biography of the ex-justice, says that his aggregate profes- 
sional receipts from the time of his resignation until his death, a period of nearly 
seventeen years, were about $650,000. This would make an average annual in- 
come of a little over $88,000. But even that is not so large an income as many 
lawyers of the country have received during the time that has elapsed since 
Justice Curtis’s death and are now receiving. 

Circuit judges.—The act providing for the appointment of circuit judges fixed 
their salary at the sum of $6,000,and it has not been changed. These judges 
have laborious duties to perform and matters of great importance and magni- 
tude submitted to them for adjudication. They have to hold court in the vari- 
ous districts in their respective circuits, The first circuit embraces four States, 
the second three, third three, the fourth five, the fifth six, the sixth four, the 
seventh three, the eighth seven, and the ninth three. In several of the States 
there are two districts, and in some three. Most of these judges, therefore, 
have to travel agood deal and to be away from home the larger partof the time 
on expense, 

Since provision was made for their appointment, two at least, Judges Dillon 
and McCreary, of the eighth circuit, have resigned on account of the salary be- 
ing so small, Both were men of the highest standing and ability and able 


judges. The former is in New York and the latter in Kansas City. Both are 
engaged in practice, and undoubtedly have an income much rthan the 
salary of a circuit judge, Judge Lowell, of the first circuit, has also resigned 


and resumed practice in Boston. He wasalso an able judge. He did not re- 
sign perhaps on account of the small salary, as at the time of his resignation 
he is understood to have been in independent circumstances, but he undoubtedly 
felt that he was entitled to a respite from heavy work. 

By act of Congress March 3, 1887, provision was made for the ap- 
pointment of a second circuit judge in the second circuit, composed of the States 
of Vermont, New York, and Connecticut, and soon thereafterthe Hon. E, Henry 
Lacombe was appointed to the place. He qualified and entered upon the duties 
of his office in June of that year, so that now there is a senior and a junior cir- 
cuit judge in that circuit. 

Distriet judoes.—The judiciary act of September, 1789, provided for thirteen 
district courts, with a judge in each district, and fixed the salaries of the judges 
at from $80 to $1,800. These districts have been increased in number so that 
now there are fifty-eight. Thesalaries of these judges have also been increased, 
At the present time one of these judges receives $5,000, onv $4,500, eleven $4,000 
each, and the remaining forty-five $3,500 each. The one receiving $5,000 is 
Judge Hoffman, of San Francisoo. The one receiving $4,500 is Judge Billings, 
of New Orleans. The eleven receiving $4,000 are Judges Blodgett of Ch i 
Norris of Baltimore, Nelson of Boston, Nixon of Trenton, Brown of New York, 
Benedict of Brooklyn, Coxe of Utica, Sage of Cincinnati, Butler of Philadel- 
phia, Ache-on of Pittsburgh, and Ross of Los Angeles. 

These judges usually work only in their respective districts, but in many of 
these districts court is now held in two different places and in some of them 
in three, so that these judges also are obliged to be away from home consider- 
ably onexpense. Thesejudges, besides holding district court, also hold cireuit 
court in the absence of the circuit judge, and in some of the circuits do perhaps 
as much or more of the circuit work than the circuit judge does, as in some of 
the circuits it is not possible for the circuit judge to get into each district more 
than twice a year and then not for a long time. 

In addition to the foregoing salaries, all of these judges are now allowed to 
retire after ten years of service, and afterreaching the age of seventy years, 
upon the salary they have been receiving, and to draw it as long as they live. 

There are now nine Federal judges living who have retired and are receivin 
their salary. Justice Strong,of the Supreme Court; Circuit Judge Demmenene 
District Judges Erskine, ae and Treat; Judges Loring and Drake, of the 
Court of Claims, and Judges Wylie and MacArthur, of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia 


It should be said also that all these agusluiaeatn are for life or during oo 
behavior, and that ion that respect the of the Federal judges differ 
most and perhaps all of those of the judges of our State courts, 


For purposes of com: nm and at some trouble I have ascertained the amount 
of salaries paid to the judges of the courts of England and some of her colonies, 
and to the judges of the courts in the States of this country, where the salar 
poee ee exceeds the lowest amount paid to our Federal district judges, whic 

give ow. 

in England the lord chancellor receives a salary of £10,000, the lords of ap- 
peal in ordinsry £6,000each. In the supreme court of judicawre, the master of 
the rolls receives £6,000 and the lords justices £5,000 each. In the high court of 
justice, the justices receive £5,000 each. In-the queen's bench, the lord chief 
justice of England receives £8,000, and the justices, fourteen in number, £5,000 
each. In the probate and admiralty courts and the court of arches the judges 
receive £5,000 each. In the city courts of London, inthe lord mayor's court, the 
judges receive £3,500 each. In the city of London court £2,400 each and in the 
county courts in the neighborhood of the metropolis £1,500 each, 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill, as I 
have stated, fixes the salaries of the United States district judges at a 
uniform rate of $5,000, The majority of the Judiciary Committee, 
atter consideration, recommended a bill which graded the salaries, 
placing the compensation of some of the judges higher than $5,000 and 
some lower. Upon further consideration by the committee and con- 
ference with gentlemen in the House it has been thought better to put 
the salaries of these judges upon the uniform basis of $5,000, as pro- 
vided for in the Senate bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw the amendments recommended by the committee, so that the Sen- 
ate bill, fixing a uniform salary for these judges, may come updirectly 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is now underconsideration. The 
Chair has an impression (subject to correction) that the question of pre- 
senting the amendments of the committee is one to be considered by the 
gentleman irom Vermont. That is the parliamentary situation in the 
view of the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. But the matter coming up for the consideration 
of the House is the Senate bill; and the committee, if they desire to 
amend, must propose their amendment; it does not propose itself simply 
because they have reported it. The committee can either present the 
amendment or withhold it, as they please. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Then the committee will withhold 
the amendment, if that be in order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to consume time. 
whether any gentleman desires to discuss the bill. 
on the other side wishes to do so of course I yield. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Allow me to ask which of these bills will 
be most expensive to the Treasury ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Well, there is very little difference 
in the expense. The precise difference in that respect the committee 
have not figured out; but it has been considered that where any class 
of Federal officers are performing precisely the same service and under 
equal responsibility it is unwise to make a discrimination in respect to 
their compensation. As a matter of expediency, inasmuch as this has 
become a crying evil, and everybody recognizes the entire inadequacy 
of the salaries of these officials in many parts of the country, and be- 
cause of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that all legislation in a country like ours 
must of necessity be more or less of a compromise, or at least to some 
extent a compromise, it has been considered wiser for Congress, as a 
measure affording relief to the judges of these courts, to fix the salaries 
on a uniform basis of $5,000, 

Let me say that I consider this sum entirely inadequate, either as to 
the amount of the service, the ability required, or the expenditure of 
time necessarily involved on the part of these officers. There are many 
of them whose salaries do not by any means compensate them for the 
expenditure of time. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Well, I think I can answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri before he asks it. 

Mr. HATCH. Is the gentleman a mind-reader? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The judicial officer, the district 
judge of Missouri, who lives in the city of St. Louis, came before the 
committee and made a statement of his condition. The salary there 
is entirely inadequate to pay his current expenses and he lives very 
modestly. He does not keep a carriage, lives in a modest house in 
a retired quarter of the city, and is obliged to draw on the resources 
accumulated while practicing his profession in order to live. This is 
one of many cases of that character in this country, in all parts of it, 
and it is no credit to the American Congress if that condition of things 
is allowed to continue. 

Mr, H&TCH. I wish to ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion. : 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH.: I want to ask if the Senate bill makes any distinc- 
tion or discrimination in the salaries of the two district judges of the 
State of Missouri ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It makes no distinction or discrim- 
ination anywhere. It puts all the salaries of all the district judges of 


The committee have recommended 


I do not know 
If any gentleman 


the Uni States on same uniform basis. The extreme salary 
now to a district is that in San Francisco, where $5,000 is 
allowed, and in New York, where I believe the salary is $4,500. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask another question. How much 
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additional charge does this bill, if enacted into a law, impose upon 
the of the United States? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The gentleman asks me as to the ad- 
ditional charges involved. I am not able to stateexactly. Other dis- 
trict judges have been added by the admission of new States. The 
difference, however, is not very large; and certainly no gentleman will 
say at this time that a judge who is qualified to discharge the duties of 
this high position, and whose time is occupied, as we know the time 
of these judges is occupied, is deserving of a less compensation in this 
age than $5,000. While this salary isample, no doubt, in some parts 
of the country, in some of the rural regions where the business of the 
district courts is not large, in others the salary of $5,000 is entirely 
inadequate. Still we believed thatit was the best that could be done 
now to fix all on a uniform basis of $5,000, 

Now, inasmuch as we can do no better than to fix these salaries at 
the uniform rate suggested in the bill, at least at the present time, I 
trust that the gentlemen present, members of this House, will concede 
it to be wise to adopt that proposition. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
I have not been able to get a copy of the bill under consideration, and 
would like to inquire whether or not it provides for the salaries of the 
circuit court judges and the Supreme Court judges, as well as those of 
the district courts ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. No; it only fixes the salaries of the 
district judges. ‘There isa bill from us, I will say in answer to the 
gentleman, reported favorably by the committee, fixing a uniforn sal- 
ary for the circuit judges; but it has not been included in tiis order. 
I think it should have been, but it was omitted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask what in- 
crease of expenditure it makes over the existing law ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, That is the question I just asked. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iam not prepared to give the gen- 
tleman the precise figures, but at the time this bill was under considera- 
tion there were sixty-two district judges. Itadds $1,500 salary in some 
cases and $1,000 in others. Quite a number of the judges would get 
a thousand dollars additional, so that probably the difference would 
be in the aggregate from $75,000 to $100,000, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Eighty thousand, abort. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. And the whole amount is a mere 
bagatelle when it iscompared with the amountof the service that these 
gentlemen render and the qualifications that are required of the men 
who must fill these places. 

Mr. CASWELL. If the gentleman from Vermont willl allow mea 
moment, I think I can answer that question. There are sixty-two 
judges in all. One of them draws a salary of $5,000 now; that is the 
judge in California. The one at New Orleans draws $4,500. That re- 
duces the number to sixty. There are fifty of those judges who draw 
$3,500, and ten of them who are drawing $4,000. There will be an 
increase of $10,000 on the ten judges now drawing $4.000, and there 
would be an increase of $75,000 on the fifty who are drawing $3,500 


Mr. CHEADLE. That would make $85,500 increase. 

Mr. CASWELL, It would makeit $85,000 in round numbers. Now 
let me add right there that one great trouble is to keep excellent, good, 
able judges on the bench. It can not be done at the present salary, in 
very many districts. They are retiring all over the country; and in 
order to retain good talent it is absolutely necessary that this increase 
should be made. A great deal more might be said in support of the 
bill, but I am satisfied that it is not necessary. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Kerr]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
desires to submit an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Vermont has yielded to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I thought the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee had withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill, and 
in the first place I wish to say that when this order to consider these 
two bills was before the House this morning I declined to vote, for the 
reason that it embraced two propositions, one of which I am in favor 
of, and the other, the one under consideration now, I am opposed to, 
They joined together, I should have had to vote against my sen- 
timents if I voted at all. 

It is conceded that this bill adds $85,000 to the expenses of the 
United States annually. Andat this time, when it is stated and being 
eharged on all hands, and with truth toa large extent, that we are 
adding largely to the expenses of the Government, and when it is 
being stated that the object of the other bill is to create places for 
some of the men that were defeated in the last election -—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Who says that? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (continuing). I think it is a very inopportune 

for us to pass a bill increasing the salaries of United States judges. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], who has just taken 
his seat, makes the remark that it is necessary in order to secure the 
highest class of men on the bench. [I dissent from that statement. 
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Does the gentleman mean to assert that we have not now an eflicient 
and capable jadiciary? The gentleman would hardly make that state- 
ment, that we have not now an efficient and capable judiciary. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let me remind the gentleman that if they useall 
their salary and more too in paying their living expenses, how can a 
poor man remain on the bench? The tendency is to drive the judi- 


ciary into the hands of wealthy men, who hold the position for the hon- 


or’s sake, and nothing else. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. A man who is receiving a salary of $3,500 a 
year need not long be a very poor man. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That depends upon where he lives. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It does not depend upon where he lives either. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It does, all the same, in spite of what 
the gentleman may say. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. He need not be very poor while receiving that 
salary. And I will make another statement in connection with that, 
There is a good deal of disaffection growing up in this country, which 
is constantly increasing, owing to the conviction arising in the public 
mind that our judiciary are in sympathy with the wealthier classes of 
society, and that the poor, the other classes of society, do not receive 
the consideration that they ought in our courts, and that the sym- 
pathy of our judiciary, and especially of the United States judiciary, 
is on the side of the corporations and the wealthy classes of society. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Has not that idea always existed? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, I do not assert that that proposition is 
true, but I know that the tendency will be largely increased by mak- 
ing the salary of our judicial officers larger than it is; and there will 
be an increased tendency to charge that in judicial proceedings in our 
courts the masses of the people are not treated with the consideration 
that they ought to be, and that the judiciary inclines on the side of 
the corporations and wealthy classes, 

I hold that our laws should be such that when a man occupies any 
public position it onght to embrace an element of seli-sacrifice, that 
there should be at least some patriotism involved in it; andif you take 
out of it the element of self-sacrifice and make all judicial positions 
and all official positions objects of the cupidity of the citizen, you take 
out the element of self-sacrifice and thereby degrade the ofliciai posi- 
tion, whether it be judicial or in any other department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. FRANK. Will the gentleman yield for a question or two? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK. In what part of Iowa does the district judge live who 
represents the territory embraced in your district ? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. The territory embraced in my district is the 
Dubuque district, 

Mr. FRANK. In how many places does the district judge hold 
court? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In three places. 

Mr. FRANK. Who pays his expenses in going from one place to 
the other? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam not certain about that. 

Mr. DALZELL. He pays them himself. 

Mr. FRANK. Ofcourse he does. Where does the judge live? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The judge lives most of the time at Dubuque. 
He has to occupy a couple of weeks, perhaps, twice or three times a 
year in going to the other places where he holds court. 

Mr. FRANK. At his own expense. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. At his own expense; and the whole expense 
would not amount to a hundred dollars. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That isnothis report. His report is 
that his expenses equal half of his salary. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I doubt that statement, and I would like you 
to produce any such statement. 

Mr. FRANK. Let me ask the gentleman another questiow. How 
long has that distinguished gentleman been judge of that court ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. For eight or ten years, and he is one of the 
ablest judges and one of the best men in the United States. 

Mr. FRANK. That is JudgeShiras? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is Judge Shiras, of Dubuque. 

Mr. STRUBLE. He has heen frequently called upon to hold courts 
in other places. In addition to holding the courts in his own district, 
he has been called upon to hold courtat St. Paul, Des Moines, Keokuk, 
and not long oo he was ordered to hold court in the Stateof Arkansas, 
He has traveled a very great deal. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have not opposed this other bill, which pro- 
vided for an increase of the judiciary, so as to furnish an opportunity 
for litigation of these cases; but I do hold that we save now upon the 
bench many of the best men in the country, men of ability, who have 
been a credit to the judiciary; and that this additional expense is al- 
together unnecessary. 

Mr. FRANK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And I make the statement further, that ina 
life office, created under the terms of the Constitution, where there is 
no chance under any circumstances by virtve of that provision of the 
Constitution to reduce that salary (that never could be done), that itis 
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important that we should not make any increases except with the 
greatest deliberation. If this was an office that we might reduce the 
salary of, why, if we should act hastily, a future Congress might cor- 
rect the error, if an error was made; butin an office of this kind, where 
a man is appointed once, it is for life, and where I think there is too 


great a tendency to hang on to these positions—— 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make an in- 
quiry. I did not limit the gentleman in his time—— 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I only want a minute or two more. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Very well. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. 1 simply wish to say that, the Constitution of 
the United States having provided that these offices shall be life posi- 
tions, we ought rather by our legislation to tend tocause men not to want 
to hold them. The spirit of our system is against life positions; and 
if we were making the Constitution of the United States now, that pro- 
vision would not appear in it. 

Mr. FRANK. If no other provision in the Constitution were per- 
mitted to stand, that would stand. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say that provision would not appear if we 
were making the Constitution of the United States, because none of 
the States except one or two elect judicial officers for life; and I say 
again, if we were making the Constitution of the United States now, 
it would not be put in there; and the salary ought to be kept at a 
reasonable rate. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Time, my friend. 

Mr. PICKLER. But they are unequal. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They are from three and a half to four thou- 
sand dollars. There are only two exceptions, as I understand; but 
with those exceptions, they are from three and a half to four thousand 
dollars. Now, if $4,000 were allowed, that is sufficient. This Con- 
gress has added largely to the expenditures of the Government, and 
we by this resolution and by the passage of this bill are bringing this 
Congress into disrepute by an enlargement of anybody’s judicial salary; 
and for that reason I oppose this bill. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, what time have I ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Vermont yielded to the gentleman from Iowa, so that comes out of his 
time, and the gentleman from Tennessee has three-quarters of an 
hour. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not like the measures that we 
are passing upon to-day, nor the methods by which we are acting. 

Mr. DALZELL. I agree with you in that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the question of increasing salaries 
is involved in this bill. An increase in the number of judges was in- 
volved in that which has just been acted upon by the House and sub- 
mitted to a committee of conference, which means, and was intended 
to mean, that it wasto pass. Complaint was made by my distinguished 
friend who has charge of the bill that the salaries of the district judges 
of the United States are inadequate. 

I undertake to say that when you consider all the circumstances that 
surround them they are above the average salaries that are paid in the 
United States for similar services. They are more than the average 
paid to the chancellors and the circuit-court judges in the different States 
in this Union, They are more than the majority of the salaries paid 
to the governors of the different States, who have a very short tenure 
of office, who have the trouble of one or two elections in order to main- 
tain their office even beyond the single term provided by law, and who 
have all of the trouble incident to canvasses. Here we have a body ot 
gentlemen--distinguished, I am ready to admit, gentlemen to whom I 
would not do any injustice—receiving a salary that is fixed by law, a 
body of gentlemen who never have to incur any expense incident to 
the acquisition of the office by way of popular canvass, so that when 
members come to reflect all will agree with me that the salary now pro- 
vided for the district judges of the United States is really greater, con- 
sidering their outlay and the demands that are made upon it, and con- 
sidering that they are retired in old age on salary, than the salary that 
is paid to the members of this House and of the Senate. 

I know that it is not so much in dollars, but the tenure, the inex- 
pensiveness of the acquisition of the office, all these considerations go 
to make up, and more than make up, the difference between it pi 
the salaries paid to members of 

Mr. FRANK. But there are two or three considerations which the 
gentleman omits. One is that the member of Congress is paid his 
mileage in addition to his salary; another is that he may devote him- 
self to other pursuits. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, as a matter of fact, my friend from Mis- 


- souri will agree with me that it is impossible for one who stays here 


any length of time to keep up his home pursuits. That has been my 
experience and my observation, and I think it is the experience and 
observation of nineteen-twentieths of the members of this House. 
Now let us see what the States have done for their officials under 
similar circumstances. I hold in my hand Spofford’s American Al- 


manac for 1885, and, taking the States in the order in which they come 
‘ here, I will read the salaries which they provide for their governors. 





It is true that some of these salaries are much greater than the salaries 
mentioned in this bill, but the average is less, or as little. 

Mr. FRANK, © It is also true that the governors are provided with 
execative mansions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Some of them are and some of them are not. 
And as to those who have houses provided, my distinguished friend 
who sits in front of me [Mr. GEar knows, and every man who has 
occupied the gubernatorial chair knows, that by reason of the social 
obligations imposed by the office, the expenses are much greater than 
those of the judges need be; and the furnishing of a mansion imposes 


social duties costing more than rent of a house would be. 


Mr. FRANK. But there is a large contingent fund connected with 


the office of governor. 


Mr. McMILLIN. In many of the States there is none, and in many 


of the States no executive mansions are provided. Now, what are the 
salaries? The governor of Alabama receives a salary of $3,000 a year; 
the governor of Arkansas, $3,000; the governor of California, $6,000 

the governor of Colorado, $5,000; ‘the governor of Connecticut, $4, 000; 
the governor of Delaware only $2,000; the governor of Florida, - ened 

the governor of Georgia, $3,000; ‘the governor of Illinois, $6,000 


Mr. GEAR. Anda house and a contingent fand of $3,000. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Does the gentleman know what the 


judicial salaries in those several States are? 


Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know what they are in all of these 


States. 


Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. Do you not know that the judicial 


salaries in New York are much higher? 


Mr.McMILLIN. I know that the salaries both of the governor and 


of the judicial officers of New York are much higher than those pro- 
vided by this bill to be paid to the Federal judges. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Nearly three times as much, 
Mr. McMILLIN. I do not wish to misstate a single fact in connec- 


tion with this question. I will ‘“‘naught extenuate nor aught set down 
in malice.’’ In Iowa, the State of my distinguished friend who sits 
in front of me [Mr. GEAR], thesalary of the governor is $3,000. 


Mr. GEAR. With an extra allowance of $1,100. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Well, thatmakesthe whole compensation, includ- 


ing the allowance, $4,100; and my friend will agree that that $1,100 
does not go to the salary of the officer. 


Mr. GEAR. Yes, it goes directly to him. 
Mr. McMILLIN. In Kentucky thesalary of the governor is $5,000 


In Louisiana it is $4,000, and in Maine, the State of the distinguished 
Speaker of this House, the salary of the governor is only $2,500 a year. 
And yet we are told that the district judges of the United States are 
going to starve to death on $3,500 a year, with the right to be retired 
at seventy years of age, when the governors of some of the States which 
the advocates of this bill represent receive only $2,500. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. But the governors ‘‘starve’’ on those 


salaries for only a year or two. 


Mr. McMILLIN. But there is no law forcing officers to hold on to 


office whether they wish to or not. Venice had such a law as to the 
Doge, but America has not. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Even in Maine the salaries of the justices of the 


supreme court are much higher than the governor’s salary. The gov- 
ernorship, being a political office in part, and supposed to have some 
peculiar and special 


honor attached to it, the salary is generally less 
than that of the judicial officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], 
who was once a distinguished governor of that State, inform the House 
what the salary of the State supreme court judges i 

Mr. DINGLEY. Three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Three thousand five hundred dollars. The very 
figure that is now fixed by law for the district judges, but which the | 

gentleman from Maine proposes to increase to ,000 a year. 

oe Why i is it ~~ ae distinguished friend when ‘he was governor did 
not call u ple of his State to pay higher salaries to the 
judges of eine? Wine is it that when Starvation stalks abroad in the 
land, threatening to amusher these men in its pale ranks, the gentleman 
from. Maine, while governor of eo a never called upon the Legis- 
lature to give ve those judges more salary 

Now will the gentleman it me ie ask him another question? 
What is the salary of the Toneiies if you have that office in the 
State of Maine? 

Mr. DINGLEY made a gesture of dissent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well then, what is the salary of the judges of 
your tj I mean the circuit courts for the State. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well. then. what are the salaries of the judges 

posi analogous to these in the other States—the judges 
who are next below the supreme judges? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In our State the judges of the supreme court hold 


nisi prius terms. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the supreme j of that State get $3,- 
500 a year. I have given my friend from an opportunity to say, 
i ts sso tn Megan OD, En eee ete he asked 
the Legislature to increase salaries; yet I dare say he never did. 
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What change has come over the spirit of his dream, what change has 
come over the spirit of the dream of the Speaker of this House that we 
must increase the salaries of the district judges of the United States, 
while the governor of their State and the supreme judges of their State 
get no more than the salaries which have been stated ? 

Mr. CANNON. Does notmy friend think that there might be along 
his line a still further improvement by an amendment of the law so 
that advertisements would be published for parties who would fill all 
these places for nothing ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
were to remain in the public service I would say yes, that would prob- 
ably be so. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. That is very good; but I am going out of service, 
and my friend from Tennessee remains in. As to him it is evidently 
not the fact; I do not think his place could be filled even by advertise- 
ment. [Laughter ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thank my friend for his compliment. 

Now, another question, which will recur to the man of ordinary in- 
telligence who takes a practical and sensible view of this question is, 
why is it, if these gentlemen are not able to live upon the salaries pro- 
vided by law, that they clamor for the offices before they get them and 
hold on to them after they get them? Who has heard of one resign- 
ing? Who has heardof any that are going to resign? In these posi- 
tions they are doing better than a great many of them could do out- 
side. I admit that in some cases men filling these judicial positions 
might do very much better, so far as making money is concerned, just 
as there are members of this House who could do better financially if 
they were out. But they hold on, and I venture to say that if a va- 
cancy should occur in any of these districts there would be from three 
to a half dozen able, efficient, and honest men applying for the places 
at once. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They apply five or six months in advance. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Iowa very correctly says 
that they would apply five or six months in advance. These beauti- 
ful streets of Washington would be thronged with applicants if vacan- 
cies should occur in a number of districts. You gentlemen who are 
here discharging duties for your people would be urged to go to the 
White House and see President Harrison, to implore him to give these 
$3,500 positions to these applicants. 

There is another matter to which I desire tocallattention. Ihinted 
at it a moment ago; but I will be pardoned for dwelling upon it a little 
more fully. I refer to the fact that when any of these judges reaches 
the age of seventy years (I believe I remember the age correctly) he is 
entitled, if he has been ten years in service, to beretired and to draw 
pay for the rest of his life, even though not in service. 

Isthisnothing? Does this privilege carry with it no virtual increase 
of salary while the service is going on? You gentlemen, members of 
this House, when you leave here, even after ten years or twenty years of 
service, have to go back and grapple with the realities of life. You 
have to make your living by whatever methods your judgment may 
approve. You have to scuffle for those precarious advantages in trade 
and in the professions that other citizensscrambie for. But the judges 
of the district courts are permitted, after they have reached the age I 
have indicated, to be placed upon a retired list and still draw pay out 
of the Treasury. Who will say that this is not a very great advantage 
to any public servant? 

But I have got through only a part of the list of governors of the 
States. These are high and distinguished officers; they are generally 
men of very great distinction in their States, men who have succeeded 
in some department of life. What is paid by other States to this class 
of officers? Maryland gives her governor $4,500 a year; Massachu- 
setts, $5,000; Michigan, which has been able to uce so distin- 
guished and able a patriot as I see in front of me, the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Burrows—— 

Mr. BREWER. Let me say to the gentleman that since the publi- 
cation to which he is referring the question of amending our consti- 
tution so as to increase the salary of the governor was submitted to 
the people, and an amendment was carried giving the governor a salary 
of $4,000 per annum, which he receives now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I stated when I began that I had in my hand the 
latest statistics on this subject that I have been able to procure. I sent 
to the Library to get the last edition of Spofford’s Almanac, but could 
only get that of 1888. I stated in the beginning that it was from that 
I was reading. Ifthere has been a change to the extent the gentle- 
man indicates, then there is still paid to the governor of Michigan, 
under the change made by the new constitution, $1,000 a year less than 
that proposed by this bill to be paid to the district judges. 

Who will claim that the time of a district judge is consumed as thor- 
oughly as that of a governor of a great State in the discharge of his ex- 
ecutive duties? Who will claim that his term of service is not longer? 
And I need not reiterate the advantage, upon which I have already com- 
mented, of being retired on a salary for life, whereas the governor goes 
out of office at the expiration of his term. 

Mr. FRANK. The qualifications of a district judge are very differ- 
ent from those required of the executive of a State. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend from Missouri that they 
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are different, of course; but I deny that it requires a higher order of 
ability to fill the position of a district judge than has been shown by 
many of our chief executives in the States 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Does not the gentleman know thatat 
the centers of population and business the duties exacted of a judge of 
a district court are almost constant—that he js on duty practically all 
the time? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know it is so in some districts, but in others it 
does not take up much of his time. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, Well, I am speaking of large business 
centers like Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, St. Louis, and Southern Iowa. 

Mr. FRANK. It is true of the district the gentleman himself comes 
from, Tennessee, which has a judge—Judge Hammond, | believe. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; and let me say—— 

Mr. FRANK. In how many places does he hold court? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I remember correctly, in but two, and we have 
two district judges in Tennessee. 

Mr. FRANK. And he travels at his own expense from place to place, 
and pays the cost of his living wherever he goes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to say to the gentleman, if I remem- 
ber correctly, that there is no place where he holds court that is more 
than 125 miles from his home. Besides that, we have two judges in 
the State, and the business is divided between them, and I undertake 
to say that neither of them has to render the amount of service that 
is required of one of the supreme court judges of our State. 

But to go on with this table: Minnesota gives her governor $5,000 
a year; the State of Mississippi, $4,000; Missouri, $5,000. 

Mr. FRANK. And an executive mansion to live in in addition. 

Mr. CANNON. And servants? 

Mr. FRANK. Oh, yes; the necessary attendants. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The State of Nebraska, that growing young State, 
gives her executive but $2,500 a year, just half the amount that is 
proposed to be given to the district judges that officiate in that State. 

Mr. GEAR. Thatis the constitutional salary; but my recollection is 
that the executive of the State of Nebraska is also ex officio a member 
of certain commissions or boards which increase his salary to about 
$5,000 a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That may be. I do not know, and only state 
the salary as it is set down in this table. There may have been 
changes, of course, since this was published. 

Nevada gives her governor $5,000 a year. New Hampshire—let us 
come now to the State of New Hampshire; what does the governor of 
that State get? Thegovernor of New Hampshire receives but $2,000 
ayear. New Jersey $5,000—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The Democratic Legislature 
raised that salary for a Democratic governor to $10,000 a year, and that 
is what he is now drawing. 

Mr, McMILLIN. And that was done since this table was published. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. So you see you do not know 
what your brethern are doing up there. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It seems from the gentleman’s statement that 
they are going on the same line that you are proceeding on here. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ob, no; away beyond it. 

see us and go $5,000 better. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I am not able to tell, not being so familar 
with the subject as the gentleman from New Jersey is, whether he 
uses his similes correctly or not. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Oh, you can not plead ignorance 
in this assemblage. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman says New Jersey gives her gov- 
ernor $10,000? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. New York gives her governor $10,000a vear, ac- 
cording to this table. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, And an executive mansion besides. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is more than these judges get, of course. 

The State of North Carolina gives her governor $3,000. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. And New York, before the gentle- 
man passes from it, let me tell him, gives her justices of the peace 
$6,000 in the city of New York. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ohio gives her governor $8,000. Oregon gives 
her governor $1,500 a year, not one-third of what is proposed to be 
given by this bill to the district judges. Pennsylvania gives her gov- 
ernor $10,000 a year. 

Mr. DALZELL. And a mansion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And a4 mansion, the gentleman says. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam afraid this is a Pennsylvania and New 
York bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The State of Rhode Island gives her governor 
$1,000 a year. 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But that is a very small State. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How is it that the governor of that State does 
not starve? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, That is where they elect millionaires to be gov- 
ernors, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does your party do the electing? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, no! the Democrats are of that class there. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Hence they are responsible for the millionaires 
who have been elected betore. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There is no politics among the millionaires of 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The State of South Carolina gives her governor 
$5,500 a year, exactly what is given the United States district judges 
under the present law. 

Mr. MILLER. ‘Thegovernor ic my State has a mansion besides the 
salary, but the salary is not sufficient, and that is the reason why the 
governors of the State are below the average in efliciency. The salary 
is not enough to command a high degree of intellectual attainment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman must not lead the House to con- 
ciude that the rule which applies in part to Representatives applies 
also to the governors of his State. I will not join him in the calumny 
that he heaps upon his people. Ionly give the facts. Tennessee gives 
her governor $4,000. ‘Texas gives hers $4,000. 

Mr. FRANK. And a mansion, I believe. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He is working for a mansion in the skies. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And if he holds on to the Democratic faith he is 
in a fair way to get it, 

Vermont! How delightful it is to dwell on the home of my distin- 
guished friend [Mr. Stewart, of Vermont] in charge of this bill, who 
has pictured with such pathos the sufferings of those patriots who are 
dying to serve their country ina little fatter office. Hesays the judges 
can not live on $3,500 a year. Now, I ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont how it is that his State places its governor on ‘victuals and 
clothes’’ at $1,500 a year. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I can tell my friend, for I have been 
governor myself, and I know how itis. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, and I make proffer of the gentle- 
man as an illustration that there is no starvation as the result of that 
policy. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, the governor of my 
State is required to attend at the capital of the State once in two years 
about six weeks, and at the end of that time he has nothing left except 
otium cum dignitate, That is Latin. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. His Latin is all he has left. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. There is no further service to be per- 
formed, and he dwells in peace under his home roof without any fur- 
ther molestation from politicians or officeseekers or any of the sort of 
clamor which troubles my friends from other parts of the country. 
Now, that being the situation, I think the salary is quite adequate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then $1,500 is a magnificent salary fora gov- 
ernor, in the opinion of my distinguished friend, but $5,000 is not too 
much for a judge. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Not atall. Let me now say right 
there—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I do not want my friend to interrupt me. 
I will yield to him in a moment. I want tosayin this connection that 
I do not wish him to belittle the office that he once filled with such 
conspicious ability. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Thank you. I do not propose to do 
that. I could not doit if I were to try. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now I yield to my friend from Vermont, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I was about to say that the district 
judge of the district of Vermont, Judge Wheeler, who receives $3,500 
a year under the present system, by which the circuit judge may as- 
sign the district judge to service, spends nearly his entire time in the 
city of New York; and he performs more judicial services in the city 
of New York, more actual work and more responsible service, than 
any governor of any State in this country, unless it may be some of 
the very large States, where the executive office is very burdensome. 
He is constantly at work in the city of New York, at a salary of only 
$3,500 a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Now, as my friend has spoken of the very small 
duties that are required of the governor, will he permit me toask about 
another class of officers analogous to the United States district judges? 
What do the supreme judges of your State get? 

Mr. STEWAKT, of Vermont. I think they receive$3,200 a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And what is the length of their term of service? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Two years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are they elected once in two years? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then they have to go forth and shake hands all 
the time they are not engaged in the actual discharge of their duties; 
and holding office for only two years, never retired except to private 
life, and then without pay, they get only $3,200 a year; and you 
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say it takes $5,000 for a Federal judge. Why is this? How does it 
come that it is proper or requisite to pay the Federal judge so much 
more than the State supreme judge ? 

I just simply wanted to show the consistency of this proposition. | 
have no feeling against the officers whose salaries are to be increased; 
but I insist that we are the trustees of an express trust that should not 
be disregarded. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the chasm between the 
man who pays these salaries, who sweats without salary at from a dol- 
lar to two dollars a day and who is glad to get that, and the one who 
serves at a salary of $3,500 for life, is already wide enough. Nothing 
is more likely to create a spirit of discontent in the United States with 
the masses of our people than for them to see the salaries of their of- 
ficers constantly increasing and that provisions are made when they get 
old, or when they have served ten years, to place them on a retired 
list, where they become eaters of salaries that others contribute to by 
hard work. Let us do justice to all] classes involved. 

I would not starve any officer; I would not require men to work for 
victuals and clothes, Turning from the spirit of levity with which | 
replied to my distinguished friend from Iilinois [Mr. CANNON] to one 
of all seriousness, I do not hesitate to say that I would not farm out 
the offices to the lowest bidder, placing men simply upon what they 
could eat and wear. There ought to be a judicious and careful con- 
sideration given, and exact and absolute justice ought to be done in the 
premises. But I insist that measure of justice does not require that 
there shall be an increase all along the line of the Federal judges’ sal- 
aries, You have already to-day provided for eighteen more circuit judges 
by methods that I think are wholly unprecedented, methods wherein 
the right to have a call of the House when the absence of a quorum was 
shown was denied to those who oppose your m asures, and when mo- 
tions which were offered in opposition to the: e measures were declared 
dilatory under the determination that that which had been begun was 
to be put through, right or wrong. You have to-day, without reading 
the bill, changed the whole judiciary system of this Government so far 
as you can do it as a House of Representatives, 

Mr. FRANK. The gentleman has evidently not read the bill. It 
provides for nine. This is the Senate bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, but the House proposition was eighteen, and 
the Senate proposition is nine. My objection to that, and my objec- 
tion to this, is that when you get this matter into conference both 
propositions are before the conference committee; and I have never 
seen a conference committee of this Congress turn their backs upon an 
increase of officers. What have you already done in the last session ? 
You added between twelve and fifteen hundred officers to the salary- 
drawing roll. You mustered a regiment, more than a regiment, into 
the service. You increased the salaries of those who were already 
drawing immense salaries. Simultaneously with that you proposed, 
when the people began to mutter and complain, to place the people 
where their mutterings and their complaints would signify nothing. 

For a hundred years the people of this country have elected their 
own Congressmen in the various States. States had selected those who 
were to receive the ballots, who were to count the ballots, and their 
governors were to certify the returns to this House; but here, when 
the people gave evidence that they were discontented and complained, 

‘ou determined that you would fix it so that their complaints should 
be unavailing. Then it was proposed by the force bill to change the 
method of elections; to turn the elections of members of the House over 
to the Federal courts, and take them away from the people; to take 
away from our governors the right to certify who were elected. And 
it is a significant fact, and one that can not be too much commented 
upon now, that at the very time when you proposed to turn the elec- 
tions of this country over to the Federal courts, the demand was made 
that you should increase judges’ salaries. ‘The doctrine of ‘‘reciprocity ”’ 
seems to have approval in ‘ion, and it was intended thatitshould 
prevail, as it did in your tariff bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It did not prevail much there. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman really intend to say that the 
judges have demanded this increase, or that they lobbied for it? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Demanded this? 

Mr. ADAMS. Do you mean tosay that the judges themselves con- 
federated and demanded this increase? I think if the gentleman will 
reflect he will concede that he is doing injustice to the judges. I think 
they have been very careful not to ask for it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. For the increase or salaries? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. en . Ifthe gentleman will not take it as personal, | 
will put him upon the stand. Did any judge, either directly or indi- 
rectly, call upon you or request you to vote for an increase of the sal- 
aries? 


Mr. ADAMS. Never; either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They never did? Then you have escaped better 
than some members, I doubt not. If they do not want it, why are 
you urging it? 

Mr. ADAMS. Lawyers from New York, lawyers from Chicago, and 
lawyers from all over the country have urged it upon our committee. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. You maysay the bar association. 

Mr. ADAMS. Lawyers from New York appeared before the com- 
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mittee and asked us to raise thesalary of their judge, and lawyers from 
Chicago appeared before the committee and requested that the salary 
of Judge Blodgett should be increased, as it would be in the bill, to 
$5,000, while the circuit judge of the State in Chicago gets $7,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Has not a judge the right of petition, or does he | 


lose that right when he becomes a judge? 


Mr. ADAMS. They have not taken any steps to have their salaries | 


increased; and I understand that the judges have been careful not to 
commit what I suppose would be conceded to be an impropriety. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I supposed that this was being done with the ap- 
proval of the Federal judges, and does not my friend think it is? 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, yes; I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not mean to say that they had 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not think the gentleman intended to say what 
he really did say. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not intend to impugn their integrity in the 
matter, not atall. ButI said that it was a significant fact, and I say 
so yet, that at the very time when the judges of the Federal courts 
were being called upon to subvert the Government the same Congress 
was proposing to increase the salaries of the judgesof the court. That 
I stand upon, and that no man can deny. 

Now, it seems to me that enough of this sort of work has been done 
by this Congress, There never was anything in the history of our 
Government like the prodigality of this Congress. Why, ifthe prodigal 
son could rise from the tomb and come back he would blush to find that 
this Congress had outdone him in the matter of prodigality. [Laugh- 
ter.] Another thing, Mr. Chairman, the prodigal son, if I remember 
scripture correctly, squandered hisown funds. He did not take trust 
funds. He did not lay his felonious fingers on the property of others 
and squander that; but this Congress proposes to squander other peo- 
ple’s money, and I apologize to the memory of the prodigal son for 
comparing him to this Congress. [ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the Chair upon consulting his watch 
will find that he is in error by about five minutes. I began at half 





t 3. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The gentleman from Tennessee is cor- 


rect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the gen- 
tleman began at twenty-seven minutes after 3. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is erroneous. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. .The gentleman from Tennessee is cor- 
rect. I noticed the time when he began. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there are other things I wished to 
say; but I have promised to yield more time than I have remaining. 
I was not aware I had spoken so long. 
my friend from Indiana | Mr. CHEADLE]. 
time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not vote for this measure; 
not because I would underrate or undervalue the services of the judi- 
ciary, but because J am opposed to increasing the powers ofthe Fed- 
eral judiciary. I do not undertake to speak as to any other State 
than my own, but I know, as every citizen of Indiana knows, that a 
large share of the business of the Federal courts of Indiana ought to be 
adjudicated by the State courts. I shall not vote for this measure, be- 
cause it will increase the expenses of the Government in the sum of 
$85,500 a year. 

I think that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] uttered a senti- 
ment that ought to sink deep into our hearts and remain in our mem- 
ories, and that is, aman who accepts a life office from this great Gov- 
ernment ought to be willing to make some sacrifice. I think the most 
honorable position in this country is a judicial position under the 
United States Government, and, as has been said by the gentleman 
from Iowa, I repeat, a man, when he accepts the judicial office, accepts 
an office with a life tenure, and when age shall have rendered him in- 
capable of discharging its duties he is entitled to be retired. 

As the republic of Rome went down by reason of the insidious in- 
grafting upon it of the idea of luxury, so this Republic will go down 
unless the people maintain their government in the simplicity of its 
founders. I am opposed to this measure, because I believe it is but a 
stepping-stone to other measures of extravagance. It will increase the 
cost of living to those who hold public office, so that only rich men can 
afford to take office—— 

Here the hammer fell. ] 


I reserve the balance of my 


ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve that. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN] has given us some very extreme cases, and he has dwelt 
chiefly upon the salaries of the executives of the different States. Now, 
as we all know, the office of judge and the office of governor are very 
different in their nature. A governor usually holds his office for two 
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I now yield three minutes to | 


tr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- | 


I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


or four years, and he takes it more for the honor than for the salary. 
But the gentleman has told us also about the salaries of some of the 
| Judges. I want to give the House the salaries of the judges of the 
| State of New York. The judges of the court of appeals there receive 
| $12,000 a year; the judges of the supreme court in New York City re- 
ceive $17,500 a year; the judges of the superior court in New York 
City receive $15,000 a year; the judges of the court of common pleas 
receive $15,000. The surrogate of the county of New York receives 
| $12,000, and even the police justices receive salaries of $4,000. And, 
| by the side of these salaries we are trying to keep a United States dis- 
triet judge at a salary of $4,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman takes care to give only New 
York. 

Mr. LIND. Why do you not give Wisconsin? 

Mr. CASWELL. I willgive Wisconsin. The judges of thesupreme 
court of Wisconsin receive $5,000 each, and the governor receives the 
same salary. The gentleman from Iowa says that I refer only to the 
State of New York. Let me take you to England for a moment and 
show you the salaries that are paid the judges there. Here they are: 

APPELLATE TRIBUNALS, 


Rete Pile Cie cic cosceescinccttuamesesocensieeess 
Three lords of appeal (each) o cacoceneessoseen 
Special judge of the privy court 


S50, 000 
+), 000 
25, 000 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ea GI leks cin cavth dcccomnicdenmntatinnsineisseane ; 


$30, 000 
Five lords justices (Cach))...............cseccssesseeseess 


. OP coenenensccrosecoqnoesesceseneses 25, 000 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
AO I Pe CONGO Dtiss.cs conven osnesusrnunscoscenpeccocseenens dt tesesesettenaesceces 
Lord chief justice.... .............. ete Séauveencsenqeaneneces 

Fourteen queen’s bench justices (each) ...... 0.0... ...cccccece ne eceeeee ees 

Probate, divorce, and admiralty, two justices, Ab 20.0... ccccceccccccccccceseesennes 
Judge of the court of arches 


$25, 000 
40, COO 
25, 000 
235, 000 

aceite iether seats 25, 000 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, will the gentleman give us the salary 
of the queen? 

Mr. CASWELL. I will be glad to answer all these questions if I 
have time. Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts of this case? The 
salaries of our judges were fixed many years ago when the fees or sal- 
aries of the attorneys of corporations were hardly ever higher than 
$2,500. 

The time has come when railway corporations and insurance com- 
panies and other bodies representing large moneyed interests are bid- 
ding for our able judges to conduct their legal business at salaries of 
from $10,000 to $25,000. The result is that some of our best judicial 
talent is taken from the bench. For instance, in my own district in 
Wisconsin we had a very competent and able judge who waited for 
many years for us to pass this salary bill so that he might bring his 
family into the city where he held his court. But he became discour- 
aged: and less than two years ago an insurance company took him off 
the bench, and now pays him « salary of $10,000, This is aspecimen 
of the facts which have been presented to the Judiciary Committee. 
During the last three or four years there has been brought to our at- 
tention instance after instance where men have exhausted their salaries 
and their private fortunes in trying to retain these positions upon the 
bench; so that now the cry has become universal that unless a man is 
wealthy he can not afford to hold one of these positions. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BuRRowWs). 
Tennessee has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. _ I desire to ask—not in my own time, but as a 
| parliamentary inquiry—what is the proposition before the House? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I can answer the gentleman. The 
amendment which was recommended by the Judiciary Committee is 
withheld, and the question is now upon agreeing to the bill as passed 
by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to amend the bill by striking out 
** $5,000’? and inserting ‘‘$4,000.’’ 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. As an amendment to the amendment 
I offer the proposition which I send to the desk. 
| ‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “‘ shall,”’ in the fourth line of the bill, and insert 
‘be increased $500 a year above the salaries now received.” 

The question being put on agreeing to the amendment to the amend- 
| ment, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The noes seem to have it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I call for a division. 
| The question being again taken, there were—ayes 11, noes 107. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I yield to the evident sentiment of the 
| House, and ask leave to withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I object. The House is dividing. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Under the order of the House was this amend- 
| ment in order anyhow ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is too late to make that point. 
now dividing. 


I trust now we may have a vote on 


The gentleman from 





The pending question ison the Senate 





The House is 








Mr. HOPKINS. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


to do anything. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


not be withdrawn now. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
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whether this proposition is in order at all. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


members present. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. CANNON. 


It istoo late to make that point. 
amendment has been entertained. The gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. McMILLIN] makes the point that there is no quorum present. 
The Chair will ascertain whether there is a quorum in the Hall. 
Speaker pro tempore proceeded to count the House.] There are 138 


No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 14, nays 131, not vot- 


ing 184; as follows: 


Allen, Mich 
Anderson, Kane, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Comstock, 


Adama, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 

Banks, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Belknap, 
Her,en, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N, J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cartor, 
Caswell, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Connell, 
Craig, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Dalzell, 
Dingley, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Beck with, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Bianchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M, 
Browne, Va, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Campbeil, 
Candler, Ga, 
Candler, Mass 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 


_ Chipman, 


Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala 
Clark, Wis 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Cooper, Ind 
Cooper, Ohie 


YEAS—l4, 
Dunnell, Perkins, 
Hays, E. R. Pickler, 
Lacey, Scranton, 
Lind, Sweney, 
NAYS—131. 
Dolliver, McComas, 
Dorsey, McCord, 
Evans, McCormick, 
Ewart, McDuffie, 
Farquhar, McKenna, 
Finley, McKinley, 
Flick, Miles, 
Prank, Miller, 
Funston, Milliken, 
Gear, Moffitt, 
Gest, Morey, 
Gifford, Morrill, 
Greenhalge, Morrow, 
Grosvenor, Morse, 
Grout, Mudd, 
Hall, O’ Donnell, 
Hansbrough, O’ Neill, Pa. 
Haugen, Osborne, 
Henderson, Ill. Owen, Ind. 
Hermann, Payne, 
Hill, Payson, 
Hitt, Peters, 
Hopkins, Post, 
Kelley, Pugsley, 
Kennedy, Raines, 
Kinsey, Randall, 
La Follette, Ray, 
Laidlaw, Reyburn, 
Langston, Rock well, 
Lansing, Rogers, 
Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Lodge, Russell, 
Mason, Sanford, 
NOT VOTING—1814. 
Cothran, Ketcham, 
Covert, Kilgore, 
Cowles, Knapp, 
Crain, Lane, 
Crisp, Lanham, 
Cummings, Lawler, 
Cutcheon, Laws, 
Dargan, » 
Darlington, Lester, Ga. 
Davidson, Lester, Va, 
De Lano, Lewis, 
Dibble, Magner, 
Dickerson, Maish, 
Dockery, Mansur, 
Dunphy, Martin, Ind, 
Edmunds, Martin, Tex. 
Ellis, McAdoo, 
Enloe, McClammy, 
Featherston, McClellan, 
Fitch, McCreary, 
Fithian, MeMillin, 
Flood, McRae, 
Flower, Mills, 
Forman, Montgomery, 
Forney, Moore, N. i. 
Fowler, Moore, Tex. 
Geary, Morgan, 
Geissenhainer, Mutchier, 
Gibson, Niedringhaus, 
Goodnight, Norton, 
Grimes, Nute, 
Hare, Oates, 
Harmer, O’ Ferrall, 
Hatch, 0’ Neall, Ind. 
Hayes, W. I. O'Neil, Mass. 
Haynes, Outh waite, 
Heard, Owens, Ohio 
Hemphill, Parrett, 
Henderson,lowa Paynter, 
Henderson, N.C. Peel, 
Herbert, Penington, 
Holman, Perry, 
Hooker, Pierce, 
Houk, Pindar, 
Kerr, lowa Price, 
Kerr, Pa. Quackenbush, 


No quorum voting. 


It is not too late if the amendment is out of order. 
The question is whether there is any quorum here 


The Chair thinks the amendment can 
I would like to have the Chair examine and see 


The 


Taylor, J. D. 
Wilson, Wash. 


Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, W. Va, 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa. 
Taylor, EB. B. 
Taylor, I. 
homas, 


Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 


Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 

Ww t, 
‘Yardley. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. REILLY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. ANDREW, on this bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe there is no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. It seems not. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Ido not know whether the gentle- 
man from Kansas is here or not-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] in- 
formed the Chair that the committee desired a meeting for pension 
purposes to-night. The Chair desired if possible to save the night. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that the House now take 
a recess until 8 o’clock for the consideration of business under the 
special rule for Friday nights. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done if there be no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No other business to be transacted ? 

The SPEAKER. Of course only the business under the rule for 
Friday evenings. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan that the House now take the usual recess until 8 o’clock 
on Friday evenings, under the rule? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Before declaring the House in recess the Chair 
will announce that the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow ] will 
act as Speaker pro tempore for this evening’s session. 

And then (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House took a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called 
to order by Mr. Morrow, as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bills this evening 
be considered in their order in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN W. WEST. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4487) 
granting a pension to John W. West. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it notes ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penfion roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. West, late a soldier in 
Captain James’s company of Illinois Volunteers, in the Black Hawk Indian 
war, and pay him a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SmysER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4487) granting 
a pension to John W. West, have considered the same and report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 1866, this sessicn, which your 
committee adopt as their report, and return the bill, recommending that it do 
pass. ? 


(Senate Report No. 1866, Fifty-first Congress, second session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4487) gr .nting 

a pension to John W. West, have examined the same and report: 

his bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of John W. 
West, late a soldier in Captain James’s com y of Illinois Volunteers, in the 
aes Indian war, on the pension , and pay him a pension of $12 per 
mvonth. 

Accompanying this bill are the petition of the open, duly verified by his 
affidavit August 5, 1890, and affidavits from John W. Harrison, Daniel Reavis, 
John Winfrey, Mrs. Susannah Howard, and Mrs. Lucinda Myers, and also a 
letter from the War Department, giving the military record of said West in said 
service. The eS ee was duly enrolled 
April 17,1832, in County, Illinois, for sixty days’ service,and was duly 
mustered out at the mouth of Fox River on May 23, _ and was n duly 


enrolled in same y James’s company of Lilinois Volunteers, 
Black Hawk war—on May 27, as a sergeant, for twenty =— on mus- 
ter-out roll of his company on June 15, 1832, is noted “‘absent with leave.” 
The evidence clearly establishes his identity, and that he was born June 6, 
1812, and is now in his seven th year, was married to his t wife 
on August 4, 1846, and thatshe now sixty-five vearsof ; isin del health, 
and unable to perform labor; and Mr. West is now very feeble, 


manual 
unable to manual labor, and is without the means of living or finan- 
cial su ; is an honest, sober, u t citizen, and that his onl property is 
a lot and small house in Dresden County, Missouri, n he and his 
aged wife reside, and upon which there isa mortgage indebtedness of about 


$550. 

While he can not trace his existing feebleness and general debility to incidents 
in the service in the line of duty so as to secure a pension under the general 
laws, yet his case comes within numerous precedents in Congress, under which 
he is clearly entitled to the relief — in this bill. 

Your corimittee report the bill back to the Senate favorably and recommend 


its passage. 

Mr. HEARD. Mz. , I desire to offer an amendment to that 
bill, to insert the name “ Cynthia M. West, widow of,’’ before thename 
‘** John W. West,”’ in line 6 of the bill. This soldier died a few weeks 
ago, since the bill passed the Senate. His widow is old and entirely 

endent. I move also to amend by striking out in line 8 the word 
— ”” and inserting ‘“‘her.’’ 

‘The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed, | 











The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be amended to conform. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COL, EVERARD BIERER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13386) 
to increase the pension of Col. Everard Bierer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Col. Everard Bierer, late colonel 
of Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $30 per month. 


Thereport (by Mr. MorRiL1) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13386) granting a pension to Col. Everard Bierer, submit the following report: 

Claimant was colonel of the One hundred and seventy-first Pennsylvania 
Militia Volunteers. While captain of Company F, Eleventh Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry, he received a severe gunshot wound in leftarm at the battle of South 
Mountain, September 14, 1862, for which wound he is now on the pension roll 
at $20 per month, being a total rating fora captain. Application for increase 


In the absence of objection the title 





has been rejected, the Pension Office refusing to admit neuralgia and rheuma- 
tism as uences of his wound, and that rating is in accordance withrrank at 
the time t received his wound. 


The examining board in 1888 gave him a rat of 1} total, and September 3, 
1890, rate him total for wound of left arm and one-half total for resulting neuritis, 
which rating would be equal to $30. It is shown by affidavit of practicing phy- 
sician that in May, 1889, claimant was frequently treated for neuralgia or rheu- 
matic swellings of left arm and shoulder, and some time previous for severe and 
extensive inflammation of arm, caused by said gunshot wound. 

Several witnesses testify that claimant is incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor. 

In view of the fact set forth, and that soon after claimant received his wound 
he was promoted to colonel, your committee report favorably and recommend 

of the bill with the following amendment: 

Insert in line 5, after the word “of,’’ ‘‘one hundred and seventy-first.”’ 


The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


EBENEZER F. WOODWORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8057) 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of Ebe- 
nezer F. Woodworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized 

and directed to amend the records of the War Department by removing the 

of desertion now standing on said recordsagainst the name of Ebenezer 

F. Woodworth, late of Company L, Second t Michigan Cavalry Vol- 

unteers, and to enter thereon the that he was killed by some person or per- 
sons unknown while in the service and line of duty on May 7, 1862. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8057), 
has considered same, and report it back to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation, when amended as hereinafter set forth. 

Third Regiment of 


Ebenezer F. Woodworth was a private in Company L 
He enlisted at Detroit, Mich., October 1, 1361, 


Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 

The company descriptive book reports him deserted from camp near Farming- 
ton, Miss.,May 12,1862. Muster-out roll ofthe company ,dated October 24, 1864, re- 
ports him deserted May 12, 1862, near Farmington, Miss. 

His widow filed claim for pension July 15, 1867, and claim was rejected Octo- 
ber 7, 1878,on the ground that the soldier was a deserter. The claim has been 
= the hands of several special examiners and a large amount of testimony 
taken, 

This evidence shows that on the a on which the soldier was last seen he 
was left in histent caring for a sore , and several other men were left in 
camp during that day while the company went with the regimenton a scout, 
and was absent all day. On the return it was reported that the soldier, Wood- 
worth, was missing. He was marked a deserter; but First Lieut. Oliver C. 
Leonardson makes oath that heat the time protested, that to mark him a de- 
oe _ an ‘ outrage,” and that he believed the soldier lost his life in the line 

uty. 

Lieut. Monroe C. Carlton makes oath that ‘‘he has norecollection that it was 
charged or believed at the time that the said E. T. Woodworth had deserted.” 

The testimony clearly shows that the said soldier on the day mentioned was 
= account of his sore leg to use a crutch or cane, or both, to travel, and 
for reason he could not have deserted; also that the enemy was in so close 
proximity that skirmishes were of almost daily occurrence, and for this reason 
the soldier would not have d 

Some of his clothing was the next day found on bushes near a creek within 
the lines where he went to wash the same. Since that day the soldier has not 
been seen by any of his family or friends, and they can hear nothing from him, 
or his whereabouts, and it must be supposed that he is dead. family disa. 

or disecords existed, and there is no reason why, if he is living, he 
wg ago ane Cy tae to - oaky and “aT 

Joseph W. Huston,a eutenant o mpany OC, o © same iment, 
makes affidavit that— = 

“Botham was held in very low esteem by the officers of said regiment on 
account of his brutal instincts and his licentiousand dissipated habits. He was 
continually engaged in quarrels and personal altercations with the members 
of. his company, which not infrequently resulted in personal violence. That 
Botham should have, ina moment of passion (for his temper was uncontrolled 


either udgment, moral principle, or education) or forthe of per- 
sonal = wrongfully or inconsiderately have charged any member his 
company with desertion or other offense would seem to to be strictly 
consonant with the nature and character of the man.” 


Dr, Andrews, surgeon, writing to a daughter of the said soldier, says: 

“T do not now see any reason why your father’s army record should not be 
corrected in accordance with the facts. It is now certain that the whole story 
father’s desertion originated with who was re- 
in the asa half 1 

J. K. Mizner, Fourth United States Cavalry, late colonel Third Mich - 
gan Cavalry, in a letter written in December, 1855, says: . 

“Uniess the fact of desertion can be established by good and sufficient evi- 

should not be and your father’s family al- 
from an error in repo’ him as a deserter.” 
Joseph W. Huston, a first lieutenant of Company C of the same regiment, 
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makes affidavit that he firmly believes that the said soldier gave up his life for 
his country; that the charge of desertion is ‘‘undeserved, false, wicked, mali- 
cious,”’ 

The committee recommended the following amendments: 

First. By striking out in line 4 the word “ his’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
“the war.” 

Second. By striking out in line 7 the werd ‘‘Second"’ and inserting in lieu 
thereofthe word “Third.”’ There is an error in some of the papers filed by 
which Mr, Woodworth is referred to as having belonged to the Second Regi- 
ment, 

Third. By striking out the word “‘and”’ at the end of line 7, 
8, 9, and 10, 

When so amended the committee recommend that the bill pass, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 





and all of lines 


COLLIN M’CLELLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11857) 
granting a pension to Collin McClelland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Collin McClelland, late of the 
regular Army, and that he be paid a pension of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 11857) grant- 
ing a pension to Collin McClelland, have considered the same and beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show that Collin McClelland enlisted 
June 27, 1818, at Greenbush, N. Y., in Company G, Second United States Infan 
try,and was discharged at Sacket’s Harbor, N. Y., March 29, 1823. He re-en- 
listed on the same day (March 29, 1823) in the same company and was discharged 
at Fort Howard, Michigan, January 1, 1828, by reason of re-enlistment. He re- 
enlisted in same company January 1, 1828, and was discharged at Fort Ni- 
agara, New York, September 7, 1829. On several muster rolls of the company 
Mr. McClelland is reported sick. 

In his petition which accompanies the bill, Mr. McClelland gives many inci- 
dents of his long service; much of the time he, with his company, was engaged 
in the Indian campaigns of that period, and in guarding the frontier towns 
from the attacks of the Indians. He states that he is now in the ninety-first 
year of his age, and that he has no means of support aside from his manual la- 
bor and that he is dependent upon his relations, 

J. W. Begole, George H, Durand, and a numberof other citizens of Flint, Gen- 
esee County, Michigan, petition Congressto grant the relief prayed for and urge 
prompt action on account of the great age and needs of the applicant. 

Mr. McClelland made application to the Pension Bureau August 10, 1889, bas- 
ing his claim upon a disease of the right side; but owing to the long time that 
has elapsed since his service, he is unable to furnish the testimony required of 
him to show origin in line of duty. 

In view ofthe applicant's Jong and faithful service, and his great age and 
necessities, your committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE HARLAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13460) 
for the relief of George Harlan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $8 per month, 
the name of George Harlan, of Stockbridge, Henry County, Georgia, who served 
in the Indian war of 1836. 

The report (by Mr. Dr LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13460) grant- 
ing a pension to George Harlan, have considered the same and report : 

The claimant wasa privatein Capt. Samuel Farris’s company, Georgia Militia, 
from May 27 to Juue 27, 1836, in the Creek Indian war “‘to repel hostilities.’ He 
again was enlisted in the same organization from July 4, 1836, and served up to 
October 1, 1836, and was paid for three months and one day’s service, with the 
remark, ‘‘Appointed assistant surgeon 3d August, 1836." He applied for pen- 
sion in July, 1885, for injury to right hip, which he claimed to have incurred in 
the Indian war, butthe Pension Bureau rejected the claim, because the claimant 
could not produce evidence to establish it. 

The claimant is seventy-four years of age and in needy citcumstances, and 
would be a beneficiary under the service-pension bill for the survivors of the 
Indian wars favorably reported by this committee. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GENERAL W. H. POWELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13490) 
granting an increase of pension to General W. H. Powell. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate bill which ison 
the Speaker’s table be substituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate bill will be read. 

The bill 8. 5012 was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of W.H. Powell, late brigadier gen- 
eral and brevet major general of volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu 
of a pension which he now receives. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and, being read the third 
time, was passed. 

The bill H. R. 13490 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

MYRON A. HUDSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10535) 


granting a pension to Myron A. Hudson, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Myron A. Hud- 
son, invalid and dependentson of Josiah B. Hudson, late a private of Company 
F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $18 per month 

The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10535) granting a pension to Myron A. Hudson, having examined and consid- 
ered the same, report the same back to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass, with an amendment striking out “eighteen,” in line 8, and insert- 
ing “twelve,’’ so as to make the pension $12 per month. 

The said Myron A. Hudson was the son of Josiah B. Hudson, private in Com- 
pany lt, Twenty-sixth Regiment Lowa Infantry, who died in service in 1864. 

A pension was granted to Myron A. Hudson, as dependent son, and was paid 
to him until he arrived at the age of sixteen years, and it is now shown by a 
strong array of testimony, medical and otherwise, that said Myron A. Hudson 
has been an invalid al! hislife, afflicted with chronic inflammation of both eyes, 
80 that he has been prevented from doing much ifany labor, and that he is now 
entirely unfit so to do, and is almost blind, and that oculists pronounce his dis- 
ease incurable; and it is also further shown that he is entirely without means 
of support, and on account of his condition is unable to makea living for him- 
self. 

This relief, under the circumstances, is entirely in the line of precedent, and 
your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT H. HOLMES. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13409) 
granting a pension to Robert H. Holmes, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the —— rolis, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert H. Holmes, late of 
Company G, Forty-eighth New York Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. TurNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
13409) granting a pension to Robert H. Holmes, submit the following report, 

Robert H. Holmes entered the service September 13, 1861, and re-enlisted as a 
veteran December 22,1863. While in action in South Carolina he received a 
shell wound of right forearm, about June 15, 1864, for which he was treated in 
hospital until in September following, when he was granted sick leave, and 
went to his home in New York. He was also suffering from rheumatism and 
malaria, contracted during long service in the swamps of South Carolina, and 
got worse after reaching home. 

After a partial recovery, he reported to the pope officers for transportation 
to his command, Company G, Forty-eighth New York Volunteers, but by some 
mistake on thejr part he was forwarded to Tennessee, and never reached the 
same until after its muster out of service. Heis in consequence thereof re- 
ported as a deserter, but was granted a dishonorabie discharge August 5, 1872. 
His claim for pension on account of rheumatism and kidney disease has been 
rejected by the Pension Bureau because the evidence is not deemed sufficient, 
and by reason of death or removal of his former comrades he is unable to fur- 
nish anything additional. 

The record of the War Department, in addition to treatment for shell wound, 
shows also that the soldier suffered from erysipelas and left hernia. But the 
greater disability in the case is that resulting from rheumatism, disease of heart, 
and kidney disease, and he is shown by medical examination to be totally dis- 
qualified for the performance of any manual labor. Claimant's condition, from 
personal observation of the writer of this report, is deplorable, and must excite 
the sympathy of anyone who may come in contact with him. 

Holmes served faithfully during his first enlistment, re-entered tho service as 
a veteran, and again served on what is known as ‘‘Jones Island,”’ where the 
command was engaged for a long time in building corduroy roads in the 
swamps for the purpose of carrying artillery to a point to cut off communica- 
tion between Fort Pulaski and Savannah, and until he became disabled as 
heretofore stated. 

Your committee, in view of these services, do not believe that he intention- 
ally absented himself for the purpose of deserting, but the cha of desertion 
still standing against him he can not avail himself of the benefits of the act of 
June 27, 1890, to which, in our opinion, he should be entitled, and even the 
doors of the Soldiers’ Homes are closed against him because of said record. 

Nevertheless, we are of opinion that be should be pensioned under the act of 
June 27, 1890, and therefore return the accompanying bill with the recommen- 
dation thatit do pass, amended, however, by adding, afterthe word “infantry,” 
in line 7, the words ‘‘at the rate of twelve dollars per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 


ANNA C. DEWHURST. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13332) granting apension to Anna C, Dewhurst, invalid daughter of 
the late George Dewhurst, an acting master in the United States Navy 
during the late civil war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension law, the name of Anna C. Dewhurst, of Greenland, N. H., the in- 
valid daughter of the late George Dewhurst, acting master of the United States 
Navy in the late civil war, and pay her a monthly pension of $25, 


The report (by Mr. WiLson, of Kentacky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13332) granting a pension to Anna ©, Dewhurst, submit the pers are: 

Anna C. Dewhurst, now thirty-seven years of , is the invalid daughter of 
George Dewhurst, who served as acting master, United States mah. from De- 
cember 2, 1861, to July 18, 1865, when honorably mustered out, who died 
of disease contracted in the service, September 4, 1870. His widow was in re- 
ceipt of pension until her death. The beneficiary named in the bill is shown 
by medical and other evidence to be entirely disqualified for obtaining su rt 
by her own efforts by reason of spinal troubles from which she has su 
from infancy, and which disease is incurable, She is now, and has been for 























































































years, - gy out of the small earnings of a sister who is a teacher of music, 
and would, in case of death of the latter, be thrown entirely upon the charity 
of outsiders. 

The facts in the case are well known to the Hon. Henry Watterson and other 
prominent citizens of Kentucky, who are urging favorable action on behalf of 
this unfortunate woman. 

The liberality of Congress in many similar cases warrant your committee in 
returning the accompanying bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out the words ‘* twenty-five,” in line 9, and in- 
serting therein instead the word “ twelve.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed, 
ELIZABETH R. LEE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4488) granting a pension to Elizabeth k. Lee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place u the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth R. Lee, widow of 
Samuel Perry Lee, late major of the Third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and brevet colone! United States volunteers, and major and brevet lieutenant 
colonel of the United States Army, and pay, her a pension at the rate of $0 
per month from the date of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. GoopNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4188 
granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lee, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions as its 
report herein, and recommend the passage of Senate bill No. 4488, amended by 
—_ out “ fifty’ and inserting “thirty,’’ so as to pay her $30 instead of $5) 
monthly. 


{Senate Report No. 1965, Fifty-first Congress, second session. } 


: ‘The following is a condensed statement of the rank and service of Colone! 
ee: 


“ MILITARY RECORD OF MAJ,, BVT. LIEUT. COL., AND COL, SAMUEL P. LEE. 


“Born in Mafhe. Appointed from Maine. Civil life. Retired, 

“Actual rank,—First lieutenant Third Maine Volunteer Infantry July 31, 1861 ; 
captain September 1, 1862; major November 14, 1862; honorably mustered out 
November 12, 1863; major Veteran Reserve Corps November 9, 1863; accepted 
November 13, 1863; honorably mustered out October 19, 1866; captain Forty- 
fifth United States Infantry July 23,1866; accepted October 20, 1866; unassigned 
July 22, 1869; retired with rank of major December 15, 1870, for loss of right arm 
and wounds in line of duty. 

“ Brevet rank.—Brevet, March 2, 1867, for gallantand meritorious services in the 
battle of Fredericksburgh, Va.; lieutenant colonel, March 2,1867,for gallant and 
meritorious services in the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa.; lieutenant colonel and 
colonel of volunteers March 13, 1865, for distinguished gallantry in the battles 
of Fredericksburgh, Va., and Gettysburgh, Pa. 

- sp een occupied.—Aid-de-camp to General Birney, June to November, 
1862; aid-de-camp to General Sickles, 1563. 

“* Service.—In the Army of the Potomac, 1861-'63, during the war of the rebel- 
lion, participating in all itscampaigns from the first Bull Run, in 1861, to Gettys- 
burgh, in 1863, when he lost his right arm; in Veteran Reserve Corps November, 
1863, in Washington City, to 1 ; Johnson's Island to January, 1865; membe: 
of military commission, Cincinnati, Ohio, to April, 1865; commanding post to 
Johnson's Island July to December, 1865; on duty in the Freedmen’s Bureau, 
Alexandria, Va., from December 28, 1865, to April 21, 1869; also military com- 
missioner and superintendent of election and registration of the nineteenth 
division of Virginia during the period of reconstraction until October 25, 1869; 
acting commissary of subsistence for Indians at Fort Sill, Ind. T., until August 
23, 1870; in attendance before the retiring board, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
September, 1870; waiting orders until retired. 

“ Battles, skirmishes, etc.—Engaged at the first battle of Bull Run, siege of York- 
town, battles of Williamsburgh, Fair Oaks, Savage Station, Glendale, and 
Malvern Hill; battles of Seven Pines, second Bull Run, and Chantilly; battles 
of Fredericksburgh (wounded) and Charlottesville; battle of Gettysburgh 
(wounded and lost right arm at shoulder joint). 

“In the Official Records of the Rebellion Colonel Lee is mentioned many 
times, General Birney, in his report of the battle of Seven Pines, says in the 
Official Records of the Rebellion, Series 1, volume 11, page 189: ‘Colonel Lee, 
of my staff, was untiri in his efforts and rendered me gallant and distin- 

uished service.’ Also, in the report of General Hobart Ward, at the battle of 
Pochadcichans’, December 15, 1862, the Official Records of the Rebellion, Series 
1, volume 21, page 370, he says: ‘Major Lee has well sustained the reputation 
of his regiment and his State. He was severely wounded in the thigh, but re- 
mained on the field the whole day.’ 

Colonel Lee died from the effects of the severe wounds he received in tho 
service of his country. He wasa and constant sufferer from such wounds 
until the day of his death, and being in itated for labor, he was entirely 
dependent upon the ion which he received for support. His condition re- 

uired the constant care and attention of his wife, who is lefta widow with such 
limited means as to require the pension provided for in the bill for her comfort- 
able support. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out all after the word “ of,” in line 11 of the printed bill, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘the passage of this act;"’ and that when so amended the 
bill do pass. 


War Department, Washington City, December 12, 1890, 


Sir: In reply to your inquiry of this date, I am directed by the Secretary o! 
War to inform you that itappears from the records that S. P. Lee (who is also 
borne as Samuel P, Lee) was mustered into service as first lieutenant Company 
E, Third Maine Infantry Volunteers, to date July 31, 1861; as captain same com- 

y, to date September 1, 1862, and as major same regiment, to date November 
Be 802; and that he was honorably discharged as of the latter grade, to date 
November 12, 1863, to enable him to accept an appointment in the Invalid Corps. 

The records further show that he accepted an appointment as ior Veteran 
Reserve Corps, November 13, 1863, and was honorably discha as such, to 
date October 19, 1866, his services being no longer coqultell. 


ee F. ©. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
Maj. W. P. Huxrorp, 
Washington, D. C, 





1891. 





War Department, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 12, 1890. 
Statement of Urs military service of Samuel P. Lee, of the United States Army, com- 
piled from the records of this office. 
REGULAR ARMY RECORD. 

Appointed captain Forty-fifth Infantry July 28, 1866. 
1869. 
He received the brevet of major March 2, 1867, ‘for gallant and meritorious 
services at the battle of Fredericksburgh, Va.,”’ and of lieutenant colonel! March 
2, 1867, “for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa.”’ 

He was on duty in the bureau of re‘ugees, freedmen, and abandoned lands at 
Alexandria, Va., from November 5, 1866, to April 21,1869; he had permission to 
delay joining his regiment to May 24, 1869 (rendered supernumerary by the con- 
solidation of the Fourteenth and Forty-fifth Regiments of Infantry July 22, 
1869); on reconstruction dutv in the First Military District to September 23, 1869 ; 
en route to Headquarters Military Division of the Missouri,and on twenty days’ 
leave to November 26,1869; acting commissary of subsistence for Indians at 
Fort Sill, Ind. T., to August, 1870; undergoing examination before a retiring 
board and awaiting orders to December 15, 1870, upon which date he was re- 
tired for loss of right arm and for wounds received in line of duty, 

He died October 20, 1890. 


Unassigned July 22, 


©. McKEEVER, 
Assistant Adjutant Genera’. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELNORA A. DIXON, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (H. 
R. 12642) granting a pension to Lenora Dixon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lenora Dixon, of White County, 
Illinois, a crippled daughter of James B. Dixon, late a seaman on the United 
States gunboat Red Rover, in the service of the United States during the war of 
the rebellion, at the rate of $18 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12642) granting a pension to Elnora A. Dixon, submit the following report: 

The evidence in this case shows that the seaman James B. Dixon, enlisted in 
the United States service on the 7th of September, 1861, and served until March 
3, 1863, when he was discharged ; that he drew a pension, on account of disabil- 
ities contracted in said service, from March 4, 1863; that he died Apri! 23, 1880, 
leaving a widow, since married, and the claimants, Elnora Dixon, Ida M. Dixon, 
and George B. Dixon, his only children surviving; that George B. Dixon has 
since died, Elnora Dixon is over twenty-six years of age,and Ida M. Dixon is 
over sixteen years of age; that the claimant, Elnora Dixon,is and has been a 
cripple for over ten years, and at this time is unable to walk or doanything and 
is helpless; that she has no property or means of support. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the follow- 
ing amendments: 

1, Strike out the word ‘‘ Lenora”’ wherever it occurs in the bill and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Elnora A.;” so that the full name of the claimant shail 
read ‘‘ Elnora A. Dixon.”’ 

2. Strike out the word “‘eighteen,’’ in line 9,and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “‘twelve.”’ 


The amendments recominended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the report of 
the committee. 
NANCY J. WILLIAMSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13542) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Naucy J. Williamson, de- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Nancy J. Williamson, now deceased,dependent mother of James F, 
Williamson, deceased, late a private in Company B, One hundred and seven. 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the late war of the rebellion: and 

Whereas the said Nancy J. Williamson had filed in the Pension Office an ap- 
— for a pension as such dependent mother, which pension was allowed 

y the Commissioner of Pensions, and a pension certificate therefor was issued 
to said Nancy J. Williamson and sent to her address at Hillsborough, Ill., but 
reached there in due course of mail a few days after the death of the said Nancy 
J. Williamson, which occurred on the 19th day of November, A.D. 1888, and the 
said pension certificate was returned to the Pension Department and is not paid : 


an 

Whereas the said Nancy J. Williamson left no husband and nochildren under 
the age of sixteen years surviving her: Therefore, 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay the amount of said pension certificate to the legal rep- 
resentatives of said Nancy J. Williamson, deceased, for the sole use and benetit 
of the heirs at law of the said Nancy J. Williamson, deceased. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to which was referred the bill (H. R. 13542) 
granting relief to the legal representatives of Nancy J. Williamson, deceased, 
submits the following report: 

The committee finds that Nancy J. Williamson lost two sons in the war of 
the rebellion, James F. Williamson and John W. Williamson, who both lost 
their lives in the service, and were both unmarried at the time and left no chil- 
dren or descendants of such children at the time of their death; that the said 
Nancy J. Williamson, in 1882, filed her claim for persion in the Pension Depart- 
ment as dependent mother of John W. Williamson, and such proceedings 
were had on said claim that said pension was allowed to said Nancy J, Wil- 
liamson in 1888 and a pension certificate was issued to her for the payment of 
J, Williamson departed this life on the 19th day of November, 1888,a few days 
before the allowance of said pension and the issue of said pension certificate, and 
said certificate was returned to the Pension Department unpaid, and it is sti!) 
unpaid, and the same is now due to the heirs at law of the said Nancy J. Wil- 
liamson, and that the said Nancy J. Williamson left no husband and no child 
or children under the age of sixteen years. 
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The committee recommends that said bill be amended by striking out the 
name of James F. Williamson, in the second line of said bill, and insert in lieu 
thereof “John W. Williamson,” and after the word * Company " in said line, 
strike out “ B"’ and insert “ H"’ and strike out the word “ Seventeenth " inthe 
third line of said bill, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty-third;” so 
that it will read : “ John W. Williamson, deceased, late a private in Company H, 
One tundred and forty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the late war of 
the rebellion,” and that the bill as so amended do pass, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the committee. 
ESTHER WALKER. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 8438) granting a pension to Esther Walker, formerly Esther Day- 
ton, a nurse in the late war. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name oft Esther Walker, formerly Esther 
Dayton, now residing at Ireton, Sioux County, lowa, and an army nurse dur- 
ing the late war, on the pension roll, and pay her a pension of $20 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 

The Committee on Inwalid Pensions, to whom was referred the b 
8438) granting a pension to Esther Walker, submit the following report 

Mrs. Walker as Esther Dayton became a nurse in the Bellevue Hospital, New 
York, in 1861, and at the end of her services there in 1862 was given the follow- 
ing certificate: 

“This is to certify that Esther Dayton has been engaged in this hospital 
(Bellevue), as night nurse, for the last eight months, during which time she has 
performed her arduous duties with faithfulness, and would be a valuable per- 
son if engaged in a hospita! in a similar vocation 

“H. THATCHER SEARS, M 
“ House 

On June 19, 1862, an application was made by the Secretary of War to Vicar- 
General Starrs, through General Foster, United States Army, for sisters to take 
charge of a military hospital at Beaufort, N.C. Seven sisters from St. Cather- 
ine’s Convent of Mercy, New York City, responded, and on July 16, 1862, sailed 
from that city to Beaufort, where they performed valuable services, and after- 
wards they engaged in similar services at New Berne, N.C. It isshown by a 
certificate that Mrs. Walker faithfully assisted these sisters at these two places, 

In a letter from Maj. John F. Anderson, late aid-de-camp on the staff of Gen 
eral J.G. Foster, of date August 27, 1890, this former officer says 

“I well remember the good work you did there (at New Berne), as a nurse, 
and [ hope you will be able to get a pension for yourservices during the war.”’ 

Mrs. Walker was engaged as nurse during nearly all the vears of the war, 
and her testimonials are all clear and attest her faithfulness while so engaged. 
She is now of such age as to need the assistance of the Government, and hav- 
ing brought herself clearly within the practice adopted by Congress in such 
cases, your committee are of the opinion that she should be placed on the pen- 
sion roll at the rate of $12 per month. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill (H. R. 8438) be amended 
by striking out “twenty " in the seventh line, andinserting the word “twelve,” 
and that, as amended, it be passed. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


H.R, 


D, 


Surgeon,” 


PATRICK DUNPHY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10277) 
to remove charge of desertion from the military record of Patrick 
Dunphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Patrick Dunphy, 
late a private in Company E, Fifth United States Cavalry, and to issue to him a 
certificate of honorable discharge from the military service of the United States, 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bil! 
| 10277) for the relief Patrick Dunphy, having considered the same 
| following report 

Patrick Dunphy enlisted in January, 1861, in Troop E, Fifth United States 
Cavalry, and deserted therefrom September 1, 1563. At the time of the alleged 
desertion he had been for some time an inmate of Carver Hospital, Washing- 
ton, D. C., suffering from bronchocele. Heclaimsthatwhen he was discharged 
from the hospital he supposed he was discharged from the service, and there- 
fore went home. 

Mr. Dorsry, Representative in Congress from Nebraska, files a statement in 
which he says that Dunphy is a reliable and trustworthy man whose affidavit 
would be given credence in any court of justice, and that he believes the state- 
ments made by Mr. Dunphy to be true. He has now applied for a pension for 
wounds received in the service, but is unable to procure the same on account 
of such record of desertion 


H. R, 


, Submit the 


——————— 


Your committee thinks that such charge should not be a bar to pension for 
wounds honorably received under the circumstances in which this man is said 
to have deserted, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendment: 


After the words ‘“‘ United States,” in the seventh line, insert ‘to date from 


September 1, 1863." 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill asamended wasordered to be engrossed and reada third time; 

and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


| 
| 
| HARLAN E. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
| R, 12321) granting a pension to Harlon E. King. 
| The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place the name of Harlon E. King on the peusion rolls 


KING. 
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at $72 per month, he being a soldier in Company ©, Thirty-sixth Illinois Regi- 
ment, and now drawing a pension by certificate 68566, at $45 per month. 
Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Harlan E. King.” 


The report (by Mr. Martin, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
12321) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King, have considered the same 
and submit the following report: 

The claimant is now pensioned at $45 per month under act of February 29, 
1889, for gunshot wound of left thigh and resulting varicose veins. From the 
report (No. 3605) in the second session of the Fiftieth Congress we quote the 
following as showing his physical condition at that time : 

“The claimant is now pensioned atthe rate of $30 per month for gunshot 
wound of left thigh and resulting varicose veins. He filed application for in- 
crease, alleging that he was entitled to increase on account of gunshot wound 
of left thigh, which has resulted in producing varicose veins of the left thigh 
and leg and of the lower part of the abdomen, and thatas a result of said wound 
his testicles have shrunken to about one-eighth their former and natural size, 
rendering him wholly impotent. That said varicose veins began to appear in 
1869, and his testicles have been shrinking since 1867. Both said results have 
been increasing until the present condition has been reached. 

“Irvin J. Beckwell, M. D.,a medical graduate, testifies that he began treating 
claimant at the city hospital, Indianapolis, about April, 1873. 

“After fully describing the case, he says: 

** During the time (about fifteen years) of my almost constant observation 
and treatment of his case, have known him to suffer excruciating pain in leg, 
and have often been called upon to give him anodynes internally or to apply 
morphine directly to the ulcer for the relief of pain. For weeks at a time said 
applicant has been unable to leave his room, requiring the services of an at- 
tendant. He is entirely untit to do manual labor. Think his disability is lia- 
ble to remain permanentin its present degree, or more likely to become worse. 
I would prefer having my leg amputated at the thigh to being in his condition. 
The matter of amputation has been repeatedly mentioned, and I have always 
given it as my opinion that he would not survive the operation. His entire 
system seems diseased, and it seems necessary for him to take remediesfor the 
improvement of his blood nearly constantly.’ 

“ William T. Fulton testifies that he has known applicant for seven years 
last past, and during that time has made his home and boarded at the same 
place with said claimant, and he knows from personal knowledge that said 
claimant has during all that time at frequent intervals been confined to his 
room and bed for periods ranging from four to ten weeks ata time, during 
which time his meals would have to be carried to him and he would require 
the aid and assistance of some one. 

** Enoch Rhorer testifies that he has been well acquainted with claimant about 
fourteen years, and during the last seven years claimant has resided with him 
all the time except one year, and during that time, every year thereof, at fre- 
quent intervals, claimant would be confined to his room for periods ranging 
from one week to ten weeks, during which time he had to see that bis meals 
were carried to him, and he required the aid and assistance of some one in his 
room all the time to dress and bathe his leg, give him medicine, and otherwise 
take care of him. 

‘Isaac H, Hall, Alonzo Doty, and Jacob H. Martin, all neighbors who have 
been acquainted with claimant many years, testify substantially to the forego- 
ing facts 

“The claimant appeared before the medical board of the Pension Office and 
was examined September 13, 1888. The examination revealed about the condi- 
tion above stated, but under existing laws no higher rating could be made than 
that under which the claimant is now pensioned.” 

The claimant alleges that during the last two years his disabilities have eon- 
stantly and rapidly increased, and that he now requires the constant attendance 
of a nurse, 

A personal examination of the claimant bya member of the committee led to 
the opinion that while amputation of the left leg would be preferable to its re- 
tention in the present diseased and helpless condition, such an operation would 
result in the death of the claimant. 

Upon consideration of the facts above stated, we are of the opinion that this 
isa meritorious measure, and recommend its passage, amended, however, in 
line 5, by striking out the word “seventy-two"’ and inserting the word “sixty,” 
and amended further by adding at the close of the bill the words “and this leg- 
islation shall not preclude the pensioner from receiving furtherincrease by ap- 
plication at the Pension Office, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
general pension laws of the United States.”"’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the recommen- 
dation of the committee. 
MARY R. KOEHL. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 11515) for the relief of Mary R. Koehl, an imbecile daughter of 
Frederica M. Koehl, mother of Edward W. Koehl, second assistant en- 
gineer United States Navy. Said mother was pensioned by certificate 
No. 1257, and died May 21, 1875, and under the general laws the pen- 
sion lapsed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Mary R. Koehl, of Baltimore, Md., who 
is the sister of Edward W. Koehl, deceased, who was second assistant engineer 


in the United States Navy, on the roll of invalid pensions, and py to her 
monthly the sum of $12, under the limitations and restrictions regulating pen- 
sions. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Mary R. Koehl, an im- 
becile daughter of Frederica M. Koehl, mother of Edward W. Koehl, second 
assistant engineer United States Navy.” 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11515) granting a pension to Mary R. Koehl, submit the following re 2 

The proposed beneficiary under this bill is the sister of Edward W. Koehl, 
late a second assistant engineer in the United States Navy, who was during his 
life the support of his mother, now deceased,and the present claimant was 

ranted a pension, and after his death his mother was granted a pension un- 
der the general law as dependent mother, which of course lapsed upon her 
death. 

The claimant has been from early life an imbecile, verging latterly towards 
violent insanity, and as is testified to by Dr. George R. Graham, for a long 
time the family physician, incurable, in addition to which she is almost totally 
blind. By reason of her infirmities she is incapable of eyoesting herself or 
contributing thereto, and there is no one legally responsible for her support. 
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The facts above set forth are testified to by Dr. Graham and two other witnesses, 
Thomas E. Chandler and Robert J. Jackson. 

Your committee believe the case to be meritorious, and reconimend thatthe 
bill do pass, amended, however, by striking out of the title all after the word 
“Navy,” in the third line thereof, and commencing with the words “ said 
mother,”’ etc. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HARVEY E. MACCOWN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13214) 
for the relief of Harvey E. Maccown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act there be paid, 
out of the naval pension fund, to Harvey E. Maccown, widow of Robert T. 
Maccown, late medical director United States Navy, the sum of $0 per month 
during her widowhood, that sum to be in lieu of her present pension. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
13214) granting a pension to Harvey E. Maccown, submit the following report 

The claimant is the widow of Robert T. Maccown, late medical director in the 
Navy of the United States, who died in the city of Baltimore on the 20th day of 
March, 1890, who was commissioned as assistant surgeon November 27, 1844, and 
was retired on the 19th day of April, 1879, after a period of active service of 
thirty-five years. He served through the Mexican war, afd alsothe war of the 
rebellion, as follows: 


Medical Director Robert T. Maccown services, etc. 


Commissioned as assistant surgeon November 27, 1844. 

U. 8. 8. Jamestown, west coast of Africa, November 1844-'46; U.S. S. Ohio, 
Gulf of Mexico and Pacific, 1846-50. 

Bombardment of Vera Cruz, Mexico; capture of Tuxpan, Mexico. 

U. 8. 8. Columbia, 1852-'S, Gulf of Mexico. 

Receiving ship North Carolina, New York, 1855. 

Resolute, belonging to H. B. M. Navy, sent to England, 1855. 

Susquehanna, Mediterranean and Gulf of Mexico, 1857-’58. 

Receiving ship North Carolina, New York, 1858. 

Commissioned as surgeon, September 2], 185s. 

Naval rendezvous, Baltimore, 185S-’61. 

U.S. S. Mississippi (blockade), 1861-63; actions of Fort Jackson and Fort St. 
Philip and Confederate fleet. 

Expedition against guerrillas near Bonnet Carré, Miasissippi River; action 
with the batteries at Port Hudson, La., with loss of ship. 

Naval station, Baltimore, 1963-'66. 

U. 8. 8. Susquehanna, Gulf of Mexico, 1866-'67. 

Member medical board, Annapolis, 1867. 

U. 8. 8S. Delaware, fleet surgeon, Asiatic station, 1867. 

Commissioned as a medical inspector March 3, 1871. 

Member of Board of Visitors, Annapolis, 1871. 

President of board of examiners, Annapolis, 1871. 

Special duty, Baltimore, 1871. 

Commissioned as medical director November 7, 1872. 

Member of board of inspection, 1873. 

Member of medical examining board, Washington, 1876. 

Member of board of inspection, 1879. 

Delegate to International Medical Congress at Geneva, Switzerland, 1877. 

While in active service in the Navy off the coast of China he contracted ma- 
larial fever, from the eftects of which he never recovered, and which isshown 
by testimony on file to have been the ultimate cause of his death. The record 
of his actual service, as well as the history of his promotions in the Navy, shows 
that he was an officer of distinguished skill, diligence, and bravery; that his 
service was long, faithful, and continuous. 

The claimant was married to Medical Director Robert T. Maccown on the 30th 
day of August, 1859. Neither party had been married, before and there are six 
children living, the result of this marriage. 

The said widow has no means of support for herself and five daughters and 
one minor son, other than the bounty of the Government and a house in the 
city of Baltimore, where she resides. 

She is now drawing a pension of $30 per month, and in view of the long and 
honorable service of her husband the committee recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALVASON HOPKINS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13073) granting a pension to Alvason Hopkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed and authorized a ae on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe on laws, the name of Alvason Hopkins, dependent 
father of Sherman Hopkins, late a private in Company L, Sixth Michigan Cav- 
alry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13073) granting a pension to Alvason Hopkins, submit the res report : 

The subject of this report is the dependent father of Sherman Hopkins, for- 
merly a member of Company L, Sixth Michigan Cavalry, and who died in the 
service September, 1864. The soldier left no widow, but did leave one smali 
child, who was cared for by this sabject, her grandfather, until 1878, when she 
died. 

Itappegrs from the evidence submitted to your committee that no pension 
wasever paid anyone and no claim made on account of this soldier’s service. 
The evidence also shows, and which evidence is made a of this report, 
that this claimant did educate and support the soldier’s only ebild; that he is 
now seventy-four years old, totally dependent upon his own efforts for a liveli- 
hood; that there is no one legally bound to his support. re your com- 
mittee, believing thisa meritorious and proper matter for special tion by 
Congress, recommend the passage of the bill, and also submit the following 
evidence as a part of this report: 

The Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 

In consideration of the fact that Alvason Hopkins, whose post-office address 
is Portland, [onia County, ae ae his only child (a son), Sherman — 
kins, in the late war of the rebellion while serving as a private in Company L, 








1891. 





Sixth ment Michigan Cavalry Volunteers; said son, Sherman Hopkins, 


having d ed at Baltimore, Md., of typhoid fever, contracted in the service while | 


in the line of his duty, in September, 1864; and 
In further consideration of the fact that the said soldier left no widow, but 
having left one minor child—a girl—who is now deceased, she having died in 
September in 1878; and 
In further consideration that the said Alvason Hopkins is now past seventy- 
four years old and in very poor health and needy circumstances, being unable 
to work, and having no adequate means of support, and there being no person 
legally bound to support him : Now, therefore, 
“We. the citizens of Ionia County, Michigan, and the immediate friends and 
neighbors of the said Alvason Hopkins, dependent father of the said Sherman 
Hopkins, deceased, would humbly petition your honorable body that an act of 
Congress may be passed during this present session whereby the said Alvason 
Hopkins may be relieved from want pat panei his name on the dependent 
nsion roll at the rate of $12 per month poten bie natural life, said pension to 
paid under such rales and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior; for which your humble petitjoners will ever pray. 
E, M. Aucr, W. H. Howard, attorney at law; Eli A. Coleman, Levi 
Shotwell, supervisor; L. A. Smith, P. N. Moore, A.H. Moore,Geo 
Dinsmore, J. B. Morehouse, William Toan, senator nineteenth 
district; W. H. Woodworth, A. Williams, A. A. Ellis, Geo. E 
Nichols, A, Milan Willett, judge of probate; C. L. Halladay, 
register of deeds; William D. Place, county clerk; L. H. Bailey, 
J. E. Just, banker, Ionia; John H. Tubbs, F. A. Sessions, cashier 
First National Bank, lonia; Oscar Webber, J. H. Kidd, post- 
master. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled 


We, the undersigned ex-soldiers of the late war, do respectfully petition your 
honorable body and ask that a pension be granted to Alvason Hopkins, of Port- 
land, Mich,, indigent father of our deceased comrade mentioned below, of such 
amount as your honorable body may deem just and reasonable after reading 
the following statement of facts : 

Sherman Hopkins, who was the only child of Alvason Hopkins, above men- 
tioned, was a private soldier in Company L, Sixth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, 
and died in United States hospital in Baltimore, Md., in September, 1864, of 
disease contracted while in the service and in the line of duty. The said Sher- 
man Hopkins left no widow and but one child, now docchaeh a daughter seven 
years old, named Florence. 

After the death of the said Sherman Hopkins, the said Alvason Hopkins took 
the said Florence to his own home, brought her up, and gave her a good edu- 
cation. The said Florence died in September, 1878, when about twenty-one 
years old, and the said Alvason Hopkins is left in his old age—he is in the 
seventy-fifth year of his age—without wife or child or any lineal descendant 
whatever. He is without adequate means of support, and there is no one le- 
gally bound for his support. 

Hoping that your honorable body may deem the above-mentioned Alvason 
Hopkins justly entitled to a pension and so grant our prayer, your petitioners 
will ever pray. 

G. I. Horton, sergeant Company A, Sixth Michigan Cavalry; F.N. 
Friend, Company E, Sixth Michigan Cavalry; Edwin L, Old, 
Company E, Sixth Michigan Cavalry; Wesley A. Clark, Com- 
pany K, Sixth Michigan Cavalry ; D. G. Caywood, Company 3, 
Sixth Michigan Cavalry; Amasa R. Darriell, Company L, Sixth 
Michigan Cavalry; Elias Hogh, Company E, Sixth Michigan 
Cavalry ; Guss Norton, Company B, Sixth Michigan Cavalry ; 
Charles Glosser, Company GU, Sixth Cavalry; L. C. Kanover, 
Company D, Sixth Cavalry; Sylvanus Creery, Company ©, Sixth 
Cavalry ; A. D. Jackson, Company G, Sixth Cavalry; John Den- 
niston, Company G, Sixth Cavalry; 8S. B. Swain, Company B, 
Sixth Cavalry ; Witliam Gore, Company L, Sixth Cavalry; A. E. 
Perry, Company B, Sixth Michigan Cavalry; J. P. Turner, Com- 
an . Sixth Michigan Cavalry; John G. Snook, Company D, 
ixth Michigan Cavalry; Charles Hayes, Company H, Sixth 
Michigan Cavalry; Sheldon Wright, Company F, Sixth Michi- 
gan Cavalry; Charles A. Parker, Company B, Sixth Michigan 
Cavalry; R. J. Austin, Company I, Sixth Michigan Cavalry; 
Jackson Deo, Thirty-firss Georgia; Perry Oaks, Company ©, 
Sixth Michigan Cavalry; E. E. Harmon, Company K, Sixth 
Michigan Cavalry ; Russell K. Stanton, Company K, Sixth Mich- 
igan Cavalry ; Burnett Ripley, Company H, Sixth Michigan Cav- 
alry; Don T. McCall, Company B, Sixth Cavalry ; Charles Petty, 
Company C, Sixth Cavalry; L. J. Barnard, Company C, Sixth 
Cavalry; Jacob O. Probosco, Company C, Sixth Cavalry; G. W. 
Mattoon, Company EK, Sixth Michigan Cavalry. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Ionia, ss: 


Alvason Hopkins, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he was the father 
of Sherman Hopkins, who was appre in Com ony L, Sixth Regiment Michi- 

n Cavalry Volunteers, who died in the hospital in 3altimore, Md., in Septem- 

r, 1864, being the same Sherman Hopkins whose name appears in the here- 
unto-annexed petition; that Sherman Hopkins left no widow, his wife having 
died prior to his enlistment, but did leave an only child, an infant daugh- 
ter; that the said Sherman Hopkins was born in lawful wedlock, and was his 
(affiant’s) only child; that he (affiant) brought up and educated the said Sher- 
man Hopkins’s child until she was about twenty-one years of age, when she 
died; that the mother of the said Sherman Hopkins died when he was an in- 
fant; that he, said affiant, is now just seventy-four years old, and is in poor 
health, and that he has no adequate means of support, and there being no per- 
son legally pemnd Seenegest him ; that he makes this affidavit for the purpose of 
and prays that an act of Congress be passed granting him a reasonable pension 
on account of the loss of this his only son, the said Sherman Hopkins, whiie in 


in the service. 
ALVASON HOPKINS. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23d day of September, A. D. 1890. 
(SEAL. ] W. H. HOWARD, Notary Public. 


Srate or MicwiGan, County of Ionia, ss: 


Warren Hopkins, being duly sworn, says that he is sixty-one years old, and 
that he is a brother of Alvason Hopkins, the above-named affiant, and that he 
has known said Alvason peogean all of his lifetime, and he also was well ac- 
quaiated with Charlotte Hi ins, the reputed wife of said Alvason Hopkins and 
mother of a boy child called Sherman, said boy being born during the time that 
the said Alvason Hopkins and Charlotte lived and cohabited together as husband 
and wife; and thea: t verily believes that the said Alvason Hopkinsand Char- 
lotte were lawfully married toeach other That he knew the said child, Sherman 

from the date of his birth tothe date of his death in the service, in 

and knows that he left no widow, and only left an infant girl, which the 

said Alvason kins and educated until she was about twenty-one 
years of age, at which time she died, being in September, 1878; that Alvason 
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Hopkins is an old man, and, as affiant believes, has no adequate means of sup- 
port, and that he has carefully read Alvason Hopkins’s afidavit, and he verily 
believes the matters therein set forth are true in substance and fact 
WARREN HOPKINS, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25d day of September, 1890 
EAL. } W. H. HOWARD, Nota: 





y Public. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County I ; 

William Toan,a resident of the township of Portland, Ionia County, Michigan, 
being duly sworn, says that he is the State senator elect for the nineteenth sen 
atorial district of Michigan, and a fellow townsman of Alvason Hopkins, and 
has known him upwards of forty-six year that he also knew Sherman Hop- 
kins in his lifetime for about twenty vy: and knew him to be the reputed 
son of Alvason Hopkins, and that he has read or heard read the affidavit of 
Alvason Hopkins, hereunto annexed,and that he has every reason to believe 
and does verily believe that all the matters set forth in said affidavit is just and 
true; said belief is based upon his long and intimate acquaintance with the said 
Alvason Hopkins and his family and personal business relations with him 

WILLIAM TOAN, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of January, A. D. 1891 

(SEAL, W. H. HOWARD, Notary Pul 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


ars 


SARAH KNIGHT. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was 
(H. R. 12702) granting a pension to Sarah Knight 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Sarah Knight,dependent 
mother of Horace Knight, deceased, late captain of Company H, ntieth 
Regiment Michigan Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
12702) granting a pension to Sarah Knight, submit the following report 

rhe claimant is the mother of Horace Knight, late captain Company H, Twen- 
tieth Regiment Michigan Infantry, whose military record is herewith attached 
and madea part of this report. 

Captain Knight died soon after his discharge from the 
widow, but no children. The widow also died soon after 
ever asked or paid anyone on his account. 

The evidence at the command of your committee shows that this mother is 
now eighty-four years of age, with no one legally bound to her support, and 
with very limited means of support, and, by reason of this, ec ith the 
record of gallant services of the soldier, her son, your committee recommend 
the passage o: the bill. 


the bill 
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service, leaving a 
ind mo pension was 
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War DEPARTMENT 

HW hington City, Fe 

Sir: In reply to your communication of the 5th instant, received in this De- 
partment yesterday, in which you inclose a copy of H.R. bill 12702, Fifty-first 
Congress, second session, granting a pension to the dependent mother of Hor 
ace Knight, late captain Twentieth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and request 
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an statement of that officer's military reeord, I am directed by the Secretary of 
War to inform you that the records show as follows 
Horace V. Knight was enrolled July 23, 1862, and mustered in August 19, 


1862, as first sergeant Company H, Twentieth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 
to serve three years; was promoted to sergeant majorsame regiment January 
15, 1863; was mustered in as second lieutenant ympany to date May 
1863, and as captain Company G, same regiment, to date May 7, 1865 

Rolls from muster-in to April 30, 1863, report him present; roll dated June 30, 
1863, reports him absent, taken prisoner at ac ‘The Narrows Ken- 
tucky, May 9, 1863; roll dated August 31, 1863, same report; rolls from October 
81, 1863, to February 29, 1864, inclusive, report him absent, prisonerin the hands 
of the enemy since May 9, 1863 

His name is dropped from all subsequent rolls to February 28, 1865 
Roll dated April 30, 1865, reports him absent, sick, at Annapolis, Md 

Che prisoner of war records show him captured at Horseshoe Bend, Kentucky, 
May ¥, 1863; brought from Knoxville, Tenn., and confined at Richmond, Va., 
May 13, 1863; sent to Danville, Va., or Macon, Ga., May 7, 1864; paroled at North 


saine « 


ot 





inclusive. 


East Ferry, N. C., March 1, 1855; reported at Camp Parole, Annapolis, Md., 
from hospital, date not given; and sent to regiment May 3, 1865 

rhe medical records show him admitted to division No. 1, general hospital, 
at Annapolis, Md., March 28, 1865, with *‘ febris remittens bil.,"’ and transferred 
May 3, 1865. 

He was mustered out of service as captain with Company G, said 1 Lent, 


May 30, 1865. 
Very respectfully, 
F. C. AINSWO 
it Surgeon Ur 


tTH 
Captain and Assista ted States Army 
Hon, C. E. BELKNAP, 

House of Representatives 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


IARRIET N. READ. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( H. R. 
13528) granting a pension to Harriet N. Read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
+ 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rell the name of Harriet N. Read, 
a resident of Dimondale, Mich., at the rate of $12 per month, on account of disa- 
bility resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hospital nurse during 
the war of the rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13528) granting a pension to Harriet N. Read, submit the following report 

Harriet N. Read served as a nurse from June, 1862, until September, 1863, at 
Lovell General Hospital, at Portsmouth, R. I., whereshe rendered good service. 
During her sixteen months’ service she worked very hard in aid of the sick, 
when her failing health compelled her to resign. The soldiers under her care 
testify their appreciation of her kindness while at the hospital. 

Mrs, Read is now sixty-eight years of age, in feeble health, without means, 
and is dependent on the generosity of friends for her maintenance, 

In view of these facts, the passage of the bill is recommended. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
SARAH R, KIMBALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13381) 
granting a pension to Sarah R. Kimball, an army nurse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Sarah R. Kimball, an army nurse, 
upon the pension roll, and pay her a pension atthe rate of $12 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13381) granting a pension to Sarah R. Kimball, submit the following report: 

The subject of this report was —— an army nurse by authority of Miss 
D. L. Dix, June, 1864, and served in the hospitals at Washington, D. C., and 
Fortress Monroe, Va., in allabout 6 months, She was relieved from such duty 
on account of sickness, a result of her arduous and trying duties. The testi- 
monials furnished by her show fully that she was a capable and faithful nurse, 
and did her duties well. She is now well advanced e years and has no one 
legally bound to her support,and properly comes within the precedents estab- 
lished by Congress, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN L. PELOUZE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4728) 
increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow of Lewis H. Pelouze. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of $50a month, 
in lieu of the pension which she now receives, the name of Ellen L, Pelouze, 
widow of Lewis H. Pelouze, a brigadier general in the United States Army. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What rate of pension does that bill provide? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifty dollars a month, 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I move to strike out $50 and insert $30. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa moves to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.’’ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I now ask the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4728) 
granting a pension to Ellen L. Pelouze, recommend the adoption of the Senate 
report (which is appended hereto), and that the bill pass. 


[Senate Report No. 1958, Fifty-first Congress, second session. ]} 


Louis H. Pelouze entered the Army from the United States Military Academy 
in 1853, and after service in Texas, in the hostilities against the Seminole In- 
dians, in Kansas,and Utah, he was engaged in the Port Royal expedition in 
1862, assisted in the capture of Fort Pulaski, and at the battle of Cedar Moun- 
tain was severely wounded. He died in 1878. 

Since his death his widow has received a pension of $25 a month, which is her 
entire means of support; and, as her age and infirmities increase, and those on 
whom she has depended are no longer able to help her, she deserves an addi- 
tional amount. 

Your committee, therefore, report in favor of the passage of the bill. 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 29, 1890. 

Sir: Referring to the proposed increase of pension to the widow of General 
Louis H. Pelouze, I beg leave to offer you my testimony to the great merits of 
that distinguished officer, anc to inclose you acopy of his military record, taken 
from the files of the War Department. 

General Pelouze was in the same class at West Point with Sheridan, McPher- 
son, and myself, and I was intimately associated with him up to the time of 
his death. Iam therefore able to speak from personal knowledge, and I know 
of no one of my associates more deserving, although some others had greater 
opportunities for distinction. 

\s you willsee, in his long career of meritoriousservice Pelouze was severely 
wounded at the battle of Cedar Mountain, August 9, 1862, and it was largely on 
that account that his subsequent career wasin the War Department rather than 
in the field 

There are thousands of people who can recall his exceedingly urbane and 
courteous treatment upon their official visits to the War Department during the 
trying times when Stanton was Secretary of War, and when competent assist- 
ants in the War Department were hardly less useful in the public service than 
with the armies in the fleld. 

[ beg leave to commend in the strongest terms the proposed measure for in- 
crease of pension to the worthy widow of General Pelouze. 

Very respectfully, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 


Major General Commanding. 
llon, James McMILLAN, 


United States Senale, 


Statement of the mililary service of Louis H, Pelouse, of the United States Army, com- 
piled from the records of the Adjutant General's Office. 


Wark DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Washington, December 27, 1890. 

He entered the United States Military Academy July 1, 1849,and was grad- 
uated and appointed brevet second lieutenant Fourth Artillery July 1, 1858; 
second lieutenant November 11,1853; first lieutenant May 1,1856; captain Fif- 
teenth Infantry, May 14,1851; major and assistant adjutant general March 24, 
istd; major andadditional aid-de-camp July 3, 1862; vacated appointment March 
24, 1864; lieutenant colonel and assistant adjutant general, United States Vol- 
unteers (act of July 17, 1862), from August 20, 1862, to August 4, 1863. 

Brevetted lieutenant colonel, Uni States Army, September 24, 1864, “‘ for gal- 
lant and meritorious services at the battle of Cedar Mountain, Virginia; " col- 
onel, United States Army, March 13, 1865, “ for diligent, faithful, and meritorious 
services in the Adjutant General's Department,” and brigadier general, United 
States Army, March 1!, 1865, “for most valaable and meritorious services both 
in the fleld and in the Adjutant General's Department during the rebellion,”’ 


SERVICE. 


On graduating leave to September 30, 1858; on duty with regiment at Fort 
Niagara, N. Y., to April, 1854; at Fort Brown, Tex., to November 19, 1856; in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, © 


the field, Florida (hostilities against the Seminole Indians), to April 26,1857; on 
leave of absence to October 13, 1857; with regiment at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 
(regimental adjutant from December l4, 1857, to May 14, 1861), to May 20, 1858; 
on the march en route for Utah (acting assistant adjatant general of the secon 
column of Utah forces) to July 9, 1858; at Fort Laramie, Nebr. (acting assistant 
adjutant general of the District and Department of the Platte), to June 13, 1859; 
on the march en route to Fort Randall, Nebr., to July 5, 1859; at Fort Randall, 
Nebr., to April 24, 1861; en route to and near Cincinnati, Ohio, to June, 1861; 
acting assistant utant Goon on the staff of Major General Dix to Septem- 
ber, 1861, and of the Port Royal expeditionary corps to March, 1862; acting as- 
sistant inspector oa of the Department of the South in April, 1862 (engaged 
in the capture of Fort Pulaski, Ga., April 11, 1862); acting assistant adjutant 

eneral of General Shields’s division, partment of the Rappahannock, to 

une, 1862, and of the Second Corps, Army of Virginia (engaged in the skirmish 
near Port Republic, June 9,1862, and battle of Cedar Mountain, Va., August 9, 1862, 
where he was severely wounded), to August, 1862; absent on accountof wounds 
to October, 1862; on special duty at Washington, D. C., to January, 1863; assist- 
ant adjutant general, Department of Virginia, from February 20, 1863,to July, 
1863, and of the Department of Virginia and North Carolina to August 4, 1863; on 
special! duty in the Adjutant General's Office to October, 1864,and in the War De- 
partment to June, 1869; assistant adjutant general at headquarters Department 
of the Lakes, Detroit, Mich., from June 5, 1869,to December 1, 1873; on duty in 
the Adjutant General's Office from December 3, 1873, to date of death. (Wasthe 
son of Louis Pelouze, of Philadelphia, Pa.) 

Died at Washington, D. C., June 2, 1878, of typhomalaria) fever, complicated 
with dysentery. 

His disease was contracted in line of duty. 

R. WILLIAMS, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


CARRIE F. OGDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13108) 
granting a pension to Carrie F. Ogden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie F. Ogden, dependent sister 
of Richard P. Ogden, late a sergeant in Company F, Fifth Regiment New Jersey 
Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13108) granting a pension to Carrie F. Ogden and Susan Ogden, submit the 
eevee report: 

The subjects of this report are the dependent sisters of Richard P, Ogden, who 
served as a sergeant in Company F, Fifth New Jersey Infantry, and whose 
service is a matter of record in the War Department, a copy of which is hereby 
appended and made apart of thisreport. Itshows he was a most excellent and 
brave man and true patriot, many times wounded. He died.September 27, 
1878, never having married, and never having made a claim for a pension, al- 
heagh itis very clear that his death was hastened by the wounds received in 
battle. 

It isclearly shown that the soldier supported his two sisters, both before his 
enlistment and during the same, and up to the time of his death. These two 
sisters were cripples, from some cause, from their early youth, and the soldier 
did not marry on that account, as he felt it his duty to devote all his energies 
to their support, which, owing to the disabilities received in battle was not 
Jarge. Since his death the two sisters have been supported by public charity, 
being inmates of a public institution at the present time, and it is proposed by 
this bill to grant a pension to oneof them, which your committee believe to be 
an act of justice long delayed. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, and submit the 
following evidence, and ask that the same may be made a part of this report, 
and recommend that the sum of $12 per month be nted these sisters, and that 
in case of the death of either of these sisters the full sum shall be paid the sur- 
vivor. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washinglon City, February 5, 1891. 


Str: In compliance with the request of the Hon, CO. A. BERGEN for the military 
record of Richard P. Ogden, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment New Jersey 
Infantry Volunteers, for use in connection with H. R. 13108, this session, for 
the relief of his sister, Carrie F. Ogden, I have the honor to inclose herewith 
a report from the officer in charge of the record and pension division of this 
Department, which embraces the information called for. 

Very respectfully, 
L, A. GRANT, 


Assistant Secretary of War. 
Hon. E. N. MoRRILL, 
Chairman Commiltice on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives. 


Case of Richard P. Ogden, late of the Fifth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers. 


The records show that Richard P. Ogden was enrolled August 22, 1861, at 
Trenton, N. J., to serve three years, and was mustered into service as a private 
in Company F, Fifth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, August 22, 1861. 

The muster rolls of the company from enrollment to April 30, 1362, report him 
present. Roll for May and June, 1862, reports him present, with remark, 
‘wounded in the engagement of June 1, 1362.” He was appointed corporal 
August, 1, 1862, and sergeant November 1, 1862. Roll for July and August, 1862, 
reports him present, and he is so reported on subsequent rolls to June 30, 1863. 
Roll for Jaly and August, 1863, reperts him ‘absent, wounded, since July 2, 
1863." Rolls from September and October, 1863,to March and April, 1864, in- 
clusive, report him present. Roll for May and June, 1864, reports him ‘‘absent, 
wounded, since May 5, 1864." Roll for July and August, 1864, is not on file. 
He was mustered out rrith the company at Trenton, N. J., September 7, 1864, 
as a sergeant, with remark, ‘“‘ wounded in action, Fair Oaks, Va., June 1, 1562; 
wounded inaction at a. Pa., July 2, 1863, returned to duty; wounded 
May 5, 1864, in action at Wilderness, nia.” 

The medical records report him as follows: Wounded, slight, June 1, 1862; ad- 
mitted togeneral hospital, Newark, N. J., August 27, 1662, with diarr returned 
to duty September 4, 1862; admitted to h tal at Gettysburgh, Pa., July 3, 1863 
(after the battle, July ~ 1863), with gunshot wound of lider, and transferred 
July 8, 1863; admitted to General eS Pa. July 
10, 1863, with gunshot wound, and returned to duty October 28, ; in ad- 
mitted November 6, 1863, with “old wound,’ and returned to duty December 4, 
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1863 ; again admitted February 17, 1864, with brofithitis, and returned to duty Feb- 
ruary 19, 1864; wounded in leg severely, May 5, 1864, also wounded in left thigh 
severely, May 5, 1864; admitted to Douglas General Hospital, Washington, D. 
C., Mey 11, 1864, with gunshot flesh wound left knee, wounded at the battle of 
the Wilderness May 5, 1864, transferred June 20, 1864; admitted to general hos- 
pital,Chester, Pa., June 20, 1864,with gunshot flesh wound right temporal region, 
wounded at Petersburgh June 16, 1864 (evidently an erroneous entry on the 
record), transferred July 20,1864; admitted to Ward General Hospital, Newark, 
N.J., July 21, 1864, with gunshot wound, left knee wounded at the Wilderness, 
may. 5, 1864,and transferred to Trenton August 23,1864, to be mustered out of 
service. 

No further record has been found, 

Respectfully submitted. 

F, C, AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
RECORD AND PENSION Division, February 5, 1891, 


The SECRETARY OF WAR, 


STATE OF NEw Jerstry, County of Cumberland, ss: 
In the matter of Susan, sister Richard P. Ogden, F, 5 N.J., for pension. 


Personally came before me, a , in and for aforesaid county and State, 
Eleazar S. Bateman and Ethan Duffield, who, being duly sworn, declares, each, 
in relation to aforesaid case as follows: That he well knows said Susan Ogden; 
that she is the child of John F. Ogden and Lydia Ogden; that her parents were 
married on or about the —— day of , 1836, and said Susan was born on or 
about the 5th day of December, 1840, at near Cedarville, N.J., in State of New 
Je ; that deponent knew said parents from on or about the year 1830, dur- 
ing all of which time until decease they lived together as husband and wife, 
and were universally recognized as such, and that they recognized said Susan 
as theirchild from her birt until their decease; that said soldier was born of 
ope peaats on or about the 15th day of September, 1838, and that they recog- 
nized him as their child until his decease; and that said parents are both de- 
eeased; and that said soldier never married, and was the chief support of said 
sister prior to his enlistment, during his enlistment, and subsequent thereto to 
his decease, which occurred September 27, 1878, at Cape May ©. H., N.J.; and 
his means of knowledge as to same are as follows: He is an old acquaintance 
and friend. 

He further declares, each, that he has no interest in said case, is not concerned 
in its prosecution, and is not related to the applicant. 

ELEAZAR 8, BATEMAN, age 77 years, 
Cedarville, N, J. 








JAMES POWELL, age 68 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 
ETHAN DUFFIELD, age 79 years. 
Cedarville, N. J. 
JAMES POWELL, age 65 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 

Sworn to and subscribed before methis day; and I further certify I read said 
affidavit to said affiants before they executed the same, each; I am in nowise 
interested in said case; and said affiants are known to me to be credible per- 
sons each; both affiants Were well acquainted in most every event that oc- 
eurred from 1830. 

Witness my hand and official seal this 23d day of December, A. D. 1890, 

[SEAL. ] DAVID CLAYPOOLE, 

Notary Public, Cedarville, N. J. 


Sratr or New Jersey, County of Cumberland, ss: 
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In the matter of Carric F., dependent sister of Richard P. Ogden, F, Fifth | 


New Jersey, for pension. 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for aforesaid county and 
State, Henry W. Bateman and John M. Crossley, who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares each in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

That they well knew said soldier and his said sister, Carrie F.; thatsaid sol- 


dier never married, and left no widow or child surviving him; that prior to en- 


listment and during his enlistment, and subsequent thereto until his decease, 
he was the chief support of said sister, and during said period she had no prop- 
erty or other adequate means of support; and that after his decease, for want 
of his said support, she was compelled to go to the Cumberland County (New 
Jersey) almshouse, and is still maintained there because of her spinal disease 
from her childhood; and that said disease is of a permanent character and not 
the result of her own vicious habits; thatshe has suffered from said malady for 
thirty-three years, and is now a worn-out, debilitated woman, at times ina very 


helpless condition; that said Carrie F. Ogden is respected by her friends, and | 


that the people of this her native town are desirous that she may obtain pen- 
sion as dependent sister of the said noble soldier Richard P. Ogden, and are 
united in the opinion that she is justly entitled to the same; and their means 
of knowledge as to the same are as follows: He is an old friend and acquaint- 
ance and familiar with their affairs. 

He further declares, each, that he has no interest in said case, is not concerned 
in its prosecution, and is not related to the applicant. 
HENRY W. BATEMAN, age 44 years, 

Cedarville, N. J. 
H. F. Conner, age 40 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 


JOHN M. CROSSLEY, age 51 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 
rep C. MAYHEW, age 17 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day; and I further certify I read said 
affidavit to said affiants before they executed the same, each; Iam in nowise 
interested in said case; and said affiants are known to me to be credible per- 
sons each. “ : ; 

Witness my hand and official seal this 20th day of December, A. D. 1890. 

(SEAL. ] DAVID CLAYPOLE, Notary Public, 

Cedarville, N. J. 


Sratre or New Jersey, County of Cumberland, ss: 
In the matter of Susan, dependent sister of Richard P. Ogden, F,5 N. J., for 
pension. 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for aforesaid county and 
State, Benjamin R. Ewan and Nathaniel Howell, who, being duly sworn, de- 
elares each in relation to aforesaid case as foliows: 

That we well knew said soldier and his said sister Susan; that said soldier 
never married, and left no widow or child surviving him; that prior to enlist- 
mentand during his enlistment and subsequent thereto until his decease, he 
was the chief support of said sister, and during said period she had no property 
or other adequate means of support, and that after his decease, for want of bis 
said support, she was compelled to go to the Cumberland County, New Jersey, 
almshouse, and is still maintained there because of her spinal disease, epileptic 
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seizures, from her childhood, and that said disease is of a permanent character 
and not the result of her own vicious habits. 

That she hassuffered deeply from said disease the greater part of her life, and 
for months together is in a helpless, bedridden condition, suffering in such form 
that life is a burden to her; that said Susan F. Ogden is a worthy woman, hav- 
ing the hearty sympathy of her acquaintance, and that the people of her native 
town are a unit in the desire that she shall obtain pension, and express opinion 
that she is justly entitled to the same as de ondent sister of the late soldier, 
Richard P. Ogden, who was respected and beloved by his comrades; and their 
means of knowledge as to same areas follows: They are old friends and ac- 
quaintance of said family and familiar with their affairs. 

He further declares, each, that he has no interestin said case, is not concerned 
in its prosecution, and is not related to the applicant. 


Bb. R. EWAN, age 53 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 
B. E. STATHAM, age 27 years, 
Cedarville, N. J 
NATHANIEL HOWELL, age 75 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 


J. S. SHEPPARD, age 40 years, 
Cedarville, N. J. 

Sworn toand subscribed before me this day; and I further certify I read said 

affidavit to said affiants before they executed the same, each; Lam in nowise 


interested in said case ; and said affiants are known to me to be credible per- 
sons each, 


Witness my hand and official seal this 20th day of December, A. D. 1890, 
[SEAL } DAVID CLAYPOOLE, 


Notary Public, Cedarville, N. J, 


The committee recommend to amend by striking out ‘‘ dependent 
sister’’ and inserting ‘‘and Susan Ogden, dependent sisters,’’ and add 
at the end of the bill ‘‘and in case of death of either of said sisters 
the full sum shall be paid the survivor.’’ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to know whether this is to give $12 a 
month to each of the sisters? 

Mr. YODER. It only gives $12 a month for both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa with- 
draw his objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
inquiry. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Carrie F. Ogden and Susan Ogden.’’ 


I did not make objection. I just made an 


CATHARINE COOK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Catharine Cook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Cook, and pay her a pen- 
sion as any army nurse of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13450) granting a pension to Catharine Cook, submit the following report 

The evidence clearly shows that Catharine Cook, the beneficiary, served as 
a nurse from June 1, 1862, until March, 1863, and that for such services she has 
never received any compensation whatever. 

In addition to the services rendered as above she afterwards served in the 
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| field as a volunteer nurse, under the Sanitary Commission, caring for sick and 





wounded soldiers in the field and on board hospital boats, suffering from ex- 
posure to rain and storm. She is now sixty-six years of age, in feeble health, 
and without any means of support. 

Your committee, believing this to be a very m 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ritorious case, would recom- 


LUCINDA CALL. 
The next business on the 


Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2302) 
granting a pension to Lucinda Call, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda Call, dependent mother 
of Sidney Monroe Call, late a private in Company E, Seventh New York Heavy 
Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


granting a pension to Lucinda Call, submit the following report: 
The facts, as appears in the case, show clearly that the claimant is 
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justly en- 
titled, under the rules of the committee, to the relief§provided for, and they 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
The Senate report is hereto attached and made a part hereof. 
SENATE REPORT. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2392) g: inting 


a pension to Lucinda Hall, have examined the same and report 

This bill is reported with an amendmentchanging the name Lucinda Hall fn 
the title of the bill to Lucinda Call, and also where it occurs in the sixth line; 
and changing the name Sydney Monroe Hall, in the sixth line, to Sydney Mon- 
roe Call. 

lhe soldier was the stepson of Lucinda Cal!; she married his father when he 
was a mere child. She cared for him as though he had been her own, and he 
recognized her devotion to him and his obligation to her. The soldier was the 
main support of his father and stepmother prior to his enlistment. They were 
both old and feeble, and the father was a helpless cripple, and after the death 
of his son, which was caused by a wound received in battle at Cold Harbor,in 
1864, he was pensioned at the rate of $12 a month. 

The father died in 1888, since which time his widow has been in a helpless 
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state of poverty. She is now eighty years of age, and the committee do not her- 
itate to report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA A. STARKWEATHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 4639) 
granting a pension to Louisa A. Starkweather. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $100 per month, 
the name of Louisa A. Starkweather, widow of John C. Starkweather, late 
colonel of First Wisconsin Infantry, and brigadier general of volunteers, war 
of the rebellion 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4639) 
granting a pension to Louisa A. Starkweather, submit the following report: 

From a careful examination of the evidence produced before them and filed 
with thé papers herein, and from the report of the Senate committee in this case, 
which is hereto attached and made apart hereof, it appears that the husband of 
the claimant had a very brilliant record in the Army, and that the claimant is 
in needy circumstances and is a very deserving woman 

Your committee would recommend the passage of the bill with an amend- 
ment striking out the words “ one hundred,” in the fourth line, and inserting 
in place thereof the word ** fifty.” 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensicns, to whom was referred the bill (S, 4639) granting 
a pension to Louisa A, Starkweather, have examined the same and report: 

The beneficiary in this bill is the widow of the late John C, Starkweather, 
who was colonel of the First Wisconsin Regiment of Infantry and brigadier 
general of volunteers. 

The military record of General Starkweather contains a history of his unin- 
terrupted and continuous service from the beginning to the ending of the late 
war. Prior to the rebellion he had organized and drilled to a degree of perfec- 
tion in all military maneuvers the Milwaukee Light Guard, and he at the same 
time held the commission of colonel of the First Regiment of Wisconsin State 
Militia, and this regiment was the first mustered into the service of the United 
States on the President's call for three-month volunteers; was placed immedi- 
ately on active duty, participating successfully in the battle of “ Falling Water,” 
and was presented by the loyal citizensof Martinsburgh witha flag and thanked 
for its efficiency and bravery. 

At the end of the three-month service the regiment was reorganized. Gen- 
eral Stark weather was recommissioned colonel, and on the 8th of October, 1861, 
it was again mustered into the service. On the 17th of July, 1863, he was ap- 
pointed brigadier general of volunteers,and this preference was conceded on 
account of his uninterrupted service, his dauntiess courage,and his skill and 
success in every trying and responsible position in which he was placed. 

Although he had been disabled by a severe wound, he continued on active 
duty until the fall of 1863, when he was assigned to court-martial duty on ac- 
count of hemorrhage of the lungs brought on by overexertion. The illness re- 
sulted in the permanent impairment of his health, as is shown bythe certificate 
of the physician who attended him in his last illness, who says that he died of 
pulmonary disease, and that a post-mortem examination showed that it was of 
many years’ standing and undoubtedly a result of his military service. 

In a letter to General Sherman, General Phil. Sheridan thus speaks of Gen- 
eral Stark weather: : 

*‘Itgives me pleasure, through this note, to introduce General Starkweather, 
of Wiseonsin. It was my good fortune to be associated with him for a long 
time in the Army of the Cumberland, where his record is fully established as a 
brave, skillful, and accomplished soldier.” 

This opinion of General Sheridan was attested by expressions of approba- 
tion from General Starkweather's associates on the field and elsewhere from 
the beginning to the end of the war. 

General Stark weather was engaged in a prosperous business in Milwaukee, 
which he left to join in the effort to preserve the Union. It was with impaired 
health that he resumed the practice of his profession, and like most men who 
returned from the war with broken health, he was not able to provide for the 
support of his wife when death parted him from her. She isnow advanced in 
years, is in delicate health, and in need of such comforts as this bill is designed 
to provide for her. There are numerous precedents to justify the passage of 
the bill, and with such a record as that of Genera) Stark weather, the committee 
think It would be wrong to discriminate against the widow of an offiser who 
rendered such distinguished service, 

rhe bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amendment of- 
fered by the committee will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the amend- 
mentof the committee by striking out ‘‘fifty’’ and inserting ‘‘thirty.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that will not be done. In more than a 
hundred cases we have given a pension of $50 a month to the widows 
of brigadier generals. General Starkweather was a distinguished sol- 
dier from Wisconsin, and he did as much probably as any soldier from 
that State, by raising the first regiment; and as this is a Senate bill, I 
hope it will not be amended. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not think there wasany trouble in getting 
brigadier generals in the late war, and the object of this pension legis- 
lation is to encourage patriotism and prepare for the future. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. There was some trouble in getting some briga- 
dier generals, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido notthink so. I think that men in this 
country are substantially equal that have similar opportunities. I do 
not sympathize with the view that simply because a man was a briga- 
dier general he was so much better thananyotherman. He had better 
opportunities. The men who were most valuable in the service were 
those who came from theordinary walks of life—the ‘‘ tanner ofGalena’’ 
and other men who were noted are samples. I think the troublein the 
future will be to get private soldiers if this kind of pension legislation 
is encouraged and permitted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I just want to call attention toa 
fact. There is not a member in this House who would detract in the 
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least, if he could, fromthe services rendered by any soldier during the 
late war. If the soldier was by chance an officer and rendered distin- 
guished services, I can see how it would be entirely proper for the Gov- 
ernment to pension him, and if the existing general law did not give 
him a sufficient sum, to give him a special rate; but I want to know, 
if the widow of one man is entitled to a hundred dollars a month, how 
much the mother of six or seven boys who died that this Government 
might live ought to have upon the same reasoning. I want to call the 
attention of the House to another thing. There is to-day, coming from 
the East especially, a great objection to pensions, and before five years 
shall have passed away there will be an increased sentiment against 
pensions; and we are running greatrisks when we go beyond the amount 
authorized by the general statutes. 

I want to call attention to still another matter. When the first great 
pension was passed for a widow, to increase it beyond the rat®ngs au- 
thorized by law to a large amount, my friend and colleague Colonel 
Matson, then a member from the Fifth district of Indiana and chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, called attention to the fact 
that if we passed that measure it would be quoted as a precedent for 
the enactment of other measures. It was then said by those who fa- 
vored the enactment of that special bill that it would not be quoted 
as a precedent; and yet it has been, until, as stated by the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, there are more than 
one hundred of these pensions giving $50 a month to the widows of 
officers, while the records of the Pension Office show that to-day there 
are pending more than fifty thousand claims of the widows of enlisted 
men. I say to this House, as I have said before, we ought to he just 
before we pretend to be generous; and we ought to see that all the 
widows of our deserving comrades are pensioned according to general 
law before we undertake to increase the rating authorized by the laws 
now in operation. Therefore, I hope the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iowa will prevail. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I trust that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa will not prevail. General Starkweather, whose services as 
a soldier have been so well stated by the chairman of the committee, 
was the first man to volunteer from the State of Wisconsin. He led 
the First Wisconsin Regiment to the front early in the war, and he fought 
with courage and patriotism, and, therefore, I believe that his widow 
should receive the same as the widows of other brigadier generals. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Just one word in reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Iowa. I served with General Starkweather during a 
part of the war in the Atlantic campaign, and also upon the field at 
Chickamauga, and I say that I know that the example of Colonel Stark- 
weather in coming out with the First Wisconsin was worth ten thou- 
sand men in honor and strength to the State of Wisconsin in the war. 
He started out as an accomplished soldier before the war. He was fully 
matured asa soldier, and fit to take the field and do anything; and all 
through his whole career during the war I never heard one word but 
of the highest honor of John C. Starkweather. He was one of the noblest 
fighters that ever lived. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not made any remark in 
derogation of the high character of this soldier or of any soldier who 
has been — by the House on the recommendation of this eom- 
mittee. The opposition that I have made is to the distinction that is 
drawn between pensioners under a republican government, a govern- 
ment which recognizes as its fundamental idea the equality of men be- 
fore the law. What I object to is that such a government in granting 
pensions should encourage these distinctions of rank giving one man’s 
widow a pension four or five times as great as it gives to another man’s 
widow. 

This officer had in the war better opportunities, ten times over, to 
save money and to provide for his wife and family than the private sol- 
dier, whose earnings were required to keep the wolf from the door; and 
after having had those special ad vantages and special opportunities, and 
simply performing theduty that he hadsworn, by virtue of his military 
education, to perform, he comes here now, or his widow comes, or her 
friends come and ask that she shall be treated five times as well as the 
widow of some other soldier who performedas meritorious service, and 
according to his opportunities as valuable service. 

Now, if that can be justified in this free Government, then we can 
not consistently hereafter find any fault with the distinctions of rank 
and caste that are made by the monarchical governments of the Old 
World, and against which so much has been said in this country here- 
tofore. We should either stop this proceeding or else say that repub- 
lican government is a failure, and that our boasted doctrine of the 
equality‘of men before the law is but a “‘ glittering generality,’’ as has 
been said by gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber or by other 
men who represented their sentiments thirty years ago. 

The amendment of Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, was rejected. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time,and passed. 


THOMAS F. BAKER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 10890) granting a pension to Thomas F. Baker. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Thomas F. Baker, late of Company 
F, Sixtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri State Militia, on the pension roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10890) granting a pension to Thomas F. Baker, submit the following report: 

Claimant was a corporal in Company F, Sixtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri 
Militia, The captain of his company. John B. Newberry, makes affidavit that 
on or about February or March, 1863, the claimant, Thomas F. Baker, while in 
line of duty, and in battle at or near Butler, Mo., received a wound in the hip 
or near the hip joint. The captain states that the facts were personally known 
to him, as he was at the time in command of the company and remembers that 
claimant was brought in wounded. 

John H. Deviny and James M. Ray testify that they were members of claim- 
ant’s company and present with the command when claimant received his 
amen and corroborate the testimony of Captain Newberry as to the time and 

ace. 

Claimant is not entitled to pension under existing law, because he did not 
complete his claim prior to the 4th day of July, 1874 (third paragraph, section 
4693, Revised Statutes). 

This case being in line of established precedent, your committee make favor- 

able report and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA A. MARGROVE, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13564) granting a pension to Julia A. Margrove. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Margrove, who was on the 

nsion ro!l as the widow of Thomas Powell, of Company B, Twelfth Kansas 

olunteers, until her remarriage to George W. Margrove. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
13564) granting a pension to Julia A. Margrove, submit the following report: 

Claimant was a pensioner on the rolls as the widow of Thomas Powell, pri- 
vate of Company B, Twelfth Kansas Volunteers, until her remarriage to George 
W. Margrove, June 12,1869. The evidence shows that claimant’s second mar- 
riage was very unfortunate, and a very unhappy one, as her husband proved to 
be indolent and worthless, failing to provide for her and her children, she hav- 
ing to support him, herself, and children by her own labor; that he finally aban- 
doned her entirely about five years ago. Claimant was granted a decree of 
divorce by the district court of Atchison County, Kansas, in December, 1890, for 
reasons stated above. 

The evidence shows that the character of the claimant is excellent, being 
above reproach ; that she is now fifty-seven years old, broken down in health, 
and in destitute circumstances. 

Your committee, regarding this as a meritorious case and in line with abun- 
dant precedent, therefore make a favorable report and recommend that the 
bill do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. PRICE, 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 4914) for the relief of William Price. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the name of William B. 


Price, late of Company A, Fifth Maryland Infantry, and was marked and | 


charged with desertion from said service, and to amend the military record of 
said soldier so charged as a deserter, and to pay him all pay, bounty, and al- 
lowances as may be due him, without reference to the charge of desertion. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred H. R. 4914, for the 
relief of William B. Price, having considered the same, submit the following 
report: 

his soldier was severely wounded in the head and neck at the battle of An- 
tietam, Maryland, and after a short time was sent home on furlough. Not be- 
ing able to return at the expiration of his furlough, on account of such wounds, 
he wasreported as a deserter. Your committee think he should have an hon- 
orable discharge, and recommend that the bill be amended by striking out, in 
line 8, the words ‘“‘and to pay him all pay, bounty, and,”’ and strike out all in 
lines 9 and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the words “and grant him an honorable 
discharge, to date December 4, 1862.” 

Your committee submit herewith the awe of the Secretary of War, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bil! as amended. 


Case of William D. (or B.) Price, late private, Company A, Fifth Maryland Vol- 
unteers. 


RECORD AND Pension Drvisron, July 9, 1899. 


William D. Price, private, Company A, Fifth Maryland Volunteers, was en- 
rolled on January 4, 1862,to serve three years. He is properly accounted for 
until August 31, 1862. The company muster roll of October 31, 1862, and subse- 

went rolis to April 30, 1863, report him: ‘‘ Absent; wounded in the battle of 

ntietam, Servlemd. September 17, 1862... The roll of October 31, 1863, shows 
him: “ Discharged since April 30, 1963, date ot last regular muster.”’ 
is not borne on any subsequent muster rolls. 

The medical records show that he was admitted to Mount Pleasant Genera! 
Hospital, Washington, D. C., September 26, 1862, with gunshot wound of head 
and neck, and was furloughed for thirty days on November 4, 1862. He never 
returned to hospital or to his company, which was retained in service until 
September 1, 1865. His term of service did not expire until January 3, 1855. 

A paper on file with the medical records reads as follows: 


Nortna Easr, Mp., November 27, 1862. 


We, the undersigned, hereby certify that private William B. Price, ef Com- 
ny A, Fifth Maryland Regiment, has been under our professional care for 
eo wi is disease was erysipelas of the faceand head. In our opin- 


His name 


eeks past ; 
fon ne will not be able to leave home for several weeks yet. 

J.J. BUCKLEY, M. D. 
N. B. MORRISON, M. D. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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In a petition to Congress dated October 16, 1879 (which was referred to tho 
War Department about December 1, 1879), the applicant, William Price, stated 
that he was wounded at Antietam, Md., by a ball entering below the left eye 
passing through the tongus, knocking out a numberof teeth, and coming out 
just over the jugular vein ; that hy was sent to Mount Pleasant General Hospital, 
Washington, D. C., where he was discharged in December, 1862, being no longer 
able for duty by reason of said wound; that for over two years after his discharge 
he was completely helpless by reason of such wound, and from that time to the 
present he has been frequently under the doctor's care, the wound gathering 
frequently and rendering him bedfast by reason of pain, great prostration, and 
inability to take food 

Upon the record and after investigation of the case it was determined by the 
Department that this soldier is considered a deserter from December 4, 1862 
(date of expiration of his furlough), and a discharge was furnished him on 
March 19, 1880, to date December 4, 1862, by reason of desertion 

In an affidavit of June 1, 1885, this applicant testified that after being sent 
home from the hospital he applied to the authorities from time to time to take 
him back, but that they refused to do so, as his wound was such as to prevent 
him from doing further duty. 

This testimony was not accepted by the Department to establish the physical 
inability of the soldier to complete his term of enlistment, and the application 
for removal of the charge of desertion was denied on February 10, 1887. 

L. W. Thomas, of North East, Md., in affidavit of October 25, 1889, testified that 
this applicant came home from the Army in 1862, suffering from a wound in the 
face and throat, and continued to suffer from the wound until after 1865. The 
doctor, Buckley, who attended the applicant, is dead, but this afflant, as drug 
gist, filled the prescriptions for Price, and his testimony is from personal knowl- 
edge, observation, and recollection. 

The record and testimony were then referred tothe Surgeon General, United 
States Army,for his opinion,and that oflicer replied From the record and 
evidence in this case I am of the opinion that it is not probable that the within 
named man was prevented from completing his term of enlistment by reason 
of disease contracted in line of duty.’ 

The application was thereupon again denied 

No further testimony has been submitted 

Respectfully submitted. 








ym November 5, 1889 


F. C, 
unt Surgeon Unit 


AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assis d States 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


and 


FREDERICK WHITEHEAD. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 10356) for removal of the charge of desertion from the record of 
Frederick Whitehead. 

The bill was read, as follows 


te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from the record of Frederick Whitehead, late of Com 
pany B, First New York Mounted Rifles, the charge of desertion now standing 
against him. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10356) 
for removal of charge of desertion from the record of Frederick Whitehead, sub- 
mit the following report 

This soldier was discharged from the service by order of a State court on ha- 
beas corpus proceedings. Such court is not recognized inthe War Department, 
and therefore this man was marked asadeserter. Your committee believe that 
the same validity should be given to Stateas Federal courts, and the relief prayed 
for should be granted, 

Your committee recommend the bill be amended by adding to line 6 the fol- 
lowing words: “and substitute that he was discharged by decree of courton ac- 
count of being a minor under eighteen years of age.’ 

rhe report of the Secretary of War, made a part 
case. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


hereof, show the facts in the 





Case of Frederick Whitehead, late of Company B, First New York Mounted Rifles. 
RECORD AND Pension Division, February 4, 1891. 

The records show this soldier, as Frederick A. Whitehead, was enrolled Oc- 
tober 14, 1861,in New York City, as a private in Company B, First New York 
Mounted Rifles, to serve three years, and to have served faithfully therein 
until January 21, 1863, when hedeserted at Suffolk, Va., never thereafter return- 
ing to his command, though his term of enlistment did not expire until Octo- 
ber 14, 1864, nor reporting his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the 
proper military authorities of the United States. 

There is no testimony now on file in this Department looking to the removal 
of the charge of desertion, the soldier's application having been returned tothe 
authorized attorneys in the case on November 2, 1889, with the following in- 
dorsement, to wit: 

**The decree of the civil court in this case, by virtne of which this man was 
withdrawn from the service, was made by a court without jurisdiction and did 
not legalize such withdrawal, The charge of desertion against him can not, 
therefore, be removed.”’ 

Respectfully submitted, 


9 


F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. @ 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
KATE AND ETHEL 


B. COOK. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13577) granting a pension to Kate and Ethel B. Cook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate Cook, widow of George T. 
Cook, late lieutenant Company ©, Twenty-first New York Volunteer Infantry, 
lieutenant and acting quartermaster Veteran Reserve Corps, and lieutenant 
Sixth United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 40 per month; 
and also the name of Ethel B., minor child of the same, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of % per month, to date from soldier's death, February 5, 1891. 
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The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


13577) granting a pension to Kate Cook, submit the following report : 

The beneficiary, Kate Cook, is the widow of George T. Cook, late lieutenant 
Company C, Twenty-first Regiment New York Infantry, and lieutenant and 
acting quartermaster Veteran Reserve Corps, and lieutenant Sixth United States 


Infantry 

lie enlisted May 12, 1861, and was mustered in as corporal in Company C, 
Twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteers, May 20, 1861; was made lieuten- 
ant August 30, 1862; was mustered out with his regiment, re-entered the serv- 
ice and was made first lieutenant of the Twenty-fourth Regiment Veteran Re- 
serve Corps January 9, 1862 


lie was wounded in action, and his death was the result of his service. He 


died leaving surviving him his widow and Ethel B. Cook, his minor child, three 
years of age. 


The soldier was drawing a pension at the time of hisdeath. The beneficiary 
is in very delicate health and in.needy circumstances. The soldier died Febru- 


ary 1.18.1. The beneticiary has never applied for a pension. 


In view of the needy circumstances of the widow, and of the military record 
of the soldier, the committee would depart from the usual practice and would 
recommend the passage of a bill giving her the pension of the widow of a first 
lieutenant, and would Sapaanein the passage of the bill, amending the same, 
however, by striking out the word “ forty” in the tenth line and inserting the 
word “seventeen "’ in lieu thereof, and strike out the woid “ five” in the twelfth 
line thereof and insert in place thereof the word ‘‘ two.” 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I see the committee have recom- 
mended fixing this pension at $17. Now, Ido not want to provoke 
any debate, but I just wish to make a simple statement to the House 
of the reason why I ask for a small increase on that rate of pension. 
This widow now, according to the surgeon’s affidavit in the hands of 
the committee, is liable to drop dead at any moment, and leave her 
child helpless. She has no relatives anywhere near to help her. The 
widow and child were left in needy circumstances, 

The husband of this lady was a soldier with a magnificent record, as 
the report shows, and as appears even by the bill itself. Now, I 
simply ask that instead of $17 a month this pension be fixed at $25. 

A MEMBER. What was the officer’s rank ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Lieutenant. He was an excellent soldier. 
fought bravely and was left for dead on the field of Antietam. 
that the rate be fixed at $25 per month. 

The amendmentof Mr. FARQUHAR was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee, striking out ‘‘five’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘two,’’ was agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


He 
I move 


GEORGE GARFIELD. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12234) to increase the pension of George Garfield, late second lieuten- 
ant Company D, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to increase the pension of George Garfield, second lieutenant Company 
D, Third Ohio Cavalry, certificate numbered 69050, at a rate commensurate with 
the rate received by soldiers for disability requiring the aid and attendance of 
another person: Provided, That such increase shall commence from February 
18, 1889, the date of filing declaration for increase, and be rated and paid at $72 
per month from and after said date. 


The report (by Mr. YoprEr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. Kk, 
12234) to increase the pension of George Garfield, second lieutenant of Com- 
pany D, Third Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, submit the following report : 

roe claimant, George Garfield, was a second lieutenant in Company D, Third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, war of 1861. He was enrolled at the organ- 
ization of the company and served with it until August 20, 1864, when he was 
very severely wounded in action at Lovejoy’s Station, Ga., and left upon the 
field as dyingordead. His family were informed that he was mortally wounded 
and could not recover, and resolutions of condolence passed and transmitted 
to them by Companies H and D of the regiment and its officers, copies of which, 
and letters transmitting the information, are hereto attached and made a part 
of this report. 

The wound was occasioned by a minie ball which entered the front of the 
neck and passed out at the right of the spinal column. He was captured by 
the Confederate forces, and subsequently exchanged, or released at the close 
of the war. He did not die, as was expected he would, but his condition after 
recovery is shown to have been a complete loss of use of rightarm. His present 
condition is shown by the report of the medical examining board at Poledo, 
Ohio, dated May 22, 1890, on his claim for increase of pension. (He is now 
drawing $30 per month.) That board says: 

‘ Pensioner can raise left arm above the head; movements ofarm but a lit- 
tle impaired. Can raise rightarm only about halfway from body to a level with 
the shoulder, Al! the fingers are shranken and atrophied; none of them can 
be made totouchthepalms. The use of the thumbs is impaired but both touch 
the palms; has but little grip in the handa, but is able to write and button his 
clothes. Muscles of arms are atrophied; he can not use his arms well enough 
to take otf or put on his coat. He requires the aid of another person a part but 
notall the time. He has no assistant with him while before us to-day. He 
sbould have something more than $30, but is not entitled to $72, as we under- 
stand the ratings.” 

Under this report the Pension Commissioner rejected the claim for increase, 
and upon appeal his ruling was sustained by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The extent of the disability is further shown by evidence filed in the claim, 
and which establish a mnch higher degree of disability than the entire loss ofa 
rightarm. Your committee therefore conclude that the pension of this peti- 
tioner should be increased to $50 per month. We therefore recommend that 
the bill be amended by striking out the word “‘fifth’’ in the title and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word ‘third ;" also amend the bill by striking out all of the 
= after the word “ fifty,” in line 6, and substituting in lieu thereof the fol- 

owing : 

‘*‘And pay to him from and after the date of the approval of this act a pension 
at the rate of $5 per month,” and as thus amended we recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN M. WIGGINS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 9827) granting a pension to John M. Wiggins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension ro}! the name of John M. Wiggins, late a pri- 
vate in Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, United States 


Volunteers, and to pay him a pension, subject to the rules and limitations of 
the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. GoopNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9827) granting a pension to John M. W ns, submit the following report : 

John M. Wiggins was enrolled as a private in Company B, Seventeenth Reg- 
iment Kentucky Volunteers, July 28, 1864, and temporarily assigned to duty 
with Company G, Fifty-second Kentucky Volunteers. While on such temporary 
duty and about September, 1864, this command was engaged with the enemy 
at Grubb’s Cross , and claimant, with others, was taken prisoner and 
taken to near Canton, Ky., by forced marches in the hasty retreat of the Con- 
federaies. Onthis march claimant suffered from a sunstroke, from the effects 
of which he has suffered ever since. It was not until after his parole and re- 
turn to the Union forces that he was regularly taken up on the rolls of Company 
B, Seventeenth Kentucky Volunteers, on file in the Adjutant General’s Office ; 
and therefore is not shown by said records as in service prior to September 26, 
1864. He was finally discharged September 20, 1865, 

The facts of his enrollment prior to September 26, 1864, his services with the 
Fifty-second Kentucky Volunteers, his capture and disability from sunstroke 
are clearly shown, however, by the testimony of the utant of the latter com- 
mand and many others, whose competency and credibility has been fully es- 
tablished through the usual channels of the Pensiou Office. But that office is 
debarred from the favorable consideration of the claim because of the failure 
of the records to show claimant’s enlistment prior tothe incurrence of the disa- 
bility shown by the medical examination to exist in a pensionable degree. 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence presented fully establishes 
the fact that claimant was injured by reason of battle service and that he should 
be pensioned therefor. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUSTUS G. FRABLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13343) 
granting an increase of pension to Augustus G, Frable. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Augustus G. Frable, late cor- 
poral Company I, Eleventh Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension of $72 per month, 


The report (by Mr. YoDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bili (H. R. 
13343) granting a pension to Augustus G. Frable, submit the piowies report : 

Augustus G. Frable was a member of Company I, Eleventh Pennsylvania In- 
fantry Volunteers. He enlisted on the 28th day of August, 1861,and was dis- 
cha: on the 8th day of June, 1865. While in the service he received asevere 
gunshot wound in the face, fracturing upper jawbones and injuring his eyesight, 
in the battle of the Wilderness, on the 5th day of May, 1864. 

He applied for and is now drawing a pension of $0 amonth. Thelast medi- 
cal board that examined claimant on January 12, 1883, states as follows: 

‘The ball entered left cheek 1} inches from ala of nose, passing upward under 
the nose, fracturing the superior maxillary bone on line running to inner corner 
of left eye. The floor of the nose, with the septum, was fractured, which is now 
the seat of severe catarrh, so that he can not expose himself to cold air with- 
out being laid up with acute inflammation of the parts. The ball passed out 
three-quarters of an inch below the outer angle of right eye, fracturing superior 
maxillary bone. There has been continued conjunctivitis, which has resulted 
in opacity of the cornea and camee nasalduct. A , painful, and tender 
tumor has formed below the eye. e is constantly getting worse. 

* Disability first grade. 

“J. L. CRAWFORD, Examining Surgeon.” 


The affidavits of Drs. J. H. Hagen and J. C. McMurray, recently filed, show 
that he is constantly growing worse, the tumor growing larger and more pain- 
ful, and in addition he is being afflicted with neuralgia and rheumatism, affect- 
ing his spine, which is the result of his wound. He is totally disabled and in 
destitute circumstances, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: In lines 6and 7 strike out “seventy-two” and insert “fifty” per month, 
and add “that nothing in this act shall prevent the Interior Department from 
increasing his pension on account of increased disability in the future, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension law."’ 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read, and agreed to. : 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY P. PITEZEL AND CAROLINE E. PITEZEL. 


The next bugjness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11975) 
granting a pension to Mary P. Pitezel and Caroline E. Pitezel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of Mary P. Pite- 
zel and Caroline E. Pitezel, dependentsisters of Joshua N. Pitezel, latea private 
in Company A, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, at the rate of $12 per month for both; the said pension to be paid to 
them jointly during their lives, and to the survivor of them during her life. 


The report (by Mr. Yopsr) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11975) ting a pension to Mary P. Pitezel and Caroline E. Pitezel, submit 


the following report: 
The clakenante ae sisters of Joshua H. Pitezel, deceased, who died on 


aged " 
the 10th day of June, A. D. 1871, of disease contracted in the United States seryice 








1891. 
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fantry Volanteers. These two maiden ladies were dependent upon their said 
brother, who was never married, before, during, and after the time he was in 
the service, and were soat the time of hisdeath. They ire, respectively, sixty- 
fiveand sixty-eight years of age, and without means ofsu:port. Thecommittee 
recommend that the bill for their relief do pass with the following amendment, 
namely: In line 8, after the word “ month,” strike out the words “for both.” 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read, and agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS J. BAKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7148) 
granting a pension to Lewis J. Baker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Lewis J. Baker, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifth Regiment Ohio Cavalry, to $48 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FLtck) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (LH. R. 
7148) granting a pension to Lewis J. Baker, submit the following report: 

Lewis J. Baker, who served as a private in Company K, Fifth Ohio Cavalry, 
from September 12, 1362, to May 22, 1865, when discharged upon certificate of 
disability by reason of a fistulous opening between the larynx and the exterior 
of the neck, the result of an operation necessitated by a gunshot wound of the 
neck, received in action at Savasshorsurh. Ga., December 4, 1864. For this 
disability Baker receives a pension of $24 per month. 

The windpipe having been nearly severed and the vocal organs partially de- 
atroyed, speech is very difficult and at times impossible. The destruction of 
the larynx has necessitated the operation of laryngotomy and the constant 
wearing of a trachea tube. Asa result of the long-continued use of the tube 
and unnatural way of breathing, the pensioner suffers from chronic inflamma- | 
tion of the air passages, bronchial troubles, frequent severe attacks of asthma, 
greatly impaired digestion, and general weakness. He can take no exercise, 
the least exertion producing chills and bowel and stomach trouble, requiring 
almost constant medical treatment. 

All the medical examinations in the case disclose the fact that pensioner can 
not and should not perform labor of any kind. His condition is deplorable, 
much more so than if he had suffered an amputation at the hip or shoulder 
joint, while his expenses for medical attendance almost absorb the pension now 
received by him. 

There can be no doubt as to the inadequacy of his present pension, and as the 
general pension laws do not afford the necessary na equitable relief, your com- 


mittee unhesitatingly report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that 
itdo pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS 


| 


A. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12679) 
to increase the pension of Francis A. Gaskill, Company K, Sixth New 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the ppanien of Francis A. Gaskill, late a pri- 
Ne 


vate in Company K, Sixth Regiment w Jersey Volunteers, at the rate of $45 | 
The report (by Mr. LAws) is as follows: 


per month. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 12679) 


granting an increase of pension to Francis A. Gaskill, submit the following re- 
port: 


Claimant is now pensioned at the rate of $36 per month for gunshot wound in 
rightarm. Medical testimony of date November, 1890, shows claimant to be of 
a? habits, in destitute circumstances, and that the right arm is entirely use- 

ess, and that the disability is fully as greatas the loss of arm at the shoulder. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thirdtime; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA B. GRAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13589) 
granting a pension to Lydia B. Gray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted,etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Lydia B. Gray, late army nurse under 
direction of Miss Dorothea L. Dix, deceased, at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13589) ting a pension to Lydia B. Gray submit the following report: 

Lydia B, Gray entered the hospital service under Miss Dix in August, 1562, 
eid asntinned therein until August, 1864,when sickness and death in her family 
compelled her retirement therefrom. She held responsible po-itions in hospi- | 
tals at Georgetown, Washington, and Annapolis, and her services were highly | 
appreciated by Miss Dix and the several surgeons in charge, as appears from 
the flattering testimonials on file. 

Mrs, Gray is now seventy-seven years of age, in poor health, and without any 
means of support. Her only son served three years during the war, and, broken 
down in health, is hardly able to support his own family. 

The case is one of merit and within the line of numerous precedents. 

The bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however by striking out the words ** twenty-five”’ in line 7, and in- 
sert therein instead the word “ twelve.”’ 


GASKILL. 





i 


| 





The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was | 


read and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


as a private in Company H, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio In- | 


| 


| open wound existed for a period of more than three years, during which period 
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MRS. HANNAH M,. Foss. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7477) 


granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Foss. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Inter 
horized and directed to place onthe pension r 
imitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Han 
n the State of Maine. 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follow 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 
7477) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Fo 

Mrs. Hannah M. Foss is the mother of Nathaniel 
Fourth Maine Battery Volunteers. 

It appears from the report of the Adjutant General that said | 
was enrolled at Skowhegan, Me., December 7, 
ing the war, and died January 3, 1863 
from disease incurred in the service. 

Said Foss left a widow, who was granted and drew a pension for about two 
years, when she remarried, and the pension was stopped, as said soldier left no 
children. 

Mrs. Foss sent four other sons into th« 


r be, and he hereby is, au- 
to the provisions and 


t 
I h M, Foss, of Harmony, 
i 


referred the b 


the f 


1 (H.R. 
ng report 
4 private in the 


ss, subn 


A 


llow 


oss, late 


oss enlisted and 
1861, to serve three years or dur- 
, at United States hospital, Frederick, Md., 


Army, only one of whom draws a pen 


sion. She is now eighty years of age, feeble, unable to walk or perform any 
labor without means of support, and dependent upon charity or the contribu 
tions of others for the necessities of life 

Your committee believe this to be a justly deserving case and recommend the 
passage of the bill with the following amendment 

Add after the word “ Maine,” in line 6, the words ‘“‘mother of Nathaniel A. 
Foss, late of Fourth Maine Battery, and pay her a pension at the rate of ) per 


month,”’ 
The amendment recommended in the report of the committee w 
read, and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the | 


b 
granting a pension to Matilda 5S. Thompson, 
The bill was read, as follows 


ll 


S. 4428) 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 


thorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda S, Thompson, widow of 
Ai B. Thompson, late a captain and major by brevetin the Eighteenth Regi 
ment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Nurs as follows: 


is 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4128 
granting a pension to MatildaS. Thompson, submit the following report 

he facts in the case are set forth in the report the Senate Committe: ; 
Pensions, which is as follows 

‘Maj. Ai B. Thompson wasa graduate of Dartmouth College; admitted to 
the New Hampshire bar in 186L. luomediat thereafter (Apr ISG!) the 
eall for troops came in the morning and before noon he had enlisted as a private, 
being the second man in the State to respond to the cal) Phat same evening 
he addressed a public meeting, and wasinstrumental in infil ny other 
young men to follow his example 
” “After serving three months in the volunteer force he was, on Aug 18 
appointed captain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry, by President Lin- 
caoln, in recognition of his wonderful coolness and bravery in the first battle of 

| Bull Run. 

** December 31, 1862, he was made brevet major, United States Army, for gal- 

lant and meritorious conduct at the battle of Stone River, or Murfreesboroug! 


g 


Tenn., in which battle he was several times wounded, being finally disabled by 


ne 





| a shot which produced a severe comiminuted fracture of the humerus, from 
which pieces of bone were thrown off for more than three years, and which 
rendered the arm practically useless, Bef the battle of Stone K r Major 
Thompson fought in several other engagements in Missouri and Kentucky 
Was placed on the retired list May 6 i, because of the wounds he had re- 
oneal. 

* He served as inspector. provost marshal general's department, Ohio, from 
June, 1863, to July, 1864; afterward mustering and disbursing officer, and act 
ing assistant provost marshal for New Hampshire, to close of wat 

**In September, 1867, he was ordered to Richmond, Va., for court-martial 
duty, and was appointed sheriff of Richmond by military authority, June 8 


1869 
* At the battle of Stone River Captain Thompson served under Colone 


i Shey 


pard. A vivid picture of the severity of that contest can be found in the History 
of the Army of the Cumberland, by Brig. Gen. Henry M. Cist, page 114, as 
follows: 


“The brigade of regulars, under the command of Colonel Sheppard, sustained 
the heaviest blows of this assault. . Sheppard's comman $, i illed 
and wounded, in this short and severe contest, 26 enlisted men, 
making a total loss of 637 out of 1,566 effectives. The center succeeded in driy- 
ing back the enemy from its front, gallantly holding its ground against over 
whelming odds, while the artillery, concentrating its fire on the cedar thickets 
on the right, drove the enemy far back under cover of the woods 

“Captain Thompson's company numbered 60 men atthe opening of this bat- 
tle, and at its close only 28 were fit for duty, 


* ; 
i 


officers and 611! 


os n kK 


‘ 





AFFIDAVIT OF DR, 


“1. Granville P, Conn, M. D., of Concord, in the county of Merrimack and State 
of New Hampshire, on oath, depose and say, that | am a physician and surgeon 
by profession, and have been in the active practice of the same since 1856; that 
I was acquainted with, and was the family physician of, the late Captain and 
Brevet Major Ai B. Thompson, United States Army (retired )for a period of twenty 
years or more; that the said Major Thompson was badly wounded in the bat- 
tle of Stone River December 30, 1862, the right arm being struck by a shot or 
piece of shell about midway between elbow and shoulder, lacerating the soft 
tissues, and producing a fracture and comminution of the humerus; that an 


CONN, 


| @ great many pieces of bone were exfoliated and discharged; that the arm 
became atrophied and its motions impaired; that by reason of reflex actioh 
| this wound, which had an adherent cicatrix, became a source of irritation to 
| the nerve centers, exhausting his vital powers, and during the last five years of 
his life subjected him to very severe nervous headaches and meningeal irrita- 
tion; that his last illness commenced with a severe form of the same trouble, 
and finally culminated in paralysis of the action of the circulation and respira- 
tion; that in my opinion the wound and its subsequent resulting effects upon 
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the brain and nervous system was the cause that was material to the develop- 
ment of the meningitis and consequent depression resulting in paralysis, as 
above stated; that I have no interest, directly or indirectly, in the prosecution 


of this claim for a pension. 
“GRANVILLE P. CONN, M. D., 
** Late Actg. Surgeon Twelfth Regt. Vi. Vols 


“STaTe or New HAMPsHIRe, 
“ Secretary’ s Office, Concord, September 27 , 1890. 


“Then personally appeared the above-named Granville P. Conn, M. D.,and 
made oath that the above statements are true. 
‘* Before me. 
[smAL.] “OC. B. RANDLETT, 
** Deputy Secretary of State and Justice of the Peace for State. 


“CERTIFICATE OF DR. STILLINGS. 


* Concorn, N. H., September 29, 1890, 


“T hereby certify that I was called in consultation with Dr. G. P. Conn to see 
Maj. Ai B. Thompson, and found him suffering from profound nervous disturb- 
ance and prostration, and from which I understand he died shortly after. 

“T. A. STILLINGS, M, D. 


**Mrs. Thompson is left with dependent children, and little or no estate after 
payment of charges against it. Her own health is much impaired, and the pen- 
sion which may be allowed to her will be her chief reliance. 

*‘ It is therefore deemed proper by your committee, on account of the gallantry 
and unusual service of her husband, and her own great need, to grantto her the 
full rate of a field officer under the law, although exceeding by a triflingamount 
that belonging to his rank."’ 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out the word “thirty,” in line 5, and insert 
therein instead the words *‘twenty-five.”’ 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read and agreed to. 

‘The bill was ordered toathird reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. R. STOREY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12777) 
to‘increase the pension of John H. R. Storey, Company F, One hundred 
and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Veteran Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John H. R. Storey, late a ser- 
roant in Company F, One hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Veteran 
f olunteers, at the rate of $60 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12777) granting an increase of pension to John H. R, Storey, submit the follow- 
ing report 

Claimant enlisted in F Company, One hundred and ninth Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, and was discharged in January, 1866. Received a severe shell wound 
of right hip at Chancellorsville May 3, 1863. Lost right leg at Dallas, Ga., May 
28, Iné6d. Was also wounded inthe body. Heis receiving $30, all under the law 
he can for loss of leg, but nothing for his other severe and disabling wounds. 
He suffers greatly from nervous prostration, neuralgia, and sciatica. The 
stump of leg is short, irregular in shape, cicatrix imperfect and sensitive. He 
is poor and unable to earn his family a support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking out 
‘*$60”’ and inserting ** $45."’ 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 


read and agreed to. 
‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PETER WEBER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 10339) 
for the relief of Peter Weber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Peter Weber, late a pri- 
vate in Company KE, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and issue to him 
an honorable discharge from said service. 


The report (by Mr. WrLL1AMs, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10339) 
for the relief of Peter Weber, have considered the same and submit the follow- 
ing report 

The soldier enlisted in March, 1865, in Company E, Fiftieth Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers, and served faithfully until August 25, 1865, at which date he was sta- 
tioned at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. Hethen received word that some member 
of his family was seriously ill at home and in need of his presence, Failing to 
get a furlough, he went home without the formality of a discha or proper 
leave from his superior officers, His child soon after died, as is acon y the 
evidence furnished your committee, 

The petitioner has since become almost totally blindand very poor. 

Your committee do not think this man should be perpetually debarred from 
the benefits of the pension laws in his old age, poverty and blindness for allow- 
ing his devotion to his family to break the restraint of military control, when 
he had remained faithful until the close of the war and the Government could 
easily dispense with his further service. 

Your committee herewith submit the report from the Secretary of War and 
recommend the passage of the bill amended by adding thereto the following 
words, *‘ to date August 25, 1865." 

Case of Peter Weber, late a private in Company E, Fiflieth Wisconsin Volunteers, 

The official records show this soldier, as Peter Webber, to have been enrolled 
at Fond du Lac, Wis., March 3, 1865, as a private in Company E, Fiftieth Wis- 
corisin Volunteers, to serve one year, and to have served faithfully in that or- 

ization until August 25, 1865, when he deserted at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 
Trereafter he did not rejoin his command, retained in service until April 19, 
1866, nor report his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the proper mili- 
tary authorities of the United States. 

Tha following is a synopsis of the testimony heretofore submitted to the De- 
——- in connection with application for removal of the charge of desertion, 
to wit: 

Under date of March 8, 1890, the soldier testified that in August, 1865, he was 
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with his regiment at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and that the war being over 
they had no further service of any consequence to perform; that on August 24 
of that year he received a letter from homeannouncing the severe illness of his 
only daughter, and that on going to his regimental commander for a furlough 
he was refused; that in his “agony and despair’’ he made up his mind to go 
without leave, not taking into consideration the consequences, and that as the 
time required to go to his home and return before muster out was too short, he 
remained at home; that the physician who attended his daughter is dead and 
his immediate neighbors have gone away. 

On May 14, 1887, it was held: “As this man did not serve six months prior to 
May 1, 1865, and as the charge of desertion does not appear to have been errone- 
ously made, this Department has no power under existing laws to remove such 
charge of desertion.” (An a in his behalf was received in the Depart- 
ment on April 5, 1887,through the Hon. Richard Guenther, M. C.) 

On March 18, 1890,the authorized attorneys in the case were informed that 
‘‘as the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, do not change 
the status of the case in any respect, the adverse decision of this Department 
thereon must be adhered to.” 

On May 19, 1890, the Hon. Charles Barwig, M. C., was informed that “as the 
soldier did not serve six months prior to May 1, 1865, and, according to his own 
statements, heretofore filed, was not physically unable to complete his term of 
enlistment, his case is not embra within the provisions of the act cited 
(March 2, 1889), and as the charge of desertion was not erroneously made the 
Department is powerless to afford him any relief.”’ 

Since then the status of the soldier has not been changed by the introduction 
of new testimony. 

Respectfully submitted. 

FP. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. A. 
RECORD AND Pension Drvision, June 5, 1890. 


The SECRERARY OF WAR. 

The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read, and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA M. KEITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13473) 
to restore to the pension roll the name of Eliza M. Keith (formerly 
Eliza Ash), 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Eliza M. Keith 
(formerly Eliza Ash), of Minneapolis, Minn., and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month, to take effect from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
13473) to restore to the pension roll the name of Eliza M. Keith, formerly Eliz. 
Ash, submit the following report: 

Mrs. Eliza M. Keith was the widow of David L. Ash, who enlisted August 
19, 1861, in eet A, Thirty-seventh Regiment, Lllinois Volunteers; was pro- 
moted to second lieutenant August 12, 1862; to first lieutenant February 28, 
1864; honorably mustered out March 1, , and who died of disease of lungs 
contracted in service May 26, 1865. She was a pensioner until September 13, 
1882, when she remarried with one Melville C. Keith, who proved to be a man 
void of principle, and by reason of cruel and inhuman treatment on his part 
petitioner was divorced from him September 2, 1889. 

Although the court allowed her alimony in the sum of $10 per month, the 
decree can not be enforced, and she is almost —_—— dependent upon her own 
efforts for subsistence. Butshe is now well advanced in years and in very feeble 
health, and is liable to become a burden upon the public. 

The soldier having served faithfully for nearly the entire period of the war, 
and died trom the effects of his service only two months after muster out, his 
former widow in her dependent condition comes to Congress for relief. 

The case comes clearly within the rules of this House. Therefore your com- 
mittee favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 
amended, however, by adding, after the word ** Ash,” in line 5, the words “and 
widow of David L. Ash, of Company A, Thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Vo!- 
unteers."’ 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

LETTIE E, COVELL-BUCKLEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10953) 
granting a pension to Lettie E. Covel]-Buckley, late nurse in the war of 
the rebellion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That a on is hereby granted to Lettie Covell-Buckley 
at the rate of $25 per month, to commence from the passage of this act, and the 
Secretary of the Interior is instructed to place her name upon the pension roll in 
accordance with the provisions of this act. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10953) granting a pension to Lettie E. Covell-Buckley, late a narse in the war 
of the rebellion, submit the following report : 

The proposed beneficiary served as hospital nurse princi y at Memphis, 
Tenn., from September 18, 1862, until May 31, 1865. Her services were very val- 
uable and are highly commended by the surgeons under whom she served, as 
well as a large number of soldiers who have presented their testimonials to 
your committee. 

While in the service she contracted aie and umonia, from the effects 
of which, and by reason of the mental an phoutacbateain from long and con- 
tinuous exertion in behalf of the sick and wounded, her health became im- 
paired and has never been fully restored. 

Mrs. Buckley is well advanced in years, without income from any source, 
and physically unfitted for earng i uate support. She therefore asks that 
she be placed _— the pension roll, which request, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, should be granted. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass; 
amended, however, by striking out the words “twenty-five,” in line 4, and in- 
sert therein instead the word “ twelve.” 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read and agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was o.dered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN C. SHAW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4915) 
ting a pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin C, Shaw, late lieutenant 
colonel of the Sixty-eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers in the war of 1861, 
and pay him a pension of $509 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiv- 
ing. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 4915) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin C. Shaw, submit the following re- 
ort: 
. Your committee have investigated this matter, and have adopted as our own 
the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, hereto appended, except that 
the majority of this committee recommend that the bill be amended by reduc- 
ing the pension from $50 to $30 per month; and thus amended that it pass. 


(Senate Report No. 2075, Fifty-first Congress, second session. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Benjamin 
C. Shaw, late major of the Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, have 
had the same under consideration, and do find, from the facts set forth in the 
petition, the evidence accompanying it, and the military record of the peti- 
tioner, as follows: 

The itioner, Benjamin C, Shaw, is fifty-eight years oid, and is now a resi- 
dent of the city of Indianapolis, Ind. He enlisted at Greensburgh, Ind., on the 
18th of April, 1861. He was commissioned as second lieutenant on April 22, 
and as first lieutenant of Company F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry,on May 8, 1861. He served in the three-month service of the summer 
of that year. He was appointed provost-marshal of the captured town of Phi- 
lippi, W. Va., on June 3, 1861; was complimented in his official report by Col. 
E. Dumont for gallant and meritorious service at the battle of Carrick’s Ford, 
July 12, 1861. He was mustered out of the three-month service with the regi- 
ment August 2, 1861. He re-enlisted and recruited a company for the three- 
year’s service, and was appointed captain of Company G, Seventh Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, on September 7, 1861; waspromoted major of the 
same regiment on the 3d of October, 1861, for meritorious service at the battle of 
Greenbrier, Virginia. He was subsequently made inspector general of Landers’s 
division, and mustered the infantry, artillery, and cavalry of that corps for 
pay. 

In the heat of the action, at the battle of Winchester, Va., he was ordered to 
deploy the Third Brigade in line of battle to attack theenemy. While in this 
movement, riding in the midst of the column, his horse was riddled with bul- 
lets, and, in itadeath struggles, dashed him againsta tree, wrenching his back 
and paralyzing for the time being his whole body. He lay for some time un- 
conscious, and was taken up by the soldiers and conveyed to the rear. Hewas 
seized with vomiting, largely colored with blood, He remained delirious for 
sometime. After ten days he wasable to be removed in an ambulance. Dr. 
G. W. New, surgeon of the regiment, saw him and treated him for his injuries. 
He was granted a oe of thirty days. He returned at the expiration of the 
furlough, but finding himself growing weaker and weaker and losing flesh 
rapidly, wholly unfit for duty, he returned home to Indiana, where Governor 
Morton put him on duty as camp commander of the Fourth Congressional! dis- 
trict, oak he there proceeded to recruit, and organized the Sixty-eighth Regi- 
ment ofIndiana Volunteer Infantry, which was mustered into the service August 
19, 1862, and started to the fronton the day following for service in Kentucky. 

The petitioner was appointed lieutenant colonel of the Sixty-eighth Regi- 
ment, and served as such until June !, 1863, when he was discharged honorably 
from the service by an order of General Rosecrans, made at the headquarters 
of the Army of the Cumberland, Murfreesborough, Tenn. His discharge was 

ted for physical disabilities incurred by injuries suffered in the service at 
the battle of Winchester. 

Dr. George W. New, of Indianapolis, Ind., who was surgeon of the regiment 
in which the petitioner served, and has been acquainted with him ever since 
the service, testified that his condition originated with the injuries received at 
the battle of Winchester; that the injury wasa very severe one; that it affected 
his left lung and the spinal region, and that it still affects said parts; that he is 
subject toand afflicted with emphysematous condition of the leftlung,dyspnea, 
spinal soreness and !rritation, vertigo, and articular rheumatism; thatsuch has 
been his condition and still is; that he is wholly unable to perform any kind 
of manual labor or active business, and that he is permanently disabled there- 
from. 

The petitioner sets out that he spent more than $3,000 of his private fundsin 
raising and equipping the Sixty-eighth Regiment aforesaid; that his accounts 
and vouchers therefor were in his trunk, which were taken by the enemy at 
Munfordville, Ky., in October, 1862, every dollar of which he has lost, the 
Government never having refunded the money. The petiticner was in good 
circumstances at the time of the war, but is now in very poor circumstances, 
and wholly disabled by reason of his condition from making a livelihood. He 
is now drawing a pension of $6.25 a month on account of disease of the lungs, 
which amount is wholly inadequate to provide for his wants and those of his 
wife and family dependent on him. Indeed, this amount is hardly enough to 
pay for the medicines which are used in the treatment by the physician of his 
maladies, which treatment is constant and regular, as is also his pain and suf- 
fering from his injuries. 

From the history and record of the case we think there can be no doubt that 
the injuries to the petitioner were incurred in the military service of the Gov- 
ernment; that they are permanent; and that they disable him from the per- 
formance of any kind of remunerative employment. : 

Re account of his meritorious service, gallant and continuous and so often 
n by promotion, and on account of the disabilities under which the sol- 
dier is laboring and his present unfortunate condition in respect of means, we 
think the pension in this case ought to be increased to $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving ; and we report the accompanying bill for his relief 
with a recommendation of its passage. 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA A. BURNS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12381) 
granting a oe to Laura A. Burns, widow of Capt. Ross Burns, of 
ittery A, nd Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Whereas Capt. P. Ross Burns, late captain of Topeka Battery A, Second Reg- 
iment Kansas State Militia Volunteers, raised said battery and entered the 
United States service, under Major General Deitzler and Major General Curtis, 
October 10, 1864, and at once entered into active service,and was engaged with 
the enemy, General Sterling Price, at the battle of Big Blue, Missouri, October 
23, 1864, where in mortal combat he was struck aud beaten over the head with 
# gun in the hands of and by a rebel soldier, being beaten mntil senseless, cap- 
tured, and considered helplessly injured. He suffered indescribableand untold 
misery from the effects of the wound and injury of his head, and although a 
man of extra vitality, he was compelled to relinquish the blessings of his rare 
legal attainments and a lucrative practice to yield to the fatal effects of his 
skull wound and injury received in the defense of his country, and gave to it 
all, by death, June 28, 1882; and 

Whereas had he applied for a pension prior to July 4, 1874, he could have ob- 
tained it, but owing to his fervent patriotism and the fact that he was enjoying 
at the time a lucrative legal practice, he refrained from asking or accepting of 
his Government the aiding reward for his sacrifices to which he was legally and 
justly entitled, and died leaving his widow, Laura A. Burns, without a legal 
right to hisor her pension, owing to the statutory limitations relative to militia- 
men provided in part 3, section 4693, United States Revised Statutes, to which 
heand she was in every other phase and sense entitled, as the evidence in her 
case on file in the Pension Bureau shows: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura A. Burns, widow of 
Capt. P. Ross Burns, deceased, of Topeka Battery A, of Second Regiment Kan- 
sas State Militia Volunteers, at the rank and grade of captain of volunteers, at 
$20 per month, and to date from the death of said Capt. Ross Burns, 











The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 12381 
granting a pension to Laura A. Burns, submit the following report 

Claimant is the widow of Ross Burns, who was captain of Battery A, Second 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Militia. It is very clearly shown by an abundance 
of testimony that Captain Burns was in command of his battery and in the engage- 
ment at the battle of the Big Blue, Missouri, on the 23d day of October,1864. His 
battery wascharged by theenemy, and in that conflict Captain Burns was struck 
on the head with the butt of a musket in the hands of a Confederate soldier, 
and received an injury therefrom from which he never fully recovered; that 
finally, in 1882, he died of paralysis, resulting from said injury. 

The officer never made application for a pension, to which he was clearly en- 
titled, prior to July 4, 1874. The act of July 4, 1874, also bars his widow under 
the general laws. 

It is “%e established rule of this committee to give favorable report where 
soldiers of militia organizations have received wounds or injuries in battle ; 
therefore, this case coming clearly under our rules, your committee make fa- 
vorable report, and recommend that the bill do pass with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out allthe preamble and the remaining words after the word “‘ month 
in line 9. 


” 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE 8. COYLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1323) 
to clear the military record of George 8. Coyle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove from the military record of George 8, Coyle, late 
second lieutenant in the Second Kentucky Cavalry, the charge of absent with- 
out leave, and to so amend his record as to show hiinas honorably discharged 
from the service; and he is further directed to cancel all penalties and forfeit- 
ures arising from said charge, or any action by any military authority, and 
said George S. Coyle shall be treated as if he had served and been honorably 
discharged from the Army, andshall be entitled to all the rights and privileges 
of an honorably discharged soldier of the Union. 


The report (by Mr. OsBoRNE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1323) 
to clear the military record of George 8S, Coyle, submit the following report 

George S. Coyle was a second lieutenant of Company H,Second Kentucky 
Cavalry, having been mustered into the service September 9,1861. He is re- 
ported as present on the rolls of the company to August 31, 1862, but was by 
General Orders No. 195 dismissed the service for being absent from his com- 
mand without leave, to date from November 22,1862. The facts seem to be that 
Lieutenant Coyle, who was sick, was in an ambulance, and was thrown out 
accidentally and injured. 

This was near Woodsonville, Ky. He was taken to that place early in Sep- 
tember, 1862, and was sent from there to the hospitalat Louisville, and obtained 
“a sick leave "’ for twenty days. He went to Cincinnati in company with some 
brother officers, and whilst he was away an order was issued by General Boyle 
ordering all officers,.cither sick or well, not on duty, to rejoin their regiments, 
This order, itseems, was published in the newspapersat Louisville. This notice 
never was seen by Lieutenant Coyle, but as soon as he heard of the order,which 
revoked all leaves of absence, he rejoined his regiment, but being in no con- 
dition todo military duty, he was ordered back to the officers’ hosiptal at Louis- 
ville, under an order reading as follows: 

“To be sent to general hospital for officers at Louisville, Ky., Lieutenant 
Coyle,Company H, Second Kentucky Cavalry. Disease, necrosis of bone of 
throat; treatment, palliative. 

“Tt is deemed best to send this officer to general hospital, as the treatment of 
his case is attended with much pain and irfeonvenience in camp 

“J. ¥. FINLEY, 
“Surgeon Second Kentucky Cavalry. 

“Approved : 

“C. 8. MASCROPT, 
“Medical Director, Third Division,” 

Under this order Lieutenant Coyle returned to Louisville, Ky., and was re- 
ceived in the hospital, as will be seen from the following report of the Surgeon 
General of the Army: 


“SURGEON GENERAL'S Orrice, RECORD AND PEewston Drvision, 
‘“* Washington, D, C., April 18, 1890, 
“| Transcript from records, } 


“It — from the records filed in this office that Second Lieut. George S- 
Coyle, Company H, Second Kentucky Cavalry, was admitted to officers’ gen- 
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eral hospital, Louisville, Ky., December 12, 1862, diagnosis “throat,” and re- 
turned to duty February 5, 1864. 
**No records of the regiment on file. 
‘By order of the Surgeon General. 
“J. J. WOODWARD, 
“Surgeon, United Slates Army.” 


Although Lieutenant Coyle was dismiesed the Army, to date from November 
22, 1862, itis shown that he had no krowledge of the fact or that he had been 
guilty of any breach of military discipline. Pending an application for pension 
the case was referred to Special Examiner of the Pension Office A. C. Welch, 
now one of the official stenographers of the House, who, after full investigation, 
reported on this point 

it is clear from the records of hospital treatment and Dr, Finley's certificate 
sending soldier to officers’ hospital that claimant was not informed of his dis- 
missal from the service until he returned to his regiment in 1868." 

An examination of the record fails to show any willful neglect of duty on the 
part of this officer. It is but just that Lieutenant Coyle should be relieved, and 
the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that {¢ do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN & FURLING, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13040) 
granting an increase of pension to John 8. Furling. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate bill, reported to-day asIam informed, be substituted for this 
bill and passed in lieu of the House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Senate bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8, 4809) granting an increse of pension to John 8, Furling. 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8, Furling, late private Com- 
pany D, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving under certifi- 
cate numbered 293158. 


The report (by Mr. H11t) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13040) 
granting an increase of pension to John 8. Furling, have considered the same 
and report 4 

The Some Committee on Pensions has at this session reported a similar bill 
to the Senate with an amendment to fix the rate of pension at $50 per month. 
That bill is now on the Senate Calendar, and as the report accompanying the 
same (S, 2139) fully sets forth the facts, your committee adopt thesame with the 
amendment recommended therein as their report,and return the House bill, 
recommending its passage with the rate of pension fixed at $50 per month. 


[Senate Report No. 2189, Fifty-first Congress, second session. ]} 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an increase 

of pension to John 8, Furling, have examined the same, and report : 

rhe claimant under the bill was late a private of Company D, Fifth United 
States Infantry, who was originally pensioned at $10 per month in April, 18835, 
for diarrhea and lung disease, and who, after sesented examinations, has been 
raised to $17, under an admitted additional disability from chronic rheumatism, 

These repeated adjudications of his case in the Pension Bureau established 
every point touching service and ineurrence in the line of duty of the disabili- 
ties now afflicting him, and leave for the consideration of the committee the 
single one of the adequacy of his pension. 

On this point the testimony of those living with him has satisfactorily estab- 
lished the fact of his great suffering and napaneniee, requiring the services of 
an attendant to enable him to perform the simplest functions necessary to the 
sustenance and decencies of life; but the most convincing testimony was that 
sriven by the claimant himself, who made profert before the committee of his 
person. He is unableto dress or feed himself, or to stand, even on his crutches, 
except with theaid of his hands strapped to them for support, and he is to all 
outward tests and appearances a physical wreck. 

rhe committee approve the bill and recommend its passage, with an amend- 
ment reducing the pension to $30 per month, as follows: 

Amend by striking out in line 8 the word “seventy-two” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
The bill H. R. 13040, of the same title, was ordered to be laid upon 
the table. 
REBECCA P. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4047) 
granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. Nields. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Rebecca P. Nields, widow of 
the late Lieut, Commander Henry ©. Nields, United States Navy, from $30 to $50 
per month, said increase to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Hr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4047) granting 
an increase of pension to Rebeoca P. Nields, have considered the same and re- 
port: 

The claimant's late husband, Lieut. Commander Henry ©. Nields, United 
States Navy, was appointed mate in the Navy February Li, 1863; promoted to 
master November 4, 1864, on recommendation of Admiral Farragut, for gallant 
conduct at the battle of Mobile; promoted to lieutenant December 18, 1868, and 
to lieutenant commander July 1, 1870. He died December 13, 1880, of disease 
contracted in the service and line of duty. His wife (the beneficiary under this 
bill) and six children survived him, and a pension was ted the widow at 
$30 per month, with §2 per month additional for each of the six children, all of 
them being under sixteen years of age at the time of Commander Nield’s death. 
Three of these children are still under sixteen years of age, and but one (a 
daughter) is over twenty. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, a Representative in Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 
knows the claimant personally, and states that she has no income except her 
pension and what she can earn as a clerk in a county office. She is not worth 
over $2,500, which is invested in a home which is m for half its value. 
She has no other property, and she has five children depending upon her for 
support and education, 


NIELDS. 
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The services of claimant’s husband were of a high order, and his record is 
without a blemish. The various histories of the fight at Mobile Bay, the record 
of Nieldsin the Navy Department, and the lettersof Admiral Farragut all show 
that Lieutenant Commander Nield's services during the late war were excep- 
tionally gallant and meritorious. 

There are precedents for the proposed legislation, one of them being the case 
of the widow of Lieut. Commander Benjamin L. Edes, who was granted a pen- 
sion of $50 per month by special act passed at the second session of the Forty- 
ninth Congress. ‘ 

Your committee, after a review of the facts, report the bill back with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engressed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C, HOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13480) 
granting an increase of pension to William C. Howell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorizedand directed to place upon the pension roll the name of William © 
Howell, late a private soldier in Company D, commanded by Capt. Robert 
Howard, in the First Texas Regimentof Volunteer Infantry, commanded by 
Col, Albert Sydney Johnston, in the war with Mexico, with an increase of pen- 
sion to the amount of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13480) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William ©. Howell, have considered the same and 
reportas follows: 

The applicant was a private in Company D, First Texas Volunteer Infantry, 
and served from May 25, 1846, to August 25, 1846, in the war with Mexico. He 
is now ponte Se Mexican war service pension of $8 per month, which was 
allowed upon his showing that he was seriously disabled by total deafness of 
left ear and kidney disease. Testimony showing disabilty was necessary, be- 
cause he had not reached the age of sixty-two years when the act of January 
29, 1887, was passed, 

On the 15th of July, 1889, Mr. Howell filed a new application in the Pension 
Bureau, declaring that the diseases above named originated in his Mexican war 
service, but owing to the long time that has elapsed since said war he has not 
been able to secure the testimony required by the Pension Office. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Dr. A. D. Burrows, James A. Railey, 
and other citizens of Harris County, Texas, showing that the applicant is totally 
disabled for the performance of manual labor by reason of disease of the kid- 
neys and deafness, also that he is very poor and dependent upon his small! pen- 
sion for the necessaries of life. He is over 60 years of age. 

The passage of the bill is recommended, with an amendment to fix the rate 
of pension at $20 per month. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN A. MALONE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13223) 
granting a pension to Susan A. Malone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan A. Malone, widow of Benja- 
min F. Malone, a soldier of the Indian war of 1836 and 1837, and pay her 
pension at the rate of $20 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 13223 
ranting a pension to Susan A. Malone, have considered the same and beg 
eave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Malone, who resides at Columbus, Ga., is the widow of Benjamin F. Ma- 
lone, who served as a private fora period of nearly four months in the company 
known as the Columbus (Ga.) Guards, commanded by Capt. J. A. Urquhart, 
in the Indian war of 1836. This service is a matter of record in the office of the 
Second Auditor, United States Treasury. 

The bill is accompanied by an affidavit of D. G. Bowers, James J. Slade, F. 
G. Wilkins, and W. A. Bedell, setting forth that they are personally acquainted 
with Mrs. Malone, and know her to be the widow of Benjamin F. Malone, and 
that she is now past seventy years old and entirely dependent upon her friends 
for support. This testimony is fully corroborated by the statement of the gen- 
tleman who introduced the bill in the House, and who has been acquainted 
with Mrs. Malone for many years. 

The of the bill is recommended, with an amendment to fix the rate 
of pension at $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
aud being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT A. WARE. 


Thenext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10771 
granting a pension to Robert A. Ware. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension jaw, the name of Robert A. Ware, who is blind, and who was a 
soldier in the Indian war of 1836,and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HenpgRson, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10771) grant 
ing a pension to Robert A. Ware, have considered the same and report as fol- 
lows: 

The claimant served as first lieutenant in Capt. J. A. Urqubart’s company of 
Georgia Volunteers, known as the Columbus Guards, from May 9, 1836, till 
June 20, 1836, and as first lieutenant and adjutant to Major Horney’s battalion 
from June 21, 1 to September 2, ee Florida Indian war. 

Hon. Tuomas W. Griwes, M. C., as follows: 

“IT am personally with Robert A. Ware, and have known him 
Jolpe over eighty Jearsratans:. Aside feoea thio, be $2 totally blind ia onecye, 

over years of age. m e one eye, 
and so nearly so in the other as to be barely able to distinguish an object com- 
ing between him and the light.” 








1891. 








Mr. Grimes further states that the claimant is in needy circumstances. 


The passage of this bill, with an amendment fixing rate of pension at $25, is 
recommended, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER SHIELDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
to pension Alexander Shields. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Alexander Shields, of Battery I, Second United States 
Artillery, who served in the Mexican war, be, and is hereby, granted a pension 
asa soldier in the Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month. 

The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12666) grant- 


ing a pension to Alexander Shields, have given the same due consideration and 
report as follows: 


. 12666) 
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The claimant enlisted May 14, 1846, in Battery I, Second Regiment United | 


States Artillery, and is borne on the rolls from February 28, 1847, to June 30, 
1848, as present with battery in Mexico. He was discharged by sentence of gen- 
eral court-martial June 26, 1849, after having participated in all the principal 
battles of the war with Mexico. 

His application for pension under the Mexican war service pension act of 
January 29, 1887, was disallowed by the Pension Bureau on the ground of his 
dishonorable discharge. 

Mr. Shields is now past sixty-six vears old, unable to support himself by 
manual labor because of greatly impaired eyesight, and is ina destitute condi- 
tion, dependent upon his friends. The facts are shown by the papers on file at 
the Pension Bureau. 

There is no question as to the legality of the action of the Pension Bureau in 
rejecting the claim on the grounds stated, but your committee think that in 
view of the applicant's long service, including participation in numerous se- 
vere battles, Congress can afford to be merciful to himin his old age and dis- 
abled and destitute condition. The bill is therefore returned with a favorable 
recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY O’NEAL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 


granting an increase of pension to Nancy O’ Neal. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the restrictions of the pension 
law, the name of Nancy O'Neal, widow of John O’Neal, and pay her at the 
rate of $25 a month, in lieu of the amount now paid her, as the widow of said 
John O’ Neal, a soldier in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13394) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nancy O’ Neal, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows: 

Mrs. O'Neal is the widow of John O’ Neal, who was a private in Captains 
Craig and Hamilton’s company of Kentucky Militia in the war of 1812, and she 
is now receiving a pension at the rate of $12 per month under the general laws 
relating to service in said war. 

Accompanying the bill is a petition signed by L. L. Howard, M. D., N. C. 
Brown, M. D., Scott B. Howard, M. D., and eight other citizens of Ghent, Ky., 
and setting forth that Mrs. O'Neal (who is nowabout sixty-four years old) is 
afflicted with rheumatism and neuralgia, and has no means of support aside 


t. 13394) 


from her small pension; also that she has the care of a little granddaughter, | 


which adds to her needs. 
serving woman, 

Congress has, in several instances of this kind, granted an increase of pen- 
sion, and your committee believing the case of Mrs. O'Neal to be a deserving 
one, respectfully return the bill witha favorable recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILEY R. REEVES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wiley R. Reeves, of New Al- 
bany, Ind., late a private in the Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry 
in the war with Mexico, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4953) granting 
an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves, have considered the same aad re- 


She is further shown to be a very worthy and de- 


(S. 4953 
(S. 4953) 


The bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 2087, which your committee 
adopt as their report, and return the bill recommending its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 2087, Fifty-first Congress, second session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition grantingan 
increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves, of New Albany, Ind., have examined 
the same, and report: 

That the petitioner, as appears from the evidence, was a private in Company 
D, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, inthe war with Mexico, and 
served through the whole war until its close, when he was honorably dis- 

. Afterwards, upon the commencement of the war ofthe rebellion, he 
raised and organized Company K, Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, was commissioned as captain of said company, and served as such from 
January 1, 1862, to May 28, 1862, when he resigned on account of an injury to 
the left leg, incurred in line of duty, and general ill health, under which he 
_ that time suffering, rendering him incapable of performing military 

uty. 

It also appears from the evidence of the claimant and from the sworn state- 
ments of Drs. Stewart, Jones, and Sigmons, made December 15, 1890, that he 
is suffering from rheumatism, disease of the heart, and injury to the left leg, in 
such degree as to be totally incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 
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and that such disability is permanent. It appears also that the claimant is a 
resident of the city of New Albany, Ind.; that he is sixty-six years old; thathe 
has no property, real or personal; that his wife is an invalid; that these two 
have no source of income except a pension o per month, which he is draw- 
ing on account of his service in the war with Mexico A large number of the 
best-known citizens of New Albany attest the ‘coter of the petitioner and 
the circumstances of his straitened means and d ty, as grounds for his re- 
lief. The number of his pension certiflcate for service in Mexican war is 12839, 
rhe committee from these considerations believe that the petitioner’s pension 
should be increased from $8 to $30 per month, and do 1 rtand recommend 
the passage of the ace ymmpanying bill f 


ss 





yr 


y or that purp 


rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
WILLIAM HAL! 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11097 


granting a pension to William Hale. 
The bill was read, 


as 10llows 


Be enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Iale, late of the Klamath 
Rifles, in the Klamath Indian war in California, at the rate of $8 a month, 

The report (by Mr. RANDALL) is as follows 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referr t l H.R 
granting a pension to William Hale, have considered the sam vd rt as 
follows 

Che claimant enlisted January 11, 1855, in Capt. W nt M. ¥ } ‘ 
pany of California Voluntecrs, toserve dur the pe xd of the Klamath River 
Indian war,and served faithfully until May 5, when honorably dis ur I 

rhere is a copy of claimant's discharge certificate on file, and his t ‘ 
also shown by the sworn statement of Charles C,. Donnell, of Essex ¢ ty 
Maasachusetts, who was a resident of California from 185) to 1882 
the claimant there. 

rhe gentleman whointroduced the bill in the House states that he sonally 
knows Mr. Hale, who is over seventy years of age and very poor. H ves at 
West Newbury, Mass 

By an act of Congress passed March 2, 1861 (see page 199, United States Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 12), the State of California was reimbursed by the Gen- 

| eral Government for the exp es incurred during said war 

In view of all the facts, including the claimant's extreme age and necessitous 
condition and the recognition by Congress of the service rendered, your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that the relief praye:! for should be granted, and the 
bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it do pa 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL 0. FISHER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12700 
to pension Samuel O. Fisher, of Lynn, M 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Int r ind is her yy, autho 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 1 lim 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel O. Fisher, late of the whale 
ship Edward, Mexican war. 

rT’ ~ ; *T te ¢ . wl wy . 

The report (by Mr. RANDALL) is as follows 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 700) 
granting a pension to Samuel! O. Fisher, have considered the same and report 
as follows 

Mr. Fisher was one of the crew of the United States whaling ship Magnolia, 


| the report on the 


which vessel cleared from the port of New Bedford, Mass., June 19, 1845, fora 
whaling voyage in the Pacific Ocean. While on said voyage the ship touched 
the shores of Mexico at a place called San Joseph, where they were spoken by 
a trading sloop to go to the rescue of the garrison at said place, which was in 
possession of our American troops (28 men), but which was surrounded by sev- 
eral hundred Mexicans, cutting off the water front The Magnolia was joined 
by the whaling ship Edward, and your committee quote the following from 

, bill passed at this term for the relief of Charles H. Perry 


,one 


| of the crew of the Edward: 


“The whaling ship Magnolia dropped anchor near the Edward, and at the re- 


quest of the garrison the forces of the twoships were combined, making a force 
i 


of about 60 men, who landed, drove the enemy back, and remained there until 
the United States ship Relief relieved them. In order to perform the service 
above named the ships Edward and Magnolia were left in charge of two men 


each, and the landing force marched 1} miles to reach the garrison After re 
lief came the ship Edward took dispatches to Commodore Shubrick, who was 
stationed at Mazatland with the squadron. Commodore Shubrick returned 
thanks in behalf of the Government for the service rendered by the Edwar.ton 
that occasion, and at his request the Edward carried fixed ammunition, shells 
etc., back to the garrison. 

“The official report of the United States Fish Commission for 187 6 con 


tains at the bottom of page 113 the following statement 
“*The London Mercantile Gazette of October 22, 1852, said: The number of 
Americanships engaged in the southern whale fisheries alone would of them- 
selves be nearly sufficient to man any ordinary fleet of ships of war which that 
country mightrequire tosendtosea. Instancesare not wanting, indeed, where 


whalemen have undertaken yeoman service for their country. Thus, in No- 
| vember, 1816, Captain Simmons, of the Magnolia, and Capt. John E. Barker, of 
the Edward, both of New Bedford, hearing that the garrison of San José, Low 


California, was in imminent danger, landed their crews and marched to its re 
: ae 
lel, et 


The testimony of David P.Caswell, which accompanies the bill for the relief 
of Mr. Fisher, shows that he (Caswell) was one of the crew of the Edward and 
was present at the time stated andsaw theapplicent with the men who marched 
to the relief of the garrison. 

In view of the exceptional service rendered and the fact that others who took 





partin the gallant and patriotic rescue of the 
granted pensions, your committee return the b 
dation. 

Amend by changing the name of the claimant's ship to Magnolia. 


have been 


rarrison of San Jos 
{ able recom 


i Wit 4 Vor men- 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PETER WILLIAM 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Peter William Frederick. 


FREDERICK. 


H. R. 13270) 
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The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter William Frederick, private 
Company A, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, for extraordinary services 


rendered in the years 1857 and 1558, and pay hima pension at the rate of $20 per 


month from and afterthe passage of this act 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report in that case be 
read 

The report (by Mr. Norton) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13270) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter William Frederick, have considered the same and re- 


ort 

The Adjutant General of the United States Army states that Peter W. Fred- 
erick enlisted November 19, 1856, in Company A, Fifth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and was discharged November 19, 1861, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
by expiration ofservice. During this period of service the company is shown 
to have at one time been engaged with the Seminole Indians in Florida and 
at another time was in the field scouting. 

The following is the applicant's sworn statement, and also the statement of 
Messrs. Alexander, Dawson, Luckett, and Neal respecting the applicant's repu- 
tation for truth and veracity 

“ Lecompre, LA., November 27, 1890 
“Hon, N. C. BLANCHARD 
** Washington, D, ¢ 

“DEAR Sie 
the years 1556 

|] was enlisted on the 19th day of November, 1856, and was assigned to Com- 
pany A, Fifth Regiment of United States Infantry, to serve five years, and was 
honorably discharged by expiration of term of service on the 19th day of No- 
vember, 1861. I hold certificates of honorable service and discharge, 

“IT was with Sydney Johnston in his expeditionagainst the Mormons, and 
helped to bury the victims of the famous Mountain Meadow massacre. This 
took place in the fallof the year, and the bodies lay unburied till the next 
spring. I took up a quantity of hair from the heads of the women, combed it 
out, and the officers sent it on to Washington. 

*Westarted from l’ort Leavenworth, Kans, ,on the 3d of July,1857, and arrived 
at Salt Lake City on the 2d of July, 1858, spending one year on the route, a por- 
tion of which, however, was spent at Fort Bridger, where the Army came near 
starving to death because part of our supply trains were burnt by the Mormons 
on Green River, and our cattle and horses all froze to death. Each company 
of soldiers hitched themselves into wagonsand wentthroughk the snow to haul 
wood a distance of 10 miles to keep from freezing to death. 

‘Starvation stared us in the face. General Sydney Johnston called for vol- 
unteers tocarry dispatches giving information of the state of affairs at Fort 
Laramie, where were commissary supplies. 

‘Myself and another man volunteered to go. We started on mules with six 
days’ rations. The snow was from 3 to 25 feet deep. We got as faras Harris 
Fork; one of our mules froze to death at night. We left next morning for 
Green River, adistance of 5 miles, It took us two days to make the trip. Stayed 


I was asoldier inthe regular Army of the United States between 
1861. 


ata ranch (hat night; next morning left for Sweetwater; lost the other mule 
that night —froze to death. We had been five days onthe route; then had one 
day’s rations left. My partner decided that he could endure his sufferings no 





longer, and would return to Fort Bridger. He accordingly left me on the next 
morning and set outon his return trip, He was neverheard of afterward. He 
doubtless perished from cold and hunger. 


** Cutting a piece of flesh from the body of the dead mule, I putit in my haver- 
sack and started out alone, after having divested myself of all my arms (I had 
three pistols and a navy 6), except one pistol, determined to reach Fort Lara- 
mie, or perish intheattempt, There were no houses and no landmarks between 
Green River and Fort Laramie. Everything was covered with snow and I had 
to rely solely on my compass, After some days I reached the top of the Black 
Hills, having gone far out of my course, I was then in sight of Fort Laramie; 
camped there that night; was too worn out with fatigue and hunger to go far- 
ther; had had nothing to eat for three or four days, except sales bush and 
sinall twigs of wood; saw no game at all, as it had all gone to winter quarters. 

‘*I was picked up next morning in a state of unconsciousness by a squad of 
soldiers from Fort Laramie. Searching my pockets they found the dispatches, 
placed me in a hospital, where I was kindly cared for, and by the time the sup- 
ply train was ready to move for the relief of Fort Bridger I was sufficiently re- 
covered and returned with them, having accomplished the expedition on which 

out . 8 Iam now old, disabled, and dependent, 
“PETER W. FREDERICK. 
gned before me this 6th day of January, 1891. 
“D. D. ARDEN, J. P. 

“We are personally well acquainted with Mr, P, W. Frederick, and take great 
pleasure in certifying that he isa person of good repute as to truth and veracity 
in the community in which he lives 


“Sworn to ands 


“Rev. R. F. ALEXANDER. 

“J. H. DAWSON, 

“R. L. LUCKETT. 

“GEO. T. NEAL, Agen.” 
Royce, of Boyce, La, and Rev. George Jackson, of Lecompte, La., 
certify to the claimant's good character and reputation for reliability and 
truthfulness. These witnesses are all given the highest standing by Hon, N. 
©. BLANCHARD, who knows them personally, 

Dr. Ira Bowman testifies that he has examined the applicant and finds him 
suffering with two inguinal hernias, necessitating the constant wearing of a 
truss; also that he finds evidences that the applicant’s skull has once been bro- 
ken. The applicant, who is only about fifty-six years old, has the appearance 
of being nearly seventy, and he looks as though at sometime in the past he had 
undergone some great physical hardship. 


Theo applicant, in a letter dated Lecompte, La., January 6, 1891, states that 
both of the disabilities named had their origin in the service and line of duty. 

The passage of the bill is recommended 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There seems to b> 
that report. There was no Seminole war in 1857. 

Mr. ROGERS. He does not care when the war was, if he gets the 
pension. . [ Laughter. ] 

‘A Memper, It probably should be 1838. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS E, BRECKENRIDGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13545) 
for the relief of Thomas E. Breckenridge, late Company A, California 
Battalion, Mexican war, 


ilenry A 


also 


some mistake in 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Thomas E. Breckenridge, late 
of Company A, California Battalion, under command of Col. John C, Fremont, 
inthe war with Mexico, from the sum of $8 per month to the sum of $50 per 
month, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13545) grant. 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas E. Breckenridge, have considered theo 
same, and reportas follows: 

The claimant served as a private in Captain Owen’s company of Frémont’s 
Battalion, California Mounted Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, and he is 
now in receipt of the Mexican war service pension provided by theact of Jan- 
uary 29, 1887. 

The following testimony accompanies the bill: 

STATE or COLORADO, 
County of San Miguel, ss: 

Thomas E. Breckenridge, being duly sworn, doth depose and say that I am 
the identical Thomas E. Breckenridge who made application No. 18347, for in 
crease of pension underap act of Congress January 29, 1887, for services rendered 
during the Mexican war. 

That I will be sixty-six years old on March 15, 1891, and that I have been af. 
flicted with rheumatism for the last twelve years, and tothatextent that I have 
been unable to do manual labor for the most of that time, and for the three 
years last past totally unfit for any manual labor. 

That I have a wife to support, and that I have no means with which to sup 
port myself and family, except by manual labor. 

That I own no real estate in this State or in any other State or Territory. 

That during my service in the Mexican war,and in the year 1847,I was dec- 
tailed by Col. John C. Frémont, at that time military governor of California, to 
carry dispatches from Los Angeles, Cal., to St. Louis, Mo., and during that serv - 
ice I had the bones of my left wrist broken, caused by the fall of my horse, and 
that this accident occurred ia Arizona Territory,and that there was no physi- 
cian or surgeon within 500 miles, and that by improper setting of the bones and 
lack of proper care and treatment my left arm is caenied. 

That I joined the Topographical Corps under Capt. John C, Frémont at St. 
Louis, Mo., in May, 1845, and that I continued in said service until some time in 
the summer of 1846, when I enlisted in the ‘ California Battalion,” in Company A 
under Richard Owens, captain; William N. Loker, first lieutenant; Col. John 
C. Frémont, commanding. 

That during said service in the Topographical Corps we made the trip and ex- 
plored the country from Kansas City,Mo., to what is now Sacramento City, 
Cal., occupying a period of aboutten months, and being constantly exposed to 
the dangers of travel through a hostile Indian country and tothecold weather 
and storm on the crest of the Rocky Mountains in midwinter, and that upon our 
arrival at what is now known as Sacramento City, and while engaged in re- 
plenishing our stock of animals preparatory to making the trip north to Ore- 
gon, we were attacked by Mexicans and driven out of the country, and went to 
Klamath Lake, Oregon Territory, and at that point we were overtaken by mes- 
sengers from Commodore Stockton, announcing that war had been declared 
between the United States Government and Mexico, upon which we returned 
to Sacramento with Colonel Frémont and were discbarged by him from the 
Topographical Corps,and immediately enlisted in the California Battalion as 
above stated. 

That I enlisted in the said California Battalion about July 1, 1846, and con- 
tinued in the service until the close of the war. 

That I am the identical Thomas E. Breckenridge, whose evidence was taken 
before the Military Committee of the Senate, to which was referred the petition 
of John Charles Frémont in relation to California claims on the Government 
of the United States in the year 1848, said committee consisting of Mr. Cass, 
chairman; Mr. Benton, Mr. Crittenden, Mr! Dix, Mr. Rusk, and Mr. Davis. 

Subcommittee appointed to take evidence, Messrs. Benton, Crittenden, and 
Rusk. 

And that I am the identical Thomas E. Breckenridge mentioned in the report 
of evidence taken by said committee, who was with nine others detailed bv 
Colonel Frémont as a garrison at Santa Barbara, Cal.,and to which said report 
and evidence reference is here made, as to particulars regarding danger and 
exposure endured by said garrison. 

And I further depose and state thatat the close of the Mexican war I returned 
to St. Louis, Mo., and in the fall of 1848 I again joined the topographical corps , 
under Frémont, and was in that service about eight mate ey and went with 
him through the Indian country across the plains, to a point on the upper Rio 
Grande River, near what is now known as “Del Norte,” in Colorado, and at 
that point we encountered a terrible snow storm in the Rocky Mountains, and 
lost all of our stock, and from exposure about one-third of our party died, we 
being obliged to make our way back a distance of 180 miles, over the snow-cov- 
ered mountain, on foot, and with no provisions except such as we could kill on 
the road; it was on our return trip, after the loss of our stock, that my com- 
rades died from exposure and starvation. On our arrival at Taos, N. Mex., the 
entire party were blind from exposure to the snow (what is called snow blind- 
ness), and in a more or less frozen condition. 

After a short stay at Taos, Frémont, having received new supplies from the 
Government, proceeded through New Mexico and Arizona to Los Angeles, 
Cal., at which point I was dismissed from the service in the topographical corps 
without payment of any kind, the entire corps being disbanded. 

And I further depose and state that for said services I have never received 
any pay either from John C. Frémont or any other person, nor from the Gov- 
ernment, 

And I further state that, on account of the hardship and exposure endured 
during the Mexican war and while in the service of the United States Govern- 
ment, at the age of nearly sixty-six years I am broken in health and crippled 
by rheumatism to such an extent as to be unable to support myself and family. 

THOMAS E. BRECK EN RIDGE 


Sworn to and subscribed in my presence at my office in Telluride, San Miguel 
County, Colorado, this 4th day of February, A. D. 1891. rae 
(SEAL. ] . C. 8. WATSON, Clerk of District Court. 





Strate or CoLoRaApo, County of San Miguel, ss: 


James A. Beattie, sheriff of San Miguel County and State aforesaid, being duly 
sworn, doth depose and say: That I am well acquainted with the deponent, 
Thomas E. Breckenridge, and that I have known him for a period of twelve 
years, and know that he isthe identical person that he represents himself to be, 
and that his character for truth and veracity is good, and that I verily believe 
that the statements made by him in the above affidavit are true. 

And I believe that he is deserving of any and all ree .:»vense or pension that 
may be awarded him by the Government by reason of uis extraordinary serv- 
ices to the Government during the Mexican war and while connected with Fré- 
mont’s topographical corps, and by reason of his broken health and his in- 


hi if and family. 
ability to support himself an mily JAS. A. BEATTIE. 


Sworn to before me the 4th day of February, A. D. 1891. mi 
(seat. ]} C.8. WATSON, Clerk of District Court. 





1891. 





Srate or CoLoRADO, County of San Miguel, as: 


I, James McWilliams, treasurer of San Miguel County, and State aforesaid, do 
hereby certify that the deponent has been to me known for a period of nine 
years, and that he is a man of good character and habits, AndI further certify 
that from personal knowledge I know that he has for several years been af- 
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flicted with rheumatism, and know that he has no property or means with | 


which to support himself and family, except by manual labor, for which he is 
totally unfit. 
{u. 8.] JAMES McWILLIAMS. 
In view of the facts stated above your committee are of the opinion that the 
case is a deserving one and that the relief prayed for should be granted. The 
bill is therefore returned with a favorable recommendation. 
Note: Amend the bill by striking out the word “fifty,” 
ing in lieu thereof the word “thirty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


in line &, and insert- 


LAURA C, HUMBER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13629 
to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to the pension roll. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee on Pensions from the further consideration of the Senate bill for 
the relief of Mrs. Humber, and that it may be substituted for the 
House bill. I have sent it up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to the pension roll 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura C. Humber, widow of 
the late Capt. Charles H. Humber, Seventh United States lufantry, at the rate 
she formerly received, $20 per month. 


Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Speaker, can my friend give us a short state- 
ment of the facts in that case ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the easiest way to do that is to send 
up the report, but I will make a statement. In 1858, Mrs. Humber 
married Captain Humber, of the old army. He had served in the 
Mexican war and the Florida war, and was brevetted for gallant and 
meritorious conduct at the battle of Cerro Gordo, Mexico. He died in 
1858, and in 1862 Mrs. Humbert married Frank Rector, from whom 
she was subsequently divorced because of hisdrunkenness. Hesubse- 
quently died and she is now a widow in New York withouta dollar in 
the world, dependent on her only daughter, by Captain Humber, for 
her support. That is all there is to it. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


By unanimous consent the bill H. R. 13629 was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


MARY A. RIPLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13575 
granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacied, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, anJ he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Ripley, late volunteer 
army nurse and widow of Z. Howe Ripley, doctor of medicine, late member 
of Company G, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $25 
per month from passage of this act in lieu of the pension now received by he 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
13575) granting a pension to Mary A, Ripley, submit the following report 

Mrs. Mary A. Ripley is now a pensioner at the rate of $12 per month, under 
special act of Congress approved June 24, 1886, on account of her services as a 
nurse during the late war, She is also the widow of Z. Howe Ripley, who 
served as a member of Company G, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteers, and 
died September 6, 1889, of diseasesduetohisarmy service. He wasa pensioner 
at $50 per month on account of debility from typhoid fever and rheumatism, 
and left inguinal hernia. 

Mr, Ripley at date of his enlistment was a physician, and although an enlisted 
man only, rendered valuable services in the Medical Department of the Army 
and until his disabilities disqualified him for active field duty and necessitated 
his discharge upon surgeon's certificate of disability. Subsequently he entered 
theservice again as a medical officer under contract, but his disabilities became 
more aggravated and he was compelled to withdraw. In fact he never was 
able thereafter to earn sufficient fot the support of himself and family, and grad- 
ually er worse and became totally helpless, physically and mentally, some 
years before his death. 

The claimant was the wife of the soldier for fifty-three years. She nursed 
and cared for him tenderly during his long years of suffering and dependence 
upon others. Past seventy years of age, broken down in health, and without 
any income except her small pension asa nurse, she now asks that she be al- 
lowed also a pension as the widow of asoldier who sacrificed his health in the 
defense of his country. 

Others have had similar requests complied with, and your committee are un- 
able to find one case more meritorious than the one under consideration. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out all after the word “‘ pension," in line 9,and 
insert therein the words ‘at the rate of $24 per month, in lieu of the 


pension now received by her;'’ also, by striking out the words “ doctor of medi- 
cine,” in line 7. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1290) 
to pension Mary A. Bailey. 





ID 
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The bill was read, as follow 





I enacted, etc., That the Secretiury of the Inte r be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Bailey 
of Louisville, Ky., the daughter of Thomas Va », who was a soldier in the 
Revolutionary war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 a mont! 

Che report fby Mr. De LAN W 

A Committee on Pensions, to whom r scl I ant 
I » Mary A, Bailey, have isid i the same and port as fo 
’ 

rh ‘ int is the daughter of Thomas Va +, who ‘ } l ) 
in the New Jersey regiment commanded by Colonel Sp the w of the 
Revo 1. He received a pension at the rate of $96 ; 1 t« 
said sery > 

Itis reliably shown ut Mary A. Bailey is eighty-four years old, and very 
feeble, poor,and dependent. Five of her brothers served the war of 1812 

There are several precedents for the allowance of pensions to t! ured and 
dependent daughters of th yidiers of the wars with Great Brita that of 
Delia Stewart Parnell is one of ther 

Y« ommittee therefore return the bill, r mmending its passa 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

NATHANIEL MOON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TH. R. 13443 
to pension Nathaniel Moon 

The bill was read, as follow 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio ind he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rollthe name of Nathan Mi 
of Buena Vista, Ouachita County, Arkansas, late a private of Captain Pruit's 
company, Colonel Snodgrass’s regiment, Alabama Volunteers, Cr war, i 
pay him the same pension as is allowed by law for : in the w of 1 

re m ‘ \ 3 1! . 

Che report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 13443) grar 
ing a pension to Nathaniel Moon, have considered the same and report 

rhe claimant’s military history is shown in the following conmmunication 

“War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, Janua 0 
tim: In reply to your communication of yesterday, received at this Depart 
ment to-day, requesting to be furnished with the military record of Nathaniel 
Mox Florida war, I am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you that 
the al records show Nathaniel Moon, private, Captain Pruit’s compar 
( el Snodgrass’s regiment, Alabama Volunteers, Creek war, enro O 
ber 1837, to serve six ynths,and iste ! t of service with the pai 
A 14, 1838, 
Very 
I. ¢ AINSW rH 
I 
Hon. Taomas C, McRAr, M 
* Hous fk 
. Accompanying the bill is the f ) G. W.N : W. M. ¢ 
and H.J. Scragwin, citizens of Ouachita County, Arkansas, setting forth that Na 
thaniel Moon is seventy-two years old, in very poor health, almoat tot ] 
and with no income, and that simposs t ipport hi vnd 
white, 

rhe passage of the bill is recom: ided 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a t i tim 11 4 
eng ed, it was ac linglv 1 the third t ly l 

AGNES < Ne 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 13318) 
granting a pension to Agnes C. Junot 

The bill was read, as follow 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio und he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension law, the name of Agnes ©. Junot, widow of Charles J As t 
of the Florida war, and a pensioner under aet of C 4 LO t 
16, A. D. 1888, and pay her at the rate of $12 a month 

The report (by Mr. DE LANo) is as follows 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the | H. R. 1 
granting a pension to Agnes C, Junot, have considered the same and report 

Mrs, Junot is the widow of Charles Junot, who was pensioned at $8 per m 
by special act of Congress approved October 16, 1848, and died April 23, 18 

The report on the deceased soldier's bill shows the service upon which his 
pension was based and reads as follows 

“The claimant, under the name of Thomas Jones, wasa private ( Alex 
ander Jernigan’s company of Florida Moanted Militia from March $40, to 
November 14, 1540; and the regiment did duty in the |! la Indian war \ 
land warrant was allowed this claimant for the services rendered, his identity 
being established in that claim 

“He is now sixty-six years of age, and in needy circumstances, being also 


physically disable d, bs 
““ His case would fall within the provisions of the general-service pension bill 
for the survivors of the Indian wars from 1832 to 1512, favorably 
this committee at the present session of Congress 
“ Yourcommittee recommend the allowance to the claimant ofa service | 
sion, and therefore report the bill back recommending its passage ; amended, 
however, by striking out, in lines 4 and 5, the words “ subject to the provisions 


reported by 


yen 


and limitations of the pension laws,”’ and inserting at the end of the bill the 
words “‘and pay hima pension at the rate of $8 per month.’ 
Dr. J.C. Hood, of Louisville, Ky., certifies under date of January 17, 1891, as 


follows 
“T hereby certify that I attended Charlies Junot, deceased, and have known 
his widow beforeand since the death of her husband. I know her to bea de- 
serving woman and in need of the pension which her husband received before 
his death. Sheis entirely dependent, with no source of inco 
bor.” 
The passage of the bill is respectfully recomn 


ne except her la 


vended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LUCY WOOD, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 


4706) 
granting a pension to Lucy Wood. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy Wood, of Barre, Vt.,as widow 


of John Wood, a teamsterin the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month 


enacted, ete., 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARTHA A. BROOKS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12564) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Brooks, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Martha A. Brooks, of Walton 
County, Georgia, whose husband, Josiah M, Brooks, was a private soldier in 
Capt. John Mann's company in the Creek Indian war of 1836 to 1838, and allow 
her a pension at $—— per month. 


by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12564) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Brooks, have considered the same and report 
as follows 

Mrs. Brooks is the widow of Josiah M. Brooks, who served as a private in 
Capt. John L. Mean’s company of Georgia Volunteers, in the Creek Indian war 
of 1838. His service in said company covered a period of three months and 


The report 


ten days. 

In an affidavit accompanying the bill, J. M. Ammansand J. W. Arnold, cit- 
izens of Walton County, Georgia, testify that Mrs. Brooks is between seventy 
and seventy-five years old, in feeble health, and entirely unable to support her- 
self by manual labor; also, that she has no property or income excepta life in- 
terest in 40 acres of land, and that the income from the same is entirely insuffi- 
cientto support and maintain her, 

Your committee have reported a general bill to the House which, if passed, 
would give this applicant a pension. There are numerous precedents for the 
allowance of pensions by special act to the widows of the old Indian war sol- 
diers, and asthis claimant is shown to be deserving and needy, the passage of 
the bill for her relief is recommended, with an amendment to fillin the blank 


in the bill with the word “ twelve,’ so as to fix the rate of pension at $12 per 
month 


rhe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID SANDERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13340) 
to pension David Sanders, 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of David San- 
ders, of Atwood, Howard County, Arkansas, late a private in Capt. Charles 
Pettigrew's company (F), First Regiment of Arkansas Volunteers, of which L. 


©. Howell was colonel, Indian war of 1836, and pay him the same pension as is 
allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13340) to 
pension David Sanders, have considered the same, and report: 

Che claimant was a private in Capt. Charles Pettigrew's company of the First 
Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, and served from September 3, 1836, to January 
23, 1837, in the Indian war of that period. His service was subsequently rec- 
ognized by the United States Government by the allowance of bounty land. 

lestimony accompanying the bill shows that the claimant is about seventy- 
three years of age and too infirm to make a support by manual labor, It is 
also shown that he is in needy circumstances. 

There are many precedents for the allowance of pensions tothe aged and 
worthy survivors of the old Indign wars, and your committee therefore return 
the bill with a favorable recommendation. 


Amend by inserting the initial “5S.” in the claimant's name, so as to read 
** David 8S, Sanders.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended in accordance with the recommendation of 
the committee. 

EVALINE LAVERTY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13445) 
granting a pension to Evaline Laverty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ed , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Evaline Laverty 
of Jackson, Mich., daughter of Joseph Darling, a member of a Massachusetts 


regiment during the war of the Revolution, and pay her a pension of $25 per 
month during her natural life. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) isas follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13445) grant- 
ing a pension to Evaline Laverty, have considered the same and report as fol- 
iows 

Mrs, Laverty’s father, Joseph Darling, served six months as a soldier in the 
Revolutionary war with the Massachusetts troops commanded by Captain 
Wilder and Colonel Nelson. This service is a matter of record in the Bureau of 
Pensions 

It is reliably shown that Mrs, Laverty is now eighty-six years old and very 
feeble, and that she owns no property of any kind except her bed; also that 
she is wholly dependent for support upon her daughter, who is herself very 
poor. 

There are several precedents for this legislation, and in view of the great age 
and dependent condition of the applicant your committee recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill with an amendmeut to fix the rate of pension at $25 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Be it ena ele 
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MAURICE 0’CONNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13005) 
for the relief of Maurice O’Conner, late of the Mexican war. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Maurice O’Conner, late private. 
United States Marines, of the Mexican war, on the pension roll of the United 
States atthe rate of $24 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 130 
granting an increase of pension to Maurice O’Conner, have considered the sam 
and report as follows: 

The claimant was a marine on the United States frigate Congress, and ren 
dered service in the Mexican war, for which he is now pensioned under the act 
of Congress relating to Mexican war service. In addition to his servicein said 
war, the claimant served again as a marine in the United States service from 
January 21, 1852, to October 9, 1852, when he was discharged on account of dis 
ability; he has never recovered from the disease contracted in the service 
(chronic diarrhea), but has been disabled thereby more or less ever since. 

John Miller and George Glorius, citizens of Washington, D.C., testify that 
Mr. O’Conner has, by reason of disability arising from chronic diarrhea an: 
impairment of mind, been an invalid and confined to his house for the past t 
years; also that he can do no manual labor whatever, and is at present and has 
been for many years wholly dependent upon his wife for support. His wife 
goes out daily to labor, and they are now in great need of financial assistance 

Mr. O’ Conner is sixty-eight years old. 

In view of the facts stated above, your committee recommend the passage of 
the bill with an amendment to fix the rate of pension at $20 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEAH ALLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 13526 
to pension Leah Allen, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay Leah Allen, of Amity, Clark County, Arkansas, a 
pension at the rate of $20 a month, in lieu of the pension of $8 per month now 
received under certificate No. 5922, Knoxville (Tenn.) agency. 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill to increase the pension of Leah Allen.’ 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the reading 
of the report or an explanation of that. 
The report (by Mr. Dz LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13526) 
granting a pension to Leah Allen, have considered the same, and report: 

Mrs. Allen is the widow of Marcus La Fayette Allen, late a sergeant of Com- 
pany G, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, in the Mexican war, and she is now 
drawing the service pension provided by the Mexican war pension act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1887. 

In her petition Mra. Allen states she is seventy-six years old, without prop- 
erty or income aside from her small pension of $8 per month, and tutally un- 
able by reason of age and infirmity to do any work by which to support her- 
self. She further states that she is now dependent for support upon the charity 
of others not legally bound to care for her, and that for the past five years her 
mentaland physical condition has been such as to require the constant aid and 
attendance of another person. 

J. W. Allen and J. A. Burchfield, citizens of Amity, Ark., fully corroborate un- 
der oath all of the applicant’s statements, 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 

Amend by changing the title of the bill so as to read; ‘‘A bill to increase the 
pension of Leah Allen.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended as recommended by the committee. 


WILLIAM MARTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12798) 
granting an increase of pension to William Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of William Mar- 
tin, of Fremont, Nebr., a veteran of the Mexican war, and pay him a pension of 

72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving under certificate num- 
bered 4981. 


The report (by Mr. De LANOo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12798) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Martin, have given the same due consid- 
eration and report: 

The claimant served as a private in Company C, First Michigan Volunteers, 
in the Mexican war, and while in Mexico received in the line of his duty an 
injury of the left foot for which he is now receiving under the general pension 
laws a pension at the rate of $30 month, 

On the 22d of November, 1889, Mr. Martin made application tothe Pension Bu- 
reau for an increase of the above-named pension, and in connection therewith 
he was ordered for examination before Drs, J. H. Crabbs, R. C. McDonald, and 
N. H. Brown, who compose the board of pension examining surgeons at Fre- 
mont, Nebr. The examination was held September 3, 1890, and the following 
is quoted from the report of same: 

* The claimantis ei enero old; inspection showsa notable deformity of 
foot—shortening of 2 inches. e find an old dislocation of the two inner metatar- 
sal bones, which override the tarsusinsuch a manner thatthe weight ofthe body 
is thrown on end of metatarsal bone of great toe; arch of foot entirely de- 
stroyed; metatarsal bones are situated at an angle of about 45°. The great 
toe stands ata right angle with metatarsal bone. 

“Examination of heart shows the sounds weak and intermission ; has recur- 
rent attacks of vertigo so that he requires constant oversight of an attendant. 
The latter facts are known to both Drs. Crabbs and Brown, who have attended 
him, The applicant also sufters from chronic diarrhea, for which he has also 
consulted Drs. Crabbs and Brown. , 

| . He is, in our opinion, entitled to $50 per month for the sum of his disabil- 
ties.” 

The claim for increase was rejected by the Pension Office November 8, 1890, 

on the ground that old and disabilities not included in his certificate were 
partially responsible for his condition. 
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Accompanying the bill is the statement of Hon. Grorcr W.E. Dorsry, M.C., | Dr ns, received a ture of the left wris t by be t ' 
as follows: : horse at Fort Leavenw 1. Kans 4 ary 
**T have known Mr. Martin forthe last tyrenty years; he is eighty-two years | On the Is fay, 1875, De rade app 1 sion on a 
old, partially paralyzed, and totally helpless, requiring the constant aid of an ry, and, after careful investigatior ‘ : ved t 
attendant. He is very poor, having expended in his maintenance up to the | s Office, and he (Deitz) is now receiving $ theref 
present time all he had accumulated.”’ es ny and certificates ‘ ca ’ ’ case at 
In view of the facts above stated your committee are of the opinion that the the sion Bureau all tend to show that t i ‘ st sabled for 
case is a proper one for Congressional action. The passage of the bill is there- | t er mance of manual labor by f wrista ara agitans, 
fore recommended with an amendment to fix the rate of pension at $0 per Phis latter disa ty Mr. Deitz has repeate , ito ha ’ led in 
month, pension certificate, declaring the paralysis Ans a the frac- 
. t of the wrist, but 10 Pens tice as t iy 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. §=| .) stim} ; we - the tw oa - 
- ; . : pa logical relation betwee 16 two disa 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and readathird time; | 4 ipanying the bill is theswornstateme \ Yeot 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, | that s totally helpless by reason of shaking : that con- 
7 . ;a iforthe past ten yea requiring const aid ‘ be also 
JOHN HEIM. } States that the claimant has no income or resource a i . 1, and 
; : : a ~,\ | thatthe s | house ir h they live in the sof I t ca s all 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12607 | t —seou, shale ' 
granting an increase of pension to John Heim. | Ina petition signed by 47 citizens of 1, Ka ut Adam 
The bill was read, as follows: | Deitz is now seventy-one years old a pless by reason shaking 
2 ss misy,”’ which he cl s toh » resulted from injuries received in » ser , 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- | : f the I nite iSt oa als t os Mr D . “ "000 ‘it ; W ‘ i leserv 
thorized and directed to pay John Heim, late a soldier in Company A, Second | jne and that hia pre a ne atilinen iat tnbattes tnneittiadaah te $8 : ‘ 
Regiment United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico,a monthly pension | tendanece in his he inless eondil “ Ts , 
of $25, in lieu of the amount now paid him under certificate No, 12571. Your committee find that ti e Pension OM in rejecting the cla 
The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: | ing palsy, assigns no cause for the palsy except old age, aside from the fracturs 
os _ . . zs i rel of wrist. All things widered there mu e doubts respecti the use of 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12607) grant- | ¢p, palsy, and mem. fe a a ty oo e that such lo aoe = i be res iin 
ing an increase of pension to John Heim, have considered the same, and report | the applicant’s favor ae ere 
as follows : , ne : 7 he claim is therefore returned with the reco \ a 1 tha ’ 
John Heim was a private in Company A, Second United States Infantry, and | amended. however. to fix theamount of pension at $30 pe nt 
served a year in the war with Mexico. He is now pensioned, under certificate ees 7 . 2 
No. 12571, at $8 per month on account of said service. rhe committee recommend to amend by striking ou rty é 
Peter Bailman, G. W. Becker, and John Kessler, citizens of Louisville, Ky., | ia line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof ‘* thirty.’ 
swear they have known the applicant many years, and that he is nearly seventy 


agreed to 


The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 





years old and very infirm, and that his wife's health is such that she constantly rhe amendment recommended by the committee was 
requires care and attention; further, that he can not do the work necessary to 
support himself and wife, and if it were not for his pension (from which he has | and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
to pay rent and other expenses) he would have to depend upon public charity. - p git ; : 
It is also shown that the applicant is a sober, honest man, and does what little 
work he can at cleaning the streets during the summer to help them along The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13665) 
The passage of the bill is reeommended with an amendment to change the . . 
spelling of the applicant’a surname to “ Hain,” and also to fix the rate of pen- | 2Tanting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Weaver. 
sion at $20 per month, | ; » bill was read 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 


MRS. ELIZA WEAVER. 





, as follows 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
° . ” “ . tations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, | za Weaver 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 





ver of Cassius Weaver, late of Compan 
ment of Indiana Volunteers, 


Che report (by Mr. Mor 


E,One hundred and 





passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John Hain.”’ 





LL) is as follows 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil H.R 
SAMUEL T. CASTON 13665) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Weaver, s nit the following report 
. et : wnoe aie ; Claimant is the dependent mother of Cassius Weaver, late private of Con 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | pany E, Forty-sixth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. Cassius Weaver filed 
12100) granting a pension to Samuel T. Caston. declaration for pension April 3, 1879, alleging heart disease resulting from an 
a , . 5 - | ~ injury received to his breast in March, 1565, bya train being thrown from the 
The bill was read, as follows: track near Harper’s Ferry while on his way from Indianato Virginia. His claim 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | W4% rejected May 31, 1882, because of claimant's inability to furnish satisfactory 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel T. Caston, | €Vidence that the disability alleged was 
minor son of Samuel Caston, deceased, late a private in Company C, Palmetto | ™edical nor record evidence thereof 

Regiment of South Carolina Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, and pay him | ®"t was on the train which was thrown 
a pension at the rate of $8 a month from the date of his father’s death on the | injury to his breast therefrom, and that h 


incurred inservice, there be 
Phe evidence clearly shows that « i 


rom the track, that he received s I 


ng n 


> Was in iine of duty 
5th day of July, 1890, until the lst day of September, 1895, when he will arrive rhe examining board, November 30, 188), find positive evidence of heart dis 
at the age of sixteen years. ease, pulse very weak and too rapid, and rate soldier at total disability In 
. . March, 1882. medical examination disclosed increased disability of heart disease 
tT > ~ 7Q° ’ _s 1 y _— 
rhe report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: rhree months later the soldier died from the effects of said disease The ev 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12100) grant- | dence of his family physician and other witness shows that he was a sound 
ing a pension to Samuel T. Caston, have considered the same and report asfol- | and healthy man prior to enlistment, and that at his return home from the 
lows: 


service, and subsequently until the time of his death, he was broke 
Samuel T. Caston is the minor son of Samuel Caston, who served in the Mexi- | health and unfitted for manual labor. From the facts set forth your comm 


can war as a private in Company E, Palmetto Volunteers of South Carolina, | tee are of the opinion that the soldier's death was due to his service. Th 
and who at the time of his death was a pensioner at $8 per month under the | dier leaves no w 


down in 





idow or minor children and no one is drawing a pension on 
Mexican war service pension act of January 29, 1887. his service. Claimant is seventy-five years old, dependent, and has no means 
The soldier dicd July 5, 1890, leaving four children, all of whom were over of support 
sixteen years of age except this claimant, who was born September 27,1878,and | Your committee make favorable report and recommend that the bill do pass, 
consequently will not arrive at the age of sixteen until September 27, 1804 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 


The soldier's wife, the mother of this claimant, died July 30, 1886. ' : : ; 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Samuel T. Caston, the applicant, is dependent for support upon his older 
brother, E. G. Caston, who is poor and eo he having but one leg. 


The facts are ail shown in an affidavit file« with the billand signed by Thomas e f CYNTHI A H. QUACKENBUSH. 
P. Lawless, J. H. Street, and J. M. Combest, citizens of Jasper County, Missis The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HH. R. 10485 
si i. | ) he relief o y f . Ouackenbus 

Whe Mexican war service pension act of January 29, 1887, makes no provision | 7 The he s , ; “3 ry “i ; 7 7 pexen buen. 
for the minor children of the survivors of the Mexican war, the presumption 16 Hill was read, as lollows: 

robably being that but few, if any, of those now living would have children Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
ess than sixteen years of age atthe present time. Your committee think it 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjecttothe provisions and 


would be an act of justice toaccord the same benefits tothe children of Mexican 






limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cynthia H. Quackenbush, widow 
war veterans as those accorded by the act of June 27, 1890, to the children of the | of the late Rear Admiral Stephen P. Quackenbush, of the United States Navy 
soldiers of the late war. Therefore the bill is returned with a favorable recom- | and pay hera pension at the rate of $0 per month, said pension to be in lieu of 
mendation. 


. J . P any pension she may now ve receiving 
Amend by striking out all after the word “ ninety,” in line 10, to and includ- 














ing the word “ ninety-five,”’ in line 11, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ! he report by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 
“until the 27th day of September, 1894.” | rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 1048 
. | the relief o is iackenbush, have considered the same and ort 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. “ss See eee . nme ene a ~ ee ee eae 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; | cumstances, pecuniarily, is the widow of the distinguished naval officer w 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | record is reported as follows : 
T tECORD OF SERVICE OF 8S. P. QUACKENBUSH, LATE REAR ADMII 
ADAM DEITZ. . : ’ 
NAVY 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12855) S. P. Quackenbush was appointed acting midshipr February 15,1840. Apr 
granting an increase of pension to Adam Deitz. - ee ngship at New York. September 26,1810, ordered 
. . o the Boston; August 8, 1843, detached and granted three months’ leave 0 
The bill was read, as follows: tober 18, 1843, ordered to the Raritan: January) 1845, detached from the 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | brig Porpoise, and granted three months’ leave 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension roll the name of Adam Deitz, late “September 6, 1845, ordered to the naval schoo! to report October 10, 1 
& musician in the First Regiment of United States Dragoons, and to pay him a | 15,1546, detached from the naval school. August 5, 1846, warrant ed 
pension of $45 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. midshipman a the Lith July, 1546. October IM, 1846, ordered tothe A'bany 
“ 2 ee 4 transferred to the Supply; December 9%, 1448, detached from the Supply and 
The report (by Mr. DE LANO) 18 as follows: granted three months’ leave April 21, i849, ordered to the “ Lega: a Coast 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 8. 12855) grant- | Survey. November 23, 1819, detached and placed on waiting orders 
ing an increase of pension to Adam Deitz, have considered the same and re- | ‘* December 5, 1849, ordered to the Coast Survey; May 15, 1850, detached and 
port as follows: ee ard : ry ordered to the mail steamer Pacific ; April 26, 1851, detached and placed on wait 
The claimant while serving as a musician in Company C, First United States 


ing orders. 
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“ June25, 1851, ordered to duty on Coast Survey ; October 8, 1851, detached and 
ordered to the mail steamer Illinois; April 5, 1852, detached and ordered to the 
Perry; April 24, 1854, detached and placed on waiting orders. Warranted as 
master from the lst of March, 1855. 

*‘Commissioned a lieutenant from September 14, 1855. November 12, 1855, or- 
dered to the Potomac; April 12, 1856, transferred to the Wabash; February 18, 
land granted three months’ leave; August 24, ]858, ordered to the 
receiving ship at Philadelphia; June 14, 1859, detached and ordered to the Con- 


gr 


1858, detachex 


ess 
** October 22, 1861, detached from the Congress and ordered to proceed to Wash- 
ington and report to the Department. November 12, 1861, ordered to special 
duty at New York,and then to command the Delaware. Commissioned alieu- 
tenant commander from July 16, 1862. September 8, 1862, detached from the 
command of the Delaware and ordered to command Unadilla. August 29, 1863, 
letached and granted one month'sleave. October 26, 1862, ordered to command 
the Pequot. October 31, 1861, detached and placed on waiting orders. 

** December 9, 1864, ordered to the South Atlantic blockading squadron. De- 
tached March 1, 1865. March 27, 1855, ordered to command the Mongo. July 
12, 1865, detached and placed on waiting orders. 

“ December 18, 1865, temporary command of the Algonquin. January 17, 1866, 
detached and placed on waiting orders. 

“February 3, 1866, ordered to command the Conemaugh; commissioned a 
commander from July 25, 1866; July 24, 1867, detached from the command of 
the Conemaugh and placed on waiting orders. ° 

* Angust 21, 1867, ordered to equipment duty at the navy yard, Norfolk, Va.; 
May 22, 1869, also inspector of materials and supplies delivered at the yard; 
September 22, 1870, detached and ordered to temporary ordnance duty at the 
navy yard, Norfolk, Va.; November 21, 1870, detached and ordered to command 
the Pawnee; February 8, 1871, detached and placed on waiting orders. 

‘April 28, 1871, inspector of supplies navy yard, Norfolk, Va.; December 21, 
1871, detached and placed on waiting orders. 

“Commissioned a captain from July 25,1871; January 3, 1872, ordered to com- 
mand the Terror; detached January 25, 1873, and placed on waiting orders. 

** August 16, 1873, ordered to the receiving ship New Hampshire; August 14, 
1875, detached and placed on waiting orders. 

‘Commissioned a commodore, from March 13,1880; December 15, 1880, or- 
dered to command the navy yard, Pensacola, 15th of January, 1881; May 12, 
1882, detached and placed on waiting orders, 

**Commissioned a rear admiral from the 28th July, 1884, 

**Placed on retired list from the 23d January, 1885. 

“ Died at Washington, D. C., on the 4th February, 1890. 

“FRED RAMSAY, Chief of Bureau.”’ 

After the death of Admiral Quackenbush the claimant was alloweda pension 
at the rate of $30 per month under the general pension laws, but this and her 
other small resources are inadequate to her support. She is in bad healthand 
unable to do any work for a living. 

Chere are many precedents for the proposed legislation, and your commiitee 
therefore return the bill with a favorable recommendation. 


rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM G. TIDWELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4376) for 
the relief of William G. Tidwell: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacled, etc,, That William G. Tidwell be, and heis hereby, relieved from 
the charge of desertion from Company E, Seventh Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, 
and the War Department of the United States is hereby authorized and directed 
togive said William G. Tidwell an honorable discharge from said company and 
regiment, 

The report (by Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 4376) for 
the relief of William G. Tidwell, having considered the same, have adopted the 
Senate report on such bill, submitted herewith and made a part hereof, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 1929, Fifty-first Congress, second session. | 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4376) for 
the relief of William G. Tidwell, have had the same under consideration, and 
report it back favorably and recommend that it do pass, 

The petitioner, Tidwell, according to the records of the War Department, en- 
listed as a private in Company E, Seventh Illinois Cavalry, in Alabama, Septem- 
ber 1, 1862, to serve three years, being a resident of that State. He appears to 
have served faithfully until December 11,1863,when he was sent to general 
hospital at Oxford, Miss., and thence to general hospital at Holly Springs, De- 
cem ber 22, 1863. 

‘The only additional record which the War Department has of Tidwell is that 
he enlisted in Company A, First Alabama Cavalry, on the 15th of January, 1864, 
in which it is admitted he served faithfully until October 20, 1865, when he was 
mustered out. On this record the petitioner was markedasadeserter. He ap- 
plied to the War Department on affidavits for a removal of this charge, but it 
was denied on the ground that the enlistment by Tidwell in the First Alabama 
Cavalry without a discharge from the Seventh Illinois Cavalry was a violation 
of the fiftieth article of war, and because the period of petitioner's absence from 
service having exceeded four months the Department had no power, under the 
act of March 2, 1889, to grant the relief prayed for. 

The only real question is, was the said Tidwell a deserter in fact? He testi- 
files under oath concerning his absence as follows: That in his transfer to the 
hospital at Holly Springs, Miss., while he was ill with measles, he was placed 
on the top of a box car and took cold and suffered a relapse and remained in 
the hospital nearly two months and until after the Federal forces at this point 
had fallen back 3 or 4 miles; that the physician gave him a pass to reach the 
lines and his regiment, and on his way he was captured by the Confederates, 
who sent him to Guntown, Miss., where he was paroled, and he then went to 
his home in Marion County, Alabama, remaining a couple of months, when he 
started to return to hiscommand, and while en route was informed that he 
could not reach it, when he went to Winston County, Alabama, where he re- 
mained two months, when he again started for his regiment, but was again cap- 
tured by the Confederates near Leighton, Ala. ; thathe was forced in the Confed- 
erate service, and because he refused to do duty he was “swapped off" to an- 
other Confederate regiment, the officers in which, refusing to receive him, gave 
him a pass back to the original Confederate regiment in which he had selesed 
to do duty. This pass, he asserts, he used to return through the lines to Camp 
Davis, where the Federal forces were stationed. On reaching the Federal 
camp he was informed by officers and comrades that his regiment, the Seventh 
Illinois Cavalry, had been mustered out, whereupon the petitioner enlisted in 
the First Alabama Cavalry. He states also that he was illiterate and unable to 
read or write, and did not understand military rules; that he did not get a dis- 
a | nor any pay for his services in the Seventh Illinois, nor for a horse fur- 
nished. 

There is no evidence to contradict these verified averments, and the reputa- 
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tion of the petitioner for truth and veracity are vouched for by A, B. Hayes, 
probate judge of Cullman County, Alabama, and by Hiram Adkins, a deput 
sheriff. It also appears from the sworn evidence of Samuel Lee and John W. 
Suits, members of Company A, First Alabama Cavalry, that the petitioner ar- 
rived at Camp Davis and enlisted in said regiment about January 13, 1864, after 
being informed in their presence by some comrades of the Seventh Illinois and 
others that said latter regiment had been mustered out, three of his old com- 
rades having joined the First Alabama Cavalry. Suits and Lee are vouched 
for as reliable, reputable men. 

On these statements your committee are of the opinion that the prayer of the 
petition should be granted, and they accordingly report the bill back and rec. 
ommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELEONORA G. GOLDSBOROUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 12286) 
granting a pension to Nora Goldsborough. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to pay to Nora Goldsborough, widow of the late Charles B. Golds- 
borough, doctor of medicine, late a surgeon in the United States Marine-Hos 
pital Service, a pension at the rate of —— dollars per month, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1228, 
granting a pension to Nora Goldsborough, have given the same careful consid 
eration, and report: 

The facts are shown as follows: 


** To the Congress of the United States: 


“The memorial of Eleonora G. Goldsborough respectfully represents to your 
honorable body that she is the widow of Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough, late in 
the Marine-Hospital Service,and on behalf of herself and the minor children 
of the said Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough, she respectfully prays that you wil! 
grant a pension to be paid to her and them, and for the purpose of informing 
your honorable body as to the facts upon which her petition is based, she fur 
ther sets forth as follows: 

“1. Dr. Chas. B, Goldsborough was examined in accordance with law fo: 
admission into the service in August, 1877,and on October 3, 1877, was appointed 
an assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service. 

‘He was first stationed in New York as assistant; was appointed in charge 
of the service in Norfolk, Va., and remained there twomonths; he was placed 
on special duty in Washington and Baltimore; and was assistant at New York 
for five months; he was nine months chief clerk in the city of Washington, 
and was then placed in charge of the service in the city of Baltimore, where he 
remained for three years until April, 1882. 

‘*In October, 1880, he was promoted to the office of passed assistant surgeon 
while in charge of the Baltimore service. From Baltimore he was ordered to 
Mobile, where he remained in charge of the Marine-Hospital Service for three 
years and six months, until October 20, 1885, when he was ordered to Chicago, 
where he remained in charge of the service for two years and four months, un- 
til February 9, 1888. 

‘*While in Chicago he was promoted to the office of full surgeon, October 1, 
1886. From Chicago he was ordered to New Orleans, where he remained one 
year and eleven months, and died in the service January 5, 1890, leaving to sur- 
vive him his widow, your petitioner, and two children, Charles Bloomfield, 
nine years, and Irwin, five years of age. 

“2. The entire estate left by your petitioner's husband amounted to $2,100, 
which was in the hands of a firm which has since failed, reducing his estate to 
nothing. Your petitioner’s estate consists of a farm on the eastern shore of 
Maryland, valued at $12,000, but subject to a mortgage of $6,000, making its total 
net value $6,000, and shares of bank stock of the value of $1,300. 

“The net income from the farm, after paying the interest on the mortgage 
and all other charges and expenses incident to the same when the crops are 
good, is about $150, and the dividends derived from the bank stock amount to 
about $120, making the entire income received by your petitioner for the sup - 
port of herself and her two children $270, which is liable to be decreased at any 
moment by the failure of the crops upon which the income from the farm de- 

nds, 

‘*3. Your petitioner’s husband, while engaged in the service of the Govern- 
ment, devoted himself with untiring energy to his duty, and he was constantly 
exposed, not only to the danger of disease incident to his calling, but to the 
dangers arising by the constant change of climate which in the course of his 
duty while under orders he was obliged to undergo, and his constitution was 
undoubtedly greatly undermined thereby. 

“While on duty in the city of Mobile, he was desperately ill with malarial 
fever, and from there he was ordered to Ss the extreme cold of which, 
following upon the warmer temperature of Mobile, brought on a serious attack 
of rheumatism, from which he had not wholly recovered when he was again 
ordered to New Orleans. While engaged in the course of his duty he contracted 
blood poison in performance of an operation, which also tended to undermine 
his health, and in April, 1889, he was again attacked by malarial fever, which 
his already weakened constitution was unable to withstand, and from which, 
together with other complications, he eventually died. 

“4. Your petitioner further represents that the compensation received by her 
husband and the frequent removals which in the course of his duty it became 
necessary for him to make, rendered it im ible for him to save up more money 
than a portion of that which was left and which has been lost through no fault 
of your petitioner. 

"5, Your petitioner has done and is doing all in her power to support her- 
self and her children, and will continue to doso and will use all means in her 
power by her own exertions to increase the small income which she now re- 
ceives. 

“Allof whichas respectfully submitted 

“ELEONORA G. GOLDSBOROUGH.’ 


To the Congress of the United States : 


The undersigned respectfully represent to your honorable body that they are 

srsonally cognizant of many of the facts stated in the foregoing memorial oi 
Eleonora G. Goldsborough, and those of which they are not cognizant person- 
ally they believe to be therein stated truly. They furtherstate that they believe 
the said Eleonora G. Goldsborough, the widow of Dr. Charlies B. Goldsborough, 
and his two children are in need of some support, and that the services 
of the late Dr. Charles B. Goldsborough entitle them to be paid a pension, and 
they are personally aware that she is using every honorable means to assist in 
the support of herself and her children. 

JAS. SOMERS SMITH. 


ANNA M. SMITH. 
D. HAYES AGNEW. 
W. DUBOIS MILLER. 





1891. 





Dr. John B. Hamilton, Supervising Surgeon General Marine-Hospital Service, 
appeared before your committee and strongly urged the passage of the bill, | 
stating that Dr. Goldsborough was an able and faithful officer, and the duty he 
was on subjected him to orders involving change of climate and contact with 
epidemic diseases, and the doctor urged that as a matter of justice there should 
be no distinction in the allowance of pensions between the surgeons of the Ma- | 
rine-Hospital Corps and the medical officers of the Army and Navy. 

After full consideration of the biil your committee conclude that the officers 
of the hazardous service in question should be given the same consideration in 
the matter of pensions as army and navy surgeons, and the bill is therefore re- 
turned with a favorable recommendation. 

Nore.—Amend by filling the blank in the bill with the words “twenty-fire.” 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee recommend to make 
the pension $25. 
Mr. CHEADLE. 
The SPEAKER 





What is the number of that bill 
pro tempore. It is H. R. 12286. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Lask if this is not an innovation upon the rules 
of the House. This is to pension the widow of an officer in the ma- 
rine hospital—a marine physician. 

Mr. SMYSER. Mr. Speaker, the bill is an innovation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has there ever been anything of the kind ? 

Mr.SMYSER. No, sir; there is no precedent for it; and when the 
matter was brought to the attention of the Committee on Pensions, the 
committee felt that it was setting a precedent that ought not to be en- 
tered upon, and did not favorably entertain the bill. Dr. Hamilton 
and others came before the committee, and, on further consideration, 
the committee thought that it was proper, as persons in the Marine- 
Hospital Service were rendering as arduous service and as faithful serv- 
ice as any other class. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But they are in the civil service. 

Mr.SMYSER. They are subject to order, just as a surgeon in the 
Army; and we felt that it would be no innovation to grant relief in a 
proper case of this kind, and therefore we reported the bill unanimously. 
After hearing Dr. Hamilton the committee was unanimously of the | 
opinion that the 
ported it. 

Mr, YODER. 
this point? 

Mr. SMYSER. 

Mr. YODER. Is it not a fact that the reason why there has heen 
no precedents of this kind is that until lately this corps has not been 
recognized as a military organization, but it is now so recognized, 
much so as the regular Army? 

Mr. SMYSER. The committee considered the fact that there is a 
bill pending to transfer this branch of the service to the Navy Depart- 
ment, but not knowing what the fate of that bill might be, they thought 
that this lady ought not to be compelled to await action upon it. 

Mr. KERR, offowa. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YopER] says 
that this branch of the service has now been recognized as a military 
organization. There is a bill pending to recognize it, but that bill has | 
not yet become a law. There is a bill here to permit this corps to be 
regarded as a branch of the military service, and permit them to be re- 
tired, a bill which would add forty or fifty thousand dollars to the an- 
nual expense of the Government; butit has not yet become a law, and I 
hope it will not become a law, and I do not think it will become a 
law at this session. 

Mr. YODER. This is one of the most important branches of the 
service. The officers of it render even more valuable service than any 
others; and that bill ought to become a law. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabar-ax. Mr. Speaker, a review of the report will 
show that this officer renucred exactly thc same service that would | 
have been required of a regularly commissioned surgeon in the Navy | 
of the United States. He passed an examination and was appointed 
in August, 1877. He was first stationed at New York. Then he was 
appointed in charge of the service in Norfolk, Va., where he remained 
two months. He was then placed on special duty in Washington and 
Baltimore. Then he was put iv charge of the service in the city of | 
Baltimore, where he remained for three years until April, 1882. In 
October, 1850, he was promoted to the rank of passed assistant surgeon. 
That was while he was in charge of the Baltimore service. 

From Baltimore he was ordered to Mobile, where he remained in 
charge of the marine hospital for three years and six months, until 
October 20, 1885, when he was ordered to Chicago. There he was in 


Will my colleague allow me to ask him a question at 


Yes, sir. 


iS 
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charge of the service for two years and four months. While in Chi- 
cago he was promoted to the position of full surgeon in October, 1886, | 
From there he was ordered to New Orleans, where he remained one | 
year and eleven months, and died in the service January 5, 1890, from | 
blood poisoning, contracted in the performance of an operation in the | 
line of his duty. He was commissioned as an assistant surgeon and as | 
a surgeon, and it will be observed that he rendered the very same 
duties that would have been required of a surgeon regularly commis- 
sioned in the Navy of the United States. 

It does seem eminently proper, especially when we take into account 
the fact that there is pending the bill which has been mentioned here 
to make this Marine-Hospital Service a branch of the Navy Depart- 
ment, that the wicow and children of this officer, who are in strait- 
ened circumstances, should receive a pension. There are only fifty- 
two of these officers in the service «altogether. 








303 | 


Mr. DINGLEY. But the Revenue-Marine Service will have to be 
treated in the same way if we enter upon this course. Both organiza- 
tions are upon the same basis in this respect. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
valuable time of this evening session further th 
the fact that the distinguished gentleman from ‘ 
tells us there are no precedents for this action. There is, and there 
can be, no law authorizing it unless a mere fraction of a quorum of this 
House shall set aside all the precedents of the past, and, as the distin 
guished gentleman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY ] has said, make a pre 
cedent for others who are not now entitled to them t me inand claim 


trespass upon the 
» call attention to 
hio | Mr. SMYSER] 





n 


pensions. I say that this corps is no part of our military or naval es 
tablishment under existing law. I am perfectly willing that this bill 
shall go over to a full House, and if a constitutional quorum shall s 


proper to set aside all precedents, and, in violation of exis 
make an exception of this case and a precedent for comin 
to be bound by, I shall offer no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Si 
ment. 

Mr. CHEADLE, 


ting la 
y Cong 


gnal Office would be entitled to like tre 


Yes, the Si 


nal Servic 


and the Life-Saving Serv 
ice also, which will appeal to us more strongly than either of thes 
and then the whole civil establishment of thi intry will follow. | 


appeal tothe thoughtful consideration of ger 





nt n present to stop her 

The pension system is too sacred to be thus trifled with. We oug! 
to stop at some place, and let us draw the line here. 1 urgeons 0 
the national homes also will come in if we establish this precedent. 1 
only desire to say that in the absence of a quorum I shall not per 
his bill to be considered, further than to agree that it may » ove 
a full House 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 


it is not in order to consider this bill overed by 


‘ 

eis te ; ool 

to-night, as it is not « 
ie Ss 


the rule providing for these Friday-evening sessions, It is not an arn 
yr a navy pension. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, before you render 
1 


decision I desire to say something in answer to what has been said by 
my friend from Indiana | Mr. CHEADLI i introduced this bill and 
[ pressed the committee in argument to re it favorably, believing 
that the service rendered by this gentleman was equal to that ren 
dered by any officer of Army or Navy in a similar line of duty. 
This gentleman entered the hospital service in 1877; he was attentive 
to his duties in several parts of the « until 1890, when he died 


ort 
i rt 


vue 


ountry 


He was a faithful officer; and he contracted disease while in t 
formance of his duty. 
Ido not wish to urge upon this House the establishment of a pre 


edent in this matter, but I do not see why surgeons of this grad 
should not feel that after their death their widows can be pensioned, 
as are the widows of surgeons in other branches of the service. | 
would not object to-night to vote for a bill pensioning the widow of a 
man who had lost his life in the Life-Saving Service; I would think it 
right to do so, because I would consider that such a pension had been 
earned by the sacrifice of the man’s lifein that dangerous line of duty 
Nor would I hesitate in an equally meritorious case to grant a pension 
to the widow ofa man who had sacrificed his life in the Signal Service. 
The present case is one of extreme hardship, and it is brought her 


i 





because it is a case of hardship. As to the long service of this sur 
| geon : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suggest to the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania whether it would not be best for him to accept the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana and let this matter go over, 
to be disposed of in a full House, the gentleman from Indiana having 
it in his power to enforce this evening the objection which he mak« 


Mr. MORTILL. And by spending time unnecessarily on this bi 
we may defeat action on several other cases. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman insists upon a 


quorum I certainly will consent that this bill go over to be voted on 
in a full House; but if that be done, I desire it understood that the 
previous question is ordered, as has been done in respect to other bills 
at our Friday-night sessions. In that way the question can be tested 
in a full House. 

Mr. CHEADLE. 
each side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call attention to the fact that under the 
rules the Committee on Pensions had no right to report a pension bill 
of this character. The bills which that committee is entitled under 
the rules to report relate to ‘* pensions of all the wars of the United 
States other than the civil war.’’ Now, this is not a war pension by 
any means, and there is no authority under the rules for this report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the point of order will not 
be insisted upon. Let us agree to have the bill go over with the pr 
vious question ordered and the right of debate and amendment 1 
served. Let the point of order be reserved also, if desired. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think it proper that this question should 
be determined by a ruling upon the point of order. It seems to me 
the Pension Committee has no jurisdiction under the rules to report 
any such bill. 

Mr. YODER. 


And that there be twenty minutes’ discussion « 





Certainly this bill is in order. The point of order 
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will not lie. Iask the Chair to read the rule, At these evening ses- 
sions all cases reported from the Committee on Pensions are in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule defining 
the order of business for Friday evening sessions. 

The Clerk read as follows 

ITouse shall on each Friday, at 5o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 o'clock, | 

at whic evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of political 

al es, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be considered ; 

] ng session not to extend beyond 10 o’clock and 30 minutes. 





The SPEAKER pro temp It is quite evident that this is a private 
pension bill, and therefore it comes properly within the order of busi- 
ness for this evening’s session 

Mr. DINGLEY, But I call the attention of the Chair to the fact | 
that the Committee on Pensions has no jurisdiction of any pension 
cases excepting ‘‘ pensions of wars of the United States other than the 
the civil war.’’ I refer the Chair to clause 29 of Rule XI, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Peansylvania. But this bill has been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions and is regularly on the Calendar, 

fence the House has jurisdiction to consider it to-night. 

Mr. MORRILL, Whenever a bill is referred to a committee by the 
House, that gives the committee jurisdiction of the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. Beyond a doubt this 
bill is here as regularly as any bill that has been passed to-night. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask the Chair to consider for a moment 
whether this can be regarded asa private pension bill within the mean- 
ing of the rules and within the intention of the House in establishing 
these Friday evening sessions. I do not wish to delay the House, but 
I submit to the Chair that a bill granting a pension to acivilian, while 
it may be a private pension bill inthe popular sense of the term, is not 
a private pension bill under the rules or within the intention of the 
House in defining the jurisdiction of the pension committees and in es- 
tablishing these Friday evening sessions for the consideration of pen- 
sion bills. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to be heard a moment on this point 
of order. It seems to me there can be no question that the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY ] ought to lie 
against this bill. What measures is the Pension Committee author- 
ized to report upon? It is authorized to report upon pensions other 
than those growing out of the war of 1861-1865, and no others. It can 
not provide for pensioning persons in civil life. The persons to be pen- 
sioned must be members of some branch of our military or naval estab- 
lishment, or their widows or children or dependent relatives. 

I want to say here that such a thing as a civil pension is not known 
to our law 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 

This bill is upon the Calendar without objection up to this point, 
and hence the Chair must rule that it is in order for consideration to- 
night. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr, Speaker, has there been any opportunity 
to make objection, under the rules, until this moment? 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the fault of the rule. The ruling of the 
Chair is unquestionably correct. 

Mr. O’NELLL, of Pennsylvania. The memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and no one thought of raising the question of 
jurisdiction. That committee have considered the same and reported 
it, and it is mow on the Calendar. But I propose, in order to meet 
the objection of the gentleman from Indiana, that it go over toa full 
House, with the previous question ordered and a reasonable time for 
debate 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam perfectly willing to let it go over, provided 
the gentleman will let the point of order be made against it in the 
HTouse and tested there. | 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will, of course, 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair willask unanimous consent, 
as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that this bill lie 
over until—what date is suggested ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Tuesday of next week. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I must object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the previous question shall be 
deemed to be ordered upon the bill, and that there be not exceeding 
twenty minutes’ debate on each side. 

Mr, CHEADLE, And with the reservation of the point of order. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iam informed that this bill did not come from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, but from the Committee on Pensions, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. TRACEY. And the Committee on Pensions have the right I be- 
lieve under the rule to report it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Indiana? . 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is understood that the pointof order is reserved? 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I object to the previous question being 
considered as ordered. This is too important a matter to go over in 
that condition. It opens up a large field here for consideration. 

Mr. MORRILL, Owing to the short time remaining of the session 
and the large number of important bills to be considered I shall object 
to its going over unless the previous question is ordered. 


Is there objection to the request of the 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope my friend from Alabama 
will not object to letting the previous question be considered as ordered 
and the debate to be had as suggested. 

Mr. HILL. Before that action is taken I desire to add a word to 
what has been said on the merits of thiscase. I ama member of that 
committee, and one of those who objected in this instance to a favora- 
ble report upon the bill. It was again brought before our committee 
and we investigated the matter carefully, and came to the conclusion 
that in justice and right this woman was entitled toa pension as much 
as the widow of a soldier of the Marine Corpsor asailor. He gave 
his service and his life to the country. He was under asemimilitary 


| order — 


Mr. DINGLEY. Just the same as in the Signal Service, or the 
Revenue Marine, nothing more. 

Mr. HILL. Well, we have pensioned scouts who were not enlisted 
men. Wehave pensioned army nurses; we have pensioned teamsters; 
only to-night we pensioned a teamster. Those connected with the 
military service, or subject to military orders, as was this woman's 
husband, it seems to me ought to receive a pension, if the circum- 
stances of the case warrant it. In my judgment, with the full consid- 
eration we have given to the matter, this pension should be granted 
and I reversed my own action and voted in the committee to grant the 
pension, believing that in justice and right she was entitled to it. 
This is unanimously reported from the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. “Mr. Speaker, I regret that this case should have 
come up at this time, because it opens an entirely new question; and 
I do not wish to delay the action of the House in regard to bills that 
are to come after it. But this isa very important case, and 1 wish to 
call attention to the fact that if we enter upon the pensioning of civil 
officers, as this bill proposes—for he was nothing but a civil officer who 
was in a sort of semimilitary service, subject tosemimilitary orders- 
we have broadened out into a direction that ought to be considered by 
Congress very carefully, and not taken up at a period of the session 
when there is absolutely no time to consider it. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. The previous question would not be considered as pro- 
hibiting the point of order being raised, I understand, under the agree- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at all. 

Mr. COBB. Then I withdraw the objection I made. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think that would be a sort of par- 
liamentary felo de se, to order the previous question on the passage of a 
bill, and yet have a point of order reserved upon the right of the House 
to consider it at all. 

The previous question is designed for the purpose of bringing the 
House to a direct vote on the question. The ruling of the Chair is 
clearly right. The bill is here for consideration, and properly here. 
Whether the House shall enter upon the granting of pensions of this 
character—civil pensions—is an entirely different matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to lay the bill upon the table. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 26, noes 25. 

Mr. McCORD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
no quorum has voted 

Mr. McCORD. I raise the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope that the gentleman will 
not do that. I would rather withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I call for tellers. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will withdraw the bill. I will 
not have the point of order of no quorum raised to defeat other mat- 
ters pending to-night. 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill, and that it be per- 
mitted to retain its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the motion to 
table the bill, and the vote thereon, will be considered as vacated. 

There was no objection. 


DANIEL BIRCHETT. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13022) increasing the pension of Daniel Birchett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of Daniel 
Rirchett, late a private in the cavairy company of Capt. C. R. Wheat, Tennessee 
Volunteers, in the Mexican war, at the rate of $20 per month, according to the 
rules and regulations governing pensions. 


The report (by Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13022) in- 
creasing the pension of Daniel Birchett, have considered the same and report: 
The claimant was a private in Captain Wheat’s Independent Tennessee 
Mounted Volunteers,and served from February 5, 1848,to July 25, 1848,in the 


The gentleman makes the point that 











1891. 





Mexican war. On the 15th of April, 1879, Mr. 3irchett made application for 
pension, declaring that while at New Orleans, La., during said service, he was 
thrown from his horse and his skull was fractured. The company roll for 
April, 1848, notes the claimant as sick, but the nature of his sickness does not 
appear of record, 

The claimant’s allegations were corroborated by the testimony of one of his 
comrades, who saw ‘him immediately after the alleged accident, and other 
testimony showed him to have been in bad health and unable todo much 
work for many years just preceding the filing of his application. Mr. Birchett 
was examined by the Nashville (Tenn.) board on the 17th September, 1879, and a 
depression on the left parietal bone, with cicatrices, was found. 

The foregoing facts were, however, not sufticient to warrant favorable action 
under the rules then prevalent in the Pension Bureau, and the claim was re- 
jected March 22, 1880, on the ground that it was not established, the claimant 
saving declared his inability to furnish any additional testimony by reason of 
the long time that had elapsed since the said war. 

Subsequently the Mexican war service pension act was passed, and the claim- 
ent was granted $8 per month thereunder. 

The applicant is now about sixty-six years old, and the testimony on file at 
the Pension Office and the statement of the gentleman who introduces the bill 
tend to show that he (the applicant) is seriously disabled by the injury of head, 
and that he is in a very needy and dependent condition. 

Dr. W. W. Corbitt, Mr. Birchett’s family physician, certifies that the pressure 
upon the brain and its membranes, due to the injury of head, is such as to often 
give rise to great exhaustion and nearly produce convulsions. 

In view of all the facts stated, your committee feel that the relief prayed for 
should be granted, and the bill is therefore returned with a favorable recom 
mendation. 

Amend by adding, after the last word in said bill, the words “the same to be 
ip lieu of the pension now paid him.”’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
AUGUSTA J. CRAWFORD. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 
11989) granting a pension to Augusta J. Crawford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Augusta J. Craw- 


ford, invalid daughter of Joseph Crawford, late a corporal in Capt. L. Mack’s | 
company, Colonel Churchill’s regiment, New York Militia, in United States | 


service in the war of 1512, at the rate of $12 per month. 
The report (by Mr. SMysER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 11989) grant- 
ing a pension to Augusta J. Crawford, have considered the same and report 

The claimant is the daughter of Joseph Crawford, who served as a corporal 
in Capt. John Mack’s company of Col. John Harris’s First Regiment, New 
York Militia, from January 13, 1814, to April 21, 1814, in the war of 1812. This 
service is a matter of record in the office of the Third Auditor of the United 
States Treasury. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony ot Joel M. Tuttle, of Norwalk, Huron 
County, Ohio, setting forth that Joseph Crawford died in March, 1864, leaving 
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of chronic diarrhea and its results, incurred during his sevice in the late war. 
his claim was allowed at $10 per month, to begin March 19, 1886, 1ndend May 
19, 1886, the soldier having died on th ist-named date he soldier died prior 
to the allowance of the claim, and having left no widow or minor children, his 
sister, Mrs. Sey wert (the beneficiar nder this bill), completed the claim, and 
was allowed the smallamount of a 1ed pensior + partial reimbursement 
for the expenses of his last sickness and bu 

Che testirnony shows that Mrs. Seywert took ca und provided for her 
brother, the said soldier, during all his years fer 1 1873 until May 
I “86, when he died. It is further shown that Mrs. Seywert is now about 
seventy-five years old and helpless, being depends : » small salary of 
a daughter, which barely supplies the necessari view of the appli- 


cant’s devotion to her brother during the long perio sickness, and the 








fact that his sickness and death were the result of his i | service, 
your committee recommend the passage of the bill withana rent, strik- 
ing out all provision forarrears of pension, and providing for a pension at the 


rate of §12 per month from the passage of the act. 
Che amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


JA B I 


TAYLOR, 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
H. R. 13596) for the relief of Jacob Taylor, lave Company Bb, Powell’s 


Che bill was read, as follows 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I rier be, and he is eby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Ja Taylor, 
late a private in Company B, Powell’s battalion, in the war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month from and after the pas re of 
this act. 


Amend title so as to read; “A bill for the relief of Jacob F, Taylor, late Coa 
pany B, Powell's battalion, war with Mex 


The report (by Mr. NorToN) is as follows 


rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1359 
ing a pension to Jacob Taylor have considered the same and report as follow 

rhe claimant was a member of Company B, Powel battalion, Missouri 
Volunteers, Mexican war, and served from July 1, 1847, to November ®, |54s 
when honorably mustered out with the company. 
record, 


In his petition for relief the claimant states under oath that he is now sixty 





his service is a matter of 


five years of age, and owns no estate, either real or personal, and is whol 


| capacitated to support himself by labor by reason of old age and rheumatis 


several children, one of whom, Augusta J. Crawford, has become so much of | 
an invalid from inflammatory rheumatism as to be unable to help herself. The | 


witness further states that the applicant has no means of support and is de- 
pendent upon charity. 

This witness is reliably shown to be a man of high character, and one whose 
word can be implicitly relied upon. 

There are several precedents for the allowance of pensions to the disabled 
and dependent daughters of the soldiers of the war of 1812, Among these isthe 
case of Mrs. Delia 8. Parnell, passed at this term of Congress. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 

Amend by changing the name of the organization to which the soldier be- 
longed to Capt. John Mack*‘s company, Colonel Harris’s regiment. 

Mr. Kerk, Of Iowa, rose. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 
considered as ordered to be engrossed, read a third time, and passed. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hear no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to hear the report read in that 
case. I tried to get recognition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is passed. 

Mr. KERR, of fowa. I would like to hear a statement of the case 
at any rate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
report the next bill. 


The bill is passed and the Clerk will 


AMELIA T, SEYWERT. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 1198) granting a pension to Amelia T. Seywert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Amelia T. Sey- 
wert, widowed sister of Charles H. Miller, alias Charles Monroe, formerly of 
Company G, Second United States Artillery, now deceased, at the rate of $8 per 
month, from the date of his discharge, March 8, 1870, to March 18, 1886; and $12 per 
month from said last-named date, and continuously during her life, as a reim 
bursement of expenses incurred and a compensation for hersacrifice of heaith 
and comfort and her faithful nursing of said soldier in his last illness, which 
continued from said date of his discharge up to the date of his death, May 19, 
1886, and during which time he was unable to complete his claim for invalid 
pension numbered 543097. 


The report (by Mr. SmyseEr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1198) grant- 
ing a pension to Amelia T. Seywert, have considered the same and report as 
follows: 

The claimant is the sister of Charles H. Miller, who enlisted November 3, 1859, 
under the name of Charles Monroe, in Battery G, Second United States Artil- 
lery, and served continuously (with two re-enlistments) until March 8, 1870, 
when honorably discharged. 

He subsequently enlisted under the same name (Charles Monroe) May 22, 1872, 
45 a seaman on the revenue cutter Reliance, and was discharged July 15, 1873. 

On the 23d of June, 1885, the soldier made application for pension on account 





and that heis a charge upon his friends and relatives, 

Che claimant's statements are corroborated under oath by Montgomery Gei- 
ger,a citizen of Troy, Lincoln County, Missouri, who served with the applicant 
in the Mexican war and has known him ever since 

Dr. J. A. Ward, of Troy, Mo., testifies that the claimant isafflicted with chronic 
rheumatism, chronic cystitis, and general debility 
without property or means of support 

Mr. Taylor’s post-office address is Linn’s Mill, Lincoln County, Missou 

The Secretary of the Interior decides that the members of Powell's batta 
do not come within the letter of the Mexican war pension act of January) 
1887, but recommends that they be included in said act, and Congress has re 
peatedly recognized the justice of their claims to pension by the passage of 
special acts granting the same 

The passage of this bill is thereupon recommended with an amend to 
include the initial “‘F’’ in the applicant’s name 


, and that he is al lutely 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 

The bill asamended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Che title of the bill was amended in accordance with the recommen- 
dation of the committee. 

ELLIS P. PHIPPS. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 13587) granting increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rol!, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellis P. Phipps, late jieutenant 
Company A, Twelfth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of 
$72 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re 1 the bill (H. R. 
13587) granting an increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps, submit the 
report: 

Ellis P. Phipps was enrolled September 1, 1862, in Company A, Twelfth New 
Jersey Volunteers, as first lieutenant. He was discharged September 29, 1864, 
He was wounded in left arm May 12, 1864, at Spottsylvania, Va He was pen- 
sioned for said wound and for inguinal hernia, which has been increased until 
now he receives $36 per month 

His condition is shown by report of medical examination 

“Arm covered with numerous scars; integument around elbow joint is red 
and inflamed; now discharging pus from two sinuses leading to necrosed bone; 
1} inches radius has been removed; end of radius is prominent and pushes out 
the inflamed skin below elbow; motion of proximal end of radius can be plainly 
seen when forearm is rotated; a portion of external condyle of humerus is also 
gone; joint firmly ankylosed at an angle somewhat more obtuse than a right 
angle; hand carried in a sling; totally disabled for purposes of manual labor. 
Rate, $36.”’ 

He also bas right inguinal hernia, requiring wearing of suspensory bandages 
to prevent protruding into scrotum, and causing much trouble, suffering, and 
inconvenience. From these disabilities he is constantly incurring expense for 
medical attendance and appliances, which reduces the assistance he would other- 
wise derive from his pension. He has filedalarge amount of evidence showing 
his helplessness and the attentions of others necessary almost to the require- 
ments of the law granting $72. 

Your committee recommend that the bil? do pass, amended to read *' forty- 
five”’ instead of “ seventy-two.” 


following 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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DRUSILLA A. SHERWOOD. 


Che next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 5924) granting a pension to Drusilla A. Sherwood. 
mn 


lhe bill was read, as follows 


‘ 


it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
place on the pension roll the name of Drusilla A. Sherwood, late a nurse in 
the United States hospital at Keokuk, Iowa, and pay her a pension at the rate 


of $20 per month 


by FLICK 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
924) granting a pension to Drusilla A. Sherwood, submit the following report : 

That the beneficiary of this bill was a nurse at the general hospital at Keo- 
kuk, Iowa, from January 9, 1863, to May 22, 1853, and during the time of such 
service discharged her duties in a satisfactory manner. 

She is now of that age that she can not longer support herself by her labor 
and is greatly in need of assistance. Your committee regard this case as com- 
ing within the policy of Congress in respect of this class of nurses, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word “twenty,’’ 
in line 6, and inserting ‘‘ twelve,’’ and that so amended it pass. 


The report Mi is as follows 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
GEORGE W 


GRAY. 


Thenext pension business on the Private Calendar wasthe bill (H. R. 
13643) granting a pension to George W. Gray. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, elc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Gray, late of Company 
H, First Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 
per month 7 


The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13643), granting a pension to George W. Gray, submit the following report 

George W. Gray enlisted in Company H, First Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, May 22, 18°1. At the battle of Bull Run, July 18, 1861, he received a 
severe shell wound of right thigh and loins; was taken prisoner and held as 
such until January 17, 1862, during which time he was in hospital awaiting re- 
covery from said wounds. They were, however, only partially healed when 
paroled; and on December 29, 1862, he was discharged on surgeon's certificate 
of disability by reason of these wounds, 

Gray is now in receipt of pension for the wounds at §30 per month, the highest 
rate allowable under the general law, unless he became so totally disabled as 
to require the regular aid and attendance of another person. 

Wounds are described as follows: First, over outer aspect of right thigh from 
trochanter downwards 12 inches in length with an average width of 2 inches: 
second, nearly circular scar 1 inch in diameter, about 2 inchesto right of spine 
and 2} inches helow crest of ilium; third, on left side of sacrum 2} inches di- 
ameter, irregular in outline. All these scars are deeply depressed, adherent, 
and tender. The missile fractured the right femur, removed portions of the 
great trochanter, injured the superior spinous process on both right and left 
ilium, destroyed the overlying muscles and tissues, and affected the subjacent 
nerves, blood vessels, etc., by the resulting inflammation and suppuration. 
There is now a marked sensitive condition over left kidney and left lumbarand 
inguinal regions, Urinehigh red, acid, albumen about 3 per cent. by measure ; 
deposit copious; on microscopic examination shows numerous blood and pus 
corpuscles; oxalate of lime crystals, numerous fleshy shreds, and a few struc- 
tureless casts. Hydrocele contains about 2 ounces of fluid. Right inguinal 
hernia size of large walnut. Slight varicose veins of right leg. Considerable 
tenderness of lumbar and gluteal muscles, with inability to stoop or rise with- 
out help. The righ arm and hand are affected by paralysisagitans. He is per- 
manently disabled by the wounds and effects, and should be rated at least sec- 
ond grade therefor. Thisis the statement ofthe examining surgeons, 

Not only disqualified for the performance of any manual labor, the pensioner 
suffers intensely, is confined te his bed most of the time, and, as heretofore 
stated, can not stoop or even rise from his bed without the aid of another person. 

it is evident from the certificate of the board of examining surgeons that, 
would the law permit, a rate higher than $30 per month could be given or would 
be more commensurate with the degree of the existing disability. 

Your committee believe that some relief should be afforded this unfortunate 
defender of his country, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying 
bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “sev- 
enty-two,” in line 7, and inserting therein instead the word “fifty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ANGUS M’VIGOR, OF LOWELL, MASS, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6838) for the relief of Angus McVigor, of Lowell, Mass. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Angus McVigor, of Lowell, Mass., 
upon the pension roll of invalid pensioners, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, 

The report (by Mr. FLIck) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 6838) 
for the relief of Augus MeVigor, of Lowell, Mass., submit the following re- 
port: 

Angus McVigoris now a pensioner at the rate of $4 per month for left varico- 
cele, incurred while serving as corporal of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry. He also suffers from disease of stomach and bowels, 
brohchitis, disease of heart, and defective vision, eee to be the result of a 
fever while in a prior service in the Navy, and m es, contracted in the Fif- 
teenth United States Infantry, But his claim therefor has been rejected on 
the ground of prior unsoundness. 

It appears that McVigor enlisted in the Navy January 21, 1864, and served on 
the Princeton, Philade!phia, and New and was ene October 
25, 1864, om account of disease of lungs. The medical records of the Na’ 
he was admitted to treatment for “ catarrhus August 18, 1864, compl ° 
cold, and pain in right breast; afterwards of weakness about heart, palpitation 


to $72 


show 
f 
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and loss of appetite. Again came under treatment September 4, 1964; record 
showing that sailor has gradually lost flesh and strength, has a violent, harsh 
cough, severe pain in the chest, palpitation of heart,and dyspnea. Disability 
did not originate in line of duty.”’ 

On November 15, 1864, McVigor again enlisted, as heretofore stated, in Com- 
pany G, Fifteenth United States Infantry, and on March 21, 1865, was admitted 
to hospital with measles, where he remained under treatment until July 6, 
1865, when discharged upon surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of 
“chronic bronchitis, with extreme debility, following an attack of measles, for 
which he was admitted to this hospital in March last. Disease contracted since 
enlistment. Disability total.’ MeVigor has been totally disqualified for the 
performgnee of any manual labor ever since his discharge from the service, 
and during this entire period been dependent upon his devoted wife for sup 
port, 

The only obstacle in the way of getting a pension, commensurate with the 
degree of his disability is the adverse record of the Navy Department. It is 
well known by all who have had experience in the settlement of navy pension 
eases that unless the incurrence of a disability comes under the personal ob- 
servation of the medical officer making an entry of treatment therefor, such 
entry will most generally be “not originated in line of duty,” or ‘existed 
prior to enlistment.” 

Aside from the uureliability of the navy records there are other reasons why 
this soldier's claim should not be entirely ignored. He served inthe Army 
subsequent to his discharge from the Navy for several months before he came 
under treatmentfor measles. It was no ordinary case of measles, for he never 
left the hospital until more than three months thereafter; he was discharged 
with every evidence of the damaging sequences of thatdisease. His condition 
is deplorable ; only aided by his faithful wife is he able to appear before your 
committee. A most thorough special examination of the case fails to disclose 
any cause for this condition except that which is alleged by the claimant, and, 
at leastin part, sustained by the record. 

In view of all the facts in the case your committee are clearly of opinion that 
relief can not come too soon, and therefore report favorably on the accompany 
ing bill: amended, however, by striking out all after the word “ McVigor,” in 
line 4, and inserting therein instead the words “late of Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, upon the pension roll at the rate of $30 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now received by him; “also, by striking out the 
words “ of Lowell, Mass.,’’ in the title of the bill. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 
| and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN B. HOUGHKIRE. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
403) granting a pension to Benjamin B, Houghkirk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin B. Hough- 
kirk, late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, atthe rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I hope this suggested 
amendment will not prevail, and I think a consideration of the facts 
in this case as shown by the report will demonstrate that it should not. 

I will ask to have the report read. It is very short. It will show 
that this man, according to the report of two physicians, was wounded 
so that his suffering is greater than it would be from total disability; 
in which case he would be entitled to a pension of $72 a month. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 403 
granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk, submit the following report : 

We adopt the report of the Senate committee, as follows : 

“ This bill is to raise the pension of Benjamin B. Houghkirk, late of Company 
E, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteers, from $24 

$72 a month. 

“The soldier incurred two very disabling wounds in theservice, which de- 
prived him of the use of his left leg and left arm. They were shell wounds, 
and from the examination of the several medical examining boards, it appears 
that they were followed by gangrene, sloughing of the flesh, loss of bone, and 
continuous discharges. Both limbs are wasted and deprived, to an almost total 
extent, of muscular power. In addition to these disabilities he suffers much 
from the effects of sunstroke, is often troubled with vertigo, is deaf in his right 
ear, and partially so in his left. All of these physical failings are admitted to be 
the result of his service. 

“The medical board certifies that his arm wound is equal to amputation 
above the elbow, and it is apparent that his left leg is as nearly as possible use- 
less, while both are a constant cause of suffering. The disabilities were in- 
curred twenty-five years ago, and the result has been a continuous and pro- 
longed wasting of his strength, and at the present time he is totally disquali- 
fied for any employment, and needs daily the care and attention of another 
person. He is not entirely meee, but he often requires assistance, and is 
never able to do anything for his own support. If he had lost the wounded 
arm and leg he would be entitled to a high rate of pension, and yet the aggre- 
gate of disability is more than equal to the amputation of both of his diseased 
limbs, to say nothing of vertigo, deafness, and continuous suffering. He is an 
old man, physically helpless, and, in the opinion of the committee, entitled to 
relief.” 

And we recommend that said bill be amended by striking out the words 
“seventy-two,” in seventh line thereof,and inserting the word “ fifty, and when 
so amended that said bill do pass. 


Mr. MORRILL... Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in defense of the com- 
mittee that they discussed this matter very thoroughly this morning. 
The general law is that where a person requires the regular aid and 
attendance of another person he shall be entitled to $72 a month. 
The papers in this case show that the man does not require the con- 
stant aid and attention of other persons, that he helps himself, with 
the exception of a very small portion of the time, when he has to be 
helped in dressing, etc. We have tried in our committee to carefully 
equalize matters and guard these things, keeping in view all the time 
the fact that a pension of $72 a month was allowed where a person 
required the constant aid and attention of another person. 

Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Mr. 8 er, in answer to that, I want 
to call attention to the report of the te committee, and I think it 

| is fair to assume that the case received careful consideration there. 
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After speaking of the fact that he has continuously suffered for twenty | ; 


five years, they say: 

He isnot entirely helpless, but ke often requires assistance, and is never able 
oe doanything for his own support. If he had lost the wounded arm and leg | 
he would be entitled to a high rate of pension, and yet the aggregate of disa- | 
bility is more than equal to the amputation of both of his diseased limbs, to say 
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nothing of vertigo, deafness, and continuous suffering. He is an old man, | 5"4 
physically helpless, and, in the opinion of the committee, entitled to relief ; W um Smyth, being duly swort ays that l with the facts 
That relief was granted in the Senate at $72 a month. Saicccin con tuuteiaee ane auntie antes chersien oe SS 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, under existing law if aleg and arm | liam A. Peck, and he believesthe statements of Dr. Cady respect are tra 
had both been amputated he would get $36 per month. This report | that he is postmaster at Owego, Tioga County, New York, and is acquainted 
shows he does not require the regular aid and attendance of another | 7"? ' . roaesses cae a oa eed a 
person. ee WM. SMYTH, J 
Mr. WALTER I. HAYES. Daily. | Sw , 23d day Janua 
Mr. MORRILL. The committee remember that in these cases where | ‘ W. A. SMYT! 
there is total disability and the constant aid and attendance of another The claimant's present « utle essness appears t ave be 
person is required the limit under the general law is $72, and we have | ff COmPArAL IVS y Teen emamnod to be the result of his two yours of arduon 
tried, as I have said before, to regulate these matters so that those who | service during the late war. Your. rittee therefore, in view of all the facts 
are granted pensions by special acts shall not be paid more than those | return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, with an amendment to 
who come in at the regular door. It seems to me that a man who gets ee ee ee ee ee es 
a pension by special act ought not to be favored above the man who Che committee recommend to stri \ vO 
gets it under the general pension laws. | and insert the word ‘‘thirty 
Mr. DINGLEY. Whatis theamount carried in the bill as amended The amendment was agreed to 
by the House? | ‘The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi 
Mr. MORRILL. Fifty dollars per month. and being engrossed, it ordingly read the t i time, and pa l 
The question was taken on the amendment recommended by the | HANNA CARROI 
committee; and theSpeaker pro ¢empore announced that the ayes seemed | The next bill mented wen ti (ER , bs 
to have it. a — —= ae 
On a division (demanded by Mr. WALTER I. HAYEs) there were | ag eaten pny ae follows 
ayes 28, noes 6. Dee te Te a 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. FPN Sy” a _ vee ty Boe epee p< mein ene 7. aeemeitaa 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | the permanently he Ipless child of CorneliusCarroll, late a private of ( pas 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. K, Twelfth Illinois Volunteers, and pay hera pension at th 
WILLIAM A. PECK. The report by Mr. SAWYER $3 as follows 
The next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 13344) to increase the | ,,Phe Committee on Invall sas Ceapull tachunie tien deliteonions ens 
pension of William A. Peck. j Saari the da Z of ¢ ornelies Carre . late a pr iv — * Com 
The bill was read. as follows | pany K, Twelfth Illinois Vol ers. The soldier was killed at the close of the 
Be it enacte d, etc., That the Sec retary of the Interior be, and h s hereb f a - - oe 3 —_ pe 2 , vos ee h — ~ a vo Shildh ; a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William A Peck, nafie eas cripp! om & Gleenne oF tha hin and anine toauch on ¢ need thas a 
late a private in Company H, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, | parely uble, with the assistance o itches, to move about: and that fram the 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he | nature and long standing of the d : lise will without a 
now receiving. 2 ontinue during her life 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: | No person is now drawing any pens nt of said 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 13344) | the ola — i. eee a = ee = i : as = — — 
insseaaing Gre youston of William A, Peck, have considered the same, and re- . aie aan a : r “eighte “9 “ ~ > ail 7 = — oa Seed 
WS isdenenh was a private in Company H, Third New York Volunteer In word twelve 
fantry, and served from May 19, 1861, to May 21, 1863, when honorably dis Che amendment recommended by the committ vas agreed to 
charged. While in said service the applicant incurred a rupture of the right Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
groin by severe marching, and he is now receiving a pension at the rate of $s m4 


per month on account of that disability. | 
Mr. Peck is now physically a wreck from the rupture and from paralysis | 
agitans. Amos O’Brink, a comrade of the pensioner, testifies that he (the appli- | 
cant), in addition to incurring the hernia in the service, contracted a disease of | 
the spine and nervous system from heavy marches and carrying weighty accou- 
terments. This witness further testifies that the claimant’s condition has grad 
ually grown worse since discharge, until now he is entirely helpless. 
The applicant's condition is further shown by an affidavit of Dr. A. W. Post, | 
who gives it as his opinion that the paralysis agitans (as well as the rupture) is 
due to the service. 
The foregoing facts are all shown in the papers on file at the Pension Office 
but that bureau has not regarded the evidence as sufficient to warrantthe allow- | 
ance of the claim on account of paralysis agitans. 
Accompanying the bill is the following additional testimony 


“In relation to the relief of William A. Peck, late private in Company H, 
Third Regiment New York Infantry, by special act of Congress. 
“Spates oF New York, County of Tioga, ss: 

“George P. Cady, M. D., being duly sworn, says in regard to the above-men 
tioned matter that he is a member of the board of United States pension exam- 
iners, situated at Owego, Tioga County, New York, and that he is acquainted 
with William A. Peck, late private in Company H, Third Regiment New York 
Infantry, and with his circumstances and with the circumstances surrounding 
this case; that the said William A. Peck isin the following physical condition 
That he is afflicted with locomotor ataxia in its later stages; that he is entirely 
unable to care for himself in any way and requires the constant aid of an at- 
tendant. 

“That the said William A. Peck is destitute and without any means of sup- 

rt except the pension he draws under certificate No. 365506, which is totally 
nadequate to support him in his present condition; that it isthe opinion of this 
affiant as physician that the condition in which the said William A. Peck new 
is is the result of an injury which he received while in the service of the United 
States, but that, owing to the difficulty of understanding anything that is said 
by the said William A. Peck, it is impossible to find the witnesses necessary to 
satisfy the Pension Department of that fact; that the said William A. Peck has 
living at the present time a father aged eighty years who is totally blind and a 
mother aged eighty-three years, and that his father and mother are just barely 
able to live with the aid of the pension given the mother as dependent mother 
of another son ; that the said father and mother were the parents of three sons, 
two of whom died inthe military service of the United States in the late rebel- 
lion, and the third is the said William A. Peck ; that they have known the said 
William A. Peck for thirty ~ and know that before his condition became 
so bad as to render him totally helpless he was honest,industrious, and in every 
way a good citizen of the United States; that all people in this section of the 
country knowing of the condition of affairs in this case are desirious that Con- 
| eye grant whatever relief is deemed just to the said William A. Peck, and that 

affiant personally urges upon the committee that this is a case deserving 
of their attention and asks a favorable report to the House of Representatives. 
“GEO. P. CADY, M. D.” 








N. Y., January 21, 1891. 
worn to before me, this ist day of January, 1891. 
“J, S. GROSS, Notary Public. 


* Dated Os i 
Subscribed and s 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
DANIEL ULLMAN, 

Che next bill presented w t 7 : , 
Daniel Ullman. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be enacted, etc That the S Inte ye, and he i re 
authorized and directed to place on t ' q ' subject to the provis ; 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel man, lat p 
majorgeneral in the Army of the Un l States, at th : of $100 a 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as folloy 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred t 
granting a pension to Daniel Ullman, submit the following report 

The evidence in this case shows that General Ullman rendered ‘ 
guished service in the Army; heis now getting to beadvanced in yea rd 
pendent circumstances. 

rhe report of the Senate com mittec is hereto annexed and ma part 

The committee believe this to be a meritorious ‘ and ) ly 
mend the passage of the bill with an amendment striking o t word 
hundred,”’ in the sixth line o ill, and inser g in y d 
“seventy-two 

5 I rt No, 227 
Mr. Davts, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the followi ; a 


to accompany S. 5077 

The Committee’on Pensions, to whom was referred the b 4 
a pension to Daniel Ullman, have examined the same and report 

The services of General Daniel Uliman were of avery distingui 
ter. He entered the service in the command ofthe Seventy-eighth Reg 
of New York Volunteers rhis regiment was raised under his auspices, and to 
its raising his own funds largely contributed. In the campaign which ended 
the second battle of Bull Run, he and his command were subjected to very gre 
hardships; he himself was taken with typhoid fever, and in that condition f 
into the hands of the enemy: upon the retreat wastaken to Richmond and 


ll (S. S077) grant 


shed chara 


fined in Libby Prison, from the effects of which confinement and the sever: rd 
almost fatal attack of typhoid fever, he has never fully recovered 

In December following he was exchanged, and in the January following he 
sugges-ed to President Lincoln the raising of colored troops and re ed orders 


from the President to raise a brigade of five regiments, w 
his promotion as brigadier genera!, with authority 
established his headquarters at New York City, sele 
cers, and proceeded to Louisiana, where he filled a br 
colored troops, which subsequently grew into a « 
men. He was in the service three years and seve 
recently become so greatly impaired that he can 
results of military hardships he is permanently lamed in the left 
whole of hia left side is affected with paralysis. He is now advance: 
He has hitherto refrained from applying for a pension, but his circur 
have recently become such as to compe! him to do so. 
The passage of the bill is recommended 


tich was followed by 
oint his officers. H 

ted a cadre of white offi 
rade of five regiments of 
rps of seventeen thousand 
sn months. His eyesight has 
neither read nor ‘ 


» apr 





in years. 
istances 








. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it 


; 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
JOHN B. ANGEL, 
he next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 13688) to pension John 


B. Angel, father of James C. 
sylvania Cavalry 
The bill was read, as follows 


Angel, late of Company G, Fifth Penn- 


Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and instructed to place upon the pension rolls the name of John B. Angel, 
father of late James ©. Angeli, of Company G, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Cavalry, at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Crata) is as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
13688) to pension John B. Angel, father of James C, Angel, of Company G, Fifth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry, submit the following report 

The proposed beneficiary is the father of James C. Angel, alias John Mce- 
Shier, who served as private of Company G, Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry, from 
August 10, 1861, to August7, 1865, when mustered out of service. ij 

The father's claim for pension has been rejected on the ground that the evi- 
dence fails toshow thatthe soldier's death was the result of his military service, 

it appears in evidence that soldier at date of his discharge was entirely broken 
down with rheumatism aud chronic diarrhea, and when he reached the home 
of a relative near White Haven, Pa., he was so weak as to compe! him to stay 
there for a few days. Having rested himself, he started for his father’s place, 
about 50 miles distant. He never reached there, but about a-month after his 
discharge a letter was received by the father from that relative that the soldier 
had died on the road. 

This letter was burned up with the contents of claimant's house, and the rela- 
tive and others who knew of the soldier's serious illness and death have since 
died. It is therefore impossible for the claimant to procure the evidence re- 
quired by the Pension Office, The case has, however, been specially investi- 
gated, in particular with reference to a rumor that soldier, after leaving the 
house of his relative near White Haven, had been murdered for his money. 
The mostthorough investigation failed to trace such rumor to any reliable 
source, but rather strengthened the presumption that soldier fell by the way- 
side from exhaustion, as was claimed by his relatives at the time. r 

rhe special examiner in submitting the case for admission says: ‘* The testi- 
mony taken, and that which is reliable, shows that the soldier was in a very 
weak and debilitated condition at the time he was at David D. Eans’s house: 
that he wasa mere skeleton from the effects of chronic diarrbea and rheuma- 
tism ineurred in service. He was still suffering from those diseases when last 
seen, In the absence of proof to the contrary the presumption is that he died 
of those ailments, and in that belief, and as the claimant is extremely old and 
feeble, 1 think the claim should be settled on the testimony already in, etc.”’ 

Claimant had four sons in the Army during thelate war. He is now ninety- 
five years of age, and dependent upon the charity of hischildren. The mother 
of the soldier died in 1852. 

Your committee are of opinion that the soldier died from disease contracted 
during his four years of service, and that his dependent condition entitles the 
claimant to a pension. 

lhe bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by adding, after the words “James C. Angell,” wherever 


the same may appear in the bill and title thereof, the words “‘alias John Me- 
Shier,’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 

and beingengrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
The title was amended as recommended by the committee. 


MARION M’KIBBIN, 


The next business presented was the bill (S. 4498) granting a pen- 
sion to Marion McKibbin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion McKibbin, widow of 
David B. McKibbin, late colonel of the One hundred and fifty-eighth and the 
Two hundred and fourteenth Regiments Pennsylvania Infantry, and brevet 
brigadier general United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Crata) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 4498) 
granting a pension to Marion McKibbin, submit the following report (adopt- 
ing the Senate report 

Phis bill proposes to pension Marion McKibbin,widow of the late Major and 
Rrevet Brigadier General McKibbin. 

Mrs. McKibbin is completely broken down in health and unable to do any- 
thing for her own support. This condition of her health is believed to have 
been, toa great extent, brought on by nursing her late husband who was for 
many years prior to his death a great sufferer from rheumatism contracted dur- 
ing the war. Her relatives are in no condition to render her assistance, and 
she is practically without any means of support. 

Gencral McKibbin, while engaged in battle during the month of August, 1863, 
was captured and taken to Libby Prison, where he contracted sourvy from the 
effects of which he never recovered, and which finally resulted in cancer and 
death. Mrs. McKibbin had been previously married to a Mr. Herring, a young 
man of great promise and who responded to the first call of the Government 
for troops in 1561, and was killed at the head of his command in one of the early 
battles of the war. 

This appears to be a worthy case, one of great merit and hardship; and in 
view of the services of her two husbands and her own sufferings and sacrifices 
incident to theirservices and her present helpless condition, the country should 
not allow her to suffer for means of support. 

Hereto appended isthe military record of Brevet Brigadier General McKibbin. 


Statement of the military service of David B, McKibbin, of the Uniied Slates Army, 
mpiled from the records of the Adjutant General's Office. 
War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT GENERAL’s OFFicE, 
Washington, December 12, 1890. 
He served as a cadetat the United States Military Actions from July 1, 1846, 
to November 4, 1547. He was on sick leave to some time in June, 1848; during 
a portion of the latter period he served in the army in the war with Mexico, 
and present at the United States Military Academy to October 31, 1848, when his 


resignation as cadet was accepted, 
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He was appointed second lieutenant Ninth Infantry March 3, 1855; first lieu- 
tenant March 1, 1861; appointed captain Fourteenth Infantry May 14, 1861; he 
was mustered in as colonel One Hundredand fifty-eighth Pennsylvania Drafted 
Militia November 24, 1862; mustered out of volunteer service August 12, 1863: 
mustered in as colonel Two hundred and fourteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers 
April 5, 1865, ana honorably mustered out of volunteers April 30, 1866, 

He was transferred from the Fourteenth to the Thirty-second Infantry Sep- 
tember 21, 1866; promoted major Tenth Infantry September 15, 1867; unassigned 
March 15, 1869; assigned to Tenth Cavalry January 1, 1871. 

He received the brevets of major August 1, 1864, for gallant services at the bat 
tle of North Anna, Va.; of lieutenant colonel August 1, 1864, for gallant service 
atthe battle of Bethesda Church, Va.; of colonel and brigadier general and 
brigadier general of volunteers ‘‘for gallant and meritorious services durin 
the war,” to rank from March 13, 1865, 

He was on regimental recruiting service from Aprii 23 to July 7, 1855; wit 
regiment at Fort Monroe, Va., to December 15, 1855, and in Washington Terr 
tory to July 22, 1858; commanding escort to astronomical party, Northweste: 
Boundary Commission, to December 8, 1858; with regiment in Washington Te, 
ritory to April 21,1861; en routeto Washington, D. C., under orders to report to 
the Secretary of War to June7, 1861; on mustering duty at Trenton, N. J., and 
Elmira, N. Y., to August, 1561; on recruiting service to September 29, 1861; wit 
regimentin the Army of the Potomac, to November, 1862; commanding 0: 
hundred and fifty-eighth Pennsylvania Militia, in Virginia and North (a: 
lina, to August 12,1863; aid-de-camp to General Ayres, commanding Second 
Division, Fifth Corps, September 25,to November, 1863; on duty at draft re 
dezvous, Madison, Wis., to May, 1864; commanding regiment in the Army « 
the Potomac to June 2, 1864, when taken prisoner in action at Bethesda Churc! 
Va.; prisonerof war to October, 1864; at Camp Parole, Maryland, to Decembe; 
1864; with regiment in New York to February, 1865; on recruiting cervice 
New York to April, 1865; commanding Two hundred and Fourteenth Penn 
sy!vania Volunteers,in the Army of the Shenandoah, to July, 1865; in Wash 
ington, D. C., to March, 1866, and on special duty to April 30, 1866; on leave to 
August, 1866; on recruiting service and commanding post of David's Island, New 
York, to September 2, 1868; on leave to March, 1869; awaiting orders to May 
1869: on reconstruction duty, etc., in Virginia to February, 1870; on recruiting 
service to January, 1871; on permission to delay, and on leave of absence t: 
March 26, 1871; with regiment in Indian Territory to August 1, 1871; on sick 
leave and surgeon's certificate of disability to January 5, 1872; with regiment 
in Indian Territory to December 11, 1872; on leave to February 8, 1873; with reg 
iment in Texas to November 28, 1873; on sick leave and surgeon's certificat: 
of disability to July 10, 1874; on duty at Fort Richardson, Tex., to September 26, 
1874; on sick leave to May 31, 1875, when retired from active service, having 
been found incapacitated from active service on account of chronic rheuma 
tism,and paralysis of the left side, contracted while in the line of duty. 

Died at Washington, D. C., November 8, 1890. 

J.C, KELTON, Adjutant General. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
MANUEL TIBBS, 


The next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 13042) granting a pen- 
sion to Manuel Tibbs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Manuel Tibbs, 
of Washington, D. C., late a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department, in 
the war of the rebellion, and pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension law. 


The report (by Mr. TuRNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
13042) granting a pension to Manuel Tibbs, submit the following report : 

That the claimant was a slave, living near Fredericksburgh, Va,,and in the 
spring of 1863 became a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department, Army of the 
Potomac. He makes affidavit,as does one Robert Coleman, that he was com- 
pelied to enter the service as teamster at that time; that the department had 
not the necessary teamsters, and soldiers were detailed as teamsters, and that 
many negroes were then taken and put to work as teamsters to relieve the so!- 
diers, While in the Quartermaster’s Department in that same year he was or- 
dered toassistin confining a vicious mule, and while so doing was kicked in 
the forehead, from which kick he became and is totally blind. 

He applied for a pension in the Pension Office, and while there was no doubt 
that he had contracted the injury in the manner aforesaid his claim was rejected 
because he was notanenlisted man. Yourcommittee, however, believe that in 
view of his compulsory service and the gravity of the injury he sustained he 
is entitled to some measure of relief, and recommend that the bill do pass, 
amended, however, by adding, ‘“‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The bill should be further amended 
by striking out ‘‘Secretary of the Treasury ’’ and inserting in lieu thereot 
‘* Secretary of the Interior.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB BERG. 


The next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 1143) for the relief of 
Jacob Berg. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Berg, late a private in Com- 
pany —, Ninth West Virginia Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1143) granting a pension to Jacob Berg, submit the following report: 

The evidence on file shows that the claimant, a German, enlisted in a reg- 
iment which was then being raised at Guyandotte, W. Va., November 10, 1861; 
that the raising of the regiment was retarded, but these men there remained ia 
camp under the command of one Colonel Skinner. 

That while so in camp the same was attacked by aregiment of Confederate 
cavalry under the command of Colonel Jenkins, and that in meeting said at- 
tack—the cavalry being successfully resisted—the claimant was badly wounded 


Without objection, that amendment 
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by a gunshot wound through the upper part of the left leg, for which he was 
treated at a cost to himself of $35, From that wound he has never recovered. 

He remained in camp, being treated forsaid wound, until! April 29, 1862, when 
the regiment was mustered into the service of the United States, but the claim- 
ant was rejected on account of said gunshot wound, and consequently was 
not mustered into service, and hasno pensionable statusat the Pension Office, 
and his claim was for that reason rejected. Your committee, believing this to 
be a meritorious case, would recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ Berg,” in line 6, the following: ‘of Russellville, Pope | 
County, Arkansas."’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; | 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EMILY M. TYLER. 

The next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 13224) granting a pen- 
sion to Emily M. Tyler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily M. Tyler, widow of the 
late Erastus B. Tyler, a brevet major general of the United States Volunteers 


in the war for the Union, and pay her a pension, from the passage of this act, 
at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
13224) granting a pension to Emily M. Tyler, submit the following report: 

The bill proposes to pension Mrs. Emily M. Tyler, the widow of the late Brig 
and Bvt. Maj. Geu. Erastus B. Tyler, whodied January 9, 1591. 


Erastus B. Tyler entered the service as colonel of the Seventh Regiment Ohio | 


Volunteers, three-month organization, April 25, 1861, and was mustered in as 
colonel of the same regiment for three years in June, 1861. He continued in 
command of his regiment until May 20, 1862, when promoted to brigadier gen- 
eral for gallantry on the field, 

The regiment of which he was colonel and the brigade which he commanded 
were in action at Cross Lanes, West Virginia, ‘ ugust 26, IS6L; Wine “he ster, Va 
March 23, 1862; Port Republic, June 9, 1862; Cedar Mountain, August 9, 1862 
Antietam, September 17, 1862; C henesilorevitie, May 1, 2, 3, and 4, 1863: Gettys- 
burgh, July 2and 3, 1863; Lookout Mountain, November 24, 1863; Mission Ridge, 
November 25, 1863, and many others. He was appointed major general by brevet 
March 13, 1865, and finally mustered ow on August 21, 1865. 

General Tyler was cons icuous for hard fighting and successful results. 
received severe injuries of left side of body and side of head by fragments of a 
shell, and suffered from intestinal troubles for sometime,as shown by the record 


Dr. James H. Butler, of Baltimore, Md., testifies that his acquaintance with | 


General Tyler commenced during the war. 


He was then suffering from the ef- 
fects of injuries receivedin battle. 


A shell burst near him, and spent fragments 


from it struck him upon the left side of the body and upon the left side of his | 


head. The injury of the head was the most serious one in the opinion of the 
affiant, the effect of which was shown by a hard bony prominence as large as 
halfa walnut, but General Tyler always considered the injury to side the worst. 
From the wound of the left side of head a gradual paralysis began, first notice- 
able in the right leg and then extending tothe right arm, steadily increasing in 
force. Finally the disease grew so that the paraly. sis reached the nerves which 
onpely the intestines, and then paralysis of the body and death took place. 

Dr. J. C. Monmonier also certifies that he became acquainted with General 
Tyler about twelve yearsago. He was then suffering with pain in right arm 
and occasionally with a numbness in his right leg. A partial paralysis of tne 
arm and leg followed. Attended him a number of times during the period 
named and during his lastillness. In affiant’s opinion General Tyler's death 
was caused by obstruction of the intestines and subsequent inflammation of 
them and the peritoneum. This condition was produced by paralysis of the 
nerves supplying the intestines. The history of the paralysis can be traced to 
the wound he received on his head in battle. 

General Tyler, although cleariy entitled to and often importuned by his 
friends to apply for a pension, never applied. His widow fs now in dependent 
circumstances. The longand meritorious services of her late husband alone 
would entitle her to recognition at the hands of Congress, even if the « 
his death were of doubtful origin. But in the opinion of your committee the 
connection with the service is clearly established, and Mrs. Tyler should be 
pensioned at the rate now so generally conceded to the widows of general 
officers. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out all after the word “act’’ in line 9. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY J. WELKER. 


The next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 13206) 
of Emily J. Welker to the pension roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby empowered and | 


directed to restore to the invalid pension rolls, subject to the limitations of the 
meral pension laws, the name of Emily J. Welker, widow of Henry Welker, 
te of Company H,Eighty-eighth Illinois Infantry Volunteers,to date from the 
passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (MH. R. 
13296) granting a pension to Emily J. Welker, submit the following report: 
The mans is the widow of Henry Welker, of Company —, Eighty- 


eighth Illinois Volunteers. She was placed upon the pension roll by certificate 
No. — as widow of said soldier, having furnished the proper evidence. She re- 
married one Isaac Wilson and thereby forfeited her pension. She has obtained 
adivorce from said Wilson on account of cruel and inhuman treatment. She 
is in destitute circumstances, and we recommend that she be restored to the 
pension rolls, and that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. MALINDA HAWKINS, 
The next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 11014) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Malinda Hawkins, a hospital matron and nurse during 
| the war of the rebellion 
| The bill was read, as follows 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be l he is hereby, anu- 
| thorized and directed to place upon the pension rol)s the name of Mrs. Malinda 
| Hawkins, late matron and nurse at hospital No.5 at Saltweils, near Evansville, 
Ind., and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per mon 
|} The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 
| The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
| 11014) granting a pension to Mrs. Malinda Hawkins, have considered the same 
| and report 
| In her petition for relief by special act of Congress the 1imant states that 
on July 3, 1862, s was appointed matron of United States General Hospital 
No. 5 at Saltwells near Evansville, Ind., and serv: . us such until September 16 
| of the same year, when, from overwork exposure d nervous prostration, her 
| health gave way to such an extent that she was Obl! red to resign her position 
} and return home. 
Her health has contiuued bad to the pres« time, and as she grows older the 
| effects upon her nervous system grow more s& She served while in said 
| hospital without pay, and refused to have her ne placed upon the hospital 
| register, 
| Dr. Fleetwood H. Sale, of Dillsborough, Ind,, swears he was late acting as 
sistant surgeon in charge of general hospital Saltwe , Evaneville, Ind und 

| was on duty atsaid hospital when Mrs, Hawkins was appointed matron 

| Her duties were to take charge of all sanitary supplies and dis nsethe aa 

| to sick and disabled soldiers on the orders and di: ms of the surgeon in 
charge; that Mrs. Hawkins satisfactorily dischat luties as said matron 
until she was, from overwork, exposure, nervous | ration, and ill hea 
obliged to resign, and that during her entire service of overtwo mo ssh 
furnished her own clothing, washing, and subsistence 

| C. L. Hollis, of Boonville, Ind., late hospital steward of the above-nan 

| pital, corroborates in all its details the testimony of Dr. Sale 

The standing of these witnesses for truth and veracity is shown to be good 

The claimant’s residence and post-offi vddress is Petersburgh, Ind In 
} View of the many precedents established by Congress for pensioning the faith 

ful hospital nurses of the war of the rebelli your committee respectfully rec- 
|} ommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ADMINISTRATOR OF PHEBE LEIBARGER, DECEASED 
Che next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 11233) for the relief of 
| the administrator of the estate of Phebe Leibarger, deceased, widow of 
Jacob Leibarger, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteers in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That out of any mon which now is, or hereafte: y be, 
| appropriated for the payment of pensions the Secretary of the [nterior | rnd 
he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause to be paid to William FE. Glast 
as administrator of the estate of Phebe Leibarger, deceased, the sum of $922.93, 
being the arrearages of pension allowed her under certificate numbered 225809, 
issued to said Phebe Leibarger November 19, A. D. 1888, as widow o cob 
Leibarger, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment of Lilinois Volunteers 

in the war of the rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows 
| rhe Committee on Invaiid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
| 11233) for the relief of the administrator of the estate of Phebe La a r. ad 

ministratrix of the estate of Jacob Leibarger,deceased, submit the following re 
port 
| Your committee mae ng carefully examined the evidence in this case find 
that Phebe Leibarger was the widow of Jacob Leibarger,deceased,who was late 
| a private of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteers in 
the war of the rebellion: that said Phebe Leibarger died onthe 20th day of 
| December, A. D. 1888; that as such wid Ww there had been issued to her a cer- 
tifieate, No. 225809, for widow’s arrears of pension, dated November 19, 1888 
Thatsaid Phebe Leibarger died in Jackson County, Illinois, on the 29th day 


and was buried in sai 
1883. 


| of December » 1583, 
day of December, 
} No, 225809 had 
death; 


i Jackson County, Illinois, onthe 30th 
That the pension granted to her under said certificate 
not been paid to her, nor any one for her at date of her said 
|< that undersaid certificate No, 225809 there was due from the United St ates 
| Government to the said Phebe Leibarger, widow as aforesaid,at the date of he: 
} = atl 1, the sum of $922.93, being the arrearages of pension al llowed her, the said 
| 1 *hebe Leibarger, unde r said certificate No. 225 809, issued to her Novemb 
1888 
That after the death of said Phebe Leil » William E. Glasby, 
es County, lin is, was, by the county court of said county, 
r pointed administrator of the estat« of sai d Phebe Leibarger, 
as such, and is still the legal and acti a imi nist 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


r 19 
riyv, 


arger, on of said 
duly ap- 
deceased, qualified 
| estate All these 
nee before your committee. 


, itis clear to your com- 


ig trator of sak 

| facts fully and sufficiently appear from the evid« 

After a careful consideration of the facts in th 

mitte e that asthe said certificate No. 225809, for widow's arrears of pension, was 
:ed to said Phebe Leibarger forty days before the death of said Phebe L« 

oom er, and thatit was no fau ilt or neglect on the part of said Phebe Leibarger 
that said sum was not paid to her during her life, that the Government shou! 


Is case 





| now pay to the legally constituted administrator of the estate of said P! 

| Leibarger the sum of money due under said certificate. 

Your committee therefore recommend that said bill do pass 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ven ot. 

| 

| MISS MARY FE. HULL. 

| om : 1 [> ~4 : 

rhe next bill presented was the bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension 

| to Miss Mary E. Hull, dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, 


late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of II] 
| try, in the late war of the rebellion 
| The bill was read, as follows 


nois Volunteer Infar 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 

| thorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of Miss Mary E, 

| Hull, dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company I 1 the 

Eighty-first Regiment of Iilinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the re- 
bellion, and that she be paid a pension at the rate of $0 per month, 
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The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
11345) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, submit the following report: 

Your committee have examined this case and the evidence and the facts pre- 
sented very carefully. The evidence fully establishes the fact that the benefi- 
, in said bill was the sister of Jamesand John A. Hull, That said James 
died in the service of his country in the war of the rebellion. That said John 
A, was a member of Company F, Eighty-first Dlinois Volunteers, in the war of 
the rebellion, and also was in the Mexican war. That said Mary E. is now and 
always has been asingle woman, 

That her brother John A. was a widower when he entered the service of the 
United States in the war of the rebellion, That she lived with and was keep- 
ing house for him at said time; that he then had three young, helpless chil- 


dren, and the said Mary E. took charge of them during his absence, cared for 
and educated them; that she had no money or property of her own, but de- 
voted her energies and life to her said brother John A. and his children, both 
during and after the war: that her brother John A. remained a widower till 
his death. 

That he died about four years ago, leaving no property or money, and that 
said Mary E. bas no property or money; is nearsixty yearsof age ; from disabil- 
ity is unable to support herself, and is dependent on her friends for support. 
That said John A. Hull contracted disabilities while in the line of duty in the 
service of his country in the late rebellion from which he never recovered and 
of which he died. That he was at the date of his death drawing a pension for 
such disabilities. That said Mary E. was dependent on her said brother John 
A. for support during his life, and since his death on the charity of friends. 
That from medical evidence furnished your committee she is now from age and 
disability unable to work or labor to support herself. 

That a is and aiways has been a lady of good and irreproachable character 
and reputation, respected by those who know her. That said Mary E., by her 
devotion to the family of her said brother John A., caring for and rearing them 
from childhood to maturity, lost and abandoned the opportunities of young 
womanhood, and your committee fully believe that after these years of devo- 
tion to this soldier of the Union and his children she should in her old age be 
cared for by a generous Government, recommend that said bill do pags, with 
the following amendment, namely: in line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve.” 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have that 
made twenty, instead of the amount recommended by the committee. 
I do not want to take up the time of the House to make a statement, 
but I wish to say that the brother of this beneficiary was an excellent 
soldier, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this is the 
same amount that is allowed by the law in like cases. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Ido not want to take up time, but this 
woman is paralyzed and utterly helpless, and I trust the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thethird time, and passed. 
EDWARD L. SHARPE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4714) granting a pension 
to Edward L. Sharpe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward L, Sharpe, late of Company 
G, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4714) 
granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe, submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are clearly set forth in the Senate report and are adopted 
by your committee, 


REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Edward L. Sharpe, have examined the same and report: 

The claimant enlisted October 3, 1861, as a private in Company G, Third Regi- 
ment of Minnesota Infantry, and was discharged on a su n’s certificate of 
disability May 4, 1862. He again enlisted August 7, 1863, and served until June 
22, 1866, in Hatch’s Independent Battalion of Minnesota Cavalry. On November 
22,1889, he made application for pension, alleging incurrence “of disease of 
heart near Shepherdsville, Ky., in March, 1862,” 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the ground that 
the disability for which he claims pension originated prior to his enlistment, as 
set forth in the surgeon's certificate on which he was discharged. 

In support of his claim he files the affidavit of his captain, E. W. Foster, who 
swears to incurrence of the disability as alleged in the claimant’s application, 
and that he obtained his information from Ass t Surgeon Milliken, who 
told him that Sharpe had neuralgia or rheumatism of heart, which was brought 
op from unusual and severe exposure, He swears that he knew him prior to 
enlistment and that he was then in perfect health. He also protested against 
his discharge. Comrade J, H. Hendricks swears that he knew him well for 
three years before the war. He appeared strong and healthy, and never saw 
anything to indicate any heart trouble, 

John Tendo swears he (Sharpe) was in good health when he went iato the 
Army, but complained of heart trouble when he came out. Wasa near neigh- 
bor, and knew him intimately. 

Dr. F, E. Grant swears to treatment for heart trouble. J. P. Harris and John 
Pmmins swear to continuance. The reputation of the several affiants for truth 
and veracity is fully established. In the opinion of your committee sufficient 
evidence is submitted to entitle the claimant to a pension, and they therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 

the third time, and passed. 
MARY VANCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4499) granting a pension 
to Mary Vance. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be i enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thoriced and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Vanco, an army nurse, and 
pay her a pension of $/2 per mop yh. 





The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4499) 
granting a pension to Mary Vance, submit the following report: 

The Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in this claim, and therefore is 
adopted as the report of your committee. 

REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4499) granting 

a pension to Mary Vance, have examined the same and report: 
iss Mary Vance was appointed an army nurse under the authority conferre: 

upon Miss D. L. Dix. Onthe Sth day of November, 1861, she entered the service, 
and was first stationed at the National Hotel Hospital, in Baltimore,Md. She 
served faithfully during the entire war, and possesses flattering testimonials 
from Miss Dix and others of her faithfulness and skill in the performance of he 
arduous duties. She was discharged August 1, 1865, having served three years 
and ten months. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’LAUGHLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4574) granting an increase 
of pension to James McLaughlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McLaughlin, late captain o/ 
Company I, Tenth Regiment Kansas State Militia, and pay him a pension of 
$20 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving under act of Congress 
approved August 21, 1888. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4574) 
granting an increase of pension to James McLaughlin, submit the following re- 
port: . . a 

The Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is hereby adopted. 


REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4574) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James McLaughlin, have examined the same 
and report: 

The Dill proposes to increase the pension of James McLaughlin, late captain 
of Company I, Tenth Regiment Kansas State Militia, to $20 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving under an act of Congress approved August 21, 
1888. 

Accompanying the papers is a petition numerously signed by the leading citi- 
zens, business and professional men of Garnett, Kans., in which it is stated that 
since the passage of the act granting Captain McLaughlin a pension his disa- 
ability has very materially increased and his health greatly impaired, and Dr. 
John A. Henning in a certificate states— 

“That he has carefully examined the claimant; that he is failing rapidly in 
health, resulting in general disability, from his diseases.” 

Twenty dollars being the rate usually allowed to persons of same rank, your 
committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
LAURA A. BURNS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4502) granting a pension 
to Laura A. Burns. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directedto place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura A. Burns, widow of P. 
Ross Burns, deceased, late captain of Topeka Battery A, Second Regiment 
Kansas State Militia Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4502) 
granting a pension to Laura A. Burns, submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are fully and clearly set forth in the Senate report, 
which is adopted by your committee. 


REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Laura A. Burns, have examined the same and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Capt. Ross Burns, of Battery A, Second Regi- 
ment of Kansas Volunteer Militia. He was enrolled in August, 1863, was or- 
dered into active service October 10, 1864, and was relieved from duty October 
30, 1864. His widow made formal application for pension, which was rejected 
by the Commissioner of Pensions on the ground t the service was rendered 
in a State organization, and therefore not pensionable under the laws of the 
United States. , : 

It appears from the evidence presented that Captain Burns, while engaged 
in the service and line of duty, at the battle of the Big Blue, in the State of Mis- 
souri, on the 23d day of October, 1864, was struck over the head with a gun in 
the hands of a rebel soldier and beaten until stnseless, was captured, and con- 
sidered papeneeny injured. 

The continuance of the disability is fully shown, and caused his death June 
28, 188°. 

He was entitled toa pension, and would beyond all question have been placed 
on the pension rolls had he made application prior to July 4, 1874. : 

Your committee are fully satisfied of the justness and merit of the claim and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, that bill is substantially identical 
with a House bill which we have passed this evening. I ask unani- 
mous consent therefore that the action of the House in passing that 
bill be reconsidered and that the bill itself be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ' 


SAMUEL WALEER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4919) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Walker. 








1891. 








The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Samuel Walker, late major Fifth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Morrrt) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4919 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker, submit the following re- 
ort 

The Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is adopted by 
your committee. ’ 

REPORT, 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4919 
an inerease of pension to Samuel Walker, have examined the s 
port 

The claimant is now drawing a pension of $25 per month for disease of uri- 
iary organs. The bill proposes an increase of $25, or $50 per month. 

Major Walker was commissioned and mustered into the service of the United 
States as major of the Fifth Regiment of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, May 24, 
1962, having previously been in the service in the First Kansas Infantry. He 
was discharged to accept the lieutenant colonelcy of the Sixteenth Kansas 
Cavalry and was mustered to the latter rank October 8, 1864, and continued in 
the service until December 6, 1865, when he was mustered out. 

The evidence submitted shows that he now requires the constant attendance 
and aid of an attendant both day and night. He suffers also from other disa- 
bilities incurred in the Army; but being in receipt of the highest or total rat- 
ing, first grade, he can not compound his disabilities under the law and rulings 
of the Pension Bureau. Colonel Walker’s services inthe Army, from the very 
commencement of the war until long after it was declared formally closed, 
were so gallant and conspicuous that he fully deserves the slight recognition 
proposed in the bill. 

Your committee are further informed that he is now lying dangerously sick 
from his disabilities and may dieat any moment. They therefore recomiiend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it w 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY WILKES. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4690) granting a pension to 
Mary Wilkes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Wilkes, widow of Charles 
Wilkes, late rear admiral, United States Navy, and pay her a pensionat the rate 
of $100 per month from the passage of this act,in lieu of the pension now 
ceived by her. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to Mary Wilkes, submit the following report 


The report of the Senate Commitice on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill recommended. 


granting 


me and re- 





as accordingly read 


re- 
S. 4690) 


REPORT, 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a p 
sion to Mary Wilkes, have examined the same, and report: 

That Charles Wilkes was appointed a midshipman in the United States Navy 
January 1, 1818,and was in continuous service up to 1838, when he was placed 
in command of a squadron of six vessels toexplore the Southern Seas ; was ap- 
pointed commander in 1843; promoted to the rank of commodore in 1862, and 
in 1866 was commissioned as rear admiral; and after a service of nearly sixty 
years died February 8, 1877, in the city of Washington. His distinguished serv- 
ices and valuable contributions to science are familiar to American citizens 
and were highly appreciated by the Government. 

His widow, advanced in years and heretofore surrounded with many com- 
forts, is left in very moderafe circumstances, Her late husband was distin- 
guished not only in the naval conflicts in which he was engaged, but in the 
several exploring expeditions under his command ordered by the Government, 
the results of which have been of great importance to the country. His life 
was a long, highly honorable, and active one in the naval service of the United 
States. 

The Government would be lacking in gratitude to one of the brightest orna- 
ments of its naval service should it refuse to grant the pension prayed for by 
the claimant to secure her a comfortable living for the few years that may yet 
remain to her of life. 

In view of the eminent services of Rear Admiral Charles Wilkes and that 
spirit of justice that should ever characterize a great and generous nation to- 
ward those who were its defenders in the heur ofits peril, the committee report 
favorably and recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, 


F. W. RAWDON. 


The next pension business was a bill (H. R. 12514) for the relief of 
F. W. Rawdon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend the military record of F. W. Rawdon, so as tomake 
it appear that said Rawdon was regularly enlisted and honorably discharged, 
as an enlisted man and drummer in Company H, One hundred and thirty- 
fourth New York Volunteers, in order that said F. W. Rawdon may be entitled 
to the pay, bounty, etc., allowed by Jaw to regularly enlisted soldiers in the 
war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. LANSING) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12514) 
for the relief of F. W. Rawdon, have given the same due consideration, and re- 
port as follows: 

The beneficiary entered the service as a drummer in Company H, One hun- 
dred and thirty-fourth New York Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, but 
he was subsequently dropped from the rolls as a drummer and marked asa 
servant to Captain Yates, the commander of the company. 

That the action of dropping his name from the roll as an enlisted man was 
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unwarranted, erroneous, and un t is shown by the following correspo nce 
and affidavit 
War DEPARTMENT, hin a Jan 23, 1 
Srr: In reply to your request of the 2lst instant for information upon H 20 
bill 12514, Fifty-first Congress, second session, to provide for the relief of F. W 
Rawdon, Company H, One hundred and thirty-fourth Nev 
have the honor to inclose a report { it fi \ 
pension division of this Departm 
Very respectfully 
A. GRANT 
‘ He 
H B. M. CcuTrcuEeon 
‘ rm ¢ r M i 
Hor f Repres s 
AST « W. RAWDO? 
The muster roll of Company H, One hundred and thirty-fourth New York 
Volunteers, from September 22 to October 31, 1862, reports F. W. Rawdon as fol 


lows: Drummer, enrolled at New 


York September 29 by Capt. A. A. Yates fox 
three years."’ Roll dated 


} 




















December 31, 1862 (last on which name is borne), re 
ports him absent with remark Improperly on last roll; never enlisted 
mustered; servant to Captain Yate 

No further record has been found 

rhe Second Auditor of the Treasury, under date of June 6, 1890, reports tha 
Capt. A. A. Yates, of Company H, One hundred and thirty-fourth New Y 
Volunteers, drew pay for this man as his private servant from Sept« 

1862, to June 10, 1863. 

It is proper toadd that in reply to numerous communicati from M \ 
don requesting amendment of the records to show tl I 
servant, and applying foran honorable discharge from the rvice, he h 
informed that it is not within the power of this Department to afford 1) 
lief requested. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. ¢ AINSWORTH 

( a iA ‘Sy y 7 fad & ‘ 

The Hon, SECRETARY or WAI 
In the matter of the petition of F. W. Rawdon, drummer, Company H, 0 

hundred and thirty-fourth New York, for an honorable discharg 

Whereas on the record of Company H, One hundred and thirty-fourth Reg 
ment New York State Volunteers, at the War Department in Washi: 

D. C., appears the name of F. W. Rawdon as follows 

On the roli for September 22 to October 31, 1862, asdrummer, enrolled at 
York, September 29, by Capt. Austin A. Yates for three irs, and on 
of December 31, 1862,as ‘Absent; in yperly on last ever enlisted « 
tered; servant to Captain Yates 
SCHENECTADY COUNTY, 

FF, W. Rawdon, being dulv sw ’ iys that he is the pers n dw 
a resident of the city of Schene tady, N. Y., in the year LS 

At the time of the formation ofthe One hundredand | l 1 
New York State Volunteers, in August and September of that year, he ined 
Company H, Capt. Austin A. Yates, of the said One hundred and thirty-f 
Regiment New York State Volunteers, as dru r. Was with the said ¢ 
pe H while in camp at Schoharie Courthouse, N. Y., and went with t 
rest of the regiment to New York City, where it was quartered at the Pa 


barracks in the said city of New York 


While atthe said Park barrack 
about September 


29th, 1862, was sworn in as adrummer bya United States 



















officer, a stranger to the deponent, in the presence of the said Capt. Austin A 
Yates. Hada drum and uniform issued to him, and accompanied the rewim<¢ 
to the front, remaining with it until sent home sick by Captain Yates 

' During the time the deponent was with the regiment he performed the d 
ties of a drummer with Company H, his name being on the mu roll of t 
company as such, being called at all calls 

Never at any time was in the capacity of servant to the said Capt. Aust 4 
Yates. When the regiment went forward from Fairfax C. H., Va., leaving th 
said Capt. Austin A. Yates sick in the hospital, the deponent accompanied t 

} regim remaining with it until its return. It s upon this return of t! 
regiment to Fairfax C. H.,the date being unknown to deponent, that Captain 
Yates sent him home. 

Wherefore your petitioner, F. W. Rawdon, prays th » said record relatin 
thereto may be changed by striking out the following entry,to wit Improy 
erly on last roll; never enlisted or mustered; servant to Captain Yates ;"’ and 

} that an honorable discharge be granted him. 
Fr. W. RAWDON 

Sworn before me this 15th day of March, 1890, I certify that I have no inter 

| direct or indirect, in this claim for an honorable discharge, 
j LOUIS M. KING, NotaryPubl 
STATE OF New YorK, Scheneclady County, ss 
On the 15th day of March, 1890, before me, Louis M. King, a notary publi 





personally appeared Austin A. Yates, to me well known to be a reputable and 
credible citizen, late member of assembly from this county, who, being by me 
duly sworn, says that he was captain of Company H, One hundred and thirty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, in the year 1862; that he has read the 
affidavit of F. W. Rawdon hereto annexed and knows the contents thereof, and 
that the same is as narrated there entirely truce; that said Rawdon was enlisted 
asa drummer boy; was never servant to this deponent; that while deponent 
was sick at hospital in Fairfax Courthouse the regiment was ordered with the 
Eleventh Corps on a reconnaissance to Thoroughfare Gap; that on its return 
young Rawdon was sent home. Deponent was then himself very ill. 

The description of Rawdon as a servant to Captain Yates must have been 
made, deponent thinks, to facilitate sending him home. In any event, the de 
scription on the roll is entirely wrong, unauthorized by deponent. If depo 
nent signed any such roll, it must have been throughinadvertence. Deponent 
was very low withtyphoid fever from the ear!y part of November until Decem- 
ber 9 of 1862. Deponent remembers that he came to the « lusion that 
don was not strong enough, at any rate too ill to remain in serv 
nent’s mind was notin good condition on the return of the re 
declares that he has no interest, direct or indirect 
discharge. 





Raw- 
but depo- 
Deponent 
an honorable 


giment. 


in this claim fox 
AUSTIN A. YATES 
Sworn before me this 1 interest, direct or indirect, 
in this claim. 


Sth March, 1890. I hay 


IS M. KING, Notary Publi 
Strate or New York, 
County of Schenectady, Clerk's Office, ss 


I, James B. Alexander, clerk of the county of Scher 
of record therein, do hereby certify that Louis M 





ectady and of the courts 
King, esq., before whom the 








3040 


foregoin 
same a notary i : 
as such, and that [am well acquainted with the handwriting of the sai 


the 
public in and for said county, duly commissioned and qualified 


g aMidavits were subscribed and sworn, was at the time of takin 


notary, 


and verily believe that the signature to said affidavitand certificate is genuine. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said county and courts this 17th day of March, 1890. 


EAI J. B, ALEXANDER, Clerk. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, April3, 1890. 


Sin: Referring to the testimony presented by you in the case of F. W. Raw- 
don for an original discharge from Company H, One hundred and thirty-fourth 
New York Volunteers, I am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you 
that this man appears on roll of company from September 22 to October 31, 1862, 
“as drummer, enrolled at New York September 29, 1862,by Captain Yates,” 
and on roll dated December 31, 1862 (last on which borne), as “ absent; ’’ with re- 
mark, ‘improperly on iast roll; never enlisted or mustered ; servant to Cap- 
tain Yat« > and that in view of this positive record, which was made by Cap- 
tain Yates himself on December 31, 1862, and in the absence cf any record of the 
muster in of the applicant, there is no law under which a discharge certificate 
can be issued to him 

Very respectful 
Fr. C. AINSWORTH, 
| Surgeon, United States Army. 
Ilion. Jour SANFORD 
liouse of Kepresentat 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, Stconp AvUpDTTOR’s OFFICE, 


Washington, D, C., April 14, 1890. 

Returning the letter of F. C. Ainsworth, captain and assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, regarding the issue of a discharge to F. W. Rawdon as of 
the One hundredand thirty-fourth New York Volunteers, and complying with 
your request of this date for an investigation as to whether said Rawdon is 
noted by Captain Yates on the muster and pay rolls as his servant, I have to 
advise you that the following appears 

*‘On payment of Company H, One hundred and thirty-fourth New York, to 
October 31, 1862, William Rawdon is noted as servant to Captain Yates. On 
muster and pay roll of said company to the 28th February, 1863, the name of 
Fred. William Rawdon appears asservant to Captain Yates; the said name has 
a line of red ink drawn through it. On muster and pay roll to the 30th April, 
1863, the name F. William Rawdon is noted as servant to Captain Yates; and 
on final payment to said officer, made June 13, 1863, F. William Rawdon is noted 
as his servant, 

Respectfully, yours 


Sm 


J. N, PATTERSON, Auditor 


Hon. 


Joun SANFORD, 
House « 


Repré rvtatives. 


In the matter of the petition of F. W. Rawdon, late of Company H, One hun- 
dred and thirty fourth New York, for an honorable discharge. 
WasHincton Heicuats, New York City, April 27, 1890, 

I, W. Hl. Mickie, now a resident of Washington Heights, New York City, 
State and County of New York, was first sergeant of Company H, One 
hundred and thirty fourth New York Volunteers, from September 22, 1862, 
until March, 1263. One of my duties was the daily roll call of company, and I 
kept a careful record of the names of the men who composed that company. 

I have the original book containing those names, which I have examined, 
and find that F. W. Rawdon was a member of the said Company H, One hun- 
dred and thirty fourth New York Volunteers, and that he answered to his 
name which was called at “ roll call.” 

On my list of names of the company Rawdon's name appears, like those of 
the rest of the enlisted men. On my revised and alphabetical list he is desig- 
nated asdrummer. Inthe company he went by the name of * Willie Rawdon, 
the drummer boy.’’ He was with us while in camp at Schoharie Courthouse, 
New York, and at the ‘Park Barracks” in New York City, and when we left 
the “Barracks"’ for the front; accompanied us to Washington, Arlington 
Heights, Fairfax Courthouse, Thoroughfare Gap and Haymarket, returning 
with us to Fairfax Courthouse. 

it was upon this return of the regiment and company to Fairfax Courthouse, 
the latter part of November or first of December, 1862, that the said F. W. Raw- 
don was taken sick and sent home. 

The said F. W. Rawdon was as regularly a member of the said Company H, 
One hundred and thirty-fourth New York Volunteers, as any man in it, and 
duriug the time he was with the company he performed the duties of a drum- 
mer, and at no time was he a servant to Capt. Austin A. Yates, in command of 
the company, or to any other officer, nor did he act in that capacity. 

Iam in no way, directly or indirectly, interested in this petition foran honor- 


able discharge. 
W. H. MICKLE, 
Late Captain, One hundred and thirty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers. 

Sworn to before me this 29th April, 1800, 

P. J. SCULLY, Notary Public. 
STrare or New York, 
City and County of New York, ss: 

I, Edward F. Reilly, clerk of the city and countyjof New]York, and also clerk 
of the supreme court for the said city and county,the same being a court of rec- 
ord, do hereby certify that P. J. Seally, before whom the annexed deposition 
was taken, was at the time of taking the samea notary public of New York, 
dwelling in said city and county, duly appointed and sworn, and authorized to 
administer oaths to be used in any court in the said State, and for general pur- 
poses; that I am well acquainted with the handwriting of said notary, and 
that his signature thereto is genuine, as I verily believe. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said court and county the 30th day of April, 1890. 

EDWARD F. REILLY, Clerk. 


I, Jacob Brandenstein, at present a resident of Amsterdam, Montgomery 
County, State of New York, at the time of the formation of the One hundred 
and thirty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers,in August and September, 
L862, enlisted at Schoharie, N. ¥.,in Company G, Capt. Henry Cook, of that reg- 
iment 

During the formation of the regiment it was encamped at Schoharie Court- 
house, N.Y. While at this camp there was a boy named F. W. Rawdon, a mem- 
ber of Company H, Capt. Austin A. Yates,of thesaid One hundred and thirty- 
fourth Regiment, and went with it to New York. When the regiment went to 
Washington and the front, on or about September 29, 1862, the said F. W. Raw- 
don went with Company Has drummer. During the time he was with the 
company he performed the Guties of a drummer, and was not at any time a 
servant, nor acted in such capacity to Captain Yates or to any other officer. 
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Iam not in any way, directly or indirectly, interested in this petition for an 
honorable discharge. 
JACOB BRANDENSTEIN. 


L. A. SERVISS, 
Notary Public in and for Monigomery County, New York. 


Sworn to before me April 25, 1890. 


I hereby certify that I am not interested, directly or indirectly, in the resu! 
of this proceeding. 
L, A. SERVISS 


In view of the facts above set forth, your committee, as an act of justice to 
the beneficiary, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BROWNLEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13204) providing for th 
pensioning of John Brownlee, a soldier in the Indian war of 1855 an 
1856. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That John Brownlee, who was a private soldier in Compa: 
H, Captain Layton’s company, Colonel Kelly commanding battalion, in the | 
dian war, from the Territory of Oregon, during the years 1855 and 1850, 
granted a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and the Secretary of the Interi: 
is hereby authorized and directed to place the name ofthe said John Brown: 
upon the pension rolls of the United States in order that he may properly ava 
himself of the benefit and provisions of this act. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13204) gra 
ing a pension to John Brownlee, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant appears on the rolls of the First Oregon Mounted Volunteers : 
follows: 

As a private from October 23, 1855,to May 15, 1856, in Capt. Davis Layton’s 
Company H, and as a private in Capt. William G. Haley’s Company C fro: 
May 15, 1856, to August 14, 1856. 

rhe claimant swears that he participated in ali the battles and skirmish: 
that his commaud was engaged in during the above-named time, and that fro: 
exposure he contracted rheumatism from which he has suffered ever since to 
such an extent that he is now disabled for the performance of all manual labo: 
that he can do nothing towards earning a support and he has nothing else to 
depend upon for a living. He further states that he lost a horse worth $300 a 
the battle of Walla Walla, for which he has never been paid. 

Mr. Brownlee residesat Knoxville, Marion County, lowa. Dr. N. R. Cornei 
of Knoxville, Iowa, testifies to having had the claimant under his care and treat 
ment for the past twenty-three years and that during that time he has been 
sufferer from._rheumatism and disease of heart, and that he is now unable t 
support himself by manual labor becayse of said diseases. 

Dr. W. E. Wright also testifies to the existence of the above-named diseases 
in the claimant’s case and to the applicant's inability to support himself. 

There is no general pension law to cover Mr. Brownlee's case, but there are 
numerous precedents for the allowance of pensions by special act to the sur- 
vivors of the old Indian wars. Your committee therefore return the bill with 
the recommendation that it do pass with an amendment to fix the rate of pen- 
sion at $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY H. WORTHEN. 


The next pension business was a bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to 
Emily H. Worthen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beil enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily H. Worthen, as widow of 
levac i’. McMaster, late a sergeant Company E, Sixth Regiment New Haw; 
shire Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. NuTe) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5055 
granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5055 
granting a pension to ae Worthen, have examined the same and report 

‘*The claimant married the soldier McMaster in 1855. He enlisted asa pri- 
vate in 1861, was promoted tosergeant; killed at the battle of Bull Run in 1562. 

“The widow remarried in 1863 to Worthen, who died in 1875, since when she 
has been obliged to support herself. She is now living with a widowed daug)!: 
ter, the soldier's child, upon whom she is now dependent, owing to her poor 
health and enfeebled condition, The daughter is without property to support 
them except what is gained by manual labor. These facts are fully set fort! 
in the petition and evidence aceompanying the case. 

‘The bill is therefore reported favorably and its recommended.’ 

Your committee return the bill with a like recommendation. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. BLODGETT. 


The next pension business was a bill (S. 4626) granting an increa: 
of pension to George H. Blodgett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $16 a month, 
the name of George H. Blodgett, late a member of Company M, First Regiment 
Maine Heavy Artillery, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

The report (by Mr. Nuts) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4626 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Blodgett, submit the following 


report: 

The facts in the case appear in the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4626) grant- 
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ing an increase of pension to George H. Blodgett, have examined the same, 
and report: 

“This is a bill to increase the pension of George H. Blodgett, who was a 
member of Company M, First Regiment Maine Heavy Artillery, from $8 per 
month, the pension he is now receiving, to $16a month. In his petition to Con- 
gress asking for this relief he makes the following statement: 

‘** Your petitioner, George H. Blodgett, whose post-office address is Bo wdoin- 
bam, in the county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine, respectfully represents 
that he is a pensioner ot the United States under original invalid-pension cer- 
tificate No. 252096, at the rate of $3 per month, for “ effects of chronic diarrhea, 
and injury to both ankles.’ He also hasa claim filed for increase and addi- 
tional pension for malarial poisoning and results, but he is unable to furnish 
proof in his claim by reason of his comrades being dead or whereabouts un- 
known, and he is unable to find them after diligent search and inquiry. He 
has been debarred from a just and proper rating by reason of inability to fur- 
nish proof by reason above stated. He respectfully submits that he served from 
January 5, 1864, to July 5, 1865, in company M of the First Regiment Maine 
Heavy Artillery. 

“* The active service of this regiment began at the Wi'derness, May, 1864, with 
2,202 men on the rolls. At Fredericksburgh pike, its first fight, lost 147 killed, 
229 wounded, or 476 in all,about one-fifth part. June 18,1864, it had been re- 
duced by losses to 900 men. It went into a charge on the enemy’s works 
with their 900, and had 632 killed and wounded. Up to Lee’s surrender it had 
lost 50 more in killed. and up to muster out had lost of its 2,202 men at the be- 
ginning a total of 1,543, or more than 70 per cent. In the whole of these battles 
and this service, from beginning to Lee’s surrender, he was with his command 
and shared every hardship, ex posure, and labor. 

“‘After Lee’s surrender, he being completely used up, both ankles sprained 
the 6th of April in jumping aditch; with chills and fever and diarrhea con- 
tracted by the hardships of exposure; excessive marching, poor water, in- 
clemency of weather, and insufficient food, he was sent by railroad to City 
Point Hospital, and afterward to Washington, D. C., to hospital, from whence 
he was discharged. 

“*Since leaving the service he has lost the sight of one eye by accident, and 
the sight of the other is considerably impaired. His ankles trouble him a 
good deal, and he has attacks of malaria, and resulting diseases which greatly 
impair his health and capacity for earning his living. He therefore respect- 
fully petitions that his present meager allowance for pension be substituted by 
a special act granting him such increased rate as shall be right and just, andin 
proportion to that drawn by others for similar and equivalent disabilities, 

“*GEORGE H. BLODGETT.’ 

“ This statement is corroborated by William S. Aderton, who makes the fol- 
lowing declaration under oath : 

***On the date hereinafter mentioned personally appeared before me, a jus- 
tice of the peace for Sagadahoc County, Maine, William S. Aderton, aged fifty- 
two, a resident of Bowdoinham, Me., who, being duly sworn according to law, 
declares that he has been well acquainted with and had personal knowledge 
of George H. Blodgett, applicant, since before the war of the rebellion. 

“* That he was then a sound, well person; that he was greatly reduced and dis- 
abled on his return after discharge by reason of lameness in both ankles, 
chronic diarrhea, and effects of malaria, and had frequent attacks of chills and 
fever; that he has known him intimately since and up to date; that he has 
never, in his opinion, recovered, only partially, from these diseases and inju- 
ries mentioned; that he has from time to time had attacks of chills up to pres- 
ent,and has at times been totally incapacitated, by reason of the above trou- 
bles, from manual labor. 

“* Should say his disabilities, including loss of eyesight of one eye and weak- 
ness of the other, disqualify him for most kinds of manual labor. Loss of sight of 
his eye was caused by a blow from piece of bone he was breaking up for hens, 
and occurred some four years ago. He further states that he has no interest in 
the claim for pension.’ 

“In the opinion of the committee $16 a month is a low rating, even for the 
disabilities which he incurred in the service. The bill is therefore reported 
favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.”’ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; andit was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANN E. TEW. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1239) granting a 
pension to Ann E. Tew. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ann E. Tew, 
widow of George W. Tew, late colonel of the Fifth Rhode Island Volunteers, 
subject to the provisions and limitations ofthe pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1239) 
granting a pension to Ann E. Tew, respectfully report : 

That Ann E. Tew is the widow of George W. Tew, who died on the &th of 
November, 1884, of disease which his attending physician, Dr. Henry E. Turner, 
late acting assistant surgeon United States Army, certified was incurred while 
in the military service of the United States. 

George W. Tew entered the service in April, 186], as captain Company BE, First 
Rhode Island Regiment, and was subsequently ae of the Fourth Rhode Is- 
land Volunteers and lieutenant colonel and colonel of the Fifth Rhode Island 
Heavy Artillery. He was twice promoted for gallant and meritorious conduct 
in battle, and received the brevet rank of brigadier general of volunteers, 

The widow's claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office because 
the cause of death, ‘‘ dyspepsia,” was not clearly traceable to disease contracted 
in the service. 

It appears, however, from the records and the evidence on file that Colonel 
Tew, during his military sevice of several years in the field, suffered from ma- 
larial fever, diarrhea, and an attack of varioloid. Dr. J.B. Greene, the assistant 
surgeon ofthe Fifth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers, testifies that he treated 
Colonel Tew during his service for malarial fever and diarrhea. 

At the time he entered the military service Colonel Tew was a strong, able- 
bodied man, but upon his return home his physical health was greatly broken, 
and he su uently continued to suffer from various disabilities, including 
malaria, diarrhea, disordered digestion, and rheumatic difficulties. 

His acquaintances testify that during those years he exhibited evidences of 
marked weakness and debility. 

Dr. Henry E. Turner, above mentioned, testifies that he knew Colonel Tew 
“from his childhood; that he entered the Army in oe physical condition ; 
that from his retirement, at the close of the war, his health was seriously im- 

and continued to decline until his decease. His disease originated in 
efective digestion and culminated in complete inanition and collapse, It is 
my opinion that his disease was incurred while in the service.” 
*Dr. N. R. Chace testifies that in 1868 Colonel Tew “ was showing a breaking 
down in body and spirits;”’ that in 1884 his condition was “a gradual subsi- 
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dence of his vital powers,"’ and that he considered ‘this condition was the cul 
mination of eighteen years of disability, and it ended in his death.”’ 
rhe death of Colonel Tew left his widow poor and dependent. She is now of 
advanced years, having been married to Colone! Tew in 1852, and in great need 
of assistance from the Government which her husband aided to preserve, 
Without attempting to draw the scientific relation between the diseases and 
disabilities contracted in his army service and those which resulted in his death, 
it seems to your committee that itis satisfactorily established that, by reason 
of his service, astrong vigorous health was undermined and destroyed by the 
hardships and privations which Colonel Tew endured, and therefore that his 
death at a comparatively early age was due t service 
A memorial of leading citizens of Newport, R. L., whe 
and died, has been presented, urging favorable action 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


»> his 


» Colonel Tew lived 


The bill was ordered toathird reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN G. FURNALD. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (8. 5022) granting a 
pension to Susan G. Furnnald. 

The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Susan G. Furnald, dependent 
mother of James G. Furnald, latea private of Company A, Third New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers 


The report (by Mr. Nure) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 502 
granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald, submit the following report 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committe« 
Pensions, which is as follows: 

‘*The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5022 
ing a pension to Susan G, Furnald, have examined the same and report 

* The need of a special act in this case isdue to the fact that the soldier left a 
widow surviving, in whom under the pension laws the title to pension vested. 
The Department holds, and correctly, doubtless, that the death of the widow 
did not allow this title to revert to the mother. 

“In view of the facts of the case, fully set forth in the accompanying aftida- 
vits and letters, the bill isreported favorably by your committee, and its passage 
recommended 


grant 


“ Mancuester, N.H., February 2, 1891, 

“ Deir Sir: I take the liberty of sending you the inclosed petition of Mrs. 
Susan G, Furnald, dependent mother of James G, Furnald, who was a pen- 
sioner in his lifetime. Mrs. Furnald is seventy years old, is feeble in health, 
destitute of means, and is being supported at the Women’s Aid Hospital in this 
city. It seems that her sou,the soldier, married,though he lived but a short 
time after his said marriage, and his wife deserted him in his last sickness. 

“After his death his wife again married, and she died about ten years ago in 
Goffstown. Because this wife survived the soldier husband the Pension Office 
authorities have rejected the mother’s claim, and this is doubtless according to 
the strict letter of the law, though its application seems very unjust in Mra. Fur 
nald’scase. Mrs. Aretas Blood was one ofthe witnesses to her application and 
takes an interest in the success of her case. I think you will find the evidence 
complete in every particular, and ifthere ever was a meritorious case this seems 
to be thatone. Her son contributed toher support when alive, and she took 
eare of him in his last sickness and death. 

‘There is no widow or minor children who can draw pension on his service, 
and it does seem as though the old lady should be entitled in the true intent 
and spirit of the law. If it is possible her case should pass both branches of 
Congress before adjournment in March, You will find some familiar names 
connected with the evidence, and they could be multiplied if necessary. For 
further light, reference may be laid to her rejected claim under act of June 27, 
1890, No. 171806. If it is not asking too much, may I hear from you with refer- 
ence to her petition? “y amount of evidence can be furnished if anything 
further is needed. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
“D, L. PERKINS, 
“Attorney at Law. 
“Hon. H. W. BLAtR, 
* United States Senate Chamber, Washington 


D. ¢ 


To the honorable the 


Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your petitioner, Susan G. Furnald, whose post-office address is Woman's Aid 
Hospital, Manchester, in the county of Hillsborough and State of New Hamp- 
shire,respectfully represents that she is the dependent mother of James G. Fur- 
nald, late of Company A, Third New Hampshire Volunteers, and then of Com- 
pany 168,Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, who died a pensioner in 
Manchester aforesaid, December 24, 1868; that your petitioner is without means 
of support, is unable to perform manual labor, being seventy years of age, is 
feeble in health, and is being cared for at said hospital by those who are not le- 
galiv bound to her support; that her said son, the soldier, contributed to her 
supportin his lifetime; that about fourteen months prior to his death he married 
a woman who abandoned bim in his last sickness, and who survived him, who 
afterwards remarried,and died ten years ago, leaving no children by the said 
James G. Furnald; that believing it to be the true intent and meaning of the 
pension law of June 27,1890,to grant relief in cases like hers, your petitioner, 
on the 17th day of July, 1890, executed her claim for pension under said act, 
which was forwarded to the Pension Bureau in Washington, and is numbered 
171806, and that her ssid claim has been rejected on the ground that the said 
soldier lefta widow him surviving, though said widow has been dead these many 
years, and she annexes to this petition sundry copies of aflidavits submitted in 
her said case and other documents. Wherefore she prays that your honorable 
bodies will grant her special relief by act of Congress,so that her name may be 
placed on the pension roll of the United States atthe rate of $12 per month from 
the date of her said application, namely, July 17, 1290 

SUSAN G. FURNALD. 
MANCHESTER, N.H., February 2, 1891. 
Witness: 
D. L. PERKUNS, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 


Washington, D. C., December 30, 1890, 
Str: In reply to your letter of recent date, relative to the claim (No. 171806) of 
Susan G. Furnald, as mother of James G, Furnald, late of Company A, Third 
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New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, I have to state that the facts set forth in 
your letter appeer in evidence in said claim and have been considered, 
The fact that the above-named soldier left a widow bars the claim of his 
mother, and the death of said widow has no bearing on this claim. 
Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
Davip L. Pen«ins, Manchester, N. HH. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU or PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1891. 

Sin: The claim for pension No. 491310 of Susan G. Furnald, as mother of 
James G. Furnald, late of Company A, Third New Hampshire Volunteers, was 
rejected November 18, 1890, for the reason that the soldier left a widow surviv- 
ing him in whom title to pension on his account vested. 

There is no law by which title to pension can revert from a widow to a de- 
pendent parent 

Very respectfully 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


To wih iim 


This is tocertify that I wasacquainted with James G. Furnald during his life- 
time, and knew of his sickness and death, and attended his funeral and burial 
in the capacity of director, and [have been acquainted with Susan G. Purnald, 
mother of the said James G. Furnald, for many years befora as well as after the 
death of the said James G. Furnald, and up to the present time, and know that 
she is dependent upon some one for her support, being unable, by reason of 
sickness and age, to earn her own livelihood. 

ALFRED G. FAIRBANKS, 
Ex-County Commissioner. 
HILLSBOROUGH, 88: 

Personally appeared the above-named Alfred G. Fairbanks and made oath 
that the above affidavit by him subscribed is true. 

. ALEXANDER M. CORNING, 
Justice of the Peace. 
Mancnuester, November 15, 1890 


Stars oy New Hampsuire, Hillsborough, ss: 


1, John C. Bickford, clerk of the police court of the city of Manchester, hereby 
certify that said court is a court of record in and for said county and State, and 
that David L. Perkins, whose name is written on the margin hereof, isa justice 
ofthe peace for said State, duly commissioned and sworn according to law, and 
that all his official acts as such are entitled to full faith and credit, and that his 
signature to the same is genuine. 

in witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
court this 2d day of February, A. D. 1891. 

[SRAL. | JOHN C. BICKFORD, 

Clerk of Police Court, City of Manchester. 

(On the margin :) Davin L. PERKINS, 





Copies of the affidavit of Charles A. Smith and Emma M. Knight, both of Man- 
chester, N. H.,made December 20, 1890, and duly executed in the pension 
claim of Susan G. Furnald, dependent mother of James G. Furnald. 


Mr. Charles A. Smith aforesaid deposes and says: 

‘Lam a brother of the late Sarah A. Furnald. Her maiden name was Sarah 
A. Smith. She married Mr. WoodburgGerry, and after his death she married 
James G. Furnald, the coldier. Mr. Furnald did not live very long after this 
marriage. Some years after her second husband's death she again married a 
mau by the name of Charles F, Miller. Shedied about ten years ago, and left 
no children by either of her three husbands. I attended her funeral in this 
city. I was also present at the funeral of James G. Furnald, her second hus- 
band, and I know the above statements to be true of my own personal know!l- 
edge." 

Mrs. Emma M. Knight deposed and said: 

“Lam sister to the above-named Sarah A. Furnald. Her name was Gerry 
when she married the soldierJamesG. Furnald,. He did not live longafter this 
marriage. Iwaspresentattheir marriage, and was alsopresentat his funeral. 
She afterwards married Charles F. Miller. She died in Goffstown, N. H.,in July, 
1880, and I attended her funeralinthiscity. She leftnochildren by either one of 
her three husbands. I have been acquainted with Mrs, Susan G. Furnald, the 
claimant in this case, for overtwenty years, and can say that she isa worthy and 
deserving woman. I know the above statements to be trueof my own personal 
kn w ledge.’ 

CHARLES A. SMITH, 
Mrs. EMMA M, KNIGHT. 


rhe above was sworn to before John C, Bickford, clerk of the police eourt of 
the city of Manchester, and the foregoing is a true copy of the affidavits afore- 
said, fled with the other papers in support of the pension claim of the said 


Susan G,. Furnald, No. 171806. 
DAVID L. PERKINS, 
Justice of the Peace, 


py of an affidavit of David O. Furnald, of Manchester, N. H., filed with the 
claim of Susan G. Furnald, executed November 24, 1890. 


I knew James G. Furnald, the soldier, and son of True O. and Susan G. Fur- 
naid, who is the claimant in this case, since his birth. Knew of his being in the 
Army; also of his death in this city. 

I attended his funeral, His mother, Susan G. Furnald, is wholly dependent, 
and by reason of sickness and age is unable to earn her liviehood, and is being 
taken care of at the “* Woman's Aid Hospital” in thiscity. Her husband is also 
old and infirm, over 70 years old; is without means, and is unable te support 
his wife or himself. [ know that James G. Furnald was the son of Mrs. Susan 
G., the claimant in this case, and that said James G. is the identical person who 
rendered the service on which her claim is based. There is no other person 
than her husband legally bound for her support, and he is without means, 

DAVID O. FURNALD. 


\ true copy. 
Attest 
DAVID L. PERKINS, 
Justice of the Peace. 
[Copy of afidavitin the case of Susan G. Furnald, by Charles Gerrish, of St. 
Charles, Minn.) 

That he knows Susan Gerrish Farnald, whose maiden name was Susan Ger- 
rish, That he has known her all his life. Thatsheis hissister. That she was 
married in his presence to True O. Furnald on or about the 3d day of Febru- 











ary, A. D. 1841, by the Rev. William Patrick, at Canterbury, in the State of New 
Hampshire. That James G. Furnald was her son by said marriage. 
CHARLES GERRISH. 
Executed by E. Hill, notary public. 
A true copy. 
Attest: 





D. L. PERKINS, 
Justice of the Peace. 





Copy ofaffidavit filed with the pension claim of Susan G. Furnald, No. 171306 
act June 27, 1890, given by Judeth G, Coffin. 


I know of the marriage of True O. Furnald and his wife, Susan G. Furnald. 
I was presentat theirmarriage. The said Susan G. Furnald is mysister. They 
were married February 3, 1841. 1[ also was knowing to the birth of the above. 
named James G. Furnald; he was born March 4, 1843. All the above facts are 
within my certain knowledge. They were married at Canterbury, N. H., by 
Rey. William Patrick. The said James G. Furnald died December 24, 185s. 
JUDETH G. COFFIN 





A true copy. 
Attest: DAVID L. PERKINS, 
Justice of the Pea 
| Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN WAGNON, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13592) to pen- 
sion John Wagnon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John Wagnon 
of Warren, Bradley County, Arkansas, late a corporal in Capt. Thomas 1: 
Watts’s company, Col. William Lindsay’s regiment of Alabama Volunteers in 
the Florida war, 1338, and pay him the same pension as is allowed by law fo: 
service in the war, 1812. 

The report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, on the bill (H. R. 13592) granting a pension to 
John Wagnon, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant was a corporal in Capt. Thomas B. Watts’s company, Col. Wi!- 
liam Lindsay's Regiment of Alabama Volunteers in the Plorida wur, and 
served from April 7, 1838, to July 18, 1838. 

W. R. Watson and J. F. Neely, prominent citizens of Bradley County, Ar- 
kansas, testify that Mr. Wagnon is past seventy years old, in very bad health, 
and without income. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD W. HUBBELL. 

Mr. McCORD. [ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 961) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard W. Hubbell be now taken upand 
passed. I will state that this bill has been reported against by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; but the committee had not the papers 
before it, and did not give the case any consideration whatever, I be- 
lieve. But the Senate committee, which has reported the bill favor- 
ably, had all the papers and gave the matter thorough examination. 

The chairman of the committee, Senator DAvis, who had the matter 
in charge, declared to me that, in his opinion, this is a meritorious cas» 
I know personally the old man for whom this pension is asked. He is 
acripple. He is now getting only $14 a month. 

Mr. CHEADLE: What does this bill propose to give him ? 

Mr. McCORD. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. KERR, offowa. Has the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mc- 
CorD] made any statement before the House committee ? 

Mr. McCORD. No, I did not state the matter beforethecommittee, 
because I went there once or twice and there was no quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill was presented before the committee for 
the first time this morning. We had before us no papers on which to 
form a judgment as to the meritsof the case, except the report of the 


Senate committee, and accepting every word of that report as true, we 





decided that this man ought to go to the Pension Office to obtain the 
increased pension which he asks. It is clearly within the power of the 
Pension Office to make this increase from $14 to $30, and our rule has 
been not to report bills granting imcrease of pension where the in- 
crease could be granted by the Pension Office. Hence we decided 
against the bill. I have no desire to antagonize it, but have thought 
proper to make this statement. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard W. Hubbell, late first lieu- 
tenant of Company B, First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery, and pay hima pension 
at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The reporteof the Senate Committee on Pensions was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 951) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard W. Hubbell, have examined the same, and 


rt: 
The claimant was eurolled in Company I, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Regi- 
ment, on the 20th day of August, 1862. He was d 
ruary 3, 1863, for promotion as first lieutenant, 
arr Artillery. He te out June ~ 1865. — — 
e claims a for inj caused by being chafed irrup strap 
ote dine. "Bae tnntiocoes y shows that he was on very 
aes i ~- of the ios habits f t eee 
uence of two o 
- elrregalar by sufficient evidence to show 


to date from Feb- 
B, First Wisconsin 
His record is 





1891. 





Az he advances in years his infirmity increases, and it seems but reasonable 
thatas he becomes more and mere clisabled his peusion should be increased. 
He was a good soldier and he isa good man, in poor circumstances. Hesuflers 
much from pain and inconvenience caused by his crippled condition. 

The bill is reported favorably with the recommendation that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE A. HASKETT, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 13687) granting a pension to Lizzie A. Haskett, a volun- 
teer army nurse without pay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, at the rate of $30 a month, 


subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs 
Lizzie A. Haskett, formerly Miss Lizzie A. Denny, who was a volunteer nurse 
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itary tactics which won the dattles of the Union. He served seven 
years in the Florida war, and his widow is now in actual want; and 
this ought to bean exception if there ever was an exception in the line 
of widows receiving high pensions, because this is a case in which all 
persons will unite in saying it is worthily bestowed. General Casey, 


though suffering severely from his wound all his life, rendered gallant 
and conspicuous service in the late wa: 
Che other day I asked the House to grant a pension to a lady who 


/ was needy, and she received but $25 a month. I would not ask this 


pe yn in the present case unless there was good and suflicient reason 

for it; and I know the circumstances of the case and feel warranted in 
asking this House to make the exception. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this lady is entitled under the 

| general law to $30 a month She has been to Congress once before and 


without pay during the late war, and whois now so nearly blind that she has | 


to be led whenever she goes out of the house, and who is now old, poor, and in 
failing health, 


Mr. CHEADLE. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions [Mr. MORRILL] states to me that the amount of the pension in 


this case ought to be $25. I am perfectly willing that the bill be so | 


amended. 

Mr. LAWLER. How old is this lady ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. She is fifty-five years of age, andis blind. I ask 
unanimous consent to print in the REcoRD in lieu of the report an affi- 
davit setting forth the facts of the case, 

There was no objection. The affidavit is as follows: 

WASHINGTON Crry, District of Columbia: 
Lizzie E. Haskett, of LaFayette, Ind., being first duly sworn, upon oath says, 


i 
occupied the time of the House and of thecountry by asking increase of 
pension to $50 a month. Nowshe comes forward, as she did in th 
term of Congress, and asks an increase to $100 a month. It seems to 
me that that kind of business ought to st 
posed to the passage of any such act 


yp, and for my part I am 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I hope “‘this kind of business,’’ as my 
friend says, will not stop in the presence of this lady. I know th 
facts stated by my colleague | Mr. FLOWER] to ibsolutely correct 


| in every particular, 


that she served as a volunteer nurse during the war of 1861-1865, from the bat- | 


tleof Rich Mountain, Virginia, in 1861, to Montgomery, Ala., about the close of 
the war, for the period of seventeen months, That the places and length of 
service of the principal places were as follows: Memphis, Tenn., nine months; 
Nashville, Tenn., nine weeks; Chattanooga, Tenn., six weeks; LaFayette, 
Ind,, after battle of Fort Donaldson, six weeks; Louisville, Ky., one month; 
Montgomery, Ala., one month, and for short periods at other places. 

Affiant further says that in the year 1866 she lost the sight of her left eye, the 
result of a cold contracted while acting as nurse during the war, and that about 
two years ago the sight of her right eye was destroyed in an instant, and that 


physicians informed her and she believes that the sight of this was lost through 


sympathy with the left eye. 

Affiant says she has no property of any kind omenee her clothing; that she is 
fifty-five years of age and wholly dependent; that she never received one cent 
in compensation for services as nurse; that she now asks that she be granted 
such a pension as Congress may think proper. 

LIZZIE E. (her x mark) HASKETT. 

Witness: 

Joun H. Rocers. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 20th day of February, 1891. 

[SBAL, ] JOHN H. ROGERS, Nolary Public, D. C. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill; and the House 
proceeded to consider the same. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend the bill by striking out ‘‘ $30” 
and inserting ‘‘$25.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move further to amend by striking out ‘‘ A,’’ 
after Lizzie, where it twice occurs in the bill, and inserting ‘‘ E.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrosssed, and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that the title of the bil! 
be amended by substituting ‘‘E”’ for ‘‘ A,’’ after the word “ Lizzic.”’ 

There being no objection, the title was amended accordingly. 

FLORIDA G. CASEY. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent of the 
House for the present consideration and passage of the bill (S. 1813) 
granting an increase of pension to Florida G. Casey. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of FloridaG, Casey, widow of Maj. 
Gen, Silas Casey, of the regular Army, and pay hera pension at the rate of 
$100 per month, in lieu of that which she isnow receiving. 

Mr. FLOWER. I want to make a brief statement in respect to this 
matter. 

This lady resides in my district, near my own home. She is in ab- 
solute want. She has an invalid daughter dependent on her for her 
support -— 

A MempBer. Has she any property ? 

Mr. FLOWER. She has the house in which she lives; but no one 
in the world to take care of her, and no means on which to live. She 


There are many precedents for giving the widows of distinguished 
soldiers $100 amonth. Only the otherday we appropriated that su 
and performed a most meritorious act, by giving $100 a month to the 
widow of the late General Custer. Here is the widow of one of 
most distinguished soldiers of the Union, and the mother of Lieut 
ant Casey, recently slain in defense of his country. I hope that there 
will be no objection to granting the pension. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This case went over on a former occasion on 
an objection made by the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. CHEADL! 

It stands on the roll of the House now as unfinished business, on which 
the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Andin that condition we could not consider it 
here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It can not be considered now under the rul 
we have made heretofore. 

Mr. FLOWER. But you know how the House shut out this case 
the other day, because of the great pressure of business, so that it 
could not be reached. It is a most worthy and meritorious case. | 
hope my good friend from Iowa will not object. This is the last time 
we are going to meet for several years brother KERR, and I hope you 
will let this go. [Laughter]. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. The gentleman is very persuasive, and yet | 
called attention heretofore to the fact that the gentleman from New 
York is himself one of the very men who will go before the country, 
as he surely will in a short time, for he is a shrewd Democratic politi 
cian, and accuse the Republican party of all kinds of extravagance with 
all the vigor possible, and yet he comes here now with all the unction 
imaginable to ask us not to make objection to this extravagant pensi: 

Mr. QUINN. This is not an extravagant pension. The gentleman 
certainly can not claim that granting a pension of $100 to the w 
of a soldier of such distinguished merit as General Casey is extravagant. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think it is extravagant. We give 
smaller pensions in other cases. 

Mr. SPOONER 1 want to re-enforce in a word or two th igves- 
tions of my friends from New York on the other side with respect to 
this case. 


This is certainly as meritorious as any case where the widow of an 


officer high in rank has been given a pension of $100 permonth. M1 
Casey is poor, has an invalid daughter, and is without means of 
port. As has already been stated, by the death of Lieutenant Casey 
the other day in the Indian troubles she lost one upon whom she was 


relying for assistance in her old age. 

Mr. QUINN. And the only one she had on whom to1 

Mr. SPOONER, And t nly one she could look to, as I am in- 
formed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. She does not need to look to anybody. She 
has $50 a month now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the gentleman will not at this late stage of 
the session, when he knows how the business of the House is blocked. 
prevent the consideration of this very meritorious bill; because i! 
considered here it can not be considered at all. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I make the point of order that this is under 
a special order and that it can not be considered at this time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think that point is well taken, Mr. 


| Speaker. 


lost the last support she had when Lieutenant Casey was killed by the | 


Indians buta short time ago, This is a case that appeals to us all. 
General Casey, you all remember, entered West Point in 1822, and, 
unlike volunteer officers in the late war, he did not have achance to make 
alivingexcept by his salary received from the Government of the United 
States. He wentall through the Mexican war, where he was seriously 
wounded, and while he lay upon his bed he draughted the system of mil- 





The SPEAKER pro tempore . The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the Chair hold that, where a special order 
has been entered for the consideration of a bill in the House and it is 
on the Calendar, and that record is made, it can, nevertheless, be con- 
sidered at this time? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The same power that makes an order can undo 
it. 

Mr. SPOONER, The special order simply is that the previous ques- 


at 
is 
\ 








nen 


-in favor of the passage of House bill 319, a bill for pensioning prisoners 
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tion was ordered on the passage of the bill, and a certain time allowed 


for debate, which I am sure no one will insist upon. We all under- 
stand this case and this class of cases. They have been debated over 
and over again in the House. Why should my friend make the point 
against this single case, selecting it out and making it an exceptional 
case ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am not making an exception of this; I am 
simply acting in accordance with the rule we have adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. The House has passed all cases of this kind when 
they have come up for consideration in the full House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do I understand the Chair to overrule my 
point of order and hold that, where a special order has been entered and 
debate is provided for on either side, that order can be set aside? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Itis not aspecial order; it is simply unfinished 
business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that it comes up as 
unfinished business. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the objection that it can not be done 
at this session after it has gone over to the full House. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “* Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. | 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LAWLER. That is a dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentlemar from lowa appeals from | 
thedecisionof theChair. The hourof 10.30 o’clock having arrived —— 

Mr. MORRILL, There is a minute yet remaiping. Before the 
House adjourns I ask unanimous consent to have the reports all printed 
in the Recorp; and I also move to reconsider the several votes by 
which the various bills have been passed, and move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request of the 
gentleman will be granted. 

There was no objcction. 

The hour of 10.30 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House accord- 
ingly adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o’clock a. m. 








EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rale XXIV, the following communication was | 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
JOHN C. BAILEY, ADMINISTRATOR OF ANDREW NICHOLS, VS. THE 
UNITED STATES, 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
the findings filed by the court in the case of John C. Bailey, adminis- 


trator of Andrew Nichols, against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Under clause 30f Rule X XII, the following State memorials and reso- 
lutions were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MORROW: Concurrent resolution of the Assembly of the 
State of California, relating to the improvement of Humboldt Bar—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the senate of the State of California, 
memorializing Congress to loan money to farmers and to charge inter- 
est therefor at the rate of 2 per cent. per annum—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
California, in regard to improvement of Humboldt Bar, California—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of the State of California, in re- 
gard to loans on real estate by the United States—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of an increase of pensions to persons who have 
lost eyes, limbs, or the use of them, or have additional disabilities—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Memorial and resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of Colorado, against the Conger lard 
bill and in favor of the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: Concurrent resolution of the Assembly of the State 
of California, relating to the improvement of Hamboldt Bar—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, concurrent resolution of the senate of the State of California, 
nemorializing Congress to loan money to farmers and to charge interest 
therefor at the rate of 2 per cent. per annum—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Resolution of the senateof the State of New York, 


a 


of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution of the New York State senate, in favor 
of House bill 319, for the relief of prisoners of war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of the house of representatives of the 
State of Pennsylvania, favoring an increase of pensions in certain cases— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


I 
ae 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WICKHAM: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America (the S 
ate concurring), That there be printed 10,000 copies of the hearings had duri 
the present session of the House before the Committee on Coinage, Weights 
and Measures, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 7,000 for 1! 
use of the House; 


to the Committee on Printing. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rale XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late 
commissioner general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant com 
missioner, to the Barcelona Exposition, accompanied by a report (No 
3912)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILLCOX, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whital), 
accompanied by a report (No, 3913)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 


the bill of the House (H. R. 3658) for the relief of the Merchants and 


Miners’ Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md., accompanied by 
a report (No. 3914)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13568) to enable the Pres- 
cott and Arizona Central Railroad Company of Arizona to extend its 
line of road to the city of Phoenix, and for other purposes, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3915)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5924) granting a pension to Drusilla A. Sherwood. (Re 
port No, 3916. ) 

A bill (H. R. 13643) granting a pension to George W. Gray. (Re- 
port No. 3917.) 

A bill (H. R. 6338) for the reliefof Angus McVigor, of Lowell, Mass 
(Report No. 3918. ) 

A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk. (Re- 
port No, 3919.) 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with ameudment the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13344) to increase the pension of William A. Peck. 
(Report No. 3920.) 

A bill (H. R. 13652) granting a pension to Johanna Carroll. (Re 
port No, 3921.) _ 

A bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman. (Report No. 
3922, 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 13688) to pension John B. Angel, father of James C. 
Angel, late of Company G, Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry. (Report No. 
3923. ) 

A bill (H. R. 13587) granting increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps. 
(Report No. 3924. ) 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4498) granting a pension to Marion 
McKibbin, accompanied by a report {No. 3925)—to the Committee o! 
the Whole House. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 1°04.) 
granting a pension to Manuel Tibbs, accompanied by a report (No. 
3926)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H.R. 1143) for the relief of 
Jacob Berg, accompanied by a report (No. 3927)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13224) grant- 
ing a pension to Emily M. Tyler, accompanied by a report (No. 3928)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13206) restoring the name ol 
Emily J. Welker to the pension roll, accompanied by a report (No. 
3929)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mi nit) ong pein he, Mana 

A bi . 1014) gran a pension to Mrs. awkins, 4 
hospital Ser and nurse during the war of the rebellion. (Report 
No. 3930. 
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A bill (S. 5012) grantingan increase of pension to General W. H. Pow- 
ell. (Report Ni. 3931.) 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11233) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator of the estate of Phebe Leibarger, deceased, widow of Jacob 
Leibarger, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teers, in the war of the rebellion, accompanied by areport (No. 3932)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, de- 
pendent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, Eighty- 
first Regiment of Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the 
rebellion, (Report No. 3933.) 

A bill (S. 4809) granting an increase of pension to John S. Furling. 
(Report No. 3934, ) 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 3513) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri. 
port No. 3935.) 

A bill (S. 383) for the relief of Daniel C. Rodman and others, sureties 
on the bond of Ozias Morgan. (Report No. 3936.) 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe. 
No. 3937.) 

A bill (8S. 4449) granting a pension to Mary Vance. 
3938. ) 

A bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaughlin. 
(Report No. 3939. ) 

an) (S. 4502) granting a pension to Laura A. Barns. 
3940, 

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker. 
(Report No. 3941.) 

. 2) (S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes. 
942. 

Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 12514) for the relief of F.W. Rawdon. 
3943. ) 

A bill (S. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 
H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired 
officers, (Report No. 3944.) 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13204) providing for the pen- 
sioning of John Brownlee, asoldier in the Indian war of 1855 and 1856, 
sg by a report (No. 3945)—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen. 
No. 3946.) 

A bill (S. 4626) granting an increase of pension to George H. Blod- | 
gett. (Report No. 3947.) 

A bill (S. 1239) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew. 
3948, ) 

A bili (S. 5022) granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald. 
No. 3949.) 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12266) to provide | 
American register for steamer Salamanca, accompanied by a report | 
(No. 3950)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 280) authorizing 
Brig. Gen. Thomas L. Casey, Chief of Engineers United States Army, 
to accept from the President of the French Republic a diploma con- 
ferring the decoration of officer of the National Order of the Legion of 
Honor, accompanied by a report (No. 3951)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported , 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7239) to correct the record of | 
and grant an honorable discharge to Capt. William M, Lyne, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3952)—to the Committee of the Whole House. | 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 

rted favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 13592) to pension John 
heen, accompanied by a report (No. 3956)—to the Committee of the | 
Whole House. 


(Re- 


(Report 


(Report No. 


(Report No. 


(Report No. 


(Report No. 





(Report 


(Report No. 


(Report 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 


By Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pens‘ons, on the bill 





(H. R. 9088) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta Capoot and William 
T. Jaccard, jr. (Report No. 3953. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, on the bill (H. 
R. 12746) for the relief of Mrs. Emma M. Moore. (Report No, 3054.) 

Also, on the bill (S. 246) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and pay to the 
owners of private dies the balance of commissions due them; which, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3955), wasindefinitely postponed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

3y Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 13692) to prevent the suspension 
of the pay of certain retired army officers who have been in the consu 
lar or diplomatic service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 290) for the 
appointment of employés in the Indian service under the rules and 
regulations of the civil-service act of 188.4, ete.—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 13659) granting a pension to 
F. k. Melvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13690) for the relief of Asa 
B. Ayres—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13691) for the relief of the estates of 
Charles Northrup and 8. H. De Bevoise, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of citizensof Cleveland, Ohio, and other 
places, requesting appointment of commissioners to promote extension 
of trade relations with Canada whenever the Dominion Government ex- 
presses a desire for such conference—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Grange No. 465, Indiana County; also, 
of Grange No. 549, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, for financial leg- 
islation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Pap Williams Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ludington, Mich., in favor of a service pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of L. L. Andrews and 500 others, citi- 
zens of Ohio and Pennsylvania; also, of H. B. Claflin and 100 others, 
citizens of New York, for reciprocity with Canada 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of J.A. Skinner and many others, 
for passage of a law to prevent the desecration of the American tlag 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of Farmers’ League, of Reading, Vt., 


to the Committee 


| favoring passage of bill to establish bureau of farmers’ loans at 2 per 


cent.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade in 
favor of enacting into law the Senate shipping bill now pending in the 
House of Representatives—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


| Fisheries. 


By Mr. HITT: Memorialand petition of Petroleam Producers’ Pro- 
tective Association of Pennsylvania, asking for Government control of 
transportation lines against pooling amendments to the interstate-com- 


| merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, petition of 407 citizens and business firms of Ohio and Penn- 
sylvania: also, of 431 citizens and business firms of Massachusetts: also 
of 90 citizens and business firms of Maine; also, of 250 firms and citi 
zens of Baltimore, urging immediate reciprocity with Canada—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of officers and members 
of Union Grange, No. 325, Centre County; also, of officers and members 
of Bald Eagle Grange, No. 157, of same county; also, of officers and 
members of Marion Grange, No. 223, of samecounty, Pennsylvania—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of citizens of Marquand, Madison County, 
Missouri, for the passage of a bankruptry bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

3v Mr. LACEY: Petition of C. G. Starlin and others, Mahaska 
County; also, of Deep River Alliance, Poweshiek County; also, of W. 
N. Sargent and others, citizens of the same place; also, of Mahaska 
Center Alliance, No. 1919, Mahaska County, lowa, forthe Butterworth 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Thomas B. Stewart, of Fauquier County, 
Virginia, praying that his war claim be transmitted to the Court of 
Claims in accordance with the provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. MORROW: Petition of general assembly of Producers’ Pro- 
tective Association, Bradford, Pa., for certain amendments to the in- 
terstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

\lso, petition of Board of Trade, of San Francisco, Cal., for a gun 
factory at Benicia, Solano County, California—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the passage of the 
shipping bill now pending in the House—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 
iy Mr. MUTCHLER: Memorial of citizens of New York and New 
Jersey for trade between the United States and Canada—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

by Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, earnestly petitioning that the House will enact asa 
law the Senate shipping bill now pending before them—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

by Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, 
against free coinage of silver bill and favoring repeal of silver act of 
July 14, 1890—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ure 

\lso, resolutions of Chicago Post-Office Clerks’ Association, favoring 
the passage of House bill 6448—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

Aliso, resolutions of residents of Ohio and Pennsylvania, relating to 
extending trade relations with Canada—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

\lso, memorial of Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring reciprocity 
with Brazil—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade, of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, against the passage of the free-coinage bill now pending in 
the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): Petition of Fannie N. 
lief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. SMITH, of Llinois: Petitions of citizensof Randolph County, 
lilinois, requesting the passage of House bill 5353, defining options; 
also, resolutions of Randall Lodge, No. 262, for the same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Petroleum Producers’ As- 
sociation in general assembly at Warren, Pa., January 28 and 31, 1891, 
favoring the passage of amendments to the interstate-commerce law 
respecting unlawful discriminations as between shippers of oil in tank 
cars and weoden packages and barrels; also, against changes of the 
present law regarding the pooling of freight; also, protesting that the 
interstate Commerce Commissionare not giving prompt decisions, etc. — 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


Hawk, for re- 


Also, petition of Post-Office Clerks’ Association in Chicago, Ill., favor- | 


ing House bill 6448, as also sundry other recommendations as to legis- 
lation in favor of postal employés—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

\lso, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring reci- 
procity with Brazil and other South American countries, as also the 
shipping bill; also, petition of residents of New York and New Jersey, 
favoring the appointment by the President of a commission to consider 
the best methods of extending trade relations between the United States 
and Canada; also, petition of residents of Maryland for the same pur- 
pose; also, petition of citizens of Ohio and Pennsylvania for the same 
purpose; also, petition of citizens of New York and New Jersey for the 
same purpose—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Pennsylvania: Petition of East Unity United 
Presbyterian Church, of the county of Butler, Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the bill to prohibit the opening of any exposition gr exhibition on 
SunGny where appropriations of the United States are expended—to 
ihe Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

Also, resolutionof the Producers’ Protective Association, in relation 
to amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

l'y Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of E. 8S. Bensen and 19 others, citizens 
of ©’ Brien County; also, resolutions of East Summit Alliance, Iowa, 
urging the passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition of the Union Veteran 
League No, 16, signed by Thomas Smith and 37 other soldiers, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill to give honorably discharged Union soldiers 
the preference in appointment and retention in the public service—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 75 citizens of 

Prospect, Pa., to restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization, 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Wild Rose ‘Alliance, of 
Smith County, Kansas, asking that action be brought by the Attorney- 
General to declare void the charter of the Union Pacific Railroad—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railreads. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Petition of teachers in Pratt In- 
stitute, Brooklyn, N. Y., in reference to managementof Indian affairs— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


iby 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 21, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 copies of the tenth annual re 
port of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompanying papers and 
illustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of the series, of which 


3,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Repre 
sentatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Ethnology. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following concu: 
rent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound in cloth 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintend 
ent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1890, together with the usual necessary progress sketches and illustra 
tions, 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies fo: 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of th« 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, certain information as to the amount 
of money, coin and paper, in the United States, the amount of each 
held by the Treasury and banks, and the amount in circulation among 
the people, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of residents of New 
York, New Jersey, and other States, praying for legislation with a 
view of opening negotiations for an enlargement of the trade of the 
United States with Canada; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Relations with Canada, 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, praying for the immediate passage of the pending bills to pro 
hibit the adulteration of food and malt liquors; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of certain manufacturing 
companies of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ipresentaseriesof resolutions adopted by the Chambe: 
of Commerce of Portland, Oregon, signed by the president and secre 
tary, and under the seal of the organization, evidently intended to be 
presented to Congress, stating that in the opinion of the citizens of Port 
land, Oregon, the continued discussion in Congress upon the subject o! 
silver money or free coinage is having aseriously depressing effect upon 
all kinds of business throughout the country, which, but for that un 
favorable influence, woald at once return to healthful activity. They 
therefore state that in their opinion no further legislation upon the sub- 
ject of currency or free coinage is at present expedient or desirable, but, 
on the contrary, the effect of existing laws has not been fully tested, 
and that the best interests of the country imperatively demand a cessa- 
tion from further agitation of those questions during the present session 
of Congress. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALIS presented the following petitions, praying for the 

of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Petition of D. M. McErwin and 23 other citizens, of Burton, Kans. ; 

Petition of C. L. Dillen and 18 other citizens, of Liberal, Kans. ; and 

Petition of H. B. McMullen and 8 other citizens, of Buhler, Kans. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill for the relief of widows and minors of pensioners; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

Petition of Mrs. A. R. Flagg, presidentof the Woman’s Relief Corps, 
of Michigar?; 

Petition of Mrs. B. E. Young, president of the department of Mis- 
souri Woman’s Relief Corps; 

Petition of Mrs. D. A. Leaverton, president of the department of 
Illinois, Woman’s Relief Corps; 

Petition of Mrs. M. Caylor, president of the department of Indiana, 
Woman's Relief Corps; and 

Petition of Mrs. &. H. Osgood, president of the department of Iowa, 
Woman’s Relief Corps, of Iowa. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of W. B. Curtis and 27 other 
citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, and the petition of Sugar 
Ran Alliance, No. 75, of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, praying for 
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the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the | 


table. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of agriculture of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a bill subjecting oleomarga- 
rine to the provisions of the laws of the several States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the house of representatives of the 


State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill increasing the | 
pension of those who have lost eyes or limbs, or the use of them; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Pensious. 
He also presented a memorial of the United States Assay Commis- 
sion, now in session at Philadelphia, setting forth the inadequacy of 


the present quarters of the mint at Philadelphia, and praying for the | 


passage of the House bill for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a new building for use as a mint; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of Jackson Hoover and 21 other citi- 
zens of Cooper, Pa., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. PAYNE presented the following petitions, praying for the speedy | 


passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Petition of N.C. Marion and 47 other citizens of Fairfield County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of Lordstown Farmers’ Alliance, of Lordstown, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

Petition of George Richardson and 11 other citizens of Lordstown 
Township, Trumbull County, Ohio; 

Petition of R. W. Baker and 24 other citizens of Seneca County, Ohio; 

Petition of Second Royal Alliance, of Tuscarawas County, Ohio; 

Petition of the Clear Creek Township Farmers’ Alliance, No. 34, of 
Fairfield County, Ohio; 

Petition of Rural Alliance, No. 545, of Rural, Clermont County, 
Ohio; 

Petition of J. Woodmansee and 24 other citizens of Rural, Cler- 
mont County, Ohio; 

Petition of Oneida Alliance, No. 533, of Ohio; 

Petition of Bertrand Clark and 16 other citizens of Oneida Mills, 
Carroll County, Ohio; and 

Petition of Elmer Jenkins and 30 other citizens of Kirtland, Ohio. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the establishment of a gun factory at 
Benicia, Cal. ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of L. E. Woodard, and 6 
other business men of Owosso, Mich., praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Bethnell Dove, of Portland, 
Oregon, praying to be allowed compensation for losses and damages 
sustained by Indian depredations; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of sundry cititzens of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the following petitions, praying 
for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1906, of Bremen County, Iowa; 

Petition of 6 citizens of Bremen County, Iowa; 

Petition of East Summit Alliance, of O’Brien County, Iowa; 

Petition of Deep River Alliance, Iowa; 

Petition of Lincoln Alliance, No, 1764, of Grandy Center, Iowa; 

Petition of 20 citizens of O’ Brien County, Iowa; 

Petition of 32 citizens of Deep River, Poweshiek County; and 

Petition of 7 citizens of Grundy County, Iowa. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of certain members of the Florida 
Council of the American Bar Association, praying for the passage of the 
Senate bill for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United States, 


now pending in the House of Representatives; which was ordered to | 


lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Portland (Oregon 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against any further legislation 
at present upon the subject of currency or free coinage. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill, aud praying for the passage 
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1 
| of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri, containing 1: 


Memorial of Local Union No. 1712 of Farmers and Laborers 
of Barry County, Missouri, containing 19 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 961 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Boone County, Missouri, containing 31 names 

Memorial of Local Union No. 355 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Bollinger County, Missouri, containing 23 names; 





Memorial of Local Union No, 3021 Farmers and Labore 
of Buchanan County, Missouri, containing 12 nar 
Memorial of Local Union No. 3197 of Farme rer 
of Buchanan County, Missorri, containing 31 name 
Memorial of Local Union No. 3100 of Farmers and Labor 
of Buchanan County, Missouri, containing é 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2837 of Farmers and Labo 
of Buchanan County, Missouri, containing 30 name 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2947 of Farmers and Lal 
of Buchanan County, Missouri, containing 36 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 1860 of Fa und Lal 
of Callaway County, Missouri, containing 13 nam 
Memorial of Local Union No. 551 of Farmers and Labo 
of Callaway County, Missouri, containing 48 name 
Memorial of Local Union No. 182 of Farmers and Labor 
of Caldwell County, Missouri, containing 31 name 


Memorial of Local Union No. 1163 of Farmers and Lal 
of Camden County, Missouri, containing 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2285 o0f Farn 
of Camden County, Missouri, containin 7 names 
Memorial of Local Union No. 58 of Farmers and Laborer: 
ef Carroll County, Missouri, containing 12 names; 
Memoria! of Local Union No. 1246 of Farmers : 





{ Laborers’ 

} names; 
Memorial of Local Union No, 2251 of Farmers an 

of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri, containing 24 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 40 of Farmers and 

of Cass County, Missouri, containing 78 names; 


Laborer 


Memorial of Local Union No. 245 of Farmers and Labore1 
of Cass County, Missouri, containing 283 names 
Memorial of Local Union No. 681 of Farmers and Laborers’ 


of Cedar County, Missouri, containing 16 names: 
Memorial of Local Union No. 84 of Farmers and Lal 
of Chariton County, Missouri, con 


taining 241 ie 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2618 of Farmers and Laboret 
of Chariton County, Missouri, containing 24 nan 
Memorial of Local Union No. 1307 of Farmers and Labo 
{f Chariton County, Missouri, containing 36 names 
Memorial of Local Union No. 1727 of Farmers and Laborer 
of Chariton County, Missouri, containing 29 nam« 


Memorial of Local Union No. 1400 0f Farmers and I 
of Chariton County, Missouri, containing 41 names 


Avo! 


Memorial of Local Union No. 90 of Farmers and Laboret 
of Clark County, Missouri, containing 47 name 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3089 of Farmers and Laborers 
of Clark County, Missouri, containing 14 nam« 


Memorial of Local Union No. 1268 of Farmers and Laborers’ 


of Clay County, Missouri, containing 28 name 


Memorial of Local Union No. 2136 of Farmers and Lab 
Clay County, Missouri, containing 23 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 118 of Farmers and La 
of Clay County, Missouri, containing 9 names 
Memorial ot Local Union No. 1872 of Farmers and Lal 


of 


orers 


| of Clay County, Missouri, containing 28 names 


Memorial of Local Union No. 2951 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Clinton County, Missouri, containing 14 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 3166 of Farmers and Labore 


| of Cooper County, Missouri, containing 28 names 


| 
| 


| of Daviess County, Missot 


i « 


Memorial of Local Union No. 981 of Farmers and La! 
of Crawford County, Missouri, containing 46 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2415 of Farmers and Laborers’ 


orers’ 





containing 33 names: 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2801 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Dent County, Missouri, containing 24 names 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1021 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Franklin County, Missouri, containing 19 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2216 of Farmers and Laborers’ 





| of Gasconade County, Missouri, containing 55 names; 


of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 


Memorial of Local Union No. 3 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of 


Adair County, Missouri, containing 46 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2850 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Atchison County, Missouri, containing 19 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 2198 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Audrain County, Missouri, containing 15 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1680 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Barton County, Missouri, containing 30 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 675 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Barton County, Missouri, containing 10 names; 


Memorial of Lecal Union No. 1753 0f Farmers and Laborer 
of Gasconade County, Missouri, containing 18 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1145 0f Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Greene County, Missouri, containing 17 names 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1036 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Greene County, Missouri, containing 10 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2751of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Harrison County, Missouri, containing 19 names; 

Memorial of Loeal Union No. 461 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Harrison County, Missouri, containing 26 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1838 of Farmers and Laborers’ 
of Howard County, Missouri, containing 35 names; 


rn 
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Memorial of Local Union No. 1031 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Howard County, Missouri, containing 25 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1832 o0f Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Howard County, Missouri, containing 38 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2863 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Iron County, Missouri, containing 25 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1277 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Jackson County, Missouri, containing 23 names; 

Memorial 6f Local Union No. 3631 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Jasper County, Missouri, containing 9 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 771 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Jefferson County, Missouri, containing 13 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3543 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Knox County, Missouri, containing 29 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 808 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Knox County, Missouri, containing 21 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2972 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Laclede County, Missouri, containing 24 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1850 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Laclede County, Mis:ouri, containing 15 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3125 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of La Fayette County, Missouri, containing 16 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 915 of Farmers and Laborers* Union, 
of Lawrence County, Missouri, containing 20 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1973 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Lewis County, Missouri, containing 40 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 171 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Linn County, Missouri, containing 27 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 2995 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Linn County, Missouri, containing 39 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 2024 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
Linn County, Missouri, containing 38 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 953 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Livingston County, Missouri, containing 17 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1761 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Livingston County, Missouri, containing 30 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1906 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of McDonald County, Missouri, containing 28 names; 

Meworial of Local Union No. 2117 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Macon County, Missouri, containing 26 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 2810 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Madison County, Missouri, containing 18 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 102 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Maries County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 17810f Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Maries County, Missouri, containing 22 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1190 of Farmersand Laborers’ Union, 
of Marion County, Missouri, containing 16 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3478 of Farmersand Laborers’ Union, 
of Mercer County, Missouri, containing 12 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 54 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 16 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 451 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 53 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 25 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2566 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 26 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 2104 of Farmersand Laborers’ Union, 
of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 12 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 169 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Monroe County, Missouri, containing 13 names; 

Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Mor- 
gan County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 1920 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Newton County, Missouri, containing 35 names; 

Memorial of Locat Union No. 3012 0f Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Ozark County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 64 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union. 
of Oregon County, Missouri, containing 34 names: 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1380 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Osage County, Missouri, containing 13 names; 

Memoria! of Local Union No, 2345 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Osage County, Missouri, containing 11 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1691 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Perry County, Missouri, containing 27 names; ° 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1821 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Perry County, Missouri, containing 14 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2324 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Perry County, Missouri, containing 16 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 13 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Pike County, Missouri, containing 8 names; and 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2288 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Pike County, Missouri, containing 22 names. 

Mr. COCKRELL also presented a petition of members of Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union No. 940, of Cedar County, Missouri, praying for 
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the passage of the Paddock pure-food bili; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
ie | message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERson, 
| its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 1143) for the relief of Jacob Berg; 
A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Amelia T, Sey wert; 
A bill (H. R. 1290) to pension Mary A. Bailey; 
A bill (H. R. 1323) to clear the military record of George 8. Coyle; 
A bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
Nields; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 
R. 


4914) for the relief of William B. Price; 
5024) granting a pension to Drusilla A. Sherwood ; 
It. 6838) for the relief Angus MeVigor; 

A bill (H. R. 7148) granting a pension to Lewis J. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 7477) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Foss; 

A bill (H. R. 8057) to remove the charge of desertion standing againsi 
the name of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 

A bill (H. R. 8438) granting a pension to Esther Walker, formerly 
Esther Dayton, a nurse in the late war: 

A bill (H. R. 9827) granting a pension to John M. Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 1027) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili 
tary record of Patrick Dunphy; 

A bill (H. R. 10339) for the relief of Peter Weber; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) for removal of charge of desertion from the record 
of Frederick Whitehead; 

A bill (H. R. 10485) for the relief of Cynthia H. Quackenbush; 

A bill (H. R. 10535) granting a pension to Myron A. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. 10771) granting a pension to Robert A. Ware; 

A bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to Thomas F. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 10953) granting a pension to Lettie E. Covell-Buckley, 
late a nurse in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 11014) granting a pension to Mrs. Malinda Hawkins, a 
hospital matron and nurse, during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 11097) granting a pension to William Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 11233) for the relief of the administrator of the estate 
of Phebe Leibarger, deceased, widow of Jacob Leibarger, late of Com- 
pany H, Twenty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteers in the war 
of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 11515) for the relief of Mary R. Koehl, an imbecile 
daughter of Frederica M. Koehl, mother of Edward W. Koehl, second 
assistant engineer United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, de- 
pendent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, Eiglity- 
first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the 
rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 11857) granting a pension to Collin McClelland. 

A bill (H. R. 11975) granting a pension to Mary P. Pitezel and Caro- 
line E. Pitezel; 

A bill (H. R. 11989) granting a pension to Augusta J. Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 12100) granting a pension to Samuel T. Caston; 

A bill (H. R. 12234) to increase the pension of George Garfield, late 
second lieutenant Company D, Third Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 12321) granting a pension to Harlon E. King; 

A bill (H. 2. 12514) for the relief of F. W. Rawdon; 

A bill (H. R. 12564) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 12607) granting an increase of pension to John Hain; 

A bill (H. R. 12642) granting a pension to Elnora A. Dixon; 

A bill (H. R. 12666) to pension Alexander Shields; 

A bill (H. R. 12679) to increase the pension of Francis A. Gaskill, 
Company K, Sixth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 12700) to pension Samuel O. Fisher, of Lynn, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 12702) granting a pension to Sarah Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 12777) to increase the pension of John H. R. Storey, 
Company F, One hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Veteran 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12798) granting an increase of pension to William Mar- 
tin; 

A bill (H. R. 12855) granting an increase of pension to Adam Deitz; 

A bill (H. R. 13005) for the relief of Maurice O’Corner, late of the 
Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 13022) increasing the pension of Daniel Birchett; 

A bill (H. R. 18042) granting a pension to Manuel Tibbs; 

A bill (H.R. 13073) granting a pension to Alvason Hopkins; 

A bill (H. R. 13108) granting a pension to Carrie F. Ogden and Susan 

den; 

A bill (H. R. 13204) providing for the pensioning of John Browrlee, 
a soldier in the Indian war of 1855 and 1856; 

A bill (H. R. 13206) restoring the name of Emily J. Welker to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 13214) for the relief of Harvey E. Maccown; 

A bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Susan A. Malone; 

A bill (H. R. 13224) granting a pension to Emily M. Tyler; , 

A bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Peter William Frederick; 

A bill (H. R. 13318) granting a pension to Agnes C. Junot; 
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A bill (H. R. 13332) granting a pension to Anna C. Dewhurst, inva- 
lid daughter of the late George Dewhurst, an acting master in the United 
Staics Navy during the late civil war; 

A inil (H. R. 13340) to pension David S. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 13343) granting an increase of pension to Augustus G. 
Frable; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (HH. 

A bill (H. 


R. 15344) to increase the pension of William A. Peck; 
R. 13381) granting a pension to Sarah R. Kimball; _ 
R. 13386) to tncrease the pension of Col. Everard Bierer; 
R. 13394) granting an increase of pension to Nancy O’ Neal; 
R. 13409) granting a pension to Robert H. Holmes; 
R. 13443) to pension Nathaniel Moon; 
Rt. 13445) granting a pension to Evaline Laverty; 
Rt. 13450) granting a pension to Cathurine Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of George Harlan; 

A bill (H. R. 13473) to restore to the pension roll the name of Eliza 
M. Keith (formerly Eliza Ash); 

A bill (H. R. 13480) granting an increase of pension to William C, 
Howell; 

A bill (H. R. 13526) to pension Leah Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 13523) granting a pension to Harriet N. Read; 

A bill (H. R. 13542) for the relief of the legal representatives of Nancy 
G. Williamson, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 13545) for the relief of Thomas E. Breckenridge, late 
Company A, California Battalion, Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 13564) granting a pension to Julia A. Margrove; 

A bill (H. R. 13575) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley; 

A bill (H. R. 13577) granting a pension to Kate and Ethel B. Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 13587) granting increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps; 

A bill (H. R. 13589) granting a pension to Lydia B, Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 13592) to pension John Wagnon; 

A bill (H. R. 13596) for the relief of Jacob F. Taylor, late Company 
B, Powell’s Battalion, war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 13643) granting a pension to George W. Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 13652) granting a pension to Johanna Carroll; 

A bill (H. R, 13665) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 13687) granting a pension to Lizzie E. Haskett, a vol- 
unteer army nurse without pay; ani 

A bill (H. R. 13688) to pension John B. Angel, father of James C. 
Angel, alias John McShier, late of Company G, Fifth Pennsylvania 
Cavalry. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 
wine bill (S. 961) granting an increase of pension to Richard W, Hub- 

? 

A bill (S. 1239) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew; 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Lucinda Call; 

A bill (S. 4376) for the relief of William G. Tidwell; 

A bill (8. 4499) granting a pension to Mary Vance; 

A bill (S. 4502) granting a pension to Laura A. Burns; 

A bill (8. 4574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaughlin; 

A bill (S. 4626) granting an increase of pension of George H. Blod- 
gett; 

A bill (S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes; 

A bill (S. 4706) granting a pension to Lucy Wood; 

A bill (§. 4714) granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe; 

A bill (S. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow of 
Lewis H. Pelouze; 

A bill (8. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (8S. 4809) granting an increase of pension to John S, Furling; 

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker; 

A bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves; 

A bill (S. 5012) granting an increase of pension to General W. H. 
Powell; ' 

A bill (S. sean granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald; and 

A bill (S. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- | 
lowing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 


A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk; | 








A bill (S. 4428) granting a pension to Matilda S. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 4487) granting a pension to John W. West; 

A bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lee; 

A bill (S. 4639) granting a pension to Louisa A. Starkweather; 

A bill (S. 4915) granting a pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw; and 
A bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of Luman B. Palmeter, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8848) for the relief of Patrick Hyland, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2375) to correct the military record of Lieut. Cornelius McLean, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4232) to correct the military record of Lieut, Cornelius McLean, re- 
ported adversely thercon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2862) for the relief of Mark Joseph, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7252) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4799) tor the recognition of Robert S. Rodgers 
as colonel of the Second Regiment, Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteers, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, and 
the bills were postponed indetinitely: 

A bill (8. 2462) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of G. W. Noyes; : 

A bill (S. 3215) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of De Witt C. Hood; 

A bill (S. 2488) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Jeremiah McDaniel, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2982) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Felix Spurgeon; and 

A bill (S. 1533) to remove the charge of desertion against Patrick Walsh. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5036) for the relief of Henry L. Morey; and 

A bill (HL. R. 11344) tocorrect the military record of Abram Spring- 
steen. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2478) granting an honorable discharge to 
Alexander Watts, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6843) for the reliefof Jacob Theby, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1011) for the relief of Thomas Seely, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. DANIEL February 20, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency bill, reported it favor- 
ably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations and 
thatit be printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(if. R. 6018) for the relief of Thomas B. McElwee, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5110}.to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Philadelphia, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported an amendment inthe nature of a substitute for the bill (S. 
4621) to authorize the Washington and Chesapeake Railroad Company 
to extend its railroad into and within the District of Columbia, now 
on the Calendar, Order of Business No. 2617; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4343) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. 
French; 

A bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of Samuel Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black 

A bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Donahoe. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 


; and 


| the bill (S. 348) for the relief of Charles H. Adams, reported adversely 


j REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr JHANDLER. I present in bebalf of the Committee on Immi- | 
-, ation asupplementary report toaccompany the bill (S. 5035) inamend- | 
ment of the various acts relative to immigration and the importation | 
of aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor; which, with 
the accompanying testimony, I ask may be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


| thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2886) for the relief of Allard & Crozier, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4730) to refund certain import duties; 
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A bill (S. 4839) for the relief of William B. Reaney, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold; and 

A bill (8. 4785) for the relief of George E. Weed, and George W. 
Quintard, assignees of John Roach, deceased. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency bi!l; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 4828) for the relief of George M. Clapp, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported two amendments intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee cn Fisheries, who were 
instructed by a resolution of the Senate of June 3, 1890, to make an 
early inquiry into the administration of the affairsof the United States 
Fish Commissioner’s Office, submitted a report thereun; which, with 
the accompanying testimony, was ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL 


Mr. ALLISON. Ireport from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 13462) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other purposes. I ask that it may lie on the table, and 
be printed; and I desire to give notice that on Monday, immediately 
after the routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate to consider 
the bill; and I shall also ask, if its consideration is not concluded by 
6 o'clock, that the Senate take a recess under the general order and 
convene again at 8. Idesire to give this notice now so that Senators 
may make arrangements accordingly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be printed with 
the amendments of the committee, and lie upon the table, 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ELLEN W. COWLES. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the tol- 
lowing report 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4460) for the re- 
lief of Ellen W. Cowles, widow of George Cowles, and William A. Cowles, 
John T. Cowles, Carrie E. Cowles, and Nellie E. Cowles, children of George 
Cowles, late of New Haven, Conn., have carefully considered the same, and, 
in accordance with the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as 
follows 

That they have referred the same to the Courtof Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act toafford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,”’ approved March 3, 1883, 


BOOKMAKING 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5100) to prevent 
bookmaking and pool selling in the District of Columbia—a bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Verthont [Mr. MoRRILL]—to report it fa- 
vorably with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., Thatit shall be unlawful for any person or association of 
persons in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Colum- 
bia, or within said District within | mile of the boundaries of said cities, to 
bet, gamble, or make books or pools on the result of any trotting race or run- 
ning race of horses, or boat race, or race of any kind, or onany election or any 
contest of any kind, or game of baseball. 

Spe. 2. That any person or association of persons violating the provisions of 
this act shall be fined not exceeding $500 or less than $25, or be imprisoned not 
mor” than ninety days, or both, at the discretion of the court. 


AND POOL SELLING. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquireof the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia why a 1-mile limit is put in the bill. Whynotsay “‘ within the 
limits of the District ?’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. The reason for that is because the Senate passed 
a bill at the last session which made the same provision that the pres- 
ent bill does in reference to pool selling, but an exception was made 
on the face of the bill in reference to the rightof pool selling by an as- 
sociation here for the purpose of improving the speed of horses. That 
association is located beyond a mile from the boundaries of the cities 
of Georgetown and Washington. The President vetoed the billon the 
ground that he did not think Congress ought by an affirmative pro- 
vision on the face of the act approve of pool selling even on tracks of 
that character. Consequently this bill was introduced for the purpose 
of meeting the objection of the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend so as to inclade the whole District. 
I do not see that ‘‘ whipping the devil around the stump” makes it 
any better. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It has not been attempted to “whip thedevil 
around the stump.’’ It was done simply to meet a conscientious ob- 
jection on the part of the Executive in reference to the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Lunderstand thatthe bill accomplishes the same result 
witbout saying so, 
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Mr. FAULKNER. 
ter affirmatively. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not see why the practice should be an offense for 
one man and not for another, whether the provision is affirmative or 
negative, and I can not see why that should be an offense within a mile 
and a rod of the boundary that would not be an offense within half a 
mile of the boundary. I move to strike out the limit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. An amendment is reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is an attempt on the part of the 
committee to adjust the topography of the District to the conscience 
of the Executive. The bill that was vetoed by the President at the 
last session failed to receive sanction and approval because it affirma- 
tively authorized bookmaking and betting in certain localities. This 
is an effort, serious on the part of the committee, to avoid that diffi- 
culty by exclusion, so that it shall be necessary for the Executive, in 
order to veto it if this bill is passed, to exercise a process of inductive 
It is my opinion, and has been, that the proposed exemp- 
tion is reasonable. The objection to the other bill was that it allowed 
betting and bookmaking at the spring and fall meetings at the race 
track here, which is not a very mortal offense, and has never been vis- 
ited with special severity by the laws of any community. 

I hope the bill will pass without the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ 
the committee report to strike out the words ‘“‘or less than twenty- 
five dollars;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That any person or association of persons violating the provisions of this act 
shall be fined not exceeding $500, or be imprisoned not more than ninety days, 
or both, at the discretion of the court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Insection 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘ District,’’ Imove 
to strike out the words ‘‘ within one mile of the boundaries of said 
cities;’’ so as to read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any person or association of persons in the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, or within said 
District, to bet, gamble, or make books or pools, etc. 


Mr. MORRILL. I happen to know that the officers of Howard Uni- 
versity find this to be a great nuisance in that locality, and they are 
very desirous that something shall be done in order to prevent pool 
selling among their students. 

Mr. HOAR. Are not the colored race entitled to the privilege of 
pool selling as well as the whites, if it be a privilege? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not know that there is anything in the bill 
which excludes the colored race from any privilege of engaging in pool 
selling that the bill contemplates. The only race in it, as the Senator 
from Vermont [ Mr. EpMuNDs] suggests, isthe horserace. [Laughter. | 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
be agreed to by the Senate, because if it is I am satisfied that it will 
defeat the bill, and will establish on stronger ground than is established 
to-day one of the most objectionable features surrounding certain sec- 
tions of our city, which all the religious element of that section, How- 
ard University, and a number of persons have petitioned Congress to 
suppress. We can accomplish the removal of that evil within the 
boundaries of the city if this bill can be passed by the Senate to-day, 
but if the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
agreed to I am satisfied the bill will fail, and it will then simply make 
this evil, against which everyone is crying in the whole northwestern 
section of the city, more firmly rooted than it was before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it be an evil, as I agree it is, why is it not an 
evil a mile and a half out as well as a mile out? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I supposed the Senator from Vermont was more 
familiar with the condition of affairs in the city than he seems to be. 
The permission that will be indirectly given to the race track to have 
pools sold would only occur for thirty days. perhaps, twice a year. 
The pool rooms against which the bill is aimed are running all the 
time in the section of the city to which I refer, and I am informed 
that every night the worst element of the city as well as the young 
men employed here in the Departments congregate in those rooms, and 
they risk their money day in and day out throughout the whole year, 
and after that, of course, they carouse for the rest of the night, and dis- 
turb that whole section of the city. 

For that reason it is the earnest desire of all those residing in the 
northwest settion of the city that this evil shall be suppressed, which 
is the real evil that we are trying to reach by the bill. Ido not 
think that the authority which is perhaps indirectly given to sell pools 
at the race tracks is to be compared in any way to the evil that exists 
now, in the minds of most conscientious persons; and if we can not 
get, as some might desire, the entire matter settled, I hope we shall 
have this bill passed at any rate, and to this extent prevent the evil. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


It does not give legislative sanction to the mat- 
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Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
were here. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wriison]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. To make a quorum I will vote as my pair would 
vote if be were here. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—46, 


I am paired with the 
I should vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he 


I am paired 
If he were present, 


Allen, Cameron, Edmunds, Hoar. 
Blair, Casey, 
NAYS—39, 

Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Power, 
Bate, Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 
Berry, Faulkner, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Frye, Manderson, Stewart. 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Gray, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hale, Morrill, Vance, 
Coke, Hampton, Paddock, Walthall, 
Daniel, Harris, Pasco, Washburn. 
Davis, Hawley, Payne, 

ABSENT—43. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Moody, Spooner, 
Barbour, Farwell, Pettigrew Squire, 
Blodgett, George, Pierce, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Platt, Tellier, 
Butler, Hearst, Plumb, Vest, 
Carey, Higgins, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Quay, Warren, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Kenna, Sanders, Wilson of Md, 
Dawes, McConnell, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Dixon, McPherson, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ENFIELD, CONN., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. FRYE. I amdirected by the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5044) to make Enfield, Conn., a port of deliv- 
ery, in the district of Hartford, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment. 
The bill just reported by the Senator from Maine is a matter of busi- 
ness detail. It establishes another port of delivery in connection with 
the Hartford customhouse, covering a town that doesa very large busi- 
ness in importing. It is of public convenience and recommended by 
the Treasury Department. I beg that the bill may be passed now in 
order that it may get through at this session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objeciion, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISSUE OF ARMS TO NEW STATES. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I report back favorably, with two verbal amend- 
ments, from the Committee on Military Affairs, the joint resolution 
(S. R. 158) amendatory of and supplementary to public resolution num- 
bered 3, approved December 9, 1890. It is a joint resolution for the 
correction of an error in a previous joint resolution, and I ask that it 
may be considered and passed now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs were, in line 
3, to strike out the word ‘“‘public’’ and insert the word ‘‘joint,’’ and 
in the same line to strike out the word ‘‘numbered ’’ andinsert “ No.;’’ 
so as to make the joint resolution read: 

That joint resolution No. 3, entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to issue one thousand stands of arms to each of the States of North 
and South Dakota, Wyoming, Montana, and Nebraska,”’ approved December 
9, 1890, is hereby amended by inserting after the words “ rifles each ” the words 
“together with all infantry equipments necessary to their use in the field.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘‘A joint resolution amendatory 
of and supplementary to joint resolution Ne. 3, approved December 9, 
1890.” 

BLLL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5112) correcting the muster roll 
of N. B. Gahagan, late of Company F, Second Tennessee Infantry Vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That Mrs. Mary A. Blaisdell have leave to wilhdraw the papers in 
her pension case from the files of the Senate 

MARY ELLIS. 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Ordered, That the House of Representatives be requested to return to the 
Senate the bill (li, R. 10611) granting a pension to Mary Ellis, for the purpose 


of correcting an erro: 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on this 
day approved and signed the following acts 

An act (S, 2228) for the relief of John W. Blake; 

An act (8S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan Kimball, postmaster at Og 
den, Utah; and 

An act (S. 4754) to amend an act authorizing the Choctaw Coal and 
Railway Company to construct a road through the Indian Territory. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FLATHEAD 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. POWER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
Senate bill 4733, Calendar No. 2529. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8S. 4733) granting to the Missoula and 
Northern Railroad Company the right of way through the Flathead 
Indian reservation, in the State of Montana. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, in section 1, line 10, after the word ‘‘near,’’ to strike out 
** Ravilli Station’’ and insert ‘‘the mouth of Jocko River,’’ and after the 
word ‘‘ aforesaid,’’ at the end of line 15, tostrike out ‘* Ravilli Station’ 
and insert ‘“‘mouth of Jocko River;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the right of way is hereby granted,as hereinafter set forth, to the Mis- 
soula and Northern Railroad Company, a corporation organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of Montana, for the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of its railroad through the lands setapart forthe use of the Flat 
head Indians, commonly known as the Flathead Indian reservation, said rail- 
road line beginning ata point at or near the mouth of Jocko River, on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, in the county of Missoula, State of Montana, and 
running thence by the most practicable route to the northern line of the said 
State of Montana, and more particularly described,as faras extending through 
said Indian reservation, as beginning at or near the aforesaid mouth of Jocko 
River, and running thence in anortherly direction to the southerly end of Flat 
head Lake, and thence by the most practicable route, either to the east or west 
of said lake, in anortherly direction to the said northern boundary of Montana 


INDIAN RESERVATION, 


? 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN, I could not hear the reading of the bill, and I should 
like to have some explanation of it. I ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill how much of a right of way is granted through this Indian reser- 
vation and how much public land is to be given to the railroad com- 
pany. 

Mr. POWER. The right of way is 100 feet, I think, and that the 
company has to pay for. 

Mr. HALE. In what part of Montana is this location ’ 

Mr. POWER. Ihavethe maphere. The road starts from a line on 
the Northern Pacific, in the western portion of our State, ranning north 
to intersect the Great Northern, giving us a continuous north and south 
road through the State. 

Mr. HALE. It is not near the National Park ? 

Mr. POWER. No, sir; it is in the other part of the State. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There can certainly be no earthly objection to 
this bill. It is a local bill, so to speak. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Secretary to read again the section pro 
viding for the right of way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The section will be read. 

The Secretary again read section 1 as amended. 

Mr. WASHBURN, 


Ido not notice that there is any limitation. The 
width of the right of way is not given. 
Mr. GORMAN. The Secretary did not read the part of the bill 
showing how much of a right of way is granted. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The remainder of the bill will be read 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said railroad company shall be 
75 feet in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid, and 
said company shell also have the right to take from lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone,carth,and timber necessary for the construction 
thereof; also ground adjacent to said right of way forstation buildings, depots, 
machine shops, sidetracks, turn-outs, and water 
amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in le 
of one station for each 10 miles of said road. 

Sxo.3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the com- 
pensation to be paid to the Indians for such right of way, and provide the time 
and manner for the payment thereof, but no right of way of any kind shall vest 


stations, not to exceed in 
ngth for each station, to the extent 
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in said railroad company in or to any part of the right of way orstation grounds 
herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite 
location of such road and including the ints for station buildings, depots, 
machine shops, sidetracks, turn-outs, and water stations, shall be filed with 
and comuavell by the Secretary of the Interior, which approval shall be made 
in writing and be open for the inspection of any party interested therein, and 
until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid ; and the surveys, con- 
struction, and operation of such railroad shall be conducted with due regard for 
the rights of the Indians and in accordance with such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may make to carry out the provisions of this act: 
Provided, That the right of way herein granted shall be lost and forfeited by 
said company unless the road is constructed and in running order through said 
reservation within three years from the passage of this act: Provided further, 
That when said railroad shall have been constructed to the south end of said 
Flathead Lake said company may establish a temporary terminal station on the 
shore of said lake, on grounds not exceeding 3,000 feet square, and, pending 
completion of said railroad, may utilize the waters of said Flathead Lake for 
transportation purposes 


Sec, 4, That Congress may at any time amend or alter this act. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I did not quite understand the section in refer- 
ence to the assent of the Indians as a condition precedent. It seems 
to me that that is not quite clearly enough defined. The assent of the 
Indians ought to precede the transaction. 

Mr. VEST. Wecan not hear a word that is said on the other side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The question I put to the Senator from Montana 
was whether assent of the Indians was a condition precedent to the 
transaction. I was apprehensive, from my hearing of the section, that 
it was not definite enough as to the assent of the Indians. Otherwise 
I think the bill is correct. 

Mr. POWER. I will answer the question by saying that the treaty 
with these Indians grants the right of way for roads through the res- 
ervation. So the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs said. 

Mr. VEST. What treaty? 

Mr. POWER. Ido not remember which treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. How does the bill provide for the ascertainment 
in advance? 

Mr. POWER. Senators can amend the bill in any way they please 
to protect the Indians. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the bill had better go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


BRIDGE AT SOUTH ST. PAUL, MINN, 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 13055. It will take buta moment. It merely 
corrects a clerical error in a bill which was passed at the last session of 
Congress. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows. 


Re it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “ An act for the construction of a rail- 
road and wagon bridge across the Mississippi River at South St. Paul, Minn,” 
approved April 26, 1890, be, and hereby is, amended as follows: 

First, by striking out section 1 of said bill and substituting in lieu thereof 
the following, to wit: 

* That the South St. Paul Belt Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to constructand maintain, ata point suitable to 
the interest of navigation, a railroad bridge or a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River from a suitable point on its 
west bank, at or near the city of South St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and 
within the limits of section 35, township 28, range 22 west, to a corresponding 
point on its east bank, and to lay on or oversaid bridge a railroad track or tracks 
for the more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or shall be 
constructed to said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite said 
places, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided; that said 
bridge shal! not interfere with the free navigation of said river beyond what is 
necessary in order to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted, 
and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction 
to the free navigation of said river, or damage resulting from the same, the 
cause may be tried before the cireuit court of the United States in and for any 
district in which any portion of said bridge or obstruction touches; said bridge 
may, at the option of the company building the same, be constructed to sovile 
for the passage of railroad trains alone, or for the passage of rail trains 
and for the safe passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of 
animals, and for foot passengers, all for such reasonable rates of toll as may be 
fixed from time te time by the Secretary of War.”’ 

Second, by striking out section 7 of said bill and substituting in lieu thereof 
the following, to wit: 

‘Spec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date of the approval of these amendments.” 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO 8. COFFIN, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to present a conference report which will 
occupy buta moment. It is on House bill 11098, The Senate pro- 
posed amendments to which the House disagreed and asked a con- 
ference with the Senate. The House now concurs in our amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows. 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the tw 

fore gz two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bi . R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo 
8, Coffin, late chaplain Thirty-second nt Iowa Volunteers, having met, 


after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their res ive Houses, as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


ate and agree to the same. 
J. R. HAWLEY, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


E. 8. OSBORNE, 
E, 8, WILLIAMS, 
F. B. SPINOLA, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. No action on the report is necessary, the 
House of Representatives having receded from its disagreement to the 
Senate arnendments. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4827) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 
porate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1889. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 8, line 27, after the word ‘‘par,”’ it is 
proposed to insert the following: 

The Chief of Engineers of the Armyshall have the supervision and control of 
the construction of such canal, together with all rights, appurtenances, and 
fixtures connected with the same, And the construction of such canal, and the 
improvements connected therewith, shall be subject to the laws, rules, and 
regulations applicable to the construction of public works in the United States, 
and such other laws and regulations as may hereafter be prescribed by Con- 
gressortheSecretary of War. And nomoneyshall be expended, except through 
the Engineer’s Department, for any purpose whatever connected with the con- 
struction and equipment of said canal until the same shall have been completed. 
The compensation of all officers and employés of the company shall be fixed by 
the President of the United States, and no money shall be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the company for any purpose, except for the construction and equipment 
of the canal as hereinbefore provided, until the accounts have been examined 
apd approved by the chief Comptroller of the Treasury. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate, 
after the pretty elaborate statement I made about this bill, a moment 
longer than is necessary to explain any difficulty that may be in the 
minds of Senators about it. 

First of all, there is complaint made that the report on this ques- 
tion before the Senate and the country is sudden. Well, that is true, 
but it is unavoidable. The truth is that the United States Govern- 
ment has either now to act at this moment of time upon this question 
or never act at all, except to reclaim losses and damages that will be 
sustained by our nonaction and to repair evils that hereafter perhaps 
will be beyond the power of the Government to repair. The moment 
of time in which we are engaged upon this project is a very critical 
one so far as the project is concerned and so far as the interests of tiie 
people of the United States are concerned and also the interests of the 
Government of the United States. 

We find a company here organized and duly accepted by the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua, and what they have done has been officially 
approved by that Government. That company has a concession which 
authorizes them to have the control, in the nature of an ownership or 
lease, of this canal for ninety-nine years, with the privilege of renewing 
for ninety-nine years more by an addition to the income of Nicaragua 
from this of 25 per cent. upon the net gains or profits of the canal. 
The Government of Nicaragua has committed itself as fully and as far 
as it can do to this project, but we are not to suppose that that Gov- 
ernment under any duress or for any reason, except its own policy, 
will withdraw its confirmation of that concession. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should be very glad to have order 
in the Chamber. Sitting as near as] am to the Senator from Alabama, 


| I can scarcely hear him. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order, and business 
will be suspended until order is restored. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before my friend goes on, if he will allow me, 
referring to the suggestion made yesterday that the construction com- 
pany had offtred to subscribe for and had subscribed for $100,000,000 
of the stock instead of $1,000,000, I telegraphed to the president of 
the Maritime Company, Mr. Hitchcock, to know what the truth was. 
He says, having a copy of that printed report to which I referred, that 
that is a pure misprint, just as the testimony before us showed thie fact 
was; that they did subscribe and pay for, as they agreed to, $1,000,000 
of stock in cash, and not the $100,000,000, which is a misprint in the 
printed report. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Vermont, in this con- 
nection, if the contract offered in that letter was entered upon? 

"Mr. EDMUNDS. It was not. They subscribed for the stock and 
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went on with the contract, and until a future contract was made they 
were to have their actual outgo and 10 per cent. profits. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They subscribed for $1,000,000, then, outside of 
the offer in the letter? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. The offer in the letter was to subscribe for 
$1,000,000, which they did. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In consideration of another contract? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Inconsideration of the contract they made for 10 

r cent. on their actual outgoes, until the new contract should be com- 
pleted for the $150,000,000 of bonds, or whatever it was, and the $75,- 
000,000. It isall perfectly straight. 

I thank the Senator from Alabama, Mr. President, for his courtesy 
in yielding to me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I can get my views upon the Rec- 
orD if I can cause my voice to reach the Reporters, and the country 
will understand what I am speaking about, and those Senators who 
do not feel any interest in this question and are willing to pass it by 
as a trifling matter will hereafter have the opportunity of explaining 
their records about it to their own constituents. 

This is a very important and a very serious question to the Govern- 
ment of the United States and to the people, and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations would not have ventured to bring this bill in at 
this late stage of this session if it had seen that there was any possible 
alternative. But there was none. 

The gentlemen who obtained this concession, who were private cit- 
izens and not a company, have, in accordance with the concession, as- 
signed and transferred all of their interests under it to the Maritime 
Canal Company, chartered by an act of Congress. That Maritime 
Canal Company has been duly organized and it has proceeded to ex- 
pend about $4,000,000 upon the work of the canal. The precise sum 
is not ascertained and can not be ascertained until, in accordance with 
the terms of this bill, the Secretary of the Treasury shall have audited 
and stated the account between the company and the Government of 
the United States, showing exactly how much money has been ex- 
pended; but it approximates $4,000,000. It may be a little more and 
it may be a little less. 

That company is now very diligently and very actively and success- 
fully at work. It was stated yesterday that, with a single dredge in 
operation, it takes out 10,000 cubic yards of material a day in the 
prism of that canal and in the approaches to it. They have several 
dredges. They have all the plant that was of any vaiue that belonged 
to the Panama Canal Company, except one dredge that was lost, I be- 
lieve, in transit from Panama to Grey Town. 

They have established a line of railway across the swamps of De- 
seado, which were considered to be the most difficult part of the work 
between the border of the sea and the foothills along the line of the 


eanal. They have made the clearingout to the foothills and the grub- | ean citizens. 


bing. They have built now about 1,200 yardsof solid pier as a break- 
water into the sea, and they have deepened the water so that large 
steamers now pass safely into the harbor. It has been found that a 
current of water sets in probably from the San Juan River—I do not 
know—but, at all events, a current of water sets in on one side of this 
breakwater and causes the erosion of the channel, and it is deepening 
itself, and will probably go to 22 or 23 feet pretty soon without the 
assistance of the dredging. In that particular the calculations of the 
engineers have been remarkably successful. The sea on the outside of 
this breakwater is piling up the sands against it and making a very 
large sand spit, a solid wallof protection to the harbor of Grey Town. 

I said the other day, when I was speaking about that, that perhaps 
the estimate which had been made by the engineers, of twoand a half 
millions, or about that, for the protection of the harbor of Grey Town 
and for the deepening of the channel, was $1,000,000 in excess of the 
actual cost; but that has been the result of fortuitous circumstances 
which were not really fully expected at the time the project was entered 
upon. 

We find this company in the full tide of successful operation. How 
have they done it and who are they? I will enter in the Recorp the 
names of the stockholders of what is called the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
struction Company, a company that we have nothing whatsoever todo 
with in this legislation. 1t comprises the names of over one hundred 
citizens of this country, many of them residing below here in Virginia, 
many in the North, and some in the West. I will not take the time 
of the Senate to read it, but it has been reported, and will be found in 
a report made to the Senate by the president of the construction com- 


y: 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if any of 
them are connected asstockholders or directors with the Maritime Canal 
Company ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Someofthemare. Mr, Miller is one of them, and 
he is oneof the directors in the Maritime Company. But thereare few 
stockholders in the Maritime Company proper, although the construc- 
tion company wok $10,000,000 of stock in that company which has 
not been paid up. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I wish to interrupt the Senator from Alabama 
again, if I may 
from W : 


in connection with the question asked by the Senator 
isconsin [Mr. SPOONER], to put this question: Does not the 
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testimony in this (ase show that the construction company subscribed 
for $1,000,000 in cash and that the whole outside subscriptions of the 
whole world to the Maritime Canal Company, with which we are deal- 
ing, was $14,500, of which only 10 per cent. has been paid in? The 
report made to the Secretary of the Interior shows that the whole cash 
payment made by anybody in the whole world, outside of the official 
subscription of the construction company, is but $14,500, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam perfectly willing to admit thatthat is thesit- 
uation, although I do not know that it is so; and my reason for being 
willing to admit it is that it-strengthens my argument very much and 
proves conclusively the necessity for action by Congress at this time, 
The Senator from Colorado, although very penetrating and very deep— 
and I concede it to him with perfect honesty—evidently has only got 
a shallow skimming ef this case, from the question he propounds to 
me. Before we get through with it, if he will only take the time and 
the pains to look into it with an impartial eye, he will see that he has 
already stated to the Senate one of the very best arguments why we 
should proceed to act. 

I was going on to detail the situation. This company, as I have 
stated, is in the full tide of successful operation. It has commended 
itself to the commercial world in many respects: first, for the care in 
its estimates, the consideration of the estimates, and the review of the 
estimates which have been made for this work. A great many esti 
mates have been made, some by the Government of the United States, 
some by private individuals, some by foreign governments; for every 
enlightened government, nearly every maritime government in the 
world, has had a survey of this route more or less definite and partic- 
ular. The Government of the United States has made several, and in 
that great conference that occurred in 1879 in Paris, when we had our 
delegates there at the canal congress, the estimates that before that 
time had been made were carefully reviewed, and they were aboat sub- 
stantially the same that are now the basis of the action of this Mari- 
time Canal Company in the expenditure of its own money. 

The Government of the United States has not furnished any money 
to this company nor has any other government furnished them any 
money. The company have gone on upon their own money, in their 
own way, in good faith, and they are just as irreproachable as this 
Senate in their personal character. I would just as soon arise and 
make an imputation against the personal character of every Senatoron 
this floor as to make an impeachment of the character of any of the 
gentlemen connected with that work. That, perhay is as muchas I 
need to say to indicate what I think about it. If there is any Senator 
here who has a different opinion of any one of them, or of all of them, 
it is his duty to his country to rise and speak it, and let us see whether 
we are dealing with a setof men who are unworthy o! 


trast or whether 
we are dealing with a set of honest, earnest, able, und patriotic Ameri- 


These gentlemen are going along with their work justas if we were 
not legislating. Whatis the nextthing thatthey have todo? If this 
bill is not passed, they merely pursue the even tenor of their way, and 
they enter upon the markets of the world to get the money with which 
to build this canal. Everybody knows that no twenty citizens of the 
United States would embark in matters of this kind, to say the least 


| of it, who have the enterprise and are willing to risk their money for 


the sake of their own profit, and also of the honor and glory of their 
country, and that there are not twenty such men who are able, out of 
their private purses, to build this canal, and they would not do it. So 
they must go upon the markets. They have a perfect right to go upon 
the markets. Itis their property; it is their concession, made to them. 
The Government of Nicaragua is satisfied with the parties to whom it 
has made the concession. It has confirmed it in every possible way 
and is very much delighted with the progress of the work. 

Now, these men must go upon the markets of the world to get their 
money or else the Government of the United States must place them 
with a credit upon which they can get it here fromus, In going upon 
the markets of the world, they have already indicated the proposition 
for a contract made between the canal company proper and the con- 
struction company, that it will cost $245,000,000 to build the canal. 
What does this extra cost consist of? It consists of brokers’ and bank- 
ers’ commissions; it consists of interest upon the capital that must be 


; invested; it consists of that wariness which causes men who have large 
| amounts of money to invest in matters of this kind always to guard 


| themselves by enormous securities. 


So that, when the canal is built, 
if itshould be built underthe contract made between the Maritime Ca- 
nal Company and the construction company, it can not cost less than 
$245,000,000, the possibilities being that it will cost in excess of that. 

That is to say, it will cost about as much as the Suez Canal cost, 
which now pays a very handsome profit upon the whole amount of its 
cost, which is about three times as much as it ought to be, and it 
has been made about three times as much as it ought to be in conse- 
quence of the fact that the Egyptian Government, and the projectors 
of that canal were compelled to go upon the markets of the earth in 
order to get their money at large discount and by putting up their vast 
securities in the way of stock and bonds and mortgages for the money 
that they were to get. 

If we defeat this bill, we will see the Government of Nicaragua will 
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no longer expect that the Government of the United States will give 
the slightest assistance to this project. They have made to us here all 
the overtures that could be made. They first engaged with us in the 
treaty that Mr. Arthur negotiated with them, and which the Senate 
rejected by four votes less than two-thirds majority—a very bad day’ 
work in my opinion, Mr. President, and one that this country will re- 
pent of for a century to come unless we can at this time restore our- 
selves to a better situation. 

A iter that overture had been thus rejected by the Senate of the United 
States, Nicaragua, still determined, as she has always been—and she 
no more determined that the balance of the commercial world have 
been determined—concluded that the next best thing that she could 
do was to make a concession to American gentlemen, and she did 
She made the concession which is printed in this report. That con- 
cession provided that they might organize a Maritime Canal Company, 
but that they should not sell their concession to any foreign govern- 
ment. The object of that restriction was to prevent these concession- 
aires from going abroad to Europe and putting a foreign government 
in an attitude of dominion or suzerainty over the Nicaraguan country. 

Understanding perfectly the sympathy between the United States 
and Nicaragua and the people of both countries, and the identity of 
their interests and what it will turn out to be in future history, these 
gentlemen holding this concession came to the Congress of the United 
States and asked us fora charter. They could have gone to any State 
government in the American Union and got a charter, but they pre- 
ferred to have a charter from Congress. We looked through the sub- 
ject. Wesaw that we had the full constitutional power two grant the 
charter; we saw that we could give more importance and credit to the 
company by granting a charter by Congress, and we did so, but we re- 
served the right in that charter to alter, amend, or repeal it in the 
future so as to save, not merely to the Government of the United States, 
but to the people of the United States, all of the rights that might 
hereafter supervene that required the attention of the legislative de- 
partment ofthisGovernment. Theygottheircharter. They organized 
under it, as I have stated, an honorable body of gentlemen, such a set 
of men as it is pretty hard to assemble in the United States or in any 
other country as a body corporate under this act of Congress. They 
then commenced drawing upon their own private resources and apply- 
ing the money to the survey of that country, and applying it also to 
the earlier steps of the organization. 

The photograph, Mr. President, does not tell any falsehoods of a 
material character, and the photographs are in this Chamber now, or 
in the cloak rooms of this Chamber, to show the work these men have 
dene and how well they have accomplished it. More care was never 
taken in the projection of a scheme and in providing in advance for the 
health, comfort, and accommodation of everybody connected with the 
actual operation of the work on the canal—a most admirable thing. 

They have established themselves so well in the confidence of all 
commercial men and cireles of this world that no leading engineer or 
citizen or statesman has ever ventured upon a criticism of what this 
company have done, and they are prepared to go along and accomplish 
their work. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not a foolish or a vain statement or remark 
on my part to say that I regard the concession these geutlemen have 
got as being worth to-day in the market $20,000,000. They ought to 
make $20,000,000 out of it without any difficulty; and on theplans they 
have projected they would make $20,000,000, or even more than $20,- 
000,000, and no man in this world would have the right to complain 
of them in the slightest degree, for they are operating upon their own 
capital under charters which we have granted and concessions made 
by Nicaragua, and no man ought to be willing or be mean enough to 
begrudge them the money they can make out of it. 

But the Committee on Foreign Relations was instructed by the Sen- 
ate to inquire into this subject and to make recommendation as to 
what should be done about it. When we came to look at it we found 
the whole affair in the condition I have described, and we found these 
gentlemen reluctant, if not entirely unwilling, that the Congress of 
the United States should intervene for the purpose of trying to put 
our country upon a better footing in regard to this canal than it will 
occupy after it has been built at a very greatexpense. No member o 
this committee had any doubt or ever expressed any, and they hav 
not got any now, that this company will go on and build this canal; 
but they will have to do it through the assistance of capital obtained 
in the markets of the world. 

Where do you get your money to build your railways in the United 
States? In EnglandandinGermany. There is scarcely a public enter- 
prise in the United States of any magnitude the money to capitalize 
which has not been obtained in foreign markets, and to-day the rail- 
road properties of the United States, barring the matter of mere, actual 
control or legal dominion over them, are as much in the control and 
dominion of the bondholders of Germany and Great Britain as Ireland 
is in the control of Great Britain. If we were to take the account to- 
day of the amount of stock in our railroad system which is held abroad, 
the amount of dividends upon those stocks, and the amount of bonds 
covering our railroads as mortgages which are held abroad, and the 
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amounts of interest that we annually pay to foreign countries upon our 
railroad systems, I think that some Senators would perhaps be a little 
astonished at the subordination, at the attitude of the people of the 
United States to-day to foreign countries for these great and magniti- 
‘cent developments and improvements over which we glorify ourselves 
so greatly. 

Now, sir, I am not quite willing that the Governmentof the United 
States should abandon to the same system and to the same eventuali- 
ties that canal, which I regard as an essential political factor in the 
Government of the United States and of its people. That canal is not 
like a railroad built within our borders. It lies outside, built at a 
lace where there is a lake, a water level just exactly as high above 

he Pacific and above the Caribbean Sea as the floor of this Senate 
Chamber is above the waters of the Potomac River, and no higher. 
That is the whole story. Make your measurements, and the floor of 
this Senate Chamber is just exactly as high above the waters of the 
Potomac as the surface of that lake is above the waters of the Pacific 
and the Caribbean Sea. 

There it stands, a vastexpanse of water, accumulated from the moun- 
tains that pour their floods down into it, having about two-thirds of 
the area of the entire watershed, so as to prevent overflows and out- 
breaks from the great basins that are there. There is not an eye of an 
engineer or a commercial man in the world who ever thought of this 
subject that has not been attracted and charmed by this magnificent 
body of fresh water lying at the sammit level of this communication 
between these two seas. 

The providence of Almighty God has not put it in the power of any 
other people on this earth to do so much for themselves and for all 
coming posterity as He did when He laid this fountain of waters upon 
the crest of the Cordilleras, between the two oceans, and invited the 
only nation in the world that really has the power to make it useful 
to allmankind, and the power to construct itoutof its wonderful credit, ” 
and make it the interest and the duty of this nation to take hold of it 
and perfect it. 

We are not appreciating ourselves and our country at all. Do Sen- 
ators here know that there is more money passes through, more in- 
debtedness, more obligations pass through the clearing house in New 
York to-day than pass through the clearing house in London? Do 
they know that if we will do our duty to this generation, do it hon- 
estly and fairly and firmly, and not like a lot of cowards, that we 
should be able to attract to the city of New York within the next 
decade the supremacy, at least so far as the western hemisphere is 
concerned, all the clearing-house business, this eontrol of the markets 
of at least one-half of this world? Are they going to allow an oppor- 
tunity of this kind to because they are able to find some little 
objection, some little quibble, some little matter that may rise in their 
minds like a threat of war growing out of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] brings forward to ob- 
struct the passage of this measure, or the volcanic eruptions which the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] brings forward at the other end 
of the line for the purpose of preventing us? 

We have been long under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and have not 
got to fighting yet,and we have had volcanoes since this world was laid 
on its splendid and beautiful foundations, and the basins of Lake Mana- 
gua and Lake Nicaragua are as untouched now as when they were first 
ordained and established by the hand of Almighty God. There is no 
leakage in the lake and there is no leakage anywhere else, except in 
the imaginations of Senators. 

But we are confronted with a threat of war by the Senator from Mis- 
souri and we are told that we have got to take off our hat to Victoria, 
and say ‘‘By leave of your Majesty ’’ when we do anything for the 
American people. We are told that we are environed here with some- 
thing that prohibits us from taking any action for ourown Government, 
even within the lines of actual treaty stipulations, unless we should 
make our obeisance to the Queen of England and say to her, ‘‘ We de- 
sire your permission that we shall provide for our own people !’’ 

That is not the American view of this question. It has not been since 
the days of Mr. Monroe, to say the least of it. It never will be. It 
deserves no consideration. But, whether by treaties, by legislation, by 
ubvention, by subsidy, or in any other way, not one movement has ever 
been made in this body since I have been here in this direction that 
has not been met with the threat of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty held 
over us. 

Mr. President,,.I am tired of it. No Senator has ever put himself 
upon recordin the Senate in the shape of a resolution or a report in 
favor of the maintenance of that treaty as a continual obstruction to 
our right and power and privilege to do what is right for our own people. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] wisely and justly sug- 
gests that it has not anything to do with this question. That, sir, is 
very true. It isa nightmare that has been brought forward here to 
alarm Senators who look at the sum of $100,000,000 as if it were the 
universal world. When they can not deny that the security for its re- 
turn is absolute and that no taxpayer in the United States will ever 
have a dollar of it to pay, they bring forward this nightmare, which is 
totally irrelevant, which does not belong to the subject, which is not 
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interfered with or touched by this bill in the slightest degree, and they 
hoist that before the Senate and the world to alarm us from our pro- 
priet 

, Mn President, I wish to put this question to the Senate in all seri- 
ousness: Shall we allow this matter to drift along just as it is, allow 
this canal to be built just as it is projected and as the agreements have 
been made to build it, and allow the people of the United States to 
be taxed 150 per cent. 
their commerce to and fro than they will have if we pass the bill and 


adopt this plan and enable the company, and compel it also, to build | 


2 


the eanal as it ought to be done, for the sake of the 
That is the question. 


public welfare 


We have had a good deal to say here of late about the interests of | 


the agriculturists. Mr. President, if the agriculturists on the Pa: ifie 
Slope and all tributary thereto are to be condemned to pay everlas 
ing tribute to the ships that have to double Cape Horn in getting to 
their markets, when they sail at least 15,000 miles farther to reach any 
available market with their wheat and other productions than when 
this canal is established; and when the people on this side wish to ex- 


change their agricultural productions with the people of the Far West | 


and with all the coast of South America to the westward, and with | 


the coast of Asia, I wonder if Senators will consider that that is too 
small a matter for their attention. I wonder if they will find out at 
last that their highest duty is to prevent competition with the four 
or five transcontinental railroads in this country ? 

Those railroads have been subsidized very largely. There are men 
under our ovservation who have made millions and millions of dollars 
out of those subsidies, and nobody begrudges it. There are large sec- 


tions of the United States that would now bea waste, howling wilderness | 


but for those roads. There are still some unsettled and unadjusted 
questions about them, but they will be settled and adjusted in a fair 
and a just way. But there is not a Senator on this floor who would 


see any of those transcontinental roads torn up and abandoned for twice | 


the amount of the existing public debt of the United States. If we 
were to sink every dollar ‘that we put into those railroads, the people 
of the United States by and large, South, North, East, and West, would 


be very much richer than the amount of money, the $1 13,000,000 that | 


we should lose if we would sink it all. 
When the honorable Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]} was com- 
plaining about the subsidies to those roads and speaking of how his 


people out in the Northwest were agitated about subsidies, I was won- | 


dering if the Senatorcould remember the sudden and splendid growth 
of St. Paul and Minneapolis, and if he could attribute it to any other 


agency as surely as he could to those transcontinental roads two of | 


which come into the Senator’s town. 
to complain of subsidies. 
the general clamor against subsidies, but it is very mueh like a lazy 
boy complainiag that his father did not die very rich and leave him a 
larger estate. It is very much that kind of a complaint. The people 
who indulge in theluxuriesof glorious opportunities and grand achieve- 
ments are most apt of all in this world to turn back upon the men 
who worked their fingers off up to their joints to provide them with 
subsistence and prosperity. The sin of ingratitude, Mr. President, is 
the most prevalent sin in this country, or any other, I suppose. 
Subjects of this kind, and having a very close relationship to the 


It is time enough for him now 


matter right before the Senate at this moment of time, have been under | 


discussion by Senators and by committees of both Houses very fre- 
quently, and I have not anything really new to suggest about it. I[ 
have advanced no idea in the speech that Iam making to-day, or in | 


any speech [ have made heretofore upon this question, and I do not | 
expect to advance any, that is in the slightest degree novel in this | 


body or in the other House. The question has been up in regard to 
this canal and some other projects, as to what was after all the best 
thing that the Government of the United States could do in obtaining 
the construction of the canal and in holding a control over it as prop- 
erty after it was constructed. 

That question has been very thoroughly considered, but it was never 
more thoroughly considered, I think, than it was on the celebrated Te- 


¥ 


huantepec ship-railway question, and I wish now to inform the Sena- | 


tor from Missouri where it was that I got the inspiration of these 
thoughts. Hewillrememberit. SoI will take the liberty, inasmuch | 
as it is very much better than anything that I could say, to read some- 
what extensive extracts from the report made by himself from the 
Committee on Commerce March 6, 1882. As I read from the report 
the Senate will observe the close coincidence between the two cases and 
that there is no possibility of separating them in principle. I will read 
first the latter part of that report and then I shall return to the other 
part of it and read up to the connection. 


Mr. Eads had a project for building a ship railway across the Isthmus 


of Tehuantepec, in Mexico. He also had a very liberal concession, a 
very excellent concession, from the Mexiean Government. Mr. Eads 


and the Mexican Government and all concerned were directly in the | 


teeth of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, according to the present interpre- 
tation of it by the Senator from Missouri, but they did not step for 


that by any means. The Senator then had a better light on the sub- 
jeet than he has now. He saw then what was the naked truth, which 


more upon the tolls of the canal in passing | 


It is a very good time for him to fall in with | 
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was that there was nothing in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to prevent 
the United States from having an interest in or a control over any canal 
or railway that might cross the Isthmus of Tehuantepec or the Isthmus 
of Darien. It will be remembered that in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
there was an express stipulation put in that all the provisions of that 
treaty of every kind and character should apply not merely toa transit 
across Nicaragua butalso to Panama and any other } the isthmus 





| connecting the two continents of North and South America. 
Now, with these things in mind, the Senator from Missouri intro- 
duced a bill here, had it referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
| made his report upon it for the purpose of getting t United States 
| to guaranty tl he income of this ship railway over and ¥ certain 
sum, which will be explained as I read along in the report; but it 
| bound the Government of the U1 ited States to an absolute guaranty 
| of theincome of thatcompany. I read from that report 
The committee do not consider cessary to go into discussion of the var 
ous provisions of the bill rep« ewith This bill has been carefully con 
sidered, and the committee is inion that un ler its provisions the Govern- 
ment of the United States is s ily protected against any ultimate loss by 
|} reason of its guaranty,and the government aid provided for is the least which 
| our Government could hope to give with a view of se i ne the construction 
and control of an isthmian highway 
| Che consideration for the guaranty t committee believes to be most ona 
} an id satisfactory The company is required te ‘the bill to transport up : 
| railway, during the whole period covered by the Mexican cons ession, all Ge rv 
| aaeeeaadl vessels, troops, munitions of war, and mails free of charge, and it is 


1 its railway all ves 


red under the laws of 
ilar tolls and charges imposed for 
to the citizer any other country 


further required during the like per‘od to transport upo: 

| sels belonging to citizens of the Unitwd States and registe 

| the United States for 50 per cent. of yhe reg 

= transportation of vessels belo: ngng 
“pt Mexico 
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That is directly in the teet}: of 
could be more palpable thar 
ance. 


| 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Nothing 
that, provided it applied to such a contriv- 
| 

| 

| Itrequires no argument to show t imm 
provision will secure to American shipping. 
| In the opinion of the committee, the time has arrived for 


he “nse advantage which this latter 


an assertion by our 


| Government, in a practical way, of the principle that it will not permit the 
| control by a foreign power of an isthmian highway. 
Bold language was that from that committee—heroic language. If 


Old Hickory Jackson had been here and had appareled himself with 
all his Democratic glory and fervor, and put his foot down, he could 
not have done it with more emphasis than the Senator from Missouri 
did it on that occasion. I will read it, repeat the language of the re- 
port: 

In the opinion of the committee, the ti 
| Government, in a practical way, of the pri 
trol by a foreig rn power of an isthmian hig 


1 
‘iple that it w 
hway 


What was the Senator thinking cosahaninte when he 


oe arris or an assertion by our 


t permitthe 











was arguing in 
favor of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to prevent us from taking control 
| of the isthmian highway ? 
| Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s parc don; I made no such argument. 
} Mr. MORGAN. We shall see when the Senator’s speech is printed. 
| Iam sorry it was not printed in the Recorp this m¢ ning I wanted 
| to look at it. 
| Mr. VEST. I made no such statement. 
Mr. MORGAN. We shall see. The report made by the Senator 
| fron: Missouri proceeds: 
There can be no doubt that there exists in the minds « 1¢ American peop 
a most determined opposition to any foreign control 1 this contin I 
sentiment isby no means of recent origin. It found expression from the lips 
President Monroe, and has been reiterated over and over again by our Pre 
| dents, Secretaries of State, by Senaters and Members of Congress, and has 
| been pronounced in the most emphatic manner by the ading newspapers of 


| the country. Wenow have an opportunity of again declar 


ing it, but this ti: 
| in a practical way. 


Declarations and resolutions, from whatever quart 
may come,are well enough in their place, but they amount 


re ti 
ert 


thle 


to very | 


are entitled to no respect, unless the sentiments therein contained find 
| sion in some more substantial way when the opportunity offers. 
rhe construction of the ship railway at Tehuantepec isa final solution, in th 
opénion of the committee, of the much discussed question of isthmian control 


If this railway be once constructed under the patronage of the Government of 
the United States, it will supply the 


present demands of commerce and will 
place the United States in such relation in regard to isthmus transit and its 
cognate political relations a 


s will make it simply impossible for any foreign 
| power to hereafter control any other transit acrossour isthmus, but if we refuse 

to lend assistance to a project the successful consummation of which is now de 
manded by the comimerce of the world, we invite foreign capital to embark i 





8, 


i 
| i 


| the enterprise, and the investment of foreign capital means the protection of 
foreign power. 
[ believe all that. Iam sure that is to occur. Tam trying to pr 


vent it in the only way that I know of. 


The concession granted by Mexico to Mr. Eads does not confine him to the 


seeking of aid from the United States Government, but authorizes him tosecure 
| the aid of any other foreign government. 
| And so does this Nicaragua concession do the e thing exactly, 


| but the concession is not to be sold to any other government 

| He has voluntarily, however, first sought the nid of his own 

| Should that aid be refused, we would be forever estopped from denying tohim 
the right to seek foreign aid for the enterpris« ir refusal could, under 

every principle of equity, only be construed abandonment of all pre- 
vious claims to isthmian control. : 

But even if Mr, Eads should not invoke th but 
content himself with the raising of the necessary money to construct his rail- 
way from foreign capitalists, we would still be in no better condition, because 
if an English company constructs this railway, it will inevitably, when neces- 
sity requires, mors for — to English power, and the English Govern- 
ment can not fail to respond. 


h 
n 


Government 


, ior 


into al 
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aid of a foreign government, 
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Sound logic, broad, noble statesmanship was that. 


Should the control of this railway ever pass into the hands of the English Gov- 
ernment, nothing but wareould wrest it from her, and the cost of a war, assum- 
ing that we were successful, would far exceed the expense of constructing many 
ship railways. 

‘The committee does not consider that our Government would be safe in per- 
mitting Mr. Eads toeven organize an American company without Government 
aid, because upon the organization of such company, its stock would necessa- 
rily be exposed publicly for sale. It could be easily bought up by British cap- 
italists; and a British board of directors, having invoked and secured the aid 
of theirown Government, could place usin the very position which we now seek 
toavoid, Should the Government of the United States, however, give the de- 
sired aid, she will at once acquire certain vested rights from which she can not 
be dispossessed. 

The Mexican concession only authorizes Mr. Eads or the company to obtain 
aid from one foreign government. Having obtained such aid, they have done 
all they hada right to doin the premises, and no other government could ac- 
quire any rights whatever. ’ 

The completion of the line of railroad from California to New Orleans has 
excited the alarm of the British capitalists whose ships have been carrying 
around Cape Horn grain from California to Liverpool. This railroad will be 
able to carry the grain to New Orleans, ship it through the jetties at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River and deliver itin Liverpool eighty or ninety days sooner 
than the English ships. The immense cap)ta) invested in the several hundred 
English vessels, and the lucrative character of the trade in which they are en- 
gaged, indicate but too surely that such trade would not be readily abandoned 
or surrendered, 

The railroad companies have it in their power to so reduce their freight 
charges for carrying grain as to render competition upon the part of these 
English ships almost impossible, and having thus destroyed this competition 
would then be enabled to increase their freight charges to the highest rates the 
producers could bear. That they would so do is evidenced by the course which 
they have ever adopted under such circumstances. 

The owners of these English vessels have but one source to look to for relief, 
and that isa transit-way across the Isthmus, by using which, the voyagesof their 
vessels would be shortened by seven or eight thousand miles. It is idle to sup- 
pose that they will hesitate for a moment in promptly raising the capital nec- 
essary to construct the ship railway should the United States Government de- 
cline to take control of it. 

Mr. President, if the foreign capitalists had had the same high opin- 
ion of the practicability of the ship railway that the Senator from Mis- 
souri has, and always had, they would not hesitate a moment, accord- 
ing to his own statement, in absorbing all the capital of the Tehuante- 
pec Ship Railway. Equally strong and very much stronger now is 
the argument that they will take up this capital, becanse a very sad 
experience has demonstrated that the Panama Canal can not be suc- 
cessiully built and operated; so that the governments of the world 
are now thrust really upon the Nicaraguan route, which ought to have 
been selected from the first, without any hesitancy, as the true route 
of transit between the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans through the 
continent of America. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that I ought to be questioned at all 
about the soundness of the views that I have had the honor to advo- 
cate on this floor in respect to the fact that foreign capitalists would 
take this stock. Enough demonstration has already been made to 
establish the fact of the practicability of the route and its cheapness 
in every respect. They will take it, Then the results will come that 
the Senator from Missouri so eloquently deprecated in his report. I 

claim merely that I am following in the wake of that statesman when 
1 am advocating in favor of the Nicaragua scheme that we shall now 
take hold of this sabject, and that it becomes, as he alleges in his re- 
port, a duty of the Government of the United States to take the stock, 
even though no foreign capitalists or foreign country should interfere. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question in 
this connection ? 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator has examined the report carefully 
which he has just been reading, let me ask him if there was any state- 
ment made in that report as to the liability of the ship railway being 
destroyed by volcanoes or earthquakes or any such calamity? That 
seems to have been the leading idea in the argument of the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] yesterday as applicable to the Nicaragua 
Canal; and inasmuch as the Senator from Missouri has examined the 
question very thoroughly in reference to the ship canal I should be very 
glad to know if that was one of the difficuities pointed out at that time. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, the voleano question had notarisenthen. That 
came from Mississippi. The Senator from Missouri would not have 
said anything about that, of course, when there is a very large section 
of his own State now called the sunken lands, caused by an earthquake 
that occurred in 1812; and here is Charleston, S. C., that has been 
wrecked with volcanoes, and we are still constructing public buildings 
down there. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nothing is said about earthquakes and volcanoesin 
the ship railway report? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. We are still voting large appropriations for 
public buildings in San Francisco, and I have felt the shock of earth- 
quakes in San Francisco, I think the volcano view has gone off in an 
eruption. I do not think we shall hear anything more of that. 

Mr. VEST. Menocal says that an earthquake helps a dam; that it 
solidifies it and keeps the water from going through. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; and I was astonished that Mr. Menocal could 
ever have ventured upon any such statementas thatin the presence of 
the fact that the great engineer from Missouri, who now occupies a seat 
on the floor of the Senate, was here to listen tohim. Mr. Menocal evi- 
dently does not know anything about it. It is true the Government 
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of the United States has sent him out on some wonderful expeditions, 
and he has always been successful on those, and has won reputation 
the world over for being one of its chief engineers, and five other civi 
engineers, the best that this country can afford, have pronounced upon 
it and have looked over Mr. Menocal’s statement about the shaking 0; 
an earthquake settling the dam. 

That isthe reason Mr. Menocal gives why the walls of the locks o: 
the canal should be madeout of composite work instead ofsolid masonr) 
That is work that does notshake down with earthquakes. But whe 
you dump across the San Juan River at Ochoa a vast body of broken 
granite, rap rock, or whatever it may be, that is 50 feet across at the base, 
or 100 feet, if you please, and slope up with proper walls until you get i: 
high enough for water to run over it, the silt coming out of the lake 
that belongs to all streams that are subject to inundation will seit! 
and percolate through the stones, and make them more and more solid 
Whatever occurs to settle the foundation of this lock will cause eac), 
stone to adjust itself to every other. To my simple mind it is a ver) 
reasonable proposition that Mr. Menocal advances as a great enginee: 
that the shaking of the ordinary earthquakes of that country won|! 
have the effect of settling the dam and making it stronger and stronge: 

Mr. President, in the presence of the enlightened people of th 
United States, who owe so much to their great engineers, so much o 
their prosperity and of their glory as a people, it will not do for Sena- 
tors who are not supposed to be very learned in civil engineering to 
undertake, as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senato 
from Colorado [Mr. Woxcortr] have done, to laugh Mr. Menocal ou 
of court. They had betterconsider who will have the last langh when 
they have their amusement over the solemn statements of a great en- 
gineer like Menocal. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to stat: 
in this connection that the earthquake and volcano theory did not ap- 
pear to have disturbed Lesseps when he undertook the Panama Canal, 
and did not appear to have disturbed Mr. Eads when he projected the 
ship railway at Tehuantepec. 

Mr. MORGAN. Least ofall Mr. Eads. Did anyone suppose that 
if Mr. Eads had in contemplation any danger from earthquakes he 
would have invited any commercial man to put a ship with a cargo 
weighing 700 tons—that is all he proposed to be able to carry upon 
the railway—in a cradle, four tracks of railway side by side, to be 
exposed to be jarred out of the cradle and thrown upon its beam 
ends out on the mountains of Mexico in transit? When the Senator 
from Missouri advocated the Eads ship-railway project he took the 
risk of earthquakes, and did 6t think that it was necessary to men- 
tion to the Senate of the United States that an earthquake might 
spring up there and tear the whole thing down. He has found that 
out lately. That is a new departure of the Senator in his civil en- 
gineering course. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to some other coinci- 
dences between the report of the Senator from Missouri and the bil! 


| which we have under consideration, the principle being the same in 


both. We have been merely following the enlightened lead of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri in laying down this programme for the Senate. 


Without going into further details— 


I read from page 9 of the Senator’s report— 


Without going into further details, the commitice are of the opinion that the 
concession is all that could be desired by our Government. The specia! com- 
mittee of the House, before referred to, after enumerating in its report some of 
the details of the concession, says : 

“In the opinion of your committee, it would be agreat mistake for the Gov 
ernment of the United States to failto recognize, in asubstantial way, the over- 
turesthus made by Mexico. The duty of our Government in the premises is a 
plain one, whether viewed from a selfish or unselfish standpoint. If viewed in 
the former light, it must be apparent to anyone at all familiar with the enor- 
mous commercial interests which will be affected by the great work ee 
that any liberality exercised by our Government will be returned a hundred 
fold in the increased benefits resulting to our commerce. Of the valuable anid 
growing commerce of Mexico the United States now enjoys but 5 per cent.; 9 
per cent. of it is enjoyed by other nations, The markets of Mexicoare to-day 
practically closed to the products of our soil and industry, while there is no 
good reason that they should not be open to both. 

“The combined commerce of British India, Australia, China, Hong-Kong, 
Peru, New Zealand, Chili, Japan, the Philippine Islands, Tasmania, and the 
Hawaiian Islands amounts to $1,425,953,000 annually. Of this vast commerce 
the United States only enjoys 4 percent., and the Mississippi Valley, comprising 
a territory equal in extent tosix-tenths of the total area of the thirty-eight States 
of the Union, is wholly debarred therefrom. An increase of our trade, nearly 
doubling it in this quarter, would more than compensate the United States for 


the a, asked by Mr. . ; 

™ ving outof view the question of interest, it would scarcely be consisten* 
with the dignity and magnanimity of as t a country as ours to reject the 
friendly proffers of a sister republic, and to lend any assistance to a great 
work like that proposed; ly so in view of the revived fraternal feeling 
now existing there toward us.” 

These sentiments the committee fully indorse. 

Mr. Eads— 


The committee go on to say— 


does not ask the Government of the United States to advance any money t 
construct the railway, but merely asks, and the bill provides, that the Govern 
ment shall guaranty the payment for the period of fifteen years of dividend 
at 6 per cent, per annum upon the par value of $50,000,000 of the capital stoc 
of the company. 


Six per cent. on $50,000,000 of the par value of the capital stock 0: 
the company is exactly equal to 3 per cent. on $100,000,000, and tha! 
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is what the pending bill provides. So by avery fortunate circumstance 
we happened to frame our bill, without having consulted this report 
at the time, exactly upon the financial basis of the bill that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri introduced and reported back to the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, it does not amount to 
anything; but I will say that he is mistaken about my introducing the 
bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the bill and here is your report upon it. 

Mr. VEST. I do not think I introduced the bill. ‘The only bill I 
find I ever introduced was one by request, which is Senate bill 1755. 
It is a matter of no importance, however. The only one introduced by 
me that I could find was Senate bill 1755, and that had no guaranty 
in it. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
made to sustain ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Senate bill 430. 

Mr. VEST. I did notintroduce the bill; but I donot care anything 
about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, you did put it in, and you did care some- 
thing about it when you put it in, otherwise you would not have done 
it. You considered that it was a good measure and a constitutional 
one, and one that the Government of the United States ought to adopt. 
But 1 rely more upon the report than I do upon the bill. 

Here is the bill, Senate bill 584, introduced into the Senate, as fol- 
lows: 


Such a bill was introduced by the Senator. 
What is the number of the bill that the report was 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


December 15, 1885.—Mr. Vest introduced the following bill; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


A bill (S.584) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship Railway Company, 
and for other purposes, 


Whereas the Government of Mexico has granted unto James B, Eads, of St. 
Louis, Mo., or to such company as he may organize, a concession containing 
certain powers, rights, and privileges in the matter of the construction and op- 
eration of aship railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, with an accessory 
railway, lines of telegraph, and water approaches, and has authorized said 
Eads to obtain a charter for said company, either in Mexico or elsewhere: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of constructing and operating said 


ship railway and its accessories hereinbefore recited, and for the ful) enjoyment | 


of all the rights, privileges, and concessions contained in the hereinbefore-re 
cited grant, and such others as may be hereafter secured from the Government 
of Mexico, said James B. Eads, with such othersas may be associated with bim, 
and their successors,are hereby created a body corporate and politic in deed 
and in law, under and by the name, style, and title of ‘‘ The Atlantic and Pacilic 
Ship Railway Company,” and by that name shall have 
and shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend and be de- 
fended, in all courts of law and equity within the United States of America, and 
shall generally have and possess all the rights, privileges, and powers usually 
possessed by similar companies, and may do all lawful things necessary to carry 
into effect the purposes of this act, ana secure the full enjoyment of the powers, 
privileges, rights, and concessions contained in the grant hereinbefore recited, 
and any supplementary grants; and said company is hereby authorized and 
empowered to make and have a common seal, to acquire, hold, transfer, or 
otherwise dispose of property, real and personal, and to elect such officers, em- 
ploy such agents and attorneys, establish such offices insuch place or places, 
and impose and collect such tolls, rates, and charges as to it, said company, 
may seem necessary and proper: Provided, however, That such tolls, rates, and 
charges shall at ail times be subject to the conditions hereinafter provided. 
And said company is hereby authorized and empowered to make such by-laws, 
rules, and regulations as it may deem necessary and proper relating to the man- 
agement of the affairs of the company; the acquisition and disposal of its prop- 
erty, estate, and effects; the imposition and collection of its tolls, rates, and 
charges; the declaration of dividends on its capital stock; the number and 
character of its officers, their duties and terms of office; the safety and control 
of vessels in transit or in the docks, harbors, or works of the company; and re- 
lating to all other matters not inconsistent with thisact, and connected with the 
business of said company, or involved in carrying out the purposes for which 
said company is created. 

Src. 2. That the Government of Mexico having, by the concession hereinbe- 
fore recited, guarantied that one-third of the annual net revenues of said com- 
pany will, for the period of fifteen years after the completion of the ship rail- 
Way, amount to the sum of $1,250,000 annually, the Government of the United 
States hereby guaranties that the other two-thirds of the annual net revenues 
of said company will, for the a of fifteen years after theship rail way shall 
have been completed, annuaily amountto the sum of $2,500,000; and the United 
States hereby obligates itself to pay to said company, at the expiration of each 
year during the period aforesaid, any sum of money required to make said two- 
thirds of its annual net revenues amount to the said sum of $2,500,000. When- 
ever said company shall have completed the ship railway, and shall have con- 
structed the necessary terminal works to transfer vessels from the water to the 
railway, the President of the United States shall, at the request of said com- 

y, appoint a board of engineers, consisting of three members, one from the 
avy, one from the Army, and one from civil life, whose duty it shall be to pro- 
ceed at once to thesaidship railway ; and if said company shall, in the presence 
of said board, transport a loaded vessel weighing, with her load, not less than 
3,000 tons, at an average speed of not less than 6 miles per hour, upon the said | 
ship railway, and place the same in the harbor on the other side of the isth- 
mus, without injury to the vessel, the railway or the terminal works, such 
facts shall be immediately reported by said board to the Secretary of the Navy 
of the United States; and at the date of the transportation of such vessel as 
aforesaid the guaranty of the United States as hereinbefore provided for shall 
at once attach, Should said Eads or the company deem it advisable to unite 
any portions of the said ship railway, or the terminal works and the ship rail- 
way, by a canal, he or it shall have the right so to do; and the length of said | 
canal through any portion of the route between the Gulf of Mexicoand the 
Pacific Ocean shall be considered, in the test herein provided for, as an integral 


erpetual succession, | 
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part of said ship railway; and the safe and easy passage of the vessel of the | 


character hereinbefore described through said canal, on any portion of the 
route, shall be accepted and considered as if made over the railway, and shall 
entitie the company to the guaranty herein provided as fully as if the passage 
&ad been entirely over the railway; it being understood, however, that the 
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rate of speed of 6 miles per hour shall only apply to the test to be made on the 
ship railway, and not to the canal. 

Sec. 3. That annually, after the date when said ship railway shall have been 
completed and tested as aforesaid, during the period of fifteen years, it shall be 
the duty of said company to exhibit to the Auditor of Railroad Accounts of the 
Interior Department of the United States a full and correct statement, duly cer- 
tified by the president of said company and verified by the affidavit of the sec- 
retary, which said statement shal! clearly show the gross earnings of the com- 
Fifty per cent. of said gross annual earnings 
shall be assumed to be the annual net revenues of the company as hereinafter 


| specified ; and if two-thirds of said net earnings shall not during each vear of 


said fifteen years amount to the sum of $2,500,000, said Auditor shall thereupon 
certify to the Secretary of the Navy of the United States the amount of money 


| necessary to fully make up said sum, and upon the receipt of such certificates 


the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to draw his requisi- 
tions upon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, in favor of said 
company, for the sums mentioned in said certificates, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to said company the sums 
for which said requisitionsare respectively drawn. After the completion of said 
railway the Government of the United States shall, during the existence of its 
guaranty as hereinbefore provided, or of any indebtedness of said company to 
the Government, have the right to examine all the books and papers of said 
eompany, by or through the representatives of the Government or the board of 
directors of said company; and the said company hereby obligates itself to af- 
ford all necessary facilities and means for the purpose of such examination. 
The said company further binds itself to deposit with the Secretary of State of 
the United States, within three months after the date of the passage of this act, 
a certified copy of the hereinbefore-recited concession from Mexico, together 
with copies of all papers connected therewith; and said concession and papers 
shall be received as evidence of the facts therein recited in any controversy be- 
tween the United States and said company. 

Sec, 4. That as often as the Government ofthe United States shall, under the 
provisions of this act, advance moneys to the company hereby created, it shall 
be the duty of said company to at once issue its bonds obligating itself thereby 
to pay to the Government sums equal in amount to those advanced by the Gov, 
ernment to it, which said sum shall, by the terms of said bonds, be payable in 
fifteen years from the date thereof: Provided, however, That if at the expiration 
of any year after the completion of the road, and while any indebtedness to 
the Government exists, the net revenues of said road during said year shall 
exceed the sum of $3,750,000 in gold, two-sixths of such excess shall at once be 
paid by the company to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, and 
shall be by him applied to the payment of the bonds oldest in date theretofore 
issued by the company to the Government. Any bonds thus paid shall be can- 
celed and returned tothe company. All bonds issued to the Government by 
said company shall be delivered to and held in the custody of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. If any of the bonds issued by the company to the Government 
shail remain unpaid after the same shall have become due, the said company 
shall receive the same at their face value, with 10 per cent. premium added 
thereto, in the payment of tolls on American vessels 

Sec. 5. That in consideration of the guaranty of the Government herein con- 


| tained, said company shall, during the fifteen years covered by said guaranty, 


when so required, transport upon its railway, in accordance with the provisions 
of the concession from Mexico, any and all Government vessels, property, 


| mails, and officials, and transmit upon its telegraph line all Government mes- 


sages, for the gross annual sum of $500, to be paid to it by the Government 

Src. 6, That in further consideration of said guaranty said company shall, 
during the period of thirty years from and after the date of the completion of 
the railway, transport upon said railway vessels belonging to citizens of the 
United States and registered under the laws of the United States, and which may 
be engaged in coastwise commerce, for 75 per cent. of the regular tolls and 
charges imposed for the transportation of vessels belonging to the citizens of any 
other country, except Mexico. 

Src. 7. That the Government of the United States shall have the right to be 
represented in the board of directors of the company by two-ninths of the total 
number of its members, and these representatives shall enjoy the same emolu- 
ments and have the same powers asthe other directors. When the advances 
made to the company by the Mexican Government and by the Government of 
the United States shall have been fully paid, and when the annual net revenues 
of said co pany shall exceed 10 per cent. in gold on its total indebtedness, as 
represented by the stock and bonds which may have then been issued by it, 
the directors representing the two Governments may establish a tariff of re- 
duced rates: Provided, That the reduced annual net revenues resulting there- 
from shall not fall below a sum sufficient to pay said 10 percent. Thisreduced 
tariff shall, however, be increased whenever the annual net revenues of the 
mare shall not amount to said 10 per cent. of its total indebtedness as afore- 
said, 

Sec, 8. That whenever annual net revenue is referred to in this act it shall be 
assumed to be one-half of the gross annual earnings of the company. 

Sec. 9. That said company shall not transport upon its railway any vessels of 
war, munitions, troops, or contraband of war of any nation at war with the 
United States or Mexico. 

Sec. 10. That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to inany way 
conflict with the provisions of the concession granted by the Mexican Govern- 
ment to James B. Eads and heretofore referred to, and it is hereby expressly 
declared that the Government of the United States shall not, by reason of its 
guaranty aforesaid, secure any right which shall violate the letter or spirit of 
said concession. 

Sec, 11. That nothing in this act shall be construed to tramme!l the said com- 
pany in the design, location, and construction of said railway and accessory 
works. 

Suc. 12. That said corporation shall exist and continue during the period of 
ninety-nine years from the date of the passage of this act. 

Sec. 13. That all acts or partsof acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed, so far as they affect the corporation 
hereby created. 


The committee was reporting upon Senate bill 430, which seems to 
be exactly identical in its substance with the one which I have read. 
1 suppose it is the same bill. The committee say: 


It is estimated that the cost of constructing the work will be about $75,000,- 
000, and the capital stock is limited by the bill to this amount The guaranty 
of the Government only attaches to the extent of two-thirds of this capital stock 
The bill provides that the guaranty shall not attach or have any force or effect 
until 10 miles of the railway, and its terminal works, shall have been con- 
structed and a loaded vessel shall have been lifted out of the water,transported 
over such 10 miles of railway, brought back again, and aguin placed in the water 
without injury to the vessel, the railway, or the terminal works. When this 
has been accomplished, $5,000,000 of the guaranty shall attach. When terminal 
works and 10 miles of railway sha!! have been constructed upon the other side 
of the isthmus, and shall have been tested in the same manner, $5,000,000 more 
of the guaranty shall attach. 

The intermediate space between the two 10-mile sections is subdivided into 
twenty sections; upon the completion of each of these sections, and the sue- 
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cessful transportation over it of a loaded veasel, proportionate amounts of the 
guaranty respectively attach, until the total amount of $50,000,000 is reached. 
All of these tests are required by the bill to be made in the presence of a board 
of engineers to be appointed by the President of the United States. 

The committee do not consider it necessary to go into a discussion of the 
various provisions of the bill reported herewith. This bill has been carefully 
considered, and the committee is of opinion that under its provisions, the Gov- 
ern! it of the United States is amply protected against any ultimate loss by 
reason of its guaranty, and the Government aid provided for is the least which 
our Government could hope to give with a view of securing the construction 
and control of an isthmian highway. 

I have read the rest of the report. 

Mr. President, in proposing to build the ship railway that commit- 
tee did not seem to have any difficulty about the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. Now, I want to read Article VIII of the treaty of 1850, called 
the Clayton-Lulwer treaty 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain having not only de- 
sired, in entering into this convention, to accomplish a particular object- 

That was, the Nicaraguan Canal proper— 
but also to establish a general principle, they hereby agree to extend their pro- 
tectign by treaty stipulations to any other practicable communications, whether 
by canal or railway, across the isthmus which connects North and South Amer- 
ica, and especially to the interoceanic communications should the same prove 
to be practicable, wliether by canal or railway, which are now proposed to be 
established by the way of Tehuantepec or Panama. 

In wranting, however, the joint protection to any such canals or railways as 
are by this article specified, it is always understood by the United States and 
Great Britain that the parties constructing or owning the same shall impose no 
other charges or conditions of traffic thereupon than the aforesaid Governments 
shal! approve of as just and equitable; and that the same canals or railways, 
being open to the citizens and subjects of the United States and Great Britain 
on equal terms, shall also be open on like terms to the citizens and subjects of 
every other state which is willing to grant thereto such protection as the United 
States and Great Britain engage to afford. 

So, under the charter which Congress granted under the Tehuantepec 
concession which Mexico made, the right (if there is a right on the part 
of Great Britain to regulate tolls upon this railroad, to permit no tolls 
te be charged there that are not just and equitable to their own people 
in accordance with this joint commission between that Government and 
the United States) was just as palpable, just as plain in regard to the 
Tehuantepec Ship Railway as it is in regard to the Nicaragua Canal; 
there is no difference between them. The Senator from Missouri and 
the able committee with which he was then associated did not find the 
slightest difficulty in any claim that Great Britain might assert or pre- 
tend to in respect to its right of interference with what we might choose 
to do in advancing the interest of the Tehuantepec Ship Railway. 

So it seems futile to.argue now—it seems unnecessary for any discus- 
sion to take place about it here—that Great Britain has any right to in- 
tervene and prevent from going on and assisting to the extent we do 
under the pending bill this company, for the concession made by Nica- 
ragua to this company is precisely in accordance with the Clayton- 
Bul wer treaty, and it is alsoin accordance with the treaty made between 
the United States and Nicaragua seventeen years later carrying out 
both treaties. The provision is that the concessionaires shall have 
the right, and it shall be their duty, to go into all the countries of the 
world and invite contribution to the stock, but that they shall not 
transfer the concession to a government. They could not transfer it so 
as to give to the Government of the United States or any other govern- 
ment those sovereign rights which belong to a government in the ex- 
ercise of its property rights and property relations within the territory 
of another government. They dic »ot choose to give up any part of 
the sovereignty of Nicaragua upon land or upon the charter privi- 
leges of any company that might hold such privileges under its laws. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pappock in thechair). Doesthe | 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator understand that this bill in nowise 
looks to the necessity on the part of the United States Government 
hereafter to fortify and occupy the territory or such parts of the terri- 
tory as are adjacent to the canal for the purpose of its protection ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, the bill does not. No foreign diplomatist can 
take this bill and read in the lines or between the lines any assertion 
on the part of the Government of the United States that under any 
circumstances we are going to fortify that country or that we are going 
to occupy it in a military or in any other governmental sense. 

But the treaty of 1867, which I am sure the Senator from Delaware 
must have examined, provides that the Government of the United 
States not only may, but shall exercise a protectorate over any canal 
that may be dug throngh Nicaragua in consideration of the fact that 
certain rights are guarantied to us for the transit of men, material of 
war, postal matter, and the like of that; and we have the right to go 
there uninvited by Nicaragua—as the Senator will see if he will ex- 
amine the treaty—whenever we think the condition of that country is 
such in respect to the turbulence of the people or otherwise that it is 
necessary for us to go there with our troops or our Navy to protect the 
rights of American commerce across that isthmus; and weare not to be 
required to withdraw from that country until after six months’ notice. 
We can not be put out just at the will and pleasure of Nicaragua. 
Those treaty stipulations were made seventeen years after the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty was proclaimed, and were made in view of it, and made 
with the intent of carrying out its provisions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 


Now, the Government of the United States is not forgetful of its 
rights and duties and authority under these various treaties in regar(| 
to that country. I think I might very freely say to the honorab! 
Senator from Delaware that if the canal were constructed by Englis).- 
men, or Germans, or Americans—it makes no difference by whom 
if it were now in operation, and any internal strife or insurrection, 
any external pressure of power were brought to bear to take the « 
trol of the canal out of the hands of Nicaragua or to threaten it as 
peaceful channel of communication between the oceans, the Gove: 
ment of the United States would find not only a warrant but an a 
solute command and requirement upon it in the treaty of 1867 that 
we should go there to protect it and take care of it. 

In that sense, Mr. President, we occupy a protective relation towa: 
thatcanal. In that sense we occupy a still more definite one in : 
gard to a canal or railway across the Isthmusof Panama. Twoever 
have occurred since I have been a member of this body when the Navy 
Department of the United States found it necessary to send ships 
war with troops upon them to the Isthmus of Panama for the purpose ° 
of taking care of the interests of American citizens and of a railro 
that had been sold to the French canal, taking care of that propert, 
under guaranties of a treaty that we have with Granada and now wit) 
the Government of Colombia. So it is not exactly in line with th: 
historical facts relating to the Central American states to say that w: 
are strangers to that country, and that we have no peculiar rights her 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator is not interrupted by a question, I hay: 
been much interested in his argument in advocacy of this bill, but | 
was particularly struck by the little that he had to say in regard to a 
matter dwelt upon somewhat at length in the report from his com 
mittee, the Committee on Foreign Relations, that is, the Clayton-Lu! 
wer treaty. It seems to be assumed in the report (which I holdin m\ 
hand, but which I do not intend to read because we are all familiar 
with it) that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, if it were existing, would b 
an obstacle in the way of the passage of this bill, and it is argued at 
some length in the report that the treaty is obsolete, and the ground 
for that view are given in brief. 

I should like to hear, if it would not trouble the Senator from Ala 
bama, some more extended argument tending to show that that is th: 
case and to maintain that position, because we can not be unmindfu! 
of the fact that so late as 1881, during the administration of President 
Garfield, the then Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine, distinguished as he 


| was then and has been, made an overture to the British Government 


for a modification of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in the respect that it 
interfered with some projects for an entirely American canal across 
Nicaragua. At great length, in a very able letter addressed to Mr. 
Lowell, November 19, 1881, Mr. Blaine goes on to show how under the 
changed circumstances of the times it becomes necessary for the United 
States to agitate a modification of that treaty, and points out the 
specific phrases of that treaty that it is necessary to modify in order to 
give the United States a proper control and influence of a canal built 
across that country. It would seem that that was a recognition of th 

binding force of that treaty, of its existence as an international obliga 

tion at that time, which can not be overlooked now. I should be glad 
to hear from the Senator from Ajabama on that question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Italways gives me pleasure to have a matter of this 
kind under consideration conjointly with the Senator from Delaware 
because he is not only an able and an accurate lawyer but he is always 
fair and candid in hisstatements. Butit pains me to see that the Sen- 
ator has totally misconceived the report. 

Instead of the committee admitting that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
is in the way of this bill in the slightest degree and according to the 
broadest construction that Great Britain itself could put upon the powers 
of that Government under that treaty, the committee expressly say 
that they refer to this matter merely to show that it is not in the way; 
that the bill doesnot touch any principle of that Clayton-Bulwer treaty ; / 
that it does not interfere with it in the slightest degree. I have been 
arguing here upon the treaty of 1867, as well as upon the eighth article 
and other articles of the Clayton- Bulwer treaty, to show that that treaty 
not only did not interfere with the project in this bill, but that the 
bill is substantially in compliance with and in execution of that treaty, 
for both Governments say thatthe object of making the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty was to secure canal transit across the Isthmus. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, if the Senator from Alabama will allow me, | 
know he does not generally object to any fair question, especially in 
this case, as I am interrupting him in order to elicit from him a state- 
ment and argument that may throw light on this question. The re 
port of the committee, ing to the printed copy which I have in 
my hand, does say, on page 4: 

We think it can be justly affirmed that the convention of 1850— 

Which is the Clayton-Bulwer treaty— 
has become obsolete, for the convention was based upon the idea of an imme- 
diate prosecution of the enterprise of creating this great international water 
highway, etc. 

I understand perfectly that the committee go on afterwards to say 
that notwithstanding they consider the treaty obsolete, they are stil! 
of the opinion that this bill does not infract its provisions, if it were 
still existing. But to those of us who may think if it is existing this 
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bill does infract its provisions, it would be quite important to show Now, if the Senator wants to 
that it is obsolete and is not to be regarded as an international obliga- | bound to have a debate upot 
tion in the consideration of the measure now before the Senate. That | irrele 
is the reason why I drew the attention of the Senator from Alabama to 
the report. licist, a foreign minister, a man whodevoted many years of an assid- 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee have gathered a good deal of wis- | uous, laborious, and splendid life to the investigation of questions con- 
dom from experience in the Senate on this question, and in the com- | nected with our treaty relations with foreign « ries. In a report 
mittee room, too; and they have long since understood that there are | Which he made to the House of Representatives on the 16th of April 
acertain set of gentlemen in the United States who are determined that 
there shall be no canal transit across the Isthmus. 

We have never been able to get circumstances and conditions to fit 


combat with anybody about it, if! 

1 this question, which is, we say, «ntirely 
vant and does not affect the bill in any way at all, I will read 
some statements here made by Hon. 8S. 8. Cox, who was a great pub 


1880, upon a House resolution in regard to this very question of an 
interoceanic canal across the Isthmus, he say 








mathe . 7 , Instead of modeling his negotiations with Great Britain on this plain indis 
their views, and we never expect todoit. Whenever aquestion comes | putable basis, Mr. Clayton weakly sought to induce Great Britain to abandon 
up in regard to a canal transit, whether by treaty with Nicaragua, by | /\¢* own unfounded claims on the territory of an independent Spanish-Amer 

. . Tout ~ = can State by inviting her to share with us 10 duty i < De arl 
subvention from the United States Government, or by any other means, | our own, of protecting an interocsanic communication of infinite interest ant 


this cloud upon our right at once hovers in the horizon, and bedims 
the eyes of Senators and the country, and frightens us away from our 
propriety and from our duty. 


concern to his country, 
Both Mr. Clayton and Mr. Cox have passed into the great beyond 
> and of course we speak of them now historically. but as greata man 
We thought that we would not take upon ourselves the unnecessary ; Se ee = at a a es 
_. : ee : ats ts ; >. | a8 was Samuel S. Cox, that opinion was participated in by Mr. Buch 
burden of disc: «ing and determining, upon a bill of this kind, whether onan ler Mr Cees be Mr. Donsies. and by many ether Democrats of 
the Clayton-Bui wer treaty is in force to-day or not. Hence we took pains | 4). 7; oe eT Sgt aE a ee 
se A : . the United States, that Mr. Clayton did weakly yield on that occasion 
to recite its existence and the facts that we believed had removed it out hae : Se ee pee ; 
; : 7 : ; o something that he ought not have yielded to, and that he made a 
of consideration between the two Governments at our option, and then : aoe ee Ce » Crant B 
ng age sa 3 , ° great many guaranties and concessions in favor of Great Britain which 
to say whether it is in force or whether it is not. We have a bill heres} ° eae 3 aes } 
oe ak . vere notsupported by any international consideration, which were the 
that the Government of Great Britain can not object to on that ground. : . 7 tae eee ; at 
a . . ea a 5 mere formulation of dogmas and ethical propositions connected with 
We believe we have a bill so clear in its provisions that the Govern- our relations to the different Governments around us. and projectin 
en ae . . ; ’ : slatlo t I ant Governments aroun 3, f roje ng 
ment of Great Britain can not fora moment raise the objection of the | —).. onaie damn fi ‘ne erent Crime where the whole snirit of 
Glenten-Bal wer treat policies to reach down into the great future, where the whole spirit ot 
‘ : =v . : the negotiation was in favor of British interests and a trammel upon 
But, sir, do we ever expect that that ghost shall down at our bidding ? Slee etiting TiniieD Mien Mie Geet wnbeealins : 
Never; it makes no difference what we do. If we had had a conces- : Rr ata : 
ion from the Government of Nicar: a to the United States G : Having b!undered thus at the outset, he went on intoa most complicated and 
810 o © 10 © nmen Nicaragua to the Unitec a ates Govern- | i})-arranged series of transactions, the final outcome of which was the treaty 
ment, and especially if we had had the Arthur treaty ratified, weshould | with Great Britain of April 19, 1850, 
er 


AC 


known asthe Clayton-Bulwer treaty, by the 

find Senators on this floor objecting to its execution on the ground that | terms of = h ee — mered into a kind of pas enol ee 
it would interfere with British interests. Well, I am tired of it. We | might be constructed toconnect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans through or over 
have not heretofore been able to bring in a bill, and we never shall be | any part of the American continent from Tehuantepec to Panama, both parties 
able to bring in a bill that will flank the objections of Senators who | 4greeins 
still adhere to the defunct body of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

4 If I choose to enter into that argument, if, in the presence of the de- 





ry in the same instrument never “to erect or maintain any fortifications 
commanding or in the vicinity of any ship canal, or to occupy or fortify or as- 
sume or exercise any dominion over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito Coast 


or any part of Central America, 








mands of our country that we should take hold, at once, of this great It is not at all surprising that during the negotiation of this singular and ill- 
project, I dared to go into any elaborate argument to enlarge the field | eee eae eee eee e totamtatinn sea: tas the trontion: megotnatert with 
of argumentation before the Senate in regard to the Clayton-Bulwer | the Central American states, “touching the so-calléd Kingdom of the Mos 
treaty, I should have no higher duty and no prouder task than to show | quito, and the right of way from the Atlantic through Lake Nicaragua.” In 
that it was an infamous outrage when itwas enacted, although it came | {20 Senate on the 1th of February to. a im SE ee ee 
from Delaware, and that its history from that time to this bas been a | brief debate which followed, Senator Douglas urged the reference of this 
history of aggression and outrage on the part of the Government of | sage tothe Committee on Foreign Relations, with the hope that the committe: 
Great Britain, and humiliation and knuckling on the part of the Goy- | | Vol adaire eae oer nee ea months Ago treaties were made and 
ernment of the United States, except when Mr. Blaine did interpose | extensive advantages were secured tothe United States, and by which we had 
to demand of the British Government that something should be said | the right to make a canal across the Isthmus of Nicaragua, and to build m 
about it. But under Mr. Bayard’s administration and under the ad- | P4't@nt hosts to defend iv also to inquire whether these advantages were 
ministration antecedent thereto, after Lewis Cass and James Buchanan | about to be surrendered and the United States to ¥ 





> voluntarily divested of 


left this world, we had not had an American Democrat who had the | them, and whether they were to be given up to another country w 


ithout »m- 
grit in him to stand up and say that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty wasg P°"*"°"- 
not in force. Mr. Cox continues: 
Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Alabama will excuse me again, if | The signature of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty answered the questions and con- 


he thinks the expression of his opinion, that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty | fitmed the apprehensions of this patriotic Senator 
. Fortunately, however— 
was one that ought never to have been made and was an outrage upon 
the rights of the United States, is an answer to my question, upon ) 
what ground he bases the argument that the treaty is now obsolete, I | that he can now have with Mr, Cox, if he wishes. There is no occa- 
have nothing more tosay. ButIam sure he does notintend that. He | sion for him to have any with me, because the bill I am dealing with 
may think that for the purposes of his argument it is not necessary to | does not touch the Clayton-Bulwer tre uty. So, if the Senator will have 
go into that question, and of course I will not press it if he does not | a discussion with any person at all, I refer him to the statement of Mr. 
think well of my propositiop. But I should like to know upon what | Cox, which I now read: 
ground it is contended that the provisions of that treaty are obsolete. Fortunately, however, for the country, the Clayton-Bulwer treaty had scarcely 
I entertain, I may say in passing, a different opinion from the Sen- | gone into operation before its fundamental provisions were viol uted by Great 
. oe f th ... Britain. On the 2ist of November, 1850, the American steamer Prometheus, 
ator from Alabama as to the character . that treaty. I think, both with many passengers on board,and among them the late Mr. Cornelius Van- 
at the time it was made and since then, it has been a beneficent treaty | derbilt, then president of anewly organized American canal company, was fired 
and full of good fruits that have been enjoyed by the people of the | upon while going out of the port of San Juan de Nicaragua 
United States. Howeverthat may be, whatever he may think of that, That is, Greytowo— 
as to the mere question of the existence or nonexistence of the obliga- by the English brig-of-war Express, then lying in that port, to enforce a British 
tions of that treaty, I should be very glad if I could hear something, claim of “dominion”’ over that part of Nicaragua. Other similar infringements 
. : : : : => | followed, the most conspicuous of these being the deliberate establishment by 
besides the very brief allusion in the report, as to why it should be | (.05 Britain, on the 17th of July, 1852— , 
considered obsolete. nas f _—_ ee ae 
? j : Two years after the Clayton-Bulwer treaty— 
Mr. MORGAN. I have said, and the committee have said—and we say acai a tna Ditech oie ae tia bones 
. er . . . ew colony I entral America, off the coas onduras,. under 
have tried to be perfectly distinct about it—that the bill does not in mecha of the colony of the “ Bay Islands,”’ by and on account of wW hich Mr. C om 
any way infringe upon any of the provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer | in the Senate in January, 1853, declared the treaty to have been virtually nulli 
treaty. If any Senator can point out wherein it does, it is his duty to "— a ee 
take the affirmative of that issue and suggest that fact; then it willbe | ,.° f"fcnaon to Lord Clarendan, th Te oo. mene of tha peateneee 
our duty to answer it, or else to show that the treaty is obsolete. That | controversy provoked by these and other violations of the treaty of 185) on the 
was referred to for the purpose of removing out of the debate upon this | part of Great Britain, Mr. Buchanan forcibly said that “had it been imagined 
: I ts which have always been resorted to to break that the treaty of 1850, while it prohibited the United States from acquiring ter 
— t 1086 argumenD , ys . ritory under any possible circumstances in a portion of America throngh which 
wn any effort to build a canal across the Isthmus, whenever we at- | their thoroughfares to Oregon and California must pass, at the same time pe: 
tempt to do it, by holding up the apprehension that in anything we oo ie —— = a pesaponey, at - pan enietings pesesnione 
. : . . . . - . = in 1 on, y c o lave Deen a singie vote ir 16 American enate 
might do in that direction we should violate this inheritance of the in favor of its ratification.” So complete was the failure of the Clayton-Bulwer 
Senator from Delaware, the Clayton-Bulwer treaty—an old family piece | treaty to accomplish any durable settlement of the relations between England 
that has come down through all the Delaware Senators from Clayton — as eccapeaee, pat a Sow yeams aye hee meee drawn uP» 
. . . 7 7 > negotiatio are ene svondor etwee 
to this date; and they do not seem to be able to rid themselves of the that in the summer o negotiati W »pened a ndon between Mr. 


, Dallas, then the United States minister at the Court of St. James, and Lord 
incumbrance that rests upon the estate. Clarendon, then the English secretary of foreign affairs. for a new treaty to set- 


I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to this controversy 
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tle in a friendly manner ‘‘the questions relative to Central America which were 
in discussion.”’ 

[his treaty was concluded and signed at London, October 17, 1856, It was 
received at Washington in due course of time, where it failed to command the 
approbation either of the Executive orof the Senate. General Cass, then Sec- 
retary of State, objected to it as recognizing “ principles of foreign intervention 
repugnant to the policy of the United States;’’ and when it was laid before the 
Senate it became the subject of a full and careful debate, which finally resulted 
in its ratification by that body, with certain modifications and amendments, 
one of the most important of which was a recognition of the sovereignty of 
Honduras over the islands composing the so-called British *‘ Colony of the Bay 

slands.’ 

Cfhese modifications and amendments were not satisfactory to the Pritish 
Government, which in its turn offered a new draught of the treaty to the United 
States, through its minister at Washington, Lord Napier, for acceptance. This 
new draught was regarded by President Buchanan and General Cassas still less 
satisfactory than the original treaty in regard tothe points which had led the 
Senate of the United States to suggest modifications and amendments of that 
instrument. On the 6th of May, 1557, Lord Napicr wrote to the Earl of Clar- 
endon an account of an interview had by him on that day with the President 
of the United States, in the course of which the President assured the British 
plenipotentiary that he could notaccept the new draught proposed by Great Brit- 
ain, because it contained ‘‘a stipulation which involved the recognition by the 
United States of a treaty between Honduras and Great Britain relative to the 
Bay Islands 

* To this stipulation the President could not assent, and if he did assent tosuch 
a stipulation, it would infallibly be rejected by theSenate.”’ In the same inter- 
view the President expressed the opinion that Great Britain ** had acted un- 
wisely in neglecting this opportunity to close the Central American discussions 
and place the relations of the two countries on a satisfactory basis;’’ while on 
his part Lord Napier intimated that in case of the official rejection of the new 
draught offered by Great \_ritain, the twocountries would “fall back on the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty, a basis which, if not fixed by arbitration, or in some other 
way, would break up under their feet.”’ 

To this substantial admission of the hopeless failure of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, made by the British plenipotentiary, the President at once assented. 
He “denounced the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as one which had been fraught with 
misunderstanding and mischief from the beginning, and as concluded under 
the most opposite instructions by the contracting parties.” “If the Senate,”’ 
said the President to Lord Napier, *‘ had imagined that the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty could obtain the interpretation placed upon it by Great Britain, it would 
not have passed; andif he had been in the Senate at the time, that treaty never 
would have been sanctioned.” 

On the 29th of May, 1857, General Cass officially notified Lord Napier that 
tle President could not accept the project of a treaty which, agreeable to his 
instructions, Lord Napier had presented for his (the President’s) considera- 
tion, and on the 22d of June, 1857, Lord Napier wrote to the Earl of Claren- 
don expressing his conviction that in the next session of Congress an attempt 
would be made “ to set aside the Clayton-Bulwer treaty.” 

In October of the same year Sir William Gore Ouseley was sent out by the 
British Government on a special mission to make “ one more attempt to effect 
an adjustment of the various questions connected with Central America in a 
manner satisfactory to all parties.’’ Sir William Gore Ouseley was ordered to 


proceed directly to Washington on his way to Central America, and in his let- 
ter of instructions he was told that, though it was “not the intention of Her 
Majesty's Government to invite the co-operation of the United States in regard 
to these matters, it would be well for him to try to ascertain at Washington 
the present views of the United States Government.”’ Sir William Gore Ouse- 
ley arrived in Washington not long after his mission was determined upon 
and remained in this country for several months. 


From a communication made by Lord Napier to General Cass, bearing date 
Washington, November 30, 1857, it appears that the duty confided to Sir 
William Gore Ouseley was to effect, through negotiations with the Central 
American states, the objects as to British Honduras and the Mosquito Coast 
which had been aimed at in that British modification of the American amend- 
ments to the Dallas-Clarendon treaty, on account of which President Buchanan 
had finally and positively dropped the Dallas-Clarendon treaty altogether, 

Sir William Gore Ouseley, therefore, as might have been expected, had little 
diMiculty in learning that the “ views of the United States Government were 
unalterably hostile to the maintenance of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as inter- 
preted by Great Britain,” and on December 7, 1857, Lord Napier submitted to 
the President an offer to refer the controversy as to the meaning and force of 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty ‘‘to the arbitration of a disinterested third party.” 
This offer the United States did not think it proper to accept. 

In his message to the two Houses of Congress at the commencement of the 
first session of the Thirty-fifth Congress, the President, after making a lucid and 
forcible statementof the history of the pending controversy with Great Britain, 
indicated his own judgment as to the best means of terminating that contro- 
versy in these significant words: 

* The fact is, that when two nations like Great Britain and the United States, 
mutually desirous as they are, and I trust ever may be, of maintaining the most 
friendly relations with each other, have unfortunately concluded a treaty which 
they understand in senses directly opposite, the wisest course is to abrogate 
such treaty by mutual consent and to commence anew.” 

On the 10th of March, 1858, the Earl of Malmsbury, on his part, intimated to 
Lord Napier, in a dispatch touching the British proposal for an arbitration, his 
conviction that it would be in order for the British Government, upon the re- 
jection of that proposal by the United States, “ to determine whether they should 
originate a proposal for the abrogation of the Clayton-Bul wer treaty ;”" and in 
a letter dated on the 22d of March, 1858, Lord Napier wrote the Earl of Ma!ms- 
bury that he had himself been authorized some time before by the Earl of Clar- 
endon “to inform General Cass that Her Majesty's Government would not de- 
cline the consideration of a proposal for the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty by mutual consent.” 

It was the opinion of Lord Napier that “the proposal for the repealof the 
treaty should emanate from the party to which we are told it has become oner- 
ous or unacceptable,"’ that party being the people of the United States. Hein- 
formed the British foreign office also that, in his discussionsof the subject with 
the American Secretary of State, General Cass had conveyed to him the im- 
pression that he, for his part, ‘was in favor of a naked, unqualified repeal of 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, without conditions, and that such a repeal should 
be effected in the form of a treaty, though he alluded, with a certain depreca- 
tion, to the contingency of the dissolution of the treaty by an act of Congress.”’ 

On the 6th of April, 1858, General Cass, in a letter to Lord Napier, went over 
the whole ground of the disputes which had arisen out of the unfortunate treaty 
.of April 19,1850. After dwelling upon the hope that, through his negotiations 
with the Central American States, Sir William Gore Ouseley might succeed in 
effecting ‘‘a substantial execution of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, according to 
the general tenor of the American interpretation of it,’ the American Secretary 
concluded by saying that “if the President did not hasten to consider the al- 
iernative of repealing the treaty of 1850, it was because he did not wish prema- 
turely to anticipate the failure of Sir William Gore Ouseley's mission,” 

Events soon after occurred in the State of Nicaragua which brought into sharp 
practical antagonism the British and the American constructions of the Clayton- 












Bulwer treaty, and which for a time seriously threatened a collision in that 


quarter of the world between the forces of Great Britain and those of the United 
States, each gouee acting on its own interpretation of thattreaty. The negotia- 
tions of Sir 

ried to conclusions largely inconsistent with the letter and the spirit of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty as understood by the Government and people of the 


, 


iiliam Gore Ouseley with the Central American States were ca: 


United States. . 
Mr. Wike was sent out to supersede Sir William Gore Ouseley in August, 1850 


and in the same month Lord Lyons, who had succeeded Lord Napier as Britis}, 
minister at Washington, had occasion to inform Lord John Russell, foreign sec- 
retary of Great Britain, that in aconversation with the Presidentof the United 
States the President had assured him “‘ of the deep dissatisfaction, not free from 
peril to the peace of both countries, with which the course of Great Britain jp 


Central America had been and was regarded by the American Government « np | 
people.’ 


’ 


The outbreak, soon after this, of our unhappy domestic troubles and the grea 


civil war diverted public attention from Central American questions: and tl 


ill-advised Clayton-Bulwer treaty was gradually suffered on both sides to lapse 
into an oblivion from which it has recertiy been evoked by persons dispose 


to controvert the policy and purposes of the United States with regard to any 


protectorate of life and property over any part of the Central American States 


or the Isthmus. 


lhe circumstances in which this treaty was originally negotiated have been 
profoundly modified by the lapse of thirty years, and it appears to your com 
mittee to be entirely clear that, as an obstacle and possible peril in the way . 
a complete and pacific assertion of the sound, neeessary,and vigorous American 
policy laid down in the President's message of March 8, 1830, this treaty should 
now be finally and formally abrogated. It has been shown to have led on|ly to 
great misunderstandings and controversies with the power with which we 
were unwisely led to make it. It has always been equally inoperative, either 
to guaranty the independence of the Central American States or to advance the 


general interests of commerce. 


So long as it has even a formal shadow of existence it can not but tend to 


cloud and obscure the perfectly simple, just, and equitable policy of the United 
States in regard to the interoceanic transit, and to any plans or enterprises 
wherever originated and organized for opening a seaway through the Isthmus 
of Panama or the Central American States. 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the following joint 


resolution : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 


gress assembled, Thatthe President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
respectfully requested, if the same in his opinion shall not be incompatible with 
the public interest, to take immediate steps for the formal and final abrogation 
of the convention of April 19, 1850, between the United States of America and 
Her Britannic Majesty, commoniy called the ship-canal treaty or the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty. 


Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, he has invited a discus- 


sion with Mr. Cox, which, of course, I shall not attempt in the Sena- 
tor’s time; but if he will permit me now, as it is pessible I may not 
have a better opportunity, I will say that the contention made by Mr. 
Cox that the British Government had violated the treaty by an occu- 
pation of what is known as British Honduras or Balize 





Mr. MORGAN. Bay Island. 
Mr. GRAY. Balize was the point about which the settlement and 


occupation there centered. It had aiways been controverted that that 
portion of the country was within what was known as Central America, 
and it had been demonstrated—demonstrated by Mr. Clayton long af- 
terwards when he came back to the Senate and in the Senate—that 
that portion of thecountry known as British Honduras, and known as 
the Balize, was never contemplated as being within the geographical 
description of Central America. 


The five countries constituting Central America are well know», 
Nicaragua, Yucatan, Honduras, Guatemala, and Costa Rica. But it 
was contended that that particular portion of the coast up near the 
boundary of Mexico was never recognized geographically as being a 
portion of Central America. That has been demonstrated, and it has 
never been admitted by the British Government that there was any 
contravention of the treaty in their continuing the occupation which 
they then had, at the time of the ratification of the treaty. I wish-d 
to say that now, in order not to interrupt the Senator further upon 
this point. 

Mr. MORGAN. I respectfully decline, Mr. President, to have any 
controversy in regard to this bill with any Senator about the question 
as to whether the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is in force, for no Senator has 
pointed out how that treaty in any respect interferes with this bill. 
It is aside from it. It is a side-bar issue. It is an issue thrown in 
here (perhaps not for that purpose, but it always has the effect) to cloud 
the question and draw off the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try from the real point of our legislative intention. I do not know 
that we shall live long enough, and I doubt if the Government itself 
will live long enongh for the State of Delaware to get over the affronts 
that have been offered to Mr. Clayton by various Democrats and Re- 
publicans, and Old-Line Whigs too, because every time the subject 
gets within reach here the Senators from Delaware always insist upon 
discussing i, Ido not want to discuss it, I leave it to what Mr. Cox 
has said on that subject. 

if my opinions were of any value at all, or if they were at all in 
point at this moment of time, I would not stand a hair’s breadth upon 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as interfering with any American right in 
Central America. Nor is there 1 per cent. of the people of the United 
States who would do it. It has no friends outside of a few Senators 
who come here to defend the attitude Mr, Clayton took towards the 
British Government in that treaty. But I grant you thatif the treaty 
were in full force and stood in the way of anybody, I should debate 
some time before I would break it up. I should wait a good deal longer 
than Great Britain has waited about the fur-seal business before send- 
ing marauders into our waters to break up our commerce. 
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3ut I confess to you, Mr. President, that I think America has subor 
dinated herself long enough to British influence. There is no reason 


why we should still be subject to the authority of that crown or onl 


to the influence of its institutions. We are not getting rid of that 
treaty in this bill. We are not touching it in any way at all. 
seems we can not raise a question here that makes it possible for Sen- 
ators to take that side of it that they do not rally toit instantly. They 
may do so if they please. 

Iam as good a Democrat as any of them. I am in line with Cass 
and Douglas and Buchanan, and I repudiate the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
as being a fraud at the time it was created, and as having been ruth- 
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Is this nothing to the American people? Are the toilers who create 
the substance upon which we exist, upon whose labors this very Gov- 
ernment is built and operated, to have no consideration? Sir, thereis 
r not a human being in the United States connected with commerce or 
traffic or art or industry in any form whatsoever who will not feel 
| the strong impulse of this grand American work. It is a work that 

the Almighty God has as much handed into the power and into the 
control of the American people as He has the repub! institutions 
that we have here, these forty-four States tosustain the sovereignty of 
this grand Republic. Arewe to stand by and ignore the gifts of Provi- 
| dence? Are we to neglect that connection between these two oceans 


ar 
ul 


lessly and recklessly and audaciously violated by the British Govern@f which can be made now for less than $80,000,000, but which, if this 


ment since that time. 
us from realizing the results of our war with Mexico. When they found 
that that vast Pacific coast was going to us, they set themselves down 
at the mouth of the San Juan River, the outlet from Lake Nicaragua, 
and there they found a dirty sans culotte Indian, a miserable, wretched, 
diseased dog of a creature, and they took him and made him one of 
their commercial ‘agents and crowned him king. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘That was the Mosquito king? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Mosquito king. Then they carved out a little 
territory and they proclaimed him king of it. Of course, they then 


took that king under their protection because he was crowned at the | 


hands of the British Government and in accordance with orders from 
the British Privy Council. After they set him up, they said ‘‘ Behold 
what we have here. You must not interfere with this royal author- 
ity’’—this miserable, dirty wretch, halt negro and half Indian—‘‘You 
must not interfere with him; heis our subject; he belongs to the Crown 
of Great Brituin; his colony is a Crown colony, and you must not touch 
him.’’ Weask you, ‘‘ What has become of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty? 


What have you done with all the rights you have been guarantying to | 


us?’ They remain silent, but they held on. 

ahead, and every statesman in thatrealm worksright uptoit. Americans, 
on the contrary, divided, as they are at home here, by political bickerings 
and strife, seem to be incapableof uniting upona fixed policy in regard to 
anything; and every time any great question is presented for the con- 
sideration of the people of this country, one which benefits North and 
South, East aod West, and every State in all this broad and beautiful 
Republic, it encounters technical and supposititious opposition, and 
oftentimes entirely unnecessary and uncalled for. 

Now, in regard to the measure that is before us, we all agree as to 
the constitutional power of Congress. Even the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe] (who seems to be averse to the meas- 
ure, and who is a strict constructionist of the strictest sort on every- 
thing in the world except the Blair bill) thinks this bill is entirely 
constitutional. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] also is com- 
mitted to it by his able and eloquent report; and he never doubted its 
constitutionality. We have as much right to legislate upon the sub- 
ject as we have to legislate for the improvement of the harbors of the 
United States. Then unless British obstruction lies between us and 
our duty, unless we have committed ourselves to the Crown of Great 
Britain in such a sense that we can not serve our own people, that ob- 
struction is not in the way. 

As to the policy of building this canal, the moment that is men- 
tioned, even those who are most opposed to it seem almost to swell and 
burst with fond aspirations that they shall live to see it realized. 
There is really but one set of menin the United States who are averse 
to it, and they are the owners and controllers of the great continental 
Pacific routes. 
in this measure. But we turn to the people and we see that while 
subsidy, subvention, Government indulgence, and the growth of the 


country have contributed to make untold millions for individuals, and | 
still more millions for communities, it is time that the people of the East- | 
ern and the Western coasts of thiscountry had the right to bring water 
It is time they | 


communication into competition with the railways. 
had the right to say through their representatives on this floor that 
the demands and exactions of the transporters of what they earn should 
be in consideration of their interests and their rights. This is a bill 
that brings the people of the United States engaged in agriculture, in 
coal, in iron, timber cutting and exportation, and in the heavier indus- 
tries of the land, into direct competition. 


We want to see the markets of the world open to our commerce. It 


is true that the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar] has | 
nothing to contribute from his State to the commerce of the world, to | 
But by increasing the market for 


anv great extent, except cotton. 
cotton he could very much increase the power and wealth of Missis- 
sippi. 
ike of that majestic stream, the Mississippi River, which this bill 
proposes to make 1,300 miles longer than it is now, and cause it to 
empty really into the Pacific Oceaninstead of the Gulf of Mexico. It 
will be a prolongation of the line of the Mississippi River by 1,300 
miles, so that the ships going from New Orleans and passing through 
this canal, can embark upon the Pacific Ocean, loaded with all the 
rich fruitage of the commerce raised in Mississippi and along the shores 
of that magnificent stream. 


It was laid down anyhow with a view to keep | 


They can see possibly a loss of money to themselves | 


His splendid State lies for 300 miles or more right along the | 


opportunity be neglected, can not be made at a cost of less than three 
or tour hundred millions, thus throwing an additional tax and burden 
| upon the coastwise trade of the United States? 
Why, what will this country be when it has a hundred or a hundred 
and fitty million people, and they have steam communication by wate 
| With our Pacific possessions, saving from fifteen to twenty thousand 
miles every voyage going and coming? Who can countor calculate it? 
| Who can overestimate it by the possibility of an excited imagination? 
But human genius, with foresight or prophecy, can reach out and en- 
compass the magnificent advantages to be gained by this country from 
the building of this great work. Tor three centuries no enlightened 
man has withdrawn his attention from this Nicaraguan transit. The 
kings and potentates and powers of every description, having any au- 
thority and control of the commerce of the world, have ali bent their 
energies towards its completion, sending out reconnoitering parties 
and surveying parties, and receiving information through all the dif 
ferent channels as to the cost and feasibility of canal transit over any 
line that might be possibly built. 
Yet with all these responsibilities upon us, with a country whose 
are not connected by water communication, thousands and 


shores 
The British policy casts itslines fifty, seventy-five, one hundred sedialinpemints of miles apart, with a gulf line to the south of us that is 


richer than the Mediterranean by far, that has on its surrounding 
| coasts more productive power than the Mediterranean ever had in the 
brightest and most splendid days of its prosperity, we lie here and see 
that Gulf locked up, almost a desert among the seas, so far as com- 
merce is concerned. We know that when we shall cut this way 
through the Isthmus and connect the Pacific with the Gulf of Mexico 

prosperity will bloom upon all those wonderful islands and the whole 
people of the United States will be blessed and glorified in that work, 
and yet we hesitate. 

Why do we hesitate? If we had to throw $100,000,000 into the sea 
in order to accomplish it, it would be money well expended But we 
predicate a loan to this company at 3 percent. per annum upon a prop- 
erty that will yield an income of 9} per cent. upon an investment of 
$500,000,000, Our difficulty in the future, if we have any, will be to 
cut down the income of this company and to keep it down. ‘Take the 
Tehuantepec Railway; what did Mr. Eads and Mr, Carthell estimate 
the income to be? A tonnage, they say, of 6,000,000 tons a year at 
$2.50 (the cost of tonnage on the Suez Canal) would pay a dividend of 
from 12 to 15 per cent. upon the capital stock of that ship railway. 

Every man who has ever investigated this subject up to this time in 
the last fifty years has estimated that, according to the proportionate 
| amount of the commerce of the world now as compared with former 
| times, and the proportionate amount of the commerce passing through 
this canal as compared tvith what goes through the Suez Canal, the ton- 
nage annually passing through this canal can not be less than 7,000,000, 
Seven million tons at $1 aton will yield an interest of $7,000,000, 7 per 
cent. on $100,000,000. At per cent. it is not quite half that. We 
| can take 3 per cent. interest out of the income of this canal at $1 a ton 
| and lay aside $4,000,000 of money annually for keeping the canal in 
repair, for conducting it, and for dividends upon the capital stock. 

This bill puts $70,000,000 of the stock within our power, where, if 
we choose to do it, we shall have the right to convert the bonds we 
kave issued, and paid, if you please, and the interest upon them, into 
this canal property. There is not a capitalist in the world, who, if he 
had the money and could have the control in this way, would not jump 
at that offer. It is a perfectly safe transaction 

Now, as to the basis of it all, we have surveys and estimates made time 
and time again by the ablest men in the world. ‘Then we provide in 
the bill that the President of the United States shall cause an estimate 
to be made of the cost of the construction of the canal; that it shall be 
reported to the Secretary of the Treasury by the officers of the Gov 
erniaent of the United States, and thereafter every sixty days a further 
estimate shall be made by the officers of the Government 
| amount of work actually done. The bonds that we hand over to the 
| company for sale to realize money upon shall be expended only ac- 
cording to thatsurvey. The aggregate sum of the expenditures is not 
! 





as to the 


| to exceed the cost of the canal, which is limited to $100,000,000. That 
canal is not going to cost over $80,000,000, under existing circumstances 
and conditions. So that the plan is asafe one. We shall nev 
a safer one, and tiie fact is, we shall never have any other. 
If welet this matter go along as it is now going, the canal will be 
built, but it will be controlled by somebody. ‘Then, what will we do? 
If we try to get control of it hereafter, what willitcostus? How much 
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of anxiety and trouble and labor and expenditure and danger will it 
cost us hereafter to undertake to secure the control of that canal that 
we are now refasing to assist to build and refusing to control; for be it 
remembered that the object of this bill is to control that canal, to con- 
trol its construction and to control its management through our board 


of directors, just like the property owners of any incorporated com- 
pany can control it. This is the whole object of the bill. 

The country, of course, suspects everybody connected withit. I dare 

ay there are men in the United States to-day, and newspaper men as 
well as ordinary men, who are ready to impute to every member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations some job or private deal in regard to 
this business. They are ready to besmirch every man who is connected 
with this canal enterprise, in the body corporate. Chief Justice Daly 
will hot escape. Nobody willescape. They are ready, upon their sur- 
mises and their suspicions, to believe that because it is a large undertak- 
ing, and one that demands courage to stand up to it, therefore it must 
havea jobinit. There are plenty of men in this world so utterly sordid 
and mean, so much in love with money, and who have so few scruples 
about their way of getting it, thatthey are ready to believe that every 
man is a rascal when he is put in contact with a big opportunity. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is as to the encouragement these men would 
have. If the Government of the United States should pay these peo- 
ple back every dollar they have ever expended, give them a bonus of 
$3,000,000 of stock and pay them every penny the canal is hereafter to 
cost, and let the gentlemen run it who have the management of it, I 
should like to know where the courage comes in. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think I understand that very bright ques- 
tion 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to know where the courage and en- 
terprise come in in regard to managing an affair where the Govern- 
ment pays all the bills. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not talking about the courage of the directors. 
[am talking about the courage of the Senators in standing up for their 
duty and country, notwithstanding they may be afraid of some rail- 
road company. That is what I am talking about. I never made any 
allusion to the courage of directors; I was talking about my peers 
here 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg the Senator's pardon; I understood him to 
be talking about the courage of the original enterprise. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; I am talking about the courage of the men 
to vote for and carry the bill. I am talking about the courage of mem- 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Relations in bringing in the bill. 

Mr. President, we are willing to be assailed; we invite assaults; we 
invite all manner of imputations that any honorable gentleman feels 
that he can make consistently with his own self-respect. This is not 
a sectional matter, and it is not a party matter. There are men vot- 
ing and urging and working for this bill who have not a particle of 
interest in it, whose constituents have not a particle of interest in it 
of a special character. There are men working against it whose con- 
stituents have an interest against it of a special character, at least some 
of them. But we have not stopped to inquire what might influence 
anybody in voting for the bill or voting against it. 

We have found that our country is in such an attitude in regard to 
its relations with foreign countries, and in sueh an attitude with re- 
gard to this canal company, as that we have got to act now, or here- 
after have long leisure for repentance. So the committee felt bound 
to come up to their duty, and not to hesitate, although we have been 
perfectly aware that in doing so we should throw ourselves upon the 
lances of Senators, and others, too, in the conflict that must arise in 
regard to this bill. 

We believe, sir, that the time has now arrived for action on the part 
of the Senate and the Congress of the United States, and that unless 
we act this matter will drift out of our control; that we shall no longer 
have an opportunity to gain power or control over it hereafter, because 
we can not go to this company hereafter, when they shall have sold their 
bonds in other markets, and ask them to take up their bonds and to 
come back and make a new arrangement with us. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GroRGE] suggested yesterday 
whether we had not better abolish the whole business and quit. Well, 
Mr. President, if anybody wants to give up the Nicaragua Canal, with 
the bright prospect of having some communication between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific Oceans, it is not myself. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think a day or two ago, when the Senator from 
Alabama, if I recollect aright, was speaking of the company making 


very extraordinary arrangements for the purpose of carrying on this 


canal, selling bonds and issuing stock, ranning up, I believe, to $240,- 
000,000 or $275,000,000, when the actual and necessary cost of the 
canal was only about $75,000,000, and urging that as a reason why we 
should pass this bill so as to prevent this waste and extravagance, I 
then suggested that if the company was acting in that reckless manner 
it would be as well to repeal the charter. 
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Mr. MORGAN. A very much better thing to do is that which js 
proposed in this bill; that is, to control this company, by their con 
sent, by a reasonable and proper scheme. They have acted like p 
triotic and honorable gentlemen all through. They have given uy) 
what they considered very large profits in order that they might fa)! 
into line with the people of the United States in this matter; and the, 
are not to be berated because they have made what is the only arrange 
ment that they could make for the building of the canal upon privat 
capital and private credit. 

There is not a body of citizens in any part of the United States t) 
can take this canal in Land upon merely private credit and do an 
better with it than this company have proposed to do, building it fo 
$245,000,000. At that rate it does not cost as much as the Suez Cana 
It will never be built by private enterprise for less than that amount 
There is but one power in this world fhat can build it for less than 
that, and that is the Government of the United States. So instead , 
abolishing the charter and destroying communication between the ty 
oceans we had better accept the plan that is proposed here, which 
entirely safe, entirely just, and one that can be executed by the | 
ernment of the United States at a cost of less than $100,000,000 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I confess I have not paid a great deal of attenti 
to this debate, and I do not recollect very accurately all the discus 
sion connected with this matter; but I desire to call the attention « 
the Senator from Alabama to what I recollect as having been stated 
when the bill was before this body for the purpose of granting acharte: 
to this company. They have an American charter. IfI am not mis 
taken about it I think that it was stated in behalf of these inco: 
porators that they did not want any aid from the United States; tha 
they had ample means to carry on the work, and if I am not mistaken 
(I defer to the Senator from Alabama to correct me if I am) it wa 
stated on this floor that no obligation on the part of the United State 
was to be assumed for the purpose of building the canal, and there i 
some provision of that kind in the charter. 

So if lam not mistaken in my recollection about it these patrioti: 
gentlemen who are now insisting upon the United States furnishing 
the money to build the canal, and then giving them the canal after 
wards, subject to our lien, if we have any, came before us asking for 
a charter, professing to have ample means to build the canal, and now 
we are asked, contrary to the stipulations of the charter, to assume 
the obligations and furnish the money for these gentlemen and allow 
them to have thecanal and such other profits as they can make out of it, 
less our lien. If I am right in that I do not think there is much 
ground for the criticism of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. On looking casually at this charter, I have not 
been able to find that provision. Will the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
Frye] be kind enough to oblige me by looking through and seeing i! 
that provision isin it? I thought it was in there, but I did not find 
it. lam very glad indeed that theSenator from Mississippi has called 
my attention to that point; I might have closed my remarks without 
noticing it if he had not done so. 

It was represented at the time when this charter was before the Con- 
gress of the United States that thatconcession was a very valuable one 
and that it was the belief of all persons who were associated with the 
enterprise that they could build the canal without any Government 
assistance, and that Government assistance was not looked forward to 
by that company. In accordance with that idea, that this company 
would not expect any governmental aid at all, this proviso was added 
to the first section: 


Provided, however, That nothing inthis act contained shall be so construed as 
to commit the United States to any pecuniary liability whatever for or on ac 
count of said company, nor shall the United States be held in anywise liab 
or responsible in any form or by any implication, for any debt or liability, in 
any form, which said company may incur, nor be held as guarantying aay en 
gagement or contract of said company, or as having assumed, by virtue of this 
act, any responsibility for the acts or p ings of said company in any for- 
eign country, or contracts or engagements entered into in the United States. 


Then comes the final section, except one: 


Src. 7. Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed to in any 
wise restrict or impair any right of the United States under any treaty in force 
with the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Under the provisions of that charter the company went on without 
the slighest expectation of any Government assistance at any time 01 
underany circumstances. They felt entirely free to make such arrange- 
ments abouf the building of the canal as would comport with their own 
views of their own personal interests, because they had the right to do 
so. It was their business and nobody else’s; and we had excluded 
ourselves absolutely from all responsibility of every kind and character 
for anything that they might do, here or anywhere else. The com- 
mittee found them in that attitude. They did not apply to the com- 
mittee to have the canal built for them. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then it wasan overture by the committee to them? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course it was an overture by the committee to 
them, not by them to the committee. We said to them: ‘ We have 
certain powers of regulation here, in the nature of a repeal or altera- 


| tion of your charter. We do not say what we shall do about it, but 








1891. 





we have these powers, and it is your patriotic duty to concur with the 
committee of the Senate to the end that this canal communication 
shall not become a burden upon the commerce of the United States 
which would be intolerable; and also it is your duty to permit the 
United States to have, if it chooses to have, such a controlling intlu- 
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ence in the management of the property of this corporation as that you | 


shall not take it and do with it what the Senator from Missouri [| Mr. 
VeEsT] says would be done in the case of the Tehuantepec railway 
stock—put into the hands of foreign holders or foreign governments 
to which these people belong, and they would ultimately become the 
controllers of the capital.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Alabama if he 
still thinks that that company is able to prosecute the work and con- 
struct a canal through that region without the assistance of the United 
States? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have stated that time and time again. I have 
stated it as fully and completely and sedately and as broadly as I could 
state it. I have stated that they have a property there that is worth 
all the price they put upon it; I have stated that they have the ability to 
get the money to build the canal, but that they can not get the money 
in this country. 

It is not here, except under the control of the Government of the 
United States and of three or four millionaires, who, of course, are not 
going into anything of that kind. I have stated that the company ip 
the execution of their task, whichis a very expensive one, will there- 
fore be compelled to go to foreign countries to get the money, 


‘ 1+} 
and taat 
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| ditional period of ninety-nine years, as I stated in the outset of my 1 
| marks, upon a consideration in money to be paid, $100,000, into the 
treasury of the country, and other considerations, and they wot ald no 
more violate that agreement than we would violate an agreement tl 
e had made with an Indian tribe. 
Ihe express covenant, as the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Or ong, suggests to me, is in the instrument itself, that they will not 


when they shall have done so, they will have virtually placed the con- | 


trol and ownership of the canal in the hands of foreign people. 

Mr. GRAY. So, if the Senator will allow me, this American cor 
poration is able to construct this work and give it to the commerce o! 
the world without the assistance of the United States Government 

Mr. MORGAN. That iswhat I have always said and what the com- 
mittee have stated. If the Senator will read the report of the com- 
mittee with the slightest degree of charity. for the truth, he will find 
that we have broadly stated and make that the basis of our action, 
that the company can build the canal, but they can not build it with 
out going abroad for the money. ‘They can build it, but they can n 
build it for less than $350,000,000 or thereabouts; it is more likely to 
run to $400,000,000 by the time itis done. They can buildit, and they 
can tax the coastwise commerce of the United States upon the bas 
$350,000,000 or $400,000,000, if we permit them to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. Did not the charter that we gave them two years ago 
prevent them from putting a tax of that kind on commerce? 

Mr. MORGAN. There was no prohibition of that kind. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ala- 
bama will permit me to ask him a question just here, in view of the 
statement he bas just made that this canal company can borrow the 
money, can build the canal, and can tax avery large revenue upon the 
commerce of the country: If the Government of the United States 
should now open negotiations with the Government of Nicaragua so 
as to enable the Government of Nicaragua to reap the benefits of the 
canal across the isthmus from the world’s commerce, which would re- 
quire only one-quarter of the tax to be levied because of the credit o! 
the United States, would it not be a justification for the Government of 
Nicaragua to enter into treaty stipulations with the Government of 
the United States providing for its immediate construction and a less 
imposition upon commerce ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me answer, first of all, that I am not a Nica- 
raguan, and certainly as to the Government of Nicaragua I can not 
tell what they would do. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But I suppose the Senator 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to add what I conceive to be objections 
and difficulty in the way, because we have a precedent here in the Nica- 
ragua Canal treaty arranged and negotiated by Mr. Arthur, which was 

dd one. 

Mr. McPHERSON. For which [ voted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good; the Senator voted for it and so did I; 
but does not the Senator know we can not get any more? If we had 
that treaty back here to-day the Clayton-Bulwer treaty would break it 


8 ol 





up. 

Our. McPHERSON. 
the sentiment of this country, 
ment of the Senate upon this question, I believe that if that treaty 
were before the Senate to-day it would be ratified here almost unani- 
mously. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me say to the Senator from New Jersey and 
to the Senate in this connection what I very much desire tosay. The 
Government of Nicaragua is a small government, not powerful, but it 
has a sense of honor that they would rather sink Lake Managua _ 
the Pacific Ocean than to violate their agreement with this compan 
If we had given a concession of that kind to any company aietanen oT, 
a company in Nicaragua, we would consider that the whole people of 


the United States were utterly disgraced if we should undertake to | 


enter into negotiations with the Nicaraguan Government or any other 
government in entire disparagement of thatcharter right. They have 
granted to this company the privilege for ninety-nine years and an ad- 

















viol , that ‘they will not transfer th toa foreign government, 
and it ought not to be a subjec emplation in : United States 
Senate that we can by some-indirection hereafter ac lish through 
negotiation the building of this canal when t x ition must f 

t the expense of the honor of the Nica: ( We can 
not contemplate it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. If the Sen: will ] ! ite 
ment, I do not suppose of course the Government of Nicaragua 
would take any retrograde movem ith respect to the contract that 
they have entered into w the company, nor do I assume that tl 
Government of the I states, one of the contracting parties, would 
do so, if such sh ould t wey place under a treaty stipulation between the 
two Goverpmen lor the construction of th canal, and at the lowest 
possible cost, wah h the Senator concedes will not exceed $100,000,000 
I assume that both the Governments would preserve intact all the just 
rights of this company, and we 1} them at te mo! 
they had expe 

lf, therefore, thi ourse we I t ) 
company. I should to-day infinitely prefer to t Vy 
of the United States all that is cl ed by th ce { 
all that is reserved for them, to buy it ym tone canal ct npar ind |e 
the Government stand in that position Then the responsibility « 
building the canal would be ou: 

But 1 would much prefer that it should under treaty stipulatic 

imilar to those entered into before betw i tl vo ( ove I 
which the terms were not only liberal, but they were gene 
which the United States could free ly build the canal 

rhe language of the concession to this company is so vague, it i ) 
indefinite, and to me is confused, and in some respects meaningles 
I contemplate nothing by way of injustice to the e canal company, but 
considering, as we must toa in extent, the rights of humanity at 
large and the worl oa commerce, and considering that if this canal 
costs $400, 000,000 it n be a perpetual tax and for alltime upon the 
people, it is not a tax inc side nt to the construction of the « anal but one 


that appertains 
pany floating it 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, the question is between the 
proposition presented by the Senator from Missouri and the proposition 
presented in this bill. We have no right to as », in the first} 
that these gentlemen would take the 57, 04 -half 
and one-half in stock, as the case may be, or about that, 
cession under the circumstances presented by the 


venty 


more thau otherwise to the ] 


1m¢ 
HOU 


pla e 
In money 
for th ir con- 
Senator from New 


li ’ 1! 
-five million dollars 


U,( one- 


al 
Jersey. 
for it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then they ex; 

Mr. MORGAN. No, they do not. They have given it up, and | 
congratulate the Senator from New Jersey on my ability to state to 
him, and I know he will congratulate himself on hearing it, that these 
gentlemen have considered it a part of their patriotic duty to conform 
their action in this matter to what the ttee considered unan- 
imously to be the demands of American interests upon them in that 
regard. They think that they are losing $25,000,000. I beg the hon 
orable Senator to take my assurance that that is true, if he can believe 
me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish tosay to theSenator from Alabama that 
I should be a willing, so far as I am concerned, believing it to 
be a question of judgment, to leave to him alone as to what would be 
due to this canal comp ma For one I am willing the canal should cost 
the Government of the United States pot only $100,000,000, but much 
more than $100,000,000, rather than not to build it. But to avoid all 
scandals—and our experience in the past, repeated over and over, is not 
creditable to the Congress of the United States—and to place the re- 


They would charge you twenty ort 


ect to make that much out of it? 


comm 


| sponsibility for this great work, being a great international e nterprise 


I want to say with the changed condition of) where it ought to be, directly upon the Government of 
and the changed condition of the judg- | 


the Uni ted 
, 1 say | am 
sary to doall 


States, and every contingency 
perfectly willing to make 
reasonable and honorable things touching it 

In a matter of: that kind I believe if the Government of Nicaragua 
were met half way by any réasonable suggestion on the part of the 


which will grow out of it 
an appropriation of money neces 


President of the United States, it might be a ed, and speedily ad- 
justed, so that we could commence to build it 
Mr. MORGAN. If we could have had the advantage of the abili 
| ties of the Senator from Ne w Jersey to have framed this plan a1 
| started it into operation, perhaps we might a e made some headway 
| with it, though I do not think: w yuld ever get a step in that direc 
tion for the reason that the Governm< po »f Nicaragua is committed, as I 


| have stated several times here 


. by a charter of irrevocability, as ex- 
pressed in the charter itself,in favorofthiscompany. We will assume 


that this company would be willing togive up all their rights for $7 ,000,- 
































































































































































































































































































































































































































000, half in stock and half in bonds; and then the proposition would 


be justas broad as it is long, except that the Senator would want the 
Government of the UnitedStates to become directly, and through its 
own agents and employés, the builder of the canal, That is what he 


seems to desire. 

Now I will suppose that we had such an arrangement as that, which 
was the arrangement under the Arthur treaty, andI will suppose that 
it was negotiated and again presented to this body in the form of a 
treaty. The Clayton-Bulwer treaty would knock it all to pieces. We 
never could get through the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. That would 
stand here forever as a barrier to anything of that sort, It has accom- 
plished it once, and once isenough. I consider that gone. 

Let us try the other proposition. The Senator says that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States ought to build this canal with its own 
agents and employ¢s and its own engineers. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And its own money. 

Mr. MORGAN. And its own money. Now,has it ever attempted 
anything of that kind? It may have cleaned out ashoal from ariver, 
or done something like that, without any subcontractor, but itis very 
seldom that it hasever been done. Who is the competitor of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for this work? The whole body of the 
American people, all its capitalists and everybody else. The Govern- 
ment,taxes them in order to get a chance to appoint officers to take 
this work and build it up. 

[It is not an American plan. The United States Government oper- 
ates through agencies that are well knowr to commercial and indus- 
trial circles, by incorporated companies or individuals of known abil- 
ity, in building its ships. It goes to Hollingsworth over here and 
employs him to build a ship; it isdone upon biddings. Why does not 
the Government build all its ships? Because Mr. Hollingsworth can 
build as good a ship as the Government, and on the competition be- 


tween the two build a cheaper and better one; and the Government of 


the United States having been committed to an arrangement of this 
kind might very well expect to spend $200,000,000 through its officers 
and its agents where it would spend $100,000,000 through the people 
who had already the power to control it and whose personal and pri- 
vate interests were also wrapped up in the proposition of having cheap 
and economical work done. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. 


It seems to me that Senators are ignoring the provi- 
sions of the bill. By section 8—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I called attention to it to-day; but they did not 
seem to pay any attention. 

Mr. FRYE. Every sixty days or less, if necessary, under the bill, 
the President of the United States must have an estimate made of al] 
expenditures, and no bonds are to be delivered unless that estimate is 
perfectly satisfactory. So there is a constant guard and watch on the 
expenditures of contractors. 

Mr. MORGAN. That guard was put in the bil] out of the severest 
caution. The fact is there is not a provision of the bill that is not 
guarded absolutely. I have not been able to find one where there was 
anything at all slack about it. 

There is one other thought that seems to interrupt the equanimity of 
the Senator from New Jersey. He says that we have had a great many 
things to do with subsidies and the like of that, and they have resulted 
in scandal. Well, not more so, perhaps, than other governments. I 
do not know about that, but I hardly think we have had more. 

But the day for scandals, jobs, and undertakings has long since de- 
parted from this country. I hear nothing of that kind now. I can 
not impeach the present Administration of any scandalous conduct in 
any job. Iam not aware of anything of that kind going on at all. 
There can be no scandal in five Republicans and four Democrats, the 
oldest men in this body, being unanimous and harmonious in their 
recommendation of every word and letter in this bill after the most 
faithful consideration. If there’is, let the tongue of vituperation and 
scandal and the mean finger of low insinuation point at me forever, 
and I shall feel honored by the index. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator certainly does not intend to in- 
sinuate in any way that I have at all doubted the honesty and integ- 
rity of the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; the Senator is only apprehensive, I will 
say, that there will be people in the world who will say it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think it is my duty, and it is my pleasure, 
to say that I believe the honorable committee who have had charge of 
this measure have perhaps reported to the Senate the very best possi- 
ble arrangement that could be effected as between the Government 
and the other contracting parties, the canal company and the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua. 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill, Mr. President, had not been out in print 
and upon the tables of Senators before the newspapers of the country 
were flooded with telegrams from this Capitol to the effect that it was 
a bill for the propagation of scandalous jobs. The Senator is right in 
his apprehension about it. Accusations of that kind will be made, but 
they will recoil upon the men who make them, and I hope to God that 
the Senate of the United States has got firmness enough to do its duty 
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in the face of scandal, slander, libel, and vituperation. There is no 
danger in that quarter, because our feet are planted upon immutable 
truth and there is no wrong in this case. 

Even as to the arrangement between the Maritime Canal Company 
and the construction company in which Senators fancied that they had 
found a place where they might make an invidious criticism against 
those gentlemen, all those transactions are just as honorable as io sit 
in this body and rise to your feet and speak to this bill; they are as 
honorable and as just; and no man’s honor can be safely impeached in 
regard to that who has had any connection with the Maritime Canal 
Company or the construction company. It was not because there was 
anything false or fraudulent in it or tending to corrupt in it in theslight- 
est degree, but because from the necessities of the situation, those gen- 
tlemen being environed with embarrassments which it wasdifficult fo: 
them to remove and which they could only remove at a great expense, 
the committee thought that it would be unjust to the commerce of the 
country, to the people of the United States, to allow this canal to be 
constructed at so heavy a cost as these men were compelled to con- 
struct it at under the contract that the construction company made 
with the Maritime Canal Company. 

Nor is it true that the construction company and the Maritime Canal 
Company are the same people. They are the same to an extent, and 
only to an extent. There is a list of people in a report, which I have 
asked leave to append to my remarks, of all the stockholders of the 
construction company, some of them women, some of them trustees, 
rome of them children, who are interested in this property, who hold 
the stock of this construction company, who have not anything to do 
with the directors of the Maritime Canal Company. 

The Maritime Canal Company are not banking any money that be- 
longs to any Senator in this body or any human being outside of it ex- 
cept theirown. They have been dealing honorably and faithfully and 
prudently with what is their own. It is easy enough to get up here 
and find fault with men for doing what they wisely conceive to be the 
best for their own interest, but, Mr. President, in doing so do not let 
us impeach them of fraudulent purposes and evil intent when their 
conduct is entirely honorable. 

I have gone very much further into this matter thanI intended to 
go. I have not yet covered all the objections that were made, but 
there are some of them that are so essentially technical and are so in- 
considerable that it seems to me the Senate of the United States can 
not find it in its duty, if it be a duty, in the enactment of this great 
measure to have its course interrupted by objections that are not sub- 
stantial or valuable. 


APPENDIX. 


[Senate Report No. 2234, Fifty-first Congress, second session. | 


Mr. Epmunps, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

Your committee beg leave to report back the accompanying resolution of the 
Senate with the information therein required, as furnished by the officers of 
said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua and Nicaragua Canal Construction 
Company, except so far as appears in the evidence already reported, the most 
material part of which is appended hereto. 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 6, 1891, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to uest of 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua alist of the stockholders of the com- 
pany from its organization until now; and that said committee be also directed 
to ascertain, if practicable, whether the work already done in and about the 
Nicaragua Canal has been done by a construction company, and if it has so 
been done, the name of such company; and if said work has been done by a 
construction company, that said committee be directed to procure, if practica- 
ble, copies of all contracts between such canal company and such construction 
company, together with a list of the officers and stockholders of said construc- 
tion company from its organization until now. 


Attest: 
ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 


Tue MARITIME CANAL ComMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
New York, February 11, 1891. 

Dear Sir: I have your favor inclosing copy of the resolution adopted by the 
Senate of the United States as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to request 
of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua a list of the stockholders of the 
conipany from its organization until now; and that said committee be also di- 
rected to ascertain, if practicable, whether the work already done in and about 
the Nicaragua Canal has been done by a construction company, and if it has so 
been done, the name of such company; and if said work has been done by a 
construction company, that said committee be directed to procure, if practica- 
ble, copies of all contracts between such canal company and such construction 
company, together with a list of the officers and stockholders of said construc- 
tion company from its organization until now.” 

In response permit me to say that herewith is a list of the stockholders of 
this company from its organization until now; that the work already done in 
and about the maritime canal has been done by the Nicaragua Canal Construc- 
tion Company; that the terms of all contracts between the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua and the N Canal Construction Company were 
fully stated by the presidents of those companies to the Committee on ign 
Relations,and it was understood from the committee that the statements were 
entirely satisfactory, and I understand they are incorporated in the report made 
by the committee to the Senate. 


I will be pleased to furnish copies of these statements if you deem it neces- 


sary, and if there is any other information 1 can furnish I will be glad to do so. 
That part of the resolution requesting the list of officers and stockholders of 


1891. 
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the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company I have referred to the Hon. Warner 
Miller, the president of that company, who will send the list to you. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, 


HIRAM 


HITCHCOCK, President. 


Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 


List of shareholders of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 


Charles P. Daly ....... 
Henry R. Hoyt.... 
Robert Sturgis ......... 
Alexander T. Mason 
Francis A. Stout 
Horace L. Hotchkis 
Henry C. Taylor ..... 
Albert C. Cheney... 
Hiram Hitchcock.... 
Franklin Fairbanks.. 
Alfred B. Darling ...... 
James Roosevelt... 
Daniel Ammen ......... 
A.8. Crowninshield .. 


Jacob W. Miller.............. 
Frederick F. Thompson . 


George H. Robinson 
Gustav E. Kissel ........ 
Joseph E. McDonald. 
©, Ridgely Goodwin. 
Edward F. Beale....... 
Frederick Billings.. 
Aniceto G. Menocal... 
Robert A. Lancaster... 
Henry A. Parr .......... 
J. F. O'Shaughnessy .. 
Joseph Brian ......... 
Horacio Guzman ... 
Charles H. Stebbins 
Julius Aldige ......... 
Christian Devries .. 
Thomas B. Atkins . 
George O. Glavis.... 
George E. Knowlton .... 
Frederick B. MacGuire. 
Joseph L. Sweet 




















1891. 
Shares. Shares. 
5 | William C. Seddon. ees | 
5 | A. R.Tichenor ... 5 
2 | Virginia N. Taylor oe 3 
Thomas C. Williams, jr............ 10 
Thomas C, Williams, jr., execu- 
Meiaiectvihadenasathonetoltnseeas ceesecesece 30 
| Isabella K, Brownson.. 50 
| Walter W. Queen ............. 10 


et NAA AMAA AAA AADAAAAAAIAAA 


Henry R. Hoyt, treasurer 
caragua Canal Construction 
IIE ncccctctncnsvecees ince eceneece 100 


February 11, 








Francis C, Harder.......... cnn L 









A. Q. Keasby .......... ae 10 
American Contracting and 

oo | Dredging Company............... 1,500 

° T. W. Bennett i 3 

H. O. Mosas..... ° 3 

| William O’B. McDonald..... 100 


Ni- 








| 
| James G. Dagron .. 2 
Smith M. Weed...... 8 
H. G. Burleigh .... ine 15 
GRATIS BP. TIO 0... .<ccccecc0se 2000 : 250 
Nicaragua Canal Construction 
| Company ........ guecnes scoceendsecsese 7, 859 
Stock issued, but not yet delivered. 
| 
| Nicaragua Canal Construction 
| Company: 
| For concessions..... a 120, 000 
| For construction under con- 
| tract January 3, 1590 ......... 20, 000 
10 | Republic of Nicaragua, under 
10; Article Lof concession........... 60, 000 
10 -— 
ercccees cee 10 210, 145 


OFFICE OF THE NICARAGUA CANAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 

New York, February 11, 1891. 
Dear Sir: In answer to your favor, and at the direction of Hon. Warner 

Miller, I inclose herewith a list of the stockholders of the Nicaragua Canal Con- 


struction Company. The list is, I believe, accurate, and a list of the stock- 
holders up to the present date. 


itso 


The officers of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company from the date of 
nization down to the present time are as follows: 


In June, 1887: Alien F. Hedges, president; Philip Taber, vice president; 
Daniel G. Jeffers, secretary and treasurer. 
In October, 1887, the following officers were elected: Francis A.Stout, presi- 
dent; Henry C. Taylor, second vice president; Horace L. Hotchkiss, treasurer ; 
Jacob W. Miller, secretary. 
In June, 1888, the following officers were elected: A. C. Cheney, president ; 
F. A. Stout, first eS H.C. Taylor, second vice president ; H. L. Hotch- 


kiss, treasurer; J 


Miller, secretary. 


In June, 1889, the following officers were elected: A. C. Cheney, president; 
H. C, Taylor, first vice president; J, W. Miller, secretary ; Edward Holbrook, 


treasurer. 


In March, 1890, the following officers were elected at aspecial meeting: War- 
ner Miller, president; H. R. Hoyt, treasurer; A.C, Cheney, first vice president. 
In July, 1890, the following officers were elected, and they are still officers of 


the compan 


: President, Warner Miller; vice president, A. C. Cheney 


tary, J. W. Miller; treasurer, H. R. Hoyt. 
I think that this, with the accompanying list of stockholders, complies with 


your request. 
Yours, very truly, 


Hon, JoHn SHERMAN, 


; Secre- 


HENRY R. HOYT. 


Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
United States Senate. 


D.G. Jeffers. 
Carrington Williams. 
James Pleasants. 

8. G. Wallace. 

Philip Tabber. 

Bela M. Hughes. 

E. B. Meade. 

Chas. K. Harrison. 
Thos. Atkinson. 
Minnie I. Guilbert. 
Daniel Ammen. 
Emily Hanewinckel. 
Allison & Addison. 
Robt. F. Williams & Co. 
J. Aldige. 

J. Aldige, jr. 

Wm. P. Anderson. 
Frederick Billings. 
KE. F. Beale. 
Wyndham R. Meredith. 
Jos. Bryan. 

Ww. S. Dashiele. 
Richard L. Brown. 

J. Willcox Brown. 
W.H., Browneon. 
Mrs. W. H. Brownson. 
Thos. M. Gale. 

John F. Bransford. 
Mrs. Ellen R. Palmer. 
A. C, Cheney. 
Octavius Cohen & Co. 


List of stockholders. 


Marshall M. Gilliam. 
Preston Cocke. 
Miss Nannie C, Gordon. 

J.H. Archer. 

Basil B. Gordon. 
Benjamin P. Alsop. 
Robert Garrett. 

T. Harrison Garrett. 
C. Ridgeley Goodwin. 
R. Powell Dunn. 
George O. Glavis. 

John L, Hammond. 
Woolsey R. Hopkins. 
J.G. Warvey. 

Mary H. Haldane. 

H. C. Highet. 

R. A. Lancaster. 

%. R. Lancaster. 

William H. Lacke. 

B. Alsop. 

Grosvenor P. Lowrey and 
Charles F. Stone. 

Henry Flinch. 

Godfrey Kissel. 

McDonald & Bright. 

J.J. Montague, 

Charlotte A. Kissel. 

J. W. Miller. 

Alfred E. Mills, 

Norman Henderson. 

A. G. Menocal. 


Francis A. Stout. 

F. F. Thompson. 

W.R. Trigg. 

J.T. & B. Haxall. 
John L, Williams & Son. 
H.C, Taylor. 

Charles P. Daly. 

J. W. Miller, trustee. 
Alexander T. Mason. 
J.M. Macias. 
Frederick B. McGuire. 
Henry R. Hoyt. 

Thos. 8, Sandford. 

R. D. Evans. 

Mrs. Clara T. Hotchkiss. 
Robert E. Taylor. 
Mary V. Taylor. 
Minnie V. Stebbins. 
Emily M, R. Stout. 
Franklin Fairbanks. 
F. A. Pellas. 

José Pasos. 

J.C. Hueston 

J. F. Medina. 
Wickham Hoffman, 
Thos. F. Jeffries. 

John Pope . 

Henry F. Picking, 
Frank A. Davenport. 
Robt. E. Taylor, attorney. 
R. E. Taylor. 


| A.S, Crowninshield, 
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| Chas. C. Glover. 


Philip E. Sacken. 


M. J. O'Shaughnessy, 
A.B. Cornell. 


A. Obrig. 
Thomas H.N 
J.B. Duckworth. R. E. Peary 
Lucien B. Tatem J. Hanier Blair 
A. 8. Darling. T. William Pemberton 
Christian Devins. Hallie W. Daniel. 
Lineoln Kinnicutt, Henry A. Parr. 
J. H. Ellerson. William I 
Marcellus Smith. James Roesevelt 
Chas, D. Fisher. Alfred M. Hoyt. 
Gordon. John W. Reily 
Chas. D. Fisher and H. A, F. M. Boykin 

Parr. G. H. Robinson 
Aquila Rich. 
C. H. Stebbins 
Warner Miller 
R. L. Harrison. 
Perey L. Klock 
T. R. Chaney. 
Marquand & Parmly 
William D. Goodwin 
Elizabeth T. 
M. Frank 


ickles, 


scott 


Jarlinah R. Carson. 

James H. MeMullan 

Edmund H, Smith, 

kh. L. Edwards. 

James Greig. 

Philip E. Arcularius 

C. H, Capen. 

Samuel M. Hopkins. 

William Rowland. 

H. C, & J. H,. Calkin. J. Clark McGuire. 

Mary L, Hotchkiss. Margaret M. Hotchkiss. 

John C, Soley. J. F. O'Shaugnessy 

Edward Q. Keasbey. James 8S. Thurston 

Gamaliel Bradford. Simon Fatman 

Wellington Downing. J. F. Minis 

Sarah R. Dexter. Gerald B. Owen 

Hoffman Miller. C. B. Tedeastle, 

R. C. Blackwell. E. Urquhart 

Thos. Read. Mailler & Querean 

Frederick D. Grant. James W. Allison. 

Edmund Guilbert. L. Laflin Kellogg. 

Myra R. Hotchkiss. Hiram Hitchcock. 

Cornelia B. Hotchkiss. William H. Seward 

William Greason. E. R. Lancaster, agent. 

Mrs. Mary E. Smith. Henry Hentz. 

Gardner Weatherbee. 

Edward L. Molineux. 

W.H. Starbuck. 

Chas. W. Cox. 

W. H. Rockwood. 

Lucius Pitkin. 

E. W. Lancaster. 

D. J. Garth. 

James H. Young. 

Herbert Valentine. 

Horace Moody. 

Ellen F. Pitkin. 

William C. Seddon. 

James N. Dunlop. J.R. Beal. 

Lancaster & Lucke. Wallace Mason. 

N. D. Lancaster. J.A. Bostwick. 

Gustav E. Kissel. Otto J. Boessneck 

Eva Ammen. James H. Rogers. 

Mathilde Ammen. Samuel W. Very 

Frederick Van Zant. Thomas Potts. 

Joseph L. Sweet. J.Triplett Haxall. 

Fred G. Sacken, jr Barton Haxall. 

P. H. Gibson. A.J. Macaulay. 

A. B. Andrews. Jeannie T. Kingsley. 

Daniel K. Stewart. William G. Inglis. 

H. L. Hotchkiss & Co. Alfred Heywood. 

Hiram Hitchcock et al.,as Frank Heywood. 
trustees William O Allison, 

Eben Wight. Maria W. Hopkins. 

J.L. Macaulay. Edward 8. Wheeler. 

Sherrard kK. Tabb. John C. F. Gardner. 

E. K. Victor. Irving W. Pope. 

L. W. MeVeigh. Virginia N. Taylor 

James W.Gordon Pearce Karnes. 

Viola M. Devins. T.C. Williams, jr. 

Chas. Watkins. T.C. Williams, jr., extr 

James Lyons. Geo. E. Knowlton. 

James M. Ball. Isabella K. Brownson 

R. Young. Walter W. Queen. 

Julian F. Skelton. J. Herbert Carpenter. 

Mrs. C. R. McVeigh. Joseph Sears. 

Marianne E. Skelton. Henry H. Bates. 

Annie A. Skelton. D B. Dearborn. 

George W. Anderson Geo. S. Dearborn 

J. E. Cox. Francis C. Harde1 

R. F. Knoedler. A.Q. Keasbey. 

Wm. H. Allison. Mary E. Greene 

Thos, B. Atkins. Wendel! Goodwin 

Chas. C. Allen. Geo. W. Gallie, 

R.S. Archer. Henry C. Hal) 

Geo. W. Bunce. John W. Handner. 

Jennie B. Baker Jacob J. Hunker. 

N. W. Bowe. Chas. B. Hoffman. 

Cc. W. Branch & Co W.M. Habliston. 

Walter Blair. Marietta S. Hough. 

Chas. E. Bolling. Geo. E, Hamilton. 

Edwd. R. Bell. M. H. Hartwell. 

H. K. Bush. Brown Allen F. Hedges, 

Samuel N. brown. ©. W. Hackett. 

R.S. Bosher, Harriot & Groesbeck. 

Mrs. Mary C. Beatz. Elvira L. Johnson. 

Helen P. Barstow. B. A. Jackson. 

John E. Bugbee. Benj. Kimball. 

P. H. Bevier. John A. Kasson. 

Emily Blackwell! James S. Kenyon 

E. J. Burevind. Thos. T. Knox 

F. Billings, est. of Geo. Lamb. 

Frances S. Bridge. L. Z. Leiter. 

Edwin G. Booth, H. W. Ladd. 

Louis P. di Cesnola. 

Helen Culver. R. A. Lancaster & Co. 

Dan’! Crawford & Sons. R.A. Lancaster, jr. 

John N.Crawford,trustee. Jose H. Munoz. 

E. D. Christian. Cc, H. Morse. 
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H. L. Hotchkiss, jr 
Henry E. Howland. 
Alfred T. Harris, sr. 
R. L. Cutting. 

Cc, P. Kirkland. 
Robt. Sturges. 
Smith M. Weed. 
Edward Holbrook 
Alfred H. Smith & Co. 
Chas. H, Davis & Co. 
H. L. Hotchkiss, 
N.K. Fairbank. 


Latham, Alexander & Co 


Lancaster & Lucke, agts. 


Douglas Taylor, 
Oliver H. Broth, 


John P. Ambler. 
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Henry Titlamer 
D. M. Taylor. 

Rk. A. Roberts. 
Homer B. Briggs. 
john R. McLean. 
H. P. Churchill, 
W. F. Herbert. 
Parragut 


Baker. 
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ar? oan andT,.Co., 
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W.A. Miles 

Mrs. M.Grace Richardson, 

Miss ©. Augusta Stevens, 

©, H, Haskins, 

Molly R. Haskins, 

F. W. Bennett, 

Wm. O’'B. McDonough. 

rhos. 8. Wheelright 

H.O. Moss 

Joseph D. MeGuire 

state T. C. Williams 

John R. West. 

Henry R. Hoyt, treasurer, 

George Williams. 

Henry G. Burleigh 

Clarke Dunham 

James G. Dagron. 

J.B. M. Grosvenor 

W.A. Price. 

Michael Howe. 

Thos. J. Treadway 

James S, Hall, 

Haskins & Co, 

J.S. Pierson 

C. M. Bergsturcer 

N.S. Finney, 

C. P, Treat. 

Jay O. Moss. 

Mary ©. Leary. 

Henry D. Nicoll, 

Pitus Sheard, 

Corson & Macartney. 

Benj. F. Gulan, 

R. F. Bright 

Louis Chable. 

Theo. M. Storm 

Thos. 0. Hills. 

Hugh R. Gardner 

José de la Puente. 

Clavius Phillips. 

Robt. F. Williams. 

Louisa A. Crosby. 

Peirce Crosby. 

Thos. C. Williams. 

W.B. Williams, 

M. L.. Carrington, 

A. B. Crane. 

W.C. Lancaster. 

Geo. Uppington. 

J.G. Eiek. 

Arthur Servall. 

Geo. Blandy. 

H. Breslin & Co. 

dgar Archer. 
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W.C. Preston. 

John M, Patton. 
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W.C. Spencer. 
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John B. Simpson, 

Robt. W. Thrupp. 

Sam’l Thonn etal, trustees, 
E. D. Taussig. 

T. H. Tingley. 

T. M. R. Tallcott. 

Chas. N. Vilas 

Chas. N. Vilas, trustee, 

Anna C. White. 
Hunter Wykes. 

T. Woolverton, 


J 
E 
J.E 
| 
S.¢ 








3066 


B. T. Cab! F. A. McGuire. H.A. Willard. 
4. Ca ; Julia E. 8. Motley J.1.C. Walker 
Par sand John B. MePhail, jr G. A. Walker 
Fi Max Moser John G. Walker 
j yr « Emily N. McGuire Annie R. Walker 

: 1, Coffey Elvira G. Menocal Florence M. Warwick. 

Christia r r. N. Motley. James Woodrow. 

O, Che y Wilhelmus Mynduase. Nathaniel Wilson. 

j \. Coke Richard H. Meade T.S. Young, jr. 
i ph Door Eugene C. Massie. Leander Beal. 
PLN. Du Richard 8S. Neweombe Martha E. French. 
Louisa Q. Da Alice E. Nutt-Wise Rufus 8. Frost, 
8. Da Chas. D. Owen 8. R. Pranktlin. 
. A. Darlin Frederic D. Philips, Geo. Hutchison. 
Joseph Davo J.F. Perez John J. Hopewell 
lames Edmist A.D. Provand LC Ledyard. 
James R. Ellerson W. H. Pops W. H. Mailler. 
Max Finles W.A.Te Wim. 8. Nelson 
Chas. E. Farlong Richard Paillon Geo. P. Scriven 
H. W. Fenner Josephine D. Peary Jeremiah Williams 
W. I. Gilshen Edwd, H. Peasiee 


PROVISIONAL CONTRACT, 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL CONSTRUCTION COMPAXY, 
44 Wall Street, New York, May 24, 1889. 
Manrrie CANAL CoMPANY OF NICARAGUA 


GENTLEMEN: The Nicaragua Canal and Construction Company hereby offers 
to do the entire work of every kind and natureof constructing the interoceanic 
canal to be built by your company and in accordance with the plans of A.G. 
Menocal, as approved on the 9th day of March, 1889, by the board of cefvil engi- 
neers to whom the same was submitted for examination, andalso according to 
any modifications or changes that may hereafter be made in said plans which 
do not substantially vary from the general route as now laid down in Mr. Men- 
ocal's plans or increase the expenses of constructing the same, and to begin the 
work at onee and to complete the same in all respects as required by the stipu- 
lations and conditions in the concessions held by your company, for the sum 
0,000,000 in the first-mortgage bonds of your company and $75,000,000 of 
capital stock, payments to be made in equal proportions of stocks and bonds 
every thirty days for such portions of the work as the engineers of your com- 
pany shall certify have been completed, the work to be begun at once. 

As a guaranty of good faith this company hereby agrees to subseribe for $100,- 
000,000 of the stock of your company, and to pay for the same in cash. 


Yours, very truly, 
Cc. CHENEY, 
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A. 


President of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 
1, Thomas B. Atkins, secretary of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
hereby certify that the foregoing isa true and correct copy of a letter received 


May 24, 1889, by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua from the Nicara- 
gua Canal Construction Company 
Witness my hand this 3d day of June, 1890. 
THOMAS B. ATKINS, Secretary 
lure MAnrirrime CANAL CoMPANY oF NICARAGTA, 
44 Wall Street, New York, May 24, 1889. 


© NICARAGUA CANAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY: 


GrsetTLemen: Your offer to begin at once the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal is at hand. 

You are hereby authorized and directed to begin such construction work at 
the earliest possible moment, with this understanding and agreement: That, 
if within three months this company does not accept your proposition or exe- 
cute a contract with your company that shall be mutually satisfactory, then, in 
such an event, this company will reimburse yourcompany for all the expendi- 
tures incurred in connection with the construction work and 10 per cent. in 
addition thereto. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


Tot 


HIRAM HITCHCOCK, 
President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 

i, Thomas B. Atkins, secretary of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a letter delivered 
by me May 24, 1889, to the president of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 
pany 


VV itness my hand this 3d day of June, 1890. 
THOMAS B,. ATKINS, Secretary, 
Orvice OF THE NICARAGUA CANAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 
44 Wall Street, New York, May 24, 1889, 
lima Hrremcock, Esq., 


President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua: 

Dear Sr: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, 
authorizing and directing this company to begin the construction of the Nica- 
ragua Canal atthe earliest possible moment, upon terms and conditions therein 
stated 

In reply, | beg to advise vou that this company will, in compliance with 
your directions, commence the work of constructing the Nicaragua Canal at 
and to that end will dispatch an expedition to Nicaragua on the 25th in- 


once 
tant 
Very respectfally, your cbedient servant, 
A. C. CHENEY, 
President of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 


i, Thomas B. Atkins, secretary of the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua, hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a letter 
received May 24, 1889, by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, from the 
Nicaragua Canal Construction Company. 

Witness my hand this 3d day of June, 1890, 


THOMAS B. ATKINS, Secretary. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is much to be regretted that in con- 
nection with what the Senator from Alabama has stated as to the mag- 
nitude of this enterprise he exhibits so much personal feeling as to any 
criticism or objection to the bill reported from the committee of which 
he isa member. I assume that it is as much the duty of other Sen- 
ators in this bedy to criticise the work of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations as to discharge any other duty. Soassuming, I shall not hesi- 
tate to do it, 

Che Senator read this morning from a report which I made to this 
body some years ago in regard to the Tehuantepec Ship Railroad. I 
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repeat every word that I stated in that report, and I commenced what 
I said upon yesterday with the statement, which is perfectly honest 
upon my part, that I desired as much as the Senator from Alabama 
the transit across the Isthmus. I believe now, as I said in my report, 
and I can not more emphatically reiterate it, that any transit across 
that Isthmus should be controlled by the United States Governmen; 
That is the Monroe doctrine in its spirit if not its letter, and an over- 
whelming majority of the people of the United States have always 
sanctioned that, without regard to party. 

But I undertook to show yesterday, frankly and honestly and ea; 
nestly, that I did think the proper and dignified course for this Govern- 
ment, in view of the course of our State Department as to the Clay 
ton-Bulwer treaty, would be to adjust the difference of opinion that 
unquestionably exists between the two great Governments of the 
United States and Great Britain as to that instrument. When I made 
this report on the Tehuantepec ship railway I did not discuss the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty. There is nothing in that report in regard to it 
and I frankly confess that until the Frelinghuysen treaty was brought 
to the Senate I had given no other attention to the Clayton-Bulwe: 
treaty than that which was derived almost from tradition, never ha 
ing been in public life during the generation when that controvers; 
existed, and having only that sort of information in regard to it tha 
an intelligent man has as to any other historical event in this country 
But my attention was specifically called to the Clayton-Bulwer treat, 
when we discussed the Frelinghuysen treaty. : 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask theSenator from Missouri whether Great 
Britain has manifested any disposition to interfere with the building 
of this Nicaragua Canal on account of any violation of the Clayton 
Bulwer treaty? Has Great Britain or any other foreign Government 
shown any disposition whatever to regard that as in violation of any 
stipulation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty or any other treaty between 
this Government and Great Britain ? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that it has. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I think it is quite time to discuss that when 
Great Britain manifests some disposition to interfere upon the ground 
that this does interfere with the treaty stipulation. 

Mr. VEST. We know the construction that the English Government 
puts upon the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. We know that as late as 1881 
Mr. Blaine, who has been eulogized here in connection with our for- 
eign relations, repeatedly suggested the propriety and made advances 
to the English Government in order to settle the construction of that 
treaty, to modify it. Now we have that knowledge in our possession. 
Whether Great Britain proposes to interfere in the initiatory steps in 
the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, or to wait until a later pe- 
riod, is with that Government. All I suggested upon yesterday was 
simply in the direction that if there is a controversy, as we have reason 
to believe, it ought to be adjusted, and I should unquestionably have 
said the same thing if my attention had been called specifically to the 
matter, as it has been since, when I prepared the report in regard to 
the Tehuantepec Ship Railroad. 

I will state now frankly, loyal as I am to the memory of Mr. Eads 
as a great engineerand asa man of the most enlarged experience, 
whose achievements will be a portion of the history of this country as 
long as the skill of an engineer is ever mentioned, who has to-day 
monuments in existence far greater than any poor words of mine, in 
the great bridge that spans the Mississippi, connecting Illimois and 
Missouri, in the jetties at the mouth of that great river where he 
bridled that stream and controlled its course to the Gulf—loyal as I 
am to his memory, I say now, what I have often said to him, that in 
my course upon the Tehuantepec Ship Railway I acted upon faith. 
I knew nothing of the engineering capabilities there, but I assumed 
that he would not sacrifice his world-wide reputation upon a futile en 
terprise which could never come to fruition. If he had lived, I believe 
now, as I firmly stand in this Chamber that he would have constructed 
that railway at Tehuantepec in the face of all difficulties, the greatest 
difficulty being the incredulity of the world in regard to the feasibility 
of that project. 

I have made fio attack here upon Mr. Menocal. He seems to have 
been the projector ot this enterprise from the beginning. He has testi- 
fied repeatedly before committees of Congress. Is he a sacred white 
elephant that we can not comment upon what he says? Am I to vote 
blindly for $100,000,000 to be taken out of the Treasury of the United 
States because I tread upon the sensibilities of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, or in the slightest degree intimate that Mr. Menocal is a human 
being and may be mistaken? Isit possible that we have come to this, 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations is so sacred, that the opinions 
of the members of that committee are so absolutely above any reproach, 
that we are not permitted to exercise the ordinary privileges of citizens 
of the United States? I shall not assume any such thing to be the 
case. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the Senator from Alabama means 
by railroad influences, or that Senators here who oppose this bill with 
so much vehemence have local interests to subserve. The only in- 


terest that I have ever had that could be called,local was im my per- 
sonal attachment to James B. Eads and my faith in his ability as an 
engineer. 


When he died that enterprise died, because he was the 
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heart, brains, and lungs of it, the whole of it, and I have dismissed it 
from my mind since. It is one of the things in the past that only ex- 
ists as a historical fact. 

As to railroad influence, any such intimation, permit me to say, is 
so remote from my State or from myself that I simply dismiss it as the 
idle vaporing of one who is disposed to resent as an outrage an attack 
upon the fallibility of his judgment. 

Mr. President, the Senator speaks of the great popular sentiment that | 
ought to exist in favor of this bill. In my judgment it is the most | 
unfortunate time in the history of the American people for producing 
such an enterprise in the Senate of the United States. Although in | 
the Tehuantepec Ship Railway bill, to which the Senator has alluded, 
the only thing in the shape of a guaranty was that this Government 
should insure two-thirds or a certain amount as two-thirds of the in- 
come of the company, some $2,500,000 from the United States and 
$1,200,000 on the part of Mexico, I told Captain Eads that that feature | 
of the bill would insure its defeat in Congress. I never had any idea, 
except possibly the most visionary hope, that the bill could pass with 
that guaranty in it. 

Now, look at the changed condition. I propose to speak frankly. 
Suppose that we pass the bill with the guaranty of $100,000,000 of 3 
per cent. bonds, payable quarterly. Look at public sentiment in the 
agricultural States of this country, and in the great West especially. 
To-day a great political organization is demanding from the Congress 
of the United States the loan of money upon real estate, and some of | 
them upon personal property. We are besieged here with petitions to | 
pass bills that I believe to be visionary and impracticable, but in behalf 
of which they are enlisted withall the enthusiasm of a new party and of 
men whoare personally distressed. Are we to pass this bill and go back 
to those people and say, ‘‘ We can guaranty the payment of $100,000,000 | 





for a company organized in the city of New York, the money to be ex- 
pended upon foreign soil, the larger portion of it to be dumped down 
upon the Isthmus of Darien, the labor of the native negroes, the da- 
gos, and Indians to be paid for,’’ when our own people here, our labor 
organizations, our Farmers’ Alliances, are clamoring at the doors of 
Congress for increased currency and for higher wages to the working- 
men of the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to say 
that when an argument of that kind is addressed to the agriculturist, 
the farmers of the United States, whom the Senator seems to have a | 
wonderful respect for, they will at once say that they approbate any 
measure that will open water communications for their freights in 
competition with the railroads, that will take off a dollar or a dollar 
and a half a ton on the coastwise trade of this country and the foreign 
trade in its passage from the Pacific to the Atlantic. They understand 
their interests, and they know when people are deceiving them as they 
know when they are providing for them. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I may not understand the sentiment of 
the people of the West, but I think that I do, and I think that they 
believe that I do. 

But I suggest another argument that we shall immediately encoun- 
ter if we pass this bill, and thatis that the wheatgrowersof the West will 
say to us that we have furnished a transit across the Isthmus at a 
nearer route between the wheat of India and the markets of Europe. 
We shall be encountered with that argument in the hands of skillful 
men, whether demagogues or not. That argument will be used. 

Let me speak plainly, Mr. President. The Senator has alluded to 
the way in which the great transcontinental railroads were built, and 
he speaks of the desert as having been made to blossom as the rose, 
and all that, which is rhetorically very eloquent and elegant, but if 
the question to-day were presented to the people of the United States 
as to building those railroads by subsidies from the Government, the 
man who proposed it and the party that indorsed it would be swept 
away as chaft before a tornado. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Are there any proyisions in the bill regulating the 
freights across the Isthmus? Is thefe any guaranty in the bill that 
the freights will be made low ? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not remember any such provision. There is no 
such provision in the bill within my memory. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, the guaranty is in 
the fact that the Government of the United States has a right in virtue 
of the $70,000,000 of stock to furnish directors. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the company is sold out, then the Government 
can not buy the canal, because that would be a distinct violation of 
the treaty, I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. [have no right to follow the Senator in any new 
suggestion. I am making my answer tothe one he made. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. The argument was made of low freights, and what 
I wish to know is whether there is any guaranty in the bill that it 
will produce low freights. Is there anything in the bill to prevent the 
company from charging what they may please? 
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Mr. VEST. The Senator from Alabama, in his discussion about the 
jlayton-Bulwer treaty, as I understood him, stated emphatically and 
repeatedly that there was nothing in the bill that contravened the pro 


visions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what the report of the committee states. 

Mr. VEST. And yet I understood the Senator from Alabama to 
state also, repeatedly and emphatically, that the $70,000,000 of stock 
held by the United States, hypothecated in the Treasury and beyond 
the control of this company, gave the United States the control abso- 

| lutely of the canal 

Mr. MORGAN. Notas a government, but as a proprieto 

Mr. VEST. Well, not as a government, but as a proprietor. In 
what capacity does the United States hold the $70,000,000 of stock? 
Is it a proprietary interest contradistinguished from a governmental in- 
terest? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly so 

Mr. VEST. Who controls that $70,000, 00 kk Is it not tl 


Government of the United States 

Mr. MORGAN. he Seere tary of the Treasury 

Mr. VEST. And who is the Secretary of the Treasury but the se 
vant of the Government of the United States and of the people 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, and if the Senator from Missouri were one of 
the stockholders or directorshe would also be a servant of the United 


States and of the people, and then there would be no difficulty in his 





| having control of it as a director, though hemight not be a government 


to control it as a government. 

Mr. VEST. But whatis my power as a stockholder of one hundred 
sliares, or one thousand shares, even, when there is the $70,000,000 
under the control of the Government of the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Missouri is more artful in 


making a case for Great Britain than its own diplomatic agents I do 


Bulwer treaty has not anything to do with the bill. The Govern 


ment of the United Statesin its control of this canal comes in just as 


not propose to follow up that argument, because I say the Clayton- 
4 


| any other person would to guaranty the bonds, and says, ‘‘ In con 


sideration of, my guaranty of these bonds you must give me a certain 


The directory when they are 


elected are not under Government control. They are merely friends 
| 


of the Government they belong to, and of course they are not going to 
see the people robbed. While on that subject I should like to say to 
the Senator from Missouri that I am willing to trust the Democratic 
party, if it happens to be in power, that it will not oppress the peopl« 
by putting heavy tolls on tonnage going through the canal. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The insinuation of the Senator from Alabama that I 
am furnishing a case, as he puts it, or words to that effect, to the British 
Government, is gratuitous and absolutely unfounded, without one scin 
tilla of foundation for it except in his own declamatory vehemence. 
As I said yesterday, there is nothing in my lineage, education, associa 
tion, or utterances that makes me anything else except an American 
citizen in every sense of the term. [am here as an American Sen- 
ator, with as many rights as the Senator from Alabama, and debating 
this bill in a proper and legitimate way. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it would not disturb the Senator from Missouri, 
I should like to put a question to him. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. BUTLER. He has been discussing the probabilities of this ac- 
tion on the part of the Senate of the United States being in the face 
of the stipulations of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and I must say, if he 
will pardon me, he has made a rather labored argument to prove his 
proposition. Now, the question I should like to put to the Senator, in 
plain simple English, is whether he would, as an American Senator, 
oras an American citizen, consent that any other Government than the 
| Government of the United States should have supremacy or domination 
| in the isthmian transit, because that is what it comes to at last? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I did not yield forany argument. The 
Senator can make itin hisown time. But he has asked me a question. 
I have answered it repeatedly, in written and oral shape. Istand upon 
| the Monroe doctrine, and I am for the supremacy of this country ove 

the isthmian transit. I suppose that is plain enough. I have never 
| said anything else, and I have never here argued, either yesterday or 
| at any other time, as to the meaning of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in 
regard to this matter. My whole argument upon yesterday, if an a1 
gument, was simply as to what Great Britain thought in regard to if, 
and as to the complications that might arise from a misunderstanding 
between the two great countries as to the construction of that treaty. 
That is all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it comes back to the proposition I submitted 
to the Senator. Suppose Great Britain does conclude that this is an 
infringement or violation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and she says, 
‘*T deny the right of the United States Government to exercise suprem 
acy over the isthmian transit.’’ What, then, would the Senator do? 


Would he yield to Great Britain? Would he say that Great Britain 
had the right to come in and stop American citizens from the develop- 
ment of the canal for the benefit of the commerce of this country and 
that he would say that. 


of the world? I can not conceive 
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Mr, VEST. It would bea very unfortunate contingency when any- 
thing such as that should arise, and it is to guard against it that I 
made the suggestion yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator from Missouri will frame any set of 
words in which he will express the idea that the Government of the 
United States is not to acquire a controlling influence in the canal and 
advocate it, I would then'know exactly what todo, He claims now 
that the Government of the United States, contrary to the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, would exercise under this concession and under this 
charter and under this bill a power contrary to our obligations under 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Now, if that honorable Senator will frame 
any expression to convey his views that the Government of the United 
States shai not have any such control, then we shall know exactly 
what to do and we can vote uponit. That is the issue between the 
Senator from Missouri and myself. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama shall not 
state my position forme. I have never stated or intimated that the 
United States should have no control over that canal. There are two 
propositions before the Senate, and I do not propose to be driven from 
them logically. The first is that we shall proceed as if the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty were not in existence, and that we shall pass such legis- 
lation as we please, assuming that to be the fact. The other is that if 
Great Britain believes that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is in existence, 
all difficulties to be anticipated from her construction upon that treaty 
should be removed now in an amicable way; in other words, that we 
should not go on and expend millions of dollars, or guaranty millions 
of dollars, and then have Great Britain assert this claim and become 
involved in even a diplomatic discussion as to the powers of the two 
Governments. That is all of it; and it is absolutely aside from the 
question as to what may be the individual opinion of any Senator. 

[ shall not stand here and declaim as to my allegiance to this coun- 
try and my zeal for its honor and welfare. I prefer to leave that as a 
matter of deduction to my fellow-citizens from my public record and 
past history. But I am simply meeting in my poor way what may be 
a contingency that will involve this country in a serious and a danger- 
ous dilemma when it may be too late to avoid the consequences of 
such a happening. I do not know that Great Britian will assert 
any such claim. She has asserted it in the past, and never retracted 
it. Isit not the duty of wise legislation not to take chances as to 
a vast-enterprise like this involving millionsof dollars? One hundred 
and thirteen million dollars is the estimate made here by the Senator 
from Alabama, $100,000,000 is the lowest estimate made by the engi- 
neers, for that was the amount fixed by the high commission of which 
General Humphreys was the president. I simply state that before go- 
ing into an enterprise so gigantic, we should, if this contention exists on 
the part of Great Britain,settle it in advance, not only in the interests 
of isthmian transit, but as to the general relations between that coun- 
try and the United States. 

Mr. TURPIE, Mr. President, I have listened with a great deal of 
interest and much pleasure indeed to the discussion of this subject by 
the Senator from Alabama. 

We have to deal with these grand questions of national and inter- 
national progress and communication which have so long occupied the 
attention and stady of this body, and I almost regret to be under the 
necessity of recurring to the principles very domestic and homelike 
under which I feel myself compelled to settle the character of my ac- 
tion in relation to the pending bill. 

I have very often heard the learned and honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama state the general principles of opposition to the subsidization by 
Government of private enterprises. He has made that statement very 
often in languageabler and moreeloquent than Icanuse. I am totally 
opposed to the whole system, theory, and practice of subsidies. There 
are many methods of depleting the Treasury of the United States. 
There is only one way of replenishing it, and that is by taxation either 
directly or indirectly of the people of the United States. A tax im- 
posed upon all, as a tax will be imposed upon all for the payment of 
this loan, or the support of this subvention or subsidy,ought in its re- 
sult to be snch as is calculated to render a pecuniary return for all, as 
the burden is a pecuniary one. 

I do not see how any person except acorporator of oneof the three com- 
panies interested in its construction is to derive any pecaniary return 
from this grant of $100,000,000 proposed in the bill to aid the building 
of the Nicaragua Canal, These corporators are no doubt men of very 
high character and are citizens of the United States, but they are a 
very small minority of the citizens of the United States, and to propose 
to tax all our citizens for the benefit of the very small minority, I think 
is unjust, grossly unjust. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). 
Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Alabama ? 

Mr. TURPIE. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I took theview of this question that the Senator 
from Indiana does, I should never vote for this bill, but I do not re- 
gard it as a private enterprise. I regard this just as fara public enter- 
prise as this Congress has power to make it, taking it out of the cate- 
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gory of a private enterprise as it is nowand making it a public enter- 
prise in which the Government of the United States is the principal 
actor for the benefit of the whole country. 

Mr. TURPIE. Sir, this in a pecuniary view, the only one that Iam 
taking thereof now, is certainly a private enterprise. Calling it public 
does not makeitsuch. Perhaps the Old Dominion Line or some of the 
Atlantic transportation lines and the transcontinental railroad lines ma y 
be in some sense called publicenterprises, but with respect to their finan- 
cial character, dividends, prospects, and value they are private enter- 
prises, and their stock, bonds, and debentures are private property as 
much as any lands, goods, chattels, or real estate belonging to a private 
citizen. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I will call the Senator’s attention, if he will 
allow me, to the fact that the railroads, and the mails, and the horses 
by which the mails are carried, the steamers by which the mails are 
carried through the country and to foreign ports, are all of them in 
private ownership and they are private enterprises. At the same time, 
the Goyernment of the United States in using them for postal purposes 
makes a public use of them. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; under contracts with the corporations. 
Upon contracts existing between the corporations and the Government 
for labor done money is paid, but that is simply wages paid by the 
Government to employés, and it does not change the relation of em- 
ployers and wage-earners from the fact that one of them is a corpora- 
tion and the other isa government. They may be said to be callings 
of a public nature with franchises of a public character, yet with re- 
spect to the vital question of dividends, profits, earnings, and returns, 
they are private undertakings as the Nicaragua Canal is a private en- 
terprise. 

Now, if we are going to vote subsidies for private enterprises, I 
would very greatly prefer to vote directly the subsidy of $50,000,000 
or $100,000,000 out of the Treasury to some mining or manufacturing 
company or transportation or navigation company having its limits 
within the geographical boundaries of the United States. We all know 
the blessing which is promised to those who cast their bread upon the 
waters, but this bread is to be cast upon the waters whose kindly flood 
covers our own lands, giving richness to the valleys of our own rivers. 
It does not relate to that wasteful extravagance and careless profusion 
which throws bread upon the waters of a distant, remote, and foreign 
coast from which, as in this case, there can be no return. 

Sir, it was said that one of the reasons why the Government should 
make this subvention is that it will enable the corporation to decrease 
the rate of tolls for the passage of vessels through this canal between 
the two oceans, In effect it is to tax the people of the United States 
for the purpose of reducing the tolls upon the commerce of the whole 
world. This is said to be a laudable, praiseworthy motive. My pa- 
triotism is not so broad. It includes only the welfare and interest of 
64,000,000 people living within the United States. While we shall all 
be glad to see other commercial nations of theearth flourishing and in 
the most prosperous condition, yet I, for one, am not willing to tax the 
people of the United States, either directly or indirectly, for the pur- 
pose of forwarding the enterprises or the merchandising or the trans- 
portation interests of people in other parts of the globe—of the 150, - 
000,000 people constituting the rest of the commercial nations of the 
earth. I think when we have taken care of our own commercial in- 
terests that the duty of patriotism closes and ends with such care. 

Now as far as building the canal itself is concerned through the 
Nicaragua neck or peninsula, there does not seem to me as great ne- 
cessity for it as there was fifty years ago. There has always been, of 
course, a very strong wish for an easy and facile means of communica- 
tion between our territory upon the Atlantic and Pacific coast. In 
1848-’49 when communication between the Pacific and the Atlantic 
first became frequent and largely increased, there were four methods 
by which the transit was made; one, the longest but sometimes the 
quickest, was by the Isthmus of Panama; another was by what was 
called the Tehuantepec route; another by the Central American or 
Nicaragua route, and there was a fourth, on foot across the plains, 
which a man might go if he chgse, and most of our people preferred 
to go across the plains. The means of communication were of the 
rudest and simplest character. 

Thousands of emigrants, the mass of migration, was made on foot, 
with teams of mules or oxen to carry the baggage, the provisions, and 
the supplies. Since that time our lines of transportation have greatly 
increased, but the necessity then for a water communication between 
the Atlantic and Pacific was ten times, twenty times greater than it is 
to-day. Our means of communication between the East and West are 
now much greater and much better. For instance, this footway across 
the mountains was succeeded by the overland stage coach, that by the 
pony express, lastly by the Central and Union Pacific Railroad route, 
so that the journey now requires bat six days, whereas it formerly oc- 
cupied six months, or from four to six months, and the canal also pro- 
posed in this enterprise of Nicaragua would not shorten the time of the 
journey, and perchance might not even cheapen the price of transpor- 

tation, for, as the point has been already made by several Senators on 
this floor, the fact that the corporation will by this loan be enabled to 
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build cheaper than they otherwise would is not to be taken for a mo- 
ment as proof that the tolls upon the canal would therefore be light- 
ened. 

Very fortunately, in dealing with the questions between the interests 
of the public and the interests of corporations we can not depend upon 
the syllogisms of logic, and there is not the relation of cause and effect 
existing between this aid which would be rendered by the Govern- 
ment and the reduction of the tolls upon thecanal. I think it would 
be following the ordinary course of events that after this subvention 
is made and after the last dollar of it is paid and expended, if the canal 
is ever completed, the tolls would not on this account be any less. 

I think this is only one installment of five of $100,000,000 each 
which will be necessary for the completion of this canal; but if the 
canal were completed the fact that we had advanced the money would 
not lighten the tolls, They would still be in the control of the corpora- 
tion, and this bill, as has been remarked, does not contain any guar- 
anty for the decrease of tolls. 

So far as the naming of the directors is concerned, we have had some 
experience on that point. 

We have named directors for some of the transcontinental railroads, 
but a feather on my palm would have as much weight as they have 
exercised in the control of the rates of freight and fare on either of the 
transcontinental lines. They have had no influence, and they would 
have no influence in this case, so much superior is the intensity and 
earnestness, and, if you will allow the expression, the greed of a party 
having a private interest, to that sense of only public responsibility 
resting upon the directors or co-directors in such enterprises appointed 
by the Government. 

Consider this vast sum of $100,000,000, in connection with what is 
said about the political, military, and naval importance, alluded to here 
to-day, of securing the transit by canal by this Nicaraguan route. If 
we take this $100,000,009, we could build upon the Pacific coast a na- 
val station and a dry dock, with all their appurtenances, and have left 
seventy or eighty million dollars to equip a navy, superior in numbers 
and guns to the whole existing navy of the United States, which would 
make a permanent Pacific squadron, having its headquarters on the 
Pacific coast, under no necessity to make the voyage of Magellan through 
the Straits, and commanding everywhere respect and enforcing com- 
pliance by foreign governments with our interests in those quarters. 

For our interests, and the view we take of them, upon the Pacific 
coast, looking to the political and naval effect of this expenditure, I 
should think that $100,000,000 so expended would be spent with 
vastly more wisdom and advantage than in throwing it into any en- 
terprise unfinished, and, as I claim, to remain forever unfinished, such 
as the Nicaragua Canal. 

This is not a new project. The Nicaraguan Canal project is a very 
old one, almost as old as civilization upon the western hemisphere. 
I think this is, perhaps, in the order of time the fourth enterprise of 
the kind under the Government of the United States or quasi North 
American auspices. 

I voted for the bill incorporating what is now known as the Nicaragua 
Canal Company. I voted for it with the restrictions referred to by the 
learned Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN], and read by him to- 
day, and I understood it to be expressly agreed, if there could be such 
an agreement between the corporation and the members of the National 
Legislature here, there was such an oral and public understanding at 
least, that the company should not come back for help or aid in such an 
enterprise under any conditions; and for my part—and I think I oc- 
eupied a position similar to other Senators on this floor—I would not 
have voted for the bill at all, or have given the sanction of American 
law or the American name to the corporation, except upon the condi- 
tion that it should not return to make the request and the demand 
which is now made in its behalf. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has not returned. 

Mr. TURPIE. Now, sir, I have given to the very numerous papers 
laid before us on this subject careful attention; and with some degree 
of misgiving—because I am simply a layman upon the great problems 
of civil engineering and canalization involved in this bill—I have come 
deliberately to the conclusion that this whole scheme of the Nicaragua 
Canal is already a desperate measure beyond practical feasibility. 
have no doubt there are some reasons well known to the initiated, 
though not to the outside world, which make it utterly and totally 
impracticable, or wholly improbable and unprofitable, or else it would, 
under the terms of this incorporation, have received that financial in- 
dorsement and encouragement which the company has so often spoken 
of and yet has never realized. 

This corporation have had now two or three years to exploit this 
pes in ali the bourses and in all the exchanges of the world. They 

ve had two or three years to explain its object, its expense, its route, 
its practicability. They have had the same length of time to complete 
what they call the extension of the breakwater at the harbor of Grey 
Town and to make some improvements in the navigation of the San 
Juan. Full information in regard to these things has been and is at 
the command of any person in any part of the world wishing to invest 
in such a project. 










Why, sir, the great financial houses of the world have their secrets 
the same as the private domestic households and the same as the great 
public householdsand families of governments. I haveno doubt that 
opposite this Nicaragua Canal scheme fifty years ago, in the leading 
banking houses in England and the United States, there was put the 
figure of a black eye with the lid discolored as the danger sign, the 
danger signal, as a thing in which there was nothing, is nothing, and 
will not be anything available. There is no other explanation of the 
refusal of the capitalists of the entire world at this time to embark in 
an enterprise of such promise and gain, profit and lucrativeness as set 
forth here by the learned and honorable Senator from Alabama. Capi- 
tal is abundant everywhere. It is seeking investment at very low 
rates, and here the rates are twice the ordinary rates oflered 

Capital, sir, has considered this question for two, perhaps for three, 
generations, and has declined to invest in this enterprise, and for that 
reason Senators come here and ask the United States to assume the réle 
of capitalist, and by its name indorse that lame, limping, and impotent 
conclusion contained in the provisions of this bill. 

I know the Senator from Alabama has told us about the completing 
of a breakwater and improvements upon the San Juan River, cost- 
ing, itis said, about $2,000,000; but Senators will observe that the 
completing of the breakwater in the harbor is a permanent improve- 
ment and a profitable one, whether the canal be ever built or not; and 
the same may be said of the improvement of the channel of the San 
Juan River, the only navigable stream on that coast. 

It makes no difference asto the value of these improvements and the 
profit to be derived from them whether the canal be constructed or 
not. Nothing has been risked at all by this company. Look at the 
tables furnished. Do not make any romance of arithmetic and figures, 
concealing the truth already spoken of by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Wo.corr], concealing the truth that there has been only, so to 
speak, a thimbleful of gravel and stone, only a spoonfal of earth, ex- 
cavated or displaced in the direct project of building this canal. Less 
than $2,000 have been expended in exploiting the scheme proper of 
the construction of the canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know where the Senator gets his figures. 

Mr. TURPIE, I have taken them from a table, and they were cited 
to the Senate three hours ago by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. MORGAN. What tables? 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not recall their names. 

Mr. MORGAN. Only $2,000 expended? 

Mr. TURPIE. Only $1,450. 

Mr. MORGAN. Expended in work on the canal proper ? 

Mr. TURPIE. Onthecanal proper. Idonot mean the breakwater, 
I do not mean the improvement of the navigation of the San Juan 
River. No, sir; there was not $2,000 expended on it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow me, that 
the clearing and grubbing has been done from the coast out to the foot 
of the hills, and it has been only within perhaps eight or ten days that 
the first dredge has been put to work on the prism of the canal. Be- 
fore that time, they were employed in the other work of opening up 
the ship channel to get to it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Ido not think I have misrepresented the situation 
at all. 

Mr. President, I have heard with careful attention what has been 
said with respect to the character, standing, skill, and ability of the 
persons who are interested in the Nicaragua Canal Company, the Mar- 
itime Transportation Company, and the other corporations of this 
double or triple-headed scheme who are to be the beneficiaries of this 
bill. Ido not wish to gainsay one word of what has been said with 
respect to the character of the gentlemen named. I shall be happy to 
see the learned Senator put their names into the Recorp. 

But I wish to state as a fact well borne out in fiscal history, and es- 
pecially in the annals of projects of this kind, that there is no amount 
of skill, of excellence, of ability, or even of moral capacity which will 
guaranty success in an enterprise where practical grounds and reasons 
for the same fail, and that the character and ability of the gentlemen 
so much relied upon is not a guaranty for the success of this work or 
for the usefulness or profit of money which may be furnished in aid of 
it. The very high character and financial skill of these corporators has 
wholly failed in the markets of the world to attract capital to this very 
profitable and lucrative enterprise. 

How many dollars have been subscribed in New York, New Orleans, 
Paris, Amsterdam, or London toan enterprise blossoming all over with 
most profuse gains and certainly with golden promise? Not one dol- 
lar of stock has been taken. The company are without money to pros- 
ecute theirdesigns. They havea dredge in the San Juan River, which 
of course improves the navigation of a part of the already constructed 
lines, and they have grubbed or cut away the trees—no very difficult 
task—in the route from the river to the foothills, on which of course 
they can lay a tramway or railway. This is not labor lost, and it is 
not labor which can be said to be fairly risked or adventured in this 
canal project. It leaves the canal project untouched, unbegun, as it 
will be unended. 

I say, then, I am forced to the conclusion, from the consideration of 


Bah ip a 


Cn geht Baan too: ht 


eset. 


: 
i 


# 
oi 
K 
y 


: 
¥ 
¥ 

i 


Rs 


ttre 


aie te 
=~ 1FGe 


eaten oe 


ceteris stn 


io 








~~ 
‘ 


3070 


all these facts, that the ultimate effect of this subsidy of $100,000,000 
intended by this bill is not to float vessels, but to float bonds in the 
market. 

I was very much interested by the history which the honorable Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [ Mr. DAvis] gave of the disturbance of the earth’s 
surface in this region by volcanoes and earthquakes; and it seems to 
me, sir, that if you are to make a permanent, continuous investment 
in such a project those considerations ought to receive careful atten- 
tion. For the present, however, I rather concur with the opinion 
of the learned Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps]. He assured 
us with very great seriousness and gravity that, having considered the 
question of the topography of this line with exceeding care, he had 
come to the conclusion that this Nicaragua Canal was outside of those 
injurious influences which agitate the earth’s surface and not subject 
to these violent catastrophes, 

I concur with the Senator from Vermont in thinking that this Nica- 
ragua Canal is not and will not be, notwithstanding its vicinage to this 
focal center of terrestrial disturbance, subject to these seismic commo- 
tions; for, sir, I believe that the Nicaragua Canal is, and will be for 
many ages, constructed of a material which will not be damaged by the 
earthquake or the voleano. _That canal is, and will be for ages, with 
both its banks, starboard and larboard, its towpath, with all its weirs, 
wastes, and sluices, composed of paper. The only fluid that will touch 
its locks and levels is that which is called ink. For this reason I do 
not believe it stands in any danger of being destroyed by propinquity 
to that volcanic center spoken of by the honorable Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis]. 

The canal in question is a canal guiltless of spade or shovel, guiltless 
of a keel, and, I think, from what we may learn of its history not only 
under this project but all the others—I believe this is the fourth—that 
it will remain so, unfurrowed, unsailed, and untraversed by any vessel 
from either side, the Atlantic or the Pacific. 

Something was said about the exigency of war with one of the great 
powers of Europe or with some of the powers of South America. Let 
us look at the question in such a case. Supposing such a war should 
occur, in which the United States was one of the belligerent parties, 
of what profit would it be to us in the actual state of hostilities, of 
what account would it be to us that we had built, if we had built, the 
Nicaragua Canal wholly aud solely out of the Treasury? 

Of what profit would it be to us that we had built it by voting this 
subvention ? Of what account would it be to us that we had lenta 





credit, never returned, never intended to be returned, a credit totally 
lost, expended to the amount of $100,000,000 to a company engaged in 


its construction? None whatever. The question would then be not 
of proprietorship, not of sovereignty, not of ownership, but of control 
and possession. What would decide that question? The best guns, 
the best ships, and the best men at the point of attack. I ama be- 
liever, an unfaltering believer, in American prowess, skill, gallantry, 
and enterprise. I believe in such a time we should have our Farra- 
gut, our Porter, our Perry, our Decatur, atthe mouth of the San Juan 
or in the harbor of Brito, followed by their gallant tars, making the 
fight of the country under its flag; and that these descendants of 
herees would bring us a fall and fair account of the Nicaragua Canal, 
with allits dependencies, debentures, improvements, accounts, and tolls, 
in which the Government of the United States would be no debtor. 

Learned Senators speak as if in the case of war we should have the 
ground of ownership to go upon, the ground of proprietorship, or some 
legal lien before we could undertake the defense or capture of this 
work. It is immaterial in such a supposition who builds this canal or 
to whom it belongs. Nations do not need a pretense or an excuse of 
right or claim of ownership or proprietorship, but if a naval or military 
necessity arises for our control of this canal, finished and completed, the 
exigency of war determines the right and at the same time gives the 
reme dy. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask leave to present at this time the report of the 
conference committee on the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12782) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 9, 11, and 15. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 10, 12, and 14, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

Insert after the word “arms,”’ in said amendment, the following “ and equip- 
ment connected therewith; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike out in line 6 of said amendment the word “twenty-five” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ten,” and strike out in line 8 of said amendment the 
word “instructed ’' and insert in lieu thereof the following,“ authorized to have 


constructed by contract after public advertisement;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


That the House rece le from its disagreement tothe amendmentofthe Senate 
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numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

* For purchase of one Gatling revolving gun complete and one Hotchkiss re- 
volving gun complete, of service type and caliber, $5,000,"’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Provided, That no contract for the purchase of gun steel or armor for the 
Navy shall hereafter be made until the subject-matter of the same shall havo 
been submitted to public competition by the Department by advertisement 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Sen 


©. A. BOUTELLE, 
H. C. LODGE, 
Managers on the part of the House 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the r 
port of the conference committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator state the effect of the leading 
provisions of the report? We do not understand what they are. 

Mr. HALE. There are no changes of any account made from the 
amendments the Senate put upon the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the r 
port of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the House had nonconcurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Ezra B. Taytor, Mr. CASWELL, and M: 
ROGERS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8. 2648) granting 
right of way to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Com- 


| pany into and upon the Fort Riley military reservation. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States 
district courts at $5,000 per annum. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (S. 4498) granting a pension to Marion McKibbin. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (8. 671) for the relief ot Daniel B. Washburn; 

A bill (S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, in 
the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (8. 921) for the relief of John Finn; 

A bill (S. 4126) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in th¢ 
State of Iowa; 

A bill (S. 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company; 

A bill (H. R. 1504) granting a pension to Henry H. Knopp; 

A bill (H. KR. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Ham- 
mer; 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins; 

A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King; 

A bill (H. R. 4033) for relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who 
served as nurse in the late war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley ; 

A bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers; 

A bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act of July 20, A. D. 1882, divid- 
ing the State of Iowa into two judicial districts; 

A bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Mary Morgan Esdon; 

A bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler; 

A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louis- 
ville, Ky.; < 

A bill (H. R. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of James Brown; 

A bill te R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

A bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 

A bill (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 

A bill (H. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
lory; 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satlerfield; 

A bill (H. R. 9724) granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis 8S. Danford; 
A bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Agnes B. 
Collins; 
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A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl; 

A bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to William .. Osborn; 

A bill (H. R. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Herriman; 

A bill (H. R. 10323) to pension Francis E. Bidwell; 

\ bill (H. R. 10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 

A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; 

A bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; 

A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall; 

A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour; 

A bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 

A bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 

A bill (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; and 

A bill (H. R. 12278) granting a pension to Marion McKibben. 
COL, BENJAMIN C. SHAW. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4915) granting a pension to 
Col. Benjamin C, Shaw, which was, in line 7, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘*thirty.’’ ; 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MATILDA 8S. THOMPSON. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4428) granting a pension 
to Matilda S. Thompson, which was, in line 5, after the word “of,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BENJAMIN B. HOUGHKIRE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 


the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 403) granting a pension to | 


Benjamin B. Houghkirk, which was, in line 5, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to 
strike out “‘seventy-two’’ and insert “‘ fifty.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN W. WEST. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 4487) granting a pension to 
John W. West, which were, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ of,’”’ to insert 
“Cynthia M. West, widow of;’’ in line6, strike out ‘‘him’’ and insert 
**her;”’ and to amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Cynthia M. West.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOUISA STARKWEATHER, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 


the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4639) granting a pension to 
Lonisa Starkweather, which was, in line 2, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert ‘* fifty.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. 
the House of Kepresentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH &. LEE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth R. Lee, which was, in line 7, to strike ont ‘‘fifty ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House, and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous cousent, the Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PADpocK, Mr. Do.pn, 
and Mr. PreRrce were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, this day received from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1143) for the relief of Jacob Berg; 

A bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Amelia T. Seywert; 

A bill (H. R. 1290) to pension Mary A. Bailey; 

A bill (H. R. 5924) granting a pension to Drusilla A. Sherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 6838) for the relief of Angus McVigor; 

A bill (H. R. 7148) granting a pension to Lewis J. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 7477) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Foss; 

A bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
Nields; 

A bill (H. Kk. 8438) granting a pension to Esther Walker, formerly 
Esther Dayton, a nurse in the late war; 


I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
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A bill (H. R. 9827) granting a pension to John M. Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 10485) for the relief of Cynthia H. Qua:kenbusk:; 

A bill (H. R. 10535) granting a pension to Myron A. Hudson 

\ bill (H. R. 10771) granting a pension to Robert A. Ware; 

\ bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to Thomas F. Baker; 

\ bill (H. R. 10953) granting a pension to Let E. Covell-Buckley, 
late a nurse in the war of the rebellion 

A bill (H. R. 11014) granting a pension to Mrs. Malinda Hawkins, 
a hospital matron and nurse during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 11097) granting a pension to William Ha 

\ bill (H. R. 11233) for the relief of the administrat the estate 
of Phebe Leibarger, deceased, widow of Jacob Leibarge ite ot Com- 
pany H, Twenty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunt n the war 


of the rebellion; 
A bill (H. R. 11515) for the reiief of Mary R. Koehl, an imbecile daugh- 
ter of Frederica M. Koehl, motherof Edward W. Koehl, second assistant 
engineer United States Navy; 
A bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, de- 
pendent sister of John A. Hul 
first Regiment of Ulinois Vol 


8 
veilion; 


, deceased, late of Company F, Eighty- 
nteer Infantry, in the late war of the re- 


A bill (H. R, 11857) granting a pension to Collin McClelland 

A bill (H. R. 11975) granting a pension to Mary P. Pitezel; 

A bill (H. R. 11989) granting a pension to Augusta J. Crawford 

A bill (H. R. 12100) granting a pension to Samuel T. Caston 

A bill (H. R. 12234) to increase the pension of George Garfield, late 
second lieutenant Company D, Third Ohio Volunteer Cavalry 


A’ bill (H. R. 12321) granting a pension to Harlon E. King 

A bill (H. R. 12564) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Brooks 

A bill (H. R. 12607) granting an increase of pension to John Hain; 

4 bill (H. R. 12642) granting a pension to Elnora A. Dixon 

A bill (H. R. 12666) to pension Alexander Shields 

\ bill (H. R. 12679) to increase the pension of Fran A. Gask 
Company K, Sixth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry 

4 bill (H 12700) to pension Samuel O. Fisher, of Lynn, Ma 

\ bill (H. R, 12702) granting a pension to Sarah Knight 

A bill (H. R. 12777) to increase the pension of John H.R. Story 
Company F, One hundred and ninth Regi 1t Pennsylvania Veteran 
Vol inte rs; 

A bill (H 12798 I of pen 1 to William Mar 
tir 

A bill (H.R. 12855) granting it ise Of pension to Adam Deit 

\ bill (H. R. 13005) for the relief « Maur a4 er, late of the 
Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 13022) increasing the pension of wniel 

A bill (H. R. 13042) granting a pension to Manuel Tib 

A bill (H. R. 13073) granting a pension to A on Hopk 

A bill (H. R. 13108) granting a pension to Carrie F. Ogden and Susan 
Ogden 

A bill (H. R. 13204) providing for the pensior John Brownlee, 
a soldier in the Indian war of 1 and 185 

\ bill (H. R. 13206) restoring the name of Emily J. Walk 

A bill (H. R. 13214) for the relief of Harv« Maccown; 

\ bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Susan A. Malone 

\ bill (H. R. 13224) granting a pension to Emily M. Tyler 

\ bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Peter William Irederi 

A bill (H. R. 13318 granting a] nsion to Agnes C. not; 

\ bill CH. R. 13332) grantinga pension to Anna C. Dewhurst, invalid 
daughter of the late George Dewhurst, an actin terin the United 


| States Navy during the late civil war 


A bill (H. R. 13340) to pension David 8. Sande: 

A bill (H. Rt. 13343) granting an increase of pension to Augustus G 
Frable; 

A bill (H. R.1 


344) to increase th il 


pen yn of ' 





A bill (H. R. 13381) granting a pension to Sarah R. Kim! 

A bill (H. R. 13386) to increase the pension of Col. Everard Bierer; 
A bill (H. R. 13394) granting an increase of pension to‘Nancy O’ Neal; 
A bill (H. R. 13409) granting a pension to Robert H. Homes; 

A bill (H. R. 13443) to pension Natheniel Moon 

A bill (H. R. 13445) granting a pension to Evaline Laverty; 

A bill (H. R. 13450) granting a pension to Catherine Cook ; 

\ bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of George Harlan 

A bill (BK. R. 13473) to restore to the pension roll the name of Eliza 


M. Keith (formerly Eliza Ash); 

A bill (H. 8. 13480) granting an increase of 
Howell; 

A bill (H. R. 13526) to pension Leah Allen 


pel yn > William C 


A bill (H. R. 13528) granting a pension to Har: . Read; 

A bill (H. R. 13542) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Nancy G. Williamson, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 13545) for the relief of Thomas E. Breckenridge, late 


Company A, California Battalion, Mexican wat 
A bill (H. R. 13564) granting a pension to Julia A. Margrove 
A bill (H. R. 13575) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley; 
A bill (H. R. 13577) granting a pension to Kate and Ethel B. Cook; 
A bill (H. R. 13587) granting increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps; 
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A bill (H. R. 13589) granting a pension to Lydia B. Gray; 
A bill (H. R. 13592) to pension John W. Wagnon; 
A bill (H. R. 13596) for the relief of Jacob F. Taylor, late Company 
Powell’s Battalion, war with Mexico; 
A bill (H. R. 13643) granting a pension to George W. Gray; 
A bill (H. R. 13652) granting a pension to Johanna Carroll; 
A bill (H. R. 13665) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Weaver; 
A bill (H. R. 13687) granting a pension to Lizzie E. Haskett, a vol- 
unteer army nurse without pay; and 

A bill (H. R. 13688) to pension John B. Angel, father of James E. 
Angel, alias John McShier, late of Company G, Fifth Pennsylvania 
Cavalry. 

The following bills were severally read twice by-their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (HI. R 

A bill (H. R, 4914) for the relief of William B. Price; 

A bill (H. R. 8057) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 

A bill (H. R. 10277) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Patrick Dunphy; 

A bill (H. R, 10339) for the relief of Peter Weber; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) for removal of charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Frederick Whitehead; and 

\ bill (H. R. 12514) for the relief of F. W. Rawdon. 

DANIEL ULMAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5077) granting a pension 
to Daniel Ulman; which was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-two.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest, as the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DAvis], the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, is absent for the 
moment, that the bill lie upon the table until he returns, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thought the Senator from Min- 
pesota was in the Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Chair know whether the Senator from 
Minnesota desires the amendment concurred in or not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands he desires that 
the amendment should be concurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

Phe motion was agreed to. 


B, 


REPORT OF THE HEALTH OFFICER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. KENNA. On the 19th of January, the Senate, on the report 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], from the Commit- 
tee on Printing, passed a concurrent resolution authorizing the print- 
ing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, The resolution was duly transmitted to the House, 
but by some means has been lost. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Secretary of the Senate be authorized and directed to communicate to 
the House a duplicate copy of the resolution as shown by the records 
o! the Senate to have been passed by the Senate on that occasion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the absence 
of objection. The Chair hears no objection. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCKy ARK. 


Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report at this 
time trom the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be received in the absence 
objection. 

Mr. VEST. I am authorized by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5037) to authorize the building of a 
railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark., to report it favorably with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BERRY. It is very important that the bill which has just been 
reported should pass at this time, and I ask unanimous consent that 
it may be now considered. If it be not passed now, it will be impos- 
sible to pass it at this session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very sorry to be compelled to object, but a 
dozen Senators have asked me, having charge of the Nicaragua Canal 
bill, to permit them to call up particular local bills, and I should like 
to call up such a bill myself. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not object to 
the consideration of the bil). It is important that the work go on, as 
the railroad company is ready to construct the bridge. The bill will 
only take a few minutes, and I should like very much to have it passed 
this evening. Ifthe Senator from Vermont insists on his objection, 
as a matter of course, I am helpless. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be most glad to oblige my friend from 
Arkansas, but almost every Senator has one or more local bills, and I 
have one for Vermont. I have not thought it right, however, in view 
of the present state of the session, to yield to anybody to pass bills 
while the canal bill is pending. There is an hour every morning for 
the purpose of passing such bills. I hope my friend will consider that, 
and, if he can, wait until Monday morning at ten minutes past 11. 

Mr. BERRY. I can not help myself if the Senator objects. I have 


ol 





no privilege in the matter. 
the House unless it is passed now. 
that settles it. 


323) to clear the military record of George 8. Coyle; 





It will be impossible to get the bill through 
If the Senator objects to the bil!. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the objection, with the understand 


ing that Iam to renew it against every other Senator, if that is fai: 
play. 


y 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideratio 


of the bill reported by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
tion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informati: 


Let it be read for information, subject to objec 


subject to objection. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the S: 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amen 
ments, The first amendment was, in section 1, line 17, after the wor: 
** passenger,’’ to insert a comma; in the same line, after the word *‘ rea- 
sonable,’’ to strike out ‘‘tolls’’ and insert ‘‘ rates of toll;’’ and in line 
18, after the word ‘‘ war,’’ to strike out ‘‘as to railway trains; and as 
to wagons, vehicles, animals, and foot passengers such rates as may be 
provided by the laws of Arkansas;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That i shall be lawful for the Little Rock Bridge and Terminal! Railway Co: 
pany, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Arkansas, to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the Arkansas Kiv: 
at a point on said riverator near the city of Little Rock, in the State of Arkansas 
and to lay on or over said bridge a railroad track or tracks for the more perfect 
connection of any railroad or railroads that are or shall hereafter be constructe: 
to the said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or op ite said point, under 
the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided; said bridge shall be con- 
structed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at the option of th 
owners or builders thereof, may be used for the passage of wagons or vehicles 
of all kinds, for the transit of animals of all kinds, and for foot passengers, fo: 
such reasonable rates of toll as may be approved from time to time by the Sec- 
retary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word ‘‘act,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ is’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ in line 4, after the words ‘‘shall 
be,’’ to strike out ‘‘ paid’’ and insert ‘‘ made; ’’ in line 6,after the word 
‘* rate,’’ to strike out ‘‘ paid; ’’ in thesame line, after the word ‘‘mile,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ charged;’’ and in line 11, after the word ‘‘ telegraph,’’ in- 
sert ‘‘and telephone;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2, That any bridge built underthis act and subject to its limitations shal! 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post route, upon 
which no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of 
the mails, troops, and munitions of war, or other property of the United States, 
than the rate per mile charged for the transportation of the same over the rail- 
roads or public highways leading to the said bridge, and it shall enjoy the 
rights and privileges of other post roads in the United States, Equal privi- 
leges in the use of said bridge shall be — to all telegraph and telephone 
companies ; and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in seciion 3, line 7, after the word ‘‘spans,”’ 
to insert ‘‘shall;’’ in line 14, after the word ‘‘foundations,’’ to insert 
‘*shall;”’ in line 18, after the word “‘owning,’’ to insert ‘* or controlling;’’ 
and in line 19, after the word ‘‘boats,’’ to insert ‘‘or rafts;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the said bridge shall be constructed with a draw or pivot span, 
which shall be over the main channel of the river at an accessible navigable 

»int, and the openings on each side of the pivot pier shail not be less than 160 

eet in the clear, and as nearly as practicable both of said openings shall be ac- 

ceasible at all stages of water; that thespans shall be not less than 10 feet above 
extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, to the lowest 
point of the superstructure of said bridge; that the piers and draw-rests of said 
bridge shall be built parallel with the current at that of the river which 
is most important for navigation, and the bridge itself at right angles thereto; 
and that no riprap or other outside protection for imperfect foundations shal! 
be permitted to approach nearer than 4 feet to the su of the water at its ex- 
treme low stage, or otherwise to encroach upon the channel ways provided for 
in this act: Provided, That said draw shall be opened by the company or per- 
sons owning or controlling said bridge upon reasonable signal for the passage 
of boats or rafts, and there shall be maintained, at the expense of the owners 
thereof, from sunset till sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as 
the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 4, line 8, after the word ‘‘con- 
ditions,’ to insert ‘‘to;’’ in the same line, aiter the word ‘‘shall,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ perform’’ and insert ‘“‘conform;’’ and in line 10, after 
the word ‘‘upon,’’ to insert ‘‘a;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4, That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of trains 
over the sameupon payment of reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or 
any of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be 
paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shallconform in using said 


bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of 
War upona hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5; line 2, after the word “‘lo- 
cated,’’ to strike out ‘‘subject to and under the” and insert ‘* under 
and subject tosuch;’’ in line 3, after the words ‘‘ security of,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘said river, which’’ and insert “ navigation as;’’ in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘the,’’ where it occurs the first time, to strike out ‘‘ topog- 
raphy of’’ and insert ‘‘ high and low water lines upon;”’ in the same 
line, after the word “‘river,’’ to strike out ‘the shore line at high or 
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low water;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘stages,’’ to strike out ‘‘and”’ 


and insert ‘‘of the water with;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘‘soundings,’’ to strike out ‘‘actually ’’ and insert ‘‘accurately;’’ in 
line 12, after the word ‘‘stream,’’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ bridges,’’ to insert ‘‘such map to be sufliciently in 
detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of 
said bridge;’’ 


sert ‘‘or after completion;’’ so as to make the section read: 
Srec.5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 


gation as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that object the 
owner or owners thereof shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examina- 
tion and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the proposed loca 

tion, the high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, the direction 
and strength of the current at all stages of the water, with the soundings, accu- 
rately showing the bed of the stream and the location of any other bridge or 
bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to 
judge of the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other infor- 
mation as may be required fora full and satisfactory understanding of the sub- 
ject; and until such plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, the bridge shall not be commenced or built, and should any change 
be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction or after 
completion such change shal! be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word ‘‘ when- 
ever,’’ to strike out ‘‘the,’’ where it occurs the second time; so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure or its entire re- 


moval at the expense of the owners thereof whenever Congress decides that the 
public interest requires it,is also expressly reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donotlike that section. The Secretary of War 
has hitherto been authorized to be the administrator of thoso things, 
and I ask my friend from Missouri whether that is the ordinary way 
of putting it? 

Mr. VEST. The ordinary form has been to leave it with the Secre- 
tary of War. This bill came to our committee with the provision in 
it that Congress should direct, and we did not change it because that 
is an open question now, to be decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. We did not care about involving this company in litiga- 
tion. 

There is no Procrustean rule upon the subject. Some of these bills 
say ‘‘Congress’’ and others ‘‘the Secretary of War.’’ The majority 
of them havesaid ‘‘theSecretary of War;’’ butsince a district judge of 
the United States in Iowa a few days since decided that Congress did 
not have the righié to give such authority to the Secretary of War we 
allowed the language to stand as it wasinthebill. I disagree with the 
judge as to the matter of law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by striking out the word ‘‘ de- 
cides’’ and inserting the words ‘‘ or theSecretary of War shall decide;’’ 
so as to read: 


Whenever the Congress or the Secretary of War shall decide that the public 
interest requires it. 

They might keep a nuisance forever if you must wait until an act of 
Congress could be got through both Houses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 6, line 4, after the word ‘‘ Congress,”’ 


it is proposed to strike out ‘‘decides’’ and insert ‘‘or the Secretary of 
War shall decide;’’ so as to read: 


interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


The bill wasordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4827) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 


porate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’ approved February 
20, 1889. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I expect at some timeduring de- 
bate on the pending bill to offer a resolution which relates toit. I 
therefore desire to have the resolution submitted and printed, in order 
that it may be before the Senate. Itis as follows: 


Resolved, In the judgment of the Senate that it would be an act of wisdom and 
prudence on the part of the United States to engage in the work of constructing 
a canal across the isthmus at Nicaragua, provided it may be done under the 
terms of a treaty to be negotiated between the Government of the United States 
and the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica and acceptable to both Gov- 
ernments; therefore to accomplish this purpose, and to secure a water route 
between the two oceans, the President of the United States is hereby requested 
to open negotiations with the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica with 
the object of securing from said Governments a treaty contaiaing stipulations 
under which the United States would be justified in undertaking this work. 
It being expressly understood that the Maritime Canal Company shall be en- 
titled to such compensation, notexceeding $7,000,000 for work already done, as 
shall be determined by the President of the United States and the Republics of 
Nicaragua and Costa Ricans justly due to it. 
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in line 14, atter the word “‘for,’’ to strike out ‘‘the”? | 
and insert ‘‘a;’’ and in line 18, after the word ‘‘construction,’’ to in- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to say in respect of the 
suggestion that my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] has 
just now made in the resolution he has submitted, that the Republic 


| of Nicaragua and the Executive of the United States about seven 


years ago entered into a treaty to be submitted to the Senate to do that 
very thing. That treaty President Arthur submitted to the Senate of 
the United States, and I had very good reason to believe that, until 
the November election in 1884 it would have been ratified by the Sen- 


|} ate by more than a three-fourths majority, but it did not come toa 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- | 


vote until after the Presidential election of 1884, and then it failed 
by four votes. Ican speak of it now because theinjunction of secrecy 
has been taken off. 

A change of four votes would have carried the treaty, which provided 
that the United States should furnish the money and build this canal 
for the mutual benefit of Nicaragua and Costa Rica and the Central 
American republics and all the republics of this continent. Pending 
its failure, on a motion to reconsider, the Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
land came in, and within two or three weeks afterwards he withdrew 
that treaty, which was yet within the power of the Senate to ratify. 

That having taken place, after more than halfa century of waiting, 
the Republic of Nicaragua, which had in its first existence appealed to 
us to help do this business, felt that the Government of the United 
States was not willing to go into that affair, and it accordingly granted 
the concession, which is the foundation of the present Maritime Canal 
Company. It gave the exclusive privilege for the number of years 
named in it—a great many, but I have forgotten the exact number, 
though thatis not important—to these grantees, and authorized them 
to become—as they have become under this act of Congress, and as they 
might have done under an act of the British Parliament if they had ap- 
plied there—the successors and the rightful holders of that concession 
under the Republic of Nicaragua to build thiscanal, and bound them- 
selves, and, as I say, it was exclusive. 

In the present condition of things, therefore, it is totally impossible, 
as it seems to me, morally or legally, for the United States to do any- 
thing about this business, except to do this thing or something like it, 
under that grant, or to go out of any concern in the affair altogether, 
and leave our British cousins or brothers or uncles, or whatever we call 
them, and the Germans and the French to take this stock and take 
these bonds and go on with the enterprise. I will not say anything 
more about what kind of enterprise that would be, for we all know 
‘Thtere we are. 

Therefore we can not now in the face of this grant, which has been 
made by the Republic of Nicaragua, undertake to resume the situation 
that existed when President Cleveland came into power, because new 
events, which bind the honor of the Republic of Nicaragua, which is 
bound to receive the honorable respect of every other country, have 
made this concession. These gentlemen who have this concession are 
citizens of the United States, above all reproach in their characters and 
fortunes and lives, and of all parties as well, and we can not give this 
thing away to people whose commercial interests, to say nothing more, 
are quite adverse to ours. The time has gone by, and it is impossible 
that we can do anything else than to do this thing in substance—I am 
not speaking of details—if we are to do anythingatall. Thatis where 
we are, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the Senator from Vermont was absent 
from the Chamber this afternoon when this same subject was under 


| discussion. 
Whenever the Congress or the Secretary of War shall decide that the publ’e | 


The only information I have as to the power and capacity of this 
company to construct this great work which they have contracted with 
the Government of Nicaragua to do is what the committee have given, 
and it seems to rest upon their ability to raise money which they may 
not be able to do unless the Government of the United States should 
step in and loan them its credit. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] this afternoon made the 
declaration that it would probably cost the Maritime Canal Company 
$400,000, 000, including interest,in rebates upon money, or discount 
upon money, whatever it may be termed, before the canal would becom- 
pleted, whereas the aid of the Government of the United States under 
the provisions of this bill would enable the company to build the canal 
at acost of $100,000,000. I take itif the United Statesshould assume 
the building of the canal under the sovereignty of Nicaragua and of 
the United States, exercised conjointly, reserving, as this resolution 
does, the right which the committee itself reserve in their bill for the 
benefit of the Maritime Canal Company, that we would be doing no in- 
justice to it. 

If the canal can be quickly constructed by the use of the credit of 
the United States, and, as it seems in the judgment of many Senators 
about me, that the Government itself should receive the powerand au- 
thority to build it directly from the Republic of Nicaragua and build 
it with its own money, by its own officers, then is it) not far better for 
the Government of Nicaragua to join that of the United Statesin build- 
ing this canal at the lowest possible sum of money, to wit, $100,000, - 
000, entailing thereby a much smaller tax upon the commerce of the 
country? Would it not be a complete justification of Nicaragua after 


! doing exact justice, as I say, to the Maritime Canal Company and the 
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same measure of justice that the committee themselves recommend and 
report, that she should transfer the power to build this canal directly 
to the Government and people of the United States, with a full know!l- 
edge that the work would be promptly done and well done ? 

In one case you will entail a terrible cost and tribute upou the com- 
meree of the world for an indefinite period, for it is to be a continu- 
ous thing. It never ends. As long as the canal exists, there is that 
great capital of $400,000,000; there is an avaricious, grasping corpora- 
tion, wishing to obtain the largest compensation possible for their in- 
vestment. ‘Therefore, there is no comparison, in my opinion, between 
the two measures. 

I do not offer the resolution now, but I state that at some time I may 
decide to offer it; and I desire to have it printed, in order that the Sen- 
ate may understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
mentsubmitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. Is the 
Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. VEST. Let that amendment be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In section 8, on page 8, line 27, after the word 
‘‘pyar,’’ it is proposed te insert: 

The Chief of Engineers of the Army shall have the supervision and control 
of the construction of such eanal, together with all rights, appurtenances, and 
fixtures connected with thesame. And the construction of such canal, and the 
improvements connected therewith, shall be subject to the laws, rules, and 
regulations applicable to the construction of public works in the United States, 
and such other laws and regulations as may hereafter be prescribed by Con- 
gress or the Secretary of War. And no money shall be expended, except 
through the Engineer's Department, for any purpose whatever connected with 
the construction and equipment of said canal until the same shall have been 
completed, 

The compensation of all officers and employésof the company shall be fixed 
by the President of the United States, and no money shall be paid out of the 
treasury of the company for any — except for the construction and 
equipment of the canal as hereinbefore provided, until the accounts have been 
examined and approved by the chief Comptroller of the Treasury. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, with regard to that amendment I 
wish to say that it does not seem to me that there are sufficient guards 
in this bill to secure or to guaranty the construction of the canal with- 
out unnecessary expenditure by the Government. The company have 
too small an interest as compared with the Government. When acanal 
shall have been completed, of course the company will have no great 
inducement to keep down expenditures, and it would be possible, it 
secms to me, under the bill for them to let contracts not at the lowest 
possible figure. There might be favoritism shown in the contracts 
and the Government would have to pay for it. 

lam aware that the amount is limited to $100,000,000, but if we 
get $100,000,000 in the eanal and it is not completed, of course the 
Government will go on and complete it. There ought to be nooppor- 
tunity for the company to make unnecessary expenditures in the con- 
struction. 

Believing the arrangements the committee have made for the pay- 
ment of whatever is to be paid to the projectors of this enterprise do 


not furnish sufficient protection to the Government, I have offered the 
amendment. When it comes to the question of actual construction, I 
can not see any objection to having that done under the supervision 


of the Chief of Engineers and have the accounts go through the Treas- 
ury Department, as they do for all the other expenses of the Govern- 
ment, so as to keep down the expense until the canal shall have been 
completed. That is the object of the amendment, and I should like 
to have the yeas and nays upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I wish to submit an observation. I ask 
the Chair to be kind enough to direct the Secretary to read the cighth 
section of the bill as it now stands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The section will be read. 

The Secretary read section 8, as follows: 


Sec. &. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause a carefully detailed estimate and statement to be made, as soon 
as may be, of the cost of the Nicaragua Canal as proposed to be constructed and 
completed according to the plansand specifications of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, including in such estimate reasonable costs of administra- 
tion and the interest accruing on the bonds herein provided for prior to the ist 
day of January, 1897, And the President shall, within sixty days after the pas- 
sewe of this act and from time to time thereafter and as frequently as once in 
sixty days, cause an estimate and statement to be made of the cost of the work 
actually done on said canal, including reasonable costs of administration, since 
the Ist of December, 1890, or the last preceding estimate, and thereupon the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to said Maritime Canal Company of Ni- 
caragua the bonds of the said company guarantied as aforesaid, to the amount of 
such cost and also interest to become due before the next estimate; but the total 
amountof such bonds to be delivered shall not exceed the cost of said canal ; 
and the proceeds of all said bonds, so far as necessary, shall be wholly applied 
in payment of the cost of the construction of such canal and reasonable expenses 
of administration and accrued interest upon the outstanding bonds of the com- 
pany, and shall not be sold or disposed of at less than par. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, thestate of the case on this amend- 
ment as against the eighth section of the bill is simply this, and there 
is no use in disguising it: If Senators wish te make this bill absolutely 
inoperative and ineffectual and leave the company to go on as they 


have got a right to do, then let us say so in plain terms and beat the 
bill, but do not let us do it by indirection. 

This company by its concession and its charter as well—which we 
may repeal altogether and that is the end of it; and then the conces- 
sion will be turned over to a foreign company; and, if that is what you 
want, it is all easy—stands in this attitude: It has this concession: it 
has this charter; and the question, as presented by the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations as to the aid the United States sha) 
give to it, is that every dollar of money we put in is to be put in upon 
an estimate of cost to be made by the President of the United States 
which, it is true, is the very means the Senator from Nevada proposes, 
by saying it shall be the Chief of Engineers (although if the Presiden} 
lacked confidence in the Chief of Engineers he could employ some other 
engineer or engineers to do it), and that on inquiry by the executive 
department of the United States—and, I take it, the legislative de- 
partment can not do it very well—only from sixty days to sixty days 
so much money as is necessary to go on with this work and its just in- 
cidental expenses shall be paid out, and that money shall not be ap- 
plied to any other purpose, and the total of it shall not be more than 
the ultimate limitation. 

Now, the amendment of the Senator from Nevada, part of which 
reads very seductively indeed, about salaries, etc., declares that the 
United States, by force of its will, is to take the superintendency, and 
so, really, the construction of this canal, into the hands of its own of- 
ficers, and they are to do it; they are to control the expenditure of the 
money directly, not upon estimates of the people who own the conces- 
sions and upon the judgment of the President of the United States, 
giving the money to them as fast as they do the work, but we take it 
out of their hands altogether. 

Very well. Ifthe United States wants todoit, howisit going todo it ? 
You can not do it by a sheer exertion of legislative will. The company 
will say naturally and necessarily ‘‘ We decline to enter into any such 
arrangement.’’ What then? Then the $150,000,000 of bonds and 
the $75,000,000 of stock placed with them, railroad fashion or whatever 
way the banks and capitalists of governments, whose interests are not 
ours in any way, are sought for to obtain the capital, and the thing 
may go on and the effect and the purpose of this bill is absolutely de- 
stroyed. 

If any Senator wishes to vote against this bill, I implore him to do 
it on his sense of public duty, and beat it, but do not let us do it by 
an insidious and an indirect way. The Pacific railroad companies are 
greatly mistaken in supposing that it is not for their interest that this 
canal shall be built, for I think it is largely to their interest, as carry- 
ing commodities from either side of this continent into the interior. 
These railroad companies are trying to get away with this business by 
an indirect and professed support of this enterprise, when there is by 
this amendment introduced into the law which we are to pass, a con- 
dition and a control that is totally incompatible with the existing state 
of things, and which no human being who has any private interest in 
it or has any concession would for a single moment consent to. 

That is the positive fact about it. Therefore I would suggest to 
every Senator who does not wish to do anything about it, to vote for 
this amendment and for every Senator who does, to vote against it, 
for, in respect of the security and satety of the United States, the com- 
mittee undertook to be careful, and I believe it was careful, that no 
single penny of this money should go except for the actualexpenses on 
investigations made every sixty days by the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this amendment was offered by 
me, not by the Pacific railroad companies, or upon any consultation 
with any railroad company. I offered it on my own responsibility as 
a Senator, and I resent any suggestion of an unworthy motive in offer- 
ing it, or that I was proposing to kill this bill by indirection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I made no such suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. I now directly charge that under this bill there 
is an opportunity for a great swindle, and there are no safeguards for 
the Government. That $100,000,000 is to be expended by a company 
without restraint, except that the Government may have the privilege 
of sending down there to look the work over and report. What guar- 
anty is that when the company is allowed to let the contracts? This 
bill repudiates contracts already existing; and we do not know what 
amount of money the Government will be called upon to expend. 

I say that the company has not enough interest in keeping down ex- 
penses. It hastoo small an interest in the property to give us the 
ordinary guaranties of good management. They get their $4,000,000 to 
start with. They bave the contracts that they have made with the Gov- 
ernments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, whatever they are. They have 
those complied with by this Government. Whatever property the 
company have acquired belongs to them. They are left then to con- 


struct the canal at their own good will and pleasure. . a 
e out of rail- 


We all know very well that most of the money mad i 
road: is made by construction companies. The reason why our rail- 
roads throughout the United States are so burdened is because vast 
fortunes have been made by construction companies. Bonds have been 
sold and the money has been made in construction. 
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Here is the best opportunity I ever saw for making money in con- 
struction, because the parties are not sent to the markets of the world 
to negotiate their bonds, where they might be refused credit unless 
there wassome guaranty that the work would be honestly constructed. 
Here they have got an unlimited credit of the Government, and they 
are allowed to make these contracts. The officers who would go down 
there to examine the canal would see how muchis done under the con- 
tract, and would naturally take the contractas the measure, and would 
be influenced by that. In expending $100,000,000 I fear there would 
be a large amount of money filched from the Treasury. I do notpro- 
pose to vote for a bill which gives the opportunity to a construction 
company to take more than half the money of the concern while it is 
being constructed. 


I did not intend to say that much. I offered the amendment in 


good faith, but if my good faith in offering the amendment is to be | 


questioned and if it is to be suggested that I have any ulterior motive 
in offering it, I ask any business man to examine and see if there are 


expended under this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat, as he is more familiar with this bill than 
Iam. What assurance can be given Senators that that $100,000, 000, 
advanced in the way provided in this bill by the United States, will 
be sufficient to defray the cost of the canal? I have heard it inti- 
mated here that if it were built by a private construction company, 
without governmental guaranty, it would cost something like $400,- 
000,000. How can we assure ourselves that $100,000,000 will build 
it under the plan suggested ? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no assurance in the bill, and no way of 
compelling the company to complete the canal. If this amount fails 
to build it, the only thing will be that the Government will have ex- 
pended $100,000,000, and, rather than lose that, the Government wil] 
necessarily make further appropriatiov 3. 

Before we engage in an enterprise that may cost three or four hun- 
dred million dollars, I propose to see that the Government has some 
guaranty, somebody to superintend the expenditure of this money who 
is under the control of the Government. I am willing that the com- 
pany shall have the property and the benefits of it, that they shall have 
their stock, that they shall be paid what they expended, that their ob- 
ligations shall be discharged up to this date. 

I do not want to be niggardly with them. I would be willing to 
give them a fine bonus, because I think the Government has been very 
remiss in not taking charge of this work itself when it had an oppor- 
tunity before. They stand in that position. I would deal liberally 
with them; but there are no parties that may be suggested to whom | 
would allow the privilege of spending $100,000,000 of public money 
without having some guaranty by legislation whereby the Government 
could know and the people could know that the money was honestly 
expended, and that there was not a job connected with it. If ex- 
pended by private parties, if this company expends it without govern- 


mental supervision at every step, whether they expend it honestly or | 


not, the cry will go up that there is a job in it. 
mies. 
act may be repealed and the whole thing repudiated before you get 
through with it. 


They will have ene- 


any suggestion of extravagance. Therefore, it is better for the com 
pany that the mattershould be conducted on business principles. The 
country will haveconfidencein the Engineer Corps. They spendalarge 
amount of money annually. Every two years we appropriate about 
$20,000,000, which they expend, and we hear noscandal. They are 


| 





The sabject will be a bone of contention in Congress and the | 


slow in their operations, but they are accurate and reasonably economi- | 


cal. They have the esprit de corps of the Army, they have everything | 


at stake, and do their work honestly; and the country, having trusted 
them so long and laving heard so little complaint, would feel confidence 
that this money would be properly expended under their control, and 
it would popularize the enterprise. 

How this company could complain that this money for construction 
purposes alone should be expended by the Government I can not un- 
derstand. 
as honest and as efficient officials as they can employ. This company 
must employ somebody, and if the Government is willing to employ 
its officers at its own expense, and they are paid their salaries by the 
Government, the work could be certainly constructed as cheaply and 
the stock would be worth as much as under any other circumstances. 
I can not for the life of me see why this provision should be objected 
to and denounced as a scheme to defeat the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I did not impute to my friend from 
Nevada a scheme to defeat the bill. I said that the effect of his amend- 
ment would be to defeat the bill, and I repeat it, in my humble opin- 
1on. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations have examined this subject for 
a long time, and we think we understand, as far as our limited capac- 
ities will go, the whole situation, which, I wish to repeat, is entirely 
different to what it was when the treaty of President Arthur was be- 
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If they want the work done cheaply, the Government has | 


| on their private credit to do it 
any guaranties to the Government that the money will be economically | 





fore the Senate and before this concession had been made, and when, 
by the arrangement between the two countries, if the Senate had rat- 
ified it, the Government of the United States, by the same engineers, 
though it did not name them—bnut that would have been the effect of 
it—was to build that canal for the joint account of the two Govern- 
ments. But that time has gone by. We can not accomplish it now. 

Then the Republic of Nicaragua, not wishing to stay forever in the 
cold—if I may so call it in a very warm climate—and not get on at 
all, proceeded to make this concession to people who are not gamblers 
and are not humbugs, but gentlemen, the most eminent, of all politi- 
cal parties, no one of whom was ever suspected of a dishonorable trans- 
action in his life, and who now, as the Committee on Foreign Relations 


| have the best reason for believing, are quite able to go on with this 


enterprise in floating their bonds and their stock, private fashion, mak- 
ing not $400,000,000 of cost in the sense of money that is paid out, but 
$400, 000,000 of debt, of stock and bonds, in order to get cash enough 
Senators can understand that. 

Now, the proposition of the Committee on Foreign Relations is that, 


| instead of taxing the commerce of the world and allowing the control 


of this canal to go into hands that are not altogether friendly to the 
commercial and political interests of the United States everywhere, to 
say to these gentleman, ‘‘ We will furnish the money to build this 
canal on the basis of hard cash.’’ There are not to be any stipends or 
syndicates or discounts or selling bondsat 60 cents on the dollar. For 
every $100 of bonds sold there shall not be fifty or one hundred dollars 
of stock go with it asa part of the bonus to make that up, so as to 
make this vast balloon, railroad fashion, of a canal ostensibly on the 
face of the papers, watered up to three or four hundred million dollars 
but which only in actual cash cost less than $100,000,000. That is 
it. 

What is to be the cost of this canal in cash? Every estimate of all 
kinds of engineers in all countries and the discussions in the interna- 
tional congresses of engineers and repeated and re-repeated surveys 
down to the last square foot of ground, I might almost say, and down 
even to the estimate that my friend from Minnesota | Mr. Davis], if 
he were here, would feel comfortable about, of the possibility that the 
dam which is to be built at the foot of the rapids of the San Juan 


| River, might possibly, at some time in the future, fifty or one hun- 
| dred years, be cracked by an earthquake, allow three or four million 


dollars for any accident of that kind that might be possible, or of im- 
mense floods which might break out an embankment. All the con- 
tingencies were put in, not by Mr. Menocal, to whom has been im- 
puted the idea that he has some selfish view about this, for he made 
these reports long before he had anything to do with the canal com- 
pany and when he was purely an engineer of the United States, and 
Captain Lull and Sullivan and all of them. 

These gentlemen having got these reports, finally submitted them to 
a resurvey board, as you might call it, or a selected board of five of 
the most eminent engineers in the United States, who had no interest, 
direct or indirect, in this company, in this concession, entirely inde- 
pendent, expert gentlemen, as worthy of credit as anybody in this 
world can be. They wentthroughitall. They could not find a flaw 
in the surveying or the estimates, but to guard against contingencies 
and possibilities and accidents that may happen, they added 4 or 5 or 6 


| per cent., or whatever it was, to this thing and carried it up from 
Congress will not rest if $100,000,000 is being expended and there is | 


seventy-five or seventy-six to eighty-odd million dollars. There is 
where we stand as to what this canal will cost, just as surely as any 
human foresight, disinterested foresight, expert foresight, can provide 
for. 

Butif the thing goes on as it stands now—and it certainly will, and 
nobody need fash his beard about that—there will come a time when 
this canal is done, seven or eight or nine or ten years from now—not 
more than seven years, probably, going on as it is now—and there will 
be an outstanding debt of this company, whose interest and whose 
principal must be paid, and paid out of the trafficand commerceof the 
United States and our sister republics north and south, and of Eu- 
rope and Asia, and so on, anywhere from two to threeor four hundred 
million dollars. That is where it is as a mere commercial affair. 

Then, when you look to the other considerations which have been 
named here, and which I need not repeat, where is the control of your 
canal? Isit in the hands of a corporation of the United States, look- 
ing to the best and the just interests of our people, without injustice 


| to other people, taking care of our own citizens on our own continent ? 


Not at all. It will be anotherSuez. Perhaps there is some Senator 
here—I think not; perhaps there is, I think not—who would look with- 
out discontent—I will put it in that mild way—upon Her Majesty’s 
Government having the $70,000,000 of stock, either directly or indi- 
rectly; no matter what banker holds it if she controls it in this canal, 
as she has in the Suez. I think I am safe in saying that there is no 
Senator within the hearing of my voice—and there are a great many, 
I am happy to say—who would think that was a good thing to exist, 
because we know what it means. 

I am not speaking of belligerents in times of war at all, for I leave 
that all out of sight, but of the gaidance and control of commerce, 
which every railway line and canal line in the United States and 
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everywhere else perfectly understands, that by shades of difference, 
like the Welland Canal opposite the borders of the State of New York, 
even in the face of treaties of absolute reciprocity, somehow or other 
work out for the advantage of the British shipper and the British mer- 
chant and the Canadian shipper and the Canadian merchant, and to 
the disadvantage of the shipper and the merchant and the farmer of the 
United States. 

Mr. MORGAN, Drawbacks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Drawbacks. I need not stop to tell it. They 
are convenient and easy enough while still keeping literally the faith 
of a treaty, as I suppose. Does anybody want to do that sort of thing? 
If he does, let him vote fair and square against this bill. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that I certainly did not intend to impute 
to my friend from Nevada any untoward purpose at all. I was only 
speaking of the effects. 

This eighth section, which I asked to have read, provides in the most 
explicit and positive manner that the Chief Magistrate of the United 
States shall have his hand on this expenditure and, of course, through 
these very same agencies which by force of law are put into this thing, 
limiting these expenses, two months by two months, all the way 
through. 

Mr. FRYE. And as much less as he may desire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And as much less as he may desire. 

Then the amendment provides, by force of a legislative edict, in- 
stead of this company, which owns this property and has this conces- 
sion, being furnished with money upon these terms, that the United | 
States shall do exactly what under the treaty we could not quite carry 
through the Senate it was to do, and take it out of the hands of these | 
people altogether, which we have neither the legal nor the moral right 
todo. Therefore, we must deal with them in the best way we can, 
unless we wish the canal to go into foreign hands, and, if wedo, we had 
better vote for this amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is now clear that no vote can be had 
on this bill this afternoon. There is quite a number of bills on the 
Calendar to which there is no objection, which are of very great local 
importance. Under the circumstances which have surrounded us for 
the last few days it has been impossible to consider measures of that 
sort. I ask unanimous consent that the remainder of this day’s session | 
be devoted to business of that character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I should be most glad to accede to my friend’s 
suggestion, but I feel it to be my duty, in the absence of the chairman 
of the committee, to ask that we go straight on now and takea vote on 
the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendment of the 
Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] on this bill and questions col- 
lateral to it. I therefore refrain from voting. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon], who is absent, and I shall 
therefore withhold my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I do not see him 
in the Chamber just now, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
present, J] should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he would vote “ nay.’’ 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown ]}. 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrLson]. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My colleague [Mr. TELLER], who is absent from 
the Chamber on account of illness, is paired with the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. McConNELL]. If my colleague were here he would vote 
**vea,’’ and the Senator from Idaho would vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr, COKE. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SAN- 
DERS]. If he were here, he would vote ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote 
** yea,’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] and voted in- 
advertently; I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. 
was present when I voted. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Thegeneral pair I have had all through the session 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON | has been trans- 


I am paired 
If he were 


I am 


’ 


Iam paired 
I thonght he 
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ferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
am free to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
FAULKNER] that wetransfer our pairs. I am paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] and he is paired with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have just agreed toa transfer of*pairs with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. If it is satisfactory 
to him that I should make the transfer, I will do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am usually paired with the senior Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr]. Yesterday he told me that he was paired 
on this bill with the Senator from South Carolina[Mr.BUTLER]. There 
was no vote reached yesterday, and both Senators are absent at this 
time. I suppose that they rely upon the arrangement for the pair be- 
tween them, and, assuming that to be so, I have voted, and will allow 
my vote to stand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
consents to the arrangement for the transfer of pairs I suggested a few 
moments ago, so that we can both vote, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoLquitt] recorded 
as voting ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my vote. 
I am requested to state that the Senator from Iowa[ Mr. ALLISON ] and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] are paired. 

Mr. HAMPTON, By an arrangement just made, my pair with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] has been transferred to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT], so as to allow the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and myself to vote. I vote 
a) yea. ”? 

Mr.CHANDLER. My pair with the junior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BLopGETT] having been transferred, I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McM11 
LAN] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. 
If it isagreeable to the Senator from Michigan, we can exchange pairs. 
Then he and I will be at liberty to vote, and the Senator from Penn 
sylvania will stand paired with the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Iampaired with my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN], who 
is absent. If present, he would vote the same way that I do. He 
takes a warm interest in the details of this bill, and I suggest that 
some Senator should pair with him. 

Mr. DANIEL. My colleague [Mr. BARBouR] is paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 25; as follows: 


So that I 


YEAS—23, 
Bate, Davis, Pasco, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Plumb, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Power, Warren, 
Carey, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Wolcott, 
Danicl, Kenna, Stewart, 

NAYS—B. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Squire, 
Blair, Hale, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Morrill, Washburn, 
Chandler, Higgins, Paddock, 
Dolph, Hoar, Payne, 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Saw yer, 

ABSENT—40. 

Allison, Cullom, Hiscock, R n, 
Barbour, Dawes, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Brown, Eustis, McConnell, — 
Butler, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, Moody, Teller, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pierce, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Platt, Voorhees, 
Coke, Gray, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, Wilson of Mad. 


So the ameadment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still in Committee of the 
Whole, and open to amendment. If there be no farther amendments, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I had no idea that this bill would be 
hurried through the parliamentary stages this evening. I had a de- 
sire, before it was voted upon finally, to enter my protest against some 
of the features of this bill which I deem dangerous and impolitic, bat 
I am not prepared to make the argumentat present. I should be glad 
to make it, or attempt to make it, if there had been more time for 

reparation. j : 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator yield to me for a motion to adjourn ? 
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Mr. GRAY. I will. 


Mr. VEST. This is Saturday afternoon, and I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I hope that motion will not be insisted on. There 


are many Senators who would like to go on with the consideration of 


bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We may just as well goon with the pending bil’. 
We have a quorum here. 

Mr. VEST. I know of three Senators who are anxious to speak on 
this bill, but who are not prepared to do so this afternoon. I have no 
objection to going on with other business, but the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] says he is not ready to proceed this afternoon on the 
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pending bill, and it is only the usual courtesy under such circumstances | 


to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have only nine or ten days left, and a good 
many things todo. It is not unkind to say that if Senators are not 
ready they might have been by this time, considering how many years 
this matter has been under consideration. If the Senate is willing to 
come to a unanimous understanding that we will take a vote on this 
bill at 4 or 5 o’clock on Monday afternoon, I shall be willing to let it 
go over, 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. HALE. 
course, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Notice has already been given by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations that immediately after the 
mogning hour on Monday he will call up the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Then I will put itin this way, that at 5o’clock or 6 
o’clock on Tuesday we will come to a disposition of this matter. I ask 
unanimous consent that it be understood that this matter be finally 
disposed of on Tuesday by or before 5 o’clock, as may be convenient 
to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Vermont? 


I will not bind myself to that. 


Is there objection to the request of the 


take. 


at this part of the session, There has been no procrastination about 
it. Itis a very important measure and I will not agree to the request 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me put it this way, to see if Senators are 
willing to vote upon the bill at all. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody has a right to make any conjecture on that 
subject. Isimply exercise my ordinary right to object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to put the request in another way, 
to see if it would not be agreeable to my friend from Missouri, and 
that is that we have a unanimous understanding that immediately 
after the appropriation bill is disposed of this bill be proceeded with, 
and that after six hoursof consideration we shall vote upon it. 
unanimous consent for that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I think I have exhausted about all 
the resources of my ingenuity. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, There wasa motion made to adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I made a motion to adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair did not understand that. 
question then is on the motion of the Senator from Missouri that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. POWER. I ask the Senator to yield to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 
the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. VEST. I yield. 

Mr. POWER. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill we had up this morning in regard to granting to the Missoula and 
Northern Railroad Company the right of way through the Flathead 
Indian reservation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. A bill (S. 4733) granting to the Missoula and 
Northern Railroad Company the right of way through the Flathead 
Indian reservation, in the State of Montana. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let itgo over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go 
over. 

Mr. VEST. I now renew my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 23, 1891, at 11 o'clock 
a m. 


| order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will ascertain. 
| ing counted the House. | 
| ent—not a quorum. 


Monday will be taken up by the appropriation bill, of | 


Mr. VEST. Nobody can tell how long the sundry civil bill will | 
Speaking for myself, it is not our fault that this bill comes up | 


| Barnes, 


L ask | 


Is there objection to the request made by | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 21, 1891. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. Minsury, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday’s session to be read. 

rhe Clerk began to read the Journal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that there 
is NO quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of 
[ Hav- 
One hundred and twenty-one members pres- 


JOURNAI 


Mr. McMILLIN. I movea ecallof the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I movea call of the House. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on the demand for yeas and nays 

The SPEAKER, Thirty gentlemen rising—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. That is more than one-fifth, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and twenty-one members present. 

Mr. O’ NEIL, of Massachusetts. Thirty are more than one-fifth of 121, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right. The Chair was misin- 
formed. A sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 69, nays 125, not 


And I demand the yeas and nays on the call of 


voting 135; as follows: 


Alderson, 
Bankhead, 


Bland, 
Breckinridge, Ky 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Brunner, 
Bunn, 
Candler, Ga. 
Caruth, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 

Bartine, 

Belden, 


| Belknap, 


Bingham, 


| Bliss, 
| Boothman, 


The | 


Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 


| Buchanan, N.J 
| Burrows, 


Burton, 


| Butterworth, 


Caldwell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clark , Wyo. 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Banks, 
Barwig, 
Bayne, 
Beck with, 
Bergen, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 


YEAS—69. 
Flower McRae, 
Forney, Mills, 
Haynes Montgomery 
Henderson, N,C. Moore, Tex. 
Herbert, Mutchler 
Holman, O’ Neall, Ind 
Hooker, O' Neil, Mass 
Lane, Outhwaite, 
Lee, Owens, Ohio 
Lester, Ga, Parrett, 
lester, Va. Paynter, 
Lewis, Peel, 
Maish, Penington 
Mansur, Pierce 
Martin, Tex. Pindar, 
McClammy, Quinn, 
McCreary, Kogers, 
MeMillin, Sayers, 

NAYS— 125. 
Dalzell, Lind 
Dingley, McComas, 
Dorsey, McCormick, 
Dunnell, McDuffie, 
Evans, McKenna, 
Farquhar, McKinley, 
Finley, Miles, 
Flick, Miller, 
Frank, Milliken, 
Gear, Moffitt, 
Gest, Moore, N. H. 
Gifford, Morey 
Grosvenor, Morrill, 
Grout, Morrow 
Hall, Morse, 
Harmer, Mudd, 
Haugen, Oates, 
Hays, E.R O'Donnell, 
Hermann, O’ Neill, Pa. 
Hill, Osborne, 
Hitt, Owen, Ind 
Hopkins, Payne, 
Kennedy, Payson, 
Kerr, lowa Perkins, 
Ketcham, Peters, 
Lacey, Pickler, 
Laidiaw, Raines, 
Laugston, Randall, 
Lanham, Ray, 
Lansing, Rife, 
Laws, Rowell, 
Lehlibach, Russell, 


NOT VOTING—135. 
Boatner, Catchings, 
Bowden, Chipman, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Clancy, 


Brickner, Clarke, Ala 
Brower, Clark, Wis. 
Browne, T. M. Clunie, 
Browne, Va. Coleman, 
Buchanan, Va. Connell, 
Buckalew, Cooper, Ind. 
Bullock, Cooper, Ohio 
Bynum, Cothran, 
Campbell, Covert, 
Carlton, Craig, 


Skinner, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky, 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
rarsney, 
rracey, 
rurner, Ga 
Turner, N, Y. 
Wike 

W illeox, 
Williams, Il, 
Wilson, W. Va, 


Scranton, 
Seull 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, I), 
Sniyser, 
Snider, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B, 
Taylor, Il 
raylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace, N. Y 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 


Crain, 
Cummings, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dolliver, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 
Exloe, 
Ewart, 
Featherston, 
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Fitch Kelley, Price, Sweney, 
Fithian Kerr, Pa Pugsley, Taylor, Tenn. 
Flood Kilgore, Quackenbush, Tillman, 
Format Kinsey, ° Reed, Iowa Tucker, 
Fowle: Knapp, Reilly, Van Schaick, 
Funston La Follette Reyburn, Vaux, 
Geary Lawler Richardson Waddill, 
{ enhats Lodg« Robertson Washington, 
‘ Magner, Rock well Wheeler, Ala 
( Martin, Ind Rowland Whitelaw, 
( Mason Rusk, Whiting, 
Grime McAdo Sanford Whitthorne, 
Hansbrough MeCilellan Sawyer Wickham, 
Hare McCord Seney Wiley, 
Hatch Morgan Shively Wilkinson, 
Hayes, W.I Niedringhaus Smith, W. Va Wilson, Mo. 
Heard Norton, Spinola, Wilson, Wash 
Hemphill Nut Spooner Wright, 
Henderson, I O' Fe StahInecker Yardley, 
Henderson,lowa Perry Stewart, Ga Yoder 
lHiou " Sweet 

So a call of the House was refused. 

Che following pairs were announced 

Until further notic 

Mr. Coorerr, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGore. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr, BULLOCK. 

Mr. Reep, of lowa, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. Henperson, of lowa, with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia 

Mr, Hovuk with Mr. ENLOor. 


Mr. THomas M, Browne with Mr. STANLNECKER. 

Mr. ‘Tay.Lor, of Tennessee, with Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. DAVIDSON, 

Mr, BeckWiTH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. REr.y. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. DARGAN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Bowpen with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the years are 68, the nays 125. 
A call of the House is refused, and the presence of a quorum being 
disclosed, the Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Clerk to read the whole of the Journal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I demand the reading of the Journal in full. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will he proceed to read it in full ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Clerk has disregarded the instruction of the 
Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. 
not hear well. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the Clerk is not reading the Journal in full. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the Journal 
in fall. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
you know it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will sit down. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the issue of veracity with the Chair now. 
[state that the Journal is not being read in fall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it is being read in 
full, 

Mr. SPRINGER, 

The SPEAKER, 
Journal in full. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
has declined to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the entire Journal. 
rhe Clerk will continue from where he had left off. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I asked for the reading of the Journal as it ap- 
pears in his book, and he is notdoing so. Thereis one roll call that he 
has omitted reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed, 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the roll call. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has omitted the reading of 
the first roll call and is reading the second roll call. I demanded the 
reading of the Journal in fal). 

The SPEAKER, ‘The reading of that roll call was not asked for. 

Mr. McMILLIN, It was asked for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I asked for it and demanded it, 

Mr. CANNON, I did not know we had two candidates for Speaker 
from Illinois. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON (pointing to Mr. CANNoN). 
tieman from Illinois who will not be a candidate. 
Demecratic side. ] 

Mr. TRACEY. 

The SPEAKER. 


Oh, my colleague caught cold yesterday, and he can 


The Journal is being read in full. 
The Journal is not being read in full, sir, and 


1 know it is not < 
The Chair has instructed the Clerk to read the 


The Chair instructed the Clerk to do so, and he 


Go on. 


There is one gen- 
[Laughter on the 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Illinois demanded thereading 
of the first roll call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair is not having it read. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the roll call. 

Mr. FITHIAN. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. The Clerk is read- 
ing the second roll call. I have followed the names as he has read, and 
he is not reading the first roll call. He is reading the second roll ca]| 

The SPEAKER. This is the second roll call. The first was passed 
without anybody demanding that it should be reaad-—— 

Mr. TRACEY. That is the point I made—that the gentleman from 
Illinois did demand that it should be read. 

The SPEAKER. And this being called for, it is being read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois at the 
beginning of the reading of the Journal, before the yea-and-nay vote 
on ordering a call of the House, demanded the reading of the Journal 
in full. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken. 
I am not mistaken. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Iam not mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Frrurayn} 
states unequivocally that he did demand the reading of the Journal in 
full the Chair will take his word forit. Does the gentleman state un 
equivocally that he demanded the reading of the Joarnal in full? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I did demand the reading of the Journal in fa)! be- 
fore any yea-and-nay vote had been reached. 

Mr. MAISH. I heard him. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will begin at that point. ‘The 
Chair takes the gentleman’s word for it; but the Chair did not so un- 
derstand and the Clerk did not so understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I made the demand for the reading of the first 
roll call. 

The SPEAKER. 
[Mr. FrIrHIAn]. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I did state it, notwithstanding the statement ot 
the Chair; and it is not my fault if the Chair did not hear or that the 
Clerk did not hear. 

The SPEAKER. Notbing more is necessary than the gentleman's 
statement that he did demand it, and the Chair has so said. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I do not desire that my statement shall be brought 
in question by the understanding of the Chair or the understanding of 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, on the contrary, does not bring the 
gentleman’s statement into question, but accepts it as absolute verity. 
The Chair stated that the Chair did not understand the gentleman to 
demand the reading of the Journal in full, and it was not so-under- 
stood at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Iam not responsible for the understanding at the 
Clerk’s desk or of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that he imparts absolute 
verity to the statement of the gentleman from Illinois, and the Clerk 
will proceed with the first roll.call. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the first roll cal). 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. FITHIAN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, the Clerk 
is omitting the reading of a portion of these names. He has skipped 
from Mr. DUNNELL down to Mr. EWARr. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the proper course with re- 
gard to this, if the matter is to be strictly construed, is that the gen- 
tleman shall make his complaint after the readingis finished. He has 
suggested that he desires the Journal read in full, and the Chair is en- 
deavoring to comply with his request, and the Clerk informs the Chair 
that he is reading it in full. 

Mr. FITHIAN. [I insist that it is the duty of the Clerk to read the 
vote as it is recorded, and not to omit anything. 

The SPEAKER. And the Clerk informs the Chair that he is read- 
ing it as it is in the Journal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. He ought to read it as it is recorded. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The Clerk is doing that now. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Isaythe Clerk is not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I say he is. 

Mr. FITHIAN. And I say you tell what is not true. [Confusion 
in the Hall. } 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, and the Clerk wil! 

roceed. - 
. The Clerk resumed the reading, beginning with the second roll call. 

Mr. FITHIAN (during the reading.) I rise toa point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk continued the reading. 

Mr. FITHIAN, I suppose itis one of the rights-—— 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 


Journal. 
Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker! Mr. Speaker! 


The Chair refers to the gentleman from Dlinois 


A point of order. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move that the House take a ree« 
Mr. FITHIAN (at the end of the reading of the second roll call). | until the Journal is prepared. 
Now, Mr. Speaker—— The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal; and it was cogeluded 
The Clerk continued the reading. 


down to the close of the proceedings in open House. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker! Mr. Speaker! Iam not surprised Mr. FITHIAN and Mr. McKINLEY addressed tke Cha 
that the Speaker did not hear me when I demanded the reading of |} Mr. FITHIAN. Idemand the reading of ther uinder of the Jour 
this Journal awhile ago, as he can not hear me now. [Laughter. | nal 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. The SPEAKER. The gent I O Mr. McKINLEY] is 
The Clerk continued the reading. recognized 
Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk is not reading the Journal. Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to inquire whether | reading of the 
The Clerk continued the reading. Journal has been completed 
Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand that the amendments which The SPEAKER. The Journal executive and othe unica 


the House nonconcurred in have not been read ? 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will proceed. 


tions has not been read 


Mr. FITHIAN. Id nd the reading of ther 


yf ] 
Mr. SPRINGER. Tho Clerk did not read theamendments in which | na). 
the House nonconcurred. They are in the Journal, or they ought TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MCKINLEY | ris 
to be. to address the Chair, and the Chair having responded very freely th« 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal as it stands. 


gentleman from Illinois {[ Mr. FirHran] thinks that perhaps the gen 
Mr. SPRINGER. Not as it stands, but as it should stand. tleman from Ohio is entitled to an answer. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order Mr. FITHIAN. I demand the reading of th rind: f the 
that the gentleman has no right to interrupt the reading. He should | Journal. 
wait until after the Journal is read. Mr. McKINLEY. If the reading of the Journal i i, I 
Mr. SPRINGER. After the Journal is read the previous question | desire to make a motion for its approval 
will be moved and ordered, and I shall have no right then. The SPEAKER. The Chair is infurmed that the Journal of the 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The gentleman has no business to inter- | executive and other communications has not yet been read. The Cle 
rupt the reading in this way. will proceed. 
Mr. SPRINGER, I have business. The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. During the reading, Mr. Payson took the chair as Speak ) 
Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the reading of the amendments which | tempore. 
appear in the Journal. Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the irnal of yesterday's proceed 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. ings be approved 
TheSPEAKER. The order is the reading of the Journal, and the Mr. SPRINGER. I make the question of order 
Clerk is proceeding with it. Mr. McKINLEY Che gentleman from Georgia | Mr. TURNE! I 
Mr. SPRINGER. I want to know whether those amendments are | understand, wants to make a correction of the Journal. I yield tohim 
in the Journal. If they are not, I want to put them in. for that purpose. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will proceed. Mr. SPRINGER, I rise to a question of order. 
The Clerk continued the reading. The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Ohio moves the 
Mr. SPRINGER. The Clerk is not reading these bills at all. approval of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings, and on that d 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. mands the previous question 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I did not understand the get 
demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio yields a 
moment, as the Chair understands, to the gentleman from Georgia 


Mr. McKINLEY. I desire that there should be no misunderstand 


Mr. TRACEY (to the Clerk). Why do you not read the Journal 
correctly ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is passing strange to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
your officer will continue to violate the ordérs of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is being read. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Journal is not being read. Iam paying at- | ing about this matter. I do not wish to yield the floor except to the 
tention, and I know what I am talking about. gentleman from Georgia, who desires to make a statement concerning 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. | his own record as I understand it; and immediately after that I shall 


Mr. SPRINGER. If the Clerk is reading the Journal correctly as | demand the previous question 


AS 

it stands, then he has not made it up correctly. | Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire todo the same thing; and I hope I shall 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed, reading the Journal as it is, | be allowed the privilege of statir 
The Clerk continued the reading. Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will 
Mr. SPRINGER (interrupting). Now, I make the point that the | not make a motion for the previous question when gentlemen here d 


Clerk is not reading the Journal. The titles of these bills passed at the | sire to correct the record in the Journal 


iz the facts in my own « 





I nal affecting them personally. 

evening session are in the Journal, I suppose. | Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that I 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is reading the Journal as it stands, | shall be only too glad to yield to any gentleman who may desire to cor 
and | rect the record in his own case 

Mr. SPRINGER. He is not, and the Chair knows that very well.| Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘That is exactly what I want to ¢ 
I do not know whether our officers are going to obey the instructions | Mr. BLANCHARD. 1 desire the same privilege. 
of the Chair or not, but I shall insist that they shall obey the instruc- Mr. McKINLEY. Ido not say that I will yield for the purpose of 
tions of the Chair. | speechmaking or motions, but in order to allow gentlemen to correct 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is not in order. | their own record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am inorder, sir. | TheSPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does th tleman 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not. from Ohio yield to the g ntleman from Georgia? — 
Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the Chair’s pardon. I havearight to have Mr. McKINLEY. A minute, if that is enough . 
this Journal read in full. Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do not know that a minute will en 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is not in order in interrupting the | able me to make my statement 


reply of the Chair to his question. The Journalas it stands now con-| Mr. MCKINLEY. [ will not cut the gentleman off, 
tains the numbers of the bills, and the Clerk is reading precisely what | Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman will not limit 
has been furnished him by the Journal Clerk. | me to a minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does it not contain the titles of the bills? | Mr. McKINLEY. How much time does the gentleman want ? 


The SPEAKER. It does not contain the titles of the bills. ‘Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do not intend to trespass on the 
Mr. SPRINGER. Nor the names of the person to whom the relief | patience of the House. I am not in the habit of doi 


iding that 


is ted ? | Mr. McKINLEY. I will yield to the gentleman to make his stat 
SPEAKER. It does not contain the titles of the bills, but only | ment without limit. 
the numbers. " | Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I am obliged to the gentleman. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Only the numbers? | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia will 
The SPEAKER. Only the numbers. | proceed. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then there is no Journal at ali. | Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, on the motion to recom- 


i 


The SPEAKER. And the Clerk informs the Chair that there has | mit to the Committee on Rules the resolution reported yesterday by 
been no time to fill in the titles, and also that it is not customary to | the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNon| I did not vote; yet the 


do it. Journal seems to show that I was present in the Hall and refused to 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then the Journal is not made up. vote. The fact is that when the Speaker had decided that the yeas 


The SPEAKER. What the gentleman is insisting upon is being and nays had been ordered on that motion, a colloquy ensued between 
done. the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] and the Speaker as 
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to the right of the gentleman from Tennessee to demand tellers on the 


yeas and nays. 

During that colloquy I went to the cloak room, took my hat and 
coat, anfl escaped, with whatever dignity I could command, through the 
barbershop. [|Laughter.| Yet I am reportedin the Journal, on the au- 
thority of the Clerk, or a page, or the Speaker, whoever it may be—I 
do not censure any one because I know there was great confusion in 
the Hall—I say, notwithstanding my absence at that time I am re- 
ported in the Journal as having been present in the Hall and refusing 
to vote on that call of the yeas and nays. 

Then a motion followed for the previous question; and after I had 
passed between the tellers.on the question of taking the yeas and nays 
upon that motion, and before the count by tellers was concluded, I 
left the Hall through the front door, and the yeas and nays were not 
called until I was in the hands of that gentleman who ministers to us 
in the bath room. [Laughter.] On both occasions I am recorded as 
having been present and refusing to vote. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whatever credit attaches to me for this procedure 
on my part, and which I have endeavored to describe, I desire to leave 
with my constituents; and I ask that the Journal be corrected by the 
omission of my name from these two lists of delinquents. 

Mr. McMILLIN and others. Make a motion. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [ Mr. CLEMENTs]}. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman will allow this 
correction to be made as to myself. I move tocorrect the Journal—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has not 
yielded the floor for a motion. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


How does the motion stand that I made? 

The gentleman made no motion. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have asked thata correction be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio moved the 
approval of the Journal, and on that demands the previous question. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the Chair will allow me to cor- 
rect the statement-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the parliamen- 
tary status, and hopes he will be permitted to proceed without confu- 
810n. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia. 
mentary situation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio was recog- 
nized on his motion to approve the Journal, The gentleman from 
Ohio has not yielded the floor, but on the motion for the approval of 
the Journal has given notice that he demands the previous question. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The previous question has not yet been 
demanded, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio, having 
been recognized, yielded to the gentleman from Georgia to make a 
personal statement, and for that only. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But the Chair is incorrect in that state- 
ment, I submit. The gentleman from Ohio yielded to me to make a 
statement preliminary to a correction of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But not for a motion. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yielded solely for the purpose of allowing a 
statement as to the gentleman’s own record, and distinctly disclaimed 
vielding for the purpose of making a motion. 

Mr. HEARD. Did the gentleman from Ohio make a demand for the 
previous question ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I gave notice that I should make the motion as 
soon as the time yielded to the gentleman from Georgia had elapsed; 
and stated at the time that I should make the demand. Now I de- 
sire to yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who 
wishes to occupy the floor for the same purpose. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Before my colleague from Georgia takes 
the floor I ask my friend from Ohio if he will not allow the question 
to be submitted to the House as to the correction of the Journal con- 
cerning myself? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I have no objection whatever to the gentleman 
asking unanimous consent to have the Journal, as read, corrected, if he 
thinks it is erroneous in thé manner he has stated. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have no objection to its being done ip 
any way. I only wish to have it done. 

I shall raise no objection to the gentleman having 


I hope the Chair will state the parlia- 


Mr, MCKINLEY. 
the correction made, if consent can be given. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent to have the 
correction made. 

Mr. TRACEY and others, Make the motion. 

Mr, MCKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. CLEM: 
ENTS]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, the Journal recites the fact that 
upon the vote on ordering the previous question on the order proposed 
yesterday morning anumberof gentlemen were present and not voting, 
amongstthem my name beingincluded, The names of other gentlemen 
were also read. 
and nays on the previous question. 





I went between the tellers on the demand for the yeas 
I went out of the Hall and was 
not in itagain for two hours. I was not here while that roll-call was 


being had. I ask unanimous consent, therefore, that my name may 
be stricken from that list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BAYNE. 1 object to the unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will notsubmit any request 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object, because the Journal is correct by the gentle- 
man’s own statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is eminently proper that 
objection should be made to the request by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. The manifest purpose being to have a fraudulent record, of 
course proper corrections will not be allowed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam recorded in the Journal, and also in the 
RECORD, on page 3202, as being present in the Hous when the yea- 


and-nay vote was taken on the question of ordering the previous ques- 
tion yesterday. 
had left the Capitol and had gone to one of the hotels of this city, and 
yet I was counted as present by the Speaker or the Clerk—— 


I was not in the House when that vote was taken. [ 


Mr. TRACEY. Or by a page. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Or bya page. And the Recorp and the Jour- 


nal in recording me as present perpetrate a palpable falsehood. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Lou- 


isiana if he was present in the House at any time during yesterday’s 
session ? 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I will answer the gentleman that I was pres- 


ent and went through the tellers on the demand for the yeas and nays. 


{Laughter on the Republican side. } 
Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman admits that he was present. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. My being present at one vote has nothing to 


do with my presence or absence on a succeeding vote. After going 


through the tellers on the vote ordering the yeas and nays, it was my 


privilege to leavethe House. There is or was norule of the House and 


no law preventing it, I did leave the House immediately, and for it 


am responsible only to my constituents. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman is responsible to 


every member here. 


Mr. BLANCHARD, Ideny it, The fact that I went through the 


tellers on the vote orderiag the yeas and nays gave no right to the 
Speaker or Clerk to count me present on a subsequent vote ordering 
the previous question, when in point of fact I was absent from the 


House. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Do I understand you to say you were not here 


duriug the vote? 


Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘That is what I said. When the vote wastaken 


on ordering the previous question I was not in the Hall of the House. 
Before my name was called the first time I had left the Capitol Build- 
ing and repaired to a hotel of this city near the Capitol, and I did not 
return to the Hall of the House until the evening session for pensions 


n. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio permit me 


to made a similar statement? 


Mr. McKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


Crisp] for the same purpose. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, on page 3202 of the RecorD my name is 
recorded as one of those present and not voting. I desire to say that 


that record is incorrect. I was present and went between the tellers 
on the demand for the previous question, I believe it was—— 


Mr. McMILLIN. On the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP. On the demand forthe yeasand nays. I went between 
the tellers, went back to the cloakroom, immediately took my coat 
and went out, and before the beginning of the roll-call I was outof the 
building, having left it. I merely desire to say this, so that the House 
and the country may understand the method in which the presiding 
officer of this House makes up and falsifies this record. [Applause on 
the Democratic side and cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ on the Republican side. } 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The record is false in a number of particulars, as 
other gentlemen here can testify. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will not yield to the gentleman for the purpose 
of reflecting ow the officers of this House. 

A Memper. What officers? Do you mean the pages, the Clerk, or 
the Speaker? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
of that kind. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WiLson ] 
wishes to explain his own record I am willing to yield, but for no other 
purpose. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. That is all. - 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Ohio is not willing to yield 
for a motion to correct the Journal. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I desire to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The House must be in order. 


It is not my intention to do anything 
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Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch 
as the gentleman from Ohio has yielded to me for the purpose of mak- 
ing a statement, that on yesterday I passed between the tellers and 
immediately left the Hall, and after I had left the Hall I heard the 
first name on the roll called. This morning I find Iam recorded as 
having been present, when in fact I was not in the Hall. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. State where you were. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I was outside of the door. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If gentlemen on the other side desire to discuss 
the question of the approval of the Journal—— 

Mr. WHITELAW. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will yield to 
me for a moment, to allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I would like to have some indication on the other 
side of a desire to discuss the question of the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. OATES. I would like the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me 
to allow me to make a similar statement. 

Mr. McKINLEY. On what subject? 

Mr. OATES. On the subject of the Journal. 

Mr. WHITELAW. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will give me 
an opportunity to explain this record. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If gentlemen on the other side desire to discuss 
the matter, we can have the discussion upon the ordering of the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. OATES. I do not desire to discuss itatall, but I desire to make 
a statement. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. To the end that we may have no unnecessary de- 
lay, I ask unanimous consent that the previous question may be con- 
sidered as ordered on the approval of the Journal, which will give de- 
bate of twenty minutes on a side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the use of debating the question of the ap- 
proval of the Journal when you will notallowit to beamended? You 
allow statements to be made by gentlemen that the Journal is incor- 
rect as made up, but you will not allow any motion to correct it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have yielded to every gentleman who has 
asked me to do it, and in some cases they have violated the courtesy 
that has been extended to them by making remarks reflecting upon 
the officers of the House. [Applause on the Republican side and man- 
ifestations of derision on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to 
make one observation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the previous question may be considered as or- 
dered 

Mr. McKINLEY. If it is not the desire of gentlemen to make 
some arrangement that the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered, then I shall occupy a minute or two myself and after that de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a minute? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam perfectly willing there should be twenty 
minutes’ debate allowed on each side under the rule, if we can havean 
understanding that the previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is upon that proposition that I desire to ad- 
dress myself to the House for a moment. ‘The observation I wish to 
make is this: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] asks us to | truth. 
give unanimous consent that the previous question shall be considered Mr. McKINLEY, I do not want—— 
as ordered before there is discussion. That would be giving unanimous Mr. GEARY. You decline to permit me to correct the record as to 
consent that this Journal, which is nottrue, shall be approved, and we | myself. I was not here. I was not here until 2 o’clock. 
could not afford to give that consent, and he knows it. [Applause on Mr. McKINLEY. Ido not want to get away from the real issue. 
the Democratic side. ] On yesterday we were called upon to consider a rule brought from the 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker—— Committee on Rules, not to consider partisan legislation [cries of ‘Oh !? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio | *‘Oh!’’ onthe Democratic side], not to consider a political bill, but to 
the Journal van not be az:ended in any way. We want to amend this | consider two billsfrom the Committee on the Judiciary reported anani- 
Journal so as to make it show the truth in accordance with what has | mously to the House of Representatives, I am informed, with u single 
been stated by gentlemen here on this floor. | exception, without any division upon party lines, free from partisan- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from ship, and a judicial bill looking to the relief of the Supreme Court of 
Ohio allow a suggestion ? | the United States, drawn, I believe, by a distinguished Democrat, my 

Mr. McKINLEY. I find, Mr. Speaker, that it is impossible to ac- | friend from the State of Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs], and an elaborate re- 
commodate ourselves to gentlemen on the other side—— port made by him favoring the bill and pointing out the necessity for 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman will not make that statement with- | its enactment. It was a measure asked for by the bench and bar all 
out accepting some responsibility himself. over the country, by professional men both of the North and of the 
Mr. McKINLEY. I would be giad to have arranged the matter in 



























The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will abide the judgment 
of the gentleman from New York, if he thinks he is not entirely out 
of order. 

Mr. QUINN. He has only got a chip on his shoulder, andeis wait- 
ing for some Republican member to knock it off. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. This isno Tammany Hall. [Greatcon- 
fusion in the Hall. } 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky desires to make a suggestion. I yield to him for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was going to suggest that 
I did not think the gentleman from Ohio, with the knowledge of the 
fact that the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Oates], the gentleman 
from Missouri [| Mr. WHITELAW], and the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuNN] have arisen, not for the purpose of discussion, but 
simply to make a personal explanation in connection with the record 
as made up last night—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One moment, Should, if it 
is possible to do it, make some arrangement by which the question can 
be presented to the House as to some correction in the record—not as 
to discussion, but as to a correction of the record in individual cases, 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama for a 
statement. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, all I wish to say is that the only time I 
was in the Hall yesterday was when the tellers were called for on the 
yeas and nays. I passed through the tellers and passed out of the 
House, and as I was leaving the cloakroom I heard the Clerk begin to 
call the yeas and nays. I was not in the House at all afterwards. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know what object the gentleman has in 
allowing members to state their position, indicating that they have been 
improperly counted, and then demanding the previous question, refus- 
ing to allow the House to determine the issue they make. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have offered everything for the correction of 
the Journal that I can, or can in fairness be asked, and now shall make 
a statement, and then demand the previous question. There has 
already been debate upon the motion to approve the Journal, but I 
shall occupy a moment or two before calling the previous question. 

Mr. BUNN. I hope yon will allow us to make an explanation. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. The statements of the gentlemen on the other 
side already made indicate exactly their claim in regard to their pres- 
ence in the House on yesterday. I do not believe there is asingle gen- 
tleman who has made a statement concerning his relation to the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday but has stated, in open House and tothe country, 
that he was here present to help call the yeas and nays, going through 
the tellers for the purpose of demanding the yeas and nays, voting on 
division and by tellers, and then upon his own statement escaped or 
undertook to escape from the House of Representatives. 
the Republican side. | 

Mr. TRACEY,. Did they not have a right to leave the House of 
Representatives ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. McKINLEY. I do not want to get away from the true con- 
tention. 

Mr. TRACEY. Nobody on this side wants to get away from the 











| Applause on 


Senth, demanded by the business of the country, looking to what? 
some way. 


Looking to giving relief to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
Mr. SpPrnoLA walked up one of the aisles with a piece of paper on | and to permit the people of the United States to have their suits settled 
his shoulder, amid great 'aughter and applause on the Democraticside. | and determined promptly, instead of waiting four or five years, or more, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests that the gentle- | as required under the judiciary as now organized. And so I say, Mr. 
man from New York [Mr. SprrnorA] is entirely out of order. Speaker, there was no justification on yesterday for the conduct of the 
Mr. SPINOLA. Iam not saying anything. gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair submits to the gentleman 


Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me—— 
from New York whether on his own statement he does not think he Mr. McKINLEY. No; I will not permit the gentleman, who stood 
is entirely out of order. here all day yesterday to prevent the transaction of public business, 
Mr. SPINOLA. I protest against the Speaker ruling me out of | I will not yield to him—— 


[Loud applause on the Republican side, ] 
order. I have not said a word. I have not opened my mouth. Mr. McMILLIN. 


You dare not. You knowyou are trying to give 
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a false impression. 


plause on the Democratic side. } 


Mr. McKINLEY. 


You are trying to deceive the people. [Loud ap- 


You know that you have already forfeited all 

claims to courtesy from this side of the House. 

the Republican side. ] 
Mr. McMILLIN, 


[Loud applause on 
I demand the previous question. 
I say that you are trying to deceive the people, 


and you can not palm off this fraudulent record upon the people. 
This Journal you propose to approve begins with falsehood, continues 


in falsehood, and ends with falsehood. 


| Loud applause on the Demo- 


cratic side, loud jeering on the Republican side, and great confusion in 


the Hall. } 
Mr, LANE, 


Mr. McKINLEY. 


Mr. Speaker—— 
I demand the previous question, and on that I 


ask ior the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER pvo tempore. 


The question is on ordering the pre- 


vious question, on which the gentleman from Ohio demands the yeas 


and nays 
Mr. 


SPRINGER. 


being recognized, I reserved the point of order upon this motion. 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. There is no reserving of points of order. 
The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 
number; and the yeas and nays are ordered. 
Will the Chair state the pending question ? 


Mr. BLAND. 
The SPEAK ER prot mpore, 


for the previous question upon the approval of the Journal. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 113, not vot- 
ing 61; as follows: 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich 
Anderson, Kans, 


Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 

Bankes, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Belden, 

Belk nap, 
Bingham, 
Bliss 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Oaidwell, 
Candler, Mass. 
‘ADnOn, 
‘arter, 
‘aswell, 
*headle, 
theatham, 
‘ark, Wyo 


‘ogswell, 


| 

¢ 

‘ 

‘ 

¢ 

4 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Conrell, 
Craig, 
Oulbertson, Pa. 
Cutcheon 
Dalzell, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire 
Brown, J. B 
Brunver, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bann, 
Bynum, 
Candier, Ga. 
Catchings, 
Clemonts 
Ciunie, 

Cobb, 

Cooper, Ind. 
Covert, 
Cowles, 

Orisp, 
Oulberson, Tex 
Cammings, 


Allen, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Beckwith, 
Bergen, 
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YEAS—155. 
Lehlbach, 
Lind, 
McComas, 
« MeCord, 


Darlington, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 


Dorsey, McCormick, 
Dunnell, McDuffie, 
Evans, McKenna, 
Ewart, McKinley, 
Farquhar, Miles, 
Featherston, Miller, 
Finley, Milliken, 
Flick, Moffitt, 
Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Funston, Morey, 
Gear, Morrill, 
Gest, Morrow, 
Gifford, Morse, 
Greenhalge, Mudd, 
Grosvenor, Nute, 
Grout, O'Donnell, 
Hall, O'Neill, Pa. 
Hansbrough, Osborne, 
Harmer, Owen, Ind. 
Haugen, Payne, 
Hays, E. R. Payson, 
Henderson, Il. Perkins, 
Hermann, Peters, 
Hill, Pickler, 
Hopkins, Post, 
Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Kerr, lowa Quackenbush, 
Keicham, Raines, 
Kinsey, Ray, 
Lacey, Reyburn, 
La Follette, Rife, 
Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Langston, Rowell, 
Lansing, Russell, 
Laws, Sanford, 
NAYS—113. 
Dargan, Maish, 
Dibble, Martin, Ind, 


Dickerson, Martin, Tex, 


Dockery, McAdoo, 
Dunphy, McClammy, 
Edmunds, McClellan, 
Ellis, McCreary, 
Fithian, MeMillin, 
Flower, McRae, 
Forman, Mills, 
Forney, Montgomory, 
Fowler, Moore, Ter, 
Goodnight, Mutchler, 
Hare, Norton, 
Hatch, 


Oates, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 


Hayes, W. I 
Haynes, 


Heard, Owens, Ohio 
Hemphill, Parrett, 
iinedieee N.C. Paynter, 
Holman, Penington, 
Hooker, Perry, 
Lane, Pierce, 
Lanham, Pindar, 
Lawler, Price, 
Lee, Quinn, 
Lester, Ga, Richardson, 
Lester, Va, Robertson, 
Lewis, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—61, 
Biggs, Browne, T. M. 
Boutelle, Buckalew, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Bullock, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Campbell, 
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Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Dil. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Pa, 
Struble, 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 


. Waddill, 


Wade, 

Walker, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson,Ky. 
Wright. 


Rusk, 
< feee 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale. 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
v. 


Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, N. Y¥. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whitelaw, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Ill, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Mr. Speaker, I made a point of order, but not 


Evidently a sufiicient 


The pending question is the demand 


Kane's 





Clark, Wis. Grimes, Mason, Stewart, Ga, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson,Iowa Morgan, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cooper, Ohio Herbert, Niedringhaus, Vaux, 
Cothran, Hitt, O'Ferrall, Whiting, 
Crain, Houk, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Davidson Kelley, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Enloe, Kerr, Pa. Randall, Wilson, Wash 
Fitch, Kilgore, Reed, lowa Yardley, 
Flood, Knapp, Reilly, Yoder. 
Geary, Lodge, Rowland, 

Geissenhainer, Magner, Seney. 

Gibson, Mansur, Stahinecker 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced until further notice 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Grson. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. O’FERRALI, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, lask to have the vote recapit- 
ulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in his seat ? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir; but I was busy at the time. 

The name of Mr. LEWIs was called and his vote recorded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did not re 
spond on the second roll,call, because I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman giving attention? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I thought I was giving at- 
tention, andI thought I heard the name of Mr. BkRown called—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman thinks he was giving 
attention his name will be called. 

The name of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was called and his 
vote recorded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 155 and 
the nays are 113. The ayes have it, the previous question is ordered, 
and the question is upon the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 
r The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There wasa partof the Jour- 
nal read in skeleton. When we approve the Journal do we approve 
it as it now is or with the power in the Journal Clerk to fill up the 
skeleton ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly a parliamentary ques- 
tion. The gentleman is as competent to judge of the legal effect of 
the approval as the Chair is. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is a very high compli- 
ment, Mr. Speaker. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there debate under the rule, the previous ques- 
tion being ordered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Chair holds, then, that the one-sided debate 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] prevents debate on this 
side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds, under the rule, that 
debate having been entered upon before the previous question was or- 
dered, further debate is not in order. 

Mr, McMILLIN. I think the Chair is right technically, but the 
spirit of the rule is violated. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the yeas seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN and others demanded a division. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 95, not 
voting 84, as follows: 


YEAS— 150. 

Adams, Clark, Wyo. Grout, McKenna, 
Allen, Mich. Cogswell, Hall, McKinley, 
Anderson, Kans. Coleman, Hansbrough, Miles, 
Atkinson, Pa. Comstock, Harmer, Miller, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Connell, Haugen, Milliken, 
Baker, Craig, Hays, E.R. Moffitt 
Banks, Culbertson, Pa. Henderson, Ill. Moore.N. H. 
Bartine, Dalzell, Hermann, Morrill, 
Bayne, Darlington, Hill, Morrow, 
Belden, De Lano, Hitt, Morse, 
Belknap, az Dingley, Hopkins, Mudd, 
Bingham, Dolliver, Kelley, Nute, 
Bliss, Dorsey, Kennedy, O'Donnell, 
Boothman, Dunnell, Ketcham, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bowden, Evans, Kinsey, Osborne, 
Brewer, Ewart, Lacey, Owen, Ind. 
Brosius, ee. La Follette, Payne, 
Browne, Va. erston, Laidlaw, n, 
Buchanan,N.J. Finley, Langston, Perkins, 
Burton, Flick, \ Peters, 
Butterworth, Laws, _ Pickler, 
~~ Funston, Lehlbach, Post, 
Candler, Mass, Gear, Pugsley, 
Cannon, Gest, McComas, Sapenhem, 
Caswell a M. Ray 

Cc . Grosvenor, McDuftie, Reyburn, 

* 
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Rife, Smyser, Taylor, E. B. Wade, 
Rock well, Snider, Taylor, IM. Walker, 
Rowell, Spooner, Taylor, J. D. Wallace, Mass. 
Russell, Stephenson, Thomas, Wallace, N. Y. 
Sanford, Stewart, Vt. Thompson, Wheeler, Mich, 
Sawyer, Stivers, Townsend,Colo, Wickham, 
Seranton, Stock bridge, Townsend, Pa, Williams, Ohio 
Scull, Stone, Pa, Turner, Kans. Wilson, Ky. 
Sherman, Struble, Vandever, Wright. 
Simonds, Sweet, Van Schaick, 
Smith, W. Va. Sweney, Waddill, 
YEAS—%. 

Abbott, Covert, Lanham, Pindar, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lee, Price, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lester, Ga. Richardson, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Robertson, 
Barnes, Cummings, Maish, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dargan, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Blanchard, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bland, Dockery, McAdoo, Springer, 
Blount, Dunphy, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, McClellan, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Ellis, McCreary, Stump, 
Brookshire, Fithian, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, McRae, Tillman, 
Brunner, Forney, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga 
Bunn, Hare, Norton, Turner, N. ¥ 
Bynum, Hatch, Oates, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, W.I. O’ Neall, Ind. Whitelaw, 
Caruth, Haynes, O’ Neil, Mass. Wike, 
Cheadle, Heard, Parrett, Williams, Tl. 
Chipman, Hemphill, Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Holman, Perry, Yoder. 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Pierce, 

NOT VOTING—Si 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Rogers, 
Andrew, Cothran, Knapp, Rowland, 
Arnold, Crain, Lawler, Rusk, 
Beek with, Cutcheon, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Bergen, Davidson, Lodge, Skinner, 
Biggs, Dibble, Magner, Smith, Ill. 
Boatner, Enloe, Mansur, Stahinecker, 
Boutelle, Fitch, Mason, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, Mills, Stockdale, 
Brower, Flower, Morey, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, T. M. Fowler, Morgan, Taylor, Tenn 
Buckalew, Geary, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Niedringhaus, Vaux, 
Burrows, Gibson, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Campbell, Grimes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Carlton, Henderson, lowa Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Herbert, Paynter, Wiley, 
Claney, Hooker, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Houk, Randall, Willcox, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Reed, Iowa Wilson, Wash. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, Yardley. 


So the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was approved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having announced the result of the 
vote). The regular order is-———- 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] rises to a privileged question. The House will please be 
in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
olution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois presents 
as a question of privilege the resolution whieh the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Speaker of the House on yesterday directed the Clerk to an- 
nounce and record as present Mr. Boatner, of Louisiana, on the statement of 
the Clerk that he passed between the tellers on the demand for yeas and nays; 

Whereas Mr. BoATNER was not in the Hall of the House during the taking 
of the vote by yeas and nays onthe pending proposition: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the recording of Mr. BoaTNER as presentand not voting at that 
time was contrary tothe facts and in violation of the rules of the House. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I make the point of order that that is not priv- 
ileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On that I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that he is 
advised by the Clerk that Mr. BOATNER’s namé does not appear in the 
Journal as present and not voting. [After a pause.] The Clerk cor- 
rects the statement which he made to the Chair and which the Chair 
just made to the Honse. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, upon the question of order, I desire to be 
heard. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Illinois on the question of order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, questions of privilege, as I shall 
show in a moment by quoting the rule, relate to the integrity of our 
proceedings. If it is competent for the Speaker and the Clerk to record 
as present and not voting gentlemen who are not in the Hall when a 
vote is being taken, then the integrity of our proceedings is affected; 
the record becomes a falsehood; and members are liable to be recorded 
as present to make a quorum wken they are not in the city of Wash- 
ington at all. 

It seems io me there can be no higher question of privilege than this; 


The gentleman from Ohio makes a 
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My question of privilege is presented in the res- | 
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that members of the House have a right to require that the Journal, 
which is accepted as importing verity, shall record the facts, especially 
upon a matter which may affect the validity of our proceedings; for if 
there is not a quorum voting, and the question of a quorum is dependent 
upon the number of members recorded as present and not voting, and 
if in fact gentlemen so recorded are not present, then a proposition 
recorded as passed by the House may not in fact have been passed be 
cause of the absence of a constitutional quorum Che ruleon this sub- 
ject is as follows 


Bute TX, 
~ 3 PRIVI 
Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety I , and th rity 3} ling econd, 
the rights, reputation, and condnet of embers indi lua n their repr 
sentative capacity only; and shall have precede of a ther restions, ex 


cept motions to adjourn 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that my 
and the reading of the rule are of 
right of this matter to con 
privilege. 

1 hope the gentleman from Ohio himself will see that it is such, will 
realize that he ought to be interested in protecting and preserving the 
integrity of the Journal of our proceedings, and in having these cor- 
rections made while there is time and opportunity for us to make them, 
because if we allow such things to pass without taking notice of them, 
there is no security to any gentleman who may be temporarily absent 
as to what record may be made here affecting him, nor is there any 
security a3 to whether what we are doing is legal or illegal. | Cries ot 
“Rule!’? ‘*Rule!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). The Chair is prepared 
to rule on this question. In the judgment of the Chair, a question of 
privilege is not presented by this resolution, because of the fact that, 
after the reading of the Journal by the Clerk, after debate had upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio that the Journal be ap- 
proved, and after the previous question had been ordered, the House by 
a vote of 150 to95approved the Journal, which involved the method in 
which a quorum was secured, and the evidence of the fact, the action 
of the House, concludes thequestion. The Chair is of opinion that no 
question of privilege is presented, because of the action of the House 
upon the Journal itself; and, therefore, the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Ohio is sustained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire respectfully to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move to lay the appeal on the 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio moves—— 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on the appeal that it is 
clearly dilatory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair entertains the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio to lay the appeal on the table. The House 
will decide the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the Chair will hear a word of argument 
on the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable under the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But, Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor to 
| the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Ohio was in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was on the floor making an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, and I have the right, having made that appeal, and 
not yielding the floor, to be heard upon it. The Chair can not 
me off—— 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempo 
matter of recognition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the right of every gentleman who has the 
floor for the purpose of making a motion that is in order under the 
rules to be heard upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman was not recognized 
for debate after the motion was submitted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How can the Chair take me off the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman would have no right 
to be heard upon the motion until a subsequent recognition. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!’ | 

Mr. SPRINGER. .Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the parliamentary 
situation. There is no necessity for any confusion about the matter. 
The Chair will state his judgment of the parlimentary status, 

The gentleman from Illinois appealed from the decision of the Chair. 
It was then the duty of the Chair tosubmit that question to the House, 
which was done. The gentleman from Ohio moved to lay the appeal 
upon the table. The question of the right of a member to debate as 
now presented to the Chair by the gentleman from Illinois on the mo- 
tion originally submitted by him is a question of recognition, and is 
always, as the gentleman knows, under the control of theChair. While 
as a matter of courtesy or propriety it would be proper for the Chair 


statement of this proposition 
themselves sufficient to establish the 


1e before the House as a question of high 


The gentleman from Illinois appeals 


table 


The motion of the gentleman from 


} 
take 


The gentleman knows that this isa 
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to recognize the gentleman from Illinois on a legitimate motion sub- 
mitted by him, yet when a higher motion intervenes and another gen- 
tleman is recognized, as the Chair did recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio, alter stating the question to move ‘to lay the appeal on the table, 
that right of debate no longer exists. The present motion is not de- 
hbatable; and the question is, Shall the appeal be laid upon the table? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore decided that 
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the ayes seemed to prevail. 
Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 


Mr. McKINLEY. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 


The question was taken; and there were-——yeas 145, nays 98, not vot- 


ing 86; as follows: 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


YEAS—145. 
Adams, Cutcheon, Lind, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lodge, Seranton, 
Anderson, Kans. De Lano, McCord, Seull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley MeCormick, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey, McDufiie, Simonds, 
Baker, Dunnell, McKenna, Smith, Il. 
Ban ks, kevans, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, Ewart, Miles, Smyser, 
Bayne, _Farquhar,. Miller, Snider, 
Belden, Featherston, Milliken, Spooner, 
Belk nap, Finley, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Flick, Moore, N; Hf. Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Funston, Morey, Stivers, 
Boothman, Gear, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Gest, Morrow, Stone, Pa. 
Bowden, Gifford, Morse, Struble, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Mudd, Sweet, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
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Mr. McMILLIN, I have been within the Hall the whole time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman giving attention ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I can not say that I was, but I think I was alittle 
moreattentive than those who wererecorded on yesterday. [Laughter. | 

TheSPEAKER protempore. ‘The Chair can not entertain the request 
of the gentleman under the circumstances. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I demanda recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


SALARIES UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES, 


Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it, although 
the Chair is in some doubt whether, the previous question having 
been ordered under the rule adopted by the House on yesterday, a 
question of personal privilege could be entertained which would inter- 
rupt that proceeding. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Of course it interrupts it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House was dividing upon the rol! 
call, in which the lack of a quorum was developed. The Chair is in 
some doubt under the circumstances whether in the present state of 
the legislative proceedings the gentleman can be recognized at this 
time. But the Chair will recognize the gentleman at the earliest pos- 
sible opportunity. 

Mr. BUNN. With that understanding I am content. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be glad to recognize the 
gentleman for a question of personal privilege as soon as the circum- 


. Brower, Groat, ph gs oe ~. stances will warrant it. 

‘ Browne, Va. fall, O’ Neill, Pa. Taylor, J.D. : ‘ r 
ashame, N.J. Haugen, Osborne, Thomas, The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Burrows, Hays, E. R. Owen, Ind. Thompson, Ohio [Mr..JoszpH D. TAYLOR], on which the yeas and nays were or- 
Burton, Henderson, Tm. Payne, Townsend, Colo. dered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
Caldwell, ill, "ayson, Townsend, Pa. ; $ - 

; Candler, Mase. Hitt, Forhian Gonenn tines. Mr. OATES. Will the Chsir have the amendment read, or state the 
Cannon, Kelley, Peters, Vandever, question again to the Honse? 

Carter, Kennedy, Pickler, Waddill, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the call of the roll, the yeas and 

: owe. a Saere a Wolnte nays having been ordered upon the adoption of the amendment of the 

. Cheatham, Kinsey, ' Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass, gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR] to the amendment pro- 
Clark, Wyo. Lacey, Raines, Wallace, N. Y. posed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], no quorum 

i Cogswell, la zoe, aay, ene, ae voted. That is now the pending question. 

. Cole: . Lai r, Rife, i ‘ J a . " 
; ede looaneek, Rockwell, Wright, Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the amendment on which the vote is 
i Connell, Lending, Rowell, to be taken be read. 

5 Craig, AWS, tussell, 5 
; = cate The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendment will! be read, and also 
; NAYS—98 the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
' oe - . ‘ ? ‘ 
| Abbott. Did. ate: Ta Price, The Clerk read Mr. MCMILLIN’s amendment, as follows: 
Andrew, Dockery, Lewis, Quinn, Amend the bill as follows ; - 
Bankbead, Dunphy, a. Richardson, Strike out “ five thousand” and insert “ four thousand.” 
; Barnes, Edmunds, ansur, Rogers, . : 
nate a Ellie Martin, ind. Ron The amendment to the amendment by Mr. Josep D. TAYLOR is as 
i Bland, Fithian, Martiv, Tex. Sayers, follows: 
j Blount, Flower, McAdoo, Shively, Strike out all after the word “only,” in the fourth line, and insert ‘' be in- 
: Boatner, ‘ Forman, McC lellan, Spinola, creased a year above the salaries now received ;” so that it will read : 
, Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, McCrears, Springer, “That the salaries of the several judges of the district courts of the United 
; Brickner, gary, ms —* So States shall be increased $500 a year above the salaries now received.” 
rookshire, roodnight, 8, e, " 
: Brown, J. B. Hare, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 24, nays 220, not 
' Brunner, Hatch, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo. voting 85; as follows: 
Bunn, Haynes, Mutchler, Stump, , YEAS—24 

Bynum, Heard, Norton, Tarsney, , 

; Candler, Ga, Hemphill, Oates, Tillman, Allen, Mich. Grout, Oates, Quinn, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass, Tucker, Anderson, Kans. Hemphill, Penington, Rusk, 
Chipman, Herbert, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga, Atkinson, Pa. Kerr, lowa Perkins, Scranton, 
Cobb, Holman, Owens, Ohio. Washington, Bliss, Lacey, oer. Taylor, J.D. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Parrett, Whitelaw, Chipman, Lawler, Pickler, Whitelaw, 
Covert, Lane, aoe . they. = Flower, Nute, Pindar, Wiley. 
Orisp, Lanham, *enington, iams, Ill, » 

Salhemnen. Tex. Lawler, Perry, Wilson, Mo. NAYS—220. 
Cummings, Lee, Pierce, Abbott, Burton, Dorsey, Hooker, 
Dibbie, Lester, Ga, Pindar, Adams, Butterworth, er aopeian, 
JOT VOTING—86. Alderson, ynum, nphy, Kelley 
. . even - = Anderson, Miss. Caldwell, Edmun Kennedy, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Houk, Stahinecker, Andrew Candler, Ga. Ellis Ketcham 
Allen, Misa. Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Stewart, Ga. Atkinson W. Va. Candler. Mass. Evans. Kinse . 
Anderson, Miss Cowles, Kilgore, Sweney, faker. 7 Cannon. Ewart, la Fo tte 
Arnold Crain, Knapp, Taylor, Tenn. Bankhead Carter. . Farquhar. Laidlaw F 
Beck with, Dargan, « Magner, Tracey, Banks ’ Caruth Finley : Lan = 
Bergen, Darlington, Mason, Turner, N. Y. Barnes. Caswell Fithian Lan = 
Bigs, Davidson, McCiammy, Van Schaick, Bartine Catehings, Flick. ’ Eansine, 
Blanchard, Dolliver, McComas, Vaux, Barwi : Cheatham Forman — 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, MeMillin, Wheeler, Ala. Sosa” Clark, Wyo aoe” ae 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Morgan, Wheeler, Mich. Belden Clements, e Seek Lehibach 
Buchanan, Va. Flood, em Whiting, Belknap. Cobb Funston Lester. Ga. 
Buckalew, Fowler, O'Ferrall, Whitthorne, Bingham well, Gear . Lester, Va. 
Bulioek, Frank, ©’ Neall, Ind. Wickham, Bland 7 Gest, Lewis. 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Paynter, Wike, Blount Comstock Gifford Lodge, 
Campbell, Gibson, Randall, Wilkinson, Boatner nal Connell. Goodnight, Maish 
Cariton, Grimes, Reed, lowa Willcox, Boothman Covert, . Greenhalge, Martin Ind. 
Caruth, Hansbrough, Reilly, Wilson, Wash. Boutelle, - Craig Halt Martin, Tex 
Clancy, Harmer, Reyburn, Wilson, W. Va. Bowden. Crisp, Hansbrough McAdox 
Clarke, Ala, Hayes, Ww. Ll Robertson, Yardley, Breckinridge Ky Culberson, Tex. Hare, ° McClammy 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa, Rowland, Yoder, Brewer. . ” Culbertson, Pa. Harmer. eClellan . 
Geements, Mermans, meaty, Brickner Cummings, Hatch, * McComas, 
Clunie, Hopkins, Skinner, Brookshire, Cutcheon . MeCord 
Se the appeal was laid upon the table. Brosius, Dalzell, seven, oi. McCormick, 
The following additional pair was announced: ee a. | pear 
Mr. McComas with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. Brunner, Dibble, Henderson, Iii. Kenna, 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if I am recorded? | Buchanan,N.J. Diekerson, Henderson, N.C. McKinley, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair is informed the gentleman | Buchanan, Va. — Bingley, = 5 a 
, , 
is not recorded. Burrows, Dolliver, Holman, Miles, 
# 
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Mills, Payson, Smith, W. Va. Townsend, Pa, | Morse, Reyburn, Stewart, Vt. Van Schaick, 
Moffitt, Peters, Smyser, Tracey, Mudd, Rockwell, Stivers, Wadadill, 
Montgomery. Pierce, Spinola, Turner, Ga. Mutchler, Rowell, Stockbridge Wade, 
Moore, N. H. Post, Spooner, Turner, Kans, Nute, Rusk, Stone, Mo. - Walker, 
Moore, Tex. Pugsley, Stephenson, Turner, N.Y. O’ Donnell, Russell, Stone, Pa. Wallace, Mass. 
Morey, Quackenbush, Stewart, Tex. Vandever, | O'Neil, Mass, Santord, Tarsney, Wallace, N, Y. 
Morrill, Raines, Stewart, Vt Van Schaick, | O'Neill, Pa. Seranton, Taylor, E. B. Whitelaw, 
Morrow, Ray, Stivers, Wade, Osborne, Scull, Taylor, IL Whitthorne, 
Morse, Reyburn, Stockbridge, Walker, | Outhwaite, Sherman, Thomas, Williams, Ohio 
Mudd, Richardson, Stockdale, Wallace, Mass, Owen, Ind, Simonds, Thompson, Wilson, Ky. 
Mutchler, Rife, Stone, Ky. Wallace, N.Y. Payne, Smith, IL. Townsend, Colo, Wilson, Wash. 
Norton, Robertson, Stone, Mo, Washington, | Peters, Smith, W. Va. Townsend, Pa, Wright 
O'Donnell, Rockwell, Stone, Pa, Wheeler, Mich. Price, Smyser, Turner, Kans, 
O'Neil, Mass. Rowell, Stump, Williams, Il, | Quinn, Snider, Turner, N. Y. 
O'Neill, Pa. Russell, Taraney, Williams, Ohio | Ray, Stephenson, Vandever 
Osborne, Sanford, Taylor, E. B. Wilson, Ky. ; 7 
Outhwaite, Sayers, Taylor, Ll. Wilson, Mo. NOT VOTING—9L 
Owen, Ind, Scull, Thomas, Wilson, Wash. Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ind. Laidlaw, Shively, 
Parrett, Sherman, Thompson, Wilson, W. Va. Arnold, Cooper, Ohio Lester, Ga. Skinner, 
Payne, Shively, Tillman, Wright. Bayne, Cothran, Lester, Va, Spooner, 
Paynter, Simonds, Townsend, Colo, Yoder. Beckwith, Cowiles, Magner, Springer, 
> , S73 on | Belden, Crain, Mansur, StahInecker, 

5 f NoT VOTING—8. Belknap, Dargan, Mason, Stewart, Ga, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lind, Snider, 3ergen, Davidson, Miller, Struble, 
Arnold, Dargan, Magner, Springer, Biggs, Dolliver, Mills, Stump, 
Beckwith, Davidson, Mansur, Stahlnecker, Blanchard, Enloe, Morgan, Sweet, 
Bergen, Enloe, Mason, Stewart, Ga, | Boatner, Finley, Niedringhaus, Sweney, 
Biggs, Featherston, Miller, Struble, | Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Blanchard, Fitch, Milliken, Sweet, Browne, T. M,. Flood, O’ Neall, Ind. Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Flood, Morgan, Sweney, | Brunner, Fowler, Payson, Vaux 
Brown, J.B. Fowler, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn, Buckalew, Geary, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Ala 
Browne, T. M. Geary, 0’ Ferrall, Tucker, Bullock, Geissenhainer, Raines, Wheeler, Mich. 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, O' Neall, Ind, Vaux, Butterworth, Gibson, Randall, Whiting 
Bullock, Gibson, Owens, Ohio Waddill, | Campbell, Haynes, Reed, lowa Wickham, 
Campbell, Grimes, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. Carlton, Hemphill, Reilly, Wike, 
Carlton, Grosvenor, Price, Whiting, | Chipman, Henderson, Iowa _ Rife, Wilkinson, 
Cheadle, Haynes, Randall, Whitthorne, | Claney, Houk, Rogers, Willeox, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Keed, lowa Wickham, Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa, Rowland, Yardley, 
Clarke, Ala, Herbert, Reilly, Wike, | Clark, Wis. Kilgore, Sawyer, Yoder. 
Clark, Wis. Hermann, Rogers, Wilkinson, Clunie, Knapp, Seney, 
Clunie, Houk, Rowland, Willcox, | ' Be Ba s 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Sawyer, Yardley. So the amendment was rejected. ~ 
Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Seney, The Clerk announced the following additional pairs 
Cothran, Knapp, Skinner, Mr. Rrre with Mr. BRUNNER, for the rest of the day. 
Cowles, Lane. Smith, Il. 7 : 


Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, on this 
bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask a recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the names of those voting. 

During the recapitulation, 

Mr. BOATNER said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
recapitulation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. BoATNER | 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the recapitulation. Does the 
gentleman from Missouri still desire it? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the recapitulation of the names, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is disagreed to and the question 


So the amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment to the amendment is rejected, 
and the question recurs upon the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, let that amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out ‘* $5,000" and inserting in lieu thereof ‘* $4,000.”’ 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Speaker an- | 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays,149, not 
voting 91; as follows: 





is- —- 
; YEAS-—-89. Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
Abbott, Dickerson, Maish, Pierce, | quiry. Under the special rule that was adopted is the bill amendable 
Alderson, Dunnell, Martin, Ind. Pindar, . 9 
Allen, Mich. Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Post, | at this stage? . eee 
Anderson, Miss. _ Ellis, McAdoo, Pugsley, The SPEAKER, TheChairthinks not. The previous question has 
Bankhead, Featherston, McClammy, Richardson, been ordered and the question is on the third reading of the bill. 
Barnes, Fithian, McClellan, Robertson, \ BRECKINRIDGE mK 2k Mr. S ke 7 +. 1a 
Barwix, Forman, McCord, Sayers, | Myr. NR iE, of entuc y- Mr. Speaker, would it bein 
ouney, seCuery, Spinola, ‘ order to move to recommit the bill ? 
Slolunt, rout, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex, The SPEAKER ' stage » anenti 
aed + ee McRae, Stockdale, & ao EAKER. It would be at the next stage, when the question 
Brickner, Heard, Milliken, Stone, Ky. | is on the passage. ; 
Brookshire, Henderson,N.C. Montgomery, Taylor, J. D. The question was taken on ordering the bill to a third reading; and 
Brower, Herbert, Moore, N. H. Tillman, | the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Brown, J. Holman, Norton, Tucker, ec 8s , : on 
Buchanan, Va. Hooker, Oates, Turner. Ga. | Ona division (demanded by Mr. MCMILLIN) there were—ayes 95, 
Bunn, Rese, lows Owens, Ohio Washington, | noes 60. 
Bynum, etcham, ‘arrett, viley, | Mr. BLAND demanded tellers 
Lace Paynter, Ww , Til. | , ana ee <a 
— icon ren Wileae on | Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. McKINLEY demanded the yeas and nays. 
Clements, Lanham, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. | The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Cobb, Laws, Perkins, | The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 87, not 
Comstock, Lee, Perry, | : : foll : 
Crisp, Lind, Pickler, voting 102; as follows: 
NAYS—149. Y EAS—140, 

Adams, Caswell, Ewart, Hitt, Adams, _ Cannon, Farquhar, Kinsey, 
Anderson, Kans. COatchings, ee Hopkins, Allen, Mich. Carter, Featherston, La Follette, 
Andrew, Cheadle, Flick, Kelley, Anderson, Kans. Caswell, Finley, Laidlaw, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cheatham, Flower, Kennedy, | Andrew, Cheatham, Flick, Langston, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Clark, Wyo. Frank, Kinsey, Atkinson, W.Va. Clark, Wyo Frank, Lansing, 
Baker, Cogswell, Funston, La Follette, Baker, Cogswell, Funston, Lawler, 
Banks, Coleman, Gear, Langston, Banks, Coleman, Gear, LehIbach, 
Bartine, Connell, Gest, Lansing, Bartine, Connell, Gest, Lodge, 
Bingham, Covert, Gifford, Lawler, Bayne, Covert, Greenhalge, McComas, 
BI Craig, Goodnight, Leh!bach, | Beck with, Craig, Grimes, McCord, 
Boothman, Culberson, Tex. Greenhalge, Lewis, Belden, Culberson, Tex. Grosvenor, McCormick, 
Boutelle, Culbertson, Pa. Grimes, Lodge, Bingham, Culbertson, Pa. Grout, McDuffie, 
Bowden, Cummings, Grosvenor, McComas, Boothman, Cummings, Hansbrough, McKenna, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cutcheon, Hall, McCormick, Boutelle, Cutcheon, Harmer, McKinley, 
Brosius, Dalzell, Hansbrough, McDuffie, Bowden, Dalzell, Hays, E. R. Miles, 
Browne, Va. Darlington, re, McKenna, Brewer, Darlington, Henderson, Ill, Moffitt, 
Buchanan, N. J. De Lano, Harmer, McKinley, Brosius, De Lano, Hermann, Morey, 
Burrows, Dibble, Hatch, Miles, Browne, Va. Dibble, Hill, Morrill, 
Burton, Dingley, Hayes, W. I. Moffitt, Buchanan, N. J. Dingley, Hitt, Morrow, 
Caldwell, Deakesy, Hays, E. R. Moore, Tex. Burrows, Dorsey, Hopkins, Morse, 

r, Mass. Dorsey, Henderson, III. Morey, Burton, Dunphy, Kelley, Mudd, 

¥ Dunphy, Hermann, Morrill, Caldwell, Evans, Kennedy, O’ Donnell, 
Carter, Evans, Hill, Morrow, Candler, Mass. Ewart, Ketcham, O'Neil, Mass. 
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O’ Neill, Pa. tock well, Spooner, Tracey, 
Osborne, Rowell, Stephenson, Turner, Kans, 
r Owen, Ind. Rusk, Stewart, Vt. Vandever, 
. Payne, Russell, Stockbridge, Van Schaick, 
f Penington, Sanford, Stump, Waddill, 
, Peters Scranton, Tarsney. Walker, 
Pickler, Scull, Taylor, E. B. Wallace, Mass, 
Pugsley, Sherman, Taylor, Ll. Wallace, N. Y. 
Quinn Simonds, Thomas, Wiley, 
Kaines, Smith, W. Va. Thompson. Williams, Ohio 
Ray Sm yser, Townsend, Colo, Wilson, Wash, 
Reyburn, Snider, Townsend, Pa. Wright. 
NAYS—87. 
Abbott, Dolliver, Lee, Pindar, 
Alderson, Dunnell, Lester, Ga. Post, 
: Atkinson, Pa Edmunds, Lewis, Price, 
‘ Bankhead, Ellis, Lind, Richardson, 
} Barnes, Fithian, Martin, Ind. Robertson, 
Barwig, Forman, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Blanchard Forney, McClammy, Spinola, 
Bland, Gifford, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount Goodnight, McCreary, Stivers, 
F Brickner, Hatch, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
‘ Brookshire, Hayes, W.1 McRae, Taylor, J. D. 
f Brown, J, B. Heard, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Hemphill, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Bunn, Henderson, N.C. Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. Herbert, Nute, Washington, 
Caruth, Holman, Oates, Whitelaw, 
; Cheadle, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clements Kerr, Iowa Parrett, Williams, TL 
f Cobb Lacey, Payson, Wilson, Ky. 
Crisp, Lane, Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Dickerson, Lanham, Perry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dockery, Laws, Pierce, 
; NOT VOTING—102. 
} Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ind. Maish, Skinner. 
; Anderson, Miss Cooper, Ohio, Mansur, Smith, Il. 
1 Arnold, Cothran, Mason, Springer, 
j Belknap, Cowles, McAdoo, Stahinecker, 
: Bergen, Crain, Miller, Stewart, Ga, 
t Bigws, Dargan, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Bliss, Davidson, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
; Boatner, Enloe, Moore, N. H. Stone, Pa. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, Morgan, Struble. 
a, Breckinridge, Ky. Flood, Mutchler, Sweet, 
3 Brower, Flower, Niedringhaus, Sweney, 
i Browne, T. M, Fowler, O' Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Geary, O' Neal, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
i Huckalew, Geissenhainer, Outhwaite, Vaux, 
sullock, Gibson, Paynter, Wade, 
5 Butterworth, Hall, Perkins, Wheeler, Ala. 
Bynum, Hare, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich. 
Campbell, Haugen, Randall, Whiting, 
Carlton, Haynes, Reed, lowa Whitthorne, 
: Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Reilly, Wickham, 
Chipman, Houk, Rife, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa Rogers, Willcox, 
Clark, Wis. Kilgore, Rowland, Yardley, 
Clarke, Ala. Knapp, Sawyer, Yoder. 
Clunie, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Comstock, Magner, Shively, 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 

Mr. Roa@rrs with Mr, MaIsH, on this bill. Mr. RoGEers would vote 
for it, and Mr. MAIsH would vote against it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN; and the 
Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN demanded a division. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 86, nays 150, not 
voting 93; as follows: 


nara SARTO tI 5 aramaio 


Se a erm na pa seg mmm 


YEAS—86, 
Abbott, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Alderson, Ellis, McClammy, Skinner, 
Anderson, Miss Fithian, McClellan, Spinola, 

‘ Bankhead, Forman, McCreary, Springer, 
Barnes, Forney, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex, 
Barwig Goodnight, McRae, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Hatch, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Heard, Moore, Tex, Stone, Mo, 
Blount, Henderson, N.C. Norton, Stump, 
Boatner, Herbert, Oates, Taylor, J. D. 
Brookshire, Holman, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
Lrown, J. B. Hooker, Owens, Ohio Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Kerr, Iowa Parrett, Turner, Ga, 
Bynum, Lacey, Pgynter, Washington, 
Candler, Ga, Lane, Peel, Whitelaw, 
Caruth, Lanham, Perkins, Wike, 
Clements, Laws, Picroe, Willcox, 
Cobb. Lee, Pindar, Williams, TL 
Cooper, Ind, Lester, Ga, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Crisp, Lewis, Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dickerson, Lind, Richardson, 

Dockery, Martin, Ind, Robertson, 
. 
NAYS—150. 
Adams, Atkinson, Pa. Bartine, Bingham, 
Allen, Mich. Atkinson, W.Va. Bayne, Bliss, 
Anderson, Kans. Baker, Belden, Boothman, 
Andrew, Banks, Belknap, Boutelle, 
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Bowden, Dunnell, Lawler, Scull, 
Brewer, Dunphy, Lehlbach, Sherman, 
Brosius, Evans, e, Simon 
Browne, Va. Ewart, McAdoo, Smith, il. 
Buchanan, N. J, Farquhar, McComas, Smyser, 
Burrows, Featherston, McCord, Snider, 
Burton, Finley, McCormick, Spooner, 
Butterworth, Flick, McDutftie, Stephenson, 
Caldwell, Frank, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
Candler, Mass. Funston, McKinley, Stivers, 
Cannon, Gear, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Carter, Gest, Miller, Stone, Pa. 
Caswell, Gifford, Milliken, Sweet, 
Catchings, Greenhalge, Moffitt, Tarsney 
Cheadle, Grimes, Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Cheatham, Grosvenor, Morrill, Taylor, Il. 
Clark, Wyo. Grout, Morrow, Thomas, 
Cogswell, Hall, Morse, Thompson, 
Coleman, Hansbrough, Mudd, Townsend, Pa. 
Comstock, Hare, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans, 
Connell, Harmer, O’ Neil, Mass. Vandever, 
Covert, Hays, E. R. O’ Neill, Pa. Van Schaick, 
Craig, Henderson, Ill, Osborne, Waddill, 
Culberson, Tex. Hermann, Payne, Wade, 
Culbertson, Pa. Hill, Penington, Walker, 
Cummings, Hitt, Pugsley, Wallace, Mass, 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, Raines, Wallace, N. Y. 
Dalzell, Kelley, Ray, Wickham, 
Darlington, Kennedy, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
De Lano, Ketcham, Rowell, Wilson, Wash. 
Dibble, Kinsey, Russell, Wright, 
Dingley, Laidlaw, Sanford, Yoder. 
Dolliver, Langston, Sawyer, 
Dorsey, Lansing, Scranton, 

NOT VOTING—93. 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Mansur, Rusk, 
Arnold, Dargan, Mason, Seney, 
Beck with, Davidson, Mills, Shively, 
Bergen, Enloe, Moore, N. H. Smith, W. Va. 
Biggs, Fitch, Morgan, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, Matchler, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, Niedringhaus, Struble, 
Brickner, Fowler, Nute, Sweney, 
Brower, Geary, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, O’ Neall, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
Brunner, Gibson, Owen, Ind. racey, 
Buckalew, Haugen, Payson, Turner, N, Y. 
Bullock, Hayes, W.I. Perry, Vaux, 
Bunn, Haynes, Peters, Wheeler, Ala. 
Campbell, Hemphill, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
Carlton, Henderson,Iowa Post, Whiting, 
Chipman, Houk, Quackenbush, Whitthorne, 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa. Randall, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Kilgore, Reed, lowa Wilkinson, 
Clark, Wis. Knapp. Reilly, Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, La Follette, Reyburn, Yardley. 
Cooper, Ohio Lester, Va. Rife. 
Cothran, Magner, Rogers, 
Cowles, Maish, Rowland, 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to know how I am recorded ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iwas in my seat and listening, on both roll calls, 
and do not believe my name was called. I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

The name of Mr. THOMPSON was called, and he voted ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name called. 
I was listening, and it was not called on the second roll call. 

The SPE %. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

The name of Mr. MONTGOMERY was called, and he voted “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. QUINN. I was in my place and fuiled to hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name 
should have been called ? 

Mr. QUINN. I was, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hear what the gentleman said. 
Was the gentleman listening at the time when his name should have 
been called ? 

Mr. QUINN. I was, sir. 

The name of Mr. QUINN was called, and he voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The following pair was announced: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. BRICKNER, until further no- 
tice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to havé it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 89, not voting 
92; as follows: 


YEAS—148, 
Adams, Banks, Boothman, Burrows, 
sane — oe Bowden, Galderell 
Anderson, e, 
Andrew, Belden, Brewer, Candler, Mass. 
Atkinson, Pa. Bel Brosius, Cannon, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Bingham, Browne, Va. Carter, 
Baker, Bliss, Buchanan, N.J. Caswell, 
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Catchings, Grosvenor, Miller, Smith, W. Va. 
Cheatham, Grout, Milliken, Smyser, 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough, Moffitt, Snider, 
Cogswell, Harmer, Morey, Spooner, 
Coleman, Hayes, W.L Morrill, Stephenson, 
Connell, Hays, E. R. Morrow, Stewart, Vt 
Covert, Henderson, Ill. Morse, Stivers, 
Craig, Hermann, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Culberson, Tex. Hill, Nute, Stone, Pa, 
Culbertson, Pa. Hitt, O’ Donnell, Stump, 
Cummings, Hooker, O’ Neil, Mass. Sweet, 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, O'Neill, Pa. Tarsney, 
Dal ell, Kennedy, Osborne, Taylor, E. B. 
Darlington, Ketcham, Payne, ‘Taylor, Il. 
De Lano, Kinsey, Penington, Thomas, 
Dibble, La Follette, Pugsley, Thompson, 
Dingley, Laidlaw, Quinn, Townsend, Pa. 
Dorsey, Langston, Raines, Tracey, 
Dunphy, Lansing, Ray, Turner, Kans. 
Evans, Lawler, Reyburn, Vandever, 
Ewart, Lehlbach, Rockwell, Van Schaick, 
Farquhar, Lodge, Rowell, Waddill, 
Finley, McAdoo, Rusk, Walker, 
Flick, McComas, Russell, Wallace, Mass, 
Frank, McCord, Sanford, Wallace, N. ¥. 
Funston, McCormick, Sawyer, Wheeler, Mich, 
Gear, McDuffie, Scranton, Wickham, 
Gest, McKenna, Scull, Williams, Ohio 
Greenhalge, McKinley, Sherman, Wilson, Wash, 
Grimes, Miles, Simonds, Wright. 

NAYS—S89, 
Abbott, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Alderson, Fithian, McClammy, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Flower, McClellan, Spinola, 
Barnes, Forney, McCreary, Springer, 
Barwig, Gifford, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, Goodnight, McRae, Stockdale, 
Bland, Hatch, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Heard, Moore, Tex. Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Henderson, N.C. Norton, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. B. Herbert, Oates, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Holman, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Bynum, Kelley, Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Kerr, lowa Parrett, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Lacey, Paynter, Washington, 
Clements, Lane, Payson, Wike, 
Cobb, Lanham, Peel, Williams, I, 
Comstock, Laws, Perkins, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ind. Lee, Pickler, Wilson, Mo. 
Crisp, Lester, Ga. Pierce, Wilson, W. Va, 
Dickerson, Lester, Va. Pindar, Yoder. 
Dockery, Lewis, Post, 
Dolliver, Lind, Price, 
Dunnell, Martin, Ind. Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—92. 

Allen, Miss. Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Rife, 
Anderson, Miss. Clunie, Houk, Robertson, 
Arnold, Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. Rogers, 
Beckwith, Cothran, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Bergen, Cowles, Knapp, Seney, 
Biggs, Crain, Magner, Shively, 
Blount, Dargan, Maish, Smith, Ul. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Davidson, Mansur, StahInecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, Mason, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, Enloe, Mills, Struble, 
Brower, Featherston, Moore, N, H. Sweney, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Morgan, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Flood, Mutchler, Townsend, Colo. 
Buckalew, Forman, Niedringhaus, Vaux, 
Bullock, Fowler, O’ Ferrall, Wade, 
Bunn, Geary, O’ Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala, 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Owen, Ind. Whitelaw, 
Campbell, Gibson, Perry, Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. Hall, Peters, Whitthorne, 
Carlton, Hare, Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Chipman, Haugen, Randall, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Haynes, Reed, Iowa Willcox, 
Clark, Wis. Hemphill, Reilly, Yardley. 


So the bill was passed. 
The following pair was announced: 


On this bill, Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. EpMuNDs. 
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WORTH would vote for and Mr. EDMUNDs against it. 


Mr. MAISH. 


Arkansas [ Mr. Roeers }. 


Mr. § 


“* vea,’’ and I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


aker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Had he been present, he would have voted 





Mr. BuTTER- 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFEREES. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announced as conferees on House bill 


(H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of 


the United States Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor, Mr. CASWELL, and Mr. 
ROGERS. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 671) for the relief of Daniel. B. Washburn; 

A bill (S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the 
State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. 921) for the relief of John Finn; 
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A bill (S. 4126) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the 
State of lowa; 


A bill (S. 4749) for the relief ofthe Portland Company; 


A bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to Henry H. Knopp; 

A bill (4. R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Ham- 
mer; 

A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins 

A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King 

A bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who 
served as a nurse in the late war under the name of M Agnes Find- 
ley; 

A bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young 

A bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers 

A bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson 

A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act of July 20, A. D, 1882, divid- 


ing the State of Iowa into two judicial districts; 
A bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Mary Morgan Esdon 
A bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright; 
A bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler; 
A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, Louisville, 
Ky.; 
A bill (H. R. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rath M 
A bill (H. R. 8970 
A bill (H. R. 9034 
A bill (H. R. 9293 
A bill (H. R. 9429 
A bill (H. R. 9576 
lory; 
A bill (H. R, 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth Satterfield; 
A bill (H. R. 9724) granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin; 
A bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis 5S. Danford; 
A bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Agnes B. 
Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl; 
A bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia A. Lichele; 
A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn; 
A bill (H. R. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman; 
A bill (H. R. 10323) to pension Frances E. Bidwell; 
A bill (H. R. 10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 
A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; 
A bili (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; 
A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall; 
A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour; 
A bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 
A bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 
A bill (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; 
A bill (H. R. 12278) granting a pension to Marion McKibben; and 
A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the titles will be printed in the 
RECORD without reading. 
There was no objection. 


Allen 
for the relief of James Brown; 

granting a pension to Anna Horrell 

granting a pension to Joel Hendrick 

for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 

to increase the pension of Mrs, Mary Jane Mal- 


MESSAGE FROM 
A message trom the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11098) ‘‘for the relief of Lorenzo 8S, Coffin, 
late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment, Iowa Volunteers. 
The message also announced that the Senate had 


THE SENATE. 


passed without 


amendment the bill (H. R. 13055) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the construction of a bridge at South St. Paul, Minn 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 


5100) to prevent bookmaking and pool selling in the District 
lumbia: in which the concurrence of the House was requested 
(‘he message also announced that the Senate requests t! 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 10611 

a pension to Mary Ellis. 
Che message also announced that the 


of Co- 


: House of 


granting 


enate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12782) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House of lepresentatives to the bill (3. 4485) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth R. Lee, asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Pappock, Mr. DoLpu, and Mr. Prerce as conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (8. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B, Houghkirk; 

A bill (S. 4428) granting a pension to Matilda S. Thompson; 

A bill (8. 4487) granting a pension to John W. West; 


won 
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A bill (S. 4639) granting a pension to Louisa A. Starkweather; a sansing, postin, Struble, 
1 (8. 4915) or: ; : ‘ol. . : ’ . unston, ws, eters, Sweet, 
rn - (8. — granting a pension . os Ley ar C. Shaw; and Gear, Lehibach, Pickler, Sweney, 
A bi 5. oU77) granting @ pension 0 | janie man. Gest, Lind, Post, Taylor, E. B. 
lhe message also announced that the Senate had passed the concur- | Gifford, Lodge, Pugsley, Taylor, J.D. 
rent resolution authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the re- | Greemhalge, McComas, Raines, Thomas, 
: ; : ; ey pe" in ; Grosvenor, McCord, Ray, Thompson, 
port of the health officer of the District of Columbia. Grout, McCormick, Reyburn, Townsend, Colo 
ini slam ‘siesieideitaie Hall, MeDufiie, Rockwell, Townsend, Pa, 
. a — oF x on 7 . hae Hansbrough, McKenna, Rowell, Turner, Kans. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged amen, anaeney a ven ee 
> { C itte. -rinti ‘onc ; : >. augen, iles, Sanford, an Schaick, 
re = from - : omen on Printing concerning the eulogies of sev Hays, E/R. Miller, Ronaion, Waddill, 
eral ¢ ecenset mem ers. Henderson, Il. Milliken, Scull, Wade, 
The SPEAKER. Wait a moment. Hermann, ~ Sey : Sherman, Welker, 
Mr. 1H, ISON, res. gi Hill, oore, N. Fl. Simonds, Vallace, Mass, 
os BINGHAM M xen, ay ; ee ai . | Hitt, Morey, Smith, Il. Wallace, N. Y. 
_ Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself | Kelley, Morrill, Smith, W. Va. Wheeler, Mich. 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the | Kennedy, ae Suyese, en 
consideration of general appropriation bills. Kerr, lowa, udd, Snider, ams, Ohio 
: oe : . <etcham, O'Donnell, s s Wilson, Ky. 
Mr. MORRILL. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to cor- — O'Neill. Pa. Sieghenae, Wileon’ Was. 
rect a mistake that was made last night. I ask unanimous consent 7, Se Stewart, Vt. Wright. 
’ thic Wis 9 ; ; #& Follette, Owen, Ind. Stivers, 
oa vote by el the — 7 4498) granting a pension to Mary Laidlaw, Payne, Stockbridge, 
McKib ~ _ — ast night, be reconsidered, and that the bill be | } “angston, Payson, Stone, Pa. 
returnec ne Senate. - 7 = 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas informs the Chair that Clark ae eer ae 
he Senate has passed a House bill granting a pension to th amet. ‘Mark Wis. —” 
the i pas ' granting a pension to the same per- | Ailen, Miss. Clark, Wis. Kilgore, Rowland, 
son as was mentioned in the Senate bill passed last evening, and the | Anderson, Miss. soumeate, Tee — 
Senate \ y P » 8 ; : Arnold, ‘lunie, ane, Sawyer, 
- n 7 nanan a recall : the Senate — Through inadvertence Deaiiead. Cooper, Ohio Magner, Seney, 
the House ast evening passec the Senate bill. The gentleman from | Rarwig, Cothran, Maish, Shively, 
Kansas asks unanimous consent that the vote by which the Senate bill | Beckwith, a em. see * 
ane 1 ; ; Bergen, rain, ‘lammy, tahlnecker, 
paces d the House be es and that - bill be returned to the Biges, Dareen. McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Senateas requested. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair | Blanchard, Davidson, Mills, Stewart. Tex 
hears none, and it is so ordered. Bland, - = Morgan, Stockdale, 
T re eman fi , , y Breckinridge, Ark. munds, orse, rsney, 
7 se oe a - evesees “ys ae moves that the | preckinridee, Ky. Enloe, Mutchler, Taylor, ill, 
ouse resolve itself into Committee o e ole House on the state | Brickner, Fitch, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. Brockshive, ae ——. es Ga. 
Mr. HOLMAN. - ‘ 1 i Brown, J. B. owler, vute, yaux, 
Mr HOI ; LAN I move that the House do now adjourn. ety Soteamibaloce, Oates, Wheeier, Ala. 
fhe question was put on the motion of Mr. BINGHAM, and the Brunner, Gibson, O’ Ferrall, Whitelaw, 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. Buchanan, Va, Goodnight, "Heal, Ind. Whiting, 
Mr. )LMAN. . ‘hai \ ; Buckalew, Grimes, ynter, hitthorne, 
or ee the Chair before that motion was put. Bullock, ase. Perry, Wike, 
ie? ud sin. recisely..- : : Bung, Haynes, Price, Wiley, 
Mr. HOLMAN. And the Chair does not recognize me. foeneeel, —, - nena, — 
The SPF rrp ' “hai 5 > . | Candler, Ga. emphill, ndall, cox, 
t heSPEAKER, The ( hair recognized the gentleman from Penn Galen. Mesdesnen.tows  iueé, lows, Yardley. 
syivania to make his motion. The gentleman had made his motion | Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Reilly, 
before that of the gentleman from Indiana. Chipman, Hopkins, Rife, 
Mr. HOLMAN. I had the right to make the motion I did, and the | “@"¢y. owt, eee, 


Chair will not deprive the House of the right to vote on it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the House should be 
deprived of the privilege of going on with the business. The Chair 
purposes to go on with that business if it is possible; but the hour of 
ten minutes of 5 having arrived, the Chair will entertain the motion 
to adjourn, and accordingly puts to the House the motion made by the 
gentleman from Indiana that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr, O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Because it ought to be put. 

Mr. TRACEY. Because, asthe gentleman from Massachusetts says, 
it ought to be put. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. The motive that actuates the Chair at 
all times is to put motions that ought to be put. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 153, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 


day: 


Mr. SAWYER with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: 


Mr. HopkKINs with Mr. PRICE. 


Mr. MorsE with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. BINGHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BrinaHAm; and the 


Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask for a division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 1. 
Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER (having counted the House). 
bers present; the ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to, The House 
accordingly resolves itself into Committee on the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of general appropria- 


The CHAIRMAN. 


There are 1607 mem- 


tion bills, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] will please 
take the chair. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills, the pending business being the bill (H. R. 13511) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, and for other 


The bill is being 


YEAS—467. 
Alderson, Fithian, Martin, Ind. Richardson, 
Andrew, Flower, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Barnes, Forman, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Biount, Forney, McCreary, Springer, 
Loatner, Geary, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum, Hatch, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Cutchings, Hayes, W. I. Montgomery, Stump, 
Cobb, Herbert, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Cooper, Ind, Holman, O’ Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Covert Hooker, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Crisp, Lanham, Owens, Ohio Turner, N.Y. 
Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Parrett, Washington, 
Cummings, Lee, Peel, Williams, 111. 
Dickerson, Lester,Ga. Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Dockery, Lester, Va Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dunphy, Lewis, Pindar, Yoder. 
Ellis, Mansur, Quinn, 

NAYS—158. 
Adams, Boothman, Cannon, Dalzell, 
Allen, Mich. Boutelle, Carter, Darlington, 
Anderson, Kans. Bowden, Caswell, De Lano, 
Atkinson, Pa. Brewer, Cheadle, Dingley, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Brosius, Cheatham, Dolliver, 
Baker, Brower, Clark, Wyo. Dorsey, 
Banks, Browne, Va. Jogs well, Daunnell, 
Bartine, Buchanan, N. J. Coleman, Evans, 
Bayne, Burrows, Comstock, Ewart, 
Belden, Burton, Connell, uhar, 
Belknap, Butterworth, Craig, rston, 
Bingham, Caldwell, Culbertson, Pa. Finley, 
Bliss, Candler, Mass. Cutcheon Fl 
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considered by paragraphs and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

labels, b , and of an urgent 

nature for pout offices of the Bret and second classes’ $8,000. ; 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Several MemBers. Let us proceed with the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Let us have fair play on this railroad 
scheme. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I feel obliged to take this course in 
order that I may have an ity to make a brief explanation. 
The other day, when this was under consideration, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, of which I have 
the honor to be a member, used the following language, which will be 
found on page 3128 of the RecorD, namely: . 

I had supposed when I made the statement to the House yesterday that the 
billcame from the committee unanimously inall its paragraphs that I was mak- 
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ing a correct statement. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Evans], how- 
ever, in his remarks nr saw proper to make some criticism with refer- 
ence to several paragraphs. I therefore make this statement to the House in 
order that I y be understood, having made the statement that the bill was 
reported unafimously. I had supposed that, as the bill had passed the com- 
mittee, and no objection having been filed by any member, it was the unani- 
mous judgment of the committee that the recommendations for the legislation 
submitted should pass the House. 


This, in my opinion, demands a word of explanation. It is true that 
I was at the meeting of the committee when the bill under considera- 
tion was ordered reported. It carries about $77,500,000. The bill was 
not read or appropriations compared with items estimated by the De- 
partment. I asked for information, and was informed by the chairman 
that there were but two changes—a reduction of $249,000 in the item of 
clerk hire and $10,000 in mail messengers. Reasons were assigned. I 
made no objections. The recommendation of the Postmaster-General 
that a reduction of $98,318.20 in ‘‘special facilities’ for expediting 
mails was not mentioned, and I knew nothing about it and had no in- 
formation wpon the item until I secured a copy of the appropriations 
bill and compared the items with that of the Department estimates. 

I do not wish to have the members of this House with whom I have 
served think that [I would knowingly favor measures in the commit- 
tee that I would oppose on the floor of this House; neither do I wish 
to rest under the implied charge of being factious, inconsistent, or va- 
cillating. 


I also made the plain statement, Mr. Chairman, that, under the pres- | 


ent Administration, while on many of the great trunk lines the mails 
had been expedited, this had been done to a very large extent without 


costing the Government a dollar. Thechairman and I differed upon that | 


and he submitted somestatements. I wish now to read a letter which 
I have received from the Postmaster-General upon this same subject. 
As a member of the committee I applied to the Department for infor- 
mation—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to say to the gentleman that I have that 
letter, and I notified the Postmaster-General that it would form a part 
of my remarks when we came to the consideration of that part of the 
bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, this question came up between us the other day 


and we differed about it,and you, very ably and ingeniously, as I thought, 
knocked out my argument. 


man said on that occasion, as I understood him, that the Postmaster- 
General did not wish a reduction of these ‘‘ special facilities,’’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. I stated thatthe Postmaster-General did 
not recommend the wiping outoftheappropriation, Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Postmaster-‘seneral gives here a list of expedited mail routes 


aggregating nearly 8,000 miles, and he concludes his letter with these 
words: 


All ofthis service has been acquired without reweighings or other indirect 
inducements; it having been made plain to the railroad management of the 
country that the ordinary method of determining compensation was such as 
justified co-operating with the requests of the Post-Office Department for sched- 
ules that would provide needed mail facilities. F 


I insist again, Mr. Chairman, that outside of what are called the 
Dickinson contracts, which were entered into during the last Admin- 
istration, there has not been a readjustment of pay under a reweigh- 
ing during this Administration. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, as to my utterance here the other 


{Laughter.] At the same time, I knew | 
I was giving facts to this House upon which they should act. Thegentle- | 





| 
| 
| 


day in relation to what had occurred in the committee, I simply state | 


that I have not a word to change. I believe my statement to the 
House was correct. I made that statement to the House in order to 
correct the statement that I made on a preceding day that the commit- 
tee were unanimous. Upon that subject I have nothing more to say. 

As to the item to which the gentleman hns referred in connection 
with the Postmaster-General’s report, I notified the Department that 
the letter would form a part of my remarks to be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD a8 soon as we came to that paragraph of the bill. Idid not think 
the long letter need be read in connection with the general debate. 

I ask that the Clerk continue the reading of the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The formalamendment will be regarded as with- 
drawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mail bagsand mail-bag-catchers, $260,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Bydirection of the committee I move the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words “ mail-bag-catchers,” in line 21, insert ‘‘ cord-fasteners, label- 
casers, and for labor and material necessary for repair and equipment." 


Mr. SPINOLA. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state that the object of my amendment is 
simply to facilitate the adjustment of the accounts in the Department; 
that isall. There is no additional expenditure. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I had occasion on last Thursday to 
here against a portion of this bill calling for an expenditure of 
000 for stamping machines. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
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a newspaper article, and I propose to say something after it has been 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Sunday Gazette, a newspaper published in Washington, D. C., in its issue 
of 8th of February, 1891, published the following statement: 

DUDLEY's “PULL,”—HE “HOLD’s UP” A CONTRACT 
AND ENVELOPES, 

Early last summer, Messrs. Hey and Dolphin had succeeded in inducing the 
Postmaster-General to adopt a very ingenious canceling machine, which was 
used in New York and Philadelphia, and found to be a great saving of labor 
and alsoa perfect canceler of stamps and embossed envelopes. Just as the 
contract was about to be awarded, however, Mr. W. W. Dudley appeared upon 
the scene with letters of attorney from the patentees of another invention, and, 
after vainly endeavoring to pool issues witn Messrs. Hey and | 
ceeded, through Chum Clarkson, in having the contract withheld. 

Then followed a trial of Mr. Dudley's machine, which proved so patently in- 
efficient that there was no valid excuse for further delay. Sceing this, Mr. Dud- 
ley’s clients proceeded to infringe the Hey and Dolphin patent, and now have 
one of their new machines at work side by side with the other machine in the 
Washington city post office. 

The Sunday Gazette inspected the rival machines and in less than as many 
minutes counted three letters which had gone through the Dudley machine 
without canceling the stamps, and came to the conclusion that, although a 
failure, it was a good enough machine to warrant the gentlemen who make 
contracts in the Post-Office Department in holding up the Hey and Dolphin 
contract until Mr. Dudiey, who has *‘ the pull of the office,’ could be satisfied. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Now, Mr. Chairman, on Tiursday I[ asked that 
some gentleman who favored the proposition to spend $40,000 for the 
purpose specified in the bill should justify that appropriation to the 
House, should explain the character of the machines to be purchased 
by the Department. Uut no gentleman rosein his place toduso. In 
the minds of members the fact that the committee had reported the 
appropriation in the bill seemed to be accepted as suflicient to justily 
them in voting to keep it there. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Postmaster-General’s letter asking for this 


FOR CANCELING STAMPS 


dolphin, sue- 


| will be found on page 17 of the report of the committee. 


Mr. SPINOLA. You see what the publication which has been read 
says, that Mr. Dudley, a gentleman who, inconnection withthe ‘‘ blocks 
of five,’’ gained a world-wide reputation, has now obtained control of 
the Contract Bureau in the Post-Office Department. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BINGHAM, it 
was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For mail locks and keys, $15,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend by inserting, after the words 
‘* mail locks,’’ in the clause just read, the words ‘‘ chains, tools, and 
machinery, and for labor and material necessary for repairing the same.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I move the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, in line 23, after the word “dollars,” insert: “Provided, That no por- 
tion of the moneys hereby appropriated shall be available for the manufacture 
ofany lock, or part thereof, covered by a patent, without the assent of the pat- 
entee or his assigns.”’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That it is contrary to existing law. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. To what law isit contrary? It isin entire 
conformity with the patent laws of the United States, under which the 
Government has no right to infringe a patent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The proposition has no standing in this bill. 
This is an appropriation bill, and the amendment proposes to ingraft 
legislation upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
taken and sustains it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For inland transportation by railroad routes, of which a sum not exceeding 
$30,000 may be employed to pay freight on postal cards, stamped envelopes, 
aud stamped paper from the manufactories to the post offices and depots of 
distribution, $22,550,128.31. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 9, page 4, add the following : 

“Provided, That the Postmaster-General may in his discretion withdraw this 
fund or any portion thereof from any railroad company when in his judgment 
the public interests require it."’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the point of order? I am 
as hungry as any man in the House; and I do not want to spend time 
in debating points of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment is new legislation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The Chair can decide the question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to submit to the Chairthat ‘‘ inland 
transportation by railroad routes’’ is paid for under the statute of 
1873 as amended by the acts of 1876 and 1878, specifically setting forth 
the compensation by weight and mileage. The Chair can refer to the 
statutes. I have them here. 


The Chair thinks the point of order is well 


I offer the amendment which I send 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I hope the point of order will be withdrawn. 
It seems to me that the chairman of our committee ought not here 
upon the floor of the Heuse to object to any reduction of expenditure 
if such reduction can be properly made. 

Mr. BINGHAM, The ‘‘ chairman of the committee’’ is on the floor 
of the House, under the direction of his committee, reporting a bill 
specific in its character, observing the rules of the House in every par- 
ticular, and is presenting a bill, framed by the committee, which 
it violates in no particular any existing statute. The bill conforms to 
i the law in all respects, as I have heretofore stated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But there is nothing in the statute which re- 
quires the Postmaster-General to make a contract with any specific 
railroad company for any specific sum of money. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Hedoes not make a contract, for they carry under 
the law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the effect of the proviso of the gentleman 
from Kansas is simply to authorize the Postmaster-General, in his 
discretion, to withhold from expenditure some portion of this sum 
when the public service will justify it. There may be arailroad washed 
out; there may be a railroad whose running time is not satisfactory, or 
another competing line which renders the service better, or a road 
might be discontinued —— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then of course they would not carry it at all. 
The forfeiture would run. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And this is certainly not new legislation. It 
seems to be a wise discretion conferred upon the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the law is veryclear. It has been 
in this form and never mooted since 1873, when Congress at that time 
revised the compensation of the railway mail service. Under the law 
the rate is fixed by weight. The mail carried is weighed once in four 
years, and the adjustment of pay is fixed on the basis of the weight 
carried. The Postmaster-General, therefore, can have no discretion, 
but simply carries out the law already in existence, unless Congress 
shall pass an act directing it to be done otherwise. I say, therefore, 
that this proviso is subject to the point of order, because it modifies 
that existing law and is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to emphasize the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], if I 
understood it, before the Chair rules. The existing law provides that 
where railways carry the mail the measurement and rate shall be so 
and so, but there is no provision of the law that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall take up a new road and make acoutract with that for carry- 
ing the mails. This is no change of existing law, because it simply 
provides that the Postmaster-General may have discretion to withhold 
a certain portion of the sum hereby appropriated if in his judgment it 
should be done or the public interests require it. 

Che CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then, Mr.Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. [Cries.of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

I make this motion for the purpose of saying to the committee a 
word in this connection. I may be permitted to say now that I am 
‘8 anxious to vote as any gentleman present. 

lor eighteen years, or thirteen certainly—but the chairman of the 
committee can tell which is correct—there has been a system in opera- 
tion by which the railways take about one-third of the revenues derived 
from the postal service of the Government for the carrying of the mails 
on their several lines. Under this bill they take about twenty-five 
millions in one form or another. This is done, I repeat, under a sys- 
tem inaugurated about eighteen years ago. It has been in operation 
all of that time. 

Now, the fact that this system has existed for all these years is tomy 
mind proof positive that itis entirely satisfactory to the railroads, and 
is equally proof positive that it is adverse to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment, [Laughter.] There can be no question about that. 

And what I wish to say is that whether it can be done in this bill 
or not—in my judgment it could have been done in the proviso I 
offered—I wish to put upon record my belief that the time ought to have 
come now, and I hope, if it has not now come, that it will soon be 
here, when there will be an entire rearrangement of this whole system. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the United States are perfectly willing 
to give to the Post-Oflice Department all that it wants, but they are 
not willing to let these unmitigated robbers come in and fix their own 
terms, as they are substantially doing under a scheme which has lasted 
all of these vears, [Laughter.] Freight, passenger traffic, and every- 
thing else have been reduced on all of the lines. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,421.79: Provided, That 
the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, withdraw this fund,or any por- 
tion thereof, from any railroad company when, in his judgment, the public in- 
terests require it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of order 
against the proviso to this paragraph that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania made against the proviso suggested by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] to a preceding paragraph. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And I make the point of order against the (1; 
part of the section that it is new legislation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido this more for the purpose of ascertain); 
from the chairman of the committee what necessity there is for puttin, 
into this bill, with the enormous sum carried above, a paragraph ¢ 
ing $295,000 ‘‘for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines 
which are not described, and which, as far as I know, are not cover 
by any contract. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in reply first to the gentlem 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR ]—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order now pending. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make a point of order on the first part 
the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be heard in time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will come to the point of order in a moment i; 
the gentleman will allow me to explain to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. KERR, of fowa. 

int of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will lose none of his rights. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Ohio will find this matter i, 
fully explained on page 26 of thereport. This item for special-facility 
service has appeared in the report of every Post-Office Committee in 
connection with their legislative bill for many years past. For thi: 
teen years the special-facility feature has been a part of the policy o: 
the Post-Office Department, indorsed by the action of Congress. In 
1877, $150,000 were appropriated for this service; in 1878, $125,00 
in 1879, $150,000; in 1880, ,000; in 1881, $425,000; in 1882, $600, - 
000; in 1883, $185,000; in 1884, $250,000; in 1885, $266,000; in 1880, 
$291,000; in 1887, $295,000; in 1888, $295,000; in 1889, $295,000, and 
in 1890, $295,000, this bill carrying the same amount. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Willthe gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill carries $295,420.79. Now, these are 
for special facilities to be furnished if required. I do not object so 
much to the $295,420 as I do to the 79 cents. But, beyond all doub' 
this paragraph is subject to the same point of order just made by th: 
gentleman on another paragrapb. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thought the gentleman from Ohio desired info 
mation as to the necessity for the service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has not given any. 
simply told us how much has been appropriated before. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam giving you a history of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The point I want to get at is, under what Jaw 
this appropriation is made. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘There is no law for it. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I will state I referred to page 26 of the report, 
which contains a quotation from the report of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, giving the details of every route covered by the 
$295,000. Now, does the gentleman want any information upon that 


Ido not want to lose my right to make a 


He ha 


subject ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Notatall. I want to know what law this is 
under. 

Mr. CANNON, There is no law. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


I say there is no law authorizing it. 

That is the point of order I made. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care what the violations have been 
heretofore. I am opposed to this thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR | 
makes substantially the same point of order that is made by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KERR, ef Iowa. I make the point of order, and I want to ta) 
that the gentleman in charge of this bill admits that the point of orde: 
was well taken, in his remarks the other day, because he said that le 
had sostated in the first page of his report. Now, his report admits 
that this point of order is well taken, and that there is no law author- 
izing this amount of money to be appropriated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Postmaster-General, in his report, on page 
268, sustains the statement made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Evans] the otherday. I want to read from that report, show- 
ing that the Postmaster-Genera! regarded this appropriation as unnec- 
essary. He says: 


The amount estimated as necessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. \s 
$197,103.59, being $98,318.20, or 33.28 per cent., less than the appropriation for tl 
current year. 

The extent and character of the ordinary mail service throughout the entire 
country within the few years bave been greatly advanced, and the grow!) 
of the mails has added } y to the com ion of the railroads, more cs- 
pecially the trunk-line systems, justifying the commencement of curtailment o! 
the appropriation, which fora number of years has been made to certain rail- 
roads for special facilities, and, with a view to the gradual accomplishment of 
this end, the amount estima as necessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1892, has been fixed at $197,103.59, which is $98,318.20 less than the amount appro- 

I ita tne of. = pensation allowed by law should se 

n my judgmen' nary com now allowed by law shou - 
cure from railroads hearty with the Department in the establish- 
ment of such schedules as will accomplish a maximum amount of good mail 
service,and whenever this is done the compensation is sure to be advanced, 
occasioned by the natural increase in the quantity of mails transported. 

The railroads associated with all large cities and trade centers of the country 


have an interest, independent of the compensation allowed directly by the 
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Government, in co-operating with the Post-Office Departmen tin its efforts to 
expedite the distribution of newspapers to the outlying districts early in the 
morning, and in the quickening of cnmmmancial mails after the close of each 
day’s business, and it ought to be possible, within a very few years, to dispense 
altogether with preferential allowances for special facilities, and still be within 
the power of the Department to maintain and further advance the high stand- 
ard that has been reached by the railway mail service train schedules that now 
prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will please confine 
himself to the point of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is the point of order lam making. I 
say there is no law providing for any compensation for the transporta- 
tion of the mails, except those alluded to by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR ], tu be ascertained by the method of weighing. 

Mr. GROSVENOR By contract. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. By contract, and to be increased as shown by 
weighing once in four years. Now, this paragraph provides for an ad- 
ditional compensation, and there is no need for it. As I have read 
here, the Postmaster-General says that itis unnecessary. Theestimate 
only asks for $197,000, and his remarks show that this is unnecessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. WhatI have read will appearin the Recorp 
and any gentleman can see it. I insist on the point of order. I will 
say, however, to the gentleman that if he will simply allow the amount 
in this estimate I will not insist on the point of order; but I do insist 
that when the Postmaster-General asks for only $197,000 it is not just 
and fair for this committee to urge an appropriation of $100,000 more 
and at the same time object, as the gentleman in charge of the bill did, 
on the point of order before, toany reduction by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral if in his discretion it might be made. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I willtakebuta moment. In the 
first place the gentleman from Iowa, who did not speak on the point 
of order, said he quoted the Postmaster-General. He is mistaken, and 
he will find that what he has read is from the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is in the report. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Postmaster-General himself does not say a 
word about it. That is no point of order, and it is away from the fact. 

Now, upon the point of order, under clause 2 of Rule XXI, if the 
object is in progress it. is in order, and this legislation has for four- 
teen years been upon nearly all the post-office appropriation bills. I 
hold here a copy of the current law. It is the current law on the 
annual appropriation bill, and hasbeen for all these years. Now, where 
there is no statute contravening the current law, or where there is a 
service that has been additional thereto, then you do not go to a par- 
ticular statute. You find this on every appropriation bill. It is for 
special and necessary facilities for carrying the mail, and it is in con- 
nection, also, with carrying the mail. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And itis the duty of the Postmaster-General to 
enter into contracts for carrying the mail. 

Mr.McCOMAS. Absolutely so. He is under contract. That is 
the object in view, and clearly it is not subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. EVANS. Just one moment. The honorable chairman of the 
committee referred to the acts of 1873 and 1876 and 1878, under which 
the railroads are now paid forthisservice. Thegentleman from Mary- 
land says that the letter which the gentleman from Iowa read was not 
the letter of the Postmaster-General, but was the letter of the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General. That letter is in the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral’s report, and I can show you now a letter that I have from the 
Postmaster-General as late as yesterday—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is not the point. . 

Mr. EVANS. ‘That there is as large compensation paid to the rail- 
ways for mail transportation now, in the opinion of the Department, as 
necessary, and there is no occasion for preferential arrangements for the 
pu of acquiring reasonable service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But this is an unreasonable service. 

Mr. EVANS. I will go further and show that it is not necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the Chair decides the point of order I wish 
to insert as a part of my remarks a letter of the Postmaster-General, 
together with the various acts of Congress since 1877, which have pro- 
vided for these special facilities and service. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

Act of March 3, 1877. 


For inland mail transportation, namely, * * * $150,000 of the same may 
be used by the Postmaster-General to obtain proper facilities from the great 
trunk lines of railroads for the railway post-office service during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878. 

Act of June 17, 1878. 


For transportation by railroad, * * * $125,000 of which sum may be used 
by the Postmaster-General to obtain proper facilities from the great trunk lines 
of railroads for the railway post-oflice service during the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1879. 
Act of March 3, 1879. 
For rtation by railroad, * * * of which sum $150,000 may be used 
~ by the Postmaster-General to maintain and secure from railroads necessary 
and special facilities for the postal service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


Act of June 11, 1830, 
For transportation on railroad routes, * * * of which sum $350,000 may be 
used by the Postmaster-General to maintain and secure from railroads neces- 
Sie special facilities for the postal service for the fiscal year ending June 
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Act of March 1, 1881, 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $425,000, 
Act of May 4, 1882 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $600,000, said facilities to 
be extended as far as practicable in the principal cities in the United States. 
Act of March 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $185,000 
Act of July 5, 
special facilities on trunk lines, $250 
Act of March 3, 1885. 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $266,764 
Act of June 30, 1886, 
Necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $291,000, 
Act of March 3, 1887. 
Necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,987 
Act of July 24, 1888. 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,987.53. 
Act of March 2, 1889. 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,655.38: Provided, That 
the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, withdraw this fund, or any por 


tion thereof, from any railroad company, when, in his judgment, the public in- 
terests require it. 


,, 1883, 
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For necessary and 
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Act of July 1, 1890. 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,421.79: Provided, That 
the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, withdraw this fund, or any por- 
tion thereof, from any railroad company when, in his judgment, the public in- 
terests require it. 

OFFICE OF THE PoOSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., Feoruary 14, 1891. 

Sir: I beg leave to reply as follows to your letter of the 10th instant, asking 
for information respecting the reweighings of mails during the past four years 
upon railroads throughout the country,at periods other than those fixed for 
the statute weighings, as consideration for special facilities allowed the Depart- 
ment upon said roads. 

Under the rules of the Department the regular periods of weighing take place 
every four years, the United States being divided into four sections, and one 
section is weighed each year. The section to be weighed the present year con- 
sists of Missouri, lowa, Minnesota, Ilinois, and Wisconsin. 

In 1888 contracts as follows were entered into by Postmast 
son: 

First. With the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad and the Lak« 
Shore and Michigan Southern Railway, provision being contained therein for 
special weighings ia January, 1889, for the purpose of determining compensa 
tion from September, 1888, that being the date of commencement of the service 
also, in January, 1891, for the purpose of determining compensation from July 
1,1890. The last quadrennial weighing adjustments for the New York Central 
Railroad section commenced July 1, 1889; the next adjustments for that section 
of country will commence July 1, 1893. For the Lake Shore Railway section, 
the last quadrennial weighing adjustments commenced July 1, 1888; the next 
regular adjustments will commence July 1, 1892. 

Second, With the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Pennsylvania Company 
contract provision is contained therein for a special weighing in January, 1889, 
for the purpose of determining compensation from October 8, 1888; also, in Jan 
uary, 1891, for the purpose of ascertaining compensation after July 1,1890. The 
regular quadrennial weigh-adjustments for the Pennsylvania Railroad section 
of country were last fixed to date from July 1, 1889; the next regular adjust 
ments for that section will commence July 1, 1893. For the Pennsylvania Com- 
pany section of country, the last regular weighing adjustments commenced 
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July 1, 1888; the next regular adjustments will date from July 1, 1892 

Third, With the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway contract, provi- 
sion is contained therein for special weighings to take place in January, 1889, 
for the purpose of determining compensation from July 1, 1888, and in Janu- 
ary, 1891, for the purpose of ascertaining compensation from July 1, 1890. The 
last regular quadrennial weighing adjustments for the Chicago, Milwaukee and 
St. Paul Railway section of country commenced July |, 1887; the next regular 
adjustments for that section wili date from July 1, 1891. 
















Fourth. With the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad contract, pro- 
vision is contained therein for special weighings to take place in January, 1889, 
forthe purpose of determining compensation from July 1, 1888, and in Jan- 
uary, 1891, for the purpose of ascertaining compensation from July 1, 1890, The 
regular quadrennial weighing adjustments for the Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy Railroad section of country commenced July 1, 1887; the next regular 
adjustments will date from July 1, 1891. 

All of the special weighings provided for in these contracts were made re- 
troactive, andthey are also more frequent than by the ordinary methods of the 
Department is usual, the increase in compensation resulting therefrom amount 
ing to $1,195,252.44. 

The reasons stated in the contracts for the special weighings are the main- 
tenance, for terms of four years, of specified fast mail schedules adapted to the 
requirements of the postal service over the routes 

New York to Chicago, via Buffalo 

New York to East St. Louis and Cincinnati, v 

Chicago to Minneapolis, via Milwaukee. 

Chicago to Union Pacific Transfer, via Burlington. 

The term of service on the first two lines expires June, 1892, and upon the 
others in March, 1892. 
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PRACTICE OF THE DEPARTMENT. 

In connection with the subject of extra compensation for special facilities and 
fast train schedules and, in explanation of the present methods of the Depart- 
ment, it is proper state that since March 4, 1889, no agreements or contracts 
of any kind have been made with railroads whereby extra or special weighings, 
independent of the regular statute periods, are to be allowed as consideration 
for special or exceptional train service. The large compensation now paid to 
railroads for mail transportation is such that, in the opinion of the Department, 
there is no occasion for preferential arrangements for the purpose of acquiring 
reasonable service. Upon this basis all of the new service—also the expedited 
service—established since March, 1889, has been inaugurated. A partial list of 
new service is given below: 8 
s 1i¢cs, 

The transcontinental between Omaha and San Francisco, also to Port- 
land, Oregon ....... pehdnervenasbmbouddanedbaiiaaiaaih tanieabue 2, 905 







Between Chicago and New Orleans........... 205 seceeerseseeeeees . 919 
Between Washington and New Orleans, via Atlanta ............000088 «. sseos ee 
Between Boston and Albany......... ...ccc0-css+eeeesencncneneenees onli 203 
Between Boston and New York, via Providence .. wie 233 
Between Kansas City and Denvet............:.ccccssccesseeeseeeseesenennenes sagen 641 
Between Kansas City and Pueblo......... 641 





Between Chicago and Cincinmati...............cccceesceeeeeseccessenseenas srenees a ae 
Between New York and Chicago (twenty-five hours, A. M. line) ..........000. 982 
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All of this service has been acquired without reweighings or other indirect 
inducements, it having been made plain to the railroad management of the 
country that the ordinary method of dsternining compensation was such as 
justified co-operating withthe requests of the Post-Office Department for sched- 
ules that would provide needed mail facilities. 

Yours, respectfully, 
JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General. 


lfon. H. H. BIncuam, 
Chairman Committee on the Post Office and Post Koads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 

[ Cries of ‘‘ Rule!” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The language of the paragraph, ‘‘ necessary and 
special facilitieson trunk lines,’’ has been in theannual appropriations 
for the last ten years; and at all events the expenditure proposed is 
‘in continuation of appropriations for such public * * * objects 
as are already in progress.’’? The proviso simply gives the Postmaster- 
General a discretionary power that changes no existing law, and is not 
obnoxious totherule. ‘Therefore the Chair overrales the point of order. 
[ Cries of ‘‘ Read !’?] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to sabmit an amendment. 

Mr, GROSVENOR, I move to strike out the whole paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is recognized on his 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only have to say this, Mr. Chairman, that I 
am somewhat surprised at the ruling of the Chair, that{rom the length 
of time a statute has been violated makes it become a statute. Ihave 
heard that title might be acquired to real estate by adverse possession, 
but I never knew that ten years’ violation of a statute would make a 
statute even in the interest of subsidies to railroads, some of them run- 
ning in the State of Michigan. Here is a fund that the Postmaster- 
General himself saysit is not necessary to put into his hands, Heasks 
for something less than two-thirds of the amount that is put in here. 

‘The statement which the honorable chairman of this committee has 
placed in my hand shows me exactly where this fand has been used 
heretofore for the purpose of speeding the mails. They are on rail- 
roads, nearly all of them,running south of Richmond and down in the 
neighborhood of Florida. Iam not here as the especial champion of 
economy, but Iam opposed to this appropriation that amounts to a 
quarter of a million of dollars, which I say is totally unnecessary. 
Contracts with the railroad companies in this country for the carrying 
of the mails furnish them one of the best sources of income they have. 

it is more clear money profit to them than anything else they have. 
And now to undertake to put a corruption fund, or any other kind of 
fund, I do not care what it is, into the hands of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral with the substantial order to use it because it is put into his 
hands, will bring about a battle with these railroad companies more 
than ever, and he will either have to abandon these special facilities 
or else he must yield to their demands. It is good for a little matter 
of economy of something over a quarter of a million dollars, an ex- 
penditure that is not necessary for the administration of this Depart- 
meut of the Government. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, and Mr. Lestrr, of Georgia, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Lesrer] is 
recognized in opposition to the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio it is to strike out this whole 
paragraph. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
ing line 19, on page 4. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. That is the paragraph which provides 
for these special facilities. “The object of this appropriation is and has 
been for the last ten or twelve years to secure the carrying of the mails 
in a rapid manner from the cities of the East and North along the coast 
as far as Tampa, connecting there with steamship lines to Havana, to 
Jamaica, and in prospect to Panama. The purpose is to furnish spe- 
cial facilities for the carrying of those mails, and in order to effect that 
purpose it is necessary that this special appropriation shall be made. 

The amount paid to the railroads for carrying the mails by weight 
under the general law is not sufficient to secure the carriage of the 
mafs on that route in the manner in which they ought to be carried. 
For that reason this appropriation becomes necessary in order to secure 
what is termed the fast-mail service, the benefit of which is known to 
every business man, North and South. This appropriation, I say, is 
necessary in addition to the amount which the railroads are entitled to 
under the general law, the pay that is based upon the weight of the 
mails, 

The compensation under the general law would be insufficient to 
secure the special trains that are required to carry these mails within 
the-proper time. This Southern mail route starts from Philadelphia 
and goes all the way to Tampa, Six special trains every day are re- 
quired to perform the service for which this appropriation is made, and 
the appropriation proposed is not too mach to compensate the railroads 
for that service. ‘The question here is simply whether or not that mail 
route shall be maintained as it is and these facilities be furnished, or 
whether the appropriation shall c.ase and with it the carriage of the 
mails in the present rapid and satisfactory manner, 


To strike out from line 14 down to and includ- 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to makea suggestion. I notice that al] 
or nearly al) these appropriations are expended in the South, and the 
gentleman says that this is for the benefit of the South. Now, would 
it not be a good idea for some of the Representatives of the South to 
come in here and look alittle after the interests of that section. [Laugh- 
ter]. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Well, I am trying to do that. One of 
these special facilities mail-routes runs to the West, and the mail that 
goes upon the coast line does not compare in weight with that which 
goes to the West, and therefore there is all the more necessity for keep- 
ing up this appropriation in order to keep up the special service South. 

These railroads running along the coast to the South gather no mail 
matter along the way from the eastern side, the coast side, but the 
railroads going west gather mail matter from both sides, and therefore 
they carry a much greater weight of mail matter. It is provided here 
that the Postmaster-General may use this fund in his discretion. It 
is necessary to put a fund at his disposal sufficient to pay for the sery- 
ice, but if he finds that he can make contracts for a less sum of course 
it is his duty to do so. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] to strike out 
this paragraph will not be adopted. I believe that the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads and the committee are 
correct in their recommendation, and if gentlemen here comprehend 
how valuable to the commercial interests of this country this expendi- 
ture of money has been since 1880, there will be no doubt of their sus- 
taining the committee. 

In 1880, the Post-Office Department inaugurated this system, and 
the result of it is that there has been a mail running from the New 
England States to Cuba, adding a new mail line to that service, which 
extends from Halifax to Florida. It is not only of advantage to the 
South, butit has proved of very great advantage to every merchant who 
does business with the West Indies from all sections of the country. 
Before it was established the only mail to the West Indies was from 
New York, which, during the winter time, was irregular, taking more 
time for the delivery of letters than that via Tampa. 

We have established a new mail route from the port of Tampa, which 
has been generously sustained by placing there two steamers equal to 
any that have been built in this country, and the fast-mail service 
there inaugurated the commercial development and this expenditure. 
It requires the ranning of six extra trains per week and three mails 
per week to Cuba, and through the enterprise of one of the most public- 
spirited men in the Southern States, in the extension of railroad and 
mail facilities, H. B. Plant, esq., the route has been extended not only 
to Havana, but to Jamaica, and to-day it is planned to extend it to 
Colon. 

I am surprised that any Second Assistant Postmaster-General, or any 
other man who happens to be connected with the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, should to-day, in the face of the commercial development ot this 
country, endeavor to prevent the continuance of this mail. Twenty 
millions of people live within from three to five days of the ports of 
Tampa, New Orleans, and Mobile, and at this time, when we are trying 
to extend our commercial relations, the West India merchants and the 
South American merchants should not be staid in their progress; par- 
ticularly when it is remembered that this is a line which will bring pas- 
sengers, for the next two or three years, more directly than any other 
to St. Louis, Chattanooga, Cincinnati, Chicago, Western as well as 
Southern cities and States, more directly and more conveniently and 
less expensively from the islands of the Caribbean Sea and the Gulf of 
Mexico, from Colon, from Jamaica, and all places in that region, than any 
other route. It is the commencement of commercial development in 
accordance with the spirit of the times. It should not be jeopardized, 
but encouraged, and it is for the interest and prosperity of the whole 
country. [Applause, ] 

Mr. STEWART of Vermont, Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas, Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama, and others addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. Stewart} 


is ized in o ition to the pending motion. 

Mr. STEWAR , of Vermont. have taken the floor for the purpose 
of interrogating the chairman of the committee [Mr. Brinauam]. I 
notice that the Postmaster-General asks for $197,000 for this serv- 
ice — 

A MemsBer. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I do not care who it is that makes 
the request; that is the amount of appropriation asked for by the De- 
partment. Now, by what authority, orunder what influence, does the 
committee report an appropriation something like $100,000 in excess 
of the sum asked for? 

Several MemBers. That is the question. 

Mr. BINGHAM, If the gentleman from Vermont will read the 
entire paragraph he will find that it is identical in language with the 

rovisions of the law making appropriations for the current year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why does not the gentleman answer the ques- 
tion avd state why the committee propose to give $100,000 more than 
the estimate ? 3 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state it in a moment, I am stating that 
the paragraph in this bill is identical with the provision in the exist- 
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ing law. The law for the present fiscal year provides that ‘‘ the Post- 

master-General may in his discretion withdraw this fund or any por- 

tion thereof from any railroad company when in his judgment the 
ublic interests may require it.’’ 

The Second Assistant Postmaster-General submits his estimate for 
$98,000 less than the appropriation for the current year. No reason for 
this reduction was given in connection with the estimate submitted 
beyond the general proposition that the compensation to the railroad 
companies under the general statutes wasdeemed sufficient by the Sec- 
ond Assistant Postmaster-General, and therefore he made the recom- 
mendation for this reduction. That argument did not impress itself 
upon the minds of the committee for the reason that there had been no 
movement on the part of the Postmaster-General during the current 
year to make such a reduction, although he had the right to cut down, 
just as we propose to give him that right in the future. 

We found that he had not exercised the authority which the law 
gave him in this respect; and the committee, being familiar with this 
service, and after having listened to the arguments of gentlemen who 
knew it in every detail, believed that, as it had been in the past the 
best service that the South could have upon its belt line for the reason 
that in the summer months fast trains or special-facility trains could 
not be run without an appropriation of this kind, we ought to put in 
this bill an item identical in language and in amount with that which 
was passed with reference to the current year. 7 

This class of special facilities is absolutely and completely under the 
control of the Post-Office Department. This is the only line that is 
under the control of the Department as to the times of departure and 
arrival and as to its general conduct asa great mail service. These 
were the reasons which governed the committee. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Thea, if I understand my friend, this 
is in the nature of a subsidy to the Southern railroads? 

Mr. COLEMAN. Not to all of them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is not a subsidy. This is a service which 
without provision of this kind can not be given to that belt of coun- 
try. Withoutan appropriation for these special facilities the mail serv- 
ice during the hot season of the year must of necessity be irregular, 
on account of the falling off of travel in that direction. Hence this 
service can not be run unless this allowance be conceded by the Gov- 
ernment, 

A MEMBER. Was the money used last year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The money was used last year, every cent of it, 
as is shown by the report of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the various railroads 
of the United States under the first provision of this bill receive their 
compensation for carrying the mails, amounting to some $21,000,000. 
Here is a line from Boston to New York and down South which would 
come under the same general law, but which it appears must have this 
extra pay. The Postmaster-General does not ask by nearly $100,000 
the amount proposed to be appropriated. The Republican party in 
this House proposes to-night to make him take $100,000 more than he 
asks and to say to him, ‘‘ You need not spend it if you donot want to 
do so, but you must take it.’’? That is exactly what we aie propos- 
ing—virtually instracting him to expend it. 

Now, as to these special mails, here is a train starting from New 
York at 3 o’clock in the morning. Does a train start at that hour for 
the purpose of carrying letters? Does anybody sit up till 3 o’clock in 
the morning writing letters? It is the newspaper mail for which this 
train is run. This special service is simply to carry the newspapers. 
As to the other trains, they carry passengers. 

The lines out West are not subsidized in this way. The time of 
reaching San Francisco from the East has been shortened by twenty- 
four hours without any of these subsidies. 

But, forsooth, the Republican party must shove down the throat of 
the Postmaster-General, who says he does not want it, $98,000 because 
the Post-Office Committee of the House says so. 

Isubmit that I esteem that committee very highly and all of its 
members, but I esteem the House more highly. Iam just as much a 
member of this House as any member of any committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman was himself on the Post-Office 
Committee for two years and this same appropriation was made. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And I knew nothing whatever about | 
it. If I had, youcan guaranty I would have gone for it. [Laughter. } | 
And the idea that the Republican party, with acampaign ahead of us, 
is absolutely forcing into the Post-Office Department, for the benefit of 
a few special roads from Massachusetts on down South, a large sum of 
money like this as against all the other roads in the United States is 
simply preposterous. 

[Herethe hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire to read a 

graph from a campaign document which was spread all over the 
nited States as thickly as the leaves of the forest prior to and during 
the last election. It is most elaborately displayed in blue and red 
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colors, and with the Star-Spangled Banner waving at the top. The 
head line is, ‘‘ The Grand Old Party.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the amendment. 








Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I shall read about post-office affairs. 

After referring to other matters the campaign document proceeds, 
in crimson ink, to state as I will read: 

The Republican party promised cheap letter postage. A bill reducing letter 


postage to | cent per ounce has been favorably reported ‘o the House and is now 
on Its passage. 


lL 
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This was issued last fall. Now, I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads if this bill has been passed? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me-ask the gentleman, how can we have 
cheap postage and atthe same time subsidize railroad companies above 
their contract prices, like this fifteen thousand extra between Balti- 
more and Hagerstown? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If the gentleman from Ohio had read 

he bill he would have learned that the $15,000 is proposed to be given 
the railroad in consideration of greatly increased speed in carrying the 
mails, 

I have asked the chairmanof the committee if that bill has yet been 
passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
has not been passed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Is the bill upoa its passage, or has 
it ever been upon its passage? This electioneering document asserts 
that it was on its passage last fall. I ask if it is yetupon its passage. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Has the bill ever passed your com- 
mittee and been reported to the House ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Alabama is as thoroughly 
familiar with the business of the Heuse as I am. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
a bill was ever reported. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Never, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, Ihave no doubt 
that this flaming campaign ‘‘ dodger’’ from which I have quoted had 
a great effect upon the elections. 

We all know how eager was the popular desire for cheap postage, 
and the Republican party, fully comprehending this promised, and 
they boasted that they had promised, the people cheap letter postage. 

The exact language of the dodger is: 


The gentleman from Alabama knows that the bill 


I ask the gentleman again if such 


The Republican party promised cheap letter postage. 


They even printed these words in large type. And the Republican 
managers also seem to have appreciated the strength of this popular 
desire, for during the canvass they scattered this declaration all over the 
United States, and it is altogether possible that every one of the eighty- 
seven Republicans elected to the next Congress was elected on this rep- 
resentation, which the Republican party in Congress now admit was 
utterly devoid of truth. They admit that, so far from the bill being 
‘*on its passage,’’ it has never been reported to the House, or even con- 
sidered in the committee. In fact they confess now that they have 
never taken the first step toward securing cheap postage for the people. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I havenot yielded the floor, as I have 
by no means concluded my remarks. This is a very important sub- 
ject. The American people have been deceived; their credulity has 
been imposedupon. Lighty-seven Republicans bave been elected to the 
Fifty-second Congress, every one of whom, it is possible, might have 
been defeated had it not been for this enticing but delusive represen- 
tation. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
remaining. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I want to put in with my remarks 
a bill which [ introduced in 1889. While Republicans were neglectful 
of the desires of the people, Democrats, as usual, were vigilant and 
active in their interest. 

On the very first day in this Congress on which it was possible to do 
so I introduced a bill to cheapen postage, which I will read. 

The bill is as follows: 


The gentleman from Alabama has some time 


A bill to reduce the postage on certain letters, 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act the postage on 
all letters passing through the United States mails weighing not more than one 
half of 1 ounce, the address upon which calls for the delivery of such letters at 
any post office within the boundaries or limits of the State within which it ts 
mailed, shall be 1 cent, and 1 cent for each additional half ounce or fractional 
part of half an ounce. 

Sec, 2. That in ull cases where the letters hereinbefore described shall be for- 
warded to a post office outside of or beyond the boundaries or limits of the 
State within which it shall have been mailed, the postage on such letters shall 
be double the postage fixed by the first section of this act. 

Src, 3. That the postage hereinbefore provided for shall be paid and collected 
as required by existing laws. 

Sec. 4, That the District of Columbia and each of the T« 
garded as a State within the meaning of this act 

Sec. 5. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with any of the provisions 
of this act be, and they are hereby, repealed. 


rritories shall be re- 


This bill would not have accomplished all that I desired, but it was 
astep in the right direction, and the beneficiaries of the proposed meas- 
ure would have been of the class whose interests have been so rarely 
considered by those who control this Congress, Buteven this bill was 
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ignored by the Republican Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

The flaming ‘‘dodger’’ from which I have read also refers to the 
tariff question; and in this connection I desire to call the attention of 
Congress to a table which I have prepared, and which at a glance 
shows the entire world’s production of coal, iron ore, pig iron, finished 
iron, and steel. It shows that the United States, which twenty-five 
years ago was not regarded as a steel-making country—our production 
at that time being only some 15,000 tons—now far exceeds Great Brit- 


World’s production, by countrie: 
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ain, and leaving out that country exceeds all the rest of the world 
combined in steel production. 

It also shows that our relative rank in the production of finished 
iron, pig iron, iron ore, and coal is nearly as high as that we hold in 
regard to steel. 

And it will be gratifying to the people of the South to know that 
Alabama has far exceeded any other section of the world in the in- 
crease in the production of coal, iron ore, and pig iron. 

The table is as follows: 


s, of coal, iron orc, pig iron, finished iron, and steel, for the latest years. 


Gross tons of 2,240 pounds used for Great Britain and United States, and metric tons of 2,204 pounds used for other countries. ] 

























Finished iron. 
























































Coal. Iron ore. Pig iron | Steel. 
Countries — Crater oe a ARG NES iG l 
lyear,| Tons. Year. Tons. [Year| Tons. Year, Tons. orn Tons. 
| 

Great Britain sieetiainiiaas — = ‘ a 176, 916, 724 | 1889 | 14,546,105 | 1889 | 8,322,824 | 1889 *2, 253,756 | 1889 3, 669, 96 
SE FRIRBBD. caccececeasne ctresreegbenseeeectpuesnenqueessinagveineeseinneibamnditts 7132, 419,342 | 1889 | 14,096,427 | 1890 | 9,202,703 | 1889 | 2,586,385 |......... 8, 988, 327 
Germany (including L , 892,748 | 1889 | 11,001,042 | 1889 | 4,524,558 | 1888 1, 588,797 | 1889 2, 046, 147 
a 24, 588, 880 | 1889 , 500, 1889 | 1,722,480 | 1889 793, 364 | 1889 529, 021 
Austria-Hungary.... 24, 000, 1888 | 2,200,000 } 1889 816, 156 |.. 1889 398, 156 
Belgium. 19, 810, 118 | 1888 213,000 | 1889 847,260 | 1889 620, 054 1889 248, 641 
Ruasia fonkoas veunbatiat eal oaamidaiaeee a“ 4 464,174 1887 1, 834, 699 1887 532,649 | 1887 | 363, 740 1887 222, 025 
a sienwliesciendiiaiaansinsimecaianeaiiatiiniaseaaaaaaa 1, 300,000 | 1889 | 4,500,000 | 1888 000 |... sot ieee 28. 645 
INI S snosiencernconvensebibentainesenseoesentin 300, 000 Poa 985, 904 | 1889 420, 665 | 1888 | 253, 090 | 1889 137, 821 
en — 366, 794 177, 157 | 1888 12,538 18388 117,019 | 1888 | 117, 785 
All other countries... ..... 12, 000, 000 ise 2, 000,000 | 1889 100, 000 jes 1889 | 30, 000 

Total. sans, ecaciitiniaiias ei nnn ave] 48 481, 058, 789 | 
Percentage of the United States ovens rc ns 27.5 
United States oe sscasieianlesasianiasaiintcsicseeta nn 342 | 1889 | 14,096,427 | 1890. 9,202, 708 | "yas0 | 2,586,385 |........1 $3,988, 827 
Great Britain peceuecenpéeseos eo neemnineneauseencsuiensniiienctanine penaumagnatiouns | 1889 176, 916, 724 | i 13889 14, 546, 105 | 1889 8, 322, 824 | 1889 2, 253, 756 “1889 8, 669, 960 
Total all other countries sa glenitinniantiinineiahteiteninamnemananiaaaa 171, 722,714 a 24, 941, 802 — 9, 208, 306 | covervens| By 736, O64 |... 0000 3, 758, 241 

rotal “a NN a vl 481, 058, 780 |... 08, 854, 334 |... | 26, 733, 833 |........| 8,576, al ai 11, 416, 528 
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The CHAIRMAN, 
the gentleman from Ohio to strike out the paragraph. 

‘The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, 
noes 62, 

Mr. GROSVENOR and others demanded tellers. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that tellers be not 
asked for and that an amendment be offered to reduce the amount to 
$197,000. [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering tellers. 

ellers were ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. BINGHAM were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer an amendment to this section, to strike 
out, in lines 14 and 15, ‘‘ $295,421.79’ and insert the amount of the 
estimates, ‘‘$197,103.59.’’ [Cries of ‘Vote it down!’’)] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send the amendment to the 
desk. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Gentlemen cry to voteit down. Inever before, 
since I have been a member of this House, saw a committee come in 
and ask us to appropriate $100,000 more than the Department asked for. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the House of Representatives makes the ap- 
propriation and not the Department. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, a single remark on this question. 
Mr. Wanamaker, the Postmaster-General, has made no recommenda- 
tion, but the provision which the gentleman talks about striking out 
was put in by General Gresham, as good a manas he, yearsago. And 
this House has put it in more than once, without looking to the Post- 
master-General. If you will turn to my friend’s report of the Pan- 
American Commission you will find this feature is spoken of as an 
advance in our inland mailsystem 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] has said something 
about a little gap from Baltimore to Hagerstown, Md. There they run 
86 miles of special fast mail, and the fast mails from New England, 
from Albany, and from New York City reach Baltimore at 4 o'clock in 
the morning, and leave there at ten minutes past 4 in the winter, to 
connect with the Southern railway lines carrying the mail through 

Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, Tennessee, and other States. They 
pay 25 cents a mile for that train, and the railroad company have not 
made any money at it yet, Now, when gentlemen talk in a sensible 
way about the railroad question, I am with them, but when they talk 
this sort of stuff, itis mere nonsense. This increased facility is for the 
people. It is not for the railroads, Dut it is for the millions of people 
who are benefited. 


t+In 1890 the United States produced about 150,000,000 tons of coal and over 17,000,000 tons of iron ore. 
‘ld in the increase in the production of coal, iron ore, and pig iron. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
people ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. 
of it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why should the committee disregard the rec- 
ommendations of the Postmaster-General and seek to appropriate 
$100,000 more than he asks for? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Postmaster-General himself has made no rec- 
ommendation whatever. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say in conclusion 
that this is simply the discretion of the Housein giving the Postmaster- 
General what he used last year and what he is using to-day and will 
continue to use until the Ist of July. He is not compelled to use it if 
he does not want to. He himself makes no recommendation about it. 
The quotation read is simply masquerading here when it is stated to 
be his report. It is the report of the new Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, who is a very worthy gentleman, but who has not been long in 
the office. That is the whole of it. The House ought to stand by the 
committee.’ 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Curcu- 
EON, and the Chairman announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. EVANS. Division. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to say simply that this wil! 
be in accordance with the estimate, if we adopt this amendment. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. This is one of the most impor- 
tant mails run in this country, and if the gentleman from Michigan was 
more familiar with the commercial: importance of it, I am sure he would 
not offer this amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 57. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. EVANS de- 
manded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. CurcHrEoN 
and Mr, BINGHAM. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the Chair please state that if this amendment is 
agreed to it will simply be following out the estimate of the Postmaster- 
General? 

The tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 53. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. It is half past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that it will take 
buta few minutes longer. I do not think there is a question in dis- 
pute in the remaining sections of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


How about the 60,000,000 of other 


There are 20,000,000 people who get the benefit 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. Having read as follows 
For engraving, printing, and binding drafts and warrants, $4,000 

Mr. BINGHAM said: I submit the following amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ dollars,”’ in line 17, insert the following words 

“*and the Postmaster-Genera! may from time to time designate any officer of 
the Post-Office Department above the grade of fourth-class clerk to sign war- 
rants in his stead; and such warrants when so signed shall be of the same va- 
lidity as if they had becn signed by the Postmaster-General.’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman and to the House 
that the time of the Postmaster-General has heretofore been largely 
occupied in the affixing of what might be called pro forma signatures 
to the warrants of the Department, from the Sixth Auditor’s Office, 
when the accounts in both offices had been adjusted under the law. 
The system by which the accounts were adjusted was the basis of the 
Postmaster-General’s signature. It was simply a pro forma signature 
without any examination or investigation on his part. 

By an act of Congress authority to sign was transferred some years 
ago to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. The task has now be- 
come so onerous that the greater part of this oflicer’s time is taken up 
in simply approving the well-considered and well-examined action of 
the Department, and the Postmaster-General and the Third Assistant 
both request that authority be given to delegate this power to a clerk 
above the $1,800 grade, which would be either a clerk of division or one 
of the other Assistant Postmasters-General, or such other clerk of the 
proper grade as the Postmaster-General may determine. 
with it no danger in any form whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has become of my point of order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman to 
make any point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserved the point of order; and I make the 
point of order now that it changes existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatis correct. I am asking usanimous consent 
of the committee for the adoption of the amendment. 


It carries 


The CHAIRMAN. Then the point of order will be sustained. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I want to know about the effect of the 
amendment. I did not catch the reading exactly. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not hear the reading exactly, there was so 
much confusion in the Hall. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman withdraw his pointof order? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw my point of order. I am not clear 
but that the amendment is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was put, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For transportation of foreign mails, $752,990. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I offeranamendment on behalf of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,”’ in line 21, page 5, insert the following: 

“Provided, That hereafter the Postmaster-General shall be authorized to ex- 
pend such sums as may be necessary to cover one-half of the cost of transporta- 
tion, compensation, and expense of clerks to be employed in assorting and 
pouching the mails in transit on steamships between the United States and 
other postal administrations in the International Postal Union.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idesire toreserve the point of order until the pur- 

of this amendment is stated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itissimply fixing the amount for the present year, 
which is provided at $48,000 for this service on mails transmitted on 
the German steamers coming from the German ports touching at Liv- 
erpool and coming to New York. It was passed in the last session 
under the arrangement made between the German Government and 
our Government. The French Government and the English Govern- 
ment refused to enter into the agreement. The French Government 
refused because they could not do it without a legislative act, and 
the English Government refused because their mails arelanded at Liv- 
erpool and they can make the distribution between Liverpool and Lon- 
don, We provided $48,000 for this service, and we simply ask what 
the Postm:ster-General asks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this appropriation has not been made before. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, it has been running for a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But forthe present year only. It seems to me, as 
this concerns only a single government, that we ought to take some 
time for its consideration. ‘This seems to be an appropriation only in 
favor of the mails of the German Empire, and the cost is all on us. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. The expense is paid by each Govern- 
ment, half and half. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But thetransmission of the English and French 
mails is borne entirely by those Governments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But we did not have this sort of relation with 
the English Government. We had no steamer carrying the English 
mails touching at the German ports. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the mailsare all going there. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Thisis simply for the German and American line, 


and not for the English and French lines. Those Governments d 
clined to enter into this arrangement. 

Mr. McMILLIN, This is with the German line. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will change the word ‘‘declined.’’ Those Gov- 
ernments could not enter into itunderthelaw. A similar provision to 
that made last year is made in the present bill, and this is simply to 
carry the agreement vernment and our 
own, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amencn 
tleman from Pennsylvania, 

Che question was put, and the amendment wa 

Che Clerk read as follows 


} 
fOr 


out between the German G 


of the gen- 


balance due foreign co 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
desk. 


The Clerk read as 


intries, $160,000 


I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 


follows 
After the word “ dollars,” in line 23, add the follow 
‘** That there shall be in the Post-Oflice Department 


an additional Assistant 


Postmaster-General, to be known as the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, 
who shall be appointed by the President by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, and who shall be entitled to asalary of $4,000 a year 

Mr.McMILLIN. I make the point of order on that 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to mak« single 
statement, which will not take more than three minutes 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to the gentleman making a 
statement. 

Mr. BINGH AM. In the last Congress 

Mr. CANNON. Ido notsee any use of that. What is the use of 
proceeding with astatement when the gentleman says he will not with- 
draw his point of order; and if he does, there are a dozen other gentle 


men ready to make it. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I think if I have an opportu to make my 
statement the point of order will not be By consent of the 


made, 
House I will make this statement. In the last Congress a bill identi 


| cal in language with this was introduced by the then chairman of the 


re  —————————— 


committee [Mr. BLouNnT], and reported unanimously by your com- 


mittee, and it went on to the House Calendar. In this Congress the 


| same bill has been reported from our committee favorably. 


A bill identical in language passed the Senate and 
was referred to the Committee on the Post 
was reported back favorably. Not having an opportunity to have the 
matter considered by recognition in the House, your committee thought 
it was their duty to submit this question to the judgment of the House, 
recognizing the fact that in a preceding Congress, under another Ad- 
ministration, the necessity for this additional officer was recognized, 
as it has been recognized by this Congress, awaiting only legislative 
opportunity for its consideration ; 

In: addition to that, I state that this officer is absolutely necessary to 
the proper conduct of the service. The last advance or increase in the 
Assistant Postmasters-General was made in 1836, and, as we all know, 
every improvement and every advance in the service, in the sense of 
drawing.in outside instrumentalities for the convenience of the peo- 
ple, has occurred since 1836. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of 
sustained. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman » out the last word. 
I do so in order to speak of a matter which concerns the Post-Office De- 
partment. I do not often make my complaints of the administration 
of Government elsewhere than to those who administer it, but when 
making them there proves wholly unavailing, I at least have the privi- 
lege, and will exercise it, of making known here what I conceive to be 
dereliction in the Post-Office Department. The present administration 
of that Department has appointed two postmasters in the Congressional 
district that I have the honor to in neither read nor 
write. 

Mr. CANNON. 
man? [Laughter. | 

Mr. McMILLLIN. Yes,therearesome Democrats whocan. [Laugh 
ter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not call this to the attention of Con 
gress before, because I had hoped that I could get the required relief at 
the Department. I went to the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
and made complaint and failed there; then I went to the Postmaster- 
General himself and made complaint and was again unsucce 
Within the last month or six weeks, however, one of 
been put in jail under a charge of assassination. 

Mr. ADAMS. May I ask the gentleman if that is the case 
wood ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is at Ellinwood 

Mr. EVANS. Did not that man, whose son was shot last summe 
go tothe Postmaster-General and ask him to 


ame to the House, 


Office and Post Roads, and 


insisted yn it will be 


up 


I move to stril 


An 


represent who 


Is there anybody there that can except the gentle- 


ssful. 
these men has 


at 


Ellin 


furnish him two Winche 
ter rifles with which to defend his office and his family ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. As you speak of the Winchester rifles, I want to 
say here that you had a man appointed as postmaster there whose first 
request was that he should be furnished with Winchester rifles 

Mr. ADAMS. That was after his son had got shot, was it not? 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. And since then he has been putin jail under a 
charge of assassination. 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. A trumped-up charge ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is oneof the most enlightened communities 
in the State, or in any State. Since that time this man has been put 
in jail under a charge of assassination, and as they are now going to 
try to have him removed 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Do youmean removed from jail? [Eaughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I mean removed from office, and he will doubt- 
less be removed unless under this Administration to have been in jail 
is a prerequisite to holding office, and I trust it is not. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, In reference to this post-office business I want to make a few 
suggestions in relation to my own district, as thisseems to be the only 
place where such complaints can be heard. I do not know whether 
my complaint will be regarded in thesame spirit in which our friends 
on the opposite side of the Chamber seem to regard the statements 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. Gentlemen 
upon the other side seem to think that the appointment of the sort of 
a postmaster he describes was a good thing, and that any outrages that 
may be perpetrated in that part of the country are a fit subject for 
their laughter and enjoyment. 

There is a post office in the district which I have the honor to repre- 
sent where they appointed anew postmaster and turned out an efficient 
lady, and he just bundled up the post office and moved it off 3 miles, 
leaving the community without any post office at all. I protested 
against that, but my protest was treated about as the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee’s complaints are treated here. There is a case now before 
this First Assistant Postmaster-General where there is an application 
to give a Republican a post office, a small one, and let him move it 
irom one county to another. I also protested strongly against that 
outrage, but I was informed the other day that, notwithstanding the 
protest, the office was going to be removed from the county. That is 
to be done so that this man might have a post office at his own house. 
The idea of the present Administration seems to be that the post offices 
in that district, or that part of the district, are intended simply for the 
benefitof the Republican postmasters. [Laughter.] They haveturned 
out some as intelligentand accomplished ladies and competent postmas- 
ters as thereare in the whole country or in any country, and put in in- 
competent, uncultivated, disagreeable people. 

I have made these complaints with no expectation that the grievance 
would be corrected, because I see by the manner in which these recitals 
of wrong are received by the other side that you all think this is a good 
way totreat us. If the case was in your own portion of the country, 
or anywhere else than ours, you would not permit such outrages. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In our part of the country we tarn out Demo- 
crate. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. AIII have to say is that I have done my best 
to correct the grievance in this case. But, disagreeable as it may be 
to you gentlemen on the other side, the only remedy that is leit us, and 
the one which we will adopt, is to elect a Democratic President; and 
then snch evils will be corrected. [Derisive laughter on the Repub- 
lican side, } 

Mr. BINGHAM, I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House as amended with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Inow move that the Committee of the Whole take 
up House bill No. 13638, being the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I desire tosubstitute for that House bill No, 13552, 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, I think I ought to get my bill read to-night. 
It is much longer than the other. 

Mr. FUNSTON. ‘The agricultural appropriation bill is ahead of the 
ventleman’s bill on the Calendar. I gave way to the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads [Mr. BinGHAM } because 
his bill was before mine. Now, the bill of the gentleman from Illinois 
{ Mr. CANNON] is after mine, and I claim the right of way. 

Mr. CANNON. Both bills must be passed; but there is much moére 
trouble about passing this one than the other. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill indicated by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [ Mr, FUNSTON ] has precedence unless the committee decides to con- 
sider another. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Kansas represents the ‘‘Alli- 
ance’? and ought te have some preference. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I claim that my bill is first on the Calendar. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON to proceed 
to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill, there were— 
ayes 69, noes 15. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 





I make the point of no quorum. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I think there is manifestly a quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hundred 


and six members are present—a quoram. The committee decides to 


proceed with the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. ,~ 


The Committee of the Whole accordingly proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 13658) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr, CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill may be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why not let the committee rise and have the pre 
vious question considered as ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, because we want to consider the bill; that 
is the reason. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have now been in session since 11 0’clock. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, anybody can object. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. And anybody can make a request. 

Mr. CANNON, I desire to state to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLouNT] that this bill is quite a long one, there being about 7() 
pages; and if unanimous consent be given to dispense with the read- 
ing of the bill I will then move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the bill is entertaining reading. We had 
better hear it. 

Mr CANNON. Allright. 

The first reading of the bill was proceeded with. The Clerk having 
read as far as line 17, page 25—— 

Mr. BLOUNT (interrupting the reading) said: I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. PETERS. I do not think the reading of the bill can be inter- 
rupted in this way. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
the committee rise. 

Mr. PETERS and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, you had better refer to the rule. 


It is in order at any time to make a motion that 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the 
committee do now rise. [The question was put.] Thenoes appear to 
have it. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Division. 

The CHAIRMAN (having again put the question). On this ques- 
tion there are—ayes 3, noes 41; so that the committee refuses to rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No quorum. I make the point that there is no . 
quorum present. 

Mr. CANNON. You can not make that point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not know why. 

Mr. CANNON, The last vote taken disclosed a quorum, and we 
are now engaged in business which can not be interrupted in this way. 
As soon as we finish the reading of the bill I will give the gentleman 
a chance to have the committee rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman’s proposition is one which I never 
heard in Committee of the Whole beiore. 

Mr. CANNON. There are plenty of things that you never heard of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know there are. They are developing all the 
time, and getting worse and worse. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that due 
deference to the rules will be observed. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely, that is all J ask. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thereis noquorum present. We had a vote on the 
motion I submitted, and there is no question but that as large a count 
as could be made was had. Now, I insist on the point, Mr. Chairman, 
that no quorum is present. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman is aware that there is no ne- 
cessity for a quorum on the motion to rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam aware of that; but I make the point that no 
quorum is present, and no business can be transacted in the absence 
of a quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman raises the question that a quorum 
is not present. The Chair will ascertain by count whether a quorum 
of the committee is present. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point right now that the gentleman can 
not interrupt the reading of the bill to do anything except to move 
that the committee rise. That motion has been submitted and re- 
jected. It does notrequire a quorum. The last vote that was taken 
upon the matter of business that required a quoram showed that a 
quorum was present. 

The CHAFRMAN. But the gentleman moved that the committee 
rise, which motion was in order. The vote then taken disclosed the 
want of a quorum, and the gentleman from Georgia raises the point 
that no quorum is present and no business can be transacted in the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. Buta quorum is not necessary on a motion to rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the fact is manifest nevertheless that there is 
no quorum. 

Mr, CANNON. There is no way to determine that except when a 
vote is taken that requires a quorum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point that the gentleman’s speech is 
dilatory. [Laughter.] The Chair has raled upon the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count the committee. 
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Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman from Georgia could make the 
point of no quorum.every two minutes if that was in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would not do that. 

The Chairman proceeded to count the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inform the Chair that about twenty mem- 
bers have gone out since he began the count. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take cognizance of that fact. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest that the Chair deduct from his count the 
gentlemen who are going out. 

Mr. GROSVENOK. I suggest that the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Koads is constructively present, as his bill 
is pending. 

r. BLOUNT, The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole is a 
little dilatory about this matter of the count. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very anxious to be just, and is en- 
gaged now in counting the committee. [Lauyhter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to knowif the Chair deducts gentlemen who 
go out as well as counts those who come in? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not cognizant of any gentlemen 
having gone out since the count began. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I will inform the Chair that about twenty 
have gone out since they were counted. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hundred 
members are present, a quorum. The committee refuses to rise, and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FITHIAN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PETERS. I make the point of order that the reading of the 
bill can not be interrupted for the purpose of making that motion. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The Chair entertained a similar mo- 
tion a few moments ago. 

Mr. ADAMS. But that was by unanimous consent, no point of or- 
der being made. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The gentleman from Illinois made a 

int of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, Forthe purpose of stating that I am satisfied 
the committee are not here listening to this bill. There is no quorum 
of the committee present. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Am | to understand that the point I have 
raised is not recognized by the Chair? 

I rise to a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I desire that the Clerk shall not interrupt me 
except by order of the Chair when I rise to submit a question to the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed the Clerk to resume the 
reading of the bill. The gentleman will state his question of privi- 
lege. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. My question of privilege is that there is no 
quorum of the committee here. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can not raise the question in that 
way. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

During the further reading of the bill, 

Mr. LEHLBACH said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be con- 
sidered as read. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. To that I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk then resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this bill recom- 
mends an appropriation of $36,577,308.09, of which $28,668,832 is a 
deficiency for pensions for the current fiscal year. After a very full 
examination we have ascertained that that amount for pensions is quite 
sufficient. The bill has been prepared with care and, in my opinion, 
it is sufficient to provide for the public service for the remainder of the 
fiscal year; and the large amount it carries, as will at once be per- 
ceived by the committee, is due to the appropriation for pensions, which 
grows out of the legislation of the first session of this Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Texas, but before I do that—although I am quite content to go on with 
the bill—I will ask the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS] how much 
time he desires. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, let us go on with the bill. 


The 
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Mr. SAYERS, Well, we will see about going on with the bill. There 
is no use in being in a hurry about this business. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The session is very nearly at an 


end. Only eight or nine more days remain. 
Mr.SAYERS. Well, go ahead if you think you can. 
Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas if he de- 


sires some time for general debate? 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly we do. 

Mr. CANNON, Howmuch? 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a matter which the Committee of the 
Whole can not fix in such a way as to be binding upon the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I was asking the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butitis parliamentary for me to make that state- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
bind the House. 

Mr. CANNON. 
done before. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state this: I donot think the gentleman from 
Illinois is in any position to press this matter, having taken up the 
bill without giving the information to the minority which is always 
usual and customary. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. 
not here. 

Mr. SAYERS. Notification was not given to the minority of the 
intention to call up this bill, and the gentleman knows there are sev- 
eral items in the bill that the majority would not dare vote for on a 
yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, in reply to the gentleman I will say— 
because I have great respect for his judgment and his fairness—lI called 
this bill up to-night with the intention of having it read a first time, 
the mere formal reading, and then to have it considered in the future, 
and I asked unanimous consent that the first formal reading might be 
dispensed with, giving notice that if that was done I would move that 
the committee rise, but objection was made. Gentlemen had the 
right to object, but it seems to me that no good purpose was served by 
the objection, and the committee saw proper to continue the formal 
reading. 

Now, that is all there is of it. Idid what I thought it was my duty 
to do as a member of the committee and being in charge of the bill; 
and my friend from Texas should not fall into the atmosphere that may 
be temporarily about him and feel that he is aggrieved, because in my 
opinion he is neither aggrieved nor hurt. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this-—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from I)linois [ Mr. CANNON] has 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to my friend from Texas for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, that no personal 
feeling can grow out of any contest on this floor between the gentle- 
man from Illinois and myself. Our relations have been too pleasant 
since we have been serving upon the same committee for me to permit 
my feelings to be aroused by any action that he or that side of the 
House may attempt to take in order to forward this bill; but I say to 
this committee, and I say it in all candor, that there is an indefi- 
nite item upon this bill amounting to more than $2,000,000, which the 
House of Representatives have in two Congresses rejected, and in the 
second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, if 1 am not very much mis- 
taken, the deficiency bill was lost becanse a portion of this very item 
was upon the bill, and the House of Kepresentatives sustained its con- 
ferees in rejecting the item. 

Mr. THOMPSON. What item do you refer to? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is an indefinite appropriation to the Central Pa- 
cific Railroad, a bankrupt railroad, a road that confessedly is unable 
to pay its indebtedness to the United States, and which is now ask- 
ing, and has been asking for the past two Congresses, favorable legis- 
lation in order to enable it to adjust its indebtedness and go into liq- 
uidation; and I appeal to gentlemen upon the otherside of the House, in 
the interest of the Government and in the interest of the people, that 
they will allow an opportunity to this side of the House to call atten- 
tion to this particular item, because it is exceedingly important. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the provision as to the Cen- 
tral Pacific Road ? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is an indefinite item, covering an appropriation 
amounting to more than $2,000,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What for? 

Mr. PICKLER. On what page of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. On pages 12 and 13. Now, then, the road is in- 
debted to the Government more than $36,000,000; and I can not see 
that it is fair to the Government and just to the people that this Con- 
gress should pay to that road over $2,000,000 while it is confessedly ow- 
ing to the Government more than $36,000,000, and is unable to pay. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In view of the importance of the measure, I hope 
my friend from Illinois will consent to a motion that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. CANNON. 


The Committee of the Whole, as suggested, can not 


But by amicable arrangement it has been frequently 


For the reason that you were 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, before making the 





i 
Ft 
i 


arts 


C. 


ae 





3098 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





motion that the committee rise, that it is true that this bill carriesan 
appropriation for a judgment of the Supreme Court, made in favor of 
the Central Pacific Railroad, for services upon the nonbond-aided lines 
of that road. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What sort of services ? 

Mr. CANNON. For services to the Government for the transporta- 
dion of troops, for all kinds of service that has been rendered by the 
nonbond-aided railroads. I desire to say, and I think I can state the 
whole question in a nutshell, that gentlemen know that the Union Pa- 
cific and the Central Pacific Railway, the two original corporations, 
when constructed had grants of land, and in addition had Government 
bonded aid; and they also know that the Government itself has now a 
second mortgage to secure that indebtedness. 

Now, then, since that time there has been constructed by the Union 
Pacilie Railroad and by the Central Pacific Railroad, or leased by those 
roads, a mileage much larger than the original roads. I think in the 
case of the Central Pacific it is three or four times as large as the orig- 
inal Central Pacific and the Union Pacific, taking the Oregon Short 
Line; and they have also leased other roads. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
them. 

Mr. CANNON. They have leased, if the gentleman will allow me, 
some of these roads. AlJl these roads were not constructed by the aid 
of bonds from the Government of the United States. In the original 
act constituting the Central and Union Pacific Railroads and making 
these grants was inserted a proviso, and that was amended by the Thur- 
man act, by which the services performed by those roads respectively 
to the Government should be paid for one-half to the sinking fund and 
one-half for a certain interest, which has been done. Then as to the 
services on the nonbond-aided lines or leased lines, they never received 
any aid from the Government. Since the passage of the Thurman act 
the Government claims that the services of those roads and the pay for 
those roads should also be applied to the sinking fund under the Thur- 
man act, and to the payment of the indebtedness of the two roads re- 
spectively. 

The nonbond-aided lines said, ‘‘ No; we are not bound so todo;’’ and 
in the absence of the Government paying them they went into the Court 
of Claims with the matter. They sued the Government, and there was 
an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, taken by the 
Government from the judgment the roads obtained in the Court of 
Claims, and that court decided that, as to the nonbond-aided lines, it 
must pay for the services performed for the Government, and that the 
amount can not be carried to the credit of the Government in extin- 
guishment of the indebtedness of these two roads respectively. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, rose. 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. I will finish this statement, and 
then I will yield to the gentleman. Thatwasin1886. Again in 1889 
unother action was brought by these railroads, or by the Southern Pa- 
vific Railroad, for reimbursment for services by the nonbond-aided 
lines; and the Court of Claims again rendered a judgment against the 
Government. The case went tothe Supreme Court, and in January last 
that court rendered a judgment of over $800,000 against the United 
States, and that judgment is bearing interest. Now, this bill recom- 
mends an appropriation for the payment of that judgment, and also an 
appropriation for all the services upon the nonbond-aided lines. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. One moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to be yielded to next. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I want to finish the statement I am 
making. 

Mr, CHEADLE. 
ern Pacific ? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; it is in behalf of the Central Pacific, and 
is for services that it has rendered upon those nonbond-aided lines. 

Now, then, ever since 1887 the payments for the services on the non- 
bond-aided lines of the Union Pacific Railroad have been used in 
payment of the sinking fund, under the terms of the Thurman act. 
Ever since 1889 Congress has appropriated—and we have appropriated 
this session upon the army bill and other bills—to pay the non-bond- 
aided lines for the service they have performed for the Government; 
and it is being paid month by month and year by year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish mystatement. eaoeneee ae 
by year without question. This is simply a recommendation for an ap- 
propriation to pay a judgment rendered by the Supreme Court of the 
United States for these services that fell within the principal of that 
judgment. The accounts have been andited, and the court have de- 
cided between the nonbond-aided roads upon the one hand and the 
Government upon the other, and under cur form of government, the 
court being there for that purpose, the duty of Congress, in my opin- 
ion, is to appropriate for the debt covered by this judgment, the same 
as it appropriates for a debt due or a judgment in favor of any other 
citizen. 

My belief as a legislator has always been that the Government of the 
United States when it owes money should always pay it, whether it 
be to the richest millionaire, to the strongest man or corporation in the 
country, or to the poorest citizen. All are equal before the law, and 


And they have bought many of 


Is not this last judgment in behalf of the South- 


I for one stand ready now, as I have stood ready at all times in the 
past and shall stand so long as I have service in the American . 
to do that equal and exact justice before the law and under the law to 
each and every citizen which the principlesof justice and right demand, 
and it is not for me to inquire whether he be rich or whether he be 
poor, or whether he be strong or whether he be weak. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Are not these judgmentsagainst the Government 
drawing interest, and will they not draw interest until they are paid ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly they are drawing interest. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. I will. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Are you willing to pay this money 
to these railroads which in six years will owe youabout $120,000,000 
when you know that they are going to swindle you out of every cent 
of it? [Laughter.] Did the Supreme Court take that into account ? 
And my next question is this: Is the Supreme Court the legislative 
body? Because the Supreme Court makea finding have we got to ap- 
propriate for it? These nonbonded lines were simply a part of the 
machinery of the bonded lines, and the whole property of the bonded 
lines is held for the debt, and the idea of bringing in an appropriation 
to pay these scoundrels who intend to swindle you is in my judg- 
ment a baldheaded outzage. [Laughter.] 

Mr.CANNON. The gentleman has asked two questions. With the 
great respect that I have for the gentleman from Kansas, I think per- 
haps it is unfortunate that the Attorney-General under Mr. Cleveland, 
and the Attorney-General under the present Administration, in pre- 
senting and arguing these questions, claiming that the Government was 
not bound to pay for service upon the nonbond-aided lines, and argu- 
ing that before the highest judicial tribunal in this country, or, as we 
think, upon this earth, did not call to their assistance my honored 
friend from Kansas. [Laughter.] 

Bat they did not, and the case having been submitted and argued 
and tried, and judgment having been rendered, and judgment having 
been rendered again, it is no answer to my statement of what I feel to 
be my duty asa Representative, for the gentleman from Kansas (for 
whom I entertain great respect) to strike an attitude and cry ‘‘Rail- 
road !’’ in one breath and ‘*Mad dog!’’ in the next, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ah, how about it when you come to 
collect the $120,000,000 that they owe you? Are you going to keep 
paying in this way, then? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. As to the nonbonded lines the Gov- 
ernment has no lien upon a single mile of those roads. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But those nonbonded lines are a part 
of the property of the bonded lines, and the Government has just as 
much alien upon them as you have alien upon $10 in my pocket 
where I owed you $5—— 

Mr. CANNON. SoChief Justice ANDERSON says; but Chief Justice 
Waite and Chief Justice Fuller and a full bench have said to the con- 
trary. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend’s chief justice business is 
all very nice, but he ean not get over the plain facts. 

Mr. FITHIAN. ItisChief Justice ANDERSON against Chief Justice 
CANNON, now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. When my friend has tarried at Jericho 
long enough for his beard to grow, he will know better. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FITHIAN. The people of the Fifteenth district would not al- 
low you to tarry here any longer. They concluded you had tarried 
here long enough, so they thought they would make a change. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I have been here so long that the memory of 
my short-haired friend from Illinois runs not to the contrary [laugh- 
ter], and I will not say-—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. Let me say that that is a very dignified statement 
for the gentleman from Illinois to make; very dignified. 

Mr. CANNON. And, let me say that I hope that if my friend’s 
service in this House shall continue as long as mine has continued, he 
will learn in time that it does not take in to jump up here and cry 
out three timesaday, ‘‘ You are not going to be in the next Congress !’’ 
[Great _—— I yield now to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS]. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will the Chairman allow me to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, if my friend desires to say a word I will 
yield to him fust for a minute, then I will yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [ Mr. a. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Ido not know whom the gentleman has been re- 
plying to. I have not said in this House three times a day that he 
would not be in the next I think everybody knows that. 
It is unnecessary to say that, the people gave emphasis to that 
fact on the 4th day of last November. = ale 

Mr. CANNON. This is the fourth time the gentleman has said it to- 


day. 

Mr. FITHIAN. And when they did so they gave cmphasis to another 
fact, that they did not care to have you continue in the next Congress 
to fight in the interest of railroad oo 

Mr.CANNON. Fivetimes! [Laughter.] I will write out aspeech 
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for my colleague if he wants me to, and will put something new init. 


funds of the Central Pacific Railroad, a large portion of which ought 
[ hter. y : to have gone into the Treasury of the United States as a sinking fund 
Mr, SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling—— | in order to meet their liabilities when they matured. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CannoN]has| Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There is no question of that. 
the floor. | Mr. SAYERS. If you refer to the statutes of Kentucky, you will 
Mr. CANNON. I have yielded to my friend from Texas. find that the very same men who own the Southern Pacific Railroad, 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Chairman, I wish to bring back the committee | and who own the Central Pacific Railroad, went to the Legislature of 
to the consideration of this appropriation for the payment of these roads, | that State and obtained a charter for a company under the name of 





because it is one of exceeding importance; and though we are.at the | the Southern Pacific Company, Now, mark you, the officers of all 
close of a second session, yet the time is not too short for this Congress | three of these corporations were one and the same, or they represented 
to consider the question carefully before appropriating the money called | each other; and under that charter the Central Pacific road, and these 
for in this item, In the first place, this is an indefinite appropriation. | leased lines and the Southern Pacific are now being operated. 

Now why is an indefinite appropriation proposed? Why did not the The Central Pacific road in the mean time came to Congress, not 

tleman from Illinois and the majority of the committee specify in | only at this and the last session, but also in the Forty-ninth and Fif- 

the bill theexact figures which they had before them—the item of $3,- | tieth Congresses, saying to the Government, throngh their agents and 
069,992.35 and $54,284.04, less $829,838.58? Why did they leave un- | attorneys, that it would be unable to pay these bonds, amounting to 
written in the bill the exact items provided for in this clause? more than $36,000,000, at maturity, and asking the Government to com- 

Mr.CANNON. My friend will allow me right there. On page 4 | promise its indebtedness on a long time, fifty to one hundred years, 
of wf report the items in fall are reported, and the amount is there | and reduce the rate of interest to2 per cent. per annum on the indebted- 
sta ness. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iam reading from page 4 of the report. 

Mr.CANNON. Very well. 


Mr. Chairman, it is no wonder that the Farmers’ Alliance is de- 
manding the establishment of subtreasuries throughout the different 
Mr.SAYERS. But that is not the bill—— States of the Union, when we find the representatives of the people on 

Mr. CANNON. It is the report accompanying the bill. this floor willing to grant such accommodations as are here recommended 

Mr. SAYERS. Nor will these figures appear in the act if the bill | by this bill to these corporations which have grown powerful and 
passes as now worded. | wealthy through the munificence and liberality of the General Govern 

Another point to which I wish to call the special attention of the com- | ment. 
mittee is that two judgments have been renderedin theinferiorcourtand | Mr. CANNON. 
the Supreme Court of the United States against the Government for 





Why has my friend allowed his harp to hang so 
long on the willows ? 


the amounts which I have read, aggregating about $2,000,000. Admit} Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, may every man’s harp hang 
them to be an indebtedness of the United States to these roads. On | long on the willows when he sees such claims as this attempted to be 


the other hand, we find the Central Pacific Road, the lessor of these | railroaded through Congress. 
leased lines and the road to which this payment is made, owing the | Mr.CANNON. I ask why has my friend allowed his harp to hang 
Government of the United States more than $36,000,000. We also | so long on the willows, in the last Congress and in this, when he has 
find that the road, according to its own statement, is in a bankrupt | seen appropriations made, and helped to make them, to pay for the 
condition, and that when these bonds mature in a few years it will not | current earnings of these very roads, and at atime too when the final 
be able to satisfy its indebtedness to the United States. decision of thé Supreme Couri to which I have referred had not been 
Now, I submit to the committee in all fairness, is it not the duty of made? 
Congress to take care of the interests of the Government just as an| Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I deny that I, as a Representative 
individual would take care of his own interests ? on this floor, ever gave my consent to the passage of any bill which 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Havenot thesetwo lessee roads come here year | provided for such an appropriation as this 
after year for many yearsoffering to cover all these leased lines by first { am told that the Second Comptroller of the Treasury—and I speak 
mortgages to the Government to secure the debt which they owe, prin- | upon information derived from others—that the Second Comptroller ot 
cipal and interest, thus turning over to the Government what property | the Treasury under this Administration has decided that the appro- 
they have, and has not that proposition been steadily rejected by Con- | priations which were contained in the army bill for the purpose of 
, or at least not accepted ? paying for the transportation of the Government might be used for 
Mr. SAYERS. I willanswer my friend. I do not understand'that | paying these leased lines of the Northern Pacific and Union Pacific 
to be their proposition——- Railroads. These payments have been made under a decision and 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Practically it is the proposition. order of a subordinate officer of this Government, and without the 
Mr. SAYERS. But, as suggested to me at this moment by the gen- | knowledge and consent of Congress. 
tleman from California [Mr. Geary], if that be true, why not deduct Mr. CANNON. My friend is in error, 
this amount which the Government owes and let the Central Pacific Mr. SAYERS. And I appeal to the recollection of my friend from 
Railroad execute its bond and mortgage to pay the balance? Illinois, and I know he will answer me fairly —— 
I submit to the gentleman from Ohio this proposition: Suppose that Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
A is security upon a note of B to C for $10,000, payable one year from Mr.SAYERS. Does not the gentleman remember that in the closing 
date. B acknowledges to A that it will be impossible for him to pay | hours of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, when the late 
that indebtedness when it matures; that he is a bankrupt. In tne | Mr. Burnes, of Missouri, from the Committee on Appropriations, had 
mean time A owes Ii, we will suppose, $5,000. Now,do you think it | charge of the general deficiency bill in the House, an amendment was put 
would be the part of wisdom for A to pay B the $5,000, knowing that | on that bill by the Senate looking to such a payment as is contemplated 
when B’s note to C upon which A is security matures he (A) will be | by the provision of this bill to which I have called the attention of the 
obliged to pay the $10,000? ‘That is a parallel case to this of the Gov- | committee; and a contest arose between the two Houses thereon, this 
ernment of the United States and the Central Pacific Railroad Com- | House sustaining theaction of itsconferees? And does not the gentle- 
y. | man remember that the Senate finally receded, but too late for the bill 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman let me answer that in a| to become alaw? My friend knows that. 
sentence? Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman want an answer now ? 
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. Mr. SAYERS. He can answer both propositions at the same time, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If A in that way could secure his whole debt | and I appeal to him for an answer. Does not he know also that, in 
or a larger proportion of his debt than he could get in any other way | the Fiftieth Congress, when he and I sat on opposite sides of the same 
it would be a matter of very bad business management if he did not | table in the Committee on Appropriations, that the attorheys and rep- 
assent to the proposition made to him by B. That is done every day | resentatives of these roads came before the committee and insisted 
and allover the country. The income of these leased lines would per- | that we should, in that Congress, provide for the payment ofthe amounts 
enable the roads to build farther improvements, and in that way | found to be due to the roads, and the committee refused to recommend 
add value to the very property constituting the security of the Gov- | it to the House; and no effort was made by any member on this floor, 
ernment. or in the Senate, to put such an item onthe bill? Does the gentleman 
Mr. LIND. Is that involved in this proposition ? not remember that? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. Mr. CANNON. I know this, if my friend wil! allow me. If he 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wili ask the indulgence of the com- | wants an answer—— 
mittee for a few moments longer, and will then yield back the floorto| Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir; I do. 
the gentleman from I)linois. | Mr. CANNON. In 1886 the first judgment of the Supreme Court 
Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman if there is any guaranty | was rendered settling this question—rendered against the Government 
that this money, if appropriated, would not go in the payment of divi- | for a part of these very items. And I know that under the lead of the 


dends ? gentleman and of Mr. Burnes, now deceased, the House of Representa- 








Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; none whatever. It is paid to the roads | tives refused to make the appropriation, exercising the right of the 
without any condition. 


sovereign, so far as the House was concerned, not to provide money to 
pay the debt of the Government as found due by the Supreme Court. 
I know, further, that the Second Comptroller of the Treasury has, 


It is contended, Mr. Chairman, by those who oppose the appropria- 
tion at the present time, that these leased lines were built with the 
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as it was his sworn duty to do, audited these accounts, following the 
judgment of the Supreme Court, and has certified them to Congress 
for its consideration, as the law provides. I know, further, that one 
of these companies brought a second action for nearly $1,000,000 in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and that was pending during 
the first session of this Congress; and because it was pending—not be- 
caase the committee, or a majority of it, had any doubt what the law 
was, but because the action was pending in the Supreme Court for 
nearly a million dollars—we did not recommend an appropriation for 
these audited accounts, 

Mr. SAYERS, That wasin the last session of the present Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; and I know that since that time there has 
been a final judgment rendered a second time for nearly a million dol- 
lars by the Supreme Court, and we recommended the appropriation. 

Now, as to the failure of the deficiency bill in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress in a contest over these items, I do not understand the fact to be 
as the gentleman states it, or thinks it to be. As I understand it, the 
deficiency bill did not fail on that account. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, Was it not on account of the French spoliation 
claims? 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, justa word. I ask leave toprint in 
the RECORD, accompanying the remarks which I have made hurriedly 
this evening, the report of the Committee on Appropriations upon the 
deficiency bill at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congressin rela- 
tion to this very subject-matter. 

Mr. CANNON, I want tostate to my friend if that report goes into 
the Recorp I think there should go with it the two judgments of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to that, 

Mr. DOCKERY, I hope that will be done. 

The portion of the report referred to by Mr. SAyERS (No. 4163, sec- 
ond session, Forty-ninth Congress) is as follows: 


The bill makes no eppoepeiation for the Central Pacific Railroad claims for 
transportation, and in this connection the committee would state that the United 
States owes the Central Pacific Railroad Company various sums of money for 
transportation under the War and Post-Ofice Departments, aggregating, in 
round numbers, $2,000,000 or more. 

The agents and attorneys of that company, with great persistence and activity, 
have sought to convince the committee that appropriations should be made for 
the payment of this indebtedness in money, notwithstanding the admitted fact 
that the railroad company is justly indebted to the United States in the sum of 
more than $60,000,000, 

The committee were of opinion that equity and justice required that the com- 
pany should be entirely satisfied to have the amount of these claims placed to 
its credit asa partial payment of, or set-off to, that much of its vast indebtedness 
to the United States, 

The committee were answered by the agents and attorneys, before alluded 
to, that the debt of the company to the Government was not yet due, and 
would not be for eight or ten years yet to come; thata test case had been made 
and tried in the Court of Claims, and on appeal in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and that those tribunals had each decided that the company was 
entitled to the payment of these claims, regardless of its indebtedness of $00.- 
000,000, as before mentioned; and that the indebtedness, of which payment was 
asked, accrued to the company by reason of its performing the services, out of 
which the claims originate, over branch lines not subsidized or aided by grant, 
either of bonds or lands, but leased, controlled, and operated by the company. 

It should be observed, however, in this connection that the accounts are pre- 
sented in the name of the Central Pacific Railroad Company; that the indebted- 
ness and the audit are to that company; that the test suit was in the name of 
and by that company; that the jadgment was rendered in its favor, and the 
services were rendered by it; but in rendering such services the company used 
its leased lines therefor. 

ifthere was ever aman or a corporation under obligations to keep faith with 
the Governmentand people of the United States, the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company and those who have control of the vast wealth and power conferred 
upon them by the legislation of 1862 and 1864, were and are bound by every con- 
sideration of justice, honor, and gratitude to keep absolute, perfect, and unlim- 
ited good faith with such Government and people. Under the legislation al- 
luded to it can not be too frequently stated or too earnestly considered that the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company received from the Government immense priv- 
ilewes, bounties,and subsidies. Among other things: 

First, a national legal status. 

Second, a grant for right of way of 404} feet in width. 

Third, earth, stone, timber, and other materials of construction from adjacent 
yublic land. 

: Fourth, alternate sections of the public lands on each side of the road fora 
depth of 10 miles; and in order that the company might have the choice land 
it was allowed to extend 20 miles on either side from which to select the quan- 
tity indicated. 

Fifth. On 17.18 miles of the road the Government lent it $16,000 per mile; on 
150 miles the Government lent it $18,000 per mile; on 580.32 miles the Govern- 
ment lent it $32,000 per mile, all in 6 per cent, thirty-year bonds. 

Sixth. The bonds of the company issued in 1865, 1866, 1867, 1868, 1869,and made 
a lien prior to the bonds of the Government lent to the com y, and aggre- 
gating $27,853,000, with thirty years to run, at6 per cent., gold, interest. 

Seventh. Capital stock issued by authority of law, but required to be paid up 
in cash and in full, $59,275,500, 

We bave a right to assume that the land produced revenues equivalent to 
$82,000 per mile, an amount amply sufficient to complete the road; that the 
bonds of the Gevernment let to the corporation, and averaging over $35,00 ‘per 
inile, were more than sufficient to com plete and equip the road ; that the second- 
mortgage bonds allowed to be made a first lien as against the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment so lent were sufficient to complete the road; and that the stock re- 
quired by law to be paid up in full was morethan double the amount required 
to build the road, 

Thus this corporation secured through the confidence and bounty of the Gov- 
ernment a sum of money sufficient to build and complete five roads of the same 
length. Where is all this money? Will it be seriously denied that this money, 
the money of the people and their Government, formed the basis of the great 
fortunes made by the recipients of all this bounty, and also the cost 
of building all the branch roads which were claimed tohave been , only, 
by the Central Pacific Railroad Company? And when to these vast sums we 
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add practically the net earnings of the road for twenty years, in which the Gov- 
ernment has an interest by law, we recognize the sources from which came the 
money to build all the roads ever rated or leased by the Central Pacific Rai|- 
road Company. In this estate the Government had and has a sovereign inter- 
est, subject only to the rights of honest creditors to whom the Government has 
given prier rig ts. 

But it is said that the company has a judgment in a test case, and therefore 
we are bound to make appropriation to pay likeclaims to that sued on. Let us 
see: The suit was begun in the Court of Claims by the filing of a petition or 
declaration at law at the Novemberterm of said courtin 1885. It wasthe guarded 
production of several of the skilled lawyers of that powerful company. It, o: 
course, stated a naked case at law. Itdid not admit any of the known fact 
constituting a complete equitable defense. 

The attorney representing the United States filed only a general demurrer 
This the court very properly overruled and judgment thereon was allowed ty 
be entered in the Court of Claims. The Supreme Court, on appeal, could do 
nothing but sustain the jndgmentofthecourt below. Whatthatgreat tribunal 
would have decided had the facts and equities of the Government been pre- 
sented by answer, we, of course, do not know; but it is believed that when a 
corporation or individual is largely indebted, whether the debt be due or not 
due, and commits a fraud or frauds upon the creditor, or diverts property un- 
lawfully from the uses prescribed by law fur the benefit or safety of such cred 
itor, or in failing circumstances com mits an act of bankruptcy, he or it can not 
either at law or in equity recover payment of a debt due by the creditor to the 
debtor of such creditor simply because it may not be at the time due or payal\c. 

Almost everywhere an attachmen tat law against such a debtor is authorized, 
and equitable proceedings to prevent the recovery by him of a debt due from 
a creditor situated as the United States now is are never denied. We think, 
therefore, that such proceedings as were bad in the suit alluded to donot justify 
us in concluding that the courts,on a full and fair presentation of all known 
matters of defense, would adjudge payment to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company of $2,000,000 owing to it by the United States, when the company is 
indebted,and has been for twenty years,to the United States in the sum of 
nearly $30,000,060 for principal, and a sum greater now than $30,000,000 for in- 
terest paid for the use and benefit of such company. It should be noticed that 
the above-mentioned suit was filed November, 1885, and was carried throug! 
both courts and the ju ent presented to Con within six months. 

It is to be further noted that the appropriation for the payment of these claims 
now opens the door to the future payment of all such claims, reaching far into 
millions of dollars. Less than a year ago the Central Pacific Railroad Com 
pany was before us as the alleged lessee of all the branch lines herein alluded 
to, since which it has been shown-to us that grave and serious changes have 
taken place, 

It would seem that the road of the corporation, enriched by the legislation of 
1862 and 1864, and in which the Government has such a large interest, together 
with all its leased or operated lines, is now, or was recently, in the possession or 
control of a corporation created by a special act of the Legislature of the Com- 
monwealth of Kentucky, and called the “ Pacific Company,” as lessee on a 
lease or leases for ninety-nine years. 

As the Government employs a number of gentlemen as representatives of 
the United States in the directory of the company, we may, at their convenience, 
get a history of the wanderingsof a fugitive debtor tothe United States, which, 
when last heard from, bad taken temporary refuge, at least under a new but 
Pacific name, within a State somewhat distant from its theater of operations. 
Tie “ Pacific Company” of Kentucky must be, as lessee, receiving the earn- 
ings of its leased lines. Has not the Government such an interest in this prop- 
erty as would justify a strong interference by the proper department of the Goy- 
ernment? 


The opinions of the Supreme Court referred to by Mr. CANNON are 
as follows: 


SUPREME COURT DECISION. 


(Supreme Court of the United States. No. 1291.—October term, 1885. The United 
States, appellants, vs. The Central Pacific Railroad Company. Appeal from 
the Court of Claims, May 10, 1886.] 


The opptes. the Central Pacific Railroad Company, brought this suit in the 
Court of Claims against the United States to recover compensation for services 
rendered the United States in transporting persons and freight over those parts 
of its railroad in the building of which it had not been aided by the Govern- 
ment. The United States demurred to the petition on the ground that it did 
not allege facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action. The demurrer was 
overruled and judgment rendered in favor of the claimant for the sum de- 
manded. From that judgment the United States have brought this appeal. 

The 7 alleges in his petition that it was originally incorporated on 
June 28, 1861, under the laws of the State of California; that, with the aid of 
the grant of lands in alternate sections, and of bonds of the United States issued 
to it under the acts of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864, it bu Jt, 
either direcily or indirectly, and Coenne the owner of, 865.65 miles of railroad. 
In addition to this line of road, the construction of which was so aided by the 
United States, the appellee, during the jod covered by the petition, controlled 
and used 383.67 miles of railroad acqu’ by consolidation with other compa- 
nies, and 1,791.35 miles of raiiroad leased by it from other companies, making 
2,175.02 miles, all of which had been , Without any aid from the 
Uni ed States, under the said acts of The petition demanded pay for 
service of tra’ tion rendered the United States over the 2,175.02 miles of 
railroad which been so constructed without their aid. 

The contention of the United States was that they were justified in withhold- 
ing the compensation sued for = ot the provisions of section 2 of the act 
of May 7, 1878 (chap. 96, 20 Stat., i commonly known as the Thurman act. We 
do not think this contention is founded. d 

The act of July 1, 1862 (chap, 120, 12 Stat., 489), was passed to “aid,” so the title 
declared, * in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the ——_ Ocean, and to secure to the oe ny = a 4 the one 
for postal, military, and other The actof July chap. 216, 13 
Stat., 356), wagan amendment to the act of July 1, 1862. . 

By these acts certain railroad companies were aided in the construction of their 
roads. Among them was the appeilee, which built the 856.66 miles above men- 
tioned. It was aided in the construction of this part of its road by an issue of 
bonds made to it by authority of theacts of July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864. The 
act of July 1, 1862, made the following provisions to secure the payment of the 
principal and interest of the bonds issued : 

Sec.5. * * * “The issue of said bonds and delivery to the company shall 
oe Me seneane ee eee line of the rail and tele- 

.”’ ete. 
a 6. “The grants aforesaid are made u condition that said Laven ane 4 
shall pay said bonds at maturity,and shall said railroad and telegrap 
line in iy and use, and shall, at all times, transmit dispatches over said 
ne, and 


tel mails, = and ts < war, suppl 
d ie stores Government, whenever requ 
to de eo by any Dapast Fn ied a amr Retry times have 


the n use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid; * * 
and all compensation for services rendered for the Government shall be applied 
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to the payment of said bonds and interest, until the whole amount is fully paid ; 
* * © andafter said road is completed, until said bonds and interest are paid, 
at least 5 per cent. of the net earnings of said road shall also be annually applied 
to the payment thereof.” 

By the act of July 2, 1864, it was provided as follows: 

“Seo. 5. * Only one-half of the compensation for services rendered 
for the Government by said companies shall be required to be applied to the 
payment of the bonds issued by the Government in aid of the construction of 
said roads.” 

These sections, taken together, constitute the contract between the United 
States and the appellee. (United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
91 U.S., 72; Sinking-Fund Cases, 99 U.S,, 700,718; Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany vs, United States, 104 U.S., 662.) This contract is binding on the United 
States, and they can not, without the consent of the company, change its terms 
by any subsequent legislation. (Sinking-Fund Cases, whi supra.) 

These provisions of the statute law of the United States being still in force 
Congress passed the act of May 7, 1878, being the Thurman act, above referrec 
to. The preamble of thisact mentions by name the companies which had been 
aided by bonds of the United States under the acts of July 1, 1862, and July 2, 
1964, The first section declares how the net earnings referred to in those acts 
shall be ascertained, and the second section provides as follows : 

“ That the whole amount of compensation which may, from time to time, be 
due to said several railroad companies respectively for services rendered for 
the Government shall be retained by the United States, one half thereof to be 

resently applied to the liquidation of the intere+t paid and to be paid by the 

Jnited States upon the bonds so issued by it as aforesaid, to each of said corpo- 
rations severally, and the other half thereof to be turned into the sinking fund 
hereinafter provided, for the uses therein mentioned,” 

Thecase turns on the true interpretation of this section, the appellants con- 
tending that it authorized them to retain compensation earned for transporta- 
tiop over all the roads owned or leased by the appellee, whether the construc- 
tion of such roads had been aided by the issue of Government bonds or not, 
and the appellee contending that the compensation referred to was that earned 
by transportation over that part only of its lines which had been assisted by the 
Government subsidy. 

The acts of July 1, 1862, July 2, 1864, and May 7, 1878, all relate to the same 
subject. The latter actis declared by its title tobe amendatory of the first two, 
and its last section provides that each and every of its provisions shall be “held 
asan alteration and amendment” of the two acts first mentioned. The three 
acts are, therefore, to be construed together as one act, and one part to be inter- 
preted by another, (United States vs. Freeman, 3 How., 556,564; Crespigny vs. 
Wittenoom, 4T. R., 793; Commonwealth vs. Slack, 19 Pick. , 304.) 

One of the provisions of the act of July 1, 1862, closely allied to the one under 
consideration, was construed by this court in the case of United States vs, 
Kansas Pacific Railway Company (99 U.S., 455). The Kansas Pacific Railway 
Company was one ofthe companies to which the United States issued bonds in 
aid of the construction of its road under the act just mentioned. Assisted by 
this issue of bonds, it had built 393}§ miles of road. It afterwards built 245 
miles without aid from the Government. The United States brought suitagainst 
the company to recover the 5 per cent. of net earnings, to be applied to the pay- 
ment of the bonds and interest, as provided by section 6 of the act of 1862. 

One of the controversies in the case was whether the Government was en- 
titled to the 5 per cent. net earnings on the part.of the road which had been 
built without Government aid. This court decided that it was not. Speaking 
by Mr. Justice Bradley it said: ‘‘ Weare of the opinion * * * thatthe sub- 
sidy bonds granted to the company, being granted only in respect of the ori- 
ginalroad, * * * are alien on that portion only, and that the 5 per cent. of 
the net earnings is only demandable on the net earnings of saic portion.” 
With this decision in view, it would be impossible to hoid with any show of 
reason that the compensation for services rendered the United States, which 
by the same section was required to be applied to the payment of the same 
bonds, included compensation for services rendered by a road the construction 
— had not been aided by the issue to the company of Government 

nds, 

In the case of United States vs. Denver Pacific Railway Company (99 U.S. 
460), decided at the same term,and in which the judgment was delivered by 
the same justice, it was held that the United States no right, under the sixth 
section of the act of 1862, to retain. compensation for services rendered upon a 
road the construction of which it had not aided by itsbonds. The ground upon 
which the court placed its decision was that the Government had no lien ex- 
cept upon a road which it had so aided, and could retain neither the 5 percent. 
of the earnings of aroad to which it had issued no bonds, nor compensation 
for tran on services thereon. 

This court having thus interpreted the act of July 1, 1862, we can not, con- 
sistently with the established rules of construction, give a different meaning to 
substantially the same words in the act of May 7, 1878 (Reiche vs. Smythe, 13 
Wall., 162). In the act of July 1, 1862, the provision is, that ‘all compensation 
for services rendered for the Government shall be applied to the payment of 
said bonds.” [n the act of May 7, 1878, the words are, that ‘the whole amount 
of compensation * * * for services rendered for the Government shall be 
retained by the United States,”’ one-half to pay interest and the other half to be 
turned into the sinking fund. If the two acts are to be construed together, and 
asone act, we must ae the same meaning to like expressions in both. We 
ean not say in one case that the compensation mentioned means compensation 
only for services on aided roads, and in the other that itincludes compensation 
for services on roads not aided. 

There is another view of this controversy which seems to us conclusive. As 
the contract between the United States and the railroad company contained in 
the acts of July 1, 1862, and of July 2, 1864, has been interpreted by this court to 
authorize the retention by the Government of compensation for services only 
on those roads which the United States aided in building, the construction 
which the ants seek to put on the second section of the act of May 7, 1878, 
would not only render that section a breach of faith on the part of the United 
States, but an invasion on the constitutional rights of the appellee. 

We are bound, if possible, so to construe the law asto lay it open to neither of 

objections (Broughton vs. Pensacola, 93 U. S., 266; Red Rock vs. Henry, 
106 U. S., 596; Hobbs vs. McLean, decided at the present term, and cases there 
cited; United States vs. Coombs, 12 Pet., 72). The construction contended for 
by lee preserves the good faith of the Government, and frees the act 
from the imputation of impairing rights secured by the Constitution of the 
United States. 


In our view the construction of the second section of the act of May 7, 1878, is 
plain, and not fairly open to controversy. By the act of July 1, 1862, “all com- 
pensation for services rendered for the Government ” was to be applied to the 

of the bonds issued by the United States to aid in building the road. 

By the act of July 2, 1864, only “ one-half of the compensation for services ren- 

dered for the Government” by said company was required to be applied to the 

be (wel ofthe bonds. The act of May 7, 1878, merely restored the provisions 

of act of July 1, 1862, and again required all compensation for services ren- 

the Government to be applied to the payment of the bonds. This com- 

pensation, as we have seen, has been limited by the decisions of this court to 

forservices rendered by theaided roads. Theconstruction of the 

second section of the act of May 7, 1878, contended for by the appellee is there- 
fore right. 
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Supreme Court of the United States. No, 758. October term, 1890. 


The United States, appellant, vs. The Central Pacific Railroad Company. Ap- 
peal from the Court of Claims, 


[January 26, 1891,] 


Mr, Justice Bradley delivered the opinion of the court. 

This is an appeal from the Courtof Claims. The claimant, the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, filed a petition October 31, 1887, to recover from the United 
States the sum of $804,094.31, alleged to be due for services rendered to the War, 
Post-Office, and other Departments, and the sum of $321,157.72, alleged to have 
been exacted by the Treasury Department, and paid by the claimant, in excess 
of the amount actually due from the claimant to the Government for the 25 per 
cent, net earnings required to be paid by the fourth section of the act known 
as the Thurman act, passed May 7, 1878. 

The Court of Claims rendered a decree in favor of the claimant for the first of 
the above-mentioned sums and for a portion of the second claim, amounting to 
$198,422.83, the other part of the sum demanded having been barred by the stat- 
ute of limitations. Both parties appealed from the decree, but the claimants 
have dismissed their appeal and the Government has consented that the decree 
shall be affirmed asto the said sum of $804,094.31 due to the claimants for services 
rendered tothe Departments, so that the only matter of controversy remaining 
on the record is the decree for the said sum of $198,422.83, the alleged amount 
of overpayments exacted for 25 per cent. of net earnings during the years 188], 
1882, 1883, and 1884. 

The ground of appeal on the part of the Government as to this sum is thatin 
arriving at the net earnings of the railroad company for the years before men- 
tioned, the company claimed and the court allowed certain expenses which, as 
contended by the Government, were not for current expenses and repairs, but 
were for betterments and improvements on the road, its buildings and equip- 
ments, whereby the capital of the company invested in its works was increased 
in permanent value. These expenses, the Government contends, ought notto 
have been allowed underthe provisions of the Thurman act. They are of the 
same class, as appears by a supplemental return made by the Court of Claims, 
which were allowed by this court as fairly chargeable under the head of ex- 
penses under the act of 1862, in the case of Union Pacific Railroad Company vs. 
United States (99 U.S., 402). 

But the accounts in question in that case arose before the Thurman act was 
passed, and the phraseology of this act was probably adopted in view of the 
construction of the act of 1862 claimed by the railroad companies in that case. 
As the law stood prior to 1878, under which 5 percent. of the netearnings of the 
companies was to be paid into the Treasury towards the liquidation of the bonds 
loaned to them by the Government, we held that in arriving at such net earn- 
ings it was admissible for the companies to charge, as they had done,a reason- 
able amount for betterments and improvements, rendercd necessary by the 
gradual increase of traffic,the better discharge of business, and the public ac- 
commodation; not including, however, the cost of any important improve- 
ment, such as additional track or any other matter involving a large outlay of 
money. 

This view was based upon the practice and usage of conservative and well 
managed railroad companies, which tended to the suppressidn of extravagant 
dividends that might be the result of ashowing of large netearnings. But Con- 
gress, in the Thurman act, ex industria used language with regard to the char- 
acter of the expenses to be allowed in ascertaining the amount of net earnings, 
which seems to preclude any charges for improvements or betterments, or in- 
crease of permanent value of the works in any manner whatever, The lan- 
guage referred to isas follows: 

“That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1862, of said railroad com- 
panies respectively, shall be ascertained by deducting from the gross amount 
of their earnings respectively the necessary expenses actually paid within the 
year in operating the same and keeping the same in a state of repair, and also 
the sum paid by them respectively within the year in discharge of interest on 
their first-mortgage bonds, whose lien has priority over the lien of the United 
States, and excluding from consideration all sums owing or paid by said com- 
panies respectively for interest upon any other portion of their indebtedness; 
and the foregoing provision shall be deemed and taken as an amendment of 
said act of 1864, as well as of said act of 1862." (20 Stat., ch. 96, 2 1, p. 58.) 

Considering the time and the circumstances under which this act was passed, 
and the express declaration that the clause in question was to be deemed and 
taken as an amendment of the acts of 1864 and 1862, we think its meaning can 
not be mistaken as intending to exclude from the category of expenses to be 
taken from gross receipts in order to ascertain the ‘‘netearnings,"’ all such ex- 
penditures as have the effect of permanently improving the value of the com- 
pany’s property and works; and taken prospectively it is to be regarded as 
valid under the decision in the Sinking-l'und Cases (99 U.S., 700). As the ex- 
penses in question are of the category referred to and the allowance of them by 
the Court of Claims reduced the 25 per cent. of net earnings by the said amount 
of $198,422.83, it follows that the judgment as to that sum must be reversed and 
affirmed as to the said sum of $804,094.31, and the cause remanded with in- 
structions to enter judgment in conformity with this opinion. 

True copy. 

Test: 
[SEAL. ] JAMES H. McKENNEY, 
Clerk Supreme Court United States, 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word more. I wish 
to say that I have come up here this evening and have not occupied 
the time of this committee for the purpose of delay. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. You have been talking to the 
merits of the bill, That is all right. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have been one of those who have desired to secure 
the timely consideration of the appropriation bills, but I have felt it 
my duty to call the attention of the committee to this very important 
matter. It is of exceeding importance, in view of the fact that we, the 
Congress of the United States, hold the purse strings of the Treasury; 
and it devolves upon us to decide whether we shall take the money of 
the people out of the Treasury to pay a bankrupt, defaulting debtor. 
I for one do not propose to do it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whatever this may be from a legal standpoint, is 
there any question that it should be an equitable offset? At least, is 
there any question about the equity of the matter? 

Mr.SAYERS. That is all I want it to be used for—-as an equitable 
offset. 

Mr. PETERS. If it is an equitable offset, why did not the Govern- 
ment plead it? 

Mr. PICKLER. They may not have been in shape to do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me to state 
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that the indebtedness of these railroads does not mature until about six 
years hence, and for that reason could not be pleaded. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. How are you going to collect it before it falls 
due? 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman-—— 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. AvAms] desires to 
ask the gentleman from Texas a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. For my own information, to guide me in the exam- 
ination of the bill. The gentleman from Texas at the beginning of his 
remarks stated that there were two or three, or perhaps he said several 
items in this bill, for which this side of the House would not be will- 
ing to vote on a call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SAYERS. I referred to the two items. I will be entirely can- 
did with the committee, and will say that I regard this bill, with the 
exception of the two items, one making an indefinite appropriation 
of something over $809, 000 for these roads, and then this indefinite 
iten: —— 

Mr. ADAMS. They both relate to the same subject, of the Pacific 
Railroad. 

Mr. SAYERS. Separate items, but both relate to the same subject. 

Mr. ADAMS. Are they both on pages 12 and 13? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. One is on page 56. 

Mr. CANNON. But the principal item is on pages 12 and 13. 

Mr. ADAMS. Isimply wanted to be informed so that I could ex- 
amine the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Those two items are the ones to which I especially 
object in this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. And the second one is on what page? 

Mr. SAYERS. Page 56. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. How about page 68? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are other items which I think should be en- 
larged, but I do not think there will be any difference between the 
gentleman from Illinois and myself on thesubject. The only question 
that I desired to raise this evening and toimpress upon the committee 
for the consideration of each member is as to the advisability of making 
these appropriations to this road, whose bonds will mature in a few years, 
which will owe the Government largely more than $40,000,000, and 
whose officers have said and now say that they are unable and will be 
unable to pay that indebtedness. That is the sum and substance of 
the whole matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What remedy would you propose? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would hold the money until the bonds matured. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But suppose you did that, and had the foreclo- 
sure made, how much money would you get out of it for the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYEKS. If I had my way I would hold this money until 
those debts mature, and then I would foreclose the mortgage. I would 
sell the roads for what money we could and then dissolve the connec- 
tion between the Government and those corporations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much money would you get by that? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not care how much we would get. We would 
save by the operation, at any rate. 

Mr. CANNON. Right there I wish to make a statement, as the 
position of the gentlemen in this House might mislead the House and 
the country. The Government has not any lien whatever upon any 
one of the nonaided lines, nor on any of the leased lines; and not hav- 
ing any lien, there can be no lien foreclosed by the Government upon 
them. 

Mr.SAYERS. Bat let me submit to the gentleman thatit a 
these leased lines were built with the proceeds arising from the 
tion of aided roads, and which proceeds it is contended should 
gone into the Treasury of the United States to meet the liabilities ‘of 
the reads when they shall have matured. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the whole question has been adjudicated by 
the highest tribunal in the land; and there is, therefore, an adjudica- 
tion upon the one hand and a claim upon the 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman to object to my put- 
ting the report in the Recorp? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I merely wanted to insert the two opinions of 
the Supreme Court in the Recorp with the report. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is all right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that will be done, as I would like to ex- 
amine the report and the decisions myself, 

Mr. STOCKDALE., I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. It is charged in the press and currently rumored that these 
roads are so m that the profits of the aided roads go to these 
leased lines, and thereby escape the Government. Does gentle- 
man know anything about the truth of that? 

Mr. CANNON. I donotknow. Whether that charge is true or not 
I can not tell. It may or may not be trae. The leased lines, how- 
ever, are many times greater in mileage than the aided lines. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Dothey not belong to theaided lines? 

Mr. CANNON, No, no; I answer no. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. They are controlled by them. 


Mr. CANNON. They have different stockholders and are differen; 
in other ways. 

Now, I always stand by the interests of this Government so far as | 
havelight and knowledge, and nobody by crying ‘‘ Railroad !”’ or ‘‘ Cor- 
poration !’’ or anything else, can make me directly or indirectly set , 
precedent of confiscating the property of an individual or a corpora. 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Illinoi, 
will not construe anything I have said ip that light. 

ony CANNON. I was not replying to the gentleman from Tex, 
then. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope that I understand that the 
gentleman does not want to make any such imputation against me. 
But I want my ‘friend to answer this question: Whether a loan wa: 
made by the United States Government on the property or whethe: 
it was made to the company itself, and was not the property thus ren- 
dered liable to the United States Government for the debt ? 

. Mr, CANNON. The Government reserved a lien upon the aided 
ines. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, as to that lien—— 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my statement. The United States 
did not then, I apprehend, suppose, and no citizen could, that there 
would be thousands of miles of nonbond-aided lines built ‘throughout 
the country; and itonly retained a lien upon that part. Subsequently 
corporations were formed, and these roads were constructed without 
any bond aid on the part of the Government. They have their stock- 
holders and their rights just as much as you and I have ours. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. And the whole thing issimply a lega! 
trick. ‘That is what it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, at this moment I wish simply to 
remark that in my judgment this is a question sufficiently important 
to receive consideration at the hands of a full House; and as I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Illinois will move that the committee 
rise, I will not now presentany views that I may have upon this ques- 
tion to the House further than tosay thaton the one hand it isclaimed 
that these roads owe the Government $126,000,000, and on the othe: 
hand this bill carries about $3,000,000 that it is alleged the Govern- 
ment owes them. Thus issue is joined, and I desire to be heard upon 
it when the bill shall next be under consideration. 

Mr. CANNON, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before submitting the motion, unanimous con- 
sent was requested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAyERs] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CayNon] to print certain paper 
named in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. CANNON, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the report from the Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair lays before the House a report from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
titles of the bills be printed in the Recorp without reading. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow 
ing Ly, when the Speaker signed the same. 

bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace; 
‘a bill (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Elexander Evans; 
_A bill (H. R. 8493) granting a to Edwin Cotton, late mu- 
ichigan Voluntect Infantsy; 
to Mary D. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren; 
A bill (H. R. 11243) gran a pension to Sarah H. Philp; 
bill (H. R. 11311) codlenes increase of pension to Eugene A. 
Osborn; 
A bill (H. R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 
ion 
bi 


> 


roll; 
A bill (H. ‘R. 11349) to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn; 
A bill —- R, 11454) increasing the pension of Erastus D. Butler, of 
Togus, M 

A bill ae R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
M. Rice; 
A bill vA R. 11641) ars «ate to Anna S. Shuman; 
A bill (H. BR. 11877 of James Branigan; 
A ce . R. 12009) es @ pension to Martha Tennery, widow 
James - : Captain Griffin’s company, First Illinois, 
ck - 


A bill (H. , i207) granting a pension to Catherine McRoberts; 

A bill (H.R. 12145) granting an increase of pension to Edwin i. 
Dill; 

A bill (H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Head. 


bite 
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REPORT FROM COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE ON THE STATE OF THE 
UNION. 


Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee of the Whole, re- 
ported that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 14511 (the 
post-office appropriation bill), and had directed him to report the same 
with sundry amendments with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Also, that the committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
13658 (the general deficiency appropriation bill), and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a re- 
cess until 10 o’clock Monday morning. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no 
quorum present. 


Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 7. 

Mr. FITHIAN. There is no quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FrTHIAn] 
makes the point that there is no quéram present, and there evidently 
is no quorum present. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman to withhold that mo- 
tion for a moment until I can offer a resolution. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I willdo so. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw his 
point of no quorum for that purpose ? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURAL- 
IZATION, 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That on Monday, February 23, the House take a recess at 5 o'clock 
p.m. until 8 o’clock p. m.; the evening session to be devoted to the considera- 
tion of bills reported by the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana that this resolution be now considered ? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I make no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 


MONTANA MINERAL RAILWAY. ,; 


Mr. CARTER asked and obtained unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Kecorp the following memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Montana, praying for Congressional action authorizing the construction 
of the Montana Mineral Railway through a portion of the Yellowstone 
Park to Cooke City, Mont. : 


[House joint memorial No, 1.] 


House joint memorial to Congress, praying for the passage of a bill permitting 
the construction of a railroad by the Montana Mineral Railway Company. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the Second Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, 
would most respectfully state the following facts : 

First. One of the largest and most promising mining districts in the State of 
Montana lies very near to the northeastern boundary of the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park (but without the limits of the same). This district is rich in silver, 
lead, and gold,and is knownas the “ New World Mining District,” and the town 
which has sprung up at that point is called ‘‘Cooke” or ‘* Cooke City,” 

Second. use of the large amount of lead in this district railroad transpor- 
tation is a vital necessity to its practical development and must be had before 
the large number of property-owners of the section can realize on their hold- 
ings, or its wealth be added to that of Montana andthe world. More thannine 
hundred bona fide mining claims are opened in this district, and some of them 
have had many thousands of dollars expended on their development with the 
mom grelitying results, in so far as the amount of ore thereby exposed is con- 
cern 


Third. In a mountainous country, such as that under consideration, it is ob- 
vious that when possible a rail shoud follow the depressions of the coun- 
try made by the water drainage, and that any other location of a railroad will, 
in comparison, be extremely costly and difficult to construct. 

Fourth, Cooke City is drained by Soda Butte Creek, which empties into the 

East Fork of the Yellowstone River, and which in turn empties into the Yel- 
lowstone River itself, and the only practicable route for a railroad (without the 
expenditure of enormous amounts of money in its construction) is from Cooke 
down along the streams mentioned to connect with the National Park Branch 
Railroad at Cinnabar, on the Yellowstone River, a distance from Cooke to Cin- 
nabar along the route mentioned of about 62 miles. 
- Fifth. Almost the entire length of the proposed railroad route (which is also 
the route of the nt wagon road outlined above) lies within the geographical 
limits of the Yellowstone National Park, but it is very near the northern bound- 
ary thereof, and is far removed from any object of interest to tourists, and 
consequently never visited by them. 

Sixth, There is aoaee in the House of Representatives Senate bill 491, 
which bill has been vasa reported by the House Committee on Public 

together with an amendment granting aright of way to the Montana 
Mineral Railway Company, which right of way is along the route herein speci- 
fied, namely, from Cinnabar up either bank of the Yellowstone River and its 
tributaries directly to the New World (sometimes called Clark's Fork) Mining 


Therefore your memorialists pray that your honorable bodies will speedily 
cause the above-referred-to amendment to Senate bill 491, as reported by the 








House Committee on Public Lands, to be speedily enacted intoa law, and thereby 


remove an obstacle which prevents the advancement of an important section of 
our State. 


And your memorialists will, as in duty bound, ever pray. 

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that on Tuesday even- 
ing next the House take a recess at 5 o’clock p. m. until 8p. m.; the 
evening session to be devoted to the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the mo- 


| tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] that the House do 


now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 9 o’clock 


| and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MCKINLEY; and the | 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, the following communications were 





| taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows 


TERRITORIAL COURTS IN UTAH. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 for the expenses of the Territorial courts of Utah 
for the remainder of the year—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PAPER FOR INTERNAL REVENUE STAMPS, 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- 
propriation of $5,000 for the purchase of paper for internal-revenue 
stamps—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WATEREE RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a reportof the examination and survey of Wateree 
River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

HARBOR AT HUDSON, WIS. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, a copy of the report of the preliminary exam- 
ination of the harbor at Hudson, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

MINING DEBRIS, CALIFORNIA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letier from 
the Chief of Engineers, a report upon the mining-débris question ot 
California—to the Committee on Mines and Mining 

HENRY C. NICHOLS VS. THE UNITED STATES, 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Henry C. Nichols 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 





MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following State memorials and 
resolutions were presented and referred as follows 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the house of representatives of the 
State of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of the Senate bill to in- 
crease the pension of those who have lost eyes, limbs, etc. —to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolution of the senate of the State of 
New York, favoring the passage of House bill 319, pensioning prisoners 
of war, as amended in committee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

sy Mr. QUINN: Resolutions of the senate of theState of New York, 
recommending the passage of House bill 319, relative to pensioning 
prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the house of representatives of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of acertain amendment to pension 
laws to increase pensionsin certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule X XTV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank, of 
the State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4224) for the erection of a new customhouse in the city of 
New York, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (8. 4924) to provide the times and places for holding terms of 
the United States courts in the State of Idaho—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5003) setting apart and reserving a certain tract of land 
in the Territory of Arizona for Indian school and other educational 
purposes, and authorizing the governor of said Territory to select other 
lands in lieu thereof—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivere 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DUNPHY, trom the Committeeon Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the Senate (S. 2268) for the relief of the adininistrators 
of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
3957)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the House Calendar: 

A bill (H. R, 13663) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Little Rock, Ark. (Report No. 3958.) 

A bill (H. R. 13604) to authorize the building of a bridge at Van 
Buren, Ark., across the Arkansas River. (Report No. 3959.) 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1518) for the relief of Orin R. Mc- 
Daniel, accompanied by a report (No. 3960)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr, O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 13683) author- 
izing the purchase of oil paintings for the White House, accompanied 
by a report (No, 3961)—to the Committee of the Whole Heuse on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 12191) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Calvin B, Cunningham, reported, as a 
substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 13695) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Calvin B. Cunningham; which was read twice, and, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3962), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. McCORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 13500) to authorize the sale of timber 
on certain lands reserved for the useof the Chippewa Indians of Lake 
Superior, in the State of Wisconsin, to regulate the purchase of timber 
from allottees on certain Chippewa Indian reservationsin Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 
3963)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1007) for the relief of Col. Daniel 
McClure, accompanied by a report (No. 3964)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 4226) to pay E. J. Wolem for carry- 
ing the mail in 1865, from Rome, Ga., to Blue Mountain, Ala., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3965)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LIND, trom the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 13428) to make Enfield, Conn., a port of 
delivery in the district of Hartford, accompanied by a report (No. 
3966)—to the House Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

By Mr. WICKHAM, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, on the bill (8. 4675) to provide a unit of value and for the 
coinage of gold and silver, and for other purposes. (Report No. 3967.) 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XU, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 13693) to increase the safety of 
life and property on ships at sea by establishing rules for freeboard or 
load marks—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DALZELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 13694) to amend the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 291) amendatory 
of and supplementary to public resolution No. 3, approved December 
9, 1890—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 292) authorizing the 
transfer of stenographers, chiefs of divisions, clerks, copyists, and com- 
puters from the Census Office to any Department of the Government— 
to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

Ry Mr. BYNUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 13696) for the relief of 
Johu W. Brown, of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13697) for the relief of W. L. 
Yarbrough, administrator of B. D. Yarbrough, deceased, of Lewis- 
burgh, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALTER I. HAYES; A bill (H. R. 13698, to set aside the 


ee 
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dishonorable discharge of William D. Pearne and grant him an honora- 
ble discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 13699) granting a pension. to Joseph 
Fortier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13700) granting a pension to Herman Heinze— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PINDAR: A bill (H. R. 13701) granting a pension to Annie 
Er. Moak—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13702) granting a pension to Levi Paris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 13703) for the relief of Francis 
J. Kelly, and other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13704) to refer the 
claim against the United States of Mrs. Caroline Ashford to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 13705) to remove the charge of 
desertion against David Hurlburt, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment 
Infantry Maine Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of John W. Brown, of Indianapolis, Ind.; 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union No. 
206, De Kalb County, Missouri, asking the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food bill and protesting against the passage of the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Marion County (Missouri) Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union No. 17, in favor of the passage of the Paddock pure- 
food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of citizens of New Jersey and New York, 
also of citizens of Maryland, in favor of reciprocity with Canada—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
3y Mr. MAISH: Resolution of Mulberry Grange, No. 978, of Mul- 
berry, York County, Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of House bill 
12840, providing for the issuance of fractional currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Resolutions of Marion Council No. 3, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics,of Indiana, favoring the pas- 
sage of the bill to restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: Petition of Thomas J. Robeson and 
others, asking legislation on the option bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

By Mr. QUINN: Resolutions of citizens of the city of New York, 
relative to the furthering of freer trade relations between the United 
States and Canada—to the Committee on Foreign A ffairs. 

By Mr, TARSNEY: Petition of ministers and pastors of Kansas 
City, Mo., for the passage of a bill to prohibit the opening of any ex- 
ition or exhibition on Sunday where appropriations of the United 
States are expended—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 23, 1891. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the credentials of ORVILLE H. 
Patt, chosen by the islature of Connecticut a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 

Mr. BERRY presented the credentials of JamEs K. JoNnEs, chosen 
by the Legislature of Arkansas a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


. e SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the following communication 
from the secretary of State of Idaho: 

Executive DepartTMENT, Secretary's Office Idaho. 
I, A. J. Pinkham, sears: of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 


annexed is a full, true, pt ofa rt tted to the 
governor of the State of Idaho, on the Ith day of February, 1 1, in rd to 
ing and affixing the great seal of the State tothe entials of one William 


. Ceeget, State of Idaho, a copy of which 
wae in this office the Mth day of February, A. D, 1891, and admitted to 
reco 


In testimon whereof, I have hereunto set my hand andaffixed the great seal 
of the State, at Boisé City, the capital of Idaho, this 16th day of February, A. D, 
1891 


i A. J. PINKHAM, 
ea Secretary of Idaho, 








1891. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Borsé Crry, Ipauo, February 14, 1891. 

Sir: I have had presented to me for my signature, and to have attached the 
great seal of the State of Idaho, what purports to be a commission issued and 
signed by you to William H. Clagget as 
of Idaho for the term of six years from March 4. 1891. 

I call ee to the fact that on the 18th day of December,1890, the Legis- 
sature of Idaho in jointconvention assembled, and as provided by the bill admit- 
ting Idaho as a State,did elect Hons, W.J. McConnell and George L. Shoup as Sen- 
ators to represent the State of Idaho in the Senate of the United States for the 
term ending March 4, 1891, and March 4, 1893, or 1895, the length of their respec- 
tive terms to be decided by lot, after being seated in the United States Senate. 
There was not a member of the house or senate of this State but what was fully 
informed of the fact, that there would be a vacancy in the Senate of the United 


nited States Senator from the State | 


States on March 4, 1891, and whether it would be W. J. McConnell or George L. | 


Shoup who would retire no one could tell, yet the fact remained uncontroverted 
and unquestioned. 


On the 19th day of December, 1890, the certificates of W. J. McConnell and | 


George L. Shoup as Senators-elect were signed by George L. Shoup as governor 
of the State of Idaho after eines properly certified to and signed by Norman B. 
Willey, lieutenant governor and president of the Senate, and duly authenticated 
by the secretary of the State. 

On the 18th day of December, 1890, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, in 
joint convention assembled, as provided by the act of Congress approved July 


25, 1866, did proceed to the election of a United States Senator from the State of 
Idaho for the term of six 


ears from March 4, 1891, as successor to the Senator 
who had been elected an 


who should draw the term expiring March 4, 1891. 
Fred. T. Dubois having received 32 votes out of a total of 54 votes was duly de- 
clared elected as such Senator. That the proceedings of said joint convention 
was duly certified to by Norman B. Willey as lieutenant governor and president 
of the joint convention, and the commission or appointment of Fred T. Dubois 
as such Senator was duly signed by Norman B. Willey as governor, and duly 
attested by the secretary of state, under the great seal of State. 

Having, in the disc eof my official duties as secretary of state, certified 
to the election of three United States Senators from the State of Idaho, which 
acts were first sanctioned and authenticated by the chief executive of the State, 
I respectfully decline to assign or affix the great seal of the State to the certiti- 
cate of election of William H. Clagget as Senator from the State of Idaho for the 
following reasons: 

1, That at the time of the assumed election of William H. Clagget to the 
United States Senate from the State of Idaho, on the Lith day of February, 1891, 
no vacancy existed in said office. 


2. That the assumed election of William H. Clagget at the time above stated 


is without authority of law and in violation of sections 14 and 15, Revised Stat- | 


utes of the United States, and of the constitution of the State of Idaho. 


8. That the action of the joint Legisiature in assuming to elect William H. 
Clagge 


it to the Senate of the United States as stated, is in violation of the con- | 
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A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst; 
A bill (H. R. 6586) amending the act of July 20, A. D. 1882, divid- 


| ing the State of Iowa into two judicial districts; 


| vil 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
le, Ky.; 

A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


7524) granting a pension to Mary Morgan Esdon; 
7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright; 
7924) granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler; 
8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins; 
8162) for the relief of Thomas Crawford, of Louis- 
. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ruth M. Allen; 
t. 8970) for the relief of James Brown 

*. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

%. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 


A bill (H. R. 9429) for the relief of Elizabeth Truax; 
| A bill (H. R. 9576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Jane Mal- 
| lory; 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield; 

A bill (H. R. 9724) granting a pension to Mary A. R. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis 8. Danforth; 

A bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Agnes B. 
| Collins; 





stitution of the State of Idaho and the act of Congress admitting the State of 


Idaho to the Union, approved July 3, 1890. 

If lam in error in my views of the law and my duties as a civil officer, I re- 
spectfully ask that the questions at issue be submitted to the supreme court 
now in session for its decision. This can be accomplished without delay by an 
application for a writ of mandamus, which has been the course pursued by a 
number of States in like cases. 

Believing, as I do, that the acts of the Legislature in electing a fourth Sena- 
tor to be unconstitutional and void, I shall not give it the semblance of legality 
by attaching - signature and the great seal of the State to a certificate certify- 
ing to the election of any person to an office which does not exist, unless so di- 
rected by the supreme court of the State or higher judicial authority. 

lam, very respectfully, 
A. J. PINKHAM, 
Secretary of State, 
Hon. NorMAN B. WILLEY, 
Governor of the State of Idaho, Boisé City, Idaho. 


(Indorsed :) Letter of secretary of state in regard to signing credentials of W. 
H, Clagget, department of state, secretary's office. Filed this l4th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1391, and recorded in Book A of elections, on page 32, records of the State 
ofIdaho. A, J. Pinkham, secretary of state. 

Mr. HOAR. Asto the document which has just been laid before the 
Senate by the Chair, purporting to be the credential of Mr. Clagget as 
a Senator from the State of Idaho for the term beginning the 4th of 
March, 1891, there has already been presented the credential of Mr. 
Dubois for the same seat, and there are some questions relating to this 
credential independent of the substantial question as to which person 


| 


A bill (H. 


. 9921) granting a pension to William P. Holl; 
A bill (H. 


hk. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele; 


A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn; 
A bill (H. R. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman; 
A bill (H. R. 10323) to pension Frances E. Bidwell; 

A bill (H. R, 10324) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 


A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; 


A bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy Shotwell; 

A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Marcellus A. Stovall; 
A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie A. Ritenour; 
A bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 

A bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary Swift; 

A bill (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout; and 


0” 


A bill (H. R. 1 8) granting a pension to Marion McKibben. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a resolution, unanimously adopted 
by the National Electric Light Association, expressing its apprecia- 
tion of the discoveries and inventions of Joseph Henry and heart- 
ily approving the proposition to bestow substantial recompense upon 
the daughters of the great discoverer, who, during a lifetime devoted 
to science, received no compensation for the benelits conferred upon 
mankind; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Kentucky and cer- 


| tain Western States, praying for the adoption of legislation providing 


for the opening of negotiations looking to increased trade relations with 
Canada; which were referred to the Select Committee on Relations with 


| Canada, 


was duly elected. Therefore I move that the credential be referred to | 


the Committee on Privileges and Elections with directions to report at 
the next session of Congress. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT announced his signature of the following 
enrolled bills, which had previously received the signature of the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 671) for the relief of Daniel B. Washburn; 


A bill (8. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, in 
the State of Wisconsin ; 


A bill (S. 921) for the relief of John Finn; 

A bill (8. 4136) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased ; 

A hill (S. 4746) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the 
State of Iowa; 

A bill tii 4749) for the relief of the Portland Company; 

A bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to Henry H. Knopp; 

A bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Ham- 
mer; 
A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins; 
A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King; 


| Milwaukee, Wis. ; 


He also presented the following petitions, praying for the immediate 
consideration and passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Wholesale Grocers’ Association of New Orle 

Petition of the Commercial Club of Boston, S3. ; 

Resolution of the Phillips & Buttorff Manutactuoring 
Nashville, Tenn. ; 

Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Richmond, Va. ; 

Petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Dallas, Tex. ; 

Resolution ont petition of, the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 


sans, La.; 


Company, of 


Petition of 30 prominent business men and citizens ot 
Md. ; 

Petition of J. Mack Love and 63 others, of Arkansas City, Kans. ; 

Petition of J. Tyrrel and 59 othercitizens of Oakland and San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. ; 
Petition of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Philadelphia, 
Pa.; 

Resolution of the Ann Arbor Business Men’s Association, Ann Arbor, 
Mich. ; 

Petition of F.,M. 
Iowa; 
Petition of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Atlantic City, N. J.; 
and 

Petition of Robson Brothers and other leading business men of Lan- 
sing, Mich. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance 
of Broadgate, Humboldt County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 


Baltimore, 


Taylor and 21 other leading citizens of Algona, 


antioption bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


A bill (H. R. 4033) for relief of Mrs. Agnes Findley Halsey, who | 
served as nurse in the late war under the name of Miss Agnes Findley; | 


A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


H. R. 4906) granting a pension to William C. Young; 
H. R. 5093) for the relief of Margaret A. Myers; 
H. R, 5199) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson; 


XXTI——195 


He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1929, of Pilot Mound, Iowa; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1967, of Howard County, Iowa; 

Petition of 46 citizens of Humboldt County, Iowa; 

Petition of 32 citizens of Grant Township, Boone County, Iowa; 

Petition of 23 citizens of Red Willow, Nebr.; and 

Petition of 66 citizens of Howard County, Lowa. 
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Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of La Fontaine, Ind., Memorial of Local Union No. 2297 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 


members of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Liberty Town- 
ship, Wabash County, Indiana, containing a membership of 140, pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the Stanford land- loan bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of officers and residerts of the Pen- 
sacola (Fla.) naval reservation, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the establishment of a public school at that place; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr.COKE. I present a resolution of the Texas State senate, in the 
nature of a petition; and as it is very brief, I ask that it be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciury, as follows 
Senate CaoamBer, TWENTY-SECOND L&GISLATURE, 
Austin, Tex., February 16, 1391. 
Resolution by the Texas State senate. 

Resolved, 1, That in a free representative government there is no place for any 
life tenure of office, and of such tenure is born arbitrary and irresponsible power. 

2. ‘That our representatives in Congress be instracted to favor, and if possible 
secure, the submission of an amendment to the Federal Constitution limiting 
the tenure of all Federal offices to a reasonable term of years. 

§. Thata copy of this resolution be transmitted to the Texas delegation in 
Congress, and to each of the Legislatures of the States now in session. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was unanimously adopted by 
the State senate of the State of Texas. 


A. M. KENNEDY, 
Secretary State Senate. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Waxahachie, Tex., 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a memorial of citizens of the 
State of Arkansas, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of R. H. Meyer and other citizens of 
Jonesborough, Ark., and the petition of W. W. Rogers and other citi- 
zens of the State of Arkansas, praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankraptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST pre sented a petition of 50 ministers of the gospel of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., and vicinity, praying for the passage of the bill to pro- 
hibit the opening of any exhibition or exposition on Sunday where ap- 
propriations of the United States are expended; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

He also presented the petition of M. D. Wrigley and others, of Da- 
viess County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the pure-food bill 
and remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of F. M. Stokes and other citizens of 
Barkersville, Mo., and the petition of James E. Adams and other cit- 
izens of Varner, Mo., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of the Texas State senate, pray- 
ing for a constitutional amendment limiting the tenure of all Federal 
offices to a reasonable term of years; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of N. H. Tracey and 16 other citizens of 
Rochdale, Tex., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCK RELL presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill, and praying for the passage 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered toslie on the table: 

Memorial of Local Union No. 713 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of 
Pike County, Missouri, containing 17 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2963 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Polk County, Missouri, containing 20 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2006 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Polk County, Missouri, containing 68 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 101 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Ralis County, Missouri, containing 22 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1376 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Ralls County, Missouri, containing 12 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1546 of Warmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Ralls County, Missouri, containing 22 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1825 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 16 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3632 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 20 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3194 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 15 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 988 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 65 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 242 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Randolph County, Missouri, containing 20 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 127 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Ray County, Missouri, containing 45 names; 

Memoria! of Local Union No. 113 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 

of Ray County, Missouri, containing 48 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 38 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of 
Ray County, Missouri, conteining 10 names: 


of St. Clair County, Missouri, containing 37 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No. 3155 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 

| of St. Clair County, Missouri, containing 21 names; 
Memorial of Local Union No, 1767 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of St. Francois County, Missouri, containing 15 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1146 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 

of St. Frangois County, Missouri, containing 31 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1947 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of St. Francois County, Missouri, containing 32 names; 
Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Scott 

County, Missouri, containing 41 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2444 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Scotland County, Missouri, containing 22 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1714 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Shelby County, Missouri, containing 11 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2277 ot Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Missouri, containing 48 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 3253 of Farmersand Laborers’ Union, 
of Clinton County, Missouri, containing 15 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 908 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Cooper County, Missouri, containing 23 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2020 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Franklin County, Missouri, containing 24 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3131 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Montgomers County, Missouri, containing 11 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 799 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Polk County, Missouri, containing 24 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2145 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Pike County, Missouri, containing 30 names; 

Memorial ot Local Union No. 2891 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Ray County, Missouri, containing 25 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 3874 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Sullivan County, Missouri, containing 39 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 3184 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Texas County, Missouri, containing 11 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 580 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Vernon County, Missouri, containing 19 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2127 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Vernon County, Missouri, containing 19 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 2478 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Washington County, Missouri, containing 18 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 312 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Washington County, Missouri, containing 11 names. 

Memorial of Local Union No. 12 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Webster County, Missouri, containing 10 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1783 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Wright County, Missouri, containing 35 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 7950f Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Shelby County, Missouri, con 4 names 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1195 o0f Farmers ‘andl Laborers’ Union, 
of St. Clair County, Missouri, containing 32 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No, 827 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Hickory County, Missouri, containing 154 names; 

Memorial of Local Union No. 1090 of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Barton County, Missouri, containing 60 names; 

Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Mis- 
souri, containing 34 names; 

Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Mis- 
souri, containing 12 names; 

Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Mis- 
souri, containing 17 names; 

Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Mis- 
souri, containing11 names; 

Memorial of Local Union of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Mis- 
souri, containing 19 names; and 

Memorial of farmers and citizens of Gasconade County, Missouri, 
containing 12 names. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of members of Local Union 
No. 355 of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Bollinger County, 
Missouri, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
the Torrey kruptey bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Henry Feuerbach and other citizens of St Louis, Mo. ; 
Petition of W. L. Bradford and other citizens of Richland, Mo. ; and 

Petition of T. J. Feaster and other citizens of the State of Missouri. 
/Mr. MANDERSON. I present resolutions of a convention on irri- 
gation held in the State of et setting forth the value of the 


United States in under the charge of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, en ee ee ae 2 Se wee mor ly 
and availability of the country for the irrigation a 

of the United States, and urging upon Congress 

perhaps until the Ist of J , 1892, be cetacean 
make furtherreport. I move the tion be referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on Reclamation and Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of District Assembly No. 66, 
Knights of Labor, Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of 
House bill 9791 *‘ constituting eight hours a day’s work,’’ ete.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob J. Walters, of Williamsport, 
Pa., praying to be allowed a pension for injuries received in the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Producers’ Protective Association, 
of Bradford, Pa., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New York and Brooklyn, 
N. Y., praying for the adoption of a resolution providing for the ap- 


pointment of a commission to consider the best methods of extending | 


the trade relations between the United States and Canada; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Relations with Canada. 

He also presented petitions of Councils, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, Nos. 173, 233, 454, 235, 354, 333, 192, 82, 320, 358, 
198, 17, 260, 273, 532, 252, 229, 536, 58, 99, 279, 52, 510, 373, 298, and 
403, of Perry, Wilkes Barre,Carmichaels, Harrisburg, Allegheny, East 
Mauch Chunk, Grant, Wilmore, Franklin, Allegheny, Greensburgh, Port 
Perry, Emporium, Pittsburgh, Worthington, Archibald, Delmont, Phil- 
adelphia, Prospect, Pottstown, Muncy, Adrian, Hillsville, and Best, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill to re- 
strict immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the restoration 
of silver to its constitutional place as a money metal, with the same 
rights of coinage and legal tender as is now accorded to gold; which 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petition of Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, Penn- 
sylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 608, Patrons of Husbandry, of Mercer County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 726, Patrons of Husbandry, of Snyder County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 941, Patrons of Husbandry, of MontourCounty, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 83, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 600, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 126, Patrons of Husbandry, of Butler County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 798, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 214, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 223, Patrons of Husbandry, of Center County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 791, Patrons of Husbandry, of Blair County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 806, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 384, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 151, Patrons of Husbandry, of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 325, Patrons of Husbandry, of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 340, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 349, Patrons ot Husbandry, of Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No 722, Patronsof Husbandry, of Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 949, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 345, Patrons of Husbandry, of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 731, Patronsof Husbandry, of Mifflin County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 150, Patrons of Husbandry, of Perry County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 664, Patrons of Husbandry, of Blair County, 
Pennsylvania; 


2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Montgomery 


Petition of Grange No. 221, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lawrence 


County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 326, Patrons of Husbandry,of Mifflin County, 
Pennsylvania; 


Petition of Grange, No. 173, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bradford 


County, Pennsylvania; 


Petition of Grange No. 334, Patrons of Husbandry,of Clinton County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 966, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
| Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 3 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 363, 
| Pennsylvania; 


14, Patrons of Husbandry, of Washington 


j 


I 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 


4+ 
‘ 


Petition of Grange No. 4° 
County, Pennsylvania 


, Patrons of Husbandry, of Armstrong 


Petition of Grange No.774, Patrons of Husband ta County, 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 58, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania 

Petition of Grange No. 1\ ‘atrons of Husbandry, of Erie County 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 927, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No itro Hiusbandr f ¢ r Count 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 337, Patro Husbandry, of Mercer County 
Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 851, Patrons of Husbandry, of D va 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 782, Patrons cf Husbandry, of Northamp 
ton County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 504, Patrons of Husbandry, of Northam 


ton County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 289, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 291, Patrons of Husbandry ,of Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 367, Patrons of Husbandry, oi 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 921, Patronsof Husbandry, of Westmoreland 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No, 905, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 968, Patrons of Husbandry, of Westmoreland 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 933, Patrons of Husbandry, of Perry County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 974, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 879, 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 628, Patrons of Husbandry, of Elk County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 635, Patrons of Husbandry, of IndianaCounty, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 914, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania; 
| Petition of Grange No. .956, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 780, Patrons of Husbandry, of Juniata County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 600, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 765, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clearfield 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 989, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 342, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petution of Grange No. 922, Patrons of Husbandry, of Somerset 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 556, Patrons of Husbandry, of Crawford 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 955, Patrons of Husbandry, of Erie County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 674, Patrons of Husbauir: 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 344, 
County, Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 912, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 817, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania; 
Petition of Grange No. 463, Patrons of Husbandry, of Mercer County, 
Pennsylvania; 


Susquehanna 


No. 650, Patrons of Hu 


bandry, of Dauphin 


Armstrong 


31, Patrons of Husbandry, of Columbia 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Somerset 


Huntingdon 
5S 


534, 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Clearfield 


y, of Crawford 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Crawford 
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Petition of Grange No. 101, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 772, Patrons of Husbandry, of Juniata County, 
Vennsylvania; 

’etition of Grange No. 915, Patrons of Husbandry, of Armstrong 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 979, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pike County, 
l’ennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 852, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clearfield 
County, Pennsylvania; 

l’etition of Grange No, 920, Patrons of Husbandry, of Erie County, 
Veunsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No, 152, Patrons of Husbandry, Susquehanna 
County, Pennsylvania; 

Petition of Grange No. 574, Patrons of Hasbandry, of IndianaCounty, 
Pennsylvania; and 

Petition of Grange No, 759, Patrone of Husbandry, of Perry County, 
Vennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the St. Paul (Minn. ) Chamber 
of Commerce, remonstrating against the action of the Senate in passing 
a bill for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Glencoe, Minn., praying 
for the passage of a law giving the several States authority to control 
ihe manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and all compounds in imi- 
iation of butter; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of the Legislature of South Dakota, 
praying for a modification of the timber-culture law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Sanborn County, South 
Dakota, and a petition of citizens of Jerauld County, Sonth Dakota, 
praying for the enactment of a law applying to the traffic in original 
packages of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Edmunds County, South 
Dakota, and a petition of citizens of Walworth County, South Dakota, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of A. Reader and 18 other 
citizens of Adams County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Bar 
Association, praying for the passage of House bill 9014, to reorganize 
the United States judiciary; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition signed by 15 firms of wholesale jewel- 
ers, of Chicago, Il)., praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Bethuel Dove, of Polk County, 
Oregon, praying for the payment of $120 for a horse stolen by theClick- 
itat Indians, and for the passage of House bill 8150 without any of the 
Senate amendments; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CAREY presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wyoming 
relating to the reclamation of arid lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

Eorolled joint memorial No. 1, house of representatives, State of Wyoming. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uni'ed States in Congress asse nbled : 


Your memorialists, the first Legislature of the State of Wyoming, would most 
respectfully represent: 

That the State of Wyoming lies wholly within the arid domain, and that agri- 
culture is dependent upon irrigation. The reclamation and settlement of the 
agricultural lands must be accomplished therefore under different conditions 
from those confronting the pioneers in the humid portions of thiscountry. The 
present land system is the outgrowth of the experience of humid districts, and 
is wholly unsuited to the conditions which prevail in this State, and as a result 
interposes serious obstacles to the rapid and prosperous utilization of our agri- 
cultural resources and the making of homes by those who are ready and will- 
ing to take part in reclaiming the desert. 

Your memorialists would also respectfully represent that the most effective 
remedy for these evils, and the measure which promises the most beneficial re- 
sults, not only to this State but to the whole country, would be for Congress to 
donate to this State all the agricultural and grazing lands within its borders, 
under such restrictions as would secure their utilization by actual settlers and 
cultivators of the land reclaimed, and would respectfully offer the following as 
among the reasons for asking for such control and as justifying such donation : 

That the reclamation of the agricultural lands imposes upon the settlers en- 
gaged in the work and upon the State government obligations and expenses 
not incurred in the humid portions of the country. Not only must ditches be 
constructed and the lands be prepared for the application of water before there 
is any return to the farmer, but with the multiplication of these works it be- 
comes necessary for the State to exercise a supervision over them in order that 
those entitled to the use of the public waters may receive it. The expense of 
such supervision is of necessity heavy. In Wyoming there are three thousand 
ditehes diverting the waters of over six hundred streams. Theexamination of 
these claims, the determination of the priority and the subsequent division of 
the waters among the various claimants gives rise to problems which require 
both ability and experience on the part of those charged with their solution, 
and requires the employment by the State of a large number of officers. 

Thus far the Territory has borne the entire expense of the investigation of 
our agricultural resources and of the supervision of our public waters, and by 
the action of Congress granting the State the ownership of all the waters 
within its borders, the expense and responsibility of supervision must 
continue to be borne. The efficiency of this supe is greatly impaired by 
the inability of the State to assist in any way in the reclamation and settlement 
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of the desirable lands, or to restrict the diversion of water on the less desirab|e 
In this connection it must be remembered that the lands susceptible of irriga- 
tion are largely in excess of the water to serve them, and that agricultural! va|- 
ues inhere in the water rather than in the land. Such selection should there. 
fore be made as will secure the use of the water on the best lands, since the 
vary greatly in value and the quantity of water required. ; 

With no supervision the water may be so diverted that the quantity require.) 
for irrigation of 1 acre would suffice for the reclamation of 2, 3, or dacres of 
land in more favorable locations, but so long as this matter is left wholly to i; 
dividual ability and inclination, so long will the public interest be lost sight o/ 
and wasteful and improper Goumenete made. 

Our experience during the past five years has shown the evils growing out 
of the control of the land being under one authority and the water under a 
other. If the late Territory of Wyoming could during the past five years hay, 
controled the disposal of the irrigable lands within its borders it could whi). 
disposing of it to actual settlers only have afforded such protection to cans 
companies as would have given our agriculture four times its present impo 
tance and more than doubled our population. 

The most extensive and valuable bodies of irrigable lands in the State, thos; 
bordering our principal rivers, are untouched, because the experience in co: 
structing canals and the time required for their completion places the work ly 
yond the reach of individual enterprise and effort, and the general land laws 
have made colony or corporate enterprises too hazardous to be undertaken. TT), 
local government could do nothing to aid the work, both from lack of mea 
and want of proper control. Another evil of the present condition of affairs i, 
the tendency toward a separation of water rights and land titles. If the Sta 
controlled the lands it would be possible to connect water rights with land tities 
of allirrigable lands. Thatthisis desirable is admitted by all familiar with the 
subject. It is both an aid in preventing monopolies in water by companies and 
securing its more economical use by farmers. 

The importance of the pastoral interests in this State makes it desirable that 
provision be made for the utilization of the grazing land in connection with the 
contiguous irrigable areas. ‘These lands comprise the greater part of territoria| 
extent. They can never be made the self-supporting habitation of man, but 
furnish a valuable complement to the lands reclaimed—the first furnighing th. 
summer's and the latter the winter’s food supply. None of the present Jani! 
laws make adequate provision for securing possession or management of these 
lands, and some further legislation is needed to meet the requirements of our 
prospective development and increased population. 

We believe, however, that it is impossible for Congress to pass a general law 
which will operate with equal justice and success on the arid belt asa whole 
The conditions differ in different sections,as do our water laws. Wyoming 
differs from Utah and Arizonafrom MontanaorIdaho. The people of each sex 
tion are the best calculated to determine the system best suited to their necds, 
and should be given the means of carrying it into effect. 

The results already achieved are a sufficient guaranty of what can .be ac- 
complished under more favorable conditions. Under the Territorial laws 
$15,000,000 was invested in irrigation works and over 2,000,000 acres of land re 
claimed thereby. Not only has the value of the land been enhanced thereby 
from ten to one hundred fold, but its productive capacity has been corre- 
spondingly angmented, Such results are of interest and value to the whole 
nation, and, we believe, entitle the State to generous recognition. Not only 
were the water laws of the Territory highly commended, but the provisions 
of the State constitution require the inauguration of the most systematic and 
complete supervision of the public waters yet undertaken by any Common- 
wealth in this country. 

It is only, however, by uniting the control of both water and land under one 
authority that our irrigation system can have the fullest measure of stability 
and success, We believe that the controi of this subject can wisely and safely 
be intrusted to the State,since the practical knowledge of irrigation in this 
country is almost wholly confined to those engaged in the work. By endow- 
ing the State with means and placing upon it the responsibility for the deve! 
opment of our resources, a great impulse will be given to the diffusion of 
intelligence on the subject and to local pride in the character of our irrigation 
works. It will put the solution of this problem in the hands of the people best 
informed and mostinterested in its success. 

WILLIAM RK. SCHNITGER, 
President of the Senate. 
0. P. KELLOGG, 
Speaker of the House. 


STATE OF WYOMING, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., February 16, 1891. 


I, Amos W. Barber, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do hereby 
certify that the annexed and foregoing is a true and correct copy of enrolled 
jointmemorial No. 1, house of representatives, First Legislature, State of Wyo. 
ming, as the same remains on file and of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State, at Cheyenne, the capital, the cate above written. 

(SEAL. } AMOS W. BARBER, Secretary of Staie 


Mr. CAREY presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wyoming 
in reference to the adjudication of Indian depredation claims; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


Enrolled joint memorial No. 3, house of representatives, State of Wyoming. 


Memorial and joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wyoming wit! 
reference to the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian dep- 
redations. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States : 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, respectfully rep- 
resent that a large and meritorious class of our citizens, residents chiefly of our 
Western States and Territories, have, during the early settlement of said States 
and Territories, sustained losses by reason of Indian outrages and depreda- 
tions, comnffitted, without provocation, upon their persons and property, while 
they were traveling over the eee nee] routes to the Pacitic States and Ter- 
ritories, or were otherwise following lawful and peaceful avocations upon land: 
ceded to the United States by the Indians, and notwithstanding treaties have 
been made by the United States with very many of the tribes who committed 
the outrages and depredations complained of, by the terms of which it was 
stipulated and agreed between the United States and said tribes that payment 
for property captured, stolen, or destroyed by said Indians should be made to 
our people who had suffered such losses; and Co as d laws pre- 
scribing the manner in which such claims should established, and a large 
number of said claims have been so made, proven, and filed in the office of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, many of which have been examined by the 
proper officers and sotcunmandal for payment, yet no provision has been made 
by Congress for the payment of these claims. 

Believing that House resolution 8150, which the House of Representa- 
tives December 15, 1890, and is now before the Senate, will, if it becomes a law, 
result in the payment of many such claims as may be fully and fairly estab- 
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lished and proven, and that such claims so proved and established are just and 
should be paid without further delay, we, your memorialists, respectfully urge 
that justice be accorded to our old pioneers by your favorable consideration of 
and the of said bill at the present session of Congress; and, as in duty 
bound, we will ever pray, etc. 
, That his excellency the governor of the State of Wyoming be, and 
he is hereby, requested to cause to be furnished to Hons. J. M. Carry and F. E. 
WARREN, our Senators in Congress, 100 copies of this joint memorial and reso- 
lution, for distribution in the Senate and elsewhere. as they may desire. 
WM. R. SCHNITGER, 
President of the Senate. 
FRANK BOND, 
Speaker of the House pro tempore. 


STATE OF WYOMING, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., January 31, 1891. 
I, Amos W. Barber, secretary of state, State of Wyoming,do hereby certify 
that the annexed and foregoing is a true and correct transcript of enrolled 
joint memorial No, 3, house of representatives, State of Wyoming, as the same 
remains on file and of record in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State at Cheyenne the date above written. 
[SEAL. } AMOS W. BARBER. 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. CAREY presented a petition of citizens of Sundance, Wyo., pray- | 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered | 


to lie on the table. 


Mr. SPOONER. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature of 


Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 4962, toau- | 
thorize the Minnesota Boom Company to construct and operate booms | 
and other structures in certain sloughs of the Mississippi River, and to | 


drive and sheer into such booms logs, timber, and lumber found in 
said river. 


As the bill has passed the Senate, I ask, as this is a memorial of the | 


State Legislature, that it be printed in full in the Recorp. 


The memorial was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in | 


the REcorD, as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to the navigation of the Upper Mississippi River. 


Whereas the general commercial interest of this State and the other States 
and Territories of the Northwest require the unobstructed navigation of the 
Upper Mississippi River; and 

Whereas the bill now pending before Congress (Fifty-first Congress, second 
session), 8. 4962, entitled ‘‘A bill to authorize the Minnesota Boom Company to 
construct and operate booms and other structures in certain sloughs of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and to drive and sheer into such booms logs, timber, and lumber 
found in said river,’’ will, if and carried into effect, convert the said Mis- 
sissippi River, between the mouth of the Chippewa River and the city of Winona, 
a distance of 45 miles, into a log-driving stream, under the control of a private 
corporation, authorizing the building of obstructions therein, without the pre- 
vious sanction of the War Department, and legalizing the running of loose un- 
rafted logs therein, and in this manner render the navigation of said portion of 
theriver by steamboats dangerous, uncertain, and practically impossible: Now, 
therefore, 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress be earnestly requested to use their utmost endeavors to 
defeat the passage of said bill. 

Resolved, That the governor be, and hereby is, requested to forward copies of 
these resolutions to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


STATE OF WISCONSIN, 88: 


We, the speaker and chief clerk of the assembly, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of this State. 


J. J. HOGAN, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


G. W. PORTH, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of St. 
Croix County, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3911, 
subjecting oleomargarinxe to the provisions of the laws of the several 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., praying County, Kansas, signed by C. 


for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following memorials, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill and praying for the passage 
of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 814, of 
Cloud County, Kansas; 

Memorial of D. E. Tilden and other citizens of the State of Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 881, of 
Butler County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 1271, 
Edwards County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 882, 
Barton County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 825, 
Stafford County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2304, 
Atchison County, Kansas; 

Memorial of C. M. Bruce and other citizens of Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 694, 
Clay County, Kansas; 

emorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1894, 
Dickinson County, Kansas; 
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Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 2332, of 
Marshall County, Kansas; 
Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 934, of 
| Clay County, Kansas; 
Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 658, of 
Broughton and Clay, Kans.; 
Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 1262, of 


| Osborne County, Kansas: 


3109 


Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Douglas County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 1091, of 
Barton County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 1326, of 
Barber County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Leavenworth County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 2389, of 
Ellis County, Kansas; 


ol 


771, 
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Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 13 
Riley County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 782, 
Brown County, Kansas; 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Nemaha County, Kansas; and 

Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Reno County, Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the following-petitions,- praying for the pas 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Petition of Farmers’ 
Linn County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Leavenworth County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 
Butler County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 471, of La 
Bette County, Kansas; 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No. 472, of 
Cloud County, Kansas; and 

Petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union No, 2195, of 
Lincoln County, Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB also presented a petition of J. J. Hill and 15 other cit- 
izens of Sedgwick, Kans., praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of S. F. Brown and other citizens 
of Kansas, and the petition of members of Otter Creek Lodge, No. 45, 
of Coffey County, Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of the counties of Ellis, Trego, 
Gove, Logan, and Wallace, in the State of Kansas, praying Congress 
to appropriate $500,000, or the necessary part thereof, and to enact 
such legislation as may be necessary to definitely determine the avail- 
able surface or artesian water supply for agricultural purposes in West- 
ern Kansas along the line of the Union Pacific Railway; which were 
referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. L. P. Marsh, James Cook, and 
numerous other citizens of Kansas, praying Congress to enact such 
laws as will reduce the already enormous evils of the sale of liquors 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Hatton, and of Jackson 
W. Noble, post commander of Will 
Wendell Post, No. 46, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Kansas, and others, praying that Mrs. Sarah W. Hamon be granted a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of members of the bar of Rawlins and 
Elisworth Counties, Kansas, praying for the passage of House bill 
13291, providing for the subdivision of the State of Kansas into two 
Federal-court districts; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Coffey County, Kansas, 
praying for the passage of House bill No 5353, defining ‘‘ options ’’ and 
**futures,’? and imposing special taxes upon dealers therein; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the following petitions, praying for the passage of 
a bill to prohibit the opening of any exhibition or exposition on Sun- 
day where appropriations of the United States are expended; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select): 

Petition of the United Brethren Churcun, of Lecompton, Kans. ; 

Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Lecomp- 
ton, Kans.; and 

Petition of the First United Brethren Church, of Lecompton, Kans. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly 
ot the Territory of New Mexico, praying that the Navajo Indians in 
New Mexico be transferred from civil to military agents; which was 
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referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recor, as follows 

Joint memorial. 
To the Senate and House of f the United States in Congress assembled ; 


Representatives o 


Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
now in session assembled at nta Fé, most earnestly and reopectfully pray 
that 

W hereas for a number of years, and more particularly during the last eight- 
een months, the Navajo Indians have been permitted to leaye their reservation 
andto roam at will, and while off their reservation they steal and kill for food 
large numbers of cattle and drive off to their reservation numbers of horses be- 
longing to the people resident in the counties adjoining their reservation; and 

Whereas it is estimate = that within the last eighteen months in the counties 
of Bernalillo, Valencia, San Juan, anc d Rio Arriba alone these I ndians have stolen 


000 head of cattle and driven off more than 400 horses 
ir reservation,whence it is impossible for the settlers and 
ven to recover justice in any way at the hands of the 


or destroyed at i aa 
within the limits of th: 
ranchmen to recover, « 
Indian agents; and 
Whereas to permit these Indians to run at 
do, will surely result in trouble and perhaps pre- 


large and prey upon the ranch- 


men and settlers, as they nov 


cipitate a disastrous war with the-e Indians, which would cause this Territory 
to suffer incalculable loss and damage; and 
Whereas these Indians excuse their absence from their reservation upon tho 


ground that they are pesenities by law to sever their tribal relations and take 
up land in severalty, but merely make such temporary abode off their reserva- 
tion and at sux h points as will prove most convenient for them to commit such 
depredations, to the detriment of the citizens of this Territory; and 

W hereas it is notorious that the agents and inspectors sent out by the Gov- 
ernment are imposed upon by a surface show of facts, and are made to believe 
that these Inc lia uns make a permanent abode of certain houses off the reserva- 
tion, which were built as a pretext and are only inhabited periodically ; and 

Whereas it is believed, and experience has proved, that Indians are better 
eared for and better kept in control by mailite ary authority than by civil agents, 
as is the present practice 

Now, therefore, yout memorial@ts respectfully urge that the care and contra! 
of the Navajo Indians be transferred from civil to military agents, and that 
such steps be immediately taken as will most effectually keep these Indians 
within the boundaries of their reservation and afford full protection to the 
rights and property of the settlers and ranchmen in the neighborhood of such 


reservation, 
WILLIAM BURNS, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


J. FRANCO, CHAVES, 
President of the Council. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of 123 citizens of Kentucky, pray- 
ing for the adoption of a resolution providing for the appointment ol 
a commission to consider the best method of extending trade relations 
between the United States and Canada; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the following petitions, praying for the 
passage of the bill for the relief of the widows and minors of pension- 
ers; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

Petition of Sons of Veterans, of ‘Topeka, Kans. ; 

Petition of Mrs. John A, Logan, a member of the committee of the 
Woman's Relief Corps, of Washington, D. C.; 

Petition of the Woman’s Relief Corps of Canton, Ohio; 

Petition of Mrs. B. E. Pond, a member of the executive committee 
of the Woman’s Relief Corps, of Fort Scott, Kans. ; 

Petition of Lydia A. George, department president of the Woman’s 
Relief Corps of the State of Minnesota; and 

Petition of A. Anderson, department president of the Woman’s Re- 
lief Corps of the States of Colorado and Wyoming. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Assembly of the State of 
New York, praying for the passage of the bills now pending in Con- 
gress to prohibit the adulteration of food and malt liquors; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STANFORD presented the petition of Lewis 8. Hoyt, G. W. 
Bradbeer, and other citizens of Los Angeles, Cal., and a petition of 
business firms of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Los 
Angeles, Cal., and a petition of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, 
Cal., praying for the passage of Senate bill 4827, providing for the con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal under the control of the United States 
Government; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Benjamin Collinson and 21 
other citizens of Anne Arundel County, Maryland, and the petition ot 
Thomas 8. Iglehart, worthy master, and all the membersof All Hal- 
low’s Grange, No. 1, Patrons of Husbandry, of Davidsonville, Md., 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


4 message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon sigued by the Vice 
President: 

A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R, 9072) increasing the pension of Elexander Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9493) granting a pension to Edwin Cotton, late musi- 
cian Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 10858) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones; 

A bill (H.R. 11215) granting a pension to Joel A. Holdren; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philp 

A bill (H. R. 11311) granting an increase of pension to , 
Osborn; 
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A bill (H. R. 11348) to place the name of John W. Younger on the 

nsion roll; 

A bill (H. R. 11349) to grant a pension to Nancy F. Glenn; 

A bill (H. R. 11454) increasing the pension of Erastus D. Butler, of 
Togus, Me.; 

A bill (H. R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
M. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna S. Shuman; 

A bill (H. R. 11877) for the relief of James Branigan; 

A bill (H. R. 12009) granting a pension to Martha Tennery, widow 
of James H. Tennery, of Captain Griffin’s company, First Illinois, 
Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Catherine McRoberts; 

A bill (H. R. 12145) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Dill; 

A bill 
Head. 


(H. R. 12348) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5265) granting a pension to Emma Chapman, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 5064) granting a pension to General William H. Morris, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the letter of the secretary of state of South Dakota, trans- 
mitting a copy of a memorial to Congress from the Legislature of that 
State relative to the establishment of a soldiers’ home at Hot Springs, 
5. Dak., submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Massachusetts, praying Congress to appropri- 
ate $100 per capita, or to secure to the Chelsea (Mass. ) Home the benefits 
of the act allowing soldiers’ homes a certain annual compensation for 
the support of veterans in the late war, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the committee were discharged 
the further consideration of the resolution. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 

rts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow; and 

A bill (H. R. 5319) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Allen 8. Thatcher. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12185) for the relief of William G. Tidwell; and 

A bill (H. R. 5101) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
against George Alcott on the rolls of the War Department. 

Mr. MOUDY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4565) granting an increase of pension to Patrick E. 
O’Connor, late a regimental adjutant of the Tenth Regiment Veteran 
Reserve Corps, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thezeon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4526) granting a pension to Ashley Randall, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1426) for the development and en- 
couragement of silk culture in the United States, under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of Agriculture, reported it with amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12581) to increase the pension of Joseph Mason, of Dallas 
City, Tl. ; 

A bill (H. R. 11606) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 4483) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 8, J. Ray- 
ner; and 

A bill (S. 1474) granting a pension to Philos G. Cook. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 13038) to increase the pension of John E. A. ae: 

A bill (H. R. 11582) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth M. Hollings- 
worth; 

A bill (H. R. 11474) granting a pension to Eliza A. — 


A bill (H. R. 13117) granting a pension to J. Best 
op kA CE: Sy EL RAEN S EEA Se 7S. Ray McGun- 
gle; 
A bill (H. R. 12628 ting a pension to Mrs. Edelyn Spalding, 
widow of Charles Lees 22s 
A bill (H. R. 2996 eae ag PY Spencer; 
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A bill (H. R. 12585) increasing pension of Lafayette Soper, of Morris- 
ville; 

A bill (H. R. 11118) to place the name of Ruth MecAnnally on the 

psion roll; 

A bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 12722) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Lowry; and 

A bill (H. R. 12798) granting an increase of pension to William 
Martin. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee ou Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1869) granting a pension to E. A. Hibbard, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Frank W. Morgan, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5063) for the relief of Charles W. Lambert, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 5083) for the relief of Harry 8. Kellogg, administrator of the estate 
of Lyman M. Kellogg, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the suu- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 1323) to clear the military record of George 
8. Coyle, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an amend- 
meut intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10535) granting a pension to Myron A. Hudson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R: 10339) for the relief of Peter Weber, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13284) to correct the military record of Jonathan Murphy, of 
Grant County, Indiana, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10356) for removal of the charge of desertion from the record of 
Frederick Whitehead, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKinney, jr., 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


SIXTH ANNUAL COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 162) providing for 
printing the sixth annual report of the Commissioner of Labor, to re- 
port it with amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line3, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty-four’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 


That there be printed 20,000 copies. 


REPORT OF 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 3, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’so as to read: 

‘Ten thousand copies for the use of members of the House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 7, before the word 
“‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘thirteen’’ and insert “‘five;’’ so as to 
read: 


Five thousand copies for the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 7, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

And 5,000 copies for the use of the Department of Labor, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The nextamendment was in section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ Labor,”’ 
to strike out the following words: 


rhe latter number to be wrapped for mailing 
sioner of Labor may direct 


in such manneras the Comm 


The amendment was agreed to. 











rhe next amendment was in section 2, line 1, to fill the blank by 
inserting ‘‘$18,500;’’ so as to read 

That the sum of $18,500, or so much thereof as 1 iry todefray t 
cost, etc 

The amendment was agreed to 

Che next amendment was in section line er t word ‘‘f 

| port,’’ to strike out 

And the further sum of or so much thereof as ‘ i 
fray the cost of wrapping 15,000 copies for t use of the Depa ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I should like to hear the joint i 
read as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will | read as 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution as amended | 

That there be printed 20,000 copies, in cloth bit g - a lr 
port of the Commissioner of Labor relating the « of product ng 
efliciency of labor, and cost of living; 10,000 co sf e mie t f th 
House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for use o : $ ate 
and 5,000 copies for the use of the Department of Labo 

Src. 2. That the sum of $18,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary to 





defray the cost of the publication of said report, is hereby appropri 
amy money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing whether this is the same number of copies of the 
report of the Commissioner of Labor as heretofore ordered of the pre 
vious volumes. 

Mr. MANDERSON, No,this is not the same number as the regular 
reports of the Commissioner of Labor. This is a special report, made 
under a resolution I think of both Houses of Congress, but I am sure 
of the Senate, instructing him to make this inquiry as to the cost of 
producing it this country and other countries the products of iron and 
steel. This isa work that runs very largely intostatistics. The num 
ber proposed to be printed, 54,000 copies, it seemed to the committee 
was entirely too large. So we have cut it down to 20,000 copies, 5,000 
of that number to be distributed by the Commissioner and the others 
by the two Houses of Congress, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wiil this come in as one of his annual report 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is called the sixth annual report, but it i 
on this entirely new topic. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The last of his reports previous to this one I be- 
lieve was on marriage and divorce. The reports generally are upon 
specific questions. Itstrikes me that if we intend to make the publica- 
tions of that department of value, as they ought to be made, we ought 
to have about an equal number of each volume printed, so that the 
reports can be kept in sets, particularly in libraries and other places 
where they will be accessible, and not have broken sets, which de- 
stroys the value of them. The last report that I remember from that 
department was on marriage and divorce, and there were a certain 
number of copies of that report printed. The report preceding that 
one was probably on the working women in establishments. Those 
reports have nearly all been special, and yet they come in as annual 
reports. Probably the last one before the present report was on rail- 
road labor instead of marriage and divorce. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Let me suggest to the Senator that the Com- 
mittee on Printing is usually guided by the suggestion he has made; but 
thereare many of these reports which, when printed even in limited num- 
ber like this one, are amply sufficient for the demand of public libraries 
and institutions of that character. When it comes to their private 
distribution, I suggest to him that this work on the cost of the pro- 
duction of iron and steel would meet with a very different sort of de- 
mand than the other he has referred to, on marriage and divoree. The 
lawyer would be interested in the latter and the steel producer would 
be interested in the former. So it can hardly be said that the demand 
would be even for all these different productions. 

The Committee on Printing have been regulated somewhat by those 
considerations. It seemed to us that this was a sufficient number, and 
while it is less than of some other reports of the Commissioner that we 
have printed, the effort of the committee in the consideration of all these 
matters (and we have had a large number of them before us lately) 
has been as much as possible to reduce the expenditures for printing, 
as a preparatory step, perhaps, to the investigation looking to a reduc- 
tion that we propose to make during the coming vacation. I ask that 
the joint resolution be put upon its passage. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT SANITARY ENGINEERS. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
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referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 

ment, and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

printed 700 additional copies of the report of the Board of Sanitary Engineers 


of the District of Columbia, upon the sewerage of the District, for the official 
use of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


CIRCULATING MEDIUM. 


om 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back with amendments the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] on the 18th instant, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That ——— copies of Senate Report No. ——, accompanying Senate 
bill 4528, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
Printing will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to fill the first blank by insert- 
ing *‘ninety-five thousand ’’ and the second blank by inserting ‘‘twenty- 
two hundred and sixty-seven.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out “‘ ninety-five thousand ’’ and inserting ‘‘ fifty thousand.’’ In ex- 
planation I will say that this is the report made by the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate with reference to what is familiarly known as the 
subtreasury bill, introduced by the Senator from California [Mr. STan- 
FORD]. I ascertain upon inguiry that 50,000 copies of this report can 
be printed for from $250 to $300, and 95,000 copies could be printed for 
$500; but it is now thought by the committee that 50,000 will be suf- 
ficient to meet the demand, which we all recognize is very great, for in- 
formation upon that subject. So I move to strike out ‘' ninety-five 
thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty thousand,’’ in the first line, so as to read: 

That 50,000 additional copies of Senate Report No. 2267, accompanying Senate 
bili 4528, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Priating, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution for printing the seventh 
report of the United States Civil Service Commission, to report it with 
amendments, and | ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 46,000 
copies ot the seventh report of the United States Civil Service Commission be 
printed, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 40,000 copies for the use of the 
United States Civil Service Commission. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 3, be- 
four the word ‘‘thousand’’ to strike out ‘' forty-six,’”’ and insert 
*‘thirty-one,’’ and in line 11, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

That 31,000 copies of the seventh report of the United States Civil Service 
Commission be printed, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 


4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 25,000 copies for the 
use of the United States Civil Service Commission. 


Mr. MANDERSON, I will state that this is the same number ex- 
actly that was printed last year. The object of printing so many for 
the use of the Commission is that this seems to be the cheaper method 
of extending to those who desire it information as to examinations, 
forms, and instractions. The cost of the matter is trifling, I think 
that with the change that has been made it is considerably less than 
$1,000 for the entire publication. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, reported adversely thereon, and it 
was postponed indefinitely: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer is hereby directed to print 5,000 copies of 


Miscellaneous Document No, 37, this session, and deliver them to the docu- 
ment room, 


DOCUMENT INDEX, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably with amendments a concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] December 9, 
1890, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
a aren enenen —— Ror eae fe bw sane and House documents 
of the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and Forty-ni Congresses, prepared by the 
librarian of the Senate, and which work was appropriated for en foots the 
nae an appropriation bill, approved October 2, 1888 ; copies of the 
aame to be for the use of the Senate, and copies thereof for the use of the 


House of Ropresentatives. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee will 
be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In the second line, before the word ‘‘copies,’’ 
insert the words ‘‘five hundred,’’ so as to read: ‘‘ that 500 copies be 
printed ;’’ in the seventh line, before the word ** copies, ”” insert ‘*150;”’ 
and after the word ‘‘and,’’ in the same line, insert ‘‘350;’’ so as to read: 
‘* 150 copies of the same to be for the use of the Senate, and 350 copies 
thereof for the use of the House of Representatives.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT STONEY ON NORTHERN ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanim ous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind 4,000 extra copies of 
the report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States Navy, covering the several 
expeditions under his command for the exploration of Northern Alaska; of 
which 1,000shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 forthe use of the l‘ouse of 
Representatives, and 1,000 for distribution by the Secretary of the Navy. 


TARIFF COMPILATION, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] February 4, 1891, toreportit with 
certain amendments which I shall suggest to the clerks; and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coycurring), That there be 
printed 60,000 copies of Senate Report No. 2130, Fifty-first angseen.gooved ses- 
sion, ane tariff compilation of 1891, prepared by the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance, under authority of the act of Congress of August 30,1890; 20,000 for the 
use of the Senate and 40,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to reduce the number one-half, which 
will be 10,000 for the Senate and 20,000 for the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What report is that? 

Mr. MANDERSON, This is the report lately made by the Commit- 
tee on Finance known as the new compilation of tariff laws. It pre- 
sents allof the tariff legislation of the country from the beginning, with 
proper comparative statements, and a very copious index. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a continuation of the former compilation, 


is it not? 
Mr. MANDERSON. It is acontinuation of the one printed some 
years ago. ; 
Mr. COCKRELL. Printed in 1883 and 1884, adding the subsequent 
legislation? 


Mr. MANDERSON, That is it exactly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many copies is it proposed to print? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is proposed to print 10,000 for the Senate 
and 20,000 for the House. 

Mr. PLATT. One-half the number originally proposed ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. One-half. Itseems to thecommittee that that 
will be sufficient for the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution as proposed to be amended 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That there be printed 30,000 copies of Senate Report No. 2130, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, second session, being tariff compilation of 1891, prepared ‘by the Senate 
Committee on Finance, underauthority of the act of Congress of Angee 30, 1890, 
10,000 for the use of the Senate and 20,000 for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of Repze- 
sentatives, to print 150,000 copies of the Senate document entitled 
‘* Comparison of the custom law of 1883 with the new law of 1890,”’ to re- 
port it adversely for the reason that the new report from the Committee 
on Finance will contain all the information there is in this comparative 
statement and a great deal more. We find that both Houses under 
their power under the five-hundred-dollar limit have ordered quite a 
number of cépies of this compilation — The Senate in the early 
part of the session ordered sufficient, I think, for its use. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be true, but I doubt whether we have 
as many as there will be calls for. I have more calls for that than al- 
most any other document. But I that the Senate can have it 
printed under the five-hundred-dollar limit without aconcurrent reso- 
lution, 

Mr. MANDERSON. And the other House can do so as well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. However, I think we shall have to order some 
additional copies printed. 3 

Mr. MANDERSON, Quite likely. We can do that at any time by 
a simple Senate resolution. I make this statement now as a reason 
for action, which may appear in the Recorp for use elsewhere, 
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that it is in the power of either House of Congress to print a sufficient 
number of the document under the five-hundred-dollar limit. A con- 
current resolution for the large number proposed does not seem to be 
necessary, in view of the printing of the large document we have just | 
ordered. I therefore ask that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The concurrent resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON subsequently said: I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate indefinitely postponed the House concurrent 
resolution to print a large number of copies of the comparative state- 
ment of the tariff, and I ask that, after such action has been taken, 
the resolution may be recommitted to the Committee on Printing, as 
the committee desire further to consider that matter. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ,I hope the committee will act at this session and | 
bring the resolution back. 





Mr. MANDERSON. We shall do so. 


The concurrent resolution was recommitted to the Committee on 
Printing, as follows: 


_ Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be | 
printed for the use of Congress 150,000 copies of the Senate document entitled 
“Comparison of the customs iaw of 1883 with the new law of 1890,’’ with index, 
and the administrative customs law of 1890; and that 100,000 copies of said docu- 
ment be for the use of the House and 50,000 for the use of the Senate. 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I submit a | 
favorable report on the concurrent resolution for printing the appen- | 
dices to the Naval Observatory observations for the years 1886, 1887, | 
and 1888, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 1,200 addi- 
tional separate copies of each of the appendices to each of the annual volumes 
of the observations of the Naval Observatory for the years 1886, 1887, and 1888 
be printed and bound for use of the Naval Observatory. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity to have the appendices 
printed separately ? 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
Naval Observatory and recommended by the Navy Department. Ido 
hot myself know much of the volume in hand, but we have acted be- 
cause of the suggestions made. If the Senator desires further infor- 
mation, the letter which accompanies the report can be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be read. Ido not know why we are 
going back to 1886 to print appendices. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY, 
Washington, December 5, 1890. 

Sir: I have the honor to submit to your attention the inclosed draughtof a 
proposed concurrent resolution whose substance I would respectfully recom- 
mend be embodied in legislation, for the following reasons: 

The printing of the complete annual volumes of observations for the years 
1886, 1887, and 1888, which will contain the appendices referred to in the pro- 
posed resolution, was authorized by a concurrent resolution of the Senate of 
the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, which resolution passed the House 
of Representatives January 8, 1889. It would seem fitting that the separate 
copies of the appendices to the same volumes should be printed under the same 
auspices. 

The distribution by the Naval Observatory of the 800 copies of the complete 
annual volume of observations is mostly confined to public and college libra- 
ries and to exchanges with other observatories and scientificinstitutions, while 
the separate copies of the appendices (which contain the condensed results of 
observations and investigations,and which are issued a considerable time in 
advance of their complete volumes) are distributed mostly to individuals—as- 
tronomers, mathematicians, and physicists—to whom it is of importance that 
they receive these published results as promptly as possible. With the rapid 
progress of astronomy dnd its allied branches of science the number of able 
workers in these fields increases in a corresponding degree, and the exchange 
list of those who receive these appendices from the Observatory has grown so 
rapidly in the last few years that the number of copies needed makes too great 
a demand ge the printing fund of the Navy Department, which has hereto- | 

e 








fore borne the expense, and the progress of the printing had been much delayr . 
in consequence. 
The passage of the inclosed resolution will allow this important work to pro- 

ceed without interruption as the material is made ready for the printer. 

The estimated approximate cost of the 1,200 copies of the appendices to these 
three annual volumes (as nearly as it can be estimated from the volumes al- | 
ready published) will be about $4,000. 

I trust that this matter may receive your early and favorable consideration. 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
F. M. McNAIR, 
Captain, United States Navy, Superintendent Naval Observatory. 
The CHAIRMAN of the Senate Committee on Printing and Binding. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, February 4, 1891. 
Hon. C. F. MANDERSON: 


In reply to yourtelegram of this date, I recommend the printing of 1,200 sepa- 
rate as the appendices of the annual volume of the Naval Observatory 
for 1886, 1887, and 1888. 


B. F. TRACY, Secretary. 
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It is called for by the officer in charge of the 
{ 





Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not make any objection to the resolution, 
but it seems to me it is rather a late period, three years after these voi- 
umes have been published, to be publishing the appendices. Itseems 
to me that the Observatory might get a little closer up to current busi- 
ness; and its observations would be infinitely more valuable if they 
could be distributed at an earlier period. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I must confess my ignorance of the subject. 
It is one of those absolute scientific matters that I do not claim to have 
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knowledge of. The committee has acted on the request ot 
in charge and the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 
mittee to act. 

Mr. GORMAN. _I wish tosay only a few words on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. We have not had an opportunity during this ses- 
sion, owing to the early hours of meeting and the long, continuous ses- 
sions, the most extraordinary in the history of the Government, to give 
these matters that careful consideration trom time to time that they 
deserve, but the committee took advantage of the session on Saturday 
and devoted a great deal of time to the subjects which the chairmanis 
now presenting; and they have endeavored to keep the amount of print- 
ing, the number of documents and the cost, within reasonable limits; 
I mean compared with the expenditures heretofore made. 

I should myself probably oppose some of these publications, at all 
events the large number provided for in the resolutions, but for the 
fact that the Senate has authorized the Committee on Printing of this 
body, with the members of the present committee in the lower House 
who have been re-elected to the next Congress, to take into considera- 
tion the entire question of Government publications during the recess, 
and the management of the Printing Office; and I look forward, as the 
result of that investigation and their recommendations, to the future 
action of Congress to limit these publications. They are growing now 
not only by resolutions, where the appropriations are made in addition 
to the $3,000,000 contained in the general appropriation, but specific 
appropriations are made for the various Departments, and therefore in 
voting for all these resolutions to-day I do it with the statement that, 
limited as we have been in the opportunity to investigate these matters, 
some mistakes may be made, all of which I hope may be corrected by 
the report hereafter to be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think my colleague will bear me out in the 
further assertion that in all these cases we have made very thorough 
exploration, particularly in the Departments, as to the advisability of 
the publications. I think it will be found when we come to complete 
the labors of the session in that behalf that we shall have this year very 
greatly decreased in volumeand expense the amount of printing ordered 
by Congress. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there is no question but that the state- 
ment the chairman makes is correct, and I was not criticising his action. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. On the contrary, I was giving the reason why we 
have not had an opportunity during this session up to now to bring 
these matters to the consideration of the Senate by report. We have 
gone very carefully through the information we have had. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The juestion is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


the office 


It was allright for the com- 


REPORT ON DISEASES OF THE HORSE, 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution, submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], to print and hind 15,000 copies 
of the special report on diseases of the horse, by the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, to report adversely thereon. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Pub- 
lic Printer be, and hereby is, directed to print and bind 15,000 copies of the 
special report on diseases of the horse, by the Bureau of Animal Industry, 


Department of Agriculture; 5,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. MANDERSON., I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the adverse report, as it is his resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam listening. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the resolution be indefinitely post- 
poned, and I present 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before that is done will the Senator state why 
the resolution is to be indefinitely postponed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Because I am about to present a House joint 
resolution on the same subject. 

Mr. COCKKELL. That is all right then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be post- 
poned indefinitely, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 287) to print 100,000 
copies of report on diseases of the horse, to report it favorably with 
amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hourof 12 o’clock having arrived, it is 





| the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the untinished business, 


The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 4827) toamend the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ ap- 
proved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that that be tempo- 
rarily laid aside until I can complete a few more of these reports. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be infor- 
mally laid aside, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to knowabout the House joint resolution. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. 
be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
orde 

The Cuizr CLERK. In section 1, line 3, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ strike ont ‘‘100’’ and insert ‘'20;’’ so as to read: 

That there be printed 20,000 copies of the special report on diseases of the 
name, peaperen under the supervision of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal 

ncuustry 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, before the amendment is adopted 
I desire to say a word. I have only had an opportunity to cursorily 
examine the report, but from what I have seen of it I am of the im- 
pression that it is one of great interest, and I should like to see alarger 
number of copies than 20,000 printed. It is a report which, I think, 
will attract attention and will be useful throughout thecountry where- 
ever there are agricultural and horse-raising interests. I do not want 
to see unnecessary expenditures in this respect, but this is a report 
which, I apprehend, deserves a larger publication than 20,000 copies. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seemed to the committee that the number 
proposed by the amendment, which is an edition of 20,000, was cer- 
tainly ample for the present. It will be found that works of this 
character when they are issued are frequently supplemented by addi- 
tions or amendments, and it may be that, after awhile, it will be well 
to publish an additional number of this report with such additions 
“8s may be made to it in the course of a year or two, but 100,000 copies 
of this book, which costs the Government a dollar a volume bound, 
seemed to the committee rather extravagant, and we thought we 
would reduce it to 20,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I inquire of my colleague if the report of the com- 
mittee is to reduce the number from 100,000 to 20,000? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It strikes me that isa pretty deep cut in the num- 
ber to be printed of an important document like this; in fact, one of 
the most important and one of the most instractive and useful which 
has been issued by the Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask for information why it is that a vol- 
ume of this size will cost a dollar, when the Government furnishes 
the office all of the material for printing and pays for the printing ? 
What isit that makessuch a work cost as much as if it werecoming from 
private parties? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I will answer the inquiry of theSenator. The 
Government Printing Office has no lithographic establishment con- 
nected with it. The numerous plates which adorn this volume are the 
work of private parties, who own the stones from which these prints 
are made. The Government, by reason of the fact that it is not de- 
sirable to go into lithographing, is compelled to contract with private 
individuals for the necessary number of plates. It is thatwhich makes 
this an expensive publication. Itis not the letter-press. If it were 
not for the plates, I presume the book could be printed and bound at 
a cost of 30 or 40 cents a volume, but the colored plates cost a good 
deal of money. 

Mr. HARRIS, I propose to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out ‘‘20’’ and inserting ‘50.’ The House of 
Representatives, it seems, has provided for the printing of 100,000 
copies of this book. The value of the work is universally recognized, 
so far as seen by parties interested, and, notwithstanding it is a some- 
what costly book, I do not think we can expend that amount of money 
more profitably than in the production of a larger number of that 
work 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Senator 
from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] will be stated. 

The Cuirr Clerk. In the proposed amendment of the committee 
in line 3, of section 1, it is proposed to strike out ‘'20”’ and insert 
**50;’’ so as to read 


I ask that the amendments of the committee 


The amendments will be stated in their 


That there be printed 50,009 copies of the special report on diseases of the 
horse 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Tennessee to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I should like very much to have the Senator from 
Tennessee modify his amendment so as to make the number 60,000, 
which would give 40,000 copies to the House of Representatives and 
20,000 copies to the Senate, 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the modification. I wanted 
to strike such number as would probably meet the views of the Senate. 
Let the question be taken on the modified amendment, then, at 60,000 
copies, 

Mr. MANDERSON, If Senators are determined to increase the num- 
ber of copies of this volume beyond that which was reported by the com- 
mittee—and it seems to me the number reported by the committee is 
sufficient—! saggest thata better division of the 50,000 would be 15,000 
for the Senate, 30,000 for the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for 
the Department of Agriculture. I certainly would oppose a proposi- 
tion to go beyond 50,000 copies, and I think 26,000 or 30,000 would be 
better. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, I will adhere to my original motion, appor- 
tioned as the Senator from Nebraska suggests. 
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Mr. GORMAN. If the amendment offered by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] is adopted it will add $25,000 to the cost of the 
publication of this work. Necessarily we shall have to increase it that 
amount, for the cost of the book is about a dollar a volume. 

I have no question about the value of this book. It is very inter- 
esting and full of splendid pictures, magnificently engraved, which 
will attract the attention of the people all overthe country. But there 
is another phase of this matter in which the people are deeply inter- 
ested. We shall have a bill pending in a few minutes with over two 
and a half million dollars for the Government printing, not including 
this work, We have in the sundry civil bill for the various Depart- 
ments two or three hundred thousand dollars more for printing, and 
the cost of these various publications as ordered by this Congress wil! 
amount to between three and four million dollars. 

I submit to the Senate that, with all of the eftravagance in every 
Department of the Government, we ought not to increase this pub 
lication beyond the amount provided for by the Senate committee. 

The resolution comes here from the other House, where there is no 
consideration whatever of the people’s interests, and where, it seems, 
that bills involving extravagant amounts of money are passed without 
discussion and without consideration and sent to this y, and yet the 
newspapers of the country are constantly saying that the Senate is the 
extravagant body and that it is swelling up these appropriations. 

Mr. President, if there is any one Department of this Government 
where there is abuse, where there is money thrown away, it is in this 
printing establishment. You can go to the second-hand bookstores of 
this city and every city on the Atlantic coast and buy for 25 and 50 
cents a volume publications such as are provided for in this resolution 
to cost a dollar a volume—Agricultural Reports and all of these Govern- 
ment publications. The plates to be used in this book are owned by 
private people. They are not the plates of the Government, and we are 
compelled to go out and buy from the individuals who make these 
plates and pay them at an enormous rate. 

The printing of 100,000 copies, as I said a moment ago, is the prop- 
osition that comes from the House. The Senate committee, looking at 
the extravagance and the great amount of money involved, taking the 
whole printing appropriation together for all the Departments, be- 
lieved that we could begin with the pruning knife at this point as 
well as at any other. 

I say to Senators who vote for these increases that next year, 1891~’92, 
we shall meet with a condition of affairs in the Treasury which will 
compel the people’s Representatives, who have the power to shape the 
legislation creating taxes and making appropriation bills, to consider 
the problem of increasing the taxes of the people of the country or 
cutting down these appropriations in violation of the laws which have 

provided that they shall be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ordinarily, as I understand, the cost of the first 
edition, if I may so speak, of a thousand volumes is considerably more 
than the cost of the succeeding number. Do I understand the Senator 
that if we print 100,000 copies they will cost $1 each, and if we print 
500,000 copies they will cost a dollar each? That is ordinarily not 
true in the case of publications. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is owing to the cost of the plates. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that the reason? 

Mr. GORMAN. It isin this case. There is a diminution, of course, 
after the plates are obtained. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In this case the book is stereotyped, and the 
lithographic stones are in existence from which those plates are printed. 
So that any thousand printed hereafter will cost at just the same rate, 
whether it be 1,000 or 50,000, 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say to the Senator from Maryland that 
there may be extravagance in connection with the printing for the Gov- 
ernment, and there may be, and I presume there is, a great deal of 
printing done which might be better left undone, but I wish to say that, 
in my opinion, no more popular or useful publication can be made by 
the Government than the one now under consideration. 

Although it is only a few days since the information has gone 
forth that there is such a book, I have had, and I presume all other Sen- 
ators have had, a large number of applications for this book coming in 
by every mail. The demand for it is like the demand for the dairy 
book which was published a few years ago. Every farmer wanted it, 
and it has been useful to the farmer. 

I think, if we want to be economical, we had better find some op- 
portunity to lop off some unnecessary and useless expenditure which 
perhaps now exists, and not attempt to make up by cutting down an 
appropriation for a book intended for the use of the farmers through- 
out the conntry. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there is no intention on the part of 
the Committee on Printing, or on my part, to cut down the books in- 
tended for the farmers of the country. We print five or six hundred 
thousand copies of the Agricultural Report annually, and I have no ob- 
jection to it. That is one of the cases where we can not cut down the 
number. 

I have no doubt of the value of the book the printing of which is now 
under consideration, but there is not a case which is presented to the 
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committee or to Congress where precisely the same statement is not 
made, precisely as the Senator from Wisconsin now states, ‘‘do not cut 
down on this book; it is a valuable book.’’ 

We have had presented to the conimittee reports on Alaska, inclnd- 
ing illustrations, calling for an immense amount of money. It is said 
that book is of immense value. 

Mr.SPOONER. Of eourse such a book, or any book which gives 
the topography of a partof our possessions and deals with its resources, 
is of value, but the explorations made by the different Departments, 
the Coast Survey, the Geological Survey, etc., have certainly a degree 
of value; but what I meant to submit to the Senator was that, con- 
ceding to such works their scientific importance, yet their value is re- 
stricted compared to the value of a book like this book on diseases of 
the horse or like the dairy-farming book, which goes to the farmers of 
the country and is of peculiar interest to them. It seems to me that 
there is a distinction fairly to be drawn between different publications. 

Mr.GORMAN. I think it is well enough to publish the book; but 
I submit to the Senator from Wisconsin that 25,000 copies are enough 
for the farmers of the country to-day, and they will not want any 
more. I do not believe there is a‘farmer in Maryland or Wisconsin 
who does not know more about the horse now than the man who got 
up this book with its splendid pictures, 

Mr.SPOONER. Then the Senator can not justify himself in voting 
for printing any of these books. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would limit the amount of money to be taken 
from the farmers of the country. Let us publish 25,000 copies at a 
cost of $25,000, and let it go out to the country and let the intelligent 
farmers, who do understand the horse, speak hereafter through thei 
Representatives. In the mean time we will hold their money in the 
Treasury or we will refuse to appropriate large amounts, which will 
increase their taxes. I have no doubt if the question is submitted to 
the farmers of the country whether they will have increased taxation 
or a fancy book with pictures of horses they will say, ‘‘ Reduce our 
taxation and do not increase this publication.’’ 

Mr. POWER. Has the Senator read the book, or does he know any- 
thing about it? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have glanced it over. 

Mr. POWER. Has the Senator conversed with the horse-raisers of 
the country as to the value of the book ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not conversed with horsemen about it. 
What dow the Senator desire to get at? 

Mr. POWER. I wish to state that I have given that book very con 
siderable examination and have asked large and extensive horse-raisers 
what they thoughtof the work. They state that they are well pleased 
with it, that they have full confidence in Dr. Salmon, who prepared 
it, and they say that 500,000 copies would not be too much. . Every 
horse-breeder and farmer in the country, and in the Western States 
particularly, should have one copy of that book. Itis one of the best 
documents I have ever seen, and this statement is corroborated by all 
the horse-raisers in the West. 


. 
d115 
ator from Montana [Mr. Power] has said, are nearly all horse-breed- 
ers, horse-raisers, and this is one of the most important interests in 
the West to-day. I repeat this is one of the most useful books which 
the Goverument has ever published on any subject relating to the ani- 
mal industry, indeed one of the most useful which has ever bee: pub- 
lished by order of Congress on any subject. 





[do not believe this is a good place for the committee to put the 
knife in so deeply. I want to commend the committee, of which my 
colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is chairman, for their economical dispo- 
sition in respect of the Government printing, but I insist that this is 


the wrong place to put the knife in so deeply as they have put it in 





here. If the Committee on Appropriations—that important commit- 
tee which reports all the great appropriation bills for the support of 
the Government—would hav it the knife into the proposed appro- 
| priation of nearly $600,000 for that ornamental institution the Geo 
logical Survey, they would | done what ought to be done, or wh 
I at least think onght to be done at all events, and my friend the Sen- 
ator from Maryland | M1 , could have won more reputation 
as an economist it he had undertaken to reduce that appropriation and 
save something of that enormous sum, the practical benefits of which are 
not so apparent, to be used for the printing of a very liberal number 
of this most valuable and most interesting book for the instruction of 
the plain people of the country in the agricultural districts who are en 


gaged in the raising and the use of hors 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment sub 
mitted by the Senator from Tennessee, as modified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to take my share of the responsibility for 
reporting this reduction. I think this is a pretty good book and that 
it is pretty well illustrated; but the idea that the Government of the 
United States can discover something new about horses that has not 
been found out yet by horse-raisers is rather an original one. They 
are abundantly able to bay books and raise fine horses, and they spend 
millions of dollars in that business. 

Now, itis proposed to expend $100,000 upon this book at a time 
when the expenses of printing for the Government are running up to 
a really monstrous figure, when we are in the regular appropriation 
bill for printing giving about two and a half million dollars, and when 
a great many books and other publications are ordered outside of that; 


so that, I suppose, the printing bill is going above $3,000,000 this year 
j Y} I ; e : : ° 


and we of the committee are every once and awhile reproached about 
the extravagance in printing. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator explain whether the $3,000,000 


| we are expending is for the printing of public documents alone, or is it 


| they use it pretty much as they please. 


Mr. GORMAN. I have not conversed with the horse-racers of the | 


country and do not know anything about their views or desires. That 
is a matter I will ieave to the Senator from Montana. I do say, how- 
ever, that the intelligent farmers of this country know more about 
the horse than the man who compiled this book. For one, I object 
seriously to taking their money to publish a book to gratify a few race- 
horse men, who want 500,000 copiesof it. Ifthe gentlemen theSena- 


tor from Montana has conferred with are interested in running horses | 


and want to have a fancy book showing the diseases of horses in dif- 
ferent stages, from glanders down, they ought to buy the book. 

I am content that 25,000 copies of the book may be printed and dis- 
tributed among the farmers of the country; and if, later on, the farm- 


not for all the printing that is done for the Congress of the United 
States, the Senate and House ol 
GRESSIONAL RECORD ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; it covers not alone what we distinctly 
order, but it covers much that the Departments are authorized to do of 
themselves. 


Representatives, including the Con- 





We give special sums of money to them for printing and 
I suppose this book is stereo- 
typed already. We have all probably seen copies of it. 

The cost of the Government printing is rising to an enormons figure. 
This book is probably valuable. We are none of us, on the committee, 
horse-raisers, and we thought we would make an experiment with 
25,000 copies at a dollar a volume. If the people are sitting up nights 
losing their health on account of it, next December we can order the 


other 75,000 copies. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment as 
modified. 
| Mr. MANDERSON. The juestion ison the amendment of the Sen 


ers, not the race-horse men, want an increased number they willspeak | 


through their Representatives, and they will speak ata time when they 
have a House of Representatives which represents their interests, and 
at a time when the question will be presented whether they will haye 
their taxes increased in order to secure the publication of such works, 


men, desire an increased number of this book they will get it. 

Mr. POWER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. I surrender the floor to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. I did not say ‘‘horse-race men.’’ I said ‘“ horse- 
raising men.’’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. POWER. The Senator from Maryland says ‘‘horse-race men.”’ 
I said ‘‘ raisersof horses;’’ Western farmers who raise horses, not ‘* horse- 
racers.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Horse-raisers and not horse-races. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. POWER. That is what Isaid. The Western farmers are also 
breeders of horses, and are satisfied with that book and should have 
it. I think Montaua alone should have 25,000 copies of it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Tenuessee [Mr. HARRIS] will prevail. I have given this 
work a critical examination, I have had the testimony of veterinary 
experts, and I believe there is more good and useful information in this 
beok to horse-breeders and to the farmers of the West, who, as the Sen- 





ator from Tennessee |Mr. HArkts]| to the amendment of the com 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ontheamendment to theamendment, the numbers 
to be apportioned according to the suggestion of the chairman of the 





| committee. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I have not 


iccepted the amendment of the Sen- 


| ator from Tennessee. 
Then if the intelligent farmers of the country, and not the race-horse | 


Mr. HARRIS. The apportionment was to be 30,000 copies for the 
House of Representatives, 15,000 for the Senate, and 5,000 for the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the amendment will be voted down 

Mr. GORMAN. i ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment be again stated. . 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know the exact question before the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment, as modified, will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 3, of section 1, it is proposed to strike 
outof the amendment of the committee ‘‘20,000’’ and insert ‘* 50,000;’’ 
so as to read: 

That there be printed 50,000 copies of the special report on diseases of the 


horse, prepared under the supervision of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal 
prey I 
Industry. 


Mr.GEORGE. Instead of 20,000 copies of that report? 
Mr. HARRIS. Yes, instead of 20,000 copies, as proposed by thecom- 
mittee. 
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Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say one word before I sit down, and that 
is I hope the amendment to print 50,000 copies will prevail. There 
is no more useful information which can be communicated to the farmers 
of this country than that on the diseases of the horse. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall very heartily and cordially indorse the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, and vote for it in the inter- 
est of economy and not as an extravagance. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has pointed out that 
we are expending about $3,000,000 a year for printing. In other words, 
we are spending $3,000,000 in all the branches of the public service 
to let our sovereigns, the masters who send us here, know what we 
are doing. Is that a waste of money? How are our constituents to 
know what we are doing here and what is done in the executive and 
legislative branches of the Government unless we publish these docu- 
ments and give them an opportunity of reading them and knowing ? 

It is said that you can go to the second-hand bookstores and pur- 
chase a large number of these volumes at a mere nomina! sum. Yes, 
Mr. President, you can, and you can go to the second-hand bookstores 
and get documents there before you can get them in your document 
room. Who isto blame for that? Senators and Representatives, and 
they alone. It is through Senators and Representatives that these 
documents find their way to second-hand bookstores almost entirely. 
There are certain classes of books which we order printed for which 
the gentlemen who are dealing in books and in second-hand publica- 
tions, Government publications, send their subscriptions to the Depart- 
ment and have them printed for their own use at the Government cost, 
with 10 per cent. added, as they have aright todo. They see in ad- 
vance when these books are to be printed and they get them at the 
cost of the printing and 10 per cent. added. 

By some means—I have been unable to ascertain what—you will 
find in the second-hand bookstores these publications of the Govern- 
ment, freshly bound and wrapped, sent there ready to be distributed, 
On inquiring how it was that second-hand bookstores could get these 
new books, nominally second hand, before we could get them at our 
own document room, I was informed by a very intelligent gentleman 
in charge of the establishment that they knew whom to approach. 

Mr. HARRIS, Did they tell whom’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. They would not tell. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator from Missouri intend to state that 
any Senator or Representative ever disposed of any book issued to him 
to be sent to his constituents to a second-hand bookstore man or any- 
body else? 

Mr.COCKRELL. No, sir; I am not making that charge; but the 
books come from the quota of Senators and Representatives, and they 
can not come from any other source. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish simply to state that, if the Senator kuows of 
any Senator or Representative in Congress who has done such a thing, 
he ought to make it public. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will go and inquire at the Senate 
folding room and the document room whether all the documents al- 
lotted to Senators are sent out by them or not, he will ascertain the fact. 
It is not worth while to indulge in anything but reality in regard to 
these matters. Take a Representative in the House of Representa- 
tives from the city of New York. What does he care for his Agricultural 
Reports? He probably has aclerk or somebody whom he has employed 
to work for him, and thatclerksays, ‘‘ I want to distribute your books,”’ 
and they are turned over to him franked, and so it is with many other 
publications. Some Senators do not care for certain docunvents and 
they give them away upon application, I doubt not. 

Gentlemen will come and solicit books from Senators. Only a day 
or two ago two gentlemen, purporting to be from Missouri, sent in 
word to me that they wanted a certain publication, of which each Sen- 
ator gets 9 or 10 copies. Thatisconstantlydone. Valuable books are 
solicited and they are taken and sold, and in some instances to the 
second-hand bookstores, I do not say that any Senator sells his books 
or that any Representative sells his; bat the Government publications 
to be found in the second-hand stores come from the quota allotted to 
Senators and Representatives. They can not come from any other 
source, except where we allow a Department to have an extra number. 

We allow the Department of Agriculture to distribute agricultural 
reports, and Tom, Dick, and Harry in this city may go over and solicit 
copies of a book, and they may take them and sell them, it may be for 
the nominal sum of 10 cents. Such things you can not avoid. 

I think the book we are now discussing is a valuable book, so far as 
I have been able to examine it, and I believe a large number ought to 
be printed. I want just as much economy practiced in the publication 
of the books of the Government as in any other branch, but I think 
the people have the right, when we have gone to the expense of creat- 
ing a Department, and a division in that Department has been making 
investigations and spending thousands of dollarsin those investigations 
and they are printed, to priat enough copies of them so that the people 
may have an opportunity of seeing them. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think our action as to the printing of these books 
might depend somewhat upon how many have been already published. 
Isuppose all Senators receive such cirealars as the one I received the 
other day from the Secretary of Agriculture, which was accompanied 
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with one copy of the book. He stated that the edition was already 
exhausted, that he had to send it all over the country, and the people 
seemed to like it. He asked me what I thought of it, and made, ina 
very delicate way, the suggestion that if we would vote to print more 
of them perhaps we could have some of them. 

I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Printing how 
large an edition the Secretary of Agriculture has already sentout. It 
may be that he has sent them out to his own friends and the friends o: 
the Administration a!l over the country. I should like to find out 
whether there is any necessity left for Senators to sead any copies to 
their constituents ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam unable to answer the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, for the reason that this is a Department publica- 
tion. It was not ordered by the action of Congress, but is one of the 
explorations or investigations made by the Bureauof Animal Industry, 
and the book is published under the direction of the Secretary of Agri 
culture. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there any means of ascertaining how many o! 
them have been printed? 4 

Mr. MANDERSON. Only byaninquiry. We have no other means 
of knowledge. I judge, however, from the fact that the appropriation 
for the printing of that Departmentis not very large, thatonlya limited 
number of copies have been published. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask theSenator howitisabout the lithographic 
stones? The lithographic stones from which the illustrations are made 
seem to be the principal item of cost. Is thisa joint-stock operation 
between the Government and the lithographers outside? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Notatall. Whenthe drawings are prepared, 
as I understand, in any of the Departments to accompany the differ- 
ent publications, they are transmitted to the Public Printer, who has 
correspondence with certain lithographers. There is quite a noted 
lithographer in New York, Julius Bien, who does very much of the work 
of illustrating these colored publications for the Government. He 
gives an estimate and makes a bid, and sometimes several bidders are 
invited to make bids for the preparation of the lithographs of these 
books. The contract is then made by the Public Printer with the 
lithographer, who furnishes a certain number of plates, the lithogra- 
pher owning the lithographic stones, That is the process, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Are these stones of any value except as they are used 
in connection with the Government publication ? * 

Mr. MANDERSON. None whatever, except that by polishing the 
surface they can be used again for another lithograph. They do not 
belong to the Government. We simply buy the plates from the litho- 
grapber under contract made by the Public Printer. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can not a contract be made with the lithographer, the 
stones having been made with a view to a limited edition, by which 
the cost can be reduced very largely? The mere printing must be a 
slight matter, now that the lithographing is done. It seems to me 
that there might be an arrangement made by which the cost of the 
book, which is mainly in lithographing, might be very much reduced. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I haveno doubt that reduction has been made 
in the estimate made by the Printer of the cost of the volume; in other 
words, that we do not pay so much for this additional number which 
it is now proposed to publish as we did per volume for the number 
printed by the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator know how many copies have been 
printed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator know the cost per volume of those 
which have been printed ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply know that, under the law, the Com- 
mittee on Printing, when this resolution came to it from the other 
House, sent it to the Public Printer and asked from him an estimate 
as to the cost of the printing of this work. That estimate we have re- 
cejved, and itis an estimate that for printing 100,000 additional copies 
it willbe at the rate of abouta dollara volume, and upon that estimate 
we have acted. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the reason I asked the Senator from 
Missouri thequestion I did awhile ago was that the Senator began his re- 
marks by stating that Senatorsand Members of the House of Represent- 
atives were responsible for the fact that these publications found their 
way into second-hand bookstores, If the Senator from Missouri knows 
of any Senater who has disposed ofbooks in that way which were given 
him by the Government to issue to his constituents, that fact ought to 
be made known, and that Senator or Representative should be ex- 
pelled from his seat. If the Senator knows of the clerk of any Senator 
having made such disposition of any public documents which were 
given for distribution, then that ought to be known, and that clerk 
ought to be dismissed. It seemed, from the connection in which the 
Senator made the remark, that Senators and Representatives were to 
blame. He then proceeded to state that these books found their way 
to second-hand bookstores. That is a very serious charge. If the 


Senator knows of any fact of that kind it ought to be stated, and the 
country ought to understand it and know it. 
Mr. DOLPH. I entirely agree with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
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BERRY]. I think also that if the Senator from Missouri [Mr, Cock- 
RELL] has reason to believe that any information could be obtained 
from the superintendent of the document room in regard to the dis- 
position made by Senators of public documents it should be called for 
by resolution and be made public. My experience is that none of the 
officers of the Senate feel at liberty to give information to one Senator 
in regard to the business of another. I have put this question some- 
times, when I wanted a particular document to send to somebody who 
applied for it, ‘‘Can you tell me who has such a document to his 
credit?’’ and [ have-been refused the information. 

Several months ago I distributed some important public document— 
I have forgotten what it was now—and I took the precaution to notify 
the parties that I had sent them such adocument. I received two 
letters from persons to whom I had sent the document saying that 
they had not received the copies. I thereupon went to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the Senate and caused him to institute an inquiry in regard 
to the manner of the distribution of these documents in the Senate. 
I will say, in passing, that I distribute my documents by sending slips 
(and I suppose most Senators do) to the folding room to be attached, 
and the document to be distributed according to the slip. I also com- 
municated with the Postmaster-General and caused an investigation 


to be made of the process of mailing public documents here in the city, | 
to see whether or not they were put in the mails and started for their | 


destination. Nothing could be discovered to reflect upon the emplovés 
of the folding room or upon the post-office employé¢s in this city in're- 
gard to the mailing of documents. 

I suggest also that if I had had less experience in such matters I 
would introduce a resolution of inquiry, after the statement made by 
the Senator from Missouri, to ascertain whether any member of this 
body, through his clerk or otherwise, by negligence or by design, had 
been responsible for copies of public documents getting into second- 
hand bookstores. But not knowing whether the second-hand book- 
sellers are of that privileged class who are not subject to the ordinary 
rules which govern witnesses in legal investigations, or in investiga- 
tions such as are instituted by either branch of Congress, I will not 
venture to undertake that business myself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I donot care to prolong the discus- 
sion on this resolution, but I have a sort of passion for collecting books, 
and I visit bookstores of all sorts, and among others the second-hand 
bookstores. I have seen numbers of public documents sold lower than 
any honest man can buy and sell them for. How it comes about I do 
not know. I have seen the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorRD for a whole ses- 
sion sold for $3. I know that documents are sold below what they can 
be printed for. These men can not pay for chem the price that the pub- 
lication requires and make those sales. I do not know how these things 
occur, but they can not occur by honestand fair dealing. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when Mr, CULLOM’s name was called). I wish to 
state that my colleague is detained from the Senate by illness. 

Mr. FAULKNER ( when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
present, he would vote *‘ yea’’ in this case, and I will vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll call was concladed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Tur- 
PIE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Dixon]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mycolleague{ Mr. McMILLAN] is necessarily 
absent from the Senate. He is paired generally with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The result was announced 





yeas 43, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—43. 


Allen, Coke, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allison, Daniel, McConnell, Shoup, 
Barbour, Evarts, Paddock, Spooner, 
Bate, Farwell, Pasco, Squire, 
Berry, Faulkner, Payne, Stewart, 
Blackburn, George, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Call. Hale, Plumb, Vance, 
Cameron, Harris, Power, Vest, 
Carey, Higgins, Pugh, Walthal!, 
Casey, Ingalls, Reagan, Warren, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
NAYS—l. 
Chandler, Gray, Manderson, Platt, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Moody, Sherman, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Morgan, 
Gorman, Hoar, Morrill, 
ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Kenna, Telier, 
Blair, Dolph, MeMillan, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, McPherson, Voorhees, 

wn, Eustis, Mitchell, Washburn, 
Butler, Frye, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Quay: Wilson of Md, 

lom, Hampton, nsom., Wolcott. 

vis, : Hearst, Stanford, 


Iam satisfied that, if 
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So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr.'MITCHELL subsequently said: I desire to make an explana- 
tion. During the last roll call I was present in my seat from the be- 


| ginning until the end of the call, when my nam») was called and also 


at the conclusion of the call, but my attention was diverted and I omit- 
I expected to vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and would have done so had 
my attention not been diverted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to theamend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The otheramendments of the Committee 
on Printing will be stated, modified to contorm to the first amend- 
ment as amended. 

The Ca1eFr CLERK. Im section 1, line 6, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ strike out ‘‘20’’ and insert ‘‘15;’’ and in line 7, before the 
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| word ‘‘thousand,’’ strike ont ‘‘70’’ and insert ‘‘30;’’ so as to make 


the section read: 


That there be printed 50,000 copies of the special report on diseases of the 
horse, prepared under the supervision of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry; 15,000 copies for the use of members of the Senate; 30,000 copies for the 


use of members of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress; and 
10,000 copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture, to be paid out of the ap- 
propriation hereinafter made 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ments which have been read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 1, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred and five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2 


The question ison agreeing to the amend- 


That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, to defray the expenses of printing and binding said report, and for 
illustrations for the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be.read the third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that a committee of conference be or- 
dered on each of the House resolutions in relation to printing which 
have been passed with amendments this morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3043) to amend and fur- 
ther extend the benefits of the act approved February 8,1887, entitled 
‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians 
on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of 
the United States over the Indians, and for other purposes.’’ 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5113) for the relief of William 
S. Hancock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr, PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 5114) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers on the publiclands; which was read twice by its title,and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 5115) to provide for the examina- 
tion and survey for a breakwater to form a harbor of safety and refuge 
in Lynnhaven Bay, near Cape Henry, at the foot of Chesapeake Bay, 
Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 165) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the St. Paul, Minneapolis 
and Manitoba Railway Company, with a view to securing its consent 
to select other public lands in lieu of certain lands to which it may be 
entitled under a decision of the Supreme Court rendered on the 22d day 
of December, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the-Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed b 7 
him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLQUITT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, andvordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9798) to establish a United States land court 
and to provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private 
land claims in the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and the States 
of Colorado, Nevada, and Wyoming; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. FARWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories, or any subcommittee thereof, is 
hereby authorized to visit Alaska during the recess of the Senate, and to inquire 
into the resources thereof, the need of a more efficient system of government, 
as to the character of the legislation necessary for the development of the dis- 
trict and the protection of its people, and to inquire into any and all matters 
relating to the welfare of the people of said district. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to employ 
a stenographer, and shall make report, with recommendations in respect to 
future legislation, to the next regular session of the Senate. 

The necessary expenses of the committee, stenographer, and witnesses shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to be certified by the chairman 
of the committee, and to be audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY. 


Mr. PIERCE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and they are hereby, di- 
reoted to examine the questions arising under the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the case ofthe St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company 
ee. Ransom Phelps, and report what legislation is necessary to the set- 
tlers along the line of said road or remunerate them for the lossof their homes 
and lands under said decision. 


PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. FRYE. I submit a resolution and ask for its present consider- 
ation, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized to exam|ne the manu- 
script of the Parliamentary History of the Congress of the Unite 1 , com- 
piled, edited, and copyrighted by Henry H. Smith, Journal Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, and report to the Senate as tothe advisablity of purchasing 
and printing the same for the use of Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. GORMAN, Let it go over. 

Mr..ALDRICH. I should like to hear it read again. 

Mr. FRYE. It only authorizes the committee to investigate and 
read a manuscript; that is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it be read again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ebject, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution goes 
over. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands be continued during the coming recess, and that it be allowed to employ 
a clerk at $6 dollars per diem, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


Senate. 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. to amend and further extend 
the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to vide 
for the allotment of land in severalty te Indians on the various and 
extend the provisions of the laws of the United Siates over the Indians,” and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference he 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment and 





consent to the same with the followingamendment: Strike out all after section 
1 of such amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Snc. 2. That where allotments have been made in whole orin part upon any 
reservation under the provisions of said act of February, 1887, and the quantity 
of land in such reservation is sufficient to give each member of the tribe 80 acres, 
such allotments shall be revised and equalized under the provisions of this act 
Provided, That no allotment heretofore approved by the Secretary of the In 
terior shall be reduced in quantity. 

“Sec. 3. That whenever? shall be made toappear to the Secretary of the In- 
terior that, by reason of age or other disability,any allotee under the pro- 
visions of said act orany other act or treaty can 1... personally and with bene- 
fit to himself oceupy or improve his allotment or auy part thereof the same may 
be leased upon such terms, regulations, and conditionsag shall be prescribed by 
such Secretary for a term not exceeding three years for arming or grazing, o: 


: 7 eer alia a : : : : ten years for mining purposes: Provided, That where lands are occupied by 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for Ee co 


Indians who have bought and paid for the same, and which lands are not 
needed for farming oragricu]tural purposes and are not desired for individua! 
allotments, the same may be leased by authority of the council, speaking fo: 
such Indians, fora period not to exceed five years for grazing or ten years for 
——oe purposes in such quantities and upon such terms and conditions as the 
agent in charge of such reservation may recommend, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
“Seo. 4. That where any Indian entitled to allotment under existing law 


| shall make settlement upon any surveyed or unsurveyed lands of the United 


States not otherwise appropriated, be or she shall be entitled, upon applica 

tion to the local land office for the district in which the lands are located, to 
have the same allotted to him or her and to his or her children, in quantities 
and manner as provided in the foregoing section of this amending act for In 

dians residing upou reservations, and when such settlement is made upon un 

surveyed lands the grant to such Indians shall be adjusted upon the survey o/ 
the lands so as to conform thereto, and patents shal! be issued to them for sucl: 
lands in the manner and with the restrictions provided in the act to which this 
isanamendment. And the fees to which the officers of sueh local land office 
would have been entitled had such lands been entered under the genera! laws 
for the disposition of the public lands shall be paid to them from any moneys 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated upon astate- 
ment of an account in their behalf for such fees by the Commissioner of tho 
General Land Office, and a certification of such account to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by the Secretary of the Interior. 

“Sec. 5. That for the purpose of determining the descent of land to the heirs 
of any deceased Indian under the provisions of the fifth section of said act, when- 
ever any male and female Indian shall have cohabited together as husband and 
wife according to the custom and manner of Indian life, the issue of such co- 
habitation shall be, for the purpose aforesaid, taken and deemed to be the 
legitimate issue of the Indiansso living together, and every Indian child, other- 
wise illegitimate, shall for such pur be taken and deemed to be the legiti- 
mate issue of the father of such child: Provided, That the provisions of this act 
shall not be held or construed as to apply to the lands commonly called and 
known as the ‘Cherokee Strip:’ And provided further, That no allotment of 
lands shall be made or annuities of money paid to any of the Sac and Fox of the 
Missouri Indians who were not enrolled as members of said tribe on January 
1, 1890; but this shall not be held to impair or otherwise affect the rights or 
equities of any person whose claim to membership in said tribe is now pending 
and being investigated.”’ 

H, L. DAWES, 

JNO. T. MORGAN, 

0. H,. PLATT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

B. W. PERKINS, 

oO. & GIFFORD, 

F. G. SKINNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 13462) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may be 
dispensed with and that the amendments reported from the committee 
be considered as they are reached, and take precedenceof other amend- 
ments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa to 
yield to me for a moment to call up a bill of local importance to which 
there can be no objection, It will not require the time of the Senate 
three minutes to pass it. It is a bill to give the right of way to build 
a ponton bridge across a river in my State, and it is quite important 
that it should be disposed of. 

By way of emphasizing my appeal to the Senator from Iowa, I beg 
leave to call attention to the fact that we are unable to reach any busi 
ness in the morning hour, that either the regular order or an appro- 
priation bill displaces the Calendar on all occasions, and there is no 
chance to pass a bill of this kind except by a courtesy of this sort. I 
appeal to the Senator to yield to me in this case to take up the bill 
(S. 5072) to authorize the building of a bridge at Van Buren, Ark., 
across the Arkansas River, and I will agree, if it involve one minute 
of discussion, to withdraw the request. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had asked the Senator from Iowa if he would 
yield to me while I made a personal statement to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Alabama will 
allow me to call up the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will to the Senator from Arkansas that this 
evening I will ly yield for the purpose indicated by him, say ver 
soon after 8 o'clock. We have already occupied an hour and a half 
this morning in morning business beyond the usual time, and I want 
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to proceed as rapidly as I can with this bill. I will yield to the Sen- 
ator later in the day if he will excuse me now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Of course I can not help myself. Iam 
compelled to excuse the Senator whether I will or not; but I say if 
there is not some arrangement made by which matters on the Calen- 
dar can be taken up in a few days some of the ill-natured members of 
the Senate will begin to get restless and dissatisfied. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not be in 
that category. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me? 
to make a personal statement to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, * I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION-—ISTHMIAN TRANSIT. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I find in the St. Louis Republic of 
date the 2ist of February a dispatch which I shall read. I will read 
only part of it, that part which is pertinent to the remarks which I 
desire to submit. 

THE NICARAGUA SUBSIDY~LENGTHY REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED STEAL BY SEN- 
ATOR VEST. 
Tue Repvsiic BurRgAv, 
Cornyern FOURTEENTH STREET AND PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 
Washington, February 20, 1891. 

The Nicaragua Canal subsidy bill debate opened in the Senate to-day. Sen- 
ator Vest, of Missouri, led off against the measure and delivered a two hours’ 
speech of overwhelming power, learning, and brilliancy in opposition to the 
bill, Mr. Vest was not in good voice, but his earnestness made up for his lack 
of vocal —— He reviewed the measure at length and dissected it relent- 
lessly. Ina view of his exposition of the measure, it is difficult to see how any 
reasonably sane and reasonably honest man can support the measure. 


There is no objection, Mr. President, to that criticism being made 
on private account by any person who chooses to make it and become 
responsible for it; but the person who made this statement has the 
privilege of the floor of the Senate. Through the indulgence of one of 
our Democratic Senators he visits our cloak room, and has access there 
to Senators in such a way as to give perhaps a peculiar degree of au- 
thenticity to his accusations of dishonesty against the Senators on this 
floor who choose to advocate a public measure of great importance to 
the country. 

I read on Saturday somewhat liberal extracts from the report made 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] on the subject of the Eads 
Tehuantepec Ship Railway, and I will now read again a portion of that 
report for the purpose of showing that that was not a steal, and that 
the measure which we have before the Senate, predicated upon exactly 
the same doctrines and in regard to the same general section of the 
world, is not a steal, at least upon the face of it. The Senator from 
Missouri in his report said: 

These sentiments— 


After having quoted the sentiments from the House report— 


These sentiments the committee fully indorse. 

Mr. Eads does not ask the Government of the United States to advance any 
money to construct the railway, but merely asks, and the bill provides, that the 
Government shail guaranty the payment for the period of fifteen years of divi- 
dends at 6 per cent, perannum upon the par value of $50,000,000 of the capital 
stock of the com y, it is estimated that the cost of constructing the work 
will be about $75,000,000, and the capital stock is limited by the bil! to this amount. 
The guaranty of the Government only attaches to the extent of two-thirds of 
this ital stock. 

The bill provides that the guaranty shall not attach or have any force or effect 
until 10 miles of the railway, and its terminal works, shall have been con- 
structed and aloaded vessel 1 have been lifted out of the water, transported 
over such 10 miles of railway, brought back again, and again placed in the water 
without injury to the vessel, the railway,or the terminal works. When this 
has been accomplished, $5,000,000 of the guaranty shall attach. Whenterminal 
works and 10 miles of railway shall have been constructed upon the other side 
of the isthmus, and shall have been tested in the same manner, $5,000,000 more 
of the ty shall attach, 

The Goommn iate space between the two 10-mile sections is subdivided into 
twenty sections; upon the completion of each of these sections, andthe suc- 
cessful transportation over it of a loaded vessel, proportionate amounts of the 
guaranty respectively attach, until the total amount of $50,000,000 is reached. 
All of these tests are uired by the bill to be made ia the presence of a board 
of engineers to be appointed by the President of the United States. 


I wish 


The committee do not consider it necessary to go into a discussion of the 
various provisions of the bill reported herewith. his bill has been carefully 
consi 


dered, and the committee is of opinion that under its provisions the Goy- 
ernment of the United States is amply protected against any ultimate loss by 
reason of its guaranty, and the Government aid provided for is the least which 
our Government could hope to give with a view of securing the construction 
and control of an isthmian highway. 

The consideration for the guaranty the committee believes to be most ample 
and satisfactory. The company is required by the bill to transport upon its 
railway, during the whole period covered by the Mexican concession, all Gov- 
ernment 8, troops, munitions of war, and mails free of charge, and it is 
farther required du the like period to transport upon its railway all vessels 
to citizens of the United States and registered under the laws of the 
States for 50 per cent. of the regular tolls and charges imposed for the 

n of vessels belonging to the citizens of any other country except 
Tt requires no argument to show the immense advantage which this 
latter provision will secure to American shipping. 

In the opinion of the committee the time has arrived for an assertion by our 
Government, in a practical way, of the principle that it will not permit the con- 
trol by a foreign power of an Satan aa. 

There can be no doubt that there exists in the minds of the American people 
@ most determined opposition to any foreign control upon this éontinent. This 
is by no meansof recent origin. Itfound expression from the lips of 


Monroe, and has been reiterated over and over in by our Presi- 
Senta, Sesestacios of State, by Senators and Members of Conaman, and has 


i 


been pronounced in the most emphatic manner by the leading ne rs of 
the country. We now have an opportunity of again declaring it, but time 
fin a practical way. ns and resolutions, from whatever quarter they 
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may come, are well enough in their place, but they amount to very little, and 
are entitled to no ee. unless the sentiments therein contained find expres- 
sion in some more substantial way when the opportunity offers. 

The construction of the ship railway at Tehuantepec is a final solution, in the 
opinion of the committee, of the much discussed question of isthmian control. 
If this railway be once constructed under the patronage of the Government of 
the United States, it will supply the present demands of commerce and will 
place the United States in such relation in regard to isthmus transit and its 
cognate political relations as will make it simply impossible for any foreign 
power to hereafter control any other transit across our isthmus, butif we refuse 


to lend assistance to a project the successful consummation of which is now de- 
manded by the commerce of the world, we invite foreign capital to embark in 
the enterprise, and the investment of foreign capital ns the protection ol 
foreign power. 

Omitting a part of the report which is not pertinent, the committee 
further says: 

rhe committee does not consider that our Government would be s 
mitting Mr. Eads to even organize an American company without Gove: 
aid, because upon the organization of such company, its stock would necessa 
rily be exposed publicly for sale. It could be easily bought up by British cap 
italists; and a British board of directors, having invoked and secured the aid 
oftheir own Government, could place us in the very position which we now seek 
toavoid. Should the Government of the United States, however, give the dé 
sired aid, she will at once acquire certain vested rights from which she can not 
be dispossessed. 


That is precisely the theory of the bill we have had under discus 
sion, and in regard to which this correspondent of the St. Louis Re 
public charges upon Senators who favor this bill dishonesty, pecula- 
tion, or else such ignorance as would condemn them to be driven from 
the public service. I think the Committee on Commerce at the time 
that thatreport was adopted consisted of Mr. MCMILLAN aschairman, 
Mr. Joneses of Nevada, Mr. Conger, Mr. Fry&, Mr. Miller of New York, 
Mr. DoLpn, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. RANsSomM, Mr. Coke, Mr. Vest, Mr. 
GorMAN, Mr. Jones of Florida, Mr. KENNA—perhaps Mr. Gipson; I 
am not sure about that. 

This authentic statement, coming from that committee, of a great 
principle is the same upon which the Committee on Foreign Relations 
have acted in the report of the pending bill, and it will be for the coun- 
try to say whether we acted in bad faith in making our report or ad- 
vocating this bill when the Committee on Commerce in the report from 
which I have just read recommended a provision of law in regard to 
another cognate subject and through the same general region across 
the isthmus of Tehuantepec which is described in the report. 

While the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] was a member of the 
Committee on Commerce in the House of Representatives he made a 
very able and exact report upon this same measure, and he and the 
House committee also adopted and recommended the exact principles 
upon which the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate have 
proceeded in the recommendation of this bill to the attention of Con- 
gress and the country. TheSenator, who wrote the report of the com- 
mittee—there being no dissent of which I can find any notice—said: 


In the opinion of the committee it is to the interest both of the Government 
and the company that the charter should be a national one. An isthmian 
transit way is a work of great national importance, and will affect all of the 
commercial interests of the country. It should be constructed and operated 
under the immediate supervision of the United States Government, and that 
supervision can only be secured and retained if the work be regarded as of a 
national character and proper reservations be made ina national charter, It 
is also very important to the company that it should not be subjected toany of 
those embarrassing restrictions which are imposed upon corporations by the 
general laws of many of the States 

To earry the work to a successful completion ft is necessary that a very large 
sum of money be raised from private capitalists throughout the country, and 
unless the company is able to secure broad and liberal charter privileges, and 
unless itcan be exempted from those technical requirements which are proper 
enough when applicable to ordinary local enterprises but which would be very 
embarrassing to a great enterprise like this, the task of raising the necessary 
money would be extremely difficult, if nut impossible. 

In the opinion of the committee the Government aid asked for by the com 
pany, and provided for in the bill, is such as our Government can readily and 
properly agree to give. It is not reasonable to expect a private company to 
complete a work of such enormous magnitude withoutsome governmental aid 
and recognition, and, in the opinion of the committee, the aid provided for in 
the bill is the very least that our Government can expect to give if it would 
see the great work accomplished. The committee has stated in what this aid 
consists. The bill does not contemplate that any money which the Govern- 
ment may be called upon to advance under its guaranty shall be a gift to the 
corporation. At most it is but a loan, for the return of which the bill makes 
the most satisfactory provisions. The committee desire to call the especial at- 
tention of Congress to the fact that it is not at all likely that the Government 
will be required to advance under its guaranty any considerable amount of 
money. 

It hasbeen estimated by M, de Lesseps, that the commerce which would im- 
mediately use an isthmian transit way, if one were in existence, would exceed 
7,000,000 tons annually. The projectors of the Nicaragua Canal project claimed 
that the tonnage would amount to about 5,500,000 tons annually. The actual 
tonnage carried by steam and sail on routes longer than via Tehuantepec is 
shown by the figures to have amounted in 1883 to 4,842,111 tons. Since that 
time there has been a marked increase in the tonnage, and a very considerable 
increase may be expected between this time and the time when the ship rail- 
way is completed and ready for business. 

The construction of the ship railway in itself would necessarily result ina 
very vast increase of commerce. Its effect would doubtless be even greater 
than that of the Suez Canal, and the increase of commerce resulting from that 
great work issimply marvelous. If it be assumed that the tonnage using the 
railway will at first only amount to 4,000,000 tons annually, and that a charge 
of only $2 per ton be imposed for transportation, this would make the annual 
gross revenue of the road $8,000,000. 

The bill provides that one-half of the gross revenue shall be deemed to be 
net revenues, and all liability of the Government is predicated upon this idea. 
Hence $8,000,000 of gross revenue would make $4,000,000 net revenue, and, if 
this amount were earned, there would be no liability upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment to pay a dollar underitsguaranty, The guaranty of the United States 
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being that two-thirds of the net revenues of the road will annually amount to 
£2,500,000, and the guaranty of Mexico being that the other third of such net 
revenue will amount to $1,250,000, it is apparent that there could be no advance 
of money required from either Government if the total netrevenues of the road 


amount annually to $3,750,000, or if its gross revenues amount annually to 
€7 500,000 


The committee then proceed to speak of the consideration to be re- 
ceived by the United States, which I will not stop to read, but will in- 
sert in my remarks: 

The consideration proposed to be given by the company to the Government 
for the aid thus cael isa most valuable one; the general rights conferred 


by the bill upon the Governmentare of greatimportance. The company agrees 
that it will transport upon its railway,for a period of fifteen years after such 
railway shall have been completed, all Government vessels, property, mails, 
etc., for 75 per cent. of the regular tolls and charges imposed for a like service 


upon the Government of any other country except Mexico. It is also proposed 
to give, during a period of thirty years, a like reduction of 25 per cent. in tolls 
to all vessels belonging to citizens of the United States which are registered 
under the laws of the United States. 

The committee is of opinion that this consideration is an ample one to justify 
the guaranty. It can not be doubted that the advantages secured by way of 
reduction would give a great impulse to American shipbuilding, and would re- 
sult in a vast increase of our ocean tonnage. We would have an advantage of 
3,000 or 4,000 miles in distance over British shipping in the use of the transit 
way, as vessels from English ports would have to travel that distance before 
they could reach the transit way, located, as it would be, at our very doors. If 
to this advantage be added that of the reduction proposed, we need not fear 
foreign competition. . 


Let me read the following clause from the report submitted by the 
Senator from Texas: 


The bill provides for a representation of the Government of the United States 
and of Mexico upon the board of directors of the company, to the extent of 
four-ninths of the total number of its members, each Government being en- 
titled to two-ninths. 


I will remark as I pass along that the bill that is before the Senate 
provides that $70,000,000 of stock out of $100,000,000 shall be lodged 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, and he shall have the right to vote 
it straight along in the election of directors—seven-tenths instead of 
two-ninths. 


And in this connection the committee desire to refer to a very important 
clause of the bill, the effect of which is to forever prevent the ship-railway com- 
pany from imposing unjust burdens upon the commerce which it transports, 
‘This provision is to the effect that whenever, after the completion of the road, 
and after all indebtedness to Mexicoand the United States, under their respec- 
tive guaranties, shall have been fully paid, the net annual revenues of the road 
during any one year shall exceed a sum equal to 10 per cent. of the total indebt- 
edness of the company as represented by the stock and bonds which have 
been issued by it, the directors representing the two Governments may estab- 
lish a tariff of reduced rates to an extent which will prevent the company from 
paying more than the said 10 per cent, The total stock and bonds authorized 
by the bill amount to $100,000,000,and consequently the above provision limits 
the company to a revenue not exeeding 10 per cent, per annum on that amount. 
This unquesionably will be of great advantage to our commerce and that of 
the world when it shall, as it undoubtedly will, assume the vast proportions 
incident to the development of the future. 


I will omit to read some other parts of this matter which it is not ex- 
actly necessary that I should read now; but I will insert it in my re- 
marks, 


The guaranty of the United States and that of Mexico are entirely separate 
and distinet. Under no circumstances can the United States be called upon to 
assume any portion of the obligation of Mexico, and under no circumstances 
can the guaranty of the United States extend beyond the payment of $2,500,000 
per annum during the period of fifteen years. This maximum sum would only 
be payable upon the assumption that the railway failed to earn one dollar in 
the way of tolls, and it is absurd to suppose that this will ever bethecase. The 
probabilities are that, if the Government is ever called upon to pay any money 
under its guaranty, it will be to a very inconsiderable amount. and that after 
the first few years the net revenues of the road will be largely in excess of the 
percentage mentioned in the bill. 

Whenever the Government is required to advance any money under its guar- 
anty, the company is required to issue its certificates of indebtedness for sums 
equal in amount to those thus advanced, which certificates shall, by their terms, 
be payable in fifteen years from their respective dates. If any of these certifi- 
cates are not promptly paid at maturity, the bill provides that they shall be re- 
ceivable, at their face value, with 10 per cent. premium added thereto, in pay- 
ment of tolls on American vessels. The bill also provides that if, during any 
year after the completion of the road, and while any indebtedness to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and Mexico exists, the net revenues of the road shall 
exoeed the sum of $3,750,000, two-sixths of such excess shall be immediately ap- 
plied to the payment of the certificates of indebtedness oldest in date thereto- 
fore issued by the company to the Government, without regard to the fact as to 
whether those certificates are, by their terms, payable or not. 


Further on the committee says: 


The committee has given the closest consideration to this very important 
measure, and has examined with great care all of the provisions of the bill as 
presented. The committee is satisfied that if the Government of the United 
States ever intends to aid the construction of an isthmian transit way it should 
avail itself of the present opportunity. The proposition now made to the Gov- 
ernment is in every sense a fair one, and is entirely froe from those features 
which have made similar legislation in the past — to criticism and objec- 
tion, It iscertainly the policy ofthe Government to discountenance any foreign 
domination of the American Isthmus, but it can not expect to accomplish this 
end if it refuse to extend proper aid and assistance to its own citizens who pro- 
pose to constructa transit way there. 

rhe commerce of the world demands such a transit way, and if our Govern- 
ment declines to aid in its procurement fit can not prevent foreign capital and 


foreign power from accomplishing it. On the other hand, if our Government 


will give such a transit way to ecommerce by proper and reasonable assistance 
to an American company, there is very little ike thood of foreign capital seek- 
ing to come into competition. By the terms of the concession the company is 
not limited to securing aid from the United States only, but may secure the 
same from any government or governments, 


Now, the Committee on Foreign Relations, having the unanimous 





‘further, That unless the construction of the pro 
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voice of the committees of beth Houses in the very direction of th 
bill and upon a basis of guaranty for the loan of money to what 
called a private corporation, felt that they might justify themselves jp 
the eyes of reasonable, sane, and honest men in bringing forward this 
reportand submitting it of their own motion to the Senate of the United 
States after we had been required by this body to look into this su 
ject and to report what in our opinion was the best manner of dealin, 
with the present situation of the Nicaraguan Canal transit. 

Now, this last proposition was in favor of Mr. Eads and his asso 
ates. Who his associates were I donot know. Mr. Eads, howeve: 
was an engineer of great and deserved reputation. He had built tha: 
great steel bridge at St. Louis, the precursor of bridges of that kind 
in the United States, which, while it is a very grand and magnificen: 
work, is afterall perhaps not a greater work than the suspension bridge 
across East River at New York, nor than perhaps the cantilever bridve 
below the Falls of Niagara, or some other bridges that might be men 
tioned. Still Mr. Eads deserves the greatest possible credit. 

But the committee found another scheme here which had received 
the approbation, I think, of General Grant, the approbation of bot), 
Houses of Congress, and passed into a law, which I have before m 
now, in which the same gentleman, Mr. James B. Eads, was given t! 
sum of $5,000,000 fy cleaning out the mouth of the Mississippi Rive: 
We had our engineers, we had our power to make contracts, we had 
our power to do the work under Government supervision and Govern 
ment direction, and at Government cost, but we preferred in this case 
not to take an incorporated company, but asingle individual, as the 
act will show, and to give to him the power, the right, and jurisdiction 
to go upon that great national highway, open it, and improve it by 
putting the jetties into it. That act provides: 


Sec. 4. That James B. Eads, of St. Louis, Mo., be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, with such others as may be associated with him, on the conditions here 
inafter mentioned, to construct such permanent and sufficient jetties, and such 
auxiliary works as are necessary to create and permanently maintain, as her 
inafter set forth, a wide and deep channel between the South Pass of the Missis- 
sippi River and the Gulf of Mexico, and for that pur he may construct, in 
the river, outlet, or pass,and likewise in the Gulf of Mexico, such walls, jetties, 
dikes, levees, and other structures, and employ such boats, rafts, and appliances, 
as he may, in the prosecution of said work deem necessary: Provided, That 
no such structures or means ere shall hinder, delay, or materially inter- 
fere with the free navigation of said pass; and, to protect his said works, he 
may build and maintain such levees or embankments as may be necessary to 
secure their permanency along the banks of the river or South Pass: Provided 
work shall be substan 
tially commenced within eight months from the date of the approval of this act, 
and prosecuted with due diligence, the provisions contained herein in relation 
to the said South Pass shall be null and void; and unless the said Eads and his 
associates shal! secure a navigable depth of 20 feet of water through said pass 
within thirty month« after the date of the approval of this act, Congress may 
revoke the privileges herein granted in relation tothe said South Pass and can- 
cel the obligations herein assumed by the United States. And Congress may 
revoke the privileges herein granted in relation to the said South Pass and can- 
cel the obligations herein assumed by the United States, unless the said Eads 
and his associates shall, after securing 20 feet of water, secure an additional depth 
of not less than 2 feet during each succeeding year thereafter until 26 feet shal! 
have been secured; and in case said Eadsand his associatesshall fail to comply 
with the foregoing conditions, as to — of water, and time for and Sealed of 
twelve months in excess of the time fixed, as aforesaid, then the privileges 
herein granted and the obl ions herein assumed in relation to the said South 
Pass shall become absolutely null and void without action by Congress. 

Sec. —. That the conditions herein prescribed being fully complied with, the 
United States hereby promise and agree to ue Eads, or to hisassigns or 
legal representatives, $5,250,000 for constructing said works and obtaining a 
depth of 30feet in said channel, and the annual sum of $100,000 for each and 
every year that said depth of 30 feet shall be maintained by the jetties and aux- 
iliary works aforesaid in said South Pass during twenty years r first secur- 
ing the said depth. Payments shall be made on certified statements of an en- 
gineer officer, who shall be detailed by the Secretary of War, and whose duty 
it shall be to report the depth of water and width of channel secured and main- 
tained from time totime in said channel, together with such other information 
as the Secretary of War =e direct. Whenachannel of 20 feet in depth, and of 
not less than 200 feet in width, shall have been obtained by the action of said 
jetties and auxiliary works, $500,000 shall be paid; and when a channel of 2 
feet in depth and 2U0 feet in width shall have been obtained by the action of 
said jetties and auxiliary works, $500,000 shall be paid. 

When a channel 24 feet in depth,and not less than 250 feet in width,shall have 
been obtained, there shall be paid $500,000; and after said depth and width sha!! 
have been maintained during twelve consecutive months, there sha‘! be paid 
$250,000 with 5 per cent. per annum interest from the date when said 24 feet were 
first obtained. When a channel 26 feet in depth, and not less than 300 feet in 
width shall be obtained, there shall be paid ,000; and when a channel! of 
said depth and width shall have been maintained for twelve months consecu- 
tively, ,000 shall be paid with interest at 5 per cent. perannum from the date 
when said channe! was first obtained. 

When a channel 28 feet in de and not less than 350 feet in width shal! be 
obtained, there shall be paid 000; and after said depth and width shali have 
been maintained fortwelve months consecutively, ,000 shall be paid with 
interest at 6 per cent. per annum from the date when said 28 feet were first ob- 
tained. When «channel 30 feet in d and not less than 350 feet in width 
shall be ol#ained, there shall be paid ,000 ; and after such depth and width 
shall have been maintained for twelve months consecutively,there shall be paid 
$500,000 with interest at 5 per cent. per annum from the date when a channe! 
of said depth and width was first obtained; making a total aggregate of $4,250.- 
000 for the aforesaid payments, the respective depths and widths of channel 
being measured at average flood Lide,as ascertained and determined by the Sec- 


retary of War. 
When a channel 30 feet in and 350 feet in width shall have been ob- 
tained by the effect of said and auxiliary works aforesaid, the remain- 


ing $1,000,000 shall be deemed as having been earned by said Eads and asso- 

ciates; but said amount shall remain as security in the possession of the United 

States for the purposes hereinafter set forth, interest at 5 per cent. per annum 

on the same being payebic to said Eads, his and legal representatives 
e 


assigns, 
semi-annually from date when a channel of 30 feet in depth and 350 feet in 
width shall have been first secured, so long as said money, or any part thereof, 
is held by the United States, 
Src. —, That after said channel of 30 feet in depth and of not less than 350 








1891. 





feet in width shall have been secured, $100,000 per annum shall be paid in equal 
quarterly payments during each and every year that said channel of 30 feet in 
depth and 350 feet in width shall have been maintained by said Eads and his 
associates by the effect of said jetties and auxiliary works aforesaid in said 
pass for @ period of twenty years, diting from the date on which said channel 
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of 30 feet in depth and 350 feet in width shall be ‘irst secured: Provided, however, | 


Phat no part ofsuch annual compensation shall be paid for any period of time 
during which the channel of said pass shall be less than 30 feet in depth and 350 
feetin width, as hereinbefore specified. 

Sec. —. That the said channel of 30 feet in depth and 350 feet in width having 
been maintained for ten years, one-half of the $1,000,000 hereinbefore mentioned 
shall be released and paid to said Eads, his assigns, or legal representatives; 
and said depth and width having been maintained for ten additional years, the 
remaining half of the said $1,000,000 shall be released and paid as aforesaid. And 
ifany of said money shall have been paid under the provisions of this act as 


hereinafter provided, then the residue shall be paid at the times above stated. | 
Sec. —. That in ease said Eads and associates in order to maintain a channe! | 
of 30 feet in depth and 350 feet in width shall deem it necessary to expend on | 


said works, during any one or more of said twenty years, any money in excess 
of the annual payments received by them during said year or years under this 
ac', the Secretary of War shall, on satisfactory proof of such expenditures, au 
thorize, as often as such extra expenditures may require the payment of the 
same from the said money in pledge, to said Eads or his legal representatives. 


And such payments shall be made from the $500,000 to be released at the end of ! 


ten years before any payment shall be made from the £500,000 to be released at 
the end of twenty years; and if any failure to maintain said channei of 30 feet 
indepth and 350 feet in width shall occur, the date for releasing the said money 
held in pledge shall be postponed for an equal period of time. and the compen- 
sation for maintaining said channel shal! cease until said depth and width shall 
be again restored, the maintenance of a channel of 30 feet in depth and 350 feet 


in width fortwenty years, exclusive of all such periods of failure, being intended | 


by this act. 


And at any time after said jetties shal! have been completed, and | 


said channel of 30 feet in depth and 350 feet in width shall have been obtained, | 


that the United States may elect to pay the said $1,000,000, and stop the payment 
of said interest and said annual sum of $100,000 for the maintenance of said depth 
and width, said United States shall have the right to do so on payment of said 
money held as security and in pledge as aforesaid, together with the interest 
and annual compensation for maintenance which may be earned at the date of 
such final payment; and on such payment being made by the United States 
the supervision and maintenance of said jetties and auxiliary works by said 
Eads and associates, and all liability on their part, shall cease and determine. 

The act was approve® March 3, 1875. 

I do not know how true it may be, Mr. President, but I think it is 
true, and I am informed it is, that on the first installment on whicha 
dividend was paid for this work Mr. Eads divided with his associates 
117 per cent. premium upon that work. 
there is any Senator here disposed to deny the fact that 117 per cent. 
premium was divided upon that work, which was given to a private 
man, not even having anactof incorporation. His associates were not 
known under this law. Whothey were I do not know to-day. After 
the work was completed he had to keep the channel dredged to that 
depth and width. He has since that time employed a dredge there, I 
suppose one that cost him it may be $20,000; I do not know what it 
would cost, but I think not more than that; and he or his heirs have 
been receiving $100,000 a year from the Government of the United 
States from that time to this, and will continue to do so until the four- 
teen years have been completed. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will ask the Senator from Alabama, with his per- 
mission, whether he is able to state what amount of money Mr. Eads 
expended in that work ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not able to state the amount he expended in 
the work, but I have no doubt the Senator from Louisiana could make 
a statement of that kind. I am sure it was asum very insignificant 
when compared with the amount of money that he received from the 
Governmentof the United States and his heirs at law are receiving yet. 

Now, that is a very good work; although that or something else has 
driven the great part of the waters of the Mississippi River out throngh 
Atchafalaya Pass at a distance, where it empties into the Gulf, of, I 
think, 100 or 150 miles west of the Eads jetties. The great riverof the 
Mississippi by some cause or other has been turned through the Atch- 
afalaya Pass. Still Mr. Eads keeps up his contract of dredging there, 
and I supposeafter he gets through the Government by a proper expen- 
diture will be able to keep those jetties open as they are now. That, 
however, is a great beneficial work for the commerce of the Mississippi 
River tip to this time. 

Looking at the action of Congress upon a matter of that kind, look- 
ing at the liberality with which they have dealt with Mr. Eads in both 
schemes, the jetty business, and also the report of the House and Sen- 
ate committees upon his vagary, for I think it was nothing else, ofa 
ship railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec to carry vessels of 


I should like to know if 


7,000 tons burden, load and all considered, and no more—looking upon | 


all of this, the Committee on Foreign Relations did not feel that they | 


were transgressing the high laws of public morality, or that they were 
exposing themselves, in their cloak rooms or upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate, to the criticisms of a newspaper reporter who by the courtesy and 
politeness of some Senator has access to this floor, and who from these 
cloak rooms and this floor can send out allegations against us of tho 
kind which are published with great freedom and great gusto in the 
St. Louis Republic, in which the correspondent says in view of his ex- 
position of the measure, ‘‘it is difficult to see how any reasonably sane 
and reasonably honest man can support the measure.”’ 

Well, let pressure of that sort come from the outside of the Senate 
if it will, we are perfectly willing and anxious to meet it whenever it 
comes from any respectable source; but for it to come amongst us here 
and seek our hospitality and indulgence and recognition and to use 
the power of this floor for the purpose of making comments of this 
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kind upon the motives of Senators is something that I am not disposed 
to put up with. 

I have called it to the attention of the Senate, and I have said about 
it all that I choose to say now. I shall take further action later unless 
this matter is corrected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
make a single explanationin regard to this matter, as my name seems 
to be quoted very freely in regard to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not quote theSe: 
in the newspaper. 

Mr. VEST. Well, it isin the newspaper article ther 
my statement—and itcomes before the Senate. 

I desire to state in the first place (I think the Senator from Alabama 
has not made the statement, but I make it in order to remove any 
mistake that might exist upon the subject) that Mr. Moore, the cor- 
respondent of the Republic, is not my secretary, and does not enjoy the 
privileges of the floor by any appointment of mine. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know that. Mr. President, that is very true: 
and I will say further I have no idea that the Senator from Missouri 
instigated one word of that dispatch—not a word of it. 

Mr. VEST. I have never conversed with Mr. Moore on this subject 
and never saw the statement to which the Senator from Alabama has 
alluded until within a very few moments of the time when he took the 
floor. 

[am not able, Mr. President, permit me to say, to appreciate the 
statement in regard to Captain Eads, who has gone where his record must 
remain fixed for all time and about which he can make no explanation. 
I do’ not see the pertinency of thestatements of theSenator from Ala- 
bama in regard to the jetty contract at the mouth of the Mississippi 
River. I was not a member of Congress at the time that contract was 
made; I had nothing to do with making it; and I do not know who 
were the associates of Captain Eads. 

I know nothing about the details of the measure, and I know noth 
ing about what was expended or what were the profits of the enterprise. 
I only know that in the West, in my own State and in Louisiana, which 
are closely connected commercially, it is regarded as a very great suc- 
cess, that the’people of New Orleans and the people of St. Louis regard 
Captain Eads to-day, in view especially of his work at the mouth of 
the Mississippi River, without regard to the expense of it, as having 
been the greatest benefactor to the valley of the Mississippi, not only 
to the Mississippi River itself, but to all its tributaries. 

Permit me to say also that I think theSenator from Alabama is rather 
sensitive in regard to this article, the heading of which was not pre- 
pared by Mr. Moore. It was prepared in the office of the Republic by 
some one, as is the custom, after the correspondence is sent from this 
city to St. Louis. Mr. Moore, as he assures me, never intended to 
make any charge upon any member of the Senate that he was actuated 
by any corrupt or improper motive; and heis not at all responsible for 
the heading of the article, which speaks of it as a proposed steal. 

The only language which could by any sort of construction be held 
to make a reflection of improper motives on the part of the committee 
or any member of it is in the language used in regard to the estimate 
of my speech, in which Mr. Moore says it is difficult, in view of the 
exposition I made of the measure, to see how any reasonably sane and 
reasonably honest man can support it. That is not a charge of im- 
proper motives against this committee or any member of it. It is the 
exaggerated estimate of a correspondent either of the imperfection of 
the measure itself or of the remarks that I madetotheSenate. I have 
not the slightest difficulty in saying myself that I believe Mr. Moore 
did exaggerate the argument that I made; but that was simply a 
question of opinion and judgment upon his side,complimentary to me, 
although it may not have been complimentary to his judgment. 

If we are to call the attention of the Senate to such statements as 
these in newspapers we might as well dismiss all other business. Iam 
always satisfied if a newspaper correspondent says that I am reasonably 
honest. They have so ofien charged me with all sorts of improper mo- 
tives and with all sorts of intellectual imperfections that I am willing 
to compromise the matter upon almost any terms at all. 

I would be as far as any member upon this floor from being 
sory, before or after the fact, to a charge of improper motives to the 
Senator from Alabama or any member of that committee. I disagree 
with the committee, and I endeavored to give my reasons for that disa- 
greement. I do not believe that Mr. Moore intended to make such a 
charge, and therefore, as I say, I think the Senator is too 
about it. 

Now, to give an illustration of what newspapers will say upon pub- 
lic measures, I have in my hand, just received last evening in a paper 
published in the city of Washington upon yesterday, this statement or 
allegation of absolute fact as against the Nicaragua Canal, which ought 
to have the attention of my friend from Alabama, as a friend of the 
measure: 


ator’s name; if was quoted 


I will amend 


acces- 


sensitive 


NICARAGUA CANAL—ENGINEERING 


WORK 


PARTIES CALLED 
NOW GOING ON 


OFF—ONLY A SHOW OT 

A gentleman lately in the employ of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 
pany, just returned to the city, says that nearly all the engineer parties have 
been discharged for lack of funds to pay them, while it is ostensibly given out 
that the surveys have been completed. When he left Nicaragua parties were 
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being taken from the field work, which is not near completion, and were told 


that the twelve months’ contract under which they were employed would not 
be kept by the company—the Maritime Canal Company—and that all work 
would be stopped, except the show of dredging, until *‘Congress appropriated 
money to resume it. 

Mr. MORGAN, Does the Senator from Missouri know who the 


author of that statement is? 
Mr. VEST. Itis not any telegraphic statement; it is an editorial, 
[t proceeds: 
This gentleman also said that he was told by an official of the construction 
npany thatthey had stopped the work of the engineering parties in preference 
to the work of dredging, because they wanted to keep up a show for the present, 


and while everybody could see the dredgers at work, nobody could see the en- 
gineering parties in the woods. 


This is an editorial published in the Sunday Gazette of yesterday. 
Of course these statements are directly antagonistic to the testimony 
given by the projectors of the Nicaragua Canal project before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and contradict, as every Senator can see 
without my going into details, the most material statements as to the 
pecuniary condition of that enterprise and of the work which they have 
made. 

So if we are to examineinto the opinions of newspaper correspond- 
ents or of newspaper editors it would be well to call this editor be- 
fore that committee and make him give up the name of this officer of 
the company who has been in their employ and has just returned from 
Nicaragua, and who makes these very material statements. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr, President 

Mr. MORRILL, It is necessary to have a brief executive session. 
I therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say a few words before we doso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN). Does the Senator 
from Vermont yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator from Texas will allow me just a mo- 
mer t— 

Mr. ALLISON. Iofcourse do not desire to interfere with these per- 
sonal explanations, but I must submit to Senators that all these mat- 
ters will be in order when the Nicaragua Canal question is properly 
under debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senate to proceed with thesundry civil 
appropriation bill if possible. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wanted merely to say that I called this subject 
up not because a newspaper reporter or a newspaper editor had seen 
proper in any way he chose to criticise the conduct of Senators, or what 
his opinion is of their motives, but I object to any man having the 
right of access to this floor who makes it his business to libel Senators 
by asserting that they are neither honest nor sane, and goes out of the 
cloak rooms of the Senate for the purpose of sending off his telegrams 
to a newspaper, when the newspaper feels authorized upon his authority 
to entitle his article as a proposed steal. 

Now, that is getting a little too close home. The newspaper press, 
Mr. President, have a perfect right to criticise any one. They must 
look to their own respectability, of course, the estimate the world 
places on them, for the fairness of theircriticism. I never have before 
and I never shall bring up a newspaper article as a newspaper article 
for the purpose of criticising it in any way; but when an officer of the 
Senate, when a man who has the right to come upon this floor chooses 
to libel the Senate in the manner which has been done in this dispatch, 
I do not choose to be silent. That is all of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator to allow me five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I ask the Senator if he will with- 
draw that motion for a moment, because I have a word to sav and I 
want tosay it right in this connection. 

Mr. MORRILL, Very well; I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN, I shall not occupy five minutes, Mr. President, 
the Senator from Alabama read from a report submitted by me in the 
other House of Congress in 1886. I have no chjection to the reading 
of it, because I feel now, as I did when that report was made, that the 
subject of isthmian transit is one of very great importance, and I ap- 
preciate the desire of the Committee on Foreign Relations to secure a 
route across the Isthmus over which the commerce of the world may 
be carried. I have no doubt of the patriotic purpose with which they 
have come forward with this measure, and thatit is demanded by their 
convictions of what they believe is best for the country; and while I 
have no objection to the portion of the report read, I think perhaps it 
is due to me that I should read another paragraph or two from the re- 
port from which the Senator read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will inform the Senator from Texas that I in- 
tended to print the whole of it in my remarks. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to read this part: 


Mr. Eads and his associates now ask the United States Government to give 
them a charter of incorporation, authorizing the company to constructa ship 
railway, in accordance with the terms ofthe Mexican concession, and to unite 
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with Mexico in apecuniary guaranty in connection therewith. This guaranty 
is as follows: Mexico has guarantied that, after the ship railway is complete 
one-third of its annual netrevenues, during a period of fifteen years— 


That is, fifteen years after the completion of the ship railway— 


will annually amount to the sum of $1,250,000, and the United States Gove, 
ment is now asked to guaranty that the other two-thirds of such net reven, 
shall, during the same period of time, annually amount to the sum of $2.50 
000. This is equivalent to a guaranty by Mexico of 5 per cent. per annum o) 
$25,000,000, and by the United States Government of the said per cent. on $50,(x) 
000. The guaranty is merely to make good any deficiency in the net reveny: 
which may exist at any time during the fifteen years to the extentof the sv 
mentioned, and any advances thus made are, as will hereafter be seen, mer 
aloan 

It is not proposed that the United States shall advance any money to aid j 
the construction of the railway, but, on the contrary, it is distinctly provide. 
by the bill that the liability of the Government under its guaranty shal! not at 
tach until the ship railway, with its terminal works, has been completed an:/ 
equipped, and until the company has transported from ocean to ocean, in pe: 
fect safety, a vessel weighing, with her load, not less than 4,000 tons. This test 
is required to be made in the presence of a board of engineers to be appointe 
by the President of the United States, and when this board has certified tha: 
the practical test provided for has been satisfactorily made the Government 
becomes Hable under its guaranty. 

It isapparent that under the terms of the guaranty the question as to whet): 

a ship railway is practicable is one with which the United States Governm: 
has very little concern. If any part of the guaranty was to take effect befor: 
final completion of the work the question of the practicability of the project 
would be a vital one; but inasmuch as the capitalists who advance the mone) 
to construct the road assume all of the engineering risks involved in its co: 
struction, and inasmuch as it must be practically demonstrated to be a success 
before the Government becomes liable to pay anything, the question of pra 
ticability is one to the consideration of which it is really unnecessary for Co: 
gress to devote itself. 

In this connection, however, it is but proper to say that in the opinion of the 
most able and well-known engineers, naval architects, and shipbuilders of the 
world the construction of a ship railway at Tehuantepec in accordance with 
the plans which have been submitted to them by Mr. Pad s is entirely practi 
cable. Indeed, many of these experts go much further than this end decia: 
that a railway is preferable to a canal, first, in the economy with which it can 
be constructed ; second, in the facility with which it may be enlarged when 
commerce demands its enlargement; third,in the economy with which it can b« 
operated; and fourth, in its ability to transport ve@els with greater rapidit) 
and less delay, 


Now, Mr. President, one word, and I shall not detain the Senate 
longer. 

in order to preserve Mexico and the United States harmless on thei: 
guaranty of interest on $75,000,000 for fifteen years after the canal is 
completed, itis provided that during those fifteen years one-half of the 
net revenues of the road shall be set apart to meet the interest; and it 
is further provided that one-half of the gross revenues shall be the one- 
half of the net revenues. 

A calculation was submitted with the report showing that, accord 
ing to the information which we had and which I think is as reliable 
as could have been obtained at that time, the least probable amount of 
tolls that would paid would be $8,000,000 a year, while the guaranty 
of the United States and of Mexico would be $3;750,000, I believe; so 
one-half of the gross revenues, on that calculation, would more than 
pay the interest, and it was only upon the contingency that one-hal! 
of the revenues should fail to meet the interest that the Government 
of the United States and the Government of Mexico became liable. 

Now, Mr. President, will I add that no one regards a project of se- 
curing an isthmian transit with more solicitude thanI do, and no one 
can be more anxious for it; and if a proposition was to-day before the 
Senate based upon the principles that are developed in that report | 
should gladly support it in order to secure the constraction of such a 
work. 


SSS SSS sss gS SS SSS 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORRILL. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid 
eration of executive business, After eight minutes spent in executi\ 
session the doors were reopened. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS F. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I gave notice several daysago that | 
should call up this afternoon the resolutions of the House of Repr: 
sentatives in reference to the death of my late colleague in the other 
House, Hon. Lewis F. Watson. I now, with the assent of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, give notice that I will post 
| pone calling up the resolutions until to-morrow evening 9t 5 o'clock 

‘ 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope we may now proceed with the sundry civi! 
appropriation bill, in pursuance of the order already made. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider 
ation of the bill (H. R. 13462), making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 15°~, 
and for other purposes. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. ; 

The firstamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
appropriations for ‘‘ public buildings,”’ on page 2, after line 14, to in- 
sert: 


For courthouse and t office at Birmingham, Ala.: For the addition of a 
third story to the building, $35,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


WATSON. 


1891. 





The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 5, to insert: 


For post office at Buffalo, N. Y.: For purchase of site and commencing the 


erection of a public building for post office and other Government uses in Buf- | 


falo, N. Y.,in addition to tire sum of $250,000 heretofore appropriated, $450,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 4, to insert: 
For marine hospital at Chicago, Il. 
pletion of breakwater, $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 7, to insert: 


For post office at Columbus, Ga.: For purchase of site and construction of 
building, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 10, to insert: 


For courthouse and post office at Cincinnati, Ohio: For painting walls and 
ceilings and making miscellaneous repairs, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 13, to insert: 


For post office at Emporia, Kans,.: For purchase of site for building, $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 19, after the word ‘‘ build- 
ing,’’ to strike out ‘“‘six hundred’’ and insert ‘‘seven hundred and 
fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read? 


For post office and courthouse at Kansas City, Mo. 
commencement of building, $750,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the beginning of page 7, to insert: 
For post office at Lincoln, Nebr.: For improving the grounds, $1,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 15, to insert: 


For customhouse at Memphis, Tenn.: For compietion of improvement of 
I I 

grounds, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately 

available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 14, to insert: 


For customhouse and post office at New Haven, Conn. 
an extension to the building, $40,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after the line 10, to insert 


For post office at Pueblo, Colo.: 
building, $125,000. 


For improvement of grounds and com- 


For purchase of site and 


For the erection of 


For purchase of site and commencement of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, afver line 16, to insert: 


For courthouse and post office at Rochester, N. Y.: For providing an addi- 
tional mailing entrance, shelving for vaults, and completion of work in and 
around the building, $2,000, 


ve, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 20, to insert: 


For post office at Rockford, Ill.: For purchase of site and construction of 


building, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 8, to insert 


For courthouse and post office at St. Paul, Minn. 
building, $400,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, to insert 

For marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, Mass.: For necessary alterations 
and improvements to the marine hospital and its approaches, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 12, to insert: 

For post office at Washington, D.C,: That the provision of section 5 of the 
sundry civil appropriation act, approved August 30, 1890, as requires that the 
Washington City post-office building shall be constructed with not less than 


eight stories, is hereby 30 modified as to require that said building shal! be con- 
structed with not less than seven stories, 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should be obliged to the chairman of 


the Committee on Appropriations if he would explain the object of that 
amendment. It seemed to have been agreed with great unanimity 
when this matter was before the Senate last session that the number 
of eight stories should be accepted as a compromise between conflict- 
ing opinions, The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
not had this matter brought to their attention, and I should be obliged 
to the Senator if he would give an explanation of the amendment. 

In this connection I will state that some objection was made to the 
site selected by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, for 
the reason that it was thought there could not be a safe foundation 
upon that side of Pennsylvania avenue or in that locality for a build- 
ing that had over five or six stories. But that matter was investigated 
by us, and we found there was no objection upon that score at all. 

It seems to me that if we go above five stories then it becomes a 
question of economy (provided always that the foundation can be 
made secure), to put on eight stories. 


The consideration that a building of that height dwarfs adjacent | 


buildings does not seem to be worthy of very much consideration. We are 
not here putting up public edifices with a view to architectural sur- 


: For commencement of 
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I mean to say that 
are not putting up public buildings with a view that private ent 
| prise should build up to them, and that the edifices should be « 
structed of the same height hitectt 


roundings, if that term be an appropriate one. we 


nD 


so as to preserve the iral relatior 


} 
1 
eens 





of the street. None of us here to-day will e see the time when that 
side of the Avenue, the southern side, will have buildings that will 
be built up even to four stories or three Some of us, the 
younger mémbers of the Senate, may see the time when, on the other 
side, the northern side of the Avenue, all the business edifices will be 


three stories or more; but I assume, and I have no doubt of it, that 





| none of us will ever see the time when building that height will 
occupy the southern side of Pennsylvania avenue. So in constructing 
these buildings it seems to me that we should look to the amount of 

| room that is to be secured for the use of the Government 

| AsTI had occasion to say the other day, we are now paying in this 
city an enormous amount of money for rent, all things considered 
I have here the official report as to the number of buildings and the 
rental that is paid by the Government of the United States in this Dis 
trict now, and the amount taken up by the different Departments 


which aggregates $177,698 a year. Weare paying out $177,6 » year 
now in the District of Columbia for the use of buildings in which we 


ba) 


is 


have no other interest than that of lessee. Mr. President, that is not 
a pleasant thing to say about a great Government like this, with a sur- 


plus in the Treasury which has been alm 
lators. 

Mr. HARRIS, 
report comes ? 


Mr. VEST. 


st a Nuisance to 


us as legis 
May I ask the Senator from what Department that 
Does it come from the Interior Department 


The report comes from the Treasury 


Department 
Mr. HARRIS. There are quite a number of buildings rented b 
the Interier Department. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That report includes all 
Mr. VEST. It includes all of them. It gives the location an 1 the 


purposes to which the buildings are devoted, names the Depart 


ana 








| ments which are making use of the buildings. Without giving thé 
| details, however, I will call the attention of the Senator from Tenn 
| see to the recapitulation given, a summary of the whole business, wh 
| shows that the Department of Justice pays for rental of buildings $60¢ 
a year, the Treasury Department $22,020, the War Department $5,400 
| the Navy Department $5,580, the Interior Department $64,510, tl 
Post-Office Department $30,400, the Department of Labor $5,000 
Interstate Commerce Commissi 11,48 ) t of Co 
bia $31,708 
Now, if we purchase the Maltby Building (and I am « eding 
vlad to see that in this bill there is an appropriation for th pose 
we can accommodate all these boards and commissions, Th th 
| Interstate Commerce Commission, that pays 180 per yeal } 
| The Maltby Building is admirably adapted for th ) Li an 
| has one hundred rooms, and has suites of ro that are as good 
| any in the city of Washington. If it could only accommodate that 
single commission it would be a very fair per cent. upon the amount 
| we are paying for rent. As my friend from Maryland | Mr. Gor N 
| suggests, it would pay 9 per cent.; we would save that much to t 
Government of the United State Still, after we had purchased the 


| Maltby Building there would be a large amount of rent 

ing to be paid by the Government. 

I do not know any other proper way to « e public busin 
i 

| 

i 

i 


still rema 


nduct tl 
except the way in which prudent business men conduct their busin« 
Unless I can make a better investment with the 





| pay out rent, but I would use the money that we have on hand, which 
| is called, when we speak of the Government, a surplus in the Treasury 
for the purchase of public buildings, so as to secure to the Government 
| the accretion in value which must always go on in the city of Was 
ington until the Government ceases to exist. It is a mathematical 
| proposition that just so long as the country continues to grow tl 
prices of real estate in this city will increase. Without any pecflia 
experience as a real-estate operator or without arrogating the gift of 


prophecy, I undertake to say that there are children now in this Dis 
| trict who will see a city here that will estimate its popul: 
above even a million inhabitants, 
| something like the density of popul 
| nent of Europe. 


ition away 
country will hay 
yw exists on the cont 


and when 
ition that n 


ur 


If we legislate, then, even for the immediate future, wv rh 
| constructing public buildings to see that theyare of suffi t height 
| due regard being paid to safety, to accommodate the Depart ts of tl 
| Government and to save this rental, which I say is a shameful com- 
| mentary upon our abilities to manage the busine the United States 
| 
| 


No private citizen who has any claim to bea good business man would 
| ever do what we have been doing here with the public buildings. 
Whenever a proposition is made here to acquire eligible sites upon 
which to erect public buildings for the use of the Government we are 
immediately encountered with the pleaofeconomy. Itisa false plea, 
Mr. President, We have the money to purghase and it is a good in- 
| vestment. There is no Senator here who will say that an investment 
in real estate in the District of Columbia anywhere to-day is not a good 
one and the safest inthiscountry. There are no strikes in the District 
| of Columbia, and there never will be until the Government is struck 
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down. The appalling danger to-day inthe great cities of the United ment, it is better to make a two-story building than one of seven 


States as to investment in real estate is strikes and labor difficulties. 
But we can never hive any strikes here, because we pay every two 
weeks so much money out of the public Treasury, and nobody strikes 
against the Government. 

In the second place we pay half the taxes, and that is not the case 
eny where else in the United States. In the third place, we have a 
government here that prevents plundering through popular elections, 
and that is the greatest blessing that can be conferred upon the inhab- 
itants of any municipality on this continent. We escape here these 
miserable, outrageous, and thieving processes that obtain, within my 
personal knowledge, in many of the cities, where a mere adventurer 
can go into partnership with contractors, and be elected to a city coun- 
cil and then plunder the people who own real estate in order to put 
money in his pocket.and that of the contractors, 

If we ever change the form of government here, and come to popu- 
lar elections and have a municipal council, I have no hesitation in 
saying now that what little real estate I own here, aresidence, will be 
forsale. But until that time the price of real estate will continue to 
advance in the District of Columbia. 

As I said, just as long as this Government grows this city will grow, 
and we ought to legisiate with a view to that fact. If we do not we 
are criminally negligent; we are simply saying that we will conduct 
the business of the United States as we would not conduct our own. 

lor that reason I ask my friend at the head of this committee to ex- 
plain why it is proposed to cut down this building one story and take 
off that much available room. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am quite sure I am as anxious as 
avy member of the Senate that we should have as many stories as practi- 
cable in this building for the new city post office, but I deSire that it 
shall be built so that it will be absolutely fireproof, and be as many 
stories high as possible with the appropriation already made. I there- 
fore offer an amendment to the amendment, to come in on page 12, line 
18, after the word ‘‘ building,”’ striking out ali after that word and in- 
serting what I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. 
strike out: 

Shall be constructed of not less than seven stories, 

And insert: 

Shall be of as many stories in fireproof manner as can be constructed within 
the limits of the appropriation, with the best materials and with the first-floor 
area ample for the requirements of the post office. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senater from Vermont to the amendment of the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it is not expected that this strae- 
ture is to be built of any costly materials. It will have to be built-of 
brick, anyhow. But a buildingseven or eight stories in height for the 
accommodation of clerks and employés who are to fill the building, 
will have to be 40 or 50 feet higher than would be the case if the build- 
ing was to be erected for merely commercial purposes; and to put up 
a building of this kind eight stories high would bea monstrosity. Be- 
sides that, the Architect of the Capitol is not satisfied that it can be 
done, and therefore it should be limited to the height at which it can 
be erected under the appropriation already made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont why 
he proposes to limit the altitude of this building and the number of 
stories it shall have to the present appropriation. It seems to me the 
practical inquiry is, how many stories can be put upon that building 
with absolute safety; and if it costs more than the present appropria- 
tion, every consideration of economy requires that we should appro- 
priate that additional sum, and put on the stories so as to utilize the 
space just so long as it can be safely done; and with the convenience 
of elevators, it does not matter very much whether you are on the 
second floor or on the tenth floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not think we desire to erect a building on the 
south side of Pennsylvania avenue fifteen or twenty storiesin height, 
but we wish to have a respectable looking Government building, and 
one that shall be adequate for the purposes of the Government, with 
the first story to be used for the city post office. There will then un- 
doubtedly be some four or five stories above that which will be utilized 
by the Government, After having had aconference with the Architect 
of the Capitol, I present the case, and I hope my amendment will be 
adopted. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MorRILL] to the amendment 
reported by the committee. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
{ Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr, ALLISON. Mr. President, I ask for a division; and before the 
vote is taken I desire te say a word in respect to this building, The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] deprecates the reduction of the 
height of the building to seven stories. The Senator from Vermont 
proposes an amendment which will make it a two-story building if, 
in the judgment of some people who may have charge of it at the mo- 


After the word ‘‘ building,’’ in line 18, page 12, 


stories. 

Last year, in the consideration of this question, there being a very 
large superficial area here, and it being then stated, as it is repeated 
now, that we were paying an enormous sum for rents in this city, the 
Committee on Appropriations proposed to utilize this area, which will 
cost $700,000 or $800,000, or probably $1,000,000, by placing upon it 
a building that would be capable of holding a large number of em- 
ployés of the Government; and we then fixed eight stories as a reason- 
able height for the building. Of course there were differences of opin- 
ion among Senators on this floor, and wherever the matter was discussed 
as respects the utility of making an eight-story building—— 

Mr. VEST. I doubted the propriety of making a building of that 
height, if my recollection is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now the Senator objects to reducing the height. 

Mr. VEST. But I will ask the Senator if it was not agreed, as a set- 
tlement of all the diverse opinions we had, that eight stories should be 
the height? I acquiesced in that, but it was against my judgment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It wasso agreed. Now, if the Senator will listen 
to me a moment farther, I will give the reason why this change is pro- 
posed. It was because it was understood that we could utilize this 
great space not only for the city post office, but that we could use the 
space above that for the Post-Office Department, and possibly for the 
Sixth Auditor’s Office in connection with that Department. That was 
the object at that time. 

Now the Supervising Architect of the Treasury says that he thinks 
a more ornate (if I may use that word) building, a building more suit- 
able in every way, can be built of seven stories rather than eight, and 
he advises that that be done. The Senator from Vermont, from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, proposes an amendment 
here which leaves it entirely to the discretion of somebody else as to 
what kind of a building we shall put upon this enormous tract of land, 
which will cost us, before we are through with it, nearly a million 
dollars. 

I sympathize with Senators who say we are paying too much money 
in this cityfor rents. Weare. And yet here is aproposition that will 
practically utilize this building for the single purpose of a city post 
office, becanse everyone knows that if the people who have charge of 
this matter have their own way about it they will make a building of 
only three or four stories in height. 

We have endeavored in this bill to provide as reasonably as we could 
in various ways for buildings for the Government. We have proposed 
the purchase of the Maltby House, and we have proposed the purchase 
of other ground and other buildings. But we are confronted in other 
bills at this very session, and one will be presented to the Senate within 
a day or two, with provisions to rent still further buildings for public 
purposes. The Secretary of the Interior asks us to appropriate $16,000 
for the payment of additional rent for the purposes of the Land Office; 
and the House of Representatives, I may say, have placed that item in 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

What the committee desires in reference to this matter is to utilize 
this expensive ground there for the Post-Office Department or some 
bureau of the Treasury. We think that can be safely and properly 
done with a building seven stories high. The upper story of this 
building, whatever height it is, will not be utilized for clerks; it 
never has been intended that the upper story should be soutilized. It 
will be chiefly utilized for the preservation of papers such as accumu- 
late in the various Departments. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me, as I have not seen the re- 
port of the Supervising Architect, or the communication—— 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not a report; it is a statement. 

Mr. VEST. Well, it is a statement made to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I should like to inquire whether the Supervising Archi- 
tect put this reduction of one story upon the ground alone of architec- 
tural beauty or proportion, or whether he states that it would be unsafe 
to put eight stories on that ground. 

Mr. ALLISON. He was not inquired of respecting that question at 
this session; but he stated to the Committee on Appropriations last 
year that he could make a foundation that would be perfectly safe for 
a building eight stories in height. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. That is just what I thought. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt that is true. He could make a 
foundation there on which a fifteen-story building could be erected, if 
necessary. ¢” 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. That is what he stated to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE. I understood him to repeat that statement in effect 
this year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I had forgotten that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to this point; as I understand the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the Supervising Architect puts this change now simply 
upon the basis of architectural proportion or ornamentation; there is 
no question of safety about it. That is what I understand now to be 
the only ground. 

Permit me to say, in regard to what the Senator says about the 
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amendment of the Senator from Vermont, that I make it a rnle—I say 
it very frankly—never to oppose thu action of my committee, never to 
make any minority suggestion as to the merits of an amendment that | 
they propose to offer to an appropriation bill. I always acquiesce in | 
that until the question comes before the Senate on the appropriation | 
bill; and then I give my views, and I do not consider myself bound at 
all by the action of the committee; and I have made a statement to 
the Senator from Vermont to that effect. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, I hardly suppose the Senate is going 
to undertake now, in one building, to supply all the future wants of | 
this great country at the capital of the nation. It seems to me thet 
we should have some regard to what we are proposing to put up. 
ought at least to be a building that would be recognized as a Govern- 
ment building, and so far as theexpense of the foundation is concerned, 
unquestionably the foundation here will be required to be much lower 
than in almost any other portion of the city for a similar building. 
It will be necessary to go down some 15 or 20 feet, perhaps, 
made substantial enough for any number of stories, but at the same 
time it is going to exhaust‘a considerable amount of money to put down 
that foundation. 

Inasmuch as I see that the chairman of the Committee of Appropria- 
tions is against the amendment which I have proposed, and I know there- 
fore that it will not succeed, or that even if it succeeds here in the 
Senate it will not succeed in conference, I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Theamendmentof theSenator from Ver- 
mont to the amendment of the committee is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I move to amend the committee’s 
amendment in line 19 by striking out the word ‘‘less’’ and inserting 
the word ‘‘ more.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 19 strike out the word ‘‘less”’ and in- 
sert the word ‘‘ more;’’ so that it will read: 

Constructed with not more than seven stories. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I fully sympathize with the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL] in the amendment 
which he has offered. In view of the fact that low buildings will for 
all time surround the post-office building which is to be built by the 
provisions of this section upon Pennsylvania avenue, the selection of 
that location for a brick building of either seven or eight stories would 
be a gross and palpable violation of every canon of architectural taste. 
When we consider the future possibilities of the city of Washington, 
this proposition should not receive the approval of the Congress of the 
United States. 

If it is important, as 1 know it is, that we should have additional 
space for those performing clerical work in the various Lepartments, 
then certainly the United States can afford to erect suitable buildings 
for that purpose, buildings of suitable design and of suitable heights 
to conform with other public buildings in the District. It is entirely 
proper in the great city of New York, where land is very valuable, and 
where buildings of eight to ten or twelve stories are common, to erect 
buildings of this nature. But to erect a public building of this kind 
in the city of Washington is, in my opinion, to enter upon a policy 
which every member of this body will at some time regret. 

We have no building of this kind and the city will never have com- 
mercial buildings of this nature. The country is extremely fortunate 
in the architectural character of the publie buildings in this city, and 
it would be an unwise departure to locate an enormous brick structure 
among the low buildings on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue 
where it would always disfigure the landscape and stand as a monu- 
ment to Congressional bad taste. 

Mr. BLAIR. Like the Pension building. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Like the Pension building, as my friend from 
New Hampshire very well suggests. I hope that Congress will not 
be committed to a project of this kind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say, in view of the side re- 
mark of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], that I indorse 


that model of art as applied to a public building, or even a private build- | 


ing if it could be occupied by my friend from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I did not expect to attract the atten- 
tion of the country by that side remark I made. But whoever looks 
over the horizon, whoever takes in the perspective of this city, must 
feel, I think, that the Pension Office, however useful it may be asa 
public building, however well adapted it may be as a public building, 
to its purposes, and aside from the mere fact of the size of the struc- 
ture, however commendable it may be as a public edifice, neverthe- 
less, as an element of the general appearance of the city of Wash- 
ington it is agreat deformity. It is likethe hamp on a camel’s back, 
and it makes a very bad looking back of it at that. 

The suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
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tude, and appearance of existing public buildings, I think is a very 
wise one, Thereis no necessity that wes iould build otherwise. There 
is greater safety, there are a thousand teasons for the construction of 
this edifice somewhat with reference to those which exist about us, 
rhere are none of the reasons which apply where land is so exceedingly 
expensive as it ison the Island of Manhattan. No reason whatever 
occurs tome why this public edifice should ascend to the heavens rather 
than be spread out over the earth. I hope there may be no more build- 





| Ings constructed in such a way that the general appearance of the city, 


irom any height or from any point where we can take in the whole of 
it with the eye, may be any further marred—I had almost said dese- 


crated, 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I agree with what the Senator says 
about the impropriety of constructing buildings on Pennsylvania ave- 
nue of extraordinary height. Everything ought to be relative. But 
the variety of architecture in this city, domestic or otherwise, is its 
great charm. It has no parallel in any other city of the United States. 
There are certain portions, the upper portions of the city, where per- 
sons buying property have had ample room and have exercised archi- 
But when you go 


part of those cities, to some of the suburbs, and when you have seen 
one building in a block you have seen them all, because they are all 
alike. There is a uniformity which makes them exceedingly tame, 
uninteresting, and undesirable. Washington differs from those cities, 
and in that respect, I say, its architecture is very conspicuous. In 
my opinion, there ought to be here the same difference in the archi- 
tecture of public buildings. 

That leads me to say that I think the Pension building really con 
tributes to that lack of uniformity in public structures which is de- 
sirable. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLKyY] smiles. He 
is given to art, asI am not, except in a relative way, as was demon- 
strated herethe other day. But the fact is the Pension building only 
lacks one thing, and that is an eligible site. If it had been put on a 
tract of ground 10 teet higher, or on any tract of ground where the first 
story was not obscured from any point above the vision, it would have 
been certainly not an unhandsome building. If it were now 10 {feet 
higher, in order that the building itself might be more in proportion 
with the roof, so that that disproportion should not be manifested, it 
would be an attractive building. 

When I say this 1 know that Iam entering into a domain where 
angels fear to tread, and I am establishing for myself absolute exclu- 
sion from all art circles, as the senior Senator from Colorado [ Mr, TEL- 
LER] says. But, in the first place, I can not separate wholly my view 
of a building from its utility. In my judgment there never has been 
a dollar expended here in Washington so usefully as in the erection of 
that Pension-Office building, and it only lacks this one thing, as I 
said, it being at the foot of a hill. If it were on a conspicuous site it 
would be really a presentable building, and, as I think, a handsome 
building. 

All I want to say now is that I shall not, out of assumed disgust with 
the Pension building, fly off into the domain of another and even worse 
style of architecture, such as we came very near doing in iegard tothe 
original library building, but which we escaped upon the theory that 
we could probably get something else cheaper, when we really found 
that in order to get a cheap thing put up it would cost about twice as 
much as the original ‘* ginger-bread ’’ concern was to cost. We have 
had a good deal of experience in the public-building line in the last 
few years, and I think nothing has been so satisfactory as the Pension 
building. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not mean to wound the feelings of my friend 
from Kansas. I had no idea of attacking angelic natures or saying 
anything that would at all be unpleasant to them, no matter which 
kind of angels they may be, the kind that is fallen or the kind that is 
not fallen. 

Nor do I attack the building itself. I have nota very exalted opin- 
ion of myself in that regard, but, so far as I can tel! by looking at it, 
it looks well. I like the looks of the Pension building. I have an 


| idea that if it had a cupola on it, and had, as the Senator says, some 


eligible location, it would be one of the very finest features of archi- 
tecture, so far as my eye is concerned, that there is at this capital. 

But, speaking of the building in connection with the architectare of 
the public buildings of this city, I think the fact of its being in a hol- 
low or on low ground remedies the evil, instead of aggravating it. It 
makes it less conspicuous than it otherwise would be. But where it 
is situated as it is, taken in connection with the other structures of 
this city, it does seem to be overshadowed and altogether out of place. 
I do not think an extension or increase of buildings of that character 
would be at all conducive to the symmetry and the ultimate beauty * 
and perfection of the general architectural effects of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

I think the gentleman who planned that building has been very un- 
justly criticised and assailed in reference to his ideas of art. I think 
it is the best structure there is in the city for use. It is not a homely 


that we build somewhat in conformity with the general height, alti- | thing, not a bad looking building in and of itself; but relatively with 
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what surrounds it, with what other public buildings we have, or at 
least may well have in the future, I think it isa deformity rather than 
a perfection or aay addition to the beauty of the city. 

Chat is all I wish to submit. I do not know anything more than the 
nator from Kansas about architecture or high art. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to propose an amendment to the pending bill. I ask its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations without being printed. 


Sse 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received and so 
referred. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this attempt to tear down a building 


before it is erected is based upon the claim that it will not do to have 
public buildings at Washington with beauty combined with utility. 
{ have never been of that opinion myself, Mr. President. 

The great feature of the public buildings in Washington up to the 
present time is that they appear to have been constructed upon the 
theory of taking up as much space as possible and furnishing as little 
accommodation as possible for the public business. Any man, woman, 
or child who goes into one of these public buildings and roams about | 
the vast corridors and beholds the vacant spaces where an army could 
be lodged, that ought in the original design to have been utilized by 
making offices and rooms for clerks and places where public business 
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building has, accommodations for hundreds and hundreds of the em- 
ployés of the Government. It will be built with enduring walls upon 
a solid foundation, and will be pleasant to the eye. 

Now, the Senate can go back upon all that, if it will, and provide for 
a low building, three or four or five stories high, whatever may be the 
height, and give up the feature of usefulness, and we will go on spend - 
ing money in that way. But I should like for once to see the experi- 
ment made and carried out, of a practical venture in the line of prope: 
public buildings here in Washington. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I am very glad to hear that this 
building has not been erected. I remember a discussion about it at 
the last session. 

My opposition to this building is twofold; in the first place, when 
a government is making permanent structures, all its structures should 
be in consonance, and good taste should adornand beautify the capital. 
This should be done, not with a sacrifice of proper utility. 

Now, I come to the question of utility. This building is to be eight 
stories high, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment makes it seven. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New York that the 
amendment reads *‘ Not less than seven;’’ it may be seventeen. 

Mr. EVARTS. It may be fifteen and more; a great many storie: 


is done, sees at once the underlying defect of the system under which | more may be added. 


they have been built. They are imposing, and some of them porten- | 


Now, Mr. President, this scheme of making the most ont of land 


tous as you stand under them, and they are decorated in an amazing | belongs to the greed of the owners of land to put into their pockets in- 


fashion. 


But when you step from out of doors into the portals and go | creased gain by carrying their possessions of land, according to the 


in there and see how business is done, it seems as if the ingenuity of | maxim usque ad celum—up tothe skies. This scheme then is of a na- 


man had been put to its utmost devices to prevent such arrangements 
as will go to the making up and the doing of public business there. 


ture to pack every floor as closely as possible with laboring occupants; 
and therefore the proper description of it is that this is the cell system 


Now, in this proposed post-office building an attempt was made in | of architecture, such as is practiced in our State prisons. That is the 


anotherdirection. There wasa large lot of Jand purchased by the Gov- 
ernment upon which was to be built, not a great and imposing archi- 


theory of it all. It does not belong tothe Government to sacrifice al! 
proper considerations to the necessity of getting the most out of the 


tectural structure, but a building that should have in it many rooms, | ownership of the land. 


a sale building, a fire-proof building, a building where some of the sur- 
plus of the Government force that is now found in rented buildings 
should be placed and set at work. 

Mr. SPOONER. A modern office building. 

Mr. HALE. A modern office building, the Senator from Wisconsin 
suggests, and that describes it certainly better than any language of 
mine. It was to havea handsome front. It was to be of good pro- 
portions. It was to stand firm upon its foundation, and to hold hun- 
dreds of Government employés; and there was a common consent on 
the part of everybody to try one building of this sort and see what 
would come out of it. 

Bat the moment that the design got out and the moment that it 
was seen that we were to build something as a business man would 
build, and get a good office building, then the architects took fire, and 
the authorities upon architecture in the Senate raised*their Ebenezer 
and declared with one accord when they got together that this kind 
of thing should not be done in Washington; that Washington must 
not have a good office building, a building at a moderate cost, but that 
we must have other sort of structures; thatwe must keep in that high 
domain of art, and must have such buildings as had been erected in 
other quarters of the city. 

So the frown of these authorities at once appeared upon this humble 
and modest scheme that was set on foot last year; and for one I know 
I began to feel myself that I had been guilty of great temerity im urg- 
ing before the Senate that it should have one good office building in 
Washington; and when I listen again to the complaints that are made 
and the criticisms that have been passed upon this proposed structure 
[see what a great piece of audacity it was that possessed us to attempt 
to get such a building as this. . 

Now, Mr. President, this, which is treated here as a meager, unsafe, 
and despisable-looking creature, was not conceived in a design that 
should be at all inadequate to the uses of the city or to its architecture. 
itis te cost within the limit of $1,900,000, almost $2,000,000. 


Mr. MORRILL. But the Senator should inclnde in that the cost of 
the land 
Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; the site is not expensive because it is 


not in the most expensive part of the city in which to purchase land. 
But, Mr, President, any good business man—the Senator from Ver- 
mont himself, who is, as was said the other day, anauthority upon art, 
and from whom we all differ on these subjects with sad misgivings— 
could take this $2,000,000 and erect a strong, handsome, noble struc- 
ture upon this site, a structure that would not be an eyesore to the 
beholder, a'structure that whoever might be walking, driving, or rid- 
ing up and down Pennsylvania avenue would look upon with pleasure. 

it is not to be an enormously and inordinately high building. Who- 
ever goes to the great cities of America now will find that the archi- 
tecture there is not limited to seven or eight stories, nor even to ten or 
tweive stories. Washington has already began to erect buildings higher 
than this, and the day is not far distant when Pennsylvania avenue 
will have many structures higher than that provided for in the bill. 

So there is not in fact, and in trath, and in the domain of good sense, 
any real objection to the height of this building. It will not be un- 
sightly, Mr. President, but it will have what, as I have said, no other 


But I have a further objection. These rooms and these stories are 
to be crowded with. those in the employ of the Government; and those 
who are to frequent this building and be subject to all the disasters 
that attend these immense, populous structures, do not come there of 
their own choice. They are not situated as others in our great cities, 
whether they be bankers, or lawyers, or brokers, or railroad companies, 
or what not, who make their homes in those immense buildings on the 
mere question of profit to themselves in the matter of rent that they 
are to save or gain. They all choose for themselves and choose on 
methods of their own selection and according to their own advantages. 

Bat those in the employ of the Government are forced into these 
buildings. They are compelled to submit tothe exactions of these im- 
mense buildings. They are driven into these cells almost by as great 
compulsion as are the inmates of the prisons that are constructed on 
that plan. I therefore look with the utmost concern at the beginning 
of a system that shall abandon at once the relation of a government to 
its capital and its duties to those in its employment, and find no possi- 
ble motive for it all except for the utmost that can be got out of the 
many that can be this packed into these vast and inordinate structures. 

How long it may be before great disasters may bring into public con- 
demnation loss of life, loss of limb, loss of health that shall come out 
of these great structures, I donot know. But for myself, if I were 
building not to get the most money out of the structure, I would never 
deface a square foot of land with a building of this character. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not aware until I listened to 
the observations of my friend from Maine that the utility of a build- 
ing depended upon its height. If it is true that itis necessary to have 
a building eight stories high in order to have it useful, it might he 
true that it should be sixteen stories in height in order to reach the 
greatest degree of utility. I do not believe that the utility of a build- 
ing depends upon its ugliness. The Senator from Maine says we have 
entered upon a scheme of erecting public buildings that are not useful. 
Now, the only building that has been built for office purposes during 
the time I have been in Congress has been the Pension building; and 
notwithstanding the superior judgment of the Senators who have pre- 
ceded me, I believe that that building is a disgrace to the Government. 

Mr. MORRILL. But it is only two stories high. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be that jt is useful; if so, it is both use- 
ful and ugly. I believe it is possible to construct public buildings in 
the city of Washington that are both useful and beautifal, and which 
are built according to the rules of correct taste as understood by archi- 
tects and artists everywhere in the world. 

Now, I do not intend to place my judgment in matters of this kind 
above that of men who have given their lives to its study. I do not 
expect that this amendment will be adopted, as I know how unvail- 
ing it is to set aside the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations; but I propose as one member of the Senate, having a certain 
responsibility in my to make my protest as vigorous as I can 
against erecting buildings of this kind at the capital of the nation. 
I know that every man who D esha in this feels as he must feel 
in regard to the Pension building—if he would be willing to confess 
his real opinion of the matter—that for this great Government in this 
nineteenth century, with the great advances which have been made 
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everywhere in art and in architecture, to erect a building in which | 


every requirement of good taste, the lives of the people who are to oc- 


cupy it, and every other consideration is to be sacrificed to that of econ- | 


omy, of cheapness, if you please, is an outrage 

Mr. BLAIR. And not fireproof. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
shire says; because there is no man in the Senate but knows—the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations knows as well as I do 
that for the appropriation contemplated a fireproof building can not 
be erected. 

Mr. HALE. On the other hand, the Architect of the Treasury, when 
before the committee, was interrogated upon that particular point, and 
stated he could make it fireproof completely for the money that was 
given him—strong, firm, and fireproof. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In answer to that I will repeat the statement made 
to me within five minutes by the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, that it could not be made fireproof for the amount stated. 

Mr. HALE. 
man of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the committee gave me that in 
formation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not intend it, if I led the Senator to under- 
stand that; I stated it could not be made fireproof for $1,900,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amount that is provided? 

Mr. ALLISON. I said it certainly could be made tireproof—seven 
stories. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Possibly for seven stories. Now, I repeat what 
I said in the outset. 


I know my protest will be unavailing as against 


the judgment of the committee, but I only desire to make it, and make | 


it in this form, and make it as emphatic as I can, against a course 
which I believe is not only against the interests of the Government, 
but which will in the future be a source of regret to all who regard 
the beauty of this capital, of which we are all so proud. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I sympathize with all that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has said about the height of 
this building; and originally I had the same difficulty in my mind as 
to its height. I think a year ago I opposed an eight-story building, but 
when I came to have myattention called to the fact that all the build- 


ings on F street that are now being built are eight stories or more, | 
without destroying the beauty of the street or in any way marring it, | 
and after talking with the Supervising Architect of the Treasury in | 


regard to this matter, I am satisfied that without the slightest trouble 
as to the foundation, a building eight stories in height should be put 
up in view of the other improvemeats that are to follow in that imme- 
diate vicinity. I think my friend from Missouri is mistaken about the 
height of the present buildings. There are buildings of four stories and 
more in that immediate vicinity, on the south side of the Avenue, and 
they will increase in number. 

Mr. VEST. They are not continuous. 

Mr.GORMAN. Thatis true; they are not continuous on that street, 
but they have been on F street. It seems to me, however, that there 
is one provision that should be made, and probably the Senator from 
Iowa alladed to it when I was out, and that is to insert, after the word 
**constructed,’’ in line 19, the words ‘‘so as to be fireproof.’’ If this 
is constructed seven or eight stories high it ought to be made fireproof. 
It is true that, in section 5 of the act of August 30, 1890, we provided— 

That the building authorized by the said act, approved June 25, 1890— 


Which is the bill that was reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds— 
shall be constracted in a fireproof manner, with not less than eight stories, and 


at a total cost, including approaches and heating apparatus, not exceeding 
$1,900,000. 


Now, I am informed (and there can be no mistake about it) that | 


with that limit, with a building either seven or eight stories high, it 
will be impossible for an architect to construct a building absolutely 
fireproof, as it ought to be unquestionably. It was so stated to the 
committee. He can make it fireproof in the ordinary way, as com- 
mercial buildings of the streets are said to be fireproof; but that is not 
sufficient for this building, and I suggest to the chairman and the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to allow before his amendment to simply in- 
sert after the word ‘‘ constructed’’ the words ‘‘so as to be fireproof.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that after 
the word “‘ constructed,’’ in the line as it now stands, he insert ‘in 
fireproof manner;’’ and then strike out the word ‘‘less’’ and insert 
**more.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. But I say to the Senator from Vermont that is the 

of the act of June 25, 1890. 

Mr. MORRILL. Obviously the word ‘‘less’’ should be ‘‘ more.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. The Supervising Architect has construed that to be 
in the manner known commercially as fireproof; but what I desire is 
that if shall be absolutely fireproof. Therefore I prefer, after the 
word ‘‘ constructed,’’ in line 19, to insert ‘‘so as to be fireproof.’’ 
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I think the Senator must have misunderstood the chair- | 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendm« of the Senator from 
| Maryland to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 
| The Secretary. In line 19, after the word ‘“ constructed,”’ in 
the words ‘‘so as to be fireproof.”’ 
| Mr. GORMAN. I ask 

e voted upon first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is o1 


nr 
LAL 


; 
t sert 


unanimous consent .mendment may 
: 


imendment of- 


| fered by the Senator from Maryland to the amendment of the commit 
tec , 
Mr. HALE I understand there no obje to that amend- 
rhe amendment to the amendment was agreed t 
Mr. McCPHERSON, Ishould like toask the Ser Maryland 
| if it should not be the policy of the Government so fa possible to 
make all these public buildings fi 
Mr. HALE, Undoubtedl; 
Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
was the intent and purpose of the committee to provide for a fireproot 
| building, and I think the act of last year thoroughly provides for it 
| but I am entirely willing that the words proposed by the Senator from 
| Maryland should be inserted 
| Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say a few words while I am on my 
| feet respecting the criticism made by the Senat m Rhode Island 
| If I understand him correctly he was criticising v everely the policy 
| of the Government in putting up these high buil , It ems to 
me as though we should have great deal better air and a great deal 
| more light, 2 much more desirable building for the purposes of the 
| Government, and if the building was madeas absol itely fireproof as it 


} 


is possible, and build it up high in th 
} much wider upon the surtace of 
| can not put up buildings not 


air rather than spread it out so 
the ground. I see no reason why we 


only seven stories but seventeen stories 


high, provided in case of any calamity of any kind happening, a break- 
age in the building or blowing up of the steam power or anything of 
| that kind you have sufficient exit. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro 
| posed by the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. ALDRICH] to the amend 
| ment of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment to the amendment be re 

ported 

The VICE PRESIDENT rhe amendment to tl imendment will 

be reported. 
| The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 12, after the word ‘‘not,’’ strike 
out the word ‘‘less’’ and insert the word ‘‘ more so as to read 


With not more than seven stories 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment wail not be agreed to 
This is the merest bosh, in my judgment, in regard to that building not 
being safe and healthy for the occupants of itif it is eight, ten, or even 
twelve stories high. I say with my experience in public buildings 
here—and I have been from the garret to the ceilar of all of them—the 
higher the buildings are the healthier and purer is the atmosphere and 
the better it is for the occupants. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And the better the light. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The better the light, the better the air, the bet 
ter the ventilation, the better everything. You will have elevators, 
and it is just as easy to go tothe tenth story as it is to the second story 
or the third story. 
| Mr. HALE. One of the plans of this building is to have at the cor- 
ners four of the great modern elevators, so that there will be no diffi 
culty in mounting the stairs; and the modern way of constructing such 
buildings as this makes them absolutely convenient, 
the tenth story. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. 





clear up even to 


Certainly; and I would rather put in not less 
than ten than to have it not less than seven; and I think it will be in 
the interest of the health and the efficiency of the employés in the 
building to have it built that way. They are above the noise, they are 
above the dust, they have better light, they have better air, and the 
elevators make the tenth story practically as convenient as the first. 
There is no more danger in going up in elevators than in walking into 
the first story. The buiiding will be fireproof, and the occupants ot 
the tenth story would be just as safe from any danger by fire as the oc- 
| cupants of the first story. 
| There is nothing in this proposition, Mr. President. Butsome Sena- 
tors say that it will not present a pleasing architectural scene to the 
westhetic taste and eye of some of our distinguished people who may 
be going up and down the Avenue of this great city. Now, if it does 
not they need not look at it; they can go on some other street. We 
| are erecting this building for the service of the Government and its 
employés, for their occupation, for their convenience, for rooms in which 
to place them and the material they have to use, and to take them out 
of rented buildings and place them where they can be more efficient 
and effective and healthier, have light and ventilation and room in 
which to work, places tostore the material that they have to use, and 
that building will be safer than any of the buildings which have been 
heretofore erected; it will be just as sale in every respect as the State, 
War, and Navy Department building. 
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Mr. President, Senators talk about commercial buildings. Who oc- 
cupy the highest stories of the highest buildingsin the United States ? 
Are they occupied by goods, wares, and merchandise, with traffic, with 
dealing in commodities? I have always understood that they are oc- 
cupied for offices, that they are occupied by business men who have 
offices, and have clerks and stenographers and typewriters and that 
class of people under them—just the kind who will be in this build- 
ing. You will haveclerks, you will have stenographers, you will have 
copyists, you will have employés of the Government forming just the 
class of people practically who occupy the tallest buildings now in the 
large cities. 

Mr. President, we have some quite tall buildings on F street, and I 
think that to the trne, genuine, «esthetic American taste, there is 
beauty in diversity; that a ten or twelve story building on the Avenue 
would make a diversity that would be pleasing and attractive, and in- 
stead of being an eyesore it will be the most attractive and pleasing 
point on the Avenue. 

Therefore, I hope that no amendment proposing to reduce these 
stories below seven will be agreed to, and if the stories are notreduced, 
I shall still insist that the building shali not have less than eight 
stories. I should much rather add one story to it than to take one 
story from it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
committee as amended. r 

Mr. VEST. AsI understand the amendment of the committee, if 
carried reduces the number of stories to seven. Let us understand 
this matter because we disagree about it here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not less than seven. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not less than seven stories. 

Mr. VEST. Well, that means seven stories. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis what it means. 

Mr. VEST. We can not have any misunderstanding about that. 
The compromise we agreed upon at the last session was eight stories, 
and I supposed that was a finality; but now it is proposed to change 
that limit to seven stories, and that is under a communication made 
by the Supervising Architect that seven stories would more conform to 
his architectural taste than eight. So if we adopt the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations we reduce the number of stories one. 
If we vote down the amendment it remains as I understood it to have 
been fixed by compromise, at eight stories. That is the question as I 
understand it, and I @nll for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iinquire of the Senator from Missouri if one of 
these stories is not to be under water, anyhow ? 

Mr. VEST. Not if the Supervising Architect knows anything about 
his business. He says not. 

Mr. HALE. What-is the Senator’s statement ? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Alabama inquires if one of the stories 
is not to bea submarine institution, under water; but the very first in- 
quiry that was made of the Supervising Architect before our commit- 
tee (and I understand that he has since repeated the statement to the 
Committee on Appropriations) was that the foundation would be per- 
fectly dry and perfectly safe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
onded ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that the amendment of the committee as 
they reported it will stand. I withdrew my amendment long ago, but 
the Senator from Maine seemed to think that there was some punish- 
ment necessary to it afterits burial, We know that he is perhaps the 
most potential member of the Committee on Appropriations, and I re- 
tired and purposely remained silent in relation to the matter, because I 
know that the committee will have its own way in respect of these 
questions. However, I hope they will stand by their own amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 





Is the demand for the yeas and nays sec- 


Mr. VEST. I will withdraw the call, as my friend from Maryland 
desires me to do so, 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The demand for the yeas and nays is 


withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to theamendment of the com- 
mittee as amended. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have 
it. 

Mr, ALLISON. I eall for a division. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had better take the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What are we voting on? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment of the committee as 
amended, 

Mr. HARRIS. How was the amendment of the committee amended ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment made tothe amendment 
will be again stated. 

The Secretary. In line 19, after the word “ constracted,’’ insert 
the words ‘‘so as to be fireproof;’’ so as to read: 


For post office at Washington, D.C.: That the provision of section 5 of the 
sundry civil appropriation act, approved August 30, 1890, as requires that the 
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Washington City post-office building shall be constructed with not less than 
eight stories is hereby so modified as to require that said building shall be con 
structed so as to be fireproof, with not less than seven stories, 


Mr. HARRIS. 
stories. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendmentof the 
committee as amended, [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. VEST. 
Mr. HALE. 
it will come to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I only want to say one word. By 
the act of 1890 this building was provided for. The limit of the cost 
of the building as fixed would not admit of the construction of an a))- 
solutely fireproof building. The Architect of the Treasury states that 
if he is permitted to reduce it one story he can make a fireproof build- 
ing without any increased appropriation. Now, unless the amendment 
of the committee is adopted you will have an eight-story building 
under construction that will not be fireproof, and I think that every 
Senator here 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator if the amendment offered by 
himself and already agreed to does not make this a fireproof building” 

Mr. GORMAN. But if you vote down the amendment of the com- 
mittee to which that was an amendment, then you will leave the act 
of 1890 stand providing for an eight-story building without asuflicient 
appropriation to make it fireproof. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that the bill is still open to 
amendment, and his amendment requiring that it shall be fireproof 
will be very easily adopted. I shall mostcheerfully join him in adopt- 
ing it. 

Mr. GORMAN, But the trouble will come in that on this appro- 
priation bill we shall have to increase the limit of cost of the building. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whatever appropriation may be required for thé 
erection of a public building necessary to the publie business, I sup- 
pose the Senate will be ready to make, and I am sure I shall be ready 
to vote forany appropriation that may be necessary. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good; I only wanted to have it. understood 
that if this amendment—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will permit me a moment, he is 
perfectly aware of the fact that an eight-story building in point of cost as 
compared with a seven-story building only means the raising of the 
walis one story more. The same roof covers it all. In short, the ad- 
ditional expense is but very little. If the Government at some future 
time should see fit to extend the building upwards the roof would have 
to goup. It seems to me with the necessity of the Government for 
more room in all its Departments, this being a wide, open space and 
desirable room, we had better make now an appropriation of money suf- 
ficient to carry the building up just as high as it would be safe to carry 
it, and make it an artistic building. 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend from Maryland permit me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The act of 1890 provided for a fireproof building. 

Mr. GORMAN. I read from the act a moment ago the provision 
requiring that the building shall be constructed in a fireproof manner. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I meant. 

Mr. GORMAN. But I understand the Architect of the Treasury 
says, and no doubt with truth,that under the limit fixed by the act au- 
thorizing the construction of this building, he will be compelled to 
construe the act of 1890 in an affirmative manner so as to construct it 
as anordinary commercial building, which in fact will not be fireproof. 
Therefore, unless we adopt the amendment that we are about to vote 
upon, decreasing the height of the building one story, we shall have to 
increase the limit of the appropriation or else have a building that is not 
fireproof. That is all; and I desire the Senate to understand it before 
the vote is taken. 

Mr. VEST. The Supervising Architect had no right to put that con- 
struction on those words in that act. If he had gone to the debates 
that were had here he would have seen that on all sides we conceded 
that the building must be fireproof. It is a mere play upon words to 
say that we gver meant anything else. We made it upon his estimate, 
as my friend and colleague on the Public Buildings Committee, the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], says, for a fireproof building. 
That language was used in the act, and that was the understanding of 
everybody in the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. My friend from Missouri will permit me to say that 
the act which I read is an amendment to an appropriation act and not 
@ measure which was before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : 

Mr. VEST. I understand; but that was put upon the basis of the 
report of the Commitiee on Public Buildings and Grounds. That 
amendment came from our committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it ought to be eight stories high. 
eight stories in the original act. 


The whole question is between seven and eight 


I do not think we want the yeas and nays on 


Let us have a division. 


We may as well have the yeasand nays. Thatis what 





It was 


The fact is the Architect of the 
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Treasury ought not to be held responsible for this. It was an estimate 
made .hurriedly at the close of the session, when it was determined 
suddenly that the building should be made eight stories high. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am exceedingly glad to find that the 
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Supervising Architect has at last come to the conclusion that Congress 


will not expend another dollar besides that provided in the original 
act. He has continually come before the committee, and he has not 
been alone init; all his predecessors have done so; and we called atten- 
tion to the large estimates that came from his bureau; he has always 
said that he put in more than his estimate called for, because he knew 
we would not give it to him. Repeatedly the Supervising Architect 


has recommended an additional amount to be appropriated, and it has | 


been a continual source of complaint in both Houses of Congress that 
bills were introduced to add or to extend the limit of cost of buildings 
all over the country. 

We know very well when we start to build this edifice here we shall 
appropriate all the money that is necessary. If we say it shall be 
eight stories high, as the Senator from New Jersey says, the addi- 
tional cost would be an inconsiderable amount. ‘The first thing that 
we must consider, it seems to me, is whether we need the building at 
eight stories. In the second place, we require it to be absolutely fire- 
proof, and that is right. In thethird place, it follows with absolute 


certainty that we shall appropriate the additional amount if necessary | 


in order to makeit eight stories and make it fireproof. 
I can not appreciate the force of the argument that is made now 


that we must put it at seven stories when we believe it ought to be | 
eight, because the Supervising Architect says he can build it with the | 


present appropriation of seven stories and make it fireproof, but he 
can not do it unless we cut it down. 
man on his way to bankruptey who had justso much money and could 
not raise any more, Is that the condition of this Government? I 
have not looked at the last Treasury report that was made, but my 


general impression is that we have more money than we know what | 


to do with. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am reluctant to take any further 
time about this measure, but itseems to me that it is absolutely nec- 
essary to consider the height of the building if it is to be made fire- 
proof with sufficient area in each story for the accommodation of our 


very great height, as between each story it will have to be arched over 
with brick; and the space between each story will be very much ex- 
panded by making it afireproof building. Then, to give sufficient air 
space for each story, it is to go up to a very great height. 

It does seem to me it is a very sudden spasm of economy that we shall 
insist upon erecting a building here thatshall be more like a barn than 
anything else, while we are willing to appropriate for public buildinzs 
in every State soas to erect something that shall be recognized as a Gov- 
ernment building. I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be carried. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

- TheSecretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. lam paired with the senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
Brown]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
[Mr. Hiaerns]. 
vote. 

Mr. COLQUITT. 
recorded ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to state that the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire toannounce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. McMILLAn] with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE). 

Mr. HAMPTON, Iam told by the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpaicH] that his colleague [Mr. D1xon]} would vote ‘‘yea.”’? I 
will therefore vote ** yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 8; as follows: 


[am paired with the 


Iam paired 


Iam paired with the Senator fiom Delaware 
Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my 


Is the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] 


YEAS—42. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Allison, Farwell, Morrill, Stewart, 
r, Frye, Pasco, Stockbridge, 

Bate, Gorman, Pierce, Teller, 
Berry, Hale, ° Platt, Walthall. 

r, Hampton, Power, Warren. 
Butler, Hawley, Pugh, Washburn, 
Cameron, Higgins, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Carey, H ; Sanders, 
Casey, Ingalls, Sawyer, 





| 


| 
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NAYS—8. 

Cockrell, Edmunds, Payne, Spooner, 

oke, Harris Reagan, Vest. 

ABSENT—38 

Jlackburn, Dixon, Jonesof Nevada, Quay, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Kenna, Shoup, 

Brown Eustis, McConnell Squire, 
Call, Faulkner, McMillan, rurpie, 
Carlisle, George, McPherson, Vance, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Moody, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Gray, Morgan Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hearst, Paddock, Wilson of Md, 
Davis, Hoar, Pettigrew 
Dawes, Jonesof Arkansas, Plumb, 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, at the beginning of page 13, to in- 
sert: 

For post office at Worcester, Mass.: For continuation of building, $50,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 7, to insert: 

And in the construction of the public buildings herein provided for, the See. 
retary of the Treasury may make temporary appointments of architects, skilled 
draughtsmen, and civil engineers in the office of the Supervising Architect, un- 
der such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to be paid for from and 
ratably charged against such appropriations, 


Mr. VEST. Ishall beobliged to the committee if they will explain 
thatamendment. That is asingular provision in the absence of any ex- 
planation. If there is any defect in the Jaw as it now stands and the 


| Supervising Architect can not appointsufficient architects and draughts- 
That would be the course of a | 


men to do the business of his office, we ought to provide some means 
by which we can do it. The applicants for these positions are required, 
for instance, to pass a civil-service examination, and if they decline to 
submit to it we ought to know it. I have had an intimation that that 
was the matter, and I should like to know as to that from the commit- 
tee. I will not make any statement in advance of their explanation. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of this amendment is to enable the Su- 
pervising Architect to employ temporarily skilled architects, draughts- 
men, and civil ergineers in and about public buildings. He stated to 


| the committee that it was impossible, under the civil-service examina- 
clerks who are to be placed there; it will inevitably be a building of | 


tions, to provide the character of men necessary to conduct the busi- 
ness respecting these public buildings. 

The object of this amendment, I will say to the Senator, is to enable 
the Supervising Architect, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to employ skilled architects without the formality of a civil- 
service examination. 

i will send to the Secretary’s desk the memorandum forwarded to 
us by the Supervising Architect, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is charged with the construction of sixty build- 
ings, already authorized, for which sites will be procured prior to the assem- 
bling of the next Congress, forall of which buildings preliminary sketch plans 
and estimates, working drawings and specifications are yet to be made 

There are in addition six buildings for which sketch plans and estimates 
have been approved, but for which the working drawings are yet to be made, 

There are also sixteen buildings in various stages of progress for whicha 
large part of the working drawings is yet to be made; 

Also nineteen buildings in progress for which a smaller portion of the work- 
ing drawings is to be made; 

There are also twenty-four buildings,some of them practically completed, 
for which drawings and specifications for the heating apparatus are required 
now. 

beside the above-named buildings ell the working drawingsare required for 
the Government building for the World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago. 

For the performance of this labor the force now employed in the Supervising 
Architect's Office is as follows: 

Two draughtsmen for design and ornament. 

Two draughtsmen for iron construction. 

One engineer for heating and ventilating apparatus, 

Two draughtemen for heating and ventilating apparatus. 

Fight senior draughtsmen, capable of taking charge of buildings. 

Sixteen draughtsmen, assistants and juniors. 

On July 1, 1888, the Supervising Architect's Office passed under civil-service 
regulations by Executive order dated January 29, 1888, and no additions can be 
made to the present force except by application to the Civil Service Commission 
for the certification of eligibles. 

On the 24th of August, 1888, the office called on the Civil Service Commission 
for fitteen draughtsmen and experts of the several above classes, Under this 
call but one draughtsman was cbtained and employed. 

On the 19th of April, 1890, the ecffice called on the Civil Service Commission 
for two draughtsmen for heating and ventilating work 
eligibles were reported. 

On the 2d of December, 1890, the office called on the Civil Service Commis- 
sion for ten draughtsmen of various classes, Under this cal! the examinations 
have but just been completed, and it is not known previsely what number of 
men will be obtained. It is understood, however, that but few persons pre- 
sented themseives for examination as senior draughtsmen, iron constructors, 


and heating and ventilating draughtsmen, of which classes the office standsin 
most urgent need. 


Mr. GORMAN. I support very heartily this amendment o1 the 
Committee on Appropriations, notwithstanding it trenches somewhat 
upon the prerogative of the Civil Service Commission. I remembera 
year or two since we had a somewhat similar provision on an appro- 
priation bill, and the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
were brought to an account by the gentlemen who compose the com- 
mission. I myself criticised their action, and, in common with every- 
body else who has thought it his duty to point out the defects in the 
workings of that commission, without going into the general discus- 


Under this call no 
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sion of the propriety of creating it, I have been very severely criticised 
by the distinguished gentleman who is at the head of it. 

I received myself a letter, I think from the president of the com- 
mission, calling me to account very severely for what I said on the 


floor of the Senate in regard to the conduct of their office. I did not 
reply to it and took no notice of it. The distinguished gentleman who 
presides over the commission, and who evidently thinks that the whole 
tructure of this Government rests upon his shoulders, afterwards went 
over to Boston, Mass., the center of the little coterie who are running 
the civil service, and there he criticised the action of the Senate and 
of the Committee on Appropriations, myself included. Not content 
with that, he has written long communications which have been pub- 
lished in the newspapers about us. 

Mr. President, 1 am not in favor of the system, as everybody under- 
stands perfectly who knows anything about my views; but so long as 
that commission is authorized to continue by law I am willing that it 
shall have a fair opportunity by sufficient appropriations to enforce the 
law and conduct their examinations; but bere is another case similar 
to the one we had under consideration at the time to which I have re- 
ferred, where its operation is such as absolutely to obstruct the busi- 
ness of the Governmevt. 

‘The Supervising Architect of the Treasury states that with all this 
immense amount of work on hand, with his office placed under the 
control of the Civil Service Commission, he has applied to them to fur- 
nish him gentlemen who by the rules of the commission were eligible 
and competent to.aid him in preparing draughtsand plans forthe sixty- 
odd buildings which he is by law to construct; that those who are com- 
petent in the United States to fill such positions have declined to apply, 
or else the examinations prescribed by the commission itself have been 
such as to exclude competent persons from the eligible list, and hence 
the operations of his office have been practically stopped, except so far 
as they can be performed by the old force which he has on hand. I 
suppose I shall be criticised again for not permitting this to go on. 

Mr. SPOONER. The same difficulty existed under his predecessor. 

Mr. GORMAN, In what way? 

Mr. SPOONER. It was found necessary under Colonel Freret to 
evade the law in order to secure outside assistance to complete a large 
number of plans and specifications for public buildings. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds took a large 
amount of testimony on the subject. We were all satisfied that while 
Colonel Freret had technically violated the law, he had intended to do 
only what would subserve the Government interests. Contracts were 
made with a large number of clerks in the office in the names of out- 
siders, in order that they might be, under that guise, employed at all 
hours of the night in order to rush the work and get up his plans and 
specifications. 

My very clear recollection is that the testimony was that the civil- 
service examinations were such that, taking into account the pay which 
draughtsmen get,they could not procure the necessary men to carry on 
that work. There was ground for partisan and technical reflection 
upon that excellent official and the office. The committee, without 
regard to party, recognizing the technica] violation of law and some im- 
proprieties, were satisfied there was an absence of any improper mo- 
tive. The same difficulty existed then that exists now. 

Mr. GORMAN, I understand the same difficulty exists, but it is 
multiplied by the fact that since that date this office has been placed 
under the operation of the civil-service rales. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; this office was not placed under the operation 
of the civil service law, as [ recollect it. 

Mr. VEST. It was placed under the operation of the civil-service 
law July 1, 1888. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was under the administration of the civil service 
before Colonel Freret left the office. 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the Senator is mistaken about that. The 
Supervising Architect, in the communication just read, as the Senator 
trom Missouri states, says: 

On July 1, 1888, the Supervising Architect's Office passed under civil-service 
regulations by Executive order dated January 29, 1888, and no additions can be 


made to the present force except by application to the Civil Service Commission 
for the certification of eligibles. 


Mr. SPOONER. I know I am not mistaken, at least I am very posi- 
tive that I am not mistaken that the draughtsmen were subjected to a 
civil-service examination under the Administration of President Cleve- 
land, because I remember distinctly cross-examining at considerable 
length one draughtsman whom we had some reason to think had been 
allowed to slip through his examination as a reward for some special 
party service, but I did not find it to be true. That, however, was 
the object of the examination. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is right. It was in July, 1888, and 
it has continved from the expiration of President Cleveland’s term 
until new. In addition to the trouble which has grown out of the 
fact that that office has been placed under the civil service and that it 
has been found impossible for the Civil Service Commission to certify 
to the Treasury Department asuflicient numberof necessary to 
conduct the public business prior to the time when theoffice came under 
the operation of the civil service, there was, as there is now, and proba- 
bly always will be, great difficulty in getting competent men as assist- 





ants to the architects for the compensation allowed by law. There is 
that trouble about it owing to the small compensation and the difii- 
culty of securing appointments under the present system, and ft ap 
pears by the statement of the Supervising Architect that applicants 
are almost absolutely excluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was so, if the Senator will allow me to say, and 
a great complaint was made of it. I think the Senator from Missouri 
will bear me out in the statement that the examination which had been 
provided for draughtsmen was an examination which no man could 

unless he was not only an excellent draughtsman but an excellent 

architect, and, therefore, no one applied because the compensation was 
such that competent architects and draughtsmen could not afford to 
take those places. That has been so fora long time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I havenoquestionaboutit. But here is the state 
ment which has been read to the Senate: 


On the 24th of August, 1888, the office called on the Civil Service Commission 
for fifteen draughtsmen and experts of the several above classes. Under this 
call but one draughtsman was obtained and employed. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am surprised that they got one. 

Mr. GORMAN. Therefore, in no manner can this provision be con- 
strued as an attack upon the civil-service theory except as it applies to 
this particular office, and if we are to conduct the public business, the 
provision contained in the amendment is absolutely necessary, for that 
system isa failure up to this date. Since then the Supervising Archi- 
tect says: 

On the 2d of December, 1890, the office called on the Civil Service Commission 
for ten draughtsmen of various classes. Under this call the examinations have 
but just been completed, and it is not known precisely what number of men 
will be obtained. It is understood, however, that but few persons presented 
themselves for examination as senior draughtsman, iron ctors, and 


constru 
heating and ventilating draughtsmen, of which classes the office stands in most 
urgent need. 


With sixty buildings uncompleted and with a great number of build- 
ings where the heating and ventilating apparatus are waiting to be 
constructed and put in, with hundreds of thousands of dollars in the 
cost of the buildings lying idle, and the Government paying immense 
sums for the rental of other buildings and having their offices in old 
structures which ought not to be occupied, it would be a great outrage 
if this commission is permitted, upon a mere fancy of theirs, to stand 
in the way of the conduct of public business and increase the expenses 
of the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the difficulty is not with the examina- 
tion prescribed by the commission for these officials or with the ex- 
amination that was prescribed by the commission as it was constituted 
under the Democratic Administration; I think it isin the lack of com- 
pensation. I think you want to get architects and you do not want 
to pay them the money that architects must have. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt that that enters into it; but the 
fact remains, as the Senator will see if he will examine this report, that 
for all the smaller positions which come under the purview of the Civil 
Service Commission, notwithstanding thesmall compensation from $600 
or $700 up to $2,300 or $2,400, there are forty or fifty thousand people - 
who have been examined and passed the examinations, very few of 
whom will ever receive appointments. 

Mr. SPOONER. Those are for clerical positions, as a rule, and not 
for skilled technical work. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then, I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
hold that the civil service is a failure when it reaches beyond mere 
clerical work. 

Mr. SPOONER. Idonotsay that; but I undertake to say, although 
I am not going into any discussion of the civil service—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Noram I. 

Mr. SPOONER. I may do that later, and am prepared to do it if 
it becomes necessory, but, I say, I think if Congress will provide ade- 
quate compensation for architects, for men who are fit to draw the plans 
and specifications for these great public buildings, make estimates, and 
aid the Supervising Architect in doing the business in a business way, 
there wil! be no difficulty in getting through the civil-service examina- 
tions an adequate number of officials. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have gone on for probably a hundred years — 
not so long with this particular office, but we have for the last thirty 
or forty years—and there never has been the slightest trouble in ob- 
taining sufficgjent talent, althongh I admit poorly paid, for architects 
and engineers for the Treasury Department without a civil-service ex- 
amination. We have secured the services of competent people without 
the slightest trouble in the world. 

Mr. SPOONER. I might be prepared to admit that Mr. Cleveland 
was not exactiy wise in extending the operations of the civil service 
to that class of employés. That may be true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator also admit that President Har- 
rison is not wise in continuing it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know what effect the scope of his order 


had. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The order can be changed by the President at 
any moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be; but I do not know the scope of the 
order made by the present Executive to which the Senator alludes. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt of the perfect sincerity of the 
President who issued the order and that he desired to improve the pub- 
lie serviee, and I have no criticism of the present President, who per- 
mits this order to continue in force in the face of the fact that the 
operations of the Supervising Architect’s Office are absolutely staid 
and stopped and the Government is losing a large amount of money. 
There may be reasons for it not known to me, but I think, however, 
this is a matter that Congress itself can not shirk. 

The provision in this bill under consideration is therefore no attack 
whatever upon these gentlemen of the Civil Service Commission ex- 
cept so far as it relates to this particular office. We have absolutely 
failed, by the regulations which they made and which were approved 
by the President, to supply the number of persons necessary to con- 
duct the business of this office. At this time it is not necessary to 
criticise the President who issued the order or the President who per- 
mits it to be enforced and continued when he has the power to modify 
and change it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not intend my remark as a criticism at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin perfectly, 
and Iam very glad he has brought the matter out. In making ap- 
propriations to support the Government and conduct this office, the 
Appropriations Committee of the Senate, without any party division, 
looking at the matter purely from its economical side, were confronted 
with the proposition that, as this office stands to-day under the civil- 
service regulations, it is a failure and the work on Government build- 
ings issuspended. 

Mr. VEST. May Lask my friend, who isa member of that commit- 
tee, why, upon that state of facts, the committee did not report a pro- 
vision repealing the law requiring these employés to come under a 
civil-service examination? 

Mr. GORMAN. We have in fact. This very provision repeals the 
law so far as it refers to that office. It isnot thought to be a wise and 
a proper thing to attempt to repeal the civil-service law in an appro- 
priation bill, and probably it could not bedone. The point lam mak- 
ing isthat it ought not to bear that construction so far as this provision 
iseconcerned. This is a provision to meet the particular case in which 
the Government’s interests are suffering because of the action of the 
Civil Service Commission. 

I have been led to make the remarks I have submitted because | 
stated in the beginning—probably the Senator from Missouri did not 
hear me—that the gentlemen who constitute this commission have 
taken upon themselves to use their position and their time in making 
speeches ali over the country and in using the newspaper press in de- 
nouncing every member of Congress and naming us by name, myself 
among the number, because we have on occasions like this sought to 
correct a great evil which has been brought about by their stupidity. 

Mr. President, it has been only a short time since the Postmaster- 
General, a Cabinet officer, in his annual report to Congress in relation 
to his special agents, who are the eyes and ears of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, who are the men he must rely upon to know what his under offi- 
cials are doing all through the country, who have always been and 
who are properly a part of his own personal staff, and ought to be se- 
lected because of their particular or special qualifications for such work, 
had the temerity to say that the character of the examination pre- 
scribed by the Civil Service Commission did not farnish him the men 
who are best qualified for that service, and in order to do him no in- 
justice I will read what he said. 

Mr. VEST. Who was that? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Postmaster-General in his last report. 
said: 

I hope to see the ciyil-service examinations, especially with reference to the 
railway mail, improved, for only in proportion as these yield the most efficient 
civil servants can the benefits of the avi-cervies system be extended. 

A year’s experience confirms me in the judgment formed twelve monthsago 
that the civil-service system, as applied to the rosters of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, is susceptible of a. The examinations for the inspector force 
and for the railway mail service ought to be made more difficult, so that the 
candidates for places will better stand the test of actual work. The practice of 
the Department shows that the inspector force, for example, is more efficient 


asa whole if eligibles who have seen public service are selected instead of those 
who have simply been examined. 


Upon that statement made by the Postmaster-General I find pub- 
lished in the newspapers everywhere a reply which is headed ‘* De- 
fending the examinations—The Civil Service Commissioner replies to 
the Postmaster-General.’’ The communication is addressed, as I un- 
derstand, to the President of the United States. I ask that this com- 
munication may be inserted as part of my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper referred to by the Senator 
from Maryland will be printed as part of his remarks, in the absence 
of objection. The Chair hears none. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


[Washington Star, December 29, 1890. } 

DEFENDING THE EXAMINATIONS—THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER REPLIES 
TO THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL—A LETTER TO THE PRESIDENT IN ANSWER—MR. 
WANAMAKER’S STATEMENTS—FIGURES QUOTED TO SHOW THE CHARACTER OF 
CIVIL-SERVICE APPOINTEES. 


The Civil Service Commissioners have sent the following letter to the Presi- 
deni. 
“Sin: The Civil Service Commission, having received acopy of the annual 
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report of the Postmaster-General, wishes to call your attention to the portio: 
of the report dealing with the appointments: made under the commission to th« 











S\of the report, and read asfollows 


civil servants can the benefits of the civil-service systen 


and for the railway mail service ought to be made 
candidates for places will better stand the test of acti 
of the Department shows that the inspector force, for exar 


just in proportion as the examination system 
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Post-Office Department hese portions are to be found on pages 4, 37, 38, and 
I hope to see the civil-service examinations, especially with reference to the 

railway mail, improved, for only in proportion as these yield the most efficient 

i. be extended. 

»rmed twelve months ago 
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that the civil-service system, as applied to the rosters of the Post-Office Depart- 


ment, is susceptible of improvement. The examinations for the inspector force 
dificult, so that the 
sal work rhe practice 

3 more efficient 
as a whole if eligibles who have seen public service are selected instead of t 
who have simply been examined. 

‘This means either that the examinations are not thorough enough or that 
examinations never can result in the selection of the proper proportion of effi- 
cient inspectors—a thing which I do not believe. It is estimated by the rail 
way mail office that the proportion of railway mail eligibles who fail to fill the 
requirements of that exacting employment is a quarter or a third of all those 
examined. This means cither that the examinations are notthorough enough 
or thaé it is impossible suitably to examine candidates for the railway mail 
service—a thing which is certainly not true. The railway postal clerk can not 
be most efficient unless he has physical endurance. The inspector can not be 
most capable unless he is full of resources and alertness. Perhaps these ob 
servations seem trivial, but if I may be permitted to make the statement it is 

which intends to be a merit sys 
only in holding their places, but 
service that the reform can hope to 


more 





tem) provides eandidates who succeed not 
in adding to the efficiency of the public 
gather momentum. 
‘ Nor is it truth—and it will not stand the test of time—to reiterate over and 
r again that the railway mail service, which had been made the most efi 
tive body of civil servants in the United States under an old-established system 
of its own, was basely ,rostituted to partisan end#when this administration of 
the Post-Office Department was busying itself with putting back these trusty 
and tried men in the places of persons whose room was more valuable than their 
bungling assistance and with waiting for the tardy certification of eligibles, 
Chese utterances of the Postmaster-General are apparently in the nature of 
a criticism on the examinations of the Civil Service Commission, and having 
been thus publicly made it is due tothe commission that 
publicly answered 


oV 


they should be as 


“NEVER RECEIVED A HINT 


In refere : to the first sentence, in which the Postmaster-Gens 
he hopes to see the civil-service examination$, especially those for the railway 
mail service, improved, the commission can only say that it will heartily we! 
come the co-operation of the Postmaster-General to this end ‘he commissio 
has never received a hint from the Postmaster-General that its examinations 
were not proper, and the individual commissioners have repeatedly told various 
subordinate chiefs of the Post-Office Department, including the general super 
intendent of the railway mail service, that they were anxious to get any advic 
from the Post-Office Department about these examinations, and would at once 
remedy any defect in them that was pointed out, or adopt any new suggestions 
of value that were made. 

* The commission has just written to the Postmaster-General specifically ask 
ing for any suggestions he has to make about improving the examinations, for 
the commission takes it for granted that the Postmaster-General would not thus 
publicly comment upon the shortcomings of the examinations unless he had 
some definite proposition to make looking totheir improvement. Asa matter 
of fact the system of examinations and tests applied after appointment und« 
which the Postmaster-General says the railway mail service had become the 
most effective body of civil servants in the United States has been preserved 
intact, without an iota of change under the civil-service rules, and in addition 
an entrance test has been prescribed in the form of an open, competitive ex 
amination, which takes the place of the practice in vogue before the civil-servy 
ice rules were applied to this service of allowing members of Congress and othe 
to nominate to the Department the persons to be appointed. 

“These examinations have been made as practical in character as possib! 
The commission has no doubt that, as the Postmaster-General says, the system 
of examination is susceptible of improvement; but it would like a little mor 
definite information as to the kind of improvement to which the Postmaster 
General allades. The Postmaster-General says that the examinations for the 
railway mail service ought to be made more difficult. The commission will 
gladly make them so if it is desired, but thisis the first intimation to this effect 
which has been received from the Department 


ral says tha 


rs 


“AN UNUSUAL COMPLAINT 


‘ Hitherto the complaints made to us have always been not that our examina- 
tions were too easy, but that they weretoosevere. Apparertly the Postmaster- 
General desires some physical test for the railway postal clerk examinatio 
We require now a surgeon's certificate as to the applicant’s good health and 
strength. Moreover, part of the cxamination is, as the Postmaster-Genera! 
doubtless knows, the six months’ probationary test. The commission believes 
that this probationary test in doing the actual railway mail work affords the 
best possible means of finding out the clerk’s physical capacities, and that it 
affords a much more satisfactory test than could be devised in any other way. 
But if the Postmaster-General will suggest to the commission any plan fora 
further physical test it will receive prompt and full consideration. 

‘The commission desires to point out, however, that if complicated tests are 
needed the commission must have force sufficient to make them. Under the 
law the civil service examiners are detailed to the commission from the various 
Departments. The Post-Office Department, until within the last two months, 
has been very backward in thus detailing examiners. Not an examiner was 
detailed to the commission from the railway mail service untila year and a 
quarter after this service had been classified, and only then when the commis 
sion, after repeated requests for the detail, was obliged to notify the Depart 
ment that it would no ane be able to do the work for the railway mail serv 
ice unless the detail was given it. Thus fora year and a balf the entire work 
of the commission for this branch of the service was performed by men detailed 
from other Departments of the Government, who had to neglect the work of the 
Departments from which they were detailed in order to perform the work of 
examining. marking, and certifying applicants for position in the postal service 
“WHAT PIGURES SHOW 


‘*The commission issomewhat surprised by the statement in the report of the 
Postmaster-General ‘that the proportion of railway mail eligibles who f 
fill the exacting requirements of that service is a quarter or a third of all those 
examined.’ As this sentence stands its meaning is a little obscure, but appar- 
ently it means that of these railway mail clerks appointed trom our lists a quar 
ter orathird fail to fulfill the requirements of the railway mail service. Assum- 
ing this to be the meaning (and otherwise the commission is totally unable to 
understand the sentence at all), the commission begs to state that the records 
show that of the 1,525 eligibles appointed in the railway mail service from our 
examinations up to June 30, 1890, about 115 have resigned or been removed. 
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(These figures are substantially accurate; as to removals and resignations they 
are based on reports made to the commission by the general superintendent of 
the railway maii service, ) 

“ There were but thirty-one removals, and doubtless many if not most of those 
who resigned did so of their own free will and should not by rights be included 
atall in these figures. In other words, instead of one-third only one-eleventh 
have been separated from the service. The others (over 90 per cent. of the 


whole namber) are still in and the commission has assumed, not unnaturally, 
that they would not be retained if they did not give satisfaction, inasmuch as 
the commission stands ready at any time to fill the places of any dismissed, 


and inasmuch as it is a cardinal doctrine of the commission that any Govern- 
ment employé should be promptly dismissed if he fails to do satisfactory work. 


“WHY THEY WERE REMOVED 


“The commission desires to call your attention to the concluding sentence, 
above quoted, from the Postmaster-General’s report, where the Postmaster- 
General, in speaking of the removals of men appointed under the preceding Ad- 
ministration, says of them that ‘their room was more valuable than their 
bungling assistance.’ ‘Bhis sentence refers to the changes made immediately 
after the present Administration took office, between March 4 and May 1, 1889, 
the latter being the date on which the railway mail service was classified. 

“According to the only authorities accessible to the commission, there were 
some 1,500 removals or over during these eight weeks, at least a third, and, per- 
haps, a half, of the employés appointed during the preceding four years being 
removed atthistime. All of those employés had been enoubeed under the 
patronage system. The Postmaster-General speaks of their removal as being 
due to the fact that their room was more valuable than their bungling assist- 
ance, It is clear, then, from the Postmaster-General's own statement, that un- 
der the patronage system of making appointments avery large proportion— 
probably a half—of those appointed are of such poor quality that even after 
several years’ service they do their work in a manner so bungling as to render 
their presence in the Department a drawback, not an advantage. 

“Comparing this with the resultsachieved during the last yearand a half under 
the system of open, competitive.examinations the enormous superiority of the 
latter is observable at a glance from the Postmaster-General’s own report. Of 
course nv system works ideally well. The present or merit system must be 
compared with the old patronage system which it bas supplanted. Nobody 
could point out more forcibly than the Postmaster-General fas done in the sen- 
tence above quoted the bad character of the appointments usually made under 
the patronage system. Our records show that but a small fraction of those ap- 
pointed under the merit system has been dismissed, It is therefore obvious 


that under the new system a much more satisfactory set of appointees is sup- 
plied than under the old. 


“THE INSPECTORS. 


“The same holds true in regard tothe examinations for the inspector force of 
the postal service. The commission is strovgiy of the opinion that in most 
cases this force can be best supplied by promotion of men already in the Post- 
Office Department, which contains in the neighborhood of 17,000 classified em- 
ployés. The commission, however, is confident that it can supply a reasonable 
number of post-office inspectors from its open examinations, and is surprised 
to learn that the Postmaster-General does not regard these examinations as 
satisfactory. They are of the same kind as those that were used in the Depart- 
ment iteelf before these employés were classified, with the exception that from 
being pass examinations they are now made competitive. If they were good 
to test the meritsof applicants then, they are surely good to test the merits of 
applicants now. We have merely gone a step further and used them to test 
the relative merits of the applicants. 

‘Of the seventeen men appointed from the commission's lists to these places 
during the year and a half that has just elapsed sixteen are now in the service. 
Only one has resigned or been dismissed. Any system that produces such re- 
sults can not be said to be ineffective or to work badly. nh any event the 
commission is convinced that it will be most detrimental to the public interests 
to go back to the old method of treating the appointments of these post-office 
inspectors as so much patronage. More effort has been made to have these 
post-office inspectors put back under the patronage system than has been the 
case in regard to any other branch of the classified service. 

‘Every member of the commission has been approached by influential politi- 
cians asking that post-office inspectors should be excepted from examination ; 
and in almost every instance where the request has been made it has been 
based upon the ground that the post-office inspectors in office when the service 
was classified had been appointed chiefly for political reasons. One of thecom- 
missioners has himself seen a letter in which a very prominent political leader 
was urging this change and urging the appointment of a post-office inspector in 
his district frankly for the reason that he wished to know about the political 
attitude of the various local postmasters, and for the further reason that the 
post-office inspector, owing to the nature of his work, was fitted to be a partic- 
ularly useful political ally and subordinate. 

“Another of the csenanienieenen was frankly told by a political leader of great 
importance in a certain State thath» wished the inspectors to be excepted trom 
examination because from the nature of their office they were calculated to ren- 
der such very important political service; and inasmuch as the previous in- 
spectors, then in office, had rendered this service to the outgoing Administra- 
tion the gentleman referred to desired that their successors should render equal 
political assistance to the incoming Administration. The commission, on the 
contrary, recognizes the abuses that have grown out of the system of appoint- 
ing as post-office inspectors political agents in the past, and thinks it would be 
extremely unwise to again resort tothat practice. If there is any class of pub- 
lic employés which should be wholly removed from partisan politics, certainly 
this is such an one. 

**The commission is glad to find itself in hearty accord with the Postmaster- 
Generalin his expressed desire for an improved classification of the whole post 
office clerical force, for a better common spirit and purpose among all classes of 
employés, and for the adoption of some just, general, and certain place of promo- 
tion which will encourage men to new exertion. The commission isconvinced 
that no work which it would undertake has in it the promise of better results 
than the application and supervision of regulations providing for uniform and 
just methods of promotion throughout the whole classified service. While leg- 
islation is needed before the best results can be attained in some branches of 
the service, yet with the hearty co-operation of heads of Departments much can 
be done without legislation, 

** We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 

“CHAS. LYMAN, 
“THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
“HUGH 8S. THOMPSON, 

** Commissioners, 

“The PRESIDENT.” 


Mr. GORMAN. The three gentlemen have arraigned the Postmas- 
ter-General and the President of the United States, having, as I before 
said, arraigned the members of the Senate and the Appropriations Com- 
mittee by name, and having called public meetings and addressed com- 
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munications, as seems to be the fashion now, and published them in 
the newspapers. 

Mr. HAMPTON, Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment ? 

Mr. GORMAN, With great pleasure. 

Mr. HAMPTON, I think the Senator’s denunciation of all the mem-’ 
bers of that commission is not fair. I do not think the member from 
South Carolina, Governor Thompson, has ever arraigned any member 
of this body or the other by publishing letters or in any other way. 

In reference to the communication the Senator has just read, I beg 
to say that the Postmaster-General first arraigned the commission, and 
they wrote, I think, a very conclusive and respectful letter to him. | 
hope the Senator will exonerate the member of the commission to whom 
I have referred from his denunciation. 

Mr. GORMAN, I thought I said—at least I intended to say—that 
the public meetings which were held and the communications which 
were published in the newspapers, so far as I have personal know!- 
edge, came from the president of that commission, but the letter which 
is addressed to the President arraigning the Postmaster-General is 
signed by every member of the commission, 

Mr. President, whether it be one member or another of that com- 
mission, I say that those gentlemen, or any of them who have heen 
connected with it, have gone beyond the bounds of propriety in at- 
tempting in public meetings, and by the use of their office, their clerks, 
the stationery furnished by the Government, and the time for which 
the Government pays them when they occupy a portion of it in de- 
nouncing members of either House of Congress for what they say on 
the floor of either House, 

It is simply an outrage, a piece of audacity, when they do so, sim- 
ply because we have attempted to correct the defects in the very 
system of which they have charge, and defects growing out of their 
want of ability to enforce the civil-service law in a practical and fair 
way. 

I have seen such intimations since this bill was reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I have no doubt the newspapers 
will be full of them, all emanating from the distinguished gentlerfan 
who presides over the commission, and it will be said: ‘‘ Here is an- 
other attack upon the commission and upon the civil service.’’ 

I think it is time that the facts should be brought out in discussion 
and that we should not permit such an amendment as that now 
pending, a proper and necessary one, to pass without giving the rea- 
sons for it and without calling attention to the fact that these gentle- 
men have attempted, through the public press and otherwise, to pre- 
vent Congress from doing what is absolutely necessary in the interest 
of the public service. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter into the broad 
domain of the civil-service reform, but I simply want to state that I 
have never been so much in love with the civil-service system as to 
hesitate for an instant in removing it when it should become an ob- 
stacle to the public business. In my judgment, there has been a vast 
amount of humbug about that system. It has some good features, 
but they have been exaggerated, and it has some monstrous defects 
which have been minimized by its friends. In some Departments of 
the public service it has operated well. In others it has been a sham 
and a fraud, and I think that is becoming the opinion of the intelli- 
gent portion of the American people. 

Take the case before the Senate. Here isa bureau of the public 
service that through its head, its controlling officer, officially proclaims 
or informs Congress that it is impossible to carry on the business of his 
bureau under the civil-service system. By Executive order of July 1, 
1888, the dranghtsmen, engineers, and some of the minor officers of 
the Supervising Architect’s Office were put under the rules of the civil 
service. It has been utterly impossible to secure employés under that 
Executive order. We are informed by the official head of the office 
that this is the fact, and there is no contention about it. 

I simply rose to say that in my judgment we should directly leg- 
islate that a civil-service examination from this time on is not re- 
quired as to these officers of the Supervising Architect’s Office. We 
should under no sort of supposed veneration jor the civil-service sys- 
tem or the civil service commissioners hesitate to do our duty. 

The provision in this bill simply avoids and goes around the real is- 
sue that is presented by this report of the Supervising Architect. | 
find hereyalthough a pen has been drawn through it, what I take to 
have been the recommendation of the Supervising Architect as to that 
trouble in his office; but I will not read it without the permission of 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly have no control over the paper or of 
what the Senator proposes to do. That was the suggestion, of course, 
of the Supervising Architect, but the Committee on Appropriations 
adopted a suggestion of its own, which covers the point. There is no 
dispute as respects the effect or the object of this amendment. There 
is no question aboutit. It is intended to relieve from the civil-service 
examination the persons described bere, in order that the Supervising 
Architect and the Secretary of the Treasury may make temporary em- 
ployment of skilled architects, draughtsmen, and civil engineers. 

Mr. VEST. I uuderstand that, but I say the logical conclusion is 
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that we should repeal any Exedutive order or any provision of law— | Mr. ALLISON. The effect of this amendment is not to relieve the 
but there is no provision of law, unless you call an Executive order a | Civil Service Commission from makingexaminations. Wesimply pro- 


| vide another method to supplement what they may do or not do. 
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law—that requires thiscivil-service examination from these employés. 
That is the logical conclusion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it is perfectly well known that the 
President of the United States, under the law, has authority, in his 
discretion, to bring within the law any employé of the Government, 
and it seems the President of the United States exercised that discre- 
tion on the Ist of July, 1888, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator inform me what order has been 
made by the present Executive in relation to it? 

Mr. ALLISON. No order, so far as I know. 

Mr. SPOONER. None whatever? 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. 

Mr. SPOONER. So that the operations of that bureau, so far as 
they are related to the civil service, are under the order made by Mr. 
Cleveland in 1858? 

Mr. ALLISON. These orders were made on the Ist of July, 1888. 
Whether they were made wholly for the purpose of securing admissions 
under the civil service to the Department, or whether there may have 
been some other purpose involved, I do not know. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, the President of the United 
States has authority to revoke the order that went into effect July 1, 
1888, but here we are confronted with the positive official declaration 
that the business of a bureau of the Government, and a most impor- 
tant bureau, is now impeded and stopped by the xecutive order of 
July 1, 1888, requiring these employ¢s to stand a civil-service exam- 
ination. 

Mr. HALE, Does the Senator see, admitting his proposition to be 
correct, any way of remedying the difficulty except in the manner in- 
dicated in the bill? 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senate has the right to adopt the sugges- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, and we also have the right 
to repeal, or to prohibit, to speak more correctly, the application ot 
that Executive order of July 1, 1888, to these employés; in other words, 
to take them out of the operation of that civil-service law. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, the misfortune is that they were ever put 
nnder this distinctive class of work, which requires great skill some- 
times, and long experience. It is not a subject-matter that an exam- 
ination board can deal with; and, if I may be allowed to express any 
opinion upon the course this transaction took, it seems to me a remark- 
able thing that the Civil Service Commission should have desired serv- 
ice of this kind to be placed under them. It deals with subject-mat- 
ters that their boards do not deal with, and anybody with half an eye 
could have predicted what the results would be. 

The bureau has its wheelsblocked. It tries, through the instruamen- 
tality of this board, to get these employés, and it calls for them inthe 
loudest voice, but they do not come. They either do not or will not 
go before that board to be examined, or, if they do, there is no exam- 
ination that in any way does justice to the subject. In the mean time 
we are going on and loading this office with public building after pub- 
lic building and giving them no force todothe work. The committee 
outof this saw but one egress, and that was the plain provision which is 
incorporated in the bill, If the Senator wants to go beyond that now 
and repeal the operations of the law and the order of the President that 
wassuperimposed upon them, there are proper places for that to be done. 
The committee is dealing with the workings of the Government in its 
different Departments and is seeking to keep all the wheels moving. 

Mr. VEST. The only opportunity of repealing this Executive order 
and stopping its operations at this stage of the session of Congress is 
upon an appropriation bill. We allunderstand that. I donot under- 
stand that the Senator from Maine questions the right or the propriety 
of putting a repealing clause as to this Executive order on the present 
appropriation bill or on some appropriation bill. If the committee en- 
ter upon the subject at all, they ought to remedy the whole evil. 

What would be the result of the amendment of the committee if we 
adopt it? It authorizes temporary appointments. What a temporary 
appointment is, as a matter of course, must be under the discretion of 
the Supervising Architect. Butit must be temporary; it can not be per- 
manent; and the result is he must pick up a man here and there, em- 
ploy him for a few weeks or a few months, and then discharge him in 
order to put himself within the provisions of the law. 

The only question presented to us is whether a blunder has been 
committed in putting these employés under the civil-service examina- 
tion. If it has been, remedy it and remedy it completely. Let us 
not palter with this thing under the impression, if any such impres- 
sion exists, that the Civil Service Commission is a white elephant, so 
sacred that none of its operations can be curtailed. I would wipe out 
the whole concern if I believed that it was operating against the public 
service of the country. 

My colleague [Mr. CocKRELL] suggests that it is under control of 
the President. A Democratic President put it into effect and a Re- 
publican President has made himself accessory after the fact by con- 
tinuing it. Wecan not absolve ourselves from responsibility as to this 
matter by saying that the President can doit. All sides here admit 
this evil, and all sides admit what Mr. Windrim has said is true. 


| 





Mr. VEST. Exactly, and we leave a dead letter on the statute book, 
which is always vicious and bad, because if you leave a law there that 
is not to operate at all you bring all law into disrepute. 

I have had occasion to say in my service as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds since I have been in the Sen- 


| ate that one of the greatest evils attending the whole public-building 


system is in the salaries paid in the Supervising Architect’s Office, It 
is the most important function connected with public edifices in the 
whole Government service, and yet we pay a man a miserable salary 
that no respectable architect in this country would take for all his 
time, 

What is the result? Here is Mr. Windrim, an excellent officer, who 
spends so many days of each week in Philadelphia attending to his 
private business. He must do it, for to take this office here, I am in- 
formed, he gave up a large and lucrative business; but he could not 
give it up entirely, and he is now divided between his functions in 
Philadelphia and his public duties here in the city of Washington. 
We expect to get a first-class architect for the enormous duties of this 
position at a miserable salary that no man of respectability in his pro- 
fession would accept for all his time. 

As the Senator from Maryland said—and it is true—until this Ex- 
ecutive order was made, which took effect July 1, 1838, there were at 
least five applicants for every position. That is claimed by Mr. Win 
drim in this communication to the committee. They pressed for ap- 
pointments, but they would not undergo the civil-service examination 
I do not know what was required of them, but what I stated is a 
fact, and that is, they would not go there to be examined. Whether 
one cause or another existed, if the conclusion remains that you can not 
do the public business under the Executive order of July 1, 1888, then 
I say wipe it out, and I should be very glad to go further than this 
amendment in order to emphasize my conclusion about the matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The civil-service law was practically noenlarge 
ment of the jurisdiction and power of the Executive. The statutes 
that were in existence at the time of the passage of that law gave the 
President exactly the same powers which the new law conferred upon 
him. 

The law was enacted, and we placed the whole machinery in the 
hands of the President, to make and unmake at his will and pleasure, 
and I, for one, will not consent to relieve any President by Congres- 
sional legislation from the baneful effects of his own act or of the act 
of his predecessor. This executive administration has been intrusted 
tothe President. If Mr. Cleveland found that it worked well and Pres- 
ident Harrison finds that it does not, it is President Harrison’s duty to 
change and modify it; and if these executive officers, instead of coming 
here to Congress and appealing to us to override and set aside and 
trample under our feet the express will of the Executive, should goto 
the President, their head, the official under whom they hold their au- 
thority, and ask him, it would be a great deal more graceful and ap- 
propriate. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask my colleague if this amendment 
does not trample on the civil service just as much as if we repealed 
the law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the amendment is wrong. 

The President has the power to remedy the difficulty, but he has no 
right to make an order and then say to Congress, ‘‘ You must make an 
exception; you must put a clause in the law that will except certain 
parties that I have placed under the civil-service law, from the opera- 
tion of that law.’’ This Administration can not shield itself by saying 
that President Cleveland issued that order. President Harrison, the 
present Executive, has just as much right to amend that order or to 
revoke it as a former President had to make it, and it is right that the 
responsibility should rest upon the President, and not upon us. 

It may be an occurrence, and doubtless is an oft-repeated occurrence, 
that you find certain offices under the general regulations of the civil- 
service rules for which there are no suitable applicants. Itis the duty 
of the President, immediately after such a thing is brought to his at- 
tention, to make such rules and regulations and modifications of exist- 
ing rules and regulations as will enable competent persons to be selected. 

if Mr. Windrim will go to the President and say to him that he can 
not make the selections, that he can not get a competent force here, the 
President will modify this order. There is no evidence here that the 
present Executive has declined to doit. The Supervising Architect 
has not had certified to him the number of names he wanted, and he 
brings that as a defect in the regulation made by the Executive under 
the law, and comes to us to revise and modifyand amend and suspend 
Executive regulations. I say it is not right, and it is not the right of 
Congress to do it, Let him go to the President. The Presidentis the 
source of power in this matter. 

We have intrusted it to his hands, and whenever Congress under- 
takes to interfere with, to set aside, to revoke, to modify the regula- 
tions prescribed by the President, then the President will say: ‘‘ You 
have taken this whole matter into your own hands, and you may go 
on and make your own regulations. You have relieved me from all 
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responsibility.’’ If we leave the responsibility where the law placed 
it, and where it has rested from the foundation of the Government, we 
shall act wisely. 

My friend from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] said that they had been 
heretofore able to select competent persons. The law heretofore gave 
the President the same right and power in regard to the examination 
of the qualifications of applicants which the present law gives. If I 


had the time and were disposed to occupy it, 1 could read the statutes 
showing that every right, authority, and power vested in the President 
by virtue of the civil-service law already existed in him under the gen- 
eral statutes, and I could show, according to the reports previously 
made, that in different Departments there were regulations prescribing 
how certain applicants should be selected. 

Whenever we trespass upon the manifold and manifest duties of the 
Executive and undertake to relieve him from responsibility for his 
own official acts, either done by himself orsanctioned by him and done 
by his predecessor, it is a dangerous proceeding. The place for these 
applicants to go to get these competent clerks is to the President; and 
ITean not believe that the Chief Executive, when proper representa- 
tion is made to. him and the facts are shown, will decline to modify 
the existing regulation so that competent men can be selected. There 
is no trouble about it. When has any application been made to the 
President? I charge that there have been no official applications made 
to the President. Has the Senator from lowa any evidence that any 
official application has been made to the President, and that he has 
declined ? 

No such thing exists, in my judgment. I believe if any application 
had been made to the President, he would take the responsibility of 
doing his duty and modifying the order. It might be perchance that 
the President was not satisfied, if such application was made, that 
there was any necessity for it and that the Supervising Architect has 
been able to impress others more favorably than the Chief Executive; 
but, unless application has been made to the President, the facts set 
before him, and he has peremptorily declined to amend, modify, or 
change the regulations in any manner, there is no propriety in Con- 
gress taking charge of this matter or interfering in any shape, manner, 
or form. 

Mr. ALLISON. Only one word. I think, in justice to the Super- 
vising Architect and to the situation generally, I ought to say that I 
feel quite sure that he had no idea that so much of a tempest would 
be stirred up in this little teapot. Hesaid tous, “‘ Here you are pro- 
viding for a large number of public buildings. I already have more 
public buildings under my, control than the force in my office enables 
me to supervise and to conduct the business as I ought to conduct it.’’ 

Hfe went further and stated to us that he believed that the plans for 
many of these public buildings ought to be made by architects outside 
of this city, and in that I, in a general way, agree with him. Here is 
a public building, for instance, to be erected in Burlington, in the 
State of Iowa, costing one hundred or one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand dollars. There are many very good architects in Chicago and 
in burlington and all along the line, but, under the state of the law 
as it now is, these plans and specifications and drawings and details of 
every name and nature must be made here in the office of the Supervis- 
ing Architect, 

The Committee on Appropriations have no power to revise the law 
upon this subject, nor have we any desire to gather into our folds the 
business of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Al- 


though we have been here and there and now and then pretty severely" 


criticised by that committee on this floor about a good many things, 
we have never drawn within our jurisdiction nor sought to draw a re- 
vision and reform as respects the question of the construction of the 
public buildings throughout the United States. 

We have endeavored to appropriate the public money in accordance 
with the situation of the law as it now exists. When the Supervising 
Architect recommended not only that he should have an opportunity 
of employing temporarily skilled architects and draughtsmen, but also 
wanted us to go further and enable him to employ an architect who 
should, in his own office, outside of the city of Washington, prepare plans 
and specifications and drawings for a public building, if you please, in 
New England or Louisiana or Mississippi, we did not feel that we could 
gothat farunderthelaw. Therefore, we said tohim, “‘ We will, sofaras 
we can, allow you to employ temporarily architects for a specific pur- 
pose, if you choose.’’ We have accordingly prepared, on our own voli- 
tion, a provision which will enable the Supervising Architect to do this. 
I am told by the Senator from Wisconsin [| Mr. SpooNER]) that the pred- 
ecessor of the present Suporvising Architect, without asking anybody, 
employed men outside. 

l am not sure but that would be wiser than the provision we have 
here. 

What possible harm can there be in selecting an architect who will 


prepare plans, drawings, and specifications for a building to cost $100,- 


000? It will probably give a little variety and change to our public 
buildings to have the skill of some other architect rather than the skill 
only of the architect who may happen to be in the Supervising Archi- 
teet’s Office. 

There is no reflection here upon the Civil Service Commission; there 
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is no reflection upon the President of*the United States; there is no 
reflection uponanybody. We simply want tosupplement the existing 
state of the law and the existing orders of the President by giving an 
opportunity, with the large number of public buildings before us, fo: 
the temporary employment of skilled architects. That is all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator a question, and I do it 
really for information. What does the word ‘‘ temporary ’’ here mean ? 
Does it mean for two months, or three, or four, or as long as the Secr: 
tary of the Treasury has occasion for services of that kind ? 

Mr. ALLISON, Of course that is rather a flexible word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is understood by a ‘‘temporary’’ appoint 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answerthe Senator. Hereisa public build- 
ing that is appropriated for and authorized to be erected in a given 
city. The Secretary of the Treasury can say to the Supervising Archi- 
tect, ‘‘ You may employ temporarily a man skilled as an architect and 
another as a draughtsman, and prepare the plans for that building, 
and they are to be paid out of the appropriation for that building.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN, If the Senator will allow me, it seems to me that 
the answer to the question of the Senator from Vermont would be that 
the temporary employment as described in this amendment wou!d be 
as to the buildings herein provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. We have limited, of course, this 
provision to the appropriations made in this bill, because otherwise it 
would be legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the effect of it would be, Mr. President, 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, entirely outside of the Civil Service 
Commission, may employ an architect, a draughtsman, and so on, to 
go through the whole work that Congress has provided the money for 
in the erection of public buildings, and that, I think, is what it would 
fairly and legally mean. That means, as respects the erection of public 
buildings, that civil-service competition, fair play without Senatorial 
influence, shall not apply. It may be a good thing, but I am not on 
that point at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am glad to say to the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] that of course it will be within the purview of the office, 
under this amendment, to take up these buildings one after another 
and make temporary appointments for allof them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which might last through the erection of the 
buildings. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which might last through the erection of the build- 
i 
ate REAGAN. I propose this amendment to the amendment of the 
committee, if the Secretary will take down the words: I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘And”’ in line 7, and insert in lieu of it the words ‘‘ That 
hereafter ;’’ then io strike out the words ‘‘herein provided for,’’ in 
lines 7 and 8, and the word ‘‘temporary,’’ in linesS8and 9. That will 
make the committee’s amendment read: 

That hereafter in the construction of the public buildings the Secretary of the 
Treasury may make appointments of architects, skilled draughtsmen, and civi! 
engineers in the office of the Supervising Architect, under such rules and regu 


lations as he may prescribe, to be paid for from and ratably charged against such 
appropriations. 


If the condition of the service is such, with regard to the buildings 
now under construction, as to require the exercise of this authority 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in the interest of the public good, 
it will not be the less so as to other buildings that may hereafter be con- 
structed, and if experience has shown that under the examinations of 
the Civil Service Commission, or if, as suggested by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [ Mr. cme they can not get along under the existing 
civil-service regulations with the salaries they receive, then it seems to 
me it will be best to meet the question so as to relieve it entirely of dit- 
ficulty for thefuture. If the objection should be made that that changes 
any rule or law, it no more changes the rule or law than does the amend- 
ment as it now stands. 

I do not desire to enter into any general discussion of the subject of 
the Civil Service Commissioners. I know very little of their action, 
and know only one of them personally, Governor Thompson, who is a 
very excellent and worthygentleman. The others I am not acquainted 
with. But the civil-service law, while it has some advantages, has, as 
it has always seemed to me, laid the foundation for a class of men to 
be in office for life, and, after they are superannuated, to be retired upon 
pay, according to the English system. 

That if what I think it will inevitably lead to, and on that account 
as it stands, without modification, I have never felt willing to sup- 
port it, and did not vote for it originally, simply because it seemed to 
me it would create a lot of officers for life, to be on the Gov- 
ernment after their service, 90 that we would be building up an official 
class. Thatis not, in my opinion, in conformity with our system of 
government as it was understood and has been laid down by the fath- 
ers, nor is it American, in my opinion. We do not want an official class. 

There may be abuses growing out of the exercise of patronage, to 
some extent; doubtless there have been. But, Mr.President, there are, 
it seems to me, greater dangers growing out of this system of civil-serv- 
ice appointments, and the greatest danger, as I think, is ihe danger of 
establishing an official class. 
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So far as I am concerned, unless if can be qualified by a law limit- 
ing the term of service of persons appointed under it, I would be will- 
ing to vote for the entire repeal of the act. The only thing that it 
seems to me could justify its continuance would be to provide for 
limited terms of service under it, so as not to create an official class. 

Besides, Mr. President, if you or I were going to select men to trans- 
act business for us it would not be by an examination as to how much 
they knew of arithmetic or geography. We would want to know the 
character of the men, we’ would want to see how they looked and how 
they acted; we would want to know their capacity for the duties to 
which they were to be assigned; we would want to know something of 
their manhood and their integrity. All this we would know better by 
knowing the men than by putting them through civil-service examina- 
tions. 

You may take a student, however good a student he may be, who 
may pass @ good examination, but he may be utterly unfit for the 
duties to which he may be assigned. There is that difficulty under 
the civil-service system. When you get him, true, hemay be removed 
by the Department, but a difficulty is interposed, and if I were an of- 
ficer charged with the duty of organizing a department I would rather 
take the responsibility of making an appointment than to have men 
thrust upon me whose qualifications I knew nothing about. 

I offer this amendment so as to make this law act upon the future 
as well as the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
the word ‘‘ And’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ That here- 
after ;’’ after the word ‘‘ building,’’ in the same line, to strike out the 
words “‘ herein provided for;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ make,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘temporary;’’ so as to read: 

That hereafter in the construction of public buildings the Secretary of the 
Treasury may make appointments of architecis, skilled draughtsmen, etc 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the practical difficulty here is 
that this employment being skilled—artistic, if I may use that word— 
and technical, there are not a sufficient number of applicants who pre- 
sent themselves for examination to allow the work to bedone. Ishould 
like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that dif- 
ficulty existing, whether or not itis competent for the President of the 
United States, if he sees fit, to revoke so much of the orderof July 1, 
1888, as applies to this office, so that if there be temporary necessity 
for skilled employment it can be obtained under that revocation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not examined the state of the law, but I 
suppose that could be done. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why would it not be well, rather than inter- 
fere with this law, on which the oil of consecration has been poured, 
to allow the Executive to unmake it, as he has made it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly know of no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. And, that being the case, to throw the responsi- 
bility where it belongs. I should be unwilling, without farther infor- 
mation than I now possess, to interfere with a statute so sacred as this 
appears to be. There might be some mortal injury done to the Re- 
public, and I should very much prefer, if the Executive has any doubt 
as to his power, to insert an amendment here that would make it cer- 
tain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not any doubt about the power. 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is no doubt about it, as the Senator from 
Vermont says, certainly the Senator would be willing to take the re- 
sponsibility of permitting this employment to be obtained, if it can be 
obtained in the country, rather than permit ‘‘enterprises of great pith 
and moment’’ to turn away by reason of adherence to the letter of the 
statute. I see, therefore, no necessity for this amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am very strongly of the impres- 
sion that unless this amendment is adopted, or 3ome Executive action 
is taken, the Committee on Appropriations might as well strike out of 
this appropriation bil) the items for public buildings that have been 
authorized by Congress, because it is absolutely certain that under the 
existing regulations it is impossible for the Supervising Architect to 
obtain the skilled draughtsmen and assistants necessary to carry on 
the business of that office. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator agree with what the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMuNpDs] has stated, and that ‘‘a breath can make 
them as a breath has made? ’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I said it required either Executive action or that 
there must be legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr, SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any possible doubt about there being 
the amplest power in the President to make this modification sug- 
gested ? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
on that subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I supposed. 


The amendment to the amendment will 


I do not think there is the slightest possible doubt 


On page 13, in line 7, it is moved to strike out | 
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Mr. SPOONER. Nor have! any doubt about this, that it was un- 
wise to extend the operations of the civil-service to the inclusion of 
architects and draughtsmen. My friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
and I were members of a subcommittee of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds which had occasion to examine this subject. 
Mr. Maynard, who was then Assistant Secretary of the Treasury under 
Mr. Cleveland, came before that committee and tes 





} titied as follows 

On the 29th of June the President, upon the rv imendation of the Civil 
Service Commission, put the entire for Architect's Office 
under the civil-service law and rules, so whe! pria came avail- 
able in August the Secretary found hec add 1l draughts- 
men, and could not make use of that l 
chinery of the civil-service law 

I call the attention of the Senator from Maryland to tl s indi 
cating that the trouble did not originate with this Administration, and 


doubtless is not chargeable to the Civil Service Commission, in the de- 
fense of which, however, I do not feel called upon now to speak 

In the course of his examination before the Committee on 
Buildings and Grounds, Mr. Maynard m statement 
have read. 

He continued as follows 

We immediately made a requisitio yn th imiss rs for fi 
ditional draughtsmen. That requisition has never 
except to the extent of sending up one list of t 
draughtsman has been selected. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the date of that? 

Mr. SPOONER. This wasin January, 1889. He testified further 
that he agreed with other witnesses that the persons needed to do this 
work of preparing the plans and specifications, and of preparing the 
estimates, were not draughtsmen pure and simple, but architects who 
were also good draughtsmen. He said that in his opinion they could 
neversucceed, under the civil-service examination, in obtaining draughts- 
men, and he recommended that architects and draughtsmen be ex- 
empted from the operation of the civil-service law 

On that occasion we examined Mr. Von Nerta, who had been a 
draughtsman, and was also a very skillful architect in the construction 


Publie 
which I 


de 


the 


! r fteen ad- 
yet been responded to, 
hree names from which one 


of the State, War, and Navy Department building, and who had a 
very large acquaintance with architects and draughtsmen. Mr. Von 
Nerta gave this testimony: 

Now, a good man, who is competent to take charge « + building and make 


the working drawings of the building will not go through the civil servic 
because he thinks himself above that. He does not want to be examined 
want men in there that have worked in private practice, 


VA 
We 


and for some reason 


or other want to leave it; for instanee, the ch lraughtsman of a private 
office. Suchaman we would want to have come in there as an architect, and 
I think he wouldn’t submit to a civil-service examination because tl al 
think it is below them. 

Q. If there were no civil-service rules applicable to the office, could you t 
readily find the necessary number of competent draught en and secure t 
employment? 

A. No, sir; not very readily. Draughtsmen are very searce. They could 
found possibly with a good deal of effort, but not very readily, Then I su 
pose they would have to be paid a higher salary, very likely. than they t now 

Q. What do they get? 

A. The highest pay is $5.50 there, except forthechief. Ispeak now of dra i 
men. 

Q. You speak of draughtsmen as distinguished from architects? 


A. We have no distinction in that office. They are all called draughtsme 
I say I makea private distinction between a draughtsman and architect. The 
best architects in the office get $6.50a day,and from that d to $4 . da 
where the draughtsmen get from $4.50 down to 22 

Q. Every architect is a draughtsman” 

A. Every architect is a draughtsman 
2}. But every draughtsman is not an arc! 
A. That is it, exactly 

Q. Can you not get plenty of draughtsinen? 

A. That is not what we want. We want better men th 
want men that are able to take charge of a buildi 
through. 

Q. You say that the difficulty is in obtaining men who are a 

A. Yes,sir; adraughtsman who is an architect 

Q. You can not ordinarily get them to submit to th vil-service examina 
tion? 

A. Exactly. 

Q. Are the tracers subject 

A. Everybody is 


to the civil-service rules 
rhe tracers are mostly ladies 

{nd following this testimony, it seemed to be the concurrent judg- 
ment of all, under the present arrangement we can not expect to se- 
cure the class of men needed to facilitate this partof the public work— 
the making of adequate plans and specifications for the public build- 
ings, and of careful estimates, which are of great importance to the 
people in the expenditure of the public money—men who combine the 
knowledge and technical skill of architectsand draughtsmen. There- 
fore, I thought that Mr. Cleveland should not have extended the civil- 
service rules toarchitectsanddraughtsmen. And I thought, further, that 


| when hisSecretary and Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, and the offi- 


cia!s of that office, during his administration, came before the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds and showed that it was a failure— 
showed that they could not obtain the necessary help under its provi 
sions, he ought to have promptly modilied it soas toexelude architects 
and draughtsmen. And I think the present Executive, if his atten- 
tion is called to the subject, will make that modification, if the facts 
appear to him as they have appeared to me. 

As I said when I was on the floor before, Mr. Freret claimed to find 
it absolutely necessary, under the advice of Mr. Maynard, the Assist- 
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ant Secretary of: the Treasury, to evade the civil-service rule which had 
been adopted by Mr. Cleveland, and the statute in other respects. In- 
stead of coming to Congress and asking leave, as the present Super- 
vising Architect does, to employ temporarily architects and draughts- 
men, they resorted to means which, whilenot corrupt, were a violation 
of law and bore some, fruitage which was not by any means creditable 
to the Department. 

They had on their hands a large number of authorized buildings for 
which they were expected and urged to prepare plans and specifications, 
They had not sufficient competent assistance in the office and they se- 
lected outside people, some of whom were not architects at all, to whom 
they let a contract, nominal mostly, for the preparation of plans, etc., 
for a given building at Baltimore, Dallas, St. Louis, or Detroit—wher- 
ever it might be—one of the draughtsmen of the office going into part- 
nership with that outside person, doing most of the work (itis true out 
of hours) and getting most of the pay, and in that way they secured 
the completion of a great many plans and specifications which other- 
wise they could not have completed, but they were expensive and some 
of them not satisfactory. 


Now, this Supervising Architect is asking to be permitted to do, in | 


an unobjectionable way, precisely whatSecretary Maynard and Colonel 
Freret ‘ound they had to do in some way in order to transact the pub- 
lic business, I for one should be willing to vote for a proposition ex- 
cluding these architects and draughtsmen—— : 

Mr. MORRILL. And civil engineers. 

Mr. SPOONER. And civil engineers from the civil-service exami- 
nation. Or I am willing to vote for the amendmentas proposed by the 
committee; or, in the event of the failure of all these propositions, I 
should hope that the rale may be modified by the President. 


I wish to say here that while I do not regard the civil-service law as | 


absolutely perfect, or as having been anointed in any way with a 
sacred oil, as suggested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLSs], 
or Congress should refrain {rom altering it where the public interest 
would be conserved, yet both political parties are committed to it, in 
principle, and neither of them will dare to abandon it and return to the 
system which antedated it, 

I am frank to say for one that I came to the Senate of the United 
States a very ardent opponent of it, believing it tobe a humbug. But 
| have changed my mind about it. I think it is a reform, and has 
wrought much of good, but I can not now discuss it, I think one thing 
that has brought itinto disrepute in some respect is the popular appre- 
hension that the examinations provided by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners were in many respects ridiculous in their relation to the du- 
ties which were to be discharged by the applicants. There is no 
reason why a man who is to be a watchman, or who is to discharge 
the functions of a clerk, should be examined as to the age of the Czar 
of Russia, or the number of Presidents, or when the term of one Pres- 
ident began or ended, or the varied matters of geography and things 
of that character, relating, for example, to South America. 

I should be willing to vote for the amendment of that law if neces- 
sary, requiringas matter of law that the examination should be adapted 
to the ascertainment of the applicant’s fitness to discharge, not all the 
duties of a teacher in the public schools, not the duties of an astronomer 
or navigator, but the duties of the position for which he was applying. 
[ think the examinations, from what I have heard, are less open to 
criticism than formerly. 

While I am willing to vote for the proposition to exclude these 
draughtsmen and architects for the reasons I have given, I still must 
say that I am in favor of maintaining the law in its integrity and prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like the attention for a moment of the 
Senator in charge of the bill. As I understand this amendment, it 
provides, first, for the employment of an additional force, and second, 
it takes that force outside of the civil service. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is one way of stating it. 

Mr. SPOONER. A temporary force. 

Mr. ALLISON. It provides for the employment of an additional 
force, and the Secretary may take it out of the civil service. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot stand on any technical meaning of the law, 
or anythingof thatkind. Iam simply asking forinformation. I should 
like to ask another question, which is this: Without the provision is 
there any power to obtain this force ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand not. 
tect’s statement to our ‘committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is to say, that as to these long lists of appropria- 
tions made for public buildings, if we strike out this provision author- 
izing the increase of the force, the service for the next fiscal year would 
have to be performed by the present force of that office? 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator from New York was perhaps 
absent when | had read a statement of the Supervising Architect which 


That is the Supervising Archi- 


‘substantially states what he now repeats; that is, that he can not se- 


cure through the intervention of the Civil Service Commission the 
skilled architects, draughtsmen, and civil engineers. 

Mr. HISCOCK, My point is not whether he can do that or not, but 
my question is whether there is an appropriation, a law, within the 
operation of the civil service which would authorize the employment 
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of such force, or whether this legislation authorizing these draughts- 
men is necessary for him to procure the force needed to do the work. 

Mr, ALLISON. If I understand the precise scope of the Senator’s 
inquiry itis whether, if this provision be struck out, there will be any 
provision of law authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay for 
this service, 

Mr, HISCOCK. That is my question precisely. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator that there will be, in the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, a sum of money 
appropriated which is intended to provide for the force of the Super- 
vising Architect’s Office, whether it be under this provision or under 
any other, and that if this provision becomes a law the class of persons 
described will be paid under that provision. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there any practice of which the Senator from 
Iowa is now aware by which the force of architects, draughtsmen, and 
superintendents are appointed or employed and the expense of them, 
their salaries and the compensation paid to them, is charged over to 


| the funds, respectively, of the buildings on which they are employed ? 


Mr. ALLISON. Nearly all the force in the Architect’s Office is paid 
for out of the appropriation for public buildings; that is to say, ifa 


| public building is authorized at any place, the force in the Architect's 


Office is partially paid from that appropriation. The salaries of em- 
ployés of the office and the superintendents of public buildings are al- 
ways paid from the appropriation for the buildings themselves. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I dislike very much to trouble the 
Senate about this bill and this amendment, but in view of what has 
been stated by my friend from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] in reply to 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], I doubt that this is a matter 
that Congress ought to legislate upon; that it isa matter exclusively 
under the control of the President of the United States, and that he 
alone it responsible for the failure of the proper conduct of this office 
because he does not modify the Executive order of July, 1888. 

It is true, sir, that President Cleveland issued that order placing this 
office under the civil service. It is equally true, as shown by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], that the Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Architect of the Treasury at that time made very 
clear and specific statements that it was impossible to obtain this class 
of officers under that rule. I will do the ex-President and the Presi- 
dent the justice to say that I have no doubt that it was because of their 
anxiety to enforce this law and to meet what seems to be a public de- 
mand that they first placed this class of servants under its operations, 
and that they are disinclined up to this time to remove this defect—a 
defect admitted by everybody, both Democrats and Republicans, 

The President of the United States may have been mistaken, as I 
think he was, inissuingthe order. The President of the United States, 
so far as I can believe from information that I have had, has made a 
mistake in permitting the order tostand. But this bill comes before 
the Senate of the United States with estimates from the Department 
for the public buildings that have been ordered, amounting to four 
millions more of money. The bill now before us was reported from 
the committee carrying two million or over two million dollars. We 
had the statement of the Architect of the Treasury that, laboring as 
he is under this order of the President, it has been and is impossible 
for him to carry out the will of the people of this country as expressed 
by Congress with the appropriations that have been heretofore made, 
and that with this large amount of two millions more he can not go on 
unless he has relief. With that statement belore as, no matter how 
great the failure may have been on the part of the executive branch, 
I conceive it to be the highest duty of the legislative branch to step in 
and make proper provision in the premises. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Supervising Architect, either personally 
or through the head of his Department (the Secretary of the Treasury), 
made known to the present Executive this obstacle to his success in 
this work and asked a modification or repeal of this provision? Has 
he taken the plain step which the law requires heshould take in order 
to secure relief? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no official information that he has done so. 
I do remember that in the public prints, when the order was orig- 
inally issued, when it was contemplated, when it was urged by the 
Civil Service Commission, that that office should have been placed 
within their Scope or within that law, the then Architect of the Treas- 
ury did protest inst it and showed the reason why it could not 
operate fairly in his office. I remember that because it is part of the 
current history of the country, and I have no doubt, although I have 
not seen the report to which the Senator from Wisconsin { Mr. SPOONER] 
has referred, that if Mr. Freret was examined, he so stated before the 
committee. Atall events, it was matterof public notoriety. Whether 

the present Supervising Architect has addressed the President of the 
United States officially I do not know. I am inclined to doubt that 
he has. 

The factof the matter is tbat the president of this Civil Service Com- 
mission, as I stated a moment ago, has taken it on himself to criticise 
every member of the Senate or of the other House for their public ut- 
terances here when they have attempted to correct these defects that 
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have grown up. This is one of the cases that was up a year ago in vocates of this law. For one, I do not believe that we can shirk our 


public meeting. That officer addressed me a communication, as I re- 
marked a moment ago, asking what I meant by a statement I had 
made on the floor of the Senate. He has addressed a communication 
to the President of the United States arraigning the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, 

I doubt very much, in that condition of affairs, and with no reply, 
so far as I have ever seen, from the President of the United States to 
this commission who arraigned the Postmaster-General, whether the 
Architect of the Treasury or any subordinate officer would have the 
temerity to cross their path, to make arecommendation that if adopted 
would save hundreds and thousands of dollars to the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, Mr. President, do I understand the Senator 
to say that Mr. Windrim is afraid to go and communicate with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and with the President? Is he terrified, seared 
to death, by this Civil Service Commission, so that he is unable to 
open his mouth to the Secretary of the Treasury or the President, and 
yet has the boldness to come before the Committee on Appropriations 
and have them insert here something that will bring him before the 
Civil Service Commission ? 

I can not see any consistency in sucha contention as that. He knew 
that the matter would be called up here. He knew that he would be 
subjected to much more criticism by the Civil Service Commission for 
coming here than if he went before the President and Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. My good friend from Missouri, who is as brave a 
man as lives, knows perfectly well how all these people who are in 
subordination have refrained from saying one word in criticism of these 
gentlemen when they knew that the Civil Service Commission was a 
department of the public service. 

Mr. Windrim, the present Architect of the Treasury, has courage, I 
have no doubt, to do what is right, but he has seen that the President 
of the United States has taken no pains whatever, so far as is pub- 
licly known, to rebuke these men who arraigned the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral until that matter was settled by the Postmaster-General him- 
self, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the Senator, who reads the papers attentively, 
unmindful of the drubbing that the President gave those gentlemen, 
anmindful that he called them before him and told them what would 
be the consequence if they went into print any more without going to 
see him? The papers just teemed with the reprimand that the Pres- 
ident had given the commission. 

The Washington Post had almost nothing else in it for several days 
than the terrible reprimand which the President had given to those 
commissioners. 

Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator confident that the occurrence re- 
ported in the Post took place? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose the paper would not have represented 
that the President did so and so without its having occurred.. It 
seemed to speak authoritatively and by the card. 
everything that the Post says is necessarily true—that all its inter- 
views and all its suggestions and all its predictions are correct; but 
this article stated a fact, and commented on it day after day, and no- 
body has contradicted it, sofarasI know. The Civil Service Commis- 
sioners have not denied it, have they? 

Mr. GORMAN. Why, Mr. President, my good friend from Missouri 
does not keep abreast of the times, The only man in this country who 
speaks by authority, who will be pleased with this defect in this law— 


I mean the president of this commission, who is before every committee | 


of Congress and every newspaper, and who is on the rostram when- 
ever he can find an opportunity—came out and denied the whole thing. 


Each one of the commissioners, as I undestand, said that there never | 


was such an interview with the President of the United States, and 
that the President of the United States would not dare—for that was 


the purport of it—would not dare to lecture them for arraigning the | 


Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I can state one fact in reference 
to that pretended interview. I know that Governor Thompson had 
not been at the President’s office for some months. I have every 
reason to believe that the commissioners received no rebuke, and that 
the reason they have not come out and stated that they had not been 
rebuked was out of respect to the President of the United States. I 
think the President of the United States has not rebuked the commis- 
sion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Well, Mr. President, there it stands for the first 
time in the history of the Government that three subordinate officers 
have through the public prints arraigned one of the great Cabinet 
officers of the Government. They have the audacity to address the 
communication to the President of the United States, and there is not 
one word from any high officiai of the Government of the United States 
defending it. Why, sir, in ordinary times, or with officials holding 
any other position than that of commissioners of the civil service, I 
have no doubt that one having the power would have removed them 
and put better men in their places, 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] says that both parties 
were somewhat intimidated by the people who were the special ad- 
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I do not admit that | 





duty in this matter, 

Mr. SPOONER. AllIsaid was this, and I repeat it, that both the 
great political parties were committed to the principle of the civil-serv- 
ice law and to its maintenance. 

Mr.GORMAN, To that I agree. 

Mr. SPOONER. In substance and in spirit. 

Mr. GORMAN. To that I agree, and hence, Mr. President, in the 
support of this amendment I and those who, so far as I know, support 
it, haveavoided attacking the !aw itself. Every member of the com- 
mittee who supports it is quite able and was careful to avoid any at- 
tack on the law itself except so far as it related to this office. 

What, sir, was the proposition before the committee? It was that 
we can not conduct the business of the Government unless we are re- 
lieved from these rules so far as the architects and draughtsman of the 
office under consideration are concerned. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not within the power of the President to re- 
voke that order if it is found to operate disastrously ? 
called upon to act in the matter? 

Mr. GORMAN. Undoubtedly I think the President of the United 
States has the power. 

While I do not care to go into the matter of criticising the President 
of the United States for his action, or his avoidance of action, yet treat- 
ing this question as a public question connected with the matter of 
these public buildings, I say that undoubtedly he has the power. The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] has called attention to the 
fact, as has also the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. Undoubt- 
edly he has the power, and I believe it was his duty to exercise it. 

I believe that this sentiment, of which both parties are and have 
been afraid, probably controls the Executive. I have noright to speak 
for him, but I believe it has controlled the Executive. I believe there 
has been great want of courage in dealing with this matter. When I 
say that I am willing to admit, as the Senator from Wisconsin has 
said, that it was shown by the last Administration as well as it is shown 
by this. ‘They have both failed to act as they should have acted in 
the matter. They have not enforced the spirit of the civil-service law. 
They found a case in which it could not be made operative, in which 
the Government was suffering the loss of thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars that were going to waste in these public buildings 
because the civil-service law in this particular branch interposed and 
prevented the proper conduct of the business, 

And because the Executive has failed to do his duty the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and my friend from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS], intimate that Congress ought not to meet this question face 
to face. With great respect for those two Senators I differ with them. 
I know of no case, whether it be under the Civil Service Commission 
or otherwise, where I find the executive branch of the Government 
has failed to perform a grave duty, no matter for what reason—want 
of courage, want of knowledge, or want of ability—I know, I say, of 
no case in which we then, representing the people in both branches of 
Congress, have not the right, and in which it is not our duty, to step 
forth and say that a remedy must be applied. Whether it arises from 
error of judgment, from want of nerve, or from a catering to a senti- 
ment which obstructs the public business, it is equally a case for the 
action of Congress. It being admitted on all sides that a great wrong 
exists, we, who passed the law, now say that we will right the wrong; 
and I assert that it is onr duty to do so. 

As I said in the beginning, I know perfectly well that the gentle- 
men who are drawing the salariesand occupying the positions of com- 
missioners, or some of them—lI will except the gentleman mentioned 
by my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], who is a Democrat 
and an honest man—will probably go into public prints again, as the 
president of the commission went a year ago, when he called me to ac- 


Why are we 


| count for what I said. 


Mr. BLAIR. I will ask the Senator what he did about it? 

Mr. GORMAN. I did about it what I do in the case of all inter- 
ference by impudent people who, without warrant, ask me about my 
discharge of my duty. I took no notice of it. I have very little time 
to deal with a man who is living on sentiment, or whose mission in 
life is to pull down and destroy reputations, 


But here isthequestion we have to meet, I would not goso faras the 


| Senator from Texas intimates, and make thisa permanent proposition. 


I was content, with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ], that on this 


| appropriation bill, with $2,000,000 to be expended, and eight or ten 


million dollars provided for in the act, we should not go so far as to 
repeal it permanently as to this office, but let it apply only to money 
that has been heretofore appropriated, money that is appropriated in 
this act and money that must be appropriated hereafter to complete 
these public buildings, but with the hope, Mr. President, that at 
some time, under this Administration or under the next, and when we 
are so fortunate as to have selected forthe presidency and other mem- 
bership of that commission practical men who will take the civil-serv- 
ice law, as long as it stands on the books, and enforce it as plain and 
sensible men would enforce it, amending here and there, and making 
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provision for just such cases as this, and for such as those suggested by 
the Postmaster-General, and thus make the system a practical one. I 
do not care to go beyond that, 

The particular matter before the Senate is a very remarkable one. 
During all this time the commissioners have not been able to furnish 
over three men, while forty or fifty were wanted. Forty or fifty are 
necessary for the competent performance of the work of the office. By 
the last report that I have been able to get, from July 8, 1888, to July 
0, 1889, I find that beginning with July, 1883, down to and including 
June 30, 1889, they had examined, for the departmental service, the 
railway service, the customs service, and the postal service, 63,229 per- 
sons, holding their meetings not only in Washington but all over the 
country, and for a class of examinations which it is not necessary to 
describe here. 

Sixty-three thousand persons have been brought out before the school- 
master. Of that number 22,603 failed. There were 40,626 persons 
who passed, and of that number 15,009 secured positions under the 
Government. How many have been subjected to the examination 
since June 30, 1889, I know not, but I have no doubt that under this 
Administration the activity and enterprise of the gentlemen who be- 
long to the dominant party has increased that 60,000 by 20,000 more. 

In that service—for the small places of clerks and what not—I have 
no doubt they have secured the service of a great many good men. 

That branch of it I do not criticise. Iam content to let it work out. 
Let them go on until Congress shall have determined otherwise. But 
among all the 60,000 persons whom they have examined they have 
absolutely failed to get architects and engineers. The Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] bas given the reasons why as stated by a 
gentleman of practical experience and ability. 

We can not, Mr. President, escape our duty in this matter. Criti- 
cism of the President of the United States or his predecessor will not 
relieve us of our duty. When we came to consider this bill we had 
a proposition presented to us by, I think, the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, offered, if I am not mistaken, by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], which proposition represented the im-- 
possibility, under present conditions, of the proper conduct of this of- 
fice. That proposition was that the Architectshould have the right to 
contract with any architect outside for the plans and specifications of 
buildings, and have them constructed under his directions and those 
of his assistants, which I for one was opposed to, and I think the 
committee unanimously were opposed to, as a system which has un- 
questionably Jed in the past and which in my judgment would lead 
in the future to extravagance and corruption—a system by which the 
supervision of public buildings should be in charge of men that were not 
directly under the control of the President of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, MANDERSON in the chair). 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Maryland to yield to me while 
I make a motion to adjourn; and I make that motion. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no! 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question of the 
Senator from lowa? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Iowa gave notice 
that he was going on with this bill to-night. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Senators mustsee that itis absolutely nec- 
essary that we should hold a session to-night for the consideration of 
this bill. I therefore hope no motion will be made for an adjournment, 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Appropriations, Mr. President, 
in that state of affairs rejected, as I think they very wisely rejected, 
the proposition to permit the contracts to be made outside, and we are 
compelled to find the remedy for this evil in the office of the Super- 
vising Architect. In my judgment this is the only provision that can 
be made without going into the question of the civil-service law or its 
permanent repeal so far as this office is concerned. 

1 therefore trust that my friend from Texas, feeling as I know he 
feels about this matter, will permit for the time being the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to stand, and not open the question 
as to the permanent repeal of the civil-service law upon a question af- 
fecting this office. It may be, as I have said, that later on with better 
men on the Civil Service Commission—more practical men—a rule will 
be made which will be capable of enforcement even in that office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 6 o’clock having arrived 
the Senate takes a recess until 8 o’clock. 


Does 


The Senator from Maryland has the 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock_p. m. j 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in thethair), The 
unfinished business is before the Senate. 7 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 13462) making appropriations for the sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for other pur 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the pending amendment be reported, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pendingamendment to the amend. 
ment will be reported. 

The SeckeTarRy. In the amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, on page 13, line 7, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out the word ‘‘And’’ and insert ‘‘That hereafter;’’ in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ buildings,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘herein 
provided for;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘make,’’ to strike out 
**temporary;’’ so that the clause, if amended, will read: 

That hereafter in the construction of the public ba:idings the Secretary of the 
Treasury may make appointments of architects, skilled draughtsmen, and civ! 
engineers in the office of the Supervising Architect, under such rules and regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, to be paid for from and ratably charged against 
such appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It makes a permanent law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to the point of order that the amendment 
is legislation and changes existing law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment of the committee itself does the 
same thing. 

Mr, ALLISON, I do not see the Senator from Texas in his seat at 
this moment, but I think I have authority to say that he will with- 
draw the amendment, and I will take the responsibility of withdraw- 
ing it for him. He can renew it afterwards in the Senate, if I am mis- 
taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will consider that the 
amendment is withdrawn by the Senator from Texas. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would my friend from Iowa allow me to ask 
unanimous consent to take up the private land claims court bill, which 
I think has been adjusted to meet all views in order to send it over to 
the other House ? 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will not take time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not ask consent atthistime. I may later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to insert the clause from line 7 to 
line 12 on page 13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


BRIDGE AT VAN BUREN, ARK. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to 
me to call up a bill that he agreed this morning I might call up im- 
mediately after 8 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel constrained to redeem my promise, so far as 
I can, as the Senator from Arkansas has stated heretofore that his bill 
is of a local character and will lead to no debate. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. It willnot. I will withdraw it if it leads 
to debate. It is Senate bill 5072. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER,. The Senator from Arkansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill may be temporarily laid aside, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill referred to by 
him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 5072) to authorize the building of a 
bridge at Van Buren, Ark., across the Arkansas River, and by unani- 
mous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committeeon Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 1, after the word 
**that,’? to strike out “C. L. Scott, P. D. Scott, Charles H. Drenon, 
and I. S. Dunham, and their associates and assigns,’’ and to insert 
‘“‘the Van Buren Pontoon Bridge Company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Arkansas, its successors and assigns;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


That the Van Buren Pontoon Bridge Company, acorporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Arkansas, its successors and be, andare hereby, 
authorized .oeeent and maintain a pontoon bridgeand approaches thereto 
across the Arkansas River in front of Van Buren, at a point at least 1 mile 
from any other similar bridge, and which shall not be detrimental to the inter- 
est of navigation orofanyriverimprovement. Said bridge shall be constructed 
so asto provide for the pooseae wagons and vebicles of all kinds, animals, 
and foot passengers, and forall road travel, for such le rates of toll, and 
under such reasonable rules and regulations as may be prescribed by said cor- 


The bill will be read for the infor- 


poration, its successors or , and approved from e to time by the Sec- 
retary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, to strike out the 
word “‘maintaing ’’ and insert ‘‘ maintaining.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 8, after the words 
“space of,’’ to strike out ‘one-half’ and insert ‘*1 mile above and 








1891. 








1;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘subject,’’ to strike out ‘‘ but’’ and 
insert ‘‘and until such plan and location of said bridge are approved 
by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, 
and;’’ and in line 20, after the word ‘‘ construction,’’ to insert ‘‘ or 
after completion;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 4, That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the said bridge, 
and a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile be- 
low the proposed location, the high and low water lines upon the banks of the 
river, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, with the soundings, 
accurately showing the bed of the stream, and the location of any other bridge 
or bridges; such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War 
to judge of the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other in- 
formation as may be required fora full and satisfactory understanding of the 
subject; and until such — and location of said bridge are approved by the 
Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built; and should any 
change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction, 
or after completion, such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secre- 
tary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 13511 
making appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 174) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district courts at $5,000 per annum; 

A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Houghkirk; 

A bill (S. 961) granting an increase of pension to Richard W. Hub- 
bell; 

A bill (S. 1239) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew; 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Lucinda Call; 

A bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to the Junction City and Fort 
Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military 
reservation in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 4376) for the relief of William G. Tidwell; 

A bill (S. 4428) granting a pension to Matilda 8. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 4487) granting a pension to John W. West; 

A bill (S. 4499) granting a pension to Mary Vauce; 

A bill (S. 4502) granting a pension to Laura A. Burns; 

A bill (8S. 3574) granting an increase of pension to James McLaughlin; 

A bill (S. 4626) granting an increase of pension to George H. Blod- 
gett; 

A bill (S. 4639) granting a pension to Louisa A. Starkweather; 

A bill (8S. 4690) granting a pension to Mary Wilkes; 

A bill (S. 4706) granting a pension to Lucy Wood; 

A bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to Edward L. Sharpe; 

A bill (8. 4728) increasing the pension of Ellen L. Pelouze, widow of 
Lewis H. Pelouze; 

A bill (S. 4766) to restore the name of Mrs. Laura C. Humber to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (S. 4809) granting an increase of pension to John S, Furling; 

A bill (S. 4915) granting a pension to Col. Benjamin C. Shaw; 

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Walker; 

A bill (S. 4953) granting an increase of pension to Wiley R. Reeves; 

A bill (S. 5012) granting an increase of pension to General W. H. 
Powell; 

A bill (S, 5022) granting a pension to Susan G. Furnald; 

A bill (8. 5055) granting a pension to Emily H. Worthen; 

A bill ts 5077) granting a pension to Daniel Ullman; 

A bill (H. R. 1738) granting a pension to Philip H. Emmert; 

A bill (H. R, 2139) for the relief of Valeria B. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R, 2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair; 

A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones; 

A bill (H, R. 4722) granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch; 

A bill (H. R. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hyde; 

A bill (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Mullen; 

A bill (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Ellen Guffey, a hospital 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert; 

A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elvira Brooks, widow of 
Odney D. Brooks, late assistant surgeon Twenty-sixth Michigan Vol- 
unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 10990) granting a pension to Sarah A. Phelps; 

bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension to Sarah Hutchins; 
A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B, Cook; 
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A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary Buckland; 
A bill (H. R. 12120) to increase the pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, 


widow of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant colonel and deputy pay- 
master general United States Army; 

A bill (H. R,. 12305) granting a pension to Ruth E. Furgeson; 

A bill (H. R. 12316) granting a pension to Horace B. Seeley, captain 
Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 12349 increase of pension to William J. 
Mathis; 

A bill (H. 


granting an 


R, 12400 


granting an increase of pension to Xenophon 

Peck 

A bill (H. R, 12462) for the relief of General W. J. 1 lram 

A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an ease of pension to Thomas J, 
Polly; 

\ bill (H. R. 12525) granting a pension to Caroline J. Craft 

A bill (H. R. 12531) granting a pension to Walter Scott 

A bill (H. R, 12550) to grant a pension to Rob Moore, of Kirk 
wood, IIl.: 

A bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Spring: 

A bill (H. R. 12608) granting an incr of ] 1 to Thomas T 
Hickey; 

A bill (H. R. 12645) to place upon ! \ t lame of 
Elizabeth Wolcott; 

\ bill (H. R. 12647) granting a pension to Susan Wood 

A bill (H. R. 12704) granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry; 

A bill (H. R. 12741) to increase the pension of Allen J. Maker 

A bill (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Mary 8. Day 

A bill (H. R. 12803) granting a pension to Alice O. Leighton, widow 


of Everett W. Leight ‘hirteenth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers; 
A bill (HL. R. 12806 


pany A, 


yn, deceased, Company C, ‘I 


granting a pension to William D. ¢ 


One hundred and eleventh Penns: 


3, Com- 


KIN 


: \ . 
ivania Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 12826) granting a pension to Sarah A. Joiner 

A bill (H. R. 12864) granting a pension to Joseph Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 12902) to increase the pension of George W. Whitacre, 
of Huntington, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 12973) granting a pension to Sarah Steedman 


A bill (H. R. 13055 
struction of 


to amend an act antitled ‘‘An act for the con- 


a bridge atSouth St. Paul, Minn. ;’ 


A bill (H. R. 13030) granting a pension to James May Cain 

A bill (H. R. 13041) increasing the pension of John Britton; 

A bill (H. R. 13074) granting a pension to Emma Southwick Brinton; 

A bill (H. R. 13082) granting a pension to Mary Jane Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 13095) granting a pension to George W. Jenkins; 

A bill (H. R. 13111) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 13138) to pension Mary B. Peck, widow of Maj. James 
S. Peck; 

A bill (H. R. 13140) granting a pension to Hetty A. Hasson; 

A bill (H. R. 13153) granting a pension to Mary Brooks, army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Mary Jane Fox, army 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase of pension to John D. Terry; 

A bill (H. R. 13174) to grant a pension to Absalom M. Wolf, of 


Mier, Ind.; 
A bill (H. R. 13200) 
A bill (H. R. 13205) 
A bill (H.R. 1 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H.R. 
Hyatt; 
A bill (H. R. 13295) 
A bili (H. R. 13297) 
son, an army nurse; 
A bill (H. R. 13298) 
crow, an army nurse; 
A bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to Ge 
nurse; 


to increase the pension of William M. Boggs 
to grant a pension to Mary I. Dubridg 

) granting a pension to George James 

) to pension Mrs. Adeline 8. Wilbur; 
2) granting a pension to Malinda Porter 
1) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R, 
granting a pension to Caroline A. Burghardt 
granting a pension to Martha A. Wood Furge- 
granting yn to Florence 


a per si Petigrew Lith- 


giana Smith, an army 


A bill (H.R. 13300) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Whipple; 

A bill (H. R. 13307) to pension Morgan D. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 13329) granting a pension to Solomon Mayberry 

A bill (H. R. 13337) granting a pension to Henry Allhorn 

A bill (H. R. 13442) granting a pension to Mary C. Broughton: and 

A bill (H. R. 13471) granting a pension Elizabeth Mounts. 


AMENDMENTS TO A BILI 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

HOUSE 1 REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 13511) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


ILLS 
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UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now ask unanimous consent, in the interest of 
the people of two Territories that are really and only chiefly affected, 
that my friend from Iowa will let his bill be laid aside informally, to 
take up Calender number 2650, being House bill 9798. If it gives rise 
to any serious discussion I will of course immediately withdraw it. 

This matter has been pending a long time on bills providing for set- 
tling these private land claims by a court, and the President of the 
United States has called our attention to it. I believe, and I state it 
with entire frankness, that all dissenting considerations and views have 
been harmonized in this bill except in one point, in which my friend 
from Colorado | Mr. WoLcotrT], not now present, takes an interest, in 
regard to the 11-league limitation. The differences have been com- 
posed in a way that is satisfactory to the committee and to the private 
interests concerned, and now, in order that we may get the bill ina 
position between the two Houses and not have everything stopped in 
those Territories for a year or more if we can adjust the matter, I ask 
unanimous consent to take the bill up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the bill has been entirely read 
through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, | It has, 

Mr. ALLISON, Itisalong bill. Unlessit hasbeen read through it 
willoceupy sometime. I understand there are only a few amendments 
remaining to be considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill has been read through, but it is due to 
say that, having been read through, it was recommitted and again re- 
ported, and as last reported it has not been read through. Thechanges 


in the rereported bill are small, but it has not technically been read 
as now reported. 


Mr. ALLISON, 
ing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, No, it will not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the pending bill be laid aside infor- 
mally, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill to 
which he has referred. 

Mr. ALLISON, If the bill does not lead to debate, I shall not ob- 
x. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be subject to the regular order, so that my 
friend from Iowa can demand the regular order at any time. 

lhere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9798) to establish a United States 
land court and to provide for a judicial investigation and settlement 
of private land claims in the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and 
the States of Colorado, Nevada, and Wyoming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, in the nature of a substitute, will be 
reported. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. Afterreading for ashort time— 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, I think that bill is likely to take 
longer time than we can afford to spare from the sundry civil bill to- 
night. As there will probably be opportunity for the Senator to bring 
the bill forward to-morrow, I hope we shall go on with the regular or- 
der. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to the further 
consideration of the bill, the consideration of the appropriation bill will 
be resumed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Secretary will make a note of where 
he stopped the reading of the amendment so that it will not be nec- 
essary to read it all over again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This fact will be noted, 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 13462) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
ceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 13, after line 12, to insert: 

Addition to site of Bureau of Engraving and Printing: Foradditional amount 


tc complete the purchase of the addition to the site of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, authorized by the sundry civil appropriation act approved Octo- 


ber 8, 1888, $4,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 10, afterthe word “‘ neces- 
sary,’’ to insert ‘‘to be immediately available;’’ so as to make the 
chause read: 


For the purchase of land, and buildings thereon, being in lots numbered 11 
and L2 of the subdivision of square numbered 689 on the original plat of lands 
in the city of Washington, bounded north by South B street, east by New Jer- 
sey avenue, and west by South Capitol street, $275,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be enunediiabaly available; said purchase to be made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, for the use of the Treasury Department, 


I fear that bill will take the remainder of the even- 


je 


The reading of the bill will be pro- 





The amendment was agreed to. : 
Mr. ALLISON. At the request of some Senators I ask that the 
amendment for the purchase of the Richards property and the one suc- 


ceeding may be over. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the Maltby House amendment? 


Mr. ALLISON. The Maltby House and the Richards property. 
Two amendments. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will call them up later. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was,in the appropriations for ‘ light- 
houses, beacons, and fog signals,’’ on page 16, after line 3, to insert: 


Carlton's Island light station, New York: For establishing a light station at 
or near Carlton's Island, Lake Ontario, New York, $8,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 12, to insert: 


_ Ashtabula Harbor light and fog-signal station, Ohio: For establishing range 
lights and a steam fog signal at Ashtabula Harbor, Lake Erie, Ohio, $4,700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, at the begining of page 17, to insert: 


Squaw Island light station, Michigan: For establishing alight and fog signa! 
on Squaw Island, northern end of Lake Michigan, to mark the passage to the 
westward of Beaver Island, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 4, to insert: 


Old Mackinac Point light station, Michigan: For establishing a light station 
at Old Mackinac Point, Straits of Mackinac, $20,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 7, to insert: 

Patrol steamer for St. Mary’s River: For construction of a patrol steamer for 
use on St, Mary’s River, Michigan, $4,000. 2 

Mr..HALE. In line 8, on page 17, instead of the words ‘for con- 
struction,’’ it should read ‘‘ for procuring.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 8, after the word “‘for,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ construction of ’’ and insert ‘‘ procuring;’’ so 
as to read: 


Patrol steamer for St. Mary’s River: For procuring a patrol steamer for use 
on St. Mary’s River, Michigan, $4,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 17, after line 10, to insert: 

Lighting St.Mary's River, Michigan: For establishing some thirty-seven 
lights on St. Mary’s River from Pipe Island to the Saulte, Michigan, $30,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to the omission of the letter ‘‘s ’’ in line 12. 

Mr. ALLISON. The letter ‘‘s’’ should be inserted, so as to make 
it read ‘‘thirty-seven lights,’’ instead of ‘‘ thirty-even lights.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. What is the meaning of the word ‘‘some,’’ in line 12? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out ‘‘some.’’ There may not be 
exactly thirty-seven lights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. ; 

The SecRETARY. In line 12, of the committee’s amendment, after 
the word ‘‘establishing,’’ it is proposed to strikeout ‘‘ some;’’ so as to 
read: 

For establishing thirty-seven lights on St. Mary’s River, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 17, after line 13, to insert: 

Ahnapee range lights: Forestablishing range lights at or near Abnapec, Lako 
Michigan, Michigan, $2,500. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by inserting after 
the word ‘‘range,’’ in both places where it occurs in that line, the 
words ‘‘or pier;’’ and in line 15, after the words ‘‘ Lake Michigan,’ 
to strike out ‘* Michigan.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 17, line 14, after the word ‘‘range,”’ 
where it twice occurs, it is pi to insert the words ‘‘or pier;’’ 
and in line 15, after the words ‘‘ Lake Michigan,’’ to strike out ‘* Mich- 
igan;’’ so as to read: 

Ahnapee range or pier lights: For establishing range or pier lights at or near 
Ahnapee, Lake Michigan, $2,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmentof the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 17, after line 16, to insert: 


Windmill Point hts: For establishing range lights at or near Wind- 
mil! Point, Lake bt Chis Eiichigan, $3,000. 


The two amendments will be passed 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 19, to insert: 


Gratiot range lights: For establishing range lights, foot of Lake Huron, 
Michigan, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 21, to insert: 


Point Betsey light and fog signal: For establishing a light and fog signal at 
Point Betsey, Lake Michigan, $5,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the beginning of page 18, to insert: 


emg ped range lights: For establishing range lights at or near Fairport, 
Ohio, Lake Erie, $400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 2, to insert: 


Black River range lights: For establishing range lights on Black River (Lo- 
rain), Lake Erie, $400, 


The amendmert was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 5, to insert: 


Devil's Island fog signal station, Wisconsin: For establishing a steam fog 
signal at Devil’s Island light station, Apostle Group, Lake Superior, Wiscon- 


sin, $5,500. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee if 
there are estimates for all these appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are estimates for them, and they are recom- 
mended by the Lighthouse Board, and reported favorably from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. ~ There are so many of them I can not remember as to 
the facts. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are a good many others. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that they were 
all passed as separate measures by the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 18, line 20, before the word 
**between,’’ to strike out ‘‘casement’’ and insert ‘‘easement;”’ 
to make the clause read: 

Hawkins’ Point light station, Maryland: For legal services in condemning | 
the easement between Hawkins’ Point light and Leading Point light, Pa- 
tapsco River, Maryland, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 13, to insert: 

Depot for the thirteenth lighthouse district: For removing the buoy and 
supply depot now at Tongue Point to Astoria, Oregon, including repairs of 
wharf, $15,900. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire of the chairman of the committee why 
a change has been made from the provision adopted several times here- 
tofore, and passed by the Senate twice heretofore, in relation to the re- 
movai of the buoy and supply depot from Tongue Point to Astoria, 
Oregon? I hold in my hand the bill as it twice passed the Senate. I 
move to amend the amendment so as to make it conform to that bill, 
and I think the chairman of the committee will have no objection 
to it. 

Mr. ALLISON, 


80 as 





I will say that the language inserted here is the 
exact language of the estimates and the language placed in our hands | 
by the naval secretary, Mr. Coffin, and he said he used the phraseology 
that would enable the Lighthouse Board to do precisely what ought to 
be done at this point. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know why the change has been made. | 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not either. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The bill which passed the Senate twice hereto- | 
fore, and which was recommended also at the present session by the | 
Committee on Commerce, followed the phraseology adopted two years | 


0. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16 of the amendment of the committee, 
after the word ‘‘Oregon,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘including re- 
pairs of wharf’ and insert ‘‘and for the purchase of a site at the latter 
place, and the construction thereon of a suitable wharf for the use of | 
the Lighthouse Department.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. The committee reported the provision for re- 
moving the buoy and supply depot, now at Tongue Point, to Astoria, 
Oregon, including repairs of wharf. The fact is, as I understand it, 
the Lighthouse Establishment owns no wharf at Astoria, and one object 
of this appropriation—at least, that was the object stated last session 
and the session before—was to enable the Lighthouse Board to purchase | 
a site for a wharf and erecta wharf thereon suitable for the Lighthouse 
Establishment there. 

Mr. GORMAN. I willsay to the Senator from Oregon that the state- 
ment of the secretary of the Lighthouse Board was that the point where 
the wharf now is located is shoaling and the sand is depositing there, 
so that it is absolutely necessury to remove the wharf, and it is not 
necessary to purchase a new one. The structure is a comparatively 
good one, but it can not be maintained at the point where it now is. 
That was the statement made to the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. To what point will they remove it? 


The Light- 
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house Establishment owns no property at Astoria, and they certainly 
will not be permitted to remove their wharf to private property. 

Mr. GORMAN, The $15,000 here appropriated, as I understand, 
will cover the whole expense. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is an argument in favor of my amendment. 
The Department is authorized to purchase a site 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to my colleague that it would be better to 
substitute for the language of the amendment reported by the com:nit- 
tee the language used in the bill which was passed. I will state “hat 
it was reported from the committee and it bas been once insertec| in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, but was dropped out in confere ace. 
The bill passed the Senate at the last session and at the previous ses- 
sion. We must have a site to build a wharf. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [ am not particular about the phraseology that 
may be employed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that we have 
adopted the exact language of the estimate and the exact langua pro 
posed by the naval secretary, who was very urgent about this ay .end 
ment and I think must know something about it, although I 
mistaken. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe the naval secretary, who made the ree- 
ommendation, is acting undera misapprehension. I do not believe the 
Lighthouse Establishment hasa bit of ground at Astoria to which they 
could remove the wharf now located at Tongue Point, and I am quite 
certain that the recommendation heretofore has been in accordance with 
the bill which has already twice passed the Senate as a separate meas- 
ure, and again in the sundry civil bill, and dropped out in conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the United States bought the property at 


say be 


Tongue Point where the thing now is? 


Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know how that is. 
Mr. DOLPH. The United States owns land at 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Why isthe wharf to be moved from Tongue Point ? 
Mr. DOLPH. Owing tothe improvement at the mouth of the river 
the river is shoaling towards Tongue Point, and it is necessary to re- 
move it so as to extend the wharf to deep water. For that purpose a 
new site is necessary, and the other property can be disposed of, I sup- 


Tongue Point. 


pose. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the chairman of the committee to 
allow the amendment to be adopted, and inthe mean time the matter 
can be called to the attention of the secretary of the Lighthouse 
Board, and if he still says that the original proposition covers the 
whole ground and gives all the authority necessary, it can be dropped 
ont afterwards. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that he com- 
municate with the naval secretary, and if the naval secretary or the 
Lighthouse Board desires a modification of this provision it can be 
agreed to in conference. In the mean time I do not feel justified in 
changing the estimate and the recommendation of the Lighthouse 
Board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Under the statement made by the chairman of 
the committee I will withdraw the amendment for the present. I 
may offer it again in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment of the ecmmittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, after line 21, to insert: 

Turn Point light station, Washington: For establishing a 


nal station at Turn Point, west end of Stuart Island, Car 
ton, $15, 000. 


The question recurs on the amend- 


light and fog 
ial de Haro, Washing- 


sig- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Lighthouse 
Establishment,’’ on page 21, line 10, aiter the word ‘‘stations,’’ 
sert ‘‘and not exceeding $100 for purchase of technical and profes- 
sional books and periodicals for the use of the Lighthouse Board;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

Supplies of lighthouses: For supplying fog signals, lighthouses, and other 
lights with illuminating, cleaning, preservative, and such other materials as 
may be required for annual consumption; for books, boats, and furniture for 
stations, and notexceeding $100 for purchase of technical and professional |! 


and periodicals for the use of the Lighthouse 
penses, $375,000 


to in- 


00kKs 


Board, and other incidenta 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 23 


ge 2 after the word ‘* thou- 
and insert ‘‘ two hun- 
dred;’’ after the word ‘‘ keepers,’’ at the end of line 24, to insert ‘‘and 
laborers attending other lighte;’’ and in line 1, on page 22, after the 
word “‘ lights,’’ to strike out *' $635,000’ and insert ‘* 
to make the clause read; 

Salaries of keepers cf lighthouses: For salaries, fuel, rations, rent of quar- 
ters, where necessary, and similar incidental expenses of not exceeding one 
thousand two hundred lighthouse and fog-signal keepers and laborers attend- 
ing other lights, $657, 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pege 22, line 4, after the word ‘ 


$657,500;’? so as 


sup- 
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plies,’’ to insert ‘‘and temporary employment;’’ so as to make the 
clause read 

rht vessels 
rary en 


For seamen's wages, rations, repairs, salaries, sup- 


Expenses of | 
yloyment and incidental expenses of light vessels, 


plies.and temp 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after the word ‘“‘buoys,’’ at 
end of line 11, to insert ‘‘not exceeding $2,000 each ;’’ so as to make 


al 
til 


the clause read 
Lighted buoys: For purchase of lighted gas buoys, at not exceeding $2,000 
Mr. VEST. Whzv is that limitation inserted ? 
Mr. ALLISON. It seems that there isa patent for these light buoys. 


They are made abroad, and the egent of these people in the United 
States stated to the House committee that they would furnish them at 
$2,000 each, but afterwards, in correspondence with the secretary of 
the Lighthouse Board, $2,600 each was asked, and we thought it bet- 
ter to provide that not more than $2,000 should be paid for them. 
The amendment was agreed 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 14, to increase the 
amount of the appropriation for ‘‘lightingof rivers’’ from ‘*‘$280,000”’ 


to. 


to ‘*$300,000.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PIERCE. I move in line 6, on page 23, before the word ‘* Mis- 
souri,’’ to insert ‘‘ Upper and Lower;’’ soas to read: ‘‘On the Missis- 


sippi, Upper and Lower Missouri.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I the Senator to withdraw his amendment 
until the committee amendments are disposed of. I think the whole 
Missouri River is provided for bere, the Upper and the Lower Missouri. 
There is no such division as Upper and Lower Missouri. 

Mr. PIERCE. There is no distinction in the geography, but there 
is practically in the navigation of the river. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to withdraw his amendment for 
the present. He can renew it again. 

Mr. PIERCE, I will withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘ Life-Saving Service,’’ on page 24, line 4, to in- 
crease the appropriation for salary of *‘ one superintendent for the coasts 
of Rhode Island and Long Island’’ from ‘*$1,000’’ to ‘‘$1,800,”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 6, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘for pay of crews of surfmen employed at the life-saving and 
lifeboat stations, during the period of actual employment,’’ etc., *‘ and 
miscellaneous expenses that can not be included under any other head 
of life-saving stations on the coasts of the United States,’’ from ‘‘ $800, - 
000°’ to ** $814,675.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pa 

That the retary of the Treasury may establish a life-saving station at or 
near Brant Rock, on the coast of Massachusetts, at such a point as the General 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask the chairman of the committee if this amend- 
ment is to carry out the provisions of any existing law? I should like 
to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. ALLISON, No, it is not. 

Mr. DANIEL. This is an appropriation bill and this amendment 
seems to be antagonistic to the rule which exists in such cases. 

Mr. ALLISON, This amendment is to authorize the establishment 
of a life-saving station at Brant Rock, which is very important, as the 
committee were led to believe from information received. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that I am very 
sure he will not object to this amendment, for Brant Rock is a very 
dangerous place, where there have been many wrecks within the last 
ten or twelve years, and in one case sixteen lives were lost. I have the 
statistics in my desk and will read them, if the Senator desires. 

This amendment does not increase any existing appropriation. The 
superintendent of the life-saving stations has $50,000 a year to expend 
at his discretion. This inserts an additional authority to establish this 
life-saving station from the money in the general ordihary appropria- 
tions, and it is not an increase. I am quite sure the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will not be inclined to make any objection to the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to inquire if the appropriation con- 
templated in lines 8, 9, and 10, on page 26, is designed to include the 
establishment of this ‘‘life-saving station at or near Brant Rock.’’ 
The provision I refer to reads: 

lor establishing new life-saving stations and life-boat stations on the sea and 
lake coasts of the United States, authorized by law, $50,000. 

Mr. HOAR. 
that question. 

Mr. DANIEL. I presume this authority to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the establishment of ‘‘a life-saving station at or near 
Braut Rock’’ is not one embraced in the appropriation contained in 
lines 8, 9, and 10, on page 26. 

Mr. ALLISON. That clause authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 


ants 
Sk 


ge 26, after line 10, to insert: 


Sec 


The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] can answer 
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to establish stations where the law authorizes them to be established, 
and unless the pending amendment is inserted in this bill of course a 
life-saving station can not be established at Brant Rock. In other 
words, it is not a station now authorized by law. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishall not make any point of objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the amendment is a 
little irregular in this bill, but the occasion for it is a very strong one. 

Mr. DANIEL. Itis a branch of the service in which we feel a great 
interest in our State, and I only wish to understand the principle on 
which it is based. 

Mr. HOAR. A bill has passed the Senate for establishing this life- 
saving station, and it has been unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Commerce in the House, but the Senator knows very well that it re- 
quires unanimous consent to get the ear of the House at this time of 
the session. 

Mr. DANIEL. I appreciate the difficulties in this case, and I make 
no point against the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have printed in the REcorD, without 
being read, the list of wrecks which have taken place at that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If therebe no objection, the paper to 
which reference is made will be printed in the Recorp. The Chai: 
hears no objection. 

The paper is as follows: 


Names and dates of vessels wrecked near Brant Rock, in the town of Marsh 


field, Mass., in the last decade, attended with freezing, drowging, and loss of 
life 


February 1, 1873.—Schooner Mary J. Castner, wrecked one-half mile south of 
North River; crew compelled to stay seven hours in the rigging. 

May —, 1875.—Bark laden with sugar lost in fog; grounded in sandbar south 
of North River; was got off. 

wy and 30, 1875.—Herring schooner Bessie, wrecked about 1 mile north of 
Cut River. 

January, 1879.—Small schooner wrecked about one-half mile south of North 
River; one man lost. 

August, 1890.—Brig from Portugal came ashore at Abington village. 

February 1, 1882.—Schooner Louis D. Rathburn wrecked 1 mile south of North 
River; two rescued after being in rigging a long time. 

December, 1886.—Schooner Newpacket, laden with lumber, stranded a few 
rods south of North River. 

August, 1887.—Schooner, ballast lighter, wrecked at Brant Rock. 

February 11, 1888,—Schooner Agnes R. Bacon wrecked one-half mile south of 
North River, about two miles of Humane Society’s Boat. Crew went to rigging 
at 2.30 a,.m.; were taken out at ll a.m. by the Fourth Cliff life-saving men. 

Year 1888.—Bark Chattanooga stranded about a quarter of a mile south of 
North River. 

Without date.—Little Kate lost one-quarfer of a mile south of Cut River; 
sixteen men lost. 

Without date.—Sloop Bessie wrecked in mouth of North River. 

The above list is not complete and undoubtedly contains some omissions, 
but is taken from the most reliable data obtainable. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like also to have printed in the Recorp for 
the information of the Senate the letter of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be inserted in the REcoRD, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears none. 

The paper is as follows: 


Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., February 13,1891. 

My Dear Sie: Referring to an amendment tothe sundry civil bill offered by 
Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts, February 11, 1891, page 2683, the Coneres- 
SIONAL Recorp, I have to say that that amendment is for the establishment of 
a life-saving station at Brant Rock, in the town of Marshfield, Mass. 

The bill for the same has passed the Senate and has been on the Union Cal- 
endar of the House, favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce, for 
nearly a year. 

The Committee on Commerce, of which I am the chairman, consider this to 
be a billof great importance. Its passage is urged by the Superintendent of 
Life-Saving Service, and there have been during the last decade twelve wrecks, 
upon one of which sixteen lives were lost, at this unprotected place on the New 
England coast. 

The Committee on Commerce have not had a day at this session, nor at the 
former session, for the consideration of this and other bills on the Union Cal- 
endar, and thére seems to be no other way now to pass this important bill. 

I trust, therefore, that the amendment offered by Senator Hoar, establishing 
a life-saving station at Brant Rock, in the town of Marshfield, Mass., and appro- 
priating $10,000 for the same, may be adopted by your committee, 


Very respectfully, 
CHAS, S. BAKER, 
Chairman House Commitice on Commerce. 
Hon. Wittiam B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Commitiee on Appropriations, United States Senate, City. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee om Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ revenue- 
cutter service,’’ on page 27, after line 11, to insert: 

For construction of a revenue steamer to take the place of the Andrew John- 
son, on Lake Michigan, $90,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask that the Secretary go back to the provision 
| in relation to the revenue-cutter service, beginning at line 15, on page 


26. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will begin on page 26, 


line 16, at the request of the Senator from Maryland. 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. MITCHELL. What became of my amendment? 
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The PRESIDING 
serted? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is to come in on page 26, after line 14. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Caizr CLERK. On page 26, alter line 14, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Also, one at or near the mouth of Rogue River 
ford, Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The reason I ask for the adoption of that amend- 
ment is that these two places were recommended at the last session by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and a bill on the subject was reported 
favorably from the Committee on Commerce and passed the Senate, 
and I now hold it in my hand. This provision, I think—although | 
am not quite certain—was afterwards inserted in the sundry civil bill 
and dropped out in conference. At all events, it passed the Senate in 
the precise words that I have offered it. 

Mr. ALLISON. In pursuance of the rule we are nowacting under, 
that amendment is not germane to the amendment proposed by the 
committee, and Iask the Senator to withdraw it until the amendments 
of the committee are first disposed of. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think the amendment is entirely germane. 

Mr. ALLISON. The last amendment is for the construction of a 
new revenue steamer to take the place of a worn-out steamer, and the 
amendment of the Senator relates to an entirely different subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I supposed that we were talking 
about the amendment on page 26, lines 11, 12, 13, and 14, which pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Treasury may establish a life-saving 
station at or near Brant Rock, on the coast of Massachusetts, at such 
a point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may 
recommend. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. We are on page 27. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that at the re- 
quest.of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] the rereading of 
the bill was commenced at line 11, page 26, and the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MircuELt] thereupon arose and suggested his amendment 
to come in before the words ‘‘ revenue-cutter service,’’ at the end of 
line 14, page 26. The amendment will be again reported. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, my colleague did not understand that 
the Chair had declared that the amendment was adopted; he supposed 
the amendment was still open. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit, Mr. President, that under the urrange- 
ment we have with respect to this bill that is not a proper amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can not understand, Mr. President, why the 
chairman of the committee should say that it is not. Certainly it is 
anew amendment, and one that I have a right to offer. 

Mr. GORMAN. We had unanimous consent to dispose of commit- 
tee amendments first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hold that the Senate 
is considering in Committee of the Whole the amendments proposed by 
the committee, and that they must first be acted upon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, have I not the right to offer an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee? That is precisely 
what I have done. 

The committee reports that amendment, occupying four linesat the 
center of page 26, for the establishment of a certain life-saving station 
on the coast of Massachusetts. Now, I propose toamend that amend- 
ment by adding to it two more life-saving stations. I submit that that 
is in order, with all due respect to all Senators present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that is in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not only that, Mr. President; the provision has 
not only passed the Senate at the present Congress as a separate and 
independent measure, but I offered it as an amendment to this bill. 
It was referred to the Committee on Commerce, has been reported back 
by my colleague [Mr. DoLpr], and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, Therefore it is in order, I submit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to raise questions of 
order with Senators. When the consideration of this bill was begun I 
asked unanimous consent that the amendments of the committee might 
first be considered for the convenience of the Senate. I hope we shall 
goon with the bill now, and the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MITcH ELL] 
can have another opportunity to present his amendment, which isa 
new and independent proposition, and has no relation to this amend- 
ment whatéver,except that itis for the purpose of establishing a life- 
saving station. As the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] says, it 
may bein order. If the Senator from Oregon still continues to think 
that it is in order, and thinks that he will advance his prospects by 
continuing to press his amendment, he may go on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I do not suppose I shall advance 
my prospects by undertaking to raise any question, even in the most 
friendly manner, with the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, or with some of the other members of that committee. But at 
the same time I submit that my amendment to the amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


OFFICER. Where is the amendment to be in- 


and one at or near Port Or- 


Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to make a 


suggestion to him ? 
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Mr. MITCHELL, When I get through with my statement. 

Isubmit, Mr. President, in all fairness, that Iam not interfering at 
all with the order asked for by the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, which was to the effect that the committee amendments 
should be taken up and acted on first. Iam not making any warfare 
upon that order, however, what I have a perfect right to 


I am doing, h 





do. [havea right to offer an amendment to an amendment proposed 
by the committee. . I am strictly in order,and I do not precisely see the 
reason why the chairman of the comm hould attempt to crowd 
me out and put me down when I am s ly in ord 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me to makea suggestion 

Mr. MITCHELL. Following the rule asked for! he chairman 
of the committee himself, 

Now I will hear the Senator from Tenne .. 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no question, M resident, about the 
fact of the amendment of the Senator from Oregon being in ord b 
if the Senator insists upon hi ndment now it lL pro le 
to a division, and that will lead possibly to a « juence that neit! 
he nor I nor any one el ] ng about at this time He « 
offer his amendment in the Senate or a t e iend 
ments have been agreed to. H in his amendm t 
time, when he will have ample oppo y to in uy 
sires to do so 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, t 1 I 1 to suy 
that my amendment will lead to a divis ( ate than there 
is to suppose that the amendment reported by the committee will | 
to a division of the Senate. I do not quite understand why the com 
mittee should insert the amendment they have, establishing a li 
saving station on the coast of Massachusetts, which is an entirely n¢ 
provision—and I have no doubt a very meritorious one, so far as that 
is concerned—and ignore the amendment that my colleague and I have 
taken the pains to bring to the attention of the committee in two o1 
three different ways. I have offered the ame: nt this time in 
order that the Senate might understand that w) p ips the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee is ent rely m torious, and | 
haps ought to be adopted, there is no ve good reé Db, as 1f seems to 
me, why the other amendment should have heen left out by the ¢ 
mittee. 

Having said that much, I will withdraw my amendment 
ent and offer it at some future time 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment being withdrawn 
the reading of the bill will be proceeded y ommenci at ‘‘rev- 


i 
enue-cutter service.’ 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at the word rev- 


enue-cutter service,’’ line 15, page 26. 


The next amendment was, on page 27, afterline 11, to insert 

For construction of a revenne steamer to tal the pl oft Andr To 
son, on Lake Michigan, $00 

Mr. VEST. Will the chairmanof the « mittee be kind enough to 
explain the necessity for replacing the revenue steamer there on the 
lake ? . 

Mr. ALLISON. The revenue steamer Andrew Johnson? 

Mr. VEST. Yes 

Mr. ALLISON. That i 1 old steamer that was constructed in 


1864 or 1863. Itisa wooden steamer, has been repaired sev 
and the Treasury Department say it ca 
it is not safe 


‘ral times, 


1 not be repaired turther; that 


Mr. VEST. The next item is for the purchase or construction and 
equipment of a steam vessel to be used for the purpose of boarding 
sels at the port of Chicago, Ll]., $28,000 

Mr. ALLISON. That isan item recom: 1 by the Treasury De- 
partment for use at the port of Chicago, Ll. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been reported upon favorably by the C 
on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maryland {[Mr. GoRMAN] and my 


committee, and we agree in our 


self are both members of that 
lection about it. 
Mr, GORMAN, I did not notice that before. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will look at the amendment 
the Committee on Commerce have only used the 
and equipment’’ I will at a later day move 
**purchase or.’’ 


and if I find that 
words ‘‘construction 
to strike out the words 


Mr. GORMAN. I make that suggestion to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST, My recollection is that we reported it fo1 nstruction 
and equipment.’’. That is the reason my attention was called to it 
I do not remember that the Committee on Commerce recommended 


the purchase of such a vessel. 


Mr. ALLISON, I think the phraseology was recommended by the 
Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. GORMAN, I suggest that the words ‘‘purchase or,’ in lin 


15, be stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee in respect of these two items, particularly the first one ‘‘ for a rev- 
enue steamer to take the place of the Andrew Johnson, $90,000,"’ 
what sort of a steamer is estimated for. 

Mr. ALLISON. A large iron steamer. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee, 
further, whether asteamer can be constructed for $90,000, which would 
in case of certain eventualities be capable of being useful for other than 
revenue purposes of the Government—whether that is money enough ? 
I should like to build a steamer, I will say, for purely revenue pur- 
poses, which, Jike other revenue and commercial steamers of other 
countries in neutral waters, would be capable of being utilized for the 
defense of the United States in case of necessity. Have we got money 
enough for that purpose in that item ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is within $5,000 of the estimate of the Treasury 
Department. I believe $05,000 was the estimate. 

Mr. FRYE. Several vessels of this kind have been provided for in 
the last three or four years and $80,000 was the amount appropriated. 
But the Treasury Department found it utterly impossible to build a 
proper vessel for $80,000, and so they recommended, as the Senator 
remembers, at the last session, an increase to $90,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is $90,000 enough money to make a steamer good 
for anything else than that purpose? 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a very important station. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisanimportantstation. I think, however, $90,- 
000 will cover the cost. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will not do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it costs $95,000 the committee ought not to 
be—-— 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senatorfrom Maine has stated whatis exactly 
true. We appropriated two or three yearsago $80,000 for three or four 
of these steamers, and the Lighthouse Board or the revenue service bu- 
reau reported that they could not secure the construction of them for 
that sum, but that they could for $90,000. I take it for granted that 
this steamer can be built for $90,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in order to take the sense of the 
Senate on the point I have in view, which is a perfectly just one in- 
ternationally and otherwise, in view of all the treaties, I move, in lines 
13 and 14, to strike out the words ‘‘ninety thousand dollars ’’ and in- 
sert the words ‘‘ two hundred thousand dollars,or so much thereof as 
shall be necessary.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be reported, 

The Cuter CLERK, On page 27, line 13, strike out the word ‘‘ninety”’ 
and insert the words ‘‘two hundred;’’ and in line 14, after the word 
‘“‘dollars,’’ insert ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary;’’ soas to 
read 

For construction of a revenue steamer to take the place of the Andrew John- 
son, on Lake Michigan, $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want simply to observe that that vessel 
will cost $200,000 if that amendment be adopted. That is the unva- 
rying experience in regard to all these public expenditures. If you 
put in the words ‘‘so much as is necessary,’’ they think that all of it 
is necessary in all cases I have ever heard of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They may be able to build a steamer for $90,000, 
but that is not the kind of a steamer that is wanted. 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr. President, I want to say that there was areve- 
nue cutter steamer that was constructed at the Baltimore yard at a 
cost of $96,000 to serve in the Gulf of Mexico in the place of one that 
has been there and that was deemed capable of revenue service by the 
Navy Department at a somewhat dangerous and important station. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think $90,000isenough. I hope the amendment 
will be rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr, EpMuUNDs] to theamend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 27, after line 14, to insert: 

For the purchase or construction and equipment of a steam vessel to be used 
for the purpose of boarding vessels at the port of Chicago, Ill, $28,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Which of the amendments has been adopted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have both been adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the chairman of the committee to strike 
out the words *‘ purchase or,’’ in line 15. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported, 

The Cuter CLERK. Page line 15, it is proposed to strike out 
the words “‘ purchase or;’’ so as to read: . 


For the construction and equipment of a steam vessel tv be used for the pur- 
pose of boarding vessels at the port of Chicago, I\1., $28,000, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why is that stricken out? What is the point? 

Mr. GORMAN, I think it is a proper amendment in every case to 
provide that the Government shall construct its own vessels and not 
go upon the market to buy. This is a provision for a boarding vessel 
at Chicago, to be used for various purposes there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But to construct a vessel in Chicago will require 
a yard there and everything necessary to be used in a yard for the con- 





ey 
27, 
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struction of a vessel, and the whole thing wili cost four or five times as 
much as asuitable steamer can be bouglt for. Inasmuch as this isin 
the alternative, to give the Executive authority to either buy or to 
build, it seems to me that it is wiser to leave the amendment as the 
committee left it. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have just provided for the steamer Andrew 
Johnson on Lake Michigan. There is no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The on!y point about.that is that you must have 
a new vessel, and not an old one; that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued toline 5on page 30. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 30, in line 3, after the word ‘‘ officer,”’ 
where it first occurs, I move to insert a comma, and to strike out the 
comma after the word “ officer ’’ where it last occurs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 19 on page 33. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to transpose in lines 13 and 14 the words 
‘*so much thereofas may be necessary,’’ to come in after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars ’’ in line 14; so as to read: 


Four hundred and fifty dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The transposition will be made un- 
less there is objection. It is so ordered, 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 37, line 12. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 37, line 11, after the word ‘‘carpenters,’’ 
I move to insert a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, at 
the top of page 39, to strike out lines 1, 2, and 3,in the following words: 


For rent of office buildings: For rent of buildings for offices, workrooms, and 
workshops in Washington, $10,500. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that amendment be passed over for the 
present. We have provided in another part of the bill for the purchase 
of the property for which this item proposes to appropriate $10,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 10 on page 39. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘‘survey,’’ in line 10, I move to in- 
sert, ‘‘ except as now provided by law.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 39, line 10, after the word ‘‘survey,”’ 
strike out the period and insert a comma, and add, ‘‘except as now 
provided by law.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Youdonot wantacomma. That relates merely 
to officers of the Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
on page 39, line 13, before the word ‘‘engines,’’ to strike out the word 
ee as.’ 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 3 on page 40. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee report an amendment in line 3 
which is not noted in the print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 3, page 40, the committee report to in- 
crease the appropriation for National Museum from $140,000 to $150, - 
000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 41, after line 2, to insert the following: 

For payment to the daughters of the late Joseph Henry, Secretary of tlic 
Smithsonian Institution, for valuable public services rendered by him, $10,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chairman of 
the committee, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the purpose of 
that amendment, the reason of it, whether the Government is indebted 
to the parties therein named, and if so, how? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is an amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations, sent to them by the Committee on 
Finance, as & recognition of the very eminent services of the late Jo- 
seph Henry, to be given to his daughters. The amendment was sug- 
gested at $20,000, but the committee have reported $10,000. I hope 
there will be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Government owes Mr. Henry anything for his 
services rendered, if he was not paid his salary, or anything of that 
character, I should be glad to know it. If this is a mere gift—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state that when Professor Baird died, 
who had held this same position as Secretary of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, my recollection is that there was $50,000 voted to him. No 
one objected. 


1891. 





Mr. BERRY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
take to suppose that no one objected. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Arkansas may have objected. 
I do not recall the objection, but I remember what Congress did. This 
man whom we have honored with a statue in a park here in the city 
rendered very distinguished services. He was recognized as the most 
distinguished scientist that we had on this continent. He died receiv- 
ing no salary for the services he had rendered when presiding over the 
Smithsonian Institution, because the law at that time allowed no 
salary. 

The committee thought it was but proper to make some recognition 
to a very worthy and very indigent family. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas is right if he makes the point that the law does not warrant this 
appropriation. Itis not offered from that standpoint. It is offered to 
the Senate in the belief that it isa proper thing for us todo. Itisa 
mere gratuity, and the Senator is informed that no law warrants it. 
It is simply a gratuitous offering from the Congress of the United 
States to the surviving children of a man who was very prominent in 
the eminent services he had rendered to the country. There is no law 
for it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kentucky, I suppose, uses the word 
** gratuity’? as derived from ‘‘ gratitude.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido. I mean itso. 

Mr. BERRY.’ Mr. President, when the claim of the wife of Profes- 
sor Baird was before the Senate it was discussed at considerable length. 
It was opposed very strongly, and only passed upon a yea-and-nay vote 
after quite a discussion, as I distinctly remember. 

The Senator from Kentucky states that the Government of the United 
States was not indebted to Mr. Henry; that there is no law authoriz- 
ing the payment of this sum of money; that the Government of the 
United States did not owe him one dollar; but that we propose, as a 
mere gratuity to the children of Mr. Henry, to give them from the 
Treasury of the United States the sum of $10,000. 

The Senator from Kentucky puts the case frankly and fairly, as I 
believe, and yet he says that we, as the representatives of the people, 
have a right to take the money that belongs to the whole people of the 
United States and give it asa mere gratuity to the parties we may 
deem worthy of it or to whom we think it should be given. 

Mr. President, I do not so understand my duty. Ido not under- 
stand that there is any warrant in the Constitution, in conscience, in 
Democratic principles, or Democratic theories, or Democratic govern- 
ment that authorizes the representatives of the people to take the money 
of the people and give it to whomsoever they may see proper. 

Mr. President, can it ever be said that these daughters of Mr. Henry 
are more worthy, more deserving, more needy than thousands and tens 
of thousands of other orphan children in the States of Kentucky and 
Arkansas and every other State in this Union? Upon what theory 
ean we be justified in taking and giving away as a mere gratuity the 
money that does not belong to us, but belongs to the whole people of 
this country? Is that the kind of a government we are living in? 
Has it come to this, that it is simply a question of Senators and Mem- 
bers here picking out their favorites, parties whom they desire to 
oblige, parties whom they believe to be worthy, and taking the money 
that belongs to the whole people and giving it to those who can bring 
the most influence to bear upon members of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives? Is that the Senator’s idea of our duty here? By 
what authority can we use money which is intrusted to us, and that 
we hold in trust for the whole people of the United States, in that 
way? 

Mr. President, parties who are unable to support themselves are sup- 
posed to be cared for by the respective States or counties, by the local 
authorities, and not by the Government of the United States. There 
is no warrant in the Constitution that authorizes us to give away the 
people’s money, and if we are going to give it away, why give it to 
these particular parties rather than to deserving parties from the Sen- 
ator’s own State? He says we do not owe it; he says there is no law 
autborizing it; he says that it is a mere gratuity given by us to the 
children of this deceased man. 

Mr. President, that is not my idea of our duty. It seems to me that 
if we are to select the parties to whom this money shall be given, I 
know parties equally worthy, equally deserving, who are equally en- 
titled to this money, and that there can be no argument made here to 
give this money that can not be made to give that. 

The Senator says that the father rendered distinguished services to 
the people of the United States. There are men deceased all through 
this land, who, when living, rendered distinguished services to the 
United States, and are you going to say that we can take money and 
give it to the children of those men? 

The Senator himselfhas rendered distinguished services to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and shall we, as a mere gratuity to him, if he 
would accept it, which he would not, take the people’s money and give 
him or any other man that money which does not belong tous? It 
seems to me that no principle has ever been advocated in the Senate of 
the United States so destructive of our theory and our character of 
—— as the one that has just been announced by the Senator from 

entucky. 


It is a very great mis- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





_ 34s 


Mr. President, before this amendment is adopted I want a yea-and- 
nay vote on it. If wecan not get it to-night without stopping tie 
business of the Senate, I want the question in such shape that I cin 
reserve the amendment when the bill comes into the Senate, because I 
can not consent that this amendment shall be placed in this bill unless 
the yeas and nays have been had on it, either nowor at some later stage 
after the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, when I used the word ‘‘gra- 
tuity ’’ it may have been hastily employed, but I will reiterate it and 
couple with it the explanation suggested by the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, which is the only explanation of what was in my mind 
at the time I employed it, and that was to express the gratitude this 
country felt towards the man whose heirs at law, whose children, are 
sought to be provided for here. 

I have tried to state the case fairly and I have admitted that there 
is no law for this appropriation; that it is a matter that addresses it- 
self to the conscience of the American Congress, and I cited a prece- 
dent which happened tolean my way. This happened to lean the other 
way politically, and I am sure in dealing with questions like this the 
American Senate will not allow politics to intervene. 

I admit, Mr. President, that there is no statute upon the books which 
warrants us in making this appropriation, but at the same time I in- 
sist that it is but proper and right that we should do it in this modest 
form, I mean as to the amount, when wecome toconsider the precedents. 

The Senator from Arkansas is no more a strict constructionist of the 
Federal Constitution or the organic law of the land than Iam. I ad- 
mit that the Senator does not need to remind me that it is a danger- 
ous precedent; but I seek to remind him that the precedent has been 
already established more than once, more than a hundred times, more 
than a thousand times. 

Suppose that the Senator from Arkansas should die to-night, which 
I sincerely trust and pray that God will not permit either now or for 
many years hereafter. An appropriation bill would come in here carry- 
ing in it a provision giving to his worthy wife and lovely children the 
unearned salary for at least one year of service that the Lord had not 
permitted him to render. 

Each and every one of us would vote to give it to thatfamily, and I 
am glad to know that the Senator from Arkansas would not be pres- 
ent to register a negative vote. He has rendered distinguished service 
to his State and has shed additional luster upon its very proud es- 
cutcheon, and the Senate would claim the right, whether the Consti- 
tution carried with it the grant of power or not, to recognize in his 
heirs at law the obligation that they felt that they owed to him in the 
court of conscience, but not in a court of law. 

Now, this is the question, Mr. President, with which we are con- 
fronted. Joseph Henry wrote hisname high up on the scroll of fame 
that emblazons the history of this world and makes its brightest pages 
still brighter. He rendered his service without fee and without re- 
ward. His successor died in the prosecution of the work that he had 
so ably and so efficiently carried on during his life. The Congress of 
the United States recognized theservice of his successor, notin his per- 
son, but after he was buried, and made their acknowledgment to his 
family. The question is whether we shall refuse this pittance in the 
shape of a recognition of the distinguished service that this great man 
rendered to his country. I. for one am not willing to withhold my 
vote. 

The Senator from Arkansas may demand the yeas and nays, and I 
will go upon record as promptly and unhesitatingly as I speak here 
now. I think the country owes it, not to the dead man, not to his 
children, who, I am told, have no fortune, but I think the country owes 
it to itself to make some recognition of its obligations to him for the 
services that he rendered; and I am only amazed at the smallness of 
the amount contained in this amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I shall only detain the Senate for a 
few moments. 

In regard to the politics of the parties, to which the Senator from 
Kentucky has alluded, I know nothing. I do not know the politics 
of Professor Baird or of his family. That has had no influence directly 
or indirectly upon the position I have taken in any way whatever. | 
opposed the appropriation for Mrs. Baird in a few remarks, and I stated 
then that it would be used as a precedent in order to bring in other 
claims. It was urged that it stood on peculiar grounds, by itself and 
alone, and could not be used asa precedent; and yet the Senator from 
Kentucky cites it to-night. 

It is not the amount; $10,000, of course, to the Government of the 
United States is a very small amount, but it is the principle that is 
involved init. It matters not as to the amount, but it carries with it 
the seeds of great difficulties to come hereafter, as it appears to me, 

The Senator alludes to me individually, and says if I should unfortu- 
nately die to-night the Senate would vote to my wife the sum of one 
year’ssalary. Mr. President, I know that that has been done hereto- 
fore; I know that appropriations have been made for the widows of 
deceased Senators and Members of Congress, but it was never done by 
my vote. I have never given a vote of that character yet; and I as- 
sert here that we have no more right to give it to the widow of aSen- 
ator than we have to give it toany other individual. When a man ace 
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cepts a seat in the Senate of the United States he knows the amount 
of salary; he knows what the law has fixed for it; and when you stick 
on an appropriation bill what you dare not and have not the nerve 
to put in the general law so as to make it applicable to everybody, you 
simply take the people’s money and misappropriate it aud give it 
where you have no right to give it. 

I say that the principle applies to the widow of a Senator the same 
that it applies to these heirs. It is the principle against which I con- 
tend, that we as representatives of the people can take money that does 
not belong to us and give it to whomsoever we may see proper. If you 
can give them $10,000 you can give them a million, you can give them 
ten million. The amount does not change the principle, but it is the 
wrong that we do whenever we give away that which does not belong 
to us, which we hold in trust for others. 

These are my objections to the amendment; and to speak of that 
which is done for the widows of Senators is no justification for it, be- 
cause there is no justification for that appropriation. If you think 
that the salary of a Senator or Member is not sufficient, then the only 
bold and manly way would be to either increase the salary or puta 
provision in a general law and say whenever a Senator or Member dies 
during his term of service his widow shall be entitled to a year’s pay 
after his death. That would be the bold and manly way to do it, and 
not try to deceive the people of the United States by not passing such 
a law, but puttingit into an appropriation bill, where it is never heard 
of, and thereby taking their money. Thatis the objection I have toit. 

I say, Mr. President, small as this sum is, that the principle upon 
which it is based is that which is sowing seeds of discord throughout 
this country to-day. We see dissatisfaction all over the land. Wesee 
parties of every class engaged in every pursuit coming to the Govera- 
ment and asking that something may be done for them. They say, 
‘*We want to know what the Governmentis going to doforus.’’ That 
cry comes up from the farmers and the agriculturists of the land to- 
day; and why is it? It is because of precedents that have been made 
whereby we took money and misappropriated it, They see the Con- 
gress of the United States giving away their money to the widows of 
Senators and Members of Congress, to deserving ladies, as there is no 
doubt these are, and to many other persons, and what is more natural 
than that they should come and ask that they be given some also? 

Mr. President, these ladies are no doubt worthy of every considera- 
tion, but there are thousands of widows and orphan children in my 
State who are as much entitled to $10,000 out of the Treasury of the 
United States as these ladies are. If you can vote this money, why 
can you not vote it forthe poor, struggling, starving widows who have 
eight or ten children and are unable to support them ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
ask him a questian ? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Would he undertake to deny the power of 
Congress to appropriate money to erect a monument or a statue to 
Abraham Lincoln or Andrew Jackson within the reservations and parks 
of this city ? 

Mr. BERRY. I would not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will ask the Senator, with his permis- 
sion, another question. If he would not, I assume that his want of ob- 
jection is predicated upon the services that those men rendered to their 
country. How will he draw the line that will enable him to offer an 
objection to this amendment which the Committee on Appropriations 
propose ? 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the case is by no means similar, In 
the District of Columbia whatever tends to beautify it in the way of 
building monuments or otherwise, or whatever may be erected in the 
way of monuments here to commemorate the services of those who have 
rendered distinguished services to the country, within this District, in 
the control of Congress, that power has always been exercised and has 
never been denied. That stands upon a different principle from taking 
money out of the Treasury and donating it, to use the Senator’s own 
language, as a mere gratuity to whomsoever a majority may choose to 
give it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator in his amiability permit me 
to ask him another question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Would he grant to Congress the power to 
build monuments and erect statues to thoseof the country’s citizens 
who had rendered distinguished service and at the same timesend the 
wives and children of those citizens to the poorhouse? Is that his 
idea of constitutional limitation ? 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President,as to whether I would vote for a monu- 
ment to be erected te Mr, Abraham Lincoln or any other person, I will 
determine when the question arises, I will state to the Senator I never 
have voted adollar for one yet for anybody. 

Mr..BLACKBURN. Well, I have never failed to do it. 

Mr. BERRY. I said that here is a mere constitutional power, that 
over the District of Columbia Congress has the power to doit. Then 
the Senator asked me if I would take it away from the women and 
children? I will ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer it. 
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Mr. BERRY. Take some privatesoldier who left his home, his wife, 
and his children, in the early days of 1861, a volunteer in the army 
from his own State of Kentucky. It is true that he was unknown to 
fame, yet he did his duty manfully and nobly, day by day, until he 
fell upon the battlefield, leaving his wife and children helpless, I ask 
the Senator would he vote for an amendment on this sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill giving to each one of the children of a man of that 
character, where it can be shown that he did his whole duty, $10,000, 
if it should be offered as an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I will answer the Senator, with his permis- 
sion, and say that during the well-nigh twenty years that I have been 
in Congress, in one House or the other, I have never failed to vote to 
give an adequate pension to support the widow and the children of 
every loyal soldier who was killed or disabled in the Union service; I 
will do that now; and in doing it, I speak for the section from which 
Icome. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order must be preserved in the gal- 
leries. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. AndI speak for the Senator from Arkansas 
as well as for myself. This Government owes it$ obligations to the 
soldiers who defended it when its vitality was at stake and in issue, 
and no man from any loyal State has ever gone further than I have 
always done, or will go further than I shall always do, by way of mak- 
ing recognition to them for the service that they rendered to a cause 
that I did not espouse. 

Mr. BERRY, The Senator from Kentucky considers an adequate 
pension for the widow of such a private soldier the sum of $12 per 
month, while for the children of this man who was not a soldier he 
proposes to take out of the Treasury and give them $10,000. I have 
never posed here asa particular friend of the soldier in voting for pen- 
sions, but I have taken the ground that the widow of a private soldier 
ought to have identically the same amountof pension as the widow of an 
officer, and that to give one $2,000 a year and to the other $12 a month 
is absolute injustice and contrary to the spirit of the Government un- 
der which we live. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Now, Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas will 
suspend. Itis the duty of the Chair to state that the rules of the Senate 
require silence in the galleries. Any expression of approbation or dis- 
approbation is absolutely forbidden. If there is a repetition the gal- 
leries will be cleared. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if this Government owes Mr. Henry 
$1, if it owes him $10,000, if it owes him any other sum of money, 
there is no man here who will vote it more cheerfully thanI; but why 
in this vast concourse of 63,000,000 of people, shall we select out indi- 
viduals who are enabled by reason of their friends here to bring pres- 
sure to bear upon members of Congress, while thousands and tens of 
thousands equally deserving go without a dollar? Is that justice? 
Is it justice to those simply who can get a majority of the Senate on 
their side to say that we will take the people’s money and give it to 
them, while the thousands whose voices can not be heard here do not 
get one dollar, although they pay the taxes the same as everybody else 
that go to make up the common fund? 

It may be right, Mr. President, it may be just, it may be generous, 
but to me it is the most absolute injustice that was ever practiced by 
any Congress of the United States to take that which does not belong 
to them, to take that which belongs to others, and give it to favorites 
who can bring influence to bear upon us while the others go without 
a dollar. It can not get my vote. If the Senator calls that ungener- 
ous, then I must submit toit, but I never have voted for such an ap- 
propriation and I never shall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, Iam going to ask for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can get that by reserving the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Iowa will agree that I can reserve 
the amendment and have a yea-and-nay vote on it in the Senate, of 
course that will be satisfactory. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator has that right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the right of the Senator, with- 
out an agreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will see that the Senator has the right to have a 
yea-and-nay vote in the Senate on this amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; that is all I ask. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the right of a Senator on de- 
mand. The question iscn the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read to line 
15 on page 41. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 13, I move to strike out the comma after 
the word ‘‘animals.’’ 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator how that would leave 


the meaning of the sentence. 
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Mr. ALLISON, 
leave it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us just look a little and see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 41, line 13, after the word ‘‘animals”’ 
strike out the comma. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it is worth while to detain the Senate 
very long about acomma, but it seems te me very clear that the Sena- 
tor would throw the sentence into confusion by striking out the comma: 

For erecting and repairing buildings and inclosures for animals— 

Now, that is one thing— 
and for administrative purposes. 

Thatis another. If you strike out the comma, it leaves it: 


For erecting and repairing buildings and inclosures for animals and for 
ministrative purposes in the National Zoological Park— 


And then it goes on— 
including salaries or compensation of all nece 


It would leave it as Professor Langley wants to 


$18,000. 


ssary employés, 


In other words, for erecting buildings, including salaries of neces- 
sary employés. That*is not what is meant, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
Professor Langley examined this paragraph critically, and, as I under- 
stood him, the paragraph is for erecting and repairing buildings and 
inclosures for animals and for administrative purposes in the National 
Zoological Park, and that it shall include the salaries or compensation 
of all necessary employés. 

Mr. HOAR. Employed in erecting and repairing buildings? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, andinclosures. ‘‘Care and subsistence’’ the 
Senator will observe is another paragraph. So I take it Professor Lang- 
ley knows what he wants. 

Mr. HOAR. Does theSenator understand that salaries or compensa- 
tion of employés, being $18,000, is to mean that $18,000 is to include 
the salaries and compensation necessary for employés to erect and re- 
pair the buildings, and do nothing else? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir, that is what I suppose. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, if that is the intent of it, itis all right, but Ido 
not believe it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Lowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ National 
Zoological Park,’’ on page 41, line 22, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one-half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of 
the District of Coumbia and the other half from the Treasury of the 
United States;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For care, subsistence, and transportation ofanimals for the National Zoological 
Park,and for the purpose of rare specimens not otherwise obtainable, includ- 
ing salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, and general incidental 
expenses not otherwise provided for, $17,500; in all, $50,500, 

Mr. REAGAN, I will inquite of the chairman of the committee if 
we did notin a bill that was recently passed release the people of the 
city trom paying any part of the cost of the purchase of this Zoological 
Park? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
one-half. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know, but I am speaking of a bill which passed 
the Senate recently, which assumed that the Government was to pay 
what it was provided in thelast Congress the city should pay; that is, 
one-half of the expenses of this park. 

Mr, ALLISON, I believe there was an amendment to that eflect, 
but it did not pass. There is no provision as yet for refunding to the 
District government one-half the amount of the orginal payment. 

Mr. REAGAN, It passed the Senate, but I understand it did not 
pass into a law. 

Mr. President, Ido not myself understand why the people of this 
District should be relieved of their part of the expense of this Zoolog- 
ical Park. If they donot wantit, then it ought not to be imposed upon 
them by Congress. If they do want it, they ought to pay their part of 
the expense of it. When we think of the fact that millions of dollars 
are paid out of the Treasury monthly here in this District, where there 


That is the object of the amendment, tostrike out 


cities of the Union, infinitely more than in any of the rural portions of 
the country, I do not understand why the people here should be re- 
lieved from taxes and people much less favored be required to pay their 
taxes, and especially I do not understand why they should be relieved 
from those which go to ornamentation and pleasure. 

I do not care to dwell upon this matter, but I hope that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate committee will not be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, if the people of Washington had 
any government, if the Government of the United States considered 
them as being worthy of having any right to express an opinion upon 
any question connected with their welfare, we should then consult 
them and find out whether they did want a zoological park or not. 
But no such consultation is made. They are treated as if they were 


prisoners of war, or barbarians, or outside of the American Union. 


amuse the people. 
tain everybody who comes here as well as the citizens of tl 


taxed or else they ought to be relieved ot 
upon either proposition. 
citizens of Washington whether they would 
tion they would vote against it. Pa 
people about here would vote against it. 
get to look at it. 

their families. B« 
peace and all that sort of thing to those elemen 
operate to control the great States of the South, we must include Wash- 
ington people, all of them, the great and th 
poor, among those disqualified classes of American citizens who for some 
reason which no man, I believe, is willing to state frankly and 
must be excluded from all voice 
lawmaking and representation. 


its own fancy in creating a zoological nark, and in providin 
and means as is now being done for stocking it with beasts and a: 








| the general Treasury pays the whole expen 
is more money in circulation thar anywhere in the great commercial | 


They have no rights of citizenship, no voice in their own government 
no voice in the National Government, no voice in anything. 
a while a man may find his way to a committee room or on the flo 
of the Senate of the United States to put up a plea in their behal! 
but as to consulting them as to whether they w 

den or anything else, we never do it. 


Once in 


int a zoological gar- 


Now, if you were to leave it to a vote of t citizens of Washington 
they would not have any zooatall. 1 are plenty of zoos here to 


Congress itself is a » that is big enough to enter- 


1@ city ol 


Washington. There is no occasion for spreading our sources of amuse- 
ment around through the beasts and animals of the forest and of the 
jungle. Wehaveall kindsof representatives here that could be thought 
of, if we would just reflect a little and make comparisons 

In the point ot taxation it has been an spted Amer 
everywhere except in the District of Columbia that representation 
should go along with it. I am incapable of ceiving that the: 
be any element or fractional pa anything that resembles an Ai 


ican government in the United States within all of its borders unless 
it may be in an Indian tribe where the right of taxation ts as against 
the people, and the right of representa 


ion at 
So, when Senators rise here and say that thess 
Why, sir, if you would put it to a vote of the 
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I hope that the Congress of the United States, after having gratified 
yr the wa) 

mals, snakes, grizzly bears, and the like of that, will not conclude that 
because they desire to have a zoo here for their own entertainment and 
amusement, to which they may ride out and disport themselves in 
their carriages, that having had this fancy and having gratified it at 
the expense of the people of the United States, it is incumbent 


upon 
the people of Washington that they should provide 


one-half the sum 


of money necessary for its support 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama tells us 
that if the question as to whether we should have a zoological garden 
in this District were submitted to the people of the District they would 
not vote for it, but would vote against it. For whomi 
then, if the people of Washington here do not wish it ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is for outside barbarians and not 
tonians. 

Mr. REAGAN. It isa strangely illogical position, it seems to me, 
that the distinguished Senator takes, and he is not often illogical. If 
the people here would vote against that proposition, that is sufficient 
to reject it, in my judgment. Here are 250,000 people interested in 
whatever interests other communities, and if they do not want it why 
should we tax the people of other parts of the country to give them 
that which they would not theraselves vote for? 

Mr. MORGAN, How can we find out whether they want it or not? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not care about saying anything that seems to 
savor of reflection upon anybody, but I remember very well some fif- 
teen years ago, when we were passing what was called the organie act 
of this District, a member could not walk into the 
not get into a street car, he could ‘tel, he could not go 
in and out of his room, without being tackled by people everywhere 
and on all occasions urging him to make provision that the people, all 
the rest of the people of the country, should pay one-half of the ex- 
penses of this District. 


it to be made, 
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for Washin 


corr lors, he could 
not go intoa h 


And more, this should not be done, because 
» of the parks in this city, 
to which the people here do not contribute anything. Isitnot enou 
that the expense of all these parks and public grounds should be whol! 
paid by the people out of the general ‘Treasury? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
thinks the Botanic Gardens were established and 
for the benefit of the people of the District of Co 
tional work and done, and ought to be done, by 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not pri 
mental and poetical; I profess to be somew] 
questions practically and inquire what they are and what should be 
done with them. Of course I understand that the Senator and all of 
us call it a national zoological park, but it might as well be called a 
District of Columbia zoological park, because of all the people of this 
country not one in ten thousand will eversee it. Why say it is for the 
benefit of the people, who have no iuterest in it upon earth but to pay 
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the taxes by which the $300,000 is to be paid for the land, and then per- 
haps millions more for making arrangements to keep the animals and 
the snakes and the grizzly bears that the Senator spoke of ? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will ingulge me just one second, I 
desire to ask him if the people of the District do not through the tariff, 
through the internal-revenue laws, and through every other system of 
taxation that the Government has anything to do with, pay their full 
proportion of the taxes for the support of this great and general and 
universal Government of the United States; and having done so, why 
have they not performed their duty to this country? 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course the people here pay their proportion of 
taxes for the purpose of supporting the Government. The people else- 
where pay their proportion of taxes for supporting the Federal Govern- 
ment and this District government, and their State governments, and 
their county governments, and their city governments, and their school 
system, while here we require the Government to pay a large amount 
of the expenses of the schools and to buy schoolbooks for the children 
here. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is wrong. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not under- 
stand that the people here pay a tax equivalent to the average tax of 
well-governed cities throughout the country on their own property be- 
sides ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; notas I understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. They pay $15 on a thousand, I think. What is the 
percentage they pay on their taxable property ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam unable to state the exact percentage. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is $2 on a hundred in the city and a dollar anda 
half in the county. 

Mr. HOAR. Two dollars on the hundred is a very heavy tax. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is on real estate, and on personal estate is an 
additional tax. Then there isthe water tax. The Government water 
tax is to be paid. 

Mr. REAGAN. The people do not pay $2 a hundred on their real 
estate here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, they do. 

Mr. HOAR. My impression was that the rate is $1.50, but the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee states that it is $2. 

Mr. HARRIS. Twodollarsis themaximum fixed by the organic act. 
Exactly what the assessment is at this time I am not sure, 

Mr. REAGAN. It is $1. 

Mr. HARKIS. It is more than that. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for one observation, if it 
does not interrupt him? I was a member of the House of Representa- 
tives when the present system was established and gave my assent to 
it, and, as I understand, it was based on the theory of requiring the 
people of the District of Columbia to pay on their own property a tax 
equivalent to the average of the well-governed cities of the country, 
and if I mistake not that was estimated to be $1.50 on a hundred— 
1.5 per cent. 

Then it was understood that as the Government was the great real- 
estate owner here, had its reservations aad its public buildings and its 
mouuments which are of a national character, and as a vast portion of 
the people of the city was made up of persons who came here for Gov- 
ernment and temporary purposes, having their home claims upon them, 
and many of them their property elsewhere, intending to go home when 
they got a competency, to spend their old age, it was fair that the Gov- 
ernment should pay the rest. That is the theory on which it went, 
and it seems to me it is a theory which is a very sound and wise one. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the Senator from Massachusetts is correct in his 
supposition that the people of this District are taxed as high as the 
people of other cities of like size, then it is the most remarkably mis- 
governed city under the sun if they pay that tax. Remember that the 
general Treasury pays more than the people do, so that if the Senator 
is correct in his supposition the taxes for the support of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia would be double that of any of the 
great cities. I think the Senator must be mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me a further observation, 
take Pennsylvania avenue. There is an avenue three times as wide 
as any economically governed city would build for itself. So of all the 
great avenues which are put here as matters of national ornamenta- 
tion. Then the avenues pass the great reservations which can not be 
improved for private benefit, which separate private properties from 
each other. There are these numerous parks and squares and small 
inclosures which furnish no income for taxation whatever. 

Then, in addition to that, here are these great national buildings 
which are policed in the preservation of public order by the city. The 
city police protect them from the mobs, the thief, the burglar, and 
from tire. Here is this great mass of people who are not residents here 
except temporarily, who go home to vote elsewhere and who have all 
their obligations there. They are protectefl here. 

The residents of the city themselves do not get half the benefit of 
this expenditure which the Senator says makes it a badly governed 
city. It is a well-governed city, and it is growing and improving in 
the excellence of its government with experience; every five years it is 
better than in the preceding period, 


We have got tostart with the fact that the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States has settled it that the power of the Government over this 
District is not in the residents thereof, but in the people for the pur- 
pose of a national capital, for national protection. It is like a navy- 
yard or a dock or any other Government reservation in its general 
principle. Now, then, we say to these people who come here, ‘‘ The 
great bulkof expenditures are on a seale adapted to a national capital 
and not toa local city or alocal residence. Therefore, we will deal with 
you by saying you shall pay what you ought to contribute if you were 
in an ordinary well-governed city, and we will pay the rest.’’ Can the 
Senator suggest any other principle of managing this city or paying 
forit better than that? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am not as pleasantly situated in 
such a discussion as gentlemen are who would tax other people for the 
support of the government of this District. It would certainly be 
much more pleasant to me if I could say to the people here, ‘‘I will 
relieve you of all taxes and I will make you rich and comfortable at 
other people’sexpense.’’ It would be very pleasant to them doubtless 
if I could say it and do it; and certainly the situation of gentlemen is 
much more pleasant who can find themselves sustained by the feelings 
of the populace smong whom they are, though they are proceeding at 
the expense of other people by the sacrifice of justice. 

Mr. President, I do not deem that to beany part ofmyduty. My duty 
is to represent the people who sent me here to take care of their inter- 
ests and to try to be just to the whole American people, to try to see 
that equal justice is shown to all. 

Now, the Senator would throw me off from the point of discussion 
about the Zoological Park by taking up the question of the general ad- 
ministration of the city. His reference to the width of Pennsylvania 
avenue revives some recollections with me that I see are in his memory. 

We were both in the House of Representatives at the time the organic 
act for the District was passed, when in order to show the liability of 
the general Treasury for one-half the taxes, inmaking up the estimate 
by the committee who presented the case to the House of Representa- 
tives, they charged the General Government with all the avenues and 
streets and alleys as Government property, as if the avenues, streets, 
and alleys were not the property of everybody, But it took that to 
make a pretense for the justice of the charge upon the general Treas- 
ury of one-half of the expense of this District. 

I recognize, sir, that this being the national capital, the offices of the 
Government being here, it is the duty of the Government to contribute 
its fair share of the expense of the administration of this District. I do 
not complainthat thatisdone. Ibelieve itis right; but when Isay that 
I remember that if Senators were among their own people, in their own 
homes, they would hardly tell them t they ought to be taxed for 
the benefit of the people of the Districtof Columbia. Especially when, 
recurring to the point that I started out with, I remember that mil- 
lions of dollars are paid out monthly here; that money is freely circu- 
lated; that wages are high, and the people more prosperous than any- 
where I know of within the United States as a general mass. 

My friend the Senator from Alabama said awhile ago that the poor 
colored people if we had a zoological park could not get there. His 
experience is very different from mine. If there is a park in this city 
that they do not get into it is one that I have never discovered, and 
one I judge that he never will discover. If there is a place of amuse- 
ment that they are not in, then he has found a place of amusement that 
I have never found in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN. But they do not have the right to vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it is a most fortunate thing for them and 
for the District that they do not have the right to vote. LIagree with 
an expression made, I believe, by the Senator from Missouri, that it 
is very fortunate for this District, under the conditions that attend it, 
that the people do not vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will let me finish my sentence I will 
yield with pleasure. If it were the case that they had the right to 
vote we would here exhibit to the world the condition of things with 
which a number of cities of this country are cursed; we would exhibit 
a condition of things that would make men blush who do not now com- 
prehend what it means to see a country governed by an ignorant rabble. 

Mr. MORGAN. IfI remember the figares aright I think we have 
appropriated $5,000,000 or it may be $8,000,000 for the deepening of 
the water in the harbor of Galveston. Now, I claim that the people 
of Washingfon contribute very largely to that money for the benefit 
of the State of Texas, that wonderful empire out there, and that we 
ought not to be too barsh on them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I know the fertility of the Senator's 
mind. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I speak of the fact. There is nothing fertile 
about that; it is a fact. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the illimitable resources of the Senator in 
argument. He would answer me by saying that it was agreed to ap- 
propriate five or six million dollars for the improvement of the harbor 
at Galveston. I suppose the Senator would have it understood that 
that is for the benefit of Texas. ‘ 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes, mainly. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Of course Texas would participate in that benefit, 


but all the States west of the Mississippi River, including two-thirds | 


of the territory of this Union, would have the benefit of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. But Washington would not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Besides the navigation along our seacoast would 
have the benefit of it; because when a harbor is made there so that 
deep-dranght vessels can enter, the large vessels from New York, from 
Boston, from Philadelphia, from Baltimore will come there with their 
cargoes, and there receive their cargoes, while now they have but light- 
draught vessels and it causes transportation to be much more costly to 
the people. 

But, Mr. President, we have made many improvements; we have 
appropriated a great deal of money for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River, the Great Lakes, harbors on the seacoast and a great deal 
for the improvement of the Alabama River and for the improvement 
of the harbor of Mobile, I suppose as much as ever has been appro- 
priated to Galveston, not specially because it was to benefit Mobile any 
more than the appropriation to which the Senator refers benefits the 
local community of Galveston, but it was for the benefit of the com- 


merce of the United States, for the benefit, so far as the world is inter- | 


ested in it, of the world’s commerce. 

I do not care to go into that discussion as to the extent to which the 
——. for our rivers and harbors benefit the whole community. 
I think that it is very well understood, and it bears no analogy to the 
case before us of building a zoological garden in the District of Colum- 
bia for the pleasure of the people who come from abroad, not for the 
benefit of the people of the District, as the Senator tells us. 

So I prefer to come back to the point from which I started, and to 
repeat that if the people who are here do not wish to be taxed for the 
Zoological Garden two or three hundred thousand dollars I do not see 
the justice of imposing a tax upon people who will never see it for the 
benefit of people who would refuse to accept it if they had to pay their 
part of it. 

Then, Mr. President, it is not my suggestion that the whole tax of 
that garden should be imposed uponthe District; it is thatthey should 
pay their part, and if it goes on, that the Federal Government should 
pay one-half of that expense, not the whole of it. It isa question now 
whether the Federal Treasury shall pay all or one-half for the estab- 
lishment of a zoological garden for the pleasure and the amusement of 
the people who live here and those who happen casually to come here. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate longer, but I wish 
to say that Senators might as well reflect upon it that when we are 
making this District cost the people here and the general Treasury 
more than $5,000,000 a year we are guilty of extravagance no other 
people are guilty of; we are guilty of recklessness of appropriations that 
no men would be guilty of if they were surrounded by people who are to 
bearthe burdens of that extravagance. Think of the administration of 
this District,70 square miles, costing nearly asmuchasthe administra- 
tion of the great State of New York, with its 6,000,000 people. Think 
of this District, with 70 square miles, costing forits administration three 
times as much as the greatState of Texas, with its two and a half mil- 
lion people, embracing its schoo) fund and everything else. 

Mr. President, if I had not already been overloaded and overbur- 
dened with other questions I am not able to master here, I would be 
willing to undertake the business of trying to expose the character of 
appropriations made for this District and awakening public attention 
to it. I should feel ifI could do so that I would do one of the best 
services that I could render to the American people; and any young 
man who comes to Congress, and who has the courage to do his duty 
and expose the sort of extravagance that goes on here, may, while heis 
doing justice to the American people, give himself a national fame. 

It is a sort of close corporation here. ‘The people interested all 
around us approve of what we do. The people at home do not know 
what we do. If the American people knew what we did here upon 
this subject, either the policy would change or the representation would 
change. I have nodoubt of that. There would be either a change of 
policy, and the extravagance would be arrested, or the people would 
send some other men here to take care of the public interests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee to strike out the last three lines of page 41. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out the clause from line 1 
to line 4, inclusive, on page 42, as follows: 

Astrophysical Observatory: For maintenance of astrophysical observatory, 
under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution, including salaries of assist- 
ants and the purchase of additional apparatus, $10,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. That was stricken out by the committee under a 
misapprehension of the actual condition. There is an astrophysical 
observatory in the Smithsonian grounds, but the committee were not 
aware of that fact when they struck the provision out. I hope the 
clause will remain in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, 

amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, line 13, after the word 
| ‘‘employés,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ and in line 
| 14, atter the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘“of which sum not more than 
| $10,000 shall be expended in the payment of salaries and for services 
rendered in the city of Washington;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

North American ethnology: For continuing ethne il researches among 
the American Indians, under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution, in- 
cluding salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, $30,000, of which 


sum not more than $10,000 shall be expended in the pay itof salaries and for 
services rendered in the city of Washington. 


Mr. GORMAN, 
| passed over. 

Mr, ALLISON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What amendment is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. At the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland 
I will ask the Senate to pass over the amendment relating to North 
| American ethnology. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration. 

Mr. VEST. 
o’ clock. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
now. 

Mr. HALE. Let us go on for fifteen or twenty minutes longer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will let us run on with the bill 
| until 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
draw his motion? 

Mr. VEST. All right; but I shall not stay myself. 

Mr. ALLISON, We can work balf an hour longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘* Fish 
Commission,’’ on page 43, to increase the appropriation for ** 
tion of food-fishes’’ from ‘‘ $150,000’ to ‘*$160,000,”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire the necessity for increas- 
ing that appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are two or three new establishments that 
have been authorized to be erected since the estimate was made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 14, toincrease the appro- 
priation for ‘‘ maintenance of vessels ’’ 
** $43,900"? to ‘* $53,900.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 15, to insert: 

For repairs to the vessels Albatross, Fish Hawk 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 17, to insert: 

Fish hatchery, Craig’s Brook and Green Lake, Maine: For completion of con- 
struction and equipment at Green Lake, Maine, including all buildings, ponds, 
flumes, dams, pipes, wharf anc boats, roads, grading, engineering, and repairs, 
$15,393.10, of which the sum of $10,000 shall be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 24, to insert: 

Fish hatchery in Vermont: For purchase of site and establishing a fish hatch- 
ery at a suitable place in the State of Vermont, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 2, to insert: 

Fish hatchery in New York: For purchase of site and establishing a fish 
hatchery at a suitable place in the State of New York, on or near the St, Law- 
rence River, $5,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 6, to insert: 

Fish hatchery, Neosho, Missouri: Forthe completion and equipment of build- 
ing, for the construction of outbuildings, roads, and inclosures to grounds, 
$1,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary. 

Mr. REAGAN. It has been some time since I was familiar with 
the number of fish hatcheries in the country. Formerly I was famil- 
iar with it because I was a member of a committee which had such 
matters in charge. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
how many fish hatcheries there are and where they are located. 

Mr. ALLISON. There must be ten or eleven now. There are two 
in New England, I think; there are two in Michigan; there is one at 
Neosho, Mo.; there is one at Duluth, Minn.; one at Quincy, IIl., and 
two, I think, on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is one on the river north of Baltimore, on the 
Susquehanna, I believe. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is another on the coast of Maryland, and 
another on the coastof Virginia, on the Potomac. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think there is any fish hatchery on the 
Potomac. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of courseif there is any necessity for these hatch- 
eries I do not wish to object, but if the thing is only to get that much 
money appropriated and expended in those localities it seems to me 
we ought to go carefully with the position confronting us for the next 
few years regarding our finances. 


ogi 





I suggest to the Senator to let this amendment be 


Very well. 


It will be passed over for future con- 
I move that the Senate adjourn. It is half-past 10 


I hope that the Senator will not press that motion 


Does the Senator from Missouri with- 


propaga- 








of the Fish Commission, from 


, and Gram pus, $10,000, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I canhardly think the Senator supposes it is for that 
purpose 

Mr. REAGAN. I think we have already a sufficient number of fish 
hatcheries for the needs of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will understand that the young fish 
can not be transported for very long distances. The Commissioner of 
Fisheries was very anxious to have the fishery provided for in New 
York established, and I think he recommended very highly the one 
in Vermont. The others were all in existence. 

Mr. REAGAN. The fishery in Massachusetts is very extensive, and 
thereis anotherin New England. As to transporting fish, they are car- 
ried great distances by railroad. Itis about 2,000 miles to where I live, 
and they are carried very safely to that point. These fish can be car- 
ried two or three thousand miles. It isa little trouble, of course, but 
they go with as much safety as when carried only two or three hun- 
dred miles. There is hardly one of the proposed fisheries that is not 
within one or two hundred miles of another hatchery. 

Mr. ALLISON. This new hatchery on the St. Lawrence is to reach 
the whitefish, so valuedin Ontario. ‘The new hatchery in Vermont is, 
as I understand, to reach a class of fish that has not hitherto been 
dealt with, the mountain trout. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to say, if the Senator from Texas will allow 
me, that it is not likely that any of these fisheries are located with a 
view to increasing Congressional influence in behalf of the fishery in- 
dustry. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like some Senator to say that he believes 
these fisheries to be necessary for the public good. If anybody can 
make that statement I shall have ncthing more to say. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The hatchery at Neosho was selected by Professor 
Baird, and, so far as I have been able to learn, without any knowl- 
edge, information, or solicitation on the part of eitherof the Senators 
from Missouri or any Representative from that State. It was selected 
purely in the interest of the propagation of fish, When it became 
known that he had selected the place, and the town had given the 
grounds that were desired, including a magnificent spring, then there 
were a dozen other places in Missouri that wanted to compete for the 
privilege, and insisted that we should present their claims. 

That was the first information I had that there was to be a hatchery 
there. When we ascertained how it was, as a matter of course we 
simply left it to Professor Baird and his subordinates and the selection 
was made by him purely because he believed it was the best place in 
all thatregion of country. The selection was made, as I understand, 
without previous outside suggestion. Professor Baird looked over the 
ground and made the selection of his own choice before anybody knew 
anything of it 

Mr. REAGAN. 
Neosho is situated ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Neosho is on the St. Louis and San Francisco 
Railroad. It is the county seat of Newton County, which adjoins the 
Indian Territory. It has a magnificent spring which runs into the 
Neosho River, and is accessible to the headwaters of all the streams 
running into the Arkansas, the Osage, and the Merrimack, and into 
all the rivers in that country. 

Mr. REAGAN, That is enough, Mr. President. Neosho is on the 
railroad! The next hatchery mentioned in the bill is to be established 
in the Rocky Mouutain region, When we get to Neosho and the Rocky 
Mountains, I think it is time to stop and find a spring somewhere out 
in the wilderness, 

I have a friend who told me about Neosho. It is in a mountainous 
couniry, with deep gorges into which the sun never penetrates. A man 
had been out hunting there, and he discovered day in a deep gorge, 
where the sun never shone, a very large bed of musselshells. He went 
home and told his wife that he had made a great discovery. ‘‘ What 
is it, husband?’ she said. 
the moon changes, and there are about 20 bushels of old moon-bulls 
down there.’’ [Laughter.] Tidewater, Mr. President, is very well; 
navigable streams may do, but railroads and Rocky Mountains will 
hardy do for fisheries. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
prop sed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 45, after line 10, to insert: 


Will the Senator advise me upon what stream 


The question is on the amendment 


Fish hatchery in the Rocky Mountain region: For investigation respecting 
the advisability of establishing a fish-hatchery station in the Rocky Mountain 
region in the State of Montana or Wyoming, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 14, to insert: 


For the purchase of the lands on “Shad Battery,’’ or Edmonson’s Island, in 
the Chesapeake Bay, Maryland, not now owned by the United States, together 
withall buildings, wharves, and improvements thereon, and fishing rights ap- 
purtenant thereto, $15,000; Provided, That the payment of said sum shall be in 
complete satisfaction and extinguishment of ali claims of the owner of said 
island for rent, or use and occupation thereof, and mesne profits and dam- 
ages in respect thereof, and that a perfect title in the premises and deed suffi- 
cient in law, conveying the same to the United States, both to be approved by 
the Attorney-General, be given by the owner thereof, 
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Mr. VEST. As the Senator from Maryland is a member of this 
committee, I would like him to explain that provision: 


For the purchase o\' the lands on “Shad Battery” or Edmonson’s Island, in 
the Chesapeake Bay, Maryland, not now owned by the United States, etc. 


Mr. GORMAN. This I believe is the principal hatchery for the shad, 
herring, etc., for Chesapeake Bay. It is at the mouth of the Susque- 
hanna River. There is a small island there that was selected, I sup- 
pose, by Professor Baird or his agent, probably Major Ferguson, who 
was in charge of the department at that time. 

As I understand the case, Major Ferguson acquired the title to one 
half of this island. The other half, I think, the United States own. 
On the part of the island that Mr. Ferguson owns the United States 
erected buildings costing some $40,000 or $50,000, I do not know the 
exact amount; and the United States had the use of his property, 
with or without compensation, I do not know which. He was the as- 
sistant fish commissioner at the time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One dollar a year was what they paid him. 

Mr. GORMAN. One dollara year, the Senator from Vermont says. 

Mr, BLAIR. Inadvance, [hope. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Fergusson was very much interested in the 
work. He offered this property to the United States at a very low fig- 
ure,as Iamtold. Personally lknownothing aboutit. If itis thought 
best that the United States should own that property on which they 
have this $40,000 or $50,000 worth of property, which is necessary, as 
they say, for the conduct of this work, then this amendment is neces- 
sary. It is proper, however, that I should say that I think there was 
some controversy between the owner and the Commissioner of Fisheries. 
I donot know whether the Commissioner of Fisheries ever purchased the 
island, but the matter has been submitted to the committees of both 
Houses of Congress, and I think once or twice already we inserted a 
provision about it. That is my recollection, but I confess I have not 
paid much attention to it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate hasinserted a similar provision repeatedly. 
It is a low figure. It has been put on at $20,000, but we never have 
been able to get it through the other branch. A fair rent of the prop- 
erty paid to the owner during all these years past would amount to what 
this appropriation covers. It is a very important place, a great shad 
hatchery, and the sum named is very moderate. Everybody who has 
investigated it on the committee has come to the conclusion that if 
there is any fault to be found with it, it is that the amount ought to 
be larger than it is. Itought tobe $20,000 at least, but the committee 
concluded to try it this year at $15,000. It is not enough, as the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] suggests. 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems to me the item about the shad battery ought 
to be in thefortification bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator moves to make the amount $20,000, I 
will certainly vote with him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should certainly vote with the Senator. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if these items are all e3- 
timated for, and by whom ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By committees and so on. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are not estimated for by any head of an Ex- 
ecutive Department.* 

Mr. HALE. Oh, yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. [Putting the question]. The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Casey]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL]. If he were bere, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MoRRILL]. If it suits the convenience of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
we may transfer our pairs. I have already voted. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GeorGr], but I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum, which 
is not necessary on this vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I ought to say that I am paired with my 
friend from Alabama (Mr, PuGH], but always with leave on the part 
of both of us to vote to keep up aquorum and goon with the business, 
and, therefore, I have voted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLATT] is not well enough to 
be here ag He is paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
BARBOUR }. 

Mr. REAGAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 
with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcH ELL]. 
fore notice that he was absent. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator ought to vote, having a right 


I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


I am paired 
I did not be- 


to keep up a quorum to goon with the business. 
As every Senator here knows, there is no quo- 


Mr, COCKRELL. 
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yum. Ivote “‘nay.’’ I want to gratify the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. EpmuNDs] by staying here all night and doing nothing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The result was announced—yeas, 7, nays 17; as follows 


YEAS—7. 


Bate, Daniel, Harris, Ves 
Coke, Faulkner, Morgan 
NAYS—17. 

Allison, Edmunds, Paddock, Stewart, 
Blair, Hale, Pugh, Warren 
Carey, Hawley, Sanders 
Chandler, Ingalls, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Manderson, Spooner, 

ABSENT—614. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Ransom 
Allen, Dolph, Kenna, Reagan 
Barbour, Eustis, McConnell, Sawyer, 
Berry, Evarts, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Squire, 
Blodgett, Frye, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Gibson, Morrill, Teller, 
Call, Gorman, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gray, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hearst, Pierce, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Platt, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Plumb Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The vote having disclosed the absence 
of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Daniel, Ingalis, Sanaers, 
Bate, Edmunds, Manderson, Shoup, 
Blair, Faulkner, Morgan, Spooner, 
Carey, Gorman, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Power, Warren, 
Coke, Hawley, Reagan, 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam requested by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER] to say to the Senate that he was feeling very un- 
well. He has been indisposed for sorhe days and was unable to attend 
this session of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My colleague[Mr. MorRRILL] was excused by a 
vote of the Senate a day or two ago from attending at evening sessions 
on account of his condition, etc. He is not present to-night. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ] 
left the Senate Chamber this evening quite out of health and said 
that it would be impossible for him to attend to-night, and asked me 
to request the Senate to excuse him. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Twenty-seven Senators have responded 
to their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 24, 1891, at 11 o'clock 
a. ™. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 23d day of February, 1891. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Charles Foster, of Ohio, to be Secretary of the Treasury, vice Will- 
iam Windom, deceased. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


Martin A. Knapp, of New York, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- | 


missioner, vice Augustus R. Schoonmaker, whose term of office has ex- 
pired. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Charles C. Cole, of the District of Columbia, to be attorney of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, vice John Blair Hoge, re- 
signed to take effect March 1, 1891. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James E. Dodge, of New Hampshire, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire, to succeed 
George W. Pendexter, deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Naval Constructors Joseph H. Linnard and Joseph J. Wood- 
ward, to be naval constructors in the United States Navy. 

Lieut. John T. Newton, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, 
from the 19th February, 1891 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Lieut. Nathan H. Barnes, retired. 

Ensign Le Roy M. Garrett, to bea lieutenant, junior grade, from the 
19th roeene, 1891, vice Lieut. John T. Newton, junior grade, pro- 
moted, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 20, 1891. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Augustine W. Ferrin, of Salamanca, N. Y., to | nt for the In- 


dians of the New York agency in New York. 
SURVEYOI ( 

Charles J. Robb, of Indiana, to | ! 

of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana 


e surveyor oO ‘ 


or the port 


Emerson Etheridge, of Tennessee, to |] for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tenness 
POSTMA 
William B. Coggeshall, to be postmaster at Summi th unty 
of Union and State of N Jer 
URRY 
Jonas M. Cleland, of Iowa, t 
Sioux City, in the State of Iow 
COLLECI R I 
James E. Dodge, of New Hamp hire, to be collect tt cust 
the district of Portsmouth, in the State of Ne Hampsh 
POSTMA 
Edward Whatcomb, to be postmaster at Friend, in the count sa 
line and State of Nebraska. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 23, 1891. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, R 
W. H. Minpurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved 


SILVER COINAGE, 

Mr. PERKINS, Beforecalling up theconference report, Mr. Speaker, 
I yield to the gentleman from New York, who wishes to offer a motion. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Before the conference report is presented I desire 
also to ask a correction. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will be thr 
few moments, and hope the gent 
little while. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill of the Senate, No. 4675, ‘‘ to 
provide a unit of value for the coinage of gold and silver, and for other 
purposes,’’ was reported to the House adversely by the Committee 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
upon the Calendar of the C 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. 

ALLOTMENT OF 

Mr. PERKINS. I now submit, Mr. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ugh with the conference 
leman will withhold his 


report in a 
request tor a 


on 
I desire to request that it be placed 
ymmittee of the Whole House on the state 


That will be done under the rule. 


LAND IN 


SEV ERALTY. 


Speaker, a conference report. 








The committee of conferer ice on the disagreeing of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3043) to amend and further extend 
the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled “‘An act to provide 
for the allotment of landin severalty to Indiaus on the various reservations, and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States over the Indians, and 
for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend anddo recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe House amendments and 


consent to the same with the following amendment: Strike out all after 
tion 1 of such amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following 
‘Sec. 2. That where allotments have been made in whole or in part 


upon any 


| reservation under the provisions of said act of February &, 1887, and the quan- 
tity of land in such reservation is sufficient to give each member of the tribe 
80 acres,such allotments shall be revised and equalized under the provision 
of this act: Provided, That no allotment heretofore approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior shall be reduced in quantity. 
“Sec. 3. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the Secretary of the In- 
terior that, by reason of age or other disabilit y allottee, under the provi- 


»t personally and with benefit 
ny part thereof, the same may 
and conditions as shall be prescribed 


sions of said act, or any other act or treaty, can 
to himself occupy or improve his allotment, or 
be leased upon such terms, regulations, 





by such Secretary, for a term not exceeding three years for farming or grazin 
or ten years for mining purposes: Provided, That where lands are occupied 
Indians who have bought and paid for the same, and which lands are not 
needed for farming or agricultural purposes, and are not desired for ind lua 
allotments, the same may be leased by authority of the cou: sp 

such Indians, for a period not to exceed five years for grazing or ten years 
mining purposes in such quantities and upon such terms and conditions as the 


agent in charge of such reservation may recomm i 
of the Secretary of the Interior 
“Sec, 4. That where any Indian entitled to 


cet to the approval 


t under existing laws 


shall make settlement upon any surveyed or unsurveyed lands of the United 
States, not otherwise appropriated, he or she shall be entitled, upon application 
to the local land office in which the lands are located, to have the same allotted 
to him or her, and tohisor her children, juantities and manner as provided in 
the foregoing section of this amending act for Indians residing upon resery 





tions; and when such settlement is made upon unsurveyed lands, the grant to 
such Indians shall be adjusted upon the survey of the lands so as to conform 
thereto, and patents shall be issued to them for such lands in the manner and 
with the restrictions provided in the act to which this isan amendment. And 
the fees to which the officers of such local land office would bave been entitled 
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had such lands been entered under the general laws for the disposition of the 
yublic Jands shall be paid to them from any moneys in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, upon a statement of an account in 
their behalf for such fees by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
a certification of such account to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 


“Spec. 5. That forthe purpose of determining descent of land to the heirs of any 


CONGRESSIONAL 





deceased Indian, under the provisions of the fifth section of said act, whenever 
any male or female shal! have cohabited together as husband and wife accord- 
ing to the custom and manner of Indian life, the issue of such cohabitation 
shall be, for the purpose aforesaid, taken and deemed to be the legitimate issue 


of the parties so living together, and every Indian child otherwise illegitimate 
shall, for such purpose, be taken and deemed to be the legitimate issue of the 
father of such child : Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not be held 
or construed as to apply to the lands commonly called and known as the 
‘Cherokee Outlet:' And provided further, That no allotment of lands shall be 
made or annffities of money paid to any of the Sac and Fox of the Missouri In- 
dians who were not enrolled as members of said tribe on January 1, 1890; but 
this shall not be held to impair or otherwise affect the rights or equifies of 


any person whose claim to a membership in said tribe is now pending and be- 
ing investigated.”’ 
B. W. PERKINS, 
0. 8. GIFFORD, 
T. G. SKINNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


H. L. DAWES, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 
0. H. PLATT, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER, The statement has not yet been read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the reading of the statement. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House report and represent that the effect 
of the conference report is to take the bill substantially as it passed the House. 
Some changes are made in phraseology andin the order or arrangement of the 
sections, but the provisions remain substantially unchanged, except in section 3 
we provide that before an allottee can lease his land because of inability to 
work the same he must make his application to the Secretary of the Interior 
instead of the local agent as the House amendment provided. 

B. W. PERKINS, 

0. 8S. GIFFORD, 

T. G. SKINNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the conference 
report. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of the first part of the report was not 
understood. I ask that the first amendment be again reported in con- 
nection with the text of the bill. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I call attention to the fact that the Clerk has not 
read the title of the bill yet. 

Mr. PERKINS. He did read it. Itis embraced in the report. 

rhe title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I wish to say is that I have not been able to 
understand from the reading what tribe of Indians this bill affects, and 
[ ask to have the original text read so that we can see what the effect 
of the amendment is. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to thegentleman—perhaps that will an- 
swer just as well—that the first section gives to every Indian 80 acres 
of land, changing the law as it now exists in that particular. As my 
friend will remember, the law upon the statute book at the present 
time gives to the head of the family 160 acres of land, but it does not 
give anything to the mother if the father is living. ‘The present law 
gives to all single persons over eighteen years of age 80 acres of land, 
and to orphan children 80 acres of land; but to minor children under 
eighteen years of age, whose parents are living, it gives but 40 acres. 
The object of this bill is to change that law and to give every Indian 
80 acres of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that part, but up to this time I have 
been unable to learn--what tribe of Indians are affected by this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. All. Everytribe. Itchanges existing law in that 
respect and is general in its character. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does this bill give to every Indian, male or fe- 
male, over twenty-one years of age, 80 acres of land? 

Mr. PERKINS. Eighty acres of land. The Department has found 
much difficulty in executing the present law because of the inequalities 
in it, and the Indians have asked that all be treated alike. 

Where allotments have been made under the existing law they are 
not to be reduced in size; but where the reservation is sufficient in size 
additional allotments are to be made, as authorized by this bill, to 
those who have received nothing or less than 80 acres, This bill also 
authorizes the Indians to settle upon the public lands of the United 
States and to secure allotments thereon where they have not secured 
them elsewhere, but in quantities fixed for the reservations. The bill 
is important and in the right direction, and should be passed. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think that is an improvement. 

Mr. PEEL. Perhaps the gentleman did not quite understand the 
questidn. This proposes to give to each Indian, minors as well as those 
of age, 80 acres of land. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
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Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. I rise to a privileged question. I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, 
and pending that motion I move that all general debate upon the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill be limited to one minute. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I riseto a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. SAYERS. It will not do to: limit debate to so short a time as 
that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinoisif 
he will not yield to me for the purpose of making a report from the 
Committee on Printing, to print certain eulogies. If the printing of 
them is not ordered now they will not be printed during this session 
of Congress. The resolution has to go to the Senate, and if it does 
not pass the House to-day it probably will not pass during this Con- 


gress. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
RICHARDSON ] and the fifty other gentlemen who have matters of priv- 
ilege and otherwise I wish tosay that this general deficiency bill should 
pass to-day in the interest of sound policy and good legislation; and 
althongh it may seem ungracious, I will say to gentlemen that with 
this bill out of the way there will be plenty of time for these matters 
of smaller importance; and I can not yield. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlemen yield for a motion 
in the interest of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a questionof personal priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to ask the Speaker whether the action of the 
committee on Saturday evening, when the deficiency bill was called up 
for consideration, will prevent a motion at this time under the rule 
that when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering appropriation bills it shall first consider 
the agricultural appropriation bill, which is first in order on the Cal- 
endar. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would not be in order. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker I rise to a question of privilege. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think a question of privilege 
can be pending at the present time, when the other motion is pending. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The action of the Committee of the Whole on 
Saturday night made the unfinished business for to-day the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, which was reported favorably from the committee 
to the House with amendments. As that bill in all its amendments 
received the unanimous support of the House. I desire to ask if this is 
not the business that should first come before the House this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks, under 
the circumstances, that when the committee rises that business will 
then be in order. The question is upon agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois | Mr. CANNON] to limit debate. 

Mr, HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the response of the Chair 
to my inquiry as to whether it will be in order to move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole take up the agricultural appropriation bill at this 
time. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois is in order, which is for the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills, and pending that to limit debate upon 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether I can not 
be heard to correct the RecorD. I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that after the recognition of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and while his motion is being 
put, that can not be done; but the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
as soon as the committee rises. The Chair will afford the gentleman 
ample facility. It is simply in the interest of the public business that 
the Chair has recognized the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the motion of the gentleman from 
Illionois [Mr. CANNON] has not been submitted to the House. 

tape Pag The Chair is about to submit the motion. The 
first niotion has been submitted; the second is that general debate be 
limited to one minute. 

Mr. CANNON. Onthat I move the previous question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I hope that will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the appropriation for the railroads there 
ought to be some debate on that. 


Mr. CANNON. I have made an arrangement with the gentlemen 
of the minority on the Committee on Appropriations on this question 
which is satisfactory to them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time is to be allowed ? 

Mr. CANNON, 
to them. 


I have arranged with them so that it issatisfactory 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 


too. 


The question was put on the motion to limit general debate to one 


minute, and it was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 


I think the House ought to be satisfied about that, 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 47. 
Mr. GROUT. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
I hope that will not de done. 


Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky, and Mr. RICHARDSON. Reg- 


ular order. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 80, not vot- 


ing 99; as follows: 


YEAS—150. 
Adams, Cutcheon, La Follette, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Laidlaw, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Lanham, 
Andrew, De Lano, Lansing, 
Arnold, Dingley, Laws, 
Atkinson,W. Va. Dockery, Lehlbach, 
Baker, Dolliver, Lind, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, Lodge, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Maish, 
Belden, Evans, McComas, 
Belknap, Ewart, McCord, 
Bergen, Farquhar, McCormick, 
Biggs, Featherston, McDuffie, 
Bingham, Finley, McKenna, 
Bliss, Flick, McRae, 
Boothman, Flower, Miles, 
Boutelle, Forney, Milliken, 
Brewer, Frank, Moffitt, 
Brosius, Gear, Morey, 
Buchanan, N, J, Gest, Morrill, 
Burton, Greenhalge, Morrow, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Mutchler, 
Caldwell, Hall, Nute, 
Candler, Mass. Hansbrough, O’ Donnell, 
Cannon, Hare, O'Neill, Pa. 
Carter, Harmer, Osborne, 
Caswell, Hatch, Payne, 
Cheadle, Haugen, Payson, 
Cheatham, Hays, E. R. Perkins, 
Clark, Wyo. Henderson, Il, Peters, 
Clements, Hill, Pickler, 
Cogswell, Hitt, Pindar, 
Comstock, Hopkins, Pugsley, 
Connell, Kerr, Iowa. Quackenbush, 
Craig, Ketcham, Raines, 
Culberson, Tex. Kinsey, Randall, 
Culberison, Pa, Knapp, Ray, 
Cummings, Lacey, Rogers, 
NAYS—80. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Lee, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lester, Ga. 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lester, Va. 
Barwig, Dickerson, Lewis, 
Blanchard, Edmunds, Mansur, 
Bland, Eilis, Martin, Ind. 
Boatner, Fithian, Martin, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forman, McClammy, 
Brickner, Fowler, McClellan, 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, McCreary, 
Brown, J.B. Goodnight, Mills, 
Brunper, Grimes, Montgomery, 
Buchanan, Va. Grout, Moore, N. H,. 
Bunn, Haynes, Moore, Tex. 
Bynum, Heard, Mudd, 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, Oates, 
Caruth, Henderson,N.C, 0O’Ferrall, 
Catchings, Holman, O' Neall, Ind, 
Chipman, Kerr, Pa, O'Neil, Mass. 
Cobb, Lane, Owens, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—99. 
Allen, Miss. Crain, McAdoo, 
Atkinson, Pa, Dargan, McKinley, 
Banks, Davidson, McMillan, 
Barnes, Dibble, Miller, 
Bartine, Dunphy, Morgan, 
Beck with, Enloe, Morse, 
Blount, Fitch, Niedringhaus, 
Bowden, Flood, Norton, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Outhwaite, 
Brower, Geary, Owen, Ind. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Peel, 
Browne, Va. Gifford Pierce, 
Buckalew, Hayes, W.I. Post, 
Bullock, Henderson,Iowa Reed, Iowa. 
Burrows, Herbert, Reilly, 
Campbell, Hermann, Reyburn, 
Carlton, Hooker, Robertson, 
Claney, Houk, Rockwell, 
Clarke, Ala. Kelley, Rowland, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Rusk, 
Clanie, Kilgore, Sanford, 
Coleman, Lan n, Sawyer, 
Cooper, Ohio. Lawler, Scranton, 
Cothran, Magner, Seney, 
Covert, Mason, Shively, 


Rowell, 
Russell, 
Sayers, 
Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stone, Pa. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 


Townsend, Colo, 


Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 

Van Schaick, 
Wade, 

Walker, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Chiov, 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Penington, 
Perry, 

Price, 
Quinn, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Springer, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Washington, 
Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va, 


Skinner, 
Smith, UL 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stock bridge, 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Sweney, 
Tarsney, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitelaw, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Ky. 
Yoder. 


So the House determined to go into Committee of the Whole. 


XXII——198 





The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. WILKINSON 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. ENLOE. 

| Mr. Burrows with Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
Mr. THomMAs M. BROWNE with Mr, STAHLNECKER. 
} 





Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BULLOCK, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, 

Mr. WILsoN, of Kentucky, with Mr. SHIVELY. 

For this day: 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HooKER. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

The result ofthe vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYSON in the chair, 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, 
and the Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13658) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN, This bill has been read a first and second time, 
and general debate has been limited to one minute. 

Mr. HATCH. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is stating the parliamentary status. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the appropriation bill 
reported by the Committee on Agriculture is the first on the Calendar, 
and has precedence over all other bills. 

Mr. CANNON. This is unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair is advised 
that the Committee of the Whole had taken up this bill during its 
last session, and that being so, it takes precedence over ail others. 
The House has limited general debate to one minute. The bill was 
read at length in the committee, and the present occupant of the chair, 
that being the parliamentary status, will hold that this bill is before 
the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. The question of consideration was raised on this 
bill in the Committee of the Whole when it was taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so states. The gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON ] is recognized to control the time. 

Mr.CANNON. Intheone minute of general debate I want to ask this 
committee to continue its session to-day until this bill is finished. It 
is an important bill. It covers almost every branch of the public serv- 
ice, and it is necessary that it should pass. The bill carries the sum 
of $36,000,000. I believe that it is well prepared, and it is important 
before this House adjourns to-day that it should pass and go to the 
Senate for orderly consideration there. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Under the practice of the House will the Appropri- 
ation Committee appropriate the sum to meet the increase in the sal- 
aries of the Federal judges on this bill or should it be on the sundry 
civil bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend that until that bill becomes 
a law it would not be put upon any bill, but if it should become a 
law between this time and when the Senate acts no doubt this bill 
would carry it, and the sundry civil bill would care for it next year; 
but if either bill should not be disposed of, no doubt one or the other 
would carry it. 

Mr. ROGERS. The judges’ salary bill has passed both Houses, and 
doubtless will receive the signature of the President as soon as he gets 
it; and I oniy asked this question for information. 

Mr. CANNON. .No doubt it will be promptly signed. 

The CHAIRMAN: General debate upon this bill isexhausted, and 
the Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


st ci LD LD LL, seems mea tue cumstacammneccesacamcacn eacmnamaceama ena maeeeineemmamaas 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay areasonable additional com 
pensation to the employés in the office of the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Oftice Department engaged on extra work after office hours in disposing of 
accumulated work from July 1, 1887, to September 30, 1888, not exceeding 60 cents 
per hour to chiefs of division and clerks (regardless of grade), and not exceed- 
ing 30 cents per hour to messengers for extra time actually employed, as shown 
by official report of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, 
under date of February 11, 1889, $10,295.80. 


Mr. BLAND. 


A 


I make the point of order upon that paragraph. 
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Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Missouri intend to insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. BLAND. If Idid not intend to insist I would not have made it. 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; I think the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained, and the para- 
graph goes out, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tugboat A. F. Walcott: To reimburse the owners of the tugboat A. F. Walcott 
for the expenses ineurred by them in repairing the injuries sustained by that 
vessc! in a collision with the United States tug Catalpa in the East River, New 
York, June 15, 1890, $510; and for compensation for the detention of the vessel 
while undergoing such repairs, twelve days, at $40 per day, $480; in all, $990. 

Mr. BLAND. Imake the point of order upon that paragraph. There 
is no law authorizing it. 

Mr, CANNON. I think the gentleman’s point is not well taken. 

Mr. BLAND. This isa mereclaim. The appropriation is not for 
the purpose of carrying on any existing work, but simply to reimburse 
the owners of a vessel for an accident, and it is clearly subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no law authorizing this. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the Chair that the Revised Statutes 
(which I will furnish to the Chair presently) require that in case of a 
collision at sea between a United States vessel and the vessel of a pri- 
vate party there shall be a board of inquiry appointed to determine 
the question of negligence, and upon the report of that board being 
made it is the duty of the Secretary to certify the result to Congress. 
In this case the board was appointed, the inquiry was made, and it 
was found that the Government officials had been negligent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the section of the Revised Statutes to which 
the zentleman refers ? 

Mr. CANNON. I will give the gentleman the reference. The in- 
vestigation was had and the damages were assessed, and the practice 
has been unbroken in such cases that upon the report to Congress of 

the liability of the Government the deficiency bill has carried the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman whether that law 
provides for anything more than compensation for damages. This 
paragraph provides not only compensation for damages, but also for de- 
tention. 

Mr. PETERS. The detention is a part of the damages. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, It is not. 

Several MEMBERS. Yes, always. 

Mr. CANNON. In Executive Document No. 215, of this Congress, 
gentlemen will find the whole history of the transaction. 

' The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman give the Chair a reference 
to the statute of which he has spoken? 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest that this paragraph be passed for the pres- 
ent without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the paragraph will be passed 
without prejudice until the state of the Jaw can be ascertained. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Yor salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of 
gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, and miscellaneous expenses, $100,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 7, after line 20, insert “‘ For paper for internal-revenue stamps, freight, 
and salaries of superintendents, messengers, and watchmen, $5,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES, 

For the relief of the citizens of the Territory of Oklahoma who have been 
rendered destitute by the aneenaeenns, drought of the past season, to be ex- 
pended as the law of said Territory heretofore enacted provides, $50,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I make the point of order against that paragraph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment. I hope thegen- 
tleman will withdraw his point of order for that purpose, 

Mr, CLEMENTS. If the paragraph stays in you can offer your 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But if the gentleman will allow the amendment 
to be read as a part of the argument on the point of order, I think he 
would then withdraw the point. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have no objection to the readingof the amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that if points of order are made 
they will be first disposed of, inorder to avoid confusion. If the prop- 
osition remains in the bill, it will besubjectto amendment. Ifit goes 
out on the question of order, the amendment will of course be un- 
necessary. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia on the 
point of order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The point of order that I make is that there is 
no law authorizing this appropriation, It simply proposes to make a 
donation to the people of the Territoryof Oklahoma without author- 
ity of law. 

Mr. CANNON. A single word in reply. There are many precedents 
for this recommendation, and notably in the cases of Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, Indiana, Ohio, and West Virginia, where there was 
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suffering and starvation on account of floods. A year ago an appro- 
priation was made to relieve citizens in the States of Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, and Arkansas who were suffering. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Was not that done by direct enactment? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. A single word further. By direct enact- 
ment also the remainder of this fund, amounting to forty-three or 
forty-four thousand dollars was appropriated for starving citizens in 
Oklahoma, and it is now justaboutexpended. Yourcommittee found 
on investigation that, owing to the drought, probably one-quarter of 
the population of Oklahoma would be starving without these rations, 
and, either from the standpoint of humanity, or in continuance of an 
appropriation heretofore made, we thought it fit and proper to recom- 
mend this legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS] insist upon his point of order ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule. There can be no 
question of the policy, propriety, or necessity of the proposed legisla- 
tion considered on a point of order such as is made here. 

It is purely and technically a question of the regularity of this pro- 
ceeding, making an appropriation not authorized by law on a general 
appropriation bill, and however meritorious this paragraph may be, 
the Chair is clearly of opinion that it is obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope now that the gentleman from Georgia will 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. OATES. If he does, I will renew it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I made the point of order in good faith, and I 
believe it ought to be sustained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
now, to come in after the interstate-commerce paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Government in the Territories: For the relief of the citizens of Oklahoma 
who have been rendered destitute by the unexampled drought in the past sea- 


son, to be expended in seeds, seed potatoes, and seed grain, under the direction 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, $30,000. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLem- 
ENTS] will not make a point of order on this. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the reason stated with reference to the pro- 
vision last ruled out, the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on ac- 
count of contingent expenses, Treasury Department, binding, newspapers, etc. 
being for the service of the fiscal year 1890, $17.85. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of incorporating inthe Recorp resolutions adopted by 
the Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of De Kalb County, Missouri, in 
county union assembled at Maysville, on the 14th day of the present 
month. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

Whereas a bill has passed the Senate of the United States for the free coinage 
of silver; and 

Whereas said bill ‘has been referred in the House of Kepresentatives to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures; and 

Whereas in our opinion said bill has been in the hands of said committee a 
sufficient time: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Farmers and Laborers’ Union of De Kalb County, Missouri, 
in county union assembled, at Maysville, on the 14th day of February, 1891: First. 
That we demand that our Representatives in Congress urge the adoption of a 
resolution instructing said committee to report said free-coinage Lill to Congress 
for its consideration. 

Second. That we demand the passage of said bill by Congress just as it was 
passed by the Senate, without amendment or uncertain technicalities attached, 
which would destroy the main object of the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; aad Mr. Brewer having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments joint resolution (H. Res. 287) to print 100,000 copies of Report 
on Diseases of the Horse, asked a conference with the House on the 
joint resolution and amendments, and had appointed Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GoRMAN as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses onahe amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(8. 3043) to amend and further extend the benefits of the act approved 
February 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of land 
in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the 
protection of the laws of the United States over the Indians, and for 
other purposes.’’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

ved by the ate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 1,200 addi- 
tiomnl oe ot each of fife supentions ta each of nt annual volumes 


of the Observations of the Naval for the years 1886, 1887, and 1888 be 
printed and bound for the use of the Naval Observatory. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 
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ing concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 500 copies of the consolidated index of Senate and House documents of 
the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses, prepared by the 
librarian of the Senate, and which work was appropriated for by an item in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, approved October 2, 1888, 150 copies of the 
same to be for the use of the Senate and 350 copies thereof for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 700 additional copies of the report of the board of sanitary engineers 
of the District of Columbia upon the sewerage of the District, for the official use 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 30,000 copies of Senate Report No. 2130, Fifty-first Congress, second ses- 
sion, being tariff compilation of 1891, prepared by the Senate Committee on Fi- 


nance, under authority of the act of Congress of August 30, 1890, 10,000 for the 
use of the Senate and 20,000 for the use of the House. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring), That 31,000 copies 
of the seventh report of the United States Civil Service Commission be printed, 
of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use 


of the House of Representatives, and 25,000 copies for the use of the United 
States Civil Service Commission. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed a concur- 
rent resolution authorizing the printing and binding of 4,000 extra 
copies of the report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States Navy, 
covering the several expeditions under his command for the explora- 
tion of Northern Alaska; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 5044) to make Enfield, Conn., a port of delivery in the 
district of Hartford; 

A bill (S. 5037) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark. ; 

A joint resolution (S, R. 162) providing for printing thesixth annual 
report of the Commissioner of Labor; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 158) amendatory uf and supplementary to 
joint resolution No. 3, approved December 8, 1890. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. ¥ 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For courthouse and post office, Bridgeport, Conn.; courthouse and post of- 
fice, Brvoklyn, N. Y.; courthouse and post office, Dayton, Ohio; customhouse, 
Key West, Fla.; courthouse and post office, Louisville, Ky.; courthouse and 

st office, Pittsburgh, Pa.; immigration buildings, Ellis Island, N. Y.; court- 

ouse and post office, Asheville, N. C., and courthouse and post office, States- 
ville, N.C., $125,000; and all furniture now owned by the United States in other 
buildings shall be used as far as practicable, whether it corresponds with the 
present regulation plans for furniture or not. 


Mr. ADAMS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 17, on page 12, insert the following: 

“*For work done by E, F. Gobel in altering post-office screens and counters in 
the post office and customhouse at Chicago, [11., $1,096.68." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the item in regard to ‘‘ payment to the Pacific Rail- 
roads.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. In regard to the item just read, I wish to say to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that I would be glad to have 
this item passed over for the present, it being substantially the only 
one in the bill, I believe, about which there is any contest. I hope we 
may be able to get through the remainder of the bill by 2 o’clock and 
then we can return and consider this item. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the paragraph 
just read be postponed, without prejudice, to be considered hereafter. 

Mr. SAYERS, I suggest that we also include in the arrangement 
ae on page 56 with reference to the Central Pacific Rail- 


Mr. CANNON. The gentleman refers to the items under the head 
** Judgments of the Court of Claims ?’’ 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. SAYERS. In this way wecan consider the three items together; 
and I desire that the motion I shall make to strike out the item on 
pages 12 and 13 be considered as applying also to these other items. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desize to ask the gentleman from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ED 
rt 
ee ———— 
ee 





3155 


Illinois [Mr. CANNON] what time there will be for debate on this 
matter. 

Mr. CANNON, Thatcan be determined hereafter, when we see what 
time we get through with the rest of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam willing that the agreement proposed be made; 
bat I hope every member will remain here, as this is a very important 
item and ought to be voted on by a full House. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope we shall be able to get through the remain- 
der of the bill shortly after 2 o’clock, and then take up this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the paragraph last 
read will be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DISTRICT OF ¢ 


)LUMBIA 


Contingent expenses: To enable the register of wills to complete the repro 
duction of the old administration and guardian dockets of his office, $& 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to strike out the 
last word. Itis important that the contingent expenses of the Di 
trict of Columbia be provided for, but it is quite as important thatthe 
general law affecting the government of the District be also suitably 
regulated as becomes aavell-governed city. There are on my desk sev- 
eral bills already reported by the District Committee relating to the 
administration of the affairs of the District. One of these, a Senate 
bill (and I may say that the committee have reporied a dozen Senate 
bills, more or less, which could be easily passed by the House if m 
bers would give their attention to this matter), is entitled ‘‘An act to 
prevent fraudulent transactions on the part of commission merchants 
and other consignees of goods and other property in the District ot 
Columbia.”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to the discredit ofthis body, which with the 
other branch of Congress legislates for the District of Columbia, let it 
be known that there isin this District no law to punish fraudulent 
transactions in the sale of goods consigned from distant parts of the 
country to persons doing business here. We have here a quarter of a 
million of people, and the commerce connected with the supply of their 
wants is considerable. ‘There is no law excepting the common law to 
punish the.fraudulent appropriation of money in this way, and no law 
except that for the institution of civil suits forthe recover of the money. 
The result is that commission merchants in this District, or rather a 
certain set of them, notify producers in distant parts of the Union to 
send goods here, and after having sold the goods this slippery gentry 
fail to pay over the avails. There ought to be, as there is in every 
other city of this size in the Union, some law for the punishment by 
fine and imprisonment of such conduct; yet there is none in the Dis 
trict of Columbia. That there is not is not the fault of the District 
Committee, for we have reported favorably this Senate bill, and will 
bring it before the House for consideration if you will give us a chance. 

This is only one of a large number of bills which are as important 
as provision for the contigent expenses of the District. Hereis another, 
namely, the one to provide for the refunding of about $4,000,000 of 
the District debt which falls due next July and in July, 1892. Both 
of these dates will be reached before provision can be made for the re- 
funding or payment of that debt, unless it be done by this Congress. 

Mr. BLAND. If there be no such law to punish such frauds as the 
gentleman specifies, what is the matter with the District of Columbia 
Committee? 

Mr. GROUT. What is the matter with the House of Representa- 
tives thatit will not consider a bill sent over here by the Senate punish- 
ing such frands, and unanimously reported by the District Commit- 
tee? It is not the fault of the District Committee. We have done all 
in our power to get these bills before the House. 

Now, this bill for refunding the District debt, if passed, would in 
sure a saving in interest amounting to over $100,000 a year; and yet 
that debt must run at 6 and 7 per cent., instead of 3} per ceut., be- 
cause no time can be given to the District Committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there a bill on the Calendar recommending 
such legislation ? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly, unanimously reported 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then why has not the District Committee had 
its day for callingitup? I thought your new rules were framed to trans- 
act business. 

Mr. GROUT. To-day was District day, and yet the District Com- 
mittee is prevented from presenting its business under the pressure of 
other matters. We have to give way and no opportunity is afforded 
to call up these bills. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROUT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For printing, expenses of parades, inspecti 
current expenses, $250. 

For clearing camp grounds, building rifle range, water supply, water barrels, 
camp supplies, subsistence supplies, horses, laborers, cooks, and incidental ex- 
penses, $3,358. 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from. IIli- 
nois what purpose these items are supposed to subserve. I see you 
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are making provisions for campsupplies,’’ ‘* print- 
ing,’’ ‘‘ expenses of parades, inspections,’’ and various other things. 
How are these items to be paid ? 

Mr. CANNON, One-half from the District and one-half from the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BLAND. What is the purpose of this camp ground to which 
these items of appropriation app!y ? 

Mr. CANNON. Itisinconnection with the District militia, provided 
by the general law. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the paragraphs just read. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to my friend that this part of the bill 
especially was prepared on assignment to the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. CLEMENTS}, one of the most intelligent and careful legislators 
in this House, and he has followed the law closely. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no doubt that the item is in conformity to 
Jaw, but I see no necessity for it, and I move to strike it out. 

Mr. Chairman, I can see no useful purpose to be served by this ap- 
propriation. There is no war threatened; the country is not in dan- 
ger of any war; it is not threatened with any difficulties, whether In- 
dian or otherwise, which makes it necessary to keep up this show and 
parade for the District militia. 

Three thousand dollars is to be appropriated for this purpose. I 
would like some gentleman of the committee to explain to this Com- 
mittee of the Whole what useful purpose this appropriation can meet; 
what is the necessity for it, and what is the reason that Congress is to 
be called upon to appropriate one-half of this expenditure from the 
general funds of the people, simply to give this District militia an op- 
portunity to parade the streets of Washington, to have a good time 
upon the camp ground and furnish them with money for that purpose. 
I see no necessity for it and move to strike it out. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Itis proper perhapsthat I should say a few words 
in regard to this item of appropriation. The act of 1888 established 
and organized what is called the National Guard, or the militia for the 
District of Columbia. Under that act they were required to have an 
encampment of not less than six daysineach year. They have had it, 
since the passage of the act, annually at Fort Washington on the Po- 
tomac River. The law required this encampment to be made, and of 
course it is necessary that the annual preparation should be had for it. 
‘These are absolutely incidental and necessary items to carrying out that 
law. 

As to the merits of the general proposition, I quite agree with the 
gentleman from Missouri who has just taken hisseat. I voted against 
the bill originally, providing for the establishment of the militia of the 
District of Columbia, and called attention to the items in the first part 
of the bill, which proposed to carry out the idea that we are now called 
upon to appropriate for. But it is the law; that policy was adopted 
by Congress, and this appropriation is a necessary item to maintain 
and carry out that law. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to be the policy of Congress to appropriate 
vast sums of the money of the people of this country for all purposes. 
There is no end to it. I presume if you make a careful estimate you 
will find about one-third, yes, nearly one-half, of all the money in cir- 
culation in this country is gathered up by Federal taxation; and in or- 
der to get it back again to the people it must be disbursed by extrav- 
agant appropriations. 

Now, there is no use whatever for this encampment. Congress 
ought to call a halt upon this mode of legislation. Where there can 
be no necessity for an appropriation and no useful purpose to which it 
may be devoted we ought to strike it out, 

In my judgment—and the gentleman from Georgia concurs in my 
view in that respect—the appropriation while made in pursuance of 
law is of no practical value and ought to go out of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my colleague allow me to suggest that while 
I do not allege that the bill under which this appropriation is carried 


‘ a} 


‘ water barrels,’’ 


pp ee 


‘was passed under a false pretense, I do say that the original bill au- 


thorizing this expenditure was passed as a result of a misunderstand- 
ing on the part of the House, and but for the statements made on the 
floor of the House by the advocates of the bill that it involved no ex- 
penditure it would not have passed. 

Mr. BLAND. I remember the circumstance referred to by my col- 
league by which this bill was passed. The facts were not fully set 
before the House; but the whole scheme is being developed gradually, 
and we are called upon now and will be hereafter for an expenditure 
annually which I do not believe was contemplated by the House in 
passing the original law. 

And I hope, Mr, Chairman, that we may call a halt now, or these 
appropriations will increase instead of diminishing. If Congress is to 
adopt this as its established policy and appropriates this money, it is 
simply an invitation for these gallant gentlemen who wear shoulder 
straps and carry drums and fifes, and strut around the streets of Wash- 
mgton asa matter of show, to be paid for by the taxpayers who are 
working in their cornfields and in their shops. Let us strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the motion to strike out 
the clause. 

The question was taken and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
















































FEBRUARY 23, 





On @ division (demanded by Mr. BLAND) there were ayes 43, noes74. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not do 
that. We want to get along with the bill. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. BLAND and 
Mr. PETERS. +: 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, 
noes 82, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
tollows: 


Assessor's office: To pay the recorder of deeds balance due on his account 
for furnishing record of transfers from January to June 30, 1890, $2.52— 


Mr. GROUT said: I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, it is well to provide for work done in the assessor’s office, but it 
is far more important to provide a system by which the proper assess- 
ment of property may be had in this District for the payment of taxes. 
Now, it is a lamentable fact that since 1878 the personal property that 
has paid taxesin the District of Columbia has shrunk from about $17, - 
000,000 to some $10,000,000. Think of it, while the population has 
more than doubled. Then there is complaint further as to the in- 
equality in the assessment of real estate. The District Committee has 
carefully considered and reported a bill to provide a permanent board 
of assessors in order to provide foran equal appraisal, or a more nearly 
equal appraisal, I will say, of real estate; and at the same time to put 
at the command of the assessor of the District such a force as will en- 
able a suitable assessment of the personal estate of the District to be 
made. 

Mr. CA:,NON. Does my friend intend to move an amendment of 
that kind to this bill ? 

Mr. GROUT, No; I have made no such motion, for it would be 
subject to a pointof order; but I make these remarks in support of my 
pro forma motion for the information of the gentleman and of the 
House. 

Now, the only way this legislation can be provided for is to crowd 
it on to an appropriation bill. There is a crying necessity that some- 
thing be done in this direction, and the only way is to put it on an 
appropriation bill, unless time is given the District Committee to bring 
it forward. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me right there? If he does 
not intend to move such an amendment upon this bill—and I think it 
would be subject to a point of order—why not let us go on and finish 
this bill, and then, perchance, he may get time for legislation. 

Mr. GROUT. Perchance! Perchance not! ‘‘ Ay, there’s the rub.’’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont why it is that on the numerous District days he has not called 
up this bill making this reform. 

Mr. GROUT. This bill was not introduced and referred to the com- 
mittee until some time late in this session, and the gentleman must 
remember that for the last four District days we have been crowded out 
altogether. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman how many 
District days his committee have had this session. 

Mr. GROUT. Less than half the number we were entitled to under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What has become of the others? 

Mr. HOPKINS. They have been taken up by filibustering on the 
other side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
other District days? 

Mr. GROUT. During the last session we passed several important 
measures before the unfortunate railroad bill came in and monopolized 
the time, for which the committee was not responsible. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to know why, under the new rules, 
you could not get every day necessary for the transaction of the public 
business of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROUT. Thecommittee have done the best they could on every 
District day to get a hearing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to suggest 
that the subsidy bill has taken up the time of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to knowif the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, the chairman of the District Committee [Mr. Grout], has had 
as many District days in the Fifty-first Congress as in the Fiftieth Con- 

ress, 

° Mr. GROUT. I havenot madeacomparison. With reference tothe 
railroad bill, which occupied so much of the attention of the House, I 
want to say that I wash my hands of that bill. I was not responsible 
for bringing it before the House, and after it was brought here the 
House itself was responsible for keeping it here and wasting valuable 
time upon it, because at one time the House ordered it to be recom- 
mitted to the committee with instructions which would have simplified 
the whole matter. Let the House understand that. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROUT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I renew it. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to my friend before 
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he does that that I hope he will let us finish this bill; and that will 


give some time then for your committee. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I want to say that is the coolest offer that I ever 
heard from an able-bodied man in my life. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, I want to invite my 
friend from South Carolina and the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 


Grout] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to | 


dine with me this evening, and then we will discuss these matters. 

Mr. GROUT. ‘The gentleman talks of bread, but I fear, as hereto- 
fore, it would be a stone. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I willstate to the gentleman from Illinois that I 
have already two engagements for the same hour and can not accept. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from South Carolina declines the 
offer made by the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think itis time that this 
House should come to some understanding as to what we are going to 
do with the District business. No measure asking for the appropria- 
tion of a dollar fur a good purpose is offered here by the committee but 


some gentleman makes some comment upon the mode by which the | 


expenses of the District are paid, or makes some other unfavorable 
comment as to the mode of the assessment of taxation. 

It is well known that the District Committee agreed upon a bill to 
alter or change the laws relative to the taxation of property in this 
District; and the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. ANDERSON], who is al- 
ways interested in favor of railroads in this District, knows that we 
have pending here a number of measures which are to enable the peo- 

le of this District to get out into the country, so that they may have 

omes of their own and establish their own firesides, These and many 
other measures which meet the approbation of the gentleman from 
Kansas are now pending on tie Calendar, amounting to more than forty 
or fifty bills; but under the new rules, which were to transform this body 
from a deliberative into a business Congress, we have been constantly 
deprived of the right to legislate for this District. 

Mr. ROGERS. If they have notdone business they have got all the 
money out of the Treasury. That is business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Thatisone form of business. Thatisthetrouble. 
It has gone out of the Treasury and not gone into the District; and the 
people of this District are entitled to their fair share of whatever bene- 
fits are to be derived from this Government. Particularly are they 
entitled to some legislation upon these measures, when the Congress 
of the United States refuses to allow them to legislate for themselves. 
It all grows, Mr. Chairman, out of the unfortunate state of mind under 
which some of our friends labor on the other side; and that is, they 
think that the bills they have considered and reported to this House 
are the only mezsures worthy of consideration. The various measures 
that are reported by our committee, which are important certainly to 
a small number of people, are thrown aside under the claim that they 
are not worthy of consideration. 

The gentleman from Illinois, whose hospitality has suddenly broken 
out, is largely responsible—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Only in aristocratic circles—not democratic. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, small but select. 

Mr. ROGERS. Recherché. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Recherché or something of that sort, as we say 
in French. 

The gentleman from Illinois is largely responsible for keeping the 
people of this District out of an opportunity to have their legislation 
attended to; and he doesit not only as chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, but also asa member of the Committee on Rules, which 
brings in these special orders for granting other committees days and 
refusing to give us that which we are entitled to under the rules of the 
House. I want to enter my protest, Mr. Chairman, against this proc- 
ess of depriving the people of this District of their right to legislation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. I hope we can now read on. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like tohave a few minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to close all debate upon this paragraph and 
all amendments. 

The question was put, and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Division. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. CANNON said: I will ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the District of Columbia paragraph be limited to five minutes, 

A MEMBER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to make some observations on that part 
of the bill in pursuance of the understanding arrived at with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I want twenty or twenty-five minutes on the 
District of Columbia part of the bill, at the end of it. 

The question was taken on the motion to limit debate; and there 
were—ayes 39, noes 51. 

So the committee refused to limit the debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous consent 
that all debate upon this paragraph touching the District of Columbia 
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| may be closed in ten minutes, excepting twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who desires to occupy that time, 
making thirty minutes in all, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that all debate on the paragraph touching the District of Co- 
lumbia be limited to thirty minutes. Is there o 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. lL object. 
| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 


! 


yection ? 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take 
| the time of the committee, but simply desire to reply to my friend 
| from South Carolina, who spoke of me as favoring railroads in the Dis- 
trictof Columbia. He made the statement humorously, and well knows 
that I have persistently opposed them. But the suggestion I especially 
wish to make is that when we are within nine days of adjournment, 
and are urged by the District Committee to take the time of the House 
simply as a common council for the benefit of this town, and to occupy 
a whole day for that purpose, the proposition strikes meas being wholly 
absurd, for the reason that they have had more days in this Congress 
| than in any Congress during the twelve years that [ have been in the 
| House. They blockaded the whole District business with that Penn- 

sylvania Railroad bill for months, and a good many bills which are now 
left are simply railroad bills for the benefit of certain syndicates who 
are seeking to obtain valuable franchises, and are not specially for the 
benefit of the District. If the people are benefited it is only indirectly. 
| Now, at this stage of the session to ask the House to go into all this 
District business seems to me rather audacious. Why, sir, there is a 
basketful of bills on the desk of the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 
Grout], and it will be very strange, indeed, if you do not find among 
| them some railroad-syndicate bills 

Mr. GROUT. I will say to the gentleman that there is not a rail- 
road bill on my desk. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman from Kansas, as we all know, 
gets a little wrought up occasionally on the subject of railroads, and 

| while he is always in favor of them, as suggested here {| Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does my friend think I am in favor 
of them? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I said ‘‘as suggested here.’’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But does he think so? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, I do not; but I am requested to ask the 
gentleman what railroad company gave him the check that he now 
holds in his hand. [ Laughter. } 
| Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That check is for the balance due me 

in the settlement of my stationery account, which has just been handed 
to me by the Clerk. [| Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Your stationery account, not your transporta- 
tion account? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; my stationery account. Does 
the gentleman ride on a pass? Does the gentleman from Boston, the 
headquarters of the Union Pacific Railroad, who made that suggestion 
to him, ride on a pass? [ Laughter. | 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I suppose the gentleman is like the balance of 
the world; he rides on a pass when it is given to him. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, I do not. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not mean the gentleman from Kansas. 
Then the gentleman does not believe in ‘‘ foraging on the enemy? ”’ 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not believe in taking favors from 
a railroad company when I am voting on their bills in this House, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Neither4o I. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Streets: To pay John Dugan balance due on his account for work on Massa- 
chusetts avenue extended, under contract numbered 1085, $175.46. 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the point of order on that paragraph. This 
is quite a considerable item, $175,000, and I raise the point of order 
upon it, that it is not in pursuance of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amount is only $175, instead of $175,000. 
| Laughter. } 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike it out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| Laughter. | 


| To pay the Brandywine Granite Company balance retained on payments un- 
der contract numbered 1070, $471.72. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish toask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill for some information about these contracts. 

Mr. CANNON. ' The gentleman’scolleague from Georgia [ Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS] prepared this part of the bill and is more familiar with it, and 
I will ask him to answer the gentleman 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In answer tomy colleague’s inquiry, I willstate 
that under the system of improving the streets in this District con- 
tracts are made in pursuance of the appropriation each year, and it 
occurred within the last fiscal year (to which this relates) that in mak- 
ing the estimates on certain streets upon which contracts were made 
within the appropriation two or three errors were committed, so that 
the money appropriated was inadequate to pay the amount contracted 
for, and therefore these deficiencies. 

There are three of them. One of them relates to Massachusetts ave- 
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nue. In copying the estimates of what would be required to complete 


the work, the original estimate being made correctly, the expense of 
laying the pavement around the circle was entirely omitted in copy- 
ing the same, through the mistake of one of the subordinate engineer 
ofiicers, and therefore the liability was incurred beyond the money ap- 


propriated. Again, in relation to Pennsylvania avenue, in estimating 
the amount which was necessary to connect the new bridge with the 
street it was supposed by the officer making the estimate that the 
bridge contractors would have to do the work up toa certain point, 
but it was determined otherwise, and there was a good deal of work 
there that had not been estimated for, but had to be paid for, and 
caused a deficiency on another street under contract. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my colleague state whether these several ap- 
propriations, which by their terms are to be paid directly out of the 
public Treasury, are made in conformity to the law which provides 
that one-half the expenses of the District government shall be paid ont 
of the revenues of the District ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is further on in the bill; on page 22, at the 
end of the District items, my colleague will notice a general provi- 
sion that they shall be paid one-half out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict, 

Mr. BLOUNT. i withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows 

To the Washington and Georgetown Railway Company, $333.15 costs 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows 


Pawe 19, after line 20, insert 

“ Provided, That the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, of the 
District of Columbia, shall pay and satisfy to the District of Columbia, within 
six months from the approval of this act, the full amount of the judgment 
rendered against the said company by the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia at the suit of the said District,in cause number 22457, at law, on the 
dockets of said court, with the costs of said cause and interest on the amount of 


said judgment from its date until paid,and that upon the failure of the said 
company so to pay and satisfy said judgment, costs,and interest within the 
time aforesaid,the charter of the said company shall become forfeit,and all 
its rights, privileges,and franchises as a body corporate shall cease and de- 
termine: And provided further, 'That the Metropolitan Railroad Company of 
the District of Columbia shall pay and satisfy to the District of Columbia within 
six months from the approval of this act the full amount of the judgment ren- 
dered against the said company by the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia at the suit of the said District,in cause numbered 22458, at law,on the 
dockets of said court, with the costs of said cause and interest on the amount 
of said judgment from its date until paid, and that upon the failure of the said 
company so to pay and satisfy said judgment, costs,and interest within the 
time aforesaid,the charter of the said company shall become forfeit,and all 
its rights, privileges, and franchises as a body corporate shall cease and de- 
termine 


The amendment was agreed to 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To S. Preston Moses, ir., $566.67, together with $9.10 costs 
To John T. Schaaf, $100, together with $8.55 costs. 


Mr. BLAND. I see that there area good many of these judgments, 
and it seems to me the Committee of the Whole ought to have some 
information concerning these judgments and the propriety of paying 
them. Thereseems to be a great number of them, and we are legis- 
lating without any information as to the facts on which the judgments 
are founded. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. These amounts—some of them $200, most of 


them $400—have arisen in this way: A few years ago there was a 
license tax charged by the District of Columbia upon commercial 
‘‘drummers.’’ It was decided by the courts that that was an unanu- 
thorized and illegal tax, and the persons who paid it have therefore sued 
in the courts for the recovery of the amounts and have obtained judg- 
ment. In the cases here provided for, the parties brought suit within 
the time required by law; they were not barred, and hence they ob- 
tained final judgment in the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
for the recovery of these taxes illegally collected by the District. This 
explanation applies to nearly all of these judgments. 

Mr. BLAND. Under whatauthority did the District assume to levy 
this tax? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam not familiar with the circumstances con- 
nected with the original exercise of authority by the District ; it was 
before I had anything to do with District affairs. But for a number 
of years a license tax was collected from each “ drummer ”’ doing busi- 
ness in the District. The courts finally decided that this tax was illegal; 
that there was no authority for its imposition; and those parties who, 
having paid the tax, did not neglect to bring suit within the proper 
time have recovered judgments. 

Mr. BLAND. Unless this taxation was authorized in some way by 
Congress, so that the Federal Government should be held liable, I do 
not see that this money ought to be paid out of the Federal Treasury. 

‘Mr. CANNON. It is to be paid half and half. 

Mr. BLAND. I know; but if I understand the facts these licenses 
were not authorized by Congress at all. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the judgment of the supreme court this was 
held to be an illegal tax, and the Government was held liable for its 
repayment. 
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Mr. BLAND. As I understand, the tax was not levied by the au- 


District ought to make refund of the money, and none of it should 
come out of the Federal Treasury, thereby imposing upon the people 


Congress never authorized. 
Mr. LANE. The District got the money. 
Mr. BLAND. Yes, as suggested, the District received the money; 
but now we are asked to refund it out of the Federal Treasury, while 
in fact the District of Columbia should pay these bills. One-half of 
this money comes from the taxpayers of the Union, including the peo- 
ple of my district. Now, if this refund is to be made, and if the tax- 
ation was never authorized by Congress, we are not committed to the 
repayment and it ought to come out of the funds of the District. 
Mr. McCOMAS. How can it be paid except half and half? 
Mr. BLAND. I suppose we can amend the bill so that all the money 
shall come from the District treasury. 
Mr. McCOMAS. But why should you? 
Mr. LANE. The District received all the money, did it not? 
Mr. BLAND. I have stated the reason why I think this repayment 
should be made from District funds, because Congress never authorized 
this illegal taxation. 
Mr. LANE. And never received the proceeds. 
Mr. BLAND. This taxation was imposed outside of the authority 
of Congress. 
Mr. McCOMAS. But every obligation of the District of Columbia 
is payable one-half out of the Federal Treasury and one-half out of the 
District funds. 
Mr. BLAND. Not at all, unless Congress sees proper to authorize 
it. That is simply an arrangement by which Congress agrees in cer- 
tain cases to pay one-half of the revenues of the District. 
Mr.McCOMAS. That is the mode in which every item of revenue 
out of which any obligation of the District can be paid is raised—half 
and half. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. Whether or not Congress originally authorized 
the District authorities to collect this tax (upon which point I have 
no information), it was collected and paid into the Treasury; and Con- 
gress appropriated the money, half and half, dollar for dollar. 
Mr. BLAND. If the Government has had the benefit of the taxa- 
tion in that way, of course my point does not stand. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I mean the money thus collected was appropri- 
ated for the benefit of the District. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To Edward 8S. Lacey, commissioner Freedmen's Savings and Trust Company, 
$6,227.49, together with $141.45 costs. 

To the First National Bank of New York, $7,958.55, together with $201.95 costs ; 
in all, $27,486.71, together with a further sum to pay the interest on said judg- 
ments, as provided by law, from the date the same became due until the date of 
payment. 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to have some explanation as to the pur- 
pose for which these two appropriations are made and under what con- 
ditions we are called upon to make them. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. These two items—one to Edward S. Lacey, com- 
missioner of the Freedmen’s Savings and Trust Company, for $6,227.49, 
and the other to the First National Bank of New York, $7,958. 55—arose 
in this way: Under the system of street improvements of the old board 
of public works in this District certificates were issued taxing the prop- 
erty abutting on the streets improved. 

The abutting property was assessed a portion of the cost of the im- 
provement. The improvements were made and the certificates of 
assessment were then issued, and under the practice of that time they 
were transferred to persons who would pay the tax, in which way they 
fell into the hands of these banking institutions. They paid dollar for 
dollar for the certificates, advancing the money on them. The Dis- 
trict got the benefit of it, and this is to make good these debts in- 
curred in that way. It is done, too, after a final judgment in the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAND. The tax has been expended on improvements in the 
District, as I understand it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 


For statiogery for the War Department (record and pension division), $10,500. 
Buildings and grounds in and around Washington: For introducing electric 
lamps and wires into the Executive Mansion and connecting the same by un- 
derground cable with the source of electricity, $5,750. 


Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who is a member of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations that prepared 
this bill, and who prepared the recommendations and provisions relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia, may have twenty minutes in which 
to address the committee touching District matters. I will say that 
I agreed to ask this before the House went into committee, and I be- 
lieve it ought to be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply at this time to 
call the attention of the committee to some matters about which there 
appears to be a misunderstanding amongst a number of very ;good peo- 
ple of this District and Congress in relation to the financial affairs of 
the District. I take this opportunity of doing so for the reason that 
when the District appropriation bill comes back from the Senate or 
from the conference committee it will perhaps be ata period of the 
session when it will be difficult to secure any time for discussion. And 
as a preliminary to what I shall have to say on this occasion I ask the 
Clerk to read an editorial from the Evening Star of February 17. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the debate in the Senate on the water-main question there were statements 
, madethat need somecomment. Senator Epmunps intimated in the debate that 
as Congress acted as the District's legislature in the tunnel legislation the Dis- 
trict is responsible for any blunders on its part and for any blunders of the Gov- 
ernment agents conducting the work. But Congress when it authorized the 
construction of the tunnel did not act as the District’s legislature. It undertook 
to build the tunnel as a national project at national expense, primarily for Gov- 
ernment use, as the original water works were built. It was not viewed asa 
piece of District legislation. The District was not consulted in any way as to 
plan, scope, expense of work, and it was not proposed that any part of the ex- 
pense should come from the District. 

After the Government had undertaken the work on a broad, expensive plan, 
entirely at its own cost, it reflected that certain persons in the District, that is, 
the water takers, would profit by an effective extension of the water works as 
well asthe Government. So, several years after the original tunnel legislation 
was passed, Congress, in an amendment to an appropriation bill, provided not 
that the tunnel should be a District item of expense, one-half at the cost of the 
general taxpayers, but thet certain persons, the water takers, who were to get 
water through the tunnel, should pay for it. The consideration fortheexaction 
was water to be supplied. The water has not been supplied. The considera- 
tion has failed, As it was right that the local water takers should not get the 
water without paying for it, it is also right that they should be relieved from 
paying for water which they do not get. 

If Congress had acted in the tunnel matter as the District legislature; thatis, 
if it had undertaken with full warning to build the tunnel as a District con- 
cern, one-half the expense to be borne by the general taxpayers of the District, 
then probably Mr. EpmunDs’s argument would apply, and the District could 
notescape. But having undertaken the work as it did, the only ground upon 
which the United States Government could collect part of the cost of the tun- 
nel from the individual water takersin water charges (not general taxes) was 
the ground that if had conferred some benefit upon the water takers as indi- 
viduals from which an implied contract for compensation might arise. There 
never was a more palpably unjust exaction than that of a million dollars from 
water takers as compensation for increased water supply when the additional 
water is not furnished. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have had that article read, Mr. Chairman, for 
the reason, as will be seen, that from a respectable and responsible 
source it is broadly charged that Congress, without any warning to the 
people of the District of Columbia, and on its own motion, in the first 
place, determined, at the expense of the Government of the United 
States, to extend the water supply of this District, involving the con- 
struction of the tunnel; and that afterwards, as an afterthought, and 
to the great injustice of the people of the District of Columbia, it sad- 
dled one-half of the expense of this worthless construction upon the 
people and property here. I have no doubt that the gentleman who 
wrote that believed he was writing the truth. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But the facts in reference to the matter are all 
embodied in the proceedings of this House and the proceedings of the 
Senate, and I shall briefly allude to them in this connection, so as to 
lay them clearly before the committee and the public. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress the Senate passed a bill to extend the 
water supply of the District, which provided for the payment of the 
work out of the revenues of the Government of the United States. 
That bill came to the House, and under the lead of Mr. Neal, of Ohio, 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, it was reported 
to the House as it came from the Senate, substantially—at least so far 
as that provision was concerned. 

On this floora discussion arose on an amendment offered first by my 
colleague from Georgia [Mr. BLount] and afterward modified by Mr. 
Hewitt, of New York, and accepted by Mr. BLount, supported by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Randall, and others, charging one-half of the ex- 
penses of the work to the District of Columbia. After a full discus- 
sion on sundry days, for it went over from one day to another, there 
was a final vote in the House by which the amendment was adopted 
charging the District of Columbia with one-half of the cost of this ad- 
ditional water system, I think the vote being 71 to 39. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow an interruption? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I understood the gentleman to say that that was done 
before the work on this water extension had begun? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was before the work had begun 

Mr. HEARD. Iso understood you. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This was originally passed in the Forty-seventh 
Congress. 

That bill went back to the Senate with the amendment in question, 
which was nonconcurred in, and came back to the House and went 
into conference. The conferees reported a disagreement and a new con- 
ference was agian appointed; and after a second conference, and after 
discussion on the report of the conferees in the House, it was finally 
agreed to by both bodies, and the amendment was incorporated on the 
bill charging one-half of this cost to the District. 
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So, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that there was no ‘‘ afterthought 
and ‘‘ without warning’’ to the peop! the District about it. This 
water supply was as necessary and was as much in demand by the peo- 
ple of the District, in fact more so, than by the people of the United 
States. Afterwards provision was made ippropriation bill for 
a District sinking fund to carry out the law 

Now, the fact that there was fraud and fa connection with 
the tunnel has nothing whatever to do th the tion of defraying 
the expenses. You might as well say that for every dollar improvi- 
dently spent, or for every item uppropriation which may have failed 
in the purpose for which it was contemplated, the District shall not be 
required to bear its proportion, or that it shall not be charged with 
any mistakes made by the officers of the Gover nt 

For every dollar the people of the District lost in t wads perpe- 
trated in the District, in the constructior this tunnel rough neg- 


lect or otherwise, the people of the United ak 
dollar also; so that the whole co 


people of the District 


tates put Vn into ita 
vidled not upon the 
of the District and 


alone, but 


the people of the United States together jointly; and if the people of 
the District were unfortunate in connection with the utter, the peopl 
of the United States were untfortunat so ’ been in 


| other enterpises. 


A 





I know of no provision of law dividing penses of the Distri 
of Columbia between the District and the Government of the United 
States which requires the Government of the United States to guaranty 
good faith and to insure against mistakes and accidents and everything 


of that sort, in the expenditure of every dollar, and for the people o 
the United States to guaranty good faith against mistakes and 
dents, in the expenditure of every dollar, and to bear all the 
the people of the District to bear none. _ These losses go hand in har 
just as the general appropriation and n 


act 
} 


LOSS, Al 


1d 
rd 








exp oes which is incident 

to every business enterprise, public or priva here may be fraud, 
or mismanagement, or neglect, and consequent loss, but it is not pro 
vided that the entire loss shall fall upon one party. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How much was the loss in the case of this tunnel? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. About $2,000,000, one-half falling on the Di 
trict and-one-half on the Government of the United State 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia Is it proposed to abandon all the 


work that has been done on the tunnel ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The workhas been suspended, and I donot know 
that in this bill or anywhere pending in Congress there is a provision 
looking to the taking of it up again. I myself 
whether it will ever be done; but at the same t it may be possible 
that at some period in the future when there is another pending ne- 
cessity for more water something may be done with it. The present 
arrangement will supply the city for a few years tocome. When the 
time arrives that another expenditure is necessary it is not at all im 
probable that this tunnel may be utilized. It 
of money to do it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me for a 
moment to allow me to inquire whether, upon the investigation of the 
tunnel, any corruption was found to exist on the part of the officers 
who had that work in charge o1 
duty ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, there was undoubtedly 
ruption on the part of some of the people connected w 

Mr. ROGERS. I speak of the officer in charge. 

Mr. HEARD. The engineer immediately in charg: 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There was no direct or 
fraud or corruption on the part of any of those who were in charge of 
it, except some of the subordinates. There is no doubt that some of 
the foremen and overseers there permitted men to be paid under false 
and fictitious names, and that men who were employed by the Gov- 
ernment were also employed by the subcontractoi To say the least 
it was a case of gross and culpable neglect, whether corrupt or not. 

Mr. HEARD. Was it not ascertained that there was such gross and 
culpable neglect of duty on the part of the army oflicer in charge, or 
the engineer officer in charge, as it makes it absolutely a crime? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, there was universal neglect of duty on the 
part of the inspectors and those in charge of it by which the men who 
did the work were permitted to go on and make a mere shell, leaving 
the outside above the lining almost empty, and with great holes behind 
it from one end to the other, making it entirely worthless, 
a very strong circumstance pointing toward corrupt neglect 
the part of some of the officers. 

Mr. HEARD. Was it not shown that the offi 
duty of inspecting that work gave no per 
if he had given it any proper degree of attent 
would have been impossible? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 
have been impossible. 

Mr. HEARD. What was 
ishment? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. T! 
by a court-martial. 

Mr. HEARD. And whitewashed. 


doubt very much 


will take a great deal 


whether it was simply a neglect of 


eviden 


ith if 


conclusive evidence of 


and it was 
of duty on 


er ch irae d with the 
| attention to it, and that 
on this character of fraud 


1 1 


Undoubtedly, if he had done his duty it would 


done with the officer in the way of pun- 


1e gentleman knows very well. 


He was tried 
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Mr. CLEMENTS. 
amount to much. 

Mr. ROGERS. They sent him to hiscommand. But now I invite 
the attention of the committee to this tunnel and the manner in which 
this loss was sustained by the Government of the United States and 
the injury inflicted upon the District, for the purpose of emphasizing, 
if possible, upon the Committee on Appropriations the importance of 
having the work to be done upon the Zoological Park under proper 
management, instead of leaving it to some merely visionary person, or 
to others who have no time to devote to the work. 

For, assuming that there was no corruption on the part of the officers 
in direct charge of this business, the result is precisely the same by 
reason of their neglect; and we will experience the same thing in the 
future unless attention is now given to the building of that Zoological 
Park with reference to that precaution also, in my judgment. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, the object that I had at this time 
in calling attention to this matter was simply to state briefly the rec- 
ord of the expenditure of money in relation to this tunnel, how it was 
begun, how it was done, how it was considered in the House, and to 
say that in my judgment there is no more reason for relieving the 
District of Columbia from one-half of this expense than there is for 
relieving the District of Columbia from one-half of every dollar that 
is improperly expended, either by mistake or by mismanagement, in 
relation to all other affairs of the District. Such things are daily in- 
cident to the expenditure of money under any appropriation by any 
government or any individual, and it is no greater hardship to the 
people of the District than to the taxpayers of the States, who have 
borne half the burden, 

On this line, we have seen much recently in regard to the hardship 
of charging the District of Columbia with one-half the expense of es 
tablishing and maintaining the Zoological Garden or Park. On this 
point I desire also to say that the proposition first came to this House 
on an amendment proposed by the Senate on the sundry civil bill, and 
it provided for an appropriation to be paid by the Government of the 
United States alone. If that had passed in that shape it would have 
been a proper charge upon the people of the United States only; but 
this House deliberately refused to accept it in that shape and voted 
down the amendment of the Senate on the sundry civil bill to establish 
a zoological park at the expense of the people of the United States. 

At the next session of Congress those who were interested in the 
enterprise of a zoological park in the District, and out of it, made an 
effort to induce the Government of the United States, through Con- 
gress, to establish it asa national park, at national expense alone. 
Having failed in that, after deliberate and conclusive action in that 
Congress, they came back at the next session and asked the Senate to 
place it upon the District of Columbia bill, which carried the money 
belonging one-half to the District of Columbia and one-half to the 
Government. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But my colleague will admit that those persons 
who urged that to be done were neither the people nor the press of the 
District. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will not admit fully all that my friend says. 
An effort was deliberately made to put it upon the sundry civil bill so 
that it would be at the expense of the people of the United States. It 
was deliberately and decisively rejected by this House and abandoned 
by the Senate. At the next session, failing in that effort, the friends 
of the park and those desiring its establishment had it placed upon the 
District of Columbia bill, one-half of the expense to bé chargeable to 
the people of the District and one-half tothe United States. They were 
willing to accept it in that way inasmuch as they could not get it the 
other. They could get it that way, but could not get it the other. 

Mr. PETERS. And now they ask the Government to pay for all 
of it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Now, they come, as was to be expected, and insist, 
after it is once established, and there is no difficulty that it is to be a 
permanent institution, under the plea that as it is tobe a national park, 
therefore it ought to be paid for by the United States entirely. This 
plea is an afterthought, perhaps, that is set up after the park has been 
established; and if Congress yields to this, how many sessions will pass 
before you will be required, at some time when the revenues of the 
District are down at an ebb on account of extravagant appropriations 
and expenditutes, as they are now, to relieve the District of one-half of 
the expense for the other park that was established at last session. 
There would be just as much reason for it as there is in relation to the 
Zoological Park, 

There is no hardship on the taxpayers of the District of Columbia 
in requiring them to pay one-half of the expense. What other city in 
the United States having a zoological or other park does not pay every 
dollar of the expense of its establishment and maintenance? You go 
to the cities of Philadelphia, Cincinnati, Chicago, and other places 
whiere they have their zoological gardens for the benefit of the people 
of those great cities, and those people pay every dollar for them. If 
Washington wants a zoological park, why should it not bear the ex- 
pense as any other city does? It is certainly no hardship to pay half 
the expense. 

Mr. HEARD. 


Not exactly whitewashed, but the trial did not 


I will ask if there is any city which has established 
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a zoological park of their own at their own expense where the General 
Government exercises absolute control over the work, provides the 
officers who control and superintend it, as they do in the case of this 
park? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There is not, for the very reason that there is no 
other place where there is a national capital of the United States ex- 
cept this. 

Mr. HEARD. And should Congress make good a deficit out of the 
pockets of the people of the District, when the people have nothing at 
all to say about the matter ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Not at all. This is not to make up a deficit. 
There was a surplus in the revenues of the District at. the time over 
and beyond the appropriations, and the money was paid and has been 
paid. It is not to make up a deficit in the Treasury of the United 
States; but it is a proposition to repay to the District of Columbia that 
which has already been appropriated and paid in order to make up a 
deficit for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. But appropriated and paid by authority of Congress, 
not by the people of the District. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Just as all appropriations for the District are 
made, 

Mr. BLAND. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. What other cityin the Union is there where the Fed- 
eral Government pays half the taxes for the improvementof their streets 
and of their property, and relieves them to that extent of taxation? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I was just going to state further, in answer to 
my other friend froin Missouri in which he asked in regard to other 
cities. The condition of things which necessarily exists in the District 
of Columbia and in Washington does not exist in relation to any other 
city, for the reason that there is but one national capital. 

The Constitution of the United States declares substantially that 
Congress shal! exercise exclusive legislation over not exceeding 10 miles 
square of such reservation as shall be ceded by the States for a national 
capital. I do not pretend to quote the words literally, but the provi- 
sion is that Congress shall exercise exclusive legislation over this Dis- 
trict. As suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
there is no city in the country so favored as this in the improvement 
of streets. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
there? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. {s it not fair to say on the other side—and I do 
not disagree with the gentleman—that there is no other city in the 
country but has the power to say whether it shall have a park or not? 
Mr. HEARD. ‘To say that it wants it or not. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is true. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. And if they do not want it, they do not pay for 


**Exclusive jurisdiction ’’ is the language of 


** Exclusive legislation.’’ 
Will my friend permit me to ask him a question 


it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is true. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But here is Congress establishing a park, and 
afterwards, under the present arrangement, putting half of the ex- 
pense on the people of the District and half on the Government, 
whether they want the park or not. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is very true; and I will say right there, in 
response to the suggestion of the gentleman, as well as in answer to 
the question asked by the gentleman from Maryland a moment ago, 
that the statement that the people of this District do not want the 
park is entirely a mistake. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS.. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Georgia have as much time as he may desire. I know 
he will not occupy the time unnecessarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Georgia proceed without limit. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will not take a longer time than necessary, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN... Will my friend allow me right there? I did not 
mean to say,that the people did not want this particular park or that 
particular park; but I stated the general proposition that they have 
no power over the general legislation of the District. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is true, and that is incidental to the fact I 
stated a moment ago—that this is a national capital. It is a place re- 
served, and a place over which Congress alone must exercise exclusive 
control. 

Mr. HEARD rose. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And I want, before the gentleman interrupts me 
further, to say that it would be wholly at war with the interests of 
the people of the United States, it would be utterly incompatible, to 
have local legislation in the District of Columbia with the interests of 
the people at their national capital, and for that reason those who 
framed the Constitution set apart this District under the absolute con- 
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trol of Congress. It is not any denial of the doctrine that we all hold 
dear that the people shall have self-government, but it grows out of 
the fact that this reservation is like any other reservation which the 
United States acquiresor retains jurisdiction over for national purposes, 
because local interests might be very different. The local appropria- 
tions might be wholly inadequate to meet what might be deemed neces- 
sary for national purposes by the National Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. And there would be a continual conflict between 
the local authorities and the United States authorities if any other sys- 
tem were adopted. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes, there would be a continual conflict, just as 


now there is a continual complaint growing out of the supposition that | 


the people here ought to have the government of the District and the 
management ot its affairs in its own hands. Obviously that is nota 
correct idea, It is absolutely necessary that the affairs of this District 
should be controlled by Congress, which represents the people of all 
the States, all of whom have an interest in the national Capital and 
in the District for the purposes for which it was reserved and estab- 
lished. 

Mr. HEARD. Itisnot my purpose to take issue with the gentleman 
as to the propriety of or necessity for the form of government which 
obtains here. I pass that question by. My criticism is that the law 
being enacted providing that one-half of the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District are to be paid by the people here and one-half by 
the United States, Congress should be just and equitable in dealing 
with the people in matters where the voice of Congress controls and 
where the people of the District have no voice except through Congress, 
and that the spirit of the law making that division of expense contem- 
plates only necessary and proper appropriations. 

Now, I think that in fairness the gentleman should have answered 
the question of my colleague [Mr. BLAND] far enough to have stated 
that while it is true, as intimated by my colleague, that there is no 
other city in the country where the General Government pays part of 
the taxes and relieves the people of taxes to that extent, it is also the 
fact that the Government pays one-half the taxes here under an agree- 
ment made by Congress itself upon the hypothesis that that is a fair 
proportion for the Government to pay on account of its large holding 
of property here, and that it is not in any sense a gratuity to the peo- 
ple of the District. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the gentleman will allow me to complete my 
answer to him and his colleague, I will do so briefly. Any Congress 
has the power to make with the people of this District any sort of ad- 
justment which it may deem proper of the proportion of the expenses 
to be paid by each. The proportion has been fixed at half and half; 
that arrangement being made, as I understand, upon the theory that 
the Government, owning the’streets and the reservations and the public 
buildings, really owns half the real estate in the District, an assump- 
tion which every gentleman within the sound of my voice knows to be 
incorrect now, whatever it may have been in the past. 

Mr. HEARD. Then is it not the duty of Congress to fix a more just 
and equitable basis? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, the gentleman belongs to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. HEARD. And that committee has no power whatever; but, on 
the contrary, the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, 
for which the gentleman from Georgia is now speaking, assumes ab- 
solute control of that question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Notatall. My friend on reflection will admit 
that, we take up only such matters as his committee are unable to get 
passed and put them on this bill sothat they may be got through under 
whip and spur on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; and it is only fair and just to the District Com- 
mittee to say that the gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee 
frequently resist the action that is proposed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, assuming absolute control over every appropria- 
tion of money to be expended -within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. The members of the Committee on 
Appropriations, being also members of this House, havea right to crit- 
icise any bill that comes before them, either from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia or any other committee. 

Mr. HEARD. But you gentlemen assume to negative legislation 
proposed by the Committee on the District of Columbia, as you did in 
the ease of the girls’ reform school, and then refuse to recommend such 
appropriation yourselves. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman very well knows that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have no jurisdiction to report an appropria- 
tion for an institution that does not exist under the law, and therefore 


have had it struck out on the point of order. 

Mr. HEARD. That is where I find fault with the Appropriations 
Committee, that it refused to allow us to pass the bill carrying the ap- 
pees, and made the point of order upon it when we proposed 
egislation to establish the institution and to make the appropriation. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I say to the gentleman again that any member 
of the Committee on Appropriations has the same right as any other 


member of this House to make any point of order or any objection to | the District pay half of that expense? 
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| lutely, every centof it, outof the Treasury of the United States. 
he knows that if we had reported that appropriation anybody could | 


S161 


any bill that is brought in here by any committee. Each member is 
responsible for his own action. 

Mr. HEARD. But the gentleman is inconsistent in that he insists 
that it is our duty to do a thing when his committee resists, and suc- 
cessfully resists, the doing of it on the ground that our committee had 
not jurisdiction. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Whendid your committee propose any readjust- 
ment of the method of apportioning the expenses of the District gov- 
ernment between the United States and the people of the District? 

Mr. HEARD. And when has the gentleman’s Committee on Ap- 
propriations proposed any such measure?’ And you name the propor- 
tion to be paid by the Government and District respectively of every 
item for joint account. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I can not yield any longer, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question as to 
the purpose for which this park is established? The gentleman has 
compared this Zoological Park with the parks in other cities. There 
is one in Chicago, which is maintained not for the advancement of 
science, but for the entertainment of the people. Now, if this park is 
to be established and maintained for the entertainment of the people 
of the District, then the gentleman’s argument is correct; but if it is to 
be established and maintained not merely tor the entertainment of the 
people, but for the advancement of science, then evidently there is an- 
other question involved which the gentleman has not yet touched. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I am much obliged to the gentleman. In re- 
lation to that I wanttosay that whatever may be the other features of the 
Zoological Park, scientific or otherwise, it is to be a park for the enter- 
tainment of the people, it is to bea park open to the public, and, so far 
as the people of this District are concerned, for every purpose that such 
a park is desirable, this city will have one. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is, the drives, the walks, and the grounds of 
the park considered not as a scientific park. But suppose it were not 
scientific, would it not be just as entertaining, and if thefe is extra 
expense incurred in adding the scientific element is it not fair to say 
that there comes in an element which the people of the District have 
nothing to do with and ought not to be required to pay for? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the gentleman were able to draw a line by 
which that could be determined there might be something in his sug- 
gestion; but whatever may be the scientific features of that park, it 
will undoubtedly be to the people of this District for all purposes just 
what any other zoological park would be. It will be enjoyed by them 
and in the same way and to the fullest extent and at the expense to 
them of paying one-half the cost of its maintenance, and certainly I 
think that the Government of the United States in paying its half is 
paying qaite enough for the scientific features. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And the people of this city will enjoy the park, 
while the great body of the peopleof the United States will never see it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Thatis true. The people of the city will enjoy 


| thispark day afterday and week after week throughout the year, while 


the great majority of the people of the United States will never see it. 

Now, it is not true that the people of this District, or at least some 
of them, did not ask for this park. I remember quite well that when 
the amendment on the subject was pending upon the sundry civil bill 
and upon the District appropriation bill we heard a great deal said on 
this floor and elsewhere about the necessity for a breathing place for 
the people, a place for their recreation and entertainment, a place to 
which the poor people who work all the week could go on the Sabbath. 
Various arguments of that kind were used. Those arguments were 
met by the statement that within the city limits the Government of 
the United States was maintaining at its own exclusive expense nu- 
merous reservations embracing many acres, which were absolutely free 


| to the people of this District and to all the people who come here as 


visitors. 

But that was not regarded asa sufficient reason. Influencesin favor 
of the establishment of this park were brought to bear largely from 
citizens within the District, as well as from scientific authorities. J 
admit that these were one of the forces behind the bill. The measure 
went through on this ideaof the District bearing one-half the expense; 
it would have failed to go through, would have been rejected, on any 
other basis.. Therefore in this matter there is now no injustice toward 
the District, no afterthought, no disposition to take ‘‘snap judgment”’ 
upon the people of this District. 

Again, there are a great many expenditures in this District borne en- 
tirely by the Federal Government of which the people get almost the 
entire benefit. Among these I refer to the institution called the Freed- 
men’s Hospital, maintained at an annual cost of $51,000 paid abso- 
The 
inmates of that institution, I have no doubt, are largely—more than 
half—almost entirely from the District of Columbia, Some of them, 
it is true, are people who come here from other parts of the country, 
just as in New York, Philadelphia, and other cities provision has been 
made for taking care of people, not residents, who become sick or dis- 
abled whilethere. But, I repeat, the Government of the United States 
pays every dollar of this expense. 

Mr. HEARD. Why does not the Government make the people of 
What is the theory upon which 
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the whole expense of that institution is assumed by the General Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not know the reason. This system was 
adopted at the time of the establishment of the institution, soon after 
the war, when a good many people of the class designated in the title 
of the institution were thrown upon the Government for their support. 

District at that time was poor and in debt, was not as rich and 
populous as it is to-day. - The Government in its wisdom and discre- 
tion established this as a national institution, and it has been main- 
tained from that day to this at the expense of the United States, al- 
though the beneficiaries of the institution are mainly from the District 
of Columbia, and in any other city similarly sitaated would be a charge 
upon the local authorities. 

Again, there is carried in the sundry civil bill year after year an ap- 
propriation of $19,000 for keeping up a number of beds in the Provi- 
dence Hospital. Not one cent of this expense is borne by the District 
of Colambia; yet the people receiving the benefitof that provision are 
mainly people of this District. The Garfield Hospital receives an ap- 
propriation of $15,000 a year, every dollar of which is paid by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, not a dollar by the District, from which 
the beneficiaries of the institution largely come. And yet the United 
States Government pays one-half of all other charity appropriations in 
addition. 

‘Then there are the salaries of the judges of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, amounting to $24,500, every cent of which is 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. Yet I will venture to 
say that for one case tried in which the Government of the United 
States is interested as a party ninety-nine others are tried in which 
the parties are citizens of the District, neither the Government of the 
United States nor the citizens of any State being concerned on either 
side. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not that necessarily result from the condition 
of things of which the gentleman just spoke—the necessity for the 
Government having control here without any conflict ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Not at all. 

Mr. HEARD. Then why do you not provide some other system ? 
Why not have the people of the District pay their fair proportion of 
this expense ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not care to charge the people of this Dis- 
trict with one-half of the expense of any of theseitems. I am naming 
them here for the purpose of answering the argument which is contin- 
ually made in the press and on this floor and elsewhere, that Congress 
is treating this District unfairly and unjustly. 

We pay the whole amount of the salaries of these judges, although 
99 per cent. of the business transacted is between citizens of the Dis- 
trict. Inany of the States of the Unionif a murder or any other crime 
is committed the expense of the trialis charged to the State or county. 
Here the entire expense in such a case, including fees of witnesses and 
jurors and the salaries of the judges, is all paid ont ot the Treasury of 
the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will pardon the criticism; but I sug- 
gest to him that, in my judgment, it would be infinitely better to have 
the people of the District pay one-half of the judicial and other proper 
expenses to which he has referred than to require them to pay one-half 
of the expense of maintaining the Zoological Garden and other things 
not necessary for the proper conduct of the District government. I 
think the efforts of Congress should be directed towards finding and 
declaring the proper line of division in expenditures made in the Dis- 
trict and in adhering to it, and not appropriate carelessly and rely 
upon effecting justice by making set-offs on doubtful charges. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I hope now that I may be permitted to proceed. 
I do not wish to trespass on the time of the committee. 

I want to say this, that while I am making answer to the charge of 
injustice, in which my friend from Missouri seems to share, on the part 
of the United States Government towards the people of the District of 
Columbia, I cite these instances of absolute generosity on the part of 
the Government in support of the position I take; the gentleman 
from Missouri answers by suggesting a long line of legislation in re- 
gard to these matters, and asks why we have not carried it out. 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, no, If the gentleman will allow me—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia declines to be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. HEARD. 
Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman indicated a few moments since 
that he desired to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not propose to interrupt him without his con- 
sent, but I do propose to let the gentleman himself say whether he will 
be interrupted, and not the Chair. 

Mr. McADOO, Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me for a 
question ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will. 

Mr. McADOO. What do you think of the propriety of a Senator or 
member of the House of Representatives serving on the District Com- 
mitiee of either House and legislating for the District who is a property 
owner in the District? 


The gentleman has not declined to be interrupted, 





Mr. CLEMENTS. 
his own conscience ought to determine for himself. I do not propose 
to undertake to set up any standard of morals or conduct for any other 


Well, that is a matter that every gentleman in 


gentleman than myself. 

Mr. McADOO. I do not want to be misunderstood in my question. 
But it has always been to me a very grave question whether under 
general parliamentary law as laid down in other countries, outside of 
this Chamber, a member of either House would have aright to vote on 
such aquestion. In May’s Parliamentary Law it is laid down clearly, 
as an axiom, that a member having such a property interest would 
not be eligible to vote on such a question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, his modesty should prevent him. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Georgia 
yield to me for just a moment? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield to my friend from Missouri if he thinks 
the suggestion of the gentleman from New Jersey needs any other 
answer. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the gentleman from New Jersey, as 
the gentleman from Georgia and myself were conducting the colloquy, 
if his question was intended to contain any reference to either the gen- 
tleman from Georgia or myself; and, if so, to which one. 

Mr. McADOO. I had no personal reference whatever in the ques- 
tion. It was solely a question as to the interpretation of the parlia- 
mentary law on the subject. 

Mr. HEARD. I put the question because I am a member of the 
District Committee, but am not a property holder here. I did not 
know to what the gentleman alluded in his remark, whether it was 
personal or not. 

Mr. McADOO. The remark was entirely impersonal, including no 
one either in the House or in the Senate, and had reference solely to 
the general principle involved. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In regard to that, Mr. Chairman, it would seem 
to me to be a very indelicate thing for a‘ gentleman to vote public 
money to improve the street in front of his own house, for instance. 
But that is a matter of propriety that he must decide for himself as to 
what he will doin any such case. I would not undertake to determine 
it for him, 

Now, the expense of marshals, jurors, and witnesses, including the 
support of prisoners in this District, amounts to $120,000, every dol- 
lar of which is paid out of the Federal Treasury exclusively, except 
for,the last year and this one, one-half of the item for the support of 
prisoners, which is about $19,000, was excepted. Not only that, but 
there is appropriated annually some $100,000 for the care and lighting 
of the public reservations in this city. Every dollar of that is borne 
by the people of the United States, It is their property, but is inter- 
spersed amongst the residence streets of the city in such a way that, 
without expense to the people here, they get the benefit of the appro- 
priation; and it is as much at their use as though they owned these 
reservations absolutely. These are lighted, cared for, and preserved 
by the Government of the United States without the expense of a dol- 
lar to the city or the District. 

I am not complaining of this, nor saying it is not right, because the 
property belongs to the Government of the United States; but I cite 
these instances to prove that there is no truth in the claim that the 
Government of the United States is oppressive to the people of this 
District in requiring them to pay one-half of these sums for the main- 
tenance of the National Park and the Zoological Park, and also one- 
half of the expense for the extension of the water-supply system. 
There is no city in the United States where the people have such mag- 
nificent service and improvements and at so little cost to themselves 
as here. They are fortunate to live at the national capital. 

But I cite this to show that the District, instead of being stingily 
treated and unjustly dealt with, has been generously and magnani- 
mously treated by the Congress of the United States in all respects. 
And upon this point, if there are to be complaints year after year, and 
a constant controversy about the present mode of payment, one-half 
by the District and one-half by the Gover=ment of the United States, 
it will become necessary that that system be broken up. And the peo- 
ple are not going back to the local territorial legislature or board of 
council to run the city of the national capital. 

It will be governed in accordance with the true intent and meaning 
of that provision of the Constitution which provided that the people of 
the United $tates through Congress should govern this reservation, 
this District, which is set apart for national for the capital. 
And there would be no injustice, and there would perhaps be a better 
understanding and better government in the administration of the af- 
fairs of this District, if there were another system instead of having a 
board of commissioners, composed of ope man supposed to be a Dem- 
ocrat, and another supposed to be a Republican, and a third one from 
the Army, established as a board, each one giving his separate bond. 


When they come to vote upon questions which may involve expendi- 
ture and loss, for which a board under a joint bond nw erty on 4 
sible, under this system that board of commissioners can not be held 
responsible for any act. 

It is true that each one gives his individual bond. He then acts as 
a member of the board. Suppose the army officer who isa member of 
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the board votes against the proposition, and the other two members 
vote forit, and it results in bad managementand mismanagement, for 
which one man would be responsible if he was under bond. It would 
be unjust and outrageous to hold that man whose vote was cast against 
the measure responsible for what was done by the votes of the others. 
It is a singular form of government. Itis ananomaly. It does not 
work well. There is not that individual and close responsibility there 
would be if the money appropriated by the people of the United States, 
one-half out of the general Treasury and one-half out of the revenues 
of the District, was placed in the hands of responsible officers under one 
of the great Departments of the Government, where there is individual 
and official responsibility to the whole people. 

Let Congress exercise exclusive legislation, pass the appropriations, 
levy what is a just and equitable tax upon the people who choose to 
live here, and then put itinto the Treasury, not as a separate fund, but 
asa part of the revenues of the Government, and then appropriate 
every dollar that is necessary for nutional purposes and maintain the 
institutions of this District for the purpose for which it was established. 
I mean no personal criticism of the worthy members of the board of 
District commissioners. I mean to say the system is not a good 
one. 

Now, there is only one other point that I desire to allude to very 
briefly, and then I willclose. There is absoiutely gross injustice done 
in the present assessment laws here. Some of the city property of 
that kind‘which constitutes the homes of the poor men, ranging from 
five to ten thousand dollars in value, is assessed away up anywhere 
from 60 to 80 per cent. of its actual market value, while there are 
millions of dollars’ worth of property assessed partly as agricultural 
property at $100 an acre, which is being sold in lots and small parcels 
at rates amounting to $1,500 or $2,000 an acre; and the great property 
of this city, the large, expensive buildings and blocks owned by the 
wealthy, by corporations and by syndicates, is taxed some of it as low 
as 25 per cent. of its taxable value. 

These things ought to be corrected. There ought to be justice done 
to the Government of the United States and the District of Columbia 
by a proper collection of what is justly due. Upon the other hand, 
there ought to be an approximate equality established between the 
taxpayers in this community. 

This District owes a debt and. the Government is paying one-half of 
it, which amounts to about $20,000,000. There is perhaps no city or 
State or county or municipal organization anywhere else in the United 
States in which there is so great an indebtedness per capita. The ex- 
penses have run up in the last few years nearly 100 per cent. over what 
they were five or six years ago. 

Now, when the revenues are low and there is not enough money to 
carry out what is desired here by some gentlemen to be done, the rem- 
edy that is proposed is not equalization of taxes, not to increase taxa- 
tion, but it is to loan the District money of the people of the United 
States, taking the money that belongs to the people throughout the 
United States and advance it. There is a proposition in the District 
appropriation bill, placed there by the Senate, to take up $2,750,000 
of bonded indebtedness, which falls due on the ist of July next, and 
pay it out of the Federal Treasury, charging it up against the sinking 
fund of the District, making the District pay one-half of it. To the 
latter feature I have no objection. It is right; but I put you upon no- 
tice that if the money is advanced by the United States, and the reve- 
nue is inadequate to do what is desired to be done by the people here 
in the next two or three years, when the time comes to reimburse the 
Federal Treasury that account will be evened up by striking it off, 
and it will be virtually giving it to the people of the District. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow meaquestion? I willask 
him if he has not found in the course of his investigation that a very 
large proportion of the very best property in this city, that which iscen- 
trally located, is assessed at a value that is almost nominal. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is true, and it is true, I am informed, 
that ten years ago there was $17,000,000 of taxable personal property 
returned. Now, I understand it has gone back to $10,000,000, and 
with all the accumulation of wealth and population and accretions of 
that sort that have come into this District in the way of personal assets 
in the last ten years, we have the showing that this taxable property 
has fallen off to $10,000,000. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Is that due to silver agitation? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is not due tothat. And I will say that there 
ought to be a permanent board of assessors, responsible men, to see 
that this property is properly assessed, so that there shall be some di- 
rect responsibility about it. Itis true, as thegentleman has said, that 
there is property all over this city which is taxed, I think, at below 
25 per cent, of its actual value, and the outrageous part of it is that 
this property is the property of people who are well able to pay taxes; 
whereas the home of the poor man, who has his five or six thousand 
dollars invested in a shelter for himself and his family, is assessed 75 
or 80 per cent. of its market value. This is an evil that cries loudly 
for correction. 

Now, I have taken more time than I anticipated, and Iam much 
obliged to the gentleman from Illinois. [Applause. ] 
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railroad which obtained a grant of public land, and so forth, it shall 
only be paid out of the sums appropriated in the foregoing provision on 
a certain basis. That being a limitation upon the expenditure of the 
money in the billcomes within the rule. It has been frequently enun- 
ciated, as the present occupant of the chair knows, and it is not obnox- 
ious to the point of order because of that condition which makes it 
simply a limitation upon the expenditure of the money. 

Mr. CANNON. Would that leave the railroad company the right 
to go into the courts and have it settled? 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; it would be a receipt in full. 


Mr. CANNON, The gentleman from Indiana says no, it would not. 
I wanted that question settled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That question has been passed upon already. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg your pardon. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair begs the pardon of the committee. 





The concluding clause 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman modifies his amendment by 
striking out the concluding clause. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I forgot that that was added. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I would like to hear the amendment read 
with these words stricken out. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. What words were stricken out? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the amount so fixed to be paid shall be accepted as in full of all demands 
for such service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the amendment as modified in 
order. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, one word. The gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. CANNON] taunted me a while ago for having allowed 
this wrong to the people to exist for such a long period of time, and I 
wish to spend a moment in explaining that. I will say, however, in 
the first place, that the most important road affected is the Northern 
Pacific, and the gentleman has been in Congress ever since that road 
has been in existence. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. I was a mere boy when the gentleman 
was an old legislator. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; and you are but a boy yet. [Laughter. } 

Mr. VAUX. It is too late to keep these railroads from cheating 
the Government further, in addition to all the money they have al- 
ready stolen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the Clerk to read the provision of the act of 
February 9, 1853, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the said lands hereby granted to said 
States shall be subject to the disposal of the Legislatures thereof for the pur- 
poses aforesaid and no other; and the said railroad and franchise shall be and 
remain a public highway for the use of the Government of the United States free 
from toll orother charge upon the transportation of any property or troops of 
the United States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is the latter part of the pro- 
vision to which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from II- 
linois, to show him that he himself has fallen into the same mistake 
in common with the rest of us, The question was as to the proper in- 
terpretation of that provision of law (which applies to the Illinois 
Central, the Mobile and Ohio, the Hannibal and St. Joseph, and other 
roads), and the Supreme Court in interpreting it held that it provided 
for the 50 per cent. provision that you have got in this bill. 

Until lately I had supposed that that 50 per cent. provision applied 
to all these roads, but it pow turns out that all of this great ae of 
roads, which receive enormous subsidies from the Government, are 
getting full compensation, and my only object in offering this amend- 
ment is to put roads of that class upon the same footing with the others 
over which the Government has theabsolute right to fix the rates of com- 
pensation. So that my friends will see theimpropriety of opposing this 
amendment. It is a just measure, it is an honest measure, and the 
only wonder is that the officers connected with the Quartermaster’s 
Department have not called the attention of Congress long since to the 
absence of proper legislation on this subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (to Mr. HotmMANn). Does not 
your amendment leave these roads free to go into the courts of the 
United States and sue for the other 50 per cent.? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will answer thatin two ways. In the first place 
we adopted just such a provision as this on the army appropriation 
bill. ‘To avoid the point of order I omitted the clause which has been 
omitted in this case. The Senate put iton. In the second place, 
whether they go into court or not is entirely immaterial. 

The language is copied from the several acts making the grants, 
and if the gentleman will look into the grants of the Northern and 
Sonthern Pacific, he will find that in each one of them Congress ex- 
pressly reserves the right to fix the rate of compensation, and the grants 
were accepted on that condition. So my friend will see that whether 
there is any limitation or not is entirely immaterial, because there is 
no possible ground to question the power of Congress over the subject. 
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Indeed, that question has been substantially decided over and over 
again by the Supreme Cuurt. 

Mr. VAUX. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] 
think that if these railroad companies go into the Supreme Court, the 
people will get justice? The Supreme Court of the United States is 
an annex, and carries out by its decisions what Congress has not had 
the intelligence to do by enactment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ihave not heard a word the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has said. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
House has already adopted this provision, and the Senate has concurred 
in it with an amendment making the maximum rate 60 per cent. ; the 
only trouble is that it does not apply to this money which has already 
accrued. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that this amend- 
ment should be adopted at this time. First, if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] iscorrect in saying that there would be a dif- 
ferent basis for the payment of these railway companies for the re- 
mainder of this year from that which has obtained up to this time, it 
would produce confusion. He says that upon the army bill, substan- 
tially this amendment was adopted, but that bill provided for the 
expenditures of the coming fiscal year, whereas this appropriates for 
deficiencies for the remainder of this year. So, for the purpose of 
avoiding confusion, this amendment should be rejected. 

Second, I do not believe the amendment is rightanyway. Itis very 
easy for a gentleman to offer an amendment, and, in the name of the 
taxpayers, propose to limit the compensation of this railway company 
or that railway company, and it is somewhat popular, and, where it 
ought to be done, or can justly be done, I have no objection to it. But 
the truth is that the railway companies to be reached by this provision 
are in the main companies whose roads run through a new part of the 
country where the settlements are sparse, where the rates of transpor- 
tation for passengers average from 5 to 8 cents a mile, and where the 
rates of transportation for the commodities of the country are two, 
three, and four times what they are in the more thickly settled regions; 
and when you decrease the compensation for services performed by these 
companies for the Government below that which railways receive in 
the thickly settled portionsof the country, you but tend to add to the 
burdens of the people who live along these roads; for, after all, if a 
railway is to be operated, the expense and the profit connected with 
its operations must substantially be paid by the people living along its 
line. 

I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move pro forma to strike out the 
last word. 1 make this motion for the purpose of replying to what the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] has justsaid. ‘The gentleman 
takes the position, as I understand, that the people have to pay the 
expenses and the profits of these roads, and therefore if the Govern- 
ment reduces the amount which it pays them it is doing imjustice to 
the people. Now, the factis that these railroad companies charge every 
cent that they can get. They do not take into consideration for a 
minute what their expenses are. The simple question is ‘‘ How much 
can we get from the people?’’ If, instead of making the provision in 
this bill, you should pay them ten times what they are to receive it 
would not make a particle of difference in the amount of money they 
would collect from the people. That is the first fact. 

Now, as to the second fact: The gentleman has made a comparison 
between roads running through thinly settled portions of the country 
and roads running through thickly settled sections. The fact is that 
in the more thinly settled portions of the Union the railroad compa- 
nies charge every cent they can possibly obtain, utterly regardless of 
the kind or volume of traffic. They do the same thing in the more 
thickly settled sections. All this allegation that we must take into 
account the equities and allow these companies more, because of the 
fact that if we donot the people will be subjected to greater taxation, is 
simply ‘‘bosh,’’ the whole of it, from top to bottom. There is not a 
particle of sense in it. 

Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. SPINoLaA rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to close debate on this provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the motion so as to allow ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. CANNON. Do you want ten minutes yourself? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Only five; but the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA } also desires five. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York can come in on his 
matter quite as well upon some other part of the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; this is the proper place for me to be heard 
on my proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the debate be 
closed in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that debate on this and amendments thereto be 
closed in ten minutes, five minutes to be occupied by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HorMAn] and five by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sprvoia]. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the answer made by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that these railroad companies would charge more 
for transportation for private parties on account of a limitation of their 


charges against the Government, is ample and complete. These corpo- 
rations uniformly exact the last dollar they can from the people, whether 
favored by the Government or not. This amendment applies to some 
of the greatest corporations Congress has created, including the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad—a corporation to which you made a grant of land 
exceeding anything before known in the history of the world. And 
what has been the effect of your magnificent bounty to this corpora- 
tion? Who is reaping the profits of that imperial possession of nearly 


48,000,000 acres of that land—a territory twice as large as the State of 


Ohio? It is true, this subsidy probably secured the completion of this 
railroad a few years sooner than if left to private enterprise, but who 
is now reaping the profits of that magnificent subsidy? 

It is understood that this magnificent gift of Congress to capitalists— 
capital stock, bonds, and all—is almost exclusively owned in Europe; 
that the securities resting on this imperial gift of Congress are almost 
exclusively held by the capitalists and the nobility of Germany and 
England. You have given to that corporation alone, whose railroad 
extends from Lake Superior to the Pacific Ocean, wealth enough to 
build several such railroads. Every effort we have made to restrict or 
limit this grant, on account of the flagrant violation of the terms of the 
grant by the corporation, has failed. This Congress has virtually con- 
firmed to this corporation and the others the grants of that vast area 
of land; and the Secretary of the Interior is expected to issue patents 
for these imperial possessions in conformity with your act of last ses- 
sion, embracing, as is asserted, in the Northern Pacific grant, 5,000,000 
acres of valuable mineral land in the one State of Montana alone. 

Mr. CLUNIE. If it would not interrupt the gentleman, I would like 
to ask him to what roads does his amendment apply? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will speak of that in a moment. 

Now, in consideration of that great grant of lands which built this 
road, Congress reserved the right simply to fix the rate of transporta- 
tion for the Government of the property and troops of the United States 
and postal service and the like. You did this also in the law author- 
izing the construction of and granting lands tothe Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad, and the Southern Pacificand other roads. You expressly re- 
served this right as the enly condition upon which those grants were 
made—a poor right compared. with the subsidy you gave. And now 
gentlemen object to Congress even fixing the rate of compensation at 
50 per cent. of the amount paid by the general public forsimilar service. 
Yes, after giving these railroads to a few wealthy gentlemen you are to 
abandon the only right you reserved. I feel very confident that the 
House will not hesitate to adopt this provision as fixing a reasonable 
rate. I would require this transportation for the Government with- 
out charge, if in my power, and feel that I was acting justly and fairly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What rate does the gentleman’s amendment pro- 

? 
ie HOLMAN. Fifty per cent. of the rates charged to private pa- 
trons of the road—the same that is paid to other railroads affected by 
the bill as reported by the committee as fixed by the Supreme Court, 
but that decision does not reach the Pacific railroads. It applies only 
to the small land grants. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And that is the sole consideration we get for the 
enormous subsidies granted to these roads. 

.Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, that is all, and some gentlemen do not wish 
us to get that. The 50 per cent. provision now in the bill applies to 
railroads like the Illinois Central, the Hannibal and St. Joseph, the 
Mobile and Ohio, and others—roads none of which received more than 
two miilion and a quarter of acres, while these roads to which my 
amendment applies received grants running from 9,000,000 acres to 
48,000,000 acres. 

Mr. CLUNIE. The gentleman did not answer my question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendmentapplies to the Northern Pacific, the 
Atlantic and Pacific, the Southern Pacific, and I believe to the Oregon 
Central, and some other railroads of the same class. The House adopted 
this amendment as an amendment to the army appropriation bill as to 
army transportation; the Senate made the rate 70 percent. and the con- 
ferees agreed on 60 per cent., but that does not apply to the item of over 
$900,000 contained in this bill. The amendment is manifestly just ex- 
cept that it pays too much to these corporations, but it is the best I can 
hope to secure. “ 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, before commencing my remarks I 
wish to make a delicate request of the chairman of the committee, and 
that is that he will keep his eye sharply on me and his ears open, but 
not look at his watch. [Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, I have waited patiently for the arrival of this day, a day 
on which can be seen floating from every flagstaff throughout the 
American Republic the starry banner of our country [applause] in 
honor of the day which gave birth to the immortal Washington 
[ Applause. ] ’ : 

A MemBer. You area little off in the day. 
22d. [Langhter. } 





Yesterday was the 


Mr.SPINOLA. Oh, yes; I know; yesterday was the day, but to-day 
the people are celebrating it in every town, in every hamlet, in every 
village and city throughout the length and breadth of this great Re- 
public. On the hilltops and in the valleys they are honoring the day; 
and even the galleries of this House are filled, because the people have 
come forth hoping that on this day something patriotic might be done 
by the American Congress [applause] before this House shall termi- 
nate its existence according to law, and when they, like myself, will 
bid farewell forever politically to many of my friends on the other side. 
| Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, 11,500 sons of liberty [applause], who followed 
the banner of Washington during the seven long years of the patriotic 
struggle for liberty, by which the American colonies settled that great 
question and declared that they were free and independent States 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey [interrupting]. 
battle of Trenton. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Including the battle of Trenton, which my friend 
from New Jersey has the honor to represent—[laughter and applause ]— 
11,500 sons of liberty appeal to us from their tomb to commemorate 
their heroism in connection with that great struggle. Now, sir, while 
the American people are to-day rejoicing that the Great Ruler of all 
things gave us Washington, it is a fitting day for the American Con- 
gress to pass the bill to erect the monument to the memory of the mar- 
tyrs who perished in the dungeons of the British prison ships. [Ap- 
plause.] But, sir, if I only had the power to make yonder Hessian 
[ pointing to a painting], with his red coat, standing there in front of 
Washington, hear me this day, it would be the proudest moment of 
my life. [Applause.] But, sir, I can still thank the Great Ruler of 
all things that that Hessian does not stand on this side of the House. 
He is over there where he belongs, and where, I trust and hope, he 
will ever remain. 

Now, sir, with those few words I hope that I may safely leave this 
matter to the Representatives of the American people? Some of my 
friends may say this is a ‘‘chestnut,’’ but you will bear in mind when 
we go back to our boyhood days, when we went into the woods to gather 
chestnuts, our tastes varied a trifle. We gathered our basketful, some 
of which were eaten raw, some boiled, and others roasted. [ Laughter. ] 
And, I say right here and now that these gentlemen, unpatriotic as 
they have beer, who have refused to pass this bill which I have peti- 
tioned and asked for so often, if they shall continue that refusal shall 
continue to be roasted by meas long as I keep a seat on this floor. 
[ Laughter. ] 

I will roast them in the fires of patriotism, and I will boil them where 
my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. RoGrers] wanted to get his building 
[laughter ]—at Hot Springs—and I hope then that that course of mild 
treatment may bring them back to a sense of their duty, and to a 
general sense of patriotism whereby they will, when the patriotic heart 
of the American people shall have been awakened by these constant 
appeals, build this monumentin honor of the men who gave their lives 
to this Republic on the British dungeon ships, so that the young Re- 
public might have life and liberty. [ Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The time has expired already! Why, I thought 
you were not going to look at your watch. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Including the 


Add to the amendment the following words 

“ Provided further, That no provision in this act contained shall operate to 
estop the United States from forfeiting lands granted to railroad companies 
under the provisiens of the acts of Congress known as the land-grant acts.” 

Mr. CANNON, And on that I make the point of order. I do not 
know what it means. I do not know that I can stop it; but in any 
event it has no place here. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will allow me, I will explain in a mo- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready toruleon the point of order. 
While it may not be technically germane, there is no change of ex- 
isting law in it, and the Chair will overrule the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, perhaps if the gentleman 
would send us a copy of the Koran it might be adopted in the nature 
ofan amendment. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Might I be heard for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not debatable 

Mr. CANNON. Now, will not the gentleman withdraw it, a 
not debatable ? 

Mr. COBB. Idid not introduce it for the purpose of debate, but 
simply in good faith. I ask unanimous consent for two minutes to 
explain the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGRR. No; I think not, 


s itis 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood him to assent that the gentleman 
might have two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken; ob- 
jection was made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was asort of pantomime performance; but I 
ynderstood the gesture of my colleague to assent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman objected; and the question is on 
the amendment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN Jas thus amended. 
‘Those in favor of this amendment will say ‘‘ay.’’ 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
follows: 


Having read as 


To pay amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on ac- 
count of transportation of the Army and its supplies, except for services over 
the several Pacific railroads, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1889, $13.60— 


Mr. CUTCHEON said: I desire to offer an amendment just at that 
point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ cents,"’ in line 22, page 25, insert the following: 

‘That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby directed not to sus- 
pend or withhold the pay of any retired officer of the Army whose name was 
on the retired list prior to the passage of the act of March 30, 1868, and having 
lost an arm or a leg or having anarm or leg permanently disabied by reason of 
resection on account of wounds, or having lost both eyes by reason of wounds 
received in battle, has been retained upon the said list by the Secretary of War, 
in obedience to the act of March 3, 1875, notwithstanding such officer accepted 
and held a diplomatic or consular office.” 

Mr. CANNON. That amendment applies to General Sickles, does 
it not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 

ir. CANNON. If the gentleman will not make a speech I will 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. All right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 


Having read as 
follows: 


Increase of the Navy: Toward the construction and completion of the new 
veasels heretofore authorized by Congress, with their engines, boilers, and ma- 
chinery, being theamount required tocarry on work on said vessels, $1,000,000— 

Mr. BLAND said: Mr. Chairman, I see here an appropriation of 
$1,000,000 for increasing the Navy, for the construction of certain ves- 
sels. Iwill ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] to explain 
the necessity for this $1,000,000 appropriation. It is a considerable 
sum of money. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that the cruisers authorized 
by the last Congress and the Congress before are under contract, many 
of them, and not yet completed. The law authorized the contracts, 
and they are now in progress of construction, and this amount is to 
cover payments that will fall due before the Ist day of July next, and 
it is believed to be sufficient. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to compensate John W. Wallace for 
balance claimed to be due him for services rendered and expenses incurred un- 
der his appointment as special commissionery, appointed under the act of Con- 
gress approved March 2, 1889, to take testimony and report relative to the rights 
of freedmen Delaware and Shawnee claimants to share in the appropriation 
made by the act of Congress approved October 19, 1888, and also for expenses 
incurred and to be incurred in making the payment authorized by the said act 
of October 19, 1888, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary— 


Mr, BLAND said: Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order against 
that. Itseems to be a mere claim, like any other claim against the 
Government. 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion this is not subject to the point of 
order. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] looked into it 
very carefully, and he has made afavorable report. The services have 
been performed. The officer was there in pursuance of law, and the 
apprepriation was not sufficient to pay him in full. 

Mr. BLAND. I donot want to press a point of order against a proper 
item. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any dispute as to the facts? 

Mr. BLAND, If this isin pursuance of some contract or agree- 
ment, I do not wish to press it. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is overruled. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 


Having read as 
follows 

Yor Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent relatives; survivors and widows of the war of 1812 and 
with Mexico, $28,678,332.89 : Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for Navy 
pensions shal! be paid from the income of the Navy pension fund, so far as the 
same may be sufficient for that purpose: And ae: ‘That the amount 
expended under each of the above items shall be accounted for separately — 


Mr. DOCKERY said: I move to strike out the last word simply for 
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the purpose of expressing the conviction I have that this item is about 
$15,000,000 less than the requirements of that service for this fiscal 
year. 


Mr. MORROW. In response to that and without making any argu- 
ment, I desire permission to place in the REcoRD a careful estimate of 
the costs of pensions for the remainder of this year. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] 
asks unanimous consent to insert certain documents in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The documents referred to by Mr. Morrow areas follows: ° 

[Letter and statement submitted by Commissioner Raum. } 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
. Washington, D. C., February 14, 1391. ] 

Sir: In connection with an estimate for an appropriation to supply deficien- 
cies for the payment of pensions during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, [ 
have to state that an appropriation of $75,000should also be provided for the ad- 
ditional clerk hire at the pension agencies, made necessary by the large amount 
of work already performed and which is to be performed pursuant to the act of 
June 27, 1890. The appropriation for this purpose for the present fiscal year, 
which was made by the act approved June 30, 1890, was $250,000, This entire 
amount has been allotted to the agencies already, and even though the allow- 
ance of cases under the act of June 27,1890, has not madea very appreciable in- 
crease in the work at the agencies, I have already received applications from a 
number of the agents asking fora furtherallowance for said purpose. I am un- 
able to furnish them any additional amount for said purpose for the reason stated. 
The roll is increasing greatly, even under old acts, and I am of the opinion that 
not less than $75,000 will be needed to meet promptly the payments which will 
be required to be made in the 95,000 cases which I propose to have allowed dur- 
ing the present year under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Your attention is also invited to the estimate of $500,000 for fees and expenses 
of examining surgeons. Theexpenditure under this head will exhaust the ap- 
propriation of $1,000,000 already made long before the close of the present fiscal 
year, and I urgently ask that said amount be appropriated to meet the needs 
in this respect. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. W. W. Morrow, 
Chairman Subcommitlee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Estimate for a deficiency appropriation for pensions during fiscal year 1891. 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


Payments by pension agents: 
AUGUSl.......00.cccccee 
Septem ber........... 
EE 
November ........... 
December 
1891, January (from weekly reports) 
TORT 0000s cocccccsesccesovcceses 00s coscenscsneoscosese 60, 698, 193. 89 


Estimates: 
1891, February. 
March .. 
CS a 
May a cove 


3,500, 000. 00 
21, 793, 000. 00 
3,750, 000. 00 
8, 850, 000, 00 
22, 543, 000, 00 


55, 436, 000. 00 


Act of June 27, 1890: 
Already issued (first payment), 20,000, $42.20 
Estimated (first payment), 75,000, $42.20........0...00ceseseeeee 
Six months’ pensign on 95,000 cases, at $9.87 per month 


844, 000. 00 
eee «+ 8, 165,000,00 
5, 625, 900. 00 


9, 634, 900. 00 
aS 
Requirements: 
Expended 
Estimate under old laws... 
Estimate act of June 27, 1890. 


60, 698, 193, 89 
55, 436, 000. 00 
9, 634, 900. 00 


. 125, 769, 093. 89 
. 97,090, 761.00 


TOGA 2.000.000 200 co cccccececccoonecesecoconcnssssonsnsce sss cooeteveeess sccses etnsesssosces: 
Appropriation...................ccccocsceressoveeesessvensooseseeconeseccsnceceesse ceeces secee 


Apparent Gaelenay ...ccswesrccccrerccescccevecsecssccccvcosenessoesees epsensecoesesese 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1891. 

Sir: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication dated 
the 17th instant, in which you ask for a statement showing the disbursements 
for pensions for the four quarters ending December 31, 1 and also forthe 
number of pensioners on the rolls on that date, as wellas on the rolls February 
1, 189). 

In response I have to hand _ herewith a tabular statement giving the dis- 
bursements as desired, and I have to advise you also that on the 3Ist day of De- 
cember, 1890, there was a total of 562,757 pensioners, and thaton the 3lst day of 
January, 1891, there was a total of 572,522 pensioners on the rolls. 


Vv res fully, 
_ 7 ANDREW DAVIDSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 


28, 678, 332. 89 


Hion. W. W, Morrow, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


Pensioners on the rolls— 
I ae 


Increase in six months (net) 


Pensioners on the rolls January 31, 1891 .... 
Increase in one month (net) ............. eounpetacsescogoesee Govcceseesooee 
Estimate in December as to probable number of pe 
the rolls June 30, 1891 acne 
Number to be added on this estimate during remaining five months 
The following is astatement of the quarterly disbursements of the Pension 
Office during the fiscal years 1887, 1888, 1889, 1890, and first six months of 1891. 


one One eenee eee eee 








1891. 
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Amount of disbursements of Army and Navy pensions each quarter from July | 
1886, to December 31, 1890, 
ialattbsaetemenciions , wae - 
. amy Navy . ; 
Fiscal year. pensions. | pensions, ‘otal. 
1887. } 
First quarter, ending Sept. 30, 1886...} $16, 987,333.13 | $252,306.62 | $17, 5 


239, 659. 


Second quarter, ending Dec. 31, 1886..| 17, 495, 416, 54 | 50. 34 


34, 482, 749. 67 | 


281, 443. 80 


17, 











Total first six months............ 533, 750, 42 


35, 016, 500. 09 


Third quarter, ending Mar. 31, 1887. i 7, 923, 797.12 | 
Fourth quarter, ending June 30,1887, 19, 868, 182.03 | 


37, 











"231, 


301, 


555. 


7 18, 205, 352. 69 
998. 35 


20, 170, 180. 38 














Total last six months..........-..+| 791,979.15 | 583,553.92 | 38,375, 533.07 








Grand total for fiscal gure of Y | 
BET veniatssctnecvines 72, 274, 728. 82 


i“, 27 
1888, 
First quarter, ending Sept. 30, 1887 al 





1,117, 304.34 | 73,392, 033.16 





19, 429, 820. 27 274, 582. 17 19, 704, 402. 44 








Second quarter, ending Dec. 31, 1887.., 17, 249, 097. 96 319, 127. 87 17, 568, 225. 83 
———— eo — 
Total first six months............. 36, 678, 918, 23 hl 593, 710.04 | 37,272, 628, 27 


18, 272, 027.45 
20, 175, 680.78 | 


297, 739. 98 
293, 958. 61 | 


18, 569, 767. 
20, 469, 639, 35 


Third quarter, ending Mar. 31, 1888..| 
Fourth quarter,ending June 30, — 




















Total last six months..... 591, 698. 59 


38, O67, 8.28 23 | 39, 039, 406. 82 


Grand total for fiscal year of 




















i inciatihi asda ciate pinaninciaaainans 75, 126, 626. 46 | 1, 185, 408. 63 76, 312, 035. 09 

1889, ro a ee ee — 
First quarter, ending Sept. 30,1888...) 20,353, 131. 94 | 407,023.59 | 20,760, 155.53 
Second quarter, ending Dec, 31, 1888.. | 22, 601, 249. 42 428, 476.95 | 23. 029. 726. 37 
Total first six months.............. | 4 42, 4, 381. 36 | 835, 500. 4 43, 789, 881. 90 








Third quarter, ending Mar. 31,1889...) 22, 132, , 338, 99° t "397, 149. 25 | 





























Fourth quarter, ending June 30, 1889) 21 "504, 723.95 | 436,503. 47 
Total last six months.............. 43, 637, 062. 94 | 833, 652.7 72 | 44,470,715. 66 
Grand total for fiscal year of | | ae 
aie crurhtisbnnsoeegecncssummense. coca 86, 591, 444. 80 1, 669, 153. 26 88, 260, 597. 56 
1890, | “as a noe 
First quarter, ending Sept. 30, 1889.. ~| 28, 525, 120. 21 | 495, 851.94 29, 020, 972. 15 
Second quarter, ending Dec, 31, 1889.. 52° , 886. . 66 | 416,193.74 | , 042, 080. 58 
Total first six montha....,...... | §2, 1! St 007. 05 912, 045. 68 53, 063, 052.73 
Third quarter, ending Mar. 31, 1899.. | 24, ‘134, 549. 23, “411, 429. 76 | 24, 595, 979. 04 
Fourth quarter, ending June 30,1890) 27, 354, 165. 02 498,671.16 | 27,852, 836.18 





51, 





Total last six monthlis ..............! 
Grand total for fiscal year of | 
Babe isaccctesecocnecsbesbenenceccocssstecee] BM OOM, TEL. 1, 822, 146. 60 | 105,511, 


1891. ——_—_== = ——————— |= 


First quarter, ending Sept. 30, 1890...| 
Second quarter, ending Dec. 31, 1890. 


538, 714. 30 52,448, 815. 22 


910, 100. 92 





35 








29, 080, 716. 35 
27, 659, 348, 30 














Total first six months of fiscal | 


OEE TIGR. 000000006 cersccccecesce alii 5€, 730, 064. 65 


war aa 63 57, 687.: 








Pension appropriations from 1886 to 1891 and estimated appropriation for 1892, 
number of pensioners on the rolls each year, the increase and average number each 
year, the annual pension appropriations, and the average gross cost per annum 
for each pensioner. 





| 


| Increase 
Pensioners) in number} number of | 





gross 











. ta : Annual | cost per 
Year ending June | on rolls,| of pen. | pension- | pension ap-| annum 
year. |during the) rolls dur- |Propriations. | — h 
; a | en- 
year. | ing year, | sioner. 
I rite distil iaddebiitese ected | a$66, 000, 000 | T ctnsichiin 
406, 007 40,224 | | b78,375,200| 203.09 
452, 557 | 46, 550 | 282 | cS4, 352, 500 | 196. 49 
439,725 37, 168 | 47 L, 141 | 96,758,700 | 205. 37 
537, 944 48,219 513, 834 | e104, 437,954 | 203. 25 
602,713 | 64, 769 570, 328 gl 21, 411,745 | 212. 88 
706, 717 104, 004 | 654,715 | 135,099,785 | 206, 34 





a Ineludes $6,000,000 deficiency appropriated by act of May 
utes at Large, page 72). 

b Includes $2,300,000 deficiency (Mexican) appropriated by act of March 3, 
1887 (24 Statutes at Large, page 544). 

c Ineludes $4,660,000 deficiency (Mexican) appropriated by act of March 3, 
1887 (24 Statutes at Large, page 544), and $3,500,000 deficiency appropriated by 
act of June 8, 1888 (25 Statutes at Large, page 176). Total deficiene y, $8,100,00v. 

d Includes $8,000,000 deficiency appropriated by act of March 2, 1889 (25 Stat- 
utes at Large, page 922), and $7,000,000 deficiency in payments px »stponed until 
fiscal year 1590 (see report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1889, where such 
naneak is reported at $8,000,000, reported here at $7,000,000). Total deficiency, 

),000, 
* 

e ee oo 613,009 deficiency appropriated by act of April 4, 1890 (26 Stat- 
utes at La’ 40); also $3,708,898.35 deficiency appropriated by act of 
June 18, 1390 ( Statutes at Large, page 160), less payments of $7,000,000 made 
in fiscal year 1890, postponed from fiscal year 1889, But including $4,357,347.30 in 
payments postponed until fiscal year 1891. Total ‘deficiency, $22,679,254.65. 

J Estimated for 1891. 

fm Includes an estimated deficiency of $28,678,332.89 in pending bill, less $4,357,- 
a ee — in fiscal year 1891, postponed from fiscal year 1890. 
for } 


28, 1886 (24 Stat- 








Average Average | 


The Clerk 


proceeded with the reading of the bill. Having read 

ollows e 

Compensation of postmasters For amount reimb he postal revenues 
of the fiscal year 1590, being the amount retained by postmasters in excess of 
the appropriation, $162,33L.39 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] whether it is his purpose to offer an 
amendment increasing that item 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe the estimate of the re avers nt is that 
it will take $200,000 more than that, and I understood an amendment 


was to be offered. 

Mr, CANNON. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
O00, 

Mr. CANNON. This follows the usual precedents. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to inquire of the gentleman what he 
means by the usual precedents? The gentleman from Missouri [ M: 
DocKERY | says the estimate was $200,000 more than this an 
this fiscal year. 


This is the amount ascertained up to this time 


But there will be an additional deficiency of $200 


it 


unt for 


Mr. MORROW. Thisis the amount that has been ascertained up to 
this time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does the gentleman from Vissouri{ Mr. D ERY 
want a continuing, indefinite appropriation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘‘The gentleman from Missouri’’ only asks the 


amount estimated by the Department. 


Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Missouri states that the « 


mate calls for $200,000 more than this amount. 
Mr. CANNON. Precisely; I think the gentleman from Missouri 


{Mr. DocKERY ] is correct; but it has been the habit of the committee 


to recommend, and of the House to adopt, and the Senate to coneu 
and the President to approve, time out of mind, an amount suflicient 
to pay the postmasters’ salaries ascertained up to the time of the en 
actment of the bill, and this pursues that policy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I can not concur in the statement 


of the gentleman that time out of mind that has been the policy of the 
House. My understanding is that where a deficiency has been a 
tained it has been appropriated for. 
Mr. CANNON. We have provided for all that has been 
Mr. BLOUNT. But you have an estimate from the 
that it will require $206,000 more for the balance of this 


ascertain¢ 
Departm« 
fiscal yea 


Mr. CANNON, But we have {fifteen or twenty millions of dol 
lars more of estimates from various Departments for which no appt 
priationis made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit this is scarcely a fair way of meeting this 


item. The Department has calculated and estimated the : 
will be required for the remainder of the fiscal year, 
it not be paid at once, especially in view of the 


rmount tha 
and why should 
fact that it involves 


no 
| extra expenditure of money. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount ] 
move to strike out the paragraph ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. No; I move to increase it $200,000 
Mr. CANNON, I hope my friend will not do that. I want to goon 
with the bill. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out ‘‘one”’ and insert “‘ three. 
The Clerk read as follow 
In line 3, page 43, strike out ** one nd insert ‘‘ thre so that it will read 
** $362,331.69, 
[Cries of “Veto! * Vote!’ | 
The question was put; and the Chairman announced that th n 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 101 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To pay the amount certified to be duethe Flint and Pere Marquette Railroad 
Company for additional transportation, fiscal year 1879 and prior years, $14,391.68 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows 


To enable the Postmaster-General to pay to the employés of the P 


yat-OM 
Department additional compensation on a basis of 69 cents per h 


yur for sery 





ices rendered by such employés as were embraced in the order of the Post 
master-General dated March 21, 1889, requiring extra hours of ! a r of h « 

ployés from March 22, 1889, to July 13, 1889, to be regu “1 b e extra time 
each employé was actually engaged in rendering service ~~ r sai oe ler, there 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


propriated, the sum of $8,509.80, 


Mr. BLCUNT. I make the point of order that this is new legisla 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Itseems to me that the point of order is well tak: 
[ Laughter. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question involved in this amendment is pre- 
cisely the same asone that occurred at an earlier stage ofthe bill. The 
Chair sustained the point of order at that time, and does the as 
to this. 


same 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the Washington Post Company for advertising in the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1889, $10. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
upon what authority this item is put in, although it is a small item ? 

Mr. CANNON. itis put in on a letter from the Agricultural De- 
partment, in which they say that this was necessary service, and as the 
bills came in it was found that the appropriation had been exhausted 
by this amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the estate of Hugene Schuyler, late agent and consul general of the 
United States at Cairo, Egypt, for expenses incurred during the fiscal year 1890, 
for purchasing and shipping to the Department of Agriculture young date trees 
and onions from Egypt, $304.79. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order upon that amendment, to 
ascertain upon what authority this expenditure was made. 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill read to my friend from a letter from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, dated February 11, which explains the item. 
The item— 
grew out of a request by this Department, through the Department of State, 
that the consui at Cairo purchase for us ‘‘a few date trees’’ of an approved va- 
riety. It was expected that the cost would be small, and the Department was 
prepared to meet it; but the consul found an opportunity to purchase a rare 
collection of date trees, which were shipped, growing in tubs, with full provi- 
sion for watering and care on shipboard. Mr. Schuyler, the consul (since de- 
ceased), not only paid for the trees and their preparation for shipment, but 
advanced the charges for transportation, and drew on this Department for the 
whole. The Department had not the means to meet the unexpected draft. On 
the arrival of the trees they were found to be a very choice collection, in fact 
worth very much more than their cost; and being in excellent condition, they 
were at once distributed in Southern California, Arizona, and New Mexico. 
Good faith to the estate requires that the draft should be paid; andas there is 
no fund from which the Department can pay it, recourse is had to Congres- 
sional action. With the «late trees, Consul Schuyler, of hisown motion, sent 
usa box of Egyptian onions, the freight for which (a very small item) is in- 
cluded in the item. 

And now in the interest of onions, which we all love, I trust we can 
read. [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. This item discloses the fact that a Government of- 
ficial has taken upon himself to expend his private funds in the hope 
that Congress might reimburse him. I do not think the item is pro- 
vided by law or authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point of 
order? 

Mr. CANNON, 
order, as Mr. Schuyler is dead. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 1889, $2,515.40. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, as to the paragraph ending in line 
24, on page 45, I would ask the gentleman from Illinois, chairman of 
the committee, if he can explain what class of commissioners is to re- 
ceive this money? The bill does not specify. 

Mr. CANNON. Those are fees that are paid under the statutes. 
The parties are scattered all the way from the jumping-off place in 
Maine clear across the continent to the Golden Gate of California. 
They are all the way from near the Arctic zone down almost to the 
Torrid zone; and these commissioners are hungering and thirsting for 
these fees that they are entitled to under the statute. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is beautiful! I would like to say I am so 
overcome that Ican not sayanything. [Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 1890, $58,090.56, 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 46, line 5, strike out the words “ fifty-eight”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “‘one hundred and eight; " so as to make it read: 

“ For 1890, $108,090.56.”” 

Mr, CANNON. I desire to say that since this bill was reported and 
this recommendation was made the committee have had further infor- 
mation; and it seems that this amount is necessary. 

The question was put, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation and mileage of members of the House of Representatives 
$2,247.04 ’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON, 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 50, line 15, after the word “‘ cents,” insert the following: “‘To enable the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay 
to the officers and employés of the Senate and House borne on the annual and 
session rolls on the lst day of October, 1890, and the 8d day of March, 1891, in- 
cluding the Capitol police, for extra services during the Fifty-first Congress, a 
sum equal to one month's pay, at the compensation then paid them by law, the 
‘same to be immediately available. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, On the point of order, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to say a few words. The same point has been made on a great many 
occasions heretofore, and the amendment has invariably been held to be 
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Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 


I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point of 
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in order, both by the Committee of the Whole and by the House itself. 
Look back over the Recorp. I find that in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress the distinguished gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Kasson, in the chair, 
said, in ruling on a point of order exactly similar to this: 

_ ‘The Chair desires to state the only doubt in his mind arises from the fact that 
it relates to an existing service which is constantly before the House; and in 
view of the numerous precedents which exist and which he has not had the 
time to examine to see whether the point of order is settled, but concerning as 


it does the entire body of the House, he feels it is a case where, withoutshirking 
proper responsibility, he ought to submit it to the judgment of the committee. 


Mr. Kasson therefore submitted to the Committee of the Whole the 
question whether the point of order should be sustained. The amend- 
ment was inserted by a vote of 128 to 24. In the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, second session, an amendment like this was offered to the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. The proceedings will be found on page 2148 
of the REcorD for that session. Again the point of order was raised, 
and again the Committee of the Whole voted down the point of order 
and adopted the amendment. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, Mr. Hammond, of Georgia, being in 
the chair, a similar amendment was offered. The point of order was 
raised, voted down by the committee, and the amendment adopted. 

In the Fiftieth Congress, second session, Mr. CUMMINGS, of New 
York, offered a similar amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] wasin the chair. A point 
of order was raised, and the Chair stated (see page 2265 of the Recorp, 
February 23, 1889): 

That hitherto on more than one occasion an amendment precisely similar or 
having the same purpose in view has been submitted to the House, and the 
most recent decision was that of the Speaker himself, who held the amendment to 
be in order. The Chair happens to have that decision before him and will ask 
the Clerk to read certain paragraphs from it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The Speaker. The Chair finds upon an examination of the records that on 
two occasions heretofore an amendment similar to this—the Chair thinks in 
precisely the same meena been offered and a point of order made against 
it, and in both instances the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
bya very large vote, held the provision to be in order. 

“Mr. Hotman. Yes, sir; but does that action of the Committee of the Whole 
establish a rule for the control of the House? Itmust be apparent, Mr. Speaker, 
there is no law authorizing this item. 

‘The Speaker. Of course the Chair is not absolutely bound by any decision 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, although such de- 
cision is certainly entitled to very great respect when the question has been dis- 
cussed and decided by that committee, consisting as it does of the same mem- 
bers that compose the House itself. In order to preserve uniformity in the rul- 
ings upon this question the Chair thinks he ought toadmit the amendment and 
allow the House to vote upon it. 

“Mr. Hotman. And hold that there is a law authorizing this appropriation; 
that it comes within the third section of the twenty-first rule? 

“The SPEAKER. The provision seems to have been held in order heretofore 
upon the ground that it had been included in an appropriation bill, and was 
the law at least for that year.” 

The Chairman, Mr. RoGers, of Arkansas, said: 


If the Chair had doubts as to the correctness of the ruling of the Speaker he 
would nevertheless adhere to it, since he would not feel at liberty while occu- 
pying the Chair temporarily to dissent from it. The Chair admits the amend- 
ment, and the committee can vote on it. 


The decision just quoted had been made by Speaker CARLISLE in the 
first session of thé Forty-eighth Congress and may be found on page 
5501 and 5502 of the Recorp. The eminent gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. Randall, had offered the amendment, stating that he did 
so by instruction of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why multiply citations to other similar rulings 
on this same point of order? It has been settled in Committee of the 
Whole. It has been settled in the House itself, and manifestly is as 
much in order to-day as ever it was. I think it hardly worth while to 
say anything in advocacy of the amendment. The justice and pro- 
priety of it is self-evident. The employés of every Department have 
a leave of absence of thirty days with full pay, and this places the em- 
ployés of the House and Senate on a footing of equality with them. 

Besides, the session employés of Congress have only four months of 
service this year. At the expiration of that time they must either go 
home, which entails a very considerable expense, or they must seek 
another job here. Unless they should be wonderfully fortunate they 
will not find new employment in the thirty days. This is not new leg- 
islation. As far back as the Twenty-ninth Congress one month’s extra 
pay was given the employés for each session. I find a similar appropria- 
tion was made August 3, 1846, March 3, 1847, August 7, 1848, March 
9, 1849, September 20, 1850, and March 30, 1851. 

In July, 1854, an allowance of 20 per cent. extra was voted, and that 
rule prevailed almost without interruption until1860. Of course dur- 
ing the war all extra allowances were stopped. In July, 1879, how- 
ever, one month’s extra pay was given to all Congressional employés. 
Since that time the item has been included in or added tosome appro- 
priation bill almost every year upto the present date. Therefore, Mr. 


| Chairman, this practice having become hoary with age, having become 


law by custom, and the question having been repeatedly raised and 
decided adversely both in Committee of the Whole and in the House 
itself by no less a personage than the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE], I insist that the point of order is not well taken and should 
be overruled by the Chair and the proposed amendment adopted. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, anyone in this House during the ses- 
sion of this Committee of the Whole who has participated in voting 








